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COMMENTS 

ruch:!rdWilt 
Pages 

• 

• 

Tho EIS does nol addtcs• whether there may be existing grass"""" lllat could bo suill!ble 
furol'(Ornow imking (aun Jlltemativo to the cleoring of tbreo acre• ofb'ce• for tho 
preferred alternative). Do any S11ch arus •~ist? Could overflow parking tx, addre,sed 
through the uso of such areas? 

For grass parking areas that arc or could be particularly susceptible to erosion or other 
maintenance problems, could tho provision of"&ress-<:tetc" or other ,tal>iliud .wfaces 
so,ve to "'duce such problems whlle rotainlng tho pervlou.;, vegclllt,:,;I character of these 
arer,? 

Thank you for providing "" witlt • eqpy of !he .EIS and for your consideration of our commonts. 
If you have any questions ab<:,ut our comments, ft<:l free to conll!ct Noel Kaplllll at 324-12!0. 

Sincerely, 

L\~ - , 
T\17CJt-'tfD~ 

Anthony H. Griffin 
Acting County llxocutive 

AHG:NHK 

AtCil:chrn,,nts: A• S!a!cd 

cc (wilhont a11aclmtcnts): 

Katherine K. Hanley, Chairman, Fairflll< County Bow of Supervisors 
Stuart Mondolsohn, Supervisor, Dranesvmo Dlstricl 
Robert B. Dix, Jr., Supervisor, Hunter Mill District 
James P. Zook, Director, Office ofComprehonslve Pl4lllling 
Shiva K. Pant, Director, Office of Transportation 
James A. Heberlein, Di=tor, FiurfOJ< Coun1y PMk Authority 

N:IJ'DJJUPLAH'IJt1DoC~Wt.n1UI', W/ID 

• 

RESPONSES 

17. The National Park Service has strict guidelines on the use of 
chemical pesticides that would apply to Wolf Trap. Additionally, 
language directing the park to emphasize nonchemical turf man­
agement techniques has been added to the plan. 

18. Vehicles are currently allowed to park on the grass in all areas of 
the park where natural resources will tolerate the use. The only 
grass area not being used for parking is the meadow. Parking in 
the meadow cannot be permitted because a large portion of it lies 
in the floodplain, patrons use it for pre-performance picnicking, 
and it is an important element to the country character of Wolf 
Trap. 

19. The National Park Service concurs. A variety of turf stabilizing 
methods are being considered by the park. 

• 
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COMMENTS 

lb Fq,,imil• <z01-2i1:tm1· Coor 6r MalJ 

Mr. Richard A. Hilt 
lliroctor, National Park Ser,ic• 

r-i.rch 17, 1997 

H9lf Tr .. p Farm Park tor the Pu!orming Arte 

~i!~n!~"eA. Ro:~m 

P.I 

Retli,edDSGfM 
MM 2~ t997 

~~['"3t'8 
2 osc-_ 
i. DSC·-

~ ---·------
OIIIGIN,U S&ft TO"°' JZ: 
AFtt1I 110\JTING, $&10 
,TTACHMtNIS fO M __ 

Re, Onft Gftnenl MaMg ..... nt Plan/Davulopm,,nt Concept Plan/ 
Bnyironmnt&l JCSQICt ettte:mtM fey WAl( T'l'DP Ptm fltk 

llaar Mr. Wilt, 

Tllis letter to to c.,,....nt on bobalf of tlle Shau.a Villa!je 
CC1'MIUl1itY AIIBoClation (•SVCA•) OJI tha Januuy, 1997 Draft Gen•ral 
Management Plan/ Development Concept Plan/ t:r,vironmental In,paat 
st .. telll(lnt for liolf 'l'rap Farm Park (•Dratt Pian•) . 

First or ~ll, l want to thonk you tor toking the time to 
hdet MJ> """' •ne otha" ana raol.d•hts wh<> AttGMe~ the r,ulllio 
meeting on tlla Dr .. ft Plan in Pal>ruary, lfe apPNciate the e ff ore• 
of tM N&tiona1 Park 6,.rvice ('Se,cvlce•) and th& l!olf Trap 
Founaation to Address the concerns or their neighllor& in Shouse 
Village and oth,..- local Cl>lli<IUl'litiea. 

Thg Draft Plan sutes that bet"••n 1994 and 1~116, Wolf Tnp 
·wae sold out bet!feen 14 ano 26 Um-■ per yea,:-, and that there a,:;e 
an average of 10 additional sllows par year "!liclt n~ult in •near 
aellout• cro,<<!S. [P. 13) , The l?arl<, -'CC01'<l:t.ng to th" Plan, can 
accOll'l'.IIOdo.ta all but soo of the vc,hiclee tllat ar• typieal'ly driv~n 
t9 sold out l)erformancaa. (p, 131. Much ot elle ov•rtlow parking 

::11te~r~~e:uJif!"?•~.,!:~=i~1 :~::~ -~i ;~~o~~~ence to its 

l!ith reopect to the ieeue of over!l"" parldng, however, ehl!> 
SVCA does not currently euppore all a1p•ct1 oi the l\l ee.,,,aei ve 
114, which the Ber,ice 11 .. e propoosd to ia;>lffl~ttt, Spedtically we, 
are oppoied to two aapectB of altemstivt1 114: C1J tllQ 
elimination of thra• acna ot treae and the gnding of Gil's Hill 
in order to expand puking •pace at the P&rl<; &Jld [~1 the 
proposal ~II Ait~mativs H to wliminate parking that curr.,ntly 
e><ieta ttt cert,.in lQC&tionl. This approach 1G eont.,adicto,:y and 
>tould seemingly cause greater ttdvei:se h,pact on the environment 
tban nece-eaary, 

All 1<e dl.ecu•• mora fully lMlow, >18 urge the Sar,ice to 

• 
RESPONSES 
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Mr. 11.iclul~ A, Wilt 
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COMMENTS 

retdn tile exiGting pnking 1oc&t1ons, imple..,,nt certain featuree 
of Alternative H4 cnat would expand parlcing [lfitn tne excei;,tion 
of th<? proposed ieliin1na,:ion o&: tho t:hree aere6 ot tre-ceJ, l!lnd 
conliide::t" othel:" arrangeim&ntfi co 11ddrei!ls the overtJ.ow pe.rking 
oituati<>n, such as the uoe of ahuttl e buaeo for Wolf Trap 
employees U1d vo111ateera for thoee •old out or nearly eold 011t 
pe;i;f0rfflb:netu1. 

i =•t confeao th&t our 4ecision to oppose the re<luction of 
th<'I three acroa of ereea comae as eomowhat of a suq>i:l.ae to !M/ 
a• Y"'1 lcnotr, at the Fabx-uuy l\\eGting, I had expreB~Gd tny 
preliminary approvd for rtl!IOVing the trees. subaequently, 
howev11r, the SVCA toolc en infot111t1l Bu:tVey of reei<:cntu at the 

~~;ai~~:~ft:~~~~r~f m~;~~:•;:~ ~r11~:'~;:0;c~~:,,~r~~ ... ~~~k!~g' 
To1f1ston Rollll fnumbeu 2431 to 1451). A va•t ..,.jority of th" 
reeiOent• 11urvey11d were ot t~e opinion that, altncrugh the 
overnov p~rking h 1nconvenlent land oeea111onally highly 
disrupt,ivel, it dou not justify the extreme meall\lr,, or cuttin11 
do"" thne acres or treaR and grading the hill, particulatly at a location that lf0U1<1 be vioibla tram uap 1'on<1, 

Based upon the atatietiCll •et forth in th,. Dita ft flan, 
cutting Mwn the tht:ee acrea ct treee Ooe11 not appeu to be 
neceeeary to reduce •ub•tantially the SOD exeeea oarc that: the 
Pai-k cannot our~ttntly aecom\!iOdate .at. sold out. and. nt1a,:l.y sold out 
perfonno.nces. rn■tud, the Service could do tha tallowing, 

(11 ae proposa<1 in Alternative #4, fill in the ouat 
llalfl and Dln,plll (all identified in the Draft nanl . which 
would add an ad<1l.tionAl 211 parlcin11 opa<:ai. [Draft Plan P. 
S6l. 

(21 Retain th■ tollD1'ing, currently ••xi•ting parking 
locations wnicll would be del•tltd under Alternative ~4.: 

~~;., ~:~kf~~king :~ :::~:: 
A•1'ociates lawn parking 4. ~ spae•• l l'-_______ Pa_r_1<_l_n_11_l_o_t_#3 ______________ J_O---'•p'-a_c_~-~-------' 

2 

• 

Total ll G apaaea 

Cll consider limited u.e ot ahuttla lru•-■ tor l!c,lf Trap 
employees and volunttar~ on tllose 24 to 35 perCo:rmancea of 
the year that are eold out or nearly sold out to addraoa tha 
remaining 150 ca~• 10, the son ears that l!olt Trap cannot 
acco..,..o<late at overflOlf perlorni.-noeu) • 

111th napecc co the use· of gluactle bllaas, the Draft Plan 
11O .. u that the lla,:ional llil<llite Foo.eracion on 11.0UtQ ? "oul<l ~ 
Yillin11 to allolf !folf :rrap parlcing in its 1>arldng lQt, which 
could acconnodate 350 Cat'G. (P.32). ThQ Plan and your corm.ant• 

•· 

RESPONSES 

1. Parking lot #3 would not be removed, but would be merged with 
other parking and the capacity for the same area increased. 

2. The number of employees and volunteers varies according to the 
types of performance. Their arrival and departure times vary wide­
ly; however, the majority of workers leave at the same time as 
patrons. This makes the scheduling and staffing of shuttle service 
very difficult. 

• 
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COMMENTS 

:,Ir. llklla.-d A. Hilt 
tl<\rcll 17, 1997 
rage l 

<It tho Fel)ruary rnoe<ing iortiMto tll&t the Service rej octed the 
uee of shuttle buAeS tor patron• in cha b~lier that the l:luae• 
would exacerbate cratfio probh!M blloause <hey would most likely 
1:te. uee<I <1urin9 th& congestion that ao~ur• immodiatal y before and 
11tt11r Wol r Tx-ap events. Th11r11 11a• also apparently a conee,;n that 
tl\Q \l&trona tha.t ardvQd la"t ><011ld ~ di.-Qctw to th• remot.. 
parking e~te, '<hich would oauee them to mies tile beginning of 
~howe. 

In our opinion, neither of the•11 objeacion• would apply to 
th• un ot Blll.ltcle t>uses ror emplayees and volunteers tor ehe 
l-1mite4 miooer ol eoltl. out or nearly ,old out p,,rto.,..ncee, It 
~• ou.- undoretanC.ing tllat et1ployou and volunt11eu aro &xpocted 
t:0 report. to H'olf" 'J":tap at leai,t; an hour Mr:o~fl a Bhov begiil"ltt. An 
it 1<0Uld l)Q l<nown at tho ti- thvy arrivua tllat a uhow hal2 •old 
out for was clooe t<' being 001d ouM, th•y could be diueted te 
J:>B,rk At (1 I the brr>B Cn8\ffllil1l! there v•u no conflicting event 
schadulad flt tna Barne) , I~ l other p~p11rc1es that tile S&rvioe 
owtlB near tho 11arna I or Cll tile l'Meration parking lot. TM 
J>u~ea 1:>r1119ing thl!III into thi pan: would not compete with tile 
irrmediate pre- ohav parking crunch, will.ch gen~rally doe a not oct"Ur 
until half an !\our )>afore th• ohow (Draft Plan P. BDJ. lt ie 
!ilBO our undar■tanding tlllt volunteora mo.y lao.vo &.t iru:o:r:mia■icn, 
!inti that ,;,oet en,ployeea leave at leant an hOur attar the 
aonclUsiM ot th~ sl\o>'. Again, shuttle bus11s 11t either time 
"oulC. not i-ct tile poet-show trattic cong■ation. TM• oclution 
,night not address sU 1$0 earl!, but it could largely reduc♦ thia 
tiumher. 

/ In ad<11tion, the se,:vlc11 could conside:,, any or all ot tho 
tollowing 8\lgge!ltiona to reduce tho remaining parking ovort1ow, 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Provida a finanaial incentive to patrons arriviniJ aar1y 
!or a shoW to park at ene !'ooeration a.- Barna pa.-king 
lot. !'or '""""Pl•, patnns 10rriYing &arly Who ag.-H to 
park oU-zita cou1d receive a coupon for $5 of! at tha 
concl!!lssion ltBild or d1sc=ountl!II on future >rolt Trap 
evener, {11apecial1y thDBII ohow• that do not •ell out) . 

Simil1u· incentives could be given tor Metro riden Who 
ahw thbt tllOY t<x>lt the Matro to arrl ve at llolf '!'rap. 

To ofhet the typical vehicle 0<:cupanct ot 1 ~o i 
persons (Draft l'hn, P. 801, additional inc:cntives 
could l:le given to encourage car pools. In addition to 
th" fint-ncial iocentiva1 diecusoed above, vehiclos "1th 
4 or !!IOU riders cauld Ile given pratereo,tial parking 
oloaer to tile Pilen• C•n~er. 

or .. ater u•A coulll t,e made ot th• fields bel11nd the 
P'ilene Ccnt,er tor parking. P'oi:saibly an acc:1:11s road 
could be !luilt 00 the North Sida of th• Filene c•nt.,r 
to auow greater acc•H to thiB location (presurcably 

• • 
RESPONSES 

3. The use of financial incentives to encourage patrons to use remote 
parking facilities and shuttle bus or metrobus was considered. It 
was estimated that most patrons would not be willing to exchange 
the convenience of parking onsite for a reduction in the price of a 
ticket or for free food or drink coupons. The lengthy departure 
time required would be especially difficult to overcome in per­
suading people to use such a system. 

4. See response 4 to the National Capital Planning Commission let­
ter. 

5. See response 18 to the Fairfax County letter. 
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Mr. IUC/1.Jrd A, 111lt 
Mas:ch 11, l997 
Pa:9e 4 

COMMENTS 

P.• 

tnat would not 1nterrere witta Dinner Tant dininSJI . 

rn •h<>rt, th~N awosr ~a be • nu~r ot al ternati """ tl>.ot 
tile Service c0u14 eonoidar withaut taKi119 the rohtively <1noti c 
step of clearing 1':hree acres ot tr(les to incrH•e on• site 
parkiug, Tllo SVCA requeats ~be Set:Vic:a to eonsid~r the al)ov& 
r6Cot'l!mfondation1 aa ~ altet'N.tive to it~ C11rrent propo■al. A• 
tne Gtll'olard ror all Nat1cnal Parks, aJl<1 wtd•.- th~ National 
Bnvironmantal Policy Act, "" boliave the service hao the "1<1r1Ll 
~ etatutory Obliglltion to co111idAr any rueonablo alt.omat1ve 
that in,,poH• a hH ao.vai:■e 1u;,act upon tl!A envira.,,.,.,nt, 
HOraover, UH or anuttlt.i touu• aJld •otee or the other prol"'onl■ 
dUcuaaed. aboVe could occur tll1' year and have an ift1111e11iate 
po1itiw i111>act on tile puking prOl>hfll rather th.an waiting toe 
••vual years tor "'°r11l th-t ,rc,uld &pparently b• Moeseary to 
r<1eol ve ine l>udget•ry and con•truetion beuee tor the more long• 
term proposal• eet forth 1n ~ne nratt Plan. 

•n e•'l'l\i.l"mnke y~uy
0
tour

11
;~! opportunity to COffl!l&nt. Pteu11 roel free 

~~ ~ i. ~·• any queatiot1e or comnento. 

Sin;:./!~~ 
~ ». H•r~l• 
President, sr..ouse Village 

COn,:nunl.ty lleaoolati,m 

RESPONSES 

• • 
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COMMENTS 

Director 
Wolf Trap Farm Palk for the Preforming Arts 
1551 Trap Ro3d 
VJenna, VA 11182 

March 20, 1 
~Fnv 

05Co­. osc._ 
l,OSC,_ 

•l!MAll•&-----
O~'GIN,l l\!"1 !O HI'S J2:.. 
•HtA ~()l/tl>i.l. $fND 

; ~TT~~f~:. TO~~ __ 

In an etlempt to otter cons!rucll\le input ralher lhan rant and ra~e O~e\' lree e1.1lllllg 
which is a non-acceptable optlan to the environmental community, there are two 
scenarios not explored. Scenario on& examines the lllce<ltive structure for mass transit 
versus Individual transportation assuming the individual h!IS a choice between the two. 

MHstnnslt 
Costs: 

parldng at metro 
Metro ticket to shuttle bus 
Shuttle bus ticket 
Fairly high hassle with three transp0rt changes and waiting 

Benefits: 
no parl<ing hassle 

/ndlv/dual Tran:sp,,rt 
Costs: 

Par1<!ng hassle 

B<lnefils: 
no direct cost 
no changes 

It appears that the financial incentilles are reverse olwhat they need to be to plOmote 
ass transtt. To chan e the sttuation there are two o ttons 

1. Subsidize mass transit 
equires m ncmg 

requires personnel 
has admin oost 

Fairfax Rel.caf, Inc. 120SS Government Center Paikway, Fairfax, VA 22035 (703)324-1409 

• 
1. 

• 
RESPONSES 

The Wolf Trap Foundation currently subsidizes the cost of provid­
ing a metrobus option to patrons who come to Wolf Trap. The 
current subsidy is $40,000 annually. Additionally, performance 
publicity and programming publications promote the use of 
metrobus to the park. 
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COMMENTS 

2 1...l __ ---=2'-. Ccch-"'a'-'rg<..;e,..c,roc.;r""p,c.a~rl<c.:.,in,..9 __ ~ ___________________ .------, 
potentral revenue producer 

• 

requires personnel 
has admln cost 

My recommendation would be to contract the parl<lng and charge equivalent to the cash 
cost for the average mass transij rider. This would wipe oul the personal transport 
financial advantage and balance 1he social advantage as both metlloas have some 
patron ha$sle. Personnel requirements would be minimal. Admin would be more than 
present system but this would be your cost for sotv1ng the problem. 

The other e<:onom!c point , assuming the firnt scenario Is not acceptable is to balance 
supply and demand. Your capacity Is determined by the available parltlng not the 
number of seats In Filene Center. If you were private sector you would be in trouble for 
trying to sell more than you can produce. Y()ur resource base is fixed you can't produce 
any more parnlng. The only option is to tear out seats or limit tickets to your parning 
capacity rather than exceeding your carrying capacity as ls the prese11t poHcy, 

I reali~e that this it a very s!mplistlc back of the envelope analysis but I hope it might 
offer other options to the loss of more mature natural forest in Fairfax County. 

If Fairfax ReLeal or myself can be of any assistance please can on us. 

~~ 
EdKarl.,,t/t6/ 

Natural Resource Economist 
Exe<:utive Director Fairfax ReLeaf 

RESPONSES 

2. It has been estimated that charges for parking would not provide a 
disincentive for parking onsite. It would produce revenues. 
However, the collection methods would have to be attachments to 
ticket sales. Collection at the entrance would slow the parking lot 
Joading process prohibitively. The increase in ticket prices has 
heen resisted in order to retain competitive ticket prices. 

• 
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Marcil 18, 1997 

Director 

COMMENTS 

DRANESVILLE EW!BQNMENTAL GBQ!£ 
6624 Deer SJ)tlng Court 

Fa/!$ Churdl, Vl,glnla 22043 
(703) 533-3837 

'Advoeet" tot RMpansiblt O,owlh" 

Wolf Trap Farm Park for the Performing Arts 
1551 Trap Road 
Vienna, VA 22182 

Subjoot: New Parking Lots 

Dear Sir, 

Received DSC.PM 
Mlll 241m 

~~U% 
tosc­
i. OSC-­
l DSl,-

ltE/ol.UKS, -----

~~~N'ltOPtf'I £ 
U'\'~-q, ~:'J1Jtl],._'{J._ "IH.f'D 
1,T1 ~_,:1-,.uc.J'rS ,c Pl~ __ 

I am wrttlng to expr$$S my concem that Wolf Trap may construct an additional three 
acrea of parking tots willl accompanying cutting of forest land. This is absolutely Iha 
wrong thing lo do In light of available altemetives, 

For example, Wolf Trap could encourage patrons to use public transportation through 
an a<lvertlslng campaign. With the money saved by not conalrucling additional parking, 
Wolf Trap could even afford to subgldlze bus tickets to the Park, 

J have per60naKy takerr the bu& from the West Faus Church Metro to tile Pane and 
found it a delightful and expooilious ei<pertence. 

Certainly, the environmental community would consider a boycott and picketing of Wolf 
Trap If this parking lot"ls construele,:J. 

Sincerely yours, 

~!flf~ 
Kenneth A. Bawer, President 
Oranesvlll~ Environmental Group 

lw-olftrpl.lwp) 

• • 
RESPONSES 

1. See response 1 to the Commonwealth of Virginia, Department of 
Transportation, letter; response 3 to the Shouse Village 
Community Association letter; and response 1 to the Fairfax 
ReLeaf letter. 
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COMMENTS 

March l, 1997 

01 rec tor 
wolf Trap farm Park for the Performing Arts 
1551 Hap ~oao 
Vienna, VA 22182 

Dear Sir: 

This 1s In reference to your Draft oevelopment concept Plan 
(no date) fot the consldete.llle e,ponsiol\ af par~log M<l "lawn-seat" 
capacity at the park (Alternate 4). 

lo begin with, the public meetings were very poorly ad~ert!sed 
and wne held on February D, 1997, instead of February 15, 1n1, 
es advertised in the Ga,ctte. The correction was in the rebruary 11 
edition and reached everybody after it was all over, I was not 
notified, nor the Wolf Trap Woods Homes Assoclation,tnc., your 
direct neighbor, !n spite of ~11 the letters I had written. 
On Page 126 of your plan you claim to have sent copias thereof to 
the abov~ association which is incorrect; even t~e oame you 11st. 
l obtain~(! my cooY rrom the P6tk Ran~et on Fobruary 1;, whe(l i 
attempted to attend the meeting_. 

My main concern in your plan ls NOISE emanating from the parK and 
that ls not the effect of noise on opossums and muskrats, but the 
errect or no1 se,rnade by performers ,.!th their ,.ego-sound systems, 
on real people, llke the residents of ~of Den which is also the 
subject of my letters l had ~ritten eserybody i~cluolng the 
Secretary of the Interior. In his letter of December JO, 199}, 
your Olrect~r Joseph M. Lawler wrote to rne: "Your co•rnents will 
~• considered by the National Park service- In Its preparation of 
the Gtnetal Management Plan for ~olf 1rep", but on ?age l5 of 
your plan it says e•actly the opposite, i,e. that nothing was 
studied and " is beyond the scape or this plan". Also, the technlcJl. 
explanations on Pages 68 and 6~ ara invalid and utterly misleading 
as the measurements were taken at the lowest elevations possible, 
i,ere the sound levels are the lowest. The fact remains that on many 
nights the "music'' and shouting at wolf Trap can be heard until_ 
l1 PM (earl(er until 11,45P~}: 

(1) on Route 7 Leesburg Pike, in spite of the traffic noise there; 
and 

(2) inside my Uvingand bedroom with the air-cond!tione< running 
and the teJevislon on; 

and that is totally. grotesque 1absurd end totally "incompatible"; 
the term you use on Page 69 of your plan. Furthermore, your vague 
intentions to "str-ive to meet e.ppllcable noise regulaticins"(P,,ge .\5) 
with •penalt1es"(7) against those performers who violate them 
doesn't do anything fer the constltutlonal.rights of your nelgnbors, 
especially not :post.facto • 

• 

RESPONSES 

1. Noise generated by performers is regulated by contracts that the 
performers sign with the Wolf Trap Foundation. Every effort is 
being made to ensure adherence to the agreements. Noise gener­
ated by audiences is less easy to modify. The park will examine 
ways to help mitigate noise in designing the new plaza area, espe­
cially where noise reflection can be reduced through structure 
modifications. 

• 



• 
COMMENTS 

- 2 -

lf one can hear the sounds at these locations then people sitting ~n 
the fir.st 30 ro•s inside the _theater must h~ve_ their eardrums. blown 
clear out of the park I The Surgeon General has determined long ago 
that sucl, souno levels are detrimental to the pubHc health and, 
tnererore, should not be allowed on rederal pr~petty. 

In short, you propose to ask Congress ror $13,406,300 to increase 
seatlny and parking capacity without giving one lot• or consideration 
towards the noise effects on your nelQhbors. There Is eho the problM 
of what co11stitutl!s fJ "lawn soat 11 e.n6 how lflUth spac-e ts allocated to eac-h 
seat. the fact is that lfolf 11:ap has oversold the llroited csp~clty 
for years because there Js no deflnitlon fo:r a "lawn seat" and Jts 
space allo•ance .. Under Alternate 4 of the plan, or any other alternate, 
Wol t Trap would stlll oseroell and none. of tbe probleos would ~e solved. 
~" should also remeinbe-r that, when the the•ter was built in tM late 60'5 
modern ~eqa-eound systems of today•s rock-"concerts• did not exis~;and 
all tntougn the seventys and eigt,tys - we n~ver had any noh• protllei,s. 
After tne devastatlng fire of 1982 (due to poor house-keeping) the theater 
was rebuUt ~ith much greater sound capacity and Jau</er speaker systems. 
Added to that are huge sound-systems performers instull themselves for 
a p~rtlcular ••cancert 11

• 

The u.s. Taspeyer had to pay Millions of Dollars for huge concrete walls 
lo protect the the&ter against traffic noise of the Oul)es Toll Road 
Qn two separate occasions and rebuilt the entire theoter, but not one 
single pe~ny wo~ spent to protect the resldentisJ neighborhoods such 
es wof Den and Wolf Trap woods, lnspite of the fact lhat ~• 9eve 
Wolf Trap form Pork the right-of-way to uuild o water-ma!» right through 
our park land which cost us many beautiful trees, 

In c:o..,~lns.lor., I she.ll ask Cor>oress to declare your ru:oposal es 
11D.O.A", (Deed on Arrlval)as it gives more consideration to cucKoos 31>1' 
vultures, than your hu11an neighbors (Page US). 1-n short, the MHe ca~ 
IJe elilRinateo wlll1out spending 1111Uions or dollars by simply 
TURKINO OOWH TIIE: VOi.UH£ . lf that ls nat possible, the lJ .Hillions 
snould oe spent to totally enclose the theater ~!th concrete ~•lls, 
or close tne theater tor good. Once tr,e building Js surrounded by 4 
~•lls you can moke all the nol~e yo~ ~ant - IKSIOE the building. 

Copies to >1e1110ers of congtess 

• 
RESPONSES 
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1li<h>14 w,11, Director 
WolFTtap f"'111 Park 
IS5J Trop Rold 
Vi....,,., VAlllil 

COMMENTS 

C....illc!l.l\lm 

Fit,,i, lot me tlw>k yoU for ptol'idbi/: tho opporiunl1r f.,,.noi&l',bor> oflho P'<l:.to be gi,on 
infom,ation r,garding }'Oil! pl.,,.. In th• l\ituto, COfT<llWlity pMlidfl"lion m;ght be imp~vtd 
bymoropubllottrrop,diilgwro...,<n1. lri-it.le, I would"""""""1 -io<Ungtho 
f..itflo• County Ollie< of Publi• Affairs (703 324-3187) loatk !hot an item beinolod<,f in 
thrir"W .. l:.ly Ag,nda" !"'blicoti.,,_ 

I would ,J,o like to r,quosl that copies ofthi, p1"1 Md Ill fuluro •lal,oralion', of oucb pl<n1 
boprovide<llotltoNOlll,om VA Soil & Waler Con<ffl>lion Ollkeo/o 8"" K,mnb 12055 
Gov"""1en1 Ceo!erP<lkl'lly,Suit, 9Q5 Faitfu. VA. llQ}~ llldlolboFobf,xCo. 
OcpostmontofEnl-ironm,ntol Management Erosion & SodimeotationContiol "'"'1d, clo 
W•ller Hunil\OI> llOSS Oov<IM!ett\ C,,,lcr P411<11->.y, Foiifax VA 22-03~. This should no1 
be int..pr<!od a, • liwk of c,:,nfidento in ilie -k or <bilify of lb< NaliOMI Pul< Smico 
sio.ll; t,om,,,or al tho ri,k ¢F,.,.,nding parochial, F•ufax C-ounly .i.o <mp!O)'> !IOltwl highly 
q.talif,ed pmonnol, \WtO 11e koow1odg,.blo .W this p,,,11rular aroa, includiog «her 
nearby de\'tloprn<n1 plani Ample pr..,.&,,1..,hA~boonO<tby'.ho Fod<nl go-<trnltlenl in 
ooordinating dcY<IOj,lll<tll proj- Al fl. ll<lvoir ,.;u, our Counly. J ~l,obeliol'O that br,,adcr ..,...,.....i,= <onooly improvolh<p1an. 

Clearly, Ill< P411< nuds !o ,llevillo tho p,.ri<l/18 problem,, IJld rtliove overllow p,riing in 
ne,.ri,yni:igllbomoods. TI,;n, ... W,OW:l)'IIO oo this:""" i>b;, in<Teolin~th• number of 
p,,klng,p,,:,o,od tho -..:I io by limilins tickol ,.t,~ 

ik.n!v""""' '"""<l<:ci>imlo i:lor ll>r•••...,ofuolllJldl.,~ in Oio .rco km,oo o, 

Oil', ltil~ north oflhe Fil...,C<n!or. Although lllod IQ r ..... th• mo,linga bit wly, it..., .. 
nol<lwtomothttthtfi""1 impt<t,of,.lling700to 1000 fow<r1ioket,;1o oach 
p<nOf/llOllC• to <lim!l'.l!e p&rldng prob!oms h•d boo,, n&quttoly c,q,lmd. !n..,...lng the 
cool of tho remaming6000tickm by approximat<ly l ~%«>Uldmakoup lhe~in 
rovenuo. Tho cxpl,n11ion for r,jeding this a~cm,livo, llllt "the fi«31 in!ogrity of tho 
opmtioo of ... Wolf'tfll) ... i<deper.:!¢111:1,oU<l«t .. lt>at !lmt ... l", 1, simply not 
oo"""lling. 

Aflemativ;ly, fiutherooroido,>.tlorh'nigllt.be giV<I\I~ thotoN\IU<lio,, oh tw<>,tory patl<ing 
'41>l'1llt0 with a footprint"" lorg,,rth4n die txi!ling wc,tpadi,;g lot. Tho oonce!)C plan noted 
tbr.twroln>ruOI> of af°"'otory>bilclule v.ilh a lug..- foo!P'int""' roj«ted, howiv,r a 
luwor,wt(urowith a,m1U« t'ootJ"in! in..,...i,!nat1o<1 ,.i\h,,.,.;m.ining oll tXisfuigpo,king 

• 

RESPONSES 

1. The possibility of seHing fewer tickets to Wolf Trap performances 
was considered but rejected as a viable option for reducing traffic 
and parking problems. The Wolf nap Foundation indicated that 
the number of tickets sold must remain at 7,000 in order to attract 
the popular musical groups and performers. The foundation also 
has indicated that the ticket prices must remain competitive with 
the other performing arts venues in the area. An increase in the 
ticket price would result in a drop in performance attendance and 
therefore a drop in revenue. Without adequate revenue high qual­
ity performances could not be maintained at Wolf Trap. 

2. The four-level parking structure considered in alternative 3 was 
sized so that parking on the grass would no longer be necessary. A 
two-story parking structure on the site of the west parking lot was 
considered for a possible solution to the parking needs. A two­
story structure could hold about 1,400 vehicles, which is 500 
spaces more than the 900 that currently park in the west lot. The 
structure would not eliminate the need to park on the grass areas 
within the park and would not eliminate the traffic congestion 
problems associated with parking on the grass. The two-story 
structure was rejected in favor of the larger structure because it 
was felt that the larger structure more adequately addressed all of 
the transportation needs of the park. 

• 
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COMMENTS 

mishl~the Pulc'•n«dsu...,IJ. Asmtl!R.-. rooldallow l!)l.oes for an 
additional 500 10 600 can in tho uea •f1he west lo! (that is 1500 ra1h<r 1han lh< 9001lat 
1U0<1umlll rked1here ,1,«»1 .. lowo Sl3tol3 mmion. 

ll•~•stotha = of gr.,. pavm for puking uooson Oil'•hill andti>rnhU< in the 
Pm-.! b<Ji•vothat it lmbotn1hoJ>O'ition of Fairlli<C-Oun\y Deputme,,tofEn~l 
1,1,nag,ntent that 111"' J"'-V<n clog ov.r time and require too moch nuitttmance fo I>¢ 
suitable for intmse uso likoft,qumt ptr1cing, Jtnowerkdmology olma1<1 thisdra..+>.ci, 
p1- .,..,. thl, infonnation wr.h th< !>max County staff. 

lfpa>inglhepa,l<ing Jot w..sofTrap Rd. i, ~. pl,... """idorthc.,.of"""" 
p,)IOOS paY<mOOI for I/tat are,. COimprol~ p,m,t,tbil~y. 

II WQ ,urprisinglh.,t !he -of•foor a1..y parking ~cturr Is more tlwldoobk !lie eo.,1 

of a Mm SU.lion at WolfTrop. &l<d on lho inforrnatloo given, ulc:ulotiom 111gg,:,t tl"t 
-~~psmngis "4imatodtoooot approxin,,tdySll.330 pcrwhiclo. ThiJ is slightly 
higf,erU.,,,ortim,1,,,w1 Jhsw-, quoled clKWherc. Thepari<ing""'clu" iscatai\ly 
1he rno,t et1viroruncntslly &iendly oolutioo. l wi11 ¢0lllod my Cmgr<w,w, to we. aboul 
nppropri&ti""' for structure plJlcing. altlioul!h I reall,.o that tho dune• of,....,... i, not 
good. 

Thank yoo Oji.In\ for «n informative pmontition. 

Very IIll!y yoon, 

ComiUoKlcin 

• • 
RESPONSES 

3. The comments about the potential maintenance problems associ­
ated with grass pavers are noted. A full range of turf stabilizers 
and pavers will be considered during the design and construction 
phase of this process to make sure that the optimum technology is 
selected for use. 

4. Porous parking surfaces typically include turf, stabilized turf, and 
gravel surfaces. When these surfaces are upgraded to paved sur­
faces, there is a structural need to eliminate or minimize the flow 
of water through the pavement surface into the surged material. 
Water contamination of the pavement subgrade is a major contrib­
utor to reduced pavement life and pavement failure. The advan­
tages of paved parking surfaces must be weighed against the dis­
advantages of increased stormwater runoff created by the hard­
ened surface. It is not likely that the paved parking areas can be 
designed to increase permeability. 
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As the nation's principal conservation agency, the Department of the Interior has responsibility for most 
of our nationally owned public lands and natural resources. This includes fostering sound use of our land 
and water resources; protecting our fish, wildlife, and biological diversity; preserving the environmental 
and cultural values of our national parks and historical places; and providing for the enjoyment of life 
through outdoor recreation. The department assesses our energy and mineral resources and works to 
ensure that their development is in the best interests of all our people by encouraging stewardship and 
citizen participation in their care. The department also has a major responsibility for American Indian 
reservation communities and for people who live in island territories under U.S. administration. 

Publication services were provided by the graphics staff, Resource Planning Group, Denver Service 
Center-. NPS D-18A / May 1997 



United States Department of the Interior • National Park Service 




