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NATIONAL CAPITAL REGIONAL FLANNING COUNCIL
Bstablished by the
Nationsel Ceapital Planning Act of 1952
7013 Interior Building
Washington 25, D.C.

December 9, 1955

Mr. Harlend Bartholomew
Cheirman

317 North 1llth Street
St. Louig 1, Missouri

Dear Mr. Bartholomew:

Thank you for your letter of November 8, 1955, referring to the
Council the proposed plan of the Central Intelligence Agency to select
a portion of the land under the Jurisdiction of the Bureau of Public
Roads for the location of its hesdquarters office building.

After considering all of the facts and recommendetions availlable,
the Council recommended the selection of the Lengley site for the use
proposed by a vote'of 5 to 3 with 2 refreining from exercising their
voting prerogatives. To afford an opportunity to comply with the statu-
tory requirement "that in the case of an action involving more than one
jurisdiction, the negative votes of a minority of the Council shall be
mede s metter of record and shown on all plans edopted," those voting in
the negative were Mr. Gutheim of Upper Montgomery County and Messrs. Wells
and Reichelt, both from Prince Georges County, the former sitting from the
Maryland Nationel Capitel Park and Planning Commission and the latter from
the Board of County Supervisors of Prince Georges County. Voting in the
affirmative were: Colonel Hunter, representing the Engineer Commissioner
of the District, Mr. Brookfield from Fairfax County, Mr. Cox from Loudon
County, Mr. Gingery from Montgomery County end Mr. Greham from Falls Church
sitting as an alternate in the vacancy from Alexandrise. The comments made
at the meeting of the Council by the various members are being extracted
from the transcript of record and submitted to make clear any reservations
or quelifications expressed and will be submitted as soon as mvailable.

Following the Council's action favoring the selection of the site,
it sdopted a resolution requesting the CIA, in the event that it does
locate at Langley, to obtain authorization and sppropriaetions from the
Congress for certain specific improvements which, in the opinion of the
Council, will be needed at the time the CIA heedquerters is opened at
Langley as follows:
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"RESOLVED, That the Council request that the Central
Intelligence Agency, in conjunction with its request for
appropriations, ask for suthorizetion and appropriations
for the improvements not yet committed which are relsted
to this development as described in the report of its
Director:

Chain Bridge widening along with Cenel Road end
Weaver Place improvement; Virginis Route 123
Parkway to Chein Bridge; Glebe Road - Lee Highway
to Chein Bridge; Parkway to Cabin John Bridge,
including Cebin John Bridge; George Weshington
Memoriel Parkway - Maryland side; Outer Belt -~
Route 7 In Virginia to U. S. 240 in Maryland."

In an effort to give the fullest and most comprehensive considera-
tion to the problems involved in the CIA proposal, the Executive
Committee of the Council instructed me to request reports giving
facts and recommendations from each of the locel plenning agencies
or governing bodies represented on the Council and to seek advise
from the District Engineers, Washington District, Corps of Engineers,
U. 8. Army, concerning problems confronting him on the Potomac River.
Accordingly, consistent with the statutory duty of the Counecil to
"promote colleboration and cooperation between the Commission and
the Planning agencies of the environs", I made a request on behalf
of the Council to each of the sbove referred to bodies as is set
forth in an attachment hereto.

As requested, the Staff Director presented & report to the
Council in which he analyzed in detail the contents of the various
documents received from the local groups together with other data
relevent to the problem. His report, with those of the loeel agencies
attached thereto as eppendices, is submitted herewith. At the request
of the Council, the Director slso submitted his conelusions and
recommendations regerding the feasibility of the subject site, based
upon his analysis. These are contained in the record of the Council's
proceedings.

In trensmitting the action of the Council to the Commission for
its consideration, I am taking the liberty of adding certain observa-
tions and comments which should be considered my own and not necessarily
those of the Council. I believe it is perticularly important for the
Commission to study ceaerefully the comments made by the several
members of the Council prior to the action taken in approving the
Langley site as that would appear in seversl cases to qualify to a
considereble degree the apparent unconditional approvel indicated
by the numerical vote.
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I would also like to point out that certain assumptions which
appear to have been made in the Clarke report with relation to
the adequacies of the access and certain facilities are open to
serious question. I refer to the recommendation of theé Clarke
report for a 6-lane section of the George Washington Memorial
Parkway extending from Chain Bridge to the site whereas plans
have never celled for more than four.

Further, the sewage treatment plant authorized for construction
by Fairfex County in the Pimmit Run Valley prior to the advent of
the CIA mede provision for & meximum capacity of 7,500 persons in
the first stage of construction. This was presumebly designed
. entirely for residential connections. It would appear to me that
a justifiable question can be raised regarding the adequacy of
this initial installation to accommodate an office establishment
of 10,000 or more persons without assurance that the plant will be
enlarged to accommodete this unanticipated overload.

Sincerely yours,

Max S. Wehrly
Chairman

Enc.
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November 17, 1955

Mr. Keith Price

Chairman

Fairfax County Flanning Commission
Fairfax County Courthouse

Fairfex, Virginisa

Dear Mr. Price:

On November 4, 1955, the Chairmen of the Nationel Cepitsl Planning
Commission forwarded to the National Cspltal Regional Flanning Council
in sccordance with P.L. 592, a report on the proposed location for a-
new headquarters at Langley for the Central Intelligence Agency upon
which the Council's advice and recommendations were regquested.

In order to implement the funection s of the Planning Council in
edvising on the above mentioned report, the Executive Committee of
the Council voted to request thet all of the constituent jurigdictions
represented on the Council who mey be affected by the location of the
CIA establishment be given the opportunity of reviewing the above
mentioned report in terms of the effect its recommendations may have
upon each Jjurisdiction in question. As the Langley site is within
the boundaries of Fairfax County, the Executive Committee is aware
that Fairfax County may be more directly affected in many of the
elements involved than will other Jurisdictions represented on the
Council.

The Executive Committee feels that only in this way can the
Council eveluate clearly the effect of the installstion from the
Point of view of the metropoliten area as a whole.

Accordingly, it is requested that your body, in conjunction
with the governing body of your Jurisdiction, review the report in
some detail, giving particular attention to the accurance of state-
ments of fact as they may affect your jurisdiction, relative to
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major traffic erteries, the availebility and adequacy of water
supply, problems of sewage disposal, and timing of and responsibility
for proposed projects and related factors treatedin the report.

Under P. L. 592, the Planning Commission is required to report
within 60 days following the presentation of any proposal such as that
referred to sbove. As a prerequisite the Commission must obtain the
Council's recommendetions and that of the locel planning bodies involved.
In order for the Council to fulfill this requirements, it will be
necessary to have your comments not later than Monday, November 28, so
that this may be incorporated into a report to be presented to the
Council at a special meeting to be held Monday, Decenmber 5.

While it is regretted that this time is necessarily short, it
is our hope that you will be sble to give us, in writing, as complete
a statement on this matter as possible. All members of the Planning
Council have been furnished copies of the CIA report and as the
guantity is limited, your Council representative has been asked to
share his copy with you.

If there are any further guestions relating to this letter
or. the report on the CIA, it is suggested that you get in touch
immedistely with Mr. Paul C. Watt, Director of the National Capital
Regionel Planning Council.

Sincerely yours,

Mex S. Wehrly
Chairman

ce: Board of Supervisors
Fairfax County Courthouse
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| STATEMENT OF REGIONAL COUNCIL MEMBERS
RELATING TO THE LANGLEY PROPOSAL - DECEMBER 5, 1955

Stetement of JOHN GRAHAM, JR., First Principsl Alternate from Fells
Church, sitting for Alexandria. :

I have carefully studied the various reporfs and other items of
information relating to this subject, and elso I have attended meetings
with CIA representatives, both open and closed.

In my opinion the subject divides itself into two categories:
One relates: to matters of safety and security both local and national;
the other concerns itself with planning.

The sole judge of the location of & permanent site for CIA, from
the security angle, is the CIA itself. Their reasons for selection, both
" those made public by them and those of & confidential nature not sble to
be made public, determined their choice of this particular site; whether
their reasons are valid or not is not debatsble.

This agency represents the heart of our national security system
and its requirements, whatever they msy be, demsnd top consideration.
Under present world conditions we cannot afford to short change an
Agency concerned with adequate measures of national security.

CIA esteblished particular requirements for a site. Among the
advantages of the Langley site made public by the CIA are the following:
The site is within & ten mile radius of and within 20 minutes by auto
from the zero milestone in Washington.

Ample acreege is available, both for proposed buildings and for
extensive parking space of autos for employees. The proposed site already
belongs to the Federal Government, which eliminates the cost of buying
privete land for public use, thereby teking such land out of taxation.

The proposed location contains extensive acreage (749 acres)
which means that only a minor part (140 acres) need to be used by CIA,
permitting the actusl project area to be centered within and well sheltered.
It is a site not too removed from the present living of more than half of

the employees.

It is in a more or less seclided area, not subject to resdy
disturbance. It is & country park-like site which tends to contribute
to the health and morale of the employees. It is the preferred site
from over forty other sites considered. And the building project from
the architectural angle cen be given a collegiate atmosphere advantageous
to the ares as claimed by the distinguished architect, Mr. Harrison.
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In sddition to the sbove advantages, we were told in confidence
of other advantages bearing on nationsl safety and secuity which mekes
this site preferable to all others examined. It is not possible to
expose these adventeges here but the members of the Council recall the
information given.

The second category of this subject concerns plenning and I am
thoroughly aware of its importance. I am conscious of the arguments
brought up about the impact on present living in this area by implanting
the CIA in this location. However the report of Clarke and Rapueno
indicates that the requirements of constructing adequate access roads
and bridges as well as providing necessary water, sewer, electric and
telephone can be satisfied.

As far as the impect on living in the area of the proposed site
is concerned, this can be viewed as an sdjustment similar to those
ad justments now occurring in numerous suburban areas under development
around Washington where sizseble proJjects involving thousands of houses
with shopping centers are now under construction and others projected
for the nesr future. This proposal of CIA is a matter inviting good
plenning rather than & situation or crisis meriting opposition.

In evaluating the two categories of this subject: 1) the CIA's
preference for the Langley site and 2) the problems of plenning, we must
I feel, give first consideration to the factor of national safety and
security. This means approving CIA's preference for this site.

Since the establishment in a neighborhood of a federeal sgency of
CIA's size and improtance from a military point of view, does mseke
exceptionable demands on the neighborhood it is only right and fair
that the federal government supply finencial assistance, if needed,
for the construction of adequate access roads and bridges. This type
of project which directly involves national safety eand security is
actually not different from the construction of & vital militery
installation requiring the investment of federal funds as necessary.

Stetement of COLONEL THOMAS B. HUNGER, Alternate for Brigadier General
Thomes A. Lene, Second Vice Chairman, National Capital Regional
Planning Commission.

We have Jotted down here some of the points that we thing showld be
considered in connection with this site at Langley.

First, we would like to point out that it violates prior planning
for low density in this area.
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Number 2, it anticipates the future highway and other development
which mey well delay the construction and effective use of the facility.

Number 3, It creates new traffic requirements esbove Key Bridge
which will modify bridge requirements in that area end Federal funds should
be provided to meet the need.

Number 4., It will require approximately 19 percent of the employees
now living in Prince Georges County and Eastern Washington to relocate
their homes presumebly in the Lengley srea in order to maintain accepteable
commuting recuirenments.

Other employees in northern perts of Washington and Silver Spring
will slso be required to move, possibly migrating to the Langley area.

Number 5. However, although there are other more suitable sites
which appear to be availsble for the project, the considerations outlined
do not require prohibition on this project but rather a warning to the
Agency (CIA) of the difficulties to be enticipeted in its development.

The Federal Government must be prepared to supply all necessary
future requirements which are not in fact supplied by the several locsal
jurisdictions concerned as promised here.

We in the District of Columbia do not feel that the setup of the
District of Columbia should be required to supply these other require-
ments which may be later found to be netessary.

Statement of JOHN BROOKFLELD, Member from Fairfax County.

Mr. Chairman, you have a report from the Fairfax County Planning
Commission on fTile which I would like for you to consider as & part of my
report, as I am a member of that Planning Commission, and signed my neme
to it. However, I do have an additionel statement which I would like to
make at this time.

The representatives of the Central Intelligence Agency and the
report of the consulting engineers have set forth in no uncertain
terms the need for a CIA headquarters and the unusuel sultability of
the Langley site for such an establishment. After hearing Mr. Dulles
explain the reason and need, and convinced -- I am convinced that this
is a case where patriotism should be placed up gbove profit.

It is the concensus of opinion on & large majority of citizens
of Feirfax County, with whom I have discussed the subject, that the
location in Langley will be of benefit to the county especially the
area surrounding Langley and McLean.
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The Planning Commisslon approved the site. The Board of County
Supervisors also, and promised to furnish the necessary sewage, lines
and disposal facilities.

The City of Falls Church will provide wster.

The Governor of Virginia and the Highway Depsrtment have pronmised
to build necessary access roads and to start extension of other rosds.

Congress has spproved and sppropriated the funds if the Langley
site is chosen.

It is my considered opinion that the location of the CIA at Langley
will be of immense value to Fairfax County and surrounding areas.
Ixtension of the George Washington Memorisl Perkway will give hope that
it will eventually be completed. I unhesitatingly recommend approvel
of the Langley site.

Statement ofWILLIAM J. COX, representing Loudoun County, Virginis

I think we need to keep in mind and I do not believe it has been
kept in mind the separation of the problem here.

There has been a good deal of talk of low density here. It seems
to me to be a rather distinct problem from the problem of whether the
CIA locates in Langley or elsewhere.

The CIA's action does not of itself necessitate any increase in
the population of the area surrounding Langley.

It will give pressure to the increase of the density of the popule-
tion in that area in proportion to the means of access in the Langley site
which are insdequate.

Nevertheless, the final control of the population'density rests
with the Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County.

First, there is the problem of locating the home for the CIA, and
secondly, the problem of preserving the low density of that area which
is your eim, I think, and a proper and desirable aim of the Plenning Council.

I haed seid already that the pressure for an incresase in the density
will be in direct proportion to the lack of suitable access to the site.
If access is made suitsble it would seem to me that should the supervisors
of Fairfax County, advised by the Planning Commission of Feirfax County,
desire to retain the present charscter of that area, there is no particular
difficulty in doing it.
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, The number of people who would be forced by circumstences of access
to move into that area would apparently be quite smell.

However, I do feel that access as provided by present planning is
not adequate and if the Langley site is adopted I feel pretty safe in
making the prediction that before very long, before i1t has been in use
very long, the persons responsible for its satisfactory operastion will
als0 have to concede that the existing means of access, including those
that are definitely proposed to be in existence by the time the building
is completed and put in operation, are not adequate.

Any report that this Commission mskes in respect to the Langley site
I think should emphasize that fact because as I recall the original
proposeal for the location at the Langley site the Federal Govermment
proposed doing very little to give access.

They heve since been realistic enough to recognize the George
Washington Memorial Parkway would have to be built to mske the proposi-
tion tensble at ell. I think they should recognize, too, that to avoid
an undue disturbance or at least to avoid which might be an insurmountable
pressure for living conditions, they have got to add substantially to-
the means of access that the Federal Covernment has so far accepted a
responsibility for.

With thet presmble, I think that the reasons that have been proposed
by the CIA as ledding them to the conclusion that the Langley site is the
one they prefer to any other site are controlling reasons and I am in
favor of the use of the Langley site.

Statement of DONALD E. GINGERY, Member from Montgomery County Regional District

_ Mr. Chairman, I, like some of the other commissioners, believe that
this site is inadeqguate from the transportation standpoint.

However, I also believe that other sites that have been proposed
are also inadequate. I would doubt that eny site or very few sites
could be selected where an installation of this type will be a Utopia.

I was a strong proponent for a site in Montgomery or Prince Georges
County, Greenbelt in Prince Georges, and s site the Cabin John Valley
in Montgomery County for they, with existing facilities, in my opinion,
would have been inadeguate as Langley 1s inadequate, maybe not as much,
but still inaedequsate.

However, I think that the location of the CIA site in Langley or
any other similar locstion would have put the locel state and federal
officials on very substantial notice and would have forced the building
of capital improvements that would have reguired to serve the particular
site wherever it happened to be located.
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Now, at no time was I ever dubious sbout Langley as & site, but that
it lacked certain facilities, but that lack can be corrected by the expendi-
ture of money.

Now if Langley is to be the site for the CIA 1t will probably do more
than any other one thing to cause the accelerated building of the inter-
county belt. It, in my opinion, will do more than any other one thing to get
the Virginis folks to lay out and adopt a right-of-wsy plan for the inter-
county belt which must, of necessity, hook up with the presently authorized
Jones Polnt bridge.

It will probably accelerste the inclusion of Federsl funds for the
building of the Cabin John Bridge which will bs of great relief to Prince
Georges and Montgomery County, tra,velling to and from Virginia, as well as
our two counties.

I believe that the foreing of the bullding of the Cebin John bridge
and the bullding of the inter-county belt will not require many of the CIA
employees to relocate. As a matter of fact, I think the distribution of the
employees of the CIA will he expanded over a great area in all the counties
and there won't be the dislocation that you might imegine.

I honestly believe that in coming out for Langley --- and this would be
the first time I have ever done it and I battled for Maryland to the bitter
end --- but I honestly belleve that the physical facilities necessary to make
the CIA locate at Langley a competent reality will actually be done.

The pressure wlll be there and it is the pressure we need to get
these faclilities bullt. I think it will facilitate the bullding of the western
leg of route 240.

I think that the bullding of the Cabin John Bridge will take a great
load off the existing Potomac River bridges, and the bullding of the Cabin
John Bridge which will relieve the District of Columbia of building and
spending many millions of dollars to improve the presently inadequate Chein
Bridge, and I might even go so far as to say that they might not have to
spend so much money for the improvement of Key bridge.

Now the sewer and weter facllities and other facilities of that type
I think can be handled by the local Jurisdictlon the same as any other
increase in population would be and I don't think that the CIA will give them
too much trouble in that regard.

From an oversll picture I think that the Langley site will do more to
get the proper planning done in Virginie and Maryland and get the roads built,
and therefore I am going to be in favor of Langley and I am going to stay in
Tavor of Langley until there is some other reason shown to put 1t some place
else,
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Statement of JOHN A. REMON, alternate for Mr. Marland Bartholomew

I am in a pecullar position. While I am representing Mr. Bartholomew
I am also a member of the subcommittee of the Planning Commission which will
receive the Council's report on Wednesday this week.

I really feel it would be quite improper for me to make any statement
at this particular tine.

I hope you will all receive that in the spirit in which it is given,
but 1t does seem to me it would be gquite improper, sitting as a member of
the subcommlttee, which on Wednesday will get the recommendations.

I have my own ideas, however.

Statement of FREDERICK A. GUIHEIM, First Vice Chairman, National Capital
Regionael Planning Commission :

Like everyone else I have an opinion about this horse race, too, and,
like &ll of you here, I have several different characters.

It seems to me that beslc question that I must consider as & member
of this reglonal Council is the overall reglonal problem that largely I think
is one of determining the role of the Potommc River and of this stretch of
the river in particular sbove Chain Bridge in our oversll planning.

And on that snalysis it soesn't seem to me that a facility like the
CIA belongs there.

If the facility itself is sterilized by proper improvements of the type
that Mr. Cox and Mr. Gingery have suggested so that in itself its impact
is reduced and made more beneficent, then I think one must go on to a candid
estimate of vwhat the consequences of this would be in terms of regional
developement,

I must say that I find 1t difficult to believé » 88 Mr. Gingery does,
that then the energies of the State of Virginia and other development agencies
would be poured into a more rapld completion of elements of the master plan.

It seoms to me they would be diverted into a whole series of ill-
advised patching-up efforte to make the adjustments necessary as a result of
difficulties created by the impact of the CIA.

I also feel I disagree with Mr, Cox in thinking that the failure to

provide - - I am sorry, perhaps I should state it more accurately - - that to
the extent that access facilities are provided the impact would be lessened.
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It appears to me more likely that as access facilities are provided
the impact will be increased because the availsbility of the area for denser
types of development using the reverse flow on the traffic facilities pro-
vided would generate pressure against which the planning authorities in
this area will have to struggle rather than to create a situstion that would
make it relatively easier for them to carry out their existing planning
proposals. )

It is because of the belief that this development will in itself and
because of the related pressure tend to compromise the regionel plan for
this area that I must oppose the use of the Langley site for the CIA.

Statement of HERBERT W. WELLS, Member from Prince Georges County Regional
Digtrict

Mr. Chairman, I would like to take one minute of my five minutes to
correct what might become the wrong impression by some attending this
meeting with reference to pressure of calls that have been made, at least
to me, and possibly by other from officials of the CIA that you mentioned
in your opening statement.

I would like to assure all present thet when I was called by those
officials with reference to it, it was with the fullest cooperation with
reference to the Clarke and Rapuano report.

I was assured that there were some discrepancies, that there were
some actual reverse statements that were made in the report that might be
" confusing to me and perhaps to others who might read it carefully, and that
they merely called with the thought in mind that if there was any question
in my mind that I would like to have explained more completely or an answer
given to it, to feel free to call upon that office for such an explanation.

There was no pressure that I can recsll in any manner or method made.
It is merely one of cooperation and I think the record should show that as
far as I was concerned at least as a recipient of a telephone call that it
was one of cooperstion.

I wes not sold and no selling job was made on the Langley site
particularly. They knew and I knew that that was the matter to be discussed

today.

I have been in this thing since the beginning and I have served on
special committees as have most of you with reference to it.

If a representative of the CIA or Mr. Dulles can assure me that
because of security reasons that it is essentisl and necessary that this
site be located at Langley, I am patriotic enough to put it there regardless
of what might happen. -
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If, on the other hand, we do consider economics I think of think of
the 30 sites suggested for such a facility Langley is in the lower half.
There is no question about it from the standpoint of economics.

From the standpoint of planning, I camnnot see how 1t would be
hurtful to Fairfax County if such a facility was located there. I have
seen such facilities in other jurisdictiorns in comunities not unlike
Langley. I domn't think they have hurt the community. As a matter of fact,
there will be more people who will like it, and of that I am reasonably
Sure.

I also think that regardless of where the CIA is located, vhether it
be at lLangley or not, the commnity will grow.

T think that the estate section which is within seven and on-half
niles of the Capital of the United States cannot remain an estaste section.
I think any large bodies of land, of necessity, will have to be in public
ownership and that the individual cannot have his five or ten or twenty
acres that close to the capital of the nation. People must use those
lands to a greater extent than is now used in Langley.

As Tar as I am concerned, if Mr. White who 1s present here this
afternoon, or iir. Dulles can tell me that for security reasons that site
must be located at Langley, then I will vote for it. If they camnot
answer that question, then I am going to vote that Langley not be the
site.

Statement of Herbert W. Reichelt, Member from Prince Georges County

#3x. Chairmen, this, of course, has given me a great deal of concern
45 it has to the other members of the Council.

I feel that in the beginning a criteria was established by which
to determine the site. The langley site as now selected does not meet
that criteria.

We have the consideration of transportation and accessability.

According to the report that has been submitted by Rapuano and Clarke
I Teel that they have been very sketchy in determining their reasoning
Tor the Langley site.

If and when the additional funds expended to make the Langley site
wccessable are made available we will only then be dealing in the first
pvhase of the accessability of the people who would be using the CIA,
and have given no consideration to the impact of increased population
that naturally must follow such a large installation.
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I feel that the land uses will be changed, that it is impossible to
control it.

And with this site being determined upon, that increased population
of necessity must go there and far more rapidly then it would be in the
natural course of events.

I am also concerned about the additional cost in order to make this
site acceptable. We are dealing in theoretic figures, but it is rather
determined that it would take an increased asmount in excess of 12 million
to make this site accessible.

I personally feel that if the security of the nation is not at stake
and it is just & matter of acquiring a location that is suitsble and feasible
that we do not need to select the most expensive site that anyone possibly
could undertake. .

I feel from e planning standpoint it does not come in sccordance with
the established rules that we have been trying to follow.

I am opposed to the site as selected.

Statement of Mr. Phil Hell, Alternate from Alexandria (uneble to vote
under Council procedures.

I am in a peculiar position. . I cannot sit or vote today because of
the unususl situation in Virginia, but I have listened to this whole thing
and I have studied it considerasbly in the last two or three months, but,
and forgetting any local consideration, I would like to congratulate
Paul Wett on a very fine report. I think he made & fine anslysis of the
situation and I agree in genersal with his recommendations.

One thing was brought up this afternoon at the very end which I
believe the Maryland member in particuler should realize. I think the
letter read from Mrs. Wilkins gave some evidence that the Fairfax County
Board may not go slong with this proposel after the first of the year.

One of the control boards' policies is that they are refusing to
grant permission for construction of sewage disposal units unless the
County Board in & particular area agrees with the plan. If, for some
reason, the Council should go shead with this today and recommend the
Langley site and then on the first of January, or shortly thereafter, the
Fairfax County Board says they are opposed‘to the, Langley site and will not
go along with the necessary plans for the extension of the Pimmit Run
disposel plent, the Water Control Board is not going to go along with that
plan either, and therefore the Council's action today may be wholly over-
ridden by the action of the County Board.
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