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Establishing a BID, a SP,ecial tax district, is not consistent with Council's stated reason for doing it, that of 

encouraging an equitable recovery for all residents and businesses. 

In its last incamation, the method to determine who would govern the BID Board was one vote for each 
$lmil of commercial property owned. If it's the same this time around, the alignment of a few large 

investment groups are sufficient to control the proposed BID board. 

Those investment groups rent their propetty to small businesses and sole proprietors . Their leases include 

a passthrough clause, in which increases in taxes, including the BID Tax, become increases in rent 

required of the commercial tenants. Since many ofthe tenants' additional rent will go through the City's 

tax collection and back into the hands of those same landlords who control the BID Board, the BID Tax 

will be a de facto government mandated increase in those rents above and beyond what had been 

contracted. This is not helpful to the recovery of small businesses. 

Under the scheme of the creation of the BID, those renters who will be paying the taxes will have no say 

in its creation or how it spends the money. In order to approach making it a fair deal for all, Council 
would either have to mandate that each renter be given a vote as to whether they would like their rents 

raised to fund the scheme or that the BID tax should be paid by the landlords and investors who will 
control its expenditure and that the tax not be allowed to pass through to tenants. However, these last 

proposals are not in the current guidelines. 

The BID's funds will also come from increases in Real Estate taxes on small mom and pop businesses 

who own their commercial propetty. If those small businesses were made aware of the BID voting 

scheme, they would understand that the small business will have a miniscule influence in the Board's 

actions and they would rationally choose to not raise their own propetty taxes for this purpose. But the 

BID scheme does not require the assent of the mom and pop store owners, since 40% of the commercial 

properties in the BID may be incorporated and obligated to pay without their consent. 

Lastly, for all the residents living in the area encompassed by a proposed BID, they would face a strange 

new local hierarchical political environment in which the character of their streetscape and the city 

services is defined and regulated by a government entity made up of sometimes remote investors whose 

offices can be literally bought and sold. 

Council i ~ currently directing ARPA recovery funds for the promotion of the scheme and is proposing to 

direct the city 's coercive power to collect taxes to be used at the behest of the most wealthy, and at the 

expense of the small businesses, all while not adding a single penny to the City 's coffers to pay for the 

general well being of its citizens. Council is funding and endorsing an entity that would count votes by 

wealth and take money by fiat from renters and businesses to put in the controlling hands of the most 

wealthy investment groups in the City. This seems like quite a departure from their presumed liberal 

democratic values of: one person I one vote, historic concem for tenants and a wariness that disparity of 
wealth may have undue influence on government policy. 

Creating a BID does not encourage an equitable recovery for all of Alexandria's residents and businesses. 

I argue that the establishment of a BID will instead financially harn1 the recovery of small businesses and 
codify inequity in the midst of its residents. 
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Residents in Alexandria are exposed to a significant, recurring noise violation from gas-powered leaf 
blowers. These machines exceed the permitted noise limits throughout the City of Alexandria 
regularly, significantly harming health and quality of life. 

Sec. 11-5-4.1 (c) of the 2022 noise ordinance states: 
Between the hours of 7:00a.m. and 11:00 p.m., Monday through Sunday, no sound generation shall 
result in sound having a volume of 75 dbB(A) or more, at a distance greater than 10 feet from the 
place at which the sound is being generated or produced, for an aggregate duration of time greater 
than 60 seconds in any one hour period or be plainly audible above the background noise level to a 
person of normal hearing acuity at a distance greater than 50 feet from the place at which the sound 
is being generated or produced. 

Gas-powered leaf blowers, according to manufacturer specifications, frequently generate over 100 
dB of noise (1) at close range. They require users to use ear protection to prevent hearing loss. At 10 
ft, they regularly emit well over 75 dB, and are virtually always audible above the background noise 
at 50ft away. This noise is significantly more when multiple machines are used. An increase of 10 
dB is perceived by the human ear as a doubling of the sound (2), so a blower emitting 85 dB sounds 
twice as loud as a blower operating at 75 dB. Noise from these machines is a low frequency that 
travels long distances (3) and enters homes through windows easily, thus affecting a wide area of 
the urban community. 

In Alexandria, these machines are used throughout the spring, summer and fall, primarily for moving 
yard debris. Homes in Alexandria frequently have numerous neighbors within 50 feet. One home 
may therefore be subject to hours of excessive leaf blower noise from multiple neighboring 
properties in a single day. This significantly reduces quality of life in the City and impedes learning 
and productivity. In addition, noise pollution is a rising public health problem, harming hearing, the 
cardiovascular system, child development and mental health. (4-6) 

In response to the significant community disruption caused by these machines, 170 municipalities in 
the United States had enacted regulations that specifically limit or ban their use as of 2018, (3) with 
many more enacted since that time. On1anuary 1, 2022, Washington DC enacted the Leaf Blower 
Regulation Amendment Act of 2018, banning their use in the District of Columbia. (7) 

1.https://opereviews.com/landscaping/leaf-blowers/best-backpack-blower-shootout/ 
2 .https ://jlaudio .zendesk. com/he/en -us/articles/21 72 01 7 3 7-Doubling-Power-vs-Doubling-Output 
3 .https://static 1.squarespace.com/static/5 7 e80a5 7 414fb52bddd431 fl/t/5b633e088a92 2dd389d31838 
/1533230601550/2018.07.16 _ DC+COW +Bill+ 22-234+ Report_Final + 1 amie+ Banks.pdf 
4.https://www.cdc.gov/nceh/hearing_loss/docs/CDCPresentationNeitzel-508.pdf 
5.https://www.massmed.org/Advocacy/State-Advocacy/State-Testimony/Testimony-in-Support-of-H-8 
68,-An-Act-to-Establish-a-Grant-Program-for-Low-Noise,-Low-Emissions-Landscape-Maintenance­
Equipment/ 
6.Munzel T, Schmidt FP, StevenS, et al. Environmental Noise and the Cardiovascular System. 1 
Amer Coli Cardiol2018;71: 88-697. doi: 10.1016/j.jacc.2017.12.015. 
7 .https://dcra.dc.gov/leafblower 
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Given these concerns, we, the undersigned, request that the City of Alexandria: 
1) Phase out use of gas-powered leaf blowers in its operations, as recently approved for Fairfax 
County. 
2) Enforce the 2022 noise ordinance and/or enact other policy to address their wider use in the 
City. 
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also like the city to consider banning the blowing of grass and leaves into city streets. I see this often and am sure it contributes to pesticides in the stormwater that contaminates the Potomac and 
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baby's ears, 
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J !Electric & Battery powered equipment exists along with traditional tools like rakes and brooms that are safer for users and neighbors. The lawn workers wear ear protection, but even INSIDE MY HOUSE, I 
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