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land-till on 18.375 acres, locaWd lOO feet south of HUDting Creek

9I"idge, on the weat aide of U. S. #1, Nt. V.ernon 01etrl.ct.

Mr-. Charle. Pickett appeared before tobe Board saying that he bad

understood that 11118 cale was to be deferred but firet he w18hed to

uke a .tat.ent. Mr. Pickatt atated that in 1928 or 29 Judge

Drytull granted 40 acreD under Hunting Creek 'to Mra. PulllllUl. The

la. reada that it the atr... 1s naY1&able it belongs too the peopl.,

if unnavigable it belongs to the individual, 'to the center of tbe

IItr.... It ls M:r. Picket... , a content,lon t.hat tb. land -in question

in this application 18 eneOl1paaaed within Mra. Pullun'. land- ther _

tore Mr. Ford haB no jurill41ctloD O1'er it. He aug.steeS that bet

the BOlIrd takes action OD this it be ref'erred to the C~onealth'.

Attorney to .8. it they ha•• auy jurisdietlon in the utter. Mr....

Pullaan wanta to till in this land with dirt and uk_ per_nent

ground or it and she t.hink. Mr. Ford b•• no r1cht. to it..

A lett.er wa. read ••kine the Board to derer actioo unt.il acre c

plate Infon&8tioD can be had on tb. property. There were no report.

trc. t.be Sanitary £n&lneer !lor the Health Ileparunent.

Mr. Peketot sa14 that. unle•• Mr. Pord. rel1DqUiahed -title to the

land a .uit will be fUed to dotera1ne wh..har or notMro. Pul~'

1ntere.ts are in jeopardy.

Mr. Brooktleld _oved to deter tb. application t.o the next rq:ular

...tina and Mr. Smith .ecoDded. Carried. (Deferred to Dee. 18th)

Sevef'al nearby land. owner. were pre.ent - objecting. They did no

"eister 'their objectiona alnce the ca.. i. poetponed..

21 - George W. Soules. to allow dwe1linc to r ..in •• conatruc'ted, 3-1/2

teet trOllCueron Street. Lot 18, aDd. pIlrt ot 19, Oak Park SubdlYl_

810n, JfW corner ot· Ca_pbell Road and. CUteron Street. Nt.Vernon Di.t

NT. Fageleon appeared. tor the applicant. He said. hi. lir. had

been hired. as settlement attorney.. They ordered a survey and 1t

deYeloped that there 1a a street (Ca.ron st.) llBkinc the side line

The house 1. 3-1/2 teet lroa that line. While the street 18 not pu.

through now it i. dedicated and ..y in time lead to developaent

which would put this 4w811101 i. a bad spot. Tbia 1s ali old aettle

.en't but thia b~us. waa recently bUilt, ca.pletele diBr'lBrding set

backs, it was brought out. Mr. Fag.leon aaid they could not a.ttle

with a condition like tb,1s on the propertl - 'theretor. he had tllJkecl

tor this variance trOll the Board.

Mr,; Brooktield said he did not see ho" they could d1sregard. all

soning laws. Ue IItOved to deter the case until December 18th. Mr.

Sa1th aeconded. Carried."

The Board adjourned for 11lllcb.

22 - North Willston Apartaents l tor permiss10n to collect a service charg

for reeeiying packages including dry cleaning. show repairing, etc.,
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at 1122 Porton-Randolpb DriTe, Nortb Wi11aton Apartaanta, Falla Cbur

District.

Mr. 'ac_leon repl"e.en.ted. this appll-caDt. ~ He 8'tated that the owner.

wilbed to establish a package room for the· convenience of the apart­

.eDt dwellers, because of the ,great inconvenience to tn. tenant. and

people trOll toh. outaid. 1n 1IIlk1na: package del1....r1.e. How.,.er , it

would take about two replar _ploy••• and they did not r••l th.y

could give tbia 8eM'ice without a regular charge. Since this would

pU't it in t.h. category ot • bualn••• h. brou.gbt the ca•• before the

Board.

Mr. Davaoa sugg••ted. that Willaton aIre.d, baa III larC. ebopp1n,g

center and it would not b. ..aaibl. to crant a busin... otber than

that district alr••dy establisbed.

Mr. FqelsaD said tbi. _11 business would not juatl('y renting a

atore and the Willeton ~.r. did not own the Bhopplnc can'tere

Mr. Brookfield said the applicant wa. a.k1ne to overlap ooe buain..

upon Dot.her.

Th. Cbau.u. ..eel ... Mooreland tOr hi. OpiniOD. H. said _ DO

_tt81" how rou r~ this t it was a bualn••• and therefore n.ot

allowed under ~8 ordinance; ~hat it the opera~or. wished to carry

this OD a•••_"ice - tr.. ~o occupants of the apert.Mftt buildlnca

it waa .atieractory ancl DC? aftair of t.be Board but bJ char.g1_ 1t

~ UDder the £on1nC Ord.1Dance.

Mr. '''.leon aucge.~ed that .n extra charge be put in t.he le••t to

coyer t hi•••"11:8. Mr. Mooreland said that would be all right. He

88id this could 8180 be leased. out. a. 8 cODceuion - the Board. could.

not police thia ae the cOUQt.y waa already oyertaxed wlt.h thi8 sort. 0

thinc·

Mr. Brookfield 8OYed. to deny the application b ecaua he did. not

think it proper and the Board ot Appeals did Dot haYe the authority

authorize one bUBine.a overlapping another aDd thai euch personal

••"ice sbould be iwen by the _partaent ownerl. SecODded t Mr. Sm1

Carried.

DEFEIlIIEIl CASJlSIiI

Frank E. Lea f to const.ru.ct and operata tourist court on )-1/2 acres

on. the weat side of U. S. #1, 1JIII8diately jolil1q leyatone 'Court-a on

the 1I0ut.h, Nt. Vernon Di8trict.

Mr. Lea ~d asked. for a derel'llent. on thia until Oecuher 18th.

It waB granted by ~eBo.rd•

• • •
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The Regul.r Meeting of the
F.lrfax ~ounty Boord of Zon_
1~ Appeals wee held December
IS, 19S1, in theBoard Room
or the Fairfax CauntT Court_
house at 10 a.m. with the
following members present:
Messrs D.",son, J.B.Salth,
Verlin s.1th, and Harr, the
new .-.bar.
Mr. Schuaann, Zoning Adadnu­
trator, W&S present.

1.. W. T. Carrico, to allow dwelling ~o remain 49.72 t.et trOll right of

way of Aspen Street.. Lot 19, Section I, Willow Run, nort.h alde of

Aspen Street, 'al18~burchD18trlct.

Mr. Carrico was present. This would be only a ) inch exception,

There was no opposition. Mr. V. Smith asked how this violation ha

pened. Mr. Carrico said be did not know, tMt th., usually set

back ) or 4 inches IIDre th.n required. This was just an error. Mr.

JB Smith IDOVe<l to..aat the application bec.Wle it is a yerr ...11

yulat.ion. V.SIIlith seconded. Carried.

2 - Lucy M. Mercer, to operate a nursine hOlDe. Lot 20, Shirley Villa,

....t elcl. of Shirley G.t. Roed. 1/4 11110 south of Rt. 211, Provi­

dence District.

Mrs. Mercer and Hra. Whitsell appeared to support thb case. Mrs.

Mercer said ane now baa a ai.11ar boIIe in Oakton but it ill 'too saal

This new bUilding has -ore bed rooms. 3he will use only the roOlQ

on the first Cloor. The building is fireproof' and has been approy­

ed by the State "ire Inspector. Mrs. Kercer will bave old ladiee

only. There are no houaes Dear - it is mostly a wood.ed. area. A

pe't!tiOD was presented approving this use. Mrs. Whits.ll also wpoke

rayoring the uae.

Mr. SehUlDann and Mr. Y. SIIith noted that the building was not 100

reet fro-. all property 11nea. The lot contains '51.934 square teet.

Mr. V. Smith a.ked about appro"al ot the Health Department. Jlra.

Mercer said they had approved. the septic field tor a chi14ren'a

home which bad been operating there and. it was probably all right

now. If' it developes, however, that the field. is not aurricient,

the Health Department will re\.j,uire that it be enlarged. This is a

Dew field.

Mr. Schumann aaid the appllcat.lon could not. be granted w1~bout. •

variance on the setbacks as the building does not meet the 100 foot.

setback. Mr. V. Smith suggested Mrs. Mercer buying a &trip from

Lot 19. It would mem addit.ional property on two sides in order to

conform to the 100 f'oot setback and Mrs. Mercer did nato know it sbe

could buy on two sides of her property - but would try. Mr.V.5mith

thought the front setback could be relieved satisfactorily but did

not like to grant wuch an exception on the two sides, as this was in

the Ordinance to protect residential districts.

It was noted that a variance was not included in the original
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application and ~is would naTe 1;0 be r.e-adv.ertised.

Mr. V.Smith moved ~o deter the -ease to give Mrs. Mercer ~1IDe to

re-advertiee tor the variance and to acquire adjoining property 80 t

building will be 100 reet fro.. 811 property Unes. Mr. JB SoIith see­

onded. Carried. This can be advertised tor the special aeetina to

be held December 3let.

Oscar L. Brigc:s, Jr., to have an auto-paint sbop aDd. body works on

Lot 14. Section It B~ech. roark, 'north of Lee Boulevard, near Fairfax

Circle, ~ovidence District.

Mr. Doeratler represented the upplicant. The build1ng 18 already

there. This 1s a general busines8 district. The proper setbacks are

DIet. ftJ'". Schu.onn called the Plaonlng COIIIIIiaslon to get the Boniiig

on either slde of this property. tIr. V. Smith said he 1IfOuld 11ke to

aee the property before Totini. H. moved to deter action until the

next meeting to view the property. Seconded, JB Sait-h. CalTied..

C. and P. Telephone Co. ot Virginia, to· construct and operate a tele­

phone repeater station, on ground 65 x 100 feet on the south a14. of

Leesburg PUce about 3-1/2 lIilea weat of Tyson's Corner, between polea

195 aDd 194, Providence District.

Mr. Mead represented the COIIpomy. The proposed building will be

about 14 x lS teet. It will be used tor the nece.sary equi~ent.

'there was no opposition.

Mr.V. Smith asked if there was any possibility ot thh interfering

with radio or television. Mr. Mead said definitely not. Mr. V.Saith

moved to grant the application because it is a necessary ~tility.

Seconded, dB Saith. Carried..

Norman A. IiMElva Loe" to have a duplex dwelling on Lots luatid 2,

Block 1, Della Subdivision, Major Barbara andCanelida Street, Falls

Church District.

Mr.Scbumann read a a.solution trom the Alexandria Council asking

the County of Fairfax not to take any zoning action in the annexed

territory (to Alexandria).

Mr.Dawson thought this Resolution should be upheld and the Board

should not tOUch anything in the annexed area. "ir.V.Smith -thought. if

the Board did take action it might cause l1tigation on property in

the 'territory.

Mr.Schumann said that in th1s area anyone has th.. right to go to the

Alexandria Board of Appeela for relief. The City ot Alexandria haa

not yet adopted a zoning map tor this area and they will fbllow the

Fairfax County regulations until such time as they do adopt. a map.

Mr. La_ reaclled that he was not &8klng for a rozoning but merely

a Yariance. He stated that DOW he has a rooms for rent sign out and

he thought a duplex house would be much less detrimental to joining

property. He quoted experts as saying tbis.
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Mr. V. Smith said he 'thought it .coolish -to ac1; in the fa'Ce of the

Resolution because if Alexandrh, did not like it they :"'ould change

this us., or it might be neceesary to ~o to court. and that it would

be a more friendly g-esture to make the request for a variance trOll

Alexandria.

Mr.Schuu.nn said the Board could very well grant thll11 but Alex_

andria could ~dlately force discontinuance of a duplex and set

this up as a one family area - ~hat it was far better to go direct

to the Alexandria Board otzoning Appeals.

Mr. Hu llton, Mr. Pearcell, and Mrs Sumpter spoke oppo81ng. ~h.y

are all ClOS8 neighbors.

Mr.V.Smith IaOved that the Board. respect the aesolution presented

by the City Council of Alexandrlw 1n view of, annexation of this te

ritory OD January let. Seconded. JB SrQ.~th. Carried.

Mr.Schumann suggested. that it Would be better for Mr. Loe if h.

wi~hdrew his application. No actlon was taken on this.

6.. Sol Hetzer. Cor extension oC teaporary I"Irml~ to have build1nC 31 t

!'rca: right of way at Leesburg Pike Cor soda bar, on lO,OCXl square

Ceet. on the east aide oC lAesburg Pike. 200 teet sout.h or Powell

Stre.t. F.lla Church District.

Mr. Netzer said this w.s an extension DC an appll.catloD that was

granted for one year. Ii. lett.er was read fro...... Hollowell had bad

his property zoned General Busines. while theBoard of SuperVisors

had refused. to &One hi. to the 8U1e classification. K. was ask.inc

relief era. a Rural Business setback. Mr. Hollowell is aettinc bae

35 Ceet. .. f'arther t.han required. Hie 18 a midget kiteben which could

easl1ybe IIlOved it the road 15 wid'8ned, Mr. "etzer said. Ke said

Hlgbll8Y Department already has the 25 feet extra they will ned to

Yiden"a~. 7.. U-is puapa are noW' 38 feet CrolD the sidewalk. Mr.

Schumann asked how much of' Mr. Netzer' 8 land the Highway Department

would take to widen Rt. 7. Mr. Netzer said none.

Mr.V .. S.it.h asked why the Board oC Supervisors did not rezone Mr ..

Netzer',. property to General BU8iness. Mr .. SchwaaM said they wish..

to lIloOlintaln the 50 root setback from Rt. 7. Holbvell's property 1s

tJte only litce zoned to' General Business 1n that area but he i& hold.­

ing to Rural Businees setbacks.

Mr .. V.Smith thought tbe setbacks Should be uniform, that the Bo...rd

should not allow anything nearer the right of way ~ban 35 feet.

Mr. Netzer said this was only temporary .. this bullding- • year to

year proposition.

Mr. JB Smith moved that the application be denied because the set..
be

backs on Rt:. 7 should/lniilintained. VSmit.h seconded. Carried.

Mr.V.Smltb IllOved that Mr.Schumann take up with th.Soard oC Super­

visors the idea oC rezoning Mr. Hollowell's property frOll General to
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Bural Business so the setbacka along 'it. 7 will be unlforw and. that

~he letter frOII Mr'. Hollowell be macia a part or this r.equeet.. JBSIllt

seconded. Carried. (A letter frOID Mr. Hollowell was r ..ad oppoa1a,g

kr •.Hetser'l!I application because of setbacks)

P. E. Myers, for permll1s1on to extend m.otel, location _ on the south·

side of Rt. 50, acrose from Arbogast Service Station, .f!roYWence

Dietrict.

~. LUlard represented Kr. Myers. The reaeon of this appll-eation

1s to complete the original plan of cODatruction. 1'h~. were no ob­

jections. Iir.V. Smith said this was a good aet.up but tohe Board shou

bave plans showing a surve, and the exact location at the bul1einga.

Mr.Scnu.ann thought the plan presented was autrlclent.

Mr. Myers ..id h. had a certified blueprint in hi. car. The ca.e

was deterred fer him to get the plan. Kotlon, V.Smith, seconded, JB

Smi~h, Carried.

Wallace N. and R. D. Hanaboro\ich, to divide lota with leaa width and

are•• on HW aide of Ingleside Avenue, approxl11ate11 300 yarde welt 0

at. 123, ProYidence District.

Mr. Hanaborouch aaid there was not enough Ianet to get the square

footaae required and the area. Each lot would have about 1),000 sq.

teet with 1••• than the 90 foot frontage. He Mid the Health lepaR

.ent \<fOuld approYe tbe septic field.

Mr.V. Smith said he did not think t~is good planning, there w•• no

hardship 1nYo1.ed and he was opposed to this d1vi8ion of land. He

8UC188ted buying IlOre land in foh. rear to at le.at have the required

are.. He coullint .ee granting le88 frontage and leaa area both. He

moYed t.o derer the applicat.lon until January 15th tor JQo. danaboro

to do what he could with getting more ground. Seconded., JB Smith

larried.

Mr. P. E. Myers returned with his blueprints, showing the dist.apce

from Rt. 50, however the drawings were not to scale. ~~. V.smith

thought th.8oard should haye a acale drawing 80 they would know what

they were granting. i'ir. Schumann suggested tbat Mr. Myer could haTe

print.8 made"eta the original linen. Mr. V. Smith IlOTed. to grant the

application provided Mr. MJer furnish t-wo additiorwl blueprlnt-8 sub­

ject. to' the drawings as SUbmit-ted,. JB Sm1t.b seconded. Carried.

9 - E. L. Prince, tor permission to ext.end mot-el, 10eaWd on the south

side of Lee Boulevard, approximately 26)0.14 feet west or Fairfax

Circle, ProYidence District. There was no opposition.'

The Board' thought the plata submitted by Mr. PriA6e were un8a~ia-

factory. Mr. Prince said if the Board would defer the case for a fa

minutea he could furnish blueprints. Mr. V.Smith IlOved to defer act

10n for proper plats. Seconded. JB Smith. Carried.

10 - Arla G1l1, to erect dwelling within 30 feet of Brookside Drive. Lot

....
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306. Seot.1on I • .chesterbrook WoodsJProvidence District.

Mrs. OUl showed the topography of ~he groun<l. In order to .g.~

the septio field in and. not be too near tile stream. it was necessary

to lo,cate the house nearer to the atreet. A stre.. rW18 acrOS8 the

property and the ground 1s low. The Health D.partme'n~ had sugges

getting this "'ariane- so the neld could be lceated with the proper

drainage. 'there was no opposition.

Mr. V.Smith suggested re-channeling the stre.. but it .a. agreed

that this was too expensive. Mr.Smlth said this was a new subdivi_

don ,and he felt other variancea would be asked for the same reason

Mrs. Gill said the stre.. ·.rfected only three lota. Mr. Smith

said he would prefer to see t.he property. Ke tholAght. it might be

granted on topography. Mr. liarr thought a little bulldoser work

might help.

Mr. V. Smith moved to grant the appli.cation because of the topo_

graphy or the ground and the proble. encluntered in locating: the

septic field t because at the location of the str.... "r. Harr aec­

onded. Ca.rried..

11.. C. and P. Telephone CoIIpany or Vlrclnia. for peraisaion to erect

telephone exchange aD ground located approx1lllately l()('() feet east 0

Rt. I on the north side of Popkins Road, Nt. Vernon District.

Mr. Armiat.ead Boothe and Mr. Mead appeared for the Ce-pany. '!"his

exchange is to take care of the telephones lOuth of Hunting Creek.

The bUilding will coat $250,000 - brick. They have sufficient land

to meet all required setbacks. It w111 be 60 feet trom the street

to allow for widening. There were no objections. Mr. Mead said th

company had a slailar building in Mary'land.

Mr. V. Smitb moved to grant the application becaus. it is a nec­

essary utiility and will not affect adversely adjoini", property.

Mr. Harr seconded. Carried.

12.. Howard Steadman. L. B.Field t et al t for an interpretation of Sectio

9. Subsection A of the Fairfax County Zoning Ordinance. a8 same ap­

plies to the operation or the Vlrgini~ ~oncrete Co_pany, Inc., op­

erating on,Lot 18 and part ot 19, Gordon's Addition to West Falls

Church, Falls Church District •• thia actioD haVing been preceded by

a petition to the Zoning Ad.inietrator who after one week indicated

be bad been unable to decide and rs~ue8ted that s••• be ..nt to this

Board.

Mr.Bloxton appeared supporting this case. Mr. Schumann introduced

Mr. Liddell. fil.8sistant to NT. Marsh, who has knowledge ot this Case.

Mr. DloKton gave a su.mary of the background of thi8 case. He

said that the V1rginiaConcrete Company originally applied tor Indus­

trial zoning on Lo~ 18. Thie was granted and they conducted opera­

tions on that lot ror SOIDe time. They had thought that Lot 19 wall

tj'i'i
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in the City of Falle llhureh and that it waB BOned InduBtrid. The

operations had extended to Lot 19. Therefo:re the Company asked. for

the rezoning of Lot 19 to Industrh,l and it was granted. under protes

from. property owners in the neighborhood. Before the rezoniIl& it

had beeD determined by a boundary dispute that Lot 19 was in the

coun·ty and during the t1JDe preceding the rezoning the Company was

operating on Lot 19 in violation of the Ordinance. but nothing was

said about it, althougp citi••ns had protested the use. The resideD

ces or the people objecting to this use are all within 2000 fe8t of

the Use and therefore it 18 ~ln8t the Ordinance to manufactur~ con

crete. The question haa cOlDe up whether or not the .cOllpaDy 1. manu­

fact-urin, CODcre~e. The derendant claims they are not ..nutacturine

concrete thererore this sectlon or the Ordinance (regarding t.be 2000

root setback) d~a not. app11. v

Mr.Bloxton said the property in this vicinity is adversely affect­

ed. tlwt theCOIIpany ls manurac~uring concrete and operating within
h&

2000 Ceet or residential property - therefor.~aa~he discontinuance

o! t.his use.

Mr.Bloxton said it wa. r.ntastic to clal. that they were not manu­

racturing concrete - that. it was purely a technical point - just

when the· actual manufacture ot concrete takes place. He showed a

ticket tor purchase and delivery ot concrete manufactured by this

Company. on the premises. The claim. Mr.Bloxton said. that conerete

waS not manufactured until water was mixed wit.h the other ingredient

wall without foundation because of the natural abaorbtion of moisture

10. the sand and gravel - that. wen these materials. sand I gravel,

ancl cement are put together the chemical procese starts and~ i

ia the _k.ing. Tbe cheaical process starts knd continues frOID the

first introduction of this moisture.

Mr. Blonon referred to Section 9 or tohe Ordinance. He

.. the intent of the Ordinance - to promote health, safety, morals.

and general welfare of the cODlDunity. The intent or the Ordinanee

I
1. to protect people in the immediate

ne88 uses. In this case there was no

fre. the heavy e~u1pment, which were

vicinity trom obnoxious busi­
and

thought giv,n to noiset dust

certainly detrimental to nearby

I

property owners and they should have been protected under the Ordi­

nance. He defined manufacturing as being III continuing process - toe

process or changing rrem raw materials to III new process; the ..nu­

fact.u:re of concr_t.e as the lI1xture of cement, sand, crushed rock and

water and snowing that chemical process goes on over III period or III

long time. He quoted from a case which involved the location of ~he

manufacture or~ ~howing that the molllufacture of ==:t takes

place over a period of t.ime.

gr.8loxton said theVirginia ~oncrete is in the business of manurac -
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uring~ - they offer it for sale aod are operating in an In­

dustrial Zone which 1s used especially tor manuCacturlng. The ap­

plicant stat.es that chemical action started when -the sand was put

in and the resultant moisture ~tarted chemical action.

Mr.Glen Richard represented the opposition to this petition.

He said the Cmapany had had no form..l notice of ~11S ~aring. He

gate the d8lj.nl~lon:!ormanufacturing as a process of changing into

a new fona. Mr.Richarcl said that many of Mr.Bloxton'lI coanenta

were in error - 80 in order that theBoard be not misinformed he

would give a brief background of this case. he said for • loag t

the Virginia Concrete Company had thought that Lot 19 was in the

City of Fall. l.ihurch and therefore was industrially &Oned. They

paid taxes to Falls Church for years. When it came to their atten­

tion that this was a mistake and that Lot 19 was in Fairfax Co~tYJ

they applied. tor rezoning ot Lot 19 to Industrial - the sam. as Lo

17 and 18. He. said the SUle argwaents as pr.esent.ed today "'ere pre

sented betore the brd ot Supervisors at ·the rezonins _ Y8t they

reaoned Lot 19. He said the Board of Superv1eot'a knew ot the use

proposed to be made ot this property ~nd of the 2000 Cset. rest.riet­

10n trom residential property.

Mr .Richard. said the aakln&s of~ were on these prellises but

contrary to Mr.Bloxton'e contentlon there was no mixing of the mate _

1818 on the premises. The sand, gravel. and cement were taken ~o

the job in separate piles, hGlMled out on a truck to the job _ w"ter

waa taken 1n another tank and m1.xed on the job. T'he matoerials were

all dry until they reached the job - th.r~ror. no action w.. start­

ed. He said theVirginla Concrete 'Comp.ny admitted the ma.nuracture

of B:I'I:W6. but not on Lots 18 and 19. He aaid !tar. ShepardaoD, an

officer in the Virginia Concrete Company was present to answer

questions.

The Chairman asked Mr. SChU1l8DD 'for a statem.ent. 4'Ir. SchumluUI

said a conference had been liI6ld with Mr. brsh at which all con'Cern

ed were present - to determine if there had been a v101~tion on

Lot. 19. Mr. Marsh said t.hi. was not a legal question but a quest.io

of fact and. thereCore it was up too tbeBoard of Appeals. Mr. Schuma

said he hilleeif had not been convinced that. there was a violation_

he was not SUre t.hat manufacturing took place on the property t ther _

fore had asked Mr. BloxtoD to get a decision from tbeBoard of Appeal

Mr. V.Smit.h asked if materi~18 could stand for three week. with­

out chemical act.ion. Mr. Sheppardson said yes - they had done that

He stat.ed that the dry materials and water were weighed and mixed

on t.he job.

There was discussion about. t.he filing of the petit.ion in protest.

Mr. Schumann said it should be filed with the Zoning Administrator-
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that. this case was r1ghtfully now before the Board of Appeals and if

the losing side is dissatisfied the ~ase could go to the courts.

Mr.Bloxton said the citizens in this neighborhood are simply ask­

ing Cor the laws to be obeyed. He said if this -concrete company was

operating 8S they say - mixing~ on the job .. it 1s operating

differently from any he had ever heard of aad such a method was un­

known to the business in which they are engaged.. Tna question Cor

the Beard to determine is whether or not concrete 18 being manufact­

ured on the premises. The citizens in this area are discouraged be­

cause they have not been able to get satistaction tra. oCCicials of

Fairfax County, and that they were being given the run-around.

Mr. Shepbardson said the materials were taken to the job separate­

ly and mixed there - there was no question about ~hat.

Mr. Liddell recalled ~he .ee~ing with Mr. Marsh. He stated tha~

in his opinion no court would make a decision on ~hls caS8 until ~he

Board of Appeals had acted - that thia was the only procedure 1;he

County could take and that the citizena in thia area are not merely

being put ott as Mr. BlonoD aaid. It waa the proper channel tor a

decision. It the decision here is unsatisfactory - appeal to the

Courts.

fir. Richard said. in his opinion. Mr. Bloxton' 8 argUllent was based

on the misapprehension that the .....terials are ",1Xed en the property

but that 8i,nce they are pHed in layers in trucks no agitation wbat-·

eyer takes place. This 18 the 8ame process used by the Vir,in1a

Concrete Company in all their plants.

Mr.Yield stated that aince Mr. Marsh had said this waa a case of

tact rather tohan of law - then if it is established th~t the manu­

facture of concrete haa been taking place on the premises - the Com­

pany i. in violation because that manufacture is taking place within

2000 feet of 'a residential area. In other words, the question is

whether or not manufa.cturing is taking place within the 2QOO feet.

Any IR;inutacture. Mr. Yield statee, i8 a process - one step after

another and in this initial stage which takes place on the premises,

moisture does gather and the actual process of manufactur baa begun.

He sald tha~ even if ~he materials were put together in layers it

would in time '0 into a condition of concrete. therefore this 1s the

beginning of the process. All materi~ls are there and the process

has begun. Are they engaged in any part of manufacturing~ Mr.Field

said he believed they were.

Mr.Dawson said it was evident that if manufacturing was .carried on

it was in violation as the residential lines are not 2000 feet away.

He asked tor those opposed to stand. Mr. Field said the room had

been packed with those opposed when this was brought up before the

Board of Supervisors. Mr.Richard said the Board will decide on the
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facts presonted. not by -tbe nUl'lber of people .on ehe petition. Vi F
The petition was read.

Mr. Prince r.eturned with his blueprints. The Chainwn asked too he

Mr. Prince then adjourn for lunch. Mr. Prince showed his plats wit

the plan be proposes t(l build. t4.r. V. Smith III()ved to crant hie ap- I
plication and Mr. Harr seconded. Carried.

The Board adjourned tor lunch - convening and taking up the Stead-

man case.

Mr. V.Smith said if tho Boord "oro limited to aetiD& UDdor 5ectio

9 he did n(lt feel qualified to say whether or not manufacturing

actually ~8 taking place but since the people in this ara. have

already indicated that they are affected adversely t.hey might act

under the Acts of the Assembly setting up the Zoning Ordlnan~e ~ala

iog to the "health. safety. and general wellare of the community".

8~nce the purpose of the Zoning Ordinance 1s to promote the «eneral

welfare of the community and has set out certain uses in certain

areas. In his opinion, Mr. Smith said, the Board is not in a posi­

tion legally to say it manutacturilll is actually taking place _ but

the evidence of the people shows they are being af£ected adver••ly.

~~.Schuaann sald if the Board of Appeals tied their decieion ~

the provisions creating the Ordinance it might be well to Beek the

legal advice' of Mr. Liddell. Since this ~a8e might well end up in

litigation, the Board should be in the b.st position possible to

defend its action. Mr. Mooreland went out to get Mr. Lidd.ell.

Mr. Field said he tho~ht the case should be decided on the baste

of the laws creating the Ordinance. It was 'found. that Mr. Liddell

was out for the balance of the evening.

Mr. V.Smith sald it was a very fine line between decisions. It

could go either way. Mr. dB Smith felt there certainly was not a

complete process of manufacture.

Mr. V. SJRl'tb said if the Board granted this app-ll~ation they

should state that a nuisance exists.

Mr. Dawson said he could not feel that separate pile. of san••

gravel. and ~e constituted the manufacture ot concrete.

Mr. V.. Smith made the following 1Il0tion: That it 11 the opinion of

the Board of Appeals that concrete 115 not being manufactured. on Lo't

18 and part (It 19, Gordon's Addition to West Falla Chur~h but that

it 1s the opinion of the Board of Appeals that the storage of gr,ave

sand, and cement and the loading at the same on t.o trucks is at var

iance with the inteot of the Acts of the General Assembly of Vir­

ginia, approved, Harch )0, 1936, Chapter 427, Acts of 1936 and Apri

1, 1938, Chapter 415. Acta of 1938, specifically the section where

the wording refers to the general welfare of the COWDW1ity.,

Mr. Schumann said that this motion says in affect that the fact
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that this 1s not prohlbl<ted by 8t&t\ltes and 1s not for the public wel­

{"are, that the Ordinanee does not 'Serve the purposes that the levis..

lattoD intended.

Mr. V. Smith said we erred originally 1n oeraitti~ structures to be

located less then 100 feet from property lines.

Mr.Fleld asked if it would be in OI"'der to include in the IIOt10n what

constitutes the manufectUf'e of cd-..
Mr.Schumann reed the wording of the application. ~. Field'. sug-

gestion was not acted upon.

Mr. V.Smith withdrew his rotion ... the last part- and iliad_ the follow­

ing IIlOtion: That it 1s the opinion of the B~rd of Appeals that 'the

Virginia ""oncrete COmpany 1. not manufacturing concrete on Lot 18 and

part or 19. Gordon's Addition to West Falls Church.

Mr.Bloxton thought Mr. Smith's statement which indicll.ted that there

1a a violation, adversely affecting the interests of the ~ub~ic,should

be included in the motion. There was considerable discussion on th1se

Z,ir.Richarci said thet since a court caee will no doubt be fUed how­

ever this decision goes he thO~ht it would be better to leave the

motion 81 it is. Mre smith lett his motion as last Itated. Rr. JB.

Smith seconded. Carried.

~~.Bloxton asked for 8 copy of the minutes eince he would ftle an

appeal.

DEFERRED CASES:

V~ryhill DB! School, to operate a day nursery echool, Lot 46, Section

2, 109 Woodlawn Avenue, GreenwayDowns,Ffllls Church District.

Mr.Baskln appeared as attorney representing Mrs. Benes Nho was aleo

present.

A petition with 24 n8~S was read op~osing this use.

The owner of the property in question was present layi~ he did not

object to the use of his home 8S a school. ~S. Murphy, next door,als

sald she did not oppose. She is renting but the owner at the pro,Jerty

Mr. E. R. Jones, sent 8 lette~ oP?osing.

Mr. Baskin read a letter from Miss Adams of the State Welfare Depart

ment ravorine this school. Mr. Baskin said this school would help to

fill a cryin( need in Fairfax County tor care of pre-school children,
County

aince the/schools could not take care ot them-for workinglllOthers. It

was also impractical to put schools of thi! kind in a commercial ares,

where erollnd is limited as well es lir,ht and air. Here the school

would be in a pleasant 8tmo3p~ere, no traffic ?roblem, large eneloeed

back yard, and that the children would not be allowed to run out or be­

come a nuisance. 'I'hey h'Ould be transported by a station wagon. J.f

this·. ever became a nuhance it could always be controlled by law.

The opposition spoke. t~s. Marintelli op~o8ed - the street is narro

she said. and no parkint space. Mr. Tyrrell, the owner of 109 spoke
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favoring, tiying that he certainly would not jeopardize his own

property.

Mr. Y. Smith said he was certainly in sympathy with the need for

this kind of a sChool but he would mov~ to deny the appli.catlon be­

cause it affects adversely nelghborinE, property. JB Smith seconded.

Carried.

George W.Soules, to allow dwelling to remain )-1/2 feet trom Camel"

Street, Lot 18. and part of 19 I Oak Park, Mt. Vernon Dietric t..

Mr. Fagelson appeared for the applicant. he said that CaMroD Store

had been dedicated ..ny years ago (about 1926) but. had n."er been

put through. This house was built ~bout 1941. The present owners

bought the place in 1942. Ttle)' haTe sold it and are waiting tor

this case to clear up the tltle, since a loan cannot" be gruted wit.

the building ao cl088 to the line. Mr. Rageleon said it was • hard

ship case because the purchaser wa. living in a rented roo. with

wif. and children, waiting for this house. This setback had not

been in question until the loan cOIIlpany cue into the picture. Mr.

Fagelson has been hired ae attorney to clear up the title, which is

dependent upon this variance.

Mr.Daw80n said there were probably many other old houses built t

aame way - and Sold without every h~vlng a survey.

Mr. V. Smith moved to grant the application because ~b. evidence

indicates that the d.elling was built prior to the Ordinance and it

will not ultieately aftect the use of adjoining property. JB Smith

seconded. Carried.

Asbury Hammond, to use present buildings as tourist court on 2.62

acres OD the north side oC Rt. 211, opposite Willow Springs Garage,

Centerville District. "letter was read troJa Mr. Haa:mond askinc fa

the law W'lder which this Board operates. lilnd asking tor il continU­

ance of his case. Motion to continue, V.Smith. seconded. Mr. Harr.

Carried.

Frank Lea, to erect and operate tourist court on ground located on

the westerly side of Rt. 1, immediately joining Keystone Court. Mt.

Vernon District. Mr. Lea asked to continue his cas. as he could

not be present. It was voted to deCer this to the next meeting.

Fairfax Courthouse Development Corpora~1on, to opera~e Sanitary

Land FilIon 16.375 acres loca~ed 100 feet south of Hunting Creek

Bridge. West side of U.S.il, Nt.Vernon Die~rict.

No one was present and reports had not come in from the S••itary

Engineerls office and the Health Department. It was mOVed by Mr.

V. Smith to def'er this case. Seconded, Mr. Harr. Carried.

s. Cooper Dawson, Chairman
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A special meeting of the
Fairfax ~ounty Board of
Zonl.nt; Appeals was held
December 31, 1951, in the
Board Room oC ehe Fairfax
County Courthouse at 10
a~lII. with the following
me&bers present: Messrs
S.Cooper Dawson, J.W.
Brookfield, Verlin Smith,
JB Smit.b, and Herbert
Harr. Mr,. Schwunn Zon­
ing Administrator. was
pr8Hnt.

1 - Martha Nutting Brook1D&8 and Robert Somers Brookings,II, Trustees,

for permission to erect an apartment house developaen~ on approx­

imately 50 .cres located on the north side oCBraddock Road about

11.200 feet .8St of intersection with Quaker L.ne, FalleChurch

District.

Mr,Ed:ward GaS80n presented Mrs. Brookings , whom he said would 1

discuss the case with the Board. Mr. Gassen made an o~n1ng Rate

ment - saying this app11~at1on was actually filed before the Board

of ~uperv18or8 hae rezoned this land to Urban Residence because

Mr&. Brooklnca has a prospect.ive purchaser and she wished t.o ob­

tain this variance before the close of the year. The basis £~r

t.his rec,uIBt is that the t.mediate neighborhood juetit"ies an apart

.ent deYelo~nt in this area. It is bordered by two large apart­

ment projects, Fairllngton and very near - Parkfa1rfax, aero~s Rt.

7 and by 20 acres of business property and by property that 1s deC

lDltely urban in character. When this rezoning was requested from

the Board. of Supervisor. it was stated that loh. proposed use would

be apartments and the Board had not objected to ~hat. The only

q~8tlon before the Board of SuperVisors was whether or not this

ground was particularly designed for QpartmenLs and the answer was

yes. Nr.Gasson asked Mrs. 8l'ookinga to apeak to the Board..

HI". Schumann asked Cirst to malt. a st.toement. He .called to the

attention of the Board. the Resolution forwarded to this County by

tbe City Council of Alexandria asking that no zoning action be

taken in the terri'tory too be annexed. Mr. ~chunw.nn recalled that

at the last tIleeting of theBoard of Appeals the Board had refused t

act on a ease located in this territory on the strength of this

Resolution. To be CODsistent the Board mighto not wish to act on

this. l'ir. Schumann suggested that a vote be taken whether or not

tbe Bo~rd would hear this case. It was moved by Mr.Brookfleld tha

this Board has a right to act on any property properly in the toUR

of Fairfax, therefore, that this caSe be heard. hr. Harr seconded.

Carried. (Dawson, Brookfield, and Harr votoing lea - dB not vot1ng)

Mr.Gasson said this application was filed in good faith and th~t

officials of Alexandria knew of the filing and said nothing in pro­

test. He hoped tbe Board would go ahead with the case. Mr.V.Smlth

voted Yes.
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Mrs. Brookings showed an aerial map which was 'takoan in 1943 wh1c

gave the picture of the neighboring property _ part1-eularly the

nearness of the two large apar~ent developments - Falrllngton and

PQrkfairfax. This property. Mrs. Brookings said , had been zoned f

apartments at oDe time but the development did not go ahead and th

right to build the apartment had lapsed I and the property rey.~

to the original tlening. Mrs. Brookings showed a map dotting out th

density of population in the neighborhood - justifying she thought

the request for apartments. She said they did not apply for this

use until they had a purchaser. The property 1s divided into two

parts. that for commercial use and that Cor apart_ents. It had

been understood that under the change of forra of county government

in Fairfax that the County would freeze all rezoning. Then it was

understood that Alexandria would honor the present soning in the

annexed territory. Later it was agreed by the Alexandria Council'

that a master plan would be made for this newly annexed territory

and the present zoning would not necessarily be honored~ Therefor

since ehe had a purchaser, Mrs.Brookings thought it wise to have

rezoned and get the special use it possible, with the hope that it

would be honored by Alexandrl.. J.t was a chain of clrcUDl8tancea

which led up to the tiling of this application. There are now two

purchasers lined up - one who \Culd be satisfied with relllil.ining in

Fairfax County - the other who i8 satisfied with the annexation to

41e.xandria.

Mrs. Brookincs sald abe had talked this m.ove oYer wit.h members 0

the staft at Episcopal High School and had found no opposition to

this apartment use. This was in the beginning. She had since fa

that they had ch~ng.d their .1nde and were opposing it.

Mr.Dawlon asked about the number of apartments. Mrs. BrookillCs

sald Mr. Holland would answer that.

Mr. Holland said he was employed by the purch.sers. The plana

were practically complete in so far as they could be without final

word f'rom this Board. He showed elevationa of the bUildings and _

layout of' the 10catioD of the buildings. He aaid there would be

80me changea as in making a topOIraphic lIap some perts of t.he land

were found to be too steep for the type of buildin« shown in the

plans. However, the general plan was the same and he assured the

B~ard that the architecture wo~ld be attractive, colonial 1n style

and very IQUch the SalD8 thing as Par\ttairfax. Each apartment hal! a

upstairs and downstairs and each 1s operated as an individual unit

Each will have its own hea1::1ng unit - gas. They will be mostly)

bedroom units, only 10 percent having 2 bedrooms.

On the Bra.ddock ROlid frontage, Mr. Holland said, they had lett

much greater setback than required in order to make a better out-
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look for the Epi""opal H~ School. They ......e setting back 70

froID the property line. This will allow for a 30 foot widening of

the Road and still maln~aln ~he ~ root required sethaek.

ings on that side will be 8speci"dly well designed.

The setup will have 815 units. They pave provided

inl tor 1 car per unit and have ~llowed play areas Cor children.

Mr.Daw8on asked if the developers had tho~t of a burter strip

between the development and Braddock Road with homes on this &trip.

Mr. Holland said they had but that the orrl'Clals of the H1gh School

had preferred the apartments to 811811 inexpensive homes, sold orf t

individuals where there would be no control and perhaps the tr~at.me

would not be aB attractive as having .good. looking bul1<lincs along

this road. He said thh was preferred by the developers (t.he wide

set-back) as leaviD« a deep setback and making the buildings attrac­

tive they could Cet more rent and it would be more beneCl~l.l all

around.

The individual hea~lng units were discussed. Mr. Da~on question­

ed whe~h.r or not this was being done in the cheaper type apart-ment

Mr. Holland said this was done in apartdDeDt dneloplU:nts which were

spread out and only two stori.es as tnese would be. 1t wae tar lllOre

etficient than a central heating plant. There would be no boiler

rOOlD nor slioke stack. He said he was working on a large development.

at Fort Bragg where this type of heating was used and it was very

satisfactory. lt was not done in justthe cheaper plaees.

The density on this project will amount to 16 to the acre.

The recommendation of the Planning COIlIIIi'Sslon was r~ad by JIr.

Schumann - favoring this use.

Mr. Dawson asked for the opposl~ion.

Mrs. Richard. Starr asked questions. Her property was locaced on

the lDlilp. She wondered if this would be opposed by Alepndria under

their zoning regulations. Mrs. Brookings sald everything possible

had been done to satisfy both Alexandria and 'airfax County lawe.

She said they had discussed this development with eTeryone concerned

and most had preferred apartments to small houses. The Dean at

Episcopal High School ha~ thought apartments lIlight be well tor the

married students. She felt that ~his hearing was really asking for

a vote of confidence.

Mrs. Starr asked if this would meet Alexandria's density require­

ments. Mr. Holland said Alexandria allowed between 21 and 27 units

per acre while the density planner here is only 16 per acre.

Mrs. Starr thought it illogical to apply for this in Fairfax aince

it was known that this terr1tory was going into Alexandria.

Mr. Holland said this was done because mf alexandria's decision

regarding zoning in this area as indicated in the aesolution sent to



December 31, 1951

Mr, Harr BSUd when this pro ject would ,start, "lr. Holland said

immediately,

Mr, Richard 'l'bompson. Head Maa.ter at Episcopal High School, apok

He said he was appearing 8S Head Master and also as a represent.atl

of the citizens association 1n his community, He recalled ~he his

tory of the case, He recalled. Mrs. Brookings I st.at8lleot about. the

rezoning in 1943 and the proposed apartments at that1.tiae. The

Head Master at tha~ time had not objected - not because he wal un­

opposed to the deTelopment but his attitude WBS one of -resignetto

He could not oppose it becauae of the war -situation and his {'riend

ship for theBrookings but. he was sick at heart because of t.he pro­

jected plan,

Mr,Thompson stated that Mrs, Brookings had talked this over with

ofrici41s at the school. He himself' was thoroughly inexperienced

in matters of zoning and 1s new no"," as Head Master. TheBrookings

had for many years been good friends to the School and very gener­

ous and kind neighbors and he had felt thQt they had considered

tobeir proP'!rty as a sacred trust and would never do anything to h

the school. Everyone at t.he School trusted the Brookings and

though" they would do nothing det.rimental to the beat interests of

tohe school. Mrs. Brookings had presented her plan so d1pl~t1call

that they could not object. Bu,. when they finally realized the

import of this development they were activelY opposed. It did, 100

11ke a right 4bout face in the attitude ·of the SChool but w.a per­

fectly logical when seen Crom all viewpoints. This development.

Mr. Thompson said, is 1n reality row-housing. They will have abo

5000 people liVing in this concentrated area, By comparison w1~h

ParkfairCax, Mr,Thompson said, Parkfairl'ax has 200 acr-es while th1

development will have only '0. Parkfairt'ax has prOVided for sutf'i­

cient recre.toion~l areas while this cannot with its 11mitad acreag

The H1gh School will b. in the midst of a super-charged area. They

have boys in the school to ~hom they are trying to give a clean

wholesome outlook and they wish to keep an open uncrowded area

surrounding. This is one of the einest prep-schools in the atate

and' he suggested that the entire county and state will be harmed

allowing this blighted, denae area across Crom the school. He

said Mrs. Brookings went to people in the area and t.hey could not

oppose this project - she had been too good a neighbor and friend­

but that her friends were heartsick over it. This 1s one of the

finest residential areas in the County. They,ll dislike opposiD&

Mrs. Brookings as they love the Brookings - ell - but they cannot

do otherwise now. He realized the tremendous profit resulting £r

this sale but he felt th3~ the greater harm to the neighborhood

was more important than such profit. He thanked the Board for ita
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eacneat consideration.

Mr. Dawson asked. Mr. Thompson \'ihat be thought about a buffer

st.rip. Mr. Thompson thought thi6 might help - anything that woUld

reduce the densit7 would be of tre.endou8 value.

Mr. V. Smith asked about the density DC Parkf'airCax. Mr. Holland

said there were 1681 units (approximately 100 J bedroom apartments,

86) - 2 bedroom, and 719 one bedroom - making a papulation of about

5,050.

Mr.Benton T. Boogher,. Business Manager Cor the Seminary, spoke.

He M1d Mrs. Brookings had come to him regarding this development

and that the Dean at that time hi:ld preferred apartments to saall

houeing. He 8ald Mr. Holland 18 before theBoard to sell a bill of

goods, naturally, that he proposed to do certain things but that th

new Popographlc up ahOW8 that chances w111 have to be made. He

believed tha't 'the entire project has not been thoroughly thought

out. More time should be taken for study and planning. Fairfax

County certainly has not the 'time now for study and nei~her has

Alexandria. This,Mr. Boogher said. is really duplex housing. He

was of the opinion that Alexandria would require 8 better type of

housing than this plan shows. He rererred to working with the

Brookings - their kindn.s. to the Seminary and their former cooper­

ation in eyery way. He said lMi had told Major Brook1n&s that apan

ments wollld be a good thing tor the married students but that this

W88 not the statement fr01ll the SChool. It was entirely his' own ob-
Mr. Thompaon,

servation. He/pleaded for time, stating that even Mr. Holland had

indicated that necessity. He suggested that p08sibly the contract

of sale was tied up with this decision. Mr. Gasaon said that was

not so - that this action will have no .frect whatever on the con-

tract. The purchaser has nothing to do with this application.

Mr.Rlcbard Starr spoke on beh&lf of the Seminary Hill Assoeiatio

which has approximately 100 members. This group has banded togethe

to look after the best interests of the community. The majority 0

the members are greatly disturbed over this developtent. They want

to maintain the character of the neighborhood and something oC this

type would 80 quick change the entire picture oC the areo. He felt

that great consideration should be given before granting this use.

Mr. V. Smith asked haw many people WEre at the meeting when this

was discussed and the voting. l~. Starr aaid approximately 100

present and the motion asking him to represent the group and oppose

this application was passed without oppOsition.

Mrs. Starr said they had lived in Parkfairfax during the war and

had like it, as much as they could like any apartment. Now they

have bought a acres and wish to maintain the country life. There

are both expensive and simple homes in their ~eighborhood - all
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types of people live on SemiDM)' Hill and they like it that· way.

They do not want the change to urbanization. They wish to maintai

the character of their locality.

Mr.Gas80n Baid he hacl talked to Mr. Thompson SOllie time ago and

Mr. Thompson said he had taken this up with theBoard of Trustees

and there were no objections.

Mr. Thompson objected to this. He said what Mr. G8s80n probably

had in mind was when the Brookings property was offered tor sale

he had taken that up with the Board of Trustees to see it they

could buy the property .. in order to protect the school or find a

buyer for the property. But the Board did not have ~he money. Tha

was all he had taken up with the Board of Trustees. ~.Gas8on ac­

cepted the correction.

Mr. Gasson said this was not a hurriedly worked out plan. Mrs.

Brookings had thought this over for a long time and he Celt that

no more t1_ WAS needed. Mrs. BrookingS' friends knew of her plan,

long betore it was presented here.

M:r. Gasson said the Episcopal High School was very Q.e&r to him _

he had gone to the school and loved it dearly and disliked haYing

to oppose their wishes but that the change WAS inevitable and

since there were apartment.s in the general ne1ghborbood, the lIlore

expensive bousine;: naturally would not. tit. here effect.ively. ~t

would have to be either small hOlD8lS or apartments to carry out t.he

already established trend of development. The Brookings prpperty

IIUat. be sold because of the deat.h of Major Brookings. Expenses ar

mounting, taxes etc. and the heirs must have the property distri­

buted. Mrs •Brookings would like to hold on but that. is impOSsible

If this sale is made there would be a control over what is put in.

If it goes to small home development, the ultimate result Gould be

much IDOre undesirable. The past actions of the Brookings show

t.hat they wiwh to do the best for the community.

~~. Holland said that while Parkfairfax has much .ere acreage

there is much of the ground in that tract which 10 too steep for

either buildings or play areas. There is also considerable ground

put aside for shops, boiler rooms, and school. He said that nor­

mally final plans are not submitted until this use has been grant.

then they are placed before the Planning Commission. In this case

the plans are much fW:'ther developed - at the expense of the pur­

chaser. Since so much has already been put into the plans, t.hey

~erinitely do plan to use them. He said the H1gh School cannot

expect to keep this area in its present character - with the lovel

homes on Seminary Road. It is fast becoming urban.

Mr. Dawson said that since Alexandria could change anything the

Board might do here, wouldn't it create a certain amount of aneag-
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onism if the Board grant.ed this. Mr. Holland thought _ and sug_

geet.ed that the action of the Board might well be carried. out by

Alexandria. Also if litigation took place the decision of this

Board would be a factor in the decision DC the court.

Mrs.Brookings was asked why they had planned 80 many three bed­

room apartments <m ) bedroom and 10'.' 2 bedroom). She said they

were under the impression that FHA would rioance apartments only

with) bedrooms.

Mrs. Brookings referred to the statement of this being a 'blighted

area. She recalled the zoning directly across trom the High S.chool

as already being a blighted area.

Mr. Boogher said this was at one time zoned for duplex d'lfellings

but had been resoned back to single r~11Y·dwelllng5. It was a

little colored settlement which had been there for many many years

and many of the people liVing there had worked in the scbool. They

had wanted to help these people and. were glad to have the single

family zoning. The colored school is there. They do not consider

this obnoxious.

The comparative density ~r Parkfairfax and. this 50 acres tract w

discu.ssed.

Hr. Thompson asied for a butfer strip between the hich school an

the apartment are¥. He asked for protection of the citlsens in

this neighborhood.

Mr. V. Smith said he thought. Mrs. Brookings waa entitled to r1gh

and protection frOID lI'airfax County - t.hat the Board is in a most

difficult situation because of the annexation. He wished. for the

County to remain on a friendly basis with Alexandr:i.a and a180 to

protect the High School. He thou,ght a buf€er strip might be the

answer. He discussttd with Mr. Holland the idea of no through stre

connecting Leesburg Pike wit,h the Braddock R.oad. Mr. Kolland

the Planning Commission would insist upon this through street to

allow the flow of traffic from ODe street to another. He said thi

had been discussed but dropped immed1ately as they knew it would

not conf'orm to planning requirement.s.

Mr. V.Smith Bsked Mr. Holland about how much area 1s planned for

recreation. Approx1l118.tely) acrea, Mr. Holland aaid.

Mr. Harr asked how much control could be exercised with another

type of develoj:Ulent - housing for example. Could this be controll

ed te meet the objections of thoBe in t.he area.

Mr.Schumann said no control could be exercised architecturally

in Fairfax County. Ke did not know about Alexandria.

Mr. Holland 8aid no control on a single family development could

be exercised by Alexandria. The only contrel they could have

would be under a community unit plan. Then the Council could oon-

40f
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trol .-through the plano submitted I if the developer &08S before the

Council for an exception as they would have t.o 40 in this -case.

Mr. Brookfield moved that the application be granted because in

his opinion it is a proper deyelopPIent for this area. he said

the fact that theBoard of Supervisors· and the Planning Commi~81on

had both acted favorably on this application was evidence that it

had been thought out and considered carefully. He was repr43sent_

ing thePlannlng Commission on this Board and wished to carry out

their wishes. Mr. Karr seconded, because in his opinion if other

development came into this area it probably would not be as desir_

able a8 this plan as presented.

Mr. V. Smith asked to see the aerial photographs. K. said he

thought it appeared 8S though this was a logical sito,e f"or apart;­

ments but he did not think it necessary f"or this Board. to follow

the Board of Supervisors nor the Planning Commiesion. He thought

the area should be protecte. by a burfer zone. He felt it would

be 8 hardship on Mrs.Brookings too delay this further Bnd t.hat. the

Board should work out. something.

Mr. Dawson asked all concerned what they thought of a burter

strip of 250 feet Crom Braddoct Roed.

Mr.V. Smith read from the urdinance, Section 12, Paragraph F _

relating to "harmony with the purpOse and intent of the zoning

regulations and map and will not tend ~o 4fCect adversely the us.

of neighboring property." He t.ho~t 8S much recreation area €or

the children and parking area as possible should be prOVided •

•tt. Brookfield thought the 250 foot strAp was satisfactory.

The use of this 250 foot strip was discussed - for play area, fo

housing, or for parking, or simply to be landscaped.

Mr. V.~lth thought it should be reserved tor the Largest lot

sizes required in that area.

Mr. Holland thought that would not be ef£ective as no one would

want to build first class homes next to an apartment development.

They could not secur~ an nttractive use tor this &trip. The house

in this strip would be an isolated group - pushed up against apart

ments.

Extra trontage was discussed as a requireaent for these lot. Mr.

Schumann said the Board would be amending the Crdinance and th~t

would not stick•

•lr. Holland thought this setback would be all rtght if it ~ould

be used as recreational area. Objectors thought this would not be

an attractive frontage.

Mr. Thompson said he was still opposed to the apartment develop­

ment but a bufter strip, if properly controlled, would certainly

help.
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The use of this strip was -discussed at lilQgth - just how tar the

Board could control it.. Mr. Schumann said they could not force a t-fS l::f',
single fuily development. Mr. Starr, opposed the recreational are

in this strip. He thought it should be landscaped.

It was suggested that the Board adjourn for 5 minutes to frame

another motion. Mr.BrookCield withdrew his Cormer motion, and

made the following motion which ~&8 re-~rded by Mr. Schumann:

That the application be aranted provided that no multiple dwell1ng

ahall be built nearer than 250 reet to the existing n~herly r1gh

of way line of Braddock Road. Mr. Harr seconded. Carried. Mr. V.

Smith voted No and ~r. Cooper Dawson did not vote.

Mr. V. Smith said he felt there was DO protection in tnls motion

if theBoard could not restrict development in this bufCer strip.

LU~ M. Mercer, tor permission to operate nursing home in a bUild­

ing with le88 than the required setbacks on Lot 20, Shirley Villa,

west aide ot Shirley Gate Road, No. 655, and 1/4 ml1e south of Rt.

211, Providence District.

Mrs. Mercer appeared before the Board. The neighbor on one side

(Lot 191 w•• will1nc to ••11 and the Board thought it very wi.e

tor her to purchase this 88 a protection to her future value and t

give ample space for this nursing home. She had gotten the approv

81 of both the State Fire Warden and the Hea1~h Department.

Mr. Brookfield thought this a very necessary thine since places

Cor old prop1. 1n the county were limH.ec:l. He moved to grant the

application provided Mrs. Mercer purchases Lot 19 and add it to

this property for the nursing home. Seconded, Mr. V. Smith.Carri

Mr. NOrman Lae calM before the Board. At the last. meeting or th

Board they had refused to act on his application for a duplex d_el

ing in Delta Subdivision because this property i8 in the terrlt.lry

to be annexed to Alexandria. rT. Loe said in view of the fact tha

the Board had acted on theBrookings property which is also in this

annexed territory he wished the Board would reconsider and act on

his case.

Mr.Schumann said Mr. Loe had acted in good faith all along and

had purchased this duplex house as euch and since the BOi:Il.rd had

acted on the Brookings case he felt it perfectly in order to re­

open Mr. Loe's case. Mr.~. Smith moved that ~he case be heard

again. Mr. Brookfield seconded. Carried.

Mr. Loe said his house was still a duplex in fact but th~t he

was not using it as such. He was now planning to have a rooming

house which he thought much less desirable than a duplex. He owns

the lot joining him which i8 the case of his having the duplex he

would not use. However, if he cannot use his dwelling as a duplex.

he will have a ro~ing house and also build on the vacant lot.
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Mr. Hamilton. Mr. PeaTeaII. and Mr. Sumpter objected. They Baid

there were ~ovenant8 on the property restricting to one family dwe

lings. i4.r.Schumann said the Board could .grant a duplex aceonling

to the Ordinance cut the convenants could restrict that use.

Mr. Loe said he had taken the t rouble to notify his opposers

that he was Bsking for this rehearing.

Mr.Brookfleld moved to deny the case be~auae this is a single

family dwelling neighborhood. ~. JB Smith seconded. Carried.

Since this was ~r. Cooper Dawson's last day on theBoard ~ his hoaa

1s in the annexed territory - it was voted to take him to lunch.

The Board then would come back and read minutes.

The _eeting adjourned.

S. Cooper DawBon, "tfiairman

{fld)'fff H.'fo';)u-tp I'f~
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January 15, 1952

The regular meeting of the
Fairfax County Board of Zon­
ing Appeals was held January
15, 1952 in theBoard Room of
the County Courtqouse at 10:
00 a.m. with the following
Ilellbers present: Messrs Brook_
field. who acted ae Chairman,
Verlin Smith. J.B.Smith. Mr.
Hasr was not present.

1 - Lamar Linder, to construct addi~lon to dwelling closer to Javier

Road than allowed by Ordlnan~e. north sid_ of Lee Boulevard. app­

rex1mately 3 miles east or Fairfax Circle, FaIle Chur~h District.

Mr. Andrew Clarke represented the applicant. He said that about

7 years ago Mrs. Linder bought this property and built a cottage.

It is a lot 200 x 150 feet. After her house was built ... the

owner on the joining property to the west put in a 20 foot road

along Mrs. Linder's property line. Now she wishes to put an addi­

tion to her house and because of the 20 foot road cannot .eet the

required setback.

Mrs. Linder sald she wanted to add a 11vlng room and hall. She

1s 85 feet from Lee BOUlevard and 46 feet from the 20 foot road.

She has 5igned the contract with Mr. Bridwell who has put in the

footings and paid him $B10 on her contract.

Mr.Clarke said this was not a dedicated road - it was simply put

in so M~•. Javier, the neighbor, could get back to his property and

since Mrs. Linder has purchased her property before this road was

I
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was put in she should not be penalized. 'the 'Contractor had. been

stopped until this case could come before the Board.

Mrs. Lawson said this wes a deelcat.ed road whi.eh had never been

brought;. up to specifications Bnd therefore had not yet been a-ecepted

by the state.

Mr. V.Smith moved to view the property at noon an4 act on it imme­

diately after lunch. JB Smith seconded. Carried.

Mr. Clarke asked to have the CBse of the Fairfax Courthouee Devalo

pment Corporation withdrawn because of title diCfl-culties. The Boar

sairt they would act on that at the time schedUled on ~he Agenda.

2 - M. T.Broyhl11 & Sons, to allow dwelling on Lot 168 to remain )8.)8

feet frOlll Franklin Street and 34.95 teet "from iterbert Street and

dwelling to remain 47.78 feet from Franklin Street on Lot 167, Broy­

hill Crest, Falls Church District.

The original plan for location of the house was to ~urn it ~he long

way of the lot but the field man staked it out wrong on the lot and

therefore did not meet the proper setbacks. This was not dlscoT~r

until a survey.location WBS made for the loan. The property acroBs

the street (Herbert) 1s a public park. The house 18 brick. I~ 1s

under roof now. There were no objections.

It was noted that Herbert Street W88 very steep and probably \1Ould

never be a through street. Mr. Verl!n &hlth 8sked where the garage

would go if the owner wanted one. There is no place on the lot for

a garage. JB Smith moved to grant the application because it was

apparently an honest mistake. V. Smith s8eonded. Carried.

N. L. Sasladek, to construct and operate motor court on 2.) acres

on the south side of Rt. 211, approximately 1110 feet west of Fairr

Circle, Providence District.

Mr. Sasiadek appeared before the Boerd. He plans to build ten

units plus his living quarters. Ke had talked with the Health

Department and some grading will have to be done tor tbe septic fie

The sewer will eventually go acroSs his property and he will hook a

to that later on - 80 his septic field w111 be temporary. He show­

ed the topography ot his ground and the location or the buildings.

Construction will be brick veneer and redwood. He w111 have mostly

single units.

Verlin Smith said it the Board granted this it would be just for

the units shown on 'the plat - not ror "contemplated future" units.

The Board agreed.

V. 'smith moved that the application be granted for the proposed

buildings 83 located on the rear part of the lot as shown on the pla

SUbmitted. Seconded, JB Smith. Carried.

4 - Roy L. Amick, to extend motor court. Lot 1, Boulevard Courts, south
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side of Lee Boulevard. approximately 1/2 mile west of 'airf'ax 'Circl. y. ~ ;<:
Provl~nce District.

Mr. Amick said he wished to add to his existing motor -court. His

plat showed the addition of three rOOJlls and covering a terrace on

one side. The addition will be 55 feet from the tront property

line. Verlim Smith soid he ~ould aee no objection. JB Smith moved

to grant the application for construction as ahown on the plats.

maintaining setbacks as shown, V. Smith seconded, Carried.

Luria Brothers. to allow dwelling on Lot 5. Block I.. Section ). to

remain 14.7 feet from aide line and allow carport to come 28 Ceet

from Sycamore Drive on Lot 15. Block 2. Section 2. Holmes Run A>Cree

Falle ChurcbDlstrlct.

5 -

No one was present to support the ease. It was put at the batto.

of the l~st - motion V. Smith, seconded dB Sm1th.

6 - Luria Brothers, to allow dwelling to remain 49.8 feet from street

property lin•• Lot 10, Section I, Sleepy Hollow knoll. Falla 'Church

District. Carried.

7 -

Ho one was present to support the case, Motion to put it at the

bottM of the list .. Mr. V, SDd.th, seconded JB SGith. Carried.

Frederick ,. Riley I to use cottage for servants quateris I property

located on the south side of Old Courthouse Road, approximately 200

feet west of Route 12J, ProVidence District.

-Mr. Riley appeared before the Board. lie ""ent into the background

of his case, He bought the property in 1948, There was a cottage

on the back of t.he property which at that cille was rented. He had

aome difficulty with his neighbor which could not be settled peace­

fully. H. had opposed the rezoning of the neighbor's property and.

because ot this opposition the neighbor tiled a cocnplaint with the

zoning office against the use of this cottage as rental property.

Mr. Riley first knew of hie violation/r;;' a notice from the Zoning

Orfice. He then asked for the variance. The people livinc in the

cottage now helped his wite who is ill. The records show that the

cottage i8 used tor servants only. It is no longer rented. There

was no opposition.

Mr. V.Smith asked how close the cott~e 1s to the lot line. Mr.

Riley said about 10 feet. He said the cottage was built first and

occupied - then the main house WBS built Bnd the cottage rented.

This was one of the conditions of the sale .. that the cottage could

be rented. He did rent it for a time after he built his main house

He did not rent it after he knew he was in violation of the Qrdinan

ceo The neighbors on the other two sides did not object. The ob­

jecting neighbor had gone into the plumbing business and bad been

very noisy earley in the morning - to which Mr. Riley objected. The

the neighbor bUilt a fence down the middle of the driveway - and a

I
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series of small unpleasant things happened ... which 'Culminated in the

filing of this application. Mr. Riley has a little over 1/2 acre.

Mr. V.Smith questioned granting two houses on such a small lot.

However, he moved that the application for a second dwelling unit be

granted to use this second dwelling as servants quarters for a peri

of one year. Seconded, JB Smith. Carried.

K. E.Blunt, J~" to remodel nonconforming building which 1s located

closer to Rt. 629 and Rt. 1 than allowed by Ordinance, at junction

of Rt. 629 and U. S. #1 , Mt. Vernon District.

Andrew Clarke represented the applicant. The plan is to ~nclose a

porch and enlarge the kitchen. The gasoline pumps which were there

originally have been removed and the place will be run only as a re

tBurant. There were no objections. Mr. Clarke said there had been

some thOUght of closing Old U.S.Il as it was not greatly traveled.

The new construction will not infringe further on the setback _ it i

now IS feet from Old U.S.II.

V. Smith 'moved to grant the application because it appears to be

an improv81lJent -setback to 18 reet from Old U~S.il. ahd.,4S,.feet 'f.r.d

tI:..iS.#JI....·,·4Bt;,.Smith seconded. Carried.

9 - Ertychios Pikrallitas, to locate dwelling within 20 feet of side lin ,

Lot 33, Boulevard Acres. Mt. Vernon District.

The applicant had sent a letter saying he had changes his plan to

a smaller house and could meet the required 8~back8 - therefore h.

wished to withdraw this application. V.Smith moved that the caae b

withdrawn. Seconded, JB Smith. Carried.

10 - Marjorie Da. Nursery School, to conduct day nursery school ~ 2

acres at the northwest corner of Popklns Lane and Davis Street, Nt.

Vernon District.

Mrs. Cooke, the applicant, appeared before the Board and explai

her plats. She will use the present dwelling for the school but

wl1l probably, in the future, add another building for the school.

there is no development back of her property. It it built up a­

croes the street. There Were no objections. She will have about

20 cheldren. She has had the approval of the Sta~e Fire Control

Board and of the Welfare Department. She is waiting for a report

from the Health Department.. Mr_. Cooke sa id she has an area of 40

x 40 feet on the first floor whicb is the part she will use for the

school and will live upstairs. She is operating now in Alexandria.

Mr. V. Smith moved to grant the application subject to the appro

a1 of the State Fire Control Board, Health Department, and Welf'are

Board. JBSmith seconded. Carried.

11 - IrVin Payne , to replace nonconforming building 60.5 feet from cen

line of Rt. 123, Providence District.

Mr~ Moyer appeared for the applicant. This building had been des
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strayed by tire and the applicant wishes ~o replace it. It w111 b

attached to the building presently located on the property.

Veriin Smith said the Boar-d would have to have certified plats b

he thought this construction would be an excellent iJDprovement.. Mr

Moyer said all the buildings along there were too close but that

this would be set back Cartber than the othera. Mr. V. Smith move

to grant the application With a 60.5 ~oot setback from the ~nter­

line of Rt. 12). JB Smith seconded. Carried.

12 -. Herman Slayton and Randolph Rouse, to construct additional units

Bnd restaurant facilities to Virginia Motor Lodge, south side of

U.S.II. approximately 1000 feet northeast of Quander Road, Mt.

Vernon District.

Mr. Andrew Clarke and Mr. RoUBe appeared before the Board. There i

now one row of courts on the property. The applicant wishes to

move the office and put in additional units.

Mr. V.Smith asked about the parking apace. Mr. {:larke said IDDre

than one car per unit - the entire area could park more than 100

cars. This would take care of the restaurant. This area is sur-

rounded by business. They have approximately 2 acres _ have their

own well and public sewage.

Mr. JB S&ith said a certified plat was not )resented and the

Board had been re4uiring that in other cases. Mr. Clarke said ~a

could be furnished.

Mr. JB Smith moved that the application be granted subjsct to tb

applicant furnishing certified plats which will conform to'the

drawing preeented at this hearing. Seconded, Mr. V.Smith.Carried.

DEFERRED CASES:

Wallace Hansbprpugh. to divide lots with less width and area than,..... '
reqUired, approximately )00 Y,ars west of Rt. 123, on the north-

west side of Ingleside Avenue, ProvidenceDistrict.

This case was deferred to give the applicant a chance to obtain

more land - to give more area to his lots. There were no object­

ions. Mr. Hansborough eaid the lot on the corner of Ingleside and

Poplar 1s sold and bUilt upon, therefore no land could be Pur~h~s

on that side, also Lot J joining on the opposite side is bUil~ up­

on. All lots joining this property are large.

Mr. V.Smith said by dividing these three lots the property was a

subdivision and therefore shoUld go before the Planning Commission

He thought the Board could not handle it. He suggested talking to

Mr. Mooreland at the lunch hour and make a decision later in the

day. He so moved. Seconded dB Smith. Carried.

Oscar L. Briggs, Jr., to have auto-paint shop and body works on Lo

14. Section I, Beech Park, PrOVidence District.

·Mr. Lytton Gibson appeared with the applicant. Mr. Orr was also
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pr.esent. Mr. Cibson said t.he applicant had built his bUilding and

used it as a paint shop - then he put on an addition and before he

could .get an t>Ccupancy pennit ank'" amendment 'to the Ordina~e was

passed reQuiring hi. to go before the Board of Appeals tor an auto

paint and body work shop , there£ore the Zoning Office could not

give hill an occupancy permit until he had come up before the Board

of Appeals tor special use permit. Mr. Gibson said it was purely a

technicality - the part of the building wae already occupied by thi

use - but because of this amendment this action before the Soard wa

necessary.

Mr. V. Smith moved to defer the C8se until after lunCh as he had

been unable to locate the property. Seconded JB smith. Carried.

Mr.Glbson said that since he could not be there after lunch _ if

there was any question or possibility of denYing the case to pleaee

defer it until the February meeting So he could be present. The

Board agreed.

Mr. Andrew Clarke asked for and presented a le~ter requesting the

withdrawal of Fairfax Courthouse Develgpment Corporation beCause of

title diffiCulties. Mr. V.Smith moved to withdraw the case, second

ed, Mr. JB Smith. Carried.

Asbury H@!mond, to use present buildings as tourist court on 2.62

acres on the north side of Rt. 211, opposite Willow Springs Garage,

Centerville District.

Mr. Hammond had sent 8 letter to theBoard questioning their right

to require a surveyor I 8 plat. Mrs. Lavson asked the Board too clar1

exactly what they re4uired in the matter of tourist cour~s - a cer­

tified plat or one drawn to scale. The Board dlscuaBed thi8.

Mr. V. Smith thought that while the amendMnt did not 8sy eertU·i

plats, it shOUld. in order that the Board might kROW exactly what

they were granting. H. moved that it be recommended to the Plann!

Commission that Section 16, paragraph C be amended to re"t,uire -cer­

tified plats. Seconded. J.B.Smith. Carried.

~r. V. Smith moved to defer this case until February 19th and re­

quire plats drawn to scale showing all buildings and their setbacks

now located on the property. Seconded, JB Smith. Carried.

THE IlOARD ADJOURNED FOR LUNCH

The Board reconvened and took up the Oscar L. Br~s case. Mr. V.

Smith moved to grant the application subject to Section 16 and parts

of the section applicable t~ an auto body shop and that no storage

wrecking of vehicles be allowed on the premises. Seconded, JB Smith.

Carried.

The Lamar Linder case: JB S~ith moved to grant the application and

that the addition be iocated wi:thin 46 feet of the side property

line. V. Smith seconded. Carried.

4bt:)
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The Hansborough case: Mr. Hansborough had talked with «r. ~lly

of the Planning Coaun1ssion who said t.he PlanningColTlllission could

not o.k. a subdivision plat. with these smaller lots sizes without

approval of the Board of Appeals granting these three lots with Ie

frontage and area than -t he Planning Commission would require. He

said if the Board granted these three smaller lots to be divided

they should re"uire that the applicant put in a certified plat of

the entire tract, then it could be approved by the Planning Com­

mission.

The Chairman thought the plat should be put in to the Planning

Commission then come to the Board for approval or the three lots

which will be within the subdivision.

Mr. V. Smith thought that by granting this now, the Board would b

amending the Ordinance which they did not have the right -to do. He

moved to defer the application for JO'days. JB Smith seconded.

Carried.

Frank Lea, to erect and operate tourist court on the weest side oC

U.S.#l, immediately joining Keystone Courts, Mt.Vernon District.

The eBcretary read a letter fl'roll Mr. Lea stating that he would

postpone construction until prices were better. He did not ask to

deferrment. The Board instructed the secretary to writ.e Mr. Lea

and ask if he wished deferrment or if he wished to drop the ,ease.

•

I

I

I
It was decided to postpone election of officers £or theBoard un­

til the new member, who would take Mr. Dawson's place, would be

appointed. General Wm. Henry Holcombe was discussed as a possible

appointee to take Mr. D~wson's place. He was formerly District

Engineer and also Commandant at Fort Belvoir. Mr. JB Smith mov.ed

that Mr. Brookfield go before the Board of SuperVisors and reoom­

ment the ,appointment of General Holcomb to the Board of Appeals.

Seconded, Mr. V. Smith. Carried, Unanimously

)J;;.AAf!J.~,f:man
• • • I
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The r.egular lDeet.ing or t.he
Fairfax Coun~y Board ot Zoning
Appeals .... held February 19,
1952 in the Board Ro.. of tho
fairfax County Courtnouse at
10:00 a.lII. wl'th the followlns
members present: Messrs Brook­
field, Verl1n Sm1t~, JB Smith,
Mr. HaM'lSd the new member.
Judge C H....l. Ilr. White,
Zoning spector I and. Mr.
Sch~. toning Administra-
tor were alae present.

Nt.Brookfield, acting &8 Chairman. asked tor nominatioDs for chair­

man. Ilr. V. Smith nOllinat.d Ilr.Brookf1eld. Ilr. JB 50lith MCOM.d

and moved that tbe nominationa be closed. Carried unanimously. Mr.

JB Smith nOlllinat.d Mr. V. Smith for Vice-Chairman. Mr. Herr '&Conde

and lDOyed the nominatiDna be closed. Carried. Unanimously.

1 - E. W. Trumpower. to have garag."workahop on approxi-.tely 1/2 acre

on the Bouth aide of Rt. 644, appro:lt1utely )00 yards ...est or inter

.ectlon DC Rt. 644 and 617. Nt. Vernon D1atrict.

Mr. Tru.po",er appeared before the Board. He said he whh ed to

have. part t1ae shop.. The building 18 c1nderblock. Mr. White NW

the property and talked with neighbors Who did not object _ in fact

were pleased to have tohi. shop in the nelghborhooci. He saw no ob­

jection to granting the applicatolon.

Mr. liarr moved to grant the application provided there will be no

storage ot wrecked cars on th_ premisee and SUbject to the provlsins

in Section 16 of the Ordinance. Seconded, V. Salth. Carried.

2 - Louise H. Shugar, to operate nursery achool and klndsrcarten on 10

acres on the aouth side of Rt. 644, approx1IU.uly .5 _Ue8 east of

Ward', corner, Mt. Vernon District.

Mr. Leroy Benheia apP4Iared with the applicant. ~. 5hugar bas

been operating a kimergart.en on the 8e prea1aes tor ODe year _ not

knowing it was necesaary to com8 before the Board. She has about

50 children attending. Her sebool has a h1gh standine and ofrer.

many special featur,s not U8ually round 1n 8 chools of th1e kind.
a

She has/regular stafr of teachers J registered nurae, dietitian,

dancing teacher, housekeeper, maids and nursery teacher. The Doct

comes ,. tiees a year. Ten parents were present .",hos. children are

in the. chool. They favored continuing the school. Mrs. S~

8aid she had complied with all welfare and health regulations. Mr.

88nheim said in his opinion this school was a credit to the County.

There was no opposition. Mr. If. Smit.h asked about the Fire Con­

trol Board. Mrs. Shugar .'id they had put in fire extingulshinc

apparatus at the request oC the Alexandria Fire Department. Mr.

Brookfield thought she should have the approval oC the Sute as al

lOr. V. Smith thought.

The building is B two story trame _ 8 rooms.
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Hr. V. Smith 1DOVe<: t.o grant the application lSubject to approval

of the State Fire <:ontrol Board because it me.eta the req,uiremente

for such use provid:ed~in 'Section 12 - F-2 oC the .zoning Ordinance.

Seconded. JB Smith. Carried.

Arlandriafax. Corp •• to allow dwelling too r ...in 24.9 Ceet CrOll

side property line. Lot 25A. Sectlon 2. Nt. -Zephyr. Nt. V.rnan

District.

Mr. Marshall appeared for the company. The houe. is built. and

sold. When the final survey was IUde it w•• found to be toheee few

inches short of the required setback. There was no opposition.

Mr. White had •••n the bulldillll. Whil. h. did not think it was

too bad he expr••••d the need for conlomaam:. to r.qu1reaenta and

thought 'the habit of lIie-locating dwellings should b. stopped.

Judg. Hamel stated that he could see a possible error- but thou­

ght it might be neceeaary sooner or later to deny ca.es of thi.

type.

Mr. Brookf1.ld said this beiD& ••ingle cas. probably was an ar

but he could see no ju.tification oC granting a group of hou••••

Mooreland said this was the first error in this particular eubdlvl

slon.

Mr. JB S.lth IIOved to grant the application because it appeared

to be an honeat mistake. Seconded, Mr. Haar. Carried.

4 - Arlandrlafax Corp., to allow dwelling to remain 2).5 teet trom sid

line, Lot 27A. Section 2. Mt.Zephrr. Nt. Vernon District.

Mr. Marshall said th1s was a sailar case end asked the Board to

grant. it. for the same reaBOn 8S Lot. 25A.

Judge Hamel moved to grant the appllcation because lt appeared. to

be an honest error. Seconded. JB Saith. Carried.

Mrs. ~aW8on asked the Board to take up tne B.a.l case as hie tille wa

past and Mr. Beal had to leave by plane Within an hour. The Board

agreed.

S. Robert W. Beal, to locate detached grege wit.hin 6 inches oC the al

property line. Lot 2, Block J. Fairhaven. Mt. V~rnon District.

Mr. Bul said b Beaus. oC the peculiar Shape oC the lot thls was

the only way he could locate a garase. In the back it slopes

sharply and he wished to keep a very lovely tree which would be in

the way of the garage. if properly located.

Mr. White agreed about t.he location of the garage but thought it

was very cloae to the house. The constructioD will be asbeltoe

shingle - which Mr. JB Smith 8ald was not fireproof. The garage wiil.

not be behind the back 11ne of the house and yill be about J Ceet

Croal. the house.

Mr. Beal said he .would build the garage of einderblock if the'

Board Wished. Mr. Mooreland said the building inapect.or (he tho

I
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I

I

I
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would require a fire wall for a garage ~hat close to the line.

Hr. V. 'Smith moved to der.. the -eas.e until the next regular meet._

lng in order to view t.he property. Seconded. JB Smith. CarT1ed.

Mr. Brookfield recalled that the Board had ruled that any garace

located closer to a dwelling than 5 reet would be con8idered attach

ad. Mr. V. Smith suggested that Mr. Mooreland check. with t.he bUild

ing Inspector regarding his requirements in a case like this.

5 - L. R.Broyhill, to allow dwellings to be erected closer to property

line than allowed by Ordinance I Lots 40A and ItlA I Chesterrield,

Proyidence District.

This 1s a corner lot - subdivided before the amendment requirl'ng

wider corner lote. It 1s illl.poesible te get a fair deed house on

this lot and meet the requl~ed setbacks.

Mr. Schumann noted that by meeting the required setbacks only a

15 foot house could be built. There was no opposition.

Mr. V.Smith said he would like to see the property. Mr. Broyhill

said he could stake out the house so the Board could aee how the

building would be located.

Mr.SchWll8.nn said th4t since this amendment waa passed after this

subdivision was on record. the County MUI forced to approve these

corner lot sizes. While they knew it would not be poHlble to buil

a normal size house. They could not force the deyeloper to create a

larger lot than required by the Ordinance.

Mr. V.Smith said he did not think that excused the developer. It

was brought out that Mr. Broyhill did not subdivide th1e property.

Mr. Brookfield suggested deterring this aase. Mr. V. Smith tho

the Board should establish what they were co1ng to do with theae

caaes which came under the old ordinan.ce and should require a deCi­

nite setback which the Board would grant. Mr. Smith IIOYed t.o derer

the caae to view the property. Seconded JB Smith. Carried.

Mr.Schumann said he would check with the Planning Commission as

to recommendation on corner lots in old subdivisions. Mr. Brook­

field appointed V. Smith to confer with Mr.Scbumann on this and

report back at the next meeting.

l:l - L. R.Broyhill. to locate dwel11ngs as follows: Lot 26. - 37.9 teet

from front property 11ne and Lot 671 - )8.9 reet from front line.

Chesterfield. Section I, ProVidence D1at.

Mr.Broyh1l1 said these lots are built on. The original surveyor

had located them incorrectly - this showed up in "the final house

location survey. When he discovered the error he tired his surveyo

Mr. Brookfield said Mr. Broyhill was not responsible for the error

and thought he should not be penalized.

Mr. V. Smith moved to grant the application because it would be a

hardsh1p to move the houses and it appeared to be an honest error$
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seconded, dB 5m1th. Carried.

B. V.Godwin, to er.ece dwelling with uss than required setbacks

from front and aide lines, Lot 26, Sect.ion 2, EngLmdboro, Falls

Church District.

Mr.Godwin s81d there "'ere two springs on his proper"ty which made

it impossible 'to locate the house properly. the ground 1s not

solid.

Mr. White had B8en the property and agreed that it was low and

swampy. Mr. GodWin said the ground wbere he 18 locating bis house

is the only so11d ground he bas. H. haa not yet checked. for a a.p

tic field.

Mr. V. Smith lDOyed to gram the applicat.ion to locate the dWell

not leS8 than ~ tee: frem the front property line nor 1••• than

teet trom the side 11n.. beeaUBe of a topographic condition and be

caUse public water w111 800n be available. Seconded. Mr. Harr.

Carried.

7 - Parson Weems An~ique Shop, to conduct antique shop for an unlt.ite

period or at least 7 years. on Lot 6,. Section 2, Wellington. Mt.

Vernon District.

Mrs. Slayden appeared before the Board. This caee had been gran

ed for a period. of ona year - which would ,terminate in Sept.ember.

1952. Mrs. Slayden said ahe wanted to make e~ensive repairs to

the bUilding and to install new equipment but did not feal eecure

in doins this with only the one year permit. The opposition which

had appeared at the first hearing was now resolved and the neigh_

borhood waa pleased with Mrs. Slayden's conduct of th. place.

Mr. V. Smith moved to grant the application to tne present opar­

tors of Parson We••s Antique Shop~ subject to provisions DC Sectio

16. Par. D of the Ordinance, which would give any resident adYerse­

ly affected the right to apply to the Board oC Zoning Appeals for

relief •• Mr. Harr seconded'. Carried.

9 - Wm. H. Eskridge, to erect and operate motel on Lot 20. East Fairfax

Park, Providence District. (Lee BlVd. and Oak Street)

Mr. Eskridge said he would construct an 8 unit court with his own

liVing quarterw and a basement. LiVing quarters will be upstairs.

It will be brick construcUon and cinderblock. This property join

the Circle Motor Court. The ingress and egress were discussed.. Mr.

.. Eskridge said the entrance would be Crom Lee Boulevard and an out­

let to Oak Street. with space to drive all the way around tne court

Mr. V. Smith said the plans meet the requirement.8 except the sketch

did not ehow the ingress and egress - which had the approval of the

Highw,y Department. There was no opposition.

Mr.V. Smith moved to grant the application 8S per plat submitted

prOVided applieant provides an entrance trom Lee Boulevard on the

I

I

I

I

I
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east al11e or the lot and an exit on 'Oak Street subject to the appro

a14 the State Highway Depazotment. Se<:onded, dB Smith. ~arriod.

Meredith Capper. to construct 6 cabins tor motor court _ 5 Ceet

side property line, on )-2/10 acree, on the west side of it. 7,

about 1 mile west of Tyeon's Corner, Providence Di8trict.

Mr. Capper appeared before the Board. He said the joining

was aoned business. Mr. V. Smith questioned whether or not the

Joining property was zoned back farther than 200 teet. He moved

that thia case be deferred to check this aooing. Seconded. dB Smith

Carried.

ECiward E. Hurbart, to conduct nursing Home on 6 aerea on the welt

sid. ot Spring H111 Road. approximately 200 feet south of GBor..geto

Pike, PrOVidence District.

Mr. Hurbert and Mr. H. E. Bryan appeared berore the Board. They

have contacted the Health D.pa~..nt but have not yet received a re

port. on t.h. purity of the water. Mr. Bryan said the Fire Control

Board had told them they did not have to approve such • buaineaa if

there were le"8 t.han 1"0 people in occupancy. Mr. Hubert. w111 not

ha"'. IRore than 10. The State 'ire Marshall said the local Fire Mar

ahall would check the bUilding. since t.here would be only the 10,

patients. It was brought out that Fairfax County has no Fire Mar­

shall. The bUilding to be used. 115 brick conetruction, approxialat.el

50 x 50 feet.

Judge Ke••l questioned whet.her or not it wa. wi.e to grant some_

thing of tb1. type on apermanent basis. since the character of the

neighborhood migbt change and this would not longer be desirable.

V. Smith stated that if it proved to be detr~ntal the n6ighborhoo

had the right to appeal to tneBoard - the application should b 8 ,gra

ed on that basia.

Mr. White suggested that the application might be granted on the

basis of only 10 people in occupancy. 1£ it expanded the appl1eant

would necessarily come to the Board. There were no objections ~o

this use.

Mr. Harr moved to grant the application SUbject to t.he use tor no

more than 10 persons and subject to all State and County r~quireIRen

Mr. Price suggested that the apPlication be granted

present ownership. V&!". Harr added this to his motion. "subject 'to t

present operator and subject to requiremente of Section 16. par. D

of the Zoning Ordinance." V. Smitb .••conded. Carried.

10 _

11-
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Mr.Jchumann returned With the soning picture surrounding Meredith

Cappar's property. He found that the Regan property, joiniqg Mr.

C.pper was rezoned to a depth of 250 feet which would leave the new

unita proposed t~ be constructed joining reSidential property. This

would r~quire a 15 foot side setback. ~. Capper had asked for S
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teet.

Mr. Schumann asked Mr. -Capper why he <:ould not put the bUilding_

farther forward - then they would border business prop8l"ty and

could. come to the property line. Mr. Capper said he had planned to

put a gift shop and florist shop nearer the street - in 1t'ont or

the courts and directly across Crom his nursery.

Nr.Schumann said the Ordinance specifically requires a 15 toot

setback (business joinlng Suburban Residence property) tor the pro­

teetlon or the residential property. Mr. V. Smith said if this

were allowd. to come closer it might ln€luence Mrs. Reean to ask Cor

rezoning on her property. He aaw no reason to srant such a varianc

Mr. Capper said he already had 6 cabins on ~hi~- property. This 1.

an extension of an eXistlng use.

Mr. V. Scaith JIIO'V'ed to grant the applicant the right to locate 6

additional units on the property but that the bUildings should be

located 15 Ceet trom the s1de line and 25 teet froa the back line.

JB Smith aconded. Mr. Smith added and. Mr. JB Smith concurred _ "sub

ject to Section 16.- Carried.

12 - D. D. Via, to complete dwelling with 14..26 root setback ero. aide

property line, on 1/2 acre OD the north side of Chaln Bridge Road,

approxl..tely 1/4 mile west of McLean, Providence Di.trlc~.

The plat showed that Mr. Via has plenty of roCta but the house was

shiCted to an angle, not following the lot 11nes. This pushed one

corner too near the alde line. It is a 9 inch variance.

Mr. V. Smith moved to grll.nt the application because it has the

necessary frontage and if the houle were properly situated ltwould

meet the required setbacks and it would be a hardship to -ave ~he

dwelling. Seconded, Judge Hamel. Carried.

14 - Edith Thompson, to operate a motel on 2 acres on Lee Highway acratn.

trom Pleaneant Acres TO\D"iat Court, Centerville District.

The proposed constructlon would be clnderblock-at.uddo. There "'.

no opposition.

Mr.Schumann said the Boe.rd should be very carerul in gant-lng per

mitted uses in an area where there was no budneas loning, to be

sure the USe blends with the character of the 10cat10n and ..,u..ld no

be cenlrary to use. along the BouleYard. Mr. White ap"eed. In thl

case he thought it would be an improvement since the neighborhood

was not too good. A.n antique shop. garage and restaurant are all

near - none of which lIIOuld be hurt.

Mr. Brookfield thought the present building in the location migh1;

be more of a detriment to this court than the other way about. The

court would cost about $~O,OOO - 1) rental unlts, 2 rooms for care­

taker, and later a laundry room.

Mr. JB Smith moved to grant the application, Jtr. Harr seconded.

1..j7J
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50 feet required. It is a matter of topography. the ,ground slopes

too much and is too rugged to set back properly. Therefore Mrs.

Gri.som asked to set the houses in line all along Rt. 635, which

would be about 55 reet from the centerline or the road.

Mr. V. Smith sucgested filling in to get the proper level 80 t.he

applicant could meet the setbacks. Mrs. Grisson said that would be
too expensive and i£ she did meet the setback on the f'lrst lot it

would throw it out of I1ne with the others Which obviously could no

meet the setback. She 8ald this was rather a poor neighborhood_

colored people joining on one sld. and not a good development. This

was the only way she could lIet a reasonable use of her land • There

were no objectioos.

4f3
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Carried.

15 - Nellie Gris_. t.o constl"Uct two dwellings each to be loeated 55 tt Lf 73 ;,
from Center line of Rt. 635, 8 acres, approximaeely, on the north

side of Rt. 635 - .04 mile east of Beulah Road, Nt. Vernon Diatrict

l'irs.GrlssOll appeared before the Board. She bas an irregular shap

ed piece of ground - wide at one end and tapering to a point. Dir-

ectly back of the narrow end of her ground is a gravel pit which in

time will be f11led and she will try to buy a strip to fill out her

ground and make it wider and IlOre buildable. At present if she

builds along Rt. 635 it would not be possible to sot back the full
I

I

I

I

Mr. V.Smith said the Board. had consistently tried to aaaintain set

backs on roads, having been aaked by the state to do 80.

Mr.Schumann said in his opinion tppography W&8 the only reason the

Board could grant thi8.

Mr. V.Smith moved to defer the application to view the property.

Seconded dB Smith. Carried.

16 - StaffOrd Properties, Inc., to divide lot with le88 than required

area, 20,466 square feet, Lot 2f. Resubdivision of Lots in Starford

ald. FallsChurch District.

Mr. Stafford stated that lots in this-are. except his prGperty ar

10,000 square feet and this one falls short a very small amount of

having the 1/2 acre required.

Judge Kamel ll1OV'ed too grant the application because the area 1s

only Slightly less than .quired and. required setbacks can be met.

Mr. Marr seconded. Carried. Verlin Smith voted No.

r~8. Lawson asked if Mr.Wrighto. on tohe Citadel Conatruction cases'

could be heard as the tille advertised had passed and !qo.Wr1ght had

a Civil Defense appointment in Washington early in the afternoon.

Mr. V. Smith moved to take these cases now - JB Smith seconded.

Carri!d.

21
thru

29
Citadel Construction Corporation. to complete dwellings located 6.9

feet from aide property 11ne on 9 lota through 373 - 381, Section 8,
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Bel-Air Subd1Tl.1on, Fall. Chur~h D1.~r1c~.

The'Se <Cases were taken all together a8 t hey are on one S4;reet an

all involve the sam, setback and are asking t.his variance .for tob.

sa.. rea80n.

Mr. Karry Otis Wright represented the appli.cant. He said the

original house location survey va. started from the wrong pipe _

therefore throw-in,; otf the entire street. There ia the requ1r.ed.

distance between house. (more than 20 feet) there 18 a~ually 26

teet, but the actual lot 11ne is too clos. to on. aide ot each house

If the lot line were changed, that Is, 1f more property were bought

to add to the end lot therefore relocating the lot lin. £01" each

house. it would destroy OD, entire lot, not haVing eno~ in that

lot for proper frontage and area.

Mr.Schumann suggested it was dlC£lcult to eliminate the human

element, that possible errore cannot always be avoided a

Judge Hamel said that in effect the Ordinance was not being Viola

ted, since there are 26 feet between houses. It wal just a aatter

of lot 11nes and -he did not see the practicability or l"eClu1rirc the

destroying of another lot just to relocate the sid. 11nesa K. mov­

ed to grant the applications tor Lote 373 through )81. Seconded,

Mr. Harr. Carried. Mr. Brookf1eld Toted Mo.

17 - The Jack Stone Co., Inc., to erect sign larger than allowed, ex­

isting sign being 120 sCluare teet. on Willeton Shopping C.nter,

Falle Church District.

Mr. Minton repressnted the company. He showed pictures and draw­

ings of the propoeed e1&oe. 1'h1e sign would be on the south eide 0

the Pood Fair building, tacine Lee Boulevard. Mr. tinton said tb.e

owners relt that they were lollling a great deal at business because

their sign ~e vieible trom only one direction and because the

bUild1ngs set back so far 'crom the BouleVard.

Mr. Va Sm1th was of the opinion that there was euClident slcn al­

ready on the building and allowing another one, especially of thia

size, would crea~e a traft1c hazard. The present s~ is 88s111

seen by the trade coming out Lee Boulevard. Mr. S.1:thh said, and to

allow this was practically to let the bars down for similar request

He moved ~o den1 the application becau.e it doel not confol"m to the

minimum requirements of ~he Zoning crdinance. Seconded., Jude. Han

Carried.

18 - R. E. and V. V. Strobel, to divide Lot I into two lota each or whic

will be 65 feet wide. Lot I, First Addition to Fairview. Nt.Vernon

D1etrict.

Each lot Mr. Strobel pointed out will be 62 feet x approximetely

200 feet. There 1s a house on what woul. be one lot. Theae lots

should be 80 feet ....ide and have 12,000 square teet. Sewer Iilnd

I
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water are available.

Mr. SchUll8nn .said one y.ear ago these lots would have confor....d to

the requirements but the amendment haa required lar~r lot sizea.

JUdge Haa.l asked what lot aises were general in the neighborhood •.

Mr. Strobel said moet of th.. did not have the required ar•• but did,

have more frontage t.han he 18 aaking. There "''Ie no objection. frOll

the are••

Mr.V. Smith mOTed to deny the appli~at1oQ because it do•• not con­

form to the mini.um r.q~lr..enta of the Ordlnance and to act other­

wise would haye a tendency to encourage numeroul other comparable

lot owner. to ask tor the saae thing. Seconded, Judea Kaa.l.Carrled

Maynard. Mickler. to divide lota with leas than the reqUired area and

trontage thaD required by the Ordinance, 9-1/2 acres, Mickler'a

Addition to Pimmit H1118, ~rovld8DceDietrlct.

Mr. Lytton Gibson appeared tor the petit.ioner.. ""r ..Gibson said the

only rea80n this application was brought. to t heBoard was because tb

had understood that theBoard had granted a similar app11cation a

short. ti_ ago. Tbia property i8 practically aurrouncled by loti

with 10,000 square feet area. Water and sewer are 81'a1lable

and gutter will b. installed.

kr.Schuunn recalled the Twitchell case, whi,ch was the one Mr .. Glb

80n reterred to 8S having been gr~nted smaller lot s1zes by the Boar

This property w4a entirely surrounded by 8IIIlller lots and the Board

at SuperVisors had rezoned joining property which it had been deter­

mined. would be left in larger lots as a bufter 8trip betw.en the

large and lllall leta. Nr'. Schumann did not cona:ldler the two cases

parallel.

4.'~ .. Gibson atated that he actually doubted the Board's authority

to grant this size lot - he doubted it 1n the \'witchell caae. but

since they did grant the Twitchell C8se- his client. wiahed to apply

for the sue thing and asked that it be s-anted under the aame au­

thority the Board thought they ,had had in the Twitchell case. Re

said the roads ·planned would connect with established roads ..

Judge tiamel dOUbted the w1edODI and propriety of granting such an

application even it it ware legal.

)ilr.. V.. :iIli tb read f rcm the minutes of the Twitchell case and aug­

geat~d that the background of that case was entirely different. It

was an exceptional situation which the vrdinance would allow the

Board to grant.. The need for 'the bufter atrip which bad be.n len.

between the large and small lots had been wiped out by the action 0

'the Board of Supervisors in rezoning the larger lote to the same

size as the others surrounding the buffer strip.

Mr.Gibson asked that theBoard clarify its policy in such matters

by ,its decision in this case.
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ltr. V. Smith thought the appJ.1<:ant would not be denied ~he U<le 0

his land by an adverse dictatoD. There was no opposition.

Judge Hamel moved. to deny the appli.catlon because of tne -e1r-cum_

stances shown. Seconded, V. Smith. ~8rrled.

Huntington Development Corporation, to opera~e Sanitary Land-Fill

on ~7.8 acres in the marsh land of Hunting Creek, approximately

2000 feet NW of U.S.Ii, adjoining Huntington Subdivision Mt.Vernon

District.

Mr. Andrew Clarke was present and asked if t.his case would be de

terred. Reports were not in trOll. tohe 5anlc:.ary Engineer nor troll

the Health Department. Mr. Harr !lOved to defer until the next

meeting. Seconded t Judge Hamel. Carried.

Helen Mar Stevens, to operate nursery school, Lot 21, Court.land

Park, 6511 Church Street, Falls Church District.

*'T.Gill appeared. with Mrs. Stevens. M.ra. 5te1'ens said t.he tront

part of thl.B property ls coamerclal. There is 8 larce f'raate house

and garage on the property. The Healt.h Department. hae gi1'en 1t.a

ok on t.his use of t.he proper'ty. Mrs. Stevens con~act.d tbe Fire

Control Board Whose repreaen'tatlv8, Hr. Ellla, 8aid the building

as it stands now ls not acceptable to theFlre ~ontrol Board reg­

ulations but that by the first of April it i. expected the eire

reculations will be changed, probably l1berallziQ& several re~uire

ment.s. If' these changes are made the building will not have to

haTe such ext.eneive changes 'to conform. Itrs. St..vens would like to

have approval of her application subject to the future approval of

the State Fire Control Board. However, she weMld not operate unti

such time as this approval became available. 'fhis will b. until

after Aprillst. , Mr. Grill said.

Mr. V. Slnith questioned how many children Mrs. Stevens would have

1n the building. Approxill&tely )0. none of whom would be upstairs.

Mrs. Stevens 8a1d. There are three outside entranCes on the lower

floor •

.... Grill stated that t.here are 8 pproximately J acres in t.he lot.

There were no objections from the community.

Mr. V. Smith moved to grant ~he applica~ion subject to the ap­

proval of the State Fire Con~rol Board and t.he County Fire Control.

adopted prior to the issuance of ~he permit and that approval notic

be given to ~ea SteveDe after a pprcval by the State and County Fir

Control Board. and alae that this permit is iSsued to Mrs. Stevens

only. Seconded, JB Smitha Carried.

DEFERRED CASES:

Wallace N. Hansborough, for permission to divide lots with leB8

width and area than re4.uired, Resubdivision of Lot 1 and pert of 2,

Beat~ie Property, leeated apprOXimately 300 yards west of Rt. 123.

47 6
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on the NW side of Ingleside Avenue. "..ovidence District.

This CRse was deflr-red for plats sbow1ng the a ctual subdivision ot

the lots in this tract. l'*r. Hanaborough said he could not purcha..

more ground to give Blore area to these lots since all the gound

joining is sold t.o individuals who do not want too sell. He alao

stated that wa~er 18 available and lata in the area were .bout

75 x 125 feet in area, This 1s an old area and the lotB wer~ not

divided according to the Ordinance. Mr. Hanaborough stated that th

general development around these lata was not too good, but tro.

th.B. lata on out to the tire house was a bet'ter area. There would

be no other requests Cor • similar div1sion.

l'lr,SchUll:l8nn sug.atad that if theBoard grant.ed this application

they 8 hauld taek on the provi don ot approval of .the H.al~h nepart._

ment.

Mr. V. S.ith Baid the Board had questioned. its authority to uke

~his diVision and he atl11 felt that legality in such an a~tion was

questionablaa

Mr a Schumann raad from the Ordinance regarding nex.t.raordinary and

exceptional conditione." He stated that the lote ca.. v.ery cloet t

the reqUired area and would be greatly in excess of reqUireaenta 1t

tohe caee ware denied.

Judge Hallel suggested that the purpose of the Board was to d.t....

lIine where'" difficult situation existed and. if the Board allowed

variances within reasonable limits and did. not destroy the intent

of 'the Ordinance it bad the right to grant slight variances within

re.son without establishing a precedent.

MraY. Smith said be could aee no particular personal hardship her

"~a Hanaborough stated that he himaelf lived in thh area and

hooped to stay there the rest at his life and. had no wish to harm t

c01!llll.unitYa He also stated that septic condition. were good in the

area.

JItr. ~rr IDOved to grant the application provided ad41t1onal ar...

be prOVided on Lota 28 and ~D and that the approval trom the Health

Department be obtained tor construction of septic t~a Judge.

Hamel seconded. It walS not-eel that this in er.cect denled~'~;":c,f

this lot will have the required area. Carr1ed. a V. Sca1th voted MO a

Luria Brothers, tor per.ission t 0 allow dwellinc; to remain 14a7

from side line on Lot 5 and Lot 15 to allow carport to come 28 feet

from Sycamore Drive, Holmes Run Acres, Falla Church District.

There were no objections to this. This case had been deterred as

the applicant did not appear at the last hearing a 'l'he variance on

Lot 5 being very small Mra dB Smith moved to grant and. Ilra Harr

seconded. Carried a

There was adverse discussion of carports on theJtont of dwellinga

4f{



,It:J
February 19.1..952

as requested on Lot 15.

·"'r.Schumann -said -t-heBoard had pennltt.ed 'Carports w.lthln )() feet

of the foont line - in fact an open porch waa <::onsidered on the SUI

basi. a8 8 carport and this was a very small variance. This 1s an

existing structure.

Mr. Luria said there were any other bUildln,;8 in the 8ubdivlel.

built 11ke this but meeting the setbacks and there had be.n ne ob­

jection to th... It the case Were denied the structure would hay.

to be moved back l ••s than 2 feet.

Mr .Brookfield thought it did not interfere wl-th the view a8 a

carport would.

Wr. Mooreland stated that Luria Brothers had agreed t~t there

would. be no other similar requests 1n their subdivision. 'I'nsy had

continued this type ot house since it was started 80me time ago,

that this 118m. condltiOl'l exist.s in many other old subdiVisions.

Judge HBIle1 moved to grant the application on l.ot. 15 in T1.w of

the hardship caused in lIIOTing the structure. Seconded JB Sa1th

Carried ..

Lur1a Broa. to allow dwelling to remain 4'9.e ree~ -from fiont pro­

perty 11ne on Lot 10. Sect. I, Sleepy Hollow Knoll, FaUa Church

District.

This cae., 11ke the last one, was dererred when the applicant di

not appear. There we,re no objectiona rran the neighborhood.

Judge riuel IAOTed to grant thi. apP11eat1on b"e~se the ~ri.nc.

is very amall. Seeonded Mr. Harr. Carried ..

I,buty Hemmond, to us. present buildings as tourist court on 2.62

acr•• located on the nortoh B 1de or Rt .. 211, oppoBitoe Willow Spring

Garage, Centerville Diwtrict.

This llaae 'NBS deferred tor plats showing location of all buildi

on the round. Hr. HUIIIOnd stated that this wae p8rt at "n old f

When a portion of the farm was sold it left these buildings toe

close to the line. This was done before the Ordinance waB in eCtect

There was no opposition.

JoItr. V. Smith moved to grant the applicat.ion to kr. Kama.nd on11­

and subject 'to Section 16 of the Ordinance. Seconded, JB Smith.

Carried.

PT. Moreland reported en the building Insp8<:t.or's requirement ef

a firewall in ca8e of a garage toe close to the line tor safety.

That office does not require the firewall but sugg.ests it ..

Mr. V. Smith suggested t hat the Board not grant nursery schools

Ilnd nursing homes until they have the a pprov al of the Fire Control

Board and the Health Department. The Board agreed and recollllllended

fer future action that nOlpproval be given in these cases until sue

epproval wes shown to the a:~ ..~J7:!!{:::!1:1i~

I
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!he IleglWor MeeUng of the
Fairfax County Board of Zon­
ing Appeals was tleld Tuewday.
March 18,1'J52 in the Board
Room of the 'Fairfax County
Courthouse at 10 a.lI. with
the following members present:
Meears Brookfleld, Verl1n
Smith, JB Smith, Karr, and
Judge Kamel. Mr. Schumann.
Zoning Administrator, was
present.

Mr. Ralph L. El11s, State Fire Marshallts office, Culpepper (126

south Main Street) spoke to the Board about modification of the

State Fire Code whicb w111 be effectiYe April 1, 1952. He stated

that various agencie. had thought the fire regul.~lon8 too strict

and it wa. poaa1ble certain restrictions now in the Code would be

changed at t hi' meeting.

V; Smith asked what was felt to be too rigid.

Especially the autoutic alarm system, !"Ir. EU.is said, whi.ch

syst.m wa. aD expensive installation. He asked the Board not to

made a deciSion on eny nursery school applications until after thi

meeting 88 theControl Board did not wish to re~u1re installations

which might. in a couple of we.ka. be removed frOIl. the Code and to

deter any casea until after April 1st.

Mr. Bragg appeared for Mrs. Shugar whoae case ....a. granted at the

last Board or Appeals meeting subject to the approval of the State

Fire Centrol Board. Thia SChool is in operation, Mrs. 3hugar not

havine known about the need to get a Use Permit fro. thia Board.

She did not wish to have to close her, achool since she doea not

meet the present rec~ationa. Mr. Ellis laid Mrs. Shugar had com­

plied with all the changes he had asked her to .ake aDd h. thought

her school would comply with all the regulations if ceNoain change

are made April st. He did not wish to make reqQireaents on her

school wili ch might be unnec8esary in a ehort t1ae.

Mr. V. Smith eaid the Board could not give approval as the case

stood now and if Mrs. Shugar continued to operate before approval

was given ahe was doing 80 at her own risk. He" &uggested that the

Board take ne action.

Mr. Ellis 8aid Mrs. Shugar had been notified dlat ahe _s in v10

lation as the Code nov .~and ••

Mr. V.SIll1~h moved to proceed vith the meeting and leave the Sh

case as it 8tands until after April 1st, then if the amendments to

the Code are not strict enough the Board should request the local

fire department to recommend improvement. Cor .afety. JB Smitb

seconded. Carried.

Mr. Ellis Baid Chier Mullen wished him. to thank the Board for it

splendid cooperation.

Jortathan.. Woodner Co. asked the extension of a construction shack 0• -,-' I, . .

41~',
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Lot 260,Section 4, Yk>odley Subdivision, this having been .granted.

Cor one year and the time has ex.p1.res.

'rhe Board determined that they could not extend thia use wlthou

a fOJ"ll&l application - advertising and posting of the property.

George E. Hadead, to construct addition to tourist court, Lot 15,

16, Katherine T. Moore SUbdiVision, Centervill.District.

Mr. Had.ed wished to put on one room to use as an ortice. rhar

were no objections from the co_unity. He showed a drawtng of ttl

proposed addition. It w111 be of brick construction.

Mr. V.Smith moved to grant the application Car the addition to

the existing cabins as approved by the bUilding inspector, Feb. 1

1952, which addition is shown to be 12 ft. x 16 ft. JB Smith 1l8C-

I
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anded. Carr.ied.

2 - W. C.Wl11s, to construct SerYice station and garage, Lots 45, 46,

and part of 44, Dunn Dubdivision, 200 feet east of Springfield Rd.

North "ide of Little River Pik., Fall.a Church Ditl'trict.

The setbacka aa shoMn on the plats were all right. Construction

will be brick or enamel - at least fireproof and will meet all

bUilding requirements. The entrances and exi~s have been checked

with the Highway Departoment and are satisfactorr. This property

borders busines8 on both Sides.

Judge H..el asked Hr.Schumann if he thought this was all right.

Mr. Schumann thought it wae - that the building inspector could

not i8sue a perait until the Health Department was satisfied but'R~,J
<.'t'~l\f)I· from tne zoning sptandpoint he thougb.t it was aatisra'Ctory.

---~~
NT.V.Smith moved to grant the application as per plat attached,

subject to the approval of the State Highway Oepart.aent for en­

trancea. ,Judge Hamel seconded. Carried.

Robert L. Eppa, to construct addition to present building to come

45 feet from Shield Avenue, on approximately 1/2 acre on the east

aide of U. j. 11, at the SE corner of U.S.ll andSh1elda "venue,

Mt. Vernon District.

Mr. Epps said he gave 50 feet for B right of way and it left his

property too cr8llped to meet the required setback. tie wishes to

put in a )0 foot bu11ding, for a drug store.

Mr. Schwaann thought ebb was reasonable.

Judge Hamel moved to grant the application with a )-1/2 foot va

iance instead of the 5 feet requested. Seconded, Mr. Harr. Carried

L. R. Broyhill, to locate dwelling 1).8 feet from aide property

line, Lot 5)-A, Chesterfield SubdiVision, Section I, Providence

District.

Mr. Broyhill said the original survey had several errore. He saw:

this alter he had bought the subdivision and bad Johnson ana Wil­

liams make a new survey and thought he had cleared all the errors-
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but had missed thia on.,

J8 Smith. moved to grant. the application because the elTor was not

the fault of the applicant. Seconded, Judge HameL 'Carried.

Mr. Broyhill alllO haa • case coaing up in the deferred Iht and

Mr. ScnuallM suggested that theBoard defer this as they are expe«_

ing to move the s'treet and thought it well to wait until thie was

accomplished. Mr. Brookfield sald the Board would defer this case

at the scheduled hour on the agenda. It would not be necessary for

Mr. Broyhill to be present.

nan Leyenaon, to construct and operate Motor Court on Lote '56 thru

60, East Fairfax Park, Providence District.

Mr. Levenson, Mr. Rice, and M1ss Mary Bell, At~orn.y. appeared be

fore the Board. Miss Bell outlined the case - Mr. Levenson showed

his plats, elevations, and laYout of the propoled court. It will b

brick and cinderblock construction. The plats showed a deep front

setback. The yard will be landscaped.

Mr. V. Ssith asked ir sufficient parking space -.s allowed. Mr.

Patton Baid it took 40 reet per car for proper parking. He asked.

how clo.. the applicant intended to come to the street with hie

parking.

Mr. SchUJl8.nn told Mr. LeYenson toM to the Board would meet March 2S

and suggested that the Board deter the case until that date Cor him

topreeent a plat showing the parking area as the plats presented

were inadequate. Mr. Brookfield thought the plat should show park­

ing apace for each unit..

There were no objections for the neighborhood.

kr. Mooreland add this ground was zoned 200 feet back from the

Highway for business and that Mr. Levenson had put ,in -ror rezoning

to Rural BUain.Bs of the lot just back oC his property and joining.

At present he was asking for thts use permit on JUBt the ground

which ill zoned rural bull1ness.

Mr. PattOD asked what the applicant was going to do about .ewage.

He did not think he had sufficient area to take care of this size

installation - 34 units on approximately one acre - when the Health

Department usually required 1/2 acre per dwelling.

Mr. Levenson stated that a special sewage plant would be put In­

he had discussed it with the Health Department and they thought it

would be satisfactory. However. he did not have complete plans tor

the sewage plant as he was told it \tCa8 necessary to get the use per

mit first. If he got the Use tJermit then he would go ahead with

these plana and would without ~ue8tion comply with all re~u1remen~8

of the Health Department.

Mr.Sehumann scaled the plats and showed that the buildings were

partly located 1n the area that waS not zoned Cor business. Me fel
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'the plate should show the exact loca'tion of ot.h.e buUdlnge along

wi.th <.he parking ar-88.8.

Mi-ss Bell said if there were any errors on t.he platis_ .that was

what they wanted to know - they would have Mr. \r/right 'Correct them.

Judie Kamel thought all applicanta should have eo~ple'te plans be

tore aSking the Board. to pass on such installation.

Mr. Schumann agreed and said the applicant should alao have the

approval of the Health Depar~ent.

Mr. Levenson atated that he was well aware of the necee8ity of th

approvale. .H. thought the Board could grant a use permit subject

to the approval of all the other requirementa , that he could not

proceed without the•• approvals from all the difterent agencies.

Mr.Jchuaann thought granting an applicat.ion in this manner wae

putting too much pressure on the Healt.h Deparement.

Misa Bell and Mr. LeYenson thought it was impractical to spend 80

.uch on preliminary plana until a use permit had been given or un­

til they knew if the land could. be used for this purpose. Ie th••e

plana could be approved with correction. to be ..de then finel plan

would be drawn up.

Mr. Schumann asked it one week delay was a.kine too .ucta. Mr.

Levenson requested no delay.

Mr. Patton suggested that by granting approval subject to the

Health Depar~ment'a approval the Board waa put~lng pre.aure on the

Health D.par~. to make the ground work for septic purposes. He did

not think 34 rooms wi'th bath on this small area would work with any

kind of sep'tic installation.

Judge Hamel thought the Board should not be put in 'the ••barraBs­

ing poBition of no't havine sut'f'ident plata, tha't the Board should

know that it i. possible for 'the septic tank~ work bet'ore send"

ing a case· to the Health Department.

Mr. V. Smith suggested that the Board. waa probably not qualified

to know Whether or not a septic system would work - that the Health

Department has reqUirement" and they would not approve anything

that was inadequate. He felt that the Board could very well approv

subject to the approval of the Health Department and that Would

place no pre8sure or feeling of compulsion on that department. Each

oftice operate. under ita own regulations, Mr. Smit-h said.

Judge Hamel saw no objection to that - since the Health Depart_
entirely

ment would approve anyhow/on their OWD.

Mr. Patton said the type of septic plant mentioned was a surface

spray and that there was no place tor the water to go i£ such a

plant were installed, aince there was not sufficient ground.

Mr. Levenson said he thought it was up 'to him to provide a septic

syatem which would be approved and would work. If he couldnt do

I
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tbat he could not operate. He thoU@;ht the routine was to get tAle

use penalt first, then follow through with the r~quirament••

lV'. Schumann augceeted that the Board and the Health Ofti'Cer and

Mr. TeataNen froa the H.alth office meet and formulate a policy to

go by for ca8es such all thle. He suggested deferrlllent for one week

JB Smith moved to derer the ca$e for one week (March 25th) at wili

time the applicant would present plata drawn to scale and showing

the parking plana. Seconded, Judge Hamel. Carried.

F.D. Patton, to construct addition to present motor hotel, on 6

acres on the north aide of Lee BouleVard, approxima'tely 3000 feet

welt of Fairfax Circle, PrOVidence District.

Mr. Patton haa in operation 21 units - he wishes to add 6. All 0

the £ront yard 1_ draina.-ge field, however within a £e~ months he

claimed he would hav~ town sewage which will talce care of the ad­

ditional units.

There were no obj&Ctions trom the cOlllDlW1ity.

Judge hamel moved to grant the application subject to the approva

ot the Health Department. Seconded, Mr. Harr. Carried.

7 - C. W. aDd Elizabeth Stipe, to install Trailer Park Court on 5-1/2

acres at the southwest corner of King's Highway and Poag Street,

across Crom Substation No. 2, ~. Vernon District.

Mr.St1pe showed his plata. He alr.eady has tourist 'Cabine on the

ground. He would install 19 units tor the frailer park. He has

public sewer and water. Thie round is zoned for business.

Mr. Schumann said there were no trailer Camp. in the area except

one on the o!lpos1te aide ot u. S. #1. He could see no reason too.gr t

this as it would establish a use contrary to the uses that are on

this side of King1a Highway.

The Chairman aaked tor the opposition.

Mr. Harry Carrico and. narnard Fage180n appeared representing a

large group of people opposing. There were about )0 present, all

living in the imJIediate area. Mr. Carrixo said there were~pr.

sent whom they might call opposing this use, if 'the Board cared t.o

hear them. They were all of the opinion that such an installatlon

would depreclat.e property Yalues, that a resldential area was not

the proper locat.ion tor thls use, it would crowd tn.. schools and

would create an extra tax load for the County since no rev~nue ia

de~ived. from Trailers.

Mr. Carrico called on Mr. Shatfer, who answered questlons put by

Mr. Carrico. This use would decrease land ~ues, lower morals, and

crowd the~hoo18 and create an extra tax load. Mr. Shatter stated

that development in thia area was good but it this were installed

it would decreaae values to the extent t.hllt 1t would affect loans

and consequently require 8Il&11er homes. Mr. Shaffer has land
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joining this property at one corner and hc hopes to develop hie

gl"Ound in eonfonaanee with the surrounding area. lie felt that

this UBe would reduce the loans h. could get. .lfe a1'80 mentioned

the lack of revenue to the county frOIl'l trailers, burden on Jd.lce,

fire, trash and .garbage collection, and burden on Schools.

Letters from individuals opposing were r.eac:l: F.lr Hav.en Cit ieen ,

Association, Margy H. Edaon, F. M. Reeves, R. A. Stanton, A. M.

McClure, Ruth Payne, J. Curtin, Mrs. H. G. Morrl80n, G. C. Payne,

C. H. Neff, P. B. Payne, and two~tltlons with a total o£ 64

names.

~r. CarrieD said he did not wish to take the time of the Board t

call of those h. had expect•• to have testify against this use.

Mr. Fagelson spoke representing people in the neighborhood oppo

tng. He restated the opposition a8 outlined above. He emphasize

the OTercrowding of echools. which are just now preparing to ..

back on a full d.ay schedule. He saw advantage in this installatl

only to the owner but every disad.vantage to the communi~y and to

the county.

Mrs. Stanton from the Nt.Ea-gle Elementary achool spo~ opposing.

The l.#halJ'1Di1ln asked Mr. stipes if he had anything te say in re­

buttal. He said - nc - if the people didnt want it there _ he

just woultlnt be able to have it.

Mr. v. ~mith moved to deny the application &ecause under the pro

visiona of Section 16, polr •.0 of the Zoning Ordinance sueh a us.

would be detrimental to the public welfare and 1njurious to pro­

perty 1n the neighborhood. Seconded I Judge. HameCI Carried.

8 - S. J. Donches. to con.truct addltlon to dvelling to come 22 £••t

fro. frent property lin., Lot 47, Section 2. Hollin Hills, Corner

Bedford and Stafford. Mt. VemoD Diatrlct.

Mr. Donchez said he needed a place Cor his car and tools. Hia

neighbors do not object.

Mr. Brookfield suggested locating the addition at the aide or

back. ~~. Donchez said the lot slopes down to the house. He had

had to put a retaln1ngwall around his house to keep the water out

This addition if put 'to 'the back or side would reqUire taking out

part of the retaining wall and tearing out several very large

trees which would be expensive. Mr. Brookfield t.hougbt this car­

port jutting out front would obstruct the fiew and under any cir­

cumstance. he did not think a carport on the front of the house a

good th1ng.

Mr. Donchez aald he was very embarrased because he had already

started his carport - in ract had it half up. He was told by a

local building that there was a 25 Coot setback on this. He said

approaching from a northerly direction it was back So tar it did
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not obstruct the fiew. Appl'Oachlng from the 8Out.b, the hill was

.ore of an obet.ruct.ion than the addition itself.

-Mr. V. Smith looked up the McMichael case which the Board had

granted a 5 foot exception on in Hollin Hills. fhi! was done be­

cauae of the 50 foot strut and a park .'Cross froll the dwelling.

JB Smith moved to deCer the case to view the property. Judge Hamel

seconded. Carried.

9 - s.. En1x, to conatruct dwelling with 1es8 aideyard setback than r.e­

qUlred. Lot 12. Englandboro. 1"8118 ChurchDlatrlct.

Mr. &nix sald there .as such a demand for rambler. th.t .en with

a 100 foot front«ge h. could not meet the setbacks on t.hle lot. He

has a garage on one side of the house which use. the 5 foot project

10n into the prohibited are. allowed by the Ordinance but wanta a

5 foot variance on the oPPDslte aide tor the dwelling.

Mr. v. Sla1t.h sa1d the Ordinance vas amended eepechlly t.o give ad­

ditional area tor &&racel - to t.ake care of ramblers and ne felt

that waa sufficient. He could see no reason for encroaching fur­

ther on the required setbaCKS.

*'r. En1x said he had a good deal of money tied up in thi, propert

and want.ed to develop it with good hous•• but could not do SO if he

vere restricted to putting up smaller hous•••

Mr. V. ~..lth suggested 1'Ilr. Enix discuss with wr. SchUIIaDn the ide

of resoninc thia propert.y t.o SUburban Residence to give the leeeer

setba'ck..

Mr. Enlx said b. could. not make the lots larger, they were tooo ex

pensiye and he, would 1080 one whole lot. He wanted to keep the

dwellings 1n the 15 or $20,000 class to get loana.

Mr. v. Smith IIlOved to defer tohe case until March 25t.h for Mr.En1x

to discuss hia problem with Mr. Schumann. Seconded Judge HUle1.

Carr1ed.

10 - B.M.Smlth Subdivision, by Mr. Devers, to construct and operate a

motel on Lot I, S.M.Smith SUbdivision, SE side of U.S.Il, ~t.Vernon

Diatr,lct.

Mr. Devers said he could lleet all setbaCKS. He would like to

build 10 unit-a. brick conltruction. There is an old established

setback on Marsh.ll &4treet which h. will meet.

V.r. Harr had seen the property and thOUght this installation

would be an improvement to 'the district. Theae buildings and. plant

ina will Bcreen some rather bad buildings on the property joining.

Mr. o'Flaherty , who lives opposite the property on Marshall St.,

said he was approVing the application, with reservations. He does

not wish the business property to be used for business beyond the

200 feet from U.S.Hl. However, he thought 10 units would crowd the

ground and that Mr. Devers woUld not have sufficient parking space.
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He also want.ed the assurance that t.he lot 1mmedlat.ely oppos1.te h1m

would revert to a residential ~.tua. He said Marshall &t.reet was c.; ~ ~
all residential, built up with good homes and he diu not wish the

business use to spread into this area ~ th~t is the 200 teet back

ot U.S~Ul. as it would devaluate property. He hadno objection to

this application as long 8S it did not extend beyond 200 teet. He

would 11ke for Mr. Devera to rezone the lot immediately across tr

h1JB .. to be assured that it would not be used tor busines8.

Mr. Devera said he would pull the building back another 10 feet

toward U.I.#1 Which would keep it within the 200 reet of U.5.1.

Judge Kalllel moved to grant the application provided the proposed

building be moved back another 10 teet toward U.S.I1. Seconded,

JB Smith. Carrl-e1.

11 - Marshall and Thomas Gordon. to operate filling station on approx­

i ..tely 1 acre on the north aide of Rt. 7 and east and south slde

of Rt. 694. Providence Dla~rict.

~he use
This had been a nonconf'onalnc use but/was abandoned Cor more tha

6 months. The applicant requests a renewal. He allo wanted to ha

II repair garage - but this was not included in the application.

Mr. V. Stn1th knew the property and thought there 'WaS no need. tor

II filling station here. This locijtlon is 2 miles from Tyson's

Corner and 3 miles on the other side i8 a filling station. This 5

mile stretch, Mr. Smith said. is built up with good residential

developtlent and he thought it should be kept so. It wae time to.

stop unnecessary nonconfOrMing uses. H. moved to deny the applica-

tion. Seconded, Judge 11__1. Carried..

12 - Mary W. Wrenn. to conduct a nursery scbool on parte of Lots 1) and

l~. Mari-Dale Subdivision, 'alIa ~hurch District.

Mrs. Wrenn .ehowed plans to enlarge the present dwelling to take

care of a nursery s:hool. This will in t iJle be used. entirely as

their home. She will also have a kindergarten. This achool will

help to pay for the addition. The addition extende to the back or

the present building and will not change side setbacke.

l"1ra YaSmith asked it there wae an illDediete nud to go ahead wit.h

toh1e work. Mrs. Wrenn said she would like to have the work complet

ed ready tor school in the fall.

Mr. Smith thought the Board should not act on a nursery achool a

plication in "iew of the request of theFire Control aoard to wait

until after the April 1st meetiOi. He moved to derer the case Cor

30 days. Hr. Harr seconded. Carried.

13 - Magazine Brothers. to allow dwelling to com.e within 38.5 reet of

Quander Road, Lot 15, Fordham Village SubdiYlsion. Mt. Vernon Dist.

There were aD objections to this and since the variance was small

Judge Hamel moved to grant the application. Seconded. Mr. Harr.

,.. .._" ....
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14 - Roy E. -l!'8t.erson, 'to erect. .carpon. whkh will 'COmB ) CeK 9 inches

from side pr'operty line. Lot 5. Block St Fairdale Subdivl1Sion,

Falls Church D18trl~t.

Then were no objectioa. trOll the community. Mr. Peterson said

the house being located in the center of the lot made it impo88ibl

for him to have the carport and meet proper setbacks.

Mr. Brookfield saw no objection, the coanunit.-y wa. built of Relia

nee Home., the 10t8 were small and this ...... the only way the appli

cant could have a carport.

Judge Hamel moved to grant the application. Seconded, JB &'mlth.

Carried. Vlrlin Smith not l'oti!lfi.

DEFERRED CASES:

Robert W. Beall, to 10cat8 detached garage within 6 inches of slde

line, Lot 3, Block 3, Fairhaven, Mt. Vernon D18trl~t.

this was deferred to view the property. Mr~. Beal said t.hey

would build the garage of cinderblock to make it €i~eproof it the

Board so desired.

Mr. JB Smith thought granting this Ilight cause others to ask the

SUle thing. ·-·rs. Beal said the other lots were regular 1n shape

and did not have the same probl.... as they. They could not pU'C; the

garage back f~rther because of the slope in the ground and they

wished to preserve a .ery large tree which would haYe to be taken

out.

Mr. V.Smith said this caae was deferred for Mr. Mooreland to

talk with the Building Inspector about a garage in this location

and he would 11ke to hear what Mr. Mooreland had to say _ he thou­

ght the Board should cooperate with the Building Inspector.

Mr. Mooreland recalled that the Board had ruled that a garage, t
•be detach.d. should be at l.ast 5 feet from the house. Leas than

%I4",T,r
5 feet lt would be considered attached. The BulldlngAhad thought

it +uld be 10 feet from the nouse - less than that it should hav

a tirewall - but he had been unable to enforce that ruling since i

was not actually in the Code.

Mr. V.Smith thought this could be granted on topography.

Judge Hamel moved to grant the application if it is oC"rtreproot

construction and subject to the IpproYal of the tiuilding Inspector.

Mr. Herr aeconded. Carried. V.Smith voting No.

Nellie Grissom. to construct two dwellings each to be located 55 r
from centerline of Rt. 635. on a acres on the north side of Rt. 63

.04 mile east of Beulah Rad, Mt. Vernon District.

Mrs. Grissom said she needed money and wanted to use thh ground

to the best advantage.' If she located the first house back, the

proper distance she could not meet that 8ame setback on the other

houses sne would build because the land is rugged and it narrows

~Ol
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abruptly - runn1n,g to a point at the .end, too narrow to Met BKba

Mr. V. Smith and JB Smith, and Marl' had seen the property.

Mr. V. smith thought the ground was too low and damp Cor a septic

field - he didnt think the BUilding inspector nor the Health Depa

ment would give a permit for thb location. He told Mrs. Grl-saOrD

if she sold more than one piece of ground ahe would have to put in

a subdivision plat, and the lota Would have to conform to the re­

quired frontage and area in accordance with the Ordinance. ~••

Grlas0ID sald she had thought of that and had found that it would

very expensive. She aeked the Board to grant a 65 Coot setback.

V. Smith moved to deny the application beeause it would set a pre

cedent and would encourage others to ask the Bate eX'Geption. JB

Smith seconded. Carried.

The L.R,Brgyhill Case on Lots 4O-A. and 41-A.. Cheet.erfhld. was de­

ferred until March 25th as request.ed earlier by Mr. Schumann.

The Huntington nevelpp!!nt Corp. case for Sanitary Land-Fill was

deterred until April 15th as there were no reports ('rom the Sanita

Engineer nor the Health Department.

Mr. Mooreland. aaked. to have an opinion frail ebe Board 'on two

questions. If IIOre than one Case calleS up at ... special me_tina

shall the second applicant pay the $125 the 8a11le as the first.

Th. Board agreed that each case coming up at a 8pecial meeting

should pay the full fe.. This excepts dererred ~a8es.

'"'1". Mooreland l)rought up the case of the violation 1n Wlllston

Shopping Center - the operating of the package rooa which had been

denied by the Board. He also spoke of the Weaver case where he

had been unable to evict the extra three famillea living in the

single family dwelling and which use the Board had denied.

Mr. Mooreland spoke of his inability to get action onthese and

similar cases £rom the ~ommonwealthl8 A~torn.y and wondered what

the Board wished him to do. He said moat Violating ~a8es were co.~

perativ. if "he wrote them they were in violation but tor thOlle who

were not cooperative he had nothing to back him up aince he did no~

feel th.t the COllllllOnwealth 1 s attorney was inclined to take action.

Judge !~~mw:\ed that the two Cases in viola{'ion be aublitted. t.

the Boa~~ing~ the violation and stating tbM.t. the in­

diVidual had not followed the decision of ~he Board. V.smith 8e~o

ed. Carried.

The meeting adjourned •

So
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A Spe~lal Meeting or the Fairfax
'County Board of Zoning Appeals was
held Tuesday, March 25,1952 in the
Board ROODl 01- the Fairfax County
Courthouse at 10 a.m. with the
following members present: Messrs
Brookfield. V.Smith, JB Smith.
Harr. and Judge Hamel. Mr. Schu­
mann, Zoning Administrator, was
also present.

1.. \'1. 'C. W11ls. to locate buil:ilng 10 f.eet from right or way line of Co

uabi. Pike and 20 feet trom Springfield Road, and 15 feet from Ll~tl

River Turnpike, allan the Anna L. Bates property, 2-)/4 acres lo­

cated. at the SW corner of Columbia pike and Springfield Road, 'alls

Church District.

Mr. Robert Lowe appeared with the applicant. Mr. Lowe

property. He stated that Mr. ~111s had been to Richmond te discuss

these setbacks with the St..ee H1-gbway COllURlss1on. Theee 2-)/4

are practically surrounded by three streets. This is valuab~. pro­

perty and the applicant 1s trying to use it ~o the best advantage

without adversely affecting the growing bu.iness di~trlct in Annan­

dale. If the required setback is observed. Mr. Lowe said. there

would act-uslly be less parking space than iftha building is locat4d

with these proposed setbacks and parking is provided 1n the rear.

If ~h. setbacks are met it would eliminate rear lot park1ng. Also

the setbacks air. Wills proposes will allow for expansion of the H

way right of way as re'luested by that Department at the present ti.

Mr. ~\'1l18 went into his meeting with the Highway Department. At

present they would like a 70 foot right of way for Rt. 2}6. 57 feet

right of way on SpringCield Road and Columbia Pike. These widths

can be maintained, t'i.r. '.':ills said, and would ultimately provide an

80 foot right of way on Rt. 2)6, and 67 foot right of way on both

Springfield Road and Columbia Pike, allowing a 7-1/2 foot sidewalk.

These widths Can be attMined without moVing any bUildings.

¥.r.Brookfield asked Mr. Ross of the Highway Department if there

wa. any plan for the approach of Springfield Road into Rt. 2}6. Mr.

Ross said he realized this was a bad inter.ec~ion but he nor Mr.

Alchel knew of no immediate plan for it. They agreed to look into

a future plan.

Mr. Wills Said if he met ~he reqUired setbacks he would have r

to park about 44 cars whereas by using rear parking he could park

178 cars. This would also give him 799Q square feet mOTe ofbuild in

space.

His plat showed a 20 foot lane co~ing into the parking space in th

rear from both Rt. 2)6 and Columbia Pike. This would be his own

business parking space - not for the general public. The store buil _

ing will have 50,000 square feet - one story.

The amount of parking spaCe necessary for each car was dls~ussed.

Mr.$chumann said the question was whether it was more feasible to
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to provide off street parking, between the buildings and the right

of way or to have parking In the rear. lV'. '~111s agreed t.hat Cron

parking was more desirable but didnt think it practi~al here.

The l,;hairman asked Mr. Schumann for the opinion of the Planning

Commission. Mr. Schumann said he had at first been entirely op­

posed to Mr. Wills proposal but after ~ome study he thought it had

sufficient merit to deserve further consideration. He felt, howe

that the entire layout should have more study before making a dec!

slon because it would be establishing a pattern in Annandale. He

requested t he Board to refer this appli-cat,lon to t.he Planning Com­

mission for study and recommendation.

Mr. Lowe thought all the material necessary was before the Board

and since all question6 could very well be answered it was not nee

essary to defer action. Mr. Wille had a large investment and time

was of the essence - he would be seriollsly· handicapped by delay.

Judge Hamel asked Mr.Schumann if the case was deterred until the

April 15th regular meeting could the Planning Commission have a r4

port. Hr. SCh\llll8.DD would like 60 days but said the 'Co_iesion

would do· the best they could in that time. He had not thought Mr.

Wills expected to go ahead immediately anyhow.

Mr. Lowe said Mr. Wills would start his building immediately and

enlarge it later.

Victor Chent spoke favoring the application. He said Annandale

had asked the Board of Supervisors for a master plan of Annandale

two years ago and had not yet heard from them _ he could not see

where much could be gained by a three weeks delay. He said the

pattern had alrelldy been set for Annandale.

The Board generally a greed that this WQ.8 too important a decisio

to make without a recommendation from the PlanningCommission.

The Chairman called on Mr. Ross of the Highway Department who sa

the Sta~e was concerned especially with the right of way of Rt. 2

Springfield Road. and Columbia Pike at this intersection. The rig

of way they were requesting were the necessary widths at the prese

time. He made no prediction for the future. The minimum now re­

quested are: 70 feet on 236j 57 feet on Springfield Road and Colum

bia Pike.

I·.lr. Schwnann suggested to lob-. Ross that thi s was not sufficient

right of way for the future. ~w. Ross re-stated that these rights

of way were for the present only.
was

l~. V.Smith asked Mr. Schumann what/the reason in the Ordinance

requiring a 35 foot setback. y~. Schumann said Cor parking and

for street widening. Mr.Schumann explained the requir~ents of the

Ordinance regarding corner clearance.

Mrs. Sheppard who owns the ground joining Mr. Wills on Columbia
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Pike did not oppose Mrs. Wills application. There was no oppositl0

from the .community.

Mr.:,chumann told -the Board that this was a very substantial varia

tion from the Ordinance and he thought the Board should have a very

sound reason included in their motion if they granted this applica­

tion because if buildings are granted so much closer to the right 0

way than permitted by the Ordinance there would be many other ap­

plications of the aame nature. The Board should be well able to

5upport their decision and this should be shown in the minutes. For

that reason, Mr. Schumann said, he recommended deferrment tor study

and report from the flaMing Commission.

Judge Hamel said he did not feel in a position to make a decisl0

without the report from the Planning Commis3ion. The Board generall

agreed.

Mr. Lowe suggested that the other applica~ions filed by Mr. Wills

for hearing this day might meet with the same answer. Mr. Wills

protested the delay.

Judge Uamel moved that the Planning Commission beasked to give it

views on the whole problem at the next regular meeting of the Board

of Appeals and request the Planning Commission to make a study and

report at that time. V. Smith seconded. Carried.

~~.Schumann said he would like Mr. Wills and ~x. Lowe to appear at

the Planning Commission meeting March 31st at g o'clock to discuss

this with them.

2 - W. C.Wil1s, to have special use permit for service station to be 10

cated 10 feet f'rom right of' way line of Columbia ?ike, which set-bac

will be effective on bis entire frontage on Columbia Pike, and also

a 10 foot setback on both sides of the two proposed streets which

will run south from Columbia Pike toward Rt. 236, as per plat sUb~

mltted J said property located on the south side of Columbia Pike.

approximately 1000 feet SW of intersection of Gallows Road and Col~

umbia Pike. Falls Church District.

V. Smith mOVed for deferrment for recommendation from the Planning

Commission as stated in the motion on the last case - report to be

submitted at the same time. Seconded, Judge Hamel. Carried.

3 ~ W. C.Wills, to construct and operate repair garage with.a 10 foot

setback from right of way line of Little River Turnpike and a 15 fo

~etback from Springfield Road. Falls Church District, Lots 128 thru

134 and part of Lot lZ7A, Dunn ~ubdivis1on, north side ot Little

River Pike at intersection (NW) with Springfield Road, Falls Church

District.

Mr. Wills said this would ~~ 67 foot right of way on Spring­

field Road and if a by~pass was put through from Falls Church-Annan­

dale Road to Springfield Road a6 suggested by ~r.Schumann, this set-

4~1
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back on Springfield Road would not interfere.

The 10 foot setback on Rt. 236 is already established, t.nerefo

the only request to he considered in this application 1s the Spr

field setback..

Mr. Schumann said the setback should be 44 Ceet from the right 0

way and that this is a very big variance. Again,the Board should

include in its motion to grant, if they do so, a very substantial

reason to protect them in f\4ture requeste.

V. Smi~h thought the Board should have proper plats shQtng the

proposed building location and parking space. Mr. Wills drew 10

the proposed building on his plats. This gara&e will have a ramp

to the s ecoDd ncer for car parking.

Mr.Schumann cautioned the Board about sufficient parking spac:e •

....11". Lowe said Mr. Wills would use the deck for parking and the

used car lot Joining this property. At present no buildings will

be put on this used car lot. (This faces Columbia Pike). This

business will not need a great deal of parking space, b~. Lowe sal

since it will take care of just the cars \Ilhieh COCM! in tor service

kr.Wills drew in the access road which was not shown on his plat

Mr. Schumann thought this could develop into a bad parking con­

dition. Discussion followed regarding the location or parking and

the proper amount per car.

r~.V.Smith moved to deter this application pending study and ~ec

commendation by the Planning Commission, the sa..e as the two pre...

vious cases, in order to coordinate the plan of this section of

Annandale and that necessary plats be provided as reqUired by the

Zoning Ordinance and that this recommendation and report by the

?lanning Commission be presented at the regular meeting of April

15th. Seconded, Judge Hamel. Carried.

Mr. Wills said if the Board would nd:. act on the setback would

they give him a use permit so he could get started on this bUildin

and he would meet the required setback on 5prlngfield Road. Then i

~t a late~ date a variance on this setback were granted he ~uld ex

tend his building on that end.

Judge Hamel moved to grant the Use permit only - with the requir

setbacks on Springfield Road.

The parking question came up again. V. Smith said Mr.Wills could

build up the entire lot if the parking were not designeted defin1t

1y. Mr. ~111s said if stores were put on this ground he could get

a pernlit without .even coming to the Board and only the Zoning Ad­

ministrator would pa~s on the parking. He 85ked to put in a 60

foot bUilding and use his entire ground, including the used car 10

on Columbia Pike) for parking.

Mr.' V. Smith withdrew his motion _ Judge Hamel agreed, and moved
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to grant the use permit to Mr. \'7ills to .construct and operat.e a r.e...

pair garage on Lots 127A, 125, 129.130, 131, 132 and part of 133, Lf q J
to come cloeer to Springfield Road with t he building than the r.e_

qui red setback and Lots 125, 123, 122, 121, 120, 119 be used as park

Ing. r~.Wl11s objected and ~~. Smith withdrew his motion.

Judge Hamel said any permit would be subject to being held up if

proper space were not provided for parking. Also Mr. Schwnann said

the Building Inspector would not approve a building permit w1~out

PlanningCommission approval of the parking space ... the~erore con_

struction could be held up. The parking space would have to be

sufficient, Mr. ~chumann said.

Mr.Wills asked how one arrived at sufficient space Cor parking- he

thOUght a garage should be jUdged difterently from a store. He tel

that with the second. floor parkin& space that was suff1<:ient. He

would park only the cars being worked on.

~·~r. V. Smith moved to grant the use permit _ bu1lding too be 65 -ree

long on Lots 128,129,130,1)1,132,133, part of 139 not needed to

maintain the required setback and ~he necessary ramp to 8~rve park­

ing facilities to be constructed above said repair garage as men­

tioned in the application and parKing space for vehicles must be con

fined to the lots in question or within a legal parking zone sur_

rounding the bUilding.

~~. Wills objected to this and Mr. Smith withdrew his motion. Mr.

Brookfield asked Mr. Smith to takethe chair for him to make a motion

He moved to defer action on this application, pending considerat.i'On

by the Planning Commission as on the two previous cases, said report

from the Planning Commission to be presented at the next regular

meeting of the Board. Seconded, Mr. Harr. Carried.

Dr. Angel ~. Salazar, to construct and operate a clinic-hospital on

approximately 4 acres located on the east side oC Rt. 657, about

)/4 mile north of intersection with Rt. 50, Dranesville District.

Dr. Salazar said he would have a small building at present for his

residence and his orfice. He wants to expand as 800n as he can to

take care of installation of a clinic-hospital. There will be no be

patients. He can meet all required setbacks and requirements of the

state and county ordinances and standards. He showed his plans.

Mr. Mooreland stepped out of his role of Assistant Zoning Adminis_

trator and spoke for this application, saying it was a commendable

venture, much needed in Fairfax County, and hoped it would some day

grow into a general hospital. It will be inspected by the ~tate

medical authorities. There was no opposition frOID the cor.llnWlity.

Dr. Salazar said he had seen Richmond authortties and his plans

are approved. V.Smith moved that the application be granted to con­

struct and operate a hospital as prOVided in Section 4, Par. A-15~F.
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because it does not affect adversely the use of neighborhood and

property as provided in Section 12, Par. F, said hospital to be

located on not less than 4 acres and subject to other provi91on~ of

the Ordinance.as per plat submitted with the application. ~econdedt

Judge Hamel. Carried.

The Board adjourned for lunch.

DEFERRED CASES:

Dan Levenson, to construct and operate motor court on Lots ;6 thru

60, East Fairfax rark. Providence District.

This was deferred for plats to Show parking facilities sufficient

to take care of the units planned. There were DC objections. Mr.
shown

Levenson and ~ack Wood appeared before the Board. The plats/were

satisfactory to the Board. Judge Hamel moved to grant the applica­

tion. Mr. Harr seconded. Carried.

3. J. DODcb@Z, to construct addition to dwelling to ~ome 22 feet

from front property line, Lot 47, Hollin Hills, Mt.Vernon District.

~~.Brookr1eld and V. Smith had seen the property. They did not

like the idea of the enClosed storage room on the front of the

house. There was considerable discussion about visibility. The

carport could not be located any place else on the lot be<:auee of

the drainage and terrain.

i~. Doneh83 said they had poured the slab and put up the trame.
",.>

They stopped when they realized they were in violation. This ~ put

on to add privacy to their hO\lEl-the living area .,iU apes will be i

the rear. The driveway Was in when they bought. ShE: presented a

petition from neighbors approving the addition.

Mr. Schumann said the carport could come within 30 feet of the pr

perty line but not the storage room. He said the application could

be granted on topcgraphy.

i~. Harr MOved to grant the application except that the space in­

dicated for storage be included in the carport area and no solid ~

should be built. Seconded. Judge Hamel. Carried.

Sam Enix, to Con~truct dwelling with les5 sideyard than required.

Lot 12, Englandboro. Falls Church District.

Mr. Enix went over his difficulties in meeting the setback with t

present demand for wider houses. The gara-ge uses the extra 5 feet

allowed by the ordinance on one side and he wanted 5 reet on the op

posite side tor the house. The lots are all too big and too expen­

sive to break up to add more width to this one.

Mr. Schumann said the land near this subdiVision was zoned ~ub-

urban Residence with 15 foot sideyards. There were no obje~tlons

from the community.

~~. rtarr moved to grant the application, Judge Hamel seconded.

(reason- small variance and wishing to keep up the good class of
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homes being built in thb a-t"ea)

i"1l'. Enix asked ext.ension of time on Lot 16, ~ctlon 2 of England.­

boro. He hadn't been able to start within the 6 months raquired be­

cause of difficulty in purchase of the land. Judge Ka.el moved to

extend this for 6 months. Seconded, V~. Harr. Carried.

L. R. Broyhill, to allow dwellings to be erected closer to property

lines than allowed by the Or41nance, Lots 40-A and ~l-A, ChesterCie

Providence District. This was continued until the next meeting.

The meeting was adjourned.
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