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land-fill on 18.375 acres, located 300 feet south of Hunting Creek

‘The house is 3-1/2 feet from that line. While the street is not pu'f

Bovember 20, 1951

Bridge, on the west side of U. S. #1, Mt. Vernon District,

Mr. Charles Pickett appeared before the Board saying that he had
understood that this case was to be deferred but first he wished to
make a statement. Mr, Pickett stated that in 1928 or 29 Judge
Dryfus granted 40 acres under Hunting Greek to Mrs. Pullman. The
law reads that if the stream is navigable it belongs to the people,
if unnavigable it belongs to the individual, to the center of the
Stream. It is Mr. Pickett's coatention that the land ‘in question

in this application is encompassed within Mrs. Pullman’s land- therge

fore Mr. Ford has no jurisdiction over it. He suggested that bcl’orl
the Board takes action on this it be referrad to the Commwonsalth's
Attorney to ses if they have any Jurisdiction in the matter. Nrs.
Pullesn wants to fill in this land with dirt and pake permanent
ground of it and she thinks Mr, Ford has no rights to it.

A letter was read asking the Board to defer actiop until more com
Plete information can be had on the pProperty. There wers no roport.J
from the Senitary Engineer nor the Health Department,

Mr, Pckett said that unless Mr. Ford relinquished titls to the
land a suit will be filed to determine whether or not Wrs. Pullman'
interests are in jeopardy.

Mr. Brookfield moved to defer the application to the next regular:
meeting and Mr, Smith seconded. Carried. (Deferred to Dgc. 18th)

Several nearby land owners were present ~ objecting. They did ne
rogister their objections since the case is postponed.

George W. Soules, to allow dwelling to resain as constructed, 3-1/2
feet fromCameron Street, Lot 18, and part of 19, Oak Park Subdfyi-
sion, WW corner of Campball Road and Cameron Street, Mt.Vernon Dist/

Mr. Fagelson appeared for the applicant. He said his firm had
besn hired as settlement lct.orn-ys.' They ordered a survey and it
developed that there ia a strset {Cemeron St.) making the side line.|

through now it is dedicated and may in time lead ta development
which would put this dwelling 1s = bad spot. This is an old settle
ment but this house was recently built, completele disragarding set
backs, it was brought out. Mr. Fagelson said they could not settle
with a condition like this on the property - therefore he had asked
for this variance from the Board.

Mr. Brookfield said he did not see how they could disragard all
soning laws. He moved to defer the case until December 18th. Mr.
Smith seconded, Carried.’ ’

The Board adjourned for lumnch.
North Willston Apartments, for permission to collect a service charg

for receiving packages including dry cleaning, show repairing, ste.,

9y 3% |

.
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at 1122 Peyton-Randolph Drive, North Willston Apartaents, Falls Chur
District, '

Mr. Fagelson represented this applicant. Hs stated that the owners]
wished to establish a packuge room for the convenlence of the apart-
ment dwellers, because of the great inconvenience to the tenants and
people from the outside in making package deliveries. However, it
would take about two regular employess and they did not fasl they
could give this smicq without a regular charge. Since this would
put it in the cetegory of a business he brought the case before the
Board.

Mr. Dawson suggested that Willston already has u large shopping
center and it would not be sensible to grant a business other than
that district already established.

Mr. Fagelson maid this small business would not Justify renting a
store and the ¥Willston omners did not own the shopping center.

Nr. Brookfield said the applicant was asking to overlap one businsds
upon anocther,

The Chairman asked Mr. Mooreland for his opinion. He said - no
matter how you figured this, it was a business and therefors not
allowsd under the Ordinsnce; that if the operators wished to carry
this on as a service - fres to occupants of the apartaent buildings
it was aatisfactory and no affair of the Board but by charging it
cams under the Zoning Ordinance,

Mr, Fagelson suggested that an extra charge be put in the lsast to
cover Lhis ssrvice. Mr, Mooreland said that would be all right. He
sald this could also be leased out as a conceesion - the Board could
not f)olice this as the county was already overtaxed with this sort of
thing. '

Mr. Brockfield moved to deny the application becauss he did not
think it proper and the Board of Appeals did not have the authority
authorize one business overlapping another and that such perscnal T

service should be gdven by the apartment owners, Seconded, Mr. Smith}
Carried.

DEFERRED CASESG

Frank E. Lea, to construct and operate tourist court on 3-1/2 acres

on the west side of U. 3. #1, immediately joining Keystone Gourts on.
the south, Mt. Vernon Districst.

Mr. Lea had asked for a defsrment on this until December 1Eth.
It was granted by theBoard,

0 Brrawroom”
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The Hegular Mseting of the
Fairfax County Board of Zon-
ing Appeals was held December
18, 1951, in theBoard Room
of the Fairfax County Court- -
house at 10 a.m. with the
following members present:
Messrs Dawson, J.B,.Smith,
Verlin Smith, and Harr, the
new msmber. 1
Mr. Schumann, Zoning Adminis- :
trator, was present.

¥W. T. Carrico, to allow dwelling to remaln 49.72 feet from right of
way of Aspen Street, Lot 19, Section I, Willow Eun; north side of
Aspen Street, FallsVhurchDistrict.

Mr. Carrico was present. This would be only a 3 incﬁ exception,
There was no oﬁposition. Mr. V. Smith asked how thias violation hap
pened, MNr. Carrico said he did not know, that they usually set
back 3 or 4 inches more than required. This was Just an error. Mr,
JB Smith moved togrant the spplication because it is & very emall
variation. V.5mith seconded. Carried.
lucy M. Mercer, to operate a nursing home, Lot 20, Shirley Villa,
weat side of Shirley Gate Road, 1/i mile south of Rt. R11, Provi-
dence District. -

Mra. Mercer and Mrs. Whitsell appeared to support this cass. Mrs,
Mercer said she now has & similar home in Oakton but it is too smalll
This new building has ﬁorc bed rooms, She will use only the rooms
on the first floor. The bullding is fireproof and has besn Approv-
ed by the State Fire Inspector. #rs. Mercer will have old ladies
only. There are no houses near - it is mostly a wooded arsa, A
petition was presented approving this use, Mrs, Whitsell zlso wpoke,
favoring the use, |

Mr. Schumann and Mr. ¥. Saith noted that the building was not 100
feet from all property lines. The 1ot contains 57,934 square feoet,

Mr. V. Smith asked about approval of the Health Department. Mrs,
Mercer said they had approved the saptic field for a children's l
home which had been operating there and it was probably all right
now. If it developes, howavar, that the field is not sufficient,
the Health Department will require that it be enlarged. This is a |
new field,

Mr. Schumann said the applicstion could not be granted without a
variance on the setbacks as the building does not meet the 100 foot |
setback, Mr. V. Smith suggested Mrs. Mercer buying a strip from
Lot 19. It would mean additional property on two sidea in order to
conform to the 100 foot setback and Mra. Mercer did not know if she
could buy on two sides of her property - but would try. Mr.V.Smith
thought the front setback could be relieved satisfactorily but did
not like to grant wuch an exception on the two sidea, 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 this would have to be re-advertised.

Mr, V.Smith moved to defer the case to give Mrs. Mercer time to
re-advertise for the variance and to acquire ad joining proparﬁy 80 thT
building will be 100 feet from all property lines. Mr. JB Smith sec-
onded, Carried. This can be advertised for the speclal meeting to
be held December Jjlst. )

Oscar L., Briggs, Jr., to have an auto-paint shop and body works on
Lot 14, Section I, Beech Fark, north of Lee Boulevard, near Fairfax
Circle, Frovidence District.

Mr. Doerstler represented the applicant. The building is already
there, This is a general business district. The proper setbacks are
met. #r. Schumann called the Planning Commission to get the zoning
on either eide of this property. Mr. V. Smith said he would like to
see the property before voting. He moved to defer action until the
next meeting to view the property. Seconded, JB Smith. Carried.
€. and P, Telephone Co. of Virginia; to construct and operate a tele-
phone repeater station, on ground 65 x 100 feet on the south side of
Leesburg Pike about 3-1/2 milea west of Tyson's Corner, between poles
195 and 194, Providence District.

Mr. Mead represented the Company. The proposed building-will be
about 14 x 15 feet. It will be used for the necessary equipment.
There was no opposition. '

Mr.V, Smith asked if there was any possibility of this interfering
with radio or television. Mr. Mead said definitely not. Mr. V.Smith
moved to grant the applicution because it 18 a necessary utility.
Seconded, JB Smith, Carried.

Norman A. undElva Loe,, to have a duplex dwelling on Lots l.add 2,
Block I, Dela Subdivision, Major Barbara andCandida Street, Falls
Church District.

Mr.Schumann read a Resolutlon from the Alexandria Council asking
the County of Fairfax not to take any soning 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, MKr.V.Smith thought if
the Board did take action it might cause litigation on property in
the territory.

Mr.3chumann said that in this area anyone has the right to go to the
Alexandria Board of Appeals for relief. The City of Alexandria has
not yet adopted a zoning map for this area and they will fillow the
Falrfax County regulations until such time as they do adopt a map,

Mr. Loe reaclled that he was not asking for a reszoning but merely
a variance. He stated that now he has a rooms for rent sign out and

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

property. He guoted experta as saying this.
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Mr. V. Smith said he thought it foolish to act in the face of the
Resolution because if Alexandria did not like it they would change
this use, or it might be necessary Lo go to cowrt and that it would
be a more friendly gesture to make the request for a variance from
Alexandria.

Mr,Schumann said the Board could very well grant this but Alex-
andria could ijumediately force discontinuance of a duplex and set
this up as a one family area - that it was far better to Zo diraect
to the Alexandria Board ofZoning Appeals.

Mr, Homilton, Mp, Pearcell, and Mrs Sumpter spoke opposting. They
are all close neighbors.

Mr.V.3mith moved thut the Board reapect the Reasolution presented
by the City Council of Alexandria in view of annexation of this ter
ritory on January 1lst. Seconded. JB Smith. Carried.

Mr.Schumann suggested that it would be better for Mr. Loe if he
withdrew his application. No action was taken on this.

Sol Netzer, for extension of'tenporary permit to have building 31 ft
from right of way of Leesburg Pike for soda bar, on 10;000 square
feet, on the east side of leesburg Pike, 200 feet south of Powell
Street, Falls Church District.

Mr. Netser said this was an extension of an application that was
granted for one year. KX letter was read from ', Hollowell had had
his property zoned General Business while theBoard of Supervisors
had refused to zone his to the same classification. He was asking
relief from a Rural Business setback, Mr. Hollowell is setting back

35 feet - farther than required., His is a midget kitchen which could
easily be moved if the road is widened, Mr, Netzer said, He said thl
Highway Department already has the 25 feet extra they will ned to
widen Rt. 7. His pumps are now 38 feet from the sidewalk. Mr, ]
Schumann asked how much of Mr, Netzer's land the Highway Department
would take to widen Rt, 7. Mr. Netaer said none,

Mr.V.5mith asked why the Board of Supervisors did not rezoane Mr.
Netgzer's property to General Buainesa., Mr. Schumann said they wish-
to maintain the 50 foot setback from Rt. 7. Holowell's praperty is
the only pbce soned to Genersl Business in that area but he is hold-
ing to Hural Business setbacks.

Mr.V.5mith thought the setbacks should be uniform, that the Board
should not allow anything nearer the right of way than 35 feet,

Mr. Netzer said this was only temporary - this building= a year to
Year proposition, .

Mr. JB Smith moved that the application be dernied because the sst-
backs on Bt. 7 should/maintained. VSmith seconded. Carried,

Mr.V.Smith moved that Mr,.Schumann take up with theBoard of Bup&r-

visors the idea of reszoning Mr. Hollowell's property from General to




10 - Arla Gill, %o arect dwelling within 30 feet of Brookside Drive, Lot

' ares, on NW side of Ingleside Avenue, approximately 300 yards west of

- from Rt. 50, however the drawings were not to scale. *r. V.Smith

December 18, 1953

RBural Business so the setbacks along ®¢. 7 will be uniform and that
the letter from Mr. Hollowell be made a part of this request, JBSmitH
seconded. Carried. (A letter from Mr. Hollowell was read opposing
Mr. Netzer's application because of setbacks)

P. E, Myers, for permission to extend motel, location - on the south |

side of Rt, 50, across from Arbogast Service Station, Providencs
Dietrict. ]

Mr, Lillard represented br, Myers. The reason of this application
is to complete the original plan of construction. There were no ob-
Jections., Mr.¥, Smith aald this was a good setup but the Board shoul
have plans showing a survey and the exact location of the buildings.
Mr.Schumann thought the plan presented was sufficient.

Mr. Myers said he had a certified blueprint in his car. The case
was deferred for him to get the plan. Motion, V.Snit.h; aeconded, JB
Smith. Carried, '

Wallace N. and R. D. Hansborouygh, to divide lots with less width and

Rt. 123, Providence District.

Nr. Hansborough said there was not enough land to get the aquarse
footage required and the area. Each lot would have about 13,000 aq.
feet with less than the 90 foot frontage. He said the Health Bepart
ment would approve the septic field.

Mr.¥, Smith said he did not think this good planning, there was no
hardship involved and he was opposed to this divisicn of land. He
suggested buying wore land in the rear to at least have the required
area. He couldnt see granting less frontage and leas area both, He
moved to defer the application until January 15th for ar. Hansborough
to do what he could with getting more ground. Seconded, JB Smith
farried, -

Mr, P, E. Myers returnad with his blueprints, showing the distapce

thought. theBoard should have a acale drawing so they would know what
they were granting. &Nr, Schumann suggested that Mr. Myer could have
printa made fom the original linen. Mr, V, Smith moved to grant the
application provided Mr. Myer furnish two additional blueprints sub-
Ject _t.o‘ the drawings as submitted. JB Smith seconded. Carried.

E. L. Prince, for permission to extend motel, located on the south
side of Lee Bouleva;-d, approximately 2630.1), feet west of Fairfax
Circle, Providence District. There was no opposition.

The Board thought the plats submitted by Mr. Prifge were unsatis-
Tactory. Mr. Prince said if the Board would defer the case for a fay
minutes he could furnish blue‘print.s. Mr. V.5mith moved to defer act-
ion for proper plats. Seconded, JB Smith. Carried.
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306, Section I, Chesterbrook Woods, Providence District.

Mrs. Gill showed the topography of the ground, In order to £st ‘f L{ L{

the septic Tield in and not be too near the stream it was necessary
to locate the house nearer to the street. A stream runs across the
property and the ground is low. The Health Department had suggested
getting this vwariance sc the field co;ld be located with the proper
drainage. There was no opposition.

Mr, ¥.3mith augg-at;d re-channeling the stream but 1t was agreed
that this was too expensive. Mr.Smith said this was a new subdivi-
slon and he felt other variances would be asked for the sume reason.

Mrs. Gill said the stream affected only three lots. Kr. Smith
said he would prefer to see the property. Hs thought it might be
granted on topography. Mr. fiare thought a little bulldoser work
might help.

¥r. V. Smith moved to graat the application because of the topo-
graphy of the ground and the problem encluntered in locating the
septic field, because of the location of the stream, Mr. Harr sec.
ondea. Carried. )

C. and P, Telephone Company of Virginia, for permission to ersct
telephone exchange on ground located approximately 1000 feet east ofl
Rt. I on the north side of Popkins Road, Mt. Vernon District.

Mr. Armistead Boothe and Mr, Msad appesred for the Company. This
exchange is to take care of the teiephones south of Hunting Creek,.
The building will cost $250,000 - brick, They have sufficient land
to meet all required setbacks. It will be 60 feet from the street
to allow for widening. Thers were no objections, Mr. Mead said thaT
company had a similar building in Maryland.

Mr. Y. Smith moved to grant the application bacause it is a nec-
ensary utliility and will not affect adversely ad joining property.
Mr. Harr seconded. Carried.

Howard Steadmsn, L. B.Field, et al, for an interpretation of SeceionJ
9, Subsection A of the Fairfax County Zoning Ordinance, as same ap-
plies to the operation of the Virginiu Loncrete Company, Inc., op-
erating on Lot 18 and part of 19, Gordon's Addition to West Falls
Church, Falls Church District., this action having been preceded by
@ petition to the Zoning Adwinistrator who after one week indicated
he had been unable to decide and re uested that same be sent to thisl
Board,

Mr.Bloxton appeared supporting this case. Mr. Schumann introduced
Mr. Liddell, assistant to Mr., Marsh, who has knowledge of this case.

Mr. Blowton gave a summary of the background of this case. He
said that the VirginiaConcrete Company originally applied for Indus-
trial zoning on Lot 18. This was granted and they conducted opera-

tions on that lot for Some time. They had thought that Lot 19 was
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in the City of Falls Church and that it was zoned Industriaul. The
operations had extended to Lot 19. Therefore the Company asked for
the rezoning of Lot 19 to Industrisl and it was granted under protesi
from property owners in the neighborhood. BHefore the rezoning it
had been determined by a boundary dispute that Lot 19 was in the
county and during the time preceding the rezoning the Company was
operating on Lot 19 in violation of the Ordimnca; but nothing was
said about it, although citisens had protested the use. The residend
ces of the people objecting to this use are all within 2000 feet of
the Use and therefore it is against the Ordinance to manufacture cond

crete, The question has come up whether or not the Company is manu-

faeturing concrete. The defendant claims they are not manufacturing|

concrete therefore this section of the Ordinance (regarding the 2000
foot setback) doss not apply. ¢

Mr,Bloxton said the property in this vicinity is adversely affect-
ed, that theCompany is manufacturing concrete and operating within
2000 feet of residential property - t.hereforah:asldt.he discontinuance
of this use.

Mr.Bloxton said it was fantastic to claim that they were not manu-
facturing conerete « that it was purely a technical point - just
when the.actual manufacture of concrete takes place, He showed a
ticket for purchase and delivery of concrete manufactured by this
Company, on the premises, The claim, Mr.Bloxton said, that concrete
was not menufactured until water was mixed with the other ingredient
was without foundation because of the natural abscrbtion of moisture
in the sand and gravel - that when these materials, sand, gravel,
and cement are put together the chemical procese starts and % i
in the making. The chemital process starts and continues {rom the
first introduction of this moliasture.

Mr. Bloxton referred to Section 9 of the Ordinance. He m
od the intent of the Ordinance - to promote health, salety, morals,
and general welfare of the community. The intent of the Crdinance
is to protect people in the immediate vicinity from obnoxious busi~
ness uses. In this case there was no thought given to noise/ dust
from the heavy ejuipment, which were certainly detrimental to nearby
property owners and they should have been protected under the Ordi-
nance. He defined manufacturing as being a contimuing process - the
procesas of changing frcm raw materlials to a new process; the manu-
facture of concrete as the mixturs of cement, sand, crushed rock and
water and showing that chemical process goes on over a period of a
long time. He quoted from a case which involved the location of the
manufacture of M showing that the manufacture of m“o%t takes

place over a period of time.

¥y ,Bloxton said theVirginia “onerete is in the business of manufac

& 4‘3‘
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uring M- they offer it for sale and are operating in an In-
dustrial Zone which is used espscially for manufacturing. The ap-
plicant states that chemical action started when the egand was put
in and the resultant moisture started chemical action.

Mr.Gler Richard represented the opposition to this petition.
He said the Company had had no formal notice of this ?oaring. He
gave the definipioniof manufacturing as a process of changing into
a new form. Mr.Richard sald that many of Mr.Bloxton's comments

wers in error - so in order that theBoard be not misinformed he

would give a brief background of this case. He said for a long timp

the Virginia Concrete Company had thought that Lot 19 was in the
City of Falls “hurch and therefore was industrially zoned, 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 County,
they applied for rezening of Lot 19 to Industrial - the same as Lo
17 and 18. He. said the same arguments as presented today were pre-|
sented before the Bourd of Supervisors at the rszoning - yet they
resoned Lot 19. He said the Board of Supervisora knew of the use
proposed to be made of this property and of the 2000 feet restrict-
ion from residential property.

Mr.Richard said the makings of fﬂiﬂﬂs were on these premises but
contrary to Mr.Bloxton's contention there was no mixing of the mate
ials on the premises. The sand, gravel, and cement were taken to
the job in separate piles, hasled out on a truck to the Jjob = wgter
was taken in another tank and mixed on the job. The materials were
all dry until they reached the job - therefore ne action was start-
ed. He said theVirginia Concrete Compuny admitted the manufacture
of 28w vut not on Lots 18 and 19, He said Mr, Shepardson, an
officer in the Virginia Concreté Company was present to answer
yuestions,

The Chairman asked Mr,Schumann Tor a statement. *r. Schumenn
sald a conference had been wald with Mr. Marsh at which all contern
ed were present - to determine if there had been a violation on
Lot 19. Mr. Marsh said this was not a legal question but a guestio
of fact and therefore it was up to theBourd of Appeals. Mr. Schuma
sald he himself had not been convinced that there was a violation-
he was not sure that manufacturing took place on the property, ther
fore had asked ¥r.Bloxton te get a decision from theBoard of Appeal

Mr. V.Smith asked if materiuls could stand for three weeks with-
out chemical action. Mr. Sheppardson said yes - they had done that
He stated that the dry materials and water were weighed and mixed
on the job.

There was discussion about the filing of the petition in protest.

Mr. Schumann said it should be filed with the Zoning Administrator-




December 18; 1951
that this case was rightfully now before the Board of Appeals and if|
the 1081;3 side is dissatisfied the case could go to the courts.

Mr.Bloxton said the citizens in this neighborhood are simply ask-
ing for the laws to be obeyed. MHe said if this concrete company was
operating as they say - mixing Mon the job - it is operating
differently from any he had ever heard of and such a method was un-
known to the business in which they are engaged. The question for
the Board to determine is whether or not concrete is being manufact-
ured on the premises. The citizens in this area are discouraged be-
cause they have not been able to get satisfaction from officlals of
Fairfex County, and that they were being given the run-arcund,

Mr., Shephardson said the materiuls were taken to the job separate-
ly and mixed there - there was no question about that.

Mr, Liddell recalled the meeting with Mr. Marsh. He stated that
in his opinien no court would make a decision on this case until the
Board of dppeals had acted - that this was the only procedure the
County could take and that the citigens in this area are not merely
being put off as Mr. Bloxton said. It was the proper channel for a
decision. If the decision here is unsatisfactory - appeal to the
Courts.

ﬂrf Richard said, in his opinion, Mr. Bloxton's argument was based
on the misapprehension that the materials are miked on the property
but that since they are plled in layera in trucks no agitation what-
ever takes place. This is the same process used by the Virginia
Concrete Company in all their plants.

My .Field stated that since Mr, Marsh had said this waa a case of
fact rather than of law - then if it is established that the manu-
facture of concrete has been taking place on the premises - the Com-
pany is in violation because that manufacture ia taking place within
2000 feet of a residential area. In other words, the gquestion is
whether or not manufacturing is taking place within the 2600 fee;.
Any manufacture, Mr. Field stated, is 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 has begun.
He safd that even if the materials were put together in layers it
would in time 50 into & condition of concrete, therefore this 1s the
beginning of the process. All materials are there and the process
has begun. Are they engaged in any part of nanufacturingz Mr.Fisld
sald he believed they were, -

Mr.Dawson said it was evident that 1f manufacturing was carried on
it was in viclation as the residential] lines are not 2000 feet away.
He asked for those opposed to staqd. Mr. Field said the room had
been packed with those opposed when this was brought up before the
Board of Supervisors. Mr.Richard sald the Board will decide on the

G4 1y
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facts presented, not by the number of people on the petition,
The petition was read.

Mr, Prince returned with his blueprints. The Chairman asked to hear
Mr. Prince then adjourn for lunch. Mr, Prince showed his plats with
the plan he proposes to build. Mr. V. Smith moved to grant his ap~
plication nnd'Hr. Harr seconded. Carried.

The Board adjourned for lunch « convening and taking up the Stead-
man case.

Mr. V.Smith said if the Board were limited to acting under Sectio
9 he did not feel quulified to say whether or not manufacturing 1
actually wqs taking place but since the people in this area have
already indicated that they are affected adversely they might act
under the Acts of the Assembly setting up the Zoning Ordinance heda
ing to the "health, safety, and general welfare of the community”, T
8ince the purpose of the Zoning Ordinance is to promote the general
welfare of the community and has set out certain uses in certain
areas. In his opinien, Mr. Smith said, the Board is not in a posi-
tion legally to say if manufacturing ;a actually taking place - but
the evidence of the people shows they are being affected udversely.

M .Schumann said if the Board of Appeals tied their decision to
the provisions creating the Ordinance it might be well to meek the
legal advice of Mr. Liddell. Since this case might well end wp in
litigation, the Board should be in the best poaition possible to
defend its action., Mr. Mooreland went out to get Mr, Liddell,

Mr. Field said he thought the case should be decided on the basis
of the laws creating the Ordinance. It was Tound that Mr, Liddell
was out for the balance of the evening.

Mr. V.Smith said 1t was & very fine line between decisions, It
could go either way. Mr. JB Smith felt there certainiy was not a
complete process of manufacture.

Mr. V. Smith said if the Board granted this application they
should state that a nuisance exisets.

Mr. Dawson said he could not feel that separate piles of sand,
gravel, and Me constituted the manufacture of concrete.

Mr. V. Smith made the following motion: That it is the apinion of
the Board of Appeals that concrete is not being manufactured on Lot
18 and part of 19, Gordon's Additicn to Wept Falls Church but that
it 4s the opinion of the Board of Appeals that the storage of gravall
sand, and cement and the loading of the same on to trucks is at vars
iance with the inteat of the Acts of the Ueneral Assembly of Vir-
ginia, approved, March 30, 1936, Chapter L27, Acts of 1936 and Apri
1, 1938, Chapter 415, Acte of 1938, specifically the section where

the wording refers to the general welfare of the community,

Mr. Schumann said that this motion says in affect that the fact

Y4 &
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that this is not prohibited by statutes and is not for the public wal-~
fare, that the Ordinance does not serve the purposes that the lagiss
lation intended.

Me. ¥, Smith said we erred originelly in vermitting structures to ba
located less then 100 feet from propertv lines.

Mr.Field asked if 1t would be in order to include in the motion what
constitutes the mapufacture of &%‘ﬁ‘

Mr.Schusiann read the wording of the application. Mr. Fisld's sug-
gestion was not acted upon.

Mr. V.Smith withdrew his motion - the last part- and made the follow-
ing motion: That it is the opinion of the Board of Appeals that the
Virginia “wncrete Company is nct manpufacturing concrete on Lot 18 and
part of 19, Gordon's iddition to West Falls Church.

Mr.Bloxton thought Mr, Smith's statement which indicated that there
is a violation, adversely affecting the interests of the public ,should
be included in the motion. There was considerable discussion on this.

Mr.Richard sald thet since & court case will no doubt be filed how-
ever this decision goes he thought it would be better to leave the
mction as it is. Mr. Smith left his motion as lest stated. MNr. JEB.
Smithk seconded, Carried. ‘

Mr.Bloxton asked for a copy of the minutes since he would file an
appeal.

'DEFERRED CASES:

Maryhill Day School, to operate a day nursery school, Lot 46, Section
2, 109 Yoodlawn Avenue, GreenwayDowns, Fulls Church Distriect,

Mr.Baskin appeared as attorney representing Mrs. Benes who was also
present.

A petition with 24 names was read opposing this use,

The owner of the property in question was present seying he did not
object to the use of his home as @& sthool. mrs. Murphy, next door,als
said she did not oppose. She is renting but the owner of the projerty
Mr. E. R. Jones, sent & letter opposing.

Mr. Baskin read a letter from lMiss Adams of the State Welfars Depart
ment favoring this school. Mr. Baskin said this school would help to
£i)1 a erying need in Fairfax County fo; care of pre-school children,
since thefggggg{s could not take care of them-for workingmothers. It
was also impractical to put schools of this kind in a commercial area,
where pround is limited as well as light énd alr. Here the school
would be in & pleassnt atmosprere, no traffic problem, large enclosed
back vard, and that the children would notbe sllowed to run out or be-
come a nuisance. They would be transported by a station wagen. if
this.ever became a nuisance it could always be contralled by law.

The opposition spoke. krs. Marintelli opposed - the street is narrof

she said, and no parking space. Mr. Tyrrell, the owner of 109 spoke
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favoring, saying that he certainly would not jeoperdize his own
property.

Mr. V. Smith said he was certainly in sympathy with the need for
this kind of a school but he would move to deny the application be=
cause it affects adversely neighboring proparty. JB Smith seconded.
Carried.

George W.Soules, to aliow dwelling to remain 3-1/2 feet from Camerd
Street, Lot 18, and part of 19, Qak Park, Mt. Vermon District,
Mr, Fagelson appeared for the applicant. lie said that Cameron Streui

=]

had been dedicated many years ago (sbout 1926) but had never been
put through. This house was built gabout 1941, The present owners
bought the place in 1942, They have scld it and are waiting for
this case to clear up the title, since a loan cannot be granted wit4
the building so close to the line. Mr. Ragalson said it was a hardd
ship case because the purchaser.unn living in a rented room with hiT
wifp and children, waiting for this house._ This setback had not
been in question until the loan company came into the picture. Mr.
Fagelson has been hired as attorney to clear up the title; which is
dependent. upon this variance,

Mr.Dawson said there were probably many other old houses built t
same way - and sold without every having a survey. hﬂw
Mr. V. Smith moved to grant the application because the evidence
indicates that the dwelling was built prior to the Ordinance and it
will not ultimately affect the use of adjoining property, JB Smith

seconded. Carried.
Asbury Hammond, to use present buildings as vourist court on 2.62
acres on the north side of Rt. 211, opposite Willow Springs Garage,
Centerville District. 4 letter was read from Mr. Hammond asking fori
the law under which this Board operates, and asking for a 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 Bt. 1, immediately joining Keystone Court, Mt.
Vernon District. Mr. Lea asked to continue his case as he could
not be present. It was voted to defer this to the next meeting.
Fairfax Courthouse Development Corporation, to operate Sﬂﬂitnry
Land Fill on 18.375 acres located 100 feet south of Hunting Creek
Bridge, West side of U.S.#1, Mt.Vernon District.

No one was present and reperts had not come in from the Samitary
Engineer's office and the Health Department. It was moved by Mr.
V. Smith to defer this case. OSeconded, Mr. Harr., Carried.

$. Cooper Dawson, Chairwman
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A special meeting of the
Fairfax County Board of
Zoning Appeals was held
Dacember 31, 1951, in the
Board Room of the Fairfax
County Courthouse at 10
a.m. with the following
mesbers present: Messrs
5.Cooper Dawson, J.W.
Brookfisld, Verlin Smith,
JB Smith, and Herbert
Harr, Mr.Schumann Zon-
ing Administrator, was
present.

Martha Nutting Brookings and Robert Somers Brookings 11, Trustees,
for permission to erect an apartment house development on approx-
imately 50 ucres located on the north side ofBraddock Hoad about
11,200 feet weast of intersection with Quaker Lane, FallsChurch
District.

Mr.Edward Gasson presented Mrs.Brookings, whom he said would 1
discuss the case with the Bourd. Mr, Gasson made an opening state
ment - saying this application was actually Filed before the Board
of Supervisors had rezoned this land to Urban Residence because
Mrs, Brookings has a prospective purchaser and she wished to obe
tain this variance before the close of the year. The basis for
this recuest is that the immediate neighborhood justifies an apart-
ment developsent in this area. It is bordered by two large apart-
ment projects, Fairlington and very near - Parkfairfax, acrosa Rt.
7 and by 20 acres of business property and by property that is dafJ
initely urban in character. UWhen thie rezoning was requeated from
the Board'of Supervisors it was stated that the propossed use would
be apartments and the Board had not cbjected to that, The only
question before the Board of Supervisors was whether or not this
ground was particularly designed for apartments and the answer was
yes. Mr.Gasson asked Mrs. Brookinge to speak to the Board.

Mr. Schumann asked first to make a statement. He called to the
attention of the Board the Hesolution forwarded to this County by
the City Council of Alexandria asking that no zoning action be
taken in the territory to be annexed. Mr. Schumann recalled that
at the last meeting of theBoard of Appeals the Board had refused t
Act on a case located in this territory on the strength of this
Resolution. To be consistent the Board might not wish to act on
this, 4r, Schumann suggested that a vote be taken whether or not
the Board would hear this case. It was moved by Mr.Brookfield that]
this Board has a right to act on any property properly in the Countj
of Fairfax, therefore, that this case bs heard. HMr, Harr seconded,
Carried. (Dawson, Brookfield, and Harr voting Yes - JB not voting)
Mr.Gasson said this spplication was filed in good faith and that
officials of Alexandria knew of the filing and said nothing in pro~
test, He hoped the Board would go ahead with the case., Mr.V._Smith

voted Yes.
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¥rs. Brookings showed an aerial mep which was taken in 1943 uhicﬂ ‘{5—-2“

gave the picture of the heighboring property - partidularly the

nearness of the two large apartment developments - Fairlington and

Parkfairfax. This property, Mrs . Brookings said, had been zoned foJ

apartments at one time but the development did not £o ahead and t.hi l

right to bulld the apartment had lapsed, and the property reverted

to the original zoning. Mrs.Brookings showed a map dotting out th
density of population in the neighborhcod - Justifying she thought
the request for apartments, She said they did not apply for this I
use until they had a purchaser. The property is divided into two

parts, that for commercial use and that for apartments. It had
been understood that under the change of form of county government
in Fairfax that the County would freeze all regoning. Then it was
understocd that Alexandria would honor the Present toning in the
annexed territory. Later it was agreed by the Alexandria Council
that a master plan would be made for this newly annesxed territory
and the present zoning would not necessarily be henored, Therefor‘
since she had a purchaser, ¥rs.Brookings thought it wise to have T
rezoned and get the special use if possible, with the hope that it
would be honored by Alexundriu. 4t was & chain of circumstances
which led up to the filing of this application. There are now two

purchasers lingd up - one who wuld be satis{ied with remuining in l
Fairfax County - the other who is satisfied with the annexaticn to
Alexandria,

Mrs. Brookings sajd she had talked this move over with membersa ow
the staff at Episcopal High School and had found no opposition to
this apartment use. This was in the beginning. She had since rowT!
that they had changed their minds and were opposing it.

Mr.Dawson asked about the number of apartments. Mrs. Brookings
said Mr. Holland would answer that,

Mr. Holland said he was employed by the purchasers. fThe plans
were practically complete in so far as they could be without final

word from this Board. He showed elevations of the buildings and a

layout of the location of the buildings. He said there would be l
scme changes as in making a topographic map some parts of the land e
were found to be top steep for the type of building shown in the

plans. However, the gemeral plan was the same and he gesured the

Board that the architecture would be attractive, colonial in style,

and very much the seme thing as Parkfairfax. Each apartment has ay l

upstairs and downstairs and each is operated as an individual unit
Each will have its own heating unit - gas. tThey will be mostly 3
bedroom unita, only 10 percent having 2 bedrooms.

On the Braddock Roud frontage, Mr, Holland said, they had left L

much greater setback than required in order to make a better oute
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lock for the Episcopal High School, They were setting back 70 £eatJ
from the property line. This will allow for a 30 féot widening of
the Road and still maintain the 40 foot required setback. The buildr
ings on that aide will be especially well designed.

The setup will have 815 units. They have provided off street parkl
ing for 1 car per unit and have aliowed play areas for children.

#r.Dawson asked if the developers had thought of & buffer strip
between the development and Braddock Read with homes on this strip,
Mr. Hollund said they had but that the officials of the High Scheol
had preferred the apartments to small inexpensive homes, sold off ¢
1ndiv1§uals where there would be no control and perhaps the treatme
would not be as attractive aa having good looking buildinge along
this road. He said this was preferred by the developers (the wide
setback) as leaving a deep setback and wmaking the bulldings attrac-
tive they could get more rent and it would be more beneficial all
around,

The individual heating units were discussed. Mr, Dawson gquestion-
ed whether or not this was being done in the cheaper type apartments
Mr, Holland said this was done in apartment developments which were
spread out and only two stories as these would be. 1t wae far more
efficient than & central heating plant. There would be no boiler
room nor smoke stack. He said he was working on a large development]
at Fort Bragg where this type of heuting was used and it was very
satisfactory. 1t was not done in justthe cheaper places.

The denaity on th;u project will amount to 16 te the acre.

The recommendation of the Planning Commission was read by Mr.
Schumann - favoring this use.

by, Dawson asked for the opposition.

Mrs. Hichard Starr asked questions. Her property was located on
the map. OShe wondered if this would be opposed by Alexandria under
their zoning regulations, Mrs, Brookings said everything possible
had been done to satisfy both Alexandria and Fairfax County laws,
She said they had discussed this development with everyone concerned
and most had preferred apartmenta to small houses. The Dean at
Episcopal High School ha¢'thought apartments might be well for the
married students. She felt that this 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 since
it was known that this territory was going into Alexandria.

Mr. Holland said this was done because 6f kiexandria's decision
regarding zoning in this area as indicated in the Resolution sent to

453
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Mr. Harr asked when this project would start. Kr. Holland said
immediately.

Mr. Richard Thompson, Head Master at Episcopal High School, apokg
He said he was appearing as Head Master and alsc as & representati
of the citizens association in his community. He recalled the his
tory of the case. He recalled Mrs, Brookings' statement about the
rezoning in 1943 and the proposed apartments at thatitime. The
Head Master at that time had not objescted « not because he was un-
opposed to the development but his attitude was one of resignation.
He could not oppose it because of the war situation and his friends
ship for theBrookings but he was aick at heart because of the pro-
jected plan.

Mr,Thompson stated that Mrs, Brookings had talked this over with
officials at the school. He himself was thoroughly inexperienced
in matters of zoning and is new now 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 that they had considered
their property as a sacred rust and would naver do anything to hury
the school, Everyone at the School trusted the Brookings and
thought they would do nothing detrimental to the best interests of
the school. Mrs.Brookings had presented her plan 8o diplomatically
that they could not object, But when they finally realized the
import of this development they were actively opposed, It did loo
like a right about face in the attitude of the Schocl but was per-
fectly logical when seen from all viewpoints. This development,

Mr, Thompson said, 1a in reality row-housing. They will have abo
5000 people living in this concentrated area. By comparison with
Parkfairfax, Mr.Thompson said, Parkfairfax has 200 acres while thi
development will have only 50. Parkfairfax has provided for suffi-
cient recreational areas while this cannot with its limited acreag
The High School will be in the midast of a super-charged area. They
have boys in the school to whom they are trying to give a clean
wholesoms outlook and they wish to keep an open uncrowded area
surrounding. This ias one of the finest prep-schools in the state
and' he suggested that the entire county and stave will be harmed bT
allowing this blighted, dense area across from the school. He

said Mrs.Brookings went to people in the area and they could not
oppose this project - she had been too good a neighbor and friend-
but that her friends were heartsick over it. This is one of the
fineat residential areas in the County. They gll dislike opposing
Mrs. Brookings as they love the Brookings - all - but they cannot
do otherwise now. He realized the tremendous profit resulting from
this sale but he felt that the greaster harm to the nelghborhooed

was more important than such profit., He thanked the Board for its
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earnest consideration.

Mr. Dawson asked Mr. Thompscn what be thought about a buffer
strip. Mr. Thompson thought this might help - anything that would
reduce the density would be of tremendous value. '

Mr. V. 3mith asked about the density of Parkfairfax, MWr. Holland
said there were 1681 units (approximately 100 3 bedroom apartments,
863 - 2 bedroom, and 719 one bedroom - making a population of about
5,050,

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

He said Mrs. Brookings had come to him regarding this development
and that the Dean at that time hud preferred apartments to small
housing. He aaid Ar. Holland is before theBourd to sell a bil) of
goods, naturally, that he proposed to do certain things but that thp
new bopographic map shows that changes will have to ba made. He
beljeved that the entire project has not been thoroughly thought
out. More time should be taken for study and planning, FPairfax
County certainly hae not the time now for study and neigher has
Alexandria. This,Mr. Boogher said, is really duplex housing, He
was of the opinion that Alexandria would require a better type of
housing than this plan shows. He referred to working with the
Brockings - their kindneaa tc the Seﬁinary and their former cooper-
ation in every way. He said he had told Major Brookings that apartg
ments would be a good thing'for the married students but that this
was not the statement {rom the school. It was entirely his own ob-
servation. He/z{;agggmgggniine, stating that even Mr, Holland had
indicated that necessity. He suggested that possibly the contract
of sale was tied up with this decision. Mr. Gasson said that was
not so - that this action will have no effect whatever on the con-
tract. The purchaser has nothing to do with this application.

Mr.Richard Starr spoke on behalf of the Seminary Hill Associatio
which has approximately 100 members. This group has banded togethnl
to look after the best interests of the community. The ma jority of
the members are greatly disturbed over this development. They want
to maintain the character of the neighborhood and something of this
type would sc quick change the entire picture of the area. He felt
that great conslderation should be given before graating this use.

Mr, V, Smith asked how many people were at the meeting when this
was discussed and the voting. #Hr, Starr said approximately 100
present and the motion asking him to represent the group and oppose
this application was paased without oppbsition.

Mra, Starr sald they had lived in Parkfairfax during the war and
had like it, as wuch as they could like any apartment. Now they
have bought & acres and wish to maintain the country life. There

are both expensive and simple homes in their peighborhood - all
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types of peopie live on Seminary Hill and they like it that way,
They do not want the change to urbanization. They wish to maintai
ths churacter of their locality.

Mr.Gasson said he had talked to Mr. Thompson some time ago and
Hr, Thompson maid he had taken this up with theBoard of Trustees
and there were no objections.

Mr. Thompscn objected to this. He said what Mr. Gasson probably
had in mind was when the Brookings property waa offered for sale
he had taken thaet up with the Board of Trusteas to see if they
could buy the proparty - in order to protect the school ar find a
buyer for the property. But the Board did not have the money. Thaf
was all he had taken up with the Board of Trustees. "r.(Gasson ac-
cepted the correction.

Mr. Gasson said this was not a hurriedly worked out plan. Mrs,
Brookings had thought ihia over for a long time and he felt that
no more time was needed, Mrs. Brookings® friends knew of her plan,
long before it was presented here.

Mr, Gasaén said the Episcopal High School was very dear to him -
he had gone to the school and loved it dearly and disliked having
to oppose their wishes but that the changs was inevitable and
since there were apartments in the general neighborhood, the more
expensive housing naturally would not fit here effectively. It
would have to be either smuil homes or apartments to‘carry out the
already established tremd of development. The Brookings property
must be scld because of the death of Major Brookings. Expenses arﬁ
mpunting, 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 sould be
much more undesirable. The past actions of the Brookings show
that they wieh to do the best for the community.

Mr. Holland said that while Parkfairfax has much more acreage
there is much of the ground in that tract which is too steep for
either buildings or play areas, There is alsoc 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 granted -

then they are placed befors the Planning Commission. In this case
the plans are much further developed - at the expense of the pur-
chaser. Since so much hag already been put into the plans, they
definitely do plan to use them. He said the High School cannot
expect to keep this area in lts present character - with the 1ove1J
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 antag-
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onism if the Board granted this. Mr. Hollund thought not and sug-
gested that the action of the Board might well be carried out by
Alexandria, Alse if litigation took place the decision of thia
Board would be a factor in the decision of the court,

Mrs.Brockings was asked why they had planned soc many thres bad.
room apartments {90% 3 bedroom and 10% 2 bedroom}. She said they
were undyr the impression that FHA would finance apartments only
with 3 bedrocms.

Mrs.Brookings referred to the statement of this being a blighted!
areéa. Ghe recalled the zoning directly across from the High Schoc];T
as already being a blighted area. ]

Mr. Boogher said this was at one time zoned for duplex dwellings
but had been rezoned back to single Inmily‘dwéllings. It was a
little colored settlement which had been there for maEny many years
and many of the people living there had worked in the school. They|
had wanted to help these people and were glad to have the single
family zoning. The colored school is there. They do mot consider
this obnoxious, .

The comparative density of Parkfairfax and this 50 acres tract wah
discussed.

Kr. Thowpacn asied for a buffer strip between the high achool andr
the apartment ares. He asked for protection of the citisens in
this neighborhood.

Hr. V. Smith said he thought Mrs, Brookings was entitled to rightd
and protection from Fairfax County - that the Board is in a most
difficuit situation because of the annexation. He wished for the

-County to remain on a friendly basis with Alexandria and also to

protect the High School. He thought a buffer strép might be the

anawer. He discussed with Mr. Holland the idea of no through stre
‘connecting Leesburg Pike with the Braddock Road. Mr. Holland sai
the Planning Commission would insist upon this through street to
allow the flow of traffic from one street to another. He said thi
had been discussed but dropped immedlately as they knew it would
not conform to planning requirements.

Mr. V.Smith asked Mr. Holland about how much area is planned for
recreation, Approximately 3 acres, Mr, Hollund seid.

Mr. Harr asked how much contrel cowld be exercised with another
type of development - housing for example. Could this be controlld
ed to meet the objections of those in the area.

Mr.Schumenn sajd no control could be exercised architecturally
in Fairfax County. He did not know about Alexandria.

Mr., Hollund said no control on a single family development could
be exercised by Alexandria. The only control they could have

would be under a community unit plan., Then the Council could con-
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trol through the plans submitted, if the developer goes before the
Council for an exception as they would have %o do in this case.
Mr. Brookfield moved that the application be granted because in
his opinion it is a proper development for this area. He said

the fact that theBoard of Supervisors and the Planning Commission
had both acted favorably on this application was evidance that it
had been thought out and conaidered carefully., He was represent-
ing thePlanning Commission on this Board and wished to carry out
their wishes. Mr, Harr seconded, because in his opinion if other
development came into this area it probably would not be as desir-:
able as this plan as presented.

Mr, V. Smith asked to see the aerial photographs. He sald he
thought it appesred as though this was a logical site for apart-
ments but he did not think it necessary for this Board teo follow
the Board of Supervisors nor the Planning Commiesion. He thought
the area should be protected by a buffer zone. He felt it would
be a hardship on Mrs.Brookings to delay this further and that the
Board should work out somathing.,

Mr, Dawson asked all concerned what they thought of a buffer
strip of 250 feet from Braddock Road. .

Mr.V, Smith read from the Urdinance, Section 12, Paragraph F -
relating to "harmony with the purpgse and intent of the zoning
regulations and map and will not tend to affect adversely the usas
of neighboring property." He thought as much recreation area for
the children and parking area as possible should be provided,

Mr. Brookfield thought the 250 foot strip was satisfactory.

The use of this 250 foot strip was discussed - for play area, fo
housing, or for parking, or simply to be landscaped. T
Mr. V.Smith thought it should be reserved for the largest lot

sizes required in that area.

Mr, Holland thought that would not be effective as no one would
want to build first class homes next to an apartment development.
They could not secure an attractive use for this strip. The house
in this strip would be an isolated group - pushed up against apar01
ments, i

Extra frontage was discussed as a requirement for these lot. Mr.
Schumann said the Board would be amending the Ordinance and that
would not stick,

Mr, Holland thought this astback would be all right if it could
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 buffer strip, il properly controlled, would certainly

help.
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The use of this strip was discussed at length - just how far the
Board could control it. Mr., Schumann said they could not force a
single family development. Mr. 3Jtarr opposed the recreational areaﬁ
in thig strip. He thought it should be landscaped.

It was suggested that the Board ad journ for 5 minutes to frame

made the following motion which was re-worded by Mr. Schumann:
That the application be granted provided that no multiple dwelling
shall be built nearer than 250 feet tc the existing northerly right
of way line of Braddock Road. Mr. Harr seconded. GCarried. Mr. V.
Smith voted No and %r, Cooper Dawson did not vote,

Mr, V., 5mith said he felt there was noc protection in this motion
if theBoard cculd not rastrict development in this buffer strip.
Luck M. Mercer, for permission to operate nursing home in.a build-
ing with less than the required setbacks on Lot 20, Shirley Villa,
west side of Shirley Gate Road, No. 655, and 1/4 mile south of Rt.
211, Providence District.

Mre, Mercer appeared before the Board. The neighbor on one side
(Lot 19) was willing to sell and the Board thought it very wise
for her to purchase this as a protection to her future valua and to]
give ample space for this nuraing home, She had gotten the approv-)
al of both the State Fire Warden and the Health Department,

Mr.Brookfield thought this a very necessary thing since places
for old prople in the county were limited. He moved to grant the
application provided Mrs. Mercer purchases Lot 19 and add it to
this property for the nursing home. Seconded, Mr, ¥, Smith.Carri

Mr, Norman Loe came before the Board. At the last meeting of t::l

T

Board they had refused to act on his application for a duplex dwell]
ing in Delta Subdivision because this property is in the territiry
to be annexed to Alexandria. *®r. Loe said in view of the fact that
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 much and since the Board had
acted on the Brookings case he felt it perfectly in order to re-
open Mr. loe's case., Mr.V. Smith moved that the case be heard
again. Mr. Brookfield seconded. Carried,

Mr. Loe sald his house was still a duplex in fact but that 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 im the case of his having the duplex he
vwould not use. However, if he cannot use his dwelling as a duplex,

he will have a rooming house and also build on the vacant lot.

@Iy

o5 ‘?
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Mr. Hamilton, Mr. Pearcall, and Mr. Sumpter objected. They said
there were covenants on the property restricting to one family dwe
lings. #r.Schumann said the Board could grant a duplex according
to the Urdinunce cut the convenants could restrict that use.

Mr. Loe said he had taken the trouble to no;ify his opposers
that he was asking for this rehearing.

Mr.Broockfield moved to deny the case because this is a single
family dwelling neighborhood. Hr. JB Smith seconded. Carried,

Since this was lir, Cooper Dawson's last day on theBoard - his home
is in the annexed territory - it was voted to taka him to lunch.
The Board then would come¢ back and read minutes.

The meeting adjourned,

9. Cooper Uawson, Thalrman

fitad oo Fopls fut Wermaf

L] * *

January 15, 1952

The regular meeting of the

Failrfax County Board of Zone

ing Aspaala waa hald January

15, 1952 in theBoard Hoom of

the County Courthouse at 10:

00 a.m. with the following

members present: Messrs Brook-

field, who acted as Chairman,

Verlin Smith, J.B.Smith. Mr.

Haar was not present.
Lamar Linder, to construct addition to dwelling closer to Javier
Road than allowed by Ordinance, north side of Lee Boulevard, app-
réximately 3 miles east of Fairfax Circle, Falle Church 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 smi 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 meet the
required setback.

Mra, Linder sald she wanted to add a livlng room and hall. She
is 85 feet from Lee Boulevard and 46 feet from the 20 foot road.
She has signed the contract with Mr, Bridwell who has put in the
footings and paid him §810 on her contract.

Mr,.Clarke said thie was not a dedicated road - it was simply put
in so Mr, Javier, the neighbor, could get back to hie property and

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

4 6O
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was put in she should not be penalized. The contractor had been
étopped until this case could come before the Board.

Mrs. Lawson said this wes a deeicated road which had never been
brought up to specifications and therefore had not yet bean accepted
by the state.

Mr, V.Smith moved to view the property at noon and act on it imme-
diately after lunch, JB Smith seconded. Carried.

Mr. Clarke asked to have the case of the Fairfax Courthouse Develo
pment Corporation withdrawn because of title difficulties. The Boar
sait they would act on that at the time scheduled on the Agenda.

K. T.Broyhill & Scns, to allow dwelling on Lot 168 to remain 38.38
feet from Franklin Street and 3L.95 feet Trom Herbert 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 turn it the 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 discavermT
until a survey-loecation was made for the lcan. The Property across
the strset (Herbert) is a public park. The house ia brick. It is
under roof now. There were no objections.

It was noted that Herbert Street was very . steep and probably would
never be a through street. Kr. Verlin Smith asked where the garage
would go if the owner wanted one. There is no place on the 1o£ for
a garage. JB Smith moved to grant the application because it wae
apparently an honest mistake. V., Smith seconded. Carried,

N. L. Sasiadek, to construct snd operate motor court on 2.} acres
on the south side of Rt. 211, approximately 1770 feet west of FairfaL
Circle, Providence District,

Mr. Sasiadek appeared before the Board. He plans to build ten
units plus his living quarters. He had talked with the Health
Department and some grading will have to'be done for the septic fifj.
The sewer will eventually go across his property and he will hook o
to that later on - s0 his septic field will be temporary, He show-
ed the topography of his ground and the loéation of the buildings.
Construction will be brick veneer and redwood. He will have mostly
single units. '

Verlin Smith said if the Board granted this it would be just for
the units shown on the plat - not for Pcontemplated future” units.
The Board agreed.

V. 'Smith moved that the application be granted for the proposed
buildings as located on the rear part of the lot as shown on the pla

submitted., Seconded, JB Smith, Carried.

Roy L. Amick, to extend motor court, Lot 1, Boulevard Courts, south
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-some difficulty with his neighbor which could not be settled peace-

because of this oppoaition the neighbor filed a couplaint with the

* be rented. He did reat it for a time after he built his main house,
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side of Lee Boulavard, appeoximately 1/2 mile west of Fairfax Cirel
Providence District.

+

Mr. Amick said he wished o0 add to his exiating motor court. His
plat showed the addition of three rooms and covering a terrace on
one side, The addition will be 55 feet from the front property
line., Verlim Smith sald he <ould see no cbjection. JB Smith moved
to grant the application for construction as shown on the plats,
maintaining setbacks as shown. V. Smith seconded. Carried.

Luria Brothers, to allow dwelling on Lot 5, Block 4, Section 3, to
remain 14.7 feet from side line and aliow carport to come 28 feet
from Sycamore Drive on Lot 15, Block 2, Section 2, Holmes Run Acres
Falls ChurchDistrict,

No one was pressnt to support the case. It was put at the bottom
of the list - motion V. Smith, seconded JB Smith.

Luria Brothers, to allow dwelling to remain 49.8 fset from street
Property line, Lot 10, Section I, Sleepy Hollow Knoll, Falls Church
District. Carried.

Ko one was present to support the case. Motion to put it at the
bottom of the list - Mr. V. Smith, seconded JB Samith. Carried.
Frederick F. Riley, to use cottage for aesrvants quaters, property
located on the sputh side of 0ld Courthouse Road, approximately 200
feet west of Route 123, Providence District,

‘Mr. Riley appeared before the Board, He went into the background
of his case. He bought the property in 1948. Thers was a cottage
on the back of the property which at that time was rented. He had

fully. He had opposed the rezoning of the neighbor's property and

zoning office against the use of this cottage as rental property.
Mr, Riley first knew of his violation/;;;n a notice from the Zoning
Office. He then asked for the variance. The people living in the
cottage now helped his wife who is 111, The records show that the
cottage is used for se;vante only. It is no longer rented. Theras
wag na opposition,

Mr, V.Smith asked how close the cottage is to the lot line, Mr.
Riley said about 10 feet, He =maid the cottage was built first and
occupied - then the main house was bullt and the cottage rented,

This was one of the conditions of the sale - that the cottuge could

He did not rent it after he knew he was in violation of the Ordinan-
ce. The neighbors on the other twe sides did not object. The ob-

Jecting neighbor had gone into the pliumbing business and had been -
very noisy earley in the morning - to which Mr., Riley objected. TheJ

the neighbor built a fence down the middle of the driveway - and a

¢l Bt i A
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series of small unpleasant thinga happened - which culminated in the
filing of this application. Mr. Riley has a little over 1/2 acre.

Mr. ¥.Smith questioned granting two houses ¢n 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 period
of one year. Seconded, JB Smith., Carried.

K. E.Blunt, Jr., to remedel nonconforming building which i3 located
closer to Rt. 629 and Rt. 1 than allowed by Crdinance, at junction
of Rt. 629 and U. 3. #1, Mt, Vernom Distriet.

Andrew Clarke represented the applicant. The plan is to enclose a
porch and enlarge the kitchen. The gascline pumps which were there
originally have been removed and the place will be run only as a resL
taurant, There were no objections, Mr. Clarke said there had been
some thought of closing Old U.S.#1 as it was not greatly traveled,
The new construction will not infringe further on the setback - it 1h
now 18 feet from Old U,S3.§1.

V. Smith moved to grant the application because it appears to be
an improvement ~setback to 18 feet from Old UiS.#1, &hd 45 Feet -froh
YiS,#ls-9B.Smith seconded. Carried,

Eftychlos Pikrallitas, to locate dwelling within 20 feet of side lin,
Lot 33, Boulevard .cres, Mt. Vernon District.

The applicant had sent a letter saying he had changes his plan to
B smaller house and could meet the required setbacks - therefore he
wished to withdraw this application. ¥.Smith moved that the case buJ
withdrawn. Seconded, JB Smith. Carried.

acres at the northwest corner of Popkins Lane and Davis Street, Mt,
Vernon District.

Mrs, Cooke, the applicant, appeared before the Board and explai
her plats. She will use the present dwelling for the school but
will probably, in the future, add another building for the school.
There is no development back of her property. It it built up a=-
eross the street. There were no objections, She will have about
20 cheldren. She has had the approyal of the State Fire Control
Board and of the Welfare Department. GShe is waiting for a report
from the Health Department., Mrs.Cooke said She has &n area of 40
x L0 feet on the first floor which 1a the part she will use for theL
school and will live upstairs. She is operating now in Alexandria,

Mr. V. Smith moved to grant the application subject to the appro
al of the State Fire Contrpl Beard, Health Department., and Welfare-
Board. JBSmith seconded. Carried,.

Irvin Payne, to replace nonconforming building 60.5 feet from centeg-
line of Rt. 123, Providence District.

Mr. Moyer appeared for the applicant. This building had been des
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stroyed by firé and the applicant wishes to replace it, It will by ({ é 7

. atvached to the building presently located on the property.

Verlin Smith said the Board would have to have certifiad plats bk
he thought this construction would be an excellent improvement, Mr
Moyer said all the buildings along there were too close but that l
this would be set back farther than the others. HWr, V, Smith amoved
to grant the application with a 60,5 Toot setback from the center-|
line of Rt. 123, JB Smith seconded. Carried.

12 -. Herman Slayton and Randolph Rouse, to construct additional unics l
and restaurant facilities to Virginla Motor Lodge, scuth side of
U.S.#1, approximately 1000 feet northeast of Quander Road, Mt.
Vernon District.

Mr, Andrew Clarke and Mr. Rouse appeared before the Board. There i
now one row ¢f courts on the property. The applicant wishes to
move the office and put in additional units.

Mr. ¥.5mith ssked about the parking space, Mr. Clarke sald more
than one car per unit = the entire area could park wore tham 100
cars. This would take care of the restuurant. Thia ares is sur-
rounded by business. Thaey have aporoximately 2 acres - have their

own well and public sewage,

Board had been requiring that in other cases, Mr, Clarke said that
could be furnished,

Mr. JB Smith said a certified plat was not presented and the I

Mr. JB Smith moved that the application be granted subjsct to thi
applicant furnishing certified plats which will conform to the
drawing presented at this hearing. Seconded, Mr. V.Smith.Carried.
DEFERRED CASES:

Wallace Hansborough, to divide 1o'f.s with less width and nreé than
required, approximately 300 y}::S west of Rt. 123, on the north-
west side of Ingleside Avenue, ProvidenceDistrict,

This case was deferred to give the applicant ;1 chance to obtain
more land - to give more area to his lots. There were no ob ject-
ions. Mr. Hansborough said the lot on the corner of Ingleside and
Poplar is sold and built upon, therefore no land could be purchused l
on that side, also Lot 3 joining on the opposite side is built up-
on. All lots jolning this property are large.

Mr. V.Smith said by dividing these three lots the property was a
subdivision and therefore should go before the PFlanning Commission | £
He thought the Boerd could not handle it. He suggested talking to I
Mr. Mocreland at the lunch hour and make a deciszion later in the
day. He so moved. Seconded JB Smith., Carried.

Oscar L, Briges, 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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present. Mr. Gibson said the applicant had built his building and
used it as a paint shop - then he put on an addition and before he
could get an occupancy permit an*’amendnent to the Ordinance was
passed reyuiring him to go before the Board of Appeals for an auto
paint and body work shop , therefore the Zoning Office ecould not
give hin an occupancy permit until he had come up before the Board
of Appeals for special use permit., Mr, Gibson sajd it was purely a
technicality - the part of the building was already occupied by thi
use - but because of this amendment this action before the Bourd wa
necessary.

Mr. V. Smith moved to defer the case until after lunéh as he had
been unable to lacate the property. Seconded JB Smith. Carried.

Mr.Gibson said that since he could not be there after lunch - if
there was any guestion or possibility of denying the case to please
defer it until the February meeting so he could be present. The
Board agreed.

Mr. Andrew Clarke asked for and presented & letter requesting the
withdrawal of Fairfax Courthouse Development Corporation bedause of
title diffficultiea, MNr. V.5mith moved to withdraw the case, second-
ed, Mr. JB Smith, Carried.

Asbury Hzemond, 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 & letter to theBoard questioning their right
te require a surveyor's plat. Mrs, Lawacn asked the Board to clarid
exactly what they reyuired in the matter of tourist courts - a cer-
tified plat or one drawn to scale. The Board discussed this.

Mr. V., Smith thought that while the amendment did not say certifi
plats, it should, in order that the Board might know exactly what
they were granting, He moved that it be recommended to the Planning)
Commission that Section 16, paragraph ¢ be amended to reyuire cer-
tified plats. Seconded, J.B.Smith. Carried.

me, ¥, Smith moved to defer this case until February 19th and re-
gquire plats drawn to scale showing all buildings and their setbacks
now located on the property. Seconded, JB Smith, Cerried.

THE BOARD ADJCURNED FOR LUNGH

The Board reconvened and took up the Qacar L. Briggs case. Mr. V.
Smith moved to grant the applicaticn subject to Section 16 and parts
of the section applicable to an auto body shop and that no storage of
wrecking of vehiclea be allowed on the premises. Seconded, JB Smith.
Carriled,

The Lamar Linder case: JB Smith moved to grant the application and
that the addition be located within L6 Feet of the side property
line. ¥, Smith seconded. Carried.
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The Hansborough cage: Mr, Hansborough had talked with Mr, Kelly
of the Planning Commission who sald the PlanningCommission could
not o.k. & subdivision plat with these smaller lots sizes without 4
approval of the Board of Appeals granting these three lots with le
frontage and area than the Planning Oommiesion would require. He
said if the Board granted these three smsller 1lota 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
Commisaion then come to the Board for approval of the three lots
which will be within the subdivision.

Hr. 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 30°days. JB Smith seconded.
Carried,

Frank lea, to erect and operate tourist court on the west side of
U.S.#1, immediately joining Keystone Courts, Mt.Vernon District.

The smcretary read a letter #rom Mr. Lea stating that he would
postpone construction until prices were better. He did not ask Fon
derer;ment. The Board instructed the secretary to write Mr. Lea

and ask if he wished deferrment or if he wished vo drop the .case.

It was decided to postpone election of officers for theBoard un-
til the new member, who would take Mr, Dawson's place, would be
appointed. General Wm. Henry Holcombe was discussed as a posgsitle
appointee to take Mr, Dowson's place. He was formerly District
Engineer and also Comﬁandﬂnt at Fort Belveir. Mr. JB Smith moved
that Mr. Brookfield go before the Board of Supervisors and recom-
menf the .appointment of General Holcomb to the Board of Appeals.
Seconded, Mr. V. Smith. Carried, Unanimously
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February J9, 1952
The reguiar mecting of the

Fairfax County Board of Zoning

Appeals was beld February 19,

1952 in the Board Room of the

Fairfax County Courthouse st

10:00 a.m. with the following

Fre1d, Voriin Seith. 7B Smich,

nuil Mr. Harr d the new member,
gggiug sgcctor, and Mr.
umann, Zoning Administra-

toT Were also present.
Mr.Brockfield, acting as Chairman, asked for nominations for chair-
man, Mr, V. Smith nominated My.Brookfield., Mr. JB Smith seconded
and woved that the nominations be cloased. Carried unanimously, Mr.
JB Smith nominated Mr. V. Saith for Yice-Chairman. Mr. Harr secunde1
and moved the nominatipns be closed. Carried. Unanimously.
E. W. Trumpower, to have garage-workshop on approximately 1/2 acre
on the south side of Rt. 644, approximately 300 yards west of interd
section of Rt, 644 and 617, Mt. Vernon District.

Mr. Trumpower appeared before the Board. He said he wished to
have a part time shop. The building is cinderblock. Mr. White saw
the property and talked with neighbors who did not ocbject - in fact
vere pleased to have this shop in the neighborhood. He saw no ob-
Jectlen to granting the application.

Mr. Harr moved to grant the application provided thsre will be no
storage of wrecked cars on the premises and subject to the provisins
in Section 16 of the Ordinance. Seconded, V. Saith. Carried.
Louise H. Shugar, to operate nursery school and kindergarten on 10
acres on the south side of Rt. 64k, approximately .5 wiles east of
Ward's corner, Mt. Vernon District,

Mr. Leroy Benhelm appeared with the applicant. Mrw. Shugar has
been operating a kindergarten on thase pramises for one year - not
knowing it was necessary to coms hefore ﬁhe Board. She has about
50 children attending., Her school has a high standing and offers
many special features not wsually found in achocls of this kind,

She haa/:egular staff of teachers, registered nurse, dietitiun,
dancing teacher, housekeeper, maids and nursery teacher. The Doctor
comes f times a year, Ten parents were present whose children are
in the school. They favored continuing the school. Mrs. Shugqn
said she had complisd with all welfare and health regulations, Mr.
Benheim said in his opinion this school was a credit to the County.

There was no opposition. Mr., ¥. Smith asked about the Fire Con-
trol Board, Mrs. Shugar séid they had put in fire extinguishing
apparatus at the request of the Alexandria Fire Department. Mr.
Brookfield thought she should have the approval of the State as alaJ
Mr, ¥, Smith thought.

The building is & two story frame - 8 rooms.

q0¢:
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M¥r. V. Smith movec to grant the application sub ject to approval
of the State fire Control Board because it meets the requirement.s
for such use provided in Section 12 - F-2 of the Zoning Ordinance.
Seconded, JB Smith. Carried,

Arlandriafax, Corp., to allow dwelling to remain 24.9 fset from
side property line, Lot 25A, Section 2, M., Zephyr, Mt. V. rnon
District.

Mr. Marshall appeared for the company. The house is built and
sold. When the final survey was made it was found to be theee few
inches short of the required setback. There was no opposition,

Mr. White had Qeen the building. While he did not think it was
too bad he expressed the need for conformance to requirezents and
thought the habit of ais-locating dwellings should be stopped .,

Judge Hamel stated that he could see a possible error- but thou-
ght it might be necessary sooner or later to deny cases of this
type.

Mr.Brookfield said this being a single case probably was an ar
but he could see no Jjustification of granting 8 group of houssa. M
Mooreland said this was the first error in this particular subhdivia)
sion.

Mr. JB Smith moved to grant the application because it appeared
to be an honest mistake. Seconded, Mr. Haar. Carried.

Arlandrisfax Corp., to allow dwelling to remain 23.5 feet from side|
line, Lot 274, Section 2, Mt.Zephyr, Mt. Vernon Distrioct,

Mr. Marshall said this was a similar case and asked the Board to
grant it for the same reason as Lot 25A,

Judge Hamel moved to grant the application because it appeared to
be an honest error. Seconded, JB Smith. Carried,

Mrs. “awson asked the Board to take up the Beal case as his time wal
past and Mr. Beal had to leave by plane within an hour. The Board
agreed,

Robert W, Beal, to locate detached grage within 6 inches of the aidd
property line, Lot 2, Block 3, Fairhaven, Mt. V,rnon District.

Mr. Besl said because of the peculiar shape of the lot this was
the only way he could locate a garage. 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. ¥Vhite agreed about the location of the garage but thought it
was very close to the house, The construction will be asbestos
shingle - which Mr, JB Smith said wae not fireproof. The garage wil
not be behind the back line of the house and will be about 3 feet
from the house,

Mr. Beal said he would build the garage of cinderblock if the

Board wished. Mr. Mooreland said the building inspector (he though‘
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would require a fire wall for a garage that c¢lose to the line.

Mr. V. Smith moved to defer the ¢tase until the mext ragular mest-
ing in order to view the property. Seconded JB Smith. Carried.

Mr. Brookfield recalled that the Board had ruled that any g€arage
located closer to a dwelling thaun 5 feet would be considered attachd
ed. Mr. V. Smith suggested that Mr. Mooreland check with the build4
ing Inspector regarding his requirements in a case like this.

L. R.Broyhill, to alloew dwellings to be erected closer to property
line than allowed by Ordinance, Lots LOA and 41A, Chesterfield,
Providence District.

This is a corner lot - Bubdivided before the amendment requiring
vwider corner lots. It is impossible tec get a fair sized house on
this lot and meet the required setbacks.

Mr,Schumann noted that by meeting the reyuired 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
sald he could stake out the house so the Board could see how the
bullding would be located,

Mr, Schumann said thet since this amendment was passed after this,
subdivision was on record, the County was forced to approve these
corner lot sizes, While they knew it would not be possible to builg
a normal sisze house. They could not force the developer to create aj
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 this property.

Mr. Brookfield suggested deferring this sase. Mr. V. Smith tho '
the Board should establish what they were going to do with these

nite setback which the Board would grant. Br, Smith moved to defer
the case 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. Smiéh to confer with Mr.Schumann on this and
report back at the next meeting,

L. R.Broyhill, to locate dwellings as follows: Lot 26A - 37.9 feet
from front property line and Lot 67A - 38.9 feet from front line,
Chesterfield, Section I, Providence Dist,

Mr,Broyhill 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 fired his surveyod
Mr. Brookfield said Mr. Broyhill was not responsible [or the error
and thought he should not be penalized.

¥r. V. Smith moved to grant the application because it would be a

hardship to move the houses and it appeared to be an honest error:

469
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-Eskridge said the entrance would be from Lee Boulevard and an out-
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Seconded, JB Smith. Carried.

B, V.Godwin, to erece dwelling with less than requirsd setbacks
from front and side lines, Lot 26, Section 2, Englandboro, Falls
Church Diatrict,

Mr.Godwin said there were two springs on his property which made
it impossible to locate the house properly. The ground is not
solid.

Mr, White had seen the property and agreed that it was low and
swampy, Mr, Godwin said the ground where he is locating his house

is the only solid ground he has. He haa not yet checked for a sep-
tic field.

Hr. ¥, Smith moved to granmt the application to locate the dwell
not less than L8 feeP from the fromt property line nor less than
feet from the side linee because of a topographic condition and be-
cause public water will soon be available. Seconded, Mr, Harr.
Carried. .

Parson Weems Antique Shop, to conduct antique shop for an unlimiced!
pericd or at least ? years, on Lot 53, Section 2, Wellington, Mt.

Vernon District.

Mrs. Slayden appeared before the Board. This case had been grant
ed for a periocd of one year = which would terminate in Seplember,
1952. Mrs. Slayden said she wanted to make extensive repairs to
the building and to install new equipment but did not fes)l Becure
in doing this with only the one year permit. The opposition which
had appeared at the {irat hearing was now resolved and the neigh-
boerhood was pleased with Mrs. Slayden's conduct of the place.

Mr. V. Smith moved to grant the application to the present oper=-
tors of Parson Weems Antique Shop, subject to provisions of Sectio
16, Par. D of the Ordinance, which would give any resldent adverse-
ly affected the right to apply to the Board of Zoning Appeals for
relief.. Mr, Harr seconded. Carried,

Wm. H. Eskridge, to erect and operate motel on Lot 20, East Fairfax
Park, Providence District, (Lee Blvd, and Osk Street})

Mr. Eskridge said he would construct an 8 unit court with his own
living quarterm and a basement, Living quarters will be upstairs,
It will be brick construction and cinderblock. This property joins:

the Cirecle Motor Court, The ingress aﬁd egress were discussed, Mr,

let to Qak Strest, with space to drive all the way around the court
Mr. V. Smith said the plans meet the requirements except the eketch
did not show the ingress and egress - which had the approval of the
Highway Department. There was no opposition.

Mr.V, Smith moved to grant the application aa per plat submitted

provided applicant provides an entrance from Les Boulevard on the
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east side of the lot and an exit on Oak Street subject to the approﬁ+

al of the State Highway Department. Seconded, JB Smith, Carried. ‘_/ ’7 / 1

Meredith Capper, to construct 6 cabins for motor court - § Teet froug
side property 1line, on 3-2/10 acres, on the west side of Rt. 7, ‘
about 1 mile west of Tyson's Corner, Providence District, ‘

Mr. Capper appeared before the Board. He maid the joining propert}.
was gzoned business. Mr. V. Smith questioned whether or not the I
Joining property was soned back farther than 200 feet. He moved
that this case be deferrad to check this zoning. Seconded, JB Smith §
Carried. '
Edward E. Hurbert, to conduct nursing Home on © acres on the waest

side of Spring Hill Road, approximately 200 fset south of Geongetou*

Mr. Hurbert and Mr. H. E. Bryan appeared before the Board. They
have contacted the Health Department but have not yet received a re-
port on the purity of the water. Mr. Bryan said the Fire Control
Board had told them they did not have to approve such a business if
thera were less than 10 pecple in occupancy. Mr. Hubert will not
have more than 10. The Sgate Fire Marshall said the local Fire Mard
shall would check the building, since there would be only the 10,
patients. It was brought out that Fairfax County has no Fire Mar-
shall., The building to be used is brick conetruction, approximately
50 x 50 feet.

Judge Hamel questioned whether or not it was wise to grant some-
thing of this type on apermanent basis, since the character of the
neighberhood might change and thiz would not longer be desirable. Mrl

V. Smith stated that 1f it proved to be detrimental the ntighborhoo:l-

had the right to appeal to theBoard - the application should be gra
ed on that basis.

Mr. White suggested that the application might bs granted on the
basis of only 10 people in occupancy, if it expanded the appiilcant
would necessarily come to the Board. There were no objections to
this use.

Mr. Harr moved to grant the application subject to the use for not
more than 10 persons and subject to all State and County requirsmentd.

Mr, Price suggested that the application be granted subject tc the
present ownership. Mr. Harr added this to his motion, "subject to thp
present operator and subject to requirements of Section 16, par. D

of the Zoning Ordinance." V. Smith seconded. Carried.

br.3chumann returned with the zening picture surrounding Meredith
Capmr's property. He found that the Regan property, joinimg Mr.
Capper was rezoned to & depth of 250 feet which would leave the new
unita proposed to be constructed joining residential property. This

would require a 15 foot side setback, WNr, Gapper had asked for §

YR
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feet,

Mr, Schumann asked Mr. Capper why he could not put the buildings
farther forward - then they would border business rroperty and
could come to the property line. Mr. Capper said he had planned to
put & gift shop and florist shop nearer the street - in font of
the courts and directly acroas from his nursery.

Mr.Schumann said the Ordinance specifically requires a 15 foot
sestback (business joining Suburban Residence property} for the pre-
tection of the residential property. Mr. V. Smith said if this
were allowd to come closer it might influence Mrs. Regan to ask for
rezoning on her property. He saw no reason to grant such a varianc

Mr. Cepper said he already had 6 cabins on this property. This is
an extension of an existing use.

¥r. V. Smith moved to grant the applicant the right to locate &
additional units on the property but that the buildings should be
located 15 feet from the side line and 25 feet from the back line.

JB Smith sconded. Mr. Smith added and #r, JB Smith concurred - "gub}

ject to Section 16.% Carried.

D. D. Vig, to compiete dwelling with 14,28 foot setback from side
property line, on 1/2 acre on the north side of Chain Bridge Road,
approximately 1/i mile west of MclLesn, Providence District.

The plat showed that Mr. Via has plenty of room but the houss was
shifted to an angle, not follewing the let lines. This pushed one
corner too near the side line. It is a 9 inch variance,

Mr., V. Smith moved to grunt the application because it has the
necessary frontage and if the house were properly situated itwould
meet the required setbacks and it would be a hardship to move the
dwelling. Seconded, Judge Hamel. Carried.

Edith Thompson, to operate a motel on 2 acres on Lee Highway across
from Pleansant Acres Tourist Court, Centerville District.

The proposed construction would be cinderblock-studde. There wgs
ne opposition.

Mr.Schumann said the Board should be very careful in granting per
mitted usea in an area where there was no business zoning, to be
sure the use blends with the character of the location and would no
be confirary to uses along the Boulevapd. Mr, White agresd. In thi
case he thought it would be an improvement since the neighborhoed
was not too good. An antique shop, garage and restaurant are all
near - none of which would be hurt.

Mr. Brookfield thought the present building in the locatlion might.
be more of a detriment to this court than the other way about. The
court would cost sbout $40,000 « 13 rental units, 2 rooms for care-
taker, and later a laundry room.

Mr. JB Smith moved to grant the application, Mr. Harr seconded.
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Carried,

Nellie Grissom, 6 construct twe dwellings each to be located 55 ft
from center line of Rt. 635, 8 acres, approximately, on the north
side of Rt, 635 - .04 mile east of Beulah Road, Mt. Vernon District,

“rs.Grissom appeared before the Board. She has an irregular shap-
ed piece of ground - wide at one end and tapering te a point. Dir-
ectly back of the narrow end of her ground iz a gravel pit which in
time will be filled and she will try to buy a strip to fill out her
ground and make it wider and more buildable. At present if she
builds along Rt. 635 it would not be possible to set back the Full
50 feet required, It is a matter of topography. The ground slopesa
too much and is too rugged to set back properly. Therefore Mrs.
Griwsom asked to set the houses in line all along Rt. 635, which
would be about 55 feet from the centerline of the road.

Mr. V. Smith suggested filling in to get the proper level so the
applicant could meet the setbacks. Mrs. Grisson said that would be
too expensive and if she did meet the setback on the first lot it
would throw it out of line with the others which obviously could not]
meet the setback. She said this was rathaer a'poor neighborhood-
colored people joining on one side and not a good development. This
waa the only way she could Bet a reascnable use of her land . There
were no cobjections,

Mr. V.Smith said the Board had consistently tried to maintain setd
backs on reads, haiing beesn asked by the state to do so.

Mr.Schumann said in his opinion teppography was the only reason the
Board could grant this,

Mr. V.Smith moved to defer the application to view the property.
Seconded JB Smith. Carried.

Stafford Properties, Inc., to divide lot with less than required
srea, 20,468 square feet, Lot 2¢, Resubdivision of Lots in Stafford-
ald, FallaChurech District.

Mr. Stafford stated that lots in this area except his property ard
10,000 square feet and this one falls short a very small amount of
having the 1/2 acre required,

Judge Hamel moved to grant the application because the area is
only alightly less than squired and required setbacks can be met.
Mr. Harr seconded. Carried, Verlin Smith voted No.

#re. Lawson asked if Mr.Wright, on the Citadel Construction cases-
could be heard as the time advertised had passed and Mr.Wright had
a Civil Defense appeintment in Washington early iﬂ the afterncen.
Mr. V¥, Smith moved to take these cases now - JB Smith seceonded,
Carrid,

Citadel Construction Corporation, to complete dwellings located 6.9}
feet from side property line on 9 lots through 373 - 381, Section 8,

a3
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Bel-Air Subdivision, Falls Church District,

These casss were taken all together as they are oh one street an
all involve the same setback and are asking this variance for the
same reason.

Mr, Harry Otis Wright represented the applicant. He said the
original house location survey was started from the wrong pipes -
therefore throwing off the entire street. There is the required
distance betwsen housea (more than 20 feet) there is actually 26
feet, but the actual lot line is too close to one side of each house
If the lot line were changed, that is, if more property were bought
to add ta the end 1ot therefore relocating the lot line for each
house, it would destroy ohe entire lot, not having enough) in that
lot for proper frontage and area.

Mr.Schumann suggested it was difficult to eliminate the human
element, that posaible errors cannot always be avoided.

Judge Hame)l sgid that in effect the Ordinance was not being viola
ted, since there are 26 feet between houses. It was Just a watter
of lot lines and he did not see the practicability of requiring the
destroying of ancther lot just to relocate the aide lines, He mov-
ed to grant the applications for lota 373 through 381, Secbndod,
Mr, Harr. Carried. Mr. Brookfield voted No.

The Jack Stone Go., Inc,, to erect sign larger than “allowed, ex-
isting sign being 120 aquare feet, on Willsten Shopping Center,
Falla Church District.

Mr. Minton repressnted the company. He showed pictures and drawe
ings of the prépoued signs. This sign would be on the south side o
the Food Fair building, facing Lee Boulevard. Mr. Minton said the
owners felt that they were losing a great deal of business because
thair sign was visible from only one direction and because the
buildings set back so far from the Boulevard.

Mr. ¥.Smith was of the opinion that there was sufficient sign sl-

size, would creats a traffic hazard, The present sign is easily
seen by the trade coming out Lee Boulevard, Mr. Smithh sald, and to
allow this was practically to let the bars down for similar requautu.
He moved to deny the application bacause it does not conform to the
nminimum requirements of the Zoning Crdinance. Seconded, Judge Hame].
Carried.
R. E, and V. ¥. Strobel, to divide Lot I inte two lots esch of whic
will bs 65 feet wide, Lot I, Pirst Addition to Fairview, Mt.Vernon
Diatrict.

Each lot Mr. Strobel pointed out will be 62 feet x approximately

200 feey, There is a house on what would be one lot. These lots

should be 80 feet wide and have 12,000 square Leet. Sewer and

T s Al
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water are available.
Mr. Schumann said one year ago these lots would have conformed to
the requirements but the mmendment has reguired larger lot siges.
Judge Hamel asked what lot sires were general in the ntighhorhood.!
My. S5trobel sald most of them did not have the required arsa but didf

have more frontage than he 1a asking. There was no objection, from {

Mr.V. Smith moved to deny the application because it does not con-
form to the minimum requirements of the Ordinance and to act other-
wise would have a tendency to encourage numerous other comparable
lot owners to ask for the léle thing. Seconded, Judge Hanel.Carrich
Maynard Mickler, to divide lots with less than the required area and
frontage than required by the Ordinance, 9-1/2 acres, Mickler's
hddition to Pimmit Hills, rrovidenceDistrict.

Mr. Lytton Gibsen appeared for the petitioner. #r.Gibson said the
only reasen this application was brought to t heBoard was because theT
had understood that theBoard had granted a similar application a
short time ago. This property is practically surrounded by lots
with 10,000 square feet ares. Water and sewer are available and cur
snd gutter will be installed.

Mr,Schumann recalled the Twitchell case, which was the one Mr.Gib~
son referred to as having been granted smaller lot sizes by the Boar
This property wae entirely surrounded by smaller lots und the Board
of Supervisors had resoned joining property which it had been deter=
mined would be left in lerger lots as a buffer strip between the
large and small lets. ®r. Schumann did not considler the two caaes
parallsl,

#r, Gibson stated that he actually doubted ﬁhe Board's authority
teo grant this size lot - he doubted it in the Twitchell case, but
since they did grant the Twitchell case- his clients wished to apply|
for the same thing and asked that it be granted under the same au-
thority the Board thought they had had in the Twitchell case. He
sald the rcads planned would connect with established roads.

Judge hiamel doubted the wisdom and propristy of granting such an
application even if it were legal.

Mr. V. S5mith read from the minutes of the Twicéholl case and sug-
gested that the background of that case was entiprely different, It
was an exceptional situation which the Urdinance would allow the
Board to grant. The need for the buffer strip which had been left
between the large and small lots had been wiped out by the action of]
the Board of Supervisors in rezoning the larger lots to the same
size as the sthers surrounding the buffer strip.

Mr.Gibson asked that theBoard clarify its pelicy in such matters
by its decisioen in this case.
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Mr. V. Smith thought the applicant would not be denied the use ofl
his land by an adverse dicisien. There was no opposition,

Judge Hamel moved to deny the application becauss of the <ircume
stances shown. Seconded, V. Smith. Carried.

Huntington Development Corperaticn, to operate Sanitary land-Fill
on 47.8 acres in the marash land of Hunting Creek, approximately
2000 feet NW of U.S.#], adjoining Huntington Subdivision Mt.Vernon
District,

Mr. Andrew Clarke was present and asked if this cass would be ded
farred. Reports were not in from the Sanitary Engineer nor from
the Health Department. Mr. Harr moved to defer until the next
meeting. Seconded, Judge Hamel, Carried.
lielen Mar Stevens, to operate nursery school, Lot 21, Courtland
Park, 6511 Church Street, Falls Church District.

#r, G411 appeéred with Mrs. Stevens. Mrs, Stevens said the front
part of this property is commercial. There is a large frame house
and garage on the property. The Health Department has given its
ok on this use of the property. HMrs. Stevens contacted the Fire
Control Board whose representative, Mr, Ellis, sajid the building
as it stands now is not acceptable to theFire Control Beard reg-
ulations but that by the firat of April it is expected the fire
regulations will be changed, probabdly liberalizing several require-
ments. If these changes sre made the building will not have to
have such extensive changes to conform. Mrs. Stevens would 2ike ¢o
have approval of her application subject to the future approval of
the State Fire Control Board. However, she weild not operate untill
such time as this approval became aveilable. This will be until
afver Aprillst, , Mr. Grill said.

Mr. V. Smith questioned how many children Mrs, Stevens would have
in the building. Approximately 30, none of whom would be upstairs,
Mrs. Stevens said. There are three outside entranc¢es on the lower
floor.

Mr. Grill stated that there are approximately 3 acres in the lot.

There ware no objections from the community,

tir. V. Smith moved to grant the application subject to the ap-
proval of the State Fire Control Board and the Gounty Fire Contrel,
adopted prior to the issuance of the permit and that approval notic
be given to Mra. Stevens after approval by the State and County Pir
Control Beard, and alac that this permit is issued to Mrs, Stsvens1
only. Seconded, JB Smith. Carried.

DEFERRED CASES:
Wallace N. Hansborough, for permission to divide lots with leas
width and area than reyuired, Resubdiviaion of Lot 1 and part of 2,

Beattle Property, lecated approximately 300 yards west of Rt., 123,

H'7 6
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on the NW side of Ingleside Avenue, Providence Districst,

This case was deférred for plats showing the actual subdivision of
the lots in this tract. »r. Hansboreugh said he could not purchase
more ground to give more area to these lots since all the ground
Joining is sold to individuals who do not want to sell, He also
stated that water is available and lots in the area were hbout
75 x 125 feet in area, This is an old area and the _loca ware not
divided accerding to the Ordinance. ?&r. Hansborough stated that the
general development arcund these lots was not too good, but from
these lots on out to the fire house was a better area. There would
be no other requests for a similar division. .

¥r, Schumann suggested that if theBoard granted this appiicetion
they should tack on the provision of approval of the Kealth Depare-
ment,

Mr.¥, Smith paid the Board had questicned its authority to make
this division and he still felt that legality in such an action was
questionable.

Mr. Schumann read from the Ordinance regarding "extraordinary and
exceptional cenditions." He stated that the lots came very closs tﬁ
the Tequired area and would be greatly in excess of requirementa if
the case were d enied. )

Judge Hamel suggested that the purpose of the Board was to deter-
mine where d difficult situation existed and if the Board allowed
variances within reasonsble limits and did not destroy the intent
of the Ordinance 1t had the right to grant slight variances within
reason without establishing a precedent,

Mr.¥. Smith said he could see no particular personal hardship herefl

“r. Hansberough stated that he himself lived in this area and
hoped to stay there the rest of his life and had no wish to harm the|
community. He also stated that septic conditiona were good in the
area.

Mr. Harr moved to grant the application provided additional area
be provided on Lots 2B and 10 and that the approval from the Health
Department be obtained for construction of septic t.ng(la. Judge .
Hamel seconded. It was noted that this in effect deniedliot 1D as
this lot will have the required area. Carried, V. Saith voted Ne.

Luria Brothers, for permission to allow dwalling to remain 14.7 £t}
from side line on Lot 5 and Lot 15 to allow carport to come 28 feet
from Sycemore Drive, Holmes Run Acres, Falls Churech District.

There were no objections te this. This case had been deferred as-
the applicant did not appear at the last hearing. The variance on
Lot 5 being very small Mr. JB Smith moved to grant and Mr. Hagrr

seconded. Carried.

There was advéerse discussion of carports on the front of dwellings

Lf*7'7i
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as requested on Lot 15,

*r Schumann said theBoard had permitted carports within 30 feet
of the font line ~ in fact an open porch was considered on the sam
basis a3 a carport and this was a very small variance, This is an
existing structure,

¥r. Luria said there were many other buildings in the snbdiviaior*
built like this but meeting the setbacks and there had been ne ob-
Jection to them. If the case were denied the structure would have

to be moved back less than 2 feet.

Mr.Brookfield thought it did not interfere with the view as a
carpart would,

My, Mooreland stated that Luris Brothers had agreed that there
would be no other similar requests in their subdivision. They had
continued this type of house since it was started some time ago, !
that this same condition exists in many other old subdivisions.

Judge Hamel moved to grant the application on Lot 15 in view of
the hardship caused in moving the structure. Seconded JB Saith
Carried,

Lurig Bros, to allow dwelling to remain 49.8 feet from Tront pro-
perty line on Lot 10, Sact. I, Sleepy Hollow Knell, Falls Church
Diatrict,

Thia case, like the last one, waa deferred when the applicant didh
not appear. There were no objections from the neighborhood.

Judge famel moved to grant this application becuase the ¢hrisnce
is very small. Seconded Mr, Harr. Carried.

Asbury Hammond, to use present buildings as tourist court on 2.62
acres locsted on the north side of Rt. 211, opposite Willow Spri.n.gsw
Garage, Centerville District,

This sase was deferred for plats showing location of all bulldi
on the ground. #r. Hammond stated that this was part of an old t‘aj
When a portion of the farm was sold it left these buildings toe
close to the line, This was done before the Urdinance was in effact
There was no opposition.

#r. V. Smith moved to grant the application to Mr. Hammend only-
and subject to Section 16 of the Urdinsnce. Seconded, JB Smith.
Carried. -

®r. Moreland reported en the building Inspector's requirement of
a firewall in case of a garage too close to the line for safety. ‘
That office does not require the firewall but suggests it.

Mp, V. Smith suggested that the Board not grant nursery schools
and nursing homes until they have the approval of the Fire Coentrel
Beard and the Health Department., The Board agreed and recommended

for future actlion that no gproval be given in these cases until sue

——

approval was shown to the Beard, f !

w oLy !
U J.W.orookiTeld, Chairman
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The Regular Meeting of the

Fairfax County Board of Zon-

ing Appeals was beld Tuewday,

March 18,1952 in the Board

Room of the Fairfax County

Courthouse at 10 a.m. with

the followin%imembora present:

Mesars Brook{ield, Verlin

Smith, JB Smith, Harr, and

Judge Hamel. Mr, Schumann,

Zoning Administrator, was

present.
Mr. Ralph L. Ellis, St?te Fire Marshall's office, Culpepper {126
south Main Street) spoke to the Board about modification of the
State Fire Code which will be effective April 1, 1952. He stated
that various gsgencies had thought the fire regulations too strict
and it was possible certain restrictions now in the Code would be
changed at this meeting.

V. Smith asked what was felt to be too rigid.

Especially the automatic alarm system, Mr. Ellis said, which
system was an expensive installation. He asked the Board not to
made a decision on any nursery school applications until after bhiﬂ
meeting as theControl Board did not wish to reyuire installations
which might, in a couple of weeks, ba removed from the Code and to
defer any cases until after April lat,

Mr.Bragg appeared for Mrs. Shugar whose case was grauted at the
last Board of Appeals meeting subject to the approval of the State
Fire Control Board. This school is in operation, Mrs, Shugar not
having known about the need to get a Use Permit Irom this Board.
She did not wish to have to ¢lose her. achool since she doss not
meet the present regulations. Mr. Ellis said Mrs. Shugar had com-
plied with all the changes he had asked her to make and he thought
her school would comply with all the regulations if certain changeq
are made April st. He did not wish to make reguirsments on her
achool which might be unnecessary in a short time,

Mr. V. Smith said the Bosrd could not give approval as the case
atood now and if Mrs, Shugar continued to operate before approval
was given she was doing so at Her owvm risk. He suggested that the
Board take no actioen,

Mr, Ellis said Mrs, Shugar had been notified that she was in viod
lation as the Code now stands,

Mr. V.Smith moved to proceed with the meeting and leave the Shugy
case as it stands until after April lat, then if the amendments to
the Code are not strict enough the Board ahould request the local
fire department to recommend improvements for safety. JB Smith
seconded. Carried,

Mr, E}lis gaid Chief Mullen wished him to thank the Board for itd
splendid cooperation.

gonithaq‘Wooanr Co. asked the extension of a construction shack oT

419
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“1L§r'aubjecn to the approval of the State Highway Departaent for en-
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Lot 260,Section 4, Woodley Subdivision, this having been granted
for one year and the time has expires. ‘

The Board determined that they could not extend this dse withouT
a formal application - advertising and posting of the Property.
George E. Hadeed, to construct addition to tourist court, Lot 15,
16, Katherine T. Moore Subdivision, CentervilleDistsict.

Mr. Hadeed wished to put on one room to use as an office. Ther
were no objections from the community. He showed a drawing of th
proposed addition, It will be of brick construction,

Mr, V.Smith moved to grant the application far the addition to
the existing cabins as approved by the bullding inspector, Feb. 1
1952, which addition is shown to be 12 ft, x 16 ft. JB Smith sec-
onded, Carried,

W. C.Wills, to construet service station and garage, Lots 45, A6,'
and part of il, Dunn Dubdivision, 200 feet sast of Springfield Rd.
North side of Little River Pike, Falls Church District,

The setbacks us shown on the plats were all right. Construction
will be brick or enamel - at least fireprcof and will mest all
building requirements. The entrances and exits have been checked
with the Highway Department sand are satisfactory. This property
borders business on both aides,

Juige Hamel asked Mr.Schumsnn 1f he thought this was all right.

Mr. Schumann thought it was - that the building inspector could
not issue a permit until the Health Department was satisfied but
from the zoning sptandpoint he thought 1£ was satisfactory.

Mr.V.Smith moved to grant the application as per plat attached,

trances. Judge Hamel seconded. Carried.

flobert L. Epps, to construct addition to present building to come
45 feet from Shield Avenus, on approximately 1/2 acre on the east
side of U. §. #1, at the SE corner of U.S.#1 andShields Avenve,
Mt. Vernon Districwy.

Mr. Epps said he gave 50 feet for a right of way and it left his
property too cramped to meet the required setback. He wishes to
put in a 30 foot bullding, for a drug store.

Mr, Schumann thought this was raasonnple.

Judge Hamel moved to grant the application with a 3-1/2 foot var
iance instead of the 5 fest requeated. Seconded, Mr. Harr. Carried
L. R. Broyhill, to locate dwelling 13.8 feet from side preperty
line, Lot 53-A, Chesterfield Subdivision, Section 1, Providence
District, '

¥r.Broyhill said the original survey had several errors. He saw

this after he had bought the subdivision and had Johnson and Wil-

liams make & new survey and thought he had cleared all the errors-

40




‘ Highway for business and that Mr. Levenson had put .in for rezoning

" would be satisfactory. However, he did not have complete plana for

¥arch 18, 1962
but had missed this one,

JB Smith moved to grant the application betause the error was not
the fault of the applicant. Seconded, Judge Humel. Carried.

Mr. Broyhill alsoc has a case coming up in the deferred list and
Mr. Schuamnn suggested that theBoard defer this as they are expect-
ing to move the street and thought it well to wait until this was
accomplished. Mr. Brookfield said the Board would defer this case
at the scheduled hour on the agenda. It would not be necessary for
Mr. Broyhill to be present.

Dan Levenson, to construct and operate Motor Court on Lots $6 thru
60, East Fairfax Park, Providence District.

Mr. Levenson, Mr. Rice, and Miss Mary Bell, Attorney, appeured be-
fore the Board. Miss Bell outlined the case - Mr. Levenson showed
his plats, elevations, and layout of the proposed court, It will bﬂ
brick and cinderblock construction. The plsts showed a deep front
setback. The yard will be landscaped,

Mr. V. Smith asked if sufficient parking space was allowed. Mr,
Patton pald it took 4O feet per car for proper parking. He asked
how close the mpplicant intended to come to the street with his
parking.

Mr. Schumann told Mr. Levenson that the Bourd would mest March 25
snd suggested that the Board defer the case until that date for him
topresent & plat showing the parking area as the plats presented
were inadequate, Mr. Brookfield thought the plat should show park-
ing space for each unit.

There were no objectlons for the neighborhood.

Mr. Mooreland sald this ground was zoned 200 fest back from the

to Rural Business of the lot just back of his property and Joining.
At present he was asking for this use parﬁit on just the ground
which ig zoned rural business.

Mr. Patton asked what the applicant was going to do about sevage.
He did not think he had sufficient area to take care of this size
installstion - 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 ine
he had discussed it with the Health Department and they thought it

the sewage plant as he was told it was necessary to get the use per-
mit filrst, If he got the Use Permit then he would go ahead with
these plans and would without yuestion comply with all re,uirements
of the Health Department.

Mr.Schumann scaled the plats and showed that the buildings were

partly located in the area that was not zoned for business, He feld]
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the plats should show the exact location of ¢the buildings along
with <he parking arsas,

Miss Bell said if there were any errocs on the plats- that was
what they wanted to know - they would have Mr, Wright correct them.

Judge Hamel thought all applicants should have complete plans be-
fore asking the Board to psss on such inatallation.

Mr. Schumann agreed and said the applicant should also have the
approval of the Health Department., 1

Mr. Levenson stated that he was well aware of the neceasity of thefe
approvals . He thought the Board could grant & use perait subject
to the approval of all the other requirements, that he could not
proceed without these approvals from all the different agencies. J

Mr.3chumann thought &ranting an application in this manner was
putting too much pressure on the Health Department .,

Miss Bell and Mr. Lavenson thought it was impractical to spend so
much on preliminary plans unﬂil 4 use permit had been given or un-
til they knew if ths land could be used for this purpose, If these
plans could be approved with corrections to be made then final planp
would be drawn up.

Mr. Schumenn asked if one week delay wae asking too much., Mr.
Levensen requested no delay.

Mr. Patton suggested that by granting approval subject to the
Health Department's approval the Board was putting pressure on the
Heaith Depart. to make the gfound work for septic purposes. He did
not think 34 rcoms with bath on this small area would ﬁork with any
kind of septic installation,

dJudge Hamel thought the Board should not be put in the embarrass-
ing position of not having sufficient plats, that the Board should
know that it is possible for the septic tank work before send
ing a case to the Health Department,

Mr. V. Smith suggested that the Board was probably not qualified
to know whether or not a septic system would work - that the Health
Department has requirements 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 pressure or feeling of compulsion on that department. Each
office operates under its own regulations, Mr. Smith said.

Judge Hamel saw no oanc:t:gr:gythat - since the Health Depart-
ment would approve anyhow/on their own.

Mr. Patton said the type of septic plant mentiéned was a surface
spray and that there was no place for the water to g0 if such a
plant were installed, since there was not sufficient ground,

Mr. Levenson said he thought it was up to him to provide a septic

system which would be approved and would work. If he couldnt do
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that he could not operate. He thought the routine was to get the
use permit first, then follow through with the requirements.

Mr. Schumann suggested that the Board and the Health Officer and
Mr. Testamen from the Health office meet and formulate a policy to

g0 by for cases such as this, He suggeated deferrment for one week|

JB Smith moved to defer the case for one week (March 25th) at whidh

time the applicant would present plats drawn to scale and showing
the parking plana. Seconded, Judge Hamel. Carried.

F.D. Patton, to construct addition to present motor hotel, on b
acrea on the north side of Lee Boulevard, approximately 3000 feet
west of Falrfax Circle, Providence District.

Mr. Patton has in operation 21 units - he wishes to add 6., All oﬂ
the front yard is drainage fleld, however within a few months he
claimed he would have town sewage which will take care of the ade
diticnal unita,

There wers no objections from the community.

Judge tamel moved to grant the appiication subject to the approval
of the Health Department. Seconded, Mr. Harr. Carried.

C. W. and Elizabeth Stipe, to install Trailer Park Court on S~1/2
acres at the southwest corner of King's Hlghway and Poag Street,
across Ifrom Substatlion No. 2, Mt. Vernon District.

Mr.S5tipe showed his plats., He already has tourist cabins on the
ground. He would install 19 units for the Trailer park. He has
public sewer eand water. This gound is zoned for busineas,

Mr, Schumann said there were nc Trailer Camps in the area except
onhe on the poposite side of U, S. #1. He could see no reason Lo gr
this as it would establish a use contrery to the uses that are on
this side of King's Highway.

The Chairman asked for the opposition,

Mr. Harry Carrico and Bernard Fagelson appeared representing a
large group of people opposing. There were about 30 present, all 1
living in the immediate area., Mr. Carrixec said there nerefzsz;7;ro-
asnt whom they might call opposing this use, if the Board cared to
hear them. They were all of the opinion that such an installation
would depreciate propsrty values, thlt-l residential area was not
the proper location for this use, it would crowd the schools and
would create an extra tax load for the County since no revenue is
derived from Trallers.

Mr, Carrico called on Mr, Shaffer, who answered questions put by
My, Carrico. This use would decrease land wlues, lower morals, and
crowd the chools and create an extra tax load. Mr. Shaffer stated
that development in this area was good but if this were installed
it would decrease values to the extent that it would affect lcana

and consequently require smaller homes., Mr, Shaffer has land
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Joining this property at one corner and he hopes to develop his
ground in conformance with the surrounding area. He felt that
this use would reduce the loans ha <ould get. He also mentioned
the lack of revenue to the county from trailers, burden on flice,
fire, trash and garbage collection, and burden on schools.

Letters from individuals opposing were read: Fair Haven Citiaen'L
Asaociation, Margy H. Edson, F. M. Repves, H. A, Stanton, A. M,
McClure, Ruth Payne, J, Curtin, Mrs. h. G, Morrison, G. C. Payne,
C. H. Neff, P. B. Payne, and two #titions with & total of 64
names,

Hr, Carrico said he did not wish to take the time of the Board t}
call of those he had expected to have testify against this use.

Mr. Fagelson spoke representing people in the neighborhood oppo+
ing, He restated the opposition as ocutlined above. He emphasized
the overcrowding of schoole, which are Just now preparing to ge
back on a full day schedule, He saw advantage in this installati
enly to the owner but every disadvantage to the comuunity and to T
the county.

Mrs. Stanton from the Mt,Eagle Elementary school spoke opposing.

The Uhairmun asked Mr. Stipes if he had anything toc say in re-
buttal, He said - no - if the people didnt want it there - he
Jjust wouldnt be able to have it,

Mr. V, Smith moved to deny the application Because under the pro}
visions of Section 16, pur. D of the Zoning Ordinance such a use
would be detrimental to the public welfare and injurtous to pro=
perty in the neighborhood. Seconded, Judge-HamJ/ Carried,

S. J. Donchez, to construct addition to dwelling to come 22 feet
from front property line, Lot 47, Section 2, Holiin Hilis, Corner
Bedford and Stafford, Mt, Vernon District.

Mr, Donchez said he needed a place for his car and tools. His
neighbors do not object,

Mr. Brockfield suggested lecating the addition at the side or
back. Mr. Donchez said the lot slopes down to Lhe house. He had
had to put a retaining wall arcund his house to keep the water out
This addition if put to the back or side would require taking ocut
part of the retaining wall and tearing out several very large
trees which would be expensive. Mr. Brookfield thought this car-
port jJutting out front would obstruct the fiew and under any cir-
cumstances he did not think a carport on the front of the house a
good thing.

Mr, Donches said he was very embarrased because he had already
started his carport - in fact had it half up. He was told by a
iocal building that there was a 25 foot setback on this. He said
approaching from a northerly direction it was back so far it digd
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not obstruct the fiew. Approaching from the aouth, the hill was 1
more of an obetruction than the addition itself.

Mr. V, Smith looked up the McMichael case which the Board had
granted a 5 foot exception on in Hollin Xills. This was done be-
cause of the 50 foot street and a park across from the dwelling.

JB Smith moved to defer the case to view the propsrty. Judge Hamel
seconded. Carried.

Sam Enix, to construct dwelling with less sideyard setback than re-
quired, Lot 12, Englandborg, Falls ChurchDistrict,

Mr. Enix said there was such a demand for ramblers that even with
& 100 foot frontage he could not meet the setbacks on this lot. He |
has a garage on one side of the house which uses the 5 foot projects
ion into the prohibited area allowed by the Ordinance but wants a
5 foot variance on the oppesite side for the dwelling.

Mr. V. Smith aald the Ordinance was amended especially to give ad-
ditional area for garages - to take care of ramblers and he felt
that was sufficient, He could ses no reason for encroaching fur-
ther on the required sestbacks.

“r. Enix said he had & good deal of money tied up in this property
and wanted to develop it with good houses but could not do so if he
were restricted to putting up smaller housea.

Mr. V. omith suggested Mr, Enix discuss with s¢. Schumann the ideq
of resoning this property to Suburban Residence to give the lesser
setback.

Mr. Enix said he could not make the lots larger, they were too ex-
pensive and he would lose one whole lot. He wanted to keep the
dwellings in the 15 or $20,000 class to get loans.

Mr. V. Smith moved to defer the case until March 25th for Mr.Enix
to discuss his problem with Mr. Schumann. Seconded Judge Hamel,
Carried.

B.M.Smith Subdivision, by Mr. Devers, to construct and operate a
motel on Lot I, B.M.Smith Subdivisaion, SE side of U.5.#1, Mt.Vernon
Diatrict.

Mr. Devers said he could meet all setbacks. He would like to
build 10 units, brick construction. Thers is an old established
setback on Marshall shtreet which he will meet.

Mr. Harr had seen the property and thought this installation
would be an improvement to the district. These buildings and planti
ing will screen some rather bad buildings on the property joining,

Mr. O'Flaheréy, vwho lives opposite the property on Marshall 5t.,
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.5.#L. 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 wanted the assurance that the lot immediately opposite him
would revert to a residential status, He said Marshall acreet was
811 residential, built up with good homes and he did not wish the
business use to spread into this area - thut is the 200 feet back
of U.5.§1, as it would devaluate property. He hadno objection to
this application as long as it did not extend beyond 200 feet. Ha
would like for Mr. Devers to rezone the lot immediately across f£r
hir « to be sssured that it would not be used for business.

Mr. Devers said he would pull the building back snocther 10 Ffeet
toward U.8.§1 which would keep it within the 200 feet of U.S.1.

Judge Hamel moved to grant the applicaticen provided the proposed
building be moved back another 10 feet toward U.S.fl. Seconded,

JB Smith. Carried.

Marshall and Thomaa Gordon, to operate filling station on approx-
imately 1 acre on the north side of Rt. 7 and east and south side
of Rt. 694, Providence District,

This had been a nonconforming use but/ﬁE: :gzndonod for more tha
6 mon£hs. The applicant requests a renewal. He ulso wantad to ha
B repair garsge - but this was not included in the application.

Mr. V. Smith knew the property and thought there was no neesd for
a filling station here. This locetion is 2 miles from Tyson's
Corper and 3 miles on the other side is a filling station, This §
mile stretch, Mr. Smith said, is built up with good residential
development and he thought it should be kept so. It was time to
stop unnecessary nonconforming uses, He moved to deny the applica=
tion, Seconded, Judge Hamel. Carried.

Mary W. Wrenn, to conduct a nursery school on parts of Lots 13 and
14, Mari-Dale Subdivision, Falls “hurch District,

Mrs. Wrenn showed plans to enlarge the present dwelling to take
care of & nursery chool. This will in time be used entirely as
thelr home. She will also have a kindergarten. This school will
help to pay for the addition. The addition extends to the back of
the present building and will not change side aetbacks.

My, V.Smith asked if there was an immediate need to go ahead with
this work. Mrs, ¥Wrenn said she would like to have the work complet}
ed ready for schoel in the fall.

Mr. Smith thought the Bosrd should not act on a nursery school a
plication in view of the request of theFire Control Board te wait
until after the April lst meeting. He moved to dafer the case for
30 days. Mr, Harr seconded. Carried.

Magazine Brothers, to allow dwelling to come within 38.5 feet of
Quander Road, Lot 15, Fordham Village Subdivision, Mt. Vernon Dist.

There were no objections to this and since the variance was ‘small

Judge Hamel moved to grant the application, Seconded, Mr, Harr.

P nrnd oA
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1, - Roy E, Peterson, to erect carport which will come 3 feet 9 inches !
from side property line, Lot 5, Block R, Fairdale Subdivision, L/ g 7 ;

Falls Church District,

There were no objections from the community. Mr. Peterson said
the house being located in the center of the lot made it impossibly
for him to have the carport and meet proper setbacks.

Mr. Brookfield saw no cbjection, the community was built of Relisd
nce Homes, the lots were small and this wae the only way the appli
cant could have a earport.

Judge Hamel moved to grant the application, Seconded, JB Smith,
Carried. Vprlin Swith not voting.

DEFERRED CASES:
Robert W, Beall, to locate detached garage within & inches of side
line, Lot 3, Block 3, Fairhaven, Mt. Vernon District,

This was deferred to view the property. Mra. Beal said they
would build the garage of cinderblock to make it fiveproof if the
Board so desired.

Mr. JB Smith thought granting this might cause others to ask the
same thing. “rs. Beal said the other lots were regular in shape
and did not have the same problam as they. They could not put the
garage back farther because of the slope in the ground and they
wished to preserve a very large tree which would have to be taken
out.

Mr. V.Smith said this case was deferred for Mr. Mooreland to
talk with the Building Inspector about a gnrage in this location
and he would like to hear what Mr. Mooreland had to say - he thou-
ght the Board should cooperate with the Building In,spector.

Mr. Mooreland recalled that the Board had ruled that a garage, tg
be detachad, should be at leus: 5 feet from the house. Leas than
5 feet it would be considered attached, The Buildixn’g:hza‘dnt'l;ou;ht
it wfould be 10 feet from the house - less than that it should have
@ firewall - 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.

dudge Hamel moved to grant the application if it is of fireproofl
construction and subject to the approval of the Building Inspector.
Mr. Harr seconded. Carried. V,Smith voting No.

Nellie Grisagm, to construct two dwellings each to be located 55 ful
from centerline of Rt. 635, on & acres on the north side of Rt. 634
«0L mile east of Beulah Resl, Mt. Verncn District.

Mrs. Grissem said she nesded money and wanted to use this ground
to the best advantage, If she located the first house back, the
proper distance she could not meet that same setback on the other

houses she would build because the land is rugged and it narrows
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abruptly - running to & point at the end, too narrow to meet sstba

Mr. V. Smith thonght the ground was too low and damp for a septic
fleld - he didnt think the Building inspector nor the Health DepaMJ-
ment would give a permit for this location. He told Mrs. Orissom

s, -
Mr. ¥. Smith and JB Smith, and Harr had seen the property, T q g g’

1f she sold more than one piece of ground she would have to put in
a subdivision plat, and the lots would have to conform to the re=
quired frontage and area in accordance with the Ordinance. Mprg,
Grissom said she had thought of that and had found that it would beu
very expensive, Bhe adked the Board to &rant a 65 foot setback,

V. Smith moved to deny the application because it would set a preJ
cedent and would encourage others to ask the same excaption. JB
Swith seconded. Carried,

The L.R.Broyhill case on Lots LO-A and 4i-A, Chesterfield, was de-
ferred until March 25th as requested earliaer by Mr. Schumann. 1
The Huntington Develppment Corp. case for Sanitary land-Fill was
deferred until April 15th as there were no reports from the Sanitarf
Engineer nor the Health Department.

Mr. Meoreland asked to have an opinton from the Board on two
questions. If more than one case comes up at a special meeting
shall tha second applicant pay the $125 the same as the first.

The Board agreed thut each case coming up at a special meating
should pay the full fee, This excepts deferred casas.

“r. Mooreland brought up the case of the violation in Willston
Shopping Center - the operating of the package room which had been
deniéd by the Board. He alsoc spoke of the Weaver case where he
had been unable to evict the extra three Tamilies living in the
single family dwelling and which use the Board had denied.

Mr. Mooreland spoke of hia inability to get action onthese and
similar cages from the Commonwealth's Attorney and wondered what
the Board wished him to do. He said most viclating cases were cog-
perative if ghe wrote them they weré in violation but for those who
were not cooperative he had nothing to back him up since he did not
feel that the Commonwealth's attorney was inclined te take action.

Judge Hamel moyed that the two cases in violation be submitted te
the Boa d, 1n icating S the violation and stacing thut the in.
dividual had not followed the decisiocn of the Board. V,S3mith sacon%-

ed. Carried. 1
The meeting adjourned. WﬁﬂﬂW}
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A Special Meeting of the Fairfax
County Board of Zoning Appeals was
held Tuesday, March 25,1952 in the
Board Room of 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
alsp present.

u

Y. €. Wills, to locate buiding 10 feet frem right of way line of Co
umbis Plike and 20 feet from Springfield Road, and 15 feet frbm LittiL
River Turnpike, all on the Anna L. Bates property, 2-3/L acres lo-
cated at the 5¥ corner of Columbia Pike and Springfield Road, Falls
Church District,

Mr, Hobert Lowe appeared with the applicant. BMr, Lowe located thl
property. He stated that Kr, %ills had been to Richmond tc discuss
these setbacks with ﬁhe State Highway Commission. These 2-3/4 acre
are practically surrounded by three streets. This is valuable pro-
perty and the applicant is trying to use it to the best advantage
without adversely affecting the growing business distriet in Amnan-
dale., 1f the required setback is observed, Mr. Lowe said, there
would actually be less parking space than ifthe building is located

with these propesed setbacks and parking is provided in the rear.
if the setbacks are met it would sliminate rear lot parking. Also
the setbacks lir, Wills proposes will allow for expansion of the H
way right of way as requested by that Department at the present time

Mr. Wills went into his meeting with the Highway Department. At
present they would like a 70 foot right of way for Rt. 236, 57 feet
right of way on Springfield Rosd and Columbia Pike. These widths
can be maintained, 4r. ¥Wills said, and would ultimately provide an
B0 foot right of way on Rt. 236, and 67 foot right of way on both
Springfield Road and Columbia Pike, allowing a 7-1/2 foot sidewalk.
These widths can be attained without moving any buildings.

¥r.Brookfield asked Mr. Hoss of the Highway Department if there
was any plan for the appgroach of Springfield Road into Rt. 236. Mr.
Roass said he realized this was a bad intermection but he nor Mr.
Aichel knew of no immediate plan for it. They agreed to look inno
a future plan.

Mr. Wills said if he met the required setbacks he would have r
tc park about LL cars whereas by using rear parking he could park
178 cars. This would also give him 700Q square feet more o‘;building
space,

His plat showed a 20 foot lane coming into the parking space in th
rear from both Rt, 236 and Columbia Pike. Thia would be his own
business parking space - not for the general public. The store builfi-
ing will have 50,000 square feet - che story.

The amount of parking space necessary for each car was discussed.

Fr.Schumann said the question was whether it was more feasible to

4389 ;
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to provide off street parking, between the buildings and the right

of way or to have parking in the rear. #ir, Wills agreed that fronw L[ ? &

parking was more desirable but didnt think it practical here.

The Chairman 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 some study he thought it had
sufficient merit to deserve furcther consideration. He felt, hounwﬁ,
that the entlre layout should have more study before making a deci
sion because it would be establishing a pattern in Annandale. He
rmmawcmBthom&rmmawhnﬂmboﬁeﬂmMme—
mission for study and recommendation.

Mr. Lowe thought all the material necessary was before the Board
and since all questions could very well be answered it was not necd
essary to defer action. Mr. Wills had a large investment and time
was of the essence - he would be seriously handicapped by delay,

Judge Hamel asked Mr,Schumann if the case was deferred until the
April 15uh regular meeting could the Planning Commission have a red
port. Mr, Schumann would like 60 days but said the Commission
would do- the best they could in that time. He had not thought Mr.
¥Wills expected to go mhesd immediately anyhow.

ﬁ}. Lowe said Mr. Wills would start his building immediately and
enlarge it later. i

Victor Ghent speke 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 already been set for Annandale.

The Board generally agreed that this was too important a decisioj
to make without a recommendation from the PlanningCommiasion.

The Chajrman called on Mr. Ross of the Highway Department who sai&
the State was concerned especially with the right of way of Rt. 239
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 ne prediction for the future. The minimum now re-
quested are: 70 feet on 236; 57 feet on Springfield Road and Columd
bia Pike,

Mpr.Schumann suggested to Mr. Hoss that this was not sufficient
right of way for the future. #ir. Ross re-stuted that these rights
of way vere for the present only,

Mr, V.Smith asked Mr, Schumann what/::: reason in the Ordinance
requiring a 35 foot setback. Mr. Schumann sald for parking and
for street widening. Mr.Schﬁmann axplained the requirements 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 opposition]
from the communicy,

Mr.chumann told the Boafd 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 1f buildings are granted so much closer to the right of]
way than permitted by the Crdinance there would be many other ap-
plications of the same nature. The Board should be well able to
support their decision and this should be shown in the minutes. For
that reason, Mr. Schumann said, he recommended deferrment for study
and report from the Planning Coamiseion.

Judge Hamel said he did not feel in a position to make a decisio
without the report from the Planning Commission. The Board generalljj
agreed.

Mr. Lowa suggested that the other apblications filed by Mr. Wills
for hearing this day might meet with the same answer., My, Wills
protested the delay.

Judge iamel 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 Plamning Commission to make a study and
report at that time. V, Smith seconded. Carried.

Mr,Schumann said he would like Mr. Wills and ¥r. Lowe to appear at
the Planning Commission meeting March 31lst at & o'clock to discués
this with them, '
¥. C.¥Wills, to have specisl use permit for service station to be lo-|
cated 10 feet from right of way line of Columbia Pike, which setback]
will be effective on his entire frontage on Columbla 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-
mitted, said property located on the south side of.Columbia Fike,
approximately 1000 feet S5W of intersection of Gallows Koad and Col-
umbia fike, Falls Church Distriect,

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.

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 fouf
cetback from Springfield Road, Falla Church District, Lots 128 thru
134 and part of Lot 1274, Dunn Subdivision, north side of Little

Districe.
Mr. Wills said this would S4%% 67 foot right of way on Spring-
field Road and if a by-pass was put through from Falls Church-Arnan-

dale Road to Springfield Road as suggested by ir.Schumann, this get-
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back on Springfield Road would not interfere.

The 10 foot setback on Rt. 236 is already established, therefo
the only request to be tonsidered in this application is the Spr
field setback.

Mr. Schumann said the setback should be 44 feet from the right o
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 future requests,

V. Smith thought the Board should have proper plats shodng the
proposed building location and parking space. Mr. Wills drew in
the proposed building on his plats, This garage will have a ramp
to the second floor for car parking.

Mr.Schumann cautioned the Board about sufficient parking space.

¥r. Lowe said Mr. Wills would use the deck for parkinglind the
used car lot joining this property. At present no bulldings will
be put on this used car lot. ({This faces Columbia Pike). This
business will not need a great deal of parking space, Nr. Lowe saig
since it will take care of just the cars which come in for service

Mr.¥Wills drew in the access road which was not shown on his plat |

Mr. Schumann shought this could develop into a bad parking con=
dition. Discussion followed regarding the location of perking and
the proper amount per car.

4r.V.5mith moved to defer this application pending study and rec-
commendation by the Planning Commission, the same as the twe pre-
vious cases, in order to cocrdinate 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
Planning Commission be presented at the regular meeting of April
15th. BSeconded, 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 buildiui
and he would meet the required setback on Springfield Road. Then if]
a4t a later date a variance on this setback were granted he ould 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 Hr.Wills could
build up the entire lot if the parking were not designated definitds
ly. #r. ¥Vills said if stores were put on this ground he could get
a permit without even coming to the Bbard and only the Zoning Ad~
ministrator would pass on the parking., He asked to put in a 60
foot building and use his entire ground, including the used car lot
on Columbia Pike) for parking.

¥r. V. Smith withdrew his motion - Jjudge Hamel agreed, and moved

A
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to grant the use permit to Mr. %Wills to construct and cperate a re-

493

pair garsge on Lots 1274, 125, 129,130, 131, 132 and part of 133, nok ‘-1 q 3

to come closer to Springfield Road with the building than the re-

quired setback and Lots 125, 123, 122, 121, 120, 119 be used as parkp

ing. FKr.Wills objected and Mr. 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. Schumann said
the Building Inspector would not approve a building permit witdout
PlanningCommission spproval of the parking space - therefore con-
struction could be held up. The parking space would have to be
sufficient, Mr. Schumann said,

Mr.¥Wills asked how one arrived at sufficient space for parking- he
thought a garage should be judged differently from a store, He relt1
tgat with the second floor parking space that was sufficient. He
would park only the cars being worked on.

#r, ¥, Smith moved to grant the use permit - bullding to be 65 fee
long on Lots 128,129,130,131,132,133, part of 139 not needed to

maintain the required setback and the necessary ramp to serve park-
ing facilities to be constructed above sald repair £8rage as men-

tioned in the application and pariing space for vehicles must be con

fined to the lots in question or within a legal parking zone sur-
rounding the building.

Wr, 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 consideration
by the Flanning 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 b. Yalazar, to construct and operate a clinic-hospital on
apyroximately 4 acres lecated on the east side of Rt. 657, about
3/t mile north of intersection with Rt. 50, Dranesville District.

Dr. Sulazar said he would have a small building at present for his
residence and his office, He wants to expand as soon as he can to
take care of installation of a clinic-hospital. There will be no be}
patlents, 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 apoke 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 State
medical authorities. There was no opposition from the comwunity.

Dr, Salazar ssid he had seen Richmond authorities and his plans
are aporeved. V,S5mith moved that the application be granted to con-
struct and operate a hospital as provided in Section &4, Par. A-15-F,

h
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Judge Hamel., Carried.

pntition from neighbors approving the addition,
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because it does not affect adversely the use of neighborhood and
property as provided in Sectlon 12, Par. F, said hospital to be
located on not less than 4 acres and subject to other provisions of

the Ordinance,as per plat submitted with the application. Seconded,

The Board adjowrned for lunch.

DEFERRED CASES: ‘

Dan Levenson, to construct and operate motor court on Lots 56 thru
60, East Fairfax fark, Providence District.

This was deferred for plats to show parking facilities sufficient
to take care of the units planned. There were no objections. Mr.
Levenson and vack Wood appeared before the Board., The plat:pazge
satisfactory to the Board. Judge Hamel moved to grant the applica-
tion. #r. Harr seconded. Carried,

S. J. Donchez, to construct addition to dwelling to come 22 feet
from front property line, Lot 47, Hollin Hills, Mt.Vernon District.
fir.Brookfield and V. Smith had seen the property. They did not

like the idea of the enclosed storage room on the froant of the
house. There was considerable discussion about visibility., The
carport could not be located any place else on the lot because of
the drainage and terrain,

inr. Donchez said they had poured the slab and put up the frame.
They stopped when they realized they were in violation. Thisﬁ;Eput
on to add privacy to their howe-the living area wili—ares will be i

the rear. The driveway was in when they bought. 3he presented a

Mr. Schumann said the carpert could come within 30 feet of the pr
perty line but not the stcrage roow, He said the application couldT-
be granted on topcgraphy.

Hr. Harr moved to grant the application except that the space ip-
dicated for storage be included in the carport area and no solid walll
should be built, Seconded, Judge Hamel. Carried.

Sam Enix, to construct dwelling with less sideyard than required,
Lot 12, Englandboro, Falls Church District.

Mr. Enix went over his difficulties in meeting the setback with th
present demand for wider houses. The garage uses the extra 5 feet
allowed by the ordinance on one side and he wanted 5 feet on the opJ
posite aide for 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 nearlthia subdivision was zoned Sub-
urban Residence with 15 foot sideyards. There were no objectlons
from the community.

Mr. fdarr moved to grant the application, Judge Hamel seconded.

(reason- small variance and wishing to keep up the good class of

L[?é/
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homes being built in this area)

ir. Enix asked extension of time on Lot 16, Section 2 of England-
boro. He hadn't been able to start within the 6 months required be-
cause of difficulty in purchase of the land, Judge Hamel moved to
extend this for é months, Seconded, iir, Harr. Carried.
L. R. Broyhill, to allow dwellings to be erected closer to property
lines vhan allowed by the Ordinance, Lots LO-h and L1-A, Che:terfielq

Providence District, This was continued until the next meeting.

The meeting was adjourned. w—rb“*ﬂ#fx
- ]

J.%. Brookileld, Uhalrman
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