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DiRtrict. Mrs. Jones said that they planned to incorpo.~te and cal

August )1, 1948

Road. Senator Clarke said that he knew Mrs. Jones and her husband

take care of that. There was no opposition to this npplication.

Major Elgin moved that it be granted. Mr. r·iooreland seconded. It

these towers as the Com?any would put in a special installation to

A Special meeting of the Board of Zoning
Appeals was held in the Board Room of the
Fairfax County Courthouse on Tuesday,
August 31 1 1948, with the following memuer$
present: ~w. Brookfield, ~~. Piggott,
Mr. ~~oreland, ~~jor Elgin, and ~w. Stockton,
Planning Engineer and Zoning hdministrator.
Mr. Cooper Dawson, Chairman was absent. Nr.
Brookfield, vice Chairman conductBd ~he
meeting.

property. there wttre no homes near enough to be damaged. All the

necessary preliminary technicalities have been clea~ed with the

The case of l<irs. Helon Jones petitioning for permisslo(l to operate

why the Board should nuestion it. A building nermit is all that is

was carried.

open. f:'J'. Stockton said that the Ordinance allowect a :Jrojection in

to the Yard if not ove~ ~O feet and if it is not completely enclose

radio commission and in order not to delay such a long tima, which

would mean considerable loss to the Company. the Arlington-Fairfax

Broadcasting Company haa asked tor this special meeting. Mr. Clark

said that there would be no lnterfer"ence with radio reception from

The case of A. M. Bowling was brought up informally. The Baptist

church near Franconia wishes to build a small open vestibule on the

f~ont of the church. The church sets ap?roximately 52 feet from th

street right-or-way and the vestibule will be about 5' wide- making

a 47' setback instead of 50'. ~~. BOWling said they wished to put

the addition on now as they had a carpenter working on the church a

this ti~e and didn't know when they could get him back to work agai

The floor of the vestibule will be concrete and one side will be

necessary.

The first case on the ~genda was that of the Arlington-Fairfax 8roa

castin~ COID?any, Station ~3hM. represented by Senator Clarke, petiti

ing to erect four 200 foot towers on the ~rancis Crimmins property.

Providence District. ~~. Clarke said th&t he thought this was a

good location for & broadcasting stction &s the Navy already had

broadcasting towers near 8nd there was also ~ power line on this

Since this projection comes within the requirements he saw no reaso

kinderg~rten and primary grades in ter prese1t dwelling on the east

sUe or an outlet rOd.d to ,i644 , B. C. Gunnell property, i·it. Vernon

the school "Bush Hill School, :Incorporated." They would piCk up th

children each day in a s~a~ion wagon - give them a hot lunch and

keep them all day. The school building is 1.2 miles from Frsnconia
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and that they had been interested in operating schools of this kin

for several years. ~~. Jones had been connected with Congressiona

School in Alexandria. Mr. Clarke suggested that this was a par

ticularly good location for a school, the building itself is three

fourths of a mile from any other dwelling. The Chairman asked if

there were any objections to this application. There were none.

Mr. ?igp:ott moved that t he application be grant.ed. Mr. Mooreland

seconded. It was carried.

I-u-. (lahar of Tyler Park Corporation asked to appear informally be

ror~ the Board with his plan for development of the Economos Farm-

Viestbriar Subdivision. Or"iginally the Tyler Corporation had

applied for Urban zoning on this tract but it was denied by the

Board of Supervisors. They wish now to develop a part of the tree

in 1/2 acre lots, as a Rural Residence District. In order to make

the subdivision more desirable they plan to put in sewers but due

setback requirements in a rural residence district and because of

the topography of some of the lots it is prohibitive to put the

houses within these setback lines and at the same time have the

proper drain for a se~er. Also, some of the lots slope in such a

way that if the front setback is observed the house could not be

seen from the road. The development will be financed through FHA

~nd their requirements are tha~ all houses must be visible from th

road. Mr. Gabar said that they were not a~king for variances on a 1

lots - just in certain locations where there 1s considerable slop~

No.
to t.he grolIDd. In fact Lots 14 trlrough 2) exclusive ofj20 are the

only ones affected. The setbacks would range from 24 feet. Mr.

Gabar said that the Tyler Corporation could not go ahead with thei

subdivision as FH~ was holding up the financing until they had the

assurance that. these variances would be granted. He wa~ not ask!n

for anything wore than a letter to ~HA stating that they would be

granted where needed. Mr. ~~oreland said he did not think the

Board should grant a blanket variance. Mr. Gabar said he would be

very well sati~fied if the Board would limit the variances to the

lots he mentioned - 14 throagh 23 exclusive of" No. 20. Mr. ~lQore

moved that Mr. Stockton write a letter to FHA stating that the

Board would grant variances on these particular lot.s - these var

iances to take care of pro~er sewe~ dnainage, and to~ography of th

ground ~ Visibility of the houses from the streets - but to be sur

that specific lots were mentioned. Mr. Piggott seconded the motio

It was carried. Mr. Gabar said in writing the lett.er to refer to

'lMap of Westbriar - Section I - dated B/le/I.a."

go



Mr'. Gaber showed another portion of this Section where they would

probably have to ask for variances on the number of square feet in

the lots. Six acres surrounded by curved streets are divided into

12 lots but there is ~ slight variation in the lot ~i~e because of

the topography. Some lots are a little less than the 1/2 acre re

quired and some aTe over. In laying out the lots this w_s necess&.

1n order to retain the ?roper frontage, and to cut the lots into

reasonably regular shapes. Mr. Stockton said that since this porti

of the Subdivision - this 6 acres - nad sufficient ground to cover

the Zoning Ordinance requirements of 1/2 acre per lot he felt that

the Board had the authority to grant the variance in the size of in

dividual lots, if t.here was a 5?ecific reason for the request. In

fact it had been discussed in revising the Zoning Ordinance to make

allowance for just this sort of thing, to g1ve the developer some

leeway in plannin~ his subdivision. Mr. Mooreland said he thought

the developer shOUld make one less lot rather than a sk for a blanke

Variance on sizes. If the developer allowed more ground he could n

doubt cut the lots into good shapes and have the full 1/2 acre for

each lot. He did not thin~ the Board had the authority to tell the

developer he -could violate the Ordinance. He Suggested that the

Board would take cere of v&riances as they were needed - if they

'....ere needed. Mr. Gabar said that it was not practical for the deve

oper to ~ontinually lose lots in planning a subdivision that they h

tried to plan with re~sonable economy as well as ?racticability. Mr

Sanders, planner for ~~. Gaber, said that FHA insisted upon lots tta

were not too irregular in shape and th&t he had planned this portio

of the subdivision with a great deal of care. He felt th&t zoning

was highly imoortant and that its purpose was to keep development 0

a high level - but that most zoning ordinances had a flexibility

clause for the development of large tracts. Becac;.se the Fairfax

ordinance does not have this kind of a clause he t.hought it perfecU

pro?er that tt:ese variances should be granted. Both Mr. Brookfield

a~d Mr. i~oreland expressed the opinion that by agreeing to grant

the variances they would be going against the Urdinance and exceed

illg their autbority. Mr. Mooreland moved thil:t i·(r. Stockton_ in

writing the letter to FH~ granting the variances on LO~5 14 through

2J, excluding No. 20, to t&ke c~re of sewage and necessary setbaCKs

should be sure not to COffifilit the Board on the 6 acre plot discussed

l'I'.r. Piggott seconded the motion. .l..t was carried unanimously.

Mr. Mooreland moved that t bey adjourn until the next regular meet

ing, September 21. Mr. Piggot t seconded the mot-ion. It was carrie

I

I

I

I

I

• • •



~epte~ber 21, 1948

A regular meeting of th~ Board of
Zoning Appeals wa3 held in the Board
Room of t~A Fairfax County Courthoutie
on Tuesday, September 21, 1948, with
the following members present:
Mr. Cooper Dawson, Cht1 i ,"miiO I Mr.
Brookfield, Mr. Piggott, ~~. Mooreland,
Major Elgin, and Mr. Stockton, Planning
Engineer ~nd Zoning Ad~inist~ator.

The case of ~b·. A. D. J€rkins fOt" ?ermission to erect a dwel.ling neare

~he rear line of the lot than permitted by the Zoning Crdin~nce. which

WaS deferred from the l~st regular meeting because no one w~s present

to discuss the appliCation, was placed at the bottom of the list as no

one was ;;resent to support the application.

1. Lyle W. Warbis, for permission to enclose a porch with less thdn the re

qui red front setb~ckJ also erect a detached garage with less that the

required sideyb.rd setb""ck all Lot )8, Tremont GQrdens Subdivision, Falls

Church District. Mrs. Wa:'bis appeared before the Board. T1:e porch,

which is open, projects 4 feet into the front yard. The dwelli~g is

set back 50 feet from the street right-or-way. By enclosing the porch

t:le front setback is decrel.J.sed to 1.6 feo::.. rilrs. v:arbis also asked for

::I variance on a 9ropcsed garage which would be placed at the rear of th

house 'dth a 2 foot sideyard setback. Mr. Brookfield moved :hat the

applic~nt be granted tho right to e~cl~se the porch and huild the

b~ra~e not less than 2' from the sideyard since ther~ were no objection

from neighbors. Najar Elgin seconded the motion. It was carried.

~. CIQudc M. Wells, for ~ermissio:l to erect a sign larger than allowed by

the Zoning Ordinance J located on. the south side of the Le? High~I",Y (613

South Washington Street), ?~lls Church District. The pro~osed sign

·...tlich will be placed against the building is 13 I x JJII. The building

conforrr.s to setback requirement.;. kr. Brookfield moy~d that th<i! applic -

tian be granted. Mr. Piggott seconded. It was carri'3d.

3. Henry P. ~inkeeper. for permission to erect a detached garage with less

than the reouired sideyard setback on Lot 26, 310ck 4, Sectio~ I, Fair

Haven Subdivision D2 Fair Haven Avenue) rf:t. Vernon Dist,ict. !'<:r.Oawso

had See:1 the property. It was his opinion that r<'r. 'I;inkeeper proposed

to place the garage in the only possible location on his lot bec~use of

a ~i6h bank immediately back of the house which threw the garage very

close to the side line, and about 2-1/2 feet from his house. ~~jor

i::lgin moved t hat the aoplication be granted because of the topography 0

the ground. Mr. Brookfield :;;econed. It was Carried.

4. Bruce ;.;. Barackman, for permissicm to erect a car-port I'lith ~"'ss than

L'le reouired sideyard setback on Lot 20, Providence Forest Subdivision,

?rovidence District. lfu-. Barackman ?roposed to build the carport

---'---------.--------------.".iIIJ
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JJI x 12' with a sidey~rd setback of not less than JT. He presented a

letter from Mrs. Ccrnelius 1-,'ii11er atating that she was the neighbor

most concerned with ~his addition and that 2hB had no objection. r.jr.

Brookfield moved th~t the application be ~r3nterl. ~~jcr 21gin Seconde

the ruotion. It was carried.

5. Caress T. James, for permission to erect a c~r-port with less than ~he

reouired sideyad setbuck on Lot 2J, Block 6, Section 5. City Park Ibm s

Subdivision, 639 Chestnut A.venue, Falls Church District. ~'lr. James

as~ed permission to build a structure 10' x 16' which would come withi

3' of the sideya~d line irstead of the 10' r~0uired. ~~. Brookfield

moved thBt if th~re were ~o ohjections from nci~hbor5 the application

be gran':.ed. ;':a.10r 31gin seconded. There were no objections. The mot'

carried.

5. Ker,neth L. Robert;:; I :~()!" permission to erect .sn a.ddi tion to present

dwelling with less th~n the recuired sidey&rc setrsrk, ~lso to erect a

att::>ched garage with :ess th&n the requl.r"'d sid"!yard s:!th<:.ck, on Lot 5

Block 2, SeC':.ion I, rai r Haven Subdi visi:Jn. 26 Gello:: vi.e",- hVe. J I<t.

Vernon District. ]'i.;!'. :ioberts asked per'mi.ssion \..0 odd a I'oom to his

dwelling - 12' x 24' which 'I;Quld come 5' from th~ sideyorrJ line. In

order to com~lete his home the ?lan of adding the di~ing room to the

side woulj o~pear to be the most practic~l way of making the addition.

If ~he Board Wished, Mr. Roberts said he _/ocid build this L'00ill of fire

?roof construction. The Ctairman asked ~~. Stockton to give an opinio

on this addi:ion. Mr. Stockton said that by granting such a reouest-

wit:' living quarterB $0 close to the 5 ide 1ine- it would do away with

sideyard re~uir~ments and was definitely against th8 Ordinanc~. Both

Mr. Dawson an'l t·:,. 8rook.Cield suggested a change in [)1<.lns - with perha s

adding a room on the rehr. The applicant did not think this practical

but said that he (':;:,,1 nc,t t"'our:;ht of this "nd it '[jlght be that this cOtJl..

be worked out. It was suggested that thb purt of the a,O,?lication he

defert'ed unti~ th~ ;18.Xt meeting and in the mei.:.ntime ;".r. Roberts consid

plan::; t'J con$tr'J.ct. t_lh! 6.d.dit lon, on the reb-r of t.he h::,use. The .::-:ttac

b~r<.lge, ",bieh '"Qul::i ":UlI,e "Iit.hin 1 foot of the sidoaline, was "lot olJject

iona-:>le to the nei 6hboJ' on that side. :";z'. Er,:"okfield moved that the

j·equest for the addit.ion of the l'oom be deferred until r.ext !lleeting,

pening ~~. Roter~B' change in plans, and that ~he garage be allowed.

i,Ir. Piggott seconded. It ''>'as c"qTied.

7. John "-. Buscher, for penr,lssion to erect. <;;.n .o.ttc.ched gar",£e with less

than the :-equired sideyard setback on Lots 29 Gnd )0, Fairhill on the

Boulcverd Subdivision. Falls Church Distl'ict. Mr. Buscher proposed t

5



:.c.j01' ;.,lgin sec ended t-he lJlot-ion. it WaS cLi-r'l·ied.

::han the required sidey,crd ",od r8~:I' y::.rc :Jctb"ck;:;, un Lot 1, 3':',;(:;": 7,

::,::;cUo"l '::1, lair Huven Subdivision, 78 fort Drive. Mt. Verr.o;, D':'str':',-

hav':O 2.. s:'..dc ",nd re",r setb""ck of Ctvpro.xiITIi.ltely 2' each. There wu~ no

,o;ranted. Mr. Piggott setond~c. :t WGS cacried.

? Jas~ler Picker81 , for ;)ermission to erect an addition to the :::>resent

dwellinE ,,·;ith les3 th.:-,n the rWjuir'ed sidey.arr! setbDck , ~n Lot 7,

,'.y",i'l'J 's Subdivision, Falls Church Dis"':rict. There ar'~ two rlwellint:s

~n thb l/]rd 3Gre lot - locat~r! ~1 ::.:.0 old sut-division (PQ'''~U 'sJ.

::Inn i~ t.berefore c.llm'ied as nO:l-coilforrL',:lg. ::r. ?i,:ker",: :-,&" Cip:,ll.ed

:"::,r iin a;( 16 fcot additio:1 tu th", 3;;;;;.,11 ::!\\'ellLg - t':> !:le used 85 a

bath room c.nd toilet (in o,der \..0 10 =",'6/ '",'it:-_ iJ.O out.si':e tcilet; ",od

notion. :t '1'''&5 c2.r-ried.

() 0 (;

-

10. 8\1e1&1'1 Jc.~tist :::hucch u:, Owen Lloyj, for p~r~issian to erect & ves

t:'bulo:.: to preser.t ::r,ucch buildinr:; ,,,,;itr, i.€Ss thaI'. the rC:~'J.il'ej frc.nt

.7'635, I',lt. Vern::..,n D~strict. Thi<l'J:!!,Jlic,ati0fi w",s tGkl?n up inl'0.mdly

at the last meeting; ane'. a::,')coved in order to allow the contr'",ctor W"JO

d£>3 doing some ,,:crk or. the:::hur::h to corn;::>lete the vestibule .....itr.out

del~y. ~r. Brookfield moved that the Soard confirm the action taken

:~t the las;, meeting. rajor ~l~~in secor:dec!. It W&<l ci"rril:'o.

11. L.. T. lo,,'den, for permission t~ h.o.VA less sHey:,rd "etb2.':"" thar) ,'''

~lli:"'?d 'Jr"l Lot .... -Sectio1 I, ~Ii;:'m8. rcres, .'rovid",nce Distric.t. I:"'~.

foot. "ri.clth, There ',EJS no objecLion from tile neichburhood to I'educing

U-.e siiJey;:,rd setbacks by 5 feel,. r'. Brookfield moved t~16:" th~ o.?iJ1i t

be :.:Ill owed to construct his dWi211ing lefJ.ving 20 foot setb""..::k", on loth

3ideYflrds. Major c;:"gin seconded the motion. It We,S c",rr-;'ed.
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12.· Io'airfax Rod. end Gun Club, inc. •• f'Jr ~)errr,i55i(ln to use property for

rod o.nd 5Ull club grounds, locat.ed at the intersection of v,aples ,'"dll

HOClD (644 ""nr:! V,J.le hoad 655) Dranes'Iille District. r,'J'. Arthur C.

'::;tickley, att.orney, .repr~sented the hirfax hod ond Gun Club. He ga e

a short resume of the forrr:ing of the Club - stating that the .n.ssccia

tion WBS formed in 1947 &.t which time they took a long lease on the

land in "uestion c:nd obt"ined a building permit from be County to
obt<>.ined

build a skeet r,ouse an~ un QCCU?Bncy ?e.rrit. The hsso~iation was in

tIurpor~ted during t.he ye .. r 1947 - wit.h 100 rr,8JJbers f.i,nd approved by

Ltude8 8ro\\n. After the incorporation the Club bought the l,;<nn. Sam

time after the purchase of t.he g round when the Club h6.d been in oper _

tion fur dp~roxi~a~ely ~ ye~r they were notified that they woule hav

':0 apply :01' zoning. It W2S t·!r. Stickley's I'Jish now to make that

application and to submit complete plans of buildings and ponds of t

anticipated educational program 310ng t~e lin€s of conservation ~nd

?re.secvbtlon which they ~roposed t 0 offer to the high scheols an:! in

strllction in shooting; 8nd the hhrJdling of fire arm3 for t.he pUblic.

k. Stickley Said thBt \:.r.9 Corpor<;tion had acted in good faith and b

lieved that they h8d sOfaet.hing ttat would be beneficial to the Count -

they had no idea of any opposilion to their plans. The l~nd is hill

and Mr. Stickley said he believed. especially adapted to their plows.

He said that ViI'. Brown, a technical expert, would testify regarding

t.'le layout. fir. Stockton said that permits for the operation of d 1'0

and gun club had been issued before his administration as Zoning nd-

~inistrator. He said that this case was brought to his attention by

complain':,~ co",ing from tt,e neighborhood - th&.t he had written the ro

and gun club &no thet they had co;n"lied ~Iith bois re('luest. l';r. Stick y

had not com?leted his case but as~ect that the anposition state their

reasons for ohjection to the Club. ~~. LR~eh represented V~. Kingsl

and 11:1'. Everhardt. Mr. i.e igh a sked the o;:>pos i ti on to ri se. Ilbout 3

people, all of whom border the property of the Club res~onded. ~~.

Leieh SElid t r.ot the ?ermit on this should never have been issued-tha

it 'lias a case for the Bo~rd of Zoning h.PiJe<.ils and nct tho:> Zoning "d-

ministrator's office - according to the Zoning Ordinance. He rebd

fr:om the Chart~r uf the Club shu\'ling the scope of the venture. ;'1r.

Cobb. ?residAnt of the Vale CO~Qunity rt~sociation, presented a petit

to the Board with b. listing of' 96 names opj:losing the continuan.ce of

the range. :kr. Cobb read fro~ the Army regulations governing Range

Regulations for Firing Ammunition for Training and Target Practice-

7
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showing that the plans of the Fairfax Rod and Gun C:'ub did not come

up to army regulations and ther8fore were not s~fe. ~~. Cobb s~id

that church services in V?le ~ere gre&tly dtsturted by the firing

dnd would be practically irnpossibl8 to conduct when the r~nle gets

into full operation. He scid that firing into a hilly and wooded

range was very dangerous hecause of ricocheting bullets and that it

was not ?ractical to train young people in shooti~g rrep2ratory to

helping them in the army - as the army had their' own :netr.ods and

trained men inten~ively l'egacdless of ~H evious experience. ':'he Val

Community Association who had been instrumental in getting up the

petition against the range - stood. jll! were willing to testify

opposing the range. Then ¥w. Dominy SpOk8. He had moved to Vale

with the hope of establishing a quiet country home for his family

and found himself bordering this dangerous shooting range which had

prevented the community from living a normal life. t~·. Dominy show

ed how it would be impossible for the range ~o be made safe because

of thi!. nearl1es~ of hoMes. Fe st.ated that horee values would be

greatly impaired and all real estate values :n the vicinity reduced

::t8solL:tions were oresented to the Board from the Vale (;ommtmity

Association and Providence Grange No. 750 prote~ti~g against t.he

range • and pointing out that it was detrimental because of the gre t

danger of living near a shooting range, that the people coming and

going was disturbing to the commur.i ty, that services at t he Vale

Church were disturbed, property halues would be 1epreci~ted. it was

tazardous to life in the neighborhood and particulGrly tv children

and that it was a serious detriment to farm owners since the shoot

ing freightened cattle. f-lr. Leigh said t hat there were about 25

witnesses in the room who were ready to testify ag8.inst the contin

uance of this range but that they did not wish to take up time.

However, if there wer~ any questions about the feeling of the ?eopl

in the surrounding neighborhood these residents would be glad to

tsstify. The Chairman asked for rebuttal from ~~. 3tickley and his

witnesses. ¥~. Shockey, Presidont of the Club, ~poke. He gave an

outline of the aims of the Club - to train young people in shooting

and the use of fire arms and to provide recreation for people of th

County and nearby. He said that the plan was to mRke the ra.nge per

fectly sa.fe end not to allow hif';h powered rifles. t-~_ C. Brown,

representative from the :-Jational Hifle Association, spoke. He

stated that accide~t3 had actually ~ecreased in localities where a

goat. rifle cange had bee~ established - Bnd that he thought there

11
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o/as more danger from children runDing around ~ith A~ns shooting on

farms than if they were allowed to go to a r~nge and r.ave instruction

~e described the in~tallation, statinb th~t he believed it to be per

fectly safe. Thl;l ~ntire a.-ea would be fenced Ei:'ld po£ted. fOw. Domimy

questioned ~~. 8rown regarding his ex~erie~ce and background as a r'

expert, <and regarding his idea of general scdetr. j\,r. Dominy a2so sa d

that he was certain th~t big rifles had been shot on the range and

that people had gone thel's to shoot without surer-vision. He also

asked if Mr. Brown could 5t.ate if l~ll::! ;:·.s.n~e met army rd!;;ulaticns. Mr

Brown did not know. :·lr. Cobb also questioned ~.J-. Brown reg<.lrding ~rm

regUlations, distances of the ~&nge, and plans for fencing the range.

Mr. Mooreland said t hat he believed that ultimc;tely the range could b

made sDofe when all instc:.llations were ::Jilt in but thc.t no....' it is a

nuisance and a detriment to the cOffi;':')unity, and that bt:l thouf;ht the

nuisance element was the only thinE tney shoulj consider. Mr. ~b~re_

land moved that tte ap?lication for ?ernit to o~~rat~ this range be

denieo in face of the evi:ence and oppositio:l. J.i.r. ?ig~ott seconded

the motion. It WflS carried. i';.r. Stickley indicated that the case

would be i:tppealed. i,[r. Stockton asked that everyone present note the

fact that an appeal would probably be made. He said tr.~t the Zoning

office would not if/ j\~. Cobb, President of the V...le Conullunity J..ssocia

tion, of the date of appeal dud would rely on }.tIr. Gobb to notify thos

bterested.

1). ~alcolm ~~rrow, for permission to have a less front s8tb~ck than re

quired on Lots 21, 22, 2), ~nd 24. Section I, Chestnut Hill Subdivis·

Lee Di:strict... I>J'. Stockton sc..id that this case was not eligible to

be heard <:!s the subdivision pl<.tt had never been recorded. I\W. Brook-

field ~oved th~~ t~is case be deferred. ~sjor Elgin seconded the

motior.. It ;,'85 carried.

14. 8ernice f..mundson. for ?ermis-siot". to operate a ;<indergarten in ?resent

<Jw>.!lling O~ Lot 27, :ection 111, Grants 0ubdivision, rrovidence

Jistrict. irs. ,.mU!1.j~lo.'1 saiel that. t,he rcom in. which kindergarten wil

he held is 12 x 26' cnd she will have 7 children. This gives consid-

er<>bly more spE:.ce tnsn ~s ree,uired by the National Kindergarten i,sso-

ciatio:1. She ::as 5?aCe enollgh ti increase her school to 12 if she

wishes to. There ,laS no objecLioCl to U1e <:':.:itablishment of this use.

Mr. Brookfield moved th"t. the ~?pliciS.tion he bt'<.:.nt€d. ~:':'j()r ~lgin

seconded. It w~s carried.

15. Joseph ii. Lee, for permission to have 1;1. less front and rear ybrd set

bD.:::k than required, located on n.e east s~de of #605 about 1/4 mile

9
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of ii606. Dranesville District.. This is " wido lvt OljJt>H,Y.i,,,,,t.ely 204

feet frontage by 120 feet deep. If the applicant observes the 75

setbBck from tbe front it '"auld make a very short back yen'd. For

this reason he is asking f~)r a 60 foo'l", setb~c~ from tho fra:1.t line.

The road in front of the house. /1605, will probably nev~I' be n:ore

th~n a 30 ~oot road since it is a side road. Mr. Brookfield moved

tt,at the applicant be gr,mted 3. 50' front setback anr'! a. :?O',abr ::::ct-

back hecause of the sh~pe of th~ lot. Major Elgin seconded. It was

16. Sumne:- r,~eiselman, for permission to erect an c:.tt<:tched g:arage with 1

than the renuired sideyard setback on Lots 35 anti 36, Hollin Hall

Village, Section II, 60) FOI~t Hunt. Road, Ht. Verr.on District. ;he

applic<:tnt said that t.he one side on which he could build his gar<:i.ge

would not give him more tha~ a 3 foot setback from the side line. ~tr

Dawson asked if there were objections to this application. There

were none. Mr. Brookfield moved that r..he applic;;:tion be granted.

;'Li:l.jor .i::lgin seconded the motion - gran:.ed.

17. Frank Seidel, for perniissioll to erect 2 siGn larger tn[,n allowed by

the Zoning Ordin9nce, located on the sout~ side of. Lee Highway appro

i~ctely 6000 feet west of the Shirley Gate Road joS5, ~esterly adja-

:ent to Kie1sgard Subdivision, Ce:1terville J:;'strict. rr ..:ohn Rust,

...·ho is handli:1g t:>.is !:or the applic,;ot, asked to be notifier: ",hen th

case~::rr.e '-'p - he ',.,as Of)t i;1 the :,oom. T:'1e ~i:<se WaS continued unttl

18. Iloel V. ?oynter, for ',Jur:ligsion to en:·t::t El dl'lelling wit'1 le2~ than

t~e r~quireG side'larti ,,:,!:'tback on Lot Ji... SLlbdivL:iiun uf a :)ortion 01'

t,le lc:f,d of fiichO-lrd C. i\night near the intersection of i"ort r.unt noa

",nj r.lexandria "venue, roLt. Vernon Distl'ict. The E;2rage is the only

part of this dwellin~ ~hich will cverstep the setback rQ~uirement~.

rt will r;ome to within 13 1/2 1 of the sidey<..rd. I·ir. Poynter sub-

:Ltted a let:,er from his neighbor on this side stat.ing th&.t he had

~o objection to the construction of the garage as ?lanORd by the

a;lplicant. l~r. Brookfield moved that the application be gran:ed. Nr

re, Tl-.e C~lse of J,.. D. Jerkins which had beer: deferred from the last me~t

ing was taken up. This hCld been put over fro:n the top of the list

no one was present to explain the case. tIlr. cTerkir.s showed tLoot t

WbS no way he could build and observe all the setb£.cks since ~e was

or: a corner lot. :fe &sked for a variance on the rear setback-21.S'

In,,te~d of the reQl1ir'ed 25'. !-:r. Brookfioold ::Iovf;d th~t :h~ applica-

tion he granted since there waS no possibility of meeting this

ot()
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s8tb;;ck. flIr. ?i£gott seconded :,he motion. It W&3 c",cried.

17. r"ir. f.Ust was in the Board Floum <::ld tr.e c<.;se of Fr"nk Seidel w",;;

brought up. The ",pplic.;:nt asked for [Jermission to erect a sign 6' x

$' - 18 ' from the Lee Highway right-or-way and 5-' inside the prcperty

line. ~r. Brookfield moved ttat th= ~pplication be granted. ~~jor

';;It;.in ~tlciJnded the motion. :t ~ibS ,::;orried.

19. George Dodd, for permis~ion to "perate a cinder block pl<lnt ir. a gra

pit, located on ?opkins L~~e South~2St of the Subdivision of Groveton

r·lt. Verno;) District. l:LT. :Jtocktcn rea-d a :2tter fro:TI Senator Clarke

:':it<.tting that the ap;}li.cant hOtd o.baadoned the use of thi~ prooerty and

rer::uested that tr.e apolic2tio!'\ t" ·,';~t,~:dra'l'm.

'·"r. St.ockton asks>d tf) bring tlp th9 C23'= of :::r. ii.mll1e - in tr_e Gillin

~8m .suh~ivi5i(Jn. b Cb.se ,.·;ricr. he'"!. ~cme be.:"ore the Board at the last

:-eguler mep.ting Oind I'!r.ich had been denied. r<r. Stocktcn s.sid he be

:ieved thot a corr;~rornise had been work'9d Oll·~ whIch \'iould be satisfact

ory to 0.11 paTties concerned. The Soard recalled that there was a

short cross road in the Gillingh.srn Subdivision on which b lots faced.

The road had never been used and Mr. Gillingh~:n h",d considered it au;;"

;:oned. He therefore sold lots including the rOd.d. Permit WaS issued

Lo r.~'. Kimble which placed his house on the abendoned :·i£ht-of-way.

~'r. Stockton said that according to the Ordinance a rehearing on this

C2Be could te had provided ne~ evidence was to be presented and pro

vided the Board vuted to have a rebearing. !'.1r. Brookfield moved that

the Board have a rehearing. ~~. ?iggott seconded, and it was carried

The settlement plan is as follows: Mr. Kimble will take all 6 lots

·..,hich face on the rObd ",hich wa::; cvnsi·jered ab",ndoned eno ,,,,ill I' amove

his house and ...rill build 25 feet from the right-o:'-wo.y of the street

t!".21t is cS'<::lly ab&.nr!oned. ll"" cannot bdld further back as the grollnd

is a heavy marsh 2nc u~huil~~bl~ tC90Cra~hically. y~. Gillingham has

given :i.r . Kimble the three lots as corc,pens",tiorl for the fact that he

'h~ll have to move his house. The stn:et ..,ill be left as it :'s. ~:r.

Brookfield said thBt he believed the Board could grant this 25' 5etb

for topographical reb.sons E;nd ffi2de !:: motion to that effect. hr. ?imo

seconded the motion. It WaS Cb.rried.

Mr. Stockton <.lIsa requested permission to bring up the case of the

Burke fire Department, ~nd asked th~t the Bo~rd concur in his action

in the interests of good p18r.ning and good government, good citizen

ship, and in the interestB of the happiness of the neighborhood of

Burke. l"lr. Staub of Du,ke has donated grcund on which to build a ~ir

department building for the vicinity of Burke. Uther citizens have

11
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contributed labor and mat~rials - all working together t~ build a

fire statior. buildillg. ;,ftel' the work had started the '~uestion W6S

asked if the~,r had a building permit. They had none. Mrs. Boyce Cell

Yr. Stockton and h~J over the last week end. contacted the Health De-

;::artmenC for 1,:ell and septic tank regul<;;tions. They ,lid not have

enough land to corn~ly with t~e regulations so ~tr. SCctiD gave more lan,

sufficient to meet Health Department re0uir~ments. Then they :ound t a

i~ order to have sufficient parking space in tte rBer t~~y 00uld not

meet the front setback requirements. The builrlins is being .ol;,ced 45

feet from the center of the road. j·,r • .:;tockton contacted as many of

tr.e Board members as he could for approval of this setback and told

the group to bO ahead (.Ind be \",'ould ask the Board at this meeting to

approve this setback. Major ;£le:in moved th<.ct the BOard conflr"m the

action Mr. Stockton had taken. ~r. Pigbott secondec th~ ffiotioo. It

was car,ied. nJl.W<X$:)~8".~xbba1;(Jql.ob:ap:sxan~cxrt.kOJ1.X3h.ooU:dxIa.ll

xllnxiar:rtl1xtxrLa.:x.iaa;D':clxail:x.·(:IiX~xtsl;lx~~xuockri.anxx)lb'x~a:Ub:.an

xt:a::kli:>:b:e:xtd:x:ooxgln:rlctlr;.~~.xaXll.OCOCoo:.t~~eI.~~EJ:.;.J!:~~~i~x

The Chairman suggested t~~t since the reading of the minutes of the

Board meetings was far behind perhaps ~ ~pecial ~eet:~[ to read the

ba::k minutes 'I'{ould be a goo'l thing. It was voted tr.5t lctober 13,

',;ednesdaY at 10 a./(,. bo: set as the jc:te of a special :r:eeting. It was

r-equested that notices be sent out.

/>:r. Stockton suggeste~ th<-,t t ~le ?oard of ':'ppeb.ls cases should be

scheduled fur i2 certe-in ti;ne f:Jr ~:e,oring a:.: tr.e Zoning cases are set

for the 80ard of Supervisors. lhis would obviate :~e nec~3sity of

?8ople hc.vi:1g to sit throngh long c~ses i: their case h",p:)ened to

come uo to'r/arc. the ~nd. The Bo",rd voted :.h.,t this tlt"Qcedu,i:;: be

",dc?t.ed.

;"1"'. Pif,gott moved tr.e..t the Board adjourn. Mr. ~\ooreland seconded the

ruotion. It was carried..

,
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The meeting was Called to order b~ the Chairman at 10 a.m. for the

tion be granted since it was the only means of adequately showing th

13
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•••

purpose ot reading back minutes of the Board of Zoning Appeal.. Th

reading was completed by 12:15 and Mr. Mooreland moved that the

meeting be adjourned. Mr. Piggott seconded the motion. It was

carried.

A regular meeting of the Bo~rd of Zoning
Appeals was held in the Board Room of the
Fairfax County Courthouse on Tuesday,
October 19, 1948, with the following mea·
bers present: Mr. C, Dawson, Chairman,
Mr. Brookfield, Mr. Mooreland, Mr. Piggott,
Major Elgin, and Mr. Stockton, Planning
Engineer and Zoning Administrator.

October 19. 19~8

October 13. 19~a

A special meeting Gt the Board of Zoning
Appeals was held in the Board Room of the
Fairfax County Courthouse on Wednesday.
October 13, 1948, with th~ tollowing members
present: Mr. Gooper Dawson. Chalr~n, Mr.
Brookfield. Mr. Piggott, Mr. Mooreland, and
Major Elgln.

direction oC Mt. Comfort before making the curve on U.S.l. Mr. Bro

f1~ld seconded the motion. A second request on this application

asked for the right to board up the back of a sign now erected on U.

S. 1 about 1500 feet from its intersection with #633. This sign 1s

ractional sign on the property ot H.l.SRith (Fairfax Cabins). Highwa

63) which leads to Mt. Comfort is a narrow road and easIly passed by

motorists driving to Mt. Coatort and the applicant believes that a

sign any smaller than the one applied for would not be seen. Mr.

Brookfield Questioned the right of puttin~a sign on private propere

that perhaps it should be on highway property. Mr. Stockton said

that a directional sign was permissable. Mr. Orr thought also that

it would be better to have the sign in line with the other signs alo g

the road. The Chairman suggested that the sign was not necessarily

detriment and asked for a motion. Major Elgin moved that the applic _

A. The Malcolm Morrow case which was deferred from the last meeting was
scheduled first but Mr. Stockton asked that it be deferred until Mr.
Schumann arrived. This wae agreeable to the members of the Board.

1. W. M. Orr, for permission to erect a sign larger than allowed by the

Zoning Ordinance on Route 633 and U. S. Mo. 1, near Penn-Daw, Mt.

Vernon District. Mr. Orr a5ked the right to put this 20· x 15 t di-

I
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on a lot owned by Mr. and Mrs. Orr - the sign belonging to the Out_

door Advertising Corporation - advertising the Lafayette Hotel. The

wording 1s seen as one approaches Alexandria. The back side of thl

sign 1s unsightly. Mr. Orr proposes to hoard up this back sl~e of

the sign and put "Mt. Comfort - Straight Ahead" on it. Mr. Dawson
since

said that/the sign was already there .._ he saw no objection to

using the back of it. Major Elgin moved that the application be

granted. Mr. Brookfield seconded the motion. It w~s carried.

2. E. John Schrenzel. for permission to erect a sign larger than alIa

ed by the Zoning Ordinance on Lot 5, Block 24. Hybla Valley Farms

Subdivision. Mt. Vernon District. Mr. Schrenzel was not present -

this case was put at the bottom of the cases to be ~on5idered.

(Mr. Brookfield made this motion and Mr. Piggott seconded it)

3. Frank J. BulQaln, for permission to erect a detached garage with

less than the required front and aideyard setbacks on Lot 12, Block

C, Section III, Lee Boulev~rd Heights Subdivision. {212 Drury Lane,

near Seven Corners) Falls Church District. The applicant asks for

less than the reQuired 80 foot front setback for his garage and a

I foot sideyard setback. He will build a breezeway from his house

to his garage. The garage will set entirely back of the house.

Since this was the only place he muld put his garage and there were

no objections from the neighbors, Major Elgin moved that the applic ~

tion be granted. Mr. Brookfield seconded the motion. It was carne

4. Walter H. Sealock, for permis~lon to erect a detached garage with

l~ss than the required sideyard setback on Lot 27. Walnut Hill Sub

division (1703 South West Street), Providence District. Mr. Sealoc

presented a letter from his neighbor stating that he had no object

ion to the garage being built within 1 foot of the property line.

Mr. Brookfield a~ked how the water would drain. The applicant said

there was a general tall to the back of the lot and that he would

build a gutter to carry it to the back. Mr. Brookfield .o~ed that

since there was no objection the application be granted. V~. Piggo

seconded. It was carried.

5. Cecil G. Coppage. for permission to erect a detached garage with

l~ss than the reouired front and sideyard setbacks on Lot 21, Seeo

Addition to B. M. Smith Subdivision, Mt. Vernon District. The

applicant showed that due to the slope of the ground there was no

other place on hi$ lot where he could build a garage. As proposed

it will set 60 feet back from the street and) feet from the ~e5t

boundary line. There are no objections from neighbors. ~~. Brook-

field moved that due to topography - the application be granted.
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Major Elgin seconded the motion. It was carried.

6. Raymond D. Burton, for permission to have a less front setback than

required on Lot 35, Section I, Greenway Downs Subdivision. southwest

corner of Lee Highway and Cameron Road. Falls Church District. Th.

requirement in this zone is 40 feet front setback but all the other

8. M. K. Apperson, for permission to have a less setback from Edsall

Road, Route 648, than required. located on the southwest earner of

Little River Pike and Edsall Road. Falls Church District. The

applicant said that while the setback he is 8,king for Is to be 40 r

instead of the 50 ft. required, his building 1s still 300 ft. from

the intersection of 64g and Route 236 - thus giving a clear vision,
•

~hat all parking will be on the side of Route 236 which has/110 foot

houses along this street have been granted a 30 foot front setback

therefore the applicant 1s asking for the ,ame in order to co~form

and 1n order to give a little more back yard. Mr. Brookfield said

that it was a mistake 1n the first place to grant this 30 foot set.

back but since it had been done he would move that this application

be granted. Major Elgin seconded the motion. It was carried.

Tauxemont Development Corporation, for permissiort to erect dW$lling~

nearer to the street lines than required on Lots 14, 17, and 18,

Section III, Tauxemont Subdivision, Mt. Vernon District. No one was

in the Boa~d room to support this application. Mr. Mooreland moved

that it be put at the bottom of the li~t. Mr. Piggott seconded. It

was carried.

setback, and turther setback will have a devaluating effect on his

property. The Chairman sairi that this will be a very busy corner an

he did not think a less setback was practical. that the truck tratfi

planned for the future from Fort Belvoir would make a tremendous

hazard. He suggested that Mr. Apperson turn his building crQSS ways

Mr. Apperson said that he could not do this because of th~ topograph

of the ground. Mr. Brookfield suggested that he cut off the corner

of his building - a §uSgestion which the applicant said could be don

it necessary. Mr. Brookfield moved that the application be denied

the grounds that it was not allowing sufficient setback to take care

of safety of traffic.of the future. Mr. Mooreland seconded the

7.

motion. It was carried.

9. E. W. Robertson, for permission to have a less front setback on sta

building on Columbia ?1ke, Route ~44. located on Lots ~, 45, and 46

Annandale SubdiVision, Falla Church District. Mr. Hardie Chamolls

represented the applicant in this case, however, Mr. Chamblis was no

present and the case vas put at the bottom of the list.
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10. Myla C. leck, for permission to hsve a ~Lean-To" over his driveway

~ith less than the reauired sideyard setback on Lot 5. Block 5,

Section I, Fair Haven Subdivision, Mt. Vernon District. The propose

lean-to will extend 14 feet from the side of the house to within

approximately 2-1/2 feet of the property I1ne. Mr. Dawson asked

where the water drained. Mr. Keck said it drained very well down t

side of his driveway into the =treet. This is 1n the nature of a ca

port Mr. Brookfield said and moved that it was not objectionable and

therefore that it be granted. Mr. Piggott seconded. It was carried

It was moved that the Jlbrrow case be taken up at 1 o'clock .. that

opposition was organizing and would like a little time to get here.

Mr. Brookfield made the motion that the case be heard at 1 and Mr.

Mooreland seconded. 1& was carried.

11. Joseph Samler, for permission to erect an addition to present dwel1~

lng with less than the required sideyard setback on Lot 35, Section

III, Tauxemont Subdivision. Southeast corner of Westmoreland Road

Fairfax Avenue. Mt. Vernon District. Mr. Davenport, contractor,

appeared for the applicant. He said that there were no objections

from the neighbors to this addition. The Tauxemont Corporation is

building the house for Mr. Samler and the applicant wishes to put

this addition, a garage and shed, on the rear of his house. The set

back would normally be 25 feet but the addition would run 2 ft. ) in

nearer the rear line than the requirement. Mr. Stockton said that

the spirit of the Zoning Ordinance was to have proper spacing bstwee

bUildings. Mr. Brookfield said that he thought this was an unnecess

ary violation of the Ordinance and he could not see where there was

any hardship to the applicant. Mre Stockton said that he thought

that the Ordinance did not require that each house be set back just

the same distance and th,it it was often found that there was more

aesthetic value in having different setbacks - sO long as the proper

distance between houses was observed as in this ease. Mr. Dawson

said that the Board had granted similar applications. Mr.BrookfLeld

suggested that the Board had granted too many applications of this

kind in Tauxemont. Mr. Jo'Iooreland moved that the applicat.ion be

denied. Major Elgin seconded. It was carried.

12. fred E. Webb, for permission to have a les5 sideyard setback than re

quired on Lot 48, Section III, Sleepy Hollow Subdivision. north side

of Ridge Road. 489 feet west of Sleepy Hollow Road, Falls Church

District. The plan of this dwelling was changed f rom frame to brick

this enlarged the entire size of the house and threw the sideyard

I
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~etback out of 11ne. In order to get the house on his lot as planne

Mr. Webb wishes to leave a 7 foot sideyard setback. There will be a

proper distance maintained between houses and there is no objection

from the neighbors. Mr. Brookfield moved that 1n view of the racts

shown the application be granted. Major Elgin ·seconded .. cal'ried.

l}. Brilyn Park, Inc., for permission to have a less s1deyard setback on

dwellings on Lots 1, 6, 7. 12, 13, 18, 19, 24, 25, 30, 31, and 36

Meridian Park Subdivision ( on West Stre~ approximately 300 feet

east of Great Falls Street} Providence District. These are all cor

ner lots and if the builder complies with the setbacks on eorner lot

he cannot put up the type house he has been building • ramblers· but

would have to build two story houses. He does not think this is in

keeping with the a ttrBctive development of the subdlV1sion and wishe

to have an a foot setback inste8d of 10 fe9t as required. The house

on the joining lots have been set back further from the ~ideyard in

order to preserve the prOper distance between houses. Two eltizen$

trom the neighborhood appeared in opposition to this application.

But the plan of development was discussed and there was no disagree

ment. It was the opinion that the one s tory house would be much mor

attractive than a two story and since the distances between houses

was su.ffic1ent ~ Mr. Piggott moved that the application be granted.

Mr. Brookfield seconded the motion. It was carried.

14. R. T. Lathon, tor permission to use garage as temporary residence

until dwelling is occupied on Lot 7, Dail Park SubdiVision (on Ridge

Road, Route 71~) Mt. Vernon District. No one was present to support

this application • ~hererore it was put at the bottom of the list.

15. Christopher A. Barnekov and William A. Fisher, for permission to

operate a private school in his present dwelling on Lot 4J, Section

I, Greenway Downs Subdivision, Falls Church District. Mr. Donovan

represented the two petitioners. He stated that t.his was a very

well developed section - having been zoned tor business and that a

private nursery was in demand by the residents near. ~~. Stockton

said that the building and the use were both all right- that this

case came before the Board merely as a technecality - to grant the

permit under ~he Ordinance. Mr. Brookfield moved that the ap?11eatl

be granted. Major Elgin seconded. It was carried.

16. Edward M. Loweree, for permission to operate a kindergarten in his

present dwelling, located on the north side of Route 677 (Old Court

house Road) adjacent to Mo~screst SUbdivision, Providence District.

The petitioner has a 9 room house. The first floor w111 be used for

the nursery school and the second floor as his own residence. The

01
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space 1s adeQuate· approximately )0 x 40 feet, they will have 6

children to start with and will not grow beyond 20. There is a

Subdivision adjoining this property and many of the residents have

expressed themselves 1n favor of this kindergarten. Mr. Stockton

said there was nothing against this use if the·neighborhood wanted

it. ~w. Brookfield moved that the application be granted. Mr.

Piggott seconded the motion. It was carried.

Chantilly Fire Department, for permission to erect a firehouse.

located on the wast side of Route 657 approximetely 190 feet south

of Route 50, Dranesville District. No one waG preaent to ~upport

this application. It was put at the bottom of the list.

Shiloh Baptist Church, for permission to operate a private cemeter

in connection with tne church, located on t he east side of Route ~

at Odricks Corner, Providence District. Mr. Roy Swayze represent8

the ChurCh. Mr. Swayze explained that the old cemetery was filled

up and that this piece of land joining the church property was the

logical place for a cemetery. Mr. Stockton said that this certainl

was a necessary adjunct to the church and if there was no objection

from the neighborhood - there was nothing in the Ordinance to pre

granting this petition. There were no objections. Mr. Brookfield

moved the petition be granted - Major Elgin seconded - carried.

K. H. Stilling, to permit a special exception under the zoning

amendment effective August 5, 1946, tor the utilization of a duplex

dwelling erected on the northwest side of Old Dominion Drive, 107.3

teet northwest of the Arlington County line, Providence District.

Senator Andrew Clarke represented the applicant. Mr. Clarke stated

that this ease was discussed before the Zoning Ordinance went into

effect but that in August 1946 an amendment to the Ot"dinance per

mitted 'thh uae under two conditions - that the applicant come be

fore the Board of Zoning Appeals and that the applicant hav~ twice

the necessary area. Thi5 application meets both of these require

men~s. Mr. Mooreland moved that the application be granted. Major

Elgin seconded the motion. It was carried.

Senator Clarke invited the Board of Appeals to inspect Belle View

along with the Board of Supervisors on Wednesday, November ), tram

4:)0 on. Dinner will be served.

Since the Board was ahead of the published schedule it was agreed

take up some of the cases that were put at the bottom of the list.

Mr. n. Davenport appeared for the applicant - Tauxemoot Corporation

requesting less front setback than required by the Zoning Ordinance

Mr. Dav~nport stated that the developer had planned dwellings on

I
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Lots 14, 17, and IS - ten feet nearer the front right-or-way, and

this is t he way he happened to do so. The original plan was to set

the buildings 50 feet from Fort Hunt Road, but during the time the

developer was in Europe the state took an extra lOfeet of right-ot

way for Ft. Hunt Road. Either the developer did not know this or he

had forgotten about it as he used the old 11ne as his setback and

therefore did not count in the 10 feet belonging to theState. Since

the same error is shown in three bUildings this 1s the only explana~

ticn of the incorrect setback. Mr. Davenport said that the Title

Company did not consider this a cloud on the title - but it did not

conform to the Zoning Ordinance and therefore he wished to be cleare

by the Board. There were no objections. Mr. Brookfield moved that

the application be granted. Mr. Piggott seconded. It was carried.

20. Richard A. Mohn. to appeal a decisio~ of the Zoning Administrator

which permits the operation or an auto body shop on the property of

Huston Oliver, located on Madison Lane about 3/4 mile west of Baile

X Roads, Falls Church District. Mr. Mohn 3tated that the bOdy.works

operating in this neighborhood was noisy and dangerous to chl1dren

because of the people co~!ng and go!na. He believed that this is no

a non-conforming business as it has not been run continuously. The

business changed hands several times since it first started and Mr.

loI".ohn believed that the lapse between the t 1me of stopping and stElrt ...

lng was in excess ot 180 days. Also Mr. Mohn said he believed there

had been a change in the type of business-which would be opposed to

the Zoning Ordinance. Mr. Stockton said that. t.he place had been use

as a repair and maintenance ror trucks subsequent to a garage and

the Zoning Administrator had ruled thnt this was the same use and

continued the business as non-conforming. Mr. Oliver appeared in

fense of the operating body works. He said that the busire ss had

run continuously either as a filling station or such a clo5ely rela

business that it was never considered to have abandoned the use. Mr.

Mooreland said that he believed this was a nuisance in the neighbor

hood but that it was 30uethlng the Board could not control since it

was operating as a non_conforming use and it had not been e stablishe

that t be use was ever abandoned for 180 days - it was an Wlfortunate

situation but one over which the Board had no authority. Mr. Piggot

moved that the case be dismissed because the Board had no authority

to act. Mr. Brookfield seconded the motion. It was carried.

9. The Case of E. W. Robertson vas t~ken up next. Mr. Chamblls was pre

sent to represent the petitioner. The Safeway Stores wish to purc

a block of lots at the intersection of Columbia Pike and Maple Stree

for the purpose of building a 75 ft. x 125 Ct store with a 30 foot

19
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setback from the Columbia Pike right-or-way. The g round between

the 5 tore building and Maple street will be used as a parking spae

Each lot is 25 x 125 and they are using 4 lots £or this parking a

This, Mr. Chamb!ls suggested, is a good thing from the standpoint

traffic control. The Board of Supervisors had "zoned this area to

General Busine5~ in view or future development. Now that

nity has developed-the need for a sateway 1s felt. The Chairman

spoke of the tremendous amount of traffic on Columbia Pike and sug

gested that this setback would put the store in a bad place in case

Columbia Pike were widened. Mr. Chamblis said that as far as he.

knew there 'fIas no definite information regarding the widening of

Columbia Pike, and that it was unfair to r.a.ke theee people observe

future setbaeks which may never be required. Mr. Stockton said t~

he had talked with Mr. Smith who formerly was with the Highway

Department and that the 20 year plan tor highways included 160 ft.

right-of-way for Route 236 and Columbia Pike 1s 1n the plan for a

heavy duty- t~o lane highway. V~. Chamb11s said that by observing

the required setbacks it would take so much or the property build

ing would be impractical and that this was an expensive development

Mr. Dawson eaid he did not think there was a traffic hazard here

that a 5foot sidewalk would still allow a 60 foot right-of-way whic

could be a 4. lane highway for Columbia Pike if the state made it so

and the fact that the applicant was ?Toviding for such an adequate

parking space would take care of the traffic situation. It was dis

cussed at length - the future trend for heavy traffic with regard

Shit'ley Highway and Columbia Pika etc. Mr. Piggott moved that the

application be granted. Major Elgin seconded the motion. Carried.

21. Hannah L. Patterson, for permission to use 13.5 acres for a mul~

tiple housing project as allowed under Section III subsection f-5

of the Fairfax County Zoning Ordinance? located on the northw~st

corner ot Leesburg Pike and Glen Carlin Road, Falls Church District

Mr. W. Lewis Leigh represented Mrs. Patterson. Mr. Stockton r~ad

the recommendation of the Planning Commi~sion recommending that the

application be g ranted. Mr. Leigh said that six months ago when he

presented this case before the Board oC Zoning Appeals and they

denied it he predicted that the character of this location would

change and that within a short time multiple housing would come to

this section. Now that Culmore was being developed, and the Payne

tract had been granted the right to have multiple housing. he felt

that the Patterson tract was a logical place for thio type of

development. In fact he believed that the Patterson tract was more

I

I

I

I

I



would be established by the State Highway Commission in order that

road and with a 30 foot setback, which he 1s asking for these lots,

is still setting hack 105 feet from the center of the road _ thQ sam

satback as that of Mrs. Vazzolo. Mr. Stockton Baid that it was the

hope of tha Planning Commission that definite center lines of street

more right-or-way would be taken ... leaving the houses entirely too

close to th~ road. It might also develop that the service road woul.

become the main lane of traffiC. He compared the setbacks to Mrs.

Vaz~olots property across the street. Mr. Stockton drew a diagram

the board showing the 3 treet center, the r ight-of-waYr setba.cks, and

service road, dedicated by )-n-. Morrow. He showed that the property

across the s t.reet, belonging to Mrs. Vazzolo was set back 80

the street right-at-way. Mr. Morrow has dedicated a 50 foot service

slopes sharply to the rear and there is a very little flat space on

which to build. If the owners built with the proper setback it

would mean a great deal of filli~ in and consequently very expensive

building. Mr. Deathridge a property owner in the vicinity spoke

against allowing this applicatdon. He suggested that the Zoning

Ordinance met only minimum requirements of good planning and he did

not like to see the standard relaxed in any case ... and that t he road

Lo front of this subdivision was dangerous ... it was possible that

logical ror this use than the Payne tract since it Is directly

across from Culmore and the adjacent property owner Is highly in

favor of this development. The location of this section makes mul~

tiple housing inevitable. Major Elgin moved that 1n view of the

granting of the Payne tract the application be granted. Mr. VDoreUn

seconded the motion. It was carried. Mr. Brookfield dlssent~ng.

The Board adjourned agreeing to reconvene at 1:)0 to consider the

of Malcolm MOrrow and any other cases after that which had not been

handled. Mr. Piggott asked to be excused.

A. Malcolm Morrow, for perm.ission to have 8 1e53 front setback than re

quired on Lots 21, 22, 23, and 24, Chestnut Hill, Section I, Lee

District. Mr. Morrow explained that the l&nd in these rour lot~

October 19. 194a (Continued)

might arrange for permanent future setbacks - but that this had not

been done and what would be done with Route 236 - widening and how

much - was not known. The only thing the Planning Commission can do'

1s to try to get houses set back as rar as possible. In some multip

I
housing developments where the develop4r has dedicated a service roa

they have allowed a 30 foot eetback and it had pro~ed practical. One

of the owners of the lata in question 3poke. ~e said that if they i

, .

I

....

....

I



the next meeting as there was no one present to support these

October 19. 1949 (Continued)
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The three ca~es remaining Nos. Ill) -

applice.tions.

Mr. Mooreland moved th~t Mr. Stockton investigate the case of Jtm

Bradford for rezoning and report to the Board at the naxt meeting.

Major Elgin seconded the motion. It was carried. Mr. Brookfield

moved they adjourn. Major Elgin seconded. It was carried.

to the letter and he a ppreciated the problems of the present owners

He suggested that theBaard get some statement :from t he District

Engineer as to the future of our roads l 1n order that development

might be planned on a more practical basis. The Chairman said that

the road situation was a tremendous problem and that we could get

other lots would be left vacant for the present. Mr. Deathridge

said that he realized that one could not always follow t he Ordinanc

he had sugge~ted. Major Elgin s$conded the motion. it W&9 carried

(~1i.G")
Oail Park,; No. 1149, Chantill

Schrenzel be deferred until

were reouired to build 50 feet from the righ~-of-way it would

necessitate a great deal of tilling In as the house would be

several feet below the street level. It was asked what would be d

with the lots which were not to be built upon. The owners said th

had no plans but to build two homes (two owner3 were present) the

Fire Department, and No. 1154 - E. J.

no assurance from anyone about definite plans for the future, that

the lack of funds was a serious handicap. Mr. Brookfield asked if

only the four lots were involved - could the others conform to the

Ordinance. Mr. Morrow said ye~ - the others were all right. Mr.

~oreland asked if the setbacks couldnt be graduated, that Is. if

the slope of the ground would allow this. For example, start with

a 50 ft. setback on Lot 20, 21 - 45ft. setback, Lot 22 - 40 ft. set

back, Lot 2) .. J5 ft. setback and Lot 24 _ )0 ft. setback. Mr.

Morrow said this probably coul. be done. Mr. Mooreland moved that

in view of the contour of the ground the setbacks be graduated as
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1. Raymond E. Lassen, for pe~m1ss1on to @~ect a sign larger than allow

2. Guy H. Heeter, for permission to erect a sign larger than allowed by

the Zoning Ordinance, located on the north side of Route #644 just

east o~ '716, Mt. Vernon Magisterial District. Mr. Heeter was not

application be put at the bottom of the list. Carried.

3. Roberta 'raeer-Miller, for permission to erect a garage 14 feet x 20

feet - 20 feet from back of the house and 2 feet from the property

23
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Mr. Brookfield moved that this

Major Elgin ~econded the motion

Robert L. Southall, for permission to $rect a detached garage within

2 feet of the sideyard at 650g Charles Street, Falls Church District

Lot 6, Powell Subdivision. The Chairman asked if there was oppositb

to this application. There was none. Mr. Southall presented a let

present. Major Elgin moved and Mr. Brookfield seconded that this

put at the end of the list. Mr. Piggott ~econded the motion. It

wa s carri ed •

A regular meeting of the Board of
Zoning Appeal~ wa5 held in the Board
Room of the Fairfax County Courthouse
on Tuesday, November 16, 1948, with
the following members present: Mr.
Cooper Dawson, Chairman, Mr. Brook
Field, Mr. MOoreland, Mr. Piggott,
Major Elgin, and Mr. Stockton,
Planning Engineer and Zoning Adminis
trator.

The three cases deferred from last meeting because no one was'presen

November 16. 1948

by the Zoning Ordinance, on the north side of Lee Highway adjacent t

Falls Church Town Line (58g S. Washington Street) Falls Church Dist-

one W6e present again. Mr. Brookfield moved that all three cases be

line on the side of the house, located in Fair Haven SUbdlv1s1on, Lo

29, Block 5, Section 2, Mt. Vernon Maeisterial District. Mrs.Frase

Miller showed the Board members the proposed location of the garage

20 feet to the rear of her house and a two foot setback on the side

line. Mr. Brookfield said that there was apparently no other place

for the garage and with such small lots the 2 foot setback was a

necessity. He therefore moved that the application be granted.Major

Elgin seconded the motion. It was carried.

to support the apPl1cations were taken up first - E. John Schrenzel

applying for permission to erect a sign larger than allowed by the

as a temporary dwelling until his house 1s built were called but no

rict. Mr. Lassen was not present.

Zoning Ordinance, The Chantilly Fire Department for permission to

erect a fire house, and R. T. Lathon, for permission to use a garage

case be put at the end of the list.

It was carried.

4.
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Board was satisfied that the corners were sufficiently cleared.

Major Elgin moved that the application be granted. Mr. Piggot~

seconded the motion. It was carried.

North Kings HighwaYl Jefferson Manor, Mt. Vernon Magisterial Distr

Lots 24-A and 2~-B. Block 11, Section 7, Lots 7-A and 7-B. a-A and

8-B, and 9-A and 9-B, Block 12, Section 8; Lots 12-A and 12-B. 13

and 13-B. Block 13. Section 9. Mr. Harnett appeared for the appll

cant. The Monroe Development Corporation have given an additional

25 foot rlgh~ of way on North Kings Highway (this gives an 80 foot

street right of way) and are now asking to set back 30 feet from t

propert y line. Mr. Dawson asked particularly if the corner lots

allowed sufficient clearance not to interfere with visibility. The

I

I

I

I

5.

less than the reouired sideyard setback at 224 Lawrence Drive, Fal

Church. Virginia. Falls Church Dis~rictt Fenwick Park Subdivision

Mr. Brookfield said that this was another case of a narrow lot and

no place to put the garage but near the line and since there was n

objection he would move that the application be granted. Major E~

seconded the motion. It was carried.

Frank Rollenhager, for permission to erect an attdched garage with

lesa than the required sldeyard setback on Lot 104 and part of Lot

103, Annandale Subdivision (on Poplar Street) Falls Church Distric

The applicant intends to build a good bree~eway connecting the

garage and house, allowing a 3 foot setback from the sideline. Thl

is another case of a narrow lot and no other suitable place on the

lot for the garage. Mr. Brookfteld moved that the application be

granted since there was no objection to the 3 foot setback from

sideline. Major Elgin seconded the motion. It was carried.

8. Monroe Develo9ment Corporation. for permission to erect dwellings

on the lots enumerated below with less than the required setback

7.

f~OM a neighbor which ~he Chairman read stating that he had no ob

jection to a garage being built within 2 feet of his line. Since

there was no objection Mr. Mooreland moved that the application be

granted. Major Elgin seconded the motion. It was c&~ried.

Walter E. Fowler, for permission to erect a detached garage with

than the required sideyard setback on Lot 35, Lee Manor, Providence

District. Mr. Fowler requested a 5 foot sldeyard setback for two

reaSons - first because by locating the garage there he would save

a very lovely tree; and any other location would neC9ssitete a

great deal of excav&tlng. There was no objection to locating the

garage this close to the I1ne. Major Elgin moved that the appllca

tion be granted. Mr. Piggott seconded. It was carried.

6. E. Scott McCuskey, for permission to erect a detached garage with

24



9. Charles E. Wesley, for permission to erect a single family detached

dwelling with 9-1/2 feet of the lot sideline, instead of 15 feet as

and allow a 4 foot 5etback on t he garage side.

I
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Tile Chairman asked that some of the d aterred cases be taken up as th

Board was ahead of their published schedule. Raymond Lassen was ~re

sent and hie application was presented. Mr. Lassen asked for a J x

foot sign to be allowed for the tront of hie building. Mr.Stockton

said this was a Billboard - and not to be classified as a sign., tha

the Board had not been granting signs of over 60 square feet. Mr.

Lassen said the building was a very strange shape - wide but with ~

little depth and that a small sign would be lost on the large 5urtac

of the front of the building. The building is 40 raet long and stant

alone. The Chairman said the Board could not grant a sign so large

Mr. Lassen said that since he could not get the large sign he would

be glad to take whatever the Board would give him. Mr. Mooreland

moved that a sign 30 feet by 2 fe",t be granted. Major Elgin seconde

the motion and it was carried.

reaulred by the Zoning Ordinance, located on Lee Boulevard in Lee

Boulevard Heights, Worthington Circle, Falls Church District. Mr.

Wesley has planned a 44 foot 9 inch house with a garage attached by

breezeway. With the garage and breezeway - if the house Is placed i

the middle of the lot it would leave a 9-1/2 foot setback on each

side. Mr. Brookfield suggested that it would be better to move the

house over giving a 4-1/2 foot setback on the garage side and a 15

foot setback tor the main house on the opposite s1deyard. By allow

ing only a 9-1/2 foot setback for the house the Board was actually

amending the Ordinance which it had no right to do. Mr. Stockton

said that when a garage was attached by a breezeway it automatically

became a part of the house so it would really make no dtfference whi h

side had the short setback - it was in effect - the house itself. Hi

suggestion was that the house be set in the middle of the lot allow-

ing the same setback on both sides. The Chairman asked if there w

any objections to these proposed setbacks. There were none. Mr. I
Brookfield said he thought it was more in conformance with the Ord

dinance to require the 15 foot setback for the one side ot the house I
Mr. Mooreland moved I

that the Board grant the & foot setback on the garage side. Mr.

Piggott seconded the motion. Carried.

Tyler F. MOffett, Jr., for permission to enclose front porch with

Falls Church, Lot 1), Section II, Greenway Downs) Falls ~hurch Mag

isterial District. Mr. Moffett has a four foot open porch which he

25
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wishes to enclose. The house has a 25 foot setback (the setback

here 1s as required 1n a Suburban Residence District and should be

40 feet) but the 25 toot setback was established before the Ordi-

nance went into erfect. The porch enclosed would give the house a

21 foot front setback which Mr. Brookfield said was not a good pre

cedent to establish in this locality where the setback was already

far less than required. Mr. Brookfield asked the applicant iC th

was anything in his deed restricting the front setback. Mr.Morret

did not know. Mr. MOoreland moved that the application be dererre

until Mr. Morrett could check on his deed restrictions and for

further study by the Board. Mr. Piggott seconded the motion. It

was carried.

11. Richard B. Livingston, for permission to erect 9 garages for renta

purposes on Lot I, Devonshire Gardens, Falls Church District. The

Chairman asked Mr. Stockton to give the background of this case.

Mr. Stockton said that Mr. Livingston had come before the BOard of

Supervisors to ask for a re20ning on this property for the purpose

of putting up 9 garages. That the construction of the Goodwin

Apartments which join his lot had created a need for rental garage

in this locality. At the hearing of the Board of Supervisors ther

was considerable opposition to the re20ning of this lot from pea

in the neighborhood - but that there was apparently no objection

the construction of garages for storage of privately owned cars.

Therefore, he had suggested to Mr. Livingston that he withdraw the

application for rezoning and appeal to the Board for the right to

put up the garages-thus restricting the use for now and for the

future. The Chairman asked if there was opposition. About ten

women living in the neighborhood appeared to oppose the applicatio

Mr. Stockton read a letter from the Greenway Downs ~itizens Asso

ciation disapproving the application. The home owners were from

Greenway Downs-their property backing up to the alley which border

the lot on which Mr. Livingston wishes to build the garages. Mrs.

Clem acted as spokesman for the Citizens Association. She said

that the alley had been given by property owners but had never b

used as an alley and they did not want it opened now. Mr. Living

ston said he did not propose to open the al~ - but that the cars

would enter his lot from Mr. Goodwin'S apartments and this would

not affect the alley right of way. Mr. Livingston said that he t

was not in favor of • general business in this location but that

the garages were to be built of either cinder block or frame and

would not be devaluating to the neighboring property. The object

ors said that perhaps this one proposition may not be such a bad

I
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.thing - but if the exception were made then others might apply for

the same kind of a variance and the Board would be almost bound to

grant it. Then almost any kind of bu~ine3S could be 8s~abllshed an

this would be a detriment to the type at locality they wanted. The

wished to keep a residential district as they were people who were

making their permanent homes there. Mr. Livingston said he was mak

ing'his permanent home there too snd hoped some day to retire.- and

he was trying to arrange something to live on when he did retire ••••

and he didot think well built, well taken care of garages would hurt

the neighborhood. One of the objectors suggested that t he vacant 10

next to Mr. Goodwin's apartments mght be zoned for business and that

Mr. Goodwin could put garages in there - if this variance was grant

Mr. Stockton said that this would not be possible because in order

leave that lot vacant in order to meet the area requirements. Mr.

Piggott suggested that one of these garages might be used as a busi~

ness - to repair other cars. The objectors also thought this was a

possibility. Mr. Livingston said this would not happen that he did

not want to rent the garages for anything except for storage purpose

and no business eould be conducted there. Mr. Stockton said that th

Zoning Ordinance says that one can build garages for 4 cars if he

wished ~ that would allow him to rent the garage5 he was not uslng

this in effect would be the same thing Mr. Li¥ingston is asking for

except that he would be given the right to rent more garages. It wa

suggested that the variance be granted with the provision that they

be rented to people in Mr. Goodwins apartments only. Mr. Livingston

thought this was not practical, that it was too much of a restrict

Mr. Mooreland moved that the variance be granted with the provision

tha~ the garages be used for rental storage of automobiles only.

Major Elgin seconded the motion. It was carried.

12. Maurice Mumford. for permission to erect a building on the northea5t

corner or Route 665 and Route 667, Lot 54. SectiDn I. Mumford Park,

with less than the required setback f rom Route 667, Dranesville

District. Mr. Mwnford said that when the State Road 665 was widened

he dedicated 15 feet and his house is det back 52 feet from thi15

right of way. At the time of this dedication he had his entire tra

surveyed and the houses located by the surveyor. All of the houses

hed the required setback from Road 667 except the one on Lot 54

which was located with only a 43 foot setback. ~~. Mumford could no

account for the incorrect location of the building - since he had

it up to a certified surveyor he did not question the setbacks.

only ex~lanation of this setback that he could give 1s that the
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were probably set correctly in the first place - but during the

construction of the widened road when there was a great deal of

hauling and construction going on the stakes were accidentelly

pulled up and put back by some irresponsible person and the house

WcS built accordingly. Mr. Mumford said that he had applied for a

store on this location - and a rezoning to Rural Business. Mr.

Mooreland ~ald that since the house was alre8dy located there was

not much else that the Board could do but grant the application-he

moved that they do 90. Mr. Piggott seconded the motion. Carried.

National Advertising Company, to appeal the decision of the Zon_

ing Administrator regarding a sign located 2.3 miles west of the

junction of Route 211 on the south side of #50 and a sign located

on the south side of Lee Highway about 1 mile east of Fairfax Cir

both in Providence District. The Chairman asked Mr. Stockton to

give the background of this case. Mr. Stockton said that the Stat

Highway Department-Landscap Dlvsian had cooperated with the County

with regard to placement and control of signs, that he had been aa

to get the history of these irregular signs through the records of

the Highway office. The signs were installed originally - conform g

to regulations. Then at a later period the signs were both enlar

to more than double their original size - which was billboard pro

portions. There was no permit issued covering the larger sign aiz

because at that time the Highway Department did not have the per

sonnel to make inspections. A little later the National Advertis

ing Company bought the signs as they were-billboard size - not

knowing that they were an illegal s17,e nor that there were no per

mits covering them. Mr. Roch, of National Advertising Company sai

that 50me time atter they had bought the signs they had a letter

from the Highway Department saying that since the signs were re

built to such 8 larger size they must be considered new structures

and therefore were not operating as a non-conforming use and there

fore were illegal structures. Mr. Stockton then wrote the Nations

Advertising Company that in view of the facts the rebuilt and en

larged signs would have to be removed. Mr. Stockton said that whe

he wrote that letter he did not know all the facts regarding the

signs. But since-he had le~rned that the National Advertising Com

pany had bought these signs in good faith - a certain size and lo

cation. That they had not changed the signs in any respect. The

all at once to be told that they owned illegal structures and to

tear them down - he thought was a little unfair, that we had a car

tain moral obligation to this company since we allowed the signs t

be increased before they bought them. Now for us to penalize the

13.
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new owners was 1n his opinion hardly a fair procedure. A represent

tive from the State Highway Department was presen~ and answered

questions by Board members. He said that it was necessary to have

approval of the Board before the State could issue a permit cover!n

these signs. That was his interest 1n being at this meeting. Mr.

Piggott moved that the signs be allowed to remain in their present

locations. Major Elgin seconded the motion. It was carried._ Mr.

Brookfield dissenting.

Mr. Mooreland asked to be excused at 12 o'clock.

Adelaide Dove, for permission to erect a second dwelling on the pro

perty containing 15,987 square Ceet instead of 20,000 square feet a

required by the Zoning Ordinance, the property located on the south

west side of Route 7, opposite Fairlington, Falls Church District.

Senator Clarke, representing the opposition, asked that the applican

pre8ent her case fir5t. Mr. Stockton said that the two married

daughters of Mrs. Daniels were paying high rent which they could no

afford - 80 they bought two trailers with the idea of moving on to

~he mothers lot. The Zoning office gave zoning approval for one

trailer on the lot - to be demounted on a foundation-thus attaining

the status ot a dwelling. There is ~urficient area in this lot to

permit two dwellings. But Mrs. Daniels was told that a second per

mit could not be issued - allowing two trailers on this lot as she

did not have sufficient area. A neighbor offered to let the daugh

park her trailer on her lot - but she did not have the

for the two dwellings, and the zoning office could not issue a per

Therefore, Mrs. Dove is asking for this exception for a second dwell

tng on the neighboring lot which contains 15,987 square teet. Mr.

Stockton said that we are concerned only with area and location not

with the dwellLng itself, that t he building code will determine that

and that the new definition of a dwelling will not allow a trailer

mounted on a foundation ~o be classed as a dwelling. Mrs. Dove,

the applicant. spoke. She said that the trailer was not now being

lived in - th...t no ligh'Cs or water were connected to it. Senator

Clerke, representing Mr. Dallgattis, the opposition, said that this

was just a subterfuge to use trailers as dwellings and that there

had been many complaints tram the neighborhood about living in

trailers, that these two trailers had moved in and put one on aver

flimsy foundation and called it a dwelling, that living conditions

there were unsanitary _ no running water- outside toilets - no sept

tanks - no sewage_ a generally unsightly setup. Mr. Clarke said

that this case had come before the Board of Supervi~ors and they

shown that they were opposed to using trailers as dwellings
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very eager to adopt the building code which will eliminate struct

ures like these. Mr. Clarke said that the neighbors had been

greatly distressed <bout these trailers and he felt that the entire

neighborhood should be considered in a matter of this kind. The

whole idea was wrong in principle - bad living conditions and a

detriment generally. He asked th".t the Board deny this applicatl

Mrs. Daniels stated that the foundation of the trailer was not of

flimsy construction - that they had used cinder blocks, that the

trailer had city water and now sewage was in the neighborhood 

which they might have in time. Mr. Brookfield moved that the appl

cation be denied, because of lack of area. Mr. Piggott seconded

the motion. It was carried.

Mr. Brookfield moved that the Guy Heeter apolication be deferred

to next meeting as Mr. Heeter was not present. ~. Piggott second

the motion. It carried.

Mr. Brookfield moved that Mr. Stockton investigate the Chantilly

Fire Department, since they did not have a representative present

for the second time. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

The E. John Schrenzel case for permission to erect a sign larger

than allowed by the Zoning Ordinance on Lot 5, Block 24, Hybla

Valley Farms Subdivision , Mr. Vernon District - deferred from las

meeting was taken up. Mr. Brookfield moved that this be granted

since there was no objection. Major &lgin seconded. Carried.

The R. T. Lathon case, deferred from last meeting, for permission

to use a garage as a temporary dwelling until residence is occupie

on Lot 7, Dail Park Subdivision, Ridge Road, Mt. Vernon District.

There was no objection to Mr. Lathon using this garage temporarily

until he could build his house. Mr. Brookfield moved that this

application be granted. Major Elgin seconded. It was carried.

16. Charles C. Weaver, Jr., for permission to enclose the tront porch

within 37 feet of the street instead of 40 feet and to erect sttac

garage on the east side of his house within 1 foot of the line,

property located on Lot 80 of Brllyn Park Subdivision, 808 Fisher

Avenue, Falls Church, Falls Church District. Mr. Weaver presented

his case. He said that he did not believe his garage built 50

close to the line would bother his neighbor on that side as his

ground dropped a bout 4 feet 6 inches below the sideline-this would

put the garage so low as not to obstruct the view of his neighbor.

However, the neighbor, a Colonel. felt that the garage plac~io

this position - attached to the house would be 50 close to his liv

ing room windows that it would obstruct his view and make tis living

room dark. He said that he had bought there with the understand!n

that no one could build close to his house, that his living room

I
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November 16.,.1948 (Cont'd)

directly faced this proposed garage. It would actually put his

house (his front door) IS feet from the garage. Mr. Stockton said

that variances had been granted on lots of this kind because so

many of the old subdivisions had very narrow lots and the new trend

in homes was the wide rambler type. That most of the new subdivis

ions WBre laid out; to take caN of these wider houses. It was sug

gested that Mr. Weaver put his garage back 80 feet from the front

right or way. a ttached to his house by a breelOeway, if he wished I

and 1 foot from the side line. The Colonel said he did not object

to that. It would clear his front windows and not darken his house

Mr. Brookfield moved that Mr. Weaver be granted this variance.

Major Elgin seconded the motion - and it was carried. Major Elgin

moved that the application to enclose the porch with glass be grant

ed to come within 7 1/2 feet from the sideline. Mr. Brookfield

3econded the motion - and it was carried.

17. Jimmie Burch, for permission to locate a dwelling nearer to the

front line and side line of the lot than required by the Zoning Ord

inance, on Lot 11, Block E, Section J - Lee Boulevard Heights Subd-

ivision, Brook Drive, near Seven Corners, Falls Church District. NT

Claude Thomas presented this case t a the Board. Mr. Thomas stated

that when the house was first planned it was small and it conformed

to the Zoning Ordinance in setbacks but later the house was increas

ed in size considerably and it naturally changed the side and front

5etback3. In plotting the actual location for the house the survey

or made a mistake and put the house 24 feet 3 inches from the tront

prooerty line and 6 feet 9 inches from t he sideline. The house was

placed so that it paralleled the front l1ne but was at an angle to

the sidelines. Had it been set parallel with the sidelines there

would have been sufficient ro~m on all sides and no problem of set

backs. Mr. Thomas asked that the Board of Zoning Appeals grant

this variance in setbacks in order to clear the property for loan

purposes. 14r. Brookfield moved that although this was in his judg-

ment an unnece~5ary error - the Baaed approve the variances. Major

Elgin seconded the motion. It was carried.

Mr. Brookfield moved that the Board adjourn til the next regular

meeting. Mr. Piggott seconded - it was carried.

Mr. GUy Heeter appeared just as the Board members were leaving.

They recomvened and considered his application-it was impossible

for him to be at the meeting at his scheduled time. Since there was

no objection to the sign he proposed, Mr. Piggott moved that the

application be granted. Major Elg-in seconded. It was carried.

The meeting ""&3 adjourned a second time, moved and seconded by Mr.1
Brookfield and Mr. Piggott. d CU-4~~IJY}C1b 1

r rman
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December 21. 1948

A regular meeting of the Board of
Zoning Appeals was held in the Board
Room of Fairfax County Court House on
Tuesday, December 21, 1948, with the
following members present: S. Cooper
Dawson, Chairman, John W. Brookfield,
Thomas I. Piggott, William Mooreland,
and Major W. s. Elgin. and E. Russel
White. Zoning Inspector, representing
Mr. Stockton.

The two cases deferred from the last meeting were taken up first:

A. Tyler F. Moffett, Jr., tor permission to enclose front porch with

less than the reouired setback. located at 201 East Marshall Stre~

Falls Church, Lot 13, Section II, Greenway Downs, Falls Church

Magisterial District. The applicant already has a small four foot

porch on the front of his house - he wishes to extend this porch t

the end of the house and partially enclose it. There was no ob

jection from those present. This would allow a 21 foot setb5ck

from the street to the edge ot the porch. Mr. MOoreland moved the

application be granted. Major ~lgin seconded. It was carried.

B. Chantilly Volunteer Fire Department, for permission to erect a fir

house on the west side of Route 657 approximately 190 feet south 0

Houte 50. This case had been deferred because there was no one

present to represent the petitioner. Mr. Smith was present and ex

plained the location of the building. There was no objection to i

Mr. Brookfield moved that the application be granted. Mr. Piggott

seconded. It was carried.

New Cases:

1. A. J. Pelletier I for permission to erect an addition to his presen

dwelling with less than the re~uired sideyard setback (11 feet).

Also an attached garage with sideyard setback of 1 foot, on Lot 51

Tremont Gardens, 211 strathmead Street, Falls Church Magisterial

District. ~. Brookfield said that it would no doubt be all right

to allow the garage to come 1 foot of the sideline but that the ex

tension of the house allowing 0011 an 11 foot sideyard setback he

thought was Questionable. If the neighbor on that same side shoul

extend his house in the same manner it wouldnt be the thing - and

the neighbor would have the right to ask for this same kind of add

ttion to his house. The applicant said that his neighbor had al-

ready built a garage but that the lot next door was wide and the

house was not near his. The Chairman said that the way the appli-

cant planned the addition the garage which is attached by a breeze

way really becomes a part of the house - thus putting the house on

1 foot tram the sideline. Mr. MOQreland suggested that if the

neighbor chose to put his house 11 feet from the sideline - that

would leave a space of only 22 feet between houses - Which was a

I
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yery bad precedent to start. Mr. Brookfield moved that the add-

3~
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I
ltlon to the house be denied and that the ap~licant be allowed to

build the garage 1 foot from the sideline but 10 feet from the

house. Mr. Mooreland seconded the motion. It was carried.

I

2. Raymond D. Burton, for permission to have a wholesale roofing mat

erial business on property now zoned for Rural Business and locate

on Lot 35, Section It Greenway Downs SUbdivision, Falls Church

Magisterial District. Mr. Burton said that the business was carr!

on in a J- x 74 foot building - that he was not piling up material

and cluttering up the neighborhood - that he wished to ship direct

I

from his factory to job businesses. All the material was kept in

side the building and he wished a permit to ship direct. Mr.

Burton had been before the Board of Supervisors requesting a re

zoning to General Business but he withdrew the application rather

than to rezone the ground - thus making it a permanent loc.stion fi

general business. A permit granted would restrict the business to

this one use. Mr. Brookfield moved that a permit be granted for

two years only. Major Elgin seconded the motion. It was carried.

Virginia Electric and Power Company, for a special use permit for

the purpose of erecting a substation on Lot 2, located approximate

ly .3 of a mile west of Bailey's Cross Roads on Columbia Pike,

Falls Church District. (B.H.War.ner Subdivision). The substation

will be built 80 feet from t he center of t he road - inside a fence

There was no objection to this installation. Mr. Brookfield moved,

that the application be granted. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

4. Hallowing Point River Estates, Incorporated, for permission to

drill a well or wells with the purpose of developing a satisfactor,
supply of water necessary or re~uired for use in the Subdivision

"Section One" Hallowing Point River Estates, including, but not

li~ited to, household use and to erect ttereon a pumping station

stations and water tank or tanks suitable or nocessary for SUPP1Yl

I iog water to the entire Subdivision, said subdivision joins Gunsm

Manor on the south J Mt. Vernon ~~gisterial District. The applican

said that a well drilling company determined where the wells shou .,
be located in order to serve the COIlU::uni ty properly and the develo '

thi
i,

ob-'i

Mr·1

i

jection Mr. Brookfield moved that the application be granted.

at the Decemher meeting.

er must put the wells down where tte company indicates. Since

is a necessary installation for a development and there was no

Piggott seconded. It was carried.

The case of Robert Ashburn was deferred until January 18 as Mr.

Ashburn had notified the Zoning Office thElt he could not he

5.



dale, as a temporary dwelling, Falls Church ~~gisterial District.

Mr. Godfrey ap.?eared before the Board. He said that he would like

permission to live in the garage while he was building his house-

I

I

I

I

I

7. ~alter C. Roberson was deferred until next meeting as no one was

present to represent the case. (r.1r. Brookfield moved and Major

glgin seconded.)

$. Alice W. Smothers, for permission to erect a detached dwelling 60

feet from the center line of Route 600 instead of 75 feet as re

quired by the Zoning Ordinance, property located on Route 600 near

the R. F. & P. Railroad, Lee Magisterial District. Mrs. Smothers

appeared before the Board. She explained that the topography of

her lot was very irregular - back of the house location is a steep

bank which ends in a cliff. The only way she could utilize the ~

at all is to put the house nearer the street than t he Zoning Ord

inance allows. Mr. Brookfield moved that because of topography th

application be granted. Mr. Piggott seconded the motion. It was

carried.

Joseph E. Godfrey, for permission to use a garage, located on Lot

41, Fairfax Hills Subdivision on Route 236 one mile west of Annan-

December 21. 1948 {cont'dl

6. G. W. Martin, for permission to erect a tourist court 1~1/2 mile

east of Centerville on the north side of Lee Highway, opposite

~illow Springs Garage, Centerville Magisterial District. Mr. and

Mrs. Yartin appeared before the Board. Mr. Martin said that the

cabins would be 75 feet from the right-or-way. Mr. white read a

petition from citizens in the neighborhood protesting the additio

of another tourist court on this highway. They stated in their

petition th&t this kind of business was seasonal and after L~bor

Day the tourist court operators had to reduce their rates. That

now the business was very alack and those operating had difficul

In making a go of it during the winter months and if more

of this type were allowed it would be necessary to resort to

iog the rooms to undesirable persons to meet their expenses. The

fore, they protested this new tourist court. Mr. Baker of the

Health Department, said that arter the first' of January the stElte

law re<'1uired that all business of this type would have to have a

clearance from the Health Department berore they could operate.

The applicant wished to build three cabins. Mr. Baker suggested

that a survey should be made before this application be granted to

be sure of sufficient ground for septic tank, water supply, etc.

Mr. Brookfield moved that the ap;Jlication be deferred until Janua

Ie and that a survey be made in the meanti~e. ~ajor Elgin seconde

the motion. It was carried.

9.
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December 21. 1948 (Cont'd)

that ir he were on the premises he could get much more work done.

He thought it would be about three years before he could build. The

Chairman asked if there were objections to Mr. Godfrey living in hi

garage for this period. Mr. Leigh represented Colonel Reid-there

were also eight others objecting. ~~. Leigh said that Colonel Reid

was unable to be there because of illness - but that he is building

a home in Fairfax Hills to cost in the neighborhood of $31,000,

There are many other homes near-costing from 20 to $30,000 - all

high class homes and that the general character of the subdivision

was definitely above the average. He stated that there were re

strictions of $4500 - restrictions laid down 12 years ago when $4

would build a very nice place. All purchasers had bought with the

idea that the general development would be on a high scale. And

now they were &fr~id this garage-living would be a permanent thing.

Several other objectors spoke against allowing Mr. Godfrey to live

in his garage - the Lynch interests were afraid this type of struc

ture would be deteriorating to their interests. Mr. Payne and Mr.

Styles objected on the basis of breech of covenants. The Chairman

stated that subdivision requirements must be met. ~~. Leigh said

that Mr. Godfrey knew the restrictions on the subdivision and know

ing he could not meet them he should never have bought there. Mr.

Godfrey said that he had no intention of living in his garage per-

manently - he had no intention of doing anything to harm his neigh

bors but that things had been very bad for him since coming out of

the service. The plans he had hoped to carry out simply didnt

materialize - he had had a series of misfortunes but that he liked

the lot, liked the subdivision, and until this very moment had lik

his neighbors-- he wanted to live in the community - he wanted to

live in the garage so he could - in time- put up a 1) or $15,000

~OU5e - but that he had bought thi3 garage ill-advisedly and was

unable to build just now. However, because of the unhappin~S5 his

living there would cause - he would withdraw his application en-

tirely. Mr. Brookfield moved that the withdrawal be accepted.

~~jor Elgin seconded the motion. It was carried.

10. ~~rie S. Kettie, for permission to erect a detached garage with Ie

than the required sideyard setback (2 foot setback requested} on to

45, Block 5, Section J, Fair Haven Subdivision, 26 Rixey Drive, Mt.

Vernon Magisterial District. The applicant stated that she could

not put the garage back further to give a full sideyard setback be-

cause there was a steep hill immediately back of the proposed gara

location. In fact there was only one location for a garage - to

use the ground as the applicant had planned. Mr. Mooreland moved
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1;. Freeman G. Lee, for permission to operate an antique shop in her

present dwelling on the south side of #644 about 1/2 mile west of

#617. Me. Vernon District. Mrs. Lee stated that she would use

ion from those in the neighborhood - Mr. Brookfield moved that th

ap;::>1ication be granted. Mr. Piggott seconded. It was carried.

14. Philip N. Powers, for permission to have a less front setback tha

required by the Zoning Ordinance for his dwelling loc~ted on Pare

I

I

I

I

I

Roger B. Adams, Jr. and Paul B. Duke, for permission to have a Ie

setback from Sleepy Hollow Road than recuired by the Zoning Ord- I

inance (reQuested setback 3g.65 feet instead of 40 feet) on Lot

seconded. Gronted.

tower and expressed the feeling that the need for it was emlllinent.

benefit of Federal Housing which was done in order to enable the

petitioners to get a loan. This difference of 1..35 feet in the

District. Mr. White read a letter written by the Chairll1(;,n for th

Section 4. Sleepy Hollow Subdivision, Falls Church Pagisterial

setback on this lot w~s a mistake in the survey and the Chairman

said that it had been the practice of the Board of Appeals to

mistake. Therefore, he had written the letter to Federal Housing

and was asking the Board to uphold him. ¥~. Brookfield moved tha

grant a reQuest of this kind when it was the result of an honest

the application be granted on the grounds that such a mistake mus

seconded the motion. It was carried.

vices. The prasent pressure tank supply is becoming inadequate

and the Company is looking forward to future requirements at whic

time this installation will be immediately necessary. There were

be handled 1n some sensible way - and that the slight variation wa

not easily visible to passers. Mr. Piggott seconded the motion.

It was carried.

the Columbia Pines Citizens Association spoke in favor of this

her liYing room for the shop, that the house itself was pro~erly

located according to the zoning regulations. There was no object

Major Elgin moved that the a pplication be granted. Mr. Piggott

December 21. 19k5 (Cont'd)

that the application be grCinted because of topography. Major El

C, Jackson Mill Woods Subdivision, Dranesville District. Request

Annandale Water Company, by James A. McWhorter, President, for pe

mission to erect an elevated water storage reservoir (tower) on I

ground located near Columbia Pines Subdivision, just off Ridge

Road, Falls Church magisterial District. Mr. McWhorter appeared

before the Board. He explained that a steel tower would be ([In

structed - that there were five miles of maintenance and 100 ser-

no objections from those present - in fact one representf;tive fro

11.

12.



view the p~operty. ~~. Brookfield seconded the motion. Carried.

15. J. B. Armstrong, for permission to h... ve a less sideyard setback tha,

required by the Zoning Ordin&oce 00 Lot 12, Simpson Clnd illays First'I

Addition to Chesterbrook Woods, Providence District. Requesting 14

foot and 13 foot sideyard setbacks. The center section of the I

house is alrl':!ady built. lilr. Armstrong is asking to make two ex

tensions on either side of his house - both sides coming closer to 'I

100 feet between the houses the way he had figured the locations.

the sideline than allowed. Mr. Brookfield said that these small

0 3 7

I

Board COUld!

in the older subdivisions were very bad for one \~anting to build

modern rambler type house. If there wer~ no objections he would ,
move that the i:9plication be granted. There were no objections. Mr.

?iggot t secon" ad the mot ion. It WB S carri Fld.

Robe~t J. ~ray, for permission to co~e within 1 foot of the party II

line wit~ an attached garage on property located at JOO Monticello .

Road, Section 6, Block 10, Lot 12A, Jefferson ~1anor, Mt. Vernon I

District. ~:r. Gr.y showed that because of the topography of the I
groW1d he could not locate his gerage any other place on the lot. I

Mr. Brookfield moved that because of this condition the applicationl

be granted. r18jor Elgin seconded the motion. It was carried. I
William G. Sullivan. for permission to erect a detached garage with

l

less front and sidey<.lrd setback thbn reouired by the Zoning Ordina e
,

on Lot 3, D. S. Mackall's Addition to i~est McLean, Providence Dist-I

rick. Applicant reauests 74 foot front setback and 6 foot sideyard
I

setback. Mr. Sullivan said that by putting the garage back 80 feetl

i

1>'l.r. 1'lQoreland moved that the case be d aferred until the

it back along the bank perhaps it would allow about 25 feet from th
street.

IHe asked if the ground was wooded. Mr. Powers said it was. This

would help to keep the privacy - it would act as something of a

barrier between the houses. Mr. Powers said there would be probabl

requested in his application permission to loc~te Q guest house on

the high ground - although it will allow only the 15 foot setback

from t he right-of-way. Mr. Hoar-eland suggested moving the guest

15 root setback. ~~. ?owers has Quite a l~rge tract of land but

much of it is sloping and unsuitable for building purposes. His

dwelling is located 30 feet from the street right-or-way and he has

December 21. 1949 (cont'd)

house closer tot he main dwelling - far enough to give a greater

setback from the road. Mr. Powers said he wan'ted to keep the guest

house as far as possible from t he main dwelling - to preserve the

privacy of each - Mr. Mooreland said that if he moved the guest

house a little nearer his main dwelling and a t the same time pushed

17.

16.
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December 21, 1948 (Cont'd)

as is recuired it would clutter up his back yard so he could not

develop it as he wished for the use of his children. His plan is

to use as much ground as he can in the back to keep his children

at home and he thinks also that a large well-kept back yard is in

keeping with general development of the neighborhood. There was

no objection from the neighborhood. Mr. Mooreland moved that the

application be granted. Major Elgin seconded the motion,Carried.

L. W. Winjum, for permission to erect a detached garage with less

setback from Adams Lane and less setback from t he Tear yard than

required by the Zoning Ordinance on Lot 114, Fenwick Park (20

Lawrence Driv~), Falls Church District. Mr. ~injum said that the

lots are very small and in order to conform to the requirementg 1

would cut up the back yard very badly. He figured tb.at by locati

the garage as he has - he would have room enough for a garden and

could park his car in front of the garage. Mr. Brookfield moved

that if there were no objections the application beg ranted. There

were no objections. Mr. Piggott seconded the motion. It carried.

Emma Robinson, for permission to erect a detached garage with les

than the required sideyard setback on Lot 12, Springdale Subdivi

sion, Falls Church District. Mr. Leigh appenred with the applian

Mrs. Robinson said that it is 18 feet from the gtreet to the fran

of her dwelling and she wished to add a detached garage in order

to save a peach orchard in the rear. The Chairman suggested that

she c ou11 put the garage back and if it is detached she could put

it one foot from the sideline which would give her more space in

the back. He also stated that the garage should be approximately

g feet from the house in order to give sufficient clearance. Mr.

Brookfield moved that the applicant be allowed to build the garage

one foot from t he sideline and approximately g feet from the hous

the front of the garage to be even with the rellr line of the house

Mr. Piggott seconded the motion. It was carried.

John D. and Florence L. Roath, for permi~5ion to extend their

living room with a 5 x 12 foot addition - leaving a 5 foot sideya

setback. Mr. Brookfield said t hat he could not go along with an

addition to the house which would allow such a short setback. He

moved that the application be denied. Ii. citizen from the Citizen

Association at Greenway Downs said that he was turned down when h

asked for a po~ch extending too close to the line. That- perhaps

the covenants in t he Subdivision restricted construction coming to

close to the line. If this were granted it would no doubt cause

others to ask the same thing establishing a precedent which was

20.

la.

19.
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Tyler wereterrible - in fact it looked like a junk yard - that

person were allowed to live in a garage and trailer-others would

want to do the same thing. That the or-egent 4urrooundings of Mr.

the location because it was a clean, nice place to live and if one

motion that the application be denied. It was carried.

Bernard Thielen, for permission to have less front setback than re

quired by the Zoning Ordinance for hie garag~ - on th@ property 10

Cf;ted on the southeast side of 1112) about .2 of a mile south of the

very hard to have the community develop attractively and to beauti

the grounds, planting trees etc. but that Mr. Tyler's place was not

in keeping with the neighborhood. He stated also that Mr. Tyler

was living in a trailer and he Questioned the integrity of the ap

plicant - he did not believe he intended to do what he said. Se

other citizens from Greenway Downs spoke. One said that he liked

thing was a detriment to the neighborhood-that they had all tried

the Citizens Association at Greenway Down~J objected strenuously.

temporary building. Mr. White said that it had and could be done.

The Chairman asked if there were any objections to ¥~. Tyler living

for a restricted period in this g~rage. Mr. Kennison, representin

Chairman asked Yr. \'i'hite if ther couldnt. grant a temporary permit -I
that is - one restricting the time one could live in a garage or

had had many delays and he coul~ not say exactly when he could st

construction. He said that he would build a masonry house. The

iog. Mr. Tyler said that it should be finished by now - but that h

Chairman asked Mr. Tyler when he expected to finish his main dwell-

He said that it was the opinion of the nssoclation that this sort

Piggott seconded the morion. It was carried.

Section I, Greenway Downs, 902 Custis Parkway, Falls Church Distri

as a temporary dwelling until the main dwelling is built. The

Town of Vienna, Providence District. Mr. Thielen was not ~e5ent •

he was represented by ~r. Edwards. There was no sketch of the pro-

posed garage - Mr. Edwards asked tr.at the case be put ahead 1n erde

that he might see Mr. Leigh whom he was sure had a sketch of this

property. Mr. Brookfield moved that t he case be put ahead - Mr.

.Decew.ber 21. 1949 (cont'd)

a good thing. Mr. Mooreland said he did not think it a good thing

to continually infringe on these side setbacks and he seconded the

21.

2) •

22. Elbert O. Reynolds, for permissi.on to construct a double garage

within 6 feet of the bollnrlery line of adjoining Lot 4, Brookhaven,

Lot 3, Block 2, Providence District. ~~. Reynolds was not present.

Mr. Brookfield moved that the case be deferred until next meeti.ng.

Mr. Piggott seconded. It was carried.

George D. Tyler for permission to use a garage located on Lot 185,

....

I

....
I

I



21. The case of Bernard ':.'hielen was brought up again - it. had been pu

at the bottom or the list. Mr. Edwbrds showed on the plat where

the ground was low and soft and showed where the garage would be

ed the motion. It was carried.

I

I

I

I

I
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It was carried.

the application be g rented and Mr. Pip;gott seconded the motion.

It was carried.

Fair Oaks Subdivision, Providence District. No one w~s present t

December 21 , 1948 (Cont'd)

seconded the motion. It was carried. Someone suggested that Mr.

Tyler would proba~ly move into the trailer now that the Board had

denied him the right to live in the garage. The Chairman said

Mr. Tyler was living there taking all the ~dvantages of the sub

division and paying taxes only on a shack. It w~s suggested that

property owners should be protected f rom conditions like this ..

that it ...,a$ difficult to 5 ell property when a lot was messy and

and shrubs which he thinks are an asset to the neighborhood. Mr.

Brookt'ield moved that the application te denied. Major Elgin

unsightly in the neighborhood. One man stated that complaints ha

been filed with the Zoning Administrator about ~~. Tyler living i

the trailer and that was the reason Mr. Tyler had asked for this

right to live in the garage. Several others spoke against gr~nt

ing this application. Mr. Tyler showed pictures of houses he had

built or homes in which he had lived - indicQting that he was

accustomed to living .ell but that a chain of circumstances had

put him where he WCI,5 but that he does intend to build as soon as

he can and he is now dev~loping his yard attractively with flower

that that was not taken care of in t.he present ap~lication.

Mr. Brookfield moved that the Board adjourn. Mr. Mooreland secoo

Walter C. Roberson, for permission to use a garage for a temporar

dwelling - garage located on Burke Road J652 - Lot 6, Section I,

to the garage being built 1n the location requested - 8) feet fro

the front and 10 feet from the sideline. Major Elgin moved that

located. It was the only place on the lot that was not too low

for a building. Mr. Edwards said t hat Mr. Thielen owned ground 0

both sides of this 0roperty and naturally there was no objection

represent the case. Mr. l"lOoreland moved t hilt t he application be

deferred until the next meeting. ~~. Piggott seconded the motion

7.
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house. The Chairman 3aid it was well tQ have more distance beb....eer>

?ermission to locute his garage 6 feet from the sideline ~nd 10

buildings. Mr. Brookfield ;;,Qved that the a;:J~licant be granted

41

)l.obert hshhurn, for permissiun to erect 't,lo:!<.tchers and to operate

an automobile r .. ce track 0n the "ley.andri~ f..irport :Jr'opert1 J cn the

west side of tl628 on the northerly ,Jc:.rt of ?c:rcel i'l Mt. Vernon

The cases d~ferred from th~ l&st me~ting were taken up first:

located so &5 not to i~terfere in ~n1 W8Y with the Air Port or

race track, and where they '""auld erect bleE.chers. It would be

1'J':(:;.L;isteria] District. Mr. C. ·ii. Dudley, attorney for r·';r. kshburr:.,

bppe~red before the Board. ~~. Judley shewed the Board on the plat

,....hich portion of the airport :;ro.yO!rt:' they wished to use for the

surroun:iing country. It ,,'ould be a track 500 feet wide and 1000

feet long - a half mile track end they would race roadsters. The

Chai~man asked the Board if they didnt think it wise to consult wit

the police department regarcting the handling of the crowds for such

a place. It was agreed to ask Ca!'Uin McIntosh to come to the Boa

Room and give his opinion of possible traffic ~roblems.

showed pictures of the cars to be raced and of other 1/2 mile trac

which are in operation. TheChairman asked if there were any ob

jections. There were none. Ca~tain McIntosh could not be located

immediately so the Chairman asked th~t the next case be taken up

while waiting for Captain MacIntosh.

B. The case of Walter C. Roberson, for permission to use a garage as a

~em~orar~ dwelling, located on Lot 6, Section I, fair Oaks Subdivi

sion, ?rovidence District, was deferred until the j.iarch 15th meet

ing as Mr. Roberson would be unable to appear before that time. ~~.

Brookfield moved that the case be deferred as requested. Mr.Piggot

seconded the moticn. It carried.

C. ~lbert D. Reynolds, for permission to erect a double garage with 1

than the reQuired sideyard setback on Lot J, Block 2, Brookhaven

Subdivision, 105 Brookhaven Drive, 2rov idence Magisterial District.

Mr. Reynolds said that he would build a cinder block garage. It

would be $0 feet from the rear lihe - 6 feet from the sideline end

Januarv 18. 1949

it regular meetine of t.he Boal'd of 30ning
A~reals was held in the Board Room of Fairfax
County Court House on Tuesday. January 18,
1949, with the following members present:
rv:essrs: S. Cooper Da",'son, Chairrr.ao, J.lt!.
Brookfield, Thomas I. Pl;gott, William
Mooreland, Cine f'.'!ajor It:. 3. ~lgin, and H.F.
Schumann, Jr., ['8oresenting Mr. Stockton of
the Planning Cor,~ission.

S feet from the house. 1>'ir. Brookfi~ld said he thour,ht the sidelln

setback was all right but ~e cidnt like CODing so close to the

A.
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from the hou:;e. r'Bjor ~L;in seconded the r'1otion. It ci::rried.

'~. '::. Martin. for permission to erect 0< t.our-be coc:.l't 1-1/2 mile

east of Centerville on the norti1 side of Le! Hibhw<.:.y I opposite

'::Ulow Springs Garo.ge. C<:!uterville 1-1agisterial Jistrict.. This CGlse

,,;C-.s deferred from the lost !'l'3eting at the sUbgE::stion of ;':r. Bc:.ker

the Health Department - until he could rr,ake a Sljrv~y of the prop

erty reg:::.rding septic tank. '.·!ater s uppl} I etc. as reouir€d by the

:-:ealth Jepartment for tourist courts. ~':r. E<Ji{~r w~s not )resent

'dith his report - t:ler-efore the case was put over cU1til the next

meeting. The Secretary ,,,,,,5 instructed La notify r·~;·. Esker that the

Board ',.;auld expect his re.')01'1;. nt the FebruE.ry 15::.h meeting.

?hilip N. ?owers) fOI' 9':!rmission to hl:.ve a le5~ front setback [15

feet) than required by the ~onin~ Ordinance on Parcel C. of Jackson

IUll lrioods Subdivisif)n, Dranesville District. r·ir. :':oorelanJ had

looked over this ;:Jro')erty and recornmended that the 15 .!'oot setback

',~as too close to the right o!~ way. He tr.oUi;ht the .s.p;Jllc£.nt could

put the guest r;ouse 30 feet from the right of way and still ti:lV~

plenty ~f :'O:;l:T: bet,.leen ::Cllse::: to preserve the ?rivi;ic,/. 2e ir.Dved

I;.h,:~t ;:;ermissiQn be 6"anted to :.,llow L )0 foot setbGck. 1·~j(Jr Elgin

seconded the moti'):1. It ~"aS c':'1'ri8d.

::;..-.5:='::3 :

~.

1. Joseph 1::. Holli1.;;e, for .J~rmi::si':)'1 to erect;;. cl:licken Louse ... ith 1

.til'laR side ~nd re&.r' 5et~dck;> th",o 1'81';'J1re:: by the ~oning :'rdinbnce

Lut 2$, ~remont ~ardens, 12$ ?~irmont Street, Tre~cnt Curdens, Fal'

Church District. The applic;J.ot re'-'uested ) fet,t rear and 7 feet sid

yard setback, It was rr.oved by r·';r. 2iggott th<'.t. the ose be put las

'JO the list - r·-:r. Brcokfi.;;ld seconded the motion as the RO<icd wante

/1'1.1'. Schurnc;.on to rule 00 the 10c3tion of a d-_ick8o bouse end Mr,

Schumann WD-S called out of ~he Board Room. The motion carried.

The .::<:I3e of G. :11. ~..art.in 1-1",$ brought up again. rJl'J'. Baker couin not

be located and r~ad left no report ·.....ith the Health 8epartment. The

Ch2irman stated that since the c~se w~s deferred for Mr. Bakers re

porot the Board eQuId not ~roce~d wit!'-~out heari.ng r![r. Bakers fi!'lding

r,'lr. Bro0kfield moved that the case bE: deferred until nest ~;eetbg

",nj that, the Secretary be i-nstructed to cont~ct r';r. B~ker ",-od reau~ t

th~t he bring his report to the next meeti~g. ~r. ?iggott seconded

the motion. It was carried.

2 &). Nos. 2 and) wet'e taken up together'. Athol "~i. r·:ellott., Jr. for per

mission to have a less setbnck from Martin Street for dvlel:inb ,

located on Lots $0 and ~l, Annandale Subdivision, ral':s Church

Jistrict. Ap,?lic<:o.nt reiluests )9 foot setback, ':',t:lOl ';:. ~~ellott,Jr.

for ;Jermission t,) have less setb1:tck on a Ei\'1elling frarr. Martin Stre

42



4. Athol W. ~lellott. Jr., for permission to have a less setbCick on a

as not to come too close to th~ side line. i'k. Broukfield r.lvved

trict rather tho:..n in a residenti:::l area, He felt that a club of

·~3....

?ost hil,1self ""nd r.e knew tr.~t the ChCiri:tctBr of ::< Post could change.

man "nd knew th:.;t the ~neral re:)utatiorl of ill';lerican Le,;ions was no

th.o.t ~1e :-.ad ccv~red rreny ;,rr.erican legion conventions u.s a ne'."'spa<:,":!

men '..rho are sp8~soring t.~i;o :Jrojeet are fine, sober, '1uiet men but

to:) good - ,-,t le~st not exactly '1uiet - th".t he had lived neClr a

trois kind ·...'ould lov,:er pro;:Jertji values on the 5 urrounding neighbor-

Legion Clue ~!ouse should be located in the town or a business dis-

Rober~ Conley spoke- opposing. He 5aij he ~hought &n American

on)" opposition to building 0. club house on this ,roperty. r-:r.

iean Lefion Club. !·:r. Conley said thet. this particular group of

this ;;ro.?erty but that they just ~I<>nted a cluL house - to use as a

hood as mas t peo~le ',lQuld l"2 ther' not live next to or near an Amer-

Jistrict.;'·~l'. Sweeney represented the .n.ilt'!ric<:-n Legion Post. He 3i:1.i

District. r,ec>uests 39 foot sett:.ck. :htlse t,.,;Q lots are similarly

situated - directly acros:;; the :3 tr'.!8t from each other. l'"ir. Brook-

different. The Chairman asked if there was a sc)tic tank cr~ this

Board considered this case separately as the reouested setback was

dwelling from Daniels Avenue on Lots 77 J 7$, and 79 - Annandale Su

division, Falls Church District. Requests J4.S foot setbiJ.ck. The

January 1$, 1949 {Contld} 1I
on Lots~J and pat"t of 84. i.nnendale Subdivision, }'alls Church

field suggested chilt the \'Jay the lots ....'c:'e cut "oj the size of the

houses it w&s impossible to loc~te the buildinlS any other way so

lot and if it ccmplied with Pealth Department regul~tions. Mr.

that the apt'lications be granted. :·'r. ?iggot t seconded the motion.

It WLlS .:arried.

locatei hy the P'edth Departr.J.ent. ~!Lr. Brookfield moved that the

Xellott setid it did !":ave a septic tank Clnd the field had been

B;:Jplication he grante:i since the ap?licant could n,:-..t locate this

nor~l club bouse would be used. T~e Chairman asked if tflere was

thbt, they pii.rticularly did not ·.... ant to c.sk for cot:1.'";;ercial zoning 0

1, l.Slr/?;€ new development or 2. great many ne·... !Jeople cOl"ino; int8 any

neighborhood could ch<:.-nge thech",r&,c\..c;r entirely. This could easil

hoppen In the McLean Post. Mr. Conley spoke of a lar~e new develo

ment t~lked of on Chain Bridge Road whieh in itself could chango

entire character of the personnel of this ,:Jost. He

Club House and relB.ted uses, on the e<.st side of :1686, approximatel

600 feet north of Route J694 (p~,t of ~nderson ~roperty) ?rovidenc

~Iouse differently. !<r. ?ig;:;ott seca"d'3d the :r.otiun. It Carried.

McLean ?ost r/270, ..... merican Legion, f8r ,;er",i5sioo to erect. ",nct use5.

I
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kind of t:'ing in a residential s.rea was not good. 1·1r. Ralph Curtis

~lso objected. He said he lived about SOO feet fro~ the p~opo5ed

post. He was opposed because he felt that this changed the ~r.dr

-"cter of t.hc neighborhood - made it commercial in charact~r r&ther

than r~sH.ential. If the Legionaires wanted a ball ;Jark, this was

a possible relat~d use - or they might find it neceSSo.ry to rent eu

~he Club Saturday nights and the result could be very bad - late,

:1oisy ?ar':.ies and a rough crO'.;rd would make it a nuisance cnd :::.130

~ive a commercial char-cter to the prQject. H~ felt that the i~ten

tions 1)[ the men working for tr.is Club }:ouse '.....ere good but the

?re~S'lre of hard times, the need for ~oney could well f~rce them to

ren:ing the building very oft~r.. ~r. MocrelDnc explained to t~e

::lbjectors that this ',-'&.s not a rezDni:1£ as had been l:1diCi:ttcd . ~,:r.

Curtis said he realized thHt it, was not a reaoning but that in ef~e t

it 'I'ia~ making <:. commerch:l vanture of it. He s""id that they 0b~ect

to tLe words ".related use" 8.5 it ''';':''5 a bro&.d term allowinc too rna.ny

'"lnpleasant possibil i ti es. There wer{< fi ve others \~h') objected to

~he Club House. r~s. Conley said th~t ttey were probably ~he near

est neighbors to the Club Bouse. They had bought a month ago and

\'I'c.nted to live quietly in this attnctive section hut they would

never hove bought ttere had they known this building was contemplat

next door to them. Mrs. Conl£ly felt tho:.t many otr.er people would

feel the same way-therefore property values were definitely hurt by

it. She said also that thA contemrl~ted building was unattractive

in design - a three-h8rrflcks builning. If the:, played soft bf.ll t

crowd "lOuld be noisy and the t,rO'lffic had. ;hat they were greOo.tly

Hsturbed hy the pl8n to put in thi s Club House and spoil the 10V81

community.

~r~. Groce Clarke who o\\n~ ~ro;.;erty aeros: the street from th-= :H'O

;:lOsed Club House said ::;he felt tho.t t his would hurt sale of ~er pro

;:;.:rty. .....130 it was suggested th.;.t t ~,ere was quite a colored settle

ment near and if the ',-,hite Post was [ranted - "'hat would stop a

:olorer:! group from &sking for the s"rne thin!::. and it would be just

)cCK of the pro~osed Post.

·,',r. :wecney said tkt they could ::llay soft-ball regardless - .:J.ny

time they wished. Thut there were no restrictions &g~in5t it. One

,,:, the obj~ctors asked Mr. S'tleeney to explain the iJroposec!. structur

Y4,. 3we'.:lney s",id it Wi:tS to be a temporary builrlin& ".ade of thret:!

:-.uts of the barracks type assembled as a single uni·.. !-Ie .3'~owed a

~ketc~ ~f whbt it would l00k like. 7hey would set back 9C feet fr

:r.e :"o&.C. The builrling 1':oulc1 t'e :'1. fe~t wide. :'~::'.5. ~e SF i~.

·/l·O:llc! ~e ':'.lst a ste,r't - bu':- tJ:;;,.· they ',·:ould atte:r::;Jt ~.o r:;;,.ke it

,,-t" '3.ctiv.;o. Tr.ere was ?lenty of sidey&rd setback. 1·:. Brockfield
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motion. It wa~ Carried.

be taken care 0f'. He asked how 0 ften th<i.!5e C""C8.S would be held.

from the ?olice '1epartment, but tr.at he .....ould 5Ugg':l5t that they

then it ':JQulct be forever a business loc<illi)rather th~n rezon~ it

moved that tbe aP?lication be granted. t·;ajor t:lEin seconded the

with limit~tions placed or:ly by the particuhr zone. j·;r. Dudley

Said he too thollght rezoninE ;,'£:3 not the pro:;er thing. fvir.Brookfi

better in his 0)~nion to hrant tris ~8rticular use for this ground

other necess&ry ryermits. t::r. Brookfield sElid that it would be

8udley said thf.l t hey would check witr. everyone necessary-that the

.Just womted the ap:)rov"l1 of the Board of A')peals before going into

order - or else the cOrT:?c.ny would have to pay a large fee. Mr.

the Boar~ of A?peals ~o~e time ago which was 3top?ed by a court

check ~ .. ith the Com:nonw8",lth's ;"tt:::>rney as tr.ere was a.. case before

thee the Ashburn case be brought up aGain. Mr. Dudley anc ~~.

i\shburn S[;·')'i'Jed the ~lats to Captdn r-lclntosh and discussed the

spector's statement. Another object~i said that the ?ro~erty h~d

present a traffic problem but that w&.s just one of the things the

police depa~tment had to handle. He client think but what it could

tr~ffic conditions with him. Captain McIntosh sald thut it would

January IS, 1949 (Cont'd)

Capt<lin McIntosh was in t he Board Room now and tl:.e Chairman asked

asked just. what was the character of the sun'mmding country.

seconder! the motion. It was ca.rried.

ing hecouse the ?ro~erty was not legally postad. ~~. Piggott

was thought trl~ t it was a ?otentic;! 3ubrHvision loc<S.tion, but it w

pToperty. ':'he ,~ncterson fi'Jrm is well loct.t<!d for de'/elopment and i

been ?osted but not in the right pl~ce - not on the property ltsel

thb.t th~ postin~ had been ?ut on a telephone jXle near t he location

neighhorhood did not knov' that the Club ~ou3e W[JS contemplated. Mr

Brookfield moved that t he case bf' deferred until the February m,~et

stated tha.t a builr:1er who had built homes in this general locality

was afraid if the Club house were huilt it would be difficult to

been posted. /Vir. Schumann said that th~ 30ning bs?ector who paste
he

the property was not there but the:.t! wo..s sur'i:! tr.e property had been

posted- although there we s no proof of it without the Zoning In-

develop a 3ubdivision and sell the houses.

It was stated by one of the obje,~tor:J th0t the ;Jl'cp~rty had 'not

It was agre~d th~t the section was nade of farms ~nrl residential

but not actualJy Dn the pro?erty, ~nd therefore Qany persons in th

:'~r. JUdley Said t\~ice a week in the afternoon - that there \"lould b

~o ni6~.t races. '::a;Jt. r·~clntosh said that there was no objection

'"'I,
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J<J.nutiry 113.191.9 (Cont'd)

.Jeffry h. Stewc.rt, for :;ermissi<.m to hove c< 5 foot S€t:.t<;,::< from the

r'?ar line instead of .';l 25 foot setback on Lot 16, :.'t.. ::ebrc,;j ?,'irk

3ubdivi.::.iion, Mt. Vetr:on Jistrict. Mr. Ste\>fart .3sid t'r.a.t he 'da:'lted

to ~onvert 8 three ar g3r~be into an efficiency Q)artment ~nd it

...auld not be usc:::! i.;.S i;.: harage at all. He showed a peti:-ion si€:t1ed

by the neighhors sho.....'ing they did not object to' the CQrlver:;ion of

gurQge into a dwelling. Mr. StewBrt planned to use a fire~roof can

struction. There wen'! no objections fram those in the Do".r:! rO:>ITl.

~'d~or Elfin moved that t h~ u!n!ication be granted - !,'!r. :<oorebnd

seconded the motion. r·"r. Schul:'.&nn asked ~1r. :',te\'iar':: if];e could

cut the lot surlounding the neVI dwellinb so that t.here would be an

actual lot for ec.ch dV/elli~g "wi .:)!It the -:!2script.ion on r:::cord. Tha

Y,'ill he necessary ac'::ording to the nev; description of 8. lat,-each

dl'.'Ellling must h£'1H.· of n,c(·rd a definite piece of ground ~,hich will

shaN th;:.t t he building ccaforms to regulat.ions vi" the zoning urd

inance. f,i'. !I,ooreland ~bid that this was a b&d ~r8:::':edent to est-ab

lish if we granted this - thht it redly shouldnt be Jone- it would

~ak~ the dwelling3 too close. Someone else had ~ ~erfec~ right to

&sk for the same thing and they would h~v~ no ~e~son :0 turn it

Jo\o"m. If the neighbor '.'anted ':,0 bS;.c for ct 5 foot setback (M~.

Stb~i:,[·tls second ';,',:€llinl .../o111d have L 5 [<Jot setbo.ck - then the

houses would be 10 feet ,,'art. Thot is too clo,". ;.r. ,'ooreland ~.)

!t:a.jor Elgin sdd 10,'.0 ',Quld ',;-;'tl-rlr"'l1 his rlotion <:.c ~rcnt this ep~li

ciltion. ~<r. 1,'.ooreL-nn moved H 2t t ~e ap:)lication be denied. r~r.

:'i;:gott 5econd~G the motion. It carried. r'Ir. :'te..... &.rt asked if' it

\o,'ould he 211 right if ~e houeht a 25 foot. strir fr('~. ~is neigr.bor

::lakinl a 30 foot setback for his np\", d'delline> ;':r. BrClokfi91d said

th;;t ','ould be perf0ctly all right - there ',,!ould be no objections

2nd he Houldnt need te; come beforf' the Board. rJ~r. Stew",rt said he

would try to cio thb t.

Emmitt L. Bdnson, for ~Jerrr;.ission to erect" aeon sien hrber th&.n

",Hovled by the Zoning ,_rdinc..nce - on :,ro?arty lace-ted at 112-114

N?rth Y.ings Hi£hw~Yl Jefferson ~~nor Subdivision, Mt. Vernon Distri

the new sign regulations allow 8. si~:n of' thi:: size 2 x 16 fe8t but

this application WGS filed before the naw regulations went into

effect, therefore should be acted on by the Baaed. r!Ir. Brookfield

moved that tte application be granted. Mr. Piggott s2conded tbe

motion. It carried.

i\!r. Piggott moved that t he case of George D. Tyler '.~hich was trot@1t

before the Board at their l~st meeting} be opened for a rehearing.

Mr. Brookfield seconded the motion. It was carried.
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Mr. Schumann, of the ?lanning CommissLm, ex?lained that the de-

cision of the BOard at the last meeting on this case was not en-

tir'O!ly ~Qr!'ect in that the building in I,<!~ich Mr. Tyler was living

did act,ually conform in all respects to t.he requirements of the

Zoning Ordinance for a dwellbg and therefore the Board could not

deny him tr.e riE;ht to live in it. Th~ case 5hould have been he~lrd

on t;"e grounds whether or not Mr. Tyler could live in this present

dwellin[, and <J,I;. the same time build ulOther rouse. ':'he Zont.lE

office cannot give a permit for the c~~struction of the new buildi

as it ',,-Quld o.llow two dwellings on a single family lot. (The orib 

nb.l buildinb in which lvIr. Tyler is living has repeatedly been call

ed a garage - however, in ~ll respects it meets the requirements a

[;( house). ~;r. SchuITli:<nn st"tec the:.t if the BO<;trd gives ;'lr.Ty:"er pe

mission to build a second house on his lot ~ith the idea that he

will abc.nion LVing in the first house &5 50on as he h,,~ built the

secan·:! house e.nd if r,',r. Tyler does not i~r.:edLt~lr abandon tte use

of the first nouse as a dwelling -:,.Ir if he uses it or allows it t

be '.lsed as a d·....el~inf; aft!.!r the new cwellirlb i.s occupied be is sub

ject to a fhe of ·'50 <1 d8)' for every day the first house is used I

as a dwelling. Mr. Broakfiel:i s'tggested th""t if the Board allowed

the per:nit-could t.hey :lot :!.imit the time in w1ich the new dwelling

must be built ~ or limit the titTle in which tv:r. Tyler be allowed to

build t~e new houee. :t was a~re8~ th2t th~ ordin8nce allowed the

Board to €~&nt a permit with a time limit.

r:lr. Tyler said that he had no intentio:l of r.avin&: two dwellings on

his lot, th<.t he 'dill 1I'aklJ the fir'st d\tellin~ int,o a gc.rage i;.S soor

as he com,C)letes his house, and thCJ.t he Hill bdlct within the 12 mo

,?eriod ;lubgested. :>11', ;:ioorel""nd so:.id that at th'=! last r:l.eetin,§; the

was a st2t~ment tl"Ji;c.t r,.r. Tyler was o.lso living in a tr&iler. Mr.

Tyler s~ict yes-thCJ.t w~s true, He did ~ave ~ tr<.iler connected to

his dWl:!lling '..,rgh a bree<;eway iind he lives i~ '::>oth. tr."d:, he h2S a

toilet and wate, facilities installed in the g2r2ge a~d he wants i

that W8r ",ftAr' :'1is house is built - to be used as a wc.$h room when

he comes in f rQ:n working in the garden.

The Chairman asked for statements from the opposition-if there was

opposition. Mr. Pusey represented the Citi~ens AssDciation. He

saiD that he didnt think Mr. Tyler really w~nted to build a house-

th~t he wanted to live just as he was - in a very messy, untidy,

junk-lik~ surroundings. That Mr. Tyler h~td not; a ttem;lted to becom

a part of the community and that the Comm~nity did nut want anyone

t.here who tended to ru..'1 down the neighborhoud rather' t;1",n help mak

condi.tions for living better. He believed tha: hr. Tyler stlOul(j b

living in a trailer park-that he was not livi,ng in conformance wit

oC-J 7
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Dbjection was made to Mr. Tyler living in the t,railt3r. I<:-.Brookfiel

Jdouary le.1949 (C:0'1t 1d)

t::.e community, that he did not respect his community. ~~s. 'Tyler

.:><>.id thCit the:.' cc)uldnt fix up lr:eir pluce until the '12;" :-:llu::;e is

bu.ilt. thut they expect t~o hE.tve 3.5 ;11ce a ph,ce as the others in th

community.

Jne of the citizens whose pro~erty abutts the pro?erty of :'.'..r. 'i'yIel'

.:>poke. He said that he cert&inly had no ouurrel with anyone hho

wanted to get a home, th~t he ~ad observed the zoning

inconvenience wo himself. He asked just what was the ~er~it that

i·~,. Tyler had asked. j\';r. SchufI!<::.n::. said th.:ot ~~r. Tyler had

permit for a house and a garage. The Cluestion was asked - how can

one get a permit to live in a garage. ;.'1'. Schumann s2id that !v:r.

Tyler could not live in his garag~ and at the same time build a

house unless the Board g~ve him ?ermission. The ohjector 3aid he

·iid not see how anyone coul<:1 he E>.llowed to have a permit to rio any

thing that was admitedly deteriorating the pro~erty in the neighbor

hood • why could ~nyone get an exception for anything that would

hurt the ccmmunity.

;,nother citi?en froLI tr.is locality spoke saying thut he was sympa

theLic 'r/ith r-'.r. Tyler but that he objected strenuousl,. tu the un

ooightly i-l1ace r-lr'. Tyler keiJt and the effect it hB.d upon pro;J",r'ty

<,r:::.hles. He sU5gested that if those in the neighborhood could be

:J.s5ured thd I·~. Tyler '....:ould build c. bood house it wou,ld be all

eight but that they !o<..d leeo unable to bet 6.oy &ssur<.;nce from ro,r.

Tyler of' '....h"'t he ·,....o~!ld build.

;.:r. r·:ODrelB.od 3<Ji~ thc.t the Bo£:rd cS".lld not require that r,'Lr.Tyler

build b.ny particul",r kind of house-a~ long as he com!Jli~s wi th the

:'Jning Ordinance and t~lbt since the objectors l,.,rant s OI:H~ t::ind of

a::surance the Board could recommend t:le issueing of a permit limit

ing the time for construction of the house and therefore liniting

the time Mr. ':'yler could li'te in bis geraee. Then after Mr. Tyler

had built his hou::oe he would have t a move out of tl:e g~r;l!::e or be

subject to the ·~50 a 'i<1y fine. One of the objectors ",sked for the

~lans af ~r. Tylers proposed house. Mr. ~ooreland s8id the F.o~rd

~c.d no <.Iuthority to ask for plans - that they had. not!"',ing to do

"rli th the kind of house IfX. Tyler woulrt I;)Uild- ::.he only t;--. ins the

SQ<:.rd could do was to rut certe:1.n t'estrictions 00 the ;:"leronit and

force him t.o live u? t.o t:tem. :.. e h<:tve no buildiob code as yet. If

after t~e house is built Mr. Tyler is st.ill living in the g~r~be

that the citi'Zens should n;poC't it end the County ·..Jill brinE; suit.

~:L!'. Moorehmd sc:id that in the first jecision the Board did not see

th<..t the setbC'.cks confor'med to a dwelling and thDt t:-.~refore the

lecision was in erl·or.
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siiid th2.t u:l.f0rtun;.,.tely r:he la'd e~ys ttat :::. ,ji3:':io'J.t1ted tn:.iler~

cC::.n do not~ bg abc'_:~ ~ t.

8.b;"ndon lIving Ln ~:'le ,sBr<lgc imr:;edi<:<td:f ',':;:en th.: :ni::1in hO'Jse is

oc~ui='ied. within th0 12 ",ent!': pedud. l'x. ?i;;i::0~t sec:ll1d~d the

'n'ithin a fe~; weeks \·.rhlch ;,auld chanle tee definit ion of 2. dwelli:J.g

The Board i".'6.S of :'he GtJi:11on that tr.ere WaS no r88S0n tc hClVf:

anot~er contit1u~nce. There .vas considerable diD3Citis~Lction over

\.,rant:' :Ie you -.•<:r:t to Civl= t~b man a permit c;.nd give him a char.ce

Lo build a dacent f:ouse, or do /01.1 want to refuse the per:nit 8nJ

allm/ h irr. te, continue livi-n[ in tb i:; pig-pen style and be a detri-

ment to your neighbor-head. You l'!ill h8Ve Ul'J right to \'IDter. him

and if at the en~ of 12 months he hasnt cornplie~ with the restric-

':.ion!;; ...Ie ';)loce on thl'3 ~ermit - :{OU notify LIS an.~ he h'ill he su.tJje t

your ~ow;7;ur:.it~'-....'it.!:out tr.e 18r'r.:it he is for-';V'3r' free to live CiS

b&. d 1;.' <:'5 he chooses." h \'ote ',JCiS td;en on tht! motion ,"od it

c;o.rried.

be 185 [vet frc:,m t "S' ,iiht of 'i'Jf;I.! - tbc.-:t ~e -,~(;.s :,dsin& cr.i:kens

for h:'s o',,'n use, b\.;t t:H:t the President of tr.e Citizens ;'ssociati

i.n his loco..lity ?'l:.j udvised him :'0 toke this action in case there

:r:.ight be 3:Jr.:e ()b~;<:oct iO~8. ~hc '1-1";O,tlon <o.l'ose-I.ihen one is consider

ad to be o?er[,tin~:.n '3 cOr.'l.r:'ierci<.l sc::>le. The d-,icken hou~e WG$

21ready huilt-cafarO' Hr. j--lol~idGe kne-,.; he 5hl~,uld ~.sve a pernit. Hel
was asking for two vari~nces - 7 f~et from one liof ~r.C J fe€t fr

th8 ot~cr. ~r. ?i~C()tt ~aid ~e thought that Wb3 toe close tc any

line for cr.ick8ns anrl 1,,:> mov",rl ths.t tho [(?plic"nt be r,~·~uired to

h.;;ve hb cricke:1 house 10 fA'C'!t from hoth lines. t'lr. Drookfielrl

3€conded tr,e me-tion. l,~r. !~ollirl&e asked how ~l.1ch time he would

have in which to move the building:. Both r,:r. Brookfield 2nd



had tEl~ed with hime and the anlonel had said that he had no ob~
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~lafke .?foperty is acreage and there are no houses on it. l·;r.Sween

visible from t he Legion ground. Other houses are further away. Th

jections to the Legions plans for a Club House - that he (~~.Sweeny

stated that Colonel Eglin is one of the ne8r neighbors and that he

"':hurcrl basement for their meetings and H.er::; [;o,.d been no com?laints

February 151 1949

t!".e colored peoole. Inspector l-1ae;arity is the next nearest neir:h'oo

Said that this ~ost had occu?iec the fire ~oll and tte ~~isco?al

A regular meBting of the Board of Zoning
nppeals was held in the Board Room of
rairf8x County Court House on Tuesday!
February 15, 1949. with the following
members present: Mr. S. Cooper Dawson,
Chairman, John W. Brookfield, Vice Chair
man, Thomas I. Piggott, William Mooreland,
and ~~jor W. S. Elgin. ~~. H. F. Schumann
represented Mr. Stockton of the Planning
Commission. Vu • Brookfield acted as
Chairman as Mr. Dawson was suffering from
a bad throat.

ot,jectors a.rl~ oeople who live far off or who are non~re6ide:1ts. ~e

~'- >1i;,"O unanimousl! voted t;:,:-.t til": 30,-,rd i;,d,:olJl'n until :he 'l-c:xt

The Two cases deferred from the last meeting were taken up first:

McLean ?ost J270, American Ley,ion, for Dsrmission to erect and use
of Club House - and related uses on the east side of J686 , approx
imately 600 feet north of Route 194 (part of the ~nderson ?ropertyl
Providence Digtrict.Mr. Sweeney repr~sented the post. He stated I
that the Legion had a contract for three months to buy 1-1/2 acres

pending the outcome of this decision. The general nCl.ture of this

?ro?erty is farm land and therf' is a colored section just back of

tr.e land the Lesion proposed to buy, and with the exception of ~~s.

Clarke, the closest neighbors to tLe proposed Club House are color~

The next nearest neighbors are the Conlys who are approximately 5251

feet ~ uc over a little rise in the ground - their' house barely

;.nd r.e does not object. It was !,;r. Sweeny's belief that :.::.ost of th

:Cad ~o.lked to ffi8ny otbers who did not object - among them many of
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built and expects to build.

Colonel Eglin spoke. He stated that in the beginning when Mr.

Curtiss said that he lived in the Anderson house and that he had can

property joins that of the Legion and he wished to develop his pro

perty and build nice ho¢es he believed a Club House in this particu

1ar locality would greatly devaluate his oroperty and make non-salab

high class homes. Mr. Evans showed pictures of the houses he has

Sweeny had asked him to comment on the Club House he felt that since

his property was not contiguous he had no interest there but now

several issues had come up that made him consider more carefully the

vassed the entire neighborhood to get the feeling of property owners

plenty of room for parking.

Mr. Evans spoke also. He showed the loc~tion of his property

with relation to the ground contr~cted for by the Legion. Since his

that they were weighing visted rights of property owners against can

tract rights. Mr. Sweeny asked to make a statement regarding parkin

he said that they would have 1.1/2 acre of ground which seemed to him

afford and for these reasons they had chosen this site - in a more 0

less out of the way section.

Mr. Ralph Curtiss acted as spokesman for those opposing. Mr.

surrounding the ~roD05ed Club House location and had found them op

posing it. He said that he wished it thoroughly understood that the

character of the men behind this venture was not questioned.that the}

were fine citizens and he regarded them highly but that he was oppos

to this Club because it would change the character of the locality

and give it a commercial atmosphere. He felt that the Post would fi

to the season) would be bad. He wished the Board to consider the fa

carried on by the renters. The noise, would be a huisance· there

would be no assurance that alcoholic beveridges would not be sold to

those present, the parking on a narrow dusty or muddy road (accordin

it necessary to rent out the building in order to make expenses and

that there would be no check on some of the activities that might be

February 15, 1949

against their conduct or against them holding meetings 1n these pI

He said the objection has been raised that they were changing the

charecter of the adghborhood. He did not think it would gre&tly hu

the section - that it was already partly colored.

~~. Truex also spoke. He said that the members of this Post have

looked for a site for their Club House for 2 1/2 yeQrs and that they

had contracted to buy here because it is furthest from homes~nd

being near the colored section they had thought not so desirable for

homes- that it was difficult to find a location which they could

I

I

I
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plan of locating this club House in the neighborhood and he had co

sidered further the kind of building planned to be built and how i

was to be occupied, Bnd he was inclined to feel that he was oppose

to it. Mr. Sweeny said that the phrase "related uses" seemed to b

the thing they were objecting to most strenuously and that the ?os

would be glad to strike out that expression. Mr. Curtiss said tha

they could not s trike out those words-at least they could not strik

out the fact that t he mere g ranting of a Club House carried w1.th it

"related uses" - that was the nature of a Club House.

Mrs. Clarke spoke. She owns the land, 21 acres, directly

opposite the proposed Club House. Mrs. Clarke said t hat she was a

retired Government worker and that this ground had been kept by her

over a period of many years as her nest egg and that it was very im

portant to her that it take Care of her in her old age. For that

reason, because she is interested in the continued good value of he

ground, she was opposed to the construction of &nything in the

neighborhood that would reduce the value of her property. She also

felt that granting this Club House would leave t he way open for the

colored people in the adjoining neighborhood to ask for a similar

Club House.

Mr. Truex stated that he also owns ground near the proposed post

lie said that t he Post had not been considered a nuisance any place

else they had met. Mr. Dawson asked how much they expected to spen

on their Club House. Mr. Truex said t hey had no stated sum yet- t

they were depending upon small donations which hadnt been raised ye 

they were appealing to their friends for money.

Both Mr. Tremmel and Mr. Carper spoke. Mr. Carper said he had

lived there for )6 years and Wished to have a good place for the

Ler,ion to meet. He said the reason they did not have much money t

a building was because they had helped so many worthy activities 1n

the community _ but that they certainly would not build a shanty.

Mr. Dawson asked what the future of this club would be - were these

men going to continue to support it and be interested or would they

drift away and let the post fall into just any hands. Mr.Sweeny

said they were all permanent people -that they wished to live there

permanently and bring up their children in this locality. That the

thought the Club House a good place to have to go in the evening in

stead of the joints in the town.

Mrs. Mack who also own::! pr00erty across from t he proposed Club

House spoke. She gave a history of her ownership of her J'ound and

her interest 1n the community which 1s of lop@ standing. It is her

hope to live on her ground shieh she has interited-a little later

and she commended the members of the McLean Post on their character
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but said that she was definitely opposed to the Club House because i

was actually changing the use of the ground, that renting the build! g

out-which they would have to do without doubt-would be a nuisance an

that she believed this kind of a place would take a way the quiet the

they all wished for in settling there. She belie'Ved this would pre

sent a traffic ~roblem with crowds and reckless driVing. The sketch

of the Cl.ub House did not look to her as though it was even safe for

meetings and was apt to be a fire t rap. She asked the Board members

if they would consider it a privilege to live near a Club House of

this type.

IJIr::l. Conly spoke. She said t he type of building three 10 x 12

barracks was hardly an asset to the neighborhood- ~hat they had can

vassed the neighborhood carefully and had found that the nearest

neighbors were 100% opposed to having the Club House, because they

want to live there always and to live in a oulit country atmosphere

but with a Legion Post 500 feet away she felt that t hey would contin

ually be subjected to noise and nuisance, that resale values would d

crease because of the generally bad reputation of the Legion, that

real estate men had advised anyone who wished to sell in this neigh

borhood to do so before the Legion Post bought their ground.

Mr. Mooreland said he was in sympathy with both sides-he could se

why each was contesting so vigorously-but that this was not a rezon

ing, he wished everyone to realize that, but simply a request for an

acception. However, the Board must be guided in granting these ac

captions by the wishes of the people in the neighborhood and since

no one can guarantee the future of the Club House he moved that the

application be denied. Mr. Dawson seconded the motion. The Chairman

asked for a vote. Mr. Mooreland and Mr. Dawson voted to deny and

Mr. Piggott and V~jor Elgin voted to grant it. The Chairman cast th

deciding vote _ for denial. Mr. Sweeny asked the Secretary to have

it show in the records that t he case would be appealed.

G. W. ~~rtin, for ?ermission to erect a tourist court 1-1/2 miles

east of Centerville on the north side of Lee Highway, opposite Willa

Springs Garage, Centerville Y~gisterial District. This case was

originally deferred at the suggestion of Mr. Baker of the Health De

partment in order that his representatives might make an inspection

of the ;Jroperty with regard to compliance with health regulations.

There was no report at t he deferred meeting and it was put over a

second time to this date. Dr. Bradford, of the Heal~h Department,

submitted a report handed to him by Mr. Harold Baker. The report

recornnlended for three twin-unit capins or single unit cabins on the

Martin property. Mr. Baker stated that a copy of "Hotel Sanitation
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that an error in the original stake out of the house by the

likely the surveyor had. forgotten about thh and had taken

points in making his original survey. The houses are built and

Davenport. said t hey would like to have this straightened out in

to have no question in the title. Mr. Dawson said this was one of

resulted in the house on Lot 21 being over 50 feet setback line by

1-1/2 fp.et, and the house on Lot 56 being over the 40 foot setback
the

line by 1.2 feet. grror was not discovered until/house was com-

pleted. Lots 21 and 56 lOCated in Section III, Tauxemont Subdivi

sion, Mt. Vernon District. Requests variance on these two setbacks

Mr. Davenport said that the 5 urveyor had made a mistake - it was

evident- and he was unable to account for it except that the Corp

oration had dedicated an extra strip to Fort Hunt Road and it was

been the policy of the Board to allow garages close to the line thi

way - and since tbere was no objection he moved that the applic8tio

failed to account for extra dedication of land to Fort Hunt

opposition to the garage. There was none. Mr. McClinton said the

neighbor on the garage side Was entirely in accord with his buildi

the garage close to the Une - that he hoped to do the same thing

Falls Church District. Applicant reQuests a 2 foot setback. Mr.

Mooreland asked how far t he garage was proposed to be from the hOll

The applicant said 16 feet. The Chairman asked if there was any

himself on the other side. ~~. MOoreland said that since it had

the motion. It carried.

copies are available. There was no objection to these ebbins. Mr.

Mooreland moved that the aptllicat ion t::e granted. l'flBjor Elgin seconded

less than the required 51d8yard setback on Lot 29. Cleveland Heigh

1. Arthur T. McClinton, for permission to erect a detached garage with

February 15! 1949

in Virginia" would be forwarded to Nr. and fI.rs. ~.artin as soon as

be g ranted. Mr. Piggott seconded the motion. It carried.

2. Tauxamont Development Corporation, By Robert C. Davenport,

those unfortunate things that could not be helped-he moved th&t t he

variance be granted. Major Elgin seconded the motion. Carried.

). Mr. and Mrs. Trammell, for permission to have a front setback for

dwelling less than the reouired 40 foot setback and & rear y~rd s~t

back less than the 25 foot required setback, on Lots 5 and 6, Block

K, ~ourtland Park SubdiVision, Lake Street near Bailey's X Roads,

(Roads 7 and 244) Falls Church District. Applicant requests 37 ft.

front 5etb~ck and 15 ft. rear setback. Mr. and Mrs. Trammell

appeared before the Doc-rd. They asked i,lI'. Gheen, their builder, to

explain their situation. In making the plan for their home-Mr.Ghee
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said they had thought the lot was 150 feet wide. lns~eQd it is 100

by 200 feet. Since it is a corner lot they could not observe the

proper setbacks with their house plan. One part of the house-which i

actually the gc;rage which 1s built on to the house and thus becomes'

part of the hOllse- oversteps the required 40 foot setback by J feet.

The rear of the houses faces the width of the ~ot. This would re

duce the setback there by 10 feet. Mr. Dawson said he did not see

whel'e granting this reouest would materially hurt anything-since it

was the garage that actually violated the Ordinance. He moved that

the application beg-anted. Mr. Pir.rott seconded. It was carried.

4. Kress and Sedwick, for nermission to have a leass sideyard setback

on dwellings located on Lots 5 and 6, Woodley HUls Subdivhion, Mt.

Vernon District. Applicant renuests 10.18 foot setback instead of 25

foot setback on both dwellings. Mr. Sedwick ap)eared before the

Board. He explained the plot plan. The permit for construction of

the house on Lot 5 h~s been granted and the house completed - but it

was necessary to get the v£ri£nce on the side setback before the Zan

ing office would give a zoning permit for the breezeway ond garage.

~~. Dawson questioned the possibility of adequate fire protection. H

said that the Board had made exceptions in cases like this if the co 

struction was fireproof. The Subdivider ap~eared before the Board

and seid that he was not objecting to- this garage and breezeway but

that some of the property owners had asked him to see that the main

house did not violate the 25 foot setback regulation. He wanted

simply to clarify in his own mind and in the minds of the pro?erty

owners - the actual location of the house 9roper. He suggested that

it m~ght be well to fireproof the breezeway and garage. Mr. Sedwick

said it was very possible and in fact they had planned to do just

that, by using transite- a fireproof material. Mr. ~~oreland said h

thought that might b! sufficient. Also Mr. Sedwick said that t~ey

putting a fireproof sheeting material on the garage which would give

extra protection. and ",Iso that they 'I'Iould insulate the side of the

house near the gar~ge. Mr. Dawson asked how about the side of the

house on Lot 6- would it not be a good idea to insulate that side

also, ~rovided the house was not already built. ~~. Sedwick said th

house was not yet built and that he would be sure that this too W85

fireproofed. JIll'. Dawson moved that that the application be granted

provided the garage and breezeway be well insulated and the s ide of

the house to be built on Lot 6 which fronts on the garage on Lot 5

should c..lso be insulated. Also Mr. Dawson moved that the five foot

porch reouested on the front of the house which would give a 45 foot

front setback instead of 50 feet be granted. ~~. Piggott seconded t e
I

motion. Carried.
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Paulina P. Hill, for permission to have a 2).8 foot setback on ad

dition to dwelling ·from haute 237, instead of the required set

b~ck. Property is located about 1 mile from Fairfax Circle on Rt.

237, Lots 4 and 5, Vandeventer Farm, Providence District. Mr.

Schumann explained the situation on this lot. The strip of ground

71.82 feet wide on one end and 64.65 feet on the other and with 2

feet front are was created by the change in the highway, 237, when

the old road was abandoned. This g:-ound was sold to Mr. and Mrs. H

with the idea that a t railer would be put on it. It does not have

sufficient depth to locate a dwelling. Some time ago Mrs. Hill

applied for a permit to make an addition to her dwelling. The Zon

ing office have her a permit~not knowing her house was a trailer.

The trailer was then demounted thus attaining the status of a dwell

tog. It was impossible to locate a dwelling properly because of t

shape of the lot. The old abandoned road right-or-way runs across

the back of the lot. It is a long ditch really and could not be

used. Mr. Dawson suggested that perhaps they could buy this aban

doned road strip and fill it in. Mr. Dawson moved that the Board

grant the application because the lot was unbuildable S5 far as the

Zoning Ordinance was concerned and unless the Board granted this

the g round would be useless. IItajor Elgin seconded the motion. It

carried.

Mr. Sedwick came back to the Board with the reQuest that they

grant a 43.2 foot setback on the front of the porch. He said that

five foot porch wouldnt look right on the house and they wished to

make it a little wider- this would make less than the granted 45

foot setback. Mr. Dawson asked why they couldnt have just a terrae

on the front. Mr. Sedwick said that t he fact was - they had alr'3sd

built the porch - without permi3sion from the Board. The Chairman

asked what was their justification for putting this porch out so f

without permission. Mr. Sedwick said that they had made a mistake

in the original planning of the location - he thought it was a 40

foot setback instead of a 50 foot setback, and they had really pla

ned with that in mind. The Chairman said he c ouldnt see why they

put the house so far to the ft'ont anyhow when they had all that dep

that they had simply ignored the setback requirements, with no jus

tification. Mr. Dawson moved that d us t a a misunderstanding of the

Zoning Ordinance the builder be granted a 43.2 foot front setback a

Lot 5 only. ~~jor Elgin seconded the motion. Messrs Dawson and

Elgin voted Yes, Mr. Piggott - No. Mr. Mooreland did not vote.

Jackson W. Vaughn, for permission to erect a second dwelling on Lot

5, Vaughn's Subdivision, on the north side of rtoute 123, apDroxima

tely 250 feet southeast of Route 647, Lee District, on the conditio
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doubt be an imorovement to the neighborhood. When the new dwelling

said this was substantially the s~me type of thing that the Board ha

•••
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that the existing dwelling on this lot be vacated for residential us

as soon as the second dwelling is occupied as a residence. V~. V

appeared to explain his application. He said that there was

tion of a house on his lot - the house had burned down- that he wan

suggested that they grant the application with a time limit for Mr.

Vaughn to live in the filling station and build his house. Mr.

to use to build on within a year - but in the meantime he wanted to

live in an old filling station until he was ab~e to build the new

house. By using this existing foundation it would save him a good

deal and when the new place was completed he would move the ttlling

is completed he will move into it and use the existing building as a

garage. Mr. Mooreland moved that the application be granted - that ~

Miller be granted a permit to build the second dwelling· but that a

time limit of one year be placed on the granting of the permit. He

should build and have ready for occupancy the new dwelling - within

one year. Major Elgin seconded the motion. It carried.

Mr. Mooreland moved that t he Board adjourn - Major Elgin seconded

the motion. Carried.

just granted. Mr. Miller was now living in a temporary dwelling-a

combination garage Bnd 5 torage room - that building a house would no

Vaughn said that would be very satisfactory that he had planned to

finish his house by December. Mr. "'Iooreland moved that the applica

tion be granted with this one year stipulation - that he complete th

station and use it for business. The Chairman said this application

could have nothing to do with the using of this filling station as a

business - that the only thing they could do was to grant the permit

for the construction of the dwelling with the provision that the fil

ing station be torn down or removed when the new place was completed

Mr. Vaughn said he would probably move t he filling station further

from the house snd ask for a rezoning for business. Mr. Mooreland

house by that time and either move or tear down the filling station.

Major Elgin seconded the motion. It carried.

7. C. E. Miller, for permission to construct a second dwelling on Lot 1

Oakton Heights Subdivision, approximately gOO feet northwest of Oak

ton School, Providence District, Bnd to continue to live in his e~

isting dwelling until the second building is occupied 8S a dwelling

at which time the dwelling now located on this lot will be vacated

for residential use. Mr. Leigh apryeared to support this case. He
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A regular meeting of the Board of
20ninr Appeals was held in the Board
Room of Fairfax County Court House on
Tuesday, t~rch 15, 1949, with the
following members present: Messrs
S. Cooper Dawson, Chairman, J. vi.
Brookfield, Vice-Chairman, Thomas I.
?igl;ott, v,'illiam Moore:and, Major
Elgin ~nd Mr. H. F. Schumann, Jr.
represe:lting t he Planning Cornmissiorr.

The one deferred case was taken up first:

n. JI.r. '~:alter C. Roberson, for permission to use a garage for a tem

pontry dwelling on Lot 6, Section I, rail' Oaks Subdivision, ill'ovi

dence District. This case had been deferred twice and ?-fl". Reberson

did not appear at this meeting. The Chairman sUbgested th~t the

secretary tet in touch with :Mr. Roberson and ask him to £\p;Jear at

the April 19th meeting since the BO&I'd was not inclined to defer t

case again. r~. Brookfield moved that the case be deferred to the

bottom of the list. V~jor Elgin seconded the motion. Carried.

The new cases were taken up:

1. Francis S. Kenney and his wife Ruth G, Ke[;.~ey, for the continuation

of the existing dwelling on Lot 40, Block 5, Fairhaven, Section 7,

Mt. Vernon Magisterial District, knovm as Byrd ~rive. two feet more

or less closer to the~ont property line abutting on Byrd Drive-

than is renuired hy the Ordinance - which dwelling on the south sid

of Byrd Drive i~ appl"oximately 27.5 feet from the front ;Jroperty l±i

Mr. A.lfred Hilton, i.ttorney. appeared for i"ir. and Mrs. Kenney. Thi

is an existing bUilding- in violation of the Urdinance. It w~s

built in 1941 and has been considered ~s non-conforming. The Chair

man seid there was not much of anything else for the Board to do bu

to grant this application and therefore clear up the title for the

owners. As it standz now there would be a cloud if anyone wanted t

place a loan. foIlr. Brookfield said that since there W£lS no Cluestion

of buildi:lg - but merely legalizing the location of the house he

would move that the application be granted. ~~jor Elgin seconded.

It wa3 c~rried.

2. Everett t'a:Uace Leonard, for permission to have a setb~ck of 35

feet instead of 50 feet from the side street (Vale Street) in order

to permit the erection of e dwelling approximately 40 x )0 feet fa

ing Brookside Drive on Lot 54, Pinecrest Subdivision, Falls Church

District. Mr. and Mrs. Leonard hought this lot some time ago vlith

the idea of b'Jildin£ - then decided to sell it to a man 'tlho want ed

to ?ut up a house ap~roxim~tely )0 feet by 40 feet. ,Ster the

1eonE.rds had bought Yl!'. Lynch, the subdivider, put in Vale Street 

adjacent to Brooside Drive and at right angles to it - r.~king the

Leonard's lot a corner lot. This would allo~ only a 35 foot setbae
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for them from Vale Street if they observed the proper 25 foot setbae

from the other property line. Being a corner lot he should set back

50 feet from both stref~ts - Broukside Drive and Vale Street. The

Chairman asked if ther~ were deed restrictions regarding street set

backs on the Subdivision. ~~. Leonard showed a list of restrictions

including a 50 foot setback from all streets •. Mr. Brookfield said

the Board could not relieve that - as the deed restrictions took pre

cedence over the Zoning Ordinance - when those restrictions were re

quiring more. The Ordi!,)2 nee gaVE the Board of Appeal s the right to

allow a v<.1riance on a setback like this - but thr,t the Board could n

grant a variance when t he deed restrictions gave a specific distance

as in this case. Mr. Brookfield said that t he Board could grant a

vari8nce on the side opposite the Vale Street side - it they had

asked tal' it - but +.hb.t since it w.. s not in this ~pplic< tion the

i.eonards would have t a file Cot. ne',.; application for that. It had be'~n

suggested to the Leonards ~o buy Lot 55 then ?ut 54 and 55 to~ether.

cut them into two lots fgcing Gn V....le Street. That would give two

good lots with ~lenty of room for the pro?er setbacks on the corner

lot. This, the Board agreed, was the best possible solution. ~~.

Brookfield moved that the <>.pplico;:Uon be deniee'" r-'LBjor Elgin ~econd

ed the motion. It was canied.

J. hllen J. Rogers et Uxor and P. C. Logtens et Uxor for permission to

operate a gift shop on Lot 2, Murray Farms Subdivision in dwelling

located on the "Little River Pike and to construct a building on Lots

2, J, or 4 when and if business justified - to be used 0:'11y for a

gift shop, Dranesville Magisterial District. The Ch&irmon said he

could see nothing against operating a gift shop in the existing

dwelling - if there were no ohjections from thp. neighbors - but thot

the BOEJrd could not [r~nt anything on future speculation. V.'hen and

if business justi fies another building that should t-e t,;ken care of

<It that t ime. ~ir. Brookfield moved that the applico"Lion be I',ranted

for a eirt shop on1y- foiiajor Ele;in seconded the motion. It c ....rried.

Lloyd H. Norred, for permission to erect an attached garage with les

than the recuired rear y<lrd setb1:tck on Lots 118 <:ind 119. Hollin Hall

Village, Section I, Mt. Vernon ~~eisteri~l District. ~~. Brookfield

asked it there was anytr.io6 in the deed restrictions which would pr-e

vant the Board from givinl a variance on this. V~S. Norred said she

did not kno'/,. Mr. Schume:nn went to the Record Hoom to set:' if there

were restrictions. fill". Brookfield moved that thLs case be put at th

bottom of the list until Mr. Schumann could look at the deed. ~tr.

Pigbott seconded the motion. It carried.

59



already.

so long as it does not touch the house. Mr. Scr.umann suggested a
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Chairman asked if there were objections. There were none. Mt.

Br00kfield moved that the application be granted. f'iajor E:lgin

seconded the ~otion. It was carried.

on the ?roperty for cla~s rooms - they have a two acre tract.

feet from the nearest corner to the street ?ro?erty line and with a

re ... r setback of 11 feet to the lot 1 into t-ir.Brookfield moved that

~w. Roberson had not appeared to support his case. ~~. Brookfield

moved that this be deferred until the next meeting. Mr. ?iggott

seconded the motion. It carried. The Chairman suggested that sin

this was .Mr. Piggott's district that he check up on l'<lr. Roberson

since it was thought th&t '-'r'. Roberson was living in his garage

single g~rage - one corner to he 13 feet from the line. The appli

cant offered to build the garage of fir~proof matet"ial. Mr.

Schumann scaled the plat and it was found thet the space would alb

a garage a7proximately 16 x 22 !'eet - this t () be attached ilod 35

h?plication No.4 was brought up again. Mr. Schumann stated that

this be granted - 35 feet from the street ~roperty line and 11 feet

from the lot 1 ine. Major Elgin seconded the ll~otion. It Curried.

qui red setbacks would be 25 feet the Board did not like to give a

setb8ck of 5 feet on this. Several suggestions were made - to have

a detached garage IV'h1ch would reoulre a 75 foot setback from the

property line - the Board then could grant 1 foot of the 1 ine-just

~r. Mooreland moved that the meeting be adjourned. Mr. Brookfield

seconded the Illotion. It carried.

Since the applicant wished to have an &ttached g~rage and the re-

March 15, 1949

the children - probably 50 scholars - all day pupils ~nd about 20

oCerding pupils. They propose later to use all the hQuses located

t!1~re \lIDS nothing in fre deed restricti ons r·eg/:'rding rear setbe,cks.

iog school and day school on her pro~erty located on the north sire

of Little River Pike - west of Uda, about 2 mDes, f'rovidence

Dist:-ict. l'-lrs. Harris said they would have a delivery service for

5. Hilda Barchelor Harris, for n€rmission to operate a ;lrivc:te board-
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April 19, 1949

A regular meeting of the Board ot
Zoning Appeals was held in the Board
Room of Fairfax County Court House on
Tuesdey, April 19, 1949, with the
following members present: Messrs
s. Cooper Dawson, Chairman, J. W.
Brookfield! Viee-Chairman, Thomas I.
Piggott, Wl111am Mooreland, Major
W. S. Elgin, end Mr. g, R. Whit.
representing the Planning Commission
and Zoning Administrator. Mr. J. W.
Brookfield acted as chairman at the
request ot Mr. Dawson.

The one deferred Csse - that of Walter C. Roberson - had been with
drawn by the applicant.

Nh'W CASES:

1. A.. G. Dezendorf, t or permission to erect a gasoline pump island

with a 15 foot setback from the right-ot-way lIne of the Leesburg

Pike, instead of 30 teet as required by the Ordinance on property

located on the north side of the Leesburg Pike at Seven Corners,

Falls Church Magisterial District. This proposed gasoline pUMp is

land would be approximately 250 feet from Seven Corners intersect

ion. Mr. Dezendorf explained his plat showing the location of the

other buildings near his proposed pumps. The garage building near

the PU~P8 is non-conforming and is on the line. The Board did not

think the pumps setting back 15 feet would be anything of a hazard

to traffic or in Bny way harm the other buildings on the property.

Mr. Mooreland moved that the application be granted as requested.

Mr. Piggott seconded. It carried unanimously.

2. Ralph M. Tate, tor permission to operate a restaurant on the pre

mises located on the north side of Route 7 at the intersection of

Route 694, Providence Magisterial District. Mr. Tate said that the

building located on this property had be~n used as a filling statio

but that the pumps had been taken out and now he wished to operate

a restaurant there. He said that as far a s he knew there was no

objection from the neighborhood. Mr. Tate said he could not see

why a restaurant would be any worse than a filling station • he saw

no reason not to grant the application. Major Elgin moved that the

application be granted. Mr. Piggott seconded. It carried unan.

3. Ethel C. Hutchins, for permission to operate a convalescent Home on

the property located .9 of a mile west of Annandale, Falls Church

Magisterial District (on the Little River Pike). Mrs. Hutchins

showed her plat and explatned that the house was large and well

located for a home of this type. The neighbors were agreeable to

having this business in their vicinity. Mr. Mooreland said that if

there was no objection he moved that the application be granted.

Major Elgin seconded. It carried unanimously.
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4. W. K. Swaney. ror permission to use the g round floor on proposed

dwelling for kindergarten and first grade school on part of Parcel

A, Section J, Ravenwood Subdivision, on the west 81de of Juniper

Lane about 700 feet south of Leesburg Pike, Falls Church ~glsteri

District. Mr. Swaney showed plans of his house. The school would

be carried on down etairs .. a large light roo~. They would have a

maximum of 25 pupils. The house is well located with yard 8~ace to

accommodate this size group. Mr. Brookfield read a letter from Mr •

.Poppleman, developer in Ravenwood, stating that a school of this

kind would be very welcome 1n this locality. Major Elgin moved

that the application he granted. Mr. Piggott seconded. It was

Carried unanimously.

5. Martha V. Harvey, for permission to operate a day nursery in the

dwelling located on the property located on the corner of Lee High.

way and Route 650 (northeast corner) Providence District. Mr. and

Mrs. Harvey appeared before the Board. They expect to have about

ten pupils. Although they have a large piece of ground it joins

commercial ground and there is no objection to having a school in

this neighborhood. The house sets well back from all property line

with plant) of garden and lawn. ~s. Harvey said they had approval

from Rtchmond tor the school - pending the granting of this applica

tion. Mr. Mooreland moved that the application be granted. Major

Elgin seconded the motion. It carried - unanimously.

6. M. W. Juncal anc Wm. I. Smith, for permission to erect a two car

garage with the wall on party line on Lots 57 and 58, Section II,

Tyler Park Subdivision, both lots located on Roosevelt Avenue, Fall

Church Magisterial District. The Chairman asked if both owners wer

sure of their line diViding their property· to be sure the garage

is placed properly. Mr. Smith said that the lots had just recently

been surveyed with this.garage in mind and the marking was very

evident. Mr. Mooreland suggested that the Board had been granting

variances of this kind right along and that there was no object1on

to it. He moved that the application be granted. Hajor Elgin

seconded the motion. It was carried. (Unan.)

Conrad V. Carlson, for permission to have one toot sideyard setback

for a garage to be lOCated on Lot 15, Section 2, Fair Haven, 55 Old

M~~~ad, Mt. Vernon Magisterial District. Mrs. Carlson

showed their plat with location proposed for the garage. She said

the neighbors on the garage side had indicated that t hey did not

object. Mr. Brookfield said that if the garage were put only 1 too

from the line that would not give room for water to drain and it
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. would all fallon the neighbors property. He $uggested that a 2

foot setback should be granted to protect the neighbots property.

Mr. Mooreland made this motion, Major Elgin seconded. It carried.

Virginia Electric and Power Company, for permission to erect a

substation on Lot 18, Mt. Vernon Park Subdivision, Mt. Vernon

Magisterial District. Mr. McDonough was present to represent the

Power company, and to explain the location of the substation on

the property. Mr. McDounough said t hat the company could cbs'arye

the proper setbacks and that there had been no objection to locat

ing the substation on this property. Mr. Piggott moved that the

application be granted. Mr. Mooreland seconded. It carried, unan.

The case of Hungerford and Loftus for permission to erect a dwell

ing with less setback than required had been withdrawn.

Howard W. Price, for permission to convert an existing building 1

to a dwelling - with le88 than the required sldeyard setback, pro

perty located on Madison Lane, near Columbia Pike, and containing

37,669 sqUAre feet, Falls Church Magisterial District. Mr. Price

said that he had made a mistake in locating his house - that in

the beginning he had intended to build a chicken house with cer

tain fittings which it turned out were practically impossible to

get during the war. Then he decided to convert this building into

a dwelling - but that he found out that t he setbacks which he had

observed for the chicken house did not conform to the required set

backs for a dwelling. He had thrown two lots into one - which ga

him the required ares but by dividing the two lots - Lot A with

10,148 square feet and Lot B with 33,013 square feet he could not

meet proper setbacks on the one dwelling. One house faces Madison

Land and the other Columbia Pike. The first house was built 7

yearSIgO and the second building... 6 months ago. Mr. Brookfield

said he could see no objection to granting this application since

the applicant complied with the required area and all setbacks ex

cept this one and 9ince it would work a hardship with the applican

to ha~e to move this building in order to use it as a dwelling.

Piggott moved that the application be granted. Mr. Brookfield

seconded the motion. It carried, unanimously.

O. V. Carper, vor permission to erect buildings with less than the

required setback from Old Dominion Drive and from Cedar Street, on

Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, Block ), Ingleside Subdivision, Providence Dist

rict. (Located on the SW side of Old DOaQnion Drive, approximatel

300 feet north of Toure 12)) Mr. Carperts architect W&8 present 

showing the drawings of the proposed buildings. Mr. Carper said

that they could meet all the setbacks except the rear - which was
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showed the location of his temporary dwelling and the proposed new

dwelling. His plan is to tear the small house down when the new on

is completed. Mr. Piggott moved that the applicant be allowed to

live in this temporary dwelling for a period ot one year - during

&dwin C. Wise, for permission to erect a second dwelling on the pro

perty known 88 Lot 20, King's Highway Subdivision, 406 Queen's Lane

Mt. Vernon Magisterial District, and to remain living 1n the tem

porsry dwelling until the main dwelling is occupied. Mr. Wise

the new house shall be builL Major Elgin s8cond9d. It

Aprll 19. 1949

Cedar Street. (The property is SUITounded on three sides by roads..

which requir a greater setback) Setting back the reQuired distanc$

1n the front would give proper parking space but since Cedar Street

1s a dead end street anyhow they felt that 20 teet ehould be suf

ficient. Mr. Dawson add that he felt that there was no objection

to this since Cedar Street was not trsveled much and there was no

indication that it would be opened up as a busy street. He moved

that t he application b e granted. Ma50r Elgin seconded the motion.

It carried, unanimously.

Edith R. and William H. Hodges, for permission to erect a Community

Building on Lot 1, Block II Hodges Subdl~ls1on. Road #644, and 643,

near Burke, at Five Forks, Lee District. ~~. White explained that

this case was withdrawn because they had given ~s the wrong plats

and the property was improperly posted. Therefore, there was no

ferred until next meeting - for proper posting. Major Elgin second

the motion. It carried.

reason to hear it. Mr. Piggott moved that the application be de.

he had any particular interest in ttis case. Mr. Baker said yes he

....as interested because of the septic tank - which should be com·

pleted before Mr. Cox began living in the garage. ~~. Brookfield

moved that t he applicant be allowed to live in the garage for a

period of one year. Major ~gin seconded the motion. It carried.

(Note: Time to start from date septic tank is completed)

12.

13. Sam W. Cox. for permission to live 1n a garage when the well and

septic tank are installed, until the completion of the house. locat

ed on Lot 8, Willow Springs SubdiVision, Route 211, near Centerv!ll

Centerville Magisterial District. It was suggested that at ime

limit be placed on the permission to live in a garage. Mr. Daweon

asked Mr. Cox if he thought a year was long enough time in which to

build a house. Mr. Cox said yes - normally - but that he may not b

able to do it in that time - in which case Mr. Dawson said he could

come berore the Board a~ain and ask for a grant of extension. Mr.

Dawson asked Mr. Baker of the ~ealth Department, who was ~resent, 1
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Nellie L. and William S. Brooke. for permission to operate a res

taurant on property loc&ted approximately 1,000 feet from Center

ville business section - on the west stde of Route 28, Centervl11

Magisterial District. Mr. and ~~s. Brooke appeared before the

Board. Major Elgin asked if there was plenty of space for park

ing on the lot. Mr. Brooke said the house set back 60 feet from

the right of way and they had 150 feet frontage by 396 reet depth

which would make parking no problem. Mr. Brooke said that there

was a business diagonally across the street trom them. The Chat

man asked if there was objection to this use. Mrs. Mulholland

said that she objected and so did many of her neighbors. She pre

sented a petition signed by 14 people, protesting the granting of

this use, st&tlng that business In this residential district

would lower values, add undue noise, traffic, and general distur

bances - which would naturally accompany a commercial use. Mrs.

Mulholland said that t hey had a community well (the Brooks and

Mulhollands) and she was afraid the extra use of water from this

well would·deplete it. She said that they often had trouble now

in getting water. Nr. Brooks said that was probably so - as he

had a deep well pump while the Mulhollands had a shallow well

pump, but that he thought there was plenty of water there for

both ramilies - if the Mulhollands would put in a deep well pump.

The well is deep and naturally does not work properly with a

shallow well pump. Mrs. Brooke said she eould not see where the

use they would make of the restaurant permit would hurt the neigh

borhood. She was !=,utting everything in paper boxes (also a reaso

why they would not use a great deal of extra water). Mr •• Baker

said that the Health Department would have to oIt the water situa

tion and septic tank - he thought the double use of the well was

not satisfaetory but that vas not the affair of the Board of

Appeals. Mr. Brookfield said that he did not think the Board

should act on this applicktion without further information. Major

Elgin moved that the Case be deferred until the Board could view

the property (until May l7th)Mr. Dawson seconded the motion. It

carried, unanimously.

George M. ftaymond, for permission to ereet a duplex dwelling, on

Lots 1 Bnd 2, Melville SUbdivision, Lee Highway, at its intersec

tion with Cedarest Lane, on the condition that the existing dwell

ing on these lots is abandoned for residential use immediately

upon the residential oeeupancy of the said duplex dwelling, Pro_

vidence i~gisterial District. Mr. Raymond said that in his

opinion he was not building a duplex but merely a two family
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dwelling. He said that the Zoning africa had insisted that he was

building a duplex - but he did not wish it said that he was build

ing a duplex because there would be objection to a duplex in his

neighborhood. But there would be no objection to a two family

dwelling. Mr. Mooreland read the definition of a duplex trom the

Zoning Ordinance. Mr. Mooreland showed his house plans. Mr.

Dawson moved that the applicant be granted the right to live in hi

garage for a period of one year during which time he will b~ild a

duplex house and cease living in the garage when the duplex 1s

ready for occupancy. Major Elgin seconded the motion. It carried

The Fairfax Rod and Gun Club, Inc., a Corporation I for permission

to use approximately 97.328 acres located on the northeast side of

Route 664 and approximately between Routes 664 and 665, Dransevill

Magisterial District, as a controlled rod and gun club, conserva~

tion and recreation area. Mr. Douglas Clark represented the gun

club. He explained the plot plan presented with the application,

detailing the use of the grounds, the area covered, installation

and ranges planned. Mr. Clark: showed that t he ranges would comply

with army specifications - in fact they are better than the army

reQuires as far as safety is concerned. They would use 22 rifles

and 45 postols - no high powered rifles. On the skeet field shot

guns would be used. Mr. Mooreland asked how far trom the ranges

the Vale Community house was located. No one could tell exactly.

Mr. Clark said that a question of law entered into this case.

The Club contracted for this ground in 1947, during November they

applied for a certificate of Occupancy and one was issued. Relyin

on this certificate the club contracted to buy the ground with the

plan in mind to put in this type of recreation center. The evenin

of the day when the property was actually purchased, the club was

notified that t he Certificate of Occupancy had been issued in erro

and requested that all activities on this ground be stopped at

once. The corporation had at that time actually expended $18,000

and had contracted for and planned other installations in the amo

of approximately $50,000. By revoking this Certificate of Oecupa

all construction was stopped.

Mr. Clark's contention was that an Occupancy Permit could not b

revoked unless there was a change in u~e - and there wa~ no change

in use whatever by the club. There was no legal reason why the

Zoning Administrator could revoke this perillit and since so much ha

been done and contracted for because of the granting of this permi

the County was legally bound to reinstate this permit. Mr. Clark

said that the gro1.U1d in question 1s zoned agriculture - the least
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restricted ground available - that this was not a game or sport

but rather a recreation area. He offered the Certificate of

Occupancy in evidence and challenged the legal right to revoke it

Mr. Clark said t hat there had been absolutely no firing on the

club grounds by club members. Mr. MOoreland said that since the

Zoning Administrator had issued the permit In. error there was

nothing else he could do but to revoke it. Mr. Clark said that

the revocation was without authority. Mr. Mooreland said that was

a case for the courts.

Mr. Shockey, vice-president of the club, answered questions

from Mr. Clark relative to issuance or the Occupancy Permit, the

lease of the property and subsequent purchase, revocation of the

Permit etc. Mr. Shockey said that the g rounds had not been used

as k rifle club after the permit was revoked, at least not by

club members. He stated that the National Rifle Association had

negotiated with them to construct technical equipment on the

grounds which would amount to approximately $60,000, but they did

not carry this out beCause of the revocation of the Permit. The

Chcdrman said the Board was not trying the title to the land. Mr.

Clark llIaid that was true - he was simply trying to show that the

Permit should not have been revoked, and why.

Mr. Edward Brown took the witness stand. He is an engineer

with the National Rifle Association 1n research work. His work

entails working with industry on developing new products, writing

laying out plans for new clubs etc. and as a balistics expert ad

vising clubs. Mr. Brown gave his past experience in these lines

of wrok. He stated that he thought the ranges as planned and pro

posed were very safe and satisfactory from every standpoint, and

that the ranges conrorm to National Rifle Association specifica

tions. Mr. Clark described the safety of well planned clubs and

said there was much less danger of accidents on protected grounds

than 1n the open.

Mr. Mooreland said that t he Board wi5hed to hear both sides of

the case - as t hey wished to keep development in the county under

control and all uses in keeping with the locality. He wished to

hear any opposition if there was any. Mr. Lewis Leigh appeared

before the Board as a representative of Major Kingsley - owner of

land tmmediately adjacent to the club grounds. Mr. Leigh stated

that there was no doubt but what the Certificate of Occupancy was

issued in error - and the fact was that the Zoning Administrator

had no right to issue a permit - that WB,S the prerogative ot the

Board of Appeals. It was purposely stated that way in the Ordina

ce in order that the people in the neighborhood of this kind of
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development might be heard and the Zoning Administrator should

know what the feeling of the neighborhood is, whether or not they

want this club. This case was heard six months ago by the Board,

i·lr. Leigh said, and the application was denied. He could see no

reason why th~ sentiment of t he Board or the sentiment of the gene

neighborhood should change. He read from the. Ordinance how permits

can be issued for clubs of this k iod. He -quoted the statement

that use should be "inharmony with the character ot t he neighbor

hood." This section was gradually developing into a high class

residential area of small estates - a location for families Bnd pa

ticularly familes with young children. The longest boundary line

of the club grounds is 2400 feet which would mean that no range

could be longer than that - this did not guarantee sufficient saret
A large development of this kind would b ring people in the neigh

borhood from all parts of the metropolitan area - crowds which

would change the character of a country atmosphere. Mr. Leigh read

trom the charter of the club which showed that the club planned to

train and educate people in the expert use of tire arms and would b

rented for expedmental purposes. This is not, according to those

opposing, in keeping with the general character of the neighborhood

The Chairman asked for the opposition to stand. There were

approximately 30 people opposing. Mr. Mooreland asked if there

anyone present in favor of the club. There were about 10 present.

Mr. Dominy showed the relative location of the club with r elat

to property owners who were living on their ground.

Mr. ~~oreland said that in view of the fact that practically a1

people living in the area were opposed to t he club the Board was

clined to follow the wishes of these people. Mr. Clarke said he

did not think that a fair way to judge thi~ case. He thought wit_

nesses should be called and ~uestioned by both the opposition and

those desiring the club, and give each person the chance to state

his reason why he was opposing the club, and t hat he would like to

hear the opposition. Mr. Leigh said Mr. Clark had no right to cal

his (Mr. Leigh's) witnesses, that only he could put them on the

stand.

Mr. Dominy presented an areal map showing all the homes within

a one mile radius of the club - whowing the location of each perso

property and presented a petition listing all these people all of

whom were opposed ond many of whom were in the room. The map was

made showing those within the 1/4 mile, 3/4 mile ares, and the 1

mile area. This map was o£Cered in evidence along with the petiti

(signed by 87 people) and 1s on file as a part of tbese minutes. A



nesses - that he was precluded from bringing out full evidence in

ever indicating why these people were opposed - that the deCision

was made without his having a chance to examine the opposing wit-
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carried - unanimously.

at least two names on the list were now opposed to the club. Mr.

Mooreland moved that in view of the fact that the W'eat ttll:ljority 0

property owners in the vicinity were opposed to t he club - the

application be denied. Major Elgin seconded the motion. It

carried - unanimously. Mr. Clark stated that he would like to

have it shown in the minutes that there was no evidence what-

1.012 acres of land west of Lincolnia School, Falls ehurch Mag

isterial District. Ji'ir. Foster said t hat there would be no per

manent buildings - they would merely put in bulldozers and push

up the g round and operate the plant. The plant and necessary

temporary installation would be on the 1.012 acre shown on the

plat. Mr. Dawson said 8 plant of this k lad can be very distress

lng if they burned coal. Mr. Foster said they had intended to

burn oil and he didnt think th~t would be objectionable. Mr.

April 19, 1949

petition was presented with 34 names in favor of the gun club. Mr

Leigh said he would like to examine the petition. He stated that

Foster also said that they were able to operate a plant of this

kind for only about 6 months in the year and they were particular

ly eager to get in now so as to work for the good months. They

would close up in the winter. fur. Dawson said he benieved a per

mit of this kind should be limited in time. The other members of

the Board agreed. Mr. Foster said t hat was perfectly all right

with him - if they could give him a permit to carryon his bus

iness for at least two seasons it would help. Mr. Dawson moved

that t he a pplication be g ranted with the following reservations

that they use oil instead of coal and t hat the permit be granted

only until December 1, 1950. Major Elgin seconded the motion. It

the case.

18. James W. Foster. for permiesion to locate asphalt mixing plant on

70
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A regular meeting of the Board of
Zoning Appeals was held in the Board
Room of Fairfax County Court House on
Tuesday, May 17,1949, with the follow
ing meoobers pr~sent: Messrs S. Cooper
Dawson, Chairman, J.W.Brookfield, Vice
Chairman. Thomas I. Pig~ott, William
Mooreland, Major W.S.Elgin, E. R. White.
and H.F.Schumann, for the Planning Com
mission. Mr. Dawson re~uested the vice
chairman to preside as he wished to dis
qualify himself for the cases of Fairfax
Hydraulics, Inc.

DEFEIlRED:

A. Edith R. and William H. Hodges, for permission to erect a Community

building on Lot I, Block I, Hodges Subdivision, Road 644 and 643,

near Burke, at Five Forks, Lee District. Mr. Hodges appeared before

the Board. Mr. Keith represented opposition to the building of this

Community house. The plat furnished by the appliCant WaS incorrect

and it was difficult for ~~. Hodges or ~w. Picano who was appearing

with the applicant to explain the discrepe:1cies. In order for the

Board to determine the exact loc~tion for the building site it was

suggested that a plat drawn to scale be presented. ~~. Dawson moved

that the Case be deferred until June 21 and that the applicant bring

a plat drawn to scale. r~jor Blgin seconded the motion and it

carried unanimously.

B. Nellie L. and William S. Brooke, for permission to operate a restau

rant on property located 1,000 feet from Centerville business sectio

on the west side of Route 28, Centerville District. Mrs. Brooke sai

they intended to operate B tea room - with no liouor license. The

Chairman read a petition which was presented at the last hearing

against the granting of this exception. There were 14 siGners. Roy

Swazey represented the Mulholland, ~~ehler, and Davis families, all

of whom were opposed. lilr. Brooke said that there were s everdl near

neighbors who wouldnt sign the petition. He stbted also thbt they

wanted to have a tea room because the house had been sold to them at

a high ?rice and there were many things wrong a bout it and they felt

that they had to derive some .mnll income from it in order to pay ex

panses. He said that there was a business across the street (con

struction business) and that Mr. Mulholland next door had a big truc

always in his yard - he used it 1n his business-all of this worked

against his selling his place as a high class home. That he had

tried to sell unseccussfully because of thes drawbacks. But that

they could keep the place if they could use it for business-that

they would have a clean quiet place. Mr. Baker, from the He~lth

Department, had made an inspection of health conditions with relatio

to the opening of a restaurant. He read his report, which indicated

0 7 /
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that the well and source of water supply is not protected and is no

sanitary. Provision for adequate pump pit drainage and a sanitary

drilled well casing seal would be the obligation of the Brooks in

the event any public use would be proposed for the premises. (The

report is made a part of these minutes) ~~s. Moehier said this w~s

the third time they had banded together to keep business out of thi

section. Mr. Oatis said he thought there were already enough _~ea

rooms in this general neighborhood and he thought this would have a

bad affect on the locality. Mr. Mulholland said he definitely be

lieved a business next door would devaluate his own property 1 and

that his truck is for sale. Major Elgin moved that the application

be denied. Mr. Mooreland seconded. Carried, unanimously.

NE\; CASES:

1. Fairfax Hydraulics, Inc., for permission to create and maintain a

deep well on Lots 154-A and 15J-B, Block C, Section J, of Hunting

ton Subdivision, on the north side of Fairfax Terrace, Mt.Vernon

District. Mr. Dawson asked Mr. Brookfield to take the chair as he

had a ?ersonal interest in this snd the next two cases to come be

fore the Board. Senator Clarke represented the Hydraulic -Company.

Mr. Massey, engine~r for the company, displayed a map showing a

master plan of development, proposed well sites, which were located

so water could be furnished by gravity. Mr.Yassey described the i

stallation of the well which would be covered by an aluminum house.

There would be no machinery exposed and the setbacks wculd meet the

requirements of the Zoning Ordinance. Mr. Raugust, Attorney, asked

if this was a request for a use permit only and about provisions fo

getting water from the well to the subdivision of Huntington. Mr.

Massey said the lines already exist - g" pipe line. ~.r. Vales

asked if this was weIll). There were no objections. Major Elgin

moved that the applicaticn be granted. Mr. Piggott seconded. It

carried unanimously.

Fairfax HYdraulics, Inc., for permission to erect and maintain a

concrete water reservoir, 300,000 gallon capacity, on property con

taining 10,000 square feet - beginning at a point in the south

boundary of the Fair View Subdivision, Mt. Vernon District.

Senator Andrew Clarke appeared before the Board as attorney for

Fairfax Hydraulics, Inc. He stated that Mr. ~~ssey, engineer for

the com~any, would outline the plans of the company and explain the

map. Mr. Massey said they proposed to build a reinforced concrete

tank - 40 feet in diameter, which would stand 21! feet above the

gro~~d. It was located in this particular spot because the ground

is high and service can be accoffi?lished by gravity flow. This
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would give adequate fire protection and necessitate less pumping.

The reservoir would be located off the Fair View Subdivision and wo

observe proper setbucks required by the Zoning Ordinance. Senator

Clarke said he had understood that there was to be objection to this

application I therefore he would rest his case for the present.

Mrs. Carrie Johnson stated that she repre5ented more than half the

residents of Fair View living in the area of the proposed reservoir.

She presented a petitIon signed by 34 persons immediately concerned,

most of whom were present. Mr. P.ooreland read the Petition which is

made a part of these minutes.

Mrs. Johnson stated that thece are approximately 18 pieces of res

idential property in this vicinity ranging from $15,000 to $40,000

each. It is the understanding of these residents that if the permit

for this reservoir is granted the construction will be located withi

a few feet of very valuable residential property. The main objec~

the opposition have to the erection of this reservoir are - the

hazardous conditions that would exist from the landing of the air

planes located on this property; the devaluation of the areB involve

and that water can be supplied for this area by the Alexandria Water

Company without the erection of this hazardous tank.

Mrs. Hel'ring spoke against the reservoir and stated that Mrs.

Foster, who gave the right-of-way for the proposed pipe line because

she thought that was the only way to get water is now objecting be

cause of the reservoir. The objection was made thGt 1he reservoir

would not only be a detriment to the neighborhood but thst it would

not even serve the community surrounding it, but rather it would

furnish homes further off. It was understood that the Alexandria

'.iater Company would furnish water and 'tiithout the installation of th

above-ground reservoir.

Senator Cl.. rke said t hat in order to clear up any misunderstanding

he would like to give a background history of the water situation

surrounding the present case. He outlined the beginning of FairView

Subdivision in 1941 _ at which time the Alexandria Water Caoropany

came into the picture. Water was proposed to be furnished at a very

high price. In 1945 the Development wlnt bankrupt. Mr. George Ford

purchased a large tract with the plan to develop Huntington, and

wells and underground tanks were installed. At that time Jefferson

Manor was started and t he Alexandria Water Company furnished that

development with water for $100 1 000 - the developers and home owners

paying for the distributing system. The Pairfax Hydraulic Company

can furnish water from their proposed location by gravity while the

Alexandria Water Company requires pumping stattions. The tank itself
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Mr. Clarke suggested) would not be large enough nor unsightly

enough to be a detriment to the neighborhood - that it was some

times necessary to make some sacrifices to have conveniences. Mr.

Clarke said it was t rue that the Alexandria Water Company would

come in now to furnish water - since t he Fairfax Hydraulic Company

was there but that they have not given the terms on which they wou

furnish water~ The residents would without doubt have to put up

the money, that a tank would be necassnry for any com?any to furnl

water. Thirty-six have already signed up for seryice. Mr. Clarke

reminded the Board and the opposition that this was merely an ex

ception - not a rezoning.

r~s. Margaret Peck Bennett spoke opposing the reservor.

Mr'. Dawson, who had disqualified himself as chairman, spoke in

favor of the installation. He told of the improved conditions at

2enn Daw since Fairfax Hydraulics had furnished water ~ the water

was assured, fire protection had been adeouate, and they had been

able to get a reduction in insurance rates. With the present in~

stallation 1,000 homes would be benefited and only 12 hurt.

The Chairman asked for an explanation of the type of proposed

tank. l~. ~~ssey showed pictures of similar tanks and gave a de

tailed description of the c9nstruction planned. The water furnish

will be soft wbter from Maryland. }~. Clarke said that water can

be furnished within two we~ks and another line could be laid to

serve the western end within a short time, and that only one com

pany is granted a franchise to serve this locality.

V~s. Johnson stated that her interest in appearing here was not

to register unfair prejudice but that she was deeply interested in

the community and in the proper development of this particular area

She felt that this installation was unnecessary, that it would

create a hazardous condition and was devaluating to property, and

that water could be furnished without installing a tank.

Mr. Lewis said he wanted to clear up misstatements regarding in

stallation of fire hydrants. The requirement was 1000 feet apart

with no stated pressure.

Mr. Clarke said that t he need for water in this area was great as

septic tanks were no'fhealthful, that there ~lould be no competition

between the two companies {Alexandrib ~later Company and Fairfax

Hydraulics} each would serve stated areas, that Fairfax Hydraulics

could furnish water cheaply and by placing the reservoir within

proper setbacks and constructing a neat substantial tdnk he believe

the eomr,lunity would be benefited in eve' way.
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known them to take more than that. ~~. Clarke said also that these

been given. It was also asked if condemnation proceedings would be

deep well on property located at the east line of Huntington Sub-
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Mr. Raugust asked if this isClarke located this well on the map.

maintain a substation on Lot 39, ~evonshire Gardens SubdiVision,

Falls Church Noe;isterial District. with les::; than the requir4d set

back on the side street. Mr. McDonough and ~~. hnderson appeared fo
S.1I7-1Tf l ll

VEPCo. ~~. McDonough showed the location of the proposed wei± on a

unanimously.

y~. Dawson took the chair as Chairman for t~e balance of the meeting

easements would be underground only. Major Elgin moved that the ap

plication be granted. Mr. Pigr-ott seconded the motion. It carried

company was barely able to furnish power with the amount of voltage

and that the development res~tinf from the entrance of these two co 

panies in this region is the i~portGnt thicg. Mr. Mooreland moved

that the petition be granted. V~jor Elgin seconded the motion. It

~~. Mooreland read two letters (both of which are a cart of these

records) one from Mr. Welrlron Leonard, past Dresident of Groveton

Citizens Astociation and one from the Alexandria Water Company to

~~. Gosnell, regarding terms fer furnishing water for the Old Glendo

Land Com~any Trsct.

~~. ~IDoreland sQid that in his opinion this was a needed service t

May 17. 1949

might be a hardship for some - that the service derived ultimately

would be of such value that t he bad {eotures in 1.IH:- will be forgot

the people of the area and while the installation of this re$~rvoir

map and the area proposed to be served. He said that last winter th

used. That is e. possibility and is the prerog<.tive of a public uti!

ity company but the coopany would rather not use that proce1ure.

~~. Raugust asked what was the usual width of an easement. He

thought it was possible to t~ke up to 30 fect. Mr. ~wssey said that

was true but 15 feet was the usual amount taken - that he had never

applying for a use permit only. Mr. Clarke said, yes, gust like th

other applications. Also Mr. ~Assey said the only above ground in

stallation would be a 10 x 10 foot x 7 foot high metal house, possib

aluminum or g&lvdnized iron. There would be no storage tanks. It

was asked what provision had been made for a line to Hl~tington. Mr

Clarke s~id the line had b~en laid out but ~ll e&sements had not yet

division on Hunting Creek- Mt. Vernon Magisterial District. Mr.

carried unanimously. ~~s. Johnson stated she would like the records

to show that an appeal would be made.

J. Fairfax Hydraulics, Inc., for permission to create and maintain a

4. Virginia Electric and ?owp.r CO!r.'Jany, for ~ermission to erect and
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I
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they had for this area, that they had spent a gre~t deal of time

looking for a suitable loc~tion for a substation but that ther~ wer

v~ry few places available where there were no objections. This par

ticular lot was desirable from the standpoint of loe&tion for a sub

station - but undesirable for building purposes_ The creek was dee

and around it low ground and swampy - a lot not- suitable for a home

~~. McDonough showed a map of the subdivision and adjacent lots.

The present substation in East Falls Church which is now serving

this area is definitely inadequate not only for future development

but for the alreadY existing homes. He did not believe it was

pr&ctical for them to attempt to go through another winter without

a new substation. There were several objectors to this use of this

particular lot - it was ~oted that this was one of the few sub

divisions left in this area which had ~rge desir&~le lots. It was

an old subdivision and therefore larger lots. It was suggested tha

a substation would interfere with both radio and television, howe

both Mr. McDonough and Mr. Anderson said this was not so. It was

suggested that this installation was being put in - not necessarily

to furnish this community but to serve the new large developments

Tyler Park and Jefferson Village, Apartments, and not the locality

where the substation was actually locatQd, and that this lot had bee

considered because it was the cheapest one available, and that it

was most unwelcome in this community of good homes. The residents

said they had not suffered from low voltage. Mr. Lewis Leigh rep

resented several citizens in the community - he said the station wa

no doubt necessary - but not in this locality, that these substatio

should be set aside like business- and not in residential districts

Mr. Leigh said he believed it would be difficult to sell homes near

these stations. Mr. Bort said the company had looked earnestly for

sites but had not even been able to negotiate with people except in

very few cases. Mr. Leigh said the Company had the right of con

demnation _ why not use it. Mr. Field showed where he believed the

could buy commercial property. Mr. Bort said that was too far from

the load. Mr. Field ~lso suggested that sub stations were dangerou

as they often caught fire in electrical storms and could be a hazar

to the community. ~~. Mooreland asked why not defer this ~pplicati

until the next meeting and give the company a chance to find anothe

location. He made this as a motion. ~~jor Elgin seconded. It

carried unanimously. }~. Leigh asked that the three letters of pro

test befiled with the minutes.

5. Warren D. Johnson, for permission to have a lawn mower sharpening

machine in his basement of his dwelling, located in Dowden Terrace
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his equipment should be outside - also that the permit be granted fo

one year. Mr. Brookfield seconded the mution. It carried unanimousl

6. Henry E.. Moore, for permission to locate a g,=irage 2 feet from the

Elgin secondeQ. It carried.

7. James R. Brown, for permission to erect a detached garage within 2

feet of the side proDerty line on Lot 118, Tremont Gardens, 302

Strathmeade Street, Falls Church District. This was a case of a
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on the north side of Seminary Drive) Falls Church District. Mr.

Johnson said, he wanted this grinder in his basement to supplement hi

small income after he retires, which is very soon. It makes no more

noise than a vaccum cleaner, he said, and he would not use an emery

for grinding. A petition was presented by )1 property owners near

Mr. Johnson, protesting the granting of this use. The Chairman sa!

he didnt see how a thing of this kind would hurt, it was not ~oisy

and not dirty and that this did not rezone the property to business,

it was merely granting a use permit. Those opposing said they

realized that, it was not a rezoning, but that it had the same efree

in that it made a commercial use of his home and they thought it

would devaluate their property. It was suggested that other projects

in the community such as raising goats and chickens were worse than'

lawn mowing machine. The Chairman asked for thos opposed to grantin

this application to stand. There were about 15. Those 1~ favor of

granting this petition were bout 10. Major Elgin moved that the

application be granted as it did not hurt the surrounding property.

Mr. Mo'Jre!and offered an amendment that t he application be gronted

provided the business be kept within the basement and that no part 0

side property line and 78 feet from the front ri~ht of way (Po~kins

Lane) on Lots 187 and 18g J and 189, Block F, j'1ernorial Haiehts Sub

division, Mt. Vernon District. Mr. ~fuore showed his plats. Because

of the size of the house and topography of the ground this applica

tion was granted. Mr. Mooreland made the motion to grant and Major

narrow lot, and tooography. There was no objection from the neighbo

on the garage side. Mr. B~ookfield moved that the application be

granted. ~~jor Elgin seconded. It carried.

John A. Lewis, for permission to erect a detached gcrage on the rear

boundary line, and within 10 feet of Herbert Springs Road (private

Road) on property located south of Wellington on West Feeder Road.

Mt. Vernon District. Mr. Lewis Leigh represented the applicant. He

said that this pro/arty was part of an estate and because of the can

tour of the land it was not practical to put the garage any place

other than planned by the applicant. Mr .. White said he had posted
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the property and looked it over and he b alLeved that this was true.

There were big trees on the ground which the owner wanted to save

and the garage back r rom a practically private outlet and the divid

tng line between the two dwellings on this pro~erty would be 10 fee

from the garage. Mr. J~looreland said he could see no objection to

this - he moved that the application be granted: Mr. Bro,)kfield

seconded the motion. It carried.

Leslie H. Helfin, for permission to loc8te a detached garage 4 and

1/2 feet from the property line instead of 10 feet on Lot 68, Sect

ion It Guilford Subdivision, near Ward Plaughers store, Mt.Vernon

District. Mr. Helfin sent word thet he could not be here and

wished his case to be deferred until the June 21st meeting. It

was moved and seconded (Mr. Brookfield and ~~. Pigbott) that this b

deferred.

10. Otis A. Woolfrey, for permiE:sion to erect a d~tached garage within

2 feet of the side property line on Lot 16, Block ), Section I, Fai

Haven Subdivision, 19 Mt. Vernon Road, Mt. Vernon District. Mr.

\,,'oolfrey was not in the room. This case was put at the bottom of

the list.

D. P. Tompkins, for permission to erect a detached garage within 1

foot of the side property line on Lot 10). Tremont Gardens, 206

Fairmont Street, Falls Church District. There were no objections

and by placing the garage this close to the line it gave the appli.

cant a large back yard for garden and outdoor living. Mr. Brookfte

moved that this application be granted. Major Elgin seconded. It

carried.

12. Mercedes P. Carts, for permission to ~et back a detached garage 2

feet from the side property line instead of 10 feet required, on

property located in Mt. Zepher Tract on U.S.l, approximately 2

blocks from the Mt. Vernon school, Mt. Vernon District. There w~s

no objection to this application and the neighbor on the garage sid

has his g~rage practically on the line. ~w. Brookfield moved thht

since there was no objection the application be grunted. ~~jor

Elgin seconded. It carried,

I), Mrs. Estelle Nugent, for permission to operate a nursery in a dwell

ing located on Lot 8, Block B. Columbia Pines Subdivision, FallS

Church District. P~s. Nugent said she has three children in her

home - one is a baby. One child will be a day bo&rder. She said

they were not asking for a rezoning nor for a large comoercial nur

sery schoo.. She: rrerely wanted to keep the children she had •

they were children of friends and she had had them a very long time
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Mrs. Cplcord of the State Welfare Department had told her that in

order to have these children in her home she should have a license,

and to get a license she should first have the approval of the Board

of Appeals. A petition with 61 si~natures had been forwarded to Mr.

Dawson. Those opposing had no wish to t~ke the children away from

Mrs. Nugent. As far as they were concerned they were happy to have

her keep them- it was only that if this 8!1plication were g ranted it

would have the affect of a commercial i~plication and they diq not

want tha~ in their subdivision. One of the objectors read from the

Code that it is permisssble to have two children in the home witLout

a license and since a license was not required it was not necessary

for ~his use to be granted. He could not see why the chilaren could

not stay there without granting this application. ~~. Nugent said

she had no wish to conduct a school- only she wanted to keep the

children. Since Hrs. Colcord had said she would have to have the

approval of the Board, she was doing everything she could to conform

to requirements. At least she didnt want a big fine imposed on her

if she continued to keep the children if this application were denie

Mr. Brookfield said he could see no reason why anyone couldnt keep

children of friends. therefore, there was no need for this ap?lica

tion - he moved that it beoonied. ~~. Pigfott seconded the motion.

&jor Elgin and Mr. Da....lson voted no on this application. The Chair

man said for Mrs. Nugent to go ahead and keep the children and it

anything ever came up for tr,is - the Board would stand back of her.

The objectors said the same thing- as t hey wanted Mrs. Nugent to kee

the children but without the granted use of a ~ursery school.

Anthony C. Denice. for permission to conduct a pre-school class in

apartment Donna Lee, Itp&rtment No. B-1, ralls Church District. Mr.

Denice said there was no objection from the owner of the bui1di~g, a

this school h..d been requested by those liVing in the ap~rtment8.

There were about a dozen children expected. The apartment is large

enough to take Cbre of a small group. A letter was read from Mr.

Pomponio stating that he had no objection to this use for one of his

garden apartments. V~. Brookfield moved that the application be

granted since there was a need for it and there wa5 no objection.

Major EI,:in seconded. It carried.

GranviVe COf:lpton. for permission to come 40 fep.t from OE\k Lane in ...

stead of 50 feet as required on Lot 15, McAdams addition to Hillbroo

Falls Church District. Mrs. Comoton appeared before the Board. She

said that their deed restrictions had a 40 foot setback from the stre

When they planned their house they figured on a 40 foot setback from

both streets. They want to add a third bedroom to one side which

would run the house too close to the sideline. She is asking that
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posed location and thought it did not present any difficulties. Mr

18. Alfred E. Mills, for permission to have the zoning clarified as to

whether or not he may erect a building to be used for bottling soft

I

I

I

I

I

010

street. Mr. Brookfield said there was not enough land to do any-

way, Centerville District. l~. Makley was not present. His case

was put at the bottom of the list.

thing else with. ~~jor Elgin moved that the applic&tlon be granted

since the Board could not deprive the applicant of the use of his

land. Mr. Piggott seconded. It carried.

George ~~kley, for permission to erect a second dwelling on propert

located on the east side of Route 645 - 1/4 mile north of Lee High-

pro?erty which is non-conforming, on Lot G, formerly the property 0

J.G.Benn~tt, Ragin Street, 163.6 feet east of U.S.#l, Mt. Vernon

District. Mr. Bowles explained the plat. He has an odd shaped ~

plained his plat and showed that this was the only "';ay an addition

could be put on the ground. The property owner on the side where

addition would be put did not object. Mr. White had seen the pro-

pro~ rty line on Lot 7. I'Il8.ckall' 5 Addition to ~'est McLean Subdivisi

corner of Oak and Elm streets, Providence DistriCt. Mr.Grant ex-

drinks and distribution thereof and to conduct this business on Lot

27 to 32 inclusive, J.G.Dunn Subdivision, Falls Church District.

Senator Clarke, who is handling this case, asked that the ap~lica

tion be withdrawn.

piece of ground - long and narrow and he could not meet proper set

backs if he added on to the resr. -rohe most logical place to put th

addition is to the side - still non-conforming. The new room weuld

be flush with the front of the house which sets 8.82 feet from the

this setback be granted in order to ~~intain the proper sidey&rd

setback when the add the third befroom. They can meet the 50 foot

setback on Hl11brook Drive but wish the 40 foot setbbck on Oak Lane

Their deed restrictions also require a 25 foot sideyard setback. Mr

Brookfield said that there was no hazard created by this 40 foot

setback and 1n view of the circumstances he saw· nothing against

granting the application. Mr. Mooreland moved that the. application

be granted. Major Elgin seconded the motion. It carried.

16. Harry O. Bowles, for permission to erect an addition to existing

17.

19. Atlas Motor Sale, Inc., for permission to install gasoline island

and pumps within 30 feet of the property line on Lots 2 and 3, East

Fairfax Park Subdivision, Providence Distric~. No one was present.

This case was put at the bottom of the list.

ZO. John 8. Grant, for permission to erect an addition to an existing

house within g feet of the side line and within 38 feet of the fron

80
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Piggott moved that the application be granted. Major Elgin seconded

It carried.

Raymond F. Thompson, for' permission to continue temporary living

Quarters with less than the required sideyard and rearyard setback

than required on prooerty located on private road off Leesburg Pike,

about 3/4 of a mile southeast of Tyson's Corne~. Providence District

Mr. White said that J years a go the zoning office had granted a tern...

porary permit for the use of this building for temporary living

quarters and t he time had long since elapsed since the temporary per

mit was up. Nothing had been done about it, since the zoning office

had not had the personnel to check up on these temporary permits.

Some property owners in the subdivision joining this land had ob

jected to Mr. Thompson living in these ~uarters so it was necessary

either to ask for another temporary permit or for him to get out of

the house. f4r. Brookfield moved that the former temporary permit. be

revoked and a new permit be granted to allow Mr. Thom~son to live in

the building for one year only. Major Elgin seconded the motion. It

carried.

Tommie Crawford. for permission to operate a snack shop on the west

side of 659 (Castle Branch Road) 1/4 mile north of the corporate

limits of Clifton, Centerville District. Mr. Crawford showed his

plat and the location of the proposed shop, which would be in the

middle of Ja acres. He said the building was already on the propert

and he wished to use it as a small lunch rOom or snack shop and have

his ground as a recreation area for children and families from his

church in Arlington. The pastor of the church spoke also-requesting

that this application be g ranted for the use of his congregation. Mr

Crawford said thot he wanted this place as a summer place for this

group of colored people because they could not go to the places for

white people-many lunch rooms would not serve them and it made it ve y

difficult for his race to have any kind of recreation. With a littl

eating place people could c orne out for Sunday and not have to go so

far for something to eat. He said that his people wanted to keep to

themselves and not have hard feeli~es between the races.

Both Mr. Roy Swazey 2nd Mr. Lewis Leigh were present, opposing th

application. Mr. Swazey representing a group of citizens near

Clifton and Mr. Leigh representing himself and another group of pro-

perty owners and the Town of Clifton. ~~. Leigh said he had no wish

to bring the racial issue into this but that he owned property very

near this Ja acres and he was interested in the development of this

section. He would be opposed to granting this use for either whites

or blacks _ the racial problem was not an issue. The idea of having
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a snack shop and perhaps cabins back in the woods - on a oorrow

road would be bad from evary standpoint. The terrain is wooded and

hilly and not in any sense suitable for this kind of development.

~w. Swa~ey offered for the records a petition signed by 93 people

opposing this application. Mr. Swazey stated t hat this waS not an

appro~riate place for this kind of recreation area, not appropriate

for business. Mr. Cra.;ford asked where in the County they could go

so mapy localities did not want anything for colored people.

Mr. Hart said this would b e practically in his back yetrd-50 yards

from his house, and he would consider it a nuisance. Across the

street from the Crawford property Mrs. McCluer lives and she said

she would be frightened to live there alone. Others who spoke ob

jecting were Colonel Kelsey, Mr. Ambler, Mr. Ayers. Mr. Rodzinsky.

Mr. Cunther, Mr. Buckley, Colonel Jones and others. Their objection

were; That it wo~~d be a nuisance because of the possibility of

having liquor, that the property rights of citizens should be pro

tected, it was an artificial type of progress because of the 10

cGtion, it would be noisYl that the proje£t is only 1/2 mile from

the Town of Clifton and if the town wished to exp~nd it would be in

the way of natural growth, that people wanted a quiet place to live

here in the country and such a use would preclude that, that this

was a strooge place for commercial use - in the midst of f~rming

and a purely rural area, thd.t all the customers would certainly not

be church people, and undesirable people would no doubt come.

Mr. Crawford said t here was not a place within 50 miles for

colored people. Major Elgin moved that the application be denied

because there was no local clientele and therefore no need for such

8. place. Mr. Brookfield seconded the motion. It carried unanimous y.

The Potomac School, for permission to operate a private day school

on the west side of Route 6ag, ap;:>roximately 1/2 mile south of Chao

Bridge Road, Providence District. ?4r. Spencer appeared for the

school. He showed the plat and the location of the school. This i

to be a non- profit school to take care of kindergarten age childre

to the )rd grade and for girls tbrough the 9th grade. r-ir. Palmer,

the nearest neighbor has no ojbections. lOll'. Iv10areland soid he felt

that t his was a ligitimate request and moved that the a pplicc.tion

be granted. Major Elgin seconded. It c&rried.

:lo. 10. The case of Otis A. Woolfrey W&5 taken up. Mr. '..-'oolfrey

said he had a small lot and wished to utilize all the back yard he

possibly could I for garden and outside living-therefore he wished

to put his garage as far as he could to the side. Mr.liboreland

said this was reasonable and he would move the application be

I

I

I

I

I



General Business but t hey were asking only to set the tanks back to

could see no objection, and moved that the applicati::m be granted.

a rman
At::.

s.
*•*

June 7, 1949

A special meeting of the Board of
Zoning Appeals was held in the Board
Room of the Fairfax County Courthouse
on Tuesday, June 7, 1949. with the
following members present: Messrs
S. Cooper Dawson, Chairman, J. ~.

Brookfield, Piggott, Mooreland, and
~~jor Elgin absent.

Huntley r. Casey, fer permission to con~truct a dwelling 10 feet

from the front ~roperty line - Hunti~g Cove Place, Lot 1, Block 7,

Section 2, Aelle Haven Subdivision, Mt. Vernon District. ~w. C~sey

83

"laS present to explain his plat. Nr. Dawson 3d:j he had seen the

May 17, 1949 tJ 't -3

satisf<.J.ctory. No one in t:l.e neighborhood Clppeared to oppose the

well back because of to?ography. The only house near other than thO

application. 7he ne~rest house is 200 feet on one side und it sets

property; the front would have about 7 feet of grass and 8 four

foot wQlkw~y. The clearance allowing visibility to traffic was

The meeting; was called to order by the Chairman at 10 a.m. for the

purpose of handling the case of Huntley F. Casey.

No. 19. Mr. Webb, who was representing this applicant, wag 1n the

room and this case was taken up. Mr. Webb said that a )0 foot set

back for this gasoline island was in keeping with setbacks for

Major Elgin seconded. It carried.

No. 17. Mr. Makley was not in the room .. his case WaS deferred unti

June 21.

Mr. Piggott seconded the motion. It carried.

this I1ne when the progerty is zoned for General Business. ~1r.

Brookfield said there was plenty of parking room apparently and he

the Board at the last meeting and which the Board granted the use

of asphalt mixing plant. The applicant. requested that the BO<lrd hoI

~w. Schumann brought up the cQse of James W. Foster which was before

Mr. Mooreland moved that the meeting be adjourned. Major Elgin

a rehearing on this and reverse their decision granting it~therefore

denying the ap?lication. VlT. Br~)okfield moved that the application

granted for the operation of an asphalt mixing plant be rescinded

by request of the applicant. Mr. Piggott seconded. It carried.

seconded. It carried.
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:.:.-~. :;r~'l!n 5?oke 1n tuvor or the use.

~.:'-. F:e1 th l'epr~~ented !ev9r...l lJ~Ii(J~~r.6 cit 12: e::l.S"

appet,red before the Board and ?resented the c""se. The bUllding wa

to be dedic&t,ec! tor cOl.1DWllty us... tor ...11 o.gv.nlzc.l.lons "'ishing

meetings or e general natul"C - the eroun1s woul~ b e us~ for

cl'.i:'drcn tor recreation. Mr. Picano spoke in favor ot gr~ntir.g th

u!e. He ~nt into the n••d tor such a building Bho~n& h~, dif

ficult it ~as to get the school for ~ublic gathftrings orten ~r.ocih.

I!l!lo !!Ihowir.r; the lack ot any kind ot playground facilities tor the

chilrlren - t;....Eot raet tratric in tl'.h, locality ""8 dangerQus {:er.

t~T"US enQugh ror !peclal police to be st6tloned ttere at tl~~~:

c.:i~ ueo that the cOlllilunity ne'i:ded a plfol.ce where all ?p~r~le ::ul~

iet together 1n friendliness and with ~ ~ow~n in~erest. ~~

..:!'fered a ?etitlon witt: 34 n.as for the record. t::r. =":-;:':". ~;'.-:

J. regular ...tlrae or t.he 8cMIr:1 of
Zoni.nc "Ppeala vaa held in the Board
Roo. of 'airtax CoUDt, Courttcuse on
T"••<lay, JUft. 21, 19it9,. with the fo11"",
~na ....ra presant: ....l5ra S. COOper
Dawson Chainaan. J. i:.t. Brooktield.
T. I. ~1.&&Ot.t, I w•• It'oo...lknd.. ....jor
glcln was not "resent. b', D&waon re..
C'!ue.t.ed thet V-r.Brooktleld take the
chair aa b. did. not wlah to pra&ldl
d.ur1nc: the bear1n~ ot t.wo c••es in
which he was tinancially lnterelted.
Mr. lJhitl lind "oil'. SchUUM froll!. t hfr
PlaMine Collll1aaicn were present.

. .. d 1 • , •. e" , ~ .:,." •..•- •••.•.•' ••..•. ,':.: "':'::'':'J. .. ev6. Ukt.e ;.;rc;;eT<· ... r. ';.1.e :.::-:.: :.:'",':: .:.;...~ ....

::-:-...;:;. ·'·r!. Rilay. ;'::-. CU\d ~·:rs. 5r.ue ~~l c"c~'!:: ...~:. ?:"c:-,:': .. :.": ~._

June 21, 19,,9

'rjll11•• un:! Edith Mode•• , ter peJ"'ld..!JlIsicn tc ere':t ~ C01!llllu.~ity hous

on Lot 1, Block 1, ftodce.s Sutdil'ia1on, 10C6tEH! or. Road 643 I nU,r

Flye Forks. near Burke. L~ D1atr:ct. Ro~:.....~. and ".r3. Modges

The Board _=.'8 read back 1I1nut.•• of' Board meeUnj;s and lit.d~ourn.

:~e :s &l~!t t~ lina with y~. Casey'E huuse. C~ ~:. :.'.Y'l
;':';;>trtr t~ere 15 _ 20 f'oot drop f'rom the front t.o tr.e t,t.:~ of' his

lot. hlso Hwu:,1ni, Cove i5 a. Jl1nor atr..et. and t.he:-e "::1\11'1 !e(J;r, to

b! ~o reason n~t to &r-nt this a.pplication. Nr. Brookf'l~l~ ~~v.d

t~~t th. 6ppllcatlon be ,ranted. '-r. P~~ott lecon~.d. It clrrled

I,
1

I·
~
I.
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admitted that such a community house was needed but they did not

want it ne&r them and also the parking situation was the most im

port£:.nt issue in objecting. ~tr. Pic Cine ~f11d that they were dicker

ing with the Hodges for more ~ro~erty to be ~sed for parking as

soon as they w~re f1nancialJy able.

Mr. Dawson 9al~ th~t to him t~e psrkinr seemed the only real ob

jection. Mrs. nreen , who lives jia[onally aCross from the property

ofhred the use of :-,er lot for ;:tarld:lf ::H.:.rpose~ until such time as

they could buy ~r~ ground ~or thi~ ;UT?Ose. The ch&lr~n asked for

the motion to be put itt~re we~~ 12 ?r~sent 1n ravor of the corrmunlt

house and 6 op?csine). :'~.• :lawson =.oved that i~ view of the offer 0

f~s. Green for a ?grkln~ 10: G~ ~o~ld ~ithdr~w any ob~ectlon he had

and ClOVec. that the ~?plic~:lon te ~ ....::t,d. 1•..:,. V.ooreland seconded

the motion. It c~~riec. u::~~~~cu~ly.

Virginia Electric and ?ower Co~;ony, for ?e~~s~lon to erect a sub

station with less than ~he rec:uired s~to~ck on Lot J9, Devonshire

Subdivision, Falls Church ~1strict. ~r . .....:lderson. attorney for

VEPCO 58id he wished to report th~t they ~ed t~ied iiligently to fin

imother location for their su'l:·Ste:i')~. ;;::is -c,Be had been deferred

from the l.:lst meettne; in or-de:- to g:y::- ~ r:= CCZ?c.r.y a chAnce to find

anoth~r lac.tion if p03~ible - teca~~e ~~ cb~~ctians to the Devon_

shire tract) )1:-. ;.n<'l.erson 56.i1 t~'E.t t":'!:.· ';.~oufht t!":e:, had found a

location. If so they ~·oulrl ask for L ~~=ri~g st the next meeting.

Leslie H. !{elfin, for ?errr.hsio:"l t,., -=:-~c... 0. 1~tached g&rage 4-1/2

feet fr'om the j."lI"I);'Jerty line ..lO ~ot 68. '::e~:i=~ I, J.:t.Vernon District

1'here WbS no objection tc :.tis <.::= :'t s !;'e=ed the logical plCi.ce to

put t!".e g:::nr~. kr-. :·:C:.l'"""l .. ~d ;tOe-·"3:' ~'"!~ :.'r-. ?i.gzott seconded the

motior. that :'he ~.::)!ic~:::.~ te b:-<lnt~::. I: c... r-ried.

Geort;e j.:akley, f"or ;:€:<::-.hs1J~ :~, ~:-ect a second d\'1elling On E:. lot

located on the east si~.~ of ,f6!~5 cho:.t;. 1/4 mile n,rth of Lep. Hieh

':f2-y, ?rovt~~nce !):st:-ict. ~.:'-. Eai':'3ly ....a5 :'lot ,res~l"!t. Hi~ case

\~<i. a put ~ t the r,ot to.., of the 1.:. s: ~n':: :. r. ~ er _ since r.e did not

b;>pef.r- it ,:.'c;5 ti.ro....·:l au·:.

NE;'; C".S~S:

1. E. F. Bl;.den , fo!" pC!":.;isdon to o?erE..te ~ saW" r:dll on lJroperty

loc,~ted ill ':::ly!'ldcn <.:.nd Cwcsa Streets (nOrthe<:IH of RO'Jte 675 ne;;.r

To~n of Vienna) in Onondio Subdivision. ?rovide~ce District. ~~.

81ad~n Said ttere had been no permit issued on this because tte bui

ings ~ere ~ort~ble end therefore ~o permit was requirej. Now he

wished to construct a building over his equipm~nt and he wished to
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hc.ve a permit, which the Zoning uffice could not give him without

,:cnse:7t of the Bocr.rd of l\"'lpeals. Pl~ business is Sll"oCl.ll _ being <:00

~tnlcted mainly for the convenienc!! of the :lei~hborhood. iV'ar. ','ihite

sain it seemed perfectly al) right to him, the mah wes now o?erat

ing without ~ license ~nd he would suggest a tem~orcry pe~mit. ~~.

;'oOOl"eland moved th<.lt the ap:)lieatlon be grsnted, for one reG-T. i.ir.

Piggott seconded the motion :.nd it carried.

Carlton ft. PE.gdett I for permis!:lon to erect I:i. dwelling 0:'1 LotoS-' 78

and 79 1 ~ith less thkn the r~quired setb~ck from t~o ~ro?erty lines

;17 and 12 feet} Mt. Vernon District. {Vo.lley Vieloo' Subdivision}

Mr. P2.gdett showed on his plat 'thet he had an odd shaped. lot. He

ha~ aC'1,uit-ed ey.trc. land to give him more room and therefore the re_

quirements were &reater than On his original piece _ Jet he Could

not neet the higher restrictions on the two sides. The ground has

3 definite slo?': t.o the 1;:C:ick ...r..d left only one spot for building.

r·jr. Oat·raon moved that du~ to topography the appl1cat.lon be grented.

Mr. Moorelan~ seconded the motion. It carried.

gdwa:-d D. Nilliarns, for permhsV'n to have a ClUb House on pbrt of

Lot 7, Jchn ~elle Estates, located on the west side of a 16 foot

::~;t1et road I 500 yards south or L:" r:-~'1' s ":orne:- Cit Col 'JDlbh. Pike I

Falls Church Distr'!.c':.. j·:r. i,~igh :-epresentaj, =:::L ii1l1iams. l'~r.

Leigh said he ;'.ad cerare o;pose.1 this type of thing ·..men it "I':.... ;s re_

'{ue5ted in Do .....r.ite nei6hborhood. But t:~C:.t this 'lIas a colored

neighbo..hood and th~t. t :jcre ":1>.5 no objaction to it. :lE; believed

t~e colored people should h&ove '3. ?l ... ce to use for t"ecrec...t.ion. i-i:::,.

?i&got.t. moved that the applich.tlon be t;ritnted. l-".r. ;'Qoreland

secord ed. It cbl"ried..

3uge~e ~. ~e~hlt for pernission to grect z baso1ir.e p~~ps within 35

feet of U. S. i/l., on Lat S, ~:oodla"l':n Heights, Section 1, f.1t. Vernon

::Jisl.rict. I·ir. ~jeabl said !"te alreildy had two pumps 35 feet of the f

ft"ont property line. They had been the~e for two yebrs -~ranted by

the Board of Appeals and he simply wanted to install two more 1n

line witr. trose a1re?.cly there. These pumps will be parallel t::>

tr.ose in the ground. r·~. Piggott ~oved that the Lpplicatior. 1.:',e

~r~ntej. Mr. Dawson seconded. It carried.

;;Q:,,)ld L. Oakman, for perrdssic!". to er'~ct a detached gsrege within

2 feet 6 inches of the side lin~ on Lot 46, Section 11, Greenway

Jo';:ns, 109 ',;Cooclawn ,(venue, rall!'; Church iJistrict. There was no

opposition to this i:?;:llic .... tion .. it is the s~rr;e t hing- t~~ SOL!"::! r.c.s

~r:::.nted rr.....:ly times before and tr:ere 1<1",5 no objectiO:1. r:..... :'.oc:-elan

,;::Jv~d t~t the !.·pplic.;.!.i-.m be .L:-.:.:n~ed. i" .... ?ib.;ott secon=ed. :t

2.

3.



10. ';ames;-:. C':50:1, for ,'Je:-r.:i:"i0:1 tc ec':lc:, b:1 attached bC.rage within 5

6. Russell S. Kinsel, for {Jer;:,i'.3sion to erect OJ. dHelling 21.43 feet

87

thp. :.~e(1uired setback on iloth sides, 0:1 Lot 9, Boulevard [I!anor Sub-

Oh.j'2~tion. fI!r. ;·I()oreland moved that t he a ppl ieation be l;;r'ifotf!d. ru:r.

?ir;gott secorrlect the motion. It carried.

there w",s no damabe to b.nyone and no objectio::s, the o..~?licij,tion be

;Jctbi;iCk. ~lr. rlo:;~ h..d misunj.ar5tood the Zoning lirdine:r.ce- he had
(the Doard)

thought tr.e setb<.cks we;-e 15 feet. It \\'<"5 SL:bgested that they/were

co.rried.

side ond e ";un porch on tLe other side of 8 dwelling with less than

This &O-rabe 'dill be ci:-,je:-block-2.ttc.ehed by a breezeway which would

feet of ~he side :i~e on ~ot 1, Block 1, Chesterbrook Subdivision,

at the corner 0:: Kerb; Ro",j a:1d Franklin hver.ue, Providence District

::'0 ta:-:~ :)fr the ',.-ater :-un-of!" ~.o !.~.e 5tr~~t. 1':. ?isiott caved the

we-,S no objection from t:-,e neig~bor. Y.!'. :::::12 ',,'l.:-l ;)Ut in a p .. ::.ter

dition to the 0,.0.6'= of a stCr'oge silace 2S it ...,as not included in th

side of dwelling, vlith le~.c than the r'Jo.uired side setOc.ci< on Lot

Slarcnce A. Ellis, for ~ermiesian to erect ~ =ar-?ort on t~9 nort~

John R. Mose J for permis"ion to erect an addition of d g2rage on one

divisiQn, Collingwood Road, Vt. Vernon District. Mr. ~ose as~ed for

a 22-1/2 fact setback on each '3ide. Tbere was no objection f:-om

110 storCige space. Hr. L'''Oor~land second ed t~e motion. It car::-ied.

the side '...'here there \wuld be less setb&ck - therefore there ~:as no

Vernon ;Jistrict. Er. Kinsel said he hud i:ad his plans dr<:t\...n for a

from tIle e~,s:':, si.de line of Lot 22, \Iii'oodley Hills SubdivLiion, N:t.

lonG time end his own lot l'€striction,:; were only 20 feet on the side

b.mendi:1g the UrdinG'.nce to bra!1t it. l',r. Piggott :;.oved th~t si:1ce

not be of cinderblQ~k construction. The Board did not like the ad-

:1eighbors. l<r. ,.. hite .:::,sked for t h~ reason r";r'. Lose wDnted this less

June 21 J 1949

he had figured his house uccor'dir'61y. He h<.d pw'chased the lot on

application. Mr. Dat,;son mCJved that the 80",rd grant a detached

gcrage 12' x 22' x 5' from the side line und 5' from the house. But

'.:1-',ite said he had se~n the property - i ... was a small lot and tr,~re

i;ranted. :1Iir. I"loD,'eLmd seconded the motion. It ca:;:-ied.

393, I"leson Tel'race, 125 ;'iinchester '.;uy, ?~lls :hurc:-: ::l:st:-ict. '.:.

7.

3.
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I

I



11.

June 21. 1949

George Turberville. tor permission to erect gasoline pumps with 12

feet setback trom the property line on property located approx

imately 700 feet west of Broddock Road on the north side of Lee

Highway. Centerville District. Mr. Andrew Clarke represented Mr.

Turberville. He said that t hey simply wanted to put the pumps in

line with all the other pumps in Centerville. that they Q!l were

located approximately 12 feet from the line. Mr. Piggott moved

that the~plicant be allowed to set his pumps in 11ne with other

pumps in centerville. Mr. Dawson seconded the motion. It carried.

12. Wl11ston Apartments, Section "A", Inc •• for permission to ~rect

multiple dwelling A-I with 40 toot setback trom the west 11ne on

Block "Aft, Lee Boulevard and Peyton Randolph Drive, Falls Church

District.

I

I

14.
15.
16.

There were three other cases of Wi1lston Apartments _ Section "B"

Inc. for permission to erect multiple dwelling 15 teet from the

south property line (8-10 and 8-5 with a 44 foot setback from the

east line, Block a, Wi11ston, Peyton Randolph Drive and Villston

Drive, and

Section D, Inc. for permission to erect multiple dwelling D·4, 45

feet !'rom the HE property line and mul tiple dwelling D-6. 40 feet

from the HE property line, Block 0, Willston, Jo~n Marshall Drive

and PatriCk Henry Drive, and

SectIon E, Inc. for perm1~8ion to erect multiple dwelling E-7, 49

feet from the north property line and E-9, 45 feet ('rom the north

property line on Block E, Patrick Henry Drive and Villaton Drive,

Falle Church District.

It was suggested that all or these cases be taken up at t he same

time 8S they were all substantially the Sde thine and were shown

on the one plat submitted. Mr. Ghent explained the cases. He sai

that these small variances were asked because on the large overall

planning ot this multiple housing project there were 8 rew places

the sizes of the buildinga or the ground. or the plots of .ground

they wished to leave tor free areas or tor beautifying t~e ground

made it impossible to keep exactly to the setback requirements. R.

felt that they had planned most practically and for aesthetic

effect and that there would be no loss -in fact there would be a

galn- if these variances were gr~nted. He had had this approved b

the Planning Co~ssion - not only tor layout but they were 1n

accord with asking for these variances, to add to the attract1ven

of the grounds and sa~isfKctory arrangtment of the project. There

were no objections and J»ir. Dawson moved that t he applications all

be granted as shown on the map. Mr. Mooreland seconded. carried.

I
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I
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lacks only 185 square feet of havin£ enough area for two r~mi1ies.

ye~!':: ago .s:".~ ~~:""::::~;: ]-;;d :leve:- been re~\~ested. I~cco!'r:ling to the

30nint:; (;r1i:l .. nc~ ~t .....,,;: :;e cessi..r-/ tc ;et a ':l:,c'n,l of the Board.

89

Fc.ir::aven Subdivision, :·~t . Ver:lcn, kn.;·\·m a.s .ola::t r:o. 4. and

Fai rfG.x P.ydr-au::'ics. Inc •• for ?errn::'~sion to erect and rr.ainte.in a

"Tell or: "rc!'l~rt.y :-::10'1';0 as :n.rt or ?",c':!l -, Block I•• 5ectio:"l 1.

C. E, Burroughs, for ~er~isEion to erect a d~tachej gorage within

1-1/2 feet of the side property line on the '"~est side of 1i695,

ap,Jroximetely 1/1. mile nl"lrth of l ..7, Providence District. The Chair

man asked if ther~ were objections. There were none. l~. Piggott

rooved that the Eo :":'Jli c.."t ion be grAnt.ed. ;'x. i·:Ooreland seconded the

motion. It c~rried.

The case of 'l:illh,m Jones for j:)ermi.ssion to erect a second dwtllling

was put over until ~~. Sch~nn could che~k t~e z0ning in thl~

section.

lS. W. J. Dennis, for j)eru:itsion to erect {:. bi;&ri.6,e 60 i'eet frou:. the fron·

....<..irr.av~n Suodivisi(:'n. :.:t. !!,H'non :-i~t~ict. ?<r. J?wson. ~..ho hac! di

"'~(i;lifte~ ~.i:r:3elr <'oS ::-.a1rman ",n:; tl$o for' \"~ting on these case:::)

spcke tc '::-:e Po:-;~. E~ :!.i·\ ".!':~t t!-.ese ·,·:ell~ ~c:.d b~en installed oS

21.

F<..irf~x Err:l,rc:J2:'~s had ~<::;":e:"! t~e t ..... o ·.;elJ~ t;v-:::r t,~o )'ears a &0. The

t...sny.s .s. e in5t=.:~'.:C. ;.:~. ;':ocrelol1·1 :7;oved t:-;~t the a.flplic ... tion be

grt,nted, since tr.er~ r.... o t'eer. no otject.ior. and t:!e \·/ells are operat

ing. Mr. ?i6fott ~eco:".deC t.he r.:;otior.. It cCi.l·ried.

17. ~:i111&m H. Jones, for ?erniss1on to erect a second dwe1l1nc Dn Let

13. Reservoir Heicht.s Subdivhion. Falls Church District, property

has less lot width <.Ind less urea th&n required by the Zoning Ord

inence for two dW<iJllings. ~il'. Jones said he wished tc build thiS

second house for his sick sister. 1he lot is ~eculBr shaped but it

13.

property 11ne instead of 100 feet reouired on part of Lot 11, Sect_

ion 1, Franconia Pills Sub11vision, Vslley View Drive, t-1t. Vernon

Di~trict. V~. Dennis s&1d he was asking this for topographic

reasons. If he ~ut his house back further it \'~ould be on too great

.. slope and leveling the ground would be v~ry expensiv~. Vr. ~~ore

land reoved that the Clpplic... tion be zr~nted fer topographic reasons.

~w. ?i~gott seconded the ~tion. It cLrried.

19. Kenneth Clay Ripley, for permission to use a portion or the resi

dence ~nd a portion of th~ grounds as pre-school and drama studio,

~ts 20 and 21, LGkewood SUbdivision, L~ewood Drive, Falls Church

District. ~~. Riplp.y ~as not present. Hl~ application was deferred

until the next meeting.

20. Fall'fi.lx Hydraulics, Inc., for permission to e,ect and rnai:ltain a

well on Dlock 8, Section J, ?art of old Fert, ~c~r ;4, Fort Drive,



Juno 21, 191,9

It 1s also considerably short or frontage which should be 65 feet

tor each dwelling. Mr. Mooreland made the following EOt1on: That

the applicant be granted permission to build a second house west

and aCross the existing str~am from the presunt house, not 10ea
•

than 37 reet from the existing house - 26 feet·Crom the side lin.-

this application being subject to a drawing to scale showing exact

loeation of the two houees to be presented to and ~pprc¥ed by the

Zoning Administrator. Plat to b~ presented within 46 hours. Mr.

Dawson secorded the motion. It carried.

Mr. Piggott moved that the meeting be adjourned. Mr. Mooreland

seconded the motion. It carried.

July 19. 191t9

A regular meeting or the Fairfax
County Board of Zoning Appeals Was
held TuedssYl July 19 t 1949, in the
Board Room o~ the Fairfax County
Courthouse at 10 a.m. with the
following members ~reBent: V~8srs
s. Cooper Dawson~ Ch~irman. J.W.
Brookfield Wm. MOoreland. T. I.
Piggott. t~jor Elgin was not present.
y~. H.F.Schumann. Jr. was present
for the Planning Commi5sion.
r~. Dawson re~ue8ted Mr. Brookfield.
Vice Chairman, to take the chair.

DEFERRED CASES:

Kenneth Clay Ripley, tor perBdssion to use a portion ot the resi

dence and a portion of the grounds 8S a pre-school and drama

studio. l3ubject to licensing by the State of Virginia and approval

ot Fairfax County, property located at Lot 20 and 21, Lakewood Sub

diVision. 7801 Columbia Pike. Falls Church District. This case

was withc1rawn by the ap?licant.

NEW CASES:

1. Morris Saunders. for permission to erect a detached garage within

1 toot of the side property line on Lot 165. Section One. Greenway

Downs Subdivision. 116 East George Mason Road, FallS ChurCh Dist

rict. Mr. Sa~~ers was not present. Mr. Piggott moved that his

application be placed at the bottom of the list. Mr. MQoreland

secorded. Motion cal ried.

2. James J. Douglas, for permission to erect an attached garage withi

2 teat.. ot- the s ide property line on Lot 4e. Tremont Gardens

I
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Subdivision, 202 Fairmont Street. Falls Church District. Mr.Dougla

said he intended to build a cinder block barage and attach it to hi

house - this would give him a 2 foot setback for his house. The

Chairman asked if there were deed restrictions regarding setbacks.

Mr. Douglas did not know. ~~. Schumann asked for the case to be de

ferrod until he could check the restrictions.

W. Caton Marchant, for permission to erect gasoline islands and

pumps within 20 feet of the highway right-or-way line on property

located at t he NW corner of 1620 and 211 at Centerville. Center

ville District. Mr. Merchant said that h1a front pumps were all in

line with other pumps 1n Centerville. This new installation would

take c are of trucks and would not come closer than the pumps alre£d

in~ta1led. Since Mr. Merchant was not changing the established set

back Mr. Mooreland moved that the a PPlieation be granted. Mr.Dawson

seconded. It carried.

G. F. Pergande, for permission to allow an existing accessory build

ing to remain within 12 feet of the !'l"'ont property line tor 1 year

on Lot 103. Section J, Brook Hill Estates. Falls Church District.

Mr. Pergande said the little building was 24 feet square and that it

was tor temporary use only. The Chair~n suggested that a permit be

granted for one year. That W&S satisfactory to the ap~Jllcant. J~.

Piggott moved and Mr t400reland seconded the motion that a perrr.1t be

granted for one year - to bet orn down at t he end of that period.

It carried.

Lewis E. and Price F. HArwood, for permission to subdivide lot with

less width and area as required by the County Zoning Ordinance-Lot

24. Wellington SUbdivision, Mt. Vernon District. Dr. Harwood's

property, .86 of an acre, has two houses on it - both built before

the Zoning Ordinance went into eftect. This application 1s pre

sented merely to have the records clear, a lot for each house, 1n

case or a sale. It the property were divided 85 Dr. Harwood sU&~

gssted it would be entirely against the Qrdinance and Heslth Depart~

ment regulatiOlls. Mr. Schumann 5uggested that Dr. Harwood allot

more ground to the smaller house. The Health Department had approve

the two wells and septic tanks on the entire lot but not with the

smeller lot cut off. Mr. Gibbs appeared with Dr. Harwood. He sug

gested that this was the same 8S any variance asked for a setback or

anything else-and that the decision of the Board would clear up a

possible cloud on the title it a transfer at t itla should take place

""zo. Schumann asked if Dr. Harwood would not draw up the plot plan

to ~how 10.000 square feet for the smaller house (the Dr. had allote

7,500 square feet) and present it to the Boar4 later in the meeting.

()1

,



no.

6.

7.

8.

'.1r. Mooreh.nd made a motion to this e rfect. Mr. Piggott seeonded.

It carried.

William B. Hicks, Trustee, for permission to operate a priv&te

Club on the property located on the south side of Wilson Boulevard

approximately 1/2 mile east of the intersection of Lee Boulevard,

adjacent to Willston Ap&rtment Project. Falls Church District.

This case was withdrawn by Wise Kelley, the attorney.

Mr. Schumann had read the deed restrictions on the Douglas prope

The Board took this case up again. Mr. Schumann ouoted from the

Deed. "No building can be nearer than 10 feet from the sidelines,

if less than 70 feat from the Cront 11ne." Since the building 1n

l1uestlon would be less than 70 feet from t he front 11ne Mr.Moore

land moved that t he &jlpl1cation he denied. Mr. Piggott seconded.

It carried. )r. Schumann suggested that since ~~. Douglas was

mainly interested in getting another ro(,m thCit he enclose the

porch to whieh he had expected to attach the gQra.ge. That could b

accomplished by getting a building permit dnd zoning approval frQm

the Planning Commission.

City of Falls Church, By J. R. Eakin. for permission to erect a

pumping station building with pumps and tenant living quarter"

building 31' x 50', on part of Lot 1 of the D.P.Devine Subdivision

Providence District. Mr. Eakin said that a new million dollar bon

issue in Falls Church had necessitated a new system of water dis

tribution Bnd it WDS found necessary to put in a pumping station t

take c are of the growing population. They had contracted to buy

this property not knowing it was a subdivision. The Chairman aske

if there was opposition. None. )~. Dawson said this was a neClasa

installation-he moved that the a !,plica.tion be granted. Mr. Piggott"

seconded. Carried.

City of ralls ChurCh, By J. R. Eakin, for permission to erect a

steel water t&nk 22 feet high on part of Lots 16 and 17. Falls Hil

SubdiVision, Falls Church Distriet. Mr. ~kin said this was part

of the same expansion. There were no objections - the~tank will' b

built low and ....·ould not be unsightly. Mr. Dawson moved that the

applic~tion be granted. Mr. V~oreland seconded. Carried.

Sydnor Pump and ~ell Co., Inc., for permission to construct a well

well house. pressure storage facili~les and ourface ~torage

facilities for a community w&t~r system on well Lot 2, Resubdivl

sion of Lot 14, Hollindale Subdivision. ~~. Vernon Di~trict. The

Chairman asked it there were objections to this installation. Ther

were none. It was suggested that it is necessary to eonstruct the

I
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well house \otithin 6 months after a permit is granted in order to

come within the t1me limit. The Company will construct a pressure

tank? feet high. Mr. Dawson moved the ~JplicaLion be granted. y~.

Piggott seconded. It carried.

the Board suggested thet the Compeny try to get • loo.tion whioh

Piggott and carried.

Louis J. and Anna Carus111o~ for permission to erect multiple hous

ing on pro?erty located on the northwest side oC Route 7, adjacent t

the ~ash1ngton Forest tract, about 1-1/2'miles south of Baileys X

Roads. Falls Church District. The application was deferred on re

quest of the applicant.

Virginia Electric and Power Company, for permission to erect an

electric substation on property locLted on the north side of Lee

Hlghw~y approximately 1600 feet east of Route 705 on J. V. Turner's

property, Falls Church District. This application was submitted in

lieu of the one which was deferred two meEttings ego ... at which time

13.

12.

10. klchard ~r. Smith. Cor perm1fision to erect &. pump huuse Cor a commun

wbter $ystem on Lot~ IS, 16. 17, nnd 18, Block 5, Beverly Vanor Sub

division. Providence District. ~~. Smith appeared beCore the BoaT

He showed the lines within which community water would be supplied.

There _as no opposition. A ~etltlon was presented and made a part

this record requesting the installation. Mr. Mooreland moved that

the application be gr~nted subject to the approv~l of the Health

o.partment. Mr. Piggott seconded. It carried.

11. Falls Church Airpark Co., Inc., tor permission to operate a rflstau

rant on pro~erty located on the south side ot Lee Boulevsrd, oppo

site Jefferson Village apartments. Falls Church District. Mr. Har

Smith ap~8are~ ror theCorn~8ny. The airport had been used as such

for some tiMe hut In the application for variance no mention was

ever made of 8 restaurant. A small bar selling soCt drinks had been

operKted for some time without a permit. Yr. Smith asked for the

right to put in a snick bar - in the old farm house now on the pro

perty - 470 het from the Highway right-oC-way. Mr. Schumann stated

that the sign now on the ?remises \oRiS in violation ... being billboard

proportions. V.&!'. smith said that would be taken down, he did not

know it was violating the Ordinance. The following motion was sug

gested by Mr. Schumann: "That the appllc~t1on be granted to the

applicant only ... to use the building belllg presently used. as such,

for the length of ti~e th~t the airport continues in operation, on

condition that all signs on the pro,erty which violate the te~uir.

ments of the toning Ordinance be removed trom the site wi~hin 10
from this date

daysJ" This was made as a motion by Mr. Dawson, seconded by Mr.
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J~it; 1942

would not be objectionable to the community. Mr. AndeMKln. rep.

resenting the Company, said they had a new site which he believed

was satisfactory. The old application w&s withdrawn and this

application 8ubstituted. This new location is in the Igloo Villag

Mr. Piggott IOOved that t he a PPlication be granted. Yor. Moorelend

seconded. Carried.

W. S. Poole, tor permission to operate a gravel pit tem~orarl1y Dn

property located ap,1Toximately 1 mile south of BaUey's I Roads at

the end ot a )0 toot outlet road east of Route 716 (Seminary Roadl

Falls Church District. Mr. Poole said he 'Would dig in such 8 way

as to make 8 51 ight slope in the ground therefore g1vi"ng a reeson

able drain, tow~rd the road.

Mr. Andrew Clarke represented opposition. ~~. Clerke ssld there

were many hOnttUI near this gravel pit and he CLod his cl ients be..

lieved that there lKJuld be a distinct 108s of ;>roperty nl ue, that

it would be changing the character of a pnre1y residential locatio

it would create a hazardous condition for children in the neighbor..

hood, it would be unslghtly,~e a hazard to traffic, and that it

might deplete the well water supply in the community since the weI

are many of them shallow, 1f this gravel pit Ie allowed to continue

Mr. Clarke presented a petitton opposing the use, which is made

e part of this reeord.

Mr. Poole said he did not think it possible to drain the welle

with hie gravel pit- the depth he would go .. that he would push the

dirt back and leave the tround in 8 re8sol'El.bl~ adequate eondition..

that none of the petitioners .ere nenr him or would be in any way

affected exeept Mrs. Dove who might be injured and that t here was

already a gravel pit in the neighborhood whieh had been operated to

take grav'l for the airport.

There was a delegation froll! the community who apoke against the

gravel pit: Mrs. ArmstroQg, Mrs. Dove, ~nd others. Mr. Dawson

s61d a gravel pit in t he neighborhood was to his mind an unfortunat

thing; - he moved that the application be denied. Mr. Piggott second

ed. It carried.

I

15. Cleetes H. "ylestock. for permission to locate temporary mad'l.lnery·,,,

shed on the rear line of ~ro?erty on the northeast side of Route 7,'

approximately 1000 feet north of the intersection of Route 7 and

Route 123, ProVidence District. This is a rural business district

joining a residential district. The setbaek requirements are 15

feet. The applicant said that it he observed the required setback

it would make his machinery difficult to handle and not easlly j

......n.l1v....,.J1h1s. He therefore wanted to put his shed to cover ,his·
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ville Area.

Piggott seconded. It carried.

/{J :J
There were no objections. ~~.

July 19. 1%9

machinery 5 feet from t he line.

Dr. Harwood returned with his plat remodeled to show a lot 100 x

100 to go with t he second house on his lot •. Mr. Schumann sugges

ad that the Health Department requirements w~re for 15,000 sq.

feat for a septic tank and well. Since Dr. Harwood was dedicat

ing only 10,000 sq. reet to the lot he was asked to set aside at

least 12,000 square feet. He did not wish to do thb. The

motion was sug§ested by Mr. Sdhumann - made by Mr. Mooreland tha

Dr. Harwood present a plat of his entire ground showing the lot

dedicated - to the Planning Commission, the plat to be recorded.

It was seconded by Mr. Dawson snd carried.

MOoreland moved that the permit be granted for one year. Mr.

•

The case of George ~~kley for permi~3ion to erect a second dwell

ing on his ground on the east side o~Route 645 - 1/4 mile north

of Lee Highway and which had been d eoied at t he last meeting be..

cause no one was present was brought up again by .~. Brookfield.

County .. this disqualifying him as a Board of Appeals member. V~

Brookfield was authorized by the B08rd to go before the Super..

visor~ and ask them to appoint another member from the Oranes..

Mr. Brookfield suggested that the Supervisors be asked to fill

the vacancy created by Mr. Mooreland having been employed by the

It was voted that the case be reppened. ~ss Smith 8xpla1ned th

case. It was moved by ~w. Mooreland and seconded by Mr. Piggott

that the application be granted for one year. Carried.

It was voted to ajjourn .

.11II
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August 16, 1949

The Regular Meeting of the Fairfax
County Board of Zoning Appe als WgS

held Tuesday, August 16. 1949. in
the Courthouse ot Fairfax County,
at 10 a.m. with t he following members
present: Messrs: S. Cooper Dawson.
J. W.Brookfield, T. I. Piggott, and
Wm. Mooreland. Mr. Elgin was not
present.

Deferred Cases:

port the application. This had been deferred twice before.

•

A Special Meeting or the Fairfax
County Board of Zoning Appeals was
held Thursday, August 4, 1949, in
the Board Room of the Fairfax County
Courthouse at 10 a.m. with the
following members present: Messrs
S. Cooper Dawson, Chairman, J. W.
Brookfield, and T. I. ?lggott. Wm.
MOoreland and Mr. Elgin were not
present.

August it! 1949

In order to build a wide house the applicant acquired an extra 20

feet (part of Lot 5) from his father to allow proper side setback.

He got a temporary permit from the Zoning Administrator for con-

struction. The contractor located the house 11 feet from the side..

Wro. E. seheid, for permission to have an 11 root sideyard setback

instead of 15 feet, as required by the Zoning Ordinance, on Lot 6,

and part of Lot 5, Noland Subdivision, Providence District.

Mr .. Lyton Gibson appe&red before the Board for the applicant. His

statewent was 88 follows:

The Case ot Morris Saunders was dropped as no one was present to sup

Carried.

line instead of the required 15 feet. No inspection was ever made

of the location. The applicant did not know his house was improperl

located until he tried to put a loan on the property, and the loan

The Board members read minut.es of back meetings.

Zon1n~ Appeals. A letter from Arthur and Blanche Scheid, joining

property owners, stating that they had no objection to the 11 foot

company would not place the loan without clearanc e f rom the Board or

It carried.

setback was presented.

Mr. Brookfield moved that since the contr~ctor had made the mis-

Mr. Brook.field moved- Mr. Piggott seconded that the meeting adjourn.

take and the joining property owner did not object - the application

for an 11 foot variance be granted. Mr. Piggott seconded the motion

104



increased traffic. A school site was discussed. "T. Ford said the

Mr. Gassan, attorney for the Carusillo case. asked for deferment unti

seconded the motion. The Chairman added to the motion and it was

105

/0

said. Mr. Mooreland moved that the ap;>lication be granted. Mr.

age pumping station on tots 15J-A and 153-B, Block C, Section 3,

Huntintington Subdivision, Fairfax Terrace, Mt. Vernon District. Mr.

Brookfield was still presiding. There were no objections to this in

stallation. This had been approved by the Sanitary Engineer, Mr. For

vote.

Huntington Development Corporation, for permis sian t a install a ~w-

jection to this installation. Mr. Ford said that this was merely

put in as a correction on a former application-whIch was granted. The

permit was previously reouested on the wrong lot. Mr. Mooreland move

that t he apllication l,e granted. Mr.Piggott seconded. Carried. (Mr.

Brookfield took the Chairmanship for this case. Mr. Dawson did not

agreed by both parties making the motion that the buffer strip be ob

served as was shown on the map presented by p~. Ford. The motion

carried.

be granted permission to erect semi-detached houses on the 145 acres
set .."i..lc.

described above and that a school site be &eQ~ on the south side

of Beacon Hill Hoad and the west side of Quander Road. Mr. lIlooreland

the September 20th meeting. The motion continuing was made by ~r.

Brookfield and seconded by Mr. Mooreland. Carried.

August 16, 1949

ing point, but he did not want to be tied down to an exact piece of

ground for school purposes, that a sehool should be located where the

need was evident. Mr. Brookfield made a motIon that Bucknell Syndics

Syndicate naturally wanted sufficient schools which would be a sell-

NEW CASES,

1. Bucknell Syndicate, for permission to erect semi-detached dwellings

on 145 acres located on the east side of Route 630 at its intersecti

with koute 6)1, Mt. Vernon District. Mr. George Ford represented the

applicant. The Chairman asked if there were objections to this use.

There were none. It was brought out that a 600 foot buffer strip

(suggested by Mr. Shaeffer) would be desirable. ~~. Ford said that

the tract actually had a Joo foot buffer strip now and that there was

actually 300 feet more which was undeveloped - making actually 600 ft

But that they did not want the delay in resubmitting the application

showing this. it rOad is d ed1cated straight to U.S.l to take care of

2. Fairfax Hydraulics, Inc. for permission to install a well and well

house on Lots 152-A and 152-8, Block G, Section 3, Huntington Sub

division, Fairfax Terrece, Mt. Vernon District. ~here was no ob-

3.

...
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4.

5.

6.
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8.

August 16, 1949

Piggott seconded. It carried. Mr. Dawson did not vote.

(Mr. Dawson presiding again) J. Robert Brown, for permission to

locate gasoline pump island 41 teet from right-of-way line of aoute

652, on approximately 1 acre on the northeast corner of the inter_

section of Route 652 and 645 at Burke, Lee District. Mr. Brown

showed his plans. The building is set back as it should and there

is plenty of sight clearance. Mr. Brown was interested in keeping

the t reea located in the yard. Mr. moved that t he application be

granted. ~~. Mooreland seconded. Carried.

Sidney L. Parker, for permission to operate a filling st..tion on .57

of un acre located on Lee Highway, approximately 2 miles east of

Centerville, Centerville District. The Chairman asked it there were

objections. There were none. This was a nonconforming business

which had abandoned the use for a period longer than six months. Mr.

Parker said he either wanted to move his building or build a new

building back 65 feet f"rom t he street right-of"-way and locate hie.

pumps 50 feet from the street right-of-way. Mr. Brookfield moved

that this be granted. Mr. Piggott seconded the motion. It carried.

E. Stanley Edwarda t for permission t a erect a detached garage on Lot

28, Erilyn Parkm 706 Meridian Street, to come 2 feet from the side

property line, ?rovidence District. There were no objections. Mr.

Mooreland moved that the ap?lication be granted. Mr. Piggott second

ed. It carried.

John Dyrkacz, for permission to enclose front porch (6 x 8) on Lot

361 and 362, Block Eye, Memorial Heights, 206 ~st Richmond Street,

Groveton, Mt. Vernon District. ~~. Dyrkacz said he would make his

main entrance down the side which would be less objectionable than

down the front. There were no Objections to this v.,riance. Mr.

Brookfield moved and Mr. Piggott seconded that the B pplication be

granted. Carried.

H. A. Starnes, for permission to locate a chicken house 7-1/2 feet

from rear property l1ne instead of 10 feet as required by the Ord

inance, on 6 acres located on the west side of Jermantown Road, 300

yards from the intersection of Route 50 and Jermantown Road, Provi

dence District. Mr. Stc<-rnes said he had already started a 10 x 20

foot chickenhouse of cinderblock. He had come to the Board pleading

ignorance of the re~uirement to set an accessory building 10 feet

from the property line and the necessity to get a building permit.

There were no objections. Mr. Brookfield moved that the a p'Jlication

be g ranted on the foundation already built, in view of the c ircum

stances. Mr. Piggott seconded. It carried.

/0 C,
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August 16, 1949

Alexandria Water Company, for permission to construct, operate, main

tain, and uae public water supply purification and pumping plant etc.

on 40 acres located on the north side of the OccoQuan, west of

Occoquan Village and 20 acres on the west side of Ox Road. north of

Occoquan Creek, Lee District. ~r. Richards rep~esented the Company.

He whowed the maps and explained the installation. There were no

objectionll. bo1r. Brookfield moved that the application be granted.

Mr. Piggott seconded. It carried.

Sydnor Pump and Well Company, Inc., for permission to locate well fa

central water system on Lot 40 Wellington Estates, Mt. Vernon Distrie

This case was deferred until the September 20th meeting at the reques

of the applicant.

Wilfred M. Eades, for permission to enclose a 9 foot porch on front a

dwelling, having a 41 foot setback instead of footage required by the

Urdinanc8, on Lot 11, W. A. Sherman's unrecorded subdivision, on the

east side of Route 697 , 400 yards south of 696, Providence District.

There was no objection to this. Mr. Eades said he would bring his

front entrance to the side of the porch rather than straight down the

front. Mr. Brookfield moved that the ll. pplication beg ranted. Mr.

Piggott seconded. it carried.

Abraham A1jan, for permission to operate a restaurant in dwelling

located on 27 acres about 1-1/2 miles west of Centerville on the nort

side of Route 211, near Fairfax Quarry, Centerville District. Mr.

A1jan said his building was 200 feet back from the highway and he in

tended to have a good restaurant in his dwelling. There were no ob~

jections. Mr. Brookfield moved that the iPplicetion be granted. to

have a restaurant in the dwelling now on the premises. Mr. Piggott

seconded. It carried.

Horace C. Crowther. for permission to add an enclosed brick porch

with garage underneath to present house and to come within 10 feet of

the side property 11ne, on Lot 24, 2nd Addition to B. M. Smith's Sub·

division, 215 Marshall Street, Groveton, Nt. Vernon District. Mr.

Crowther said his en~ire garage and porch would be of fireproof con

struction. There were no objections. !4r. Brookfield moved and Mr.

Piggott seconded that the application be granted. ~t carried.

James Mw Monroe, for permission to operate a day nursery school on Lo

2, James G. Bennett Subdivision, in rear of Tremont Inn on the south

side of Lee Highway - 2 miles west of Falls Church, Falls Church

District. Mr. Monroe oresented a petition signed by all the joining

property owners stating that they had no objection to the establish·

ment of a nursery school at t his location. The house sets back accor

log to regulations. Mr. MOoreland said that since there were no

/ () 7
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ground. This was satisfactory to the Board. Mr. Mooreland and l'iJr.

Piggott said they could not go but would accept the decision of

those who did go. The Board and ~~. Stockton and Mr. Schumann met

on the property and denied the application.

J. T. and Sarah P. Wallace. for permission to erect a detached

garage within 60 feet of the front line and J feet of the sideline

on Lots J3 and 34, Courtland Park, Falls Church District. (616

Garden Street) If the Board granted this the garage would be 10 fee

from the house. The Chairman suggested that t he applicant move the

garage back to be 15 feet from t he house. This inter£erred with

trees and shrubs already grown. Mr. Brookfield moved that the ap-

objections he moved the application be granted. Mr. Piggott

seconded. It carried.

Fred W. Peterson, Jr •• for permission to construct a garage "'1th Ie

than the reQuired setback on the north side of Lot 2, D.J.Smithers

Subdivision, SW side of Seneca Road (602) about,2oo feet north of

604 at Dranesville, Dranssville District. It was suggested that

this was a big exception - extending the house to within such a

short distance of the sideline. Mr. Peterson said there was a ste

bank in the back which would make it difficult to put the garage in

back of the house and detach it as suggested by Mr. p~oreland. The

Chairman suggested that the garage be put 1 foot from the sideline

and 15 feet from t he house. This was not entirely satisfactory to

the applicant. It was suggested that the application be deferred

until next meeting and that the applicant draw new plot plans which

could be granted by the Board without bringing the actual bUilding

so close to the sideline. (Either detaching the garage or setting

it back further).

George L. Middleton, for permission to build a garage J feet from

the property line on Lot 1, Dominion Heights Subdivision, Prov

idence. There was no objection to this - therefore, Mr. Brookfield

moved and Mr. Piggott seconded that the application be granted. It

carried.

17. N. C. Murphy, for permission to erect an attached garage within 13

feet 9 1/2 inches of the sideline on Lot 52, Section It Springvale

Subdivision, Mt. Vernon District. Mr. Murphy said that the ground

sloped so that he could not put a garage in b&ck - it would be 20

feet below the house and too difficult to get into. He said the

adjoining property owner had no objection to his coming so close to

the line. Mr. Schumann suggested that the Board members view the

property immediately atter lunch and make their decision on the

Ie.

15.

16.
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23. Tauxemont Community Association, Inc., for permission to construct

'-, community house located behind Lots 14 and 16, Section I, Tauxemont

It carried.

Brookfield moved that the application be granted. Mr. Piggott seconded

~onlng restr1c~ions. ¥r. Brookfield moved tha~ the applica~ion be

Oakwood Community Club, for permission to erect and operate a com

munity center on Lot 36 1 Section 2, Oakwood Subdivision, Mt. Vernon

Dis~rict. There were no objections to this use. Two were present

plicant be granted the wight to build the garage 12 feet from his

house and 1 foot from the side line. Mr. Mooreland seconded. Carried.

favoring the Qlub. "·r. Brookfield said he knew the g round and thought

it would be an asset to t.he neighborhood - that there was plen,"y of

ground and it was well loca.ted and the building could be built within

granted. ~~. ~rooreland seconded the motion. It carried.

Subdivision, Mt. Vernon District. Mr. Hussey appeared for the Asso

ciation. There were no objections) the setbacks all com91ied with

~oning requirements. Mr. Brookfield moved that the application be

stallation. Mr. Kielsgard said they expected to start getting the

grounds in shape this year and open for public grounds next year. Mr.

and let the rear of the dwelling fall wherever it naturally would. Mr.

Mooreland seconded. It Carried.

109

August 16. 1949 / () 9

Mr. Brookfield said he did Dot think a 30 Coot setback from Route 7

was a good thing. Since the shape of th~ lot is dirficult to build 0

he moved that the applicant be granted a ltO foot setback from Route 7

21. Kie1sgard Brothers, for permis3ion to operate a ~ublic recreation park

inclUding swlmmjng, boating, fishing, and picnic grounds on a acres ~

1000 feet south of Lee Highway - 1-1/2 miles west of Kamp Washington,

Providenee District. There were no objections to this kind of iOR

22. n. W. Chilcott, for permission to construct a stand for the purpose of

selling produce raised on applicants farm - 1/2 acre on the west side

of Chain ,Bridge Road - 1/3 mile from Vienna, Providence District. totr.

Chilcott said he had ~old produce there for 20 years with just boxes

and packing cases as a makeshift stand and now he wi shed to build a

be~ter place. Mr. Brookfield moved that the application be granted

provided the applicant observed the 60 foot setbadk. Mr. Piggott

seconded the motion. It carried.

granted. Mr. Mooreland seconded the motion. It carried.

20. Blanche H. Nichols, for permission to construct a dwelling 30 feet

from Rou~e 7, instead of 50 feet as required by the Ordinance, on .~

of an acre, located on Rou~e 7 near Route 604, Dranesville District.

19.

c, ~
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I

I



did not like speculation in cenetery lots and was afraid this might

I

I

I

/10
Cemet8ry ~s30ciotio~,

Mr. I,;hamblis said the rate of present sales

had not retarded develo:Jment ther'e was no reason!,. ,

The Board could decide only under the urdinancJ

I!

2&.rk

in a position to comlr.ent on this.

.':; .•..-.",1 '·.er.;oria~

~erty in the locality or retarrl development.

result in this case.

for denying the case.

"'::::::: :-:.uai, ?rovidence Vistt"ict. \Gemetery for I~ClUCb.s::.",n ~.=-::=!. :.i'.

._,:, northeast of Lee Hibhway, near junction of ~.ws:i ~C ... ",:".:' :-:J:ly-i

-;oi:"iie Chamblis represented the Association. He sr.o....·~d t.he ~_:~:i0n I
,

~"i ?resented pictures of the proposed develo~ment. r.e So::': :~ct thei

::.<ojority of the lots in the ?ark had been sold and the hS50ci",ticn

·:is!led to get this ground in shape with landsca~:li:1€ anl ro&-:;:; in 0rdet
,

to sell more lots when the demand arORe. It \-IbS asked ;-.0\'; ;:-.5:ly lots!

~·.'ere =till unsold. Hr. Chamblis stated thiJ.t it Wf..S the >:e:1:e:1cy with:!

new cemeteries not only not to be a drawbv.ck to a neighbo."!":.;;:::::! but tol
increase its value. Mr. Schumann said the Planning Commissio:1 'fIe-S not

~:.~r. '" :~:r,etery and to landscape ""od beautify ~rou:l:i~ 0:: ":;.~.::~ Ec.cres';,

made it obligatory that new r::round be made ready for future need.

He did state, however, th~t he :~dli.!

not think the further develo:)ment of the cemetery would de v;; 1ual e Vl.o1
II

~';r. Brookfield said he :1

I
Ii

Hel!
said the only decision the BOC:iI'd had to ffib.ke WitS - would this use 1m-II

pair development for residence ?Ul'poses. Since it was admitt,:,:d by ali,
that the present use

s~<:onded the motion. It. carried.

G. E. Sanford, for permission to erect en attached garage within one i'
i,

foot of the side nroperty line on tot H~, Alock E, Mt. Zephyr Subdiv1\"

sian, Mt. Vernon District. ~lr. Sanford was called out of town ",od his'

neighbor Mr. Reddick r€presented him. Mr. ~~oreland said the Board

Mr. 1''Ooreland moved that the application be y,ranted.

25.

,. ,

coulrl not amend the Orc'!inance as Mr. SC'lnford was asking. He moved

that the apo!ication be denied. re'ir. Piggott seconded. It carrie1.

bc.cks ~;ill be 26 feet 6 inches). liir. Jenkansen reoresen1,.e-:: ·.~.e ::..~_::i-

Jeor!='e ~.... ashington Memorial Hif;hway, flil. Vernon District. i~Ct:, ~et-

bdcks (on both sidesl than reauired, on Lot 3, Boulevard r.cres, 0n

26. Jo:;n E. Neal, for ~ermi5sion to erect a dwelling with less si:'.€ "et-

I
I

".:-.e ::'ct.

':'0t.~aS supposed to be 104 fett wide and '··r. ';e:1tC~:::2:: .. <:;_

:,,:;t. rie 5~id that he had been mislead regc:..rdin£ the ·.... i.::t:-.

~:1S &ccordinrly .;ith the 2)1 6" side setbacks.

1

j
- ... ~ :.c

::~":e 0:1 the curv::: c.:1::l "-- t the buil~i'lf ::':'~:':' '.. -.. ~::



and rear lines. It carried.

Fairfax Hydraulics, for permission to install hydro.pneumatic storage

{I/

••

Mr. Brookfield moved that the applicant

•

September 6, 1949

A Special meeting of the Fairfax
County Board of Zoning Appeals was
held Tuesday, September 0, 1949, in
the Board Room at the Fairfax CountY'
Courthouse at 10 a.m. with the follow
ing members present: S. Cooper Dawson,
Chairman, T. I. Piggott, W. S. Elgin,
and Verlln Smith. J. W. Brookfield
was absent.

August 16, 1949

and pumping station on property located 1n the rear of Franklin Street

near Fairview SubdiVision and Beacon Field Airport, Mt. Vernon Distric

Mr. Andrew Clarke presented the case for Fairfax Hydraulics. He state

that a 300,000 gallon storage tank had been previously granted on this

It carried.

same lot but that a pumping station was needed for a more complete

distribution to the higher areas. He showed pictures of the installa.

tion as it will look when completed and stated that the pumping sta

~ion will be almos~ entirely hidden by shrubbery. The station will

observe the required setbacks.

Mr. S. Cooper Dawson, Chairman, disqualified himself both to act as

Chairman and for voting as he 15 an officer in Fairfax Hydraulics, Inc

Mr••m. F. Raugust asked how many Board members were present to act on

toe case. There were three present.

the neighbors did not ohject.

be granted the 2) feet 6 inches side setbacks as he had requested and

that he redraw his plans accordingly. ~r. ~~oreland seconded. Carried.

Housing Inc., for permission to erect a well house and tank on part of

Lot 8 , Wiley Subdivision, Mt. Vernon District. Mr. Sedwick represent

the Corporation. The pump house would be 6 x 6 x 8. There was no

opposition. Mr. Brookfield moved Bnd Mr. Piggott seconded that this b

granted provided the applicant put the pumphouse 50 feet from the side

Mr. Brookfield moved that the Board aajourn. Mr. Piggott seconded.

I

I



Court. He asked the Board not to defer the present application.

self and to the interested parties.

I

I

I

I

I

These pumps

are noiseless.

and larger pumps would be put in as the need grew.

then both the storage and pumping station will have to be torn down.

was only clarifying the motion - which he thought only fair to him-

Mr. Raugust stated that since the Board had not a cted on his sug-

were near and such use of this property would be a definite detrimen

Mr. Raugust said the only objection his clients had was with the pro

posed location of the installation, that many 40 and $45,000 homes

September 6, 1949

Airport, and property lying east of Highway No. I on Beacon Hill.....
Road on the loc~tion where there is now located a 300,000 storage

tank and if the Circuit Court determines that it shall be removed,

Mr. Clarke said t hat the original case had been heard both by the

Board of Appeals and the Board of Supervisors and had been approved,

that he had looked into the record of cases of this kind and was co

original tank.

would ask the Board to defer action on the decision of the pumping

station until the Court has ruled on the installation of the

tank had been appealed and was now pending in the circuit Court, he

Mr. Wm. F. Raugust represented the opposition - Groveton and Fair

view areas. He stated that since the reQuest for the JOO,OOO gallon

settled only by the Court. He requested a continuance.

Mr. Massey said that a lot 100 x 100 feet had been purchased for the

location of the tank and pumping station. The pumping station would

be 8 feet high by 12 x 16 feet. The purpose of this installation

is to produce adequate pressure to furnish the area which cannot be

reached by gravity flow. One pump would be installed at this time

Mr. Elgin moved that it be granted. Mr. Smith seconded. It carried

Mr. Raugust asked what theBoard was voting on - his request for de

ferrment or the application itself.

Mr. Clarke asked permission to restate the motion: "That Fairfax

Hydraulics, Inc. be granted permission to install a hydro-pneumatic

storage and pumping station to serve Franklin Street, Beacon Field

fident that the decision ot the two Boards would be upheld by the

to his clients homes, that this was a point of law which could be

Mr. Raugust stated t hat it was in his opinion highly irregular th6lt

counsel for this case should make the motion. Mr. Clarke said he

gestion to defer the case he had not had a chance to present his cas

112



The case of Fred ....i. Peterson, for permission to build a garage with 1

He noted that an appeal would be made.

113
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September 20. 1249

It was voted to adjourn.

Mr. Clarke asked that the case of Mr. George Ford for permission to

erect multiple housing on 110 acres on Fort Hunt Road 1 mile south of

U. S. #1 be deferred until the next regular meeting. Mr. Elgin moved

to defer this case, Mr. Smith seconded. It carried.

The regular meeting of the Fairfax
County Board of Zoning A,peals was
held Tuesday, September 20, 1949, in
the Board ~OQm of the Fairfax County
Courthouse at 10 a.m. with the
following members present: Messrs:
Dawson, Brookfield, Piggott, Smith,
with ~~. Elgin absent.

September 6. 1949

Sydnor Pump and Well Comoany , for permission to locate a well for cen

tral water system on the north side of "fellington Road west of Mt.

Vernon Highway, east of Fort Hunt Road, and

Sydnor Pu~ and Well Company, for permission to erect a pump house

within 2-1/2 feet of the division line between Lots 39 and 40, Well-

ington ~states. north of Wellinbton Road, west of Mt. Vernon Highway.

east of Ft. Hunt Road, Mt. Vernon District. These cases were handled

together as they involved the same installation.

Mr. Sydnor Jr. represented the Company. he stated that this installa

tion was necessary for the develo)ment of the Subdivision and that it

was necessary that the well and pum;J house be placed within the sub

division, that the Health Department had approved the location of the

well and had required a radius of 50 feet in which there could be no

contaminating facilities. If the well were placed 2-1/2 feet from the

setback than required on Lot 2, D. J. Smithers Subdivision, Dranes

ville District. was put at the bottom of the list as no one was presen

to present the case.

The Chairman read a letter from ~~. Carusillo's attorneys- withdrawing

the case of ~ouls and Anna Carusillo for multiple housing on grounp

locJted on Route 7 - 1-1/2 miles south of Bailey's X Roads, Falls

Church District.

1.

I

I



P!lQ!?tOll S8 and storage tank, if constructed underel)und should be 2--",'1---_
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feet from the line of Lot 39 and 30 feet back from the front pro..

Lot 40 - 2-1/2 feet from the line of Lot 39 but treating lot 39 as

part of .'.lot 40. Mr. Piggott seconded. Mr. Brqokfleld made the

statement that t he Board was handling the two cases as one with the

understanding that the two lots (39 and 40) are regarded as one 1n

dividing line, it would give sufficient room on Lots 39 and 40 for

the 50 foot non-contaminating radius. Mr. Brookfield moved that th

September 20, 19h9

company be granted the right to Ioette the well for centrol water on

order t 0 protect the '7.oning Ordinance. In the tHScussio~ there was

no objection to the location of the well 2-1/2 feet from the line bu
not

the Board did not like the idea of the pump house/being lac,; tee.

according to the Zoning Ordinance. Since the BOhrd was agai~st

granting setbacks, ~~. Sydner asked there would be any objection to

a com~letely underground installation. The Board thought not. The

motion 8~ stated was rescinded and ~~. Brovk£ield made the following

motion~ That a well and pumphouse, underground, no part of which

shall appear above the ground may be installed 2~l/2 feet of the lin

of Lot 39 - to be built on Lot 40, 30 feet from the front property

line of Lot 40. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried. ¥~. Sydnor asked the

right to either build all installation underground 2-1/2 feet from

the side line or to put the well down and locate_ the ~umphouse and

storage tank within the bUilding restrictions. This was the final

motion made by ~~. Brookfield and seconded by Mr. Piggott: That the

perty line, or if the ?um~house and tank are constructed above groun

they should be 50 feet back from t he front line and 10 feet from all

~ro?erty lines. It carried. Mr. Smith voted No.

2. nObert Linder, for permission to have three dwellings on 150 x 200

feet in SUburban Residence District, with less area and less front

age than required by the 6rdinance, on Lot 648-A about 2/10 mile ea

of Prosperity Avenue on Lee Boulev~rd, Falls ~hurCh District. ~~.

and t4rs. Linder appeared. They originally got a permit for a little

house Cor a dwelling - then he got a permit Cor a garage which later

became a dwelling. They then built a house in front and rented the

garage and smaller dwelling - both as dwellings. Mr. McCre&ry rep_

resented opposition both for individuals and for himself. ks a

proJerty owner near the Linders he object~d to ~rowding dwellings on

small lots in violation of health and zoning ordinances, and depre

ciating property in the area. Mr. Stockton s\~gested that the pro_

perty miEht be cut into two lots making sufficient area for two

dwellings only.and that the Llnders might discuss this witt the

l4
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garage froUl the house because of a steep terrace and it would net. be

September 20. 1949

~ractical. Mr. Brookfield moved that because of topographic reasons

the application be granted. Mr. Piggott seconded. It carried.

Planning Commission. Mr. Brookfield said there was nothing the Board

of Anpeals could do. He moved that the anplicatton be denied. Mr.

Piggott seconded. Mrs. Linder asked how long they would have to va

c~te the smaller dwellings. Mr. Brookfield suggested 60 days. All

agreed. The motion was carried.•

). John P. Porter, for permission to construct attached garage to d~l~

ing and to come 22 feet from side property line on Lot 25, Hall~wing

Point Estates, at the end of Gunston Han Hoad, whel·e it meets the

river, Mt. Vernon District. Mr. Porter said he could not detach the

it was Obviously a violation of the Zoning ~rdinance. Mr. Stockton

said the Ordinance needs revising as rar as garage setbacks is con-

voted No.

4. James F. McFarland, for permission to construct addition to non-con

forming building to come J feet from rear property 11ne on Lots 9,

10,11,12,1), Maple Terrace, Providence District. The garage is alre

non-conforming, since it is located J feet from the property line.

There vere no objections to the addition. Mr. Brookfield moved that

the ap?lication be ~ranted. Mr. Piggott seconded. It carried.

5. Archie R. Fowler, for ~ermission to erect detached garage within 2-1/

feet of the side ~ro~erty line on Lot 54, Section 2, Tyler Park, Fall

Church District.. z,~. Fowler said there were lovely trees in the way

or placing his garage in accordance with zoning requirements, and sIs

__~ ~t~hat he would build the garage of cinderblock. Mr. Brookfield mov_e_d__f-__

that the &??l icc..t. ion be e;ranted since the:-e were no object,ions and it

would be G hardshi? for Mr. Fovler to build tne garage further from

the line. Mr. Piggot.t seconded. It carried. Mr. SnI.1th voted: No.

6. Elmer £. Goyea, for ?ermission t.o construct detached gcrage 2 feet

from side ~ropert.y line on Lot 62, Section 2, City Park Homes, Falls

Church District. .'ol.r. Sm.ith asked J,;r. Stockton to give his opinion

on this case - why the a?plication had to come before the Board when

eerned and that it was not ~ractieal to require the 10 ft. setback

always. He suggested thCit 4 f"eet of non-fireproof material and 2 fee

of fireproof material, as being a sensible cot.-_;Jromise. Mr. Goyea sat

he did not want to cut down trees and that ~lacing thegarage 10 feet

from the sideline would make a curve into his garage. Mr. Smith

thought 2 feet would be a fire haz.rd. ~~. Brookfield moved that the

application be granted. Mr. Piggott seconded. It carried. y~. Smith
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7.

9.

10.

11.

September 20, 1949

Salvatore s. Fratan1, for permission to locate detached g.rage 2

feet from side line on Lot 21, Section I, Tyler Park, Falls Church

District. There was no objection to this application. Since grant

ing t~e8e garage setbacks has been done continually by the Board be

cause of the impracticability of the Ordinance, ~r. Brookfield moved

that the application he granted. Mr. Pi~gott seconded. It carried.

Chels8 L. Henson, for ,ermission t 0 Come within 23 feet 4 inches of

both side lines on Lots 125 and 126, Falrhill ..on-the-Boulevard;

Falls Church District. Mr. Stockton said these were lots of record

small and Incompatable with ~r8sent day building trends - therefore

this variance was asked. There was no o~position. Since the lots

were of record Mr. Brookfield moved the application be granted. Mr.

Piggott seconded. It Carried.

Stacy M. Kauffman I for permission to build a detached garage with J

feet side yard setback on northerly one half of Lot 361 6nd 80utnerl

one half of Lot 360, Block 100 , ~~son Terrace, Falls vhurch District

This is a small lot with little room for a back y&rd. The applicant

will use fireproof mEaterial. ;·ir. Brookfield moved the application be

granted. l~. Piggott seconded. It carried.

~m. J. Woodson, for permission to come 45 feet from front line in

stead of 60 feet as required on ground located on easL side of Route

653, approxim&tely 300 feet from its intersection with Route 654, La

District. ~w. WOOdson said the house was already built. He started

btllldlf1g---ift---8-~HiFPyas h.Q he(j to motte 'dttl little notice NO

was sure of the lines on this ground as there wes no survey. There~

fore, the house was incorrectly located. Mr. Woodson said he could

not move the house back without distroying it entirely. Mr. Brook

field moved that the house be allowed to remain where it was until

the road in front of it becaute so heavily traveled that it would re

quire the proper setback and also because of topographic reasons.

f"1r. Smith seconded. Carried.

H. H. Henderson, for permission to operate a filling station and

garage on Georgetown Pike, approximately 3/4 of a mile west of

Forrestville school. on the left side of the road going toward Lees

burg , Dranesville District. Mr. Henderson explained his plats. The

Chairman a~ked for objections. Mr. Mooreland said he objected on th

grounds that t his would be spot zoning. It WhS brought out that ther

is business 1 mile east and'l-7/B miles west, that this is a prim&ry

road with a great deal of tr..,ffic, the ?roperty is on a hill and

might create a traffic hazard. !oil'. l'<!i1'er ",ho owns 50 acres across

from this oroperty said he could not zone for business for ttes.

reasons and felt that planning should be consist""~, it would detr.ac

I

I

I

I

I
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qui red area, 1/2 aeee, but with less than the required frontage on on

acre located on Hooes Road, apprOXimately 1 mile 50uth of the int~r

section with Haute 617 - 1000 feet north of Accotink Creek, Mt. Vernon

District. Mr. Stockton s~id the Planning Commission had discussed

this case. It is possible to diVide the lot cross wise allowing one

lot in front and granting an easement to the rear lot - in this way

giving the proper amow1t of frontHge for both lots, but that the Com

mission thought that was bad planning and did not recommend it. There

were no objections to granting the application. Mr. Brookfield moved

that since this was a pparently the only way to allow the applicant to

divide his ground - for topographic reasons - the apolication be gr&n

ed. V~. Piggott seconded. It carried. Mr. Smith voted No.

Ernest F. Campbell, f or permission to operate a filling station and

sell accessories on Lot 4. First Addition to Leewood I at t he inter

section of Route 620 and 617, northwest corner, Falls ChurchDistrict.

~~. Campbell presented his case in the absence of his attorney, N~.

Clark. 4 was brought out that this was not far from an adequate

business sectiun at Annandale. V~. Mullady presented a petition with

62 signatures opposing this application. He showed on the pl~t that

the signers were owners of property very near the land of Mr. Campbell

The grounds for opposing were as follows: This is a good residential

area. Residents want country life and not cluttered up with business.

There is no need for business here. It would create a traffiC hazard.

~pproximately 15 were present opposing. ~~. Campbell asked a contin

uance of the case in view of the fact that his attorney was not there.

The Chairman said they could not continue in view of the strong oppos1

tion. Mr. Campbell said he would build a good looking place Bnd he

desired t 0 be of service to the neighborhood. he wanted a place for hi

son and nephew to work. ~~. Mullady asked to present a resolution to

rezone the property across the street from Mr. Campbell from Rural

12.

S:ptember 20, 1949

from the neighborhood to have spots of business. The applicant said

he felt that there was a real n~ed for this station. Mr. Smith moved

to deny the application on the grounds that business should be groupe

In order not to mar development. Mr. Brookfield seconded. It carried.

Franz N. D. Kurie, for permission to come J feet from the side line

and g-1/2 feet from the rear line with a detached garage on Lot 193

and part of Lot 192, Wellington Estates, on Fort Hunt Road, Mt.Vernon

District. There were r.o objections. Mrs. Kurie said the garage woul

be made of fireproof material. Mr. Brookfield moved the application b

granted. Mr. Piggott seconded. It carried.

1). Thomas W. Hutchinson, for ?ermission to have two lots each with re-

14.

...
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special meetinr, - since he had not ap~eared to

Rrookf1e11 moved that t he case of lo·r. ?eterson be deferredi·:.

Bellard asked that the case be put over since the opposition had

•

seconded. Carried.

tC'lday. lo·r. Sm.:th seconded. Carried.

It was voted. to ad,~ourn. (t·'.r. Frookfield

Erom koute 626, ~t.Vernon District. Mr. Davenport represented the

Corporation. He said this was a necessary installation and was a

distinct public service. They had plenty of area, this had been

plan~ed for 1n the development of the subdivi~ion- all setbacks coul.

be observed. The sewerage disposal plant would be built within the

ground and 100 feet back. it would be shielded by a screen. There

was no oP?osition. r~. Bro~kfield moved and ~r. Smith seeonded that

the applicBtion be granted. It carried.

over at t he lest me,~ting Co t the request of hr. Clarke because the

Belle Haven op~osition was not odeo.uately represented. He thought if

it was put over it should be at &. special meeting. Mr. Ballard said

that was satisfactory. the Belle Haven Citizens Association was will

i:1g to !=lay the ree. October Jrd was named as a tent&.tive date for

the s~ecial meeting. Mr. Brookfield moved that arrangements be made

~or a date satisfactory to hoth i-1r. Ballard and r.1r. Clarke. ;·,r.Smith

16 and they had nllt had time to prepore a case. This case was put

=~si~e5S bacK to nural Residence since it had never been used. kr.

been misinformed that t his hearing was not to come up until October

':':.c::kt·m said that would h&ve t.o go to the Bot-rd of Supervisors I th

=o~rct of Zoning A?~eals had no authority to act in a r!zoning. ~~.

S:::1 th Il1Ov'!d that. 1n view of Paragraph F I subsection c of the Zoning

~r11nance, un~er powers of th~ Board of Zonlny hppeals, that the

f;:,~licEltion be c1enied. (F1l1inr.: Rtations should .be in compact gro'lps

1:"1 order not to create tt'afflc hazards or Im!)slr. residential de-vele

ment) Mr. Piggott seconded. It carried.

1. 5 . 0 Clod it Corporkt ion I for ;>ermission to erect a 10 x 10 foot pump

house on ground"between Lot 34 and 35, Hollin Hills, Section I And

and to install a complete sewerage disposal plant on Parcel A, on

Fort Hunt Hoad, Hollin Hills, Section I, approximately 1220 feet

L8

The case of George A. Ford, for oermission to erect multiple housing

__ 1--~rox~~ 110 acres on two pa~c~ls of land on the west side

- --- - - of Fort Hunt Road, ap"rox mate y m e sou. 0 ••;-:---------rno
I District. Mr. Andre,., Clarke represented t·.r. For'd. He asked that V:r.

II Ballard representinb the oOJposition to this case be heard first. ,"or.

Ii



the side line it would clear the steep slope. N~.~tockton said he ha

seen the lot and thought that topographically ~~. Moise was locating

grading done by the Tyler Corporation. It was steep and would make i

1/9

~~. S. Cooper Dawson requested ~~. H. W. Brookfield to take the Chair

as he did not wish to preside.

Virginia concrete Corn?any I for permissi on to construct sand and grave

bin (contbinjng 3 compartments) Dod to come less than 100 feet from

joining residential property on property located on Gordon's Road,

150.37 feet from its intersection with Shreve Road- running back to

location is good for both counties, and the National Rifle Associatio

days notice, and that the owner will not be liable in. any case. The

will arrange and layout the plat if the use is granted. This will

assure safety and proper ~lanning of the range. Mr. Smith said he

was unable to find the posted notices. Mr. Stockton said to be en

tirely sure of pro~er posting he had asked the police to do it-which

they did. Mr. Dawson lJloved that t his use be granted permitting the us

of a pistol range on the pro:lerty described in the appliCi-tion, withi

the Chiles property, restricted by the Contract with ~~. Chiles-and

the garage 1n the most practical place. There were no objections. ¥;r

construction - no ")ermanent structure on the land, to vacate on five

~'iashington-Old Dominion Railroad, F~lls Church District. No one was

present to analyze the case. Mr. ?lggott moved that this application "

be ?laced at t he bottom of the list. rf;r. Dawson seconded. Carried.

2. Lawrence L. ~~ise. for ?ermission to come within one foot of the side

property line with detached garage on Lot 19S, Section 4, Tyler Park,

Palls Church !Jistrict. 1/1.1"'. Moise s"id the ground from his house back

had been made swampy and impracticb.l for building a go t'age b eCfiuse of

1.

very hard to get into in winter. By putting the garage one foot of

September 27. 1949

A Special Meeting of the Fairfax
County Board of Zoning hppeols was
held Tuesday, September 27, 1949, in
the Board Room of the Fairfax County
Courthouse at 10 a.m. with the
following members present: Mrssrs:
Dawson, Brookfield, Piggott, Smith.
~tr. Elgin was not present.

Dawson moved the application b e granted. Mr. Piggott secorrled, carrie

J. Falls Church Police Department and Fairf~x County Police Department,

for permission to have a pistol and shooting range on one acre, more

or less, located in Falls Church Di!\trict, the rroperty of E.1I'I.Chiles

on the east bank of Holmes Run, arproxim&tely 1350 feet south of Lee

~ighway, Falls Church District. Captain Howe, Chief of Police in Fall

Church a~peared before the Board. He showed the Board the contract

with t he Police Department snd E. M. Chiles, Sr. which re~tricted the-

I
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dan's hO<J.d) t'ight of way is 60 feet <:lnd the bin sets )0 feet fran: th

discussed whether the front setback was sulficient. The road (Gor-

dO~'S ~oad. Mr. Clarke ~uestioned whether Dr not the Ordinance took

tront property lioe- thus making 90 feet from the lots across Gor-

It was brought out that the instb.llatlon itself W<:J.~ within zoning re

ouirements the only objection one could ITS ke was on the setbacks.Mr.

Pimrod anct Mr.steadman bo~h stat~d that the City of Falls Church was

using Parcel A as storage of trucks and enuipment. The Virginia

Concrete Comnany had given the City of Falls Church the right to use

Lot 17 for this 'Jurpose but Hr. Clarke said trey did not have the

same use on Parcel A. Mr. Clarke asked ~~. ~hepherd to notify the

City of Falls Church that they were to use Lot 17 only. There was

considerable discllssion of an old road through Lot IS which was pro

be-bly not properly ab<.s.ndoned. ['Jr. Shepherd said there W",,5 nothing in

their deed to the lot to indiCate a right of way for;:;. road. it \\'as

Concrete Com limy eXI>lr..ined the ..... orking of the entire instC/llation.

property line of P.s.rcel B, which is residential ,Jro'Jerty.

ap~eared with nuestions regarding the granting of this use. Neither

f'ir. Himrod who owns Lot 26 and hr. Ste~dman \'iho owns Lot 2 both

;.:'-. Imdrew Clarke was present to ;Jresent the c~se of the Viq:inia

into consideration a road. f';;r. Dawson stated th&t sin4e the Vir
B

;inia l.(mcrete Company alms Parcel/(residential ;:lroperty) and this i

aoplication is recuesting a variance on this setback. The installa

tion will be more than 100 feet from all other pro~erty zoned res

ictential. The p;rav"ll will be hroueht in on Gordon's Roact, dumped in

to a bin which is set back )0 feet from t he rOE:id, a conveyor belt

will carry the r,rBvel to the storaee bins which will be located on

Lot 18 immediately joining the railroad pro?erty. The cement willre

brought in cmd both gravel and cement shipped out from the storage
'7

bins. This biM will necessarily be locsted 37.50 feet from the

back 100 feet from the property line of Parcel S. therefore this

Virginia Concrete Company owns this lot also - but is unable to set

the nearest residential property, the only one having bearing on t hi

:~e rUnb8 to be constructed under the rul~s of the Nali on",1 Rifle

Concrete Comoany. Lots 17, 18. and 19 are zoned Industrial anj the

entire installation will be on Lot lB. J111 ;Jro")erty sunounding Lot

Id is zoned Industrial except Parcel B which is h:esidential. The

3l!'~te!l'lber 27, 1949

.... s5ociation. (The terms of the Contract are lililde a ?art of tr.ese

~~--~-------_...~

was within the 100 foot restriction renuiring 100 foot setback from

",,11 residential pro?erty, Mr. Clarke and Mr. Shepherd of Virginia

r
I

I
I

I,
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port of the ?lannin[ COfm.,ission r ecoffi(;tending granting the a"plication

sehoul sites. "telef?:ram fro41 NeN' i\lex",nctria Citizens I1s50ci<itiun wa

/;).(

•••

October 7. 1949

M Special ~~eting of the Fairfax
County BOgrd of Zoning hppe~ls was
held Friday, vctober 7, 1949. in
the Board Room of the F~iTfax County
Courthouse at 10 a.m. with the
following meoobers ?resent; ~essrs

Den-/son, Chairman. Brookfield, Smith,
Piggott, Gnd Elgin, 8nd ~~. Stockton
from the PlanningGommission.

O,?osinf: the a?plication because of hck of schools, devalua-

ed the motion.

read

buildings of masonry construction and colonial design. It will be

schools, ShO'l;?ing facilities, recrection<tl Dreas, community center.

on three co~ditions, minimum buffer strip of 500 feet next to Belle

Fred W. Peterson, Jr. for permission to build. a garage with less set-

Haven, that t he buildings conform with design submitted, and dedicatEd

back thun required by the Ordinance - garage located on the north

side, Lot 2, soutl'west side of Seneca Road (602) about 200 feet north

tion of pro~erty. and tr~ffic r.azard.

Mr. ~larke gave a brief outline of the background of the entire Buck

nell tract. Jr'ound has been idle and unproductive. Syndicate formed

{Banks, Gosnell, Somerville, Howard, Hessick, Shelton, R:Jrd, and Cas

sidy) who will ?urchase gro\md for develo~ment. They presented ~~ster

?lan to Planninp-Cor;,!l'Jission who after considerable 5tudy gave tentati

approval - plan to include single f?mily dwellinf,s, multiple housing,

Mr. Clarke "howe0 8rea and nei~hborhood on ~lan and aeribl map.

lilT. Ford: Stated that this development is ?lanned by croup of sub

st<intial men irltet'ested in proF;ress of cOUlI.:unit.y. Plan desirable

of Route 604, Dr~nesville District. Mr. Peterson was not present.

September 27. 1949

case, he would

P~. PigFott moved an~ Mr. Brookfield seconded the motion that this

case be nut at the end of the list. Carried. (This case was deferred

twice rreviously)

George A. Ford j for permission to erect multiple housing on aoprox

imately 110 acres located in t 10\'0 parcels on the west side of Fort

Hunt Road, approximately 1 mile south of U.S. :jl, Ht. Vernon District

Mr. hndrew 'I,. Clarke rep) esented !>J.r. FOr'd. I,II'. Stockton read the re-

"""'~
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built under strict sunervision of FHA and will have permanent main

tenance. Land has been studied for J ye;;:;1'3 by 11anners and ~ngin

e91'5 and can only he developed sllces3fully ;'lith fhultiple housing an

with large recre&tion",l eu'ea.:;! - the buildbgs will fit topography.

This large undeveloped ~rea has ret~['ded the county development for

20 years. It c;;:;n be beautiful and ~n asset if pro?erly handled. ~~.

Ford gave something of the background of the developers and noted

theIr good reput.1:Ition <...s promoters of ll;rge )roject.s. They will in

stall modern water and seweraGe disposal ?lant, better transportati

will result, better schools, Ciod better roads. i';ultiple housing wjl

be much more of an asset than cheap sinr,le family dwdlinf.s. This

area is in the line of natural growth and it is natural to concen-

trate livin~ units. Multi~le rousing is the most practical means of

taking care of increased family needs.

~~. J. W. Wyatt: Mr. Wyatt read a petition (which is a part of these

records) opposinr: the use r~(lllested, with .368 names. He suggested

thet t r€ ridge running through the Bucknell tract \'QuId lend itself

to a r1evelopment much like Relle Haven and stated that it would be

much more satisfactory if the developers carried out tr.is type of

housing rather than multiple housing. AS shown by the peti.tion Mr.

~'''-yatt stated no one, i.n the conu-.1Unity (except one or two) w&nted this

use. The promoters only are in favor of it- he st~ted that they ere

putting up no money because of practically 100 ~ financing. Mr. W

read a letter he had written to FHA and their answers to questions

he had asked. The letter stated that survey showed that there is no

t:lore need for multiple .housing .in this. locality at this ti1ne, except

for colored. This area is zoned Suburban Residence and the communit

desires to keep it so. Multiple housing will destroy the rural as-

pect. The neighborhood Of Belle Haven developed on the theory of

protection from crowded dwellinf~. Mr. Wyatt asked consideration

for the wishes of the commanity. Fort Hunt Road, the ~rincipal out

let to U.S. 11l, cannot tt,ke the extra traffic. Values It.ould be de-

valuated.

Y.r. Caton: Nr. Caton stated that Bucknell Uni~ersity, the actu;:>l

owner of the ground, was not r,aking the applie; tion - it was a syn

dicete purchasing on contract conU.nLent u?on this use being grc.ntErl

and that Bucknell WaS simply selling to the higr:est bidder. Land is

topograpr.lcdly suitable to high class dwellinbs like oe11e Haven.

He showed the increase of taxes o\'er & period of 20 ye&rs. ....f ad-

ditiOQol schools were built it ~ould greatly i~crebse tbxes.

The following people went on record as opposing the ap91ic&tion:

I
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Mrs. Newell, Mr. Lamont, Merle Thorpe, and T"drren Granger.

Mr. Delaney stated t hat this was not a pro?er zone for' multiple hous

ing- it should be located in districts set 8side for thi~ purpose.

Gibson Douglas, ~'r(lnk Craton, Mr. Donovan and Mr. Leamy opposed.

The Chairman asked the opposition to stdod. ApJroximately 130 stood.

None stood in favor.

Mr. Clarke asked permi3sion to correct some statements. He refuted the

statement that the sundicate was [)llrcr:asing contingent upon this use

being granted. He stated that the syndicete was intereated in future

good development of the conmunity, otherwise they would not risk de

preciation of their investr~ent. He s'Jf:gested that if the ground were

developed with the same restrictions as Belle Haven it would result i

chear> housing with Dresent costs, th&t low cost housing would de

preciate values i:1fillitely more tr:6n good, well ?lb.nned, well design

multiple housing, that more taEes would be derived from multiple

housing, that ~e developers would not ?ut in inferior construction as

they had no wish to depreciate their own investment with poor Con~

struction.

r.k. PeE;ry saie: he would rather see small homes well designed than the

present plan. Mr. Brookfield asked if this discussion and evidence

brought out had changed anyone's opinion. It had not.

Mr. Smith moved that,;t\e application of George Ford be refused on the

grounds that it affects adversely the use of neighboring property and

because {Chap. 427, Acts of 1936 and April I, 1939 - Chap. 415, Acts

of 1935l it does not nromote the gener'al welfare of the community, in

accordance with the aims of the Zoning Ordinance. Mr. Brookfield

seconded the motion. It carried unanimously.

Mr. Peterson wa~ not in the room. !I"r. Brookfield moved and II>!'. Smith

seconded the k:.otio:l, that this ap-olication be denied and dropped from

the records. Carri.ed.. "djourned.

- fff~~~



2. Wl11ston Apartments, Section "G~J Inc. for permission to erect mul-

Mr. Brookfield acted as Chairman at the request of Mr. Dawson.

1. W1l1ston Apartments, Section "'f", Inc. for permission to erect mul

tlple dwelling F-1 at a setback of )0 feet from northeast property

11ne instead of 50 feet 8S required - property located at Lee BlVd.

and Patrick Henry Drive, Block F, Willston Subdivision, Falls

Church District.

124
'.",
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October 18. 1949

The regular meeting of the
Fairfax County Board of Zoning
Appeals was held Tuesday,
October 18, 1949, in the Board
Room of the Fairfax County
Courthouse at 10 a.m. with the
following members present:
Messrs Dawson. ~halrman, Brook
field, Piggott, and Elgin. Mr.
Smith was not present. Mr.
White represented the Zoning
Administrator.

tiple dwellings G-6 Bnd a-8 at setback from northwest property line

of 42 feet instead of 50 feet as required, property located on

Patrick Henry Drive, Block G. Itlillston Subdivision, Falls Churdl

District.

Willeton Apartments, Section "H", Inc. for permission to erect mul

tiple dwelling H-3 at setback of 42 feet from southeast property

line instead of 50 feet 8S required, property located on Warren St.

and Patrick Henry Drive, Block H, Willston Subdivision, Falls Churc

District.

These three cases were handled togethe~ as they involved the same

type of va~iance Bnd are all in the same development. Mr. Pierre

Chent and Mr. Frank Lunter represented t he Corporation. Mr. Ghent

explained the reason for these requests - to keep the proper bal

ance in their buildings and for a better approach. These setbacks

arB requested only on side lines, not in front.. All tront setbacks

w:Lll:meet the 50 teet as required. Since granting these setbacks

would not depreciate any other property and would 8. dd to the genera

architectural setup all three applications were granted. Mr.Piggott

made the motion on the tirst two with Mr. Elgin seconding - Mr.

Elgin made the motion on the third a pplication, Mr. Piggott second

Edna Griffith, for permission to operate temporary lunch stand on

the corner of Leesburg Pike and Argyle Drive, 1/4 mile north of

Bailey's Crosg Roads, Culmore Apartment Project I Falls Church Oist.

Mr. Wilson Campbell appeared for Mrs. Griffith, who had o~rated

the same kind of lunch room for the bec:e!it of the workers 00 this

project, at another location. Her lunch room is movable and she

wished to locote it now near~r the construction. Mr. Piggott moved

I
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75 feet from Greenwich Street - the main travelled road. This

would give greater visibility in the case of a less setback on

post otfice in a private home. There is nothing against this. Mr.

October 18. 1949

that the application be granted ror a period of one year. Mr.

Elgin seconded. Carrlp.d.

Lena S. Wyckoff) for permission to use part of an existing building

for a post office on haute 660. Fairfax Station, ground being .75

of an acre, Centerville District. The P.O. building had been sold

and the new owner does not wish the post office in the building.

Mrs. Wyckoff 15 remodelling her house to take care of the post

ofrice. She has been granted permission from the P.O. Department t

make the change. Mrs. Capon questioned t he propriety of having a

Elgin moved that the application be grcnted. Mr. Piggott seconded.

It carried.

5.

Lot 29, Section It Westham9ton Subdivision, Greenwich Street, Prov

dence District. Mr. Gray explained his case. His house is located

from the neighboring house. Mr. Elgin moved the application be

back he felt it was right to grant the 26 foot setback from Berkele

The gar~ge will be frame with German siding and will be 200 reet

dence. Mr. Thompson appeared to support his case. No obejctions.

Berkeley Street. Mr. Brookfield suggested that with this long set-

granted. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

g. Raymond F. Ba.rtelmess, for permission to come two feet from side

property line with detached garage on Lots 56 and 57, Valley View

Subdivision, 319 Hillcrest Drive, Me. Vernon District. Mr. Bartel

mess said if the garage were set back 10 feet from the line it

would make a very bad curve to get into it and 81so that his septic

field would be partly under the garage. It will be of masonry con

struction. No obejctions. Mr. Piggott moved t 0 grant~Mr. Elgin

ed by Mr. Piggott. Carried.

7. Prudence J. Thompson, for permission to erect detached gbrage withi

2 feet of side line on Lot 7, Dominion Heights Subdivision, Provi-

6. A. R. Leudecke, for permission t 0 come) feet from side property

line with 7 x 12 foot addition to garage which hi located J feet

from the side 11ne, Lot 17, Block B, 60)5 Wooten Drive, Lee BlVd.

Heights Subdivision, ProvidenceDistrict. Mrs. Leudecke explained

her plats. The addition w11l be used for a tool shed. There were

no objections and it was not shown that this addition would be a

detriment to anyone. Motion to grant was made by Mr. Elgin, second

seconded. Carried.

9. Lawrence J. Gray I for permission to construct dwelling 26 feet from

side street instead of 40 feet as required by the Zoning Ordinance,



lot - both garages are to be located tte same distance from the road

128

11. John R. McGhee, Jr. for permission to construct detached garage wit

in 2 feet of side property line and 74.6 feet from front line on Lot

I

I

I

I
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Street in order that the applicant be able to build on his lot, it

would be a definite hardship lfhe observed all setbacks. Mr.Dawson

moved that due to the width of t he lot the applicant be allowed to

locate his dwelling 26 feet from B~rkeley Street and 75 feet from

Greenwich Street - thus noc creating a traffic hazard. Mr. Elgin

seconded. Carried a

L. C. Elgin, for permis610n to locate detached garage 70 feet from

Kathmoor Drive, on Lot 8, Kathmoore SUbdivision, Highham Drive and

Kathmoor Drive, Mt. Vernon District. There was no opposition. Mr.

Elgin has a group of apple trees he wants to preserve. Mr. Whae

suggested that a 10 foot setback variance would be satisfactory

since there would be no traffic hazard. ~~. Elgin moved and Mr.

Piggott seconded the motion. Carried.

Addition ~o Wes~ Falls Church SUbdiVision, on Gordon's Road,

City of Falls Church, for permission to construct garage an1 storage

building to come 10 feet from side property line on Lot 17t Gordon's

fore, the applicant beallowed to divide the acre into 2 lots with

72.5 feet frontage for each,provided the 25 foot side setbacks on

any house built on the lots and 50 feet front setback from front pro

perty lines be strictly observed. V~. Elgin seconded, carried.

30, Section 2, Braddock Acres, Falls Church District. MrMcGhee

said he would build the garage of cinderblock construction - that

his septic field was in the way of placing it back further and 10

feet from the line. No Objections. Mr. Elgin moved and Mr. Piggott

seconded the motion that the application be granted. Carried.

12. Robert Donaghy, for permdssion to come witr-in 2 feet of side pro

perty line with detached g&rag~ and 74.6 feet from front property

lIne on Lot 29, Section 2, Braddock ~cres, Falls Church District.

There was no objection. This property is neighboring to the McGhees

each just 2 feet from the party line. Mr. &1&in moved the applica

tion b~ granted and Mr. Piggott seco~ded. Carried.

i). Preston F. Clem, for permission to divide Lot 9, containing 43,560
7

souare feet into two lots each containing 21,780 square fee~~front-

age, which is les8 than reQuired 1n Agricultural Districts, Baughman

Subdivision, Providence District, 4/10 mile south of 2)6, 1/4 mile

west of Route 651, on a short dirt road. There were no objections.

A lot ..,as divided similar to this 2 years ago. Mr. Dawson moved

that due to the shape of the acre lot it will deprive the owner of

building 2 houses which 1s allowed on this amount of ground, there-

110.
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Providence District. The required setback from side property 11ne

here 1s 100 feet (Industrial property joining residential). The

applicants would like to come immediately on the line if possible 

otherwise 10 feet from the line. They will use the building only for

garage and storage and trucks, no manufacturing or other business.

There was no opposition. Mr. Brookfield thought the Board did not

have the right to amend the ordinance - another business there could

be objectionable. Mr. Piggott moved to deny the application because

the proper setback could not be observed. Mr. Dawson seconded. Carr!

15. George D. '.'falker, Cor lJenaiaslon to erect a garage J feet Crom side

property line and 10 feet froa rear property I1ne on Lot 3g. Brilyn

Park, Providence Oistrlct. There were no objections. The garage

will be built of cinderblock. Mr. Piggo~t moved that the ap~lication

be granted and Mr. 61gin seconded. Carriod.

16. c. S. Burchell, Cor perm1ssion to build. ralllbler with 15 foot sid.e set

back to adjoin Lot 4 and 23 feet side setback from Snowden Road, Lot

5, Bouleyard Acres, corner Snowden Road and Mt. Vernon .~morial High-

way. Nt. Vernon District. Mr. Brookfield asked if the house could be

placed back Car enough from the front property line to clear any

possible traffiC hazard. The house will be of fireproof construction

Mr. Dawson had seen the property and thought with the house back sur-
ficlent1y far it would be satisfactory. The owner of Lot 4 was prese

and objected to the 15 foot setback from his I1ne. Mr. Dawson made

the motion: That the application be granted in this way - a 23 foot

setback from Snowden Road, 15 ft. setback from side property line and

that the house should set back from Mt. Vernon Boulevard at least 100

reet from the intersecting corner of Lots 4 and 5. Mr. Elgin seconded

It carried. Mr. Piggott voted No.

17. Williams Brothers, for permission to come 30 feet from Romney Street

instead of 40 as reouired on Lot 5L Section, Westhampton Subdivision,

Providence District. There were no objections. This is a narrow lot

and difficult to observe proper setbacks on a corner. it was sug_

gested that t he a pplicant put the house back further from Greenwich.

Street in order to relieve the traffic hazard. Mr. Dawson moved that

the applicant be granted right to locate the house 15 feet from the

side line, 30 feet from Romney Street, and 60 feet~ hack from

Greenwich street to emimlnate any traffic hazard on the corner which

might be created by a les5 rront setback. Mr. Elgin 5 eeonded. 'The

motion carried.

19. Wellman A. Hill, for permission to locate dwelling 30 feet from front

property 11ne instead of 40 feet as required on Lot 1-8, Block D,

Section 3 t Lee Boulevard Heights, Falls Church District. B1 putting



November 15. 1949

Meeting adjourned.

I

I

I

•

rle~~<c",an--sooneriiWson
Chairman

••

The regular meeting of the Fairfax
County Board of Zoning Appeals was
held November 15, 1949, in the Board
Room of the Fairfax County Courthouse
at 10 a.m. with the following r.tembers
pre~ent: Messrs: Dawson, Chairman,
BrOOkfield, Smith, and Piggott. Mr.
Elgin was also present. Mr. Schumann
represented the Zoning administr~tor.

October lS. 1949

the house back further it would make too much ground in front and

bring the dwelling toO clDse to neighboring houses. It is an old

subdivision renuir1ng 1e59 front setback than required by the Ord

inance. The house on Lot 2 1s located 30 feat back from the front

pass a resolution to be submitted to theBoard of Supervisors asking

line. Mr. Dawson raade the following motion: That due to the peeu

liar shape of the lot and the fact that Lot 2 on the opposite ouar

ter of the circle is )0 teet from the front 11ne - the application

granted. Mr. Elgin seconded. Carried.

Mr. White asked the Board, at the request of ~~. Stockton, that the

that they clarify Section II, Paragraph 15, referring to lots of re_.

cord as against the requirements of the Ordinance, Bnd Section 1),

paragraph 7. Mr. Dawson moved that the Board of Supervisors be

asked to clarify and coordinate these two sections indicated above.

Mr. Elgin seconded. Carried.

128

Mr. Dawson asked Mr. Brookfield to take the Chairmanship.

1. City of Falls Church for permission to locate a pumping station on

Section fiB", Willston Subdivision, ap,:>roxlmately 350 feet north of

Lee Boulevard and approximately 250 feet east of Wl11ston Drive, and

an elevated tank i~ediately joining the Arlington-Fairfax County

line, approximately 700 feet NE of John Marsh811 Drive in Section

tlDtI, Willston Subdivision and e ')proximately 700 feet SW of Patrick

Henry Drive, Willston Subdivision, Falls Church District. Mr. Dunn

and Mr. Rector appeared for the City of Falls Church. Both pumping

-
station and tank were located well away from bomes and in the most

logical place with relation to the area to be served. There were no

objections. Mr. Elgin moved that the ap91ication be gran~ed - since

this is a necessary installation and not objectionable to anyone.
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Mr. Piggott seconded the motion. Carried, unanimously.

Mr. Schumann asked if the Board would care to reconsider the applica

tion or the City of Falls Church ror less setback on Industrial lot

in Gordon's Addition to West Falls Church which was denied at the 1a

meeting and was to be appealed November 16, 194~ to the Board of Supe

visors. The Board voted not to reconsider the case.

Annandale Water Company, for penmission to locate a well and pumping

station on part of Lot 2, Holmes Run Heights Subdivision, Falls

Church District. Mr. McWhorter represented the water company. This

well will serve Holmes Run Subdl.is100 sipee they are too tar from

the present distribution sy.te. to be furnished. The nearest build

ing would be located 2CX)() feet awa, fro. 'the site. Mr. Schumann had

seen the ground and thought this the .cst satisfactory location from

a topographic standpoint. Mr. Blgin -oyed that the application be

granted. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried, unani-ously.

Lorenzo Kelly, for permission to o~rat. a Qursery school in home

located on Lot 63, Section I, Westlawn SubdlYlsioQ, 1005 Greenway

Boulevard (Corner of Greenway and WestllOreland Road) Falls Churcb

District. Mrs. Kelly appeared. She said this -ould be more of a day

school than a regular nursery scbool. It would be especiallY for

working mothers. She could take on11 about 5 children. There is no

fence around her place now but she expects to have one. The vhalrwan

asked if there was any opposition. Hr. Horr-an represented the oppo

sition. He presented a petition with 15 names, opposing the ap~lica

tion. He said it would be very annoyi~g to him living next door and

having to sleep during the day to have this next door and he also

thought it was a breech of their cQVenant5, to bave a business 1n the

subdiVision, also that Mrs. Kelly did not ha.e facilities for this in

stal1ation. It was too close and crowded, that Mrs. Kelly already

has 4 children of her own. The Chairman ~uggested that since there

was a Question of restrictions in the covenants the case be deferred

until Mr. Schumann could look up the deed and report. Mr. Dawson

made the motion and Mr. P1ggott seconded. Carried.

4. Michael Hogan I for ~ermission to come 2 feet from the side pro~erty

line and 2 teet from rear property line with detached garage on Lot

168, Section 3, Westlawn Subdivision (located on Morshall Street)

Falls Church District. Mr. Proctor represented the applicant. He

said that a 10 toot oetback would necessitate a bad curve into the

garage. The vhairman asked for opposition - there was none. Mr.

Dawson s8id that since we have ftllt these setbacks were sufficient as

long as the root ot the garage would not cause water to tall on the

neighboring lot he felt this should be granted. He made the motion.
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}~. Elgin seconded. It carried, unanimously.

7. Horace C. Crowther, for perffiission to erect duplex dwelling on Lots

6 and 7, B.M.Smith Subdivision, on M... rshg,ll Street, j·;t. Vernon Dist-

5. Beldon L1dyard, for permission to come 2 feet from side property

line and 2 feet from rear line with detached garage on Lot 177. Sect

ion ), Westlawn Subdivision, located on ~arshall Street. Falls

I

I

I

I

Hirst Sutton, for permission to construct open carport and tool

application and for the same reason ~. Elgin moved to grant the

application. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried, unanimously.

storage shed - 7 feet from side line and with enclosed tool storage

shed 71 feet £rom Allan Avenue, Lot 7, Poplar Heights (lOll Allan

Avenue) Falls Church District. Mr. Sutton appeared. Mr. Sutton

stated that the enclosed part ... the tool shed- would be the only par

tool shed would be 5 feet from the house. ~w. Dawson thought that

enclosed. It would be made of clapboards. The house is brick. The

would be a fire haZard, especially it the neighbor on that side buil

near his lina. Mr. Suttonssid the house neare5~ is 17 feet from the

rict. The apolicant has tr.a req~ired ground and front~ge - the

line and the ga~age would go on the opposite side. There were no

objections. The Chairman suggested that the only l1uestion seemed to

be if the fire hazard was likely. Mr. Elgin moved th~t the applica

tion be granted. ]olr. Piggott seconded. Carried, unaniltously.

building will be loc~ted in the center line between the two lots ob

serving ail setbacks. The dwelling will appear more like a single

family brick dwelling than a duplex and there were no objections.

The house next door is a du?lex. Mr. Elgin moved that since tnere

were no objections and this dwelling will be comparable to others in

Lot 52, Section 3, Tauxemont Subdivision, corner Bolling Road and

Westmoreland Road, Mt. Vernon District. Mr. Myatt showed a model of

his present home with the proposed addition. The nearest neighbor i

38 feet from the proposed addition. The ground slopes toward V~.

Myatt's house creating no drainage problem. Mr. Smith suggested

Church District. The 9&me conditions prevailed he.e as in the last

log to come 34 feet from front line and 3 feet from side line on

the neighborhood the application be granted. Mr. Piggott seconded.

It carried, unanimously.

8. D. O. Myatt, for permission to construct addition to present dwell-

6.

l30

shortening the opening between the addition and the present house

which Mr. Myatt had proposed to make into an open porch. r~. Smith

thought the applicant was attempting to put too much on a small lot.

Mr. Schumann suggested that the neighbor might ask the same kind of

variance which could bring the houses within 15 feet of each other.

L--------------"'
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All agreed. however, that the addition would be a distinct improve

ment to the property. Mr. Dawson suggested a 7 foot setback and that

Mr. Myatt either shorten up the space for the open porch or cut off

the carport. He made the motion that the application be granted allow

ing a 7 foot side setback and 35 feet from Bolling Road. Mr. Smith

seconded. Carried, unanimously.

Mr. Schumann returned with restrictions on the Kelly property: 'that

the prooerty in Section It Westlawn Subdivision (loc6ted on Greenway

Boulvd) Falls Church District shall be used entirely for residence.

The nursery school would be a commercial use and the other residents

could challenge this use. i~. Piccott moved that the application be

denied in view of the restrictions and objections of the neighbors.

Mr. Dawson seconded. Carried. insniMously.

Douglas and Katherine Vincent, for permission to cons~ruct dwelling

51 feet trom Kuclid Street bnd 15 teet frOM rear line, on Lots) and

4. Maple Terrace, corner haute 123 and Euclid Avenue, PrOVidence Dlst

rict. Since this is a corner lot the applicants are placing thir ram

bIer the long way of the lot and yet there is not room enough to ob

serve all setbacks. The reouired setback from Route 12) is 60 feet.

Mr. Dawson moved that due to the size of the lot the applicants be

allowed to locate the house 70 feet from Route 12), 51 feet from

Euclid Street, and 15 feet from the property l1ne opposite Euclid

Street. Mr. Elgin seconded~ Carried, unanimously.

Idah S. Foster t for per~is8ion to locate a dwelling 30 feet from Lee

Boulevard and 10 feet from side line and to locate two dewllings on

16,647 square feet of ground, Lot 18 &nd 7,353 square feet additional

ground. Birch Subdivision, junction of Cher~y and Lee BOUlevard. Fall

Church District. One house is being bunt on this ground with a 25

foot front setback which complies with the other houses on the street

The other houses are built on considerably less than the required

amount of ground. 'thich is 10,000 square feet,this is an old subdivi

sion recorded before the Ordinance. The triangular piece of ground t

7.353 square feet. was a strip acquired aftar the highway was put

through and wa~ left over. It is unbuildable as it stands but with t

division of this piece and Lot 18 Mrs. Foster eould build two houses

with less than the required amount but with more ground for each lot

than the other lots in the subdivision. Mr. Dawson made the motion:

Since the triangular shape of the 19t )ho"m on the', plat(which:_"as--Bot

10cluded : in th-e'- platreco.r-ded ,by Mr. Berry,-_ .December 20.' 1929} "in 'Mrs.

-F1!Ist~ei"s'name', > ly,1-ng "a:).Oilg Le'e Bofil~vard'-j, 1'5 usat-ess<-.. pecQuset o'f,~ it-a

!!lJ\ape-,', that Lot: lll-; and - t-h.ei,t.:rlangul,ar .pi ElIC& be., i1.n.cluded ~ inp one pr9pert
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kad 'b.idif:"idednln.to· onil(16t-:'1dfh 66, _teetnC~bntBge~;C)DGbeff'YStr-eet t

101.26 reet deep and S6 feet vide at the rear, on which a house 1s

being constructed and a second lot to take the balance of Lot 18

and the triangular piece of ground mentioned above and a house to b

located )0 feet from Le. Boulevard, 25 Ceet Crom Cherry Street and

25 feet from the original houee. This 25 foot setback from Cherry

Street 1s already established by otaer houses in the block. Mr.

Schu.ann said the Board vas justified in granting this as by not

doing so it would work a definite hardship to the owner because ot

the triangular shape of the additional piece of property, See Sect

ion ~2, subsection G. Mr. Elgin aeconded Mr. Dawson's motion. It

carried, unan1~u8ly.

It was voted to take up the Tucker case next.

13. Mrs. Doris W. Tucker. for permission to operate a kindergarten and

nursery school on Lots 128. 129. 130. 131, Cameron Park Subdivision,

Falls Church Distrlet. Mrs. Tucker ham conducted a similar school

in Alexandria for many years but they went M?r8 room and a location

out farther. She intends to leas8 this property provided they can

hay. the right to conduct this school. There were no objections.

Mr. Daw80n moved that since this was in installation which 'Would be

for the welfare of the community the applicat1 on be granted. Mr.

Elgin seconded. Carried.

T. J. Stockton, for interpretation of Section XIV. Subsection C ot

the Zoning Ordinance to determine if apartment unit. reserved tor

use of resident maintenance employees shall be included in the unit

count relat!.e to density. Mr. Sch~nn explained that the Zonina

Ordinance sets up lot area require.ents tor apart..nts. The Jll8Dl.&e

..nt of various apartll8nt develop.ents heve requested that the unit

count should not include the ..intenenee residents. The Chalr..n

stated that he could see no ditterenee with respect to density 

whether an occupant was a regular rentsr or one living there doing

work tor the deyelop_nt. It was the opinion or the Board

apartment occupied constituted a unit and should therefore

otherwise the area rel1uirelllent would be broken do"," - thus diarega

ina the Zoning Ordinance requirements. Mr. SlI1th suggested that tor

health and sarety reasons it was necessary to keep to the area re

quired. Mr. smith mgyed that Section 14, Subsection Cbe interpret

ed 8S stated in the Ordinance to include any and all occupied units

because unless this is clone the purposes ot the Zoning Ordinance

would be defeated. Mr. Dawson seconded. Cerried, unanllDOualy.

Mellie Morton. lor permission to erect multiple housing oD 1.26

._ .. ~ ...: ....... ~....+ .. ~ ...... f' II , It font. rQ8d (Parker Lana)

I

I

I

I

I



seconded. Carried.

tills C6se be deferred for the Board to see the property and ~~ir. Lewis

-6.
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Charles J. Harnett, George A. Ford. and Rober~ B. Cummings, for per

mission to erect attached garages to be not closer than 6 feet from

sideyard line, Bucknell Manor, Block A, Lots 1 and 2j Block B, Lot 7;

Block C, Lots 1 ~ 9, inclusive; Block D, Lots 1 - 10, inclu5ivej

Block E, Lots 1-12, inclusive; Block F, Lots) - 18, inclusivej

Bucknell Manor, Section I-A, ?arcel i, Mt. Vernon Magisterivl Di5tric

Mr. Glenn Richard appeared for the applicants. He stated that this

appliCation was filed at the request of joining property owners (Mr.

Landrith, one of the joining owner5 was present) and the developers.

All had agreed that the addition of garages attached to the house5

A special meeting of the Fairfax
County Boa.rd of Zoning Appeals was
held Tuesday, November 22, 1949, in
the Board Room of the Fairfax County
~ourthouse at 10 a.m. with the follow
ing members present: Messrs Dawson,
Chairman j Brookfield, Piggott. and
Smith. Mr. Elgin was not present.
~~.Schumann represented the Plann~

ing Commission.

ad garages and without. Mr. Richard stated that in all cases the

actual house structures would be )0 feet apart or more. This would

exclude the garage addition. Thel'e would be approximately 16 feet

b~tween structures including garage addition. ~~a nichard said these

would be a di5tinct improvement to the entire development and neigh

borhood. The Board had viewed blueprint5 of the houses with attach-

It w~s voted to adjourn.

bring his complete plans at the special meeting November 22 and the

case would be heard. Mr. Dawson made this a motion. Mr. Elgin

c1sion on ttis. Mr. Schumann said not to his knowledge - it had neve

buildings will come under a Class A insurance - no additional cost

because of the nearness of the houses. Aiss off street parking will

be possible. There were no objections from anyone present. The Chat 

man asked if Mr. Schumann it the Planning Commission had made a de-

November 15. 1949

approximately 1/4 mile south of Sherwood Hall Lan.(Route 626) at Gum

Springs, Mt. Vernon District. ~~. Lewis, the builder, appeared but

he did not have a plan of the buildings. Mr. Dawson suggested that

-



I,,

I

I

***

the co:,unu."ity. j'1r. ?iggott seconded. Carried.

minutes.

construction should not begin until a~~roval had been obtained from

Bradford, of the Health Department, stated that he could not approve

branted sut'ject to the a::nroval of thE" Heblth Department and that

:;overr,ber 22, :'949

o£ the develo?ment is now a 15 foot road but ~~. Lewis said the own

across the street would dedicate 15 feet making it a ;0 foot rOad.
provided

The report of the Planniqg Cownission w~s favor~ble to the projectf

it met with the approval of the He~lth De~artment. Report from Dr.

The members of the Board a.djourned to Mr. Stockton I s office to read

housing in that loc~:ity and would work for the general welfare of

I
I

Ii !3~
J.:z.. Brookfield confirmed this •• it had not been t .. ;Cen up. ,-J'. smithli
if this might be a case of amending the Ordinance. j\'r. Brookfield I!

thought it was entirely a matter of opinion of the Bo~rd. ru. BrOOk~

field moved that the application be granted aince the additioQ of th~
attached garages would be a definite improvement to the ~enerel '::llanll!
of the de.eIooment. Mr. Pig<ott seconded. Cerried, unanimously. I
The case of t~llie Morton, for permission to establish mu:tiple

that agency, sai~ aoolication to be ap~roved because it will improve

Mr. Lewis, the builder, w~s present and showed the entire plan and

layout of the ~roject. The three proposed buildines will be served

by an outside building for showers and toilets. The road in front

one septic tank to serve more than one building. Two se~tic tanks

'....auld be necess .. ry. j·;r. Brookfield moved thc.t the ap::licHion be

housing on 1.2S acres located on the west side of a 15 foot road

(Parker Lane) approximately 1/4 mile south of Sherwood Hall Lane

#626 at Gum Springs, Mt. Vernon District. This had been deferred

from the. November 15th meeting as the builder did not have his plans
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ing out the location. There were no objections. ~~. Smith moved

that the ap~lication be granted due to the irregular shape of the

moved that since the applicant wanted a new home he be allowed to

135

The regular meeting of the Board
of Zoning Appeals was held Tuesday,
December 20, 1949, in the Board Room
of the Fairfax County Courthouse at
10 a.m.....ith t he following members
present: Messrs Dawson, Brookfield,
?1ggot~, and Smith. ~~. Elgin was
absent. Mr. Schumann was present
for the Zoning Administrator. ¥~.

Brookfield acted as Ghairman.

Gharles J. Harnett, George Ao Ford, Robert B. Cummings, Trustees,

for permi9sion to construct baY window on front of dwelling on each

of the lots described below. said bay window to be 2 feet deep and

11 feet wide - bringing construction JJ feet from front setback Ii

instead of 35 feet as re~uired - property known as Lots 3 and 4,

Block F, and Block C, Lots J. 7. ~, Parcel I-A, Bucknell Manor, Mt.

Vernon District. '-r. Harnett appeared for the Trustees. He stated

thbt the windows would not jut out Deyond the width of the build~

the most pleasing effect - .ith the idea of giving variation to the

small houses, faCts which he considered a part of good planning.

The other houses in the tract will be set back in accordance with

iogs - that the houses had been planned by the architect to give

the Ordinance, that ~s. the bay Windows had been allowed for. but

there was an error 1n staking off these few houses which did noq-

gr~nted because of this error. ~~. Piggott seconded. Car~ied.

allow sufficient sethack. Mr. Dawson noved that the application be

lot and the location of the building will not obstruct view. Mr.

dwelling will be torn down. Mr. Hamilton appeared before the Soard.

There were no objections. The applicant said the old house would b

torn down and used to help finish the new dwelling. Mr. Dawson

this pear shaped lot ~de it difficult to meet 811 setbacks. The

house will set 60 feet from the junction of the two streets, giving

sufficient visibility at the corner. This also was a error in lay-

December 20, 1949

1 -

2 - Charle~ J. Hiarnet.t,.! George A. ~>ord. Robert Cummings I Trustees, for

permission to locate dwelling 30.)2 fe~t from property li~e of Har

v~rd Drive, instead of 35 reet as required on Lot I, Block D, bUCk

nell NGnor, corner Olmi-Landrit~ Drive and Harvard Drive, Mt.Vernon

District. I-1r. Harnett appeared for the 'l'rusteee. He stated that

Plrgott seconded. Carried.

3 - J). V,'. Hamil ton and Mcry BalL for permission to Iive in present

dwelling on .75 of an acre, located approximately 1/2 mile south of

intersection or Route 641 and 123 on Old Ox Road, Lee District.

until a second dwelling shall be completed, at which time original

....
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live in the old one ~em?or~ri:y provided the old buildi~g te de

molished wit.hin 12 months fron this date. '·'l'. ?igE;ott seco:1d~d

the motion. Carried.

~Bush, for permission to locate pumps for filling station 30

feet from Little River Turnpike right-or-way, on 1.760 beres -

1/2 mile west of Quaker Lane, Falls Church District. J>.r. Eus!".

appeared. Ii. 50 foot setbc.ck is required for t.!lis hUfCil Busin€ss

District. Mr. Dawson had a petition signed by 7 people in the

i~,cdiate neighborhood objecting strenuously to this ap~lic&tion

as a reduced setback would be detrimental to other residential

oroperty in the locality. Mr. DnJokfield suggested that this road

will certainly be widened in the future and every bit of the 50

foot setback would be needed, that it HbS the duty of the Board to

guard all setbacks from this area i~ to Alexandria. Mr. Bush said

that the 1800,1 slopes up from tf:e road and a great deal of excavat

ing \"ouL! be necess.s.ry to set tack farther and it wou:d be eX;:lI>r1_

sive. cl~o tta~ his station CQuid not ~e seen if it were b~ck so

far. :':t '..:;;,.s brought out. tr.c.t 5r.irley Duke shopping center is 110

fe~t fl'Ol:1 tLe center of the ro .... d - that they bad jedicated 40 feet.

;;lxtni. for more rOad. l,;r. Ja',<{son iil()\'ed that the .::..:)pli.c<>.tion he

denied because of crowding too close to the right-of-way and for

pros;:>ects of future traffic. ;.:r. ?irgott seconded. Carried.

lIlrs. Cora Jarmon, for perrr.bsion to o!)erate a tea room in dwelling

located 00 4 acres on haute 672 ap.lroximately 1-1/2 mile from the

To...n of Vienoc., Providence District. Hr~. Jarmon ap~eared before

the Board. She sVaid she would not ~onduct a real tea room, that

she would serve di~ners trom 2 to g ?m. on Sundays only. She had

many friends coming out from ';iashington and could not afford tn

reed them free hut wanted the r ieht to make a charge legally". The

business would be conducted in her dwelling. y~. Gerkin obj~cted.

He said the arer. W.flS entirely rllral - far:ns and rural homes B:"!d £,

similar business had been denied a year ~go. He saw no need ,...hdt·

ever from local trade and such a business was contrary to the in

tent of the loc~lity. That there were very few colored farr,iLl-!S II

:'lear and that this WClS a bad presl,;edent. He WiiS Clot afrb.id of
II

~;hat rill's. Jarmon would do but £ranting this use 'lIQuId Ir'cKe it. 1'1

DOS sible for someonelse to have 5n un1esirable phtce. ;..r. :,,',..sor.

sUg"gestect they might give it to lIiI's. Ja:-rr.on only. ~.:r. Scr.w::c.r:n II

"Said the Coml:lonwea!ch's <'ottor-ncy would probably decide Gi;;;:':'::':':. tr.ell
,I

legality of that. Mr. Chilcott also objected as an u;:.je.;:r.;,ble Ii

I

I
use - would establ ish anoDeninF.' wedge for others. "second:'::.

Ge~kin objected, saying the ro~d was narrow and r~~gh "ct s~itatle

j3G:>

I

I

I

I

I



been no need indicated for such a use in this residential area.

December 20. 1949

should not be cluttered up with repair shops etc. Mr. "Dawson said

be allowed to build the¥~. Dawson moved that the applicant

Mr. Smith st&ted that this was spot zoning which the Urdinance dis

courages. It was suggested that a permit might be grented for one

year. Mr. Shanks said he could not quit his job for such a tem

porary thing but that he felt that there was a need - the nearest

help for people in need of repnirs to Cbrs being Annandale. it

was brought out that this is only one block from the Shirley High

way and would probably be a good development in the future and

for any amount of traffic. Pro Smith suggested that the health de

partment would have to give an ok. Mrs. Jarman said she would

check with them after the hearing if her applicu~ion 1s granted.

Mr. Smith said this would amount to spot zoning - off on a narrow

garage 5 feet f rom the rear property line from !i"rankl1n Street. 54

feet from Franklin Street and 20 feet from his house. There were

the list.

g - Floyd Shanks, for permission to use an ~xist1ng building on 3.75

acres located on the north side of Hooe's Road (Rt. 636) approx

imately 1/4 mile west of Route 617, for an automobile repair shop,

Mt. Vernon District. ~w. Shanks appeared before the Board. There

were no objections to this use. ~~. Schllmbou said that there had

bad road away from other businesses. Mr. Brookfield said he could

see no need. Mr. Dawson suggested granting it for one year. ~~.

Schumann thought the Co~r.onwealth Attorney would object. Mn.Dawso

moved to deny on the grounds that such a use would impair future

development of this agricultural 8rea, the road was not suitable

for business and no need for such an installation in this communit

Mr. Piggott seconded, Carried.

6 - Jefferson D. Broarldus, for permission to erect a detached garage

within 5 feet of side oroperty line and also sg feet from F~anklin

Street, 1 mile south of Bailey's Cross Roads on west side of Sem

inary Drive, Falls Church District. Mr. Broaddus 8tated that

Franklin Street was de~ end and only 300 feet long, th4t he wants

to enter the garage on fit. 776 - 54 feet froro Franklin Street in

stead of 5a feet feet in order not to have to back out on the road

no objections. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

7 - Burns N. Gibson, Jr., for permission to erect multiple housing on

Lots J6~42, inclusive, Birch Subdivision, on the north side of

Lee Boulevard, at Meadow Lane, Falls Church District. Mr. Gibson

was not ~resent - it was voted to out this case at the bottom of

-

-
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he was opposed to spot zoning but he moved that the application

be granted since the shop would be located in the middle of a 3

acre lot which could not be subdivided. Mr. Piggott seconded.

Carried. Mr. Smith voted No.

r~rlan Forest, Inco, for permission to come 33.50 feet from ~~r

lao Drive instead of 40 feet as required with dwelling I on Lots

1 and 2, Block 2 {Part Il Section 2, M< rlan Fore5t Subdivb.lon,

carner M8rlan Drive and Vest Grove Douleverd, Mt. Vernon Distric

fo'l!". Harnett re~re5ented the Company. He stated that due to to

pography aud good architecturCil planning a more pleasing effect

would be arrived ~t by locatine the dwelling nearer the 5treet

thbo required. This is expensive ground and the street would no

be widened further. The contour ~nd natur~l development would

be better suited with the present plan. The location would not

obstruct vision. Thero were no objections. ~~. Dawson moved th

due to the topography of the fround the applicktion be granted .

•·or. Smith se~onded. Carried.

hichard &o~er, f~r permission to e~ect detachp.d gbrage 27 feet

from front pro?erty line, on line w~th present dwelling. property

located on Route 695 a~oroxirnEtely 164 feet from intersection wi

Leesburg ?ike, Providence District. Hrs. Bower appeared before

the Board. She showed the natural slope of the ground which

would make it rracticully impossible to ~et into a earage if it

were placed back the re~uired distance. ~~. Schumann had seen

the ground ~nd agreed with the applicant. The garages on other

lots near are practically on the line because of the slope. The

house is 15 years old and is nonconforming. i'lr. Smith moved that

because of a toppgraptic condition. extreme slope in the ground

the appliCation be granted. ~~. Piggott seconded. CQrried.

George F. Titus, for permission to construct addition to dwellin

(garage) to come 9 reet rrom side property line on Lot 6, Arnold

Lane near intersection of Route 709 and Arnold Lane, Falls ChurCh

District. Col. Titus a~peored before the Board. He showed a map

indicating a topographic condition - low marshy land to the rear

and a drawing of the house as it wo~ld look ~ith the addition.

The neighboring he use is 25 feP-t away. Six homes on the street

are :aced with this same oroblem. The Colonel suggested thdt

this addition would add to the attractiveness of the s~bdivision

and that this area was fast becoming suburban rather then rural.

He felt t~~t hy aciing to the heroes to make them look larger and

more expensive it ~ould add to the general good planning of the

I
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entire tract. Mr. Smith said this would create a prescedent should

the others ask for the SLme thing, that the Board should either

follow the Ordinance or reouest larger lots in the future. V~.

Brookfield said the Board actu~lly W~5 already estaplishing a pre-

scedent. Mr. Dawson suggested that t his case. be deferred until the

January meeting to get a definite statement from the Plm ning COIn-

mission - should they hold consistently to the Ordinance on these

setbacks or what the Bosrd should do about this kind of setback.

He made this a motion. Ivlr. Smith seconded. Carried. It was

agreed that in deferring this esse, if the setback wouldnt be grant

ed, an alternative would be worked out.

Walter C. Crain, for permission to come 21 feet from Fort Hill

Drive with dwelling, Lot 12, Section C, Wilton woods Subdivision.

han been withdrawn.

fl.lhert Schwarz, for nerrn:'ssion to COf'\!';truct addition to present

dwelling to come 20 fe~t from Hillcrest Road instead of 40 feet,

said addition to be ~sed as garage, on Lot 34-A, Lincol01a Heights.

on Hillcrest Road Bnd ?arramore Drive, Falls Church District. ~

~ the a.n.,licCint had the £arage addition ?li:lced it. would come out

in front of the front line of the house which is ag&inst the Ordina

ceo ;1<. Dawson suggested ?ulling it back farther to~ard the rear

and on line with the front of the house. l·ir. Schwarz soid they had

thought this would cut ofC the air from a bedroom. ¥~. Dawson wade

the following motion: That the gar~ge (20 x 25 feet) attached by a

breezeway (10 x 14), due to the shape of the lot, be located with

the 25 foot side facing Hillcrest ROad, ?laced in line with the

front of the house, aD~roximatdly 30 teet from the rear line and 35

feet frolll Hillcrest koad. Mr. ?i.ggott seconded. It carried.

Milton G. Smith, for ?ermission to come 7.7 feet froID sideline with

dwellin[ instead of 10 teet as recuired on Lot 1. Block 3, Section

I, Burgandy Villap:e, lIt. Verno'! District. This is a corner lot. I

locating the house the orooel' distance from both streets the survey

or did not realize that the rear corner WaS too close. 'I'he lot

line runs parallel to t he side 5t.reet arld not bt right <:>.r'.gles to th

front street which threw the back line closer to the rebr corner~

Mr. DaVison moved that thea?plication be granted. '·'.r. SUllth seccned

It cllrried.

v~. Gibson was not present - his case w~s co~tinued until the Jan-

uary meeting since he was not present.

It was voted to adjourn.
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J&nuary 10, 1950

A Special meeting of the Fairfax
County BOard of Zoning Appeals was
held Tuesday, Januery 10,1950, in
t~e Board toom of the Fairfax County
Courthouse at 10 a.m. with the
following members present: Messrs
S. Cooper Dawson J Chairman, Brook
field, Piggott, and Smith. ~~. ~lgin
was not present. ~~. Schumann rep
resented the Zoning Administrator.

Fairfax County Board of Su~ervisors, for permission to construct e

garage in connection with the existing Dog Pound to be used solely

for the purpose of maintaininr. County owned equipment on a~proxl

mately 15 acres located on the east side of Jermantown Road _ 3/4

mile north of the intersection of Route 50 and Route 655. Prov1den~

District. l'Irs. J:::dna Bixler represented the Board of Supervisors in

the absence of the E:xecutive Secretary. She explained that the

garage wc..s to be used only for the rllbintenance of County eouipment,

?olice cbrs, s~nitury trucks and dog pound trucks, ~hat it was ex_

pensive now to send out all the maintenance work and caus€d delays

which greatly ham~ered the :,olice since they are lili,ited in their

nur.".ber of c~rs. and often need them quickly. l.t \/ould be a savinl.

to the County. ~te dog pound h~d ~roved to be no detriment to the

neighborhood since ?rn?erty values he.d greo..tly increased since it

Wile put there. ..t WEIS suggested thc.t (,aving the garage there might

result tn an automobile gravey&rd- junkine 011 cars. V~S. Bixler

said there was no possibility of that as the County turned the cars

in every year and they were never allowed to become delapid&ted.

The place will be kept nresentable, that ther~ was no road eQuipmen

and no trucks over 2 ton - most of them were 1/2 ton.

~r. Channing Bolton was spokesman for the opposition. He state

that his property is directly across from the dog pound, that he ha

bought not kno'",ing that the dog pound WCl,S there - until he had mov

ed in three days. He said, however, th~t the pound had been kept

neat and clean but that it was not a good thing in a purely residen

tial district, th&t Jermantown koad was developing into a section

of nice homes. He prese~ted a ?etition with 45 names objecting for

the following reaSonsj It would depreciate the value of surround

ing property, un1esirable ~nd heavy tr&ff1c would deprive residents

of a ouiet country life, and also thattwo years ago it was stc.ted

before the Board of Appe~ls that efforts would be made by the

County to locate certain undesirable features of county bu~iness

elsewhere than alOOF Jermanto\'m Roae!. Thus adding thi.:; feature

was igoorine the intent Or ?romise of the county. '.. r.ile t:--:is is

I
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not a rezoning it is in efrect spot zoning.

i-U" .Schumann read from the Zan in urdinance the permitted uses of

the Board of Zoning Appeals • that this w~s not a rezoning as st~t

~d in the ?etition but simply necessary to come before the Bo&rd in

order to increase their ?resent installation.

r-tr. Bolton suggested that this b rake down the general character

of the locality - makinr it business in character. He suggested

that t here was a possibility that. the dog pound may be moved 1n the

future but thst this extra building just helped to make it a more p

rnanent thing. !·':r. Bolton rea.::! a telegram from I·T. HBilman B near

property owner opposing this install~tion.

~lthoubh the petition w~s wrong in stgting th&t this was a re_

zonine it WbS felt to be the same in che.racter, i-.1'. Bolton stated.

and the more permanent the buildings put up - the more likely the

?ound was to remain.

Mrs. Bixler said the County coule! own only a limited amount of

ground and did not have sufficient ground now to move the pound and

the law would not allow t aero to purchEise more, that any business

~;round was too ex;:>ensive to put a dog pound on.

rt was siggested by Co. Fe;: ring that the t rUCks might carry in

garbage Or sertic tflnk refu5e. The County does not do this, Mrs.

Bixler said. f,1r. Starnes objected and stated that t heBoard should

__-.follow _t.he-----.de..sir..e::L..O! -.t.he.......naighborhood. _~s. ---.N~A~~_t~tha t

this road would not be safe for children with the added heavy traffi

i:l'S. Bixler thourht this not a safe place for children under ony eir

::umstc..nc:es. J..rs. :'i&ll&ce objected. It was suggested that school

busses L',ight b<l kept here. l>~s. bixler s<:. id the county had nothing

to d.o <clith thc.t. it was &lso br-ought out tn<..t the dog powld being

loca.te1 on this ro~1 hC>.d not de:JreciatedJro;>erty v~lues, in fact

they h ...d e;one \·er}" ....,uch hi.;ner. ,-.1'5. Er-..lin objected. It we.s also

suggested ttdt neighboriob owners 5~culd be notified of such a

change. ~w. Schumann said the ground wus ~osted in accord&nce with

zan in; recuirements.

i-Irs. Bixl~r showed the lOCation of the ?roDosed building and s,. id

that it would be of conderblock Construction.

Mr. Smith said that since the Board had heard the expression of th

people 1n the n~ighborhood who t~ou6ht thet the area would be hurt b

this installation - th.;t '\ heir wishes should be considered.

Mr. Brookfield moved that the a~plication be granted. Mr. Piggott

seconded. It c8rried. Mr. Smith voted No.
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The regular meeting of the Fairf~x
county Board of Zoning Appeals wae
held Tuesday, January 17, 1950, in
the Board Room of the Fairfax County
Courthouse at 10 a.w. with all members
llresetlt: '·iessrs S.C.Dawson, tlrook
field, PiggoLt, Elgin, bnd Smith.
Mr. wbite represented the Zoning
Administrator.

Burns N. Gibson, Jr. for ?ermissio!1 to erect multiple housing on

Lots 36 - 42, inClusive, Birch Subdivision, north side of Lee Elvd.

at Meudow L&ne, Falls Church l'1dgisterial District. f.lr. Gibson

?ie~ott. Carried.

It was voted to adjourn.

Chairma.n. i'lOtion: ;'ll". Smith, seconded by f'll". Brookfield. I'll". Hrook:

field was elected Vice-Chairman. potion: ~~. Dawson, second, ~~.

Officers for t.he new :.tear 't(ere elected. i·.r. S. Coo;ler Dawson,

--appea-re-d- betvi e tlle-Roa-rd-. 'rl.e g,. ow.d eon-t-a-i:f't~ about SS,GOO SliWH"e

feet. He ,lans to erect either a 2 or ) story Lui1ding, haVing

either 16 or )2 units. Since there were no objections anrt the gen

eral location was well located for apartments, Mr. Brookfield moved

that the application be hranted. Mr. Elgin seconied. Carried. The

Planning;Comnission had recommended approval.

George 1'itu::o, for permission to construct addition to dwelling

(garoge) to come 9 feet from side property line, ~rnold Park SUb-

division, Falls Church r~gisterial District. Col Titus appeared be-

for the Board. The ChairlQQn stated thb.t the opinion of the Pld.l1ning

Commission Wg$ that the Ordinance should be upheld in &11 cases ex-

capt where it would work an extreme hardship, that a continuation

of attached garages would give the appearance of row houses when it

WaS the int.-ant to keep this a rural section. It was brOUght out

that the land to the back was low and marshy. Since this is the Cas

Mr. Smith 1Il0ved that the applicant be granted right to construct his

garage 20 feet from the hECk line of the house and 9 feet from the

sid_~ property line, due to topo~raphy. r~.r. &okfield seconded.Curri

--------~ -----_.__ .



N01; CI,SES:

the application due to the fact of no traffic !':",zBrd and unclue hard-

this :::p?lication - ':.!"c.t there liB!" no traffic ::azard nor cid it ob-
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District, ;10 one \·...,s ~resent to support the case. It was voted to

shl;:J not to grant. ;.'.r. niggott seconded. Carried.

J. f. Thomas, for ?errr:ission to construct 'ietac~,~-:l g~rage 2 feet from

~ide ~roJerty line and 2 fe~t from rear Jro~erty line on Lot It Sect_

ion I I City 'ark POrles, corner Lee Blvd. and Greenway, ralls Church

defer until the Fehrul::ry meetinr:.

4 -

5 - Thomas R. fvicMahan, for parmission to construct second dwelling on Lot

26:and to live in present nonconforming dwelling until second dwell-

ing is completed, Lorfax Heights, on Roce's Koad
t

Lee District. Mr.

stated thet in hi~ o?ini~n it would be a distinct h~~d5hi? to deny

:Jroper setbacks. ':'he lot WbS bought before ':.!'l.~ Crdinance. l'or. ~\'hite

oP?lichnt face ;-"is house on itidge hoad. iven this ':lo'..Ild not give the

struct Visibility. 80:::1-, roa:ls .,.re dead end. :.:r. Elgin moved to grant

~z£isteriol District. This is a corr-er lot and n~n1 house a in the

View Subdivision, corner Gallard Street c.nd Etidge hOod, i,.t. Vernon

property line, due to the location of the septic field. ~r. Elgin

seconded. Carried.

built 20 feet from the hack line of the house and 9 feet from the sid

type case as Col. Titus. If the gan,&e is put Lack the required dis_

tance it would be over the septic field. TheChairman suggested the

Eoard grant the ~Fme setb~cks as they granted Co. Titus. This was

sath.factory to the appliccmt. Mr. Smith moved thet t he garage be

hrnold ?ark Subdivision, F~lls Church District. This WaS the s~me

nei~;r;borhood ore setting baCk 25 het. it wcs su~ested that the

January 17, 1950

1· Samuel 1\. An1erson, for p~rmissionto come 34 feet from front property

line with nwelling on Lots 6, 10,39.:33, Block B. v.'edderburn Heights,

facing 2nd street, ?rovi~ence District. Mr. hnderson said he had a

mobile structurg already on the ground. It had not been placed back

as far as anticipated but th.:.t the r-round is mar"shy and almost. impo

ssible to put the building any ether place. The houses near are &s

close as 10 feet tp tje street. If he should set buck the proper

distance he would be loo:<ing into the outdde toilet of bis neighbor.

3 - ~lvin U. Brown, for permission to construct dwelling 25 feet from

Ridge HO&.d and 10 feet from side ;')ro >erty line on Lot 145, Valley

;·;r. Brookfield moved tflb.t sirlee tbis ..... 5 an old nOllconforming 5uL

division the Bp?licb.tion be frcnted. ~~. ~lgin seconded. Carried.

2 - Mary Lovell V... liton. for :Jennis~ion t 0 CO'lstruct aedition (garage) to

present dwelling to come 1)-1/2 feet from side ?roperty line on Lot 2,

-,
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Brookfield asked how long the applicant wished to take to cuild the

house. He said one yeor would be sufficient. Mr. Brookfield moved

to grant ~ermission to live in the temporary dwelling for one year,

during which time the new dwelling would be com~leted. ~r. Elgin

seconded. Carried.

6 - Charles S. Starkey, for ~ermisslon to come 17 fe~t from side pro

perty line with attached g&rage on Lot 513, Block 6, Hybla Valley

Farms, Gunston Drive, Mt. Vernon District. it was suggested that

the garage be built without the breezeway and attached direct to th

house. The a?plic~nt said it would cut off air from the bedroom. H

~lso stated that many houses 1n th~ neighborhood were attaching

garage& in this way. It was agreed that the case be deferred to th

February meeting until iv:..r:'. white could check and see if other house

in the neighborhood were violating the Ordinance. j •.r. Brookfield

made the motion and Mr. Smith seconded.

7 - Howard W. Smith, for percission to erect multiple housing on two

tracts, one 67 acres and the other 2J acres (approx.) loc&ted at th

junction of Shirley High\1ay and Route 648, Falls Church District.

Mr. Brookfield disnuallfied himself to vote. Mr. E. H. Threadgill

appeared for the a;>nlicant. He showed a plat and r~nderings of the

buildings and elevations. Seven acres will b~ set aside for school

site. They will allOW more right of way for Edsall Road to take care

of extra traffic. Sewers will be worked out with developers in the

immediate n~ighborhGod. The actual buildings will set back about

30 feet from Shirley Highway right of way. kpartments will rent for

$55 to $75. Buildings will be of brick or masonry. Sever~l people

in the nei~hborhood appeared to ask questions: ~~s. Kingsbury, ~~.

Tooms, and rill'. Lynch and son. It \/ould be financed by FHA and

would meet their requirements in every way. ;.lr'. Tooms asked about

a shopping center. P~. Threadgill said they would ask for that

later. The hazardous condition of the gravel pit below this pro

posed development was discussed. 1-\1'. Haley, Hr. Smith's secretary,

said they were negotiating now to have this filled in. Sufficient

park and recreational area will be provided. ~.r. Lynch said he

thought it would be a good development although he was opposed to

this kind of thing - if we had to have it- this seemed satisfactory

to him as it would bring develo~ment to the neighborhood-sewer and

water and would be an addition to velues ?encrally. The sewer cost

will be assumed by the developers - not the county. Mr. Smith said

he thought the Shirley Highway should be kept beautiful and he

wished the Board would reauest a farther setback from the Highway,

Iii
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;? ,and a buffer strip between the Hifhway and buildings.

l1e made the following motion: That the applica:ion be granted pro-

virled all setbElcks from t he Shirley Hif,hway be not less than 100 feet

1rom the right of way line and that land be reserved for dedication

for an access rO<.ld to idsalt Hoad from the ShiT'l.ey Highway going west

into Edsall HOiid. this to he subject to ap~roval of the Virginia Stat

Road Department, bod that this develo~ment would be an asset to the

County 3ince it does not im~air proper developme~t of the area. Mr.

Elein seconded. ~t cc.rried J urli.lnimously;

It 1....a5 voted to adjourn.

*

February 6. 1950

A Special Meeting of the Fairfax
County Board of Zoning nppeals was
held Monday, Febru6ry 6, 1950, in the
Board koom of the Fairfax County
"'ourthouse at 10 a .m. with the
following members present: Messrs
Dawson, Brookfield, Piggott, Smith,
and Elgin. ~~. White was present
for the Zoning Admin18tra~or.

1 - Paramount Communi ties, Inc., for permission to locate gas pumps for

filling station 19 feet from dedicated right-oi-way on 1.6375 acres

on Leesburg Pike, Claremont subdivision, Falls Church District. ~~.

Claude Thomas appeared before the Board. He stated that they had

dedicated an extra 25fuot strip tor a road which dedication has been

recorded but that the state had not used it. The filling station

itself is located 68 feet from the road (the right-at-way that is

being used) and this application reauests a 19 foot setback for the

pumps - from the right-of-way inclUding the 25 foot strip dedicated

and 44 feet from the presently used right-or-way. The pumps could

not be moved back, ~~. Thou~s said because of restrictions of the 0

company _ whorequire the pumps and building to be )7 f~et apart. Mr.

White thought 19 feet was too close, that the pumps should be back

SO feet from the newly dedicated strip. Mr. Dawson suggested this

25 foot strip might never be used by the state. Mr. ~hite said the

ground was between two hills and an incoming rOQd· 21st street- and

would no doubt carry a great deel of traffic when 21st street is

used to full capacity. Mr. Brookfield said he did not consider pum

a structure and thought the 19 foot setback was sufficient. He move
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ttat the application be gran~ed because it would not be a traffic

hazard and that the pumps were not - to his mind- a structure. ¥~.

Elgin seconded. Carried.

May and Deem, for permission to locate dwelling on Lot 42 and dwel

ling on Lot 5, Section 3, Delta Sutdlvision, 30 feet from front

property line instead of 35 feet, Falls Church District, Lot 42

faces Ft. William Drive and Lot 5 borders Ft. William and Route

236. Illr. Deem apueared. He stated th8t t he engineer had not ob

served the reouired setback on these two houses - that they had

figured on a 50 foot road in~tead of a 60 foot road. This appli

cation was put In to clear the ~roperty for loan purposes. Mr.

Brookfield suggested that variances were asked too frequently to

cover engineering mistakes. ~~. ~~ite though~ this was an honest

mistake and that it would create no traffiC hazard. ~~. Smith

moved to grant the application because it was the opinion of the

Board th~t it would not create a public hazard and would work a

distinct hardship since the buildings were already built. Mr.

Elgin seconded. It carried. Mr. Brookfield did not vote.

) - WHlston Apartments, for permission to locate Building E-7 - 47

feet from the property line; Building E-6 - 44.8 and )8.7 feet fro

the property line; Building E~5 - 49.2 feet from the property line

and Incinerator building in rear of Building E-5 - 2:3.6 feet from

property line. In Section 0, Building 0-2 a variance is reQuested

of 22 feet and 21.6 feet from property linej BUilding 0-1 a var

iance to permit 2$ foot eetback; and Building D-O, a variance for

30.2 foot setback, Wl11ston Apartment Project, Falls Church Oistrl

Mr. Massey introduced Mr. DeLashmutt who went over the errors in

engineering. hll were laid out correctly in the first place but

were not followed exactly. There were no objections. ~~. Smith

moved that the application be granted because the Board has the

right to relieve a hardship which would not be a detriment to othe

pro?erty and where it doss not conflict with the Zoning Map and

tlrdinance. io1r. Elgin seconded. Carried.

4 - Virginia Power and Electric Company, for permission to erect sub

station on Lot 15).77 x 150 feet on the south side of Little River

Pike apprOXimately 1/4 mile east of Route 657, Centerville District

~~. Anderson appeared for the Powe~ Company. He showed the type of

substation they would build - no variances are required - this is

simply a request for the use. Mr. White had seen the location and

thought there were no objections to it. I~. Brookfield moved to

~rent the application since this was a necessary in5tallat1on and

/i (.,
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Smith suggested that it be placed 25 feet f rom the pro:'>srty line.

Mr. Anderson s aid the Federal Government required it to be on the

ed subject to a 100 foot setback from Columbia Pike, subject to a

reservation of a 7 acre scnool site - because this ground is pecu

larly well located for this type of development, Mr. Elgin seooned.

It Carried. (The project plans 1000 units)

The re~ular meeting of the Fairfax
County Board of Zoning ~ppeal9 was
held Tuesday, February 21, 1950, in
the Board Room of the Fairfax County
Courthouse at 10 a.m. with the folloW':'"
thg members present; Messrs Dawson
Brookfiold, Piggott. and Smith. Mr.
White, Zoning Iuspector, and /VlI".
Schumann, Zoning Administrator, were
present. lvLT. Brookfield acted EtS

Chairman.

allow it 15 feet from the line. Mr. Brookfield moved to grant the

app11c~tlon since there were no ojbections and to allow 10 feet from

February 6, 1950

and there were no objections. Mr. Elgin seconded. Carried.

property line and that they had had a hard time convincing them to

District, across from the Dam, approximately 1 mile west of Bailey',

Cross Roads. Mr, Calvin.Black ap~eared 1n support of this case. He

said certain changes would have to be made for an entra.nce to the

school site. (Ground has been set aside for a school) This was re-

commended by the Planning Comm1ssion. Mr. Brookfie~ said he though

this ~ good loc~tion for multiple housing as it could not economical

1y be developed for homes. There were no objections. fib'. Dawson sug

gested a 100 foot setback ~om Columbia Pike. ~~. Slack agreed to

this. (Mr. Brookfield had preViously made a motion to gr~nt the

application - it WdS seconded by ~~. &lgin. Mr. Brookfield withdr~w

his motion) Mr. Brookfield then moved that the application be grant

5 - Vlrglnia Electric and Power Company, for permission to erect sub

station on lot 70 x 218, on Shirley Duke Aoartment Project., approx

imately 98.66 feet west of Donmanton Boulevard, Falls Church Distrl

Mr. Anderson located the proposed substation on the plat. There

were no objections. Mr. White thought it a satisfactory location. Mr

both side property lines. Mr. Elgin ~ ecom ed. Carried.

6 - John Dowden, for permission to erect multiple housing on ap?roximate

ly 70 acres on Columbia Pike (east side) at Holmes Run, Fall' Church
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DEfERRED CASES:

J. F. Thom&s, for permission to construct detached garage 2 feet

from side line and 2 feet from rear line on Lot I, Section 1, City

Park Homes, corner Lee Boulevard and Greenway Boulevard, Falls

~hU1'ch District. rir. Thomas was not ')resent. It was voted to Dut

his case at the cnd of the list.

Charles S. Starkey t for permission to come 17 feet from side line

with attached garage, Lot 513, ~lock 6, on Gunstan Drive, Hybla

Valley Farms, Mt. Vernon District. This case was deferred for in

SD9~tion of the pro~arty. Mr. Starkey said he ~'anted his garage

attached by a bree~eway, that many ot~er houses in the neighbor

hood were havin~ this arrangement. Mr. White had posted the pro

perty and found all other houses on the same street meeting re

quired setbacks. The breezeway as shown on the plat is 8 feet

wide. ~'>r. Brookfield suggested making it 4 feet - to reduce the

necessary v~riance cnd bring the garage closer to the house. ~~.

white thought that granting this would establish a prescedent for

others in the neighborhood, since the others had not asked for var

iances. ~~. Dawson moved that the ap~licant be elowed to build hi

garage 4 feet from the right side of his house - the garage to be

attached by a breezeway 4 feet wide and the garage not to come

closer to the sideline than 21 feet, making a variance of 4 feet

because to deny the application would work a hardship as the lot i

not wide enough. Mr. Smith secorxted. It carried.

NEW CAsES:

1 - George A. Passela, for permission to construct attached ~arport 5

feet from side line and an addition of two rooms and half bath to

dwelling to come 14 feet from side line on Lots 11 and 12, First

Addition to Fairland, Falls Church Dlstric~, on ~a1rland Street.

r1r. Passela showed pictures of his lot. It slopes very steep im·

mediately back of the house, the ground running to a stream. The

well is between the carport and the house making it necessary to

have an open space between the house and the carport. The addition

on the other side of the house is the only way he c"m enlarge his

house. Mr. Dawson said he thought this was tou much on a small

lot and he would like to look at it. Mr. White said he thought it

was all right since the ground did slope very badly. l~. Smith

moved that the application be deferred fOf inspection. ~~. Piggott

seconded. Carried.

Harry H. Crouch, for permission to construct garage for repair shop

and filling station, garage to be located 75 feet from front propert

line on approxi~tely J acres located on Route 658 (So. side)

___. • ~ _.JL _
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approximately 1/4 mile east of the junction of 659 and 658, Center

ville District. There were noobjections. Mr. White said he could

not see a need for such a business in this sparsely settled localit

th~t there were no other businesses near. ~~. Crouch said he could

repair ~ny kind of machi~y, that he was) miles from Centerville

and 7 mUes from Manassas, that t here were farms around from whom

he could get farm machinery repair work and from neighbor'S who

needed work done and couldnt get so far for repair. Be could set

back 100 feet from all sidelines and lOO~feet from the highway.

Mr. Schumann read restrictions on this kind of installation from th

IJrdinance. Nr. Smith said it was the spirit of the Ordinance to

keep business in a compact group and he could see no possibility of

a need for a business here,no t ravelling public. totr. \\hite said

the gound was not good for making a living since it was low and

marshy. Mr. Smith moved that the application be granted, -:;ince"

there were no objections, subject to the conditions that no stor-

age of cars nor wrecked cars nor wrecking of cars s~ould take place

on the premises - with a 100 foot setback from the road. lf~. Brook-

field seconded. Carried. Mr. Crouch had presented statements from

~ining oroperty owners showing no o~position.

J - Eakin Properties, Inc., for permission to erect a post office build

ing on the south east corner of Lee Blvd. and 4649. Falls Church

District. ~~. Jack ~akin represented the applicant. He said that th

government had determined to locate a sub-postoffice in this distric~

and had asked for bids to rent abuilding. There were t ....·0 bidders-

Eakin Properties and ~~. Rose. The contract was awurded to t~e 8akin

Properties. He is now a~der a lease contract to locate the building

on this spot. Bringing this case before the Board of Appeals is a

requireLlent of the Ordinance - not the government - it is in a Gen

eral Business Di~trict and everything has been approved by th@ P.O.

Department. A shopping center will be built on this site alSl. The

layout of bUildings and entrances and exits will be approved by the

State Highway Department and the Planning Commission. The Chairman

&sked for objections. Mr. Lewis, attorney for objectors. spoke. He

said theoeople on the north side of the BO'llevard objected stren

uously as they did not want anyt~ing so essential as a post office t

be on the side of the boulevard where ~uch dangerous crossing is ~o-

cated. They thought it should be in connectrion with the already exi

ting shopping center. Mr. Dawson suggested that the traffic light

would take CC;l.re of that. Mr. Eakin 5 aid a post

the best interests of the people and the other ~ubdivisions on the
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south of Lea Boulevard would also be served.

--------------'"""""'"
2, Braddock Acres, Falls Churc~ District. y~. Sharp wald his well

developed and they too would help to balance the general area- that

is, lOCated the P.O. here would be G central location for future

development. Mr. Lewis said this was simply a financial deal as

far as Eakin Properties was concerned J that. no one was concerned

with probabilities of the future, that no shopping center was de

finitely planned in this area - only a general statement that one

would be bUilt, and that they were concerned only'll ith needs o.t

present and convenience of the people concerned. He presented a

letter from the local citizens association, oP?osing the installa

tion.

The following women spoke - objecting: t~s. ~lger. Albers, Kahn,

Ward, Citron, all enlarging on the objections pr~viously stated.~~.

Eakin said ~~. Rose had birt on the post office and been turned down

':'here was no otlher consideraUon by the P.O. Department since t her-e

had been only the two bids and no one could force the governn:.ent t.o

locate a po~t ~rfice where they did not choose, that the Depar-tment

had considered mai~ distribution, delivery, general cuitcbility,

proper c.ccessibim1t.y etc. and they <>.we.rded the contract after a

:&reful 5tudy. ~~. Smith $&ict tte main objections he could see was

the street cro:;;sing, Ciod that soneone '"auld !lave to cross the stree

··'r5. \-;ard said the other subdivisions Wel"e f<.:.rtt":er a"tc.y and could

come the:-e by CCir but t!'lbt they wblked or sent their children .:and

it 'd"S dangerous for them. I"r. Eakin scid pCtrking arrangements

would te made, a service road and good accessibility and that it

'tlas out of the jurigdiction of the oublic to determine the location

of a post office. 14rs. Albers suggested that t hey might see the

Post r.:aster General. a Iso she asked ...then the shopping center would

be built. ~tr. Eakin said when the need arises, and all the neces

sary fac1litie~ wi 11 be installed in the shopping center, but th.. t

they did not wish to over19ad the area with shoP?ing centers. ¥w.

Brookfield asked .for the part of the urdimmce requiring this t 0 co

before the Boc:rd.lILf'. Schumann read the section. (vlr. Smith moved tha

the appllcotion be granted since this nroperty was a!recdy 20ned fa

business and that the plans be ap~roved by the St&re Highw~y De?ert

mer-t, which controls the traffic hazard, gnd by the Planning Com

mission, since this was the site mosen by the ,,'ederal Government.

j~l,[". Da''''soo s eccoded. Carried.

4 - Ralph E. Sharp, for permission to .construct garc.ge addition to

present dwelling to come 10 feet from side line on Lot 25. Se~tlon

a
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and drain field were immediately back of his house and this wes the

only place he cO~11d ;JUt his garage - the let is very narrow toward

the back. The addition \-tOuld be of cindert:lock construction. Mr.

Dawson moved that due to the shape of the lot «nct topography of the

ground and the position of the drainfield Clnd well the apo1ication b

granted. Mr. ?legott seconded. Carried.

5 - John A. ¥assie, for oermisslon to locate det£che1 g~rage 75.2 feet

from front property line on Lot a. Sectio~ I. Braddock hcres, Falls

Church District. Mr. f<1ussie had the saine situation as !oir. Sharp

his drainfield is directly b~ck of his house also by putting the

garage b£i.c~ farther he would bave to change his dr1vew~y to get into

it and change his f~~ce. The garage t~uld be cinderblock. I~. Daw-

son moved that the ciLlplication be e;ranted due to th~ position of the

drainfield - a g~rage 18 :I 22 ft. to be tuilt 10 feet frOG, the house

..nd 10 feet from the sideline. Mr. ?iggott seconded. Carried.

6 - Harry E. Sparshott. for permiS3ion to construct garClge 45 feet from

Ingleside Avenue l:tnd 57 feet from Oak Street on Lot 6, ~:aci\all 's

Add'n to V:est iolcLean Subdivision, corner Ingleside and Oak St.,

trovidence District. There was no o~position. ~~. Dawson moved that

due to the shepe of the lot the aop1icEtion be ~ nnted - gt.r,s,ge to

be located ~5 feet from Ingleside hvenue , 57 ft. fro~ Oak Street an

12.6 ft. from the rear line. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

7 - R. 'Ii'. Fit%:?atrick, for permission to construct chick!:t'! r.ouse 17 ft.

from side stre~t and 4 ft. from rear pro~erty line on Lot 398. ~~son

Terrace Subdivision. falls Church District. There was no opposition.

i"ir. Fitzpf:ltrick 5&id he would te.,.,r down the two old buildings now

existing and make one good one - approximc:.tely 11 x 18 feet. This

building should be 40 feet from the rOad- according to the L.rdinance.

The Chairman asked Hr. Schumann to investir,ate the deed. restrictions

reg~rding accessory buildings. This side street was a new street

which had caused the buildings to be located too close to the line.

The case was put over for Mr. Schumann's re~ort.

g - RObert D. Vaug~n. for permis~lon to construct detached garage 2 ft.

151
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from side prooerty line on

Falls Church District.

Lot 197. Section 3. tlestlawn Subdivision.

There were no objections. i"ir. ~ghn said if

;,he ;Jut the garage 10 feet from his sideline he ....'ould have to make a

very sharp turn to p;et into it. It would be cinderblock. Mr. Dawson

moved that the a pplic.. tion be ?;ranted since it would work a hardship

to locate it ~ronerly and since it was fireproof construction. Mr.

?iggott seconded. Carried.



152

9 -

February 21, 1950

C. B. O'Shaughnessy, (or permission to operate a gravel pit on 6

acres approximately 516 fe~t north of Leesburg Pike, approximately

1/2 mile east of Bailey's, Gross Hoads - opposite Washington-Virginia

airport, Falls Church District. This case w&s deferred, at the re

quest of the applicant.

I
10 - W, H. Craven, for permission to construct addition which will con

nect two existing buildings (gas station and tool end greas shed)

on 17.6501 acres on the north aide of 211, ap)roximetely 4-1/2

miles west of Centerville, adjacent to Bull Run, Centerville D1at-

rict. This 18 a nonconforming use granted or.ginally by the Board 0

Zoning Appeals. There would be no change in setb&cks. Mr. White

thought it all right. Mr. Smith moved that t he application be

granted since it. would in his opinion imnrove the Droperty and will

not ~dversely affect other property in the locality. Mr. Piggott

seconded. It carried.

11. Alice W. Smothers, for permission to erect Ii duplex dwelling on one

acre on Route 600 - .4 mile we5t of U.S.#l, Lee District. Mr. Smit

read the section from the Ordinance allowing a duplex dwelling.

Also he read the second definition of a duplex dwelling which cover

~~s. Smothers' type of building. There was no opposition. Mr.

Smith moved the application be granted because it does not adversel

aff act the neighborhood and the applicant can observe all proper

setbacks Dnd has sufficient area. Mr. Dawson seconded. Carried.

12 - Emma V. Scott, for permission to erect multiple housing on 8-1/4

acres immediately joining Hillwood Square Defense Project, approx

imately 600 feet from Cherry Street and a ppToximately 350· feet from

Shreve St't Falls Church District. This case was deferred at the

request of the applicant.

1) - Bernard Cornelius, for permission to operate a gravel pit on g acre ~.

approximately 2000 feet c~st of intersection of Shirley Highway and

Rt. 236 and SW approximately 650 feet to point of beginning, Falla

Church District. foir. Moncure represented the ap::,licant and Mr.

~hamblis represented the opposition. ~~. Chamblls presented a

motion to dismiss the case sin6e it was not, in his opinion within

the power of-the Board of Zoning Appeals to grant a gravel pit in a

hural Residence District, according to the Ordinance. Mr. Marsh

was present and concurred in Mr. Cbamb1is ' opinion. ~w.Chamb1is

said the Board had the right to grant a gravel pit only in an

Agricultural District. Mr. MOncure said he did not know of the op

position to his case and asked for a deferment in order to prepare

a case. Mr. Chamblis objected. Mr. Brookfield said this was too

I

I

I

I
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important a case to hea.r without viewing the property, and he though

a deferment might he the answer, \'ir. Moncure said this g round was

used as a gravel pit before the Ordinance. Mr. Brookfield thought

it Nas started by the }o'ederal Government when 11'1ey wanted gravel for

the ~uartermaster building and they just started taking gravel witho

a permit. Then others continued to use it l without a permit. Mr.

Moncure read from the Ordinance I Page 19 - G, Powers ~o gran~ Var

iances. Mr. }~r9h said this was not applicable ~o this C&3e, that

unless this use was in operation before the urdinance it was illegal

and thet the Board did not ha.ve the right to grant the use, that it

was the i~tent of the Ordinance to exclude gravel ~its from res-

idential districts, and had the power to E;rant gravel pits only in

those rural sections, known in the Ordinance as Agricultural Distric

Mr. l<tonc'lre said l't would '10 rk a great hardship to the applicant to

:ieny this case and again requested a continuance. I-lr. Dawson moved

that the case be deferred until the next meeting for further study.

l~. Piggott seconded. It carried.

14 - \Jarren Mowlin I for permission to construct addition to nonconforming

dwelling to come 26 feet from right-or-way line on 1/2 acre just

south of Rt. 629, a~proximately 1/2 mile east of intersecticn of

}629 and 241, Mt. Vernon District. There were no objections. The

road from which the setback is requested has never been opened, it i

a dedicate" road but ~robably will never be opened, since the oriE!n

OW:ler of this g round has indicated he will open a road on the west

side or lkr. Nowlin's ~roperty and abandon the present outlet. ~~.

Dawson moved that the applicGtion be granted - a 14 x 2g foot struc~

ture to be placed aast dnd west on the property and located 26 ft.

from t he right-cf~wE\;Y line. since it does not adversely affect other

~ro~erty owners and since the applicant can meet the required set-

back from the new road, if it is built. ~~. Piggott seconded. Carrie

15 - John ~. Neal. for permission to locate dwelling 19 feet from each

side line instead of 25 feet on Lot J. Boulevard ficres, on Mt.Vernon

Highway, 216 feet north of intersection of Mt. VaTnon Highway and

Ht. 628 intersection, r,1t. Vernon District. Mr. Neal purchased this

lot thinking the width was 103 feet but at t he building setback line

it is only 94 feet. The house is 56 feet wide which would not Bllo~

oroper setbacks at the building setback line. There were no ob-

jections. Mr, ~hite said this would not cr~ate a traffic hazard, Mr.

Neal showed his olans. Mr. Smith suggested Mr. Neal buy more ground.

It is not availBble. Mr, Neal said. Mr. Dawson moved that the appli-

cation be granted because the type of house to pe built is d distinc



quirements 1n setbacks. ~~. Smith seconded. Carried.

Mr. Fitzpatrick's case was brought up again. l·ir. Schumann showed

buildings. Mr. Dawson seconded. Carried.
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h Special Meeting of the Fairfax
County B08rd of Zoning Appesls was
held Tuesday, February 28,1950, in
the Board Room of the Fairfax
County Courthouse at 10 a.m. with
the following members present:
f4essrs: Dawson, Brookfield, Piggott,
and Smith. Mr. wnite was present
for the Zoning Administrator.

Atlas Motor Sales, Inc., for permission t a construct sales office

Lots 2, J, 4, East Fairfax Park, at Fairfax Circle, Providence

District. Mr. John Webb represented the Company. He said they

that lile f rant setback could not be granted. io"\r. Jawson said he did

cluttered up look. It balanced the buildings tetter to h... ve it off

to one side. Roanoke stl'eut has never been opened nor used, there-

Mr. Thomas was present ... the Lbairman called his case. The garage

~~--------~

will be of conderblock construction and 1s the only iJlace the ap-

ap't='lic£tion, garage to be cinder'block, and 2 feet from side and rea

plicent can ;>lace it on the lot. "ir. Dawson mo"led to grant the

building 10 feet from the right-of-way line of Roanoke street, on

wanted a 40 foot setback from Lee Boulevard too bu: ~~e Bca1d agree

backs to be 19 feet on each side. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

~~nted just a tem~orary building to use ~r sales of second hand

cars - the permit to run for one year only. They asked this var

iance to give more room to park the cars and not give the lot a

lines since t here is no other way a garage can be buH t meeting re ...

fore it ~'ould not crsate a traffic haziird. ···r. Webb said he really

Adjounnment.

quarry. There were no objections and nothing adverse t a granting t e

~ebruarv 21. 1950

improvement and asset to surrounding neighborhood and in keeping

"'lith present development and due to the narrowness of the lot, set.

a plat of the entire subdivision. The lot in question faces a

use only, 20 feet setback from the street right-of-way and 4 feet

from the rear line, since this was an improvement on the present

application in the deed restrictions. r~. Piggott moved thatthe

application be granted - an 11 x 16 ft. chicken house for family

;4
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not lIke t.o :)ut even a te_?Ort.ry bu.11dlR& in a loctltion 111t. that a8

it wa. olwa)"o d1tficult to g.t it .......od. Mr. \<Illit. tbo.."nt tho

district was destined to "uild up as a IIB.jar bualne88 eenter and

Koanolte Str••t would thou 1Io an illlpOl"tont otreet - it Il1gllt .._ a

h••aret fro. the atandpoint ot Ylalb1l1ty. Mr. \";ebb sale! ••n that

ti_ ca. th.,. too woulcl want to II'IOft the bui1d1nc aM anyhow the

Board had tho _trol and could haft tho buil<!i"f; .....Yad it it ••

• nulaanee. ~. Sldtb tboUfEht dill would c.....t.. a general req....t

b-oa others tor lee8 setback. Sl!\Ce the ,.,.rtIl1t .... reqo.eted tor

only one y.ar, Mr. SllIit.h lIOyed thitt the 6~pllc.!'\t be grAftt..t dJ,e

rl«ht. to build 8 '0 x 14 root build!n,.' wi th 650ft. settNielr: t!"9 th

rilllt-or-way ot :.ee 8oul~V60rd lind a 15 toct setback tro- Ute r1Jht

ot-way ot Roanoke Street J tlft ~rc1t to be {; r.,nUd tor a period of

.. year onl,. toecause 1 t. doffs not afrect. aft......l,. the '"HIlt d• .,.

elo.-ent (Ind \1M at &djoi:tlfli; p:oo,:Jel't7. hr. "1"ett eeoo!Mled. It.

carried.

Adj......-nt.
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Th. "gular Moetin,: of tho Fairf.x
Couftty Board ot Zoning Appeals was
held Tuesday, March 21. 1«pK). 1ft the
BoIor4 _ of tho Fairtll7. CoUllty
Court.houee at. 10 • ••• with the
.("ollowilw _lIburs pruent: V.eaars
De.W8OJ1. ltrooktleld. Pigott. ancl
_tho Mr. !lIlita, ZOlling Inspector,
lind ,.".. Sch_DD. ZoD1ag ndainiatra..
tor,were present.

The tollowing CIl.8a hb.d been deterred to this IA.ti~:

_ V. Scott. !or ;>erll1.aton to oroet aultipl. ho....inc on 8-1/4

.-eres loclited 1~i.t..ly joining Millwood. Sq.....re DIIlenee Pro~.et.

Falla Church District. This C6se W6I11 derer-red beatluse pl¥\.s end 1.,

out were not :lreeent. Mr. IDcktle1d ftJyed to defer. ;;r. !liggott

seconded. C£rrled.

George h. ?assela, Cor peraisdon to eonatru-et attached g"'Tale car--

port 5 tt. fro. side property line and t.o add 1. l"OOIN 'to dwelllna t.o

co.e 14 feetfrom side 11ne on Lots 11 and 12, FlrEt Ad~. to 'air

land, F£lls i.;hureh District. Mr. 'anelA said 1t was iW?Qeslble to

build sny ether place beeause the W'Ound slopes very quickly troa hie

house. l-fr. White had seen the orooert.~ and ar.reed. ..... Sllit.h -.eyed

to grant tt:.e a!l'llication be cause of to:>Ography. Mr. Piggott.
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seconded. Carried.

The case of Bernard Cornelius, for permission to operate a gravel

pit on g acres near intersection of Shirley Highway and Route 236

was withdrawn.

C. B. O'SchaughnessYJ for permission to operate a gravel pit on 6

acres located a pproxiln<1tely 516 ft. north of Leesburg Pike, approx

imately 1/2 mile eest of Bailey's X Roads, Falls Church District.

Mr. Andrew Clarke appeared as attorney for the applicant. Mr.

Clarke showed the general location of the property with relation

to surrounding ground and roads. The original pit haa been in op

eration since 1937 amd the applic8nL is asking for an extension of

the gravel pit on 6 acres adjoining. When the gravel is all taken

out the applicant will level the ground in accordance with zoning

regulations. Mr. Clarke presented a letter ft'om Blanche Adams and

Daniel Bell, joining property owners stating that they had no ob

Jections to digging gravel on the Of Shaughnessy ground. Mr. Har

rison also spoke - not objecting. His property is very near the

gravel pit. Also Mr. Ben had no objections.

The Chairman asked }1r. Schumann if he had a report from the Plan

ning Commission. Mr. Schumann said not 85 a body but the question

had been brought up whether or not the Board had the authority to

grant a gravel pit in any district other than an Agricultural and

this question had not been settled.

~~. John Rust appeared representing opposition. He said the or

iginal pit had been operated by the Northern Va. Construction Com

pany on a non-conforming basis and had been stopped by Mr. Stockton

Thc,t Mr. Q'Shaugnessy had <lIsa been stopped for operating without a

permit, that Mr. O'Sh. had done some leveling - under pressure from

opposition, that he was presenting a petition signed by )8 resident

in the neighborhood and Virginia Heights opposing the continuance 0

the operation. The petition is made a part of these records. The

petition states that expansion of the gravel pit was a detriment

to the health and safety of adjacent residents and to the general

detriment of adjacent values. Mr.' Rust stated that the Vetrans

Administration and FHA had refused to approve loans on adjoining

property until the ground (gravel pit) was graded and leveled in

conformance with what they considered proper for safety and health.

He also questioned the authority of the Board of Appeals to grant

a gravel pit in a Suburban Residence District, that clarification

of this question should be made before the Board had a right to

grant this application. He stated that Mr. Marsh was not in at

I

I

I

I

I



I

I

I

I

I

March 21. 1950

present but thl:lt 1"Ir. Gibson would come before the Boc:>rd and state

Mr. Marsh's opinion that the Board had no right to g rant this ap

plication. The Chairman asked for Mr. Gibson to appear. Mr. Rust

said there was standing water on the ground- holes that were danger

OUB.

Mr. Clarke said he had understood f om Mr. Rust that FHA would n

approve loans until the ground was in p opar condition and that Mr.

O'Sh. had agreed to level the @round Bnd drain it, in fact he was al

ready doing that - therefore there woul be no reason f or the 108ns

not being accepted. Mr. Clarke also st ted t hat Mr. DISh. had heen

told that he could go ahead with the gr vel pit after he had bought

the I§'ound f rom the Northern Virginia Co struction Company.

Mr. Gibson came in at this time aad sated Mr. Marshs l opinion tha

this g round would have to be rezoned to an agricultural district be

fore the Board could bTant a gravel pit The original ground was

used under a non-conforming use - Mr. B oakfield siad - and where

does the non-conforming use stop. Mr. ibsan said - When it reaches

the prDperty l1ne.

Mr. Glarke read from the Zoning Urdin nee, Page 19, Sect. G, which

section he believed allowed the BOBrd t grant this use. Mr. Gibson t

opinion was that t he Board could not gr nt an exception which was al

ready covered by the Urd1nance.

Mr. Brookfield asked how long the gra ing would take. Mr. QtSh.

said he was grading and leveling as he ent along but that it ~hould

t?ke about a year. Mr. Rust said that hat meant no loans could be

made and no construction in the Virgini Heights Subdivision could

t8.ke place for ~ year. Mr. Rust said 0 I Sh. had no right to go

into the 6 acres and if the Board grant d this right their only re

course would be to the courts.

Mr. Gibson thought the final determin tion should be made by the

Courts - just how far the Board of Appe Is could go, that this was

amounting to a rezoning. Mr. Smith ree lIed that a rezoning is a

permanent thing and a use permit tempor ry.

Mr. Payne who owns 10 acres near the g ravel pit had no objections

he had seen no damage from the already perating pit.

j~.i.r. ClBrke stated that zoning was for the purpose of" protecting

joining property - that there is nothin to restrict a man 1t'om takin

anything off his g round- restrictions c be placed on the condition

the ground is left. in- but that is all. This is merely extending a

use and under the Zoning urdinance t he can be required to

leave the ground with a proper finish, well sloped and drained. but
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that the Board has the ri~'t to grant this use under conditions.

FHA had !elated in a letter that t hey would approve IOllns pro

vided the ground is graded - 1 Bnd ? with a 4 ft. shoulder of if a

4 ft. archer wire fence is put around the property.

1-11-. Brookfield moved that the apolication be f! ranted provided Mr.

O'Shaugnessy put the ground 1n condition which FHA and the County

Zoning Urdlnance will approve (see Section F, l-e of the Zoning

Ordinance) and t hot the permit be granted ror 1 year. l-Il". Piggott

seconded the motion. Mr. Rust was asked if this motion would be

acceptable to his people. He said it would not be acceptable, that

bul1d1nt would be held u~ during that one year period. ~~. brook

field added the following rea50ns to his motion: That the County

Zoning Ordinance requires property to be put in shape not to be a

detriment to t he ground e.nd lef"t in a ~afe condition for building

purposes and that grading cannot be done without considerable 1055

to Mr. O'Shaughnessy unless he can t~ke the gravel off" of his

ground and sell it. Mr. Piggott, Brcokf"ield, and Dawson voted to

grant the application. ~r. Smith voted No.

New cases:

Wm. M. Smith, f"or permission to locate garage 28 ft. from street

right-or-way on Lot 32, Burnley View Subdivision, on Burnley Lan.,

Falls Church District. Mr. Smith saij the foundation Bno well wer

in when he bought the ground and be dad no idea but what he could

bUild, that many houses 1n the neighborhood were close to the fron

line. Mr. Smith moved that the application be deferred until Mr.

Brookfield could view the property. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

Woodlawn Water Co., Inc., for pe~18s1on to put in central water

system with overhead tank which holds 250000 gallons, on Lot 8,

Block I, Rolling Hills Subdivision, on Buckman's Road, Nt.Vernon

District. A letter was made a part of these records showing re

quirements of the Health Department. Mr. Wh1te thought the location

very good as it i8 high and no buildings are near. There was no

opposition. Mr. Brookfield moved to grant the application SUbject

to requirements of the Health Department. Mr. Piggott seconded.

Carried.

A. D. Jerkins. for permission to erect dwelling within 10 feet of

the side property line on Lot 8. Section 2. Wellington Heights, Mt.

Vernon District. There were no objections. Mr. Smith suggested

that the bUilding be put back farther on the lot sinee the lot

widens toward the rear. Mr. Jerkins said he was already back 75 it

and to go back farther would spoil his lot. Mr. Brookfield _Q.ed

I
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to grant the application because of the peculiar shape of the lot and

it being a corner lot. Mr. Piggott seconded. It carried.

4. - Dunn Loring Volunteer Fire Co., Inc., for permission to construct

addition to present fire house to come 18 feet from road abutting

on the south, Lot 8, George A. Merry Subdivision, on the west side

of Dunn Loring Road, #650, at inter.ection with Hunter Road, 698,

Providence District. Mr. Stickley represented the Company. this

should be a 45 ft. setback from a )0 ft. road. The addition will

be approximately 50 x 64 ft. Mr. Smith suggested that there would

be no traffic hazard because this was naturally a caution area. Th

was no opposition. Mr. Stickley said that this is a fast growing

area and the Company is looking toward the time when a paid fire

department will be needed. Mr. Smith moved to grant the applicatio

because it is a lot of record and the addition will not jeopardi~e

adjacent property nor create a hazard. Mr. Brookfield seconded.

It carried.

5. - James A. McWhorter, for permission to erect building for storage an

insulating materials, on part of Lot 15, Frank Hannah Subsivision,

Little River Pike at Annandale. Falls Church District. Ground con

tains 19,764 square feet. Mr. McWhorter explained his plats. This

ground is left over from the diVision of very large lots, in the

rear1 It has been used for the storage of lumber and water~

The Duilding to be erected would be approximately )0 e 60 feet. The

ground is of no use for residential purposes. A right-at-way has

been left for entrance from McWhorter place. But Mr. McWhorter

wishes to have a right-of-way from Little River Pike. They will

store insulating materials and some lumber in the building. This
originally

lot was planned/for a water tank because of its high elevation.

There were no objections. The Zoning Administrator could not give

a permit for this use - therefore the recourse to theBoard of

Appeals. Mr.Schumann read Section XII Par. G from the Ordinance

under which regulation the Board might grant this use. Mr. Me

Whorter said the ground would not be used for active business since

it was eQ~poorty located. It would be used only for storage of mater

ials until they could be used else~ere. He would need this use fa

approximately 3 years. Mr. Smith said he was not in favor of a

commercial use here but as this was an enclosed area and not planoe

to be ~sed actively commercial it probably was all right. He moved

to grant the application in accordance with the application pre

sented, the permit to be granted for a period of J years, the build

ing to conform to all setbacks and regulations as required by the

Ordinance, granted due to the specific location of the property. Mr

Brookfield seconded. Mr. Schumana said this was not an accessory
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building and would have to observe a 15 foot setback on the sides

The motion carried.

Bernice Ferrand, for permission to erect an attached garage with

in 10 feet of the side property line on Lot 31, Merry Oaks Sub

division, 1/4 mile south of Route 1 on the west side of Rt. 650,

Yrovlden~~ District. Capt. Pfalsgraph, the next door neighbor,

objected to the dwelling being extended to come 15 feet of his

line, a~ it would cut off his view of his back yard from the fron

and devaluate his property. Mrs. Ferrand said she could not have

a detached garage as it would be over the septic field. The

Captain presented a petition against the construction. The ap

plication was denied - Mr. Smith made the motion and Mr.Brookfiel

peconded. Carried.

7 - H. Walter Price, for permission to construct addition to dwell-

/ {P 0
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ing to come 19 feet from side property lIne and 50 feet from front

property line. on Lot 2~, Section 2, Braddock acres, on Braddock

Road, Falls Church District. There were no objections. Mr. White

had seen the property and ssw no reason to object since the back

yard has the septic field and the applicant cannot have a de

tache,d garage. Mr. Brookfield moved to grant the application and

Mr. Piggott seconded, since this is the only wayan addition can

be placed.

Charles B. Fox, Jr., for permission to locate dwelling 36 feet

from front property line instead of 50 feet on Lots 92 and 93,

Valley View Subdivision, on Hillcrest Drive, Mt.Vernon District.

The back of the lot slopes to a ravine making construction too ex

pensive if the house were located in accordance with the Ordinance

Since tnere was a question about the other lots and the roads in

the locality. Mr. Schumann offered to get the plat of the SUbdivi

sion. The case was deferred until later in the day.

D. W. Hamilton and Mary 8all, for permission to locate dwelling 42

reet from front property line, approximately 1/2 mile south of in

tersection of $641 and #126, Lee District, located on Old Ox Road

on the left side going south. The applicant has a very narrow

strip of land and cannot meet the setback requirements. There are

about 5 acres between him and the new Ox Road, 12). Mr. White

said the old house was non-conforming and the applicant simply

wanted to put on an addition, and it would work a hardship if

denied, he thought this was an honest request for relief. Mr.

Brookfield said he did not think the Board had the right to deny

this application since the lot was so shallow~ There was no oppo

sition. Because of the shape of the lot, Mr. Brookfield moved to

grant the application and Mr. Piggott seconded. It carried.
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Mr. Schumann brought the plat for Mr. Fix' application. There were

no objections. Mr. Brookfield moved to grant the application due

to the peculiar topographical conditions. Mr. Piggott seconed. It

carried.

10 - Belle Haven Realty Corporation, tor permiseion to have les8 than re

qUired setback on pump Islands. permitting northerly puap island

centerline to be approxi.ately 40 feet from edge of pa«lng, and

southerly pump island centerline to be approximately 47.5 feet from

edge of paving. on lot 82 1 x 29).91' x 242.45' x 210.59' at souther

1,. corner of Ft.. Hunt Road andU. S. ,I, Belle Haven Subdivision, Mt

Vernon D18trlct. there was no opposition. Mr. Schuaann said no

setbackS were figured fro. the edge of the paving - that the build

Ing itself would have ~ have a variance which the applicant had no

asked for and the applicant would a180 have to have a varianea fra

Ft. Hunt Road which waa not covered in the application. Mr. Dawson

said there was plenty of visibility at this corner - but that the

applicant had not asked for the proper setbacks under this appli

cation, therefore the Board could not grant theee eetbacks. It wal

IIOYed to defer the application. Mr. Brookfield maTed the d.rernaeD

and Mr. Piggot t seconded. Carried.

11 - Edward P. Doran. for permission to locate ga801ine P~P8 for fl1l

ing atation, 37 feet fro. right-of-way of U.S.ll, Parcel No. I,

Barley Farms SubdlYlsion, SE corner of U.S.1l and Forrest Dri.e,

Mt. Vernon District. Mr. Dawaon said there .a8 plenty of view and

no traffic ha.ard. The bUilding i8 back a sufficient dietance. Mr.

Brookfield _oved to grant the application since it ls not object

ionable and not a traffic hazard.· Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

Mr. S.lth suggested that theBoard adjourn for lunch. NTe. Pace

eald ahe had a..1l children and asked if her caee could b. heard.

There were no objectlona.

IS - Frank C. Page. for per.is.ion to r ..odel dvelling into duplex

dwelling. on the eaat side of Rt. 650 between Old Da.1n10n Railroad

and Rt. 695. approximately 650 feet from railroa4 tract., Proyidenc

District. Mrs. Page sai4~they had • large houle and wiahed to fix

it to bring ln aome inco.e. Mr. S.ith said since aeal-4etached

hou••• were 8110'll'ed only in an urban dist.rict - could the Board act

on this? Mr. SchUll8DD said the a.endment to the Ordinance of Dec

e.ber. 1949 was written to cover seai-detached houses on large de,

eloPMnts and not a single dupleJ: on an individual lot. Mr. SIIitb

thought thil should be clarified by the Board of luperYieorw before

the Board act. There were·no objections. Mrs. Jackson. a neigh

bor and Mrs. Black aaid tbey were perfectly in accord with Mrs.

Page haVing the duplex, that ap.rt..ntl were already in the ne1gb-
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borhoad and it would not hurt anyone to have this duplex. Mr.

12 -

Piggott moved to defer the caee until clarification could be had

from theBoard of Supervisors. Mr. Brookfield seconded. ~~. Smith

moved that Mr. Schumann be instructed to get the information re

quested from the Board regarding the authority of the Board of

Appeals to act on duplex houses. Mr. Brookfield seconded. Both

motions carried.

General Industries, Inc. This was deferred as the applicant coul

not be present. Mr. Piggott made the motion to defer, Mr. Brook-

I

I
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field seconded. Carried.

13 - The case of Julius Wadsworth was withdrawn.

14 - Groft Bnd Anderson, Inc., for permission to erect a 40 x 20 foot

addition to present shed on property line, 2406 Duke Street (So.

side). Falls Church District. This is an addition to a non-con

forming building on the 11ne - Roberts Lane. Mr. White and Mr.

Crain both thought Robert~ Lane would never be used to any extent

as it leads immediately to tbe railroad tracks. There were no

obje~tion8. Mr. Brookfield moved that the appli~ation be granted.

Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried. (reasons - the road i8 pra~tically

unused and would not be a traffic hazard)

Brown Rolston, Jr. for permission to ~onstruct garage with one

room oyer it as addition to present dwelling, to come 15 reet fr

side property line on Parcel D (approximately 5 acres) approximate

ly 1350 feet south of Route 66) and )/6 mlle weat of intersection

of 68) and 676, Providence District. Mr. Rolston presented a

letter fro. Admiral Miller the only near neighbor affected saying
Mr. Rolston

he had no obje~tions to the addition. He/Showed his plans and

the general layout. Accord1ng to the applicant this 1s the only

place aD addition could be put on the house without either cuttin

off the air or light from other rooms or obstructing the View. It

ia the logical p18~e 88 it borders the kitchen and would be in

proper relation to the other rooms. Tbis &round 1s broken up into

large tracts and no other houses would be built near. Mr. White

saw no objections. Mr. Smith suggested the applicant might buy a

10 foot strip from the Admiral in order to meet:the setback. Mr.

Rolston thought that would not be possible unless perhaps be could

trade some land at the end of the acreage. Also the land £all_

sway quite abruptly and ie not practical for bUilding. Since ther

was the possibility of Mr. Rolston buying the 10 foot strip to mee

his setback, Mr. Brookfield moTed to deny the application. Mr.

smith seconded. Carried.

17 - Peter Chacon&s, for permission to construct duplex dwelling on the

north side of Rt. 709, approximately 1/2 aile west of intersection

I
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with Route 649, Lot 9, Holme8 Run Acres. Falls Church District. The

Chairman suggested that this case be handled the same as the Page

case - to hear it but defer dec1sion until final word from the Boar

of Supervisors on theBoard of Appeals' authority to act. There

were no objections. Mr. Schumann asked the applicant if he had ob

tained an ok from the Health Department. He had not. He was asked

to get this and a declsion will beforwarded to him after word from

the Board or Supervisors. Mr. Brookfield moved to deCer the appli

cation and Mr. Piggott seconded. It carried.

Charles J. Harnett. George Ford, Robert Cummings, Trustees, for per

misslon to locate attached garage on each of the lots described be

low, 6 feet trom the side property line, all in Parcel 3, Section

I~A: Lots 1)-41, incl., Block Ej Lots 19, 20 J Block Fj I-II, incl.,

Bloek G; 108. Block H; 1_11, incl., Block K; 1-21, incl" Block L;

all in Bucknell Manor J Mt. Vernon District. Mr. Harnett represent

ed the Trustees. The first part or this Section was approved for

this sa.~ variance by the Board and this application as asking for

the continuance of that already appro~8d section. This was not

applied for at thatttme as the plat wae not prepared. Mr. Harnett

said theY,were planning to carry out the sa.. idea 8a in Section 1

that the ho.ee would be *aifora and in harmony witb good planning,

that fire protection was already installed - which would not inert

insurance rates. Mr. Smith asked wby the applicant eould not con

tor- to the regulations aince this subdiviaion ... set up after the

. Ordinance went into effect. Mr. Harneit said there had been lome

discrepancy in the layout. Mr. Smith .aid the developers had tak~

it for granted that their ~ariance would be granted _ that this

would have the same arrect 8S row hou.... Mr. DawBon said the other

section, developed in this way, did Dot give a crowded impreslion-

in fact it was very attractive. Mr. Smith said tn.Board wall laying

itaelf wide open for others to come up with the aue request. Mr.

Dawson said if they didnt grant this - we would have a long list of

individuals coming up for variances Which the Board would al.ost

have to grant - either detached or attached garages. Mr.Smith said

he thought they were crowding too .uch on auch emall lata and the

Board wa. ICing too Car to reduce the requirementa to thi. extent.

Mr. Harnett detailed the expenses to the developer and stated that

they could not economically develop on larger lots. and still sell

inexpensive homes - they were trying to .erve people in the lower or

medium income group - that this waa naturally an Urban distriet, the

pattern is already set by Sectlon I.A, that this was simply a parall I

request to the first application. Mr. S.ith moved that the applica_

tion be deferree. Mr. Brookfield seconded. Carri.d.
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19 - Charles.J. Harnett., George Ford, Robert CW81ns;s, Truste.s, for

p.~ia81oft to looat. detached garale 20 r.et fro- rear l1ne

(Que.der Roael) and 6 reet fra- aiel. line on Lotll 1)-41, incl ••

Section 1-1,· Block E, Bucknell Manor, Nt. Vernon District. This

application was deferred alao to be taken up in connection with

the sirdlar application by the aaa. applicant. Mr. Saith ..de the

IIIOtion and Mr. Brookfield .econded. Carried.

20 - Walter C. Crain, for permission to complete dwelling to come 15

feet from right-of~way I1ne of Fort Rill Drive, Lot 2, Seetion C,

Wilton Woods, on Wilton Road and Fort Hll1 Drive, Mt. Vernon

District. ~w. Crain explained his plats. When the survey was

made it did not follow the original road. The dwelling across th

street from the one in question was planned to fit the ground but

it was found that the house did not meet the required setbacks.

The road was moved to give the proper setbacks on the first house

in order to clear the property for loan purposes. The second

house was started and is too close to the road. This serves only

the two houses and would not create a traffic hazard. There is

sufficient ground in the lot to meet requirements. The ground

slopes making it difficult to place the buildings in any other

location. Mr. Smith moved to grant the applic&tlon because of to

pography and the ract that t he lot was of record prior to the

Ordinance and it would not create a traffic hazard and tecause of

the naturally restricted use of this side street. Mr. Brookfield

seconded. Carried.

~l - Bernice Carter Davis, for permission to subdivide part of Lots

51, 52, 53, and possibly parts of 50 and 55, on the southwest cor'

ner of Mt. Vernon Me~c~~~l Hlohway and Virginia Avenue into lots

two or which will contain less than the area requirements of the

Zoning Ordinance, Nt. Vernon District. Mrs. Davis sald she had

commitments for water to be r urnished to these lots. The Health

Department had given ok fOT septic tanks. She had ~he lots div1d

ed tentatively giving a good frontage but not sufficient area ••~.

Dawson said he thought this would be all right but he wanted to

gee an exact survey of the lines of the lots. Mrs. Davis said an

accurete survey ,",ould be made immediately if this were granted.

Mr. Dawson said he thought the Planning Commission should approve

the ~lat before the Board passed on it. Mr. Brookfield moved

that the a.pplication be deferred for a surveyors plat. Mr. Smith

seconded. Carried. This w111 be taken up on April 4 when the

plats are to be presented.
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Arthur Pomponio, for permission to erect dwelling with a 2) Coot

rear yard instead of 25 feet as renuired by the Ordincnce on 13,532

sQuare taut located at the northeast corner of West Street and the

proposed Arthur Drive, Falls Church District. Mre Pomponio was not

present. Mr. Cunningh&m appehred since his property backs up to

the Pomponio property and he had que3tioned the rear setback on

this pro?erty. Mr. Schumann said there was ~o definite determlna
II.

ticn 1n the Ordinance on which was the tear yard on c orner lots.

That kr. Pomponio was moving the foundation or the part of the house

that violated the setback, making it conform to a 25 foot setback.

He asked the Board to suggest an amendment to the vrdinance to

clarity which was the back yard on corner lots. It was suggested

thAt the narrow side of the lot be considered the front and the back

yard opposite this narrow side, i£ the lot is square the street with

the I'!'lO at development should be conside:"ed the front. l6r. Brookfield

su~~ested that this amendment be prepared and subMitted to the Board

of Zoninr Appeals for ap?roval.

The case of C. A. Seoane, tor permission to operate a golf dri,lng

range was withdrawn.

Mr. Brookfield moved that any member of the Board of Appeals who

had an idea for amendments to the Zoning Ordinance to Contact Mr.

Schumann to contact Mr. Schumann so the amendment could be presented

.loCO

I

to theBoard April 4. Mr. Smith seconded. Carried.

24 - Mr. Brookfield.----moved and Mr. Smith seconded the motion to defer the

case of Paul T. Stone Cor permission to erect multiple housing.

l~. Brookfield suggested that a resolution be prepared for the

Board of Supervisors and Planning Comndssion for discussion regard

inG the fu.tu.re policy toward gravel pits. 6fl tha record a£ SlS ..h1.-

pits r8B:~at.

I
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The Regular ..et1ng of the Fairfax
County Board ot Zoning Appeals wae
held. Tuesday, April t.. 1950, 1n the
Board Roo. ot the 'alrtu: County
Courthou•• at 10 •••• with the
following memera present: Messrs
Dawson, Brookfield, Piggott, Smth.
M:r. Whlta, Zoning Inlp.ator and Mr.
Sch~DD, Zoning Ada1nlatrator were
present.

1... Lee Boul....rd Baptist Church t tor permission to erect addition to

present buUllog with le88 than the required setback on the north

west corner of Le. Boulevard and Westcott Street, Fall. Church Dist

rict. Mr. Franks appeared tor the church. Mr. 'rank: said the church

I
.£-

I
was only temporary ... it '"18 built during the early

the subdivision and 18 t 00 close to Lee Bouln'ard.

constructlon of

•The,. wat to ex-

tend the church along Lee Boulevard with an additlon of 46 x 32 t.et.

The 'serYice drive haa never been put in in !"ont 01' the c:hurc:h and t.h

Highway Department said it would not be put in because at a ateep

elope in the ground. Mr.. Dawaon thought this IIl1.ght be a trat"1'1c: has

aret. Mr. Brookfield eugs.steel that ito Il1At be w.ll to g1'9'. a tem

porary permit ror one or two y.ars.. Mr. Frank .aid they waDud to

build a p.runent building aD thie sa" ground which would b. proper

ly located. ac:cording to setbacks and & limited pel'll11t would suit hill.

Mr. Brookrield .oyed that the applicant be g ranteel a per-lit ror one

year to construct a fra.. addition ~g x )2 reet - to co.. 10 feet fro

the .enice drive rlght-of..vay, which would be 30 f.et frail the Lee

Boulevard right-ot-way. the addition to be adjoining and connected

to the present temporaTJ atructur.. Mr. Smith ••canded the IIOtion.

It carried ..

2 - Brown Rolston, Jr. for permission to construct garage with room o.,.e

it as addition to dwelling to colll8 15 teet tram s ide line on 5 acr.e

approxi.llBtely 1350 teat south or Route 683 aDd 3/8 II1le we.t of inter

aection of 663 and 676. Mr .. Brookfteld lDOyed to r.open this ca••

which had been denied at the laat ..etiI1& becau.e at new ....id.nc•• Mr

Smith aeconded.. Carried.. Mr .. Rolston showed hie plate and photo

graphs of hie hou•• trOll different angl... AdJairal M1ller's hou..

'e the nearest residence to Mr .. Roleton'e and the only bouee a1'1'ected.

The two buildiogl!l are 100 teet apart. The Admiral wae present and he

no objections. In tact he said that buildiJ1l the garage in the loc&;

t10D required by the Zon1ng Ordinance would d.fin1tely be a detri..n

to hie property ae it would cut 01'1' hie view which was 'the important

feature ot htl land - large windowe look oyer this "ie",.. Aa Mr ..

Rolston hed planned the addition it _e no obetruction and we a de

tinite u.prov8..nt to the house. The plc'turea .howed a abed which i.

located ln the 11n. of vislon at the Adairal'a "iew. Mr .. Brookfield

I
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thought the shed was just as detrimental to view as a detaehed garage

would be. He moved that the application be granted provided this shed

be torn down within a year, the application to be granted because of

the peculiar position of the two houses and the addition be allowed

to come 15 feet of the side property line. Mr. Piggott seconded. It

carried.

J - Mr. and Mrs. E. B. Montgomery, for per~ssion to operate a summer

theatre for approximately 9 weeks during the summer saason on ground

owned by the applicants and known as Collingwood, located approximate

ly 13S0 feet east of Mt. Vernon Memorial Highway, near the junction

with Route 628, Nt. Vernon District. Mr. Smith said that according to

the Ordinance he could not see where the Board had the right to grant

this application - that theatres were listed only under General Bus

iness Districts and it W8a entirely out of the jurisdiction of the

Board to grant a General Business use in a Rural Residence District.

In fact. that there is nothing in the Ordinance about a temporary

theatre. Mrs. Lawson said Mr. Schumann had suggested that the Mont

gomerys come beCore the Board just for that reason - there was nothing

in the Ordinance to allow this use and neither he nor the applicants

wished to re-zone the land to General Business. The Board could re

strict the use for a summer theatre only. Mr. Smith thought there

might be repercussions if the Board over stepped its jurisdiction.

Mr. Brookfield thought that since there was nothing conflicting in the

Ordinance the Board did have a right to handle this. Mr. Schumann ca

in at this time and restated his reasons for asking the Board to act

on this. He said that the Board had acted in similar csses-granting

certain uses rather than to throw the ground open to any business use

which re-zoning would do. Mr. Brookfield moved that it was the opinio

ov theBoard that since there was no other conflicting clause set forth

in the Ordinance, the Board had the right to act because of precedence

set by former actions taken by the Board. Mr. Piggott seconded. It

carried. Parking was discussed, adequate space 1s already provided

and in use for the restaurant, the entrances and exits are very well

established and not in any sense hazardous. The theatre itself would

be back about 1000 feet from the Highway with the stage approximately

20 x 40 feet and a seating section of approximately 50 x 70 fee~. No

loud amplifier will be used, only a microphone such as is used in any·

theatre.

Mr. R. P. Stevens from National Capitol Parks was present to rep

resent the interests of that body. He said they wanted to go on reco

as opposing a rezoning. Entrances were discussed. The installation
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of the theatre will be practically screened from the Boulevard by

trees and shrubs.

Mr. Herbert Newell was present from the Mt. Vernon Citizens ASBa-

eiation. He said that since the Association was very evenly divided

regarding there! feeling about the theatre (half for and half against

they did not pass a resolution but were simply stating their opposi

tion to a re-zonlng and wanted the time of the permit limited.

Mrs. Bernice Davis also spoke - wanting to know if food and drinks

would be served after the theatre. Mr. MOntgomery said they had no

thought of serving anything after the theatre was out.

Mr. White thought the intent of the Ordinance was to give relief 1n

temporary cases of this kind, that it was fair to grant this under re

strictions. Mr. Brookfield moved to grant a temporary permit for a
and

theatre to be located on approximately 8 acres/not less than 1000

feet off of Mt. Vernon Highway, on the east side, at Collingwood and

that the permit be good until January 1, 1951. Mr. Smith seconded.

It carried.

4 - The case of Bernice Davis had been deferred from the last meeting

for a plat showing the exact sizes of the lots involved. (Lots 10-

cated on the southwest corner of Mt. Vernon Memorial Highway and

Virginia Avenue) Mrs. Davis showed the plats with division into lot

under the half acre size. Mr. Schumann scaled one of the lots which

he said would be very difficult to get a house on. He suggested

that ~~s. DaVis take 10 feet away from the n!ghborlng lot to give

more width to this smaller lot. This was satisfactory to Mrs. Davis.

Mr. Schumann drew the lots with this additional width - and the bor-

dering lot will less tha~ the 10 feet in width. Mr. Schumann worded

the motion for Mr. Brookfield (in order to make it perfectly clear)

that the application be granted subject to subdivision of the lots

in accordance with the plat attached because this division was in

harmony with the Subdivision Ordinance. Mrs. Davis said she would

have Mr. Swetnam make a print of the plat as revised and give it to

the Zoning ortice for their records to use for future building per

mits and reference to proper lot sizes. Mr. Piggott seconded the

motion. Carried.

5 - Alfred Kidwell, for permission to construct commercial dairy barn to

be located nearer to property line than required bY,the Ordinance,

on 200 acres located on the north side of Hunter Mill Road, 1 mile

west of the W &0 D Railroad. Mr. Smith had seen the property and

drew a diagram on the board showing location of all buildings. The

addition would be a barn 110 feet long - located 50 feet from the
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house and 76 feet from the property line instead of 100 feet as re

quired. If the barn were located 1n the only other possible place, 1

would be too far away from the other buildings to be practical. The

ground 18 sloping and the usable ground would not give width enough to

meet the required setback without working a dlstttct hardship for the
District

applicant. The/Health Department requires that a dairy barn be at

least 50 feet from the house. Mr. Smith moved to grant the applica

tion - the building to be located 76 feet from the adjoining property

line, due to the topography and narrowness of the property snd in

order to meet the requirements set by the District Health Depart-

ment, which requires the barn to be 50 feet from the house. Mr.

Brook£ield seconded. Carried.

Mr. D~on suggested that regarding Mr. Harnett's applications £or

attached garages to come too close to the side lines and which were
had

de£erred at the last meeting to April 18th, he/thought this over very

carefully with reference to the appearance o£ these garages as compar

ed with similar developments with attached garages. He thought the

attached garages with less than the required setback made a much more

attractive setup than detached garages which met the setback require-

ments. He invited the Board o£ Appeals, PlanningComm1ssion I Board o£

Supervisors, and Mr. Schumann to view various subdivisions with this

type of development in mind and to have dinner afterwerds at Penn

baw. The time £or this meeting will be eet later - each one would be

noti£ied.

Informal discussion -~~~I~'~E~h~.~r~..~.~.~.~ on gravel pits followed.
""-.\)

Voted to adjourn.
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(See Page laJ for minutes for April 25, 1950)

May 2. 1950

A Special Meeting of the Fairfax
County Board of Zoning Appeals was
held Tuesday, May 2, 1950, in the
Board:Room or the Fairfax County
Courthouse at 10 a.m. with the
following members present: Messrs
S.Cooper Dawson, J.W.Brookfield
W.S.Elgin J T.I.Piggott, and Veriin
Smith. Mr. H.F.Schumann, Zoning
Administrator and E.R.White, Zoning
Inspector were present.

Mr. Brookfield acted a 5 Chairman
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The case of Sam W. Cox for permission to live 1n garage until

dwelling is completed, which expires this month was extended tor

one year ~ until May 2, 1951, at the request of Mrs. Cox. Mr.

Dawson made the motion Mr. Piggott seconded.

1 - Ida S. Foster, for permission to locate dwelling approximately 25

feet from Lee Blvd. instead of )0 feet on pert of Lot IS and 17.353

souare feet, Birch Subdivision, Fells Church District. Consul Gen

eTal Foster appeared. The Board had previously granted a 30 foot

setback on this lot and the Zoning office gave approval of founda-

tion check. The house was located and completed. The title Com_

pany discovered that the setback was 25 feet instead of 30 ft. at

one corner of the house. Mr. White said he had inspected the !OC&-

tion and could not measure it properly because the ground was very
~

rough 50 he took the wo~of the builder that the setback was in

accordance with the plat. Mr. Dawson said that it would certainly

be an expensive proposition to move the house and since there were

no objections and there was no obstruction to traffic or Visibility

he moved to grant the application, and since there was an error in

the inspection. Mr. Elgin seconded. Carried.

2 - Mary F. Shultz, for permission to erect tourist cabins on Lots 9.10,

11, and 12, Crystal Springs Subdivision, Centerville Oistricta Mr.

and Mrs. Shultz appeared before the Board. They showed the general

plan of proposed development - meeting all setbacks and setting the

buildings 100 feet back from the boulevard. Mr. Roy Swazey appeared

in opposition representing property owners in Crystal Springs. He

showed a plat of the subdivision and indicated the position of the

dwellings which would be behind this business development making a

bad entrance to the residential section. He stated that much of the

SubdiVision is not yet built on and this business would discourag~

people from putting up nice homes and would ultimately depreciate

the value of the entire section. This too would be an opening wedge

to other business which it 1s not believed tl needed nor is it

wanted. Also he stated that this was in effect spot zoning which is

definitely discouraged by the Planning Comrnission. Mrs. Ferguson

who owns ground joining this proposed court spoke in opposition. She

recalled that this same ground was up for rezoning in June 1947 and

refused by the Board of Supervisors. Mr. Swazey called on the fol-

lowing residents to express their opposition: ~r. Smith, Mr.Zolkin,

Richardson, Thomas andBottw all stated that this would detract from

their property values and that it was not in keeping with a purely

residential section.
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Mr. Swazey offered a patition opposing and filed letter, with the /7 /
case from various people 1n the neighborhood opposing.

~~. Sh~tz said there were other tourist courts ne&r and the lots

were not good for residential use since they were directly on the

busy boulevard and subject to noise. he felt that in the future it

would be business all along the boulevard. He felt that an attrac

tive installation would not be a detriment.

Mr. Smith read '&-om the Urdinance Bnd suggested that t he Board had no

right to create more business since there was apparently no need tor

further business at t his point. Mr. Elgin moved to deny the applica

tion since it was not in keeping'With the general intent of the Zoning

Urdinance. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried. Mr. Shultz noted an appe

would be made.

J - Centerville Volunteer Fire Department, for permission to erect f'ire

station with less than required sideyards on part of' a 5 acre tract

Ioeated on the west side of Rt. 2g about 600 feet south of Lee High

way, Centerville District. Mr. Dye had donated the lot f'or the fire

department and had no objectionsto the building being put on the line

as he expects to ask for business zoning on this lot bordering the

tire department lot. Mr. Brooke on the opposite side does not oppose

the installation. There were no objections. Mr. Zlg1n moved to grant

the application as he thought it an asset to the community. but made

it contingent upon Mr. Dye requesting business zoning on his lot. Mr.

Smith thought this was not necessary since this is really a community

building. Mr. Piggott seconded. The idea of the rezoning was strick

from the motion. It carried.

4 - J. W. Crown, for permission to erect attached garage within"" feet of

the sideyard and an addition to present dwelling to come 13 feet from

side property line on Lot I, Block B. Alpine Subdivision, Falls

Church District. There was no opposition. The construction would be

all brick. It is joining commercial property on one side - all com

mercial to Annandale. The applicant cannot go back further with the

addition because of the septic field. He wants the garage on this

side to shield his home f rom any possible comn,ereial development on

that side of his property and it would add to the attractiveness of

his house. Mr. Dawson moved that due to the location of the septic

tank and field the applicant be g ranted a 13 foot setback from the

east line and a gar6ge 4 feet from the west line - all construction t

be masonry. Mr. Elgin seconded. It carried.

5 - C. B. Miller, for permission to construct addition to existing non

conforming restaurant with less setback from front right-or-way than
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required, setback to be the same as existing building, on 6.626

acres on the south side of Lee Highway, approximately 1-1/2 mIle

west of Kamp Washington. Centerville District. There was no oppo

sition. Mr. White said a consistent policy by lee Board would re

ject this application since it was the intent of the Urdinance to

get rid of non-conforming businesses instead of adding to them. but

that if the Board denied tUs application it was penalizing a man

for having a growing business. Mr. Miller said he could not go ba

further with his addition as there were several very large trees he

did not wish to take out. Mr. Miller told of a misunderstanding

in the zoning office - when the Inspector told him to go ahead with

his footings. He bought the material and when he asked for a build

ing permit he was told he would have to go before the Board. The

materials were in his yard waiting the result of this hearing. Mr.

White -had no recollection of having told ~~. ~ller to go ahead.

~~. Elgin moved that the Board grant the application. Mr~ Piggott

seconded. Mr. Smith and Dawson voted No. Mr. Elgin and Piggott

voted Yes. hr. Brookfield voted to deny the application which was

the deciding vote and the application was denied.

Sol Netzer, for permission to locate gasoline pumps 26 feet 6 "

from Leesburg Pike right-Of-way instead of 50 feet on 29,973 square

feet on the north side of Leesburg Pike, ap?roximately 175 feet fro

intersection with Powell Street, Falls Church District. Mr. Lewis

Leigh appeared with Mr. Netzer. This 1s across from Culmore next to

a general business lot. Since the applicants ground is zoned rural

business it makes his front setback 50 feet f rom the property line

while the lot joining has a setback of 30 feet. He wants the same

setback as the general business lot. Mr. Dawson Illoved that due to

the fact that Standard 011 was locating gasoline pumps on the join

ing lot 30 feet from the front property line - the applicant be

granted the same setback. There were no objections from those

present. Mr. rag!n seconded. Carried.

Hilda Cohn, for permission to locate detached garage 2 feet from sti

property line and 2 feet from rear property line on Lot 22, Block6,

Fairhaven SubdiVision, Mt. Vernon District. Mrs. Cohn said it was

impractical to locate the garage 10 fee~ from the side line because

it was too near to an extension on the rear of her house - the car

could not get in and out. Mr. Dawson moved that due to the fact

that theBoard had granted many applications like this because of

the narrowness of the lot and impossibility of getting the car into

the garage the application be granted. Mr. Elgin seconded. Carried
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g - The case of Chnrles B. Overly for permission to eome 7 feet from sid

property line on Lot 8, City Park Homes was withdrawn.

9 - Mrs. Eugene McWheaton, for permission to construct addition to tour1

cottage to come 18 feet from street right-oi-....ay on gro und located 0

the west side of U.S.HI, 1/4 mile south of Mt. Vernon High School,

!'~ Vernon District. This court is known as T....in Oaks. The street

dead ends at this building. There were no objections. This is an

old building and this one side if the only place an addition con be

put. Mr. Dawson moved that the ... pplication be granted according to

the plat - H! feet from the rear property line. due tot he drainage

field which is on the north side of the building. Mr. Elgin 5 econded

Carried.

10 - James Pichowske, for permission to erect sign approximately 68 sq.

ft. which is larger than allowed by the urdinance. The sign purchas

ed Nov. 21, 1949 _~after the sign amendment was p8~sed. Ground lo

cated on east sidd of U.S.#I, 1/2 mile north of Penn Daw, Mt.Vernon

District. Mrs. Pichowski said they purchased the sign not knowing

about the sign amendment. ~t was actually 64 square feet with the

cutouts. Mr. Dawson moved to grant the application. Mr. Elgin

seconded. Carried.

11 - John and Carole Whitlock, for permission to construct porch and gar

age addition to come 6" from side line on Lot 31, Section 3, City

Park Homes, Falls Church District. Mr. ~fuitlock said they intended

to use asbestos shingles. ~~. Dawson thought this was too close for

a non-fire proof construction. He moved to grant the application

because of the narrowness of the lot - the construction to be masoor

Mr. Elgin seconded. Carried.

12 - John Loughran, for permission to erect multiple housing on 16.402

acres on the south side of Little River Pike, adjacent to Lee

J~ckson School property, approximately 210 feet west of Seminary Rd

FaIle Church District. There was no one present to represent th1s

case so it was not officially heard. However, there was considera

ble opposition present and the Chairman asked if they wished to be

heard informally. The following spoke against the proposed use:

Mrs. David Rodway, Mrs. Newell Blair, ~rs. Dean Snyder, Mrs. Arthur

Richardson. They protested the already crowded schools. Mrs.

Rodw~y said the developer should be required to provide &dequate

schools for the added children which a development or this kind

would bring. The dase was deferred.

The followIng cases had been deferred from previous meeting:

Two cases of Charles Harnett, George Ford, and Robert C~:mlngs war
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taken up although Mr. Harnett was not present.

1. For permission to loc~te Bttached garages 6 feet from side

line on Section I-A, Parcel 3 - Lots 13-41) incl. Block Ej 19-20,

Block Fj 1-11 incl. Block OJ 1-8 incl. Block H; 1-11. incl, Kj

1-21, Block L; ~ucknell Manor, Mt. Vernon District.

2nd. For permission to locate detached garages 20 feet from rear

line (Quander Road) and 6 ft. from side lIne, Section I-A, Block

E, Lots 12-41 incl. Bucknell Manor, Mt. Vernon District.

1. Mr. Dawson thought the attuched garages added to the appear-

ance of the small homes and made a neat unIform development. Mr.

Smith opposed granting the appliCation. He read from the Ord

inance to substantidte his relief that t he Board would be in erree

rezoning to g rant such a setback and this is not the function of

the Board to rezone. The tendency is to increase lot sizes

rather than make them smaller. This woule not work a hardship on

anyone since it was a new development and the developer was aware

of the reouirements of the Ordinance before the ground was laid

out. It could have been planned to take care of these setbacks.

It was the business of the Board to help enforce the Ordinance

rather than annul it, Mr. Smith said. Mr. Broukfield suggested

that this had the effect of amending the Ordinance or rezoning to

7200 square feet.lots which was against the urdinance. ~~. Smith

said this was the same thing as giving the developer a 4 foot

strip of land. Revenue 1s low enough from these small house dev-

e10pments Bnd did not think they should add to this type of dev

elopment., that the county could not maintain these small lot sub

divisions financially, also that we could grant individual cases

where a hardship existed on old lots but this was not the situa

tion here, all the lots are too narrow and we have an Ordinance t

uphold. The firstsection of this subdivision was granted because

it was all laid out but this is entirely new. Therefore Mr.Smith

moved that the application be refused because it substantially an

materially annuls tne regulations of the Zoning Ordinance which

stetee that these regulations should be held to be minimum requlr

ments. Mr. Piggott se~onded. V~. Elgin and Dawson noted No. Mr.

Brookfield, Piggott, and Smith voted Yes. The applicstion was

denied.

~ 2. Yw. Schumann showed that the g~rage8 could not be placed
~..w.. ~.

8f'hcr!c t "these lots under any circumstances because the rear

line was a street and they could not meet the setbacks. ~t would

be penalizing the applicant not to slOW these garages on these
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lots. [~. Smith said if the Board granted these variances on a

new development we are amending the Ordinance. By denying this

Mr. Smith felt it would have & tendency to force developers to mak

lots large enough to compete with those who do meet the brdlnance

and that such a large number of variances Bnnul the Ordinance. Mr

Brookfield thought this was not in harmony with the intent of the

Ordinance to grant V/Jriances on such a large scale. Mr. Smith

said the Board had granted similar variances in individual cases

but there was always a re8S0n - hardship 1n one way or another _

but thBt this was a developers problem. Mr. Smith moved to refuse

the application on the same grounds as the one previous _ that it

would substantially and materially annul the regulations of the

Zoning erdinance which states that these requirements should be

held to be minimum requirements. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

The vote - Mr. Smith, Piggott, Brookfield Yes; Nr. Dawson and Mr.

Elgin, No.

Frank C. Page, for permission to remodel dwelling into duplex on

ground located on the east side of Route 650 between Old Dominion

Hallroad and 695, approximately 650 feet from t.he railroad tracks.

This case had been deferred for a recolQmendation on Amendment to

the Zoning Ordinance passed December 1949 regarding semi-detached

houses - whether the Board could handle individual cases or if it

should go to the Board of Zupervisors. Mr. Schumann said this am-

endment was passed with the spediflc intent. of taking care of

large develop@ents - that while it wesnt act.ually stated in the

amendment the one work "project" should have been in the wording.

~. Smith said the amendment should have stated its intent - but he

felt that the Board could interpret the ~rdinanee. ~w. Brookfield

said this was in a sense the same proposition as the BUCknell case

an individual Case as against wholesale v&riances and he thought

the Board was corredt in handling individual cases. There were no

objections. Mr. Dawson moved that since it had been testified

that there were other duplex dwellings in the neighborhood and the

lot is large enough for two dwellings the application be granted.

Mr. Elgin seconded. It c..rried. Mr. Smith did not vote.

Peter Chaconas, for permission to construct duplex dwelling on Lot

9, Holmes Run Acres, Falls Church District. This was the same

type of case as the Frank C. Page - deferred for the same reason.

Mr. Dawson moved to grent the application and Mr. Elgin seconded.

Carried. Mr. Smith not voting.

_ General Industries Corporation} for permission to locate detached

garage J feet from side property line on Lot 9, Tremont Gardens.
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No one W6S present to support the case. It was put at the bottom

of the list.

Wm. Smith, for permission to locate garage 28 feet from street

right-or-way on Lot 32, Burnley View, Falls Church District. Mr.

Smit~ said the foundation for this garage was in when he bought

the place and he went ahead and built on that location not know

ing that t he setbacks were wrong. He is living in the garage and

wants to put on an addition. The Board did not like the idea of

not observing the setbacks. The opinion of the Board was that

the street which was put in after the garage was built was care

lessly slaked out and whoever built the garage disregarded re

quirements on setbacks. Mr. Dawson said he would like to look at

the property before making a decision. He moved to defer the

case so he and 14r. Smith could view the property. Mr. Piggott

seconded. Carried.

Belle Haven Realty Corporation, for permission to have 40 foot

setback on one pump island and 47.5 feet on the other on ground

located on U.S.Hl at the junction with Ft. Hunt Road, Mt.Vernon

District. This ground is up for General Business rezoning. The

buildings will conform to required setbacks. Variance is re

auested on the pumpti only. There was no opposition. ~~. Dawson

moved to grant the setbacks on the pumps - 12 feet on one and 2)

feet on the other - from right of way line as shown on the plat.

1-11". Elgin 5 econded. CElrrled.

Paul T. Stone, for permission to erect multiple housing on 71

acres on the north side of Shirley Highway approximately 1000 ft.

west of Route 7, south and west of Ft. Ward Heights. Mr. Stone

had sent a letter asking that this case be deferred. ;~. Schuman

said the Planning Commission was studying multiple housing 1n the

County and was not yet able to report on this case. It wes moved

to defer. Mr. Piggott and Elgin made and seconded ~he motion.

Carried.

Emma V. Sco~t, for permission to erect multiple housing on 8-1/4

acres located immedia~ely joining Hillwood.Square Project, Falls

Church District.

Mr. Lytton Gibson appeared as attorney for the applicant. He

located the ground with relation to surrounding points. This

property is held by heirs and i~ is now under contract sale con

tingent upon this use being granted. Mr. Gibson said there was

not a 5ingle housing project in Fairfax County for colored. Thla
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project will be financed by FHA and will conform to all their re- I 7 7
quirements. This section is definitely colored and has been for

over 100 years. The houses now in this area arB shacks-tumbled

down and unspeakable for habitation. They are crowded and below

every standard of decent living. Colored people working in the

county have La live in Washington and come all the way out here on

busses because there are not houses enough for them to live in.

As the Board knows, racial covenants are not out and certain leade

in the colored section have been approached by out of state pro

moters to solicit their aid in getting straw men to buy up ground

to develop for colored housing projects. These developers would

buy ground io any section and with the recent decision of the Su

preme Court no racial covenants could stop them. That. would mean,~

colored developments could spring up any place in the county. Here

we have an old established colored section, simply asking to de

velop it for better living. Bylocating this project in an already

established colored section there would be no encroachment on

territory thot has been white or establishing anew colored section.

There is no question of the need for colored apartments in the

county. Hillwood is there to stay either as it is or as a cooper

ative and this would be simply a continuance of this use ttat was

established on Hillwood.

Rev. Kastner spoke for the project. He said that after the Su.

preme Court deCision regarding racial vovenants he was approached

by developers and asked to get straw men to buy up ground for

colored development and they would break the covenants. He was not

going along with that - even though h~s people needed housing des

perately, but he wanted to cooperate with the county. All this

propert.y is colored and has been for 100 years, the colored church

school and recreation ground are there. The new school contemplat-

ed at Bailey's X Roads will take many of the pupils now in their

school which would give room for the added popUlation, and make the

present school adequate. Mr. Kastner emphasized the crying need of

his people for housing and t.hey wanted housing developed on their

own property.

~~. Pomponio, developer, showed the layout of the proposed build-

ings. He exhibited pict.ures of buildings and floor plans of a

project he is building in Maryland which will be copied on this

project. It will be cinderblock and brick construction, all modern

and meeting all requirements of FHA.

Mr. Ollie Tinner sopke: He stated that the need of housing is
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drastic.. The colored people have never been able to improve

their hornes because they had no money and could not borrow on sue

buildings as exist there. His people are living 1n squalor. Th

had tried to eradicate these conditions but with such a low

economic status they were powerless to do anything. to help them

selves to establish any basis for decent living. The colored

people have t 0 1ive some place and it would seem logical for them

to continue to live on ground owned and occupied by them for so

many years. They could never raise their standard of living if

such conditions are allowed to continue.

Mr. Dawson Bsked if the present residents in this locality will

be taken care of or will this project be used by outside people.

Mr. Tinner said the rents would not be higher than they were

already paying~

~~. Gibson said that a development of this kind would Confine

the races to certain areas and if this isnt done voluntarily the

barriers would be broken - it is up to this county.

The reco~Aendation of the Planning Commission deying the appll

cantlon was read by Mr. Schumann.

The Chairman called for opposition. Mr. Maries stated that he

had no objection to the colored people but he felt that this pro

ject would depreciate the value of his property. It would bring

more colored people into the neighborhood~ He is located one

block from the proposed project. Mr. Gibson asked if he would

oppose this project if it were for white. Mr. N~ries and the oth

er objectors present said Yes. Mr. Gibson said there were alread

apartments near- it would seem natural that this section should

develop in such a manner~

Mr. McGee representing Hillwood Project spoke. He said the

Project was in the process of becoming a cooperative venture with

FHA backing. They would put in extensive improvements and would

operate under strict regulations laid down for cooperatives. The

investment would be large and while there was no racial prejudice

in this organization he felt that it~uld be depreciating to thi8

project and to the general locality. He commended the colored

people living in the neighborhood but he felt sure this building

would bring in many outsiders and undesirables among them, that 1

would be no benefit to those living there at present. An individ

ual home project would be of far more value to the present dwell-

ers.

Mr. Dawson said he thought a well built and well managed apart.

ment development would be far better than iddividual homes
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indifferently kept up. Mr. Dawson asked Mr. McGee if he thought a

6 ft. brick wall between Hil1wood and the colored development

would help. Mr. McGee said perhaps it would - some but that actua

11y a fence would not take cere of the situation.

Mr. Gibson said there would be 149 units in the development and h

thought the project could easily be filled up with people in the

neighborhood.

Opposed who spoke: D.P.Johnson, Mrs. Rupert, Wro. Fisher, Mrs.

Davenport. Mark Alvord, and Mrs. Block. All opposed on the ground

that this project would depreciate their property and add to the

school burden. They objected to multiple housing in general be-

cause the c cunty does not have facilities to take care of' more

housing of this type. It was suggested that t he developer put up

individual homes which would take care of those already in the

vicinity and not bring in outsiders. Mr. Fisher said it was not

fair to depreciate property of permanent owners. Mr. McGee said

Hillwood would be a $900,000 investment which will be first class

Bnd will definitely improve the neighborhood and he thought it un

just to bring in a development that would depreciate this invest-

ment.

wr. Kostner said the depreciation was already there-what could be

more devaluing to property than the existing conditions.

Mr. Tinner suggested that the Board compare the pictures of what

would be built with the present shacks - could there be any ques-

tion of which would be better for t he neighborhood. Hillwood is

there to stay and it would act as a buffer strip between the pre-

sent white neighborhood and the colored development. The colored

people cant go out further - apartments must be built in a more

urban area - where could they buy property of this kind. The col-

ored people haVe to live some place - they are now just asking to

live on their own ground and to live decently. Others may come in,

it is true but there were good and bad in all ,races and any dev ..

elopment would bring that. He asked that they give t he colored

people a chance to improve themselves. It had been thought an im

possibility to make any improvements in their mode of living - but

now by the grace of God they had this chance for something better.

That was all they are asking. They didnt w~n~ to encroach on the

whites, they wanted their own section among their own people.

j~. McGee asked who would own the development. Mr. Pomponio said
,

Pomponio and Sons, Inc. It would be administered under FHA control

which would restrict the number of families per~ This would

be a million dollar project - a far more permanent thing than

J. ! :;'"
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Hillwood and it would enhance the entire neighborhood to a far

greater extent. A developer could not afford to develop this

ground with indivudual homes - only 22 families could be put on

the ground. FHA will require a buffer strip with heavy screen

planting which would be far more desirable than a brick fence.

There would be a property manager on the premises who would re

strict the number of people living in each apartment. The rea so

for this low Cost housing are the new re~uirements of FHA-which

allow less steel, no basements, individual heating units, sub

stitute for plastered walls etc.

Mr. Gibson questioned that the basic objection was to multiple

housing. MB. Dawson suggested deferring this application until

the N~y 16th meeting. ~~. Gibson said this would be satlsf&ctory

to him. Mr. Smith moved that t he case be deferred until J{loilY 16

in the light of the fact that l4r. Schumann had said the need for

apartment development in Fairfax County was being studied by the

Planning Commission and to give the Board more time to study the

case. Mr. Dawson seconded. Carried.

The Bocrd adjourned for lunch.
\lK.-o

Mr.,.Ghent read a letter from the Annandale Pusiness Mens .kssn. re

a master plan for Annandale area.

Safeway Stores, Inc. for permission to have less setback from

Route 244 than required by the Ordinance on Lot 40~51, incl.

~nnandale Subdivision, Falls Church District.

Mr. Hardee Chamblis apoeared as attorney for the Company. Mr.

Kemgh was not in the room so the case was put over until he

arri ved.

Mr. Dawson moved to reopen the Miller case becauae of new evi-

dence. ¥~. Smith seconded. Curried. Mr. Miller explained why he

had gone ahead and put in his foundation-bec6.use he had been told

by the Zoning Inspector that it was all right - then he was told

by the Zoning Office that he could not build on to a nonconformin

business and would have to go before the Board of Ap?eals. He

had gone ahead in good faith and felt it was not fair to penalize

him. Mr. Elgin moved to grant the application due t a the fact tJa

the old house is there and it would work a hardship not to be abl

to expand his business. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried. It WBe

also included in the motion that Mr. Miller should get rid of the

gasoline pumps.

The Loughran case was deferred until May 16.

General mbdustries was also deferred until May 16.

Mr. Keogh was in the room and the Safeway Stores, Inc. case was

/ 'i'O
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taken up. Mr. Schumann had a set of State Highway Department

plans showing Columbia Pike at the point in question. There is no

plan now t 0 take more land for right of way. The street r/w is

either 50 or 60 feet. The Highway Dept. claims 60 feet snd the

pro~erty oRners claim 50 feet. a four lane highway is contemplate

The State plans to widen no further than the outer edge of the ex

isting 5 foot sidewalk.

i·.r • Chamblis drew a diagram showing the requested setback and ex

ieting road and sidewalk. The proposed building would have a 10

1/2 foot sidewalk which would not interfere with visibility as far

as the location of the building is concerned. ~t was suggested

that the existing buildings might establish a setback. Mr. Schuma

said the existing buildings were not in the same block Bnd one

building would not establish a setback.

l1r.Chamblia said the law did not allow interference with a grant

permit if the applicant had spent money on the ground, that this

variance had been granted in an earlier application and the ground

bought on this condition, that no permit had been asked for be

cause no work could be done until the established grades were

known and the Highway Department had not given them these grades.

~w. Dawson said the State Highway Department had asked that all

setbacks be maintained as they did not know how mucy widening of

streets would have to be done and they didnt want the expense of

moving houses back. 1~. Keogh said a survey had shown that there

was a low traffic count at this point on Columbia Pike- that the

traffic developed down farther on toward Alexandria.

Mr. Ghent said the business men of Annandale wanted the Safeway to

locate there very badly and did not oppose the setback officially.

He himself did not feel free to speak against this requested var

iance but that he was opposed to relaxing on any front setback in

congested areas.

Mr. Schumann said this was an old subdivision with a required

recorded 10 foot front setback from the right of w~y. J:o.r • Marsh

had ruled that the Zoning Ordinance cannot interfere with setbacks

of this kind. The old restrictions hold - provided they are record

ed before the 0rdinance.

Ptr. Ghent said if this were true the Zoning Administrator should

have issued a permit without the Company going before the Board.

i~. Chamblis said if there was a possibility of a controversy he

would not advise his client to take a permit and be subjected to

question - therefore he had suggested taking the case to theBoard.

Other buildings in the general locality were setting back 25 ft.,
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Mr. Keogh said these other buildings are homes and n6turally

would want to 5€t back farther. A store ebouldnt have to confor

to ~ dwelling setback. Mr. Brookfield showed that business also

is setting back 25 feet.

Mr. Smith suggested that we were gUided only by the Ordinance

and if we observed all the old restrictions it would make every

bad mess of the Zoning Ordinance.

Mr. ~hamblis asked if the Board of Supervisors would follow au

Mr. ~~rsh's interpretation of the Ordinance. It was agreed that

they probably would. Then Mr. Chamblis felt that the BOEord of

Appeals also should be fUided by Mr. ~~rshts interpretation.

Mr. Dbwson moved that the Board had no jurisdiction in this C8se

since it was a subdivision of record before the Ordinance. Mr.

Chamblie wanted it included in the motion that the Zoning Admin_

istr~tor issue a permit to the &pplic&nt. ~~. Elgin seconded

the motion.

Mr. Schumann said the Board was free to make its own interpre-

tation regardless of the Board of Supervisors or Comonwealths

Attorney.

Mr. Ghent Bsked if the old restrictions would hold if property

were resubdivided. ~~. K~ said there was a Supreme Court de

cision that nothing coul~ be set aside in recorded deed re~tric

tions.

Mr.Schumann suggested that the Board get the written opinion of

Mr. Marsh.Mr. Marsh was asked to come to the meeting and give his

opinion. - which he did. Mr. Marsh said the Board did not have

the right to put on greater restricions than a deed of dedication

called for. Mr. Dawson said that in that case the Board did not

have the right to authorhe a permit being issued. Mr.Ghent asked

Mr. Marsh about restrictions on a resUbdivision. ~~. Marsh though

the Urdinance would hold on a resubdiv1s1on.

Mr. Dawson moved that t he BOard grant a 40 foot 5etback from

the center of the rObd. lOT. Elgin seconded. Carried. "-r. Smith

/ f ;}
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A Special meeting of the Fairfax
County Board of Zoning Appeals wes
held Tuesday, April 25, 1950, in the
Board Room of the Fairfax County
Court:JOuse at 10 a.tt1. with the follow
ing members present~ Messrs: Dawson)
Brookfield, Piggott, and Smith. Mr.
Elgin was not present. Mr. White
Zoning Inspector and ~~. Schumann
Zoning Administrator were present.

k--",h~')'.
1 - Robert F. Freund, for permission to~ 1).5 acres for the pur-

pose of conducting a private school - to be known ae "~ss Thompson"

Primary School" to be operated by Christopher C. Bamekof and Wm. A.

Fischer, ground located on the west side of Magarity Road, approx

imately 1 mile from Leesburg Pike, Providence District. Mr. Freund

appeared. There were no objections. The neares~ neighbor 1s 500 ft

away. There is a 20 foot outlet road to the house where the school

will be conducted. p~. Alexander who lives near had no objections

but wished to know if this will be just a permitted use or a re-

zoning. He was assured that theBoard could not rezone, it was merel

a use permit. He was satisfied and felt that this installation waul

be an asset. Mr. Brookfield moved to grant the a ppl1cation as a

measure to help take care of the school situation. Mr. Piggott

seconded. It carried.

2 - Safeway Stores, Inc. (George C. Martin) for permission to have a 10

foot setback from Columbia Pike for a store building, on Lots 40 to

51 inclusive, Annandale Subdivision, Falls Church District. Since n

one was present to present the case the Board heard Mr. Ghent in

opposition. Mr. Ghent had a map which showed the relative setbacks

of buildings near the proposed Safeway. These buildings were set

back about 25 feet. The buildable area indicated on the map showed

that the building could be built observing proper setbacks. Mr.

Hardee Chamblis Came in at this time to represent the Safeway Stores.

He reviewed the Case showing that the Board had granted this setback

on October 19,1948. He also read the letters from the Zoning Office

confirming the decision of the Board. The purchase of this property

was consu~ted as a result or the deCision granting the 10 foot set

back from Columbia Pike. No Certificate of Occupancy was obtained

because construction had not started. Considerable money was spent in

engineering, but more significate work could not be done until the

Company was informed what the highway grade _ould be 1n front of the

property. A long series of correspondence and telephone calls be

tween Safeway representatives and Richmond and the Resident Engineer

followed, all regarding the established grade. The company could not

get a final answer from the authorities at Richmond. This communica-

tion lasted from May 11,1949 until January 20, 1950 before anything

..L.U,",
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definite on the established grade could be had. Therefore, six

months elapsed before construction could go ahead, and the neces

sity for this application. ~~en the Highway Department said plans

were formulated for the highway at this point the Company planned

to go ahead but found the time had elapsed and could not get a

building permit. Mr. Ghent csked why they wanted to come so close

to t he road when they had plenty of room to observe proper setbacks

~~. Keogh, representing the Company, said it would require a great

deal more sidewalk to be built. Traffic coming from Springfield

Road was discussed. ~~. Ghent thought the store should be built

back far enough to allow for a service drive to take care of )be

traffic, since this is a hazardous intersection.

Mr. Chamblis referred to the vlinkler case. Mr. Winkler had put in

no expense on his ground. Also Mr. Chamblis said the saw says a re

zoning or use cannot be revoked when money has been spent unless

there have been extreme changes to justify the revoking. In this

case the Safeway Stores, Inc. had spent money in surveying and en

gineering during this six months period and there have been no

changes in conditions to justify not granting this application. Mr.

Keogh said he wanted the ground back of the proposed building for

future expansion. Mr. Brookfield felt that there was plenty of

ground to observe proper setbscks snd to allow for future expansion

also. It was asked were future plans for the widening of Columbia

Pike available - Mr. Keogh said only the grades were set. there was

nothing said of Widening. Mr. Schumann thought it very important

to know future plans of the Highway Department before a decision i

made.

Mr. Keogh said they had expanded their original parking plans be~

cause of the change and growth since they applied for this use in

1947. Development showed the nece5s1ty for more space. ~~. Brook

field said all the other buildings were setting back 25 feet and he

thought granting this would encourage others to ask for t he same

thing. ~r. Chamblis said they had planned for adequate parking and

he thought it not fair to ask the company to give up this extra

ground in front. Mr. Schunwnn suggested that the case be deferred

until the Board could hear the State Highway's plans for this par

ticular place.

In response to Mr. Chamblis' questioning Mr. Ghent snid he had no

personal objection to this setback - that he was present purely in

the interests of good planning and because he thought the future

would be better served by observing a greater setback. fur. Brook

field moved to defer the case pending a statement from the State

I f'Y
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Highway regarding their plgn for Columbia Pike at this pOint. Mr.

Smith seconded. Carried.

L. J. Hayden, for permission to construct attDched garage with less

than required sldeyBrd on .9323 acres located on the southwest corne

of Woodburn Road (650) and Hayden Lane, adjacent to Strathroede Sprin

Falls Church District. Mr dayden showed a 17 ft .. breezellay between

his dwelling and the garage which he proposes to use as a recreation

room for his children, elsa he wanted the driveway to come ih at the

crown of the hill for safety reasons. After Mr. Hayden had bought

this g round he found that the house was too close on this side to

have a garage and observe setbacks. He tried to buy more ground to

give himself the required room but the owner would not sell. A litt

later the ground in back of him was opened for subdivision but there

was no outlet for it. Mr. Hayden then said he would dedicate a road

in to the 5 ubdivision if he could in turn get extra ground on this

other side of his house to give him room to build a garage. This

trade was made. However, even by getting more land he Ie still short

fa few feet from meeting the setback. He thought thEit by continuing

his house into a rambler type by adding to the width of it was a

distinct improvement to his property and the neighborhood. ~.

Schumann thought Mr. Hayden had gone to great lengths to right a bad

situation and that he should be given every consideration, also bein

a corner lot it could be granted. ~~. Brookfield and ~r. Smith

questioned their justification and suggested that this would encour

age others to ask for less setback. Mr. Smith moved that the appli

cant be g ranted a 10 foot variance due to the peculiar conditions

surrounding the establishment of the boundaries and the topographic

condition of the road at this point and the fact that such an ad

dition was not a detriment to the neighborhood. Mr. Brookfield

seconded. Carried. (This gave the applicant a 15 foot setbilck from

his side line.)

/~. cg;...J~~
S.coo:er DawsoD, Chairman

.1.0;)
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May 16, 1950

The regular meeting of the
Fairfax County Board of Zoning
Appeals was held Tuesday, ~~y 17,
1950, in the B06rd Room of the
Fairfax County Courthouse at 10
a.m. witp the following members
present: Messrs Dawson, Brook
field, Elgin, Piggott, and Smith.
Mr. White, Zoning Inspector, was
present.
r~.Brookfleld acted a Chairman
during the afternoon 5 ession
Mr. Dawson during the morning.

Capt. John E. Murray, for permission to locate detached garage 3

feet from side property line on Lot 216, Section J, West-Lawn Sub-

division, on Westfall Place, Falls Church District. The applicant

said the garage wauld be of ,1ohn MDnsville shingles. Mr. White said

this variance was necessary if the Captain was to have a garage _

there was not room to locate it 10 feet from the line. Mr. 8rook-

field moved to grant the application and Mr. Elgin seconded. Carri

-I

1

2 - Howard Marteness, for permission to locate detached garage 2 feet

from side property line instead of 10 feet on Lot 199, ~ection 2,

West-Lawn Subdivision, on Wayne Road, Falls Church District. This i

the same proposition as the last case - small lot ~nd no other place

for a detached garage. It will be of cinderblock construction. Mr.

Brookfield moved to grant the application and Mr. Elgin seconded.

Carried.

3 - Clyde J. Verkerke, for permission to construct addition to present

building 5 x 13 feet, on rear of side porch, addition t a be located

about 9 feet from side line of lot, on Lot 51, Section 3, Holmes Run

Park, Falls Church District. No one W6S present to present the case

~~. Smith moved to put it at the bottom of the list. Mr. Brookfield

seconded. Carried.

4 - Wm. F. Bonnett, Jr., for permission to erect detached garage within

2 feet of the rear line and 2 feet of the side property line on Lots

200, 201, 202. Hunting Ridge, Providence District. ~~. Bonnett said

the foundation for the garage ws.s &lready in when he bought the pl"ace

and he wished to use this foundation. Mr. White said it would work

a great inconvenience to the applic&nt to have to replece the founda

tion. It would be of cinderblock constructio~ and brick veneer. Mr.

Brookfield moved to grant the application. Mr. J::::Igin seconded. It

carried.

5 - Vandiver R. L. Locke, for permission to erect detached gar&ge within

2 feet of side and rear lines, Lot 31, Section I, Greenway Downs,

Falls Church District. This was another case of a small lot. The

garage will be cinderblock. Mr. Elgin moved tog rant the appl1catio

Mr. Brookfield seconded. Carried.

1
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L. C. Crider, for permission to erect detached garage within Z feet

of side property line on Lot 17 , Tremont Gardens Subdivision, 117

Fairmount Street, Falls Church District. ~~. Brookfield recalled

that the Planning Commission had recommended that t he Bo~rd grant

garages 2 feet from the side line if it were of masonary construe.

ticn since 10 feet as required cuts up the back yard so badly. Mr.

Brookfield moved that the application be granted and that the

garages should be of masonry construction. ¥~. Elgin seconded.

CarrIed.

Carl T. Dreifus , for permission to have a variance for less than th

25 feet required on side yard on Lots 64 and 66, Wellington, Sectie

II, Mt. Vernon District.

~~. Bernard Fageleon represented the applicant. He reviewed the

case which hES been pending for almost 10 yebrs. Dr. Driefus had

employed Mr. Wright 10 years ago to build a house on one lot _ this

was before the Ordinance - then after the Ordinance was adopted a

second house was built. It was 1nlpossible to locate the second

house in accordance with the requirements but the builder gave

wrong information and got a permit. This was not discovered until

1943. Dr. Dreifus tried to work out some way that the house could

be cleared. They talked with Mr.Stockton and came before the Board

for a variance and were denied. The case was taken to court. The

day the case came up the interested parties discussed it with the

Judge who suggested that Dr. Driefus buy Lot 63 and divide it so

there would be ap?Toximately 1/2 acre for each lot. Dr. Driefus

was unable to buy the lot. It took another 2 years to buy Lot 66.

He now has more than the required 1/2 acre in area but needs a var

iance on one side only.

Mr. wnlte said he had talked with Dr. Driefus who denied respon_

sibility - putting it on the builder. It w&s then that the Plann

ing Cooohission insisted that Dr. Driefus do something about read

justing the lines and the Dr. went to Court. The Court withdrew the

action pending purchase of the second lot.

The plats Mr. Fegelson presented were drawn wrong and did not show

the actual ground alloted to each lot. ~~. Brookfield moved to de~

the Case until proper plats could be presented.

~~. Fagelson said the court did not refuse the case - it was a

matter of equity - the only thing left to be done after purchase of

the lot was to get a variance. He Bsked if the case could be heard

at the Special Meeting on ~~y 24~h if the plats were ready, slthough

he probably would not be there. Mr. Smith moved to consider the cas

May 24 without appearance of counsel, if necessary, provided the

plats ar~ ready. Mr. Brookfield seconded. Carried.

.J,.U,
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Pauline C. Zepp-Gilliland l for permi~sion to rebuild restaurant

which was destroyed ~y fire (River Bend) on Mt. Vernon Memorial

Highway at the intersection with Route 629, Mt. Vernon District.

Mr. J. Straus appeared as attorney for the applicant. He said

the building would be 125 feet back from Mt. Vernon Boulevard and

would be of brick colonial construction or concrete. THe appli

cant would like tQ build on the present foundation. This business

has been established for 18 years. The entrance is not actually

direct from Mt. Vernon Boulevard, it enters on the Ft. Hunt Res

ervction property. Two letters were read approving the granting

of this application. These letters are made a part of these

records.

Mr. Dawson said he had had several telephone calls opposing this

case because of the noise and drinking.

N~. White said this was a non-conforming use, totally destroyed

and since the Ordinance says such a use cannot be restored if more

than 5~ destroyed it was necessary to bring the case before the

Board.

Mr. Roy Swazey appeared for the opposition - who objected stren

uously but Mr. Swazey stated they had not yet had time to organize

their opposition. He asked the Board to give them more time to

contact more people in the neighborhood.

Mrs. ~~llison said she didnt know of this hearing until Sunday,

that this was a historical residential location and such a place

as this restaurant was not desirable on the v~morial Highway and

not in keeping with general development. She had been greatly an

noyed by the orchestra very late and the noise. It was a detrac

tion to property which should be purely residential. She is

approximately 1000 feet from the reEtaurant. M.E.B~rret objected

elso. Mr. Swazey presented a petition with 66 names opposing.

V~. Dawson said he thought the National Capital Parks should be

contacted. Mr. Swazey said they intended to do that but h&d not ha

time. Mr. Smith moved to defer the application until June 20th,

until word could be had tram those opposing. Mr. Brookfield sec

onded. Carried.

John C. Evers, for permission to construct an open porch within 7

feet of side line on Lot 47, Poplar Heights Subdivision, Providen~

District. There were no ojbections. It would be of brick con

struction. The chairman read a letter from Mr. Schumann, the next

door neighbor not objecting. Mr. Brookfield thought they were

running the houses and garages too close from the standpoint of fi

hazard. Mr. Smith moved to grant the application since it does n

affect adversely the adjoining property. Mr. Elgin seconded. It.

carried.
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10 - Walter Von Herbulis, for permission to locate dwelling within 35 ft.

of Chesterfield Avenue on Lot 22, Section I, Chesterbrook Gardens,

Providence District. This house was planned with a 40 foot setback

for the main part of the building but a small projection of 5 feet i

in violation of the Ordinance. This was a mistake of the architect

and foreman. It is inside the suBdivision on a road not heavily

traveled. Mr. Brookfield moved that because of this t he application

be granted. Mr. Elgin seconded. Cal"ried.

II - Carlis C. Hudson, for permission to locate house on each of the thre

lots listed with less than required setbaCk: Lot 7 - 22.)) rtj Lot 5

lS.95 feet; Lot 4 - la.95 feet setback from rear property line,

Boulevard Estates, Providence District. These are all carner lots.

The houses have a projection on the front for style. In order to

meet the front setbacks the rear yard is left short of vrdinance re

quirements. A central water system will be put in for the sub

division. The subdivider could not meet the 100 feet width at the

building setback line and five more ground on these corner lots. He

thought it wos better to maintain the front setbacks and a good dis

tance between houses-. He is building a gOOd class of homes. Mr.

\\~ite saw no objection. Mr. Brookfield moved to grant the variance

of 2.67 feet on Lot 7i 6.05 feet on Lots 5 ~nd 4 eoch because this

a new subdivision of well planned lots and good buildings and becaus

of the size and shape of the lots and he could not see where it will

detract in any way from neighboring property. Mr. Piggott seconded.

Ccorried.

Wilfred V. Moguin, for permis sian to erect dwelling within 22 feet

4 inches of side line on Lot 16, Section 2, Pine Ridge, Falls Churc

District. Mr. Jack Eakin had telephoned word to the Planning Com_

mis sian office that t he deed restrict.ions in Pine Ridge said 25

feet from all side lines - therefore even if the Board granted this

setback the dEled would not allow it. I'fll'. Brookfield moved to deny

the application l:Bcause of the deed restrictions. Mr.Elgin seconded.

Carried.

13 - F. H. Broyhill, for permission to erect dwelling within 12 feet of

side lines on Lots 12A , l3A, 6$A, Chesterfield, Section I, Resub

division of It Providence District. Mr. Wells appeared for the

aP?licant. The subdivider hss standard designs and cannot comply

~l'ith the setbacks on these three lots. Mr. Smith moved that a 2.7

feet setback variance be granted on these three lots because the

SUbdivider cannot meet the requirements on the corner lots and such

construction would not obstruct vision and because of the size of

the c orner lots. ttlT. Elgin seconded. Carried.
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Roland D. Hinds, for permission to construct addition to present

dwelling to come 12 feet from 5 ide line on Lot 411, 1st addition

to Fairland, Falls Church District. ¥~. Hinds wished to add a

new bedroom and this is t he only place such addition can be placed

without detracting from the general attractiveness of the house

and the plan of the house. The house next door is 40 feet away.

There were no objections. ~~. wbite thought it o.k. It will be

frame construction. Mr. Dawson suggested cinderblock. Mr. Ver

kerke, the architect, thought cinderblock not in keeping with the

house 85 built - not in good taste. Yw. Smith asked how many

others had the same situation there. ~~. Verkerke thought about

25 - but that most of the other houses already had their third

bedroom and would not need to come before the Board. The house

had originally been placed a little to one side to provide for a

garage. Mr. Smith thought this was far sighted andffiould take car

of an addition. Mr. Brookfield thought it probably would not be a

mistake to grant the application - since there was still adequate

space between houses and there W&5 no exceptional fire hazard. He

moved to grant the application on the recommendation of lilr. White.

y~. Elgin seconded. Carried. P~. Smith voted No.

Arthur }o1. Miller, for permission to construct dwelling to come

16-1/2 feet from side line on Lots 19 and 20, Briarwood Subdivi

sion. Providence District. Mr. Brookfield thought this wascbout

the same type of case as the ones just granted. It will be frame

construction. There were no objections. N~. White thought it was

all right. The subdivision is 14 years old •. Mr. Smith moved to

grant the apJlication since it is an old lot and the applicant

has been there 15 years and there were no restrictions when he

built. Mr. Elgin seconded. Carried.

16 - S. M. Lightfoot, for permission t 0 construct addition to present

dwelling 21 feet from side property 11ne on tract of 5 acres on th

north side of Route 211, about 2 miles east of Centerville, Center

ville District. This was just about the Sbme thing as the other

cases just granted. folr. Brookfield moved to grant the application

~~. Smith seconded. Carried.

17 - Herman W. Hutman, for permission to use stor&ge space in building

No. 41 for rental office for entire Shirley-Duke Apartment Project

on Donmanton Boulevard near Duke Street Extended, Falls Church

District. Mr. Bryan Gordon appeared to represent the applicant.

Since this is a necessary installation, ¥x.Brookfield moved to

grant the application. Mr. Elgin seconded. Carried.

16 - JIll's. Austin Geinegar, for permission to operate antique shop and

hobby shop in vacant house on 3/4 acre located about 1500 feet wes

I

I

I

I

I
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of the junction of Springfield Road and Route 644. Mt. Vernon D1s

trict. y~. Brookfield had seen the place and saw no objection. The

house has been there since 1936. Mrs. Geineg8T said she had a grea

many antiques, the house is vacant and she wished to have just a

small home occupation to keep her busy and to make a small addition

to their income. Mr. White saw no ojbection. Nr. Brookfield moved

to grant the application. L\ir. Elgin seconded. Carried.

19 - John E. Fletcher, for permission to locate gasoline pumps and is

land 20 feet from front property line on Lots 5 end 6, Block I,

Hybia Valley Farms, Mt. Vel·non District. If:.r. fletcher said many

others were setting hack this distance &nd if he went back the 50

feet reQuired people r rom the street could not see his building,

because of shielding trees. V~. Dawson thought that was not impor

tant - the pumps would be visible. l-ir. Fletcher plans to put his

bUilding back 40 feet. Mr. Dawson said this was not covered in the

application. Mr. 'White had no recommendation but said itwas too

close to the line although it is true others are doing it. Mr.

Brookfield moved to grant the application. Mr. Elgin seconded. It

carried. (This includes the pumps only.)

20 - Hus~ell S. Revercomb, for permission to erect gasoline island and

pumps within 25 feet of front property line on ground located on th

south ~de of Lee Highway about 176.25 feet east of Millers Tourist

Court, Centerville District. There was no objection to this. ~~.

Brookfield moved to grant the application. lI'l1". Blgin seconded.

Carried.

21 - Nora V. and Clarence V. Buckley, for permis sion to remodel non-con

forming barn into one three room apartment locoted on approximately

I acre on which one dwelling is alre~dy lOCated, ground located at

junction of Route 620 and 657, I tlock ncrth of Centerville, Center

ville District. ~rrs. Buckley said the barn was located 30 feet

from the center of the road. It is non-conforrr.ing. There were no

objections.

JIll'. White said it wasnt a good thing - he couldnt see how the

Board could grant it with this setback since the Ordinance was try

ing to get rid of non-conforming uses and this extension was not in

keeping with the intent of the Ordinance. ··'r. Elgin moved to grant

the application. Mr. Erookfield seconded. Carried. ¥11". Smith

voted No.

DEFERRED CASES:

I - Wm. Smith, for permission to locate garage 2$ fe~t from street

right-of-way on Lot J2, Burnley View, Falls Church District. ~w.

Smith and ~~ite had seen the property and while they do not condone

this sort of thing - there are others in the neighborhood as close

r9/
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or closer dod thought it should be granted. It was not thought

to be d~mag1ng to other property. Mr. Smith said there WaS suf

ficient space between houses and it did not cut off the view. ~~.

Brookfield moved to gr~nt the application. ~~. Elgin seconded.

Carried. (There were no objections)

There was no one present to take up the case of General Indus

tries for detached garage) feet from the side line on Lot 9,

Tremont Gardens. The case was deferred until June 20th.

The Board adjourned for lunch.

The case of Clyde Verkerke was taken up - since ~~. Verkerke had

come in. ~~. Verkerke showed his plans to add a storage room to a

open porch. It is a new subdivision - the building is frame. Mr.

Brookfield said he did nt like the idea, perhap~ the owner would

decide to want to enclose the porch and make it into a g~rage 

then the entire frame house would come within 9 feet of the side

line. ~~. White recommended against it. ~~. Verkerke said it

would add to the beauty of the building. Mr. Brookfield moved to

deny the case. Mr. Smith seconded. Carried.

J - John Loughran, for permission to erect multiple housing on 16.402

acres on the south side of Little River Pike adjacent to Lee Jack

son school, Falls Church District. No plans had been presented

to the Planning Commission, therefore no recommendation from that

body was made. Mr. Dawson moved to defer this case. Jo'r. Elgin

seconded. Carried.

4 - Paul T. Stone, for permission to erect :l'Iultiple housirlf on 71

acres on the north side of Shirley Highway ap~roximately 1000 feet

west of Route 7, Falls Church District. ~r. Hardee Charoblis rep

resented the applicant who was also present. Mr. Chamblis said

this was really approximately 81 acres. He said that this same

property was granted multiple housing under the ownership of Allan

Mills in 1947. The perwited use expired after the 6 months time

as no construction was started during that period, as required by

the Ordinance. However t ~~. Chamblis showed that the 6 months tim

restriction did not apply to multiple housing, that the Zoning Off

ce had no right to r evoke this use sinde the .... rdinance does not

specifically say it applies to multiple housing. That the use

once granted cannot be revoked unless changes sufficient to warran

that are evident. This is not the case here, Mr. Chamblis said,

since the growth and change in concentration of density of popu

lation shows a greater need for an apartment development in this

locality now than in 1947. He stated that the permit as granted to

Mr. Kills atfue decision of July 22, 1947, is in reality still in

effect.

I
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Mr.Chamblis said the Planning Go~~lss1on objected to this devel

opment because of a proposed study of needs in Fairfax County for

mUltiple housing - but that the Commission hsd recommended and the

Board granted multiple housing since this study wes started.

Mr. W. W. ~~llen spoke for the ap~licant. ~~. Dawson asked about

the nearness to the Shirley Higtw&y. Mr. Mollen 5~id it did touch

the Shirley but that the ground WaS 20 or 25 feet below the Highway

&nd there would be no access to the project from the Shirley High

way. It would be entered from the Leesburg Pike. Mr. Dawson said

since taere were objections from others a buffer strip should be

left between present single family dwellings and the project. Mr.

Mallen agreed to that. He showed the proximity to other apartment

developments and stated that this ~ould be in keeping with the gen

eTal trend - the nearness to the Pentagon Building was an asset and

he sited the large number of units already in the neighborhood.

Sewer and wqter will be available, this with no expense to the Coun

since water would be furnished from Alexandria and sewer from Ar

lington County.

Mr. Wm. Denton, the architect, said single family development

would not be feasible because of the topography, it, is too rough an

would be too expensive to grade and put in shape. It could be buil

up with apartments adjusted to the different street levels, with 2

and J story apartment buildings, fitting the slopes. Rents would

range from $55 to $105 with most in the lower brackets.

Mr. Smith asked how close the buildings would come to the Shirley

Highway.

The buildings will be of good architecture, fireproof, high class

yet reasonable, with 5 heating plants.

Vrr. Stone, the owner, spoke detailing the trend in this neighbor

hood and toward Washin[ton- the tremendous advance in population

and said that the greatest growth is definitely coming this way.

Apartment development was a natural development in this locality.

A school tract to go with the property was discussed. l'lr. Chamb .

said they had set aside tentatively a 4 acre tract but the school

board wanted more ground. The site t hey had proposed was not en

tirely satisfactory to the school board, beco.use of the size and th

terrain.

Mr. Dawson suggested a 100 foot buffer strip along the Shirley.Mr.

Chamblis said they could meet that.

Mr. Mollen said two entrances would be provided from Leesburg Pik

There was no opposition present. The Planning Commission reo:.. mmend

ed against the development because of the study under way.

~~. Dawson said he knew the property and thought it more adaptable
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to apartments than to single family homes because of topography.

He moved to grant the application because of this and also that no

building should come closer to the Shirley Highway than 100 feet

and no entrance would ever be asked from the Shirley Highway to

the property. "ir. Elgin seconded. It was added to the motion that

a 300 foot setback be observed from the Leesburg Pike.

It was asked what about a recreational ground and the school

site - since the site in question had not proved satisfactory. Mr.

Ghamblis SElid they were perfectly willing to dedicate a school sit

and it would be donated - dedicated - provided a school will be

built on the ground. If the school is not built then the ground

set aside for this purpose should be deeded back to the present

owner, Mr. Stone. If this ground were not used for a school it

would not be used for apartments but for individual homes.

~~s. Homey asked where the money was coming for a school - that

conditions were bery bad at present and she c auld see no definite

plans to take care of this added population.

l-ir. Hankus also spoke along this line. Mr. Chamblis said as the

popUlation grew provisions Would have to be made for schools and

that would come.

Mr. Hankus asked how about the ground already suggested for a

school. It didnt appear satisfactory to him because of the rough

ground and evidently the school board didnt think so either since

they had not accepted it. Will the applicant fix the ground so it

will be suitable for a school.

Mr. Mallen said they would do anything possible to cooperate _

anything reasonable, that a school was naturally an asset to his

development and he wanted it there.

Mr. Hummel also spoke of the crowded condition of present school

l'IlT. Smith said he thought there should be a definite understandin

regarding a school before granting the application. N~. Dawson

said 4-1/2 acres were not enough, that the site would have to be

larger to meet school board requirements.

~~. Mollen said they would throw in extra ground for a school

site if necessary - he was not denying his responsibility in the

/ft!
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respect and that it was the intent of the developer to have a

y~. Smith said in his opinion this was not good ground for a

school and he would like to see this worked out.

Mr. ¥~llen said this certainly was possible to do. ~~. Chamblis

school. Mr. Dawson withdrew his motion. I
said the Board could not grant an application contingent upon the

giving of a school site- the only thing the Board could do would b

to ask it and rely on the integrity of the developer to work this
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out. Conditions of this kind cannot be imposed, but that those

back of this project are reputable people who will cooperate 1n

every way with the school bO?Td and any such condition imposed

would be invalid from a legal standpoint - the Board could require

setbacks but not a school site.

f.'lr. Brookfield said other developers had offered schoOls itee at

the reouest of the Board and the Planning Commission 8nd they had

not always been satisfactory.

y~. Smith saie the Ordinance requires that this project promote

the welfare, morals, etc. of the neighborhood and this certainly

includes a school.

Mr. Dawson ~de the following motion: Due to the topography of the

ground, the fsct that it is more suitable to this type of develop

nent than ~ingle family homes - the application be gr6nted on con

dition that no bUilding should be closer to the Shirley Highway

right- of-way than 100 feet and no &partment build ins should come

closer to Route 7 than 300 feet or a single family dwelling closer

than 50 feet and that the Board ask the applicant to furnish a

suitable school ~ite up to 7 acres and that t he Board would accept

the promise of V~. Stone for complete cooperation with the School

Board in this respect. Mr. Elgin seconded. Carried - unanimously.

Emma V. Scott. for ;-:Ermission to erect multiple housing on approx

imately g acres immediately joining Hillwood Square ~roject, Falls

Church District. V~. Lytton Gibson represented the applicant. He

said this had been deferred for study. He did not wish to take the

time of the Board to review the entire evidence he had presented at

the last meeting unless the Board wished him to. This development

will take c&re of 147 families, this is definitely a colored sectio

~nd has been owned by colored people since before the Civil War. He

located the property on the map.

~jr. Smith said he did not think the colored issue W6S pertinent.

~~. Gibson stated that the opposition had contended that this

project would devaluate their property out: that this was an invaltd

argument in view of what was already on the property, also that the

Supreme Court decision had invalidated this agument saying that th

ere would be a period of adjustment (in the case of colored housing

in a neighborhood) naturally - but that was only a temporary period

Mr. Gibson agreed that the schools were inadequate but they are in

adequate allover the county. We cannot stop growth and progress in

the county because the schools have found it impossible to keep up

with the new population. Mr. Gibson pointed out that there are no

colored housing developments in the county.

The Chairman asked those in favor of the project to stand - 26
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stood. Mr. Dawson asked if they were sure this development would

help people 1n the neighborhood and not people coming in from

thought there was no question but that people already there would

benefit largely. Mr. Brookfield asked if some of the very bad

Washington. Rev. Kastner said he had canvassed his people and

I
houses there would be demolished. Mr. Kastner said yes.

Mr. J.G. Mason from Falls Church representing City Park and

Jefferson Village Citizen Associations sopke in opposition. The

Associations are in sympathy, he said, with the need for housing

but that multiple housing was not the answer as it will affect

the surrounding property adversely. The Chairman read letters

from City Park-Jefferson Village Citizens Association opposing.

A buffer strip was discussed. Mr. Gibson said this project doe

not border Lee Boulevard nor Annandale Road. It is within an al-

ready colored section.

~~. Y~son said he was not against the colored but wanted a sin

family development instead of multiple housing, that the economic

loss with the establishment of multiple housing would be disas

trous for t he county.

Mr. Smith said we had always required a buffer strip between

multiple housing and single family dwellings but that here we al-

I

I
ready had it. Mr. Gibson said this would be approsimately 500

feet from Lee Boulevard and 200 feet from Annandale Road.

Vw. Mason went into the lack of sufficient facilities, schools,

busses etc. ~w. Smith said that here we had the school within

walking distance which would do away with the need for busses.

~trs. Algier spoke - especially on the overcrowded condition of

the sdhools stating that the new school planned at Baileyts X

Roads would not absorb sufficient pupils to make this present

school adeouate and there was no plan to take care of the addi

tional growth for negro schools. The negro schools allover the

county were filled to capacity. By the consolidation plan there
result in

would brj a great deficiency in school rooms. lilT. Gibson said the

school issue could not enter into this - we couldnt stop growth in

the county and that the schools must come.

Mr. Hummel from Hillwood square spoke. He said Hillwood is be

hind the opposition. A letter was read from Hillwood opposing.

George Herzog from Jefferson Village spoke (President of Park

Commission for Jefferson Village). He stated that multiple hous-

ing was taking up more and more ground which should be used for

park area for recreation. It added more families per acre and de

creased the available ground for parks. There was a very small

space they could get now and with this added population it would

I
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be much worse. The question w~s not of the colored development but

multiple housing.

Mrs. Forrell, Cherry Street, spoke objecting to multiple housing.

outside people benefitting from the project and suggested semi.

detached houses which were more in keeping with the area and better

for the families themselves. She discussed the overcrowded schools

and lack of playgrounds.

Mr. Hankus , President of HillwQod Citizens Assn., read a letter

from his Association opposing. He also suggested single family

development. That would bring homw owners Bnd tax payers, while

apartments would bring a transient people - non tax paying. Mul

tiple housing Would have a depressing effect on adjacent owners.

Mr. Gibson asked ~r. Hankus if he were opposed to apartment dev

elopment any place in the county. He said yes. "or. Gibson asked if

he were opposed to Shirley Duke. Ans. Yes.

b~. Gibson said_still there were no colored apartments, then be

asked "Do you object to all apartments at all time?" ~~. Hankus,

"Yes, at this time."

liir. Mason asked if the developer had a commitment from FHA. Mr.

Gibson said yes.

Mr. Her~og said this would definitely change this area from a

suburban to urban territory which the present home owners did not

want.

W. Risdon, Jefferson Village, spoke detailing how it would affect

the county with lack of facilities, water, gas are already uncertai

overtaxing all utilities. We should catch up with utilities before

crowding to such an extent.

Ed Hunter, Cleveland Drive, read figures showing overburdening ot

the county and showed how simgle family dwellings could be develop_

for low cost homes.

C. L. Gaylord came here for a rural area - multiple housing will

devaluate his home. F. R. Bishop, opposing multiple housing, show

ed how one could own a home with no down payment and approximately

$45. a month. This would be a better situation for this area.

The Chairman suggested a five minute recess.

Lee Brigs, Cherry Street, spoke opposing changing the status quo.

He suggested that this project would further aggravate the present

trend brought about by Hillwood Square, increase traffic and put

too many people in a small area. Mr. Howle spoke - opposing.

The number opposing was counted - 39. (many had left)

Yx. Gibson said this property had been sold contingent upon this

use being granted - that it was impossible to get finanCing on

single family units. He had worked on thBt for years - without



May 16, 1950

success. The people in this area had wanted single family units

but since they could not get financing and it was apparently im-

possible they are asking for the only thing they can get finanein

for - multiple housing. This is the only answer to their desire

for better housing.

Mr. Ollie Tinner spoke: He said there was no question of the

need of housing, that they wanted single family homes and had

tried to get them for years but could not finance for colored. He

suggested that the figures given on single family dwellings were

no doubt correct - but that it didnt meRn a thing for colored

people. He recalled how many apartments hCid been grouted in the

County for white occupancy and it was only fair to grant one for

colored. They want recreation g round too but first they must hav

a place to live. They are -not trying to protrude themselves on t

white. but they want a break and he could not see how in _S1~p}e

justice the Board could refuse this application. They are strug.

gling on their own ground· trying to better themselves. The dev

elopment would be off the highways and it could not further de.

preciate surrounding property especially with Hillwood there al

ready.

Mr. Louis Ludlow, Jr. asked if a sale contract could be made

I

I

I
insuring the f act these people would be given better housing. Mr.

Gibson said No - no contract could be made on such a condition.

Mr. Tinner said he was a real estate man and every day for yea

he haS had calls from people in the vicinity wanting places to

live Bnd he couldnt furnish them. There was no question of the

people here already getting most of the benefit from the develop

ment.

Mr. Brookfield closed the discussion and asked for a motion.

Mr. Dawson: This is a hard question to decide - the colored

people do need a place to live and here it is - their own ground

for generations, a development surrounded by colored, a school, a

church and sUppose they had to go some place else to locate l it

would mean transportation and more school busses. He realized

that a community of single homes would be better but that had

been shown to be impossible and we have to take care of the

colored people and on account of the present situation of the

colored people he moved that this applicCltion be granted. Mr.

Elgin seconded. Carried unanimously.

Adjourned.

I
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A Special Meeting of the
Fairfax County Board of Zoning
Appeals was held Wednesday, May
24, 1950, in the Board Room of the
Fairfax County Courthouse at 10
o'clock Bem. with the following
members present: Messrs Dawson,
~halrmanJ Brookfield, Elgin, Smith,
and Piggott. ~~. White, Zoning In
spector was present.

I
1 - Alexander J. Bridges, for permission to locate dwelling 22-1/2 feet

from both side property lines on Lot 17, Boulevard Acres, on Snowden

Road, Mt. Vernon District. ~. Bridges said he has a 75 foot ram

bler which he wants to put on a 120 foot lot. The garage and utilit

room are added to the house giving it extra width. Only 4g feet are

actually living quarters. There were no objections. Mr. Brookfield

I

moved 't 0 grant the application to give the ap?licant a chance to

build a full size house-. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

2 - W. C. Nagel, for permission to construct attached garage within 9

feet of side property line on Lot a, First Addition to Fairland on

Fairland Extended, Falls Church District. y~. ~agel said he could

actually come 10 feet from the side line. His driveway is already

in and this is the only place he can put his garage aince t here is a

bad slope directly back of the house. A detached garage would not

add to the appearance of the house - adding it to the side gives it a

rgmbler look. There were no objections. Mr. Brookfield moved to

gront the a pplication because of topographic reasons - to come 10

feet from the side line and attached to the house. Mr. Piggott

seconded. Carried.

Adjourn.

f., '\....I~d>o~IU(J~rvJ~::--
f; coop{Diwson, Chairman

• • •
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June 20, 1950

The Regular Meeting of the
Fairfax County Board of Zoning
Appeals was held Tues~ay, June
20, 1950, 1n the Board Room of the
Fairfax County Courthouse at 10 a.
m. with the following members
present: Messrs Dawson. Chairman,
Brookfield, Smith. and Pi~gott.

V.r.Elgin was absent. Mr. "''bite
Zoning Inspector was present

1. Penn Daw Fire Department, Inc., for permission to construct addition

to present Fire station to come 35.94 feet from Franklin Street,

Fairview Subdivision. SW junction of U.S.Hl and Franklin Street, Mt.

Vernon District.
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Mr. Lewis appeared for the applicant. He stated that if the ad

dition were built observing the proper setback it would cut off

visibility when an emergency car came out of the building. If the

addition wets out beyond the present bUilding it affords a view of

the road in both directiona, They will probably not go as close

to the road ae the application asks. Mr. Smith stated that this

being a fire station was naturally a caution area and since the

building located as requested In the application would prevent a

hazard rather than create one moved to grant the application. Mr.

Piggott seconded. Carried.

2. F. M. Eau~ardner, for permission to locate detached garage 2 feet

from side property line on Lot 41, Braddock Acres, on Birch Street

Falls Church Distri6t. ~~s. Baumgarder stated that the septic fi

eld was in the way of locating the g~rage properly. It will be of

cinderblock construction. She presented a letter from the neighbo

joining the garage side showing no objection. There were no ob

jections from those present. )~. Smith moved to grant the a~plica

tion because of the loc&tion of the drain field Bnd that the gar

age should be at cinderblock construction. Mr. Piggott seconded.

Carried.

Wm. J. McKean, for permission to locate detached garage 2 feet

from side property line on Lot 44, Section 2, Tyler Park, Falls

Ghurch District. ~r. McKean said there was a steep slope back ot

his house extending directly back to the place where the garage

would set if it should be placed to meet the proper setbacks and

also that the ground there was marshy. He will be g feet from his

house with the garage and it will be cinderblock. The fact that

house sets diagonally on the lot makes a very narrow driveway. Mr

Brookfield moved to grant the application because it will not ad

versely affect property and locating it this way is the only way a

garage can be built and also because of topography. ~~. Smith

seconded. Carried.

Oliver Wendell Holmes, for permission to locc..te detached garage 4

feet trom side and 4 feet from rear property line on Lot 144. Sect

ion 3, Tyler Park, Falls Church District. Mrs. Holmes said the

garage wouls be cinderblock. She stated that~e beck of the lot

slopes and this was the only open space suitable for a garage. ~~.

Brookfield moved tog rant the application because the Ibt was smal

and it was the only place a garage could be located. llir. Piggott

seconded. Carried.

5. Grace E. Bernard, for permission to operate a dog kennel on 10

acres on the south side of Route 645, approximately 1/2 mile from

Route 610, Lee District.

I
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The applicant showed that her kenne18 would more than observe the

setback re~uirement5 of 100 feet from all property lines. There

were no objections. It was shown to be a very isolated section. Mr.

8rookfield ~8id the location was suitable and the dogs would not

bother anyone - he moved to grant the application. Mr. Smith

seconded. Carried.

Raymond S. Stopper, for permission to erect attached garage to come

1).5 feet from side line and 40 feet from front ~roperty line, Lot

13. G. C. Russell Subdivision, V~. Vernon District. The appllca~t

said it was thought better to come clo~er to the side line than to

ask for less setback from the front. The addition could not be put

on the opposite side of the house as it would not be in harmony with

the plan of the house and also there 'Was not enough room. The house

now sets 40 feet from the road and the garage would come J feet

closer - there would be a 6 foot breezeway between the house and

garage. There were no objections. y~. Brookfield said he thought

the garage should be pushed back even ....~t.tl) t~ront line of the

house since the HighwaymBpart~enthad~qhe Board to observe all

front setbacks whenever possible. jolr. Brookfield moved that the

applicant be granted the right to bUild the garage even with the

front 11ne of the house and a side yard setback of g feet, which

would necessarily make the breezeway more narrow. Mr. Smith second

ed. Carried.

I

I

7. James Bentley Wood, for permission tooperate anticue shop and fur

niture repair on 1-1/2 acres on the northwest corner of Route 694

and Chain Bridge Road, Providence District. ~~. Wood said he would

have no furniture display on the outside - all he wanted on the out

side was a sign. The house is very old and is lOcated in a non

conforming position. Mr. Smith said he had seen the property and th

only thing he did not like was the parking situation. He thought it

Could be very hazardous. Mr. Wood said he realized that and had

planned to clear sufficient spQce to take care of any cars and give

them room to turn around within the parking sp,ce and not have to go

on the highway. ~~. Wood was asked how much funlture repairing he

intended to do. He stated that most of the repair would be done in

homes but only a limited amount on his premises. There were no ob

jections to this use. Mr. Smith made the following motion: That

the application be granted provided ample parking facilities be pro

vided on the north side of the building to keep all CafS from stop

iog on the road and that the use of the property for 88le of an

tiques will conform to the Zoning Ordinance which will include a

sign 1 square foot and that no display will indicate from the exter

ior that the bUilding is being utilized in whole or In Part for any
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purpose other than a dwelling. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

Reliance Homes of Washington, Inc., for permission to erect dwell

ing within 25 feet of front pro~erty line, Lot 17. Fairdale, Sect

ion A, Falls Church District. The applicant said he wanted to put
on

the building/high ground and although there was more area in the

lot th6n required the greater part of the lot (which would allow

proper setbacks) was approximately a or 10 feet below the road.

would be very expensive to fill the lot ond it would necessitate

cutting trees which they are trying to save. By locating the

house in this manner (according to the application) it would be

on a level with other houses on the street. rather than having it

far beloW. The hoouses across the street have a greater setback

than required. This was done purposely to allow more room and a

wider area between houses and to give the subdivision a more spa

cious look. The low part of the lot will be landscaped. y~. Smit

said if other lots had been graded, as the aP9licant had indicated

why couldnt this one be graded too. The applicant said it would

remove many lovely trees and it was an excessive amount of grading

in this particular case and they could not afford to sell the hO\5

at their ~rices if the grading were done. The planned building

would be an in.provement to the subdiVision, the house would be 1n

better relation to the entire tract. Mr. Smith asked if the

ground left by placing the building so far in one corner would be

sufficient to create another lot. The ap~licant said they were

not interested in another lot there. ond they would be Willing to

restrict the purchaser of the lot from ever creating another lot.

N~. BrookfEad suggested that nother builder might ask for the same

setbAck which it would be difficult not to grant. He also stated

that Annandale Acres has lived up to restrictions and thought this

subdivision should also. The applicant said they hed developed

four subdivisions in the county and this ~as the first variance

they had asked. V~. Smith said he would like to see the property

before making a decision. He moved to defer the application until

the next meeting (either a special meeting or the regular meeting)

I

I

I

I
to view the property. ~~. Brookfield seconded Carried.

9 - A. G. Lowry, for permissbn to locate dwelling within 2).55 feet or

McNair Avenue an1 2).55 feet from side line on Lot 66, Section I,

Woodlawn ~~norJ Mt. Vernon District. This is a wide rambler which

will not fit on the lot and meet proper setbacks. Mr. Brookfield

suggested placing the house the long way of the lot facing McNair.

Mr. Lowry said this would give a side view of the house from the

main street and also since the main view from the house was from

the back, it would fBce their view toward the neighbors side yard

I
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and would not give the long vista which the lot provides. He stated;;;" 0 :3
that they had to have the house large because his mother and sister

were living with him 8nd his wife and three children and they need

ed it allan one floor because of his mother. Mrw Brookfield read

from the Zoning Ordinance regarding corner lots and said he thought

the Ordinance should be upheld. ~w. Smith said loc~ting the house

eo close to Mc~air Avenue would make the house jut out beyond the

other houses on that etreet if they observed the 50 foot setback.

This would also establish a precedent and otherw would ask the same

thing. Mr. Lowry said he had had many difficulties in getting a

home, first with the lot and now with the house he wanted. Mr. 8m!

said he was very sympathetic with Mr. Lowry's situation but that the

Board operated under an Ordinance and h8d continually had to refuse

this sort of request. ~~. Smith moved to refuse the apPlication.

~~. Piggott seconded. Carried. ~~. Lowry asked if he could get an

inside lot would the Board grant the same setbacks. Mr. Smith said

that would be another case - he would have to come before the Board

~gain for that request - the Board could meke no cou~itment.

10 - E. W. Leonard, for permission to erect dwelling within 15 fe~t of

~ide property line, Lot 54, Pinecrest, Falls Church District. This

1s a corner lot and if the applicant meets both street setbacks he

cannot meet the one side setback. The lot was bought in 1941 and

was not a corner lot at that time. Since he bought a street w~~ pu~

In,putting him on a corner. There were no objections to the applica

tion. Mr. Brookfield moved to grant the application because it was

a lot of record prior to the Ordinance and was a corner lot. Mr.

Piggott seconded. Carried.

11 - Raymond and Edna Minetree, for permission to construct addition to

dwelling to come 45 feet from Ashton Street, Mt. Vernon Woods Subd

ivision, Mt. Vernon District. Mr. ~~netree said the addition will

bring his house 45 feet from the road, that the zoning changes to

Suburban Re5idence two lots away and those houses have a 40 foat set

ba.ck. Mr. Smith said since there were 50 few lots in the subdivido

requiring a 50 foot setback and mast or th~ subdivision was built up

with houses on a 40 foot basis it wall more in keeping to allow the

setback requested. He moved to grant the applicstion because the

building ~etback line in the majority of the subdivision of this

block is 40 feet. Mr. Brookfield seconded. Carried.

12 - B. G. Herring, for permission to locate dwelling within 1) feet 6

inches of one side line and a feet 6 inches From the other ~ide line

Lot 105, Section 2, Westhampton SubdiVision, Providence District. Mr

Herring said his neighbor was willing for him to locate his house

this close. It will be brick and cinderblock. Mr. Brookfield moved
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to grant the application which would give a 1.1/2 foot vlriance on

the north side and an 8-1/2 foot setback on the east side, because

of the width of the lot and the size of the house. Mr. Piggott

seconded. Carried.

Sarah J. Reidelbach, for permission to locate filling station 15

feet from south oroperty line instead of 40 feet on 20,000 squtire

feet on the east side of Leesburg Pike, approximately 1000 feet

from Bailey's Cross Roads - towards 7 Corners, Falls Church Distri

y~. Reidelbach said he had a small non-confoTming garage which he

wanted to tear down and put in ~ filling station. ~~. Dawson said

it could be a traffic hazard, Bnd that the state highway had asked

to maintain all street settacks - the area was congested near this

point. Mr. Reidelbach said he was 60 feet from the road - he was

asking only the side setback. His property is bordered on the side

by residence which would require a 40 foot setback for a filling

station. There were no objections. i··r. Brookfield moved to grant

the &Pplication and Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

Francis G. Hateell, for permission to locate dwelling $ feet from

one side line and 3 feet from the other side I1ne and a detached

garage to come 2 feet from side line, Lots 6 and 7, Section I,

Groveton Heights, ¥ot. Vernon District. Mr. Brookfield said this

was an old subrtivislon and he did not thfnk granting this variance

would b e .objectionable - he moved to grant the application. Mr.

Piggott seconded. Carried.

Virginia Power and Blectric Corporation, for permission to erect

electric substation on Section Gt Willston Project, approximately

JOO feet west of Patrick Henry Drive and aPP~oximately 600 feet

from Leesburg Pike, Fells Church District. The applicant showed

the general location of the substation with relation to surroundin

area. Since the installation of Willston the need for another sub

station is very evident. There were no objections. Mr. Brookfiel

moved to grant the a pplicotion since this is a necessary installa

tion and there were no objections. ~~. Piggott seconded. Carried.

R. M. V~dron, for permission to remodel present dwelling into du

plex house on 11-1/2 acres located On theeast side of Rt. 650.

approximately 1/2 mile south of Route 7. Providence District. V~.

~~dron said the original house on his property is about 20 years

old and he had reDlOdelled it. lt is well back f rom all property

lines. There were no obje~tions. He was asked what plan he had

for the balance of his 11-1/2 acres. He said he had no plans,

that he would definitely keep about 4 acres and may later on sell

the other part. ~~. Smith said he thought that probably one duple

would be all right. Mr. Brookfield moved to grant the applicatio

I
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Mr. Plggo~t seconded. Carried.

17 - H. H. Harris, for permission to have an apartment over his gerage

which is located on 145 feet by 350 feet on which one dwelling is

alreeady located, Lot 5, Madrillon Farms, on Lard Fairfax Road,

Providence District.

Mr. White said the applicant had converted the garage into a dwel

fng and had rented it and had been ordered to vaccte the garage

dwelling. ~~. Harris had gotten a permit for a garage and had

built an apartment which was in vlo1dtion of the Ordinance and now

he asks to continue this viol&tion. v.r. Sraith staid lIe cQuldn!t see

how that could be granted, there wae no raason for it - just a pure

violation. It would be like telling anyone they could do what

they wanted and entirely disregard the requirements.

Mr. Lillard appeared representing opposition. He presented a pe

tit10n opposing with 58 names. ¥~S. Cole said the applicant was no

only renting this one apartment but was preparing to remodel the

lower part of the garage and rent that too, that ~hey had bought

there to get aWay rrom apartments.

~~. Meyers also spoke opposing. He stated that he wished to keep

the neighborhood purely residential as it now is. Also opposing

·were ~rs. w~rner, Mrs. J~ckson and Mrs. Meyers. All stOod. Mr.

Brookfield moved to deny the application. Mr. Piggott seconded. ~~.

Smith suggested a time limit for the vacation of the apartmen~. The

time for vacancy was placed at 60 days from June 20th.

18 - C. B. O'Shaughnessy, for permission to operate gravel pit for four

months on 6 acres located 516 feet north of Leesburg Pike, approx

imately 1/2 mile east of Bailey's Cross Roads, Falls Church Distric

Mr. Andrew Clarke represented Mr. O'Shaughnessy. Mr. Clarke re

called that this case came before the Board of Appeals two months

ago and was granted. At that time it was suggested by Mr. John Rust

and Mr. Smith that a gravel pit could not be granted in a Suburban

Residence Zone, according to the Ordinance. Therefore, Mr. O'shau

ghnessy a~plied to the Eoard of $u?8Tvisors for a rezoning of this

6 acres ~o an agricultural zone and it was granted. He 1s now ask

ing for this use for only 120 days after which time he will slope

the ground, the grade with a ratio~or one to two. The bottom will b

thoroughly drained so no stagnant Wgter will be left. Mr. Clarke

dr~w a diagram showing the relative location of the tract and the

surrounding area. He also presented pictures of the grading which

has tuken place on the joining non-conforming tract and which 15 the

same type of grading Mr. O'Shaughnessy will do on the 6 acree. Mr.

Clarke said there were no objections from the immediate neighbors.

Mr. OIShaughnessy ~aid there would be cuts of from 15 to 19 feet
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and he would fill back to approximately 10 feet.

The Chairman asked Mr. White to give his o?inion of this use.

Mr. \O;'hite thought it should be allowed with guarantees as to the

time and final condition of the ground.

Mr. John Rust appeared representing the opposition. (Virginia

Heights Subdivision) Mr. Rust stated that a gravel pit at this

location was not in keeping with the general development, that it

was a danger to the health and safety of residents in the vicinity

He recalled that two opposing petitions were filed with the case

when it was heard two months ago, containing 50 names. Mr. Rust

stated that all the property in this civinity was zoned Suburban

Residence except the 6 acres in question and that had been spot

zoned to ~gricultural Zoning. He contended that a non-conforming

use should not be continued and expanded when it was in opposition

to the zoning vrdinance and was a detriment to the neighborning

property. There are many children in the neighborhood and the

deep pits are dangerous, Mr. Rust contended. He asked Mr. O'Shau

ghnessy to repair the damage he had already done to the surround

ing area.
•

v~. Robert L'Hureaux, Attorney for the Senate Banking Committee,

appeared in opposition and in conjunction with .~. Rust. He stat

ed that he had bought pro;lerty in Virginia Heights because it was

a rural area. He saw the gravel pit but was assured that the dev

eloper would grade the ground proDerly and that under the Zoning

Ordinance he could not expand his operations further. V~ry 900n

Mr. O'Shaughnessy began expanding his digging. Mr. L'Hureaux stat

ed that this was a detriment to real estate values which should be

maintained, that this was a growing district of permanent homes 

purely residential and they were trying to keep it that way. A

gravel pit 1n the mindst of this type of develOpment was dangerous

He also stated that if an adverse decision is given-this case will

be taken to the highest court in the State, if necessary. He

st~ted that the Supreme Court has always hele that spot zoning was

unconstitutional.

Since land in this vicinity could well be sold to advantage. be

cause of the rapid rate of development, ~~. L'Hureaux suggested

that refusing Mr.O'Shaughnessy the right to operate the gravel pit

would not be a hardship for him and no loss to him financially.

Mr. Clarke said th9t when Mr. O'Shaughnessy began digging in

this area he conferred with the Planning Commission and was told i

was all right. About 7fY%, of the gravel has been taken off and he

asks only 120 days to complete his work - a great part of that tim

will be taken up in grading the land to the required slope. He

joG,
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also stated that the purchasers of Old DOllinion SUbdivision who are

the nearest residents to the gravel pit are not objecting and when

the grading is completed the g round will be left in far better con-

dition than it is now.

fiJI'. L'Hureaul stated that t he developer of Old Dominion had sold

out and natur611y was no longer interested in what happened there

the owners were lei't to cope with this unf'ortunate sIituation.

l~. Clarke said that they were not cOllipelled to buy there _ they

were just unfortunate to have bought near an established gravel pit

~~r.VHur,eaux,:~t.~,t@d::t.hat they all tbad accepted the fact of the

gravel pit but they were ju~t asking that that use not be extended

and the g round be put in proper condition.

}f.r. Harrison who owns ground directly in front of the 6 acres in

question testified - not opposing V~. O'Shaughnessy's application.

Mr. Brookfield said he was not in sympathy with the rezoning of thi

tract to agricultural ground - that it was spot zoning. i·.r • Smith

I

I

I

agreed that spot zoning was irregular and not in keeping with the

intent of the Ordin~nce, but the Board could not oppose the applica

tion if the us~ will not tend to prejudice the ultimate development

of the property in accordance with theZonlng Map and if it 1s left

in a safe condition, properly drained.

Mr. Brookfield asked Mr. Iiust if' this case were granted would they

appeal it to the Board of Supervi50rs. ~~. Rust said it would be.

j'!r. Brookfield moved to grant the application. hr. Smith seconded.

It Carried unanimously. fur. Rust handed a copy of his petition for

appeal to the ,secretary.

DEFERRED CASES:

Carl T. Driefus, for permission to h&ve a variance for less than 25

feet on sideyard, Lots 64 and 66, Wellington, Section II, Mt.Vernon

District. Mr. Fagelson, attorney for the applicant, was not present

to I' epresent the case. "ir. White recalled the case history. Mr.

Dawson said he thought they 5hQ~ld defer the case until the attorney

was present and Mr. Brookfield so moved. i1r. Piggott seconded. It

carried. This will be heard either at the next regular meeting or

at any special meeting which might be held earlier.

General Industries, for permission to locate detached garage J feet

from side line, Lot 9, Temont Gardens, had been deferred since

March 21, 1950. It was voted to drop this case.

The Board adjourned for lunch.

(
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Pauline C. Zepp-Cilland, for permis,si on to rebUild restaurant whic

was destroyed by fire (River Bend) at the intersection of Mt.

Vernon Boulevard and Route 629 at the Fort Hunt Reservation, Mt.

Vernon District.

Mr. Roy Swazey appeared representing the opposition as they had

asked deferrment of this case at the last meeting in order to organ

ize op~osition. The case for the application was presented at that

meeting.

Mr. C. C. Robinson from National Capital Parks spoke in oppositl

He stbted that the Mt. Vernon ~emorlal Highway was of great concern

to the Federal Government from the standpoint of keeping it clear

ed of anything objectionable and it had been bought with the idea

01 meking a memorial parkway from ~65hing~on to Mt. Vernon - a plea

sent place to drive and to live with no business intrusion. When

the g round was bought there were several business ventures already

est8blished and which they had to accept but with the idea that

when the use was interrupted then the non-conforming use would end.

He hoped the Board would not continue this use as it does not be

long on the Highway. They had tried to limit access to the Highw&y

because of safety. The traffic on the Highway is very heavy morn

ings and evenings and this would undoubtedly be an added hazard.

The Government is making a tremendous effort ~o keep the Highway

safe as well as beautiful.

Mr. Swazey said he did not think the Board had the right to grant

this non-conforming use - they could grant a tea room or restaurant

but River Bend was neither one of these - it was actually a night

Club. It was listed as such in the telephone boo~ and was operated

as a night club. Section IV, Par. 15 - j of the Zoning erdinance

does not give permission t 0 grant a night club. Mr. Swazey present

ed letters from Mamie C. Parker and Mr. and ~~e. Bowersock opposing

which letters are made a part of the~e minutes~ He said it the Zon

ing Ordinance means anything it must be enforced and specific con

trol of non-conforming uses is listed in the Ordinance purposely.

The county must ultimately do away with all non-conforming uses. He

asked the county to co0gerate with the Interior Department.and keep

business ofC this Highway. He presented B petition opposing _ with

JJ names.

~~. Swazey drew a location map of the area. p~s. Malli50n read

the names on the ?etition and Mx. Swazey located them on his map.

He stated that this is a first class residential area. While many

of the names on the petition were people not immediately joining th

property in question - they were people who had the interest of the

Boulevard at heart. MOst of the people in favor of this use were no

I
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living in the area.

~~. Gilland said they w~~e not all livine in the area· but they

used the Highway - it was their main woy out.

Mr. Worthman of the Baracca Philathln Union spoke requesting the

BOard to deny the application. He detailed the position of his erga

izatlon. the trarfi~ hazard which would result from this use, and

stated that he was ap~e~ring at the request of his Board to oppose

this continued use.

y~s. Mallison owns land nearest to River Bend - her property joins

that of the applicant. She stated the land joining them Was planned

for a high class development but it had not been sold because people

did not want to live near a night club. She thought Mr. Gilland

could sell his property to great advantage aince it wa~ well loca~ed

for residential use and ground in th~t area was expensive. Thus by

refusing ~he application it would not work a hardship to the owner.

~~. Ayers paralleled Mt. Vernon Boulevard to the Shirley Highway

where the State of Virginia was not allowing business. He suggested

that U.S. No.1 was the proper place £or business.

~. Straus, attorney for Mr. Gilland, spoke in rebuttal. He sug

gested that the objector~ were all except Mr. ~~lllson far from the

location, and therefore not directly affected. He recalled the Air

port restaurant on the ~~morial Highway north at Alexandria which

sold beer and wine and allowed dancing - which the Government had

not disapproved. He also stated that there had been no accidents at

River Bend and it had never created a hazard. The applicant would

construct a 40 or $50,000 building On the same site, well back tram

the front property line and the bu!l~ng would be well screened by

trees.

Mr. Richardson said there was no comparison betwe~n the Highway

north of Alexandria and south of Alexandria. On the north it had

been impossible to keep commercial ventures away but they were try!n

strenuously to keep the boulevard south of Alexandria free from bus-

iness. He stated that the Federal Government was planning the same

kind of Boulevard from Washington to Great Falls.

Mr. Straus said the reasonfue reason River Bend was listed as a oi

Club was because of the license.

Mr. Smith said he felt thbt the posi~ion of the county was very 1m

portant but he thought we should look at the Mt. Vernon Memorial

Highway from the standpoint of the future - to see the overall pic-

ture, that this was actU&lly a rezoning since the new structure would

be of a permanent nature and it w,ould amount to spot zoning. He felt

that this Highway and Mt. Vernon were sacred to the people of the

whole nation. that in his opinion there was no more beautiful drive

----~
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anyplace and it deserves much consideration.

Mr. Smith mBde the following motion: That the application be re

fused because to g I"ant the reconstructi on of River Bend would sub

stantially impair the intent and purpose of the Zoning Ordinance.

y~. Piggott seconded. It carried, unanimously.

J-/D
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AJI~It~~S. opel'" Dawson, a1rman

• I
July lB, 1950

The regular aeeting of the
Fairfax County Board ot Zoning
Appeals was held Tuesday, July
18, 1950, in the Board Roo. ot
the Fairfax .Co.unt,. Courthouse
at 9:45 a.m. with the follow
ing members pr8sent.: Messrs
s. Cooper ,Dawson. J. W. Brook
field, Verlin Smith, T. I.
Piggott, and W. S. Elgin. Mr.
White, Zoning Inspector, was
present. Mr. Brookfield acted
8S Chairman tor the first part
01' the meet.1ng.

DEFERRED CASES:

E. F. Bladen. OD Glyndon and Owasa Streets, near Town ot Vienna,.

who was Iranted the right to operate a sawmill asked tor an ex

tension of one year to operate. It was vote. to extend the perais

tor one year trom th1a date.

The tlm. lia1t tor construction waa extended tor J. F. Tho.as to

build his &Srage on Lot 1, Sect. I, City Park Homes tor another 6

aootha - \0 January 19, 1951.

Reliance Homes of W8shlncton. tor peralss10n to erect dwelling wlt

in 25 feet ot tront property line. Lot 17. Sect. A, Fairdale. Sub

division. This case had been deferred in order that ~e Board

.11b' view the property. Mr. Lawrence appeared tor the applicant.

He explained how 1he house vas located on bleb Cround in order \0 d

a great amount of tilling and to save trees - the houses across ,

sireet were 8.t well back to gi.e an appearance of space b.tween

houses. Mr. Brooktield and Mr. SDiih had seen the property and

_hoUCh' it a satisfactory arrangement. Mr. Dawson mowed to craft'

the spplication. Mr. Elgin seconded. Carried.

Carl T. Drietus. tor permission to baYe yarlance tor less tbaa 25

teet on one aide yard. Lota 6~ and 66. Welling'oD. Secti. II, • Mr.

Fa'8lson represenied the applicant. He re~lewed the case which ba

been undecided tor ten years. Mr. Vbi\e also went back o~er the

ease as he was ZaRing Administ~ator durin& moet ot th. discussions

,. tbis case. The case was taken to courS tor a decision on ibe

I

I

I



I

I

JulY lS", 1950

house location and was discu8sed between the Cour'. Mr. Stockton and

the applicant. The Court au~,e8'ed tn&t Dr. Dre1rus bUT aOTe land

to ghe sufficient ,ar.ea.,for. the lot and £Dr .the ,applicant to 10 be

fore the Board of Appeala tD~ a ~ariance,- which he has done. Mr.

Smith said.that.aince tbe.8ppllean~_ha8.complledwith ever~hing

he possible could. 8nd __waa tollowins out the suglestlon of the Court

and the actual bul1dinc.nf t~ dwellin& was a mistake in location

by the builder, he moved that ~e.applicatlon be granted because 1t

would work. a veat.. hard,ship...to.tb..e, .owner to tear dow the ~ll4\ln&.

Mr. Elgin.seeondAdA Carr.ied.

NEW CASES:

1 - G. E. Donaho, tor perml~81on to locate detached garage within 4 tee'

oC rear property. line t. approx1l18t..ely 1/2 ac:re OD "he NW Corner ot

'be intereectiDn ot 236 and Quaker L~e, Falla Church District. Mr.

Douhe sald he needed th1.a -&round tcuke. a tura.-around and '0 sa"8

\reee too large \0 ~o"e. Mr. White ,said this was also 08 a hill sid.

which WDuld work a hardship to build the garage according to the pro

per setbac:ks. Mr. Donaho is moying the old garage and makinc a

double garage out of It. He will move the old garage nearer the

line as requested. Mr. Dawson, asked the applicant to be very sure

about his line and to ba,.e it surveyed before. 1I.0'f:1ng the build1nc.

Mr. Dawson moved togrent the applic:ation becau8e it was the onl,

place he could loca~e a garage wi'hou' too mUCJh hardship. Mr. Elgi

seconded. Carried.

2 - wm. Recktenwald. to locate detached garage 1 foot Eroa side line,

Lot 187, Renwick Park, FallS Church District. Mr. Recktenwald said

bie house is actually 15 fee' fro. tbe side line and he wishes to

locate the ~arage 10 feet from the house and between some laree tre

He would like \0 have it confor. ill archit.ect\re wi'th t.he house whi

ia br1c:k with trame gables. Tbe garage would be frame to match the

gables. Mr. Whhe aaid this was the same thing the Board had grant-

J. / /
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ed many t1me8 betore - h. saw no grea\ obj.ction Oil a emall lot the'

could Dot meet 'he setbacks. Mr. Sml'b sa1d the closest the Board

had ~ranted was 4 feet witb a trame garage aDd 2 feet w1'h a ..sonrJ

building. Mr. Brookfield said that vas true dnce Mr. Smith had C:OII

OD the Board but beCore that they had £ranted gar&&es closer. M:r.

Dawson suggested masonry construction. The applicant sald h. had

wanted to do the work hi.self and could not lay bricks or cinder

blocks. Mr. Saith 8ald the Board wae amending the Ordinance to a110

this variance and .ak1as the Ordl~ance confor. ,~ e.a1l lota - that

there were too maDJ 'farianGes like this. Mr. Brookfield said they

bad even granted joint carage. on the line on narrow lots. Hepre

ferred garaces cloee \0 \he line to prevent.the piling ot trash. Mr.
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Smith said ~he B.ard had refused tbe same thing on Bucknell. Mr.

Brookfield stated that W88 a wholesale request and the Board coul

be more lenient on individual cases. It was sug&eeted that tbe

garage be built of asbestos shingles, but also stated that that

was only fire resistent nDt rlre~proof. Mr. Dawson moved ~o «raDt

the garage location of 1 toot from the line-because or the narrow

ne88 of the lot but that the construction should be masonry. Mr.

Elsin seconded. Carried.

Harry G. Hull, to locate detached garage 4 feet from, rear property

and 1 toot from rear.lloe on. Lot la, Block 2. Fair Hayen, Mt. Ver

Don Dletrtlt. This lot 1s very steep directly back of the houae

and also the applicant haa put in a rock garden to develop the

slope and to take away the.mud. If the garage is located.properl,

1t would leaye very little back yard. It will be 4 teet from tbe

corner of the bouae. Mr. Smith asked if the applicant had conside

ed a garage when he boU«bt the lot. He said yes but he did Rot

know about the r8&Ulations. The driveway was already in and he

thought 1t would be all right to locate the garage in accordance

witb the dri.eway. Mr. Smith moved to grant tbe application due t

topography and that the garage should be oC masonry construction.

Mr. Elgin seconded. Carried.

A. P. CoUCliD. to erect detached garage 4 feet trom aide property

line on lot 36, Block B, Section It Burgandy V111age, Mt. Vernon

District, ~o obaerve the 10 Coot setback would put the garage &1

.ost in the middle ot the back ,ard. Mr. Daweon mOTed to grant tb

application because the Planning Commission and Board of,Zoninc

Appeale had agreed to allow thie aetback.. Mr. Elgin aeconded.

Carried.

Albert W. Loughrie, .0 locate detached garage 78 reet troa trcat

right or ~y of Pine Driye. Lo. 19, Davian Place SubdiviaioD,Falle

Cburch District. The applicant asks this Yariance because lare'

trees are in the way ot locating properly. Mr. Brookfield 8UC

tested movln~ the garage back 2 feet and meet the front setback

and take the vB~ianee GO tbe rear setback. Tbe other Board member

thought a tront "arianee was better. Mr. Smith moved to arant tbe

application becau8e of tbe ahape of tbe let. Mr. &lglR seconded.

Carried.

John G. Meyer, to locate detached garage 2 feet from 8ide property

line, Lot 270, Section ). West-Lawn, Falls Church District. A 10

toot setback would plaee tbe garage directly back of the hQUBe. Mr.

Dawson suggested cinderblock constructioD. Mr. Smith asked the

applicant if he had considered a «arage when he boucbt. He said h

had been led to belie"e that tbere waB enough roo. for the garage.

He didnt know about the Zoning ordinance. Mr. Brookfield said the

I
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bul1dinc should be fireproof. Mr. D8~8on moved to &raDt tbe appliea

tiOD due to the shape of the lot, provided it 1s Of_masonry con

etruction. Mr. Elgin.eeconded•. Carried.

7.. Charles A. Hiu1ns, to eraetdetaehed garage 2 feet froID. side and 2

feet trom rear property line. Lot 12, Block S, Section 5, C1ty Park

Homes, FaIle Church District. This will have cinderblock to the

eaYes and frame from then on~ Mr. Ridgely was pre8en~ and aaked

just What use the applicant, was going .to make of this garage and wha

did a variance mean - will the garage be used for personal use or to

business. Mr. Smith said this variance cbanged nothing regard1nc

the zoning or use of the property .. 1t was simply a'matter of set

backs. Business was Dot allowed t~er8. Mr. Ridgely said bad no

objections to~e setbacks _ be was just wonderi~ it USing tbis

garage could include, a worksho,p .,to service cars. commercially. 'the

Chairman said he could not use this larage commercially. Mr. Dawson

moved to grant the application provided 1t 1~ of masonry construct

ion. Mr. Elgin seconded. Carried.

8 - E. D.Wilt, to locate gasoline pumps with 1e33 Setback than required

by the Zoning Ordinance on part of Lo' 3, Fort Ward Heigbts. corner

of Original Leesburg Pike and Valley Drive, Falls Church District.

Mr. Lytton Gibson represented the applicant. He said there was

practically 25 feet between the puaps and the Leesburg Pike right ot

way and will be approximately 60 teet trom the pa?ed surface ot the

Pike. Mr. Gibson a1ao queati9ned whether or no' pumps' were a struct

ure in the strict sense of the word. Mr. Smith read fro. the Ord

inance the definition ot the structu.. He suggested that the Board

sbould view, the property before making a decision. Mr. ~ite said

the Ordinance said Ibuildlns or structure' which be thoucht covered

pumps.

Mr. Stickley was present representing opposition. Mr. Smith lug

lested that the Board hear the oPpOSition betore deferring. Mr.

Stickly· sald Mr. Johnson was tbe actual owner ot tbis ..ouod and the

rezoning was made in his name. Mr. Gibson said the application was

made a.s Contract. Owner. Mr. Wilt would lene the property. Mr.

Dawson moTed to defer the case until Ju+y.t82Sth·at the special meet

in&. Both Mr. Gibson and Mr. Stickley agreed. Mr. Plcgott seconded

Carried.

9-- E. D. Wilt. to locate gasoline p~ps 30 feet trom lou~e8 50 and 211

right of way on ground on the HW aide ot Fairfax Circle 'n Provi

dence District. Mr. Gibson represented Mr. Wilt. Mr. White ques

tioned the policy ot locating pumps this cloae - he telt that they

should be SO feet baek. Mr. Gibson said many pWDpS 111 t.he county

were not SO feet back •. Mr. White sucgested that that was the reason

tOF the Qrdinance ... there were too many non-conforming puepa loca\e.

_.... _,.,
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too clO8e, ~e_the r~_o~wa~. Mr. Brookfield said it was true

that many had been granted becaus&. ot.the question in the. minds of

the Board as to "hetheror nato_pumps were structures. Mr. Gibson

said it wae a definite hardship for, one to set his pumps back so

tar ~ and that this matter of pumps being a structure should be

elaritied. It was stated that the business joining this had pumps

)2 teet back. Mr. Smith said the cases (the two Wilt eases) were

not parallel cases - he showed the relative locations on the black

board with a diagram-map. This proposed structure is directly in

11ne or a possible widening of the Circle, where the tratfi~ would

be increasingly heavy. Mr. Elgin thought there would be sufficlen

roo. between the building and the puaps. Mr. Smith said that the

pump8 on the joining busines8 were pa8t the road coming in\o the

Circle and therefore would not be affected by widening. Mr.Glbson

said the buildinc was already half uf and it met the setback re

quirements. ,He suggested that theBoard view the propeny. Mr.

Smith said we had had requests from the Highway Department to ob

serve setbacks. Mr. Gibson said the Hi&hway Department bad given

approval ot the proposed entrances and exits. He suggested that

8omethin& be done about service station setbacks - designatins

whether or not they should meet required setbacks on pumps. Mr.

S.itb moved to deter the ease until July 25th, special meeting, to

Tiew the property. Mr. P1&:gott. seconded. Carried.

M. K. Apperson, to construe' addition to dwelling to co•• 8 feet

troll side line and ,35 teet trom front right of way line, lot on 58

corner of intersection of Rts. 648 and 2,36, Fall. Church District.

The additioR would be of fireproof construction. The additioft

would be two bedrooma and & porch. The state had left a strip ot

land along Route 2,36 and had granted use ot it to the owner. Th.

driveway to his house i8 subject to this acreellentwlth the state.

There is an open ditch approximately S teet deep aloD&: .2)6. Mr.

White thought there could be no traffic hazard. Mr. Brookfield

mOYed that the application be. granted due to the size end shape ot

tbe lot and topographic conditions. Mr. Piggott secondsd. Carried.

Andy Repaay~ to construet attached. garage to co.e 18 feet from aid

property line, on the south sid.e of Rt. 624 - 7/10 mUe froll inter

section ot 624 and Rt. 1. Nt.Vernon District. Mr. White said be

could aee no ojbectlon , the applicant needs a garage. I~ will be

attached by a breezeway. There was 80me misunderstanding in the

granting of his perllit. He already has the footings PGured and di

not realize he was wrong until the inspection waa made. It i8 ot

cinderblock construction. Mr. Dawson Iloved to grant the applica

tion because of hardship to the applicant. Mr. Elgin seconded.

Carried.

I
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12 _ Lawrenoe n.. Rohb1nJl.•. to. looat•..dw~33.. feat frOllL.Rt_ 620., at

junction of 620 and 645, Willow Springs) Centerville Dlstrletw Mr.

Robbins said he had the building up before he knew hie setback was

wrong. He had asked about r,utrictlons. ."hen. he. bought and was told

there were DOBe - just. tbee!sctrical. ins,paction, and a $3 fee. It

was stated that t he Braddock Road will probably be widened but many

houses in this subdiyls10nare not set back properly. Mr. White

saw the p~operty and had asked Mr. Robbins to come to the Zonin!

Office. He said there was no excuse tor this negligence but would

not recommend making Mr. Robbis move his house because of his family

and the difficult way in which they were living. Mr. Dawson moved

to defer the CBse for inspection. and have Mr. White check the exact
of the bouse from 620

distance/and check the s~reet width. This will be heard Aucust 15

and Mr. Robbins need not be present. Mr. Elgin seconded. Carried.

13 - National Advertising Company, for permission to leave sign 5 x 6'

on present property - 1.8 miles east or Fairfax Circle on the south

side at Rts. 29 and 211. Providence District. Mr. Reynold. rep

resented the applicant. He stated that the original si~n on this

location was put there in 1938. During a merger and move or bis com

panr some uninformed person in the office ordered this original sien

removed sinee the advertiser cancelled his advertising. The origina

sign WBS 8 x 20'eet. It was torn down entirely and the ,smaller aien

S x e Ft. was put up advertising Howard Johnson's. Since the Ord

inance says the sign cannot be changed in structure the Highway Dep

artment in!'ormed ths Company that they were violating the law. Mr.

Schumann etplalned ~he sign. r~lulations - stating that a sign must

advertise a service on the premises. and this s1gn was over a mile

trom the business advertised. The Board Should decide whether or

not it should be left there. Letters regarding the sign transaction

between the Pl~uning Commission, State, and National .dver'181ng

Co.,pny vere read. Mr. Brookfield suggested tha\ this application

be deterred as it was too important to make a decision without ad

vice of legal cOURsel. Mr. Lynch sugcested tbat the Ordinance stat

thet a use permitted by the Board 1s invalid it it is out of use for

160 dars. Mr. Smith moved to defer the case until the next meeting.

August 15th. Mr. Elgin seconded. Carried.

Jefferson D. Broaddus) to allow two outbuildincs to remain as locat

both structures to be 2 feet fro. a 10 foot alley and one struct\r e

to be 5 teet fro. the side line. SE corDer Sea1nary Dr1ve and Frank

lin Street, Falls Church District. Mr. Broaddus was not present.

Mr. Willingham was pre-sent and questioned what the applicant wanteel.

Mr. White told the history oC the c&ee: He said that Mr. W1l1ingbu

had complained about tbe three buildings being too close to the line

Mr. Boaddus had owned the neighboring lot to his dwelling and had
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moTed the two outbuildings on to that lot - too close to the line.

Th87 had tried to get him to move them, then he put a 10hird build

ina: on this .... lot. Mr. 1flll1na:hem h.d .dd if Mr. Broaddus

woUldctak. a..y the third bulldina: it woUld b••ati.raetory but Mr

Broaddus retused. Mr. White bad hin sUllllloned. I1i was lI\1CIeste.

tbat h. go ~o theBoard or Zoaiac 1ppeals an the fir.' two build

ings od 1I0"'e the third buildinc. Mr. Br.addul had aveed but.

wouldn't pay the r.e to go berore tbe B••rd.. U. was contacted by

tbe Zoninc otfice to either Co before the Board or Court action

woUld b. tok.n. His a"ona.y _d. hill ..ake this appeal. In the

••antiae ~e sUlllllona had brought Mr. Broaddul into CCl'urt.. Tbe

Court sugeateel g01ns: before the Board.. Tbe tbird building bal

been tak.. away since the court action but the other t~ buildlncs

are still i. violetioll. It was aua_stect that e"ery.D.e had. be•• '

"'ery patient and that Mr. Broaddus should appear before the Board..

Mr .. Pll1o"t llO",ed to deter the case until A.u&uat 15 tor Mr. Bl"Clad

dUB to appear. Mr.. Elgin seconded. Carried.

l' _ Marton C. Hotohkiss, to construct addi1010. to attached carage Ie

reet rroa side 11ne on east BouleTard Orb'. at Herb.rt Springe be

tW4len Wellinlun and Collingwood, Mt. Veraon Diatrict.. The ad

dition would be of shingle constructloB, ~e prese.t building is

of .ston.. Mrs. Ho.chklas wan'" to increaee the prese•• ainpe

.arace lnto • double larag. and put a room over the garage. Mr.

naW8GD aUCI••ted cinderbleck con.true_loa which alcht be ta." wit

.hingl.... 'the lot is very larse but alopes directly 18 the back

and the additlon could not very well be put any place .ls.. Th.

pre.ent lar&le waa there betore the ZOIl1n& Ordinance. It 1a not 1

Ite.pine with tb. bou•• te put the gUl.le on the otb.r aid.e, Mra.

Hotchkias aaid.. Mr. DawaoD ao"'ed, to appre",. the appllcati•• pro

",ided the acldltlon la made ot ma.onry con.,ruction. Mr.. Saith

aeconded. Carried.

16 _ J.... Hy.... to coDnruet addition to dw.l11n& '0 c•• 7-1/2 f ••t

traa alde line, Let 2)7, S.ctlon 4, TT1.r Park, lall. Church Dle'

rict. Tbe preaent dwell1nC 1e brlck with ~od Cabl.... The appli

cant will u.e cinderblock for the add1tion With brick iD :Cront .. 'l

neare.t neighbor'. house ls a_ an anll. whicb C1",•••ore roo. be

tweeD houee. than it would do otbe:rw1... Mr.. Daw.on ao",•• ,. CI'

tbe application which will be CODstructe4 et cinderblock and rac..

wit.h brick. MF.. Elgin aeconded. Carried..

17 - A.. Budd lentoR, to construct ad41tl08 to aniaal hospital to coae

feet Ira. Shields A",eauI, Spr1nlbank Subdl",laioD. Lot I. Block I.

eaet aide of U.S.#!, appro:d..a,.ly 1/8 aile Donb Dr PaD. Daw, Jb ..

Vernen Dietl"lc't.. Dr .. len",o was called. out OD. an ••er'8ney call

and lois put ., til. bot_ of til. lint. 1Ir. ~ith ~

I
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Mr. Elgin made and seconded the motion. Carried.

18. Mrs. Vern Neal, to locate dwelling. 25 reet from Grove Avenue, Lot 20

Block J, Ellison Heights, Providence District. Mrs. Heal's 80n ;jlf ~
appeared before theBoard. When they bought they had no idea 12 feet

extra for road right of way was taken. It did Dot show on their

plat but it was recorded. This would not allow proper setback. Mr.

Neal' 8 plat shows 2000 squar.e !'eet more. than the county records show

Mr. Dawson moved that due t.o the. shape of the lot a 25 foot front

setback and 15 foot side and back setback be granted. Mr. Elgin

seconded. Carried.

19 - Stanley J. Kctoskl, to erect detached garage within 2 feet of side

I1ne, Lot 0, Annandale .Subdlvbion.," 1~5, Poplar Street, Falls Church

District. Mr. Kotoski said. the garage would be of clnderblock con

struction faced with brick.. There were no objections. Mr. Dawson

moved to grant the application provided it was of cinderblock con.

struction. Mr. Elgin seconded. Carried.

Mr. Dawson took the Chairmanship. for the balance o~ the meetiQ&.

20 - Nor-an W. Ridgeway, to construct:addition to non-conforming building

to come 5 teet trom Burgandy Lane t SW corner Telegraph Road and

Burgandy Lane. Mt. Vp,rnon District. The width oC Burgandy Lane was

questioned. Mr. Dawson thought it was only 15 feet and questioned

whether or not it was ever dedicated 8S a road. Any road out ot

the State System was privately owned and someone paid taxes on it.

It is possible that Mr. Ridgeway owns to the center oC Burgandy Lane

The Chairman raad a letter to Mr. Ridgeway fro. Mr. Stockton telling

Mr. Ridgeway to move his station and pumps back - which he did. Ther

were no objections. It was also thought possible that Burgandy Lane

would be abandoned as it was not necessary to Burgandy Village. Mr.

Brookfield moved to grant the application. Mr. Elgin seconded. Car

21 - wm. North, to erect carport 4ddition to dwelling to come 4 feet from

side line and a tool ahed to come 4 Ceet from side and 6 Ceet trom

rear lines, Lot 6, Brilyn Park, PrOVidence District. The present

dwelling is brick. The shed would be trame. There were no object

ions. Mr. White thought it wuld not harm neighboring property. Mr

Brookfield moved to grant the application. Mr. Elgin seconded •

. Carried. Mr. smith voted No.

22 • Donovan Q. Zook, to locate dwelling 15 feet from east lot 11ne and

carport 15 teet from west lot line, Lot 28, Hallowing Point River

Estates, Mt. VernoR District. Mr. Zook said he had originally

planned to set the dwelling where the lot is wider but the Heal~h

Department said it should be on higher ground, for septic tank drain

age. Mr. White thought there were no object1ons except it was low

ering the requirements ot theZoning Ordinance, unnecessarily. Mr.
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Smith thought it was definitely wrong tn go inLD. a completely

agricultural district and ask to reduce the setbacks to such an

extent J that the applicant should meet the requirements, that a

variance on this was unnecessary in such a rural district. The

Board granted these variances in the more congested urban district

but such a variance as this would bring too many other requests.

Mr. Zook said the others in the neighborhood have wider lots on th

road but his 1s wed&e shaped ,and that causes his difficulty. Mr.

Brookfield said the lots were just not wide enough. Mr. Smith sal

if the Board went along granting such things as this they were

changing the Ordinance completely and granting people more land on

their width - and it was not fair to those who met the requirement

of the Ordinance. Mr. Smith moved to grant the setback on the car

port aide only, due to the topography and the wedge shape of the

lot and the requirements of the Health Department. Mr. Elgin secon

ed. Carried~

2) - James L. Lewie. to locate carport, attached by lattice, to come 6

inches from side line, part of Lots 10 and II, First Addition to

Fairland, Falls Church District. Mr. Lewis said his house was set

on the lot to meet corner setbaCks. The ground slopes immediately

back of the house and be could not go back farther with his ad

dition. The carport would be 15 feet from his house. Thedriveway

is already in, curbs for drainage also. Mr. Smith thought he

should stay 2 feet from the line at least. Mr. Smith moved to gran

the application provided the carport is 2 feet from the side line.

due to topography. Mr. Elgin seconded. Carried.

Paul E. Green, to have chicken house 3-1/2 feet from rear property

line and 3-1/2 feet from sideline, Lots 44 and 45. Greenway DOWDS,

Falls Church District. Mrs. McCormick appeared objecting. She 18

located directly behind the applicant. She said she didnt know

anything about the Ordinance and thought these buildings were tem

porary, that their deed restriction required dwellings to cost

$5000 - these little buildings are on a vacant lot next door to
he

Mr. Green's 0.. dwelling. She had called Mr. Marsh end/had said

Mr. Green was in violandmn of the Ordinance. She said if everyone

put up chicken houses instead ot d~1ling8 it would ruin the Sub

division. The chicken house is approximately 28 feet long and the

shed are all located 3 feet from the l1ne instead ot 3-1/2 feet.

She described the buildings. Mr. Green said a chicken house was on

his lot when he bought. He moved it tG the lot he bought next to

him and built on to the first bUilding. He felt that it was no

hazard and did not know it should be 10 feet from the line. It

was suggested that this might be ased tor commercial use. Mr. Gree

said absolutely not - s~etimes he sold a few eggs but it was just

j/~
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for his own use. He was told in the beginning that the required set

backs were) feet. No building permit was ever iS5ued. The owner 0

the side lots do not object. Mr. Smith said we have only the Ord

inance to go by. He moved that the application be refused because

the buildings are in direct violation. of the Ordinance. Mr. Piggott

seconded. Carried. Mr. Smith moved and Mr. Brookfield seconded to

reopen the ease and Mr. Brookfield moved that the applicant be given

6 months in which to move the bUildings back to a ten foot setback

from rear and !ide linn.. Mr. Smith seconded. Carried.

25 - Roland Payne, to construct ,and operate a restaurant on 15,876 square

feet on the east side of Leesburg Pike, approximately 1-1/2 mile

south of 7 Corners. Falls Church ,District. Mr. James Keith represen

ed Mr. Payne. He showed the archite~t8 drawing oC the proposed res

taurant. He presented .• petition with 40 names in Cavor of granting

this application. The location was discussed. The petitioners

were all within 1/2 mile of the location for the restaurant. Mr.

white thought this not a particularly good location for a restaurant

but saw no particular objection otherwise. It was stated that Mr.

Payne has an application to go before the Board of SuperVisors for a

rezoning on this, which \';i1l come up July 19th if this Case is de..

nied. There are filling stations on el~her side of this lot.

Mr. Hankin, spoke in opposition. He presented a petition opposing

with 20 names - people immediately concerned and living near.

Mr. Netzer also spoke against - saying that this is avery bad loca

tion financially and he thought a restaurant venture here would not

be a success. There will be plenty of services at Culmore and

Bailey·s Cross Roads and 7 Corners. He felt that a continual additi n

of business, some of which would not be succes8ful and would deter-

iorate. would make Leesburg Pike a very bad hlghwa,.:;r; .MJl. Campbell 1

building 10 stores) many of which he cannot rent. H. was also op

posed to restaurants which might inconrage too much intimacy. Mr.

Netzger said he was in no way 1n competition with Mr. Payne, he has

a contract with theAmerican Oil Company for 25 years - but he ob

jects purely on a busines8 basis and in the interests of good pIann-

J.f9

I
26 -

ing.

Mr. Hankin said the posting of the restaurant was actUally on the

wrong lot. Mr. Brookfield questioned tbe improper posging and moved

to deter the application for time to have the property posted proper

ly. Mr. Plggo~t seconded. Carried~

Eastern Construction Company, tor leas setbacks on lots in first

addition to Ramecrest. Falls Church District; Lot 20 -10 ft. rear

setback;Lot 28 - 11 ft. rearj Lot 31 - 1) ft. rear; Lot 22 .. 13 ft.

rear; Lot -26 - 11 ft. rearj Lots 22 and 21 - 30 foot setback from
C· ......t

Grahamr~' Falls Church District. Harry Otis Wright appeared for
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the applicant. He showed that the lots all have more area than
ground

required but because of the shape of the /" they could Dot be

divided to meet proper setbacks. He had talked this plan over

with Mr. Schumann and he ( Mr. Schumann) had suggested that this

application to Come before the Board be filed. Also when the pro

perty was bought they had thought only a 50 ro~t road would be re

quired on Graham Road but it was found 8 60 foot road was required

by the state. Mr. Smith said he would be willing to grant the 5

foot setback which they had not figured on but he couldnt see all

the other setbacks request.d. Mr.~ight said he had studied oyer

10 or 15 different layouts trying to get the lots in to meet re

quirements and this was the only conclusion he could come to from

an engineering standpoint. He had gone to great lengths to get im

more than required area on all lots that were asking the variance.

Mr. Smith said to grant this would be amending the Ordlance and

giving extra ground to the developer. Mr.Wright asked for a post~

ponement on a deelaion. Mr. Brookfield moved to derer the case,

Mr. Piggott seeonded. Carried.

27 - A. G. Lowry, to locate dwelling 2).55 feet from both side lines,

Lot 67, Woodlawn Manor, Mt. Vernon District. Mr. Lowry recalled

that he had come before theBoard l$st month with a similar request

on a corner lot. He had exchanged the corner lot for an inside 10

and was asking the same setbakcs. Mr. Brookfield moved to grant

the application, Mr. Elgin seconded. Carried.

28 - Nathiel Smith, trading as Super Service Trash Company, to operate

a Sanitary Land-Fill on approximately 4 acres, approximately 1200

Ceet north of Claremont Subdivision between R.F.& P RR and Souther

RR, Mt. Vernon District. Hahn Wood, attorney for Mr. Smith., appear

ed Cor the applicant. He said the proper~y doesn~ join anyone, it

Is zoned Industrial and belongs to Mr. Lynch. It is 1000 feet fro

the nearest residence. It will be filled and covered every day as

required by the Ordinance. The Chairman re~ue8ted Mr. Smith to

read the entire Sanitary Fill Ordinance to clear up any ~uestion

about what we were discussini. Mr. White said the location was

very satisfactory and the requested use was a great necessity for

the County. He does not know of 8 more satisfactory place. The

site was Q'Kd by the Sanitary Engineer who would administer the

Ordinance and ~he Board of Appeals had only to approve the use. Th

ground is swampy and undesirable for other use, be~ng practically

abandoned land - he recommended its approval.

Mr. Lynch showed the location on the map. The ground is high on

one side which would allow ground for filling. If this is success

ful, after a 6 months period, he will try to get an easement from

the aa11road (who will not sell) ro~ an outlet to Franconia Road,

I
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which would rellave having.to.go thr_aug~_Claremont Subdiv~alon with

the trucks. The entrance through Claremont 1s round about and not a

natural entrance, they would be glad to get theeasement for everyone

concerned. But it was not wise to ask for the easement until it was

shown that such a fill would be successful. He has )6 acres there

which could well be used for expansion. In time Mr. Lynch said he

believed the County would take over a fill of this kind and if that

came about they could condemn the ground for an outlet.

Mr. Walter Crain said he had been fighting tor a Sanitary fill for

years. He wondered if they would serve only a restricted area. Mr.

Wood said they would serve anyone - it would be open to other ser

vicers. Mr. Crain thought it might be used by Fairlington and Ar~

I1ngton County for a certain fee. Mr. Wood said it would be _ in

fact it would be necessary to allow other companies to dump there in

order to ~e a financial success. It w111 be a public service.

Mr. Brookfield asked for the report of the Sanitary Engineer and

Health Department. Both were present and their reports ...era given.

Both agencies approved the location from the standpoint of feasibi

lity of site and from the Health standpoint.

Mr. Hinson, from Claremont, was opposing. He didnt know about the

I
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I
proposed use in time to organize opposition.

trucks would pass during the day to the fill.

He asked how many

Mr. Wood said three 0

j d-./

I

I

more. Mr. Hinson said the road entrance through Claremont was very

poor, a gravel hilly road and it would not take tbe heavy traffic of

loaded trucks, that the road was not even under county maintenance.

Al~ if this area 1s taken into Alexandria under annexation, it woul

be badly administered as Alexandria does not have a good Sanitary

Fill Ordinance. He would like more ~ime before a dee1siont 1s made.

Mr. Wood said the fill was not visible from homes in Claremont. Also

that if Alexandria took over this territory the lease could be made

so that operation would have to be 1n accordance with Fairfax County

regulations.

Mr. Brookfield said be could see little objectionable about grant! g

the fill and no damage to adjoining owners. The Chairman said there

was plenty of land there already for filling purposes. Mr. Wood

said the law controls all dumping and there would be no burning.

Mr. Dilzer also opposed. He ~lt that we would be creating a land

fill for'Alexandria. He suggested that the road by-passing Claremon

be put in now. Mr. Lynch said he could not build a road ~ust on a

chance that the fill is succes!ful and remains. Mr. Dilzer asked

Mr. Lynch if be had given consideration to the affect this would

have on Claremont. Mr. Lynch said - yes~ the only way it affects

Claremont is the road, whicb he has agreed to fix by re-ro~ting tbe

trucks.
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Mrl. Gear, also opposed. She lives less than 1/2 mile from the

proposed fill. She mentioned the very bad road and the heavy

trucks in win~er.

Mr. Moore also of Claremont objected. He also spoke of the bad

road. He said if it didnt work properly the people of Claremont

will .be the main ones to suffer. Also that Super Trash Company

collects in Washington, that we wouid soon be the dumping ground

for Washington. Mr. Lynch said Washington had full facilities for

dumping and-it wouldnt be practical for them to dump out here.

Mr. Edmonds also objeeted, saying children going to school would

have to meet the trucks. Eleven stoak opposing. Mr. Fit objected

because he is oVerlooking the dump - lives within 1400 feet of it.

He felt it would be unsightly with bUldozer and trucks ~lwaY8 at

work. The noise would also be bad. Mr. Moore said he had bought

here expecting a pleasant country atmosphere, not expecting to

live near a dump, Mr. Brookf1eld moved that the application be

granted because of the dire need to the people of Fa1rfax County.

Mr.Elgin seconded. Mr. Smith sald he thought the dumping should

be limited to refuse collected from Fairfax County and would Mr.

Brookfield accept such an amendment to his motion. Mr, Wood said

that would not be practical as trucks had regular routes and aome

went direct from one county to enother and anyhow who would police

this to be sure all refuse came from this county. Mr. Brookfield

I
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I
said he would not accept the amendment limibing th@ collection to

I

I
Run, Mt. Vernon District. No one was present to represent

Mr. White gave the same report he had given on the previous case-
not

that the land was suitable for nothing els., that it waa/a detri.e

to anyone in the neighborhood and such a rill was very badly neede

by the people of the County. Reports were read from the Sanitary

Engineer and the County Health Officer approving the site.

Mr. Frank said he operated a restaurant near and felt that this

would injure him greatly because of the drainage problem it would

create. The fill would back up the water and it would be a health

menace. The fill would be placed in an undesirable location. Mr.

)0 -

Fairfax County. His motion to grant was voted on - all Voted Yes

except Mr. Smith who voted No.

29 - Joseph C. Geraci, for pennission to erect gasoline pump island 22

feet from front property line on the east side of U.S./l, 156 feet

north of intersection with 631, Mt. Vernon District. Mr. Geraci

wanted his pumps in line with others near him. There was no ob

jection. Mr. Brookfield moved to grant the application. Mr.

Elgin seconded. Carried.

D. E. Baylis, tor permis~lon to operate a Sanitary-Land-Fill on 10

acres on the east side of Telegraph Road and Harth side of Cameron
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White thought the fill would raise the elevation and erain the land. J ~ J
Mr. Frank said he thought this was an expedient rather than part

of a master plan, and he felt it would harm property near with tbe

backing up of water. Mr. Smith said this was up to theSanitary

Engineer and Health Officer who had ~een the site and approved it.

that it was not in our power to approve that or to determine what ma

happen in the future, the Boardls function was merely to grant or

deny the use.

The Sanitary Engineer said he had wiked over the ground and had

seen it after a rain - he felt that the drainage would not be blocke

Dr. Bradfor. Health Officer, said he had considered the stream 1n

his investigation and thought the stream bed would be beter defined

and conditions in general would be bettered.

Mr. Smith moved to grant the application provided it was restrlet
trom

ed to collecting/and servicing Fairfax County only. The Chairman

suggested an amendment to say - proper and safe access to be pro

vided from Telegr~ph Road. Mr. Brookfield said he thought it a

mistake to limit the collection to Fairfax County. Mr. Smith said

he was try!n,!; t.o protect the County ft'om being a dumping ground for

Washington. etc. There was no second to Mr. Smith's motion.

Mr. Brookfield moved to grant the application because of the dire

need of Fairfax County for disposal of trash. Mr. Elgin seconded.

Carried. Mr. Smith toted No.

The case of A. Budd Fenton was taken up - it had been put at the bot

tom of the list. The building would have been oC no value if the

applicant had waited for the ok of theBoard of Appeals. (The build

ing is already up). It was an emergency need. This 1s a dead end

street leading only to the PoWer Company - hw owns the ground to the

Power Company's. Mr.Brookfield moved to grant the application. Mr.

I

I

Elgin seconded. Carried.

• • •
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· July 25. 1950

A Special Meeting of the Fairfax
County Board ot Zoning Appeals was
held Tuesday, July 25, 1950, in .he
Board Room oC the Fairfax County
Courthou8e at 10:00 a.m. wl~h the
followin& members present: Messrs
s. Cooper Dawson J. W. Brookfield,
Verlln Smith. T.f.Piggott J and W.S.
Elgin. Mr. White, Zoning Inspect
or ! and H.F.Schumann, Jr. Director
of planning were present.

Mr. Brookfield acted a8 chairman.

H. A. Shockey, to permit a setback of 20 feet Crom Cavalier Trail

instead of as required by Ordinance and a sldeyard of 10 feet Cro.

west property line instead of as required by Ordinance, on approx

imately 4 acres located. on the south side of Lee Highway, property

known as Falls Church Quarry. at the junction of Cavalier Trail and

Lee Highway, Falls Church Magisterial Dietrict.

Mr. Shockey said he plans to put in tourist cabins which will be

a credit to the vicinity. This section is badly run down by com

mercial use in the neighborhood and the existance of the Quarry.

This, however, will be abondoned as it i8 now dangerous in view of

growing development. The cabins will set 55 feet from Lee Highway.

Mr. Shockey said he would put a heavy iron tence all around his pro

perty - stores in front and the cabins in tbe rear. In order to

have a 10 foot driveway back to the cabins he would like the ottice

building to come 10 feet from Cavalier Trail instead of the 20 teet

requested and the cabins will be approximately 20 feet higher than

the highway. There was no opposition. Mr. Shockey plans to lea¥e

the tront for parking for the stores and parking in the rear tor th

cabins. Mr. Brookfield suggested that 55 feet was not sutficient

area for parking for the stores. Mr. Shockey said he could fix a

place in the rear ot the stores to take care ot the surplus cars.

Mr. White saw no particular objection but felt that according to th

Ordinance the cabin~ should be farther away from residential pro

perty.

Mr. Schumann said the fact that this caae had been advertised for

a 20 foot setback from Cavalier Trail, the Board could not reduce

this to a lesser amount - namely to 10 feet. Mr. Marsh has ruled

that a lesser setback than advertised cannot be granted. Mr.

Schumann said the Board could grant the 10 foot setback trom the

point where the Cavalier Trail leaves the property but not border!n

the road. It would be necessary tor Mr. Shookey to put in a new

application to cover the 10 foot setback from Cavalier Trail. This

was satisfactory to Mr. Shockey. Mr. Dawson moved that beginning

at a point 11) feet from Lee Highway the applicant be granted the

right to construct tourist cabins with a 10 foot setback trom the

west proper~y 11ne be4ause of the proximity of the old rock quarry

I
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I
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quarry and the limited area ler~. Mr. Brookfield seconded. Carried.

2 - William W. Wilson, for permission to erect detached garage 6 inches

from both side property linea on. Lot 4, Block D, Bucknell Manor,

corner Ca~811er Drive and Harvard Drive, Mt. Vernon D15trlct.

Mr. Wilson said the garage would be of frame construction to con

form to his house. Mr. Dawson thought the Board should require

cinderblock or fire proof construction to do away with fire hazard.

Mr. Schumann suggested that it the Board granted frame construction

it should be at least 4 feet Crom the line. He recalled the joint

meeting of the Planning Commission and the Board of Zoning Appeals at

which time it was agreed to grant aascnry garages (detached) 2 feet

from the line and a frame garage 4 feet from. the side line. Mr.

Schumann said that theZoning Ordinance in its present £orm often pre

vents construction of a garage and he felt that some sort of variance

should be granted. Mr. Brookfield felt that this would be entirely

too hazardous from the standpoint of rire.

Mrs. Dykstra, the next door neighbor, had no objections. There

would be approximately 15 feet between the garage and ber house. Mr.

Brookfield suggested that Mr. Wilson should have consulted the Zoning

Office before buying lumber tor his garage. Mr. Smith felt that the

agreement between the Planning Commission and the Board ofZoning

Appeals should be obeerved.

It wae suggested that the application be granted for a 4 foot set

back from both lines. By granting the variance on the rear line Mr.

Schumann said it would automatically grant the tront setback necessar

to meet the rear setback. Mr. Dawson made the motion to &rant per

mission to construct a frame detached garage 4 teet from the rear and

4 feet from the side line - to be located' or 6 feet from the house,

due to the shape or the lot. There Was no second. Discussion rollo _

ed then Mr. Pi&gott seconded. Carried. Mr. Smith voted No.

The Board took up the deferred case of E. D. Wilt I requesting t

locate gasoline pumps with les3 setback than required. Mr. Lytton

Gibson represented the applicant. The building would be 90 feet from

the pavement of Leesburg Pike and S4 feet from the dedicated right of

way. Mr. Dawson said it was very probable that another 10 feet would

be taken here for right of way.

I
Mr. Wilt was present and said he wanted to have the pumps clo~er to

the pavement to be nearer traffic - that it was a great inconvenience

to the public to drive too far off the road ror gas. Mr. Dawson said

the Board had granted pumps 20 feet from the right of way and he didn

like to break tha~ and he thougnt tnie would be very Visible from the

highway. Mr. Brookfield questioned whether or not pumps were con

sidered a structure, since they can be moved. It was stated that~e

requires a 12 foot setback tor pumps, or that the pumps be put on the
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line 90 cars cannot stop and load gasoline on the highway right of

way. Mr. Stickley was present opposing this application but stated

his opposition would be taken up in court because of improper zon

ing, and restrictions of record.

Both Mr. Schumann and Mr. White thought some variance a reesonabl

request. The fact of definition of a structure was discussed again

Mr. Marsh had never given a decision anthis. Mr. Dawson made a

motion to grant the application but it was not seconded) therefore

lost. Mr. Dawson then moved to grant the applicant a 20 foot set

back from the property line to the middle of the pump island, due

to the fact that the building and pumps are in full view of the

highway in both directions and since the Board had often granted

pumps a 20 foot setback from the right of way. Mr. Brookfield

seconded. Carried.

E. D. Wilt, for permission to locate gasollme pumps 30 feet

from Rou~es 50 and 211 right of way, on the NW side of Fairfax Cir

cle on Rts. 211 Bnd 50. The question had been discussed at the las

meeting (this case was deferred) of the future COUTse of the right

of way on the Circle. Mr. Gibson said that even if the highway

were widened these pumps would still be back farther than the

others on the Circle. He said 32 feet would be satisfactory to his

client. That is the same distance as the station nearest se~8 back.

There were no objections. Mr. Smith suggested a 40 foot setback.

Mr. Gibson said that was not enough for two cars between the pumps

and the building. Mr. Elgin moved to grant a 32 foot setback from

the right of way of the road to the center of the pump island. Mr.

P1~ott seconded. Carried.

The case of H. H. HarriS, heard June 20th, 1950, was re9pened.

Mr. Smith made the motion to reopen and Mr. Dawson seconded. Mr.

Schumann said the occupant of the apartment was not able to be pre

sent at the hearing and was here asking that the time for vacancy 0

the apartment over the garage be extended for 9 months. Mr. Eaton,

the occupant, said he wants time to get anoth_r place. He has a

chance to get into a Government project in Arlington but has to wait

his turn and has been assured that there will be an opening 9 months

from now. Several neighbors who had petitioned against granting tbi

apartment over the garage had signed Q letter asking that Mr. Eaton

be allowed to remain for this extra time. Mr. Smith moved that the

time to vacate the apartment over the garage be extended to May I,

1951, because not to do so would work an undue hardship on the occu

pant and since the occupant was an ex-OI with a family and not place

to live. Mr. Piggott seConed. Carried. Mr. Smith added to his

motion that the occupancy of the apartment be limited to the present

occupant, Mr. John W. Eaton, and when Mr. Eaton moves the previous

I
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action of the Board orZoning Appeals applies.

Mr. Brookfield instructed the secretary to write Mr. H. H. Harris 0

this extension of time and state that occupancy of the apartment

applies to Mr. Eaton only and if he moved the apartment must remain

vacant.

Eastern Construction Company, for less setbacks than required on

Lots as listed: Lot 20 - 10 Ft. rear setback
• 28 11 • • •
• 31 - 13 • • •

I • 22 - 13 • • •
"~-ll • • • &,w,t

Lets 22 and 21 with 30 ft. setback from Graham~

I

I

I

First Addition to Homecrest, Falls Church District. Mr. Epstein

appeared for the applicant. He noted that all lots had more than the

required square feet but the problem of setbacks was caused by the

triangular shape of the property. The engineer. Mr. H.O.Wright, had

spent a great deal of time studying the ground to divide it observing

all setbacks and finally at the suggestion of Mr. Schumann took the

plan which seemed to be the best and presented it for relief on these

certain lots. The side yards are all far in excess of the require

ments. some of the 30 and 40 feet. This takes away any possibility

of crowding.

Since a 5 foot dedication for Graham Road had been taken after this

property had been acquired, Mr. Smith said he was willing to go along

on a five Coot variance from Graham Road but thought the other setbac 8

should be met.

Mr. Schumann said that in order to develop the land economically he

felt that it was necessary to get some relief on setbacks in order to

get a reasonable number of lots. The Planning Commission had requir

ed a street - Graham Court- within the project and it did create a

problem for the developer. Mr. Brookfield said again the Board would

be amending the Ordinance. Mr. Smith felt that all developers had th

same problem to some extent and had bought knowing the land was this

shape and would probably present problems of development and that the

Board would be granting wholesale variances which had been against

their recent policy. Mr. Schumann said if the variance was not grant

ed there were certain lots that would be entirely unusable or lost.

Mr. Brookfield thought this was not the responsibility of the Board.

Mr. Schumann said the fact that these setbacks could not be met

was realized by the Planning Commission but that they could not refus

to approve the plat which met all requirements of the Subdiv1si9n

Ordinance and planning. He did say, however, that he felt 1n future

the Planning Commission should request the developer to go before the

Board for variances of this kind before approving a plat which ob

Viously could not meet setbacks. He indicated that this would be the

policy of the PlanningCommission. Two lots which did meet the set-
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backs have already been built on, which would present a problem of

resubdiv1ding the ground again. Grading has already been started

on other lots. Mr. Smith said he did not know the houses had al~

ready been bUilt - that that did to some extent change the picture.

However, he did not like the possibility of being brought into

Court to justify granting these setbacks.

Mr. Dawson moved that due to the fact that the property is dur~

rounded be develped property and Graham Road an no more land could

obtained and that curb and gutters were already in the setbacks re-

quested be granted. Mr.Schumann suggested that the width of the 10

would take care of garages if the owner chose to build them. Mr.

Piggott seconded. Carried.

The case of Bucknell garages was discussed. Mr. Dawson suggest

ed that Mr. Gosnell be informed that no more variances of this kind

would be granted. No action was taken. Mr. Smith said he thought

if theBoard simply held the line on these setbacks that developers

would soon find out that they couldnt come to the Board for whole-

I

I

sale variances and have them

Adjourn.

S.Cooper dawson,
Chairman

Augu,t 15. 1950

The Fairfax County Board of Zoning
Appeals held its regular meeting
Tuesday. August 15. 1950, at 10 a.
m. in the Board Room of the county
Courthouse Building, Fairfax. Vir_
ginia with the following members
present: Messrs: Brookfield, Smith.
Piggott, and Elgin. Mr. Dawson waB
not present. Mr. Brookfield pre
sided. Mr. Schumann was present
for tbe first part of the meeting.

1 _ K. A. Shockey, for permission to have a 10 foot setback from Cava

lier Trail instead of as required by Ordinance, on approximately

4 acres on the south side of Lee Highway at the junction of Cava

lier Trail and Lee Highway, Falls Church District.

This application waS made at the suggestion of the Board.mambers

at the last meeting when ~. Schockey asked tor a greater variance

from Cavalier Trail than had been requested, advertised, and posted.

He 1s requesting this variance to allow room for offices along the

road and to have room between the sotre building and the office.

There were no objections. Cavalier Trail 1s a 50 foot road widen_

ing to gO teet where it makes a turn. The building will be 20 feet

from the hard sufface of Cavalier Trail. Mr. Shockey said he would

fence his entire property with a strong wire fence. Mr. Smith moved

to grant the variance for approximately 65 feet back from Lee High-
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I
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way because. it wilL not. adversely affec.t proper.ty. owners, in the

vicinity. Mr. Elgin seconded. Carried.

W. E. Gregory, to erect detached garage 22 feet from right of way of
Romney Street, Lot 98, Section 2, Westhampton Subdivision, Falls

Church District.

Mr. Gregory said his septic field 1s back of his house Bnd he can

not go back further. Mr. Smith said he felt this should not be

granted because the rear street will be developed and this would es

tablish a setback~r future bUilders. Mr. Brookfield also thought

22 feet too close. The applicant said others would not have to face

Romney Street as the block was only 2 lots long and they could face

on other streets, There was no opposition. Mr. Smith thought this

was not in attordance with the intent of the Ordinance, and that the

Board should protect property owners from just this sort of thing.

He moved that the application be denied. Mr. Elgin seconded. The

I
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applicant asked if he put the garage back 40 feet from Romney street

farther away from the house, would that be satisfactory. The Board

thought that was reasonable. Mr. Smith moved to reopen the case.

Mr. Elgin seconded. Carriedl Mr. Smith moved to permit the appli

cant to locate his detached garage 40 feet from Romney Street right

of way and to Conform with the side and rear setbacks of the Zoning

Ordinance - to grant this because of the septic field location. Mr.

Elgin seconded. Carried.

J - Henry G. Roberts, for permission to locate detached garage 4-1/2 feet

from side property line, Lot 41, Block I, Section 2, Delta Subdivisi

Falls Church District. Mr. Roberts said he has a very small back

yard and placing the garage 10 feet from the side line would leave

little back yard. It will not obstruct any other property. He canno

attach the garage because of windows on that side which would close

off the bedrooms. There is no room on the opposite side of the lot.

His neighbor will wish to use his driveway as the ground on his lot

slopes and he could not otherwise have a driveway. ~~. Smith moved

to grant the application. Mr. Elgin seconded. Carried.

4 - James W. Boyd, for permission to locate carport 4 feet from side pro

perty line and 56 feet from right of way of Lawrence Drive, Lot 115,

Fenwick Park, Falls Church District.

Mr. Boyd said the carport would be open on three sides. Mr. Smith

thought this was too close to the house and too close to the neighbor

ing building - which would be about 14 feet. The applicant said ther

was a 4 foot drop immediately back of his house and he could not

build back farther. Mr. Smith moved to grant the application because

of topography. Mr. Elgin seconded. Carried.

5 - George W. Bayha, for permission to locate carport 4 feet from side

property line, Lot 98. Section I, West-Lawn, ~alls Church District.
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The applicant said the side steps were in the way of putting a

driveway closer to the house - allowing for a 10 foot side setback

for the garage. It will be of asbestos shingle construction. Ther

were no objections. Mr. Piggott moved to grant the application. Mr.

Elgin seconded. Carried.

Stacy D. Bristow, to erect detached garage 2 feet from side propere

line on Lot 29, Block 4, Fair Haben Subdivision, Mt. Vernon Distric

There is a steep hill directly back of the house and the applicant

said he could not go back farther to meet the requirements. As it

is he will have to evacuate considerably. The garage will be

block. Mr. Smith moved to grant the application provided the gar

age is of masonry construction, due to topography - the garage to b

22 feet long and a minimum of 10 feet from the house. Mr. Elgin

seconded. Carried.

7 - L. E. Roberts, for permission to construct addition to present dwell

I
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s _

ing to come 9.4 feet from side property line, lots 17, le, 19, Bloc

11, West McLean Subdivision, Providence District. This will be of

frame construction - the same as the dwelling. It sets well back

and neighbors on both sides have wide lots which will give plenty

of space from another building. Mr. Smith moved to grant the appli

cation because this is an old subdivision and the applicant has com

bined three lots to give him more ground and it does not affect ad

versely adjoining property. Mr. Elgin seconded. Carried.

P. B. Morrison, to install temporary pumps for filling station 15

feet from Leesburg Pike right of way, said pumps to be removed if

and when Leesburg Pike is widened and if the state requires it, on

21,000 square feet, known as Parcel A, Carusillo Tract, Falls Church

District.

Mr. Morrison said he had a contract with the Texas Company that

they would remove these pumps at their own expense if the road 15

widened. The new highway width is planned for 80 feet which will

take 8 or 10 feet more from Mr. Morrison's frontage on Leesburg Pik

There were no objections. A representative from the Texas Company

was present who restated the agreement with his company.

Mr. Smith said he did not think the Board should grant pumps

closer than )2 feet - which they have done before - but that this

was too close.

Mr. Piggott moved to grant the application but there was no second

Mr. Smith thought this was setting a precedent for others and was

not desirable since this was a very crowded road and also there

would not be sufficient room for access and exit - it could be a

traffic hazard. Mr. Morrison pointed out the long sweep from exit

to entrance which would give ample space for cars without causing

I
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I



the application and Mr. Elgin seconded.
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traffic hazard. He stated that it may be a very long time before the

Leesburg Pike 1s widened and he would be deprived of using this land

which is very valuable. The Texas Company representative said his

company would give the Board a letter stating their agreement to take

out the pumps at their expense if the widening of the road requires i

Mr. Smith said he thought they should inspect the property before mak

ing a decision. Mr. Piggott withdrew his motion. Mr. Smith asked 1f

the Board could enforce the agreement with the Texas CompanYJ since

the Board has no enforcement staff. The representative from Texas

Company .said before a permit was issued he would have his company

send a letter to the Planning Commission stating their agreement. Mr.

Piggott moved to grant the application provided the Planning Commissi

receives this letter from the Texas Company stating their agreement t

remove the pumps at their own expense if and when Leesburg Pike is

widened and the state requires their being moved. ~~. Elgin seconded.

9 _ It carried. Mr. Smith did not vote.

Charles F. Adams, to conduct a hobby of raising and breeding of color

bred canaries, finches, etc. on Lot 29, Farr and McCandlish Subdivi_

sion, Falls Church District. Mr. Adams said this was purely a hobby~

he had won many ribbons in showing his birds but waB not running a

commercial business and that this application did not include the

selling of birds. There were no objections. Mr. Smith moved to gran

Carried.

)3/
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Robert L. Little, to erect attached garage within~ feet from aid

property line, Lot 27, Silver Springs Subdivision, Mt. Vernon Distri

Mr. Little said he would have an g foot breezeway from his dwelling

to the garage. The garages on lots bord~ring him are both already

built and ample space will be allowed between his addition and the

neighbors. It will be of redwood construction. There was no oppo

sition. Mr. Schumann suggested cutting down the width of the breeze

way to give a greater setback. Mr. Smith moved to grant the applic&~

tion since it does no~ affec~ afversely adjoining property. Mr. Elgi

I
seconded. It carried.

11. John L. Lavin, to erect attached garage within 6.1/2 feet from side

property line, Lot 27, Silver Springs Subdivision, Mt. Vernon Dist~

riet. The applicant said the neighboring - house is 25 feet from

I
the line. His spptic field is in the rear making it impossible to

build the garage in accordance with t he regulations. Mr. Brookfield

said he felt that this was too close to the sideline. Mr. Smith sai

he would like to view the property. Also there was a question about

the zoning of the property. Mr. Smith moved to defer the case to

view the property and to check the zoning. Mr. Elgin seconded. It

carried.

12 - E. L. Knapp, to erect detached garage 2 feet from side property line,



jectlons, Thi~ will be of brick and cinderblock construction or

frame and brick veneer. Mr. Smith moved to grant the application

2 feet from the side line provided it is of masonry construction

or 4 feet from the property line if the building is of frame con

struction, granted due to the shape of the lot. l{r. Elgin second

ed. Carried.

13 - Beacon ~anor Syndicate, for permission to locate semi-detached

dwelling 34.S3 feet from right-of-way of Roanoke Drive, Lots 53-A,

53-8, Block DJ Beacon Hill SUbdivision, Mt. Vernon District.

Mr. Harnett appeared for the Company. Mr. Harnett said there

had been a disagreement between the person who laid out the buildi

site and the surveyor - it was perhaps an error in locating the

hcuse properly. In order not to have a question he brought the ca

before the Board. There were no objections. Mr. Smith moved to

grant the application due to a technical error. Mr. Elgin seconded.

Carried.

August 15, 1950

Lot 53, Fenwick Park, Falls Chtrch Dis'trict. There were no ob-

I

I

14 - Bucknell Syndicate, Inc., to leave dwelling 9.$3 feet from side pr

perty line, Lot 3, Slock I, Parcel 1, Section 4 and Parcel 4, Sect.

I-A, Bucknell Manor, Mt. Vernon District. This also was an error

in laying out the site and the setback did not check pro?e~y when

the surveyor made a final survey. There were no objections. Mr.

Elgin moved to grant the application and Mr. Piggott seconded.

Carried.

15 - Ford's Wood Yard, to operate a san1taryLand-Fill on 36 acres appro

imately 500 yards west of Route 613 and approximately 1/4 mile

north of the intersection of Route 613 and Franconia Road, Mt.

Vernon District.

Mr. Norford represented the Company. He stated that~e ground

was generally swampy or wooded and not desirable for any other use.

Mr. Glem the owner bought the land for this purpose - a Land Fill.

He also felt that there could be no objections since the ground

was unused and apparently useless.

Mr. Brookfield read the reports on the suitability of th!s site

for Land Fill purposes from the Sanitary Engineer and the Health

Department. The Health Officer apprcved of it but the Sanitary

Engineer thought too much ground was planned to be used. He sug_

gested perhaps 10 acres for this use. By reducing the ground and

clearing it - it could be made usable for a fill if the.proper area

is chosen and proper drainage and access prOVided.

The Chairman asked for the opposition. Mr. Ward presented a pe

tition with 166 names opposing. He said this was a area grea~ly

sought after for dwellings and that the petition waS signed by

people in the immediate neighborhood.

I

I

I
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Mr. Smith asked if Mr. Ward thought the Land Fill would affect

thei~ property adversely after it was filled and would it be usable.

Mr. Ward thought it '....auld not be usable. He felt that the use of

the roads by heavy trucks was very bad and that the land was too

swa~py to ever be proper for a land fill. He said land fills were

very necessary but this was a wrong location for one. He also men

tioned the great amount of equipment necessary to operate a Fill.

Mr. Smith said the Sanitary Fill Ordinance would take care of that

Mr. Brookfield asked !'Ir. Schwnann to read the part of the Sanitary

Fill Ordinance governing the operation of the Fill, which he did.

Mrs. Ward asked \iho enforced the Crdinance. She was answered that

the Sanitary Engineer did.

Mr. Barber spoke against the use. He said the Executive Committee

of Oak Springs and Franconia Citizens Assiciation were appearing

against this application. Mr. Barber said he was greatly in favor

of Land Fills if they Here operated as such. Otherwise they could

be nothing but glorified dumps if badly operated. This application

came before the Executive Committee for some kind of action. The

Commjttee view the land. They also viewed a land fill now in opera

tion l on the Lynch property across from Claremont and that no stip

.ulationof the Sanitary Fill Crdinance was being carried. out. They

saw exposed trash and garbage and there was no fence around the pro

perty. The only enclosing was done By the railroad tracks. If this

is allowed there what assurance would they have that 'the same thing

would not occur on this present site under consideration. He felt

that too m~ny land fills were being established and too close. He

recommended closing the fill near Claremont. He also suggested that

the operator should have sufficient backing to financially handle

the operation as it is very expensive. Mr. Barber had seen several

land fills in Henrico County and they were very well handled. One

was not even conscious of it ~eing in the least obnoxious. The cost

of operating a land fill was discussed and thought to be from 25 to

$60,OOOi. for equipment. It was the opinion of the Executive Com

mittee that and land fill can be operated efficiently but they would

immediately ask the Board of Supervisors to close the presently op

erating fill, since it does not come up to the specifications in the

Ordinance. It was badly operated because of negligence of either th

Sanitary Engineer or his inspectors.

It was brought out that the presently operated fill is approximate

ly 2-1/2 miles from this ground under consideration and the one to

be operated by ¥~. Bayliss was approximately 1 mile away.

Mr. Brookfield said this Board can grant only the use and the per

mit which is iSsued by the Board of Supervisors can be revoked at an

time.

j33
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Mr. Brookfield asked Mr. Barber if he thought three land fills

could operate to financial advantage. Mr. Barber thought No.

Mr. Smith said the Board could not limit the District in which a

land fIll is located.

Mr. Brookfield and 14r. Barber disagreed about the condition of

the land fill now being operated.

Mr. Hugo ~~ter5 spoke against the fill - opposing because there

were too many and too close to residences and good development.

There could not be sufficient drainage. He felt the Board should

see the ground before making a decision.

It was suggested that the Board should require sufficient finan

cial backing to operate a fill. Mr. Brookfield said the Board had

no jurisdiction over that. Mr. Maters said it was a v~ry expen

sive installation to operate a fill.

Mr. '·Jard asked who could dump in these fills. Mr. Brookfield

said he believed anyone who could pay the fee~ Then, Mr. Ward sal

we could easily become the dumping ground for Washington and Ale~

andria. Mr. Norford said they had no intention of collecting fro

any place other than Fairfax County, that the County was badly in

need of land fills and this could be drained not to interfere

with present waterways.

Mr. Woolheuser has property practically joining the proposed

fill. He felt that the property had greatly increased in value

and was not useless for any other purpose. He thought the Land

fill would depreciate his property. He drew a map showing rela

tive locations of dwellings in the vicinity. Mrs. \Oloolheuser sai

the land fill would make it impossible for them to subdivide.

Mr. Norford said they intended to cut out trees so they could

have ground on which to dump.

Mrs. Dennis and Mr. Booke spoke opposing.

Mr. Brookfield felt the criticism of the presently operated Ian

fill was unjustified because of the short time it has been operat

ing. Several others spoke cpposing the fill.

Mr. Smith said in view of the letter from the ~anitary Engineer

who is opposed to this site until an accurate plat showing just

where the fill will be located and necessary right of way it was

questionable whether or not this site was shown to be practical.

He moved to defer the application until the accurate plats have

been submitted and the Sanitary Engineer has made a further in

vestigation. Mr. Elgin seconded. Carried. Deferred until Sept.19.

Lunch

DEFERRED CASES'

1 - National Advertising Co. for pennission to leave sign 5 x $ feet

on ground located l.g miles east of Fairfax Circle on the south

I
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I

I
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side of Route 29 and 211. Mr. Reynolds appeared for the Company.

He reviewed the case - stating that the larger original sign was ~ ~ ~
inadvertently taken down by an unknowing employee when advertising

was discontinued (this original sign was erected before the zoning

ordinance) and a smaller sign put up after a lapse of 6 months.

Some time later the State found that this sign was operating with-

out a permit and the Planning Commission was contacted.

~tr. Hicks was present (from State Roads) and was asked to speak.

He said the State could not renew the permit on this until they had

the ok of the Planning Commission. The State has no regulations

regarding the erection of a sign except the size and whether or not

it has intermittent lights.

Mr. Smith stated that he was not in favor of a permanent permit

but thought the Company should have some relief because of the erro

and the fact that considerable expense had been involved. He moved

to grant the permit for this sign (5 x 8) for a period of five yea

because it would work an undue hardship on the applicant because of

a technical error. Mr. Elgin seconded. Carried.

Jefferson D. Broaddus, to allow two outbuildings to remain as locat

ed 2 feet from a 10 foot alley and one structure 5 feet from side

property line on 13,482 square feet - SE corner of Seminary Drive

and Franklin Street, Falls Church District.

This case was brought before the Board when there was a third

building improperly located and to which a neighbor had objected.

That building has been removed but these two remain too close to

the line. Mr. ';hite suggested Mr. Broaddus come before the Board.

It was $ated that these two bUildings were non-conforming, a fact

which had not been told to theZoning Inspector. Therefore, there

was no reason to come before theBo~rd. N~. Smith moved that the

Board take no action on this application because these buildings ex

isted at t he time the Ordinance was adopted.Mr. Elgin seconded.

Carded.

Roland Payne, to construct and operate restaurant on 15,$78 square

feet on the east side of Leesburg Pike, approximately 1-1/2 mile

south of 7 Corners, Falls Church District. Mr. James Keith,

attorney for Mr. Payne, asked deferrment of this case~ The oppo

sition was present, not knowing of the proposed deferrment. Mr.

Hanken asked why there had been so many deferrments- that they had

taken time off to appear several times then the c~se would be de

ferred. Mr. Brookfield read a letter from Mr. Keith saying he was

away at this time and could not appear for his client therefore

requested the deferrment. Mr. Hanken said that was understandable

and he realized the Board would necessarily defer in such a case.

Mr. Smith moved to defer the case until September 19,1950. Mr.Elgin
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seconded. Carried.

Cletes H. Aylstock - asking extension of one year on mcchinery sh

approximately 1000 feet north of intersection of Route 7, and 12)

NE side of Rt. 7. Mr. Smith moved to grant this extension for

one year. Mr. Elgin sec0nded. Carried.

.J3 0

I
5 - Lawrence D. Robbins, for permission to locate dwelling )) feet

from Rt. 620 atl,:the junction of Rt. 620 and 645, Lot 50, Willow

Springs, CentervilleDistrict. Mr. ~fuite had checked the width of

the road (Braddock) which is 30 feet. He said he didnt like to

recommend granting this application but felt it was justified be.

cause of the mistake in information given Mr. Robbins in the begi

ning. Mr. Smith moved to approve the application, because it

would work an undue hardship to do otherwise. Mr. Elgin seconded.

Carried.

Mr. Smith suggested that the Board discuss and settle a policy

regarding garage setbacks, since the Board had not been consisten

I

in its decisions.

It was moved to adjourn.

S.Cooper Dawson, Cahirman

* • • I
September 19. 1950

The Regular Meeting of the Fairfax
County Board of Zoning Appeals was
held Tuesday, September 19, 1950,
in t he Board Room of the Fairfax
County Courthouse at 10:00 a.m. with
the following Board members present:
Messrs: Dawson, Brookfield, Piggott,
and Smith. Mr. i~ite, Zoning In
spector was present.

1 _ R. M. Alexander, for permission to erect detached garage within 2 ft.

of side property line on Lot 26, Rockland Village Subdivision, lo

cated at the SE corner of Rt. 50 and Rt. 657, Centerville District.

The applic~nt said the driveway had been put 1n with concrete curb

and he wished to continue the driveway straight into the garage with

out making a curve which would be necessary if the garage were 10 ft.

from the side line. Also his drainfield is very near the proposed

location of the garage, back of the house. There were no objections.

The Chairman suggested a 4 foot setback, this was agreeable to the

applicant. Mr. Brookfield mcved to grant the location of the detach

ed garage 4 feet from the side property line, Mr. Piggott seconded.

Carried.

2 _ Eastern Construction Co. for permission to have 27 foot setback from

Graham Court and an g foot house corner setback from side boundary

line on Lot 27, first Addition to Homecrest, corner Graham Court and

I

I
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Graham Road, Falls Church District.

f.\r. Epstein represented the applicant. This is one lot ",hieh was 1n- ;)3 1
advertently omitted when this group of lots was granted a variance at

the last meeting. Graham Court dead ends. No additional ground C9n

be purchased since development is surrounding this lot. The extra

eround dedicated for the widening of Graham Road had squeezed these

lots into r~quirlng variances. l'ir. -;1h1te thought this was a matter of

enforcement of the Ordinance and probably should not be granted. Th

were no objections. Mr. Brookfield moved to grant the application

since the lot 15 so small and is placed in a peculiar position and

there is no other way a ,house can be bUilt on it. Mr. Piggott sec-

onded. Carried.

3 - C. Vernon Sanders. for permission to erect detached garage within 3

fe~t of side property line) Lot 20, Salona Village Subdivision, op

p051~e intersEction of 687 and 12). Providence District. The applican

said he would. USf! concrete blocks. There was no opposition. Mr.

Brookfield moved to grant the application. Mr. Piggott seconded.

Carried.

4 - M. J. ~aple, for permission to construct addition to present dog

~ennel on approximately .79 acres, west of and joining Quartermaster

Depot, Little River Pike, Falls Church District. There were no ob

jections. This is an operating business gr~nted by the Board of

Appeals and the applicant wishes an extension. Mr. Brookfield m~ved

to grant the application. Mr. Piggott seconded. ~arried.

5 - Richard H, Mote, fer permission to ereet tool shed workshop within J

feet of side property line on Lot 23) PrOVidence Forest, 23 PrOVidence

Terrace, Providence District. North side of Old Dominion Drive 7/10

mile west ot McLean.

The applicant said he did not want to break up hio open space on

such a long narrow lot by putting the tool shed 10 feet from the line.

It will be apprOXimately SO feet from the house next door. The shed

will be 10 x 1$, to be ~sed as hobby-work shop. Also there are trees

in the way of locating the shop properlr. Mr. Brookfield recalled the

ruling to allow frame construction 4 feet from the side line. Mr.

Smith m~ved to grant the application due to the narrowness of the lot

4 feet from the side line. ~r. Piggott seconded. Carried.

6 - Omer Shipe, for permiSSion to locate detached garage 1-1/2 feet from

side property line l Lot 60. Freedom Hill Farms, COrner Howard Street

and BooreBoulevard between Old Courthouse Road and Route 7. PrOVidence

District.

The applicant said he wished to bring the driveway in straight so he

could make a turn. The well is between the house and the propos€d gar

age. Mr. White thought this was the only way Mr. Shipe could have a

garage. It will be of frame construction with asbestos shingles. If
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he should locate the garage back farther it would be back of the

hcuse because of the slanting side line of the lot. A bank is be

tween the front property line and the proposed garage which would

have to be dug Qut. Mr. Smith moved to grant the application due to

the shape of the lot and location of the well and septic field, pro

viced the garage is not less then 100 feet from Howard Avenue and 2

feet from the side property line. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carriedl

Virginia Electric and Power Co., for permission to erect substation

on Lot 14, Section I, Pimmitt Hills, rrovidence District, west side

of Redd Road, approximately 76 feet from intersection of Redd Road

and Pimmitt Drive,

llJ.r. Simmons represented the Company. He explained the pInt and

locrtted the proposed substation. There were no objections. Mr.

Brockfield moved to gr~nt the application because it was a necessary

installation. Mr. f'iggott seconded. Carried. flir. Smith asked if

Mr.Brn0kfield would add to his motion thJt the Company should land

scape the ground around the substation by planting shrubs and grass.

""r. Simmons said that was the intention of the Company. Mr. Brook-

field agreed to this addition. Mr. Piggott seconded. C~rried.

I

I

8 - Virginia Electric and Power Company, for permission to erect sub

station on 1.636 acres - Parcel A, Columbia Pines, east side of Rose

Lane, Falls Church District. The applicant had asked that this ap

plicntion be deferred Imtil September 26th meeting. Mr. Brookfield

50 moved and Mr. Smith seconded. Carried.

9 - Center Homes, Inc. for Fermission to locate dwelling 8.95 feet and

7 feet froro side line on Lot J, Block M, Annalee Heights, corner

Kenfig Drive and '.-.'ayne Road, Falls Church District.

10 - Midway Homes, Inc. for permission to have the following variances on

lots listed below, all in Annalee Heights J Falls Church District:

Lot 6, Block E, - 8 ft. side setback
" 6, " G, J " 2 In. side setHack
n 18, " H, $ " "
" 14 " G, $.JO Ft. " "
" I, " G, 7 " " "

Mr. ~ack Wood represented the applicant in both these cases (9 and

10). He stated that the lots in this dubdivision are not the con-

ventional type - they follow the topography and are irregular in

size and shape, although most cf the lots have a larger area than re

quired. There are over 200 homes in the subdiVision and only 7

variances are necessary. T~ese houses were located property in the

beginning but during actual construction, small errors crept in

~~hich were unavoidable. Now the loans are ready for approval and

FHA h~s approved everything, waiting for the variance clearance. All

other requirements have been met. ~1r. Wood showed the entire plat

of the subdivision and stated that the close figuring had caused

discrepencies which he considered unavoidable. Mr. Smith suggested

I
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I
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moving the lines to give proper setbacks. Mr. Wood said this would

inv~lve a great deal of expense and work, changing the deeds of dedi-

cation and the loan. Mr. Brookfield thought the developer had un

necessarily disregarded the Zoning Ordinance. Mr. Smith asked if the

footings were inspected. Mr. ~ood said it was impossible to inspect

the footings on 200 houses with the County per50n~el that they had

furnished certified plats of their locations. Mr. Brookfield said he

nid nct like wholesale violations - that it made it difficult to re-

quire others to observe the Ordinance) and to put in roads correctly.

Mr. S~ith observed that there was no place on the lots for garages.

He said he would like to view the property before making a decision.

Mr. Brookfield moved to defer the applications until the special meet

ing, September 26th. Mr. Smith seconded. Carried.

11 - R. P. VIright, for permission to erect attached garage on side propert

line, Lots 18 and 19, Fairfax Hills, on Pineridge Drive, Lee District

The applic2nt said the neighbor next doer will transfer an 8 foot

strip to him to enable him to put his garage one foot from the line.
garage

As it now stands one part.of'th~/would be on the neighbor's property.

The addition will be conp.ected to the house Sy an 8 or 9 foot breeze

~ay of cinderblcck construction. The Chairman noted that the setback

should be 25 feet. Mr. ',>'hite said the lot sloped considerably that

there was a nursery, trees, and garden planted. Mr. Smith suggested

that with a 1-1/2 acre lot it might be possible to divide the lot

again and sell off a portion of it _ it was in effect giving the ap-

plicant extra land. The Board thought it was too much variance. Mr.

v~ite thought the Board should view the property to better understand

the layout before ~aking a decision, as it would work a hardship to

the owner not to grant the application. Mr. Brookfield moved to de

fer the application until October 17th to view the property. ~r.

Smith secon1ed. Cerried.

12 - F. G. Lee, for permission to construct addition to present dwelling t

corne 45 feet from right of w~y of Franconia Road, Rt. 644, on the So.

side of 644 approximately 1/2 mile west of Rt. 617, Nt. Vernon Dist.

There was no objection to this application since there was no

question of visibility. Mr. Smith suggested that hereafter the Board

be furnished with more accurate plats, dra....n to scale. Hrs. Lee ap-

p€ared before the Bo~rd. Their well is immediately back of the

house and considerable concrete has been put in. 'I;ires are coming in

on the opposite side where an addition might be located. ~r. Brook-

field thought this would not interfer with traffic aod noted that

~ost of the houses in this neighborhood had been built before the

Zoning Ordinance and were closer to the road than is at present re-

quired. The front setback line is irregular. Mr. Brookfield moved

to g rant the application because the house is too small and the
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addition will not encroach upon the present building line. Mr.

Piggott seconded. Carried.

13 - John E. ~awrence, for permission to locate dwelling with attached

garage 22 feet 5-1/2 inches from both side property lines, approx

imately .6 miles west of Springfield Road on the north side of Rt.

620, FPills Church District. The Chairman slJggested shortening the

breezeway to give a greater setback. The applicant said he had al

ready made the breezeway very small. Roth neighbors were agreeable

to this v~ri~nce. There were no objections. Mr. Brookfield moved

to grant the application. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

11, - Norman A. and Elva F. LO€J for permission to a11o\... duplex dwelling

to remain on Lots 1 and 2, Block I, Section 2, Rededication of Lots

16 thru 2J, Delta Subdivision, Major Barbara Street and Candida St.,

Falls Church District. Mr. R.J.Lillard represented ~r. Loe, who wa

also present. Mr. Lillnrd asked Mr. Loe to nake a statement. Mr.

Loe said he had bought the property from Delta Corporation when the

house was merely in the foundation stage. They had shown him a

sample house. It was with a single front entrance, but a two famil

dwelling. Hr. Loe neglected to check on the fact thOlt a tiiO family

dwellin~ was in violation of the Crdinance. He owns the joining 10

and noW has s,.fficient area and frontage for the t':I'O family units.

The Chairman asked if there was opposition. ~r. Pearsall present

ed a p~tition with S3 names of nearby owners opposing. He put up a

plat showing the location of the various opposing home owners. Thl

is an area, j'lr. Pers<Jll said, of single family homes and they wish

to keep it so. However, there is one duplex dwelling which was put

up be the developer. lIe stated that t he covenants restrict the lam

to single family units, the deeds show this and also the zoning is

for single family dwellings.

Mr. 0uter stated that fue petition had been si~ned by many who had

not heard Mr. Loe I s side of the case and that many had '..Ii thdrah'n

their names. Ee stated that Mr. Loe had bought the house in good

faith not knowin~ of the restrictions and now was stuck ~ith a bad

situation and he felt that Mr. Loe should not be penalized.

It was suggested that Mr. Loe might sell his second lot and have

three dwellings on the two lots. It might be well to have a rider

attached to his deed preventing this and preventing him from making

a basement apartment.

~he Chairman said that '_I'ould not be possible under the (rdinance

as havinG a basement apartment would be multiple housing - 3 dwell

ings on two lots which was prohibited.

Mr. Persall said he was sure Mr. Loe knew he was buying a two

family dwelling and that it was against the Ordinance since he had

not until very recently rented the second apartment. It had been

I
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used by a member of his family and no one had objected to that. But

~hen he rented it out - the opposition arose.

Mr. F. A. Edw~rds) President of the Citizens Association, for the

Delta 3ub~ivision presented a letter opposing the two families.

Mrs. Wolf said she was at the Citizens meeting where this was dis

cussed and that they had voted to oppose multiple dlrlelling when this

was simply a duplex. She thought the people were confused and had

not looked into the situation pro~erty, nor had had time to make a

fair decision.

Nr. Edwards said the feeling of th€' Citizens Association Nas not to

change the character of the subdivision and that they were afraid

this would be an opening wedge to two family dwellings.

Mr. Smith said this locality was definitely restricted to one fam

ily d\\'ellings but that the Ordinance did provide for a two family

dwelling by permission of ~he Board of Appeals if the applicant had

twice the requiren frontage and 3rea, which Mr. Loe had and other

lots in the subdivision did not meet hese requirements.

"hen questioned about thebasement apartment l"r. Loe said he had pre

vicusly thought cf putting in a basement apartment but had ab2ndoned

the idea.

Parts of the contract were read .showing that this building was plan

ned to be a duplex. Mr. H. S. Boerlin spoke against granting the

application. He stated that Mr. Loe knew of the restriction yet pe

did rent the apartment. He protested any exception.

Ten stook in opposition - 6 favoring the application. 3everal pre

sent who favored had withdrawn their names from the petition oppos

ing.

The meeting of the Citizens Association at which time this case was

discussed was brought up. Mr. Loe did not know it was coming up clod

did not attend. The neighborhood in beneral knew of the proposed dis

cussion. Mr. Loe said had he known of it he \lould gladly have gone

and explained his case- b~t he was not notified.

~r. Lillard suggested that Mr. Edwards as preSident of the Associa

tion and knowing the agenda should hnve notified i"lr. Loe. It. was sug

gested that since so many did not know the case thoroughly and were

withdrawing their names that fue case be deferred to give the citizens

a chance to know the facts and a decision would be given at the

0ctober 17th m~eting. This was agreeable to both sides. V~. Brook

field made the motion to defer the case, Mr. Piggott seconded.Carried

15 - Edwin H. h"hite, for permission to locate dwelling 18 feet from front

property line on Lot ]1, Wellington Villa, Northaown Road, Mt.Vernon

Jistrict. Mr. McHugh, the architect, appeared for Mr. White. He

stated that the g round slopes almost immediately back fo the proposed

location for the house- toward the river, that the high water mark
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in 1936 was very near the proposed house location, that a wall waul

have to be built to protect the building from a similar occurrence.

Most of the houses in the neigh'Dorhood are old summer cottages with

very irre[ular setback line. They are very close to the road. l'k.

t~iteJ however, ~ishes to build a perrn8nent home. Mr. Smith moved

to gr~nt the application due to the topography of the ground and

flooning of the lot :lnd the fact th::t Northdo...m tioed is a dead end

road. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

r:urt A. Sonnenburg, to erect dwelling 40 feet from right of way of

'rerry Drive and 15 feet frolro side line, Lot 2). Springvale Subsivi

sion, Section I, Mt. Vernon District. Mr. Sonnenburg presented a

letter from his neif,hbor saying he did not object and thought Mr.

Sonnenberg's house would be an andition to the neighborhood. Terry

Drive which runs the long \~ay of the lot is not cut throught and IiiI'

Sonnenberg does not ~ish to face ~ street th~t many never be built.

The house across the street is facing the intersection which Mr.

Sonnenberg would like to do also. Mr. Smith moved to refuse the

application because the setbacks do not conform to the Zoning Ord

inance and the applicant dows not show good and sufficient reason

for the granting of this va.ri"nce. I;1r. Brookfield seconded. Carried

Beacon 111anor, to allow dwelling to remain 34 i'eet from property line

Lots 17A and B, Block B, Beacon Manor, Mt. Vernon District. ;',r.

Hurnett represented the Company. He explained that this was a sur

veyor's error. The house was originally planned for a correct lo

cation. Mr. Brookfield moved to grant the application. M~. Piggott

secon~ed. Carried.

I
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IIdlywood noad and abutting A and B Streets, and Garrett Hoad, Pro

vidence Ristrict. Since Mr. London was not present it was voted to

put this case at the bottom of the list. This motion was withdrawn

,,'hen j:lr. London appeared. j\lr. Charnblis represented him.

Mr. Chamblis said he had I00ked up the land records and Garrett

street had been dedicated before Mr. London had acquired the proper

ty. The lots were recorded as Lots 260 and 269. Mr. Chamblis asked

time to eet the date of the recording of the lots. fhere was a w~it

of 10 minutes. lk. Chamblis reported that the lots were recorded

November 6, 1929 by metes and bounds description. The streets were

described as existing. Later, June 1944, when Mr. London bought the

19 -

19 - J. Lee Price, for permission to erect dwelling on Lot 23, Colonial

Ilcres, t'lt. Vernon District, within 4t.S feet from front ;::Jroperty

line. Since this is a very small varLlnce and it does not in any

way obstruct vision Mr. Brookfield moved to grant the application.

Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

Ben London, to loc~te two dwellings (one on Lot 260 and one on Lot

269) each with a 2S foot setback from Garrett Ro~d. Lots facing
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ground there was no mention of this plat but th~t since the lots

were of record this fact controlled the situation, since the original

lots were recorded before the C.Jrdinance. \':ith the present regulation

it is impossible to build on these lats. r,;r. Chamblis read from the

Crdinance the paragra;:>h allowing the Board to grant this variance. fvlr

London has the required frontage and areD for this district and there

fore should not be barred from building on his lots. The strict ap

plication of the Ordinance \o!ould prevent him from building. The ;.rell

and septic tank on these small lots were discussed. The Chairman

SU,E';gested having a report from the Health Department. Kr. London sai

he had already gotten the «9proval of the He&lth Department. Mr.

ChamHis said this was not rJ. matter to be considered by the Board but

was for the f-Iealth Dep«rtment to decide. the Board I',as conderned only

';ith setbacks. Houses across the street, Mr. Ch,qmblis said. have

less 3etback th~n reyuired.

JI;r. Douglas said they had been rec:;.uired to bUy more ground, to sat-

isfy the Health Department for well and septic field and ,,-hy should

not rtlr. London be required to do the same. Located as r·'lr. Lendon

plans the septic field would drain into their ..:ell, since they are on

the slope across Garrett :::tref;t. Outhouses would be pn.ctically in

their front yard. Mrs. Douglas said she thought this would be a

health menace Rnd ~ould deteriorate the neighborhood.

J·lr. Holt spoke opposing - not enough ground for well and septic.

l·lr. ?;,rkus objected for the same reason,

I·lr. Cham'::Jlis said they \-Iere makinE, objections that had nothing to
setbacks for

do \~ith the upplication/- two houses - [.-',r. London had s ... fficicnt

ground and that the Health Department had already said they would

locate the well and septic field. If Mr. London put smdller houses

on the lots th3t liould be unsatisfactory to the neighborhood and the

law gives him the right for two dwellings, that the Board could not

administer the Health Crdinance.

~Ir. Smith said since these were lots of record he ques::::ioned the

Boards right to handle this case. He suggested a ruling from Nr.

r'1arsh. jlir. Chamblis said r·lr. Narsh had given a ruling in this very

room on a similnr case and it ~as that a lot of record could not be

required to meet present setback re~uirements. Mr. Ero0kfield moved

to deny the case so the Board could have a rUling from the Court. Mr.

Piggott seconded. I'll'. 1,'lhite suggested having,", report from the Health

Department. fi[r. Brookfield withdrew his motion. I-lr. Brookfield moved

to defer the case until Cctober 17 and have a report from the Health

Department and a ruling from Nr. Narsh. [·Ir. Smith seconded. Carried.

20 - Henry~. Joynes, to conduct funeral home on 1.054 acres, approximate

ly 244 feet no~th of Lee Highway, 3pproximate1y 1-1/2 miles east of

i"lerrifie1d, ?rovidence District. t·ir. Lytton Gibson represented jVJ-.

............
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JG:""ne~. hr. Gibson stated that this cnse came up before the Board

of Supervisors for rezoning for this purpose and be "dllised Mr.

Joynes to withdraw it as it .v<lS actually spot zoning and he thought

it would be refused) and had advised him to come before the Board r.

this restricted use. The license for a funeral home did not includ

embalming - simply conrlucting funerals. Mr. Joynes would live ther

and use the building fer funerals only. There were no objections.

Mr. Brf"okfield moved to erant the application. ~'ir. Piggott seconded.

Carried. Mr. Smith did not vote as he could not see where in the

Ordinance the Board had this right.

Gordon and Black, to install ras-pump island 17 feet from 160 foot

right of way of Route 236, east of :~uartermaster Depot, ralls Churc

District, commercial area of Shirley Duke apartments. hr.Black sai

they had had this approved by the 3tate HigrMay. There were no ob

jections and no obstruction to traffic nor vision. Nr. Piggott

mov~d to grant the <.l!,plication. Mr. Drookfield seconded. Carried.

The Board adjourned for Lunch. Upon returning Mr. Breakfield

acted as Chairman.

I

I

22 _ O.~. Downs, to construct addition to noncor.fcrming building to com

40 feet from centerline of ~oute 50 ~nd 1 foct from side line which

is joining Agricultural District, on .41 acre and on the south side

of Route 50, approximately 1/2 mile east of Chantilly, Centerville

District. I'Jr. Downs \'tas not present. Hr. Smith moved and Mr.Pig-

gott seconded to put this case at the bottom of the list.

I

23 - Sc)uth-Land Realty Co. to locate directional sign 7' c 12" on ground

located on the west side of U.S.#l. approximately 100 feet south of

intersection ~ith Beacon Hill ROdd) advertising business off the

premises occupied by the use. Mt. Vernon District. No one was pre

sent to support this case - it was voted to put it at -the bottom of

the list.

Mr. Downs was present - his ca5e was taken up upon motion of Mr

Smith-i":r.~~ seconding.

This is a very old building _ located clese to the line. Mr. Downs

...tishes to make an addition on the side. The question of the right

of way of the highway at this point was discussed. A letter was

read from the ~)tate HighHay Department stating that the road would

be \'1idened but on the opposite side from l"'r.Downs. '"T. Smith said h

had seen the pro;}erty and thought it satisfactory if hr. Do"ms woul

agree to move the building at hi::! own expense, if the HighHay Depar

ment ever did require it to be moved. Mr.Downs agreed to this. ~~.

Smith thought the plan of Hr. uowns 'o'Ould ncttially iQiprove the pro

perty since it ..... ould allow ample parking space and take cars off th

high~/ay. Nr. White agreed. l-lr. Smith moved to grant the applica-

tion bec8use it is an old non-conforming building and the small

I

I
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arldition would in no way affect adversely the overall layout and that

the additional land acquired by Mr. Downs will improve the condition

by reducing traffic hazard. Nr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

24 - S. M. Redd l to use ground for storage and repair of excavating equip-

ment, to permit disposal of stumps and lces by piling ~nd burning, to

permit sale of firewood, intersection of Lemon Road and Redd Road,

Providence District.

r-ir. James Keith represented r,~r. Redd. [llr. Keith said in view of th

great amount of opposition present he had talked with i·ir. Redd and th

opposition nod thought he had the solution to this case. He asked

that the Board deny the case and give i'lr. Redd 6 months to wind up

his business and find another location. He said Jllr. :ledd had stopped
..I., ;tq

taking stumps into his pince and has stoprJed hl:rning, th.:lt he, had bee

violnting the Ordinance - but merely dished to clear up the place and

locate some place else.

The Chairman asked if the oppositiC'n ".:ished to speak. I'lr. J.e.AIle

said he o\o:n5 property very near. He has a large investment as have

many ethers and he was agreeable to giving the applicant 6 months to

finish up his business. But he objected to the Board doing anything

that would give the slighte3t semblHrlce of approval of the present

operations. This is a residential area and should not in any way be

used for business.

Mr. Burrows spoke against the present condition, the danger from

sparks, the objectionalbe mes~y condition of the place. He had no

objection to the 6 months period. It \.;as suggested that the citizens

be Given definite assurance that this would be cleared up in6 months.

[ifjr. Smith felt that the Soard did net have authority under the

Xoning Crdinance to 8 ct in this case - either to approve or disappr6

Mr. Dawson approved the suggestion by lf~. Keith. Mr. Piggott moved

to rjeny the application Ei.nd it ,is understood that the applicant will

be given 6 r;lonths in which to complete his business and clean up the

ground and abandon the use. Nr. Da ...~son seconded. Carried. i',jr.Smith

did not vote.

2~ - T. J. Henry, to operate sanitary Land Fill on ~55J5 acres located on

the south side of ~olftrap Road immediately joining ~~drillon Farms,

bet'tJeen Lord Fairfax Roadn and George """ashington Road l i'rovidence

9istrict.

The report fro(ll the Sanitary Engineer was read ad this case. It wa

definitely adverse I not sufficient ground and not suitable. The

-_....,.v,

,..---

Chairman said the Board could nct [rant a fill wish such an adverse

report. l"'lr. Henry said he had gone to considera.ble expense and to

deny this would take 8'ilay his livelihood. He asked for a certain

period in \Vhich to wind up his present operations - dum?ing. Nr. Bra k-

field said that since the land did not conform to ~egulations for a
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sanitary fill a motion to deny \\'<1S in order. Mr. Smith moved to

deny the application. hr. Da\-H;50n seconded. Carried.

llEFZHi1.ED CASES:

1 - John 1. .1nd l:;ary V. L<J.vin, to erect att5.ched b2.rage within 6-1/2

fe"t of side line, Lot 27, ~ilver Springs, ['.it. VernC'n District.

This s'l}divi:>ion is partly in Af,ricultural and fJOirt in :::\.burban Res-

i~~nce riistrict makinG a difference in est~blishing setbacks. The

Doard ~ecided according to the Crdinance they should observe the

lesser setbacks in case of two Districts. ~r. ~h~te saw no objectio

to the application. Hr. Smith read from the Ordinance regarding the

t\10 :.Jistricti. ;-:1"'. Dah'som moved to e;r;,nt the applicatio:1 for a de-

tached i~6rage provided it is lccolted SO feet from the front propcrty

line and t, feet from the side line. I"Jr. Smith seconded. Carried.

I

I

2 - Roland Payne l to constn;ct and operate restaurant on 15,278 square

feet of ~round on the east side of ~eesburg Pike 1-1/2 mile south

of 7 Corners, ?alls Church District.

r::r. lytton Gibson represented I'Lr, Payne who ~J3.S present :,:,lso. j'Jr.

Gibson said his client ",,'';Ults only a perndtted l,se l t.hat this propert..

h,"ld been before the Boord of Jupervlsors for a rezoning but Hr.

l-'ayne h;:,d ',,'Hhdr3'dr: it and was not Elsking for a reclassification of

his g rnund. lie st.:lted that the Board of 3upervisors had recently re

~oned 3 plots of ground within this area for business and that all

the land between 7 Corners and Bailey's A Roads was fast becoming

business in character. The need for a restaurant. is there since thl:I'

hi nothing of this kind in the immediat.e neighborhood. fie presented

a petition "lith 42 names favoring the restaurant.

The Chairman asked for the opPosition. ieir. l-iankW' drew a map show

ing the locntion of residents who were opposing the ap~licaticn and

many of whom were present. He also ::;hewed t1\'O lots in the imnlediate

neighborhood which were recently refused rezoning to business by the

Boar rl, of SUgervisors. He present.ed a petition from the Citi7.ens

r~ssociation opposi:1g thi~ use. The petition stated that it wculd be

detrinental , opposed to the c'r.aracter of the ground, and would be a

nuisance in the neighborhood and t:,at this would be spot zoning, and

would depr8ciate prop€rty values. ne s~gested the unpleansantness

of having a beer license in the vicinity. j·ir, Gibson thought it

would not be possible for lilr. ?ayne to obtain a beer liCE'nse.

I·Jr. Hankaa also SOlid no matteC how clean the restaurant was kept

it ,··ould be bound to breed rats and the trtlsh would be a problem. He

stated that the Planning Commission had denied the application for a

rezoning on this ?rOFerty.

,:,. Gibson recalled that. this was only for <J, Use Permit not a re-

zoning,

;,lrs. Flaherty spoke opposing - saying the c:'aract"er of the property

I

I

I
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in this neighborhood ~as residential not cor~ercial.

c.4(

Mrs. Ra~kley spoke opposing.

I

I

I

~'ir. Da\'.'son ashd 1':r. Payne about his hours and having a beer licen

Mr. P2yne said he would close at 11 olclock and would serVe beer with

meals only.

Mr. Smith said that ~hile it was within the ~ower5 of the Board to

groant this applicatiori, the :JOLlrd would first have to determine

t~'hether or not such a use 'liQuId be in harr.1on:,' with the surroundinl

neighbortoad an:!. '>lhether or not it \·.'ould affect adversely other pro-

perty. lie r.J8de the following motion: That the applicaticn be denied

since it was the opinicn of the Board that a restaurant was not in

harmony with the general purpose and intent of the Zoning I-i.egc;.lations

and as expressed by the neighboring property owners it dees affect ad

versely their ?roperty. There WD,5 no second.

!':r. Dawson said he did not like to see this broken up - that it was

obviously a residential section. ;"lr. :'1 rlnkus agreed. I'Jr. Payne said

he owned considerable ground in the neighborhood and it would nct re-

mai~ residential

r!:r. Smit~ said he thought the Zening Ordinance should be enforced _

and felt that the Ordinance should protect the peo;11e. It ','las given

to the Ceunty to uphold. He felt that the Board would not be depriv-

ing the applicant use of his ground, the Board \'/as only asking that

he comply ':rith the Crdin.",nce. ;:\1', Da ..!son seconded j":r. Smith's motion

The voting: Smith, LJalo.'son, Brookfield - Yes. I'lr. Piggott - No.

3 - The case of rord IS ':.rood Yard '"as withdrawn by letter from the appli-

cant.

ro one was present to support the case of South-Land rlealty Company.

It Nas deferred to October 17th _ i,lotien jIi;r. Piggott, seconded, I-'lr.

Adjourn.

I

I
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September 26, 1950

A Special Meeting ot the Fairfax
County Boa~d of Appeals was held
Tuesday, Septembe~ 26~ 1950, 1n
the Board Room of theYa1~fax

County Courthouse at 10:00 a.m.
with the following members pre
sent: Messrs Dawson, Brookfield,
Smith, and Piggott. Mr, White,
Zoning Inspector was present,

·sleo Mr, Schumann, Zoning Admin
istrator was present for part of
the meeting.

Langhorn and Sowers for permission to locate dwelling 29.63 feet fro

Oak Drive and 9 feet from side property 11ne on Lot II Oak Knoll Sub

division, Falls Church District.

Mr. Hunter represented the Company, The house is now up to the
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this setback 30 feet would probably be passed. Mr. Hunter said

they wanted to save a very large oak tree and to locate the house

on the natural rise in the ground - the error in setbacks occurred

inadvertently. By facing the house the opposite way on the lot it

would reduce the back yard to almost nothing. Mr. Brookfield moved

to grant the variance because of a topographic condition and to

save the large tree. Mr. Smith seconded. Carried.
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first floor joists. The 35 foot 5etback is observed on Poplar

Drive - this is a ccrner lot. Mr. Schumann explained the incons1s- J. H ?
tency in the Ordinance regarding setting back in an, Urban District

from a 50 foot street and said the amendment now prepared to make

2 - M. T. Broyhill and Sons, for permission to locate dwelling 24.4 ft.

from right of way of H~ckory Hill Road and 8.75 feet from side pro

perty line on Lot 7S, Broyhill Park, Corner of Slade Court and

Hickory Hill Road, Falla Church District.

Mr. \'lalsh appeared for the Company. He stated that the field

party had located the house correctly but that an erTor was made in

the drafting room in setting down the wrong figures so when the

actual location was made the house was located incorrectly. The

basement is dug and the building ia up to the first floor joists.

The houses on adjacent lots have observed proper setbacks so there

would be no occasion for requesting further variances. There were

no objections. Mr. Schumann suggested that since all others built

by Mr.Broyhll1 are obserVing setbacks and he would ask for nothing

further in this SUbdivision it was not unreasonable to grant this.

I

Mr. Brookfield thought too many variances were being asked and if

the Board granted one - others would would follow. that the Falls

Church-Annandale Road should be kept free from these viaations. Mr.

Smith asked if this would cause an obstruction. It was agreed not.

Mr. White thought this a very plausible mistake and an honest one

and saw no objections to it. He also said with so many houses bein

built under such urgency mistakes were inevitable. Mr. Walsh said

approximately 100 houses were up and 4 or 5 more to be built. Mr.

Smith said he agreed with Mr. Brookfield that the restrictions of

the Ordinance should be observed but that the Board had granted

many similar exceptions. Mr. Brookfield thought this particular

variance too great. He Moved to deny the application because it

was encroaching on the Ordinance and was coming too close to the

highway and was built without paying attention to the Ordinance.

Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

3 - J. D. Wykle, for permission to locate dwelling with less than re

quired setback from Olmi Blvd. and Olml-Landritb Drive and with a

rear setback of 10 feet on Lot I, Block 22, Section 7, Belle Haven

I

I

Subdivision.
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Mr. Post represented the applicant. He explained that since the

lot was 80 irregular in shape and they did not wish to ask for too

much variance the applicant had redrawn his house - smaller. To

observe proper setbacks it would be almost impossible to build. He

1s observing the ~ont setback of 35 feet from Olmi Blvd. because all

the other houses on that street are back at least that far. He has

slmost 10,000 square feet area although this is an Urban area. The

lot joining is conforrolng to the regulations and five ether houses

planned will conform. There was no objection. Mr. Brookfield moved

to grant a 28 foot setback from one corner and 29 foot setback on

another corner on Olmi-Landrith Drive because of the shape of the 10

Mr. Piggott second~d. Carried.

~ - Virginia Electric and Power Company, for permission to erect sub

station on 1.636 acres located on Parcel A, Valley Brook Subdivision

on the east side of Rose Land, Falls Church District. Mr. Anderson

representing the company said this substation was located to take

care of a rapidly growing area. It was off the beaten path, near a

stream and sewer easement. There were no objections. Mr. White

thought it very appropriate. Mr. Brookfield moved to grant this nec

essary installation. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

DEFERRED CASES:

Center Homes, Inc., tor permission to construct dwelling 8.95 feet

from side line and 7 feet from side line on Lot 3, Block M, Annalee

Heights, Falls Church District. Mr. Jack Wood represented the Com-

pany, also

Midway Homes, Inc, all lots in Annalee Heights for the following

variances:
Lot 6,

" 6 1

ft lSI
It 14,
• 1,

Mr. Wood said the

Block E - S feet side
TI Q _) TI "

" H _ S" It

It G _ S.)O ft. It

" G _ 7 feet TI

plats were approved

setback
•
•
•
•

by the Planning Commission and

I

I

FHA and FHA would approve the loans irrespective of the BoardS find

ings because they had con5ide~ed these variances harmless. The dev

eloper had been very zealous in observing the required front setback

and allowed 20 feet between houses as required - &e stabdthat the

lot lines were found too close in these instances. The houses are

set on an angle in many cases and the lot lines are not entirely per

pendicular. The street curve to give the subdivision more variety.

The houses are all built and no more vatiancea will be asked.

Mr. Brookfield moved to defer the Center Homes case - Lot 3,

Block M to find whether or not the projection on the side is an open

or closed porch. Mr. Smith seconded. Carried.

On. the Midway HRmes the voting was as follows:

Lot 6,Block E - Grant because it would work a hardship not to.

Lot 6, Block G. Deny-because it does not conform to the Zoning Ord.
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Lot la, Block H. Grant - as it would work a hardship not to.

Lot-14. Block G. Grant because it would work a hardship not to.

Lot 1, Block G. Grant because it would work a hardship not to.

The motion covering these lots was made by Mr. Brookfield and

seconded by Mr. Smith. I

• • • I
October 17. 1950

The Regular Meeting of the Fairfax
County Board of Zoning Appeals was
held, Tuesday, October 17, 1950, 1n
the Board Room of the Fairfax County
Courthouse at 10:00 a.m. wltb the
following members present: Messrs
Brookfield, Elgin, Piggott, Smith.
Mr. White, Zoning Inspector, was
present.

The case of Kurt A. Sonnenburg W98 reopened by vote of the Board-

motion by Mr. Elgin, seconded by Mr. Piggott. This case wqs denie

at the la~t regular meeting. Mr. Sonnenburg had drawn entirely

new plans which did not require so much relief on setbacks. Mr.

Smith moved to grant the applicant a 1 foot 7 inch variance on the

rear (west) yard. Mr. Elgin seconded. Carried.

1 - James A. Dawson, for permission to locate detached garage 8 feet 6

inches from side property line and 77 feet from front property lin

on Lot 18, Lee Forest, west side of Route 651, Lee District.

Mrs. Dawson appeared before the Board. The garage would be of

cinderblock-brick construction. The driveway is already in and th

well is immediately behind the proposed garage which would prevent

locating it back further. The lot lines slant which puts the gar

age especially close to the house. Mr. Piggott moved to grant the

application because there was no other place to locate the garage,

not being room on the other side of the lot. Mr. Elgin seconded.

Carried.

2 - Rodney E. Didawick, for permission to locate detached garage 2 feet

from side and 2 feet from rear property line on Lot 67, Section 3,

City Park Homes, corner Rose Place and Carlton Avenue, Falls Churc

I

I

District.

There were no objections. Mr. Dldawick 3aid this was the only

place he couled locate his garege. Mr. Elgin moved to grant the

application because of the small lot and otherwise he could not ha

a garage. Mr. Piggott 8econded. Carried.

J - Mitchell A. Pierson, for permission to erect detached garage 57 ft.

6 inches from front property line and 2 feat from side 11ne on Lot

I
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7, Block 8, Section " Fair Haven SUbdivision, Mt. Vernon District.

Mr. Pierson said his back yard was terraced with concrete slabs. ~ (~ I
It would necessitate cutting into the bank to put the garage back

farther.

Mr. Wyatt objected - saying that it would cause water to drain on

him if the garage were located.in this manner. His own garage is

very much farther back. He thought this would devaluate his prop9rt

Mr. White suggested that the Board .had made many exceptions in this

subdivision because ot the narrow lots. Mr. Pierson had bought a

building from Ft. B:e1voir which.,he wanted to move onto his propert.y

immediately and tor that reason_he ~annot build of masonry con~tu

ction. Mr. Smith moved to grant the application 60 feet from the

street right of way and 2 feet fr~m,the side property lIne due to

topography. Mr. Elgin seconded. Carried.

4 - Heliodora F. Mays I for permission t~ construct addition to dwelling

to come 22.75 feet from Brook Drive and to enclose porch to come 6.2

feet Crom Westover Street , Lot 57, Block 1709. Hillwood Subdivision)

Falls ChurCh District.

I

I

I

5 -

The secretary read deed restrictions which said no building shall

be located nearer than 25 feet from the front lot lIne nor nearer

tban 5 feet from a side line and 10 feet from any side street. Mr.

Brookfield said th~t since the deed required a 25 foot setcach from

the front and 10 feet on the side street the applicant would have to

conform to that and the Board did not have the power to break deed

restrictions. Mr. Smith moved that the application be deferred unt!

Mr. Marsh could be contacted. Mr. Elgin seconded. Carried.

Elsie Scott. for permission to divide .94 acre into two lots, one co

talning 1/2 acre, the other to contain .44 acre , located on the west

side of Route 606, apprOXimately 200 feet south of intersection with

Rt. 669, Dranesville District. Mr. Scott was present. Mr. Swayze

objected to this division of ground. He thOUght the area should not

break down the Ordinance by alloWing 8 lot leBs than 1/2 acre. It

....as a very rural area and should be kept so. (Mr. Swayze represent

Mr.• Nagengast) Mr. Nagengast the objector is the nearest neighbor.

Mr. Ralph , the surveyor. said this.was originally one acre but that

the road had been changed and cut ott some of Mrs. Scotts ground. Mr

Swazye said he could find nothing in the records saying that this

had been a full acre.

Mrs. Scott said the reBson she had wanted to sell this lot was to

pu~_~~n a bath room, in her own house, and to have a little extra

moniy • She was selling to her daughter. Mr. White's opinion was

asked4 He said that the law was obvious, that it was just a matter

of theBoard wishing to grant an aeception. Mr. Smith moved to re

fust the application b eeause it was not in conformance with the
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of intersection with Rt. 236, Falls Church District.

There were no objections. The chai~an said this waa expensive

property and that Mr. Dawson had especially endorsed the applica

tion. Mrs. Strong had a letter from her joining neighbor s8ying he

had no objection. Mr. Elgin moved to grant the application and Mr.

Piggott seconded. Carried.

10 _ C. S. Galiliot, for permission to locate dwelling 46 feet f~om
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Zoning Ordinance4 Mr. Elgin seconded. Carried.

John N. Campbell, for permission to erect temporary bUilding to be

used to c~nduct women's shop, to sell hand made articles, bake

sales, gifts, garden product. tea And sandwiches, plants, etc. on

Parcel I, Culmore, Falls Church District.

Mrs, Don Wilkins represented the Bailey's Crose Roads Women's

Club. She said this .W8S a community project, that the women wishe

to make money enough to buld & community house where all things or
a community nature could be held. It was not a commercial venture

in the usual sense. They wished only a.temporary permit. They

would buy a prefabricated bUilding which could be moved on to thei

own ground wben there were, abl.eto f.1nanc1ally. Mr. White thought

it satisfactory but that it should be limited. Mr. Smith moved

that the Bailey's Cross Roads Women's ClUb be granted a permit for

I year to erect a temporary building on land as per plat submitted

with the application, .land known as Culmere SUbdiVision, said

bUilding to be used only by the Bailey's X Roads Women's Club. Mr.

Elgin seconded. Carried.

Bucknell Syndicate i Inc. for permission to locate sewage pumping

station on 4,216 square feet in Bucknell, Manor, on the west side 0

Ft. Hunt Road, immediately north of line of Hollin Hills Subdivi

sion, Mt. Vernon District.

No one was present to support this ease. Mr. Smith moved and Mr

Elgin seconded to defer the CBae until tbe next regular meeting.

Carried.

Mr. Ma~or, an attorney. waB present asking for a location of the

plant with relation to Wilton Woods. The plata did not show this.

8 - Henry P. Thomas, for permission to construct addition to garage to

come closer to aide property linethan.required by Ordinance on

1.98 acres on the west side of Quaker Lane, approximately 1000 fee

north of intersection with Route 2)6, Falls Church Distriet.

Mr. Thomas was represented by council~ There were no objections.

Mr~ Thomas wan~ed to move his. garage to the property line. Hr.

Elgin moved to grant the application. Mr. Smith seconded. Carried.

9. Edna J. Strong, for permission to construct addition to present

garage to come approx. 2 teet from side property line on ground 10

cated on the west side or Quaker Lane, approximately 1000 feet nor

~52
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right of way of Beulah Road on 4~-J/4 acres.on the eas~ aide of

Beulah Road, approximately, 11k mile north.oC, intersection of Routes

61) and 611, Mt. Vernon. District.

There were. no objections.•.Mr •.Gamiot wants t.o remodel two chicke

houses into dwellings f.or tenants.. There 1s a very bad slope in the

ground which would make it difficult to mova the buildings. Since it

would work a hardship not to grant ,this. applic8t.ion., Mr. Elgin moved

to grant it, ~. Piggott seconded. Carried.

Offutt CODstruction Corporationl. for permission to locate dwelling

JJ feet from front property line. on Lot 12, Block.F, Pimmitt Hills,

Section 2, Providence.District, Lytton Gibson represented the Co~pan

He stated that a varianc.e of this kind did not harm anyone - the lot

has more than the.requlr.ad area, tha~.the bUilding was located in

correctly by the engineer. The~e were.no objections. Mr. Brook_

field said this could, cause .no traffic hazard because of the cul-du

sac street. Mr. Elgin moved.to grant the application, Mr. Piggott

·seconded. Carried.

I
12 - M. T.Broyhill and Sons, for permisBion t~ locate dwelling 10 feet

from the side property line on Lot 94, Broyhill Park, on Lee Park

Court, Falls Church District. Mr. Walsh represented the company.

This house location wae incorrect.. and was not discovered until it

was under construction. There wer.e no objections. Mr. Elgin moved

to grant t.he application because it would work a hardship .not to do

80. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

13 - Melvin 1. Deavers, for permission, to use existing building as tempor

ary residence on .2662 acres; part of Woodlawn,~esterlyadjacent to

the Rainbow Tourist Court, 'north of WOOdlawn School, Mt. Vernon Dist

rict. The applicant had no plat of his ground therefore the Board

I

I

could not hear this case.

Mr. John Grady presented a petition opposing this application. He

asked to be heard as it was diff~cult for those opposing this case t
chicken

get away from their work. H~ stated that~is was merely a!house th

Deavers had and they were renting it. There was not 1/2 acre of

ground for the required. area - only about 1/4 acre. The chicken

house dwelling had· no sanitary facilities whatever and very unde.ir

able people lived there. It had been rented for about 2 years, that

Mr. Deavers had said they did not receive rent for the place but the

opposers had information that they actually had been paid. Mr.

Deavers said the people' living in the house were in a very bad fin

ancial condition and they were living there as a temporary measure

until .they could get their own home. The opposition said the man

had gotten in jail after he came there and there was no evidence of

their even trying to get a home. There were adults liVing in the
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chicken house who worked and they could get a place to live if

they wi shed.

MT. Brookfield suggested that this was a bad time to put people

out of a home.

Mr. Woodring objected also, to the application. He said there

were 13 people on the two lots using an outside toilet.

Mr. Grady sald the coicken house had been enlarged in violation

of the Ordinance. Mrs. Reid objected. She lives next door. Mr.

O'Neil objected. He sald thisw8s a bad preseedent for the com

munity and that to put the renters out would not work a hardship

because they were working. He also stated that Mr. Deavers is now

receiving $10 a week rent.

Mr. White had investigaked the case and gave his report. He sai

the Board should, in his opinion~ refuse the application as there

was no excuse in the first place to allow the two dwellings, that

the zoning office, if the Board rejected this application, could

serve notice for the renters to vacate because they were violating

the law. Since the plats were not presented the case was put over

until November 21.

14 - Charles P. McCool, for permission to construct two family dwelling

on lot with less frontage and less area than reqUired, by the Ord

inance, and to come closer to side property l1ne than required, Lo

12, Willow Run, Falls Church District.

Mr. McCool said he did not want a side line variance that the

original drawing submitted was in error - showing the house too

cloae to the line.

This 1s a 4 person dwelling with two living units. It haa the

appearance of a one family home. He wishes to rent the second

apartment to army or service people to supplement his. income as th

house was too expensive for just him and his wife. There was no

opposition.

Mr. White sald this was a mistake to grant the application as th

applicant did not come up to the regulations - not sufficient area

nor frontage, it Was a nice residential district and it would ad

versely affect the character of the development.

It was suggested that the applicant could have three guest rooms

to rent. Mr. Smith read from the Ordinance, the requirements for

duplex house. He moved to refuse the application because it does

not conform to minimum requirements of the Ordinance w Mr. Elgin

seconded. Carried.

15 - Wm. R. Allen, for permission to construct garage-addition to dwell_

ing to come 15 feet from side property line on Lot 3, Knollwood, 0

Nicholson Road, Falls Church District.

Mr. Allen showed 'his plan. He has no basement"and it was under-
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stood with the owner when he signed the contract that he would build

on this addition to take care of garage and storage space. This was

in fact included in his contract to buy. He had cut 8 door in the

west end of his house preparatory to this addition. He suggested

that this addition would increase. the value of his property and the

neighborhood. The house .is brick and be would make the garage of

masonry construction.

Mrs. Bird, who owns the joining. property, objected. She said that

by bringing this construction.so.close to per home it would look

crowded and take away the spacious appearance of the subdivision. Al

other houses are set 50 feet apart and this one crowding up against

her line would definitely be a detriment to her property and would

throw off the balance of the entire 5ubdivision. She had bought

here counting on ,the rur.sl aspect.and,the 50 feet between houses and

wished to keep it that way. This construction would disrupt the pro

portion of building to yard.

Mr. Brookfield thought it would be proper to view the property be

fore making a decision.

Mrs. Bird also stated that by granting this variance it would in

duce others in the subdivision to ask the same thing and would even

tually change the character of the ,entire development.

Mr. Allen. sald._he was badly .in .need of the storage space and would

reduce the breezeway by 2 feet if the Board desired. His house wae

set in tbe center of the lot making it impossible to bUild on with

out a variance.

Mr. White also thought this was setting a bad pres cedent. Mr. Smi

moved to defer the case until October JIst to view the property. Mr

Elgin seconded. Carried.

60 _ Walter C. Crain, for permission to allow dwelling to remain 14.52 ft

from right of way of Fort Hill Drive instead of the 15 feet variance

granted by the Board of Appeals on Lot 2, Sect. C, Wilton Woods, Mt.

Vernen District. Mr. Crain said there were two surveyors on this

I

I

job and the final result was a .48 foot discrepancy in the house lo

cation. It might have been caused by the use of stone facing but

the correction is necessary because the lawyers require this varianc

in making the deed etc. Mr. White recommended granting the applica

tion. Mr. Elgin moved to gr.ant the application because it would

cause undue hardship not to do so. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

DEFERRED CASES:

R. P. Wright, tor attached garage, LotB 18 and 19, Fairfax Hills,

Lee District. Mrs. Wright appeared before the Board. They had

changed to a detached garage. Their neighbor will sell a strip ot

ground to give tlem the area needed and the garage will be approxi- .

mately 2 teet from the line. Mr. Brookfield had seen the property."
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Mr. Elgin moved to grant the application subject to the purchase

of the additional ground J to locate the garage 2 feet from the Ijn

created by the purchase of additional ground, masonry constructio

Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

Southland Realty Company, for a sign at Groveton near intersection

of Beacon Hill Rd. Bnd U.S.#l, Mt. Vernon District. The represen

tative of the company saldthey did a great deal of out of state

advertising and needed. a dire.cttanal .sign to locate their buslne

There were no objections ... Mr. Smith thought .the Board should not

deviate from the sign ordinance. It was stated that a phrase in

the Ordinance prohibited advertising. off the premises but that par

ticular phrase could not be located. Mr. Smith moved to defer the

application until October 31. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

Center Homes. Inc., for a dwelling 8.95 feet from side line and 7

feet from side line, Lot 3, Block M, Annalee Heights, Falls Church

District.

Mr~ John Wood represented the company. It was decided that a

stoop which had roof and floor without sides had no bearing on the

setback. Mr. Smith moved to grant the application, Mr. Elgin eec

onded. Carried.

Ben London, to locate two dwellings on Lots 260 and 269, 28 feet

from Garrett Road, Providence Road. Mr. Chamblis represented the

applicant. This case was deferred for a report from the Health

Department. Mr.Chamblis said Mr. Holmes from the Health Depart

ment could not be present but he had told him and Mrs. Lawson,

that the percolation tests bad been made and both lots were ap

proved for a septic field. These lots were definitely defined be

fore the Ordinance. Mr. Smith moved to .grant the application be_

cause these were lots of record before the Ordinance and the Healt

Department has approved septic fields for both lots. Mr. Elgin

seconded. Carried.

Norman and Elva Loe, to allow duplex dwelling to remain on Lots 1

and 2, Delta Resubdivision of Lot.s 16 through 23 1 Falls Church

District.

~r. Lillard represented the applicante He reviewed the C8se

telling how Mr. Loe ,had bought not knowing the house was in vio

lation _ being a two family dwelling... Mr.• Loe would not have

bought such an expensive house had he not thought he could use it

for two families. He was notified by the Planning Commission that

the two family dwelling was in violation so he bought the lot next

to him to have sufficient ground and frontage. The Citizens Asso

ciation who had preViously opposed this application had sent a

letter signed by Mr. Edwards, President, withdrawing their oppo

sition. Mr. Brookfield read the letter.
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Mr. Pearsall presented a petition opposing. It had 55 names, He

chart which indicated which neighbors objected. A great majority

of the very near neighbors objected~ Mr. Pearsall said their cov

enants permitted only single family dwellings. He said Mr. Loe

knew these restrictions.yet he went ahead and rented the second

Hving unit.

Mr. Loe said he had contacted Mr. Schumann and explained the whol

situation, that he ,could rent rooms which to his mind would be far

more objectionable.

Mr. Brookfield pointed out that the petition said wrezonlng"

Which was not the case and wondered if the group realized this was

only a permitted use. Those opposing felt that that was understood

It was not established that this use was devaluating property in

the nelghbor»ood physically - only in the minds of the people.

Mr. Boerlin objected - wanted only single family dwellings and

thought the Zoning Ordinance. should be, upheld.

Mr. Lillard said the Zoning Ordinan~e was being upheld _ that was

not an issue - the Ordinance specifically gives the Board the right

to allow this duplex since the applicant has twice the frontage and

twice the area required.

Mr. Lieb spoke opposing. Also Mr. Lawrence and Mr. Hamilton.

Mrs. Love spoke in favor of allowing the application.

Mr. Smith said that the objectors were mostly all people living

very near to the applicant and he t~ought their interests should be

protected, that Mr. Loe'8 recourse should be from the people from

whom he bought. If this were approved it would change the characte

of the neighborhood, that this was a community established for sin

gle family homes and that a community was established by the thoug

and appreciation of the people in it. He felt that the Board was

leaving itself open to other cases if they 'approved this. He moved

to refust the application because in the opinion of theBosrd it

affects adversely the uae of neighboring property and such use is

not in accordance with the zoning regulations and map. Mr. Elgin

seconded. Carried.

Mr. Lillard noted that an

S. Cooper Dawson
Chairman.

October 31, 1950

A Special Meeting of the Fairfax
County Board of Appeals was held
Tuesday, October 31. 1950 in the
Board Room of the Fairfax County
Courthouse at 10:00 a.m. with the
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following members present:
Messrs: Dawson, Brookfield
Smith, Piggott. Mr. Schum:nn
Zoning Adminiatrator. and Mr.'
White, Zoning Inspector were
present.

D. and R. CorporatlonJ for permission to. erect a complete sewerag

plant to aerVe tho houses 1n Ho111nH1113 SUbdivision on Parcel A

and in the area set aside for such purpose on the Fort Hunt Road

1n Hollin Hills, Section I, approximately 220 feet from Route

626, Mt. Vernon District.

Mr. Davenport represented the company. He stated that this bad

been granted last year but the time limit on constr~ction had ex

pired, therefore this application. Construction will start Nov

ember 1st. This is a 'package plant t - 94~ treatment which has

been approved by the State Water .Control Board and the Sanitary

Engineer and State Healtn Department. The permit on this expires

December Is.t.

There was no opposition. Mr. Davenport said they may not have

put in the complete plant. if .this can be used in conjunction with

another. plant, in Nhich case only a pumping station would be in

stalled. He questioned whether or not he should come to the Boar

again if only the pumping station were installed. It was Mr.

Schumann's opinion that the present application included that by

the words "complete sewerage plant" and it ~uld not be necessary

Mr. Brookfield moved to grant the application. Mr. Smith seconded

Carried.

2 - H. E,Downey. for permission to locate dwelling 35 feet from Kurtz

Road, Lot 14, intersection of Kurtz Road and Calder Road, Salona

Village, ProVidence District. (500 feet north of McLean on Chain

Bridge Road.)

Mr. Brookfield said the Planning Commission ha~ gone into this

case thoroughly and had recommended granting it. It is a corner

lot with sufficient area but the deed restrictions require a

fifty foot setback from Calder Road and a 35 foot setback from

Kurtz Road as against 45 foot setback from Kurtz Road required by

theZoning Ordinance. By observing the deed restrictions on the

one side it is not possible with this size house to observe Zon~

iog requirements on the other. Mr. Brookfield moved to grant the

application because of the peculiar shape of the lot and the deed

restrictions. Mr. Piggott seconded. Mr. Smith voted No. The

Chairman voted Yes. Carried.

Mr. Smith said the Board was superseding the Zoning Ordinance b

following deed restrictions which were less restrictions than the

Ordinance, and he did not consider this Within the, power of the

Board. He stated that there was ample space it the house were cu
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down to observe proper setbacks. wr. Schumann said it was possible·

the state would never require a 50 foot road here because this plat J..? 1
was put on record before this 50 ft. road requirement went into

effect. This street (Kurtz) is not dedicated )0 feet.

DEFERRED CASES:

Bucknell Syndicate. Inc., for permission to locate sewage pumping

station on 4,216 square feet on the west side of Ft. Hunt Road,

immediately north of the line ~f_Hollin Hills, Mt. Vernon District

Mr. Harne~t represented the.Company. He explained that this

case was deferred because there was a misunderstanding who was to

represent the company at, the hearing. A Mr. Major was present at

the first hearing and was not. s8.tisfied that he knew exactly the

location of the proposed plent. Since the hearing Mr. Major had

been contacted and Mr. Major had been to the Planning Commission

office and talked with Mr. Schumann and Mrs. Lawson Bnd was satis-

fied that he had no objection to this installation. The case was

actual~y deferred until November 21st but since the one and only

possibility of objection had.b~en sati"afled it was brought up at

this meeting at the request. of the. Company. There were no other

objections.

Mr. Byron Massey appeared to explain the plant proposed. He sa

there was one like it at Huntington and Penn Daw Village. Everythi

was underground - only two manholes (which were about 1 foot large

than an ordlnanry manhole) showing. The installation was reached

by ladders. It will be built for .residential property. It has

been approved by the Sanitary Engineer. There were no objections.

The Chairman asked Mr. Schumann for his opinion. He thought it a

necessary installation and a proper location.

Mr. Brookfield moved to grant the application. Mr. Piggott

seconded •• Mr. Brookfield stated,. however, that he thought this

was irregular - hearing a case before the announced date of defer

ment and wanted the minutes to show his statement. However, the

application was granted unanimously.

Wm. Allen, for permission to.construct garage-addition to dwel11ng

to come 15 feet from side line, Lot ), Knollwood Subdivision, Fal

Church District.

This case was deferred for the Board to view the property. Mrs.

Bird had objected because she felt by reducing the sldeyard on

this one site it would throw the subdivision into confusion and

that they bad wanted the wider area between dwellings and thought

the Ordinance should be observed.

Mr. Brookfield had seen the property as had Mr. White and Mr.

Smith. Mr. Brookfield said he agreed that this construction would'

throw the subdivision off balance. Mr. Allen suggested that this
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was in reality a suburban area rather than rural, and that the

zoning was not right. Re20ning of the subdivision was discussed,

but it would take all property owners to agree to that _ to pet1

the Board of Supervisors.

Mr. Allen said this was a nl~e subdivision but not a section of

large estates - that they just needed more space for necessary

facilities that rural zoning did not provide.

Mr. Smith said the Board could grant such 8 request if it would

work an undue hardship or for a topographic reason but he saw no

reason to justify this. It was simply the fault of laying out the

1~.

Mr. Schumann recalled the joint discussion between the Board of

Appeals and the Planning Commission regarding setbacks on rural
side yards

lote and they had agreed that _I should not be reduced in setbacks

and that the. Board had agreed to this with regard to a case filed

from an applicant in Arnold Park - because it would be amending th

Ordinance and Mr. Schumann felt that. this was a similar case.

Mr~ Smith moved to deny the application because it does not con-

form to minimum requirements of the Zoning Ordinance. Mr. Brook

field seconded. Carried.

South.Land Re~lty Company, to locate directional sign 7' x 12' _ a

vartising off the premises occupied by the use, west side of U.S.

#1, approxim8tely 100 Ct. south of inter5ection with Beacon Hill

Rd~, Mt. Vernon District.

Mr. Flaherty appeared for tbe company. This case was deferred

for consideration of the clause in the Ordinance prohibiting signe

unless on the property 'occupied by the use'. Mr. Flaherty said

the permitted size of a sign would be too small here to do them any

good. It was merely directional. Mr. Reid, owner of the property,

had given them temporary permission to put the sign on this spot.

Mr. Flaherty sighted other signs - large ones- which were very

likely in violation.

Mr. Brookfield thought granting this sign might cause others to

ask for the same thing and that our sign ordinance was a good one

and had been a great help in stopping the increase of signs, if not

reducing the actual number of signs on highways.

The phrase 'occupied by the use' was discussed. Mr. Schumann

s~ated that the intent of the Ordinance was that the advertising

sign should actually be located on the property being used but that

Mr. Wise Kelly (Assistant Commonwealth's Attorney) did not agree

with him. Mr. Kelly thought the words 'being advertised' should be

inserted in the Ordinance before this could be enforced. The inten

of the Ordinance is to prohibit advertising off the premises.

Mr. Flaherty thought each case should be decided on its own
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merits and granting this application-should not ~ece3sarl1y induce

the granting of others.

Mr. Brookfield moved to grant a permit for a sign 7-1/2 ft. x 12

inches for 8 period of one year - to give time for the two Boards

(Board of Appeals and Planning Commission) to get together on de

cisions for signs of this. kind. Mr•. Smith seconded. Carried.

The Board discussed an amendment to the Ordinance inclUding the war

"being advertised". Mr. Brookfield moved that the Board of Appeals

recommend to the Planning Commi9sion that they make a study of the

regulations on roadsice signs with regard to revision. Mr. Smith

seconded. Carried.

~~. Vernon Lync~ asked to discuss with the Board and requested ad

vice on what he might do to stop relocation of VEPCo. substation on

property belonging to him and which has been condemned by the state.

The Board could give no informal advice but suggested that the re

quest for a substation would have to come up before the Board for

a use permit.

Mr. A. W. Cleland also. asked for informal advice on Lot 3, Salona

Village for setbacks. He stated that he would file application to

go before the Board.

Mr. Schumann read a letter regarding the decision on the Elsie Scott

case which was denied last meeting and asked if the Board wished to

reopen the case with the idea of viewing the property, as suggested

in the letter. Mr. Brookfield moved to reopen the case and ~~. Pig

gott seconded. Carried.

Mr. Smith thought there was actually no hardship here and that the

Board had often been too lenient, also that there was no actual sur

vey on this property to determine the definite amount of ground in

volved. Mr. Schumann said he would talk with Mr. Ralph, the survey-

or and the case could be discussed at the next meeting. The Board

£::O:L.

)...& I

agreed to this.

Mr. Brookfield brought up the ~ase of Jack BaIley - wife has new

baby and husband called to the service. Mr. Schumann said it would

be ok to give this man a permit.

Board adjourned.

I
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November 21. 1950

The Regular Meeting of the Fairfax
County Board of Zoning Appeals was
held November 21. 1950 1 in the Board
Room of the Fairfax County Courthouse
at 9:30 a.m. with the following members
present: Messrs Dawson, Brookfield,
Piggott! and Smith. lf~. Schumann, Zon
ing Adm nlstrator and Mr. I,ihite Zoning
Inspector were present.

Mr. Dawson acted as Chairman until
the afternoon session - at which time
Mr. Erookfield took the Chair.

The case of Norman A. and Elva Loe, for per~isslon to have a duplex

house on Lots 1 and 2, Delta) WaS brought up. No time limit had

been put on termination of occupance of tenants at the decision on

this hearing. Mr. Brookfield moved to allow t he tenants to rellla!n

in the second dwelling unit until January 1, 1951, because it would

work an undue hardShip to do otherwise. Mr. Smi~h ~hought thi~

could be handled by the Zoning Adminis~rator. Mr. Schumann thought

it was within the ~cope of the jurisdiction of the Board and more

fair for them to place a vacancy date. Mr. Smith seconded. Carried.

1 - G. L. Phillips, for permission to erect detached garage 2 feet from

side property line on Lot 3, Hannah ~ubdivision, Falls Church Dist.

I'I1r. Phillips appeared before the Board. He s'tated that 1;, he gar

age will be of cinderblock construction. He now has an old tin gar

age which he wishes to tear dol'fll and replace. This lot is zoned par

ly commercial - the garage is on the residential area. ~~. Brook

field moved to grant the application. Mr. Smith seconded. Carried.

2 - I. J. Kramer, for permission to erect detached garage 5 ft. from rea

property line and 2 feet from side property line, Lot 39-8, Hunting-

ton. Fairview Terrace, Mt. Vernon District.

This garage will be cinderblock and brick construction. The ap

plicant stated he could not locate the garage 10 feet from the lines

because of a conduit and the lot is very small. Mr •. Dawson said the

80ard could not keep a man from haVing a garage and he felt it bette

to keep cars off the street. Mr. Schumann thought the request reaBo

able. ~~. Brookfield moved to gran't the application. Mr. Piggott

seconded. Carried.

3 - Lillian C. Dyson, for permission to allow dwelling to remain on 3.

0594 acres on Rt. 611 at Pohick Church) without having 100 feet at

building setback line, Mt. Vernon District.

Mrs Dyson said through a misunderstanding in the Zoning office the

house had been built - when inspection was made she was notified tha

the house was located in error. This is actually a temporary bui1d-

ing for the daughter to live in while her husband is in the service

and a place to care for her bab~ - recently arrived. There was no

opposition. Mr. smith moved to grant the application because it

would be an undue hardship to move the building or to ask the presen
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cult to locate the garage properly. Mr. Brookfield moved to grant the

application because of a topographic condition. Mr. Piggott seconded.

Carried,:

5 - William F. Mahoney, for permission to relocate dwelling 50 feet from

8ridg~ Street (which is a 40 ft. road) on .5447 acres on the south 51

of St~tion Street and bordering Bridge and Hill Streets, Centerville
I

District.

~alter Ralph, surveyor, represented the applicant. He stated that

the applicant wished to move the present house and put on an addition.

He could not locate back farther to meet the setbacks because it would

•The applicant showed that the lot is not deep enough to observe the

re~uired 100 foot setback. This shed will be used to store furniture

temporarily. There were no objections. This building will not be

used as a residential unit. Mr. Brookfield moved to grant the applic _

tion but withdrew his motion as he had thought the applicant had 7

acres. Mr. Schumann thought it reasonable to grant the application du

to the shallowness of the lot. Therefore, I.'Jr. Brookfield moved to

grant the application and Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

7 - Mrs. V. S. Pedone, for permission to locate attached carport on front

of dwelling to come 24.Sl feet and 26.5 feet from right of way of

Drury Lane, and S feet from side property line, Lot 24, Section I,

Hollin Hills, Mt. Vernon District.

Mr. Pedone presented pictures and sketches of the layout proposed.

This ground is very irregular - banks sloping from three sides of the

house. There is a 4 or 5 foot high bank in front. The carport will

be 15 x IS feet - part of which will be used for storage. Because of

the topography the applicant said there is no other place to locate a

carport. It was brought to the attention of the Board that this is

practically a garage since it will be enclosed fully on two sides-the

house side and the street side. The bank 1n front would come up to

within 4 feet of the roof and that 4 feet space will be boarded up.

On the rear a 4 foot width will be enclosed and the same enclosure on
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The applicant said he had planned to attach the garage to his house

but found it was impossible to conform to the Ordinance if he did.

There is a high bank on the side in back of his lot, making it diffi-
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occupant to vaCate it. I{r. Piggott seconded. Carried.

Joseph M. Young. for permission to erect detached garage with less the

required side yard setback on Lot 4. Crider P~rk, Mt. Vernon District.

not leave room for septic field. ~~. White and V~. Schumann thought

it reasonable to grant. Mr. Brookfield moved to grant the application

according to the plat presented. Mr. Smith seconded. Carried.

Mary C. Gheen, for permission to erect storage shed within 6) feet of

Route 123, on the east side l approxim~tely 3/4 mile from FQirfax Sta

tion Bridge, Lee District •

6 -

4 -
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the front. Part of the enclosure will be used as a tool shed. The

house is located on a dead end street. ~~. White thought it impossi

ble to build the garage any other place, because of topography. Mr.

Brookfield moved to grant the application because of topography and

because it would work an unusual and unnecessary hardship to locate

a garage in any other place. Mr. Smith seconded, and requested that

it be added to the motion that the sketches presented be made a part

of the records - that the enclosures suggested be in accordance with

the plans presented. Carried. (This addition to the motion was

agreed upon by the other members)

e - Sol Netzer, for permission to locate building 31 feet from front

right of way of Leesburg Pike, on approximately 10,000 square feet 0

the east side of Leesburg Pike, 200 feet south of Powell Street,

Falls Church District.

Mr. Netzer stated that he had been given a variance on the pumps t

make them conform to the pumps on adjoining property which is zoned

General Business. Mr. Netzer's ground is Rural Business. This re

quires a greater setback. This small building requested in this

application is temporary as Mr. Netzer wishes to put in a midget kit

chen if this proposed business (sandwich and soda bar) is successful.

It was suggested that the State Highway will take another 20 feet

along this side for widening and that would make a very impractical

setback. Mr. Brookfield said the pumps had been granted because

they are not considered a structure in the true sence since they can

easily be moved. Mr. Netzer stated that there would be ample parkin

space since his buildings were not too close together and that it

would be necessary for this small building to project out 1n order t

be seen by passing traffic. He said he would be satisfied rf the

Board allo~ed this building to project 15 feet closer than the al

ready established building. It was asked how close the building on

the adjoining property (Hollowell - owner) was located. ~~. Schuman

offered to get the plats showing this property. The case was con

tinued for Mr. Schumann to get the plats. Motion made by ~~. Brook

field, seconded by ~~. Smith.

H. w. ~isher, for permission to allow addition to dwelling to remain

18 feet from street right of way on Lot 66, Sect. I, Guilford Sub

division, Mt. Vernon District.

Mr. Fisher and his attorney, John Wood and ¥w. West, Architect,

ap?eared before the Board. Mr. West reviewed the case. He said the

building is already completed, that the approval was issued in error,

then his company was notified the bUilding was located in violation

of the Ordinance. It was shown that the application for zoning ap

proval was in order but the contractor had located the addition in

correctly.
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Mr. Fisher 5aid he had turned the whole thing over to his cant rac-

~r5~tor and architect and was shocked to learn (notified by letter from th ~ ~

Zoning Inspector) that his building was in violation. ~~. Wood also

went over the background of the case. He said his client had relied

upon the builders whom he thought should know the regulations. It was

the opinion of the Board that they should view the property. Mr.

vfuite said there was no error in the Zoning office - that when he

checked the location it simply did not follow the setbacks sQown on

the Approval Application. Mr. Brookfield nloved and Mr. Smith seconded

that the case be deferred to give the Board a chance to inspect toe

property. Carried.

10 - Leo Zelinski, for permission to construct dwelling into duplex on

ground with less frontage than required, one acre located on the east

side of Rt. 778, approximately .2 mile from junction with U.S.#l, Mt.

Vernon ~istrict.

Mr. Smith said the Drdinance requires that plans for a duplex be

first approved by the Planning Commission and this had not been done.

He did not think the Board could act until this recommendation was in.

He moved that the case be put aside until Mr. Schumann returned _ for

his recommendation. Mr. Brookfield seconded. Carried.

11 - R. M. Phillips. for permission to locate dwelling 7 feet from side

line on Lot 509, Hazeltine Heights, Mt. Vernon District.

Mr. Phillips said a small branch of the main Creek ran through his

ground and made it difficult for him to build without pushing the

house to one side. The Chairman suggested diverting the stream since

it was only a small branch. The applicant thought this could not be

done as it might be turned on other property. }w. Smith said this was

a new subdivision and the stream was there when the applicant pur

chased the ground - he could see no reason for granting a variance 

it was simpl¥ a violation. He moved to deny the application because

it does not conform to the Zoning Ordinance. Mr. Brookfield seconded.

Carried.

12 _ W. M. Ledbetter, for permission to convert building located 28 feet

from present dwelling to be used as a second dwelling on 4 acres on

Route 626, (east side) approximately 400 yards sou~h of intersection

with U.S.HI, Mt. Vernon District.

Mr. John Minnick represented Mr. Ledbetter. This building was plan

ed as a turkey house but it was found not to meet proper setbacks 

then Mr. Ledbetter changed to a dwelling. This was held up by the

Zoning office because it was 2 feet too close to the present dwelling.

The second dwelling will be used by ~~. ledbetter's relatives.

Mr. White reviewed the case. He said Mr. Ledbetter's application

for the turkey house was never approved because it did not meet set·

back requirements - 100 feet from all property lines for a commercial
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bUilding, that there is another building on Mr. Ledbetter's ground

which does not conform - but there is a dispute over the line. ~~.

Minnick said ~r. Ledbetter said he was given the go sign on the

dwelling and had therefore bought $900 worth of materials. It was

requested that Mr. Mooreland appear to tell what the zoning office

had told the applicant. The case was put aver until Mr. Mooreland

could be sent for.

Mr. Netzer's case was taken up again. Mr. Schumann had returned wit

the Hollowell plats, The plats showed that the bUilding on Hollowel

's ground Was set back 71 feet from the existing right of way but

this had not been given a final check. Mr. Schumann reminded the

Board that the Hollowell property w80s zoned Ear General DU::line:l:; and

the building could set back )0 feet from the right of way. Mr.

Brookfield suggested that the applicant have his lot zoned to Genera

Busines3 as it would be much simpler to determine setbacks and to

protect him ror the future. Mr. Netzer said he would build a tem

porary building and move it back when the highway is widened. Mr
4

Schumann S2ted that the Board could not hold him to that. Mr. Brook

field moved to grant the application for a period of one year _ to

construct a temporary bUilding to be located In lIne with the ga5

pumps which is approximately 31-1/2 feet from the present right of

way. jIIlr. Smith seconded. Carried.

Mr. Ledbetter's cas was taken up again. Mr. Mooreland was present.

Mr. Brookfield moved to grant the application with the specific st1p

ulation that each of the two dwellings on the property be occupied b

one family. Seconded - Mr. Smith, and carried. i~. White mentioned

the other building on this property which is in violation of setback

and should come before the Board. It wa~ suggested that M~. Led

better have his ground surveyed to determine where the line in quest

ion is actually located then come before the Board for a variance on

the building which is in violation.

Mr. Zelinski's case was brought up. The Board had asked for a re

port from Mr. Schumann. This is a single family dwelling location.

There was no opposition. Mr. Smith sa1d he thought detailed plans

should be presented to and approved by the Planning Commission. Mr.

Schumann thought the plan presented was sufficient, but stated that

Mr. Zelinski's ground does not co~e up to the Ordinance requirements

and that he would like to get a statement from Mr. Marsh whether or

not the Board had the right to grant a duplex dwelling on ground with

less frontage than reqUired. l1r. Brookfield moved to de£er the case

for this decision. Mr. Smith seconded. Carried.

13 - O. W. NiChols, for permission to construct porch and attached garage

to come 5 feet from side line on Lot lOO-A, Parcel F, Section 6,

Huntington, Corner Overlook Drive and Huntington Ave., Mt.Vernon Dist
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The addition will be brick and cinderblock construction. Mr.

Nichols explained his plats. He stated that his neighbor, Mrs.

Bird, did not object. Mrs. Bird said she had no objections to'a

garage but thought the applicant should stay within the law which i

ten feet from the side line.

Mr. R. J. O'Callahan objected saying they all would like garages

but they had bought knowing they could not have them in this loca

tion and meet required setbacks and he thought these setbacks

should be observed by all.

Mr. Dawson explained that the Board had been granting detached

garages with less setback than required - 2 feet if masonry. Mr.

Nichols said the Bird house was higher than his dod his garage

would not obstruct their view, the garage will be 18 feet from the

Bird house and there would be no drainage problem. since any excess

water would naturally fallon him. Mr. Mooreland stated that he

and Mr. Nichols had measured the height of the garage and it would

project 33 rnches above the ground level on the Bird side.

~~. O'Callahan withdrew his objections, also three others present

Others present asked for the protection of the20ning Ordinance.

Mr. Schumann reviewed the~o amendments to the Zoning Ordinance

relative to Jefferson Manor and Huntington which say the buildings

may be located the distance apart equal to half the distance of

their average heights. t~. Smith moved to grant the application

due to the size of the lot provided the garage addition is located

7.7 feet from the side property line. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried

Mr. Brookfield voted No.

Arthur and Roberta Leib, for permission to construct screened porch

to come 3 feet from side lot line, Lot 28, Block I, Section I. Oelt

Subdivision, Falls Church District. Mr. Leib said the porch was

already built J that he had not got a building permit and did not

know about haVing zoning approval. Mr. Loe objected. He stated

t~at this porch was actually 2 feet from the line, that it would be

a great disturbance to him since it was now necessary for him to

build on the lot joining Mr. Lieb J the Board haVing refused to gran

him permission to have a duplex house whoch would have left this 10

(between hiro and Mr. Lelb) vacant. He thought it would hurt the

sale of a house on this lot. Mr. Smith suggested moving the porch

another side of the house. Mr. Brookfield said the Ordinance had

very plainly Set out its requirements and he thought this should no

be granted. Mr. Loe thought Mr. Leib was well aware of the regu

lations.

Mr. Schumann said the Board had granted variances of this kind bu

it has only the Ordinance to go by. He did not express an opinion

on the decision. Mr. Smith thought this too great a variance. Mr.

~u,
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Piggott moved to deny t~e application and Mr. Smith seconded. The

motion carried. Mr. Schumann said this was part of the area to

be annexed by Alexandia and he did not know their regulations _ i

was possible this would be granted by that jurisdiction. He sug

gested an amendment to the motion to allow Mr. Lieb until January

1. 1951 to remove the porch. (This is the date the annexation be

comes effective), Both Mr. Piggott and l4r. Smith agreed to the

amendment.

Earl H. Myers, for permission to construct garage addition to

dwelling to come 7 feet from side line on Lot 9, Beech Tree Farms

Falls Church District. This will be brick construction. Mr.

Myers showed pictures and elevations. There would be 66 or 67 ft

between houses. The drivew~ys are on the same side. There were

no objections. ~w. Schumann saw no reason to grant this. If 25

feet is too great a setbacia then the Ordinance should be changed

otherwise why vary the Ordinance. Mr. Smith moved to deny the

application because it does not conform to the Zoning Ordinance

andit is at Variance with the intent and purpose of the Ordinance

Mr. Brookfield seconded. Carried.

William P. Springston, for permission to locate dwelling 34-1/2

feet from Kurtz Road and carport 24-1/2 feet from Kurtz Road,

Salona Village, Providence District, Lot 43. There is a definite

slope to the lot and to get the best advantage for drainage the

house should be set on the hill. Mr. White did not recall any

special slope. Mr. Brookfield thought a carport would not create

a traffic hazard. There were no objections. Mr. Brookfield move

to grant the application. Mr~ Piggott seconded. Carried. Mr.

Smith - not voting.

17 - Andrew W. Cleland, for permission to locdte dwelling 40 feet from

Kurtz Road, Lot 31, Salona Village, Providence District. Mr.

Smith stated that if Kurtz Road is widened by dedication on the

opposite side from Mr. Clelend's lot to a 50 foot road, this set

back would be all right. He moved to grant the application. ~~.

Brookfield seconded. Carried.

Ie - Quaker Park, Inc •• for permission to locate dwelling with less

setback on the side yard than reqUired, Lot I, Quaker Park Estate

Falls Church District. This was an engine€ring error in locat

ing the building - it is already built. There were no objections.

Mr. Brookfield moved to grant the application. Mr. Piggott secon

ed. Carried. Mr. Smith not voting.

The Board adjourned for lunch. {Mr. Brookfield took the Chair

for the afternoon session.

12·- Z. H. Skriver, for permission to locate dwelling with 10 foot set

back from both side lot lines, Lot 69, Section I, Lake Barcroft
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Estates, on Lakeview Drive J Falls Church District.

Mr. E. W. Dudley represented the applicant - who \>.las also present.

Mr. Dudley said most of the lots along the lake are much wider than

that of the applicant, i~ fact the lots on either side of this lot

are much more than re~uired by the Ordinance, therefore there would

be considerable distance between houses even though this varEnee is

granted. There were no objections.

i4r. Smith said this was a new development and there was no topo..

graphic problem, it would induce other5 to make the same request an

he saw no reason to reduce the setbacks under such circumstances.

Mr. Skriver said he felt ~hat this was not an opening wedge for

others to apply for variances, that there was a restricted amount

of lake frontage and this smaller lot Wd5 just one which cccurred

inevitably in the development. The house he had planned would be

tractive and would not depreciate in ·any "tay the development.

Mr. Smith said the only solution was to have larger lots for wide

houses. Mr. Dawson said this was a high class subdiVision and he

was not in favor of reducing side yards. He moved to deny the ap

plication. Mr. Smith seconded. Carried.

Earnest ~. Sutphin, for permission to construct garage ~nd live in

it for approximately one year, during which time to construct a

dwelling which will be built on a lot with less frontage than re

quired and will re~uire a 24 foot setback from both side lines and

a 21 foot setback from one corner on the side line and 50 feet from

front right of way instead of 60 feet, on 1/2 acre located on the

north side of Old Route 50, approximately 1 mile west of Kamp Wash

ington, Providence District.

Mr. Sutphin said he could not go bock farther becaUSe of a hill

and the well will have to go in front of the house. The lot is 80

feet at the bUilding setback line. This lot was surveyed off be

fore the Ordinance. There were no objections. Nr. Dawson moved

to grant the application according to the restrictions as set out

in the application and that the final survey should show a frontage

of not less than 84 feet and the total or 1/2 acre of ground, ap

plicant to be allowed to live in the garage for one year. Mr.

Smith seconded. Carried.

21 - Virginia Electric and Power Company, for permission to relocate

substation on ground 200 x 200 feet on the north side of Route 236,

1926 feet west of intersection of Rt. 797 and 236, Falls Church

District.

Mr. Anderson represented the Company. He reviewed the conditions

surrounding the need to relocate this station. The highway is bei

widened to take care of development and VEPCo was on the new right

way - therefore necessary for them to relocate and enlarge the

269
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substation to take care of the natural growth in this vicinity.

The Company had discussed another location with Mr. Lynch (owner

of surrounding property And owner of the property ror the pro

posed relocation) but could not agree. Therefore. the State

whose responsibility it is to relocate the substation started con

demnation proceedings for this 200 x 200 foot site. It was nec_

essary to take more ground than the substation is now using be

cause of the r~qulred setbacks and a larger installation due to

increase in load.

Mr. Ware, technical adviser to VEPCo showed the plan for the De

sUbstat1o~. He lllustrated the increase 1n load by a graph. The

State Highway wants the substation moved immediately in order to

complete the highway.

Setbacks with relation to an access road were discussed. Also

the question of setting the poles on the access (service) road

was diSCussed. V~. Lynch wanted to know how much ground Would be

used for the poles - where they would actually be located. Mr.

Anderson asked the Board to consider the application which did

not include an easement for the pOles.

14r. Ross from the State Highway related the part of the state i

the relocation of the substation. Widening of the highway brough

on the neceSSity for ano~her location and more ground. The High

way Department would bear the cost of moving the station, but

would be reimbursed for the purchase of additional land.

Mr. Shockey was representing a group of property owners who had

misunderstood the location of the Station.

Mr. Lynch reviewed the history of the property surrounding the

substation. Originally it was his far~ and he had no objection t

the substation but now the property was residential and such an

installation would be a great detriment to his property and ob

jectionable to a high class development. The station naturally

has to be moved but Mr. Lynch requested that it be located in

either a business or industrial dis~rict which was more in keepin

with the type of installation re~uired. He felt the Zoning Ord

inance should protect property owners from encroachments of this

kind. In answer to j~. Smith's question regarding a proper place

for this station ~w. Lynch suggested several other points on the

map. Mr. Anderson thought the locations suggested not practical

and too expensive to move and put 1n the lines necessary.

~w. Ware said the Company had explored other locations and nego

tiated with Mr. Lynch for 90 days but could not agree on a sui tab

.site. (Mr. Piggott asked to be excused)

Mr. Edward LynCh said this was a chance for planning and zoning

to show itself, that the highway should be kept free of objection
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able installation.

Mr. Anderson objected to all other locations suggested saying J 7 /
they had been considered and found impractical and expensive. Mr.

Lynch read from a newspaper article the profits of VEPCo for the

last year.

Mr. Dawscn said he felt this would hurt the neighborhood but

that it was up to the Highway Department and VEPCo to find another

location, therefore, he moved to deny the application. Mr. Smith

seconded. Carried.

DEFERRED CASES:

Heliforo F. Maya, to construct dwelling to come 22.75 feet from

street apd enclose porch to come 6.2 feet from street, Lot 57,

HillwDOd. This was deferred to look up the deed restrictions on

setbacks. It was found that the ~pplicant is asking for less set

back than is recorded in the deed restriction. Therefore, ~~.

Dawson moved to deny the application. Mr. Smith seconded. Carried.

Elsie Scott, to divide .94 acre into two lots - one containing 1/2

acre, the other .44 acre. Walter Ralph, surveyor, was present with

V~s. Scott. This case had been denied but Has reopened at the re

quest of the ~pplicant. V~. Ralph had made a survey of the ground

and presented his plats with a suggested di~ision. He recalled

that a 3-1/2 foot strip had been sold to Mrs. Scott's neighbor in

order to give room to clear up a setback on a chicken house on the

neighbor's 10t J thus reducing ~rs. Scott's acreage.

~~. Dawson moved to grant the application in accordance with plat

made by Mr. Ralph, November 20, 1950 and that this plat be made a

part of the record. Mr. Smith seconded. Carried •

. Melvin 1. Deavers, for permission to use existing building as tem

porary dwelling J on ground westerly adjacent to Rainbow Tourist

Court. ~~. Deavers said the tenant was in jail and his wife had

I

I

lived in his chicken house during that time - tha~ ~he tenants have

now bought land and are building. The objectors said they had no

wish to work a hardship on these people - they simply wanted the us

of this building as a dw~lling discontinued. Mr. Deavers said he

had gi~en his ~enants 5 days in which to move. biro Smith moved to

deny the application because it does not conform to the Zoning Ord

inance. Mr. Brookfield seconded. Carried.

A()~~">l/
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The Regular Meeting of the Fairfax
County Board of Zoning Appeals was
held December 19 l 1950, in the Soard
Room of the Fairrax County Office
Building at 10:00 a.m. with the
following members present: Messrs
Dawson, Brookfield, Smith, and
Piggott. Mr. ~~ite, Zoning In
spector was also present.

Mr. Brookfield acted as Chairman.

1 - James A. Mc~fuorter, for permission to locate gasoline pumps closer t

highway right of way than required~ on the Mi side of Columbia Pike,

100 feet SW of intersection with Gallows Road, F~lls Church District.

r1r. Mc~borter was not present. Mr. Smith moved and Mr. Dawson

seconded that ~e case be put at the bottom of the list. Carried.

2 - Edward Meiggs, for permission to locate dwelling 15 feet from rear

property line, Lot 39, Fort Lyon Heights, on Old }jt.Vernon Road, Mt.

Vernon District.

Mrs. Conklin appeared for the applicant. ~w. Dawson 5uggested

that the Board should see a plat of the subdivision. The case was

put aside until the plat could be brought from the Planning Commiss

ion.

) - Ernest H. Wayland. for permission to locate detached garage 2) feet

from Second Street, North, and 66 feet from West Oak Street, Lots

1, 2, 3. Block 3, Section I, Groveton Heights, Mt. Vernon Dfstrict.

¥~. Adams appeared for the applicant. This is a corner lot and

the required setbacks cannot be met. There were no objections. The

ground back of the proposed location slopes and is swampy and it

would be expensive to build up the ground suitably. Mr. "hite thou

ght it would not obstruct traffic if located as requested. Mr.

Dawson moved to grant the applicant the right to build the garage

straight back from Oak Street, far enough to be 25 feet from 2nd

Street, due to topography and due to the fact that this is an old sub

division. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

The plats on the Meigs case were present. The Board discussed at

length the road (Old Mt. Vernon Road), the proposed change and the

contour of the ground. Mrs. Conklin said the ground drops off

sharply in front and it would destroy the landscaping of the front

yard if the house were located according to reqUirements. Route 241

is now inaccessible in ~ont of the lot but it will be"landscaped and

filled. Mr. Smith moved to refuse the application because it does

not conform to the Zoning Ordinance and he could see no hardship nor

any reason to grant the setback requested. ~w. Dawson seconded. It

was carried.

4 - Bradford Bartlett, for permission to locate detached garage 2 feet

from rear property line, 64 feet from Heather Drive, and 65 feet
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from Wooten Drive, Lot I, Block G, Lee Boulevard, Lee Boulevard

Heights, Falls Church District. ~ ~ ~

~w. Adams appeared for the applicant. He asked to amend the appli_

cation to read 70 feet from Heather Lane instead of 64 feet. This

would be frame construction. Mr. Dawson recalled the rule of granting

detached garages 2 feet frem side or rear line if of masonry and 4 fee

if frame. Mr. Adams said there was a steep bank back of the house,

also theTe are trees which the applicant wishes to preserve. Captain

Bartlett, the applicdnt, suggested that many others had garages 2 feet

from the line - in this same subdivision and that setting the garage

4 feet from the line would mar his landscaping. There was no oppo

sition. Mr. Dawson made the following motion: To grant the applica_

tion - the garage to be located 70 feet from Heather Lane and 4 feet

from the side line, if the garage is frame construction or 2 feet

from the side line if the garage is of brick or masonry construction.

Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

Elmer C. Myers, for permission to locate detached garage 2 feet from

side property line and 62 feet from front right of way line
l

Lot 106,

Fenwick Park, 214 Rogers Drive, Falls Church District.

This garage is to be frame. ~here were no objections. 14r. Dawson

moved to grant a variance of 66 feet from the front property line and

not to exceed 4 feet from the 50uth side property line. Mr. Smith

seconded. Carried.

I
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6 - Cora p. Simcox, for permiSSion to construc~ addition to present dwell-

ing tc come approxim~tely 12 feet from right of way of U.S.#l, located

on the SE side of U.S.#l, approximately 3/4 mile south of the O?en Air

Theatre, Mt. Vernon District.

This is a non-conforming building and the applicant wiShes to bring

the addition the same distance from the front property line. When the

road was widened the state poid the owner ~5UO instead of moving the

building back to the proper setback. There were no objections. This

building is being used as an apartment and the apFlicant wishes to

add baths for use of the existing apartments. Mr. Smith thought this

could be a traffic hazard-in the future because of the buildings being

so close it would cause difficulty in parking. Mr. Smith asked ~~.

~fuite for his recommendation. ~~. ~fuite said if this should be grant

ed it would be a prescedent for o~hers. Mr. Smith said this certainly

was not a desirable place for aprtments. Mr. Dawson moved that due to

the fact that by granting this application it would in fact recogRize

7 -

and wipe out the non-conforming use of the main building, therefore,

the application be denied. ~~. Smith seconded. Carried.

George W. Davidson, for permission to allow building used as dwelling

to remain 4 feet from side property line, Lots 12, 13, 14, 15. Block

F J Weyanoke, Falls Church District.
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Mr. Davidson said this was a frame structure built as a garage and

he had lived in it while he was building his permanent dwelling. He

wished to allow his nephew to live in it while he (the nephew) is

building his own home. Mr. Dawson moved to grant the application

for 12 months. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

8 - Howard C. Barlow, for permission to locate detached garage 2 feet

from side property line and 2 feet from rear property line, Lot 48,

Poplar Heights, 143$ S. ~'le5t Street, FAlls Church District.

The garage will be of masonry construction. There were no object

ions. ~~. Dawson moved to grdnt the application - the garage to be

of maso~ry construction. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

8 - Citidel Cons~ruction Corporation, for permission to be allowed a dis

tance of 10.S feet from side property line, Lot 112, Section 2, Bel

Air, for dwelling, Falls Church District.

Mr. Potter appeared for the Company. There were no objections. Nr

Potter stated that the building was loci:lted 1n error, bf the field

man. It is the only variance asked in the subdivision. The build

ing is frame. It was originally staked out correctly but due to the

rough terrain the house location was erroneously established. The

lots on both sides of this are already built on. Mr. Smith moved to

grant the application because it would work a hardship not to do so.

~~. Dawson seconded. Carried.

10 - G. G. Sherfey. for permission to complete dwelling which is located

50 feet from right of way of a 30 foot outlet road, 350 feet east of

Route 649. approximately 2 miles south of the juction of Lee Boule

vard and Route 649, Falls Church Uistrict.

!'fir. Sherfey said the foundation is already in. He misunderstood

and thought a 50 foot setback was satisfactory. However, his plat

shows a 60 foot setback which he did not follow. This was discover_

ed in the inspection of the foundation. ~~. Dawson moved to approve

the application because of a hardship not to do so and because this

outlet road will probably never be taK~p. in by the State. Mr. Piggot

seconded. Carried.

11 -Joseph Moraski, for permission to locate tool shed 2 feet from both

side and rear property line, Lot 523, Block I, Section 2, Uelta Sub_·

division, 23 Candida Street, Falls Church District.

This will be of frame construction. ~~. Moraski said his immediate

neighbors do not object. He cannot have a garage if it has to be lo

cated properly because of a steep hill - also he has no storage

space. r4r. Dawson suggested masonry construction. Since the appli-

cant did not wish to use masonry - Mr. Dawsom moved that the appli-

cant be allowed to build a wood structure locating f 4 feet from the

side property line. Mr. Smith seconded. Carried.

12 _ Aeronautical Radio, Inc., for permission to install, operate, and

J-7'i
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maintain remotely controlled radio station, which involves con

struction of a one story building, on ground located 628 feet SW of

Elmdale Road, near Section J, Pinecrest, F~ils Church District.

Two representatives from the Company appeared before the Board.

They showed the plan of the proposed bUilding on Mr. Vernon Lynch's

property. It will be concrete, approximately 14 x 16 feet, one

story, with three wooden guide poles which will be 50 and 60 feet

high. v~. Lynch said he had given the Company a lease for; years

during which time if development takes place which this installation

would in any way impair the lease would not be renewed. This is a

radio receiving station - receiving only - no personnel would be on

the premises except maintenance men now and then. It is connected

with the National Airport. Nothing will be installed which would

interfere with radio, telephones or television. The use of this

type of installation was discussed at length. Mr. Smith thought

this could very well depreciate property in the neighborhood ahd

thought a time limit of one year should be placed on the permit. The

Company felt this was too expensive an installation to be sure of

only one year to operate. They suggested granting the application

following the terms of the lease. ¥~. Smith felt there was not suf

ficient protection to surrounding land for future development and

that the Board would be responsible for granting a use that could

easily be obnoxious. Mr. Lynch felt that his lease was properly

protecting his property. Mr. Dawson made the following motion:

That permission be granted to install this station as per the plats

presented with the application for a period of 5 years. ~~.Piggott

seconded. Carried - Mr. Smith not voting. r~. Smith felt it should

be added that nothing be installed to interfere with radio l tele

vision and telephone. Mr. Lynch said that was taken care of in the

lease.

I) - Hollin Hall Development Corporation, for permission to locate dwell

ing 25 feet from Wellington Road on Lots 6 and 7, Block' and on

Lots 67 and 68 1 Block 6) Section 4 J Hollin Hall Village, Mt.Vernon

District.

~~. Ed. Holland appeared for the Company. He stated that the fiel

party had staked out the hcu3es too close to the line and the mistak

had not been brought to his attention until he made the certified

survey on actual location. All the lots in this tract are greatly in

excess of size requirements. The road is 60 feet wide. The build_

ings were under roof before the error was discovered and it would be

a great hardship to remove them. He did not think these locations

would cause a traffic hazard. It was necessary to bring these cases

before the Board to clear the title. All other houses in the sub

division are located correctly and are built so this could not set a
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prescedent. There were no objections. Mr. Dawson moved to grant

the application because the mistake was unintentional on the part

of the surveyors and it would work a distinct hardship to make the

company move the buildings and also because this is a 60 foet road

instead of 50 feet as required. ~~. Piggott seconded. Carried.

14 - Mrs. Charles McGuire, for permission to allow garage which has been

converted into a dwelling to remain on 2-1/4 acres, said structure

located 10 feet from present permanent dwelling, F~llsChurch Distri

ct, Lots 81, S)-B and part of 76 and 9$, Southern Villa Subdivlsio

Mrs. McGuire said this garage was originally their home while

building their permanent home. She wished now to USe it for her

parents who were old and could not walk up and down the steps into

the house. Mr. Smith said that by granting this they were giving

sanction to two separate dwellings. They are frame construction.

~~. Dawson moved to grant the application for one year, due to an

undue hardship. ¥w. Smith seconded. Carried.

DEFERRED CASES:

H. W. Fisher for Ie foot setback from street right of way on Lot

66, Section I, Guilford Subdivision. This case was deferred to

view the property - but the Board had been unable to see the house

in question. ~~. Dawson moved to defer the case to view the pro

perty. Seconded) Mr. Piggott. Carried.

Leo Zelinski) to construct duplex dwelling. This bad been

for a ruling from ~~. Harsh on granting a duplex with less

than reqUired. r-ir. ~iarsh had stated that the Ordinance was very

clear on this - the Board did not have the right to grant a

in this case. Mr. Dawson moved to deny the case due to the

of Mr. Marsh. ~~. ?iggott seconded. Carried.

The case of James f.1.c'.'Jhcrter which had been put at the bottom of

the list was taken up. This is a general business district. Mr.

McWhorter has a contract with American Oil Company. The building

will be 52 feet from the front property line and the pumps are re·

quested to be 25 feet. This will allow cars to pull in on either

side of the pumps. There were no objections. ~~. Dawson moved to

grant the application as per the blue print presented. Mr. Smith

seconded. Carried.

The Chairman read two letters to the Board - Qne from~ reques

ing a rehearing on the request for relocating sub-station on Lynch

property between Annandale and Lincolnia. The other letter was

from Mr. Hugh Marsh, Commonwealth's Attorney, requesting the Board

to reopen the case, and stating that he would like to be present

at the rehearing to advise the Board if they so wished. 14r. Lynch
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was present and objected to the rehearing. Mr. Dawsom moved to

rehear the case January 16, 1951. ~~. Piggott seconded. Carried. Th

secretary was instructed to notify ~~. Marsh of the date and time.

t:. { ,
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January 2, 1951

A Special Meeting of the Fairfax
County Board of Zoning Appeals was
held January 2, 1951, in the Board
Room of the Fairfax County Office
Building at. 10:00 a.m. with the
following members present: Messrs
Dawson, Brookfield, Smith, Piggott.
Mr. White, Zoning Inspector, was
also present.

Mr. Brookfield acted as Chairman.

A. H. Salter, for permission to allow addition of garage and porch

to remain 6 feet from side property line on Lot 50-A, Accotlnk

Heights, Falls Church District.

Mr. Salter located the sUbdivision and showed his plats. He said

the dwelling had been laid off properly and the place sold. While

he was away the new purchasers had asked that t he bUilding be turne

around on the lot - to put the chimney and porch on the opposite

side and in 80 doing the building was located too close to the side

line. Mr. Salter did not know of the change and the violation was

not discovered or known to him until the house was completed and the

loan company was investigating the property.

Mr. Brookfield thought that since the lot is a larger one than re-

qui red there was sufficient protection and that it would work a dis

tinct hardship not to grant the application. He made a motion to

this effect. Mr. Smith seconded. Carried.

Mr. Vernon Lynch addressed the Board. He stated that in view of

the reopening of the case of the V1[ginja E~tL1c and P~~r CJUP~

e!llY regarding relocating of the substation on his property, he

would like to have the Board view the property in advance of the

next meeting in order to save time and repeated testimony at the

final hearing. Mr. Lynch has offered two other sites which he

wished to show the Board. He felt that if the case were appealed to

the Circuit Court - it would simply be a reviewing of the legal as-

pects of the case rather than rehearing the testimony and that the

hearing before the Board of Appeals was the important hearing. The

'\
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Board was agreeable to the suggestion. Mr. Dawson moved that the

Board view the property and return to read minutes after lunch.

Mr. Smith seconded. Carried.

S. Cooper Dawson, Chairman . I

• • •
I

820 Richard Place, Falls Church District. ~~. Ellis was ill and un

able to be present. He asked that his case be deferred until Jan

uary 2)rd. There were no objections. ~tr. Brookfield moved and Mr.

Piggott seconded that the case be deferred as suggested. Carried.

2 - Woodley South, for permission to construct addition to dwelling,

carport and storage room, to come 9.22 feet from side property line,

Lot I-A, Section I J corner Lee Boulevard and Manor Road, Woodley

South, Falls Church District.

Mr. Lunter represented the Company. He drew a map location of the

building and lot and the board. The structure is completed. It

1 -

January 16, 1951

The Regular meeting of the Fairfax
County Board of Zoning Appeals was
held January 16, 1951 in the Board
Room of the Fairfax County Office
Building at 9:)0 a.m. with the
following members present: Messrs
DawsonJ Brookfield J Verlin Smith J
Piggott, and J.Bryant Smith. r~.

Schumann, Zoning Administrator,
and h~. ~~iteJ Zoning Inspector J
were present.

The Board members read minutes for the first half hour.

Otis H. Ellis, for permission to locate detached garage 2 feet from

rear property line on Lot 23, Block E, Section 2, Columbia Pines, I

was located in error by the field party and was discovered when cer

tified plats were made. The enclosed storage area is 4 x 6 feet _

the entire building is frame. Toere were no objections. Mr. Smith

suggested that the lot was small and this was adding to the cr~wded

condition. He moved that the applicant be granted permission to

leave the carport, only, as it is located J prOVided no part of the

carport shall come less than 10 feet from the side property line. Mr.

Brockfield seconded. Carried.

3 - Lake Barcroft Estates J for permission to construct carport on front

of dwelling h'ith less than the required setbaCk, Lot 75, Section I,

Lake Barcroft SUbdiVision, on Lake View Drive, falls Church District.

The architect explained the plats. He said the lot was pie shaped

I
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and a high sloping knoll jutting out into the lake. No part of the

house itself touches the setback line. Since the let slopes in such a

manner the hcuse is bUilt on two levels and there is no other place

for a g.J.rage. It faces on a Cul-du-sac. It Hould be too expensive

to locate the house back f£rther because of extensive filling. The 1

has approximately 1),000 square feet. The carport would come ap?rox

imately 28 feet from the front property line. Hr. Smith thought it ad

visable to vie\>' the property before making <.:. decision. j"lr. Brookfield

moved that the case be deferred until January 2)rd vmen the Board

would view the property and make their decision on the ground. f.ir.

Piggott sec0ndect. C&rried.

4 - L. A. Childress, for permission to erect detached garage within 2 feet

of side property line, Lots 58, 59. 60. Block 5, West Mc Lean ~ubdivi_

sian, Providence District.

Mr. Adams represented the applicant. he stated that the land slopes

in the rear of the lot and would be very expensive to build up to lo

cate the garage properly. The neighboring house is approximately 40

feet from the side line. Mr. Dawson s aid the Board could not allow a

2 foot setback on frame construction (Which is what this Would be). Mr

Brookfield moved to grant the applicant a 4 foot setback from the side

property line. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

5 - Alan Cason I for permissiun to erect detached garage within 54 feet of

Pine Drive, and 64 feet from Sipes Lane, falls Church District, on

Lot 12, Block E, Fairdale Subdivision.

f-u-. Adams represented the applicant. Mr. Smith said this was the

logical place to locate a garage but he thought it was crowding the

lot too much. ~~. Brookfield moved to grant the application because i

would cause a minimum fire hazard and that the plat shall be made a

part of the records. Mr. Smith seconded. Carried.

6 - ~~s. Glynn R. Donaho, for permission to use second floor of detached

garage as a dwelling unitj garage Leing 4 feet from side property line

and 4 feet from rear property line, on approximately 1/2 acre on the

N1: corner of the intersection of Route 236 and ~uaker Lane, Falls Ch

District. Mrs. Donaho said the Health Department had approved the USe

of their present septic tank and gave them permission to tap on to

their present pipe - since the present tank is new and ade~uate. She

has city water. The property has the area and frontage required but

cannot meet setbacks for the second dwelling. ~~. Schumann said the

matter of setbacks was the only matter in question - that Mrs. Donaho

had the right to locate a second dwelling on her property, that if she

could meet the setbacks there would be no point in coming to the Board

Mr. Godfrey objected and presented a petition of 7 names against the

aoplication. He owns the property joining and all signers of the pet

ition were residents near the Donahos. Mrs. Donaho was granted a
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variance on the garage ~etback Some time ago and planned then to use

the second floor as an apartment but did not ask for it from the

Board. It was suggested that this living unit be classed as a guest

house. ~~. Godfrey said he objected to occupancy of the garage as

a living unit under sny circumstances. He wished to maintain the

character of the neighborhood. Ur. Brookfield moved to deny the

application because to grant it would be violating the Zoning Ord_

inance. ~~. Piggott seconded. Carried. Mr. Smith did not vote.

Frank B. Hand. Jr., for permission to construct addition to non-con

forming cottage - said addition to come 8-1/2 feet from side propart

line I on one acre located on \1averly :;ay. apJ:'roximately 1000 feet

north of Chain Bridge Road, Langley Farms, ~rovidence District.

Mrs. Hand stated that this would merely be an addition of a bath

room for her maid. iolr. Smith had seen the property. He said that

because of topography there could be no access to the road and the

property could not therefore be SUbdivided and resold. He felt that

the addition was not an unreasonable request. This would not be

used as a dwelling since there will be no cooking facilities. The

building 1s old and inadequate for occupancy. There were no object

ions. This is an old subdivision with considerably more ground than

required in each lot. Mr. Brookfield moved to grant the applicatio

Mr. Smith seconded. Carried.

Larchmont Corporation, for permiSsion to locate dwelling 30 feet fr

Woodley Place (side line) instead of 40 feet as re~uired, Lot 11,

Section II, Poplar Heights SubdiVision, 101 Woodley Place, ?rovidenc

District.

Mr. ~ack Williams appeared for the Company. 14r. ~chumann explaine

that this property was subdivided in the only manner possible. In

order to get the proper size lots and put in the street - this pie

shaped lot was left. ~~. Luttrell, who owns the adjoining property,

would not sell when approached to secure more land in order to make

the lot wider to meet setbacks. The road had to go in its present

location to get proper lot sizes. There is no way the developer can

acquire more land to increase the width. If a variance is not grant

ed the lot cannot be used. Mr. Smith thought this would set a prec

edent for other ,builders and developers - that they might contin

ually have ill shaped lots up for variances. It was suggested that

the house be located nearer the side line on the wider part of the

lot. ~~. Williams said he had construed that to be the rear line

since in the Falls Church Ordindnce the side opposite the narrow

frontage is considered the rear and also he wanted to leave more

space between this house and the neighbor. V~. Williams said there

would be no question of this setting a precedent because all the
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lots near have been bUilt on and located properly. He said also cre

ating a difficulty was the house on the adjoining lot which was a1-

ready built when this property was purchased. The setback for this i

correctly established.

~~. Schumann informed the Board that this house in question is alre

built. Mr. Smith said he would like to view the property and made a

motion to "that effect - that the case be deferred until January 2Jrd

to View the pro~erty. r~. ~iggott seconded. ~arried. ~~. Brookfield

not voting.

DEFERRED CASES:

H. W. Fisher J to allow addition to dwelling to remain 16 feet from

street right of way, Lot 66, Section I, Guilford SUbdivision, Mt.

Vernon District. This was deferred to view the proyerty. ~~. Brook

field had seen the property and said the, way the house faces this ad

dition does not br~ak the building line,that the development near is

not too good. The room is definitely an addition to the house and to

the neighborhood and certainly would not damage anything. There were

no objections. ~~. JaCK Wood represented the applicQnt. Mr. Brook-

field moved to grant the application because it does not adversely

affect adjoining property. Mr. Smith se'conded. Carried.

Virginia Electric and Power Comp~nr, to relocate substation on the

north side of Rt. 2)6 near intersection with Rt. 797, Falls Church

District. This case was scheduled for a rehearing at the request of

the Company to present new evidence.

j~. Lynch presented a letter to the Board asking for a continuance

because his attorney could not be present. Mr. Brookfield said l4r.

Marsh was supposed to be present and he did not want to take action

until Mr. Marsh could be present. Mr. Anderson, attorney for ~EPCo.

introduced Mr. Ralph Ferrell who handled the case for the company.

The Board held the case until ~~. Marsh would be present.

~~. Schumann asked the Board if they would reopen the Norman Loe

case or give him ins~ructions regarding occupancy of the apartment.

Mr. Loe was given until January 1, 1951 to abandon the use of his

dwelling as a two family building but since the Alexandria Annexation

suit was not yet settled ond the present use had not been abandoned,

Mr. Schumann asked - should he give rlr. ~~ice to abandon the use

within 7 days or proceed immediately with pQlice action. ~~. Smith

thought the Board had been very lenient with ~~. Loe. Mr. Brookfield

moved to give Mr. Loe 7 days more to vacate the apartment. ~~. Smith

seconded. Carried. The Board voted to give Mr. Arthur Leib 15 days

to remove the porch which was in violation and on which he h~d been

given Wltil January 1, 1951 to remove. biotion of the Leib case - t4r.

Brookfield and Mr. Smith, Carried.

)~/
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Mr • .schumann told the Board that t here were two cases of 2 family

dwellings in Ravenswood - both have the ar~a and frontage but deed

restrictions say a second fa~ily cannot live in the basement. These

aTe basement apartments. 14r. Marsh has said the Board can grant

these insofar as zoning is concerned but that the applicant would

have then.to deal with the l~nd restrictions. ~~. Schumann asked

~ ~ Board if they llished to hear these cases - or would they throw

them out because of the restrictions - saying they had no jurisdict

ion and would not handle the cases. The Board ~greed to handle them

The Board adjourned for lunch - to hear the VEPCo casJlat 1 O'clock.

~w. Brookfield acted as Chairrr~n.

VEPCo. The letter from Mr. Ball re~ueating continuunce because of

pressure of busineas and a misunderstanding of the date of hearing

was read. Mr. Ferrell objected to the continuance since VEPCo h~d

made lengthy prep~rations and had no knowledge of the request for

continuance until just now. He felt that the Case could be con

tinued indeflinitely at this rate and already much time had been

lost. Mr. ~~rsh came in at this time and said the hearing of the c

was entirely up to the discression of the Board. Mr. Ferrell said

since the condemnation proceedings were going fonyard, time was im

portant to them as they would have to have ~mple time to readjust

themselves after the hearing. His company would be greatly inconven

ienced by ~ny more delay. The Chairman ruled that the Board would

hear the case.

~~. Ferrell presented 15 Exhibits to the Board, to be used as ev

idence, detailing steps in negotiations between ~~. Lynch, VEPCo.

and the State Highway Department.

Mr. Ferrell said it was his contention that -the Company actually

did not have to come before the Board for this USe since a recent

amendment to the Code covering procedure in aC4uiring land J granting

the right to the State to acquire new land t~an a utility company is

on their land and ~lso the right of eminent domain. Dut the Company

is complying with the Zoning Ordinance requirements.

i~. ~~. Blake, District ~ngineer for VEPCo. was sworn in. He went

over each site consider.ed by the Company in their search for a new

location when it was discovered Mr. Lynch did not want the station a

this present location. ~~. Blake expluined the requirements for in

coming and outgoing lines to the subst~tionJ the difficu)ties in

acquiring rights of way on each of the sites a~ the inefficiency

and expense involved 1n loc~t1ng on any of the sites proposed. He

reviewed his negotiations with Mr. Lynch from the start, his contact

with property owners and the HighHay Department. ~ash site selected

by either Mr. Lynch as a substitute or each site considered by the
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Company was found to be impractical.

(Mr. Marsh left for a meeting - saying to call him back if a legal

question arosel Before leaving ~~. v~rsh gave his opinion of the

case. He did not feel that the Zoning Administrator should be sup

erior to the rights Df a public service corporation who have,right

of eminent domain. ~~. ~hite suggested that the Zoning Ordinance

prescribes what may be put in various zones in the county. He

read from the Ordinance granting this power to the Board of Zoning

Appeals. Mr. J.larsh doubted the legality of such a power. oLt was

the same thing with regard to the state highways, Mr. l"1arsh thought

They could not be told where to put the roads - that the good of th

many is more important than the harm that could be done to a few.

~~. Ferrell said that is the position of the Company - the right of

eminent domain exempts them.

~~. Blake gave an estimate of the co~t of molting the substation

to Site No. 2 which had been suggested by ~~. Lynch.It would be at

least ~lJtOOO without additional cost of rights of way. Also there

was neighborhood objection~on tmis site. He had been advised also

by the Highway Department that this was too great an additional

cost. On each site considered, the cost was prohibitive, there

were objections and it was impossible to get the entire rights of

way. Last week, Mr.Blake said. ~r, Lynch had suggested a sight at

the SW corner joining the Bennett property and his property, He

had refused before to consider this site - therefore no estimate

had been made on this site but that it was evident the cost of re

locating would be at least ~J,UUO more thun the present site with

line relocations running into more than ~4500 - a prohibitive cost.

This would not include damages.

~tr. Ferrell stated that in the beginning this land was agricul

tural in character but that the load had increased gradually up to

1944 then in 5 or 6 years it had increased seven times. Now the

Company is looking forward to more growth and will need all the

area requested in their condemnation suit. Also a large part of

their ground would have to be devoted to setbacks - 47% to be exact

The plot plan was discussed. There would be room for landscaping,

also room for additional machinery for the added load.

V~. Smith recalled that many of the sites suggested were not

within the required lIadjacent ll area.

Mr. Ross from the Jtate Highway Department «as sworn in. He is

the State right of way man. he said the state would almost have to

insist on site No, 1 because of the cost.

I'll" •.F. Ii. Clarke was sworn in. "e had been employed by the Com

pany as the broker to find a site. tie reviewed his attempts to

locate suitable ground. his talks with ~w. Lynch and his inability
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to find anything satisfactory to the company und ~~. Lynch.

~~. Schumann stated that there was information which should be

put before the Board regarding future development and future re

4uirements. The present right of way of Rt. 236 is 105 feet, a

21 foot easement and future subdivision development on this pro

perty would no doubt require a 30 foot service road. This would

require a 50 foot setback from the right of way of the 5ervice

road. A 200 foot depth for the substation would not meet this

setback if the service road is put in. if there is not space

left for the service road and the substation is located 50 feet

from the present right of way it would be jutting out in front of

dwellings which would have to observe the greater setback. He

wished VEPCo could go back farther in order to allow for the good

of future planning. They should have 47 feet more in depth, to

meet this requirement.

~tr, Lynch said he would rather have this greater setback ob

served and would prefer to sell the company the extra ground.

14r. Ferrell said that since the condemnation suit was taking

only 200 x 200 feet they could not agree to get more land but

that he was sure the company would be willing to acqUire the land

from Mr. Lynch and observe that setback and allow the service

road to go in - but he could not commit the compdny to that at

this time.

There was considerable diSCUSSion of rights of ~ay between ~w.

Lynch. Mr. Ferrell and ~~. Ross.

~~. Lynch then presented his case and reviewed his conference

with VEPCc. He definitely did not want the substation at site No.

1 or any other place on his land but if it is necessary to have

it - he would give proper rights of way to a new location more

suitable - in exchange for the rights of way now used.

Mr. Ferrell asked if the Board could grant a use permit with

the possibility of the company pushing back farther if an agree

ment could be reached with or. Lynch with regard to getting more

land. This was discussed.

Mr. James Wollsn who owns hear site No.1 said he h~d no object

ion to ~he present site.

Mr. Lynch asked the names of those the Company had contacted

since the November 21st meeting. ~~. Clarke said he had seen the

'~ites and Mr. Long.

~~. Lynch said that Pinecrest is a good development and he is

expecting to subdivide along the Pike and there would certainly

be damages to his property to have the substation rerndin in its

present location. He read from the Ordinance regarding "affect in

adversely the use of neighboring propertYJ" and stated that the
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Board, in his opinion, has no authority to grant anything detrimen

tal to residential development. r~. Lynch said the ~~ites were

willing to give a right of way. A statement was read signed by the

Whites agreeing to the right of way necessary.

Mr. T. F. Crosby was sworn in. He is employed by VEPCo as a righ

of way agent. He said ~~. wbite wanted tJ)OOO for the line right 0

way coming from Falls Church and would not consider the right of

way in from Route 236.

In view of the added cost in getting other locations Mr. Ferrell

said Site No. 1 was the only practical location for the station. He

stated that the station was already there affecting adversely other

property - that was an accepted fact - merely moving it back would

not change conditions. Mr. Smith said it Was this increase 1n in-

atallation that he objected to.

~~. Lynch stated that the Comp2ny 1s asking for g times as much

ground as they now have.

l4r. Ross said this substation location was a vicious circle-there

would always be objections and that the Highway Department would

not consider a site at the added cost shown on the various location

presented.

Mr. Brookfield said in his opinion site No. I was the only possi

ble location but since the condemnation suit had been filed the

Board could not require the Company to acquire more land and set

the station baCk as it should be ~nd as suggested by v~. Schumann.

¥~. Dawson said he did not like the idea of granting site No. I

but in view of the evidence and Mr. Marshts opinion he felt it was

the only,~ecision they could make - to grant the application.

~~. Smith agreed but he felt that the expanded use did affect the

joining property adversely - but due to the evidence ~nd unusual

circumstances it left the Board no choice in its decision.

y~. ~chumann asked if the Board granted the application that con

ditions be attached taking care of the service~iveJ that that

should be put in the motion.

~ince the Board did not wish to form the motion hastily the Chair

man asked for a recess of 20 minutes to draft a motion. Mr. Smith

made the motion ~nd Mr. Dawson seconded.

The following motion was made by Mr. Smith: That the application

be granted because evidence shown indicates this site to Be the

most practicable location for such station to serve the maximum

area and the unusual circumstances surrounding this case. The Boa

acts under the section of the Zoning Ordinance on Page 1 of the

Ordinance referring to the Acts of the General Assembly - specifi

cally under the clause referring to the General Welfare of the Com-

munity, rather than Section XII, Subsection FJ para~,tph 2-b, be-

~-
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cause the Board recognizes that this location of the substation

affects adversely the use and development of the adjoining pro-

I

I

•••

perty but it is essential that the area be served with electricit

The Board requests th~t Virgini~ Electric Bnd Power Company co

operate, to the maximum, with the Zoning Administrator, the High

way Department, dnd lkr. Vernon Lynch regarding a service drive an

zoning restrictions along Route 2)6, to conform to development an

ticipated on the adjoining property.

The meeting was adjourned.

uanuary 23. 1951

A Special Meeting of the Fairfax
County Board of Zoning Appeals was
held January 23, 1951, in the Board
Room of the Fairfax County Office
Building at 9:30 a.m. with the
folloding members present: j'lesara
Da~sonJ Brookfield, VerI in Smith,
Piggott, and J.B.Smith. ~~. White,
Zoning Inspector was present.

l1r. Mooreland was ~Iso present on
the first case, P. B. Morrison. I

The Chairman asked for nominations for crricers (Chdirman and Vice

Chairman) for the coming year. ~~. Brookfield moved that ~~. Dawso

continue as Chairman and I~. V. Smith seconded. Carried. tkr. V.

Smith nominated Mr. Brookfield as Vice-Chairman. p~. JB Smith sec-

onded. Carried.

1 - P. 8. Morrison, for permission to locate building dnd gasoline

pumps 50 feet and 30 feet respectively from Leesburg Pike right of

way, on 21,329 Square feet on Leesburg Pike, at proposed Walter Ree

Drive, Carusillo Tract, Falls Church District.

The present right of way was discussed. The property on both sid

of Mr. Morrison are zoned General Business which allows them a lea

setback than the dpplicant. On one side is a gasoline filling sta

tion, i...hich would work a definite hardship with il'r. I,jorrison to hav

to set his pumps back to conform to d Rurdl Business Zoning. The

temporary pumps now installed will be moved when the right of \'fay i

widened, in accordance with ~ former application. Mr. Smith moved t

grant the applicant - setbacks to conform to adjacent property on

both sides of him. There were no objections. ~~. Piggott seconded.

Carried.

I

I
IDEEEREED (ASE,:

O. H. Ellis, for permission to locate detached garage 2 feet from

rear property line, Lot 2), Block E, Section 2, Columbia Pines, Fal
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Church District.

This application Nas deferred from January 16th becuuse of ~~.

Ellis' illness. }~. Ellis said he already had a cinderblock g~r

age back of his house but it spoiled his landscaping und tdkes up a

greater p~rt of his yard - garage and driveway. He wants to either

move this cinderblock garage (if it is found to be practical) to

within 2 feet of his rear line or if that is impractical to tear

this tlresent garage down and construct i;j, new g""rage .dth!n 2 feet

of the rear line. He showed pictures of his lot - giving the ap

proximate location of the proposed garage, driveway dod retdining

wall he will build. There were no objections. A 8 foot bank is at

the rear of his lot - he will excavate into that to locate the gar

age. It will observe the side setback. ~~. Ellis said there were

lengthy covenants on the ground and each new structure had to be ap

proved by a covenant committee - which approval he had already se

lured. Mr. ~mite thought this a satisfactory arrangement) and saw

no objection. Mr. Smith moved to grant a garage 2 feet from the

rear line if o£ masonry construction or 4 feet from the rear line if

frame construction provided the existing garage is removed or moved

to the second location. ~~. Piggott seconded. Carried.

V~s. Glynn R. Donaho, for permission to use second floor of detached

garage as dwelling) property located on corner ~uaker Lane and Rt.

236, Falls Church District. ~~s. Donaho, represented by ~r Lillard,

asked to have. this case reopened. .I.t ..~as denied at the January 16th

meeting. Mrs Donaho said since she had the required frontage and

area for the second dwelling she could move the garage to face on

Quaker Lane and meet all required setbacks but she would prefer to

leave the garage in its present location and she thought the present

location would be less objectionable to her neighbor. For this

reason, Mr. Lilldrd said, they were asking a rehearing. Mrs. Donah

said if the building remained as it was they would use it only as a

guest house or servants y,uarters but if they moved it they would ren

it. ~~. ~fuite suggested that the present location was far more de

sirable. Mr. Smith said he Wished to view the property. Mr. Dawso

thought it would detract from the present yard and dwelling to re

locate the garage as suggested _ facing Cuaker Lane. Nr. Smith move

to rehear the caSe February 20 and in the meantime to view the pro

perty and that all interested parties be notified. l-ir. JB Smith

seeonded. Carried.

The case of Norman Loe was brought up with j~. Lillard representing

Mr. Loe. ~~. Loe introduced his tenant, Col. Ahee. The Col. is

haVing a house built which was supposed to be completed last Nov

ember but it is still unfiniShed and would ask the Board to e«tend

the time of occupancy of the apartment for another two months during

--.'
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which time the new home will (it is hoped) be completed.

~~. Hamilton who had objected to the duplex dwelling said he did

not object to the extension of two months
1

the clpartment to be

occupied by the present tenant) but he wished Mr. Loe would agree

not to try to use his building as a duplex if this property goes

into Alexandria by annexation. He felt that if a tenant is in the

house when annexation is effective it might be easier for Mr. Loe

to have the right of a d~plex granted. I~. Loe said he was not

obligated to any such agreement. Mr. Smith said that had nothing

to do with this Board, the only thing the Board could do would be

to act on the property within the county ~ now.

Mr. Lillard thought the annexation appeal would either be denied

and settled within a month or if the appeal is granted it could be

9 months before annexation is settled.

r~. Smith moved that the present tenant, Col. Ahee, be permitted

to remain in the apartment until his dwelling now being constructe

for him is completed or for 60 days - whichever is the lesser per

iod. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

Mr. Mooreland asked for time to speak to the Board. He relate

the case of l~ry Ball and ¥~. Hamilton. fhey had asked for right

have a second dwelling on their joint property, for one year after

which time the first dwelling Hould be torn do ..rn and the Board had

granted this - December 1949. It was found that they could not

meet the proper setback on the seconct; dwelling so they came to th

Board March 21, 1950 and asked for a 42 ft. front setback on the

second dwelling. It was granted. The applicants had constrJt"d

this to be an addition to their dwelling and the minutes referred

to granting an~ 'addition'. However the actudl motion was to grant

the application which was for a 42 foot setback. The second dwell

ing is not attached to the first qwelling and now both stand on the

property as separate dwellings. ~~. Mooreland asked the Board if

he should make the ap?licant tear down the first dwelling - the

buildings are very close together, or what was the suggestion of

the BOQrd in handling this case. It was suggested that if a con

nection were made between the houses and one kitchen unit taken out

it could be considered one dwelling. Mr. Mooreland asked what

affect this might have upon future development - or if the property

were sold. Mr. Smith questioned the word 'addition' in the minutes

suggesting it might be a typographic error. No motion was made 

the Board thought it satisfactory to allow the two buildings as

suggested - with the one kitchen unit.

~ake Barcroft Estates) for carport setback on Lot 75) Sect. I, was

deferred to v iew the property. The Board adjourned to the property

and granted the application, Mr. Brookfield making the following

I

I

I

I

I
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mo~lon: That the application be granted due to topography. ~~.

Piggott 5econded. Carried. This decision was made on the ground.

The Board viewed Larchmont Corporationls deferred case for 30foot

setback on Lot II, Sect. II, Poplar Heights , but took no action.

Adjourned.

• • •

2 -

I

I

I
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January )0, 1951

A speclalmeeting of. the Board
of Zoning Appeals was held Jan
uary 30~ 1951 in the Bosrd Room
of the Ysirfax County Office
Building at 10:00 a.m. with the
following members present:
Messrs Brookfield, VerIIn Smith,
J.Bryant Smith, and Piggott.

Mr. Brookfield acted as chairman.

The Texas Company, for permission to locate gasoline pump islands

with less than the required distance from Leesburg Pike and Shirley

Highway access Road thaD required on Parcel C, Section 2, Fairling

ton, Falls Church District.

Mr. F. A. Reagan represented the Company. He stated that the Com

pany wo~ 11~~15 or 17 foot setback from the property line. Mr.
l/.!-+ ,~
t7~-Bpeel~;\Said this was an important intersection and he would 11 e

to see the property - "the· other Board members agreed. Mr.

moved to defer this caee either to a special meeting which is tenta

tively planned for February 13th or if this meeting 18 not held, to

defer to February 20. 1951 and in the meantime to view the property.

The secretary was instructed to notify the Texas Company. Seconded

by Mr. Verltn Smith. Carried. .
QS ,,~tJ.1t

Edith Moore, for permission to use/buil~ing on 2.63 acres known as

part of Lot 23, Marguerite Perrill Subdivision, Falla Church Distric

Mrs. Moore said this was an old house (before the Ordinance) which

had been remodeled into separate liVing units. They wanted to rent

part of the house to help make payments on the property. It is a 12

room house of frame construction.

The Chairman asked for objections. Mrs. Morrow presented a petiti

with 19 names objecting ~ stating the following reasons: No permit

forremode1ling to B duplex, it is a single family neighborhood. haa
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a dug well with bucket, sewage disposal by privy, p~otested tp

Health Department) this is 8. good neighborhood with considerable

investment on development. This is depreciating to neighborhood

property.

Mr. Omer Hirst spoke against this application. He has developed

a good section near Mrs. Moore and while he regretted a hardship to

the applicant he .felt that a definite.pattern has been establishe

and this type of development would impair loans on surrounding

land. The building is .in bad repair.,. the.gr.oWld badly treated, an

accumulation of cars in the yard - to grant this would be a hazard

because of the sub standard building housing so many families.

There were 11 people now liVing in the house. Mrs. Keys said she

had 8. 10 room house whicb sbe had wanted to convert to two family

dwelling and was told it could not be done. Mr. Smith moved to

refuse the application because it affects adversely adjoining pro

perty and does not conform to the Zoning Ordinance. Mr. JB Smith

seconded. Carried.

3 - Bernice Carter Davis, for permission to allow dwelling to remain

with les8 front Bnd less side setback than re~uired, 21,990 square

feet, Wellington Villa, #4 North Down Road, Mt. Vernon District.

Mrs. Davis and Mr. Cole, the purchaser, appeared before tbe Boar

Mrs. Davis said she bad bought this little old non-conforming build

log which was) feet from the right of way and re~odelled it into

an attractive dwelling. Since the original building was non-con

forming and her addition did not further encroach on the Violation

she had been given a permit from the Zoning Office to construct the

addition. Mr. Smitb felt that the issuance of this permit without

the applicant first going before the Board waa illegal.

Mr. Cole had requested Mrs. Davia to make this application not

for the reasons stated in the application but to have the Board

grant him the right to build back on the same foundation if the

house were more than 5~ des~royed by fire. Mr. V. Smith said this

was certainly not within the legal jurisdiction of the Board.

Mrs. Davis and Mr. Cole showed the contour and topography of the

lot - and how impractical it would Be to have to build in any other
slopes

location. The ground/immediately in all directions from the pre8en

dwelling and if one pushed back to the 50 foot required setback it

would be necessary to build a three level house.

Mr. Cole said thia was not actually an abutting house as the Fed

eral Government owned property between the Mt. Vernon Memorial

Highway and this property. The addition put on by Mrs. Davis does

not further encroach upon the violation. But the r act that the

dwelling cannot be built back on the present foundation if more

than 50% destroyed has placed a cloud on the title and insurance.

I
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It 1s in his contract to buy that this aeception must be granted to

albw construction if more than 59% destroyed. 1~. Cole drew pro

files of the topography.

Mr. Brookfield said the Board could not do this. Mr. Smith moved

that the applicant be permitted to leave the present dwelling as

per plat attached, due to topography. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carrie

Howard Johnson. Inc •• of Washington, for permission to construct a _

dit10D to existing building to extend to rear property line. which

line is a 30 foot road, Lots 21., 22, and 2J, Rust Bnd Smithers Sub

division.

Mr.Terry represented the Company. He stated that the Health De

.partment had ordered them to enlar.ge xheir kitchen and put in

toilet facilities for the help and increase their facilities or the

would have to close up. He showed the plans to enlarge the present

bUilding and the new installation. There will be 12,524 square fee

added. The building was built before the Ordinance.

Mr. Smith said this was certainly a very small area - he asked

about the septic tank. Mr. Terry said he had a letter written by

the Company agreeing to hook up to the sewer line as SOon as it is

available (there is no sewer line available at present). The Healt

Department has approved the septic tank until the sewer is availabl

Mr. Brookfield said he did not like building up to the street lin

that there are dwellings using this street. Mr. Smith said there

was a steep bank at the street entrance from Lee Boulevard and it

was not very practical to use this as a thoroughfare as far as the

public was concerned, that this was definitely an improvement and

he thought no traffic hazard was created. Mr. Terry said the doors

opening directly on the street could eas11y be changed to open on

the side. TheBoard agreed that this was a serious violation. Clos

ing the street was discussed. Also the purchase of land across the

street. Mr. Smith moved to defer the application until February 20

Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

Larchmont Corporation. Mr. Smith moved to defer this until February

20th, Mr. Dawson not being present. Mr. JB Smith seconded. Carried

Adjourned.

I • •

s.cooper Dawson, Chairman

•
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The Fairfax County Board of
Zoning Appeals held a special
meeting. February 15,1951, 1n
the office of the Director of
Planning, Moore Building,
Fairfax. Virginia. at 10 a.m,
with the folloWing members
present: Messrs Dawson,J,B,
Smith, VerI in Smith, Mr.
Schumann, Director of Plann
ing was also present.
INo ree paid)

This meeting was called at the request of Mr. Vernon Lynch to re

quest a rehearing on the case of Virginia.Electric and Power Com

pany for 8 use permit to relocate substation on his property on

Route 236.

~~. Lynch read 8 letter fro~ Mr. Cornelius stating that he waul

sell apprOXimately 1 acre of ground on the south side of Route 2)

immediately opposite the presently located station to VEPCo for

relocation of the station at a price of $6,000, including damages.

Mr. Lynch pointed out that this man had never been contacted by

VEPCo and therefore since it was a logical location for the sta

tion he requested a rehearing. He had not received this communit

tian from Mr. Cornelius until a few days ago and therefore could

not reasonable have presented it at the lest hearing.

According to Mr. Lynch, this would mean moving the station only

50 feet and the ground in question is low and unsuitable for de

velopment. Also ground on the south side of Rt. 236 very near is

already zoned for business. The general character of the neigh

borhood would not be materially harmed since it is all either

business or low undesirable for subdivision development.

Mr.AndersoD, representing VEPCo said this would mean three line

crossing the street and he did not know if it would be practical

from an engineering standpoint. Also, Mr. Anderson did not think

a rehearing ~8 in order since this sort of thing could continue

indefinitely. He also stated that the Highway would have to be

contacted since they are paying the bill and the needs of rights

of way would have to be considered.

Mr.Schumann said he felt. that Mr. Lynch had met the requirement

of the Ordinance in asking for a rehearing since he has SUbmitted

new evidence which was impossible to have presented at the regula

hear1ng.

Mr. Anderson said theBoard should have advice of council in

granting a rehearing, that the application originally did not in

clude any other $1te - it was simply requesting a use permit for

the one site and thet had been granted. No statement was include

considering another site I that the case was tied to that particul

location and hinged on evidence presented at the hearing_

I
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Mr. Lynch said Mr.Schumann had consulted with Mr. Marsh and said

it was satisfactory to grant the rehearing.

Mr. Dawson said it might be proper to rescind the action of the

Board at the last hearing and reopen it on the basis of tbis new

eVidence. wr. Schumann stated that this would have to be done at a

regular meeting, pUblishing and posting the new site suggested. He

reviewed the actions o£ the Board denying the case to find a new

site, then since no new site was found the first site was granted.

Now, since a new site was found, Mr. Schumann thought it logical to

reopen the case on these grounds. Also if the Board rescinds their

former action VEPCp will have to apply for a use permit on the new

site. Mr. Anderson said he could See no end to this _ new sites

could be bobbing up inderinitely. He relt council should be con_

SUlted.

I

I

I

Mr. Lynch stated that it he took the case to court it would simpl

be decided whether or not the Board had acted legally - the evidenc

would not be reviewed. Mr.Schumann read from the Code showing that

the evidence would be reviewed and the case heard on its merits.

Mr.Anderson said it was not up to the Courts or the Board to de

cide where they should,locate their substation, that was in errect,

taking over operation of the Company.

Mr. Smith thought the Board was within its rights to revoke the

action taken berore and conside~ another site. He relt Mr. Lynch

should be able to show that the new site would affect him les8 ad-

versely than the present site.

Mr. Lynch quoted from the Ordinance showing that the Board did no

have the right to grant a UBe which would affect adversely neighbor

ing property. Mr. Smith pointed out trom the motion granting this

first site that it was granted under the clause specifically re

ferring to "general welfare of the community."

Hr. Ander~n said there were two viewpoints to be considered here

tha~ someone is always damaged when·a substation is installed and

the general welfare has always to be considered - weighing one aga1 

st the other. Mr. Ander80n Btated that VEPCo had tried to cooper

ate. had looked for another site and had gone rar beyond the re

quirements but they have to have a substation and it must be in a

central location and in locating it 80, it would naturally damage

someone but that also the general welfare must be considered.

Mr. Lynch said he did not think Mr. Cornelius or anyone els8 would

be greatly damaged as the land was not good for development. He

rea11~.d that VEPCo could condemn and take his land and that the

Board is now his only recourse. He was or the opinion that this

entire thing could be worked out with Mr. Ross of the Highway Dep~r _

ment and VEPCo.

eN ''i:.( ~I
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Mr. Dawson said he felt it was fair to grant a rehearing. Mr.

Lynch asked faT a little time to try to work out an amicable agree

ment - perhaps 30 days. ~. Ross had stated to him that there was

no particular hurry.

Mr. Smith said he felt that the long negotiations indicated that

there had not been good faith on the part of someone, that perhaps

insufficient effort had not been used in finding another location.

He felt that the Board had made a fair and equible decision but

that new evidence Should be considered. He moved to grant Mr.

Lyncb a rehearing. Mr. JB Smith seconded. Carried, unanimously.

A special hearing (without pay) Was set for March 13,1951 in the

Board Room.

Mr. Lynch said it might be practical tor Mr. Cornelius to apply

for a use permit (he himself would pay the advertisement) on the

13th. It might save time if the Board recinded their former actio

to grant this new site, that it might facilitate matters if it was

known that the new site coUld be used as such.

It was agreed that Mr. Cornelius put in an application for use

I

I

permit.

Adjourned.

• • •
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1.

February 20. 1951

The Regular Meeting of the
Fairfax County Board of Zoning
Appeals was held February 29,
1951, in the Board Room of the
Fairfax County Office Building,
at lO:OO'a.m. with the follow
ing members present: Messrs
Dawsori. Brookfield, VerI in
smith, J. Bryant Smith, and
Piggott. Mr. Schumann, loning
Administrator and Mr. White,
Zoning Inspector, were present.

Bederick M.Cirule, for permission to erect detached garage with less

than the reqUired setback from side property line on Lot 310, Sectio

4, West Lawn SubdiVision, 1108 Wesley Road, Falls Church District.

Mr. Adams represented tbe applicant. He explained that the ground

slopes back of the proposed location of the garage, making it expen

sive to fill for the proper location. Mr. Brookfield moved to grant
because of topographic conditions

the application/in tbis manner - the applicant allowed to locate the

garage 2 feet from the side property 11ne if of masonry construction

or 4 feet from the side property 11ne if or frame construction. Mr.

Piggott seconded. Carried.

2. Mrs. Walter M. McNamara, for permission to operate play room and

I

I
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nursery school in two store buildings. at Annandale, on the south ;)-tj ~

side of Little River Pike. approximately 300 feet west of intersect

ion of Columbia Pike and Little River Pike, Falls Church Di8trlct~

Mrs. McNamara appeared before the Board. She 8tated that her ide

was to furnisn a service for mothers • to have a safe clean place r r

care of children while mothers were shopping or working. She had

fir8~ planned 'such a business at Jefferson Village Apartments but

the owners would not rent her the store because they could get .more

revenue from it for more commercial purposes, She had then found

these vacant stores and had contacted many business men in the com

munity who were favorable to such an .installation. She planned to

fence in the rear yard, apprOXimately 1200 square feet with a high

board fence for play. She had opened a store in connection with

this play room and had found a very good response to it. Just a

day ago she had found that there was opposition from some members a

the Citizens Association. "She stated that she would maintain high

health standards and ha.e perfectly adequate safety features.

Mr. Brookfield thought the front parking features would be danger

ous. Mrs. McNamara said the children, would be delivered to her doo

and would not again be on the street since the rooms and play yard

would be adequate.

There were no objections from those present. Mrs. McNamara said

there had been objections because of a restaurant next door to her

it was Said it might be roudy and undesirable. She said she had

been working with her store for two weeks and had seen no roudism

and the restaurant owner had been most cooperative. At any rate sh

would not have the children in the school at night. and if the res

taurant were ever undesirable it would be at night. She had con

tacted Mrs. Colcord ot the State office. She showed her plan of th

play room and fenced yard. Mrs. McNamara said she had not yet

asked the appro.al of the Health Department and Welfare as they

would first want to know that the use was granted.

Mr. Smith moved to grant the use permit for a period of one year,

subject to the approval of the Commonwealt~ of Virginia Department

of Welfare and Institutions and approval of the Fairfax County

Health Department. Mr. Brookfield seconded. Carried. Mr.Brookfie d

suggested that there was a great need in the community for such a

school.

Jonathan Woodner, Co., for permission to allow presently located

warehouse to remain, for a limited period, with 29.65 foot setback

from Graham Road, Lot 260, Section 4, Woodley Subdivision, Corner

Graham Road and Woodley Drive, falls Church District.

Mr. Lunter appeared before the Board. He said the warehouee was

already built - built without knowing a permit was necessary" and
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without knowing the setbacks were not conforming to the Ordinance.

He asked for a permit for B limited time, perhaps 18 months. The

building was there strictly for construction purposes _ storage of

materials and was a temporary structure.

Mr. Schumann said his orrice had had difficulty in getting other

temporary buildings removed but this action of the Board. if grant

tog the application i would give the Zoning Office control over the

removal of a temporary building.

Mr. Brookfield moved to grant the application for 12 months. Mr.
Smith seconded. Carried.

Raymond E. Adrian, for permission to erect detached garage within

) feet of side property line, Lot 7, Section I, West Lawn Subdivi_

sion, SO) Lee Boulevard. Falls Church ~istrict.

Mr. Adams appeared for the applicant. ne said a concrete drive~

way was already constructed. He stated that the ground slopes two

waye making it expensive to locate the garage properly because of

the filling necessary.

Mr. Schumann recalled the joint meeting of the Board and the

Planning Commission relative to 2 and 4 foot setbacks for garages.

Mr. Smith said since they had already gran~ed o~her similar cases

he felt the Board would almost have to grant this. He moved to

grant a garage 4 feet from the side line if of frame construction

and 2 feet side setback if masonry construction. ~. JB Smith

seconded. Carried.

M. H. Powell, for permission to locate tool shed 2 feet from side

property 11ne, on part or Lot 7 (2.953 acres) on the south side of

Rt. 672, approximately 1000 yards east of intersection with Rt.

674. Providence District.

Mr. Powell showed the plan of his lot development. He wishes to

construct a 16 x 30 foot building for a shed. He haa a trailer

for storage and wished to have the building close to the line 80

would not be necessary to make a driveway.

Mr.Schumann noted that the applicant had plenty ot room to pro

perly meet all setbacks. The grape arbor back of the buildings

would not have to be disturbed if the building were put back in a

conforming location. Mr. Smith said he would like to see the pro

perty.

Mr. Schumann also stated that the new garage amendment to the

Zoning OrdinancA did not include storage buildings or other access

ory buildings. Mr. Smith thought the Ordinance should be observed

Me. Powell said he was also trying to avoid a curve in his drive~

way. Mr. Smith said there was no hardship in an agricultural

district, that he could 8e~ no reason for crowding so close to the

line. It was different on small lots where the yards were 80

I
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narrow.

Mr.Brookfle!d moved to

but withdrew his motion.

grant the building of masonry construction ~ 9 7

I

I

I

6.

Mr. Smith moved to refuse the application because it does not con

form to the minimum requirements and that Mr. Powell's land would

be much better otr tor not granting this application. Mr. Smith

added that if the Board granted this application in such an area it

would affect adversely property in this area. Mr. Piggott second~

ad. Carried.

Mary C. Wrenn, for permission ,to have less setback from Horse Shoe

Drive for existing detached garage than required, Lot 8, Old Court.

house Subdivision, Providence District.

Mr. Wrenn appeared before the Board. He related the history of

his case, stating that his wife got a building permit in 1950 and

was told by the Zoning Office that all that was necessary to pro

cede was a sketch of the ground showing setbacks. They sent in a

sketch and built the garage. Ten months later they were informed

that the garage ~as in Violation.

It was brought to the attention of the Board that the original

plan of the garage showed that it was to be attached by breezeway

which if this had been done it would have been all right. However,

when the garage was built it did not have a breezeway.

Mr. Mooreland was present. He thought there was blame on the par

of both the Zoning Office and the applicant. The two sketches were

never furnished and the applicant never asked for an inspection.

Also the garage did not conform to the plot plan furnished. The

applicant went ahead without a preliminary permit.

7.

I

I

be
Mr. Schumann informed the Board that t his condition would/leg-

alized by a rrew amendment which was to be placed before the Board 0
j;~~

Supervisorsl1 f f aUlp'21st. Mr.Brookfield moved to defer the case.

Mr. Piggott seconded. Cartied.

Robert R. Richmond, for permission to construct addition to dwell

ing to come 23-1/2 feet from south property line, Lot ~, Pergande

Subdivision, on Kerns Road, Falls Church District.

Mrs. Richmond appeared before the Board. She showed pictures of

the existing porch which they wished to enclose and enlarge. Re

strictions on the ground were discussed. The porch now 1s of wood

construction. The applicant wishes to enclose it with c1nderblock

and brick. There were no objections. Mr. Brookfield moved to gran

the application. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

8. Jack R. Woodside, for permission to construct garage addition to

present dwelling to come 5 feet from side property line, Lot 13,

Burroughs Subdivision, ProvidenceDistrict.

The plan of the applicant is to construct a garage with an 11 foo
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breezeway, of brick, the garage and a frame breezeway. The lot

slopes too much to be practical to fill in. Mr; Woodside said,

the fact was that after he had made the application he found he co 

Id very well put the garage on the opposite side of the house and

meet setbacks - that he did not realize that at the time of apply

ing. Mr. Smith said that since the applicant could and was willi

to put the garage on the other side or the house he thought the

case could well be denied. He moved to deny the application be-

cause it does not conform to minimum requirements of the Ordinance

Mr. JB Smith seconded. Carried.

9. Glen W. Leyde, for permission to have duplex dwelling, Lot 34, an

part of 62, Section 2, Ravenwood, Falls Church District.

Mr. Hill, Attorney, appeared with the applicant. He stated tha

Mr. Leyde had purchased this house 8 years ago. Two years ago hi

wife died and he was left with three small children. After try!

various means of having the children taken care of while he was

working he fixed his basement Cor living quarters for a family.

The man 1s working and his wife looks after his children. Before

constructing this apartment he consulted the Ravenwood Committee

or two members of the committee who approvErlthe new construction.

It would be a distinct hardship to the applicant to take out the
for the couple

kitchen eqUipment/as it 1s the only means of adequately taking

care of his family.

Mr. John Davis was present - opposing. He had the signatures a

19 near residents objecting to a duplex dwelling.

The applicant said that it he remarried he would use these

basement quarters for servants only.

Mr. Davis said this arrangement bad gone on for two years and i

would be difficult to erase the preBcedent established.

Mr. Dawson suggested that Mr. Davis take it up with the communi

I

I

I
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ty and ask if granting this arrangement for one year would be ob

jectionable to them and during that year Mr. Leyde could make

other arr~gements. Mr. Brookfield moved to defer the case until

March 20. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

Walter R. Chance, for permission to locate dwelling within 10 fee

oC side property line instead of 15 teet, on Lot 179, Section 2,

Barcroft Estates l _ Falls Church District.

This is a pie shaped lot on a dead end street. The Chairman

suggested moving the house back where the lot was wider. The ap

plicant said he had spent a great deal of time figuring every way

possible to get the presently designed house property on the lot

and there was no solution. If he moved it back the slope was too

great to have the terrace he wished. Mr. Dawson suggested that

there were too many variances being asked in Barcroft. Mr.

I

I
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:Schumann suggested viewing the property. He also asked that the ;).. C/ cr·
house be staked out so the Board could see definitely where the

building would be located. It was also suggested buying a 5 foot

strip on the one side to give proper setback, since the neighbor-

lot,:~was not yet sold. Mr. Brookfield .moved ,that the case be de-

ferred and the Board view the property. Mr. Piggott seconded.

Carried.

Russo Construction Company, for permis.sian to. allow dwelling to re

main )8.9 feet from Berkeley Street and ,14.4 feet from side prepart

line. Lot 72, Section 2, Westhampton Subdivision, Providence Dist.

The house is already bUilt, it was located in error but with very

small variances. There were no objections. Mr. Smith moved to

grant the application because it would be a distinct hardship to

move the bUilding and because the variances were very small and ap4

parently the mistake in location was an honest one. Seconded by

Mr. Brookfield, and carried.

I

I

I

DEFERRED CASES:

Larchmont Corporation, Lot II, Section 2, dwelling 30 feet from

Woodley Place, Poplar Heights, FaIle ~hurch District. This was de4

ferred to view the property. Mr. Smith said it would be a distinct

hardship to move the building (it 1s a brick house) and there 1s

ample area on the lot and it would not affect adversely adjoining

property. Also there would be no traffic hazard resulting. Mr.

Brookfield moved to grant the application because it would be too

expensive to move the house and because the house is already there.

Mr. Piggott seConded. Carried.

It was discussed whether or not Larchmont could be reqUired to

purchase an extra 10 feet joining this land in the event land on

that side of this lot in question is developed. It was added to

the motion that the area of the lot should remain 10,806 s~uare ft.

Carried.

Mrs. Glynn Donaho, for a second dwelling on 1/2 acre, NW corner of

Rt. 236 and Quaker Lane. Deferred to view the property. (Case

reopened January 23, 1951)

Mr. Robert McCandlish represented Mrs. Donaho. He reviewed the

case ~ the Board denied the application then Mrs. Donaho asked for

a rehearing on the grounds of new evidence ~ placing the garage

with required setbacks facing l,luaker Lane.

~r. Godfrey who had objected strenuously to the present location

of the garage, did not object to Mrs. Donaho leaving the garage ae

it is as long as it is not rented and is used exclusively for guest

or servants.

However, a letter was read from ~tr. Weick1ng, who joins Mrs.

Donaho on the garage side ~ objecting. Mrs. Donaho's attorney ha4
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contacted all the objectors telling them of her intention to move

the garage to face Wuaker Lane.

Mr. Brookfield said the Donahos could legallY divide this ground

and actually have three dwellings if they wished.

Col. Donaho said the size of the garage had not been changed in

the I.Bet • it vas only the interior.

Mr. McCandlish stated that the neighborhood would suffer much

more damage by moving the garage to face Quaker Lane than if l.rt

as it was now - and that Mr. Welcking 1s the only one objecting.

It was brought out that the Donaho8 would haVe a kitchen unit

1n the garage. Mr. Smith said this was tbe situation: Here was

a citizen wanting the law upheld and be should be protected again

someone who wanted to violate reqUired setbacks.

Mr. McCandlish thought it was the right of the Board to grant a

variance when no one is hurt and in this caBe no one was actually

harmed by granting this use.

Mra Smith thought the roomfS over the garage would be all right

if they did not contain a kitchen unit - fStrictly tor servants.

Mr. Brookfield moved to deny the application becauBe it ie 1n

direct violation of the Zoning Ordinance. Wr. Smith seconded.

Carried.

The TexaS CompaPY, for per.i8eion to locate gasoline pump island

leafS than the required distance from Leesburg Pi~e and 8hirley

Highway access road, Falls Church District. Deferred to .iew tbe

property.

The Company wants a 17 Eoot setback for the pumps instead of )0

feet. Mr. Smith drew a sketch on the Board showing the ha..ardou8

location 01 this filling station and luge••ted tha~ any infract!

on the required setbacks would b. undesirable. Cars will i. ente

ing the Leesburg Pike and leaving at seTeral different points and

he thought any added infringement would not be in ke.ping with

good planning. He JlOved to deny the application because of tbe

great possibility of creating a traffic ha.ard at this point.

Mr. JB S.lth seconded. Carried.

Howard Jobnlon 9r Washington, In4'J (at Fairfax Circle) 'l'hh

ca.e wa. deferred for the Coapany to try to do something about

the )0 foot road in the rear of the building. The Company sent 8

let.t.er that Mra John H. Rust is trying to haTe the road vacated.

They would therefore like to have the ca•• deferred until euch

time aa Mr. Rust could carry out this plan. k. Piggott IIOved to

darer the case. Mra V. Smith aeeonded. Carri.d.

Adjourn.

•
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March 11. 1951

A Special Meeting, without fee,
of the Fairfax County Board of Zoning
Appeals was held March 13 J .1951 in the
Board Room of the Fairfax County Of
fice Building at 10:00 a.m. with the
following members present: Messrs
Dawson, ~erlin Smith, and Mr. Piggott.

10:00 Joseph Cornelius, for permission to locate substation on one acre

of ground located immediately opposite the ~nnandale Substation.

on the south side of Route 236, Falls Church District.

Mr. Vernon Lynch appeared for ~~.Cornellu8 who was una.le to at

tend. Mr. Lynch read a letter from Mr. Cornelius to the Virginia

Electric and Power Company offering to sell the land in question

to VEPCo for $6,000 including all claims for damages. Mr. Lynch

stated that this ground is the most logical location for the sub

station since the cost would not be greater for the Highway Depart

ment and the damages would be considerably less since property on

the south side of the street was not so valuable as his for sub-

division purposes. He also stated that he offered to sell the

~ighway Department the right of way 'which would include approx

imately 4-1/2 acres) for $2,000 per acre. This ground which he

considers worth at least '3,000 an acre. The offer of this sale 1s

contingent upon the substation being located on the Cornelius pro

perty. The Company's estimate of moving .cross the road is ap

proximately $2700.

Mr. McCandlish represented Mr. Lynch. He stated that on the

south side of Rt. 236 on the Cornelius ground only Mr. Smarr would

be damaged as Mr. Cornelius borders his own Land which he is of

fering for sale. He estimated it would probably cost 3 or 4 times

more to build on the present location.

Mr. Smarr, the only objector and joining property owner,said he

was planning to subdivide his ground and this would be depreciat

ing to his property. He stated that he would sell to VEPCo for

$6500 for 1/2 acre.

Mr. Ross, of the State Highway Department, spoke. He stated

that the location of the sub-station did not matter materially to

the State but it was his advice that the public would be better

served by haVing the station on the Cornelius property because of

the present development on that side of the street which would pro

bably never require a service road. lt is largely built up and

with a great deal of business. The Highway Department does not

like the wires crossing the road but that was not a serious object

ion.

Mr. henry Anderson, Attorney for VEPCo, said they were present 1

neutral capacity but that they wished definitely that the rehearin

5cheduled for today on the previous case (which granted the uae

30/
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permit to VEPCo on the present location} be postponed in case th

Cornelius case is granted - this 1n order to arrive at a complet

settlement between VEPCo, the S~ate Highway Department, and Mr.

Lynch and ~~, Cornelius. (This in the event the present appliea·

ticn is granted.) This was agreeable to Mr. Lynch.

Mr. Lynch said in view of all the land that had been taken

from him - 55 feet for the right of way, the electric right of

way, and the proposed service road he thought it only fair to

place the substation below the road, since the owner is willing

to sell.

Mr. Ferrell, Attorney for VEPCo., mentioned the additional guy

wires needed in crossing the road, which he said Mr. Lynch had

agreed to.

Mr. McCandlish said property joining the Cornelius property

with the exception of the Smarr land is busi~e8s and he consider,
ed Mr. Smarr's property far more valuable for business than for

subdivision.

Mr. Smith questioned Mr. Ross regarding the relative cost of

locating the station on the two pieces of property. ~~. Ross s

that was not such an important element in the transaction and did

not concern the Board, but that actually the most important thing

is the service road.

Mr. Dawson thought the main question before the Board was the

damage to Mr. Smarr. He also agreed that the damage was small

because of the added possibility of business on the south side,

that it was a logical place for business.
locating on

Mr. Smith moved that the application be granted because/this

side of the road offers the possibility of providing a service

road on the north side of Little River Pike and it affects less

adversely adjacent properties on this location than on the loca

tion granted January 16, 1951 on the Lynch tract. Nr. Piggott

seconded. Carried.

Mr.~ moved that the application of Mr. Lynch for a rehea~
ing on the decision of January 16th which was set £or March 13,

1951, be continued until April 17, 1951. Mr. Piggott seconded.

Carried.

Raymond W, Ewell, for permission to resubdivide three lots of

record, containing a total of 32,254 square feet, into three lots

each of which will co~tain 10,000 s~uare feet plus and to allow

less setback from front right of way line and side property lines

on all three lots.

Mr. Ewell said he has three narrow lots of record which he

could build on - brick house 7 feet from the side lines, but he

cannot build attractive houses on these small lots which would be

I
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~ keeping with the neighborhood - therefore, he had divided his lots

as shown on the plat to give greater frontage with an area each of

over 10,000 wquare reet. At pre~ent there 18 water but no sewer,

that he had tried to hook up with one of the privately owned sewer

systems but so far had been unsuccessful, however, he now had

another plan which would be of advantage to the entire area. Thea

lots would add to the County from the standpoint of good planning

and better homes. He had been advised informally by the Planning

Commission to try to divide the lots to better the situation there

Several present opposing s81d lots joining were considerably larg

er but since Mr. Ewell was dividing the lots to make them so much

better that they had no objection to that, but did have objection

to more dwellings going in now because of the very inadequate

sewer conditions. They told of the present conditions which were

almost a health menace. The Citizens Association opposed on two

grounds - the type of house to go up (which objection Mr. E~ll ha

taken care of by his general plan and his statements to build firs
cf.,..l
~ homes) and the Sewage.

Mr. Ewell said he had not yet had a percolation test because Dr.

Heath of the Health Department had said the ground was too wet to

give a fair test.

The objection stated that the Health Department had said the

septic tanks have surface drainage in this area - that requirement

were not met ~hen this area was developed.

Major Winegar, who is contemplating purchase of one of the lots,

has planned a house for this lot. He is eager to get started

since his loan has been approved for some time) but he did not

wish to aggravate the present situation by adding another septic

I

The objectors said they were perfectly in aedord with the divisi

o£ ~he lots but did not want another building erected until the

sewer conditions could be changed. Mr. Ewell said he could well

build small shacks 1£ he wished but did not want to do that. He

was very sure the Health Department would give approval because

these were lote of record before the Ordinance - even that they

would give approval on this new division of lots.

The Citizens Association is now trying to set up a sanitary dist

rict to take care of conditions but have not so far been success

It was brought out that there is one 50 foot lot joining Mr.

Ewellts property which could be built on because it is of record.

Mr. V. Smith said he was heartily in favor of Mr.

of the lots and felt he was bettering the neighborhood but he coul

not vote for thie application until more accurate pla'ts were pre-

sented - then he would be willing to grant this division subject t

0U.:t
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the approval of the Health Department, because the Zoning Ordlna

ce says this Board must look out for the welfare of the people.

~~. Smith moved to defer the application until March 20th pend~

lng accurate drawings of the proposed lot ~th house locations

showing proposed setbacks. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

The meeting adjourned.
I

• • •
I

March 20, 1951

The Regular meeting of the Fairfax
County Board of Zoning Appeals was
held ~~rch 20, 1951, 1n the Board
Room of the Fairfax County Office
Building at 10:00 a.m. with the follow
ing members present: MessTs: Dawson,
Brookfield. Verl!n Smith, J.Bryant
Smith, T.I.Piggott. Mr. White,
Zoning Inspector, and Mr. Mooreland
were present.

1 - Burton L. Daughtry. for permission to erect dwelling within 30

feet of front property line on lot 59, Section I-B, Mill Creek

Park) on the north side or Route 236, 1 mile west of Annandale)

Falls Church District.

Mr. Daughtry showed the location of his lot with relation to

the creek which be stated would damage him greatly incase of a

flash flood if his dwelling were located Rccording to requiremen

The developer of this tract had, some time ago, Rsked for var

iances on three lots because of the stream but the Board had

granted only one - stating that individuals should come back as

the lots were built on. The applicant said that 7 acre8 across

from him was 1n one ownership and would not be subdivided and the

road proposed through his property would probably never be built.

Mr. Smith said there was no assurance of this. There were no ob-

jections from those present. There is also a steep hill whieh

would make it almost impossible to bUild across from the appli-

I

I

2 -

cantls ground on the 7 acre tract. Mr. Smith moved to defer the

case until April 3 in order to view the property. Seconded,

Mr. Brookfield. Carried.

Milton G. Smith, for permission to allow dwellings to remain at

present location: Lot 19 with 29.4' setback from street right of

way; Lot )8 with 9.7' side setback and Lot 50 with 7.0' side set

back, Section 2, Burgandy Village, Nt. Vernon District.

Lots 19 and 38 are corner lots. Mr. Brookfield stated that he

could not vote for violations of this kind - there were too many

I
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of ~hem and probably the only way to stop such violations would be ~ ~ ~

to make the builder or owner move the houses. Mr. J. B. Smith

agreed but said it was difflcul~ to meet setbacks exactly in these

mass production houses. A certificate was ~ent In on final loea-

tiona yet the~e d15crep~ncieti were found. It was suggested that

the Certificate of location came in too late. The variance on Lot

50 is for a small tool shed which is on the rear side of the house

Mr. V. Smith moved to grant the variance on Lots 19 and 38 as pe

application because it l'6S an honest mistake and would work an un

due hardship to move the houses and to refuse the variance on Lot

50 because it does not conform to the minimum requirements of the

Ordinance. Mr. JB Smith seconded. Carried. ~~. Brookfield not

voting •

3 - M.urray Scbwarzman, for permission to locate dwelling 24' 7-3/4"

from rear property line, Lot 133, Section 2, Pinecrest Subdivision

Falls Church District.

The applicant said his men bad laid out the house on a bad day

and eVidently did not locate the stakes properly. They did not

take care of getting a permit as he thought they would. Later

when he realized ~he permit had not been obtained and had the plat

made the discrepancy was found. There were no objections from any

one present. Mr.Brookfield moved to grant the application, Mr.

V. Smith seconded. Carried.

4 - M. T. Broyhill & Sons, for permi~sion to complete dwelling which i

located 14 feet at one corner from side property line, Lot 8, Sect

ion II Broyhill Crest, Falls Church District.

It was noted on the plat that the house sets at an angle. One

stike was knocked out and replaced incorrectly. Mr. Brookfield

moved to grant the application, Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

5 - S. W4 Shoaf, for permission to locate detached garage 5 feet from

side property line, Lots 12 and 13 and part of 14, Block H, Court~

land Park, Falls Church District.

Mr. Mooreland read the new amendment to the Zoning Ordinance

which covered this case. ~~. Brookfield moved that the applicatio

be granted because the new amendment took care of this setback. Mr

V. Smith seconded. Carried.

I
6 - Jerome Karle, for permission to locate dwelling 35 feet from front

right of way line and 12 feet from side property line, Lot 92,

Section II Barcroft Estates. Falls Church District.

Mr. Karle and Colonel Barger appeared before the Board. Mr.Karl

said he was especially interested in saving a very large tree on

his lot and was bUilding bis house around the tree. But in doing

So he could not keep within the setback requirements. He had trie

many varia~tions in his plan but had found nothing· satisfactory.If
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he moved the house back farther the branches from the tree would

hit the house.

Mr. Smith said he had seen the lot but did not remember anyth1n

but pines. Mr. JB Smith said the same thing. Mr. Brookfield

thought the house was simply too big for the lot - that the Board

was having to handle too many cases like this. Mr. Mooreland said

the Planning Commission was of the opinion that restrictions shoul

be met.

Colonel Barger said these lots were laid out like individual es

tates - following the topography and that all houses were far apar

There were no objections.

Mr. Smith said he would like to see the lot again, especially be

cause of the big tree. No one knew what kind of tree it is. Mr.

Smith moved to defer the application until April) to see the tree.

Mr. Brookfield seconded. Carried. Colonel Barger said the house

would be staked out.

7 - Joseph Foley, for permission to locate garden house within 5 feet

of side property line, Lot 22, Section 7, Hillwood Subdivision,202

Spring Drive, Falls Church Distriet.

Mr. Foley said he wished not to have the waste space of 10 feet

between the building and his side line and also the ground is more

level closer to the line. Mr. Mooreland said he saw no reason why

the applicant should not conform to the Ordinance. Mr. Brookfield

moved to grant the applicant a 10 foot setback - which Conforms to

requirements. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

g - Charl~s Olmstead, for permission to construct and operate tourist

camp on approximately 3 acres on the north side of Lee Kighway,

approximately 1000 feet east of intersection with Bull Run, Center

ville District.

Mr. Craven appeared for the applicant. Mr. Dawson asked if mat

erials would be available for this kind of construction. Mr.~Craven

said he had commitments for most of the materials. Mr. Brookfield

stated he did not think the plot plans were sufficient. He thought

the Beard should see where the structures would be placed and just

how much ground would be used. He moved to defer the apPlication

for better plot plans and for the applicant to show on his plan

where the proposed buildings would be located. Seconded by Mr.

Smith. Carried. Application deferred until April 17tb.

9 - Donald S. Petitt, for permission to locate dwelling 2) feet from

side property line, Let 74. Pinecrest Subdivision, Falls Church

District.

Mr.Breokfield moved to grant this application as it i8 actually

taken care of by the new amendment regarding garage-additions on

side line. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried._.

3()C,
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10 - James H. Cason, for permission to locate dwelling J8 feet from right

of ~ay line of Franklin Street, Lot I, Section 1, Chesterbrook, on

Kirby Road, Providence District.

Mr. Smith suggested moving the addition back 2 feet from the side

line to meet the proper setback. Mr. Brookfield thought it would

look better to continue the house line without a break. The lot lin

slants which causes this violation. Mr. Brookfield moved to grant

theapplicatlon, Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

11 - James Monroe, for pe~isslon to construct building-addition to pre

sently operating nursery schocl, Lot 2, Bennett SUbdiVision, in rear

of Tremont Inn, on the south aide of Lee Highway, 2 miles west of

Falla Church, Falls Church District.

This nursery school was originally granted by the Board of Appeals

The applicant wishes to extend the school by adding a new bUilding.

It will be of cinderblock construc~ion. Considerable discussion too

place regarding the road into this property and a right o£ way-ease

ment. It was suggested that this building could very well some day

be used 6a a dwelling since the applicant has Buf£icient ground to

subdivide off this lot - therefore, the setbacks should Con£orm to

this future pOSSibility. Mr. Smith said he was not in favor of

granting this when there was a question of whether or not this was a

dedicated road into the property and also he did not think the plot

plans sufficient. Also, if this were granted the Board would be mak

ing it possible to create a subdivision on a 25 foot road. ~~. Bro

field moved to grant the right to build the bUilding 25 feet £rom th

side line and40 feet from the rear proper~y line and thE bUilding to

be used exclusively for school purposes. Mr. Piggott seconded.

Carried. Mr. Smith voted No because he felt the applicant did not

furnish a proper plot plan so the Board could actually know what the

were doing.

12 - William L. Rothrock, for permission to complete garage located 75

feet from front property line, Lots 61 and 62, Section 2, Springvale

Subdivision, on Calamo Street, Mt. Vernon District.

A stream cuts through this property which would make it impossible

to locate the garage properly, because of a possible overflow in

rainy weather. The garage 8S located is on a bank above the stream

and in the side-front yard. Mr. \ihite thought it a reasonable re

quest. Mr.Brookfleld did not like the idea of a garage in the front

yard. There were no objections from those present. The garage woul

be of redwood Construction. Mr. V, Smith moved to grant the applica

tion because of the stream and other unusual topographic conditions

of the lot. Mr. Piggott ~econded. Carried.

13 - Mrs. Glynn R. Donaho, for permission to locate dwelling with less

than the estsblished setback from Quaker Lane, on approximately 1/2

UV/
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acre - NW corner of intersection of Route 23~ and Quaker Lane,

Falls Church District.

When Mrs. Donaho presented her plats for this application it was

found that she had met the established setback ~ therefore there

was no need of action by the Board. y~. V. Smith moved that the

application be withdrawn because there was no question before the

Board. Mr. JB Smith seconded. Carried.

Mr*. and Mrs. E. B. Montgomery, for permission to operate summer

theatre for approximately 10 weeks during thelsummer season) on

approximately g acres on the east side of Mt. V6rnon Memorial

Boulevard, near the junction with Rt. 628, Mt. Vernon District.

Mr. Montgomery said the permit had been iS8ued last year for a

period of ten weeks. There had been no ojbect10ns and therefore h

wished to continue this use for this 5eason. Mr. Dawson said the

Planning Commission had contacted National Capital Park and Plann~

ing Commission and Mr. Robinson of that Commission had stated that

the Park Police had not found the theatre to be objectionable,

therefore, they were not sending anyone to this hearing.

Mr. V. Smith said he could not find anything in the Ordinance

giving the Board the right to grant this. Theatres were allowed

only in a general business district, and the only clause in the

Ordinance where this use might be allowed would be under the "Gen~

eral welfare" clause. Mrs. Lawson said Mr. Schumann had advised

Mr. Montgomery to ask for this use from the Board rather than to

request a rezoning, as the g round could be restricted by a Use Per

mit.

Mr. Brookfield said Mr. Wall, from Mt. Vernon, had contacted him

and stated that he thought the theatre was a distinct addition to

the neighborhood~

Five letters opposing this use were read. The letters are made a

part of this case. The McCormick-Goodhart letter mentioned noise

which was objectionable to persons in their guest cottage. Mr.

Montgomery said this cottage had not been occupied for many years

until last year and ne had offered to rent the cottage for the

actors.

Miss Parker read a statement opposing, which statement was con~

curred in by 27 residents. The letters opposed because of the noi

changing the character of the neighborhood with a commercial vent

depreciation of their property, disrespectful t? the memory of

George Washington, violate the character of Mt. Vernon Boulevard,

traffic hazard, etc. Miss Parker said she had talked with Mr. Wall

who stated that he was well aware of both sides of this situation.

Mr. Robert Lee Davis spoke ~ opposing. He liTes across the road

from Collingwood. He felt that this use was not in the interests
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of the general welfare and was a nuisance last year during operation ~ t? ~
Mr. Huntley Kingsley sopke - opposing. He 1s located 1/4 mile from

Collingwood. He felt that the theatre caused a traffic ha~8rd and

general confusion. Mr. James Keith represented Mr. DUdley who was

not present ~ opposing. f1r. Keith thoU@h~ the Board had no legal

right to grant thl& use and that it was definitely not for the gen

eral welfare. Mr. Davis sited parking violations.

Mr. Montgomery stated that the police had not thoQught it 8 traft!

hazard after sending Q detail to the performan~es and did not send

special police for traffic control and that there was 8 very slight

increase in traffic because of the theatre. The class of people at

tracted to the theatre were not noisy, or roudy. Most or them

were patrons at the Tea Room who stayed on to the theatre. They sol

no alcoholic beverages. He stated that parking on the Boulevard w~s ~~

caused by the theatre - that violations occurred all along the Boule

yard. He felt that the theatre was in keeping with other memorial

theatres. He sited Water Gate Theatre, the Centennial Theatre in

Washington, and Williamsburg and stated that theGovernment is spend-

ing money to forward theatres of this type. The only noise taking

place in connection with the theatre lS5t summer was one birthday

party. There is no question but that the people attending were

orderly and cultured - not the night_club type. He stated that this

definitely was not a money~making venture, it merely added to the

cultural atmosphere of the neighborhood.

~~. Davis stated that in his opinion it is important that this

locality be maintained as a neighborhood wbere people live and can

have peace and qu~ in their homes. This use could lead to hot dog

stands which would greatly depreciate values and tear down their

property values.

The operation of the theatre was discussed. Mr. Montgomery 8aid

they owned the equipment and the performances were operated by a New

York group who were on Broadway during the winter and performed in

the outlying dietricts in the summer~

Miss Parker said that the Mt. Vernon Citizens Association had vote

last year to grant this use but ~he objections had come from those

liVing in the immediate neighborhood who had been dlsturbed~

Mr. V~ Smith said he felt that in fairness to all concerned the

Board should hear from the Mt. Vernon Citizens Association. He pre

ferred to defer the case for a statement from that organization. Mr.

Montgomery said deferring until the next meeting, April 17th, would

be too late to operate this year. Mr. Smith moved to defer the case;

until April Jrd for astatement from the president of the Mt.Vernon

Citizens Association. Mr.Brookfleld seconded. Carried.
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The Board adjourned for lunch. Upon convening V~. BroDkf1~ld took

the Chair.

15 - Sylva V. Dove, Sr., for permission to operate a restaurant on ap

proximately one acre, located on the south side of Rt. 2)6, approx

Imately 1/2 mile west of the inter5ection with Rt. 651, Providence

District.

The restaurant would be cinderblock, approximately 50 x 20 feet,

with parking space in ,front - building set back about 75 feet from

the property line. There were no objections. Mr. Mooreland said

he felt there was no need for a restaurant in a residential dis

trict. The applicant said this would be a restaurant for the con

venience of the neighborhood, since it was bUilding very rapidly,

and not for transients.

~w. Dawson moved to approve the application. No second.

Mr. Smith moved to defer the application until April Jrd to view

the property. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

16 - Bernice Carter Davis, for permission to locate detached garage on

corner lot, 12 feet from rear property line instead of 20 feet, Lot

6, Clydesdale, corner West Boulevard Drive and Virginia Avenue, Mt.

Mernon District.

Mrs. Davis said the laborers had located the garage incorrectly.

She had thought one could put in the foundation then get a permit

and have the inspection. The garage is not close to the neighbor

ing house. There were no objections.

Mr. Dawson moved to grant the application. Mr. J.B.Smith seconded

Mr. Piggott and Mr. V. Smith did not vote. Mr. Brookfield voted ye

Carried by vote of Brookfield, JB Smith, and Dawson.

17 - Jack Stone Company, for permission to erect sign, larger t~an alIa

ed by the Zoning Ordinance, on building in Culmore, west side of

Leesburg Pike, Falls Church District.

The Company had misunderstood the required size .of the sign-think

ing the overall size of one sign could be 120 square feet. The

actual lettering comes within this area although~ the sign itself

in its entirety is conSiderably larger. However, the sign Ord_

inance says no one sign shall be larger than 60 square feet.

Mr. Mooreland said this was first planned to be J signs. But the

signs are in reality connected. Wr. Brookfield thought this was

entirely too large and too great a conflict with the Ordinance.

Cutting the sign into three separate pieces would ruin the affect,

~r. JB Smith suggested. The total sign area is appro~imately 147

square feet. Mr. JB Smith moved to grant the application because

there was no injury caused to anyone by granting it and the buildin

is large enough to receive this size sign and it is a well pDO

portioned sign which b¥ dividing would detract from the well design
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ed effect. Mr. V. Smith seconded. Carried.

18 - V. Ward Boswell, Inc., for permission to allow the following dwell

ings to remain with less than required setback Hybla Valley FarD5,

Mt. Vernon District: Lot 500 - 22.16' side setback; 502 - 22.1)1

side setback: 518 - 24.72' side setbockj 43 - 24.85' and 24.96' side

setbacks; Part of Lots 45 and 46 with 24.89' an¢ 24.90' side setback
Part of

Part of Lots 46 and 47 - 24.92' and 24.84' side setbacks;/Lots 47

and 48 - 24.86' side setback; Ea~t of Lots 50 Bnd 51 - 24.92' side

setback, Part of Lots 44 and 45 - 24.91' and 24.90' side setback.

These houses are already built and occupied. There was an error

in the location. The houses were turned around to suit the purcha

The houses had all been located by the surveyor and while the appli

cant was away the plans were turned around and in the change errors

crept in.

Mr. J8 Smith said something should be done to stop this continual

flow of cases of houses already built and in violation of the set-

back requirements. The other Board members agreed.

Mr, Mooreland said he had called this company many times for their

final certified plats but they were very slow in coming in and when

they finally did come in - they showed these violations.

Mr. V. Smith moved to grant the application because it would work

an undue hardship not ~o do so, since the houses were already occu

pied, and also because of the character of the neighborhood, the

small variations would not depreciate property values. ~~. Dawson

seconded. Carried.

19· City of Falls Church, for permission to construct water tank with

65°,000 gallon capacity, 35 feet in diameter and 90 feet high, and

access thereto, on & plot of ground 80 x SO feet, located 146 feet

esst of Tower Street, Poplar Heights, Sections 4 and 5, ~rovidence

District.

Mr. Head r.presented the City of Falls Church. He stated that the

tank they had was not suf.ficiently high to serve the higher eleva

tion~ around the City. This tank will be suffiently high. This par

ticular plot was laid out for this purpose when the sub~ivi8ion was

approved. It abuts ground of the radio tower. Mr. V. Smith moved to

grant the application because it is a necessary utility to the vici

nity. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

20 - Eugene H. Merrill, for permission to have a duplex dwelling, Lot

)7 and part of 36, Section 2, Ravenwood Subdivision, Falls Church

District.

Mr. PriJchard, the attorney, asked to have this application deferr

ed until April 17th as he was in court and could not appear. Mr. V.

Smith moved to defer until April 17th,1951. Mr. Piggott seconded.

Carried.
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Town of Fairfax, for permission to install sewage disposal plant 0

approximately 20 acres located approximately 100 feet from the west

right of way line of Scheurmann Road and approximately 100 feet

south of intersection with Accotink Creek, ~rovidence District.

Since no one was present to~present the Town this case was put

at the bottom of the list.

DEFERRED CASES:

Mary C~ Wrenn, for permission to have less setback for existing de~

tached garage, Lot 8, Old Courthouse Subdivision, Providence Dist~

rict. This case was not acted upon as the new amendment to the

Ordinance relative to garages had made this setback conforming.

Walter R. Chance, for permission to locate dwelling 10 feet from

side line, Lot 179, Barcroft Estates, Falls Church District.

The applicant and Colonel Barger appeld. The applicant said if

he moved the house back far enough to meet the requirments he waul

be 72 feet frcm the street and would be on a slope which would giv

him no view. Mr. Smith felt the Board was amending the Ordinance

continually, by granting these variances. Colonel Barger said all

the lots in the other new sections of Barcroft were much"larger an

could take care of a situation like this. Mr. V. Smith moved to

grant the application because of topography and because of the sma

~J4ception. ~r. Piggott seconded. Carried.

The Town of Fairfax case was taken up. Mr. Robert Walker represen

ed the Town. He stated that the Town' has spent $11,000 on surveys

on this property. This special piece of land is at the lowest poi

and can accomplish disposal for Fairfax without a pumping station.

This ground was bought with this in mind. The location has the

approval of Mr. Massey's office (conlulting engineer for Fairfax

County) The present plant can no longer carry the load and they

are planning on future development and increase 1n load. The rec

ommendation of the Planning Commission was read - approving this

installation with restrictions for 5etbacks.

Mr. Krasnow spoke. He stated that land across the road had been

up for rezoning to business for an open air theatre and the owner

would be glad to use the installation of a disposal plant which he

might claim would damage his property for residence as a reason fo

his rezoning to be granted. Mr. Krasnow wished to be sure this

plant is located sufficiently far away from the Aaron land so it

cannot be used as a reason for the rezoning. He asked for a buffe

strip.

Mr. Mathey also spoke regarding the position of nearby property

owners. He wanted it to be clearly stated the reasons for grant-

ing this so the action of the Board could not be used in court as

reason for the AAron rezoning.
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Future development. was discussed. {'Iir. Krasnow stated that it was 3 I -3
assumed that such an installation would not injure anyone and it was

up to the Planning Commission to guarantee this.

Mr. Walker said he disliked the Town of Fairfax becoming a party t

any rezoning, that this had been worked out by engineers, andcleared

by the State. Mr. Dawson suggested that the application be granted

in accordance with the Planning Coma,lasionls recommendation. ~e mad

the following motion: That the application be granted to be located

on the west of 5cheurmann Road and that the same be built not less

than 100 feet from any point on the north boundary of this property;

not less than 40 feet from the south boundary, and be set back not

less than 100 i'ee,t i'rolll the right of way I1ne of Scheurmann Road,

adding that he did not feel with these setbacks it would affect ad

versely any joining property. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

Glenn W. Leyde, Mr. H111, attorney. represented Mr. Leyde who was no

present. Mr. Hill stated that the applicant had asked ~or a permit

for one year. He has the required frontage and area for a duplex

but does not wish to continue the use after his present emergency ha

passed. He expects to marry soon and after that will abandon the

duplex use. This arrangement is merely to take care of hie children.

Mr. Keeler, who heads the Ravenwood neighborhood committee, spoke

An excerpt from the minutes of the meeting of thia committee of

.. _-

I

I

March 2,1951 were read. It was stated in the minutes that the Board

of Appeals had asked for an expression of opinion of the group regar _

ing giving Mr. Leyde a years temporary permit. They have objected t

any change in zoning or any exception to the Ordinance.

The question was raised whether or not the woman in the basement

apartment actually lcked after Mr. Leyde's children or was she work-

ing. Since practically all the neighborhood 1s opposed to Mr.Leyde

having this duplex arrangement and he haa had plenty ot time to aban

don this use, it was asked by Mr. Keeler that the Board deny this

application. There were 28 membere of the committee pre8en~ at the

March 2nd meeting - objecting.

Mr. Hill said this wa5 merely relieving a hardship situation and

there was no deSire to ask for a permanent arrangement.

Mr. Daw50n moved to deny the application. Mr. V. Smith seconded.

Carried.

Raymond W. Ewell, for permission to re-divide three lots in Welling

ton Estates, Mt. Vernon District,.

b~. Ewell's case was deferred for proper plats of the resubdivlsio

of his lots. These plats were presented. Colonel Winegler, one of

the purchasers of the proposed lots was present • also another pro

spectuve purchaser. The original lota of record were small - 50 ft.

frontage and unbuildable except for small houses. The new division
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will allow dwellings 1n keeping with the neighborhood. the people

in the neighborhood objecting did not want more bUildings in the

section because of septic conditions. Mr. Ewell could not present

a report from the Health Department since bad weather had prevented

a percolation test.

Mr. Mooreland said this was a Rural Residence area and when the

shape of the original lots is changed there was a question of meet

ing the required setbacks. Mr. Dawson moved to defer this case un

til April J, 1951 to determine the legal aspects of locating the

dwellings. Mr. JB Smith seconded. Carried.

The meeting adjourned.
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April 3. 1951

A Special Meeting of the Board
of Zoning Appeals was held April
J, 1951 in the Board Room of the
Fairfax County Office Building,
at 10:00 a.m. with the following
members present: Messrs Dawson,
Brookfield, Verlln Smith, J. B.
Smith, and Piggott. Mr. White,
Zoning Inspector, Mr. Mooreland,
and Mr. Schumann, Director of
Planning andZoning Administrator,
were present.

I _ W. R. Smarr, for permission to allow dwelling to remain 41.2 1 from

front right of way l1ne and 16.6 1 and 17.5' from side property line,

and for permission to allow dwelling to remain 44.S' from front righ

of way line and garage-addition to come 16.1' from side property lin

on Lots 7 and part of e and Lot 10 and part of 9. Resubdivision of

Lots 7, S, 9, 10, Smarrland Subdivision, Falls Church District.

Mr. Walter Ralph, Surveyor, represented Mr. Smarr. These lots wer

resubdivided and in the resubdivision Mr. Smarr, not being familiar

with the surveying did not alloW for the curve in the Cul~de-sac. H

made a straight line across the front of Lot 7 using the wrong pipes

on the side line and set back from the line had had drawn. His in~

tent ions were good but his lack of knowledge of surveying caused t

errors. Mr. White said the setback of the dwellings did not cause a

traffic ha?;srd.

Mr. Hanback who owns Lot 6 objected. He stated that if he built a

his lot the houses would be too close together. He said he would se

Mr. Smarr enough land to meet the proper setbacks if the Board would
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allow him to bUild on less than one half acre of ground. Mr. VerI ~ / ~

Smith and J. B.Smith thought granting the setback was less damaging

than reducing the size of the lot.

Mr. Veriin Smith said he would like to see these lots. He asked

what price house was on the property. Mr. Ralph said in the neigh

borhood of 15 or $20,000.

Mr. Hanback thought the house being too close would cause a fire

hazard and raise fire insurance.

Mr. V. Smith said he didnt think the front setback was out of

reason - but on the side, since the neighbor was objecting he felt

that he was entitled to protection.

~T. Koffman, the owner of Lot 7, said that with less front setbae

on the Smarr lots his own home was back as it should be and it put

the other houses in front of him, to which he objected.

Mr. V. Smith thought this should be deferred for viewing the pro

perty. The Chairman suggested that the Board hear the variances on

the other lots first.

~~. Ralph said the same thing happened on Lot 10, a curve which

Mr. Smarr did not take notice of. The house originally set back

27 feet from the side line but a porch was added and a carport put

under the porch. This will t~ve three sides enclosed. The additio

comes 16.lt from the side line.

~~. Travers, the owner of Lot 11, objected to this. ~~. Smarr wae

present and admitted the mistakes in his house locations but said h

reali~ed it too late.

Mr. ~elson also objected to the front setbacks on Lots 7, 5, 9, 1

saying houses on these lots would be in front of him. Hie house

has a $]2,000 value.

Mr. V.Smith moved to defer the application to ~pril 17th to view

the property. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

Walter Jessel, for permission to construct addition to dwelling to

come 35-1/2 feet from right of way line of Dogwood Lane, Lot 32,

Hollinswood Subdivision, 1~5 Mimosa Drivel frovidence District.

Mr. Jessel said he had started the addition then found it was in

violation of theZoning Ordinance. He wants storage space since he

has no basement. The present garage will be made into a room. No

neighbors had objected. It will be cinderblock. Dogwood Lane make

a horseshoe curve into Leesburg Pike, it is not a through street an

this is the only logical place for an addition. ~~. Brookfield

moved to grant the application, Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried. Mr

V. Smith voted No.

2 - Harry K. Smith, for permission to replace presently built structur

with masonry constructed buildings, for tourist court, snd to locat

new structures ~th the same side line setback as presently located
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buildings, and to remove present buildings to rear of lot, on 2.4

acres located on the west side of Old Mt. Vernon Road at·inter

section with King's Highway, Mt. Vernon District.

Mr. Ford represented the applicant. The Chairman said thi5 was

near his own property, renn Daw, and the old frame bUildings were

immediately against the property line.

Mr. Ford said the present office building ~ill be removed entir

ly and a new one put in the front corner of the property. This

will be used as an office and dwelling. The other frame structur

will be replaced with much better bUildings - brick construction.

At present on the one side of Mr. Smith'S property which joins

Suburban Residence property the reqUired setback will be 15 feet.

The applicant wants to place the new structures on a line with

those brick ones already there to make the line continuous and to

give apace in the center for driveway and play yard. On the op

posite side yard this property joins busine3s so no setback is re

qUired. This case went first to the Board of Supervisors for re

zoning but it was found that that zoning would not relieve this

side setback and the Board suggested the ca,e be brought before t

Board of Appeals.

Mr. Heath objected. He lives about 1/4 mile away. He said no

one could use the land next to this for residential purposes and

it was in .fact giVing the applicant 15 .feet of ground. It would

also raise th~ insuran~e rate.

Mr. Ford thought it was far better to put in good fire proof

bUildings and that in fact it would lower the insurance rates.

~~.D8wson said he thought the front setback should be observed.

Mr. Ford stated that he was willing to set back from the front

any distance theBoard agreed upon - they were more concerned with

the side line setback.

Mr. V. Smith thought there·'was a question of the Highway Depart

ment widening the road at this intersection. Mr. Dawson suggeste

a 2 foot side setback which would still give suf£icient room .for

driveway and play area between the buildings. Mr. V. Smith sug

gested building ju~t the courts now and leaVing the construction

of the front house until the Highway Department could give an

answer on the road. l~. Ford said he did not like haVing contin~

uous construction going on as that kills business.

Mr. Smith said this would be changing the character of the join

ing property by putting buildin£s 2 feet from the line. Mr.Brook

field moved that the application be deferred until a trip can be

made to the Highway Department in Richmond regarding the location

of the road at this point. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.
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DEFERRED CASES:

Mr. James Monroe, whose case was granted at the last meeting asked

the Board to clarify the motion passed at that meeting. It was no

clear which line was designated as rear line Bnd which the side

line. The motion granted a 25 foot setback from the rear line and

a 40 foot setback from the side line. The rear line was all right

but the requirement on the side line is only 15 feet and the ap

plicant could not observe that. Mr. Brookfield moved to reopen th

case. Mr. Piggott seconded. Mr. Brookfield moved to grant the

applicant a 25 foot side setback. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

Mr. Smith voted No. He did not think proper plats had been pre

sented.

Burton Daughtry. to erect dwelling within 30 foot of front line,

Lot 59, Mill Creek Park, Falls ·Church District. Mr. Smith and Mr.

Mooreland had seen the property and thought it not at all desira

ble for building since it would certainly be subject to flood "and

both were against granting the application. y~. Smith moved to

refuse the application because it does not conform to the minimum

requirements of the Ordinance. t4r. Brookfield seconded. Carried.

The case of Jerome Karle was withdrawn since Mr. Karle is making a

n8W application for a greater variance.

Raymond W. Ewell. to resubdivide 3 lots into 3 lots with more area

for each lot, \Jellington Estates, Lots ISO, lSI, 182, Mt. Vernon

District.

hr. Ewell was not present because of illness. Col. Weingert was

present. (One of the purchasers of a lot) This case was deferred

for a ruling from Mr. Marsh on the status of these lots. Mr.

Mooreland stated that ~~. Marsh's opinion was that the Board had

no authority to grant this application because one lot was divided

into three parts and if by any reason the application was granted

it would come under the requirements of the Subdivision Ordinance

and Zoning Ordinance, as it is not a lot of record.

Col Weingert cited Par. G, Page 19 of the Ordinance for a reason t

by
Mr. Smith read the paragraph stating that/interpreting this case

to be for the general welfare as shown by the people in the com

munity appearing at the last hearing and expressing their approval

of the present division of the lots - the Board might well conside

granting this application thereby bettering conditions under an

exceptional and extraordinary situation.

Mr. Dawson said if the Board granted this the building would have

to observe required setbacks for rural residence and this would

cut down the size of the house. Mr. Schumann said the Board had

the right to instruct the Zoning Office to grant the permit with



318
April 3, 1951

less than the required setbacks. Mr. Schumann said he agreed tech

nically with Mr. Marsh but if the Board grants this application

and gives variances on side setbacks then the Board of Appeals was

making a practical decision - especially since the people in the

Subdivision were willing for this division.

Mr. Dawson said any decision to grant this would have to be with

the approval of the Health Department. This was agreed to by the

other Board members.

fIolT. Mooreland said by setting up these three new lots the Board

did not have the authority to grant variances on setbacks because

they were not lots of record before the Ordinance.

Mr. Smith thought the Board had an obligation to the citizens of

this community. Mr. Brookfield said the Board was also bound to

protect objectors - it was a question whom the Board Was protectin

Col Weingert said that by leaving the lots as they are the Board

waS certainly not acting in the best interests of the community.

hr. Brookfield moved to deny the application. ~~. Piggott second

ed. Carried. ~~. Brookfield, Piggott, and Dawson voted Yes. J.B.

Smith not voting and Mr. V. Smith voted No.

Sylva V.Dove. Sr., to operate a restaurant on the south side of

Rt. 236, approximately 1/2 mile west of intersection with Rt. 651.

Deferred to view the property.

~·Ir. Smith had seen the property. He stated that he saw no need

of a restaurant at this location, half way between Fairfax and

Annandale. It is a residential area and it was the policy to locat

businesses in congested areas~ There are two non-conforming store

in this area but no other business between Fairfax snd Annandale.

The Board of Supervisors had just refused a business zoning in thi

general vicinity.

Mr. Dove stated that he has owned his ground for many years and

thought he could use it as he wished. Mr. Smith said the Ordinanc

was protecting him from obnoxious business and people in the area

should be protected from business encroachment.

Mr. V. Smith moved to deny the application because it is not in

harmony with the general purpose and intent of the Zoning Ordinanc

Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

E. B. Montgomery, to operate a summer theatre at Collingwood, Mt.

Vernon District. Deferred to hear from Mt. Vernon Citizens Associa

tion and a decision from ~~. Marsh on the legality of theBoard

granting this use.

Mr. Mpntgomery said the Mt. Vernon Citizens Association had met

April 2 and had voted j6 to IS in favor of granting the summer

theatre project. Mr. Smith, President of the Citizens Association.

was present and spoke. He thanked the Board for withholding de-
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cision until the Association could be heard from. He read one

letter opposing the theatre which was not presented at the meeting

as it arrived too late. The reasons given at the meeting for op-

posing the theatre were same as given in testimony at the last

hearing. The letter added one more reason - that since the Board

had denied River Bend saying they did not want a commercial ven

ture on the Memorial Hlghw~y - it placed the theatre in the same

category •

Mr. Smith asked if the Association had placed a time limit on

the recommendation to grant the theatre. Mr. Smith (President of

the Association) said No. They had left that up to the Board.

Mr.Dawson said Mr. Wall had contacted him and stated that in his

opinion the theatre wao a li~erary and cultural asset to the com-

munity.

Mr. Montgomery presented a petition of 50 names favoring the

theatre. There were people living within 1/2 mile radius.

Mr. Smith said the membership of the Association was very large

but mcst ot those a~tend1ng were living within a short distance of

Collingwood.

Those opposed had objected to the noise which Mr. Montgomery sai

was certainly not entirely from the theatre. They also stated

that property values would be affected. Mrs. Montgomery said Rive

Bend had had an ABC license and they did not, that the theatre was

not a commercial venture in the true sense.

~~. Montgomery said National Capital farks Police had found this

no hazard and they were not opposed to the permit being granted £0

one year.

~r. Schumann asked Mr. Mooreland for ~~. Marsh's opinion on the

legal right of theEoard to grant this use. Mr. Marsh ruled that

under a Rural Residence zoning the Zoning Ordinance does not cover

theatres and had no authority to grant this application.

Mr. Smith stated that this might be establishing a trend that

coula lead to an undesirable use.

I~. Mooreland referred to Page 19 J Par. g of the Ordinance, stat

iog that certainly the whole paragraph applies.

Mr. Lippman Redmond, agent for the MontgomerysJ spoke ci~ing his

1~terpretation of the powers of theBoard.

Mr. Mooreland stated that Page 6 Par. 15 listed what uses the

Board can grant.

Mr. James Keith spoke for Mr. DUdley in opposition, presenting a

petition with 22 names. He stated that the petition presented by

the opposit.ion was signed by people living in the i1lll11ediate neigh

borhood except 2, that the Citizens Association encompassed a larg

area of people who were not affected. He also felt that the Board
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had no legal right to grant this application.

Mr. Redmond said thi5 would work a distinct hardship on the

Montgomerys as they had spent over $$,000 on the theatre, that

no further structures were planned. He showed aerial pictures 0

the theatre and buildings surrounding.

Mr. Mooreland said the action of the Board last year, approvi

this use, had led to expenditures and it gives a permanence to

this lise. Continuous uses sets a prescedent.

Mr. V. Smith said the permit had been granted for one year onl

purposely and no impression was given that this would be permane

It was limited to one year for the very purpose of seeing the re

action.

The secretary read a telegram from Mr. McCormick-Goodhart op

posing the application, suggesting disrespect to the name of

George Washington.

Mr. Montgomery asked the Board if there was any semblance of dis

respect to the memory oC George Washington or if the name had

been treated lightly at the last meeting. The Board agreed not.

Mr. Smith objected to the implication, in the telegram. ~~. Bro

field sta~ed that he did not think the action of any person 1n

the room could take away from the memory of .George Washington.

Mr. Keith's petition was presented.

~~. J8 Smith said he felt that any tax payer and property OWDe

would not welcome this installation next to his home and he coul

not support such a requested use. He moved that the application

be denied because it is not in harmony and in accordance with the

intent of theZoning Ordinance and that it affects adversely ad

joining property and may ·in the future affect adversely the en

tire area. wr. VerI in Smith seconded. J8 and Veriin Smith voted

Yes. Mr.Brookfield, Piggott, and Dawson voted No. The motion was

lost.

Mr. Brookfield moved to grant the application to operate a sum

mer theatre for a period of one year. ~~. Piggott seconded.

Carried. Mr. Brookfield, Dawson, Piggott voted Ye~ and JB and

Ver!in Smith voted No. Motion carried.

Vlr.Brookfield said this granting did not agree to any further

extension of the permit.

Mr. JameS ~eith noted that the opposition would appeal the de

cision.

Mr. Norman Loe came before the Board asking for an extension of

two weeks for his ~enan~ ~o live duplex, since the horne his ~en

ant is building is not quite finished. His time is up Cor aban

donment of the duplex use. Mr. Brookfiad moved to grant an exten

s10n of 30 days with the understanding that this extension was

I
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final. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

Mr. Rodney B D1d a wick a~ked by letter for an extension of 3 months

on construction of his garage since he could not get started duri

the 6 months period. Mr.Brookfield moved to lTBnt the e~te~ion

for 6 months. Wr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

Mr. Moor@land brought up the csse of Hamilton and Ball. Upon in

spection thestructure granted was found to be a separate dwelling

located 42 feet from the front line. Some way 1n the former hear

ing the word 'addition l crept in and a 42 foot variance was grant

ed. The original intent was to live in this new bUilding tempor

arily only. The question was whether or not ~o have the applicant

Cear down the second dwelling which was now being occUpied. As fa

as the inspection revealed one person was living in each dwelling,

Discussion followed _ what constituted a family. t~. Schumann sal

the Court of Appeals of Virginia had ruled in an Arlington case

that one person did not constitute a family.

Mr. Smith suggested limiting the dwellings to one kitchen as to

tear down the building would work a distinct hardship- especially

since this was a colored family. ~~. Brookfield said this did not

harm anyone and there was no crowding on the lot. This is an old

practically abandoned road, being a section of the old Ox Road.

~r. Mooreland cited another case with J houses on a lot and re-

lated the difficulty 1n the Zoning Office in carrying out the reg

ulations.

Mr. V. Smith made the following statement - That the Board had

been informed of the existing conditions - the origin~l understand

ing was that the building was to be used temporarily as a dwelling

until the new one was constructed and then to be used as an access

ory building but only one dwelling. Now both buildings are used a

dwellings. This condition exists on 3/4 acre, 8 tract of land on

Old Ox Road, and has been called to the attention of the Board by

Mr. Mooreland. The Board requests that the applicants be notified

that under the Zoning Ordinance they can use one bUilding as a

dwelling and the other as an accessory building, therefore limitin

the structures to one kitchen. This was made in the form of a

motion. Seconded by Mr. Piggott. Carried.

~1:=:'/
l,;hairman •

• • •
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A regular meeting of the
Board of Zoning Appeals was
held April 17, 1951, in the
Board Room of the Fairfax
County Office Euilding at
10:00 a.m. with the follow
ing members present: Messrs
Dawson, Brookfield, VerIin
Smith, JB Smith, Piggott.
Mr. ',;hite, Zoning Inspector,
and Mr.5chumann, Zoning Ad
ministrator were present.

Kurt Sonnenburg sent a letter to the Board asking for an extension

on his application which had come before the Board 6 months ago fa

right to locate dwelling with less setback than required and the

time had expired. Mr. V. Smith moved to grant the extension for 6

months. W~. Piggott seconded. Carried. {Time extended to October

1, 19511

1 - William F. Bonnett, Jr., for permission to live in presently coo-

~tructed garage as temporary living quarters until permanent dwell

ing is constructed, Lots 200. 201, 202. Hunting Ridge, rrovidence

District.

I

I
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Mr. Bonnett sent a letter saying he was moving to I'linchester and

the necessity for this application was cancelled. He asked that i

be withdrawn. Mr. Smith moved that the case be withdrawn. l'IL JB

Smith seconded. Carried.

City of Falls Church, for permission to construct pumping station

on approximately 8500 square feet, located on the east side of Rt.

7, Providence District.

N~. Head representerl the City. He said the construction of sch

ools had brought about this particular need since the SChool pro

perty is higher than the present system can furnish. The present

right of way of Rt. 7 waS discussed, which is 80 feet. The sta

tion will be 3D feet from the right of way. Mr. Head showed photo

graphs of the type of construction they will build. It was sugges

ed that 30 feet was not sufficient for setback. ~~. Head said it

was very expensive to move the building back farther from the main

line. There were no objections. N~. Brookfield moved to grant th

application and Mr. V. Smith seconded. Carried.

Hugh McGowan, for permission to locate d~elling 11 feet from both

side property lines, Lot 16, Sect. I, Lake Barcroft Estates, FallS

Church District.

~w. Andrew Clarke appeared in the absence of Col. Barger. ~~.

Clarke stated that since this was an odd shaped lot, plenty of fro

age but narrowing down toward the back, it was difficult to meet

the setbacks and build a rambler type house. The house is 54 feet

wide. The lots in the subdivision are fit to the contour of the

land, thus making this one an unusual shape. The applicant has

13,874 square feet. f4r. tfuite said if the applicant could use his

I
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lot at all - it dould be necessary to grant a variance, for this

size house, because of topography and the shape of the lot. ~~.

Clarke said the house could be pushed farther to the front to meet

the side setbacks but they cid not wish to break the front setback

line and believed a variance on the side setbacks was better plann

ing. Mr. Brookfield moved to grant the application. ~~. liggott

seconded. Carried. Mr. Verlin Smith voting No.

Virginia Power and Electric CompanY sent wor~thrcugh ~~s. Lawson

that they had completed their deal with ~tr. ~ornelius for location

of a substation on his property and would not use the right to

build a 5ubst.ation on the Lynch property. l"ir. Hamilton, from the

local branch of VEPCo was present. The Board agreed that the Lynch

case would be closed when a letter is received from V~PCo s~ating

that this property would not be usee for a substation. r~. Ham

ilton asked for a transcript of the minute~ relative to the grantin

of the Cornelius property for a substation.

The secretary read lett.ers b€tw(Jen j'lr. l.ldrich Dudley i:l.nd j'.r.

Dawson relative to the Montgomery Summer theatre case. The letters

were put in the case file.

Mr. VerI in q~ith discussed with the Board conditions in Lake Bar-

croft Estates relative to continuous requests for variances on set

backs.

4 - Border Homes, Inc. and John ~. Kierman, for permission to locate

dwelling 33.61 feet from either i:ayne Road or Annandale-Falls Churc

Road. due to unusual location of Lot, Lot I. Block Al Annalee Heigh

Falls Church District.

Nr. Lytton Gibson represented the applicant. Mr. ~ibson said ~~.

Kiernan was a school teacher who was moving into Fairfax County. He

had signed a contract with Border Homes for a ) bedroom house. The

financing had been arranged with Vetrans Administration but it was

impossible to locate the center line of the Annandale Road and the

dwelling had actually been placed 1 foot 6 inches too close to the

right of way line. The company had offered Mr. tiernan another

house but the V.A. would not transfer the loan to the other dwellin

This would therefore work a distance hardship not to grant this var

ianee. The lot is surrounded by roads on three sides. He is will

ing to take a variance from either road whichever the Board decides

upon but would rather have the variance from Ann3ndale-Falls Church

Road because the footings are already poured nearer that side.

Both '-·r. I'fuits and £.'.r. Nooreland agreed that the Falls Chureh--Ann

dale Road should be widened to take care of the tremendous develop

ment borde~ing it and suggested the variance be given on Wayne fioad.

Mr. Brookfield moved to grant the 1 foot 6 inch variance ~om the

south side of Wayne Road. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

3;;....
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Harvey D. Henson, for permission to locate dwelling 20 feet from

side property line, Lot h6, Wood\ty Hills, Mt. Vernon District.

The lots on both sides of this ri'~ vacant. '-'T. Lud,ett, aero,:,.:!!

the street, was present and said he had no objections. The ground

is level. Mr. Brookfield moved to grant the application. I'Lr. JB

Smith seconded. Carried. ~~. Verlin Smith voted No.
I

6 - Charles and ~~ry Puglisi, for permission to locate gasoline pump

island 25 feet from right of way line of Leesburg ?ike, intersect

ion of Leesburg Pike Bnd Dunn Loring Road, Lot 2~ Sections land

2, Worthington Heights.

It was stated that the right of \>'ay 'of Leesburg Pike at this

point is $0 feet. The building on this property is approximately

60 feet back, the variance is on the pump island only. Mr. Verlin

Smith suggested that this was a very small lot for a corner fill in

station, as some day the applicant will probably want a pump islan

on Dunn Loring Eoad also. Mr. Brookfield recalled that the Board

had taken the stand that pumps are not a structure.

~w. Mooreland said he thought there would be no Lraffic hazard

since Dunn Loring intersects at an open angle. I.-'r. Brookfield

I
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mcved to grant the apolication. Mr. JB Smith seconded. Carried.

Kathryn Farrar, for permission to operate beauty shop in awelling

located approximately 1/2 mile west of intersection of Route 7 and

604 on the north side of Route 7, Dranesville District.

Mrs. Farrar said her house is being completed and she will live

there and have a small beauty shop. There were no objections. The

Board considered this under the heading of a home occupa~ion. Mr.

Brookfield moved to grant the application. ~w. Piggott seconded.

Carried.

I

a - R. H. '.\'ooten, for permission to operate lawn mower repair shop in

detached home-workshop for one year, fart of Lot 9, Gundervail

Subdivision, on the south side of Ghain Bridge Road, approximately

1/2 mile west of intersection with Old Courthouse Road, Providence

District.

Mr. Wooten said there were no objections from the neighborhood,

that this was not a noisy business and would not b, objectionable.

He wishes to have this shop until he becomes established. Mr. V•
•Smith moved that the application be granted for the sharpening and

repairing of lawn mOWerS only and that all equipment shall be kept

inside the building - application to be granted for one year.

Seconded by l·lr. JB Smith. Carried.

Mr. Dawson said he would like to discuss the Harry K. Smith

application which had been deferred until some member of the Board

could discuss the road widening at this point with the Department

of Bighways at Richmond. ~w. Dawson had talked with the Depart-

I
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ment who stated that they would not know for 6 months about their J ~.s-:

plans for widening the road at this point. Since these are old non

conforming buildings which could remain there indefinitely, hr. Daw

50n suggested that permanent brick buildings would be a great im-

provement to the entire neighborhood. A rire hydrant has been

placed directly in front of the bUildings which reduces the fire

hazard.

Mr. Smith thought r4r. Furman, the adjoining property owner should

be notified before the Board took action. Mr. Smit.h moved to hear

this case at the special meeting on the 24th of April and that the

secretary notify Mr. Furman of this. Seconded by ~~. Piggott.

Carried.

Roscoe V!illiams, for permission to locate dwelling with 19 .foot 2

inch setback from side line, Lot 3C, Section I-A, Mill Creek Park,

on Lake Boulevard, Falls Church District.

hr. l'liUiams was not present. roir. Piggott moved and {<lr. JB Smith

seconded that thi~ case be put at the bottom of the list. Carried.

Ernest B. Rauth, for permission to erect dwelling within 10 feet of

each side property line in lieu of 15 feet, Lot aJ, Section I, Lake

Barcroft Estates, Falls Church District.

[-Ir. Andrew Clarke appeared with the applicant. He stated that Mr

Rauth had paid tll,200 for the lot which contains 14,000 square ft.

There is a steep drop in the ground (28 ft.) to the lake and a 14

ft. drop on the opposite side. He did not ''11sh to put the house

back .farther also because it was now located 5 feet from the sewer

line. The house planned is 52 feet wide.

Mr. Rauth said he had studied for 3 weeks trying to get his house

within the required lines but since the lot narrows toward the Lake

front and the sewer line is in~ont he could not locate the build

ing any other wsy. The house has already been cut down greatly.

The living room cannot be turned lengthwise because of the drop in

the ground. There were no ojbections from those present.

~tr. Clarke said the original lot layout in Sections I and 2 were

not the right width for Wide houses but the ground had been cut up

accordl'ng to the contour - to make attractive estates. The newer

sections in Lake Barcroft were wider lots and there will be no

need to request variances.

~~. Rauth said his papers had been approved by V.A. and would be

finally released contingent upon this ~ariance being granted. The

house will cost ~J81000 (house and lot).

~~.Brookfield said there were too many houses coming in from this

subdivision for vari~nces. ~w. Clarke said there will be more in

these two sections.

j~. Verlin Smith said the only reason he could see for granting
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this application was because of the loan and it would work a dis-

tinct hardship> but here was a new subdivision started after the

definite trend in homes was toward the rambler type - and lots are

too narrow to take this type of building, and that it was against

the intent of the Zoning Ordinance andBoard of Appeals to grant

variances under such conditions.

b~. Glarke questioned the Planning Commission' judgment in approv

iog such narrow lots. The secretary explained that the lots qll me

the required sizes - 65 feet wide at the building setback line and

the Planning Comlliission could require no more than that from the

developer since he met the area qualifications. ~~. Smith read

Par. 7, page 22 from the Ordinance and stated that by granting this

the Board would be reducing the standards and th~t was not the func

tion of the Bourd. The developer knew the topography of the ground

when he subdivided.

~~. Clarke stated that the price of the home should be taken into

consideration. Mr. V. Smith stated that from a humanitari~n view-

point, it was more fair for the Board to be lenient with a man

building a ~lO,OOO home than in this price bracket because that

person building the small home may not be qualified to understand

the re~uirements -and the Ordinance. In such a case it would work

a real hardship whereas this applicant does know the Ordinance and

requirements.

~~. Brookfield felt that this was a special hardship but the Boar

should not se't a precedent. Mr. Dawson thought the three cases up

for hearing today possibly should be granted but that the Board

should agree to grant no more.

Mr. V. Smith said the Board was simply going against the Ordinanc

breaking it down and it was not right even to request such a var-

iance.

~tr. Clarke stated that this was an honest mistake on the part of

the developers and the purdhasers were the innocent victims _ there

for they should have the consideration of the Board. He re-stated

that this is an exclusive subdivision with park and club ground for

recreational area. He suggested that the Planning Commission, the

Board of Appeals, and the Developers meet together to discuss var

iances in these two sections, I and 2. i'll'. Brookfield said he coul

not favor further variances in Lake Barcroft without investigation
and council

Ifrom the Planning Commission. It was suggested that a joint meet-

ing be arranged.

~~. V. Smith said that approximately every 5th lot would require

a variance in these two sections - that it was a question of simply

giving Lake Barcroft the amount of ~llJOOO, which he could not agre

to.
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Mr. Brookfield stated that variances in hardship cases were pro

bably justifiable but wholesale variances had never been granted by

the Board. He luoved to grant this application. f;lr. Piggott second

ed. Carried. ~~. Veriin Smith voted No.

~w. Dawson asked the ~ecretary to arrange a meeting between the

Planning Commission, Board of Zoning Appeals, and the developers of

Lake Barcroft and t~. Cl~rke and notify all concerned. Mr. Piggott

made the.motion and J.B.~m1th seconded.

W Preston Hunt, for permission to operate a general machine shop fa

defense work for the duration of the emergency, on 41,01) square ft.

located about 350 feet south of Little River Pike, west of Guinea

Road, Hunt's Village, Providence District.

~~. Andrew Clarke represented the applicant. He stated that the

Board of SuperVisors had zoned this land Rural Business. The ap

plicant had put a two story bUilding on the property. He has com

mitments to perform government contracts which Nill necessitate

operating a machine shop. lie applied to the Board of SuperVisors

for a rezoning to General Business to take care of this type of

work, but since the need for this zoning will last only for the dur

ation of the emergency and at t~e end of that time he will revert

to a Rural Business use - automobile repair shop, the Eoard sug

gested the applicant come before this Board to get a special use

permit for a limited period - rather than rezoning to General busi

The applicant will build a high fence around this entire business.

f1r. Brookfield said the Planning Commission had opposed this re

zoning to Rural Business in the first place but the Board of Super

visors had rezoned it against their recommendation. He moved that

the application be granted for one year. Mr. Piggott seconded.

Carried.

J~rome Karle, for permission to locate dwelling 29 feet from Lake

View Drive and 10 feet from side property line, Lot 92, Sect. I, 1ak

Earcrof~ ~states, Falls ~hurch District.

Mr. Andrew Clarke represented the applicant in the absence of

Colonel Burger. ~~. harle said his main object was to try to get

his house as pla1med on the lot and preserve a 100 foot tall tree.

~~. harle's first application for a variance was withdrawn because

in ~he final location of the house it was found to be closer to the

front and side line than the application had requested. he is leav

ing 7-1/2 feet between the house and the tree.

Several members had seen the property but did not locate the tree

in question. ~1r. Brookfield objected to a variance in the front set

back. Mr.Clarke said the only reason for the front setback request

is the matter of preserving the tree. ~~. Brookfield questioned

which was more important - the tree or the Zoning Ordinance. He move

327



April 17. 1951

to deny the application and ~~. Piggott seconded. Carried.

THE BOARO ADJOuRNED FOR LUNCH.

DEFEHHED CASES:

Before the deferred cases were taken up ~~. Leyde came before the

Board asking for an extension of time for the people in his duplex

in Ravenwood. He said they were building a home in ~~ryland but

the house will not be ready for occupancy until about July 1st,

1951. The daughter is in high school in Falls Church and they

would dislike to move before school is out.

~~. George Keeler,from the ~itizens Association at RavenwQod,

said there would be no ojbections if they had the definite assur

ance that the duplex use would be abandoned at that time.

hr. Gordon f.1cFarland also said they wanted to settle this withou

causing an undue hardship and that the ultimate purpose of the ob

jectors WaS simply to discontinue this duples practice.

~r.V. Smith said that the character of this subdivision had a1-

ready been set· a great deal has been spent by property owners to

improve and keep up their homes and the Zoning urdinance allows

duplex dwellings only in districts restricted for that purpose.

Therefore" property owners should be protected. He was not in

favor of taking ~ction on this case - or in any way condining this

use. tie moved that the Board defeJ' action until June 19, 1951 end

not take positive action. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

Charles Olmstead) for permission to construct and operate tourist

court on approximately 3 acres on the ncrth side of Lee HighwaYI

approximately 1000 feet east of interSection with Bull Run, Center

ville District. this was deferred for proper plats.

j'lr. Olmstead Has not present. ililr. ::lmith moved and I~... Piggott

seconded to put the case at the bottom of the list. Carried.

Eugene H. Merrill l for permission to have duplex, on Lots 38 and

part of 36, Section 2, Ravenwood, Falls Church District.

~x.Ed. Pritchard represented ~~. Merrill. ~~. Pritchard said

this was a case of nece~sity and a hardship, that the Board could

grant this use since the ap~licant has the required area and front

age and he felt that this was in harmony with the intent of the

Zoning Ordinance and would not be a detriment to the welfare of th

neighborhood.

~~. Merrill gave a history of his background - haVing lived in

~ashingtcn during the past war· went to Germany for 5 years in an

advisory capacity for the Occupation Forces) lived under the best

conditions, luxurious home, chauffeur, maids, gardners, American

schools, etc. He could ;-,ave stayed on there under such conditions

but preferred to bring his children up in the United ::Jtates. He

~~s~gned.an,4. came back during 1950 to locate here. He found this
)
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home with a basement apartment which had been occupied by a colored

family. He was told by the Real Estate agent that this basement

could be rented. ne did not know the Zoning Grdinance prohibited

this. He bought the house for ~40,OOO. He has a ;20,UOO mortgage

plus a ~)600 bank loan und other loans by note. If he had known he

could not rent this apartment he would never have bought the house,

since he is heavily in debt ~nd this rent helps to defra~ seme of

his expenses and at the same time houses a girl whose husband is i

Korea. She helps his wife by baby sitting, eliminating the expense

of a maid for ~~S. Merrill. It would also work a hardship for her

to find another heme.

~~. rritchard stated that there is only one driveway and one two

car garage and the place has no appearance of a su?lex. I-lr. "ierril

showed pictures of his place. The nearest neighbors are about 100

feet away and do not object.

l';r$. Lynn, who is living in 'the apartment, spoke. She confirmed

the fact that she helps i\lrs. j'lerrill with the children - about five

times a ';Teek. lilrs. j,ierrill also spoke, stating that j'lrs. Lynn was

very essential to (ler as help for thechildren. ::ihe has four.

i,1.l". PI'i tchard stated that the Presidl.:nt had declared this a Nat

ional Emergency and also referred to the Soldiers and Sailors Re

lief Act which would r~Ke it. impossible to evict Mrs. LYnn while he

husband is serVing in the armed forces. During a war one can taKe

in an extra family. Part of t.he rental is for baby-sitting. He

also stated that it~uld be possible under the Zoning Crd1nance for

Mr. "Jerrill to open his home as a Tourist Home which would certainl

be detrimental to the neighborhood.

for the duration of the emergenCy.

They are asking this permissio

This use is not interfering with

I

I

the heal~h, morals, or general welfare of the community and does not

adversely affect neighboring pro~erty. This situation was certainl

better than haVing a colored family liVing there - which was the cas _

and the man waS '.fOrking throughout the community.

Mr.Schumann said the Bard had granted J'lr. Leyde the right to a

duplex until June 19th only and if this was not permitted - certai

no one else should be given t his use.

~~. heeler opoke - opposing this use. He cited the Covenancts

which, according to his memory, did not prohibit the duplex use in

this particular section of Ravenwood but t~is was an oversite and

the spirit of the development is against it. This covenant prohibit

ing this use is in the other sections of the Subdivision. He was

surprised that one buying a t40,000 home should go into a neighbor

hood and request a duplex use. This should be confined to communi

ties allowing this use. He showed a petition {which was made out

relative to the Leyde case} opposing such a use. The petition
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stated that such use would lower the price) tone, and character of

the subdivision.

Since the petition applied only to V~. Leyde, it was not admitt

ed into the record.

Hr. G. ffJ. McFarland said the Citi7,ens Association \vent on reCar

as being opposed to 211 two family dwellings in Ravenwood. ~x.

Keeler read an excerpt from the minutes of the Citizens Associa

tion opposing the Leyde application.

j·lr. Merrill said he would not have bought the house had he not

believed he could bet some revenue frem the apartment but that

this was only temporary to help him over am emergency period.

Mr. Keeler said he had sold this house in 1941 to a family who

had an old colored couple liVing in the apartment. The man worked

in the neighborhood. They fixed the kitchen for them to eat sep

arately. The woman became an inv8lid. They were strictly servants

r1r. Ball said 'the only reason l"r. Leyde's name only was used in

the petition against duplex was because his was the only case be

fore them but that the Citizens Association definitely opposed

duplex dwellings,

l'<lr. DaHson and Mr. Brookfield agreed that the human element was

of great importance to them although they had denied Mr. Leyde and

this was a very similar case.

t~. V. Smith sGid he was very sympathe'tic, especially with the

tenant, but he Saw no way theBoard could grant this. a~ it would

change 'the character of Ravenwood and was not in harmony with the

Zoning Ordinance. He would prefer to have word from the Citi2ens

Association regarding this case. It was also bad to bring up

children in a neighborhood where 'the other people opposed this

mode of living. Mr. Smith moved to defer the case for 30 days and

ask for a statement from theCitizens AS50ci4tion. J~. Piggott

seconded. Carried. The case will be heard May 15th, 1951.

N~. McFarland asked how the Citizens Association could take

specific action so this will not happen again. The Board suggeste

a Resolution indicating their-feeling and without nameS.

vI. R. Smarr, for permission to allow dwellings to remain 41.2 ft.

from front right of way. 16.6 feet and 17.5 feet from side line an

allow dwelling to remain 44.8 ft. from front right of way and ad

dition to come 16.1 feet from side line on Lot 7 and part of Lot

8; Lot 10 and part of Lot 9, Smarrland, Falls Church District.

Walter Ralph, surveyor, represented the applicant. This was

deferred to v iew the property. Mr. V. Smith hci.d seen the property

He said the houses cost about $20,000. The owner of Lot 9 objecte

because he said this jeopardized his view. Mr. Ralph said this

was an honest mistake on the part of Mr. Smarr. He took the wrong
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corners and did not count on the curve in the front line. It was

agreed that it would be very expensive to move the houses.

~~. Smith suggested makin& a carport out of the garage and thereby

meeting the reqUirements.

~~. Hanbach on lot 6 said if he built) it would raise the insurant

on his property - this dwelline being so close. he had been forced

to change his plans to conform to the Zoning Ordinance.

~~. H0ffman on Lot 7 objected. P~. Schumann thought it was ranson

able to grant this as the hardship on Lot 6 would be les5 than on

Lot 7 if it were granted.

~~.V. ~mith moved that the application for Lot 7 be granted be-

cause it appears to be an honest mistake and would \'I'Ork a hardship

on the prospective purchaser and the one nOli occupying the building.

On Lot 10 he moved that the variance be granted by the walls of the

garage be torn out and be made into a carport because it would work

a hardship not to do so. t~. Piggott seconded. Carried.

Mr. Travers who lives on Lot 11 and who had objected strenuously

at the previous hearing said his only objection was a drainage prob-

1em \lhich is a matter between the two neighbors to settle. He was

assured that there was no conncetion between the decision today and

his objection preViously.

Charles Olmstead, application was considered. }~. Craven who will

be the owner of this ground in a short time appeared for the applica t.

The ground joining is zoned Uural business for a depth of 200 feet

and 1000 feet in length.

Mr. V. Smith said provisions should be made for future expansion

and how could bUildings be built back on the property and have a

septic field - it ,{auld be up hill. He felt that the land should be

restricted - otherwise tourist cabins could cover this entire piece

of ground. It should be restricted to say - a depth of 250 feet.
with the one building as shown on the plot plan.

~~. Smith moved to grant the application,/ ~. Brookfield seconded.

Carried.

Mr. Smith moved t.hat a letter be sent to 1~Jl'. Olmstead from Iillr.

Schumann advising him of the further use of the remaining property,

under the pre5ent Zoning Ordinance. Mr.Brookfield seconded. Carried

This motion was made on the plot plan submitted.

Roscoe Williams w~s deferred to May 15th as no one was present to re

present the applicant. ~~. JB Smith made the motion deferring, ~w.

Piggott seconded. Carried.

Mr. Schumann discussed the new amendments to theZoning Crdinance •

3/
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A special meeting of the
Board of Zoning Appeals was
held April 24, 1951, in the
Board Room of the Fairfax
County Office Duilding at
10:00 a.m. with the foilow
ing members present: Messr8
Dawson, VerI in Smith, and JB
Smith. ~~. ~biteJ Zoning
Inspector and Mr.Schumann,
Zoning Administrator, were
present.

1 - Pimmet Service Corporation, for permission to install sewage disos

a1 plunt on approximately 20,000 square feet, known as Out-lot, on

the southeast corner of ?immitt Hills Subdivision, on the north side

of Route 7, approximately 1 mile west of Falls Church, Providence

District.

Mr. Lytton Gibson represented the Company. ~~. Offutt, developer

and Mr. Griffith, designer of the plant were ulso present. Mr.

Gibson said there was already one sewage disposal plant 1n this sub

division but it was not adequate to take care of the contemplated

new construction. This proposed plant wbich is already started will

service approximately 1740 people or between 3 and 400 homes. The

first plant did not come before the Board as it was not required at

that time but a new amendment to the Zoning Ordinance requires a.pub

lie he,",ring before this Board. "'bile the plat was started before

the amendment went into affect and the Commonwealth's Attorney said

it was not necessary to go before the Board - the Company chose to d

so,

As it is now there is no water or sewage disposal to take care of

this construction and the lot sizes require these facilities to be

installed. The Sanitary Engineer and Planning Commission have ap

proved this installation. Mr. Uibson said 14r. Griffith who had de

signed the plant was present and would be glad to answer questions •

. lJir. Griffith said the objections to septic tanks because of sani

tary reasons could be well taken care of by a modern sewage system

which he had designed for this corporation. He said the sewage is

treated easily with chemicals, there were no odors nor flies since

the organic matter was killed.

Mr. V. Smith asked if there were open sludges. ~~. Griffith said-

yes, but since 'the organic matter had been killed this waste was per

fectly pure anc could be used on plants. The berms are killed by

bugs _ a bug kills bug process - therefore called bio-chemical.

~w. Gibson said the plans were-approved by the State Health Depart

ment and the State Corporation Commission. He stated that the Pim

met Service Corporation would maintain the system. The State re

quires that. There will be a small charge to the users. It is non

profit.

~~. V. Smith asked for evidence that the $tate Corporation Com-
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mission and Health Department have approved this.

i'-lr. Gibson said there was only verbal approv<tl and the final ap

proval was not given until the plat was completed. They have just

now received final approval on the first plant and it has been com

pleted for some time. But that they could not go ahead until this

variance is granted. The only function of the Board, said ~~.GibsonJ

is the granting of the site. TheBoard has no need to ok the pluns and

design of the plant. He suggested that the Board m&ke a decision con

tingent upon the ap?roval of the State.

F~. V. Smith said he appreciated that final ap/roval could not yet

be given but he felt the Board shoUld have more knowledge of the plan

Mr. uibson said they could not give, at the present time, any more

information than the fact that they had gotten the approval of the

~':ater Control Board, that the Health Department came out and picked

the location, Mr. Cffutt bought the land recommended for the site. The

Company was told to go ahead - verbally - and the plan and design were

approved. There will be a hearing before the Water Control Board when

the plant is complete and form~l approval will be given then. It is

horse before the cart proposition to furnish the Board ~dth formal

approval at this time.

There was no plat present with 14r. Corbalis' signature of approval.

Mr. Corbalis was asked to come to the BOurd Room for his advice _ whic

he gave. He stated that he knew little of the proposed plans, that he

was not charged with approving the design or plans or even the loca

tion. This is a State function and he felt the Board should be con

cerned only with the affect such an installation would have on adjoin

ing property and the site. He said the best plant was only as good a

its administration - that this would be inspected as a public utility.

The Board ghoUld also consider the architectural design of any struct

ures, fencing, landscaping, etc. He felt that the protection of people

living near should be considered very carefully.

Mr. V. Smith asked _ how could the Board tell if this would be oh

jectionab1e and the people in the neighborhood could not object be

cause there was no info~mation about the installation.

Mr. Gibson said the owner of land adjoining - across Pimmitt Run did

nct object.

~~. Offutt said the operation of this plant is under state regula

tions and if there is a breakdown he could quickly divert to the othe~

plant.

~lr.Corbalis suggested that the Company present lIIore detailed plans.

Mr. Smith said this were certainly proper - that he felt detailed

plans of each structure showing setbacks and type of structure should

be presented. On the plot plans submitted there was no correct draw

ing showing the location of the plant ~nd the setbacks. The Board

333

,~'



April 24. 1951

does not know what they are granting and in the future in case of

SOIne difficulty the Board would be accused of granting this blindly.

Mr. JB Smith said in the future certainly the Board certainly would

have to have better location plans than this - otherwise this would

set a precedent and any other applications would furnish practically

nothing.

~~.Sullivan. Pres1dnet of the Lay Health Association. was present

and asked questions about the background of this subdivision, the

zoning re~uirement5J setbacks, etc. He wished to see the location

on a plat of the homes near the plant. ~~. Schuman~ thought this

was important to know just where the new homes would be with relatio

to the plant.

r~.Gibson said that irrespective of what the Board did the plant

would be installed as Mr. pmrsh had said they could go ahead.

~~. Offutt said he would be glad to restrict himself from bUilding

on the joining lot - Lot 62 - to maintain ample setback if the Board

desired. He would have this in his contract with Pimmet Service

Corporation.

~~. V. ~mith said in his mind there was no yuestion of the merits

of having the plant installed and he did not '-!.uestion the integrity

of the Company - it was merely a question of knoding the type of

structure to be installed, the setbacks, etc. He would like some

thing concrete on paper to show these things J since the plat pre

sented was entirely inadequate.

I·w. Cffutt said the main structure would be underground - like a

swimming pool with a concrete slab over it - this will be approx

imately )0 x 100 feet and the small house about 16 x 18 feet. The

land will be landscaped.

~~. Gibson said the Board couid not control the structure. ~~.

Schumann stated that the Board could place conditions on their de

cision. No one had elevations of the building to be erected.

Mr.Corb~lis suggested that the Company provide the Board with com

plete plans showing the buildings and setbacks. Considerable dis

cussion followed regarding setbacks.

~w. V. Smith moved that the application be granted to build an

underground structure approximately 100 x 300 feet and the necessary

structure above ground, approximately 20 x 20 x 20 feet high, I;,ith

setbacks 100 feet from the Nli and South boundaries and 50 feet from

the east boundary, this subject to the approval of the 3tate Health

Department and theDoard does not fp.el that it affects adversely ad

joining property nor the welfare of the Community. !'ir. JB Smith

seconded. Carried.

IiIr.Gibson said they would i'urnish detailed plans for the record

plot plans, etc. ~~. Offutt agreed.

33'(
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DEFERRED CASES:

Harry K. and Gracie Smith, for permission to construct brick tourist

I

I

I

I

I

cabins on presently located foundations of frame structures which ar ,

non-conforming and to locate new structures with less front setback

than req.uired and the same sideline setback as the presently located

cabins on 2.42 acres on the west side of Old Mt. Vernon ~oad at

intersection with Kings H~ghway, Mt. Vernon District.
the applicant

Mr. Smith/reviewed the case - he wishes to replace the old build_

ings with new brick ones. The ground on two sides of him is commer

cial and on the north he can come to the property line. On the sout

however, bordering SUburban R~sidence, the requirement is 15 feet

setback. H.e will tear dO\ffl the building in the middle o,f the front

yard and replac€ it with a brick building which will be used as an

office and his dwelling.

jqr. Schumann said Kings H~ghway has a )0 foot right of way and he

would have to set the front building, which contains the dwelling)

back 60 feet from the property line. The presently locat€d build-

ing is 40 feet from the right of ",ay in front. Mr. Schumann said

this Wq5 a very bad intersection and will be widened, undoubtedly.

He also thought the 15 foot sideline setback should be observed.

Miss Furrrwn, owner of the property joining on the south, and her

brother, hr. Furman, were present. Miss r~urman said her property

was residential and she wished to have the sideline setback main-

tained. Mr. ,Smith wanted a 2 foot side setback.

Miss Furman said if they should build a residence on this property

they would have to setback 15 feet and she thought she should be pro
~

tected by having the neighboring bUildings 15 feet back~·She asked

for theBoard to follol'l t he regulations.

f,lr. II. Smith said if the Board gronted this they \jere in effect

giving the applicant 12 or I; feet of ground of the joining property

to-:r. H. Smith suggested that to have brick structures would be

better for the Furmans as well as himself.

J.'II". V. Smith said he thought all tourist court buildings should

have a 15 foot side setback beCcluse in a sense they are dwelling

units. ~~. Schumann said this had been his contention. }~. Smith

thought that if the Board granted this it would b~ a precedent for

other similar non-conforming units. ~II". JB Swith agreed.

~~. Dawson felt it would be beneficial to allow the applicant to

build as he re4ueated - on the old non-conforming foundations, as

the bUildings themselves would be a distinct improvement.

ikr. H. Smith said - to meet the required setback it ~ould destroy

much of his shrubbery and do away with his present driveway.

i'w. V.Smith woved to deny the application because i.t does not con

form to the minimum requirements of the Zoning Ordinance. ~~. JB

',;
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Smith and V. Smith voted Yes and Mr. Dawson voted No. Carried.

Miss Furman presented a letter for the record opposing this appli

cation.

James Monroe, came before the Board with his application for addi~

to his nursery school on Lot 2, Bennett ~ubdivision, Falls Church

District, asking for a 15 foot setback instead of the 25 feet as the

Board had granted. He said when a survey was made it was found that

the Highway had taken an extra 10 feet for Lee Highway and made his

lot just that much shorter than he had originally thoueht. His pri

vate road into the school has a turn-around just back of the origina

building. The new building, if placed 25 feet from his side line,

would bring the building immediately against the road turn-around

and would not look well. ~~. j~onroe said sinde the side setback

requirements in this district is 15 feet he would like the Board to

reduce the restriction they had placed on him.

~~. V. ~mith said he saw no objection, his only objection in the

beginning was because of the poor plot plans and the Board eQuId not

tell what they were granting.

}~. V. Smith moved to recind the action taken at a previous meeting

requiring a 25 foot side setback insteHd of a 15 toot setback.

Seconded, ~~. JB Jmith, Carried.

t1r. Schumann discussed with the Board the idea. of certain amend

ments he wished to present to the Planning Commission:

1. Requiring applications for sewage disposal plants to be approved

by the Sanitary Engineer before the Board can act and the Sanitary

Engineer to require the information he thinks necessary. In this

way the County can control sewers now so when thejewer authority

does take over the plants will be satisfactory and will not have to

be replaced. ~tr. V. Smith suggested that plans should be dhown here

as well as to the Water Control Board. lt was voted that such an

amendment be drawn up.

2. Also Mr. Schumann suggested an amendment requiring Tourist Cabin

to set the same distance from side lines as residences. Mr. V.Smith

said perhaps SOIDe definite distance should be decided upon - he pro

posed 10 feet. It was decided to take tbis up ~1th the Planning

Commission.

J. Since the Merrill case brought out the possibility of haVing

touriwt bODies in residential localities the Board agreed that this

should be changed in the Ordinance and controlled by the Board.

~1r. V. Smith also suggested that Par. G, Page 19 be clarified.

The Board adjourned.
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The Regular Meeting of the
Fairfax County Board of Zoning
Appeals was held May 15, 1951,
in the Board Room of the Fair
fax County Office Building, at
10:UO a.m. with the following
members present: Messrs S.
Cooper Dawson, J.W.Brookfield,
T.I.Piggott, VerI in Smith, and
J.Bryant Smith.Mr. ~chumann,

Zoning Administr&tor and ~~.
Mooreland were present.

Knox Presbyterian Church, for permission to erect church building

with less than required setback from Allen Street, northwest corner

of Lee Boulevard and Allen Street, near Jefferson Village Apart

ments, Falls Church District.

v~. May, the architect, and i4r. Grill appeared for the applicant.

They showed the plan of what will be built now and the plans for

future expansion. The church to be constructed now eill have a

seating capacity of 250. Future development which will be a Sunday

School room and larger auditorium building will hold apprOXimately

5UO or 600. They are asking for a small vestibule which will proje

into the prohibited area 10 feet and will be enclosed. This will

give aJJ foot setback from Allen Street and 74 feet from Lee Boule

vard, allowing for the Service Road. They can meet all setbacks ex

cept the one from Allen Street. There is an apartment house on the

ground joining this site. Mr. BrOOkfield asked about parking space

~w. Grill thought the back lot could well be used for that although

it would accommodate only abour 32 cars. Both men suggested that

this was a crowded area and many people would walk. They also re

called that the large city churches did not reqUire parking space,

that they used the streets. P~.Brookfield thought this was no ex-

cuse for our making the same mistake.

}~. 3chumann said, in this connection, the streets were usua~ly

cleared on Sunday in the cities., and parking there was not a prob-

1em. l~. V. Smith said in Arlington they figured about 250 square

feet per car for parking. Mr. Schumann suggested that the curb on

Allen Street could be moved back to give more parking space. I~.

Brookfield moved to grant the application. ~~. V. Smith seconded.

Carried.
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The Secretary read a letter from the Virginia Po~er and Electric

Company st«ting that they would not use the Lynch property for a

substation - as granted by the Board of Appeals, since the Corneliu

property had been purchased and the use granted and they would use

that. The letter was made a part of the reoords of this Board'.

2 _ Arthur Cushing, for permission to erect carport within 3 feet of sid

property line, Lot 16, Block BJ Fairdale ~ubdivision, south side of

Sipes Lane, No. 108, Falls Church District.
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~~. Cushing said this is a metal house built by Reliance Homes.

Mr. V. Smith thought this was crowding very close and that by

granting this there would be many others making the same request.

P~. Brookfield moved that the application be deferred until ¥~y

29th in order to view the property. ~~. Piggott seconded. Carried

Lee A. Chenoweth, for permission to construct carport to come 6 ft

from side line, Lot 7, Block B, fairdale 6ubdivision, 107 Pine Dr.

I
Falls Church District. Since this is the same thing as applica-

tian No.2, l'lr. Smith moved that this application also be deferred

until May 29th, Special meeting, in order to view the property.

~econdedl Mr. Brookfield. Carried.

3 - Vernon M. Lynch, for permission to operate gravel pit located 2000

ft. south of Rt. 644, north of the H.F.&.P. Railroad, approximdtely

J/4 mile east of Shirley Highway, Mt. Vernon District.

~~. Lynch appeared before theBoard. he stated that there are no

homes near to be harmed by this use. He showed a map of the sur

rounding country. The Hunter property joining has an old gravel

pit on it. There will be an access road from Franconia Road. ~~.

Lynch said the state had become very p~rticular about the quality

of gravel they use and there is not a great deal of this good

gravel around - he is of the opinion that this prope~ty does have

gravel to meet state requirements. ~t is a very isolated spot. J~

V. Jmith agreed to that saying he thought it was a logical place

for a gravel pit. Mr. Schumann questioned just how close dwell>

were to the proposed pit.

Mr. tm. Barber spoke in opposition. He said he opposed this in

stallation strenuously as it is within a residential area - many

homes were quite near. The entrance road into the area will be

badly cut up with heavy trucks and there are homes on this road.

He also said the property owners in the neighborhood had battled

long and hard with the State Highway Department regarding the con

dition cf the aprons on Franconia lioad, which had been badly brok

en down by heavy trucks hauling gravel with eccessive weight. They

had tried unsuccessfully to have the road \'lidened. As it is - it

is also very dangerous especially so because of loading and unload

ing school busses as the school stop is very near the entrance of

the access road into Franconia Road. He said there are 8 or 10

~omes in the immediate neighborhood.

~~. Lee Smith objected. He lives nearest to the property in

question, within 200 feet of the existing pit on the Hunter prope

He thought this use would reduce property values by continually

stripping the land and enlarging the pit. He was of the opinion

that this ~ound should be put in shape and used for residences.

Also with a gravel pit-there would be standing water and mosquitos
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Hr. Lynch said the ground slopes on all sides - that the gravel

would be taken from the high ground. ihey would take off 10 or 12

feet of gravel then grade the land and develop it for hernes. There

would be no stagnant water because it was on a hill and too high. H

also said the access road would not be in wont of the homes - that

he had a 50 foot right of way through the Talbert property.

Mr. Lockhart 3150 objected - because of depreciating values.

J~r. V. ~mith asked how much area they would use for digging. ~~.

Lynch said he did not know - he didnt know how much gravel vms ther

nor just where it was located - he would first have to find out the

4ua1ity of the gravel and would have to prospect around.

Mr. Lockhart did not agree that there would not" be stagnant water.

He said that was natural \fith any gravel pit. j.Jr. Lee recalled the

hole left on the Harrington Lstate which had stagn",nt water. He di

not object to l~. Lynch using gravel for his own roads but he did

object to commercializing the pit.

Ten property owners stood up opposing this use.

~~. V. Smith read p~ragraph e, ~age 17 providing for the granting

of a gravel pit. ~~. Lynch suggested the Board view the property.

Mr. v. ~mith moved to defer the case until June 19th to view the

property. Seconded, Mr.Brookfield. Carried.

Irving Eckstein J for permission to allow garage to remain located

11 ft. 10 inches from rear property line, which line is ~uander Rd.,

Lot 9, Block E, Section I-A, Bucknell ~~nor, 81a Cavalier Drive, Mt.

Vernon District.

~~. Milligan appeared for the applicant. He stated that General

Industries had contracted to build the garage and was supposed to

get a building permit. The builder said the gara~e wo~ld be locat

ed 10 feet from the line. The garage was built 9 months ago and ju

now he was told that this was in violation and should be moved.

V~. Mooreland said the plot plans did not show that the rear line

was Quander Road - which would require a 32.6 foot setbuck.

p~. Milli~an said if he moved the garage to conform it would cut

off the b:;,ck steps of the house and make it impossible to get from

the back door to the garage without a great deal of trOUble, since

there would not be sufficient clearance. It would cost about ~400

to move the garage beside taking out a tree and also that he con

sidered this-being so close to the house-to be a fire hazard. He

uses part of the garage as a workshop and this is nojsy.

P~. Mooreland said he had tried for 9 months to get in touch with

the applicant and fin~lly did locate ~~. Milligan. Mr. Mooreland

was asked to get the permit from his office. The plot plans did not

show the road at the rear. This zoning permit was never given fina

approval to go ahead. General Industries had never called in for
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inspection.

It was suggested that General Industries would have to do the

moving if theBoard disapproved this application.

~~.Schumann said the frame garage could now be 4 feet from the

side line which might help. The established setback from (uander

Road is JZ.6Ft. Mr.Schumann suggested that if this were allowed

to remain, others would ask the same variation and that no other

garage was so close to the line.

Mr. VerI in Smith moved to defer the case until June 19th to vie

the pro~erty. 1~. Piggott seconded. Carried.

5 - Peter and Elizabeth king, for permission to erect addition to

dwelling within 10 feet of side property line, Lot 39, Section 3,

Tauxemont Subdivision, No.7 t1estmoreland Road, Mt. Vernon Distri

~~. King said he was asking 10 feet but he thought there was

some discrepancy ~n the measurements and that he could come 12 ft.

from the line. He showed architects sketch and plan of the ad

dition. The hcuse on adjoining property is 40 feet away. There

were no objections. ~~. Brookfield moved co grant a 3 foot var

iance or 12 feet from the side property line. P~. Piggott second

Carried.

7 - Jennings o. and Creole Lee Daw, for permission to loc~te detached

frame garage 2 feet from side property line, Lot 9,' Block K, Sect.

3, Annalee Heights, FallS Church District.

Mrs. Daw appeared before the Board. She said she merely wanted

the garage as close as she could get it to the line so not to cut

up their yard. The house faces Wayne Street. She w.s satisfied

with a 4 foot setback.

Mr. V. Smith moved to deny the application Bnd that the applican

should locate the garage in accordance ~dth the Zoning Ordinance,

which now allows 4 feet from the side line. Mr. Piggott seconded.

Carried.

g - Virginia Hills Development Corporation, for permission to allow

dwelling to remain 39.29' and )5.74' from front property line,

Lot 12, Block 3, Virginia Hills ~ubdivislon, Mt. Vernon District.

V~. Victor Ghent ap?eared for the applicant. He stated that the

surveyor had made a mistake in laying out the hcuse location. The

concrete floor has been poured. jince the lot is on a curve the

difference in setback is not preceptible. ~~. Brookfield moved to

grant the application. Mr. V. Smith seconded. Carried.

9 - Kenneth Caird, for permission to construct addition to present

dwelling with less than re~uired sldeyard setback on part of lot

42, First Addition to Fairland, FallS Church District.

Mr. Caird said it was a distinct improvement to his home to con

tinue the roof line over the addition. He should have 20 ~et set
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back for the carport. The nearest neighbor is $0 feet away and

has stated that he has no intention of cutting up this property.

l-1r. Schumann recalled that theN! are two regulations in the

Ordinance which apply to a carport. ~n open porch has been con

sidered the same as a carport - since formerly there was no menti

of a carport in. the Ordinance but the new amendment specifically

memtions carport. Under the old open porch rUling a carport could

come 15 feet from the side line. In the new amenment the setback

in this district is 20 feet from the side line.

There was no opposition. fill'. Gaird read the statement of his

neighbor not objecting.

~~. i. Smith said open porches had a way of becoming enclosed

and he was not in favor of continually granting them. He did not

think it unreasonable to refuse this application.

~~. Gelrd said the future of the porch - closed or open - he did

not think pertinent. t~. Smith said the policing power of the

Board was not sufficient to check on things of this kind.

Mr. Schumann suggested the carport on the other side of the house

Mr. Caird objected as this would detract from the appearance of

the house.

I'ir. V. Smith moved to deny the application because it does not

conform to the minimum rey'uirements of the Zoning ('rdinance. Mr.

Brookfield seconded. Carried. ~~. Piggott voted No.

Ernest L. Sanborn, for permission to allow dwelling to remain 19

feet 6 inches from Tear property line, Lots JJ through J$ and 71

through 74, incl., Section II, Linco1nia Park, Falls ChurchDistr1c

In making this application ~w. Sanborn was confused regarding th

subdivision name. The lots ure actually in h'eyanoke, which is an

old subdivision. Mr. Brookfield tbought the Board had no juris

diction since this is an old subdivision and the Zoning Adminis

trator could relieve the sideline setback.

j'1r. Mooreland said he first heard of this when J".r. Sanborn asked

for loan plats. He told lJ1r. Sanborn at that time that it would

be necessary to go before the Board of Appeals as he had gone ahea

without zoning ap~roval. He did Re~ get the building permit but

not zoning approval.

~~. Schumann said since 0eyanoke is an old subdivision he could

reduce the setbacks to 10 feet if the lots contain less than the l'

qui red area. If other lots are sold with the required area they

will have to conform.

V~. Baker, who is making the loan, said this ground was sold to

'.'1'. Dorsey on provision that it will pass the Board. The well and

septic have both been checked and found ok, the only question is

this sid~ line setback. Back of the 19 foot setback is a stream
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and the ground is unbuildable. A house would have to be 40 or 50

feet away. He said he \~uld see that applicaticn is made for

zoning ap!lroval. There were no objections to the application.

~~.dchumann said this is a Case for the Board since the lots

do conform in size and area. Mr. Brookfield moved to grant the

application and ~~. Piggott seconded. P~. Smith asked that it

be grAnted subject to the applicant getting zoning approval. This

11 _ ....as acceptable. Carried.

Woodley Corporation, for permission to locate dwelling 24 feet f

rear property line, Lot Z6-A, Block 4, \-!oodley North, Falls ehure

District. No one was present to present this case - it was voted

to put it at the bottom of the list.

12 _ Charles W. Cairns, for permission to divide Lot 65. containing

41.785 square feet, Section I. Pinecrest Subdivision, into two

lots both of ~h1ch will contain less than 1/2 acre. both lots

having the reqUired frontage, Falls Church District.

Several residents in the neighborhood were present asking just

how the lots were to be diVided. ~hen they saw the plat there

were no objections. It was brought out that the health Departmen

would have to approve the septic fields.

~~. V. ~mith moved to grant the application because it was a

reasonable request. ~1r. Yiggott seconded. Carried.

13 - A. D. Jerkins, for permission to allow dwelling to remain 24.23

feet from side pro!JE!rty line. Lot 2, Block 4. Section 4, '-;elling

ton Heights :::iubdivision, I-it. Vernon District.

There were no ojbections. l"Jr. Brookfield moved that the appli

cation be granted. Mr. J.B.Smith seconded. Carried.

14 _ Williams Brothers for permission to allow presently constructed

dwellings to remain with the following setbacks:

Lot 51 with 29.9' setback from Romney Street

n 54 n 39,8' setback from II. Greenwich Street and 14.7' from
side line

n 55 n 39,7' setback from 1:, Greenwich .itreet and 14,7' from
side line

" 56 " 39,6' setback from p Greem-lich .:itreet

There were no objections. These locations were slight errors

in the survey. The application was granted with the following

vote: Lot 51, Motion ~~.Brookfield, seconded V.Smith; Lot 54,

motion j1lr. Brookfield. seconded 1I'Jr. ?igg;ottj Lot 55, motion ilr.

Brookfield, seconded V.Smith; Lot 56, .Hodon V • .:lmith, seconded

Mr. Brookfield. Carried.

15 _ Mary S.Brewster, for permission to operate dog kennel on 8e acres

located on the west side of Route 645, approxim3tely 1 mile south

of Centerville, ~enterville District.

No one was present and this case was deferred until June 19th.

Motion to defer: ~~. Brookfield. seconded J.B.~mit~. Carried.
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P. E. Marenholt2, for permis~ion to erect carport to come 15

from side property line, Lot 116, Section II) Lincolnia Park,

Falls Church District.

reet J L{3
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~w. Reed appeared for the applicant. The old r~gulation would

have granted a 10 foot setback for this but since the applicant

did not get in under the old regulations the requirement now is 20

feet. The excavating has been started and the loan ready for ap-

proval.

hr. Hooreland brought up the fact of the old regulations having

no Illention of a carport - it was treated as an open porch. But th

new amenwnent specifically regulates carports - therefore, this

setback should be 20 feet) since it can project only 5 feet into

the prohibited area~

~~.Schumann said he thought a carport had the same affect on joi

ing pro?erty as an open porch.

v~. Brookfield moved to grant the applicatiDn Dn the strength of

Mr. Schumann 1 s recommendation and because of a hardship created by

not gr~nting this variance. ~~. V. Smith seconded. Carried.

17 - Gustav G. Hertz, for permission to have 4 lots which are part of a

subdivision, most of which lies in the City of Falls Church, with

less area than required in a Suburban Hesidence District, Lots 7,

6,9,10, Hertz Addition to West Falls Church, and on Lot 10, in the

same Subdivision, part of \i'hich lies in the City of ~'allsChurch, t

locate dt-Telling \/ith a 20 foot setback from Kennedy ~treet I to can

form to the required setback in the bal~nce of the subdivision ly

ing 1n Falls Church, all in Falls Church District.

Mr. Hertz showed his plats and the surrounding development.

~~. Schumann said ~~. Hertz had been working on this for a year-

he could not get the plat in to the Planning Commission for approv

al before the new regulations went into effect, which has changed

the lot sizes. he is asking a small variation from the required

area and frontage.

The next street in Fairfax County where our regul.tions would

have to be observed 1s 100 fl.::et auay. It \-Ias agreed that 1his waul

make a good buffer strip between the two sizes of lots. There wer

no objections.

Mr. Brookfield moved to grant the Qpplication. ~~. V. Smith secon -

ed. Carried.

DEFERRED CAS.8S:

Roscoe Williams was not present. Lot )0, ~ection I-A, Mill Creek

Park, to locate dwelling 19 feet 2 inches from side line. Case de

ferred to June 19th.
,

THE BOARD AllJOURNED FOR LUNCH. Upon reconvening Mr. Brookfield

ta~k··the chair as Chairman.
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Eugene H. jI;;errill, for permission .to have duplex on Lot 37 and

part of 36) Section 2, Ravenwood ~ubdlvi5ion, falls Ghurch Dist.

Mr. Ed. i'ritchard appeared as ati,orney for i\1I'. j·'ierrill. He re

viewed the caSe as presented to theBoard at the regular hearing)

stAting that ~~. Merrill had bought the place in 1950, wishing t

live in this type of neighborhood but his finances were limited.

He contracted to buy the house for $40,000 having been told by

his agent that he Could rent the apartment basement as a means 0

helping to meet some of his bills on mortgages. The prior owner

had had a couple living in this basement apartment - the wife wa

crippled and the husband worked out in the neighborhood. The

real estate agent told Mr. Merrill that it was a commun custom 1

Ravenwood to have d.partments in basements and to rent them and

that t here would be 00 objection to it •. hr. Merrill checked the

records and saw no restrictions against it. He therefore rented

the apartment to the Lynns. Later ~~. Lynn, who was an army

officer, was sent to horea and his wife remained in the apartment

He did not know of any objections. Also p~. Pritchard stated

that the Soldiers and Sailors Relief Act protected l1rs. 1ynn- tha

she could not be evicted while her husband was serving in a forei

country. He presented two letters from neighbors not opposing

this use, one from Arch McDonald and one from ~~. Pagin. He did

not wiDh to go against the wishes of the community but his finan

ces were in a bad fix temporarily and this is only an emergency

stop-gap. Also that it~uld be a hardship for a war wife to find

another apartment. Mr. t,;errill was asking for reasonable time to

recoup his finances and for his tenant to find another place. He

asked the Board for six months consideration. This would not

establish a precedent and they would have time to~rk out the

double hardship caused.

Mr. Keeler Said this case was deferred for the purpose of ge~

ing a statement from the Citizens Association in Ravenwood. The

new president, Mr. Shoemaker, had sent a letter stating that the

Association was unalterably opposed to renting any apartment in a

Ravenwood dwelling for gain. Mr. heeler said Mr. Pagin was at,'

the Citizens meeting just referred to and voted for the

He said Arch McDonald was a renter and had no real interest

community. He felt that~ere were plenty of apartments for

now. Nr. jilerrill had stated that !'lrs. Lynn w,-,-s paying :,psa a mo

rur. r~rrill restated his story of his life in Europe _ his very

comfortable liVing conditions and coming home - his purchase of

this ?roperty - which they enjoy. He had spent considerable in

fixing up the house and in furnishings and needed the rent to

help defray expenses. He had talked with neighbors who thought
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the attitude of theCitizens Association unreasonable.

~rr. McFarland said the Merrils had had plenty of warning - that

they were at the Leyde meeting of the Citi~ens Association last

I
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I

I

I

year and knew the feeling in the community, that this is not a new y

developed condition.

i·ir. Keeler said he was not opposed to a reasonable delay if the

conditions would be rectified.

It was suggested that 30 or 60 days was a reasonable time.

~~. Pritchard said that was not much time to sell a house and fa

the tenant to find another apartment.

Mr. IvlcFarland thought real estate was moving very rapidly.

~w. V. Smith said he recognized the unpleasantness of evieitng a

tenant and he had sympathy with ~~. Merrill's situation but he did

not favor a duplex in Ravenwood or any other similar neighborhood.

He was in favor of delaying action on this application rather than

taking any positive action. He felt that i·Jr. l';errill Should re

port back to theBoard after he had surveyed his situation with a

mind toward making some better arrangements and for the tenant to

look for another apartment. Mr. Dawson thought 90 days should be

suffi cient time.

The Ghairman nsked the group to get together regarding a time

settlement for l'lr. l'lerrill and for him to report to the Board.

Mr. ~hoemaker, the new president of the Citizens Association)

asked: Supposing after the time 1s granted and Mr. Merrill is stH

in a bad financial fix and his tenant has not found an apartment

~','hat then? l','hat can the Association expect? JlJr. V. ::':mith said

he thought the sentiments of the Board had been very clearly ex

pressed.

~x.V. Smith moved that ~tr. Schumann send a letter to theGitizens

Association of Ravenwood stating the Board of Appeals strongly op

poses the use of any residences as duplex dwellings in Ravenwood.

Mr. Dawson seconded. Carried. This letter to be sent to ~~. Ira

F. ~hoemaker) President of the Association, 506 Juniper Lane,

Ravenwood, Falla Ghurch, Va.

Mr. V.Smith moved that a ction on this application be deferred to

the regular meeting August 21) 1951) and that it is understood tha

the tenant is !lrotected under the Soldiers and Sailors Act. 1"iI'.

Piggott seconded. Carried.

Mr. Miller, the owner of Lot 10 in Smarrland asked that his case

be reopened. He wants to retain the two walls of his garage as he

'thinks pillars will not sufficiently support the concrete slab,

which is the floor of his porch above the carport. ~~. Miller sai

the objections to thi& in the beginning had been withdrawn. I{T.

Dawson moved to reopen the case and Mr. V. Smith seconded.Carried.
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~~.Schumann said the people who had appeared before, opposing,

should be notified of the date of the reopening. ~~. V. Smith

moved to defer action until June 19th. ~~. Piggott seconded.

Carried.

I'<1r. Dawson moved and .Mr. Piggott seconded that the two Mr. Smith

represent theBoard of Appeals at the Planning convention tabe hel

at Natural Bridge, Virginia - ~~y 21 and 22. Carried.

The Board discussed the Harry K. Smith case.

•
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June 5. 1951

A Special Meeting of the
Fairfax County Board of Zon
ing Appeals was held June 5.
1951, in the Board Room of the
Fairfax County Office Building.
at 10:00 a.m. with the follow.
ing members present: Messrs
Dawson, Brookfield, Piggott,
and Verl!n Smith. Mr. Schumann ,
Zoning Administrator, was
present.

1 C. R.Davidson, for permission to construct additional tourist cab

ins o~_ Lots )4 through 41, East Fairfax Park, Providence District,

on the north side of Lee Boulevard, near Fairfax Circle, known as

Circle Motor Court.

Mr.Davidson appeared before the Board and located the Court. He

requested permission to construct 8 more cabins, frame constructjon

He now has three septic fields and will check with the Health

Department and install more if necessary. Mr. Brookfield moved to

grant the application. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

2 - The Jack StoneCompany, Inc., for permission to erect sign with

more square foot area than required by theZonlng Ordinance, locate

on the northwest corner of Lee Boulevard, and Patrick Henry Drive,

Willston Apartments Shopping, Falls Church District.

J. W. Minton, appeared for the Company. There were 3 signa re

quested: Sizes 4' 6n x 52' (1)) square feet area} 9' x 5' 6n (50

square feet) and )6' 6" x 48' (146 square feet), a total far in ex

cess of the square feet allowed by the Ordinance.

Mr. Smith asked how far the first sign would be readable - this

would face Lee Blvd. The answer was approximately 1200 feet.

Mr.Schumann drew the plan of signs and buildings on the black

board. There were no objections from those present.

The Chairman asked Mr. Schumann his opinion of this application.
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Mr. Schumann thought the sizes requested were too much.

Mr. Verlin Smith moved to deny the application because it does no

conform to theZoning Ordinance and further recommended that the ap

plicant conform to the ZonlngOrdinance. Mr. Brookfield seconded.

Carried.

3· W. Parker Richardson, for permission to construct gasoline filling

station on approximately 1/2 acre located on the south side of Rt.

642 - 100 feet east of the Shirley Highway, at Lorton. Lee Distrl~

Mr. Richardson appeared before theBoard.. Mr. Dawson said he

thought every member-of the Board should see this property and not

make too hasty a deci~lon. Mr. Richardson said he could not buy

nor lease the land at the intersection of Rt. 600 and 642 as it is

tied up in an estate~ The state took some of his property tor Rt~

600 which ruined his home site for residence. He then got the stri

on Rt. 642. This property is below the road (642) and will have no

entrance to the Shirley H}ghway. He will.depend upon local trade

only. Mr. Dawson suggested that the Board ask for time on this. Mr.

Brookfield moved and Mr. Verlin $mith seconded that tbe application

be deferred until June 19th and that the Board members meet at 9

o'clock on the property. June 19th to view the property. Carried.

4 - John R. Carter J for permission to complete dwelling which is lo~ated

Ja feet from Wiley Drive, Lot 6, Section I, Wiley SUbdiVision, cor

ner of Rt. 601 and Wiley Drive, Mt. Vernon District.

Mr. Carter said he bought this property not knowing his exact

boundaries because the ground is very low and swampy and the bound

aries were not easlly established. He has worked on the house for a

year. The front setback Is 75 feet~ Wiley Drive is a dead end at

(ending in a hollow) which_ could never be put through. Mr. Brook~

field suggested that with the 75 foot setback from the main road

there would be no traffic hazard on this. especially since Wiley

Drive is dead end. He moved to grant the application because Wiley

Drive is a swampy dead end road and there probably will never be a

traffic hazard created here nor congestion. Mr~ Piggott seconded.

Carried.

DEFERRED CASES:

tee A. Chenoweth, to construct carport to come 6 feet from side

line, Lot 7. Block B, Fairdale, Falls Church District.

Mrs. Chenoweth appeared. The house sets 20 feet from the propert

line on the opposite side of this lot but there is a storm sewer

easement running down the side line which makes it impossible to

locate the carport there. This is an aluminUm house (Reliance

Homel. ~e applicant is asking a 4 foot variance. Mr. Brookfield

moved to grant the application. Mr. Dawson said he thought the

Eoard should establish a policy to follow as there would be many

,jq. r ...
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more houses in this subdivision requesting the same variance. It

the Board grants one Itwould be difficult to refuse the others.

Mr. V. Smith said he could eee the advantage of getting the car

off the narrow street and with the lack of shade trees in this

locality the carport would be a comfort to the people. Mr. Brook

field withdrew his motion and Mr. V, Smith made the following

motion: That the application be granted beuause it would reduce

hazard to children by taking cars orf the street and it would im

prove the general welfare of the community. Mr. Brookfield

seconded. Carried.

Arthur Cushing, to erect carport within 3 feet of side. propert1

line, Lot 16, Block B. Fairdale. Falls Church District.

Mrs. Cushing appeared before the Board. This lot backs up to

the Chenoweth lot. The man sewer line runs across the back of

this lot. The applicant asked a 7 foot variance. The house on

the joining lot i8 20 feet from the side line. On the opposite

side of the house is a 20 foot setback but the front door opens t

the side where it is requested to locate the carport. On the

opposite side of the house are a few trees they wished to preserv

Mrs. Cushing said the driveway is already in. Mr. Smith and Mr.

Schumann thought the Board would have to draw a line some place

on these variances because of the possibilities of wholesale var

ian~e requests. Mr. Smith suggested viewing the property to see

just about how many more will be asking similar variances. Mr.

Schumann thought it would be advantageous t~ the Board to see the

the actual house locations. It was suggested that some definite

compromise for carports in this locality be arrived at to make an

equal settlement for all. Mr. Smith moved to defer the applica

tion until"'June 19th to study house locations. Seconded. Mr.

Brookfield. Carried.

Mr. Vernon Lynch was present and asked for a few minutes with th

Board. He has filed an application to be heard June 19th for a

warehouse 10 an agricultural district which will be leased to the

U.S.Government for a period of 50 years for storage of government

materials. There was a question whether or not the Board had the

right to handle such a case since this is a use that is normally

granted only in an industrial district. The property is part of

that which Mr. Lynch is aluo applying for a permit to operate a

gravel pit.

This government "building will be approximately 1600 feet x 600

feet and will employ 400 people. Since the ground will be leased

rather than sold to the Government it will be taxable. It will b

a 7 million dollar deal. Bids are to be put out immediately and

Mr. Lynch did not have time to rezone the property. Therefore, he
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is making this request to the Board.

The Board thought this a very logical place for this particular

type of use and was very favorable toward it but questioned their

right to consider such an application. Mr. Schumann also felt

there was considerable doubt of the Board's jurisdiction in the

matter. The regulations were gone over very carefully. Mr, V.

Smith thought this a very appropriate place for a warehouse of thl

type and even if after 50 years the Government gave up their lease

it would be all right for an industrial use because of the locatio

The property borders the railroad.

~~.Schumann suggested that this be taken up with Mr. Marsh _ that

the application be kept o~ the agenda to come up June 19th and he

would have a report from Mr. Marsh at that time. This was satis

factory to all concerned.

Mr. Dawson had several matters he wished to take up with the Board:

The Wagon Wheel construction of new cabins. Mr. Schumann thought

the permits were taken out before the April 2Jrd amendment.

Mr. Lynch's gravel pit was discussed _ also the condition of Fran

conia Road.

The president of the Bucknell Citizens Association had stated that

he thought the suggestion of planting along Quander Road because

of garages facing this road a good idea and wished to be present

when this ease (Eckstein's) comes up on the 19th. Mr. Smith had

talked with the landscape engineer of the Highway Department and he

had said to send in a plat or the proposed p~an~~~ Mr. Brookflel

moved that Mr. Smith and Mr. Schumann prepare a plat of Quander Rd.

and proposed planting area and send it to the Landscape Engineer.

Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

Mr. Dawson wished also to discuss the W.P.Richardson case. Mr.
not

Smith thought that by/granting this it would practically be confis-

cating Mr. Richardson's property and making it unusable. By re

ducing the setback here he did not think Mr. Lynch's nor Winkler's

property were parallel cases since they both owned SG much property

whereas Mr. RiChardson had been 80 badly hurt by the Highway Depart

ment and he also had a topographic conijltion and it would be a

definite hardship for Mr. Richardson.

Mr. Schumann said Mr. Richardson could have asked for a rezoning

but the Board of Supervisors suggested that he come before the Boar

and several of the Supervisors were said to be 1n favor of granting

this.

Mr. Schumann referred again to the Lynch warehouse case. He pain _

ed out the seriousness of handling this case by the Board since in

case of opposition it might go to court and the Board would have to

establish their authority for handling it and it could ~ook very
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bad for the Board if this authority were challenged.

The Board adjourned.

I
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June 19. 1951

The Regular Keeting of the
Fairfax County Board of Zon~

lng Appeals was held June 19)
1951 in the Board Room of the
Fairfax County orfice Building,
at 10:00 a.m. with the follow
ing members present: Messrs
Dawson~ Brookfield, Piggott,
J. B. ~mlth and VerI in Smith.
Mr. Schumann , Zoning Adminis
trator, and Mr. White, Zoning
Inspector were present. Mrw
Brookfield acted as chairman
for the morning session.

1 - Victor Bothell, for permiss~on to operate 8 dog kennel, on 7 acres

located on the north side of Route 7, one mile west of TYson's

corner, Providence District.

Mrs. Bothell appeared before the Board. It was shown that this

was a very isolated location with no dwellings near. The applicant

can meet all 100 foot setbacks from all property linea. There were

no objections. Mr. White thought it a satisfactory location. Mr.

Dawson thought the kennels should be well back. He moved to grant

the application prOVided the kennels and buildings used for the dog

be set back 200 feet from Route 7 and 100 feet from all other lines

Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

2 - Circle Center, Inc., for permission to allow sales office building

to remain 15 feet from right of way of Roanoke Street,. Lots 2, J, 4

East Fairfax Park. at Fairfax Circle 1 Providence District.

Mr. John Webb appeared as attorney for the applicant, who was ala

present. He stated that a little over a year ago the Board granted

the right to locate this building at this setback. The property ha

changed hands and the new owner wishes to extend this right. There

have been no complaints and the business is well conducted. The

road has been graveled along the applicants property line for seces

sibility. Mr. Warrenton. the new owner of the 6tislnees was intro-

duced. Mr. Dawson asked if this was to be a permanent location for

the building. Mr. Webb said yes, in a sense. because it is the

only way the building can be placed there. Mr. V. Smith said he di

not think the raised car used for advertising purposes was a very
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good thing - 8S it obstructed the View. Mr. Warrenton said that was

only temporary and had served its purpose. Mr. V. Smith moved to

grant the extension for one year from the date of the expiration of

the previously granted permit, which would b, February, 1952. Mr.

Dawson seconded. Carried.

Robert E. Starford, Inc., for permission to locate dwelling with 2;

foot setback trom Lee Park Court, lot 7, Sald~'s Addition to Broyhill

Park) Falls Church District.

Mr. Harry Otis Wright appeared for the applicant. The dwelling is

the old Slade farm bouse - very old. If the developer put tbe road 1

straight it would come within 3 feet of the house. If they met the

required setback itlCuld make an abrupt curve in order to meet the

existing road in ~he subdivision joining - which is a reqUirement of

the Planning Commission that the subdiVider meet, i~ order to have a

through road from one SUbdivision to the other. If the front setback

is reduced and the road 15 located 23 reet £rom the road right of vay

the curve will be more gradual and can be satisfactorily connecttd

with the existing road. The locations of the proposed road were

shown on the map. This house is old and probably will be torn down

in time but at the present it is in the ownership of the Slade family

and the developer has no authority to tear it down or move it, and

can give no guarantee that it will be torn down. The plat was dis

cussed which indicated the three possible roads and the one specifi

cally recommended by the Planning Commission. Mr. Wright said he

could dead end the road but that did not meet with the reqUirements

of the FlanningCommiseion - which were to meet the incoming road £rom

the 8ubdivi$1on joining. Mr. Brookfield said the Board had no au_

thority oYer th1s road - it was a matter for the Planning Commission.

Mr. Dawson moved that the application be referred back to the Plannin

Commission. Mr. V. Smith !Seconded. Carried.

4 - Wm. J. McCaw, Jr., for permission to allow addition to remain 1 foot

and 1.14 feet from side property line, Lots lOA and 9A, Resubdivision

of Cloud's Mill Property, north side of Little River F1kt, Falls

Church District. The original house had an addition put on to

come 2 feet from the side line. A permit was given for this. ~en

the addition was completed it was actually 2 feet over tbe line. This

was ok'd by FHA by m1stake. Now FHA will not approVe a loan until th

line 1s moved over two feet. Mr. Dawson moved to approve the appli

catton since th. applicant owns the lot bordering thi8 side line and

it cannot hurt anyone except h~self or the owner of this property.

Mr. V. Smith seconded. Carried.

5 - Emless Shackelford, for permission to use utility bUilding as a dwell

ing on .98 acre loca~ed on the north 8ide of Little River Pike, acraS

from the Quartermaster Depot, Falls Church Distrlc~.

:3 5" (
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This building will be used for the applicant's daughter and hus

band. Mr. Schumann thought this a reasonable request. Mr. Dawson

moved to grant the applicatIon because the area is sa near the re

quired amount for two dwellings. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

Mr.Schumann asked to have the Stafford case reopened. The motion t

reopen was made by Mr. V. Smith and aeconded by Mr. Dawson. Carried

Mr.Sthumann said this applicQtion was in the reverse order of

most. Usually it was a matter of a bUilding being too near a road

or 110e, this Is the road being located too near a house. He went

over the three possible locations of the road - aSking that the Bo

consider the middle course of locating the road 23 feet from the ex

1sting house to lessen the curve In joining streets and still give

plenty ot clearance. Mr. Dawson thought the road should be atralgh

to meet the incoming road. However J the hoard co~d not agree that

the existing house should be allowed to remQin J feet from the line

which the straight road would cause. Mr. Schumann said 1f the road

were straight it would knock out Lot 9 and he thought this was a

reasonable request in the application. Mr. V. Smith moved to defe

the application to the 26th meeting for stUdy, since this is the

first thing of this kind the Board has handled. Mr. Dawson seconde

Carried.

C. D•. Shepherd, for permission to construct addition to non-conform

tng business to Come ZO feet from side property line, on approximat

ly 1/2 acre on the north side of U.S.Hl, approx. 70 yards east of

the junction of U.S.HI and 613. Mt. Vernon District.

The location of the ground was discussed. Mr. V. Smith moved to

defer this case until July 17th for further stUdy. Seconded, Mr.

Dawson. Carried.

M. T. Broyhill & Sooa. for permission to allow dwellings to remain

with the following setbacks: Lots 89, 98, 101 with 14.8' sideyard

setback Bnd Lo~ 104 with 14.7 1 side setback, and Lot 133 with 12.8'

side setback, Section I, Broyhill Crest, Falls Church District.

Mr.Walter Phillipsj surveyor, appeared for the applicant. Mr.

Dawson moved to grant Lots 891 98, 101 and 104 because the dwellinGS

are already built and it would be a distinct hardship to move them.

Mr. V. Smith seconded. Carried..

Mr. Phillips said on Lot 1)) it was an error in laying out the

house. It was noted on the plat that the house was not straight

with the side lot line. The ~ot was 5u£ficlently wide and the set_

backe could easily have been met. It was a surveyor's error. Mr.

Dawson moved to grant this because itwould be a hardship to move th

house. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

8 _ Harry Otis Wright. for permission to divide Lot 27 into 2 parcels t

be known as Lot 27-A Bnd 27-B, with Lot 27-A having .448 acre and

I

I

I

I

I



I

I

I

I

I

Jun. 19, 1951

Lot 27-B having .504 acres and for dwelling to be located on Lot 27

with less than required setback from Robey Avenue, New Hope. Falls

Church District.

The plat was carefully studied. Lot 27-A 1s pie shaped but leaves

ample space between the houses. The house on Lot 27_8 1s existing.

Mr.Schumann thought this reasonable. There were no objections. Mr.

V. Smith moved to grant the application because this is a reasonable;

request and does not affect anyone adversely. Seconded, Mr. Piggott •.

Carried.

9 - Mr. and Mrs. Eric Bovet. for permission to erect carport and storage

room to come g feet from side property line, Lot 16. Sect. III, Taux

mont, Mt. Vernon District.

Mrs. Bovet appeared. She Showed the architects drawing. The Board

was of t.he opinion t.hat this was too geest an infringement. The

width of the breezeway was discussed. The applicant did not want to

cut that down because of the light and air it allowed. The storage

space is entirely enclosed which actually brings the house to within

g feet of the side line. The neighbors do not object. Mr. Dawson

moved that the applicant be allowed to build the carport and storage

space within 15 feet of the side l1ne instead of the 8 feet requested

due to the location of the house. (The driveway is already in and the

other part of the yard already planted.) Mr.V.Smith seconded. Carried

10 - Leslie W. Ojala. for permission to locate dwelling, the ga~age side 0

which will come 15 feet from side property l~ne, Lot 19, Fairfax

Forest, ~rovldence District.

Mr. o~aka said there W88 an abondoned road on one side Which had

been used 8S acce$S to an old mill. He did not know the Statue of

the road now. Both Verlin Smith and JB.Smith said that future devel

opment would certainly require the opening of this road and i£ it

ahould be made a 50 foot road which is very likely he would be en

tirely too close. Mr.dchumann said the 20 foot easement shown on the

plat does not belong to the developer, that the inside line or the

easement shows on the plat to be the line of the property. Mr. Dawso

moved that due to the 20 foot easement the application be denied.

Seconded. Mr. V. Smith. Carried.

11 - Mrs. W. R.Curtls, to resubdivide Lots 127. 128. and part of 129, Sect

I, Greenway Down8, Fall~ Church. with le.s than reqUired area and

frontage, Falls Church District.

There are two existing houses - one on Lot 127 and the other on 128

and part of 129. The applicant showed two different plans of divid

ing the property. There were no ojbections. East lot would have

frontage on a street and with either plan would have approximately

the same amount of ground. Mr. V. Smith said he thought the applican

should have certified surveyors plats so theB~rd wou1~ know what the
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were working with or what they might grant. He thought either divl

sion was a distinct improvement in the land area, but he would pre

fer to see what he was doing.

The applicant said she did not wish to have a surveyor make up

certified plats on both plans - which would the Board recommend1

Since either plan was acceptable to theBoard they agreed that plan

B, which the applicant preferred. be surveyed and plats brought to

the Board June 26th. A motion was made to this affect _ the plat t

show the existing buildings. Mr. Dawson moved to defer the case to

June 26th - Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

12.. Austin and Eva Guest, for permission to enlarge living quarters on

second floor of existing garage located on 3 acres on the Gallows

Road. 2: blocks off Columbia Pike. Annandale,. Falls Church District

The applicants have been living in a small apartment over their

garage while they rent ,their larger youse. The permit was given

tor them to live in the garage while the house was being built. B

they have continued to live in the garage after the house was com

pleted. Now it i8 too small and they wish to continue to rent the

new hou~e and extend their present living quarters.

Mr.Schumann said the applicants want to improve their living con

ditions and he thoUght this a reasonable request. They have 3 ac

ot ground - very much more than required for two dwellings.

Mrs. Guest said if the property was ever sold it would be sold a

a single unit and not as two separate dwellings. There is one hea

iog plant for the two buildings. also one well and pump. They had.
thought they had 20 feet more of ground on one side but the survey

showed the line had been improperly located.
or the stretch between the buildings

Mr. V. Smith thought the lower part of these/dwellings could ver

easily be enclosed and the place used as a two family dwelling. Mr.

Dawson moved to grant the application provided a breezeway be put

between the two buildings. No second.

Mr. Schumann suggested a motion to grant the application subject

to the requirement that if conveyed the frontage and area should b

according to the requirements of the Zoning Ordinance at that time.

~~.Brookfield stated that this is now a duplex - 1n reality. Mr.

Dawson withdrew his motion. Mr. V. Smith moved to deny the applic

tian because it does not conform to theZoning Ordinance. JB Smith

seconded. Carried. Voting: Dawson, Piggott - No. Ver11n, JB

Smith, and Brookfield - Yes. Carried.

13 - Constructors. Inc •• for less setback than required from the street

on certain lots listed and les8 51de setback on lots listed, all i

Sect. II, Bel Air, Falls Church District.

Lots 208, 2Q9, 210, 211 - with less setback from street right of

way. and 'Lots 22), 224, 225, 214, 215, 216, with less setback from
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side property line.

Mr. Harry Otis Wright appeared for the applicant. He said this

was an engineering error. The houses are already constructed. Mr.

V. Smith asked why the lines could not be reset. Mr. Wright said

the houses were sold and occupied and plats recorded. It would be

too difficult. Mr. Schumann said they would have to get the agree

ment of all property owners and loan companies - which probably

could not be done. It would be too long a process. There were no

objections. Mr. Dawson moved to defer this case until July 17th.

Mr.V. Smith seconded. Carried.

Edgar and Ethel Revercomb. to permit location of barn and sheds used

in connection with riding stable less than 100 feet from property

line, being 35.24 feet £rom the NW side of a 15 £oot outlet road, on

approximately 2-1/2 acres on the north side of Georgetown Pike,

approximately 1/2 mile west of Arlington county line, Providence

District.

Mr. Hardee Chamblis represented Mrs. Revercomb. Mr4 Revercomb was

ill and not present4 Mr. Cha.blis said they adked the continuance

of the riding stable - the one building .t which is loc~d less then

100 feet or 10 feet plus from the right of way of a 10 foot outlet

road. There is a second right of way - 15 feet wide which actually

puts the barn 35 feet from the nearest property owner. Mr4 Van Esso

lives on this joining property and is objecting, Mr 4 ~hamblis stated

His house is well back from the property line. This is a small sta

ble - possibly 10 or 12 ponies and a few show ponies and 2 boarding

horses. This is strictly for the children in the neighborhood. There

had been no objections until very recently. The Revercombs had no

knowledge that they had violated the Zoning Ordinance until this

complaing was made. They had paid $2000 to have an addition made to

their barn and it would no doubt cost considerably more than that

now to have to rebuild it. Mr. Chamblis presented a petition with

10 names £avoring the continuance of this stable. The nearest neigh

bor is a colored man named Crinage whoSe home is about 50 feet away •

Mr. ~hamblis said he felt that the Zoning Ordinance was designed for

B reasonable interpretation and that the Board did not wish to cause

undue hardship to the appllcant4 He quoted from Section 12 under

which this could be granted, since it is not a detriment to the pub_

lic good etc ••

Mrs. Revercomb was questioned by her attorney. They have been op

erating for ) years with no complaint until she had a letter from Mr

Mooreland stating their violation of the Ordinance 4

Mr. Southall spoke favoring the riding stable. He 1s from 2 to 30

feet away. He has no objection, in fact suggested that it is very

beneficial to the children - to keep them bUSy and happy and off the
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highways. The ages of the children participating in the riding

are from 3 to La or 14.

Mrs. Jenkins lives 250 away and had no objection. She thought

this an asset to the community as an _outlet for the children. She

had he~d of no objections.

Mr. Marshall lives 150 feet away. He is neutral.

Mr. James Keith r~presented the opposition _ Mr. Van ES90. Hie i

the property joining the outlet road previously mentioned. He

lives approximately 1000 yards away but USes the outlet road. Mr.

Keith showed on the bUilding permit that the barn should have been

100 feet from the road and the permit was not followed upon con

struction of the barn. Mr. Chamblls said this was all done withou

the knowledge of the Revereombs. When the permit for the addition

was issued the builder who got the permit did not inform the Zoni

office of the location of the existing building. Mr. Keith said

the use of this outlet road had greatly inconvenienced his clients

because of continual traffic of horse vans. They were often held

up for long periods and objected strenuously to its continuance,

since it was a source of irritation and inconvenience.

Mr. Van Easo spoke - objecting to the use of the road particular

ly, and also because the building was too close to the line. It wa

brought out by Mr. l,;hamblis that this 15 foot road 1s in litigation

now - and inferred that complaint over the location of the barn was

neVer made until this litigation started and it was simply a move

to keep the applicant tram using the road.

Mr. Ch~blis questioned Mr. Van Esso. He asked if he (Van Esso)

had made complaint in his J years before very recently. Mr. Van

Esso said the pending suit had nothing to do with this application_

that he objected ~o the vans and the inconvenience. It is also un

sightly, the continual traffic of these vans and was continually

getting worse. While he lives 1000 yards away his home has an in

creasing number of flies.

Mr. Howze objected.

Mr. John Rust said he had had a telephone call from Mr. Abrams,

the developer of Pimroitt Hills, objecting for the owners in that

subdivision.

Mrs. Howze suggested that if the Revercombs used their own right

of way from the highway there would be no objection.

Mr. Chamblis said that was probably true since the trouble 1n co

enjoining the Revercombs from use of this road was the real caUSe 0

this complaint, reSUlting in this application. However, Mr. Chamb

lis said that would be Settled in co~t and this case has shown the

the present use does not affect the neighborhood adversely. He was

confident the Board could reasonably grant this application.
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Mr. Keith said, provided it was without detriment to others and is

not opposed to the intent of the Ordinance. Here was a case~ere th

applicant had violated the Ordinance in not following his permit to

locate the barn-addition - then the applicant came complaining to

the Board of the expense if not allowed to continue a violation. It

was making a farce of the Zoning Ordinance.

Mrs. Van Essa said their greatest objection was to the use of the

road - the inconvenience to them and to their friends.

Mr. Dawson said if a road were constructed from the highway to the

stable would there by no ojbectlons. It was brought out that a road

already ex! at s.

Mr. Chamblls brought out that Mr. Revercomb did not know of the

violation in the location of the addition.

Mrs.Revercomb said this commercial project was not planned, that

they first had ponies just forshow. Tpen children came wanting to

ride the ponies and people would insist upon paying their man ~ it

gradually grew into a commercial project.

Mr. Dawson moved to grant this use of the stable for 12 months

from this date, provided the vans entering to the stable enter on th

Revercomb property. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

Mr.6chumann asked the Board to reopen the~ case. Mr. Brookfie1

said he thought it would be a mistake to go to court on this matter.

Mr. Dawsom moved to reoptn the case at the July 17th meeting. Mr.

Piggott seconded. Carried.

15 - L. J. Wilco., Jor permission to construct and operate tourist court

with less than required setback from Gadsby Road on apprOXimately 1

acre, part or Lots 2 to 9 incl., Hybla Valley Farms, Mt. Vernon

District.

Mr. \~ilcoa said his difficulty "as in not being able to get enough

space between buildings for cars to park up to the bUilding and stil

havelUom to turn around and back out. Mr.Schumann asked the Board t

defer this case until he could check the zoning on joining property.

It was voted to do so.

16 - Vernon M. Lynoh, for permission to construct warehouse to be leased

to the Federal Government, on approximately 40 acres looated 900 ft.

south.of Rt. 644, approximately 9/10 mile east of Shirley Highway,

Mt. Vernon Distriot.

This case was brought betor e th e Board at the last 1m eting with

the question of whether or not the Board had the Authority to aot

in such a- case ... or whether to ereot awh Ii building it would have

to be rezoned as Industrial Property. Mr. Schumann was asked to

get a ruling from Mr. Marsh. He had contacted Mr. Marsh and the

answer was No, the Board did not have authority to act as this was

not e. listed use. The property must be rezoned. Mr. Dawson moved
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that since the Board did not have the authoritY' to act that

the case be withdrawn. Mr. J. B. Smitll seconded. Carried.

17 - B18nche Frye, for permission to operate 8 sanitary land fill on

approximately 6) acres, about 1 mile east or Ft. Belvoir and

approxinately 1 mile north of :tole Road, Mt. Vernon Diatrlot.

Mr. John H. rl.uat represented the applicant. He said there

were no homes in the neighborhooQ except the Fryes. The ground

for this reason is ideal for such a use. There are no buildings

on the 6) acres. The land is low and almost swampy.

Mr. Dawson asked it the applicant WIiS aware of tbe sanitary Fill

Ordinance - what machinery he would have to get and the conditions

under which it would have to be operated? Mr. Rust said that had

all been talked out with Mr. ~orbalis and the applicants _ and

that Mr. Frye would be advised of the expense and the law. He

has been dumping th ere for J years.

The Report of the Health Departmen t was read - also th e Sanitary

J::ngineer - both approvine with restrictions. (See file 1'or both

reports) Mr. Corbalis recommended a aores within the 63 acres

as the area to be used.

Mr. White inspected the property and thought it ideal for such

a use - that there were not many places in the county as well

sui ted f' or tb is type of plant.

Mr. smith moved to grant the application the area designated,by

Mr. Jorbal1s letter of June 14, 1951 because it does not affect.

adjoining property an d is necessary for disposal'of trash 1n the

county - this granting to be subject to the faot that it b8' con

ducted in accordanoe with the Sanitary Land Fill Ordinance. Mr.

Dawson seconded. Carried.

Designation of the area to be used as given in the letter of

June 14, 1951 from Mr. Corbalis:

300 feet from the north boumary of the pro perty
1000 feet from the east boundary of the pro perty

400 feet trom the south boundary of the property, and
500 feet frOm ti'B west boundary of the property. as
shown on the plat presented with the case.

Mr. Schu.rm.nn returned and the Wllcox case was reopened:

The ground is zoned 180 feet rural business. The ax;pllcant 1s

using only 16(; feet of th is zoning - thEll the pro party joins

residential property. However has has a 20 foot strip beyond

woot he is actL¥l.lly using. The setback from this sIde must be

25 feet. He suggested that Mr. Wilcox start oonstructlon on the

opposite sIde of the court and ask far rezoning or a variance on

the ~olnlng property.

Mr. Dawson said the side road may be importa~t in the future

lind the bUilding looated too olose would not be good. Verlin
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'7. .:rSJnith agreed. Mr. Schumann suggested deferring this to June 26th. .-I ...."

Mr. V. 3m1th so moved. Mr. Dawson s6oon:led. Carried.

Wm. and Lesta Harris, for permission to install kitchen facilities

to be used temporarily, on second floor of dwelling located on Lot

15, Sect. 21 Sleepy Bollow, Falls Church District.

Mr. Charles Patton Henry, attorney, appeared with the applicants.

He related the story back of this request. MI. Harris' parents are

very old and need constant care - the e:ppl1cants have as.ked them

to live with them in order to administer proper care to the old

couple. The old father has a mouth canoer and palsy Which 1s very

embarrassing to him and others when he eats. It was planned to

have a separate kitchen installation for the old parents so they

could be to themselves especially at meal time. This 1s only a

temporary arraI8ement and all use of this secom floor as a secom

living unit will be abandoned when ttl e old parents are gone.

Mr. Robert W. Moore, living diagonally across the street spoke

for Mr. Gray, Citizens Assn. Presidnet who could not be present,

objecting. He read letters, one from the citizens association

and letters between the citizens association and Mr. Harris.

Lir. Moore said the neighbors had not been informed by the Harriaes

just what they were going to do. Considerable arg~nt followed

between the Harrises and'Mr. )doore and others wi'Elther or not the

neighborhood had been properly informed of the Harris intention to

take care of their parents in this manner.

Mr. Moore wanted an affidavit saying this use would be abandoned

when the need was no longer there. Mr. and Mrs. Harris said they

were perfectly Willing to give this affidavit. The Board felt that

this was a matter more of public relations than of complete dis.

agreement and that th e two could get together with a satisfactory

agreene lIt •

Mr. 3chum9.nn said Mr. Harris had cone to his ottice and was willi

to sign suah an agreement.

Mr. Dawson moved to deter the case until July 17 and instructed

Mr. Schumann to see that a court agreement be drawn up satisfactory

to bath plrties - so the Board could act. Verl1n SIllith seconded.

Carried.

The Board adjourned to lunch.

Upon reconvening Mr. Dawson took the Chair. The meeting was

adjourned to the Circuit Court Room.
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19 - Beard of Supervisors of i'alrfsx County, far permission for

location, oonstruction, aOO operation of a sewage treatment plant

and related faoilities, aD 21.321 aores on the easterly side of

Fort Hunt Road, joining Belleview Apts. on the north. Mt. Vernon

Dis trlot.

Mr. James Corbal1s appeared tor the Board of Supervi Bar s with

Mr. Robert McCandlish acting as attorney.

Mr. Carballa Bsked for the report of the Planning Commission

which approved the site saying in the opinion of the Comm1ss1on

it did not materially affect adversely the health or safety of

persons residing or workill€ in the neighborhood and the loca.tion

would not ultimately affect adversely the development or the

ne ighboring property.

fwf..r. Carballa located the tract, by maps. He stated th4tthe Plan

would take care of from. 40 to 45,000 persons and designed to ulti

mately accommodate 80,000 persons. The State Water Control Board :1

has stated that streams cannot be polluted and the County must hav

a plant. A letter was read from the Interstate Commission on the

Potomac River Basin stating that the erection of such a plant as

planned here would not create a health hazard nor be objectionable

if properly designed, maintained and operated.

Mr .. Corbalis said the selection of this site had been made atter

long study - engineering and economic - stUdy of topography, oeees

sity, disoharge, growth, existing pipe lines and other facilities.

It was seleoted with the knowledge that it was in a residential

distriot but studies had shown that it could be 80 located and

incorporated into the area without harm to such an area. There

are no buildings within 350 tt .. of the proposed location. The

topography is 8ati8factory~beingwooded.. The site includes approx

imtely 21 acres - :H acres ot wbld1 m.ll be cleared. The plant

will be well screened and would not be seen from. any or the

surrouniiI:€ residmtial areB. The school joins this area on the

north am no objections ha.come trom Ulat Board .. This will be

about 700 ft. away. The nearest dwelling is aIIlroxifrBtely 1600

ft. away .. Belleview Apts. is now 1000 ft. away ..

Mr. Carbalia went into tile tllree different types at plmts which

could be erected: The type plant selected fOr this installation

llntermediate) is well suited to tb e topography. can be eoonomical

enltU'ged when necessary, and oan be well suited in arohitecture to

a residential area. It is small BJXl compact. It will have a

settling tank for solid materials which mteria1e when dried will

be removed and the run-off chlorinated. Mr .. Corbal1s showed
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samples of material dried and treated whioh are entirely odorless.

The possibility of odors 1s slight if the plant 1s properly operated

a.nd maintained. Whatever odors might come from the plant will not

be objectionable. The actual plant will take up 1~ acres all of

which will be tnoroughly screened. Structures will be of brick.

Plants 1n residential areas, Mr. Corbalis stated, are not a novel

experienae. He recalled four plants either in operation or under

construction which are in residential areas. (VlenDf:l, Plmm.ltt Hills

Hollin Hall Village and Town of Fairfax) He showed pictures ot

plants already constructed indicating how such plans could well

tit into a residential area.

A letter from G. Wallace Carper·was read regarding an inspection

trip he had llL8de at the suggestion of the Bmrd of Supervisors to

determine advisibllity ot suoh a plant in a residential area. On

this trip he investigated construction, operation arYl treatmEnt

facilities of variOUB plans aId submitted a detailed report on

his findings. Mr. Corballs accompanied Mr. Carper. The report

showed tha t odors occurred only when the plant was overloaded 01'

improperly operated and maintained. In mBny localities homes were

very near the plant and there were no obj ection. In one instance

a FHA project was very near. Gpreral good develoPment was near the

plants.

Mr. Corbalis also visited many other plans investigating operation

and location and did not find adverse oonditions surrounding the

installation. He felt that opposition to such a plant was entirely

psyohological - that it was necessary for people to see a plant to

appreciate its inoffensive oharacter.

Mr. Carbalis stated under questioning that Belle Haven was )950

ft. away from the proposed plant.

Mr. Andrew Clar~ asked for the location of alternate sites. Mr.

McCandlish thought this was not pertinent. The Chairman overruled

Mr. McCandlish's objection. Mr. Corhalis listed the other sites

and told Why consideration was abandoned.

Mr. aandall Caton suggested that the county hold up construction

until after the ourrent regional sewage-disposal survey is dompleted

which might result in the county joining on a regional construction

plan.

L~. McCandlish stated that the attorney general had ruled that

a separate plant for F~irfax County Sanitary District NO.1 had to

be built with the money from the present bond issue. The regional

plan will take care of future development.

,0
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Other locations were discussed, Nx. Corbalis explaining Why

they could not be censid ered.

Mr. Oyster, Mr. Wyatt, and Mr. Keller questioned the speaker.

Mr. Harwood of Bucknell Syndicat~, representing land adjoining,

stated that he is in favor of this installation, for health

reasons.

Dr. Heath, County Health Officer, spoke favoring the plant.

He detailed health conditions in the county, dangerous COnditions

regarding septic tanks to Which there is no answer due to ground

and wate~ levels - except a disposal plant. He spoke of possible

odors but said that could be controlled by proper operation.

He urged that the plant be installed at the earliest date possible

Mr. J. R. Simpson, Sanitary Ensineer for FHA spoke. He reviewed

the selected site, plans tmd type of treatment. He said many FHA

projects were located in the imediate vicinity of disposal plants~

that offensive odors had been negligible-that FHA would insure to

wi thin 4 or 500 feet of a plant. There was no concern whatever

about a project 1000 feet away. There are Places insured as clOse

as 50 feet. But that WR8 not general. Each case was an individu

projeot and rested on its own conditions. Mr. Clarke questioned

Mr. Simpson relative to loans, odors and depreciation of surround

ing property, value of projects Dear such installation.

f4r. A. B. Elliot, Underwriter for FHA Spoke. He listed many

large projects insured by FHA which had not been adversely affecte

by a disposal plant. He stated he would not favor underwriting s

loan on construction closer than 800 feet from a plant l but it

would depend upon the type ot plant considered. The one the count

anti cl'pstes would be satia factory.

Mr. Kurcias questioned the speaker regarding depreciation. Mr.

Elliott said he would reflect the prOXimity to a plant in his

estillBte or value. He stated that as an appraiser the market and

competitive conditions were determining tactors in placing a loan.

Mr. Landrith stated that buildings in Belle View Apts. would be

JOG feet of the plant iind more wildings to be built would be

650 ft. and be did not think the developmen t would be adversely

affected.

Mr. Kinok suggested that because of ,the plant joining property

might becone lndustrial In charaoter or oommercial which in his

opinion is bad planning. Mr. Elliott thought it had never been

demonstrated that such zoning would folloW or depreciation would

tallow this installation.

I
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Mr. L~e objected - because of estd.blishing a bad precedent ..

Mr. Elliott was questioned about loans on Bucknell.

Mr. Oyster questioned lauDs in a poor market stating t~t this

being a sellers market lo~ns were more liberal. Mr. Elliott

thought anything 4 or 500 feet away would be a good loan risk.

Mr. Richey suggested that the psychologlc~l factor was important

in determining values.

Mter a 10 minute recess the OPposition presented their findings.

Mr. Joseph Wyatt, President, Belle Haven Gltlzens Association spoke.
,

Approximately 150 cit1zens were present opposing this installation.

llr. Arthur Shaffer opposed the IiIppllcation stating he fevored

location of the pL:1Ilt in an industrial zone. He rea.lized the need

the plttnt and voted for it but was always oppooed to this particula

location. He was not in favor of locating plants allover the

county in residential lireas - they should be COnfined to industrial

property in order not to depreciate values. He suggested waiting

for the report or Interim Committee on regional sewage disposal.

~\ndrew Clarke appeared representing opposition in the neighborhood

of the ph.nt. He recalled certain proj ects that th e Board of .Appeal

and Board of Supervis or s bad opposed, because it affected joiniog

property adversely and reque sted the Board to take consistfmt action

this time. He objected to the site - entering a well developed

residential area with this project which is bound to depreciate

property. He reiterated the fact that regardless of mechanical

factors in operation ttlere would be odors. He suggested that other

sites were far mOl'e desirable - espeCially the one near the rail

road, Northern Va, Construction Go. property and Cameron Run. This

was considered and ubandoned - he did not know why. Mr. Clarke

stated thtlt the opposing group was Pl"esent because they were

affected and were exercising their right to protest. He uSKed the

Board to be cODsis tant am reject this application.

UX. Randall Caton, represeJ~ing the Belle Haven Realty Corporation

spoke. He likened this to spot zoning, and charged it WOuld lessen

values, It will encourage ~8quests for rezoning 8nd thus depreciate

values. He also suggested consideration of other sites and waiting

for the report of the Interim Committee on a larger plan for the

entire area.

Mr, Joseph Wyatt, President of the Belle Haven Citizens Asso.

spoke. He stated that they were interested in orderly development

aDd zoning. He considered this actually a rezoning - permitting

an industrial use in the heart of one of the most important resi ..

dential areas in the county. This Is objectionable. He stated that
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this p16nt and the bonds were discussed without individuals

realizing where it was to be located. There was considerable

confUsion as to the various sites originally discussed. State
were

menta/made tha.t the citizenry wa.s not sufficiently informed.

Mr. Bryant spoke - represent 300 home owners - opposing.

Lester Simpson protested the location - asking investigation of

an industrial district. 'this is an alrel:l.dy J:lettled area and the

people there should be cons !dered.

Mr. Farrington spoke - opposing -stating there had not been

sufficient investigation of ct.her sites. He suggested and

industrial area.

Ed. Sillith, ?resident of the fut. Vernon Citizens Associl::l.tion

spoke, opposing, also Mr. ChUm of Belle View AIJ3,rt.ments.

In rebutt~l ~~. ~orbalis showed~the original map Which had

been oarried around from citizens group to citizens group seeking

support for the bond issue ~nd the present site was definitely

located in red. He felt thl::l.t the publio· wwas well informed and

this site is in the offioial reoords of the Boord of. Supervisors.

Other sites were disoussed. Mr. Carbalis said this one was

ohosen because it is the most practical from an engineering

standpoint ... it appears to be the cheapest far construction.

The Board or Supervisors had detennined the site and it was well

publicized, that the engineering report and the map were in...

corporated in a resolution by the Board of Supervisors on the

faith of which the people bought bonds for a sewage treatment

plant.

It was brought out that the bond issue did not tie the

construotion to this one location - it could be diverted to

another site. However, expenditures h&ve already been made.

Testimony completedJthe Chairman asked fOr discussion within

the Board. After considerable discussion Mr. Brookfield stated

tha.t he is l::l. member of the Planning CO.llll1isslon a.nd represents

the Planning Commission on this Bo~rd. The Commission bad voted

to recommend this application to be granted. Therefore he moved

that the application be granted because Sanitary District No.1

had voted for it, the money has been borrowed, the Board of

Supervisors approved the referendum, money has been obtained and

some spent, and the Attorney General says this money cannot be

used for anything 'tlse except a sewage disposal plant in Sanitary

District No.1. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried. Mr. BroOkfield,

J. B. smith, ani Piggott voted for the resolution. Mr. Verlin

smith and Mr. Dawson did not vote.
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Mr. Verlin Smith felt that the motion did not include the

reasons given in the Ordinance required tor granting such an

iIlStallation.

The Chairman announced that there were 9 deferred cases yet

to be taken up and if any applicants were still present their

case would be taken up - otherwise they would be deferred. It

was requested that If.r. Eckstein ani Mr. Lynch be heard.

Deferred Cases:

Irving Eckstein, for permission to allow a detached garage to

remain located 11 feet 10 inches from the rear property line

which is ~uander Rd •• Lot 9. Block No. Sect. I-A, BUcknell

I

I

Manor, Mt. Vernon District.

The PreslEl.ent of the Bucknell Citizens Association was present

and stated that the Association did not object - that the garage

was located in error and he did not think the property owner should

be penalized. The hardship in re-looating the sarage was discussed.

Mr. Brookfield moved to grant the application but withdrew his

motion. Mr. V. Smith tboufYlt the Board should hear from Mr. Neal

at the State regarding a plan tor planting survey. He moved to

defer the application pending hearing from the Virginia Department

of Hip,hways. Ur. 3rookfield seconded. Carried.

Vernon M. Lynch, tor permission to operate a gravel pit on approx.

150 acres located 2000 ft. south of Rt. 644 and north of the R. F.

and P. R. R. and J/~ mile east of Rt. 350, Mt. Vernon District.

This case was deferred for inspection of the property. V.r. Lynoh

explained that he had Several roads be could use to get into the pit

He could use vthlohever the Board deSignated. This is a natural

Industrial location, a gravel pit haVing been operated on part or

this property tor some time. The gravel 1s at first quality _ rare

in the county - and meets the specifications of the State Highway

Department. He will use much of the gravel tor his C1Nn interests an

sell the surplus. This is high ground - really the top of 8 hill an

the exoavation will be merely taking down the hill. He paid $80.00e

for this ground because of the good quality at tille gravel.

Mr. Wm. Barber represented the opposition. He read a letter tram

the Citizen'S Association in the vicinity opposing this use. He

felt that this installation would depreciate property values, inorea.

traffio hazard and the outlet read would oreate a dangerous corner

since it is on a curve. Many accidents have occurred there. The

highway has recently been rebuilt for people 1n the area and it will

not take heavy truck travel. Gravel truck drivers 1n Mr. Barber's

opinion are notoriously bad drivers - their acoiLient rate is high.

He presented a petition opposing signed by 43 residents.
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Mr. F. L. Smith spoke, opposing. He objected to the USe of

the various roads into the pit.

Mr. Lynch said since he owned so much property 1n the vicinity

he himself would be the ItlSt one to wish to depreciate property

values. This property w111 be SUbdivided in t 1me - after the

gravel is taken oft. The ground would be put in proper oondition

upon completion of the digging. Mr. F.. L. smith said that that

requlrelm nt is stated in the Ordinance but had not been tollowed.

Mr. Verlln SIIl1th llIlde the rallONing motion: That the appl1ca.ti n

be granted for 1 year within the area designated by the red lines

on the plat submitted wi th this case, provided 100 toot setbaok

trom all property lines is observed (excluding the R. F. and P.

R. R. side) in conformanoe with the zoning Ordinance and at the

intersection of the Franconia Road and the outlet road into the

gravel pit sufticient tilling be put in to make a safe approach

and all gravel leaving the entire tract be taken out over the

street throUgh the Talbot land, as the Board does not think this

will adversely atfect adjoining property. U~. Brookfield

secoDied the Illotion and it was carried.

Arthur Cushins, to erect a carport wi th in 3 teet of the side

property line, Lot 16, Blook B. Fairdale. Falls Church District.

}I.r. Cushing bad sald he could m:let a 5 foot setback for his

carport. Mr. Brookfield moved to grant this 5 toot setback and

Mr. V. Sm1 th secomed. Carried.

I

I

I

The me eting was

s. Cooper Dawson, Chid rman

Jun~ 26, 1961

A Special Meeting of the
Fairfax County Board of Zon
ing Appeals was held June 26,
1951 in the Board Room of
the Fairfax County Office
Building at 10:00 a.m. with
the following members present:
Messrs Dawson, Brookfield,
Piggott, and VerlinSmith.
Mr. White, Zoning Adminis
trator and Mr. Mooreland
were present.

I Mr. Andrew' Clarke was present representing Messrs Jerome Karle

and Kenneth Caird, both of whose applications had been denied by

the Board, asking that these cases be reopened. In the Karle cas

he was of the opinion that the Board had not given consideration

the saving of a particular tree. l/.II". Smith asked to'--have the hou

I

I

..+ .,1r..~ ..." .... M1"". R1""nnkfield moved to ,ltr~nt a rehearing JUly_",17~h•
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Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

In the Calrd case Mr. Clarke said a petition from the neighborz

had been prepared requesting that the Board grant this applicS[on.

He wished to present facts to the Board that were not presented at

the hearing. ~~.Brookfleld moved and Mr. Piggott seconded that

the rehearing be granted. Carried. (This also July 17th.)

2 - Helen Mar S~evens, for permission to operate a private school on

1-1/2 acres on the west side of Springfield Road, approximately l~

1/2 mile north of the Shirley Highway, Mt. Vernon District.

Mr. Andrew Clarke represented Mrs. Stevens. This is known as the

Gellispie property. It was located on a map showing distances fro

neighbors. ~~s. Heffner who owns property immediately joining thi

(she does not live on this property) stated she had no objections.

She said they would build on their ground later {Lot 17{.

~~s. Hopkins, owner of the property joining Mrs. aevens Grass

hopper Green School on Route 7 stated that the school was not in

the least objectionable to her - that Mrs. Stevens had conducted a

good school, well disciplined children, in fact it was an asset

to the community rather than a detriment.

Mrs. Stevens spoke - detailing her experience and her plans. The

age group would be from 2 to e years. She is having to vacate her

Fairlington school as the building has been sold and must find a

new location. She has only day pupils. a staff of 12 teachers and

someone with the children at all times. The ground is partly wood

ed in the rear but approximately 3 acres are cleared for play area.

She will use the workshop as the school room when it is remodeled

with proper lighting and air. The place has a deep well and the

Health Department has checked the s~ptic tank and said it was ad

e~uate now but if there is at any time an overflow they would rec

ommend how many additional feet of field would be needed. The

School will have approximately 25 children. There had been a schao

of this type in the neighborhood and no one objected to it. It is

not operating now.

The Chairman asked for objections. Mr. J. S. Watson spoke agains

the school. His property joins the Gillespies. Hefhome is about

200 feet from the Gillespie house and the play area would be in

his front yard. He objected to the noise.

Mr. Cole, across Springfield Road. objected. His mother i5 ill

and the added noise would be distressing. Mr. Clarke brought out

that Mr. Cole's house was considerable distance away and the noise

could not be considered. Mr. Cole also objected because of septic

conditions. He s~ated that the soil in this area does not absorb

and the ,septic field could not be made adequate.

~. J. F. Smith objected. His property joins. He did not like
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the idea of putting a commercial venture in a good residential

district. Any school, no matter how well conducted, would put th

street on a commercial basis - and would act as the opening wedge

He had talked with many real estate men who all stated that such

a use would depreciate property in the vicinity. It would be

noisy. He also spoke of the bad septic field conditions. the

property in question is low and does not drain well. He himself

is higher but found it necessary to put in 650 feet of extra drai

age. He could not see how the Gillespie field could possibly tak

care of 25 children. Mr. Smith thought this would also encourage

others to seek commercial zoning as he was sure many on Spring-

field Road had that in mind.

Mr. Clarke brought out the fact that this is only a use permit

not a rezoning. Mr. Smith agreed - but the ultimate result is th

same.

The school which had been discontinued in the neighborhood was

discussed as to objections and septic. Mr. Brookfield said it

had been on very much higher ground and had no septic trouble but

that the entire area had had great difficulty with drainage.

Mr. Smith said he had often seen overflow in this field but

that Capt. Gillespie had had it pumped often and had taken very

good care of it.

Mrs. Smith objected to the noise. She also talked with real

estate people who had stated that this use would devaluate pro

perty values. Considerable discussion followed and Mr. Clarke re

quested names of the real estate firms contacted. Mrs. Smith gav

a list - but questioned What this had to do with the case. Mr.

Watson said - after all the property owners themselves were the

judge of devaluation of their own property.

Mr. Horton objected because of drainage - it drains toward h

and water was often standing on his ground. There are odors and

the drainage is not clear water. He objected to this commercial

ization. However, he would have no great objection of the Health

Department would approve the septic field.

I~.Oordon on Lot 12 objected because of drainage. There is a

natural drain toward his property - a str~ is running constantly

. which looks like dishwater. he stated that the ground would take

only so much water and adding to the use of sewage would make a

very bad situation for him.

Mr. Clarke tried to get Dr. Heath or Mr. Robey from the Health

Department to testify as to septic conditions but both were un-

available.

Mr. Smithts wading pool was discussed - the number of children

using it and the number of children in his yard.

I
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Three letters were read opposing: From William P. Watts, Jr.,

Gordon Edwards, and Paul J. Dumm, all objecting for reasons previ

ously brought out - devaluation of property, noise, and s~age.

Capt. Gillespie said the drainage was storm water not sewage.

Senator Clarke suggested that the case be deferred for a report

from the Health Department. Mr. V. Smith said if that was the de

termining facot in the case it was all right to defer it - otherwi

he felt they could settle it today. Mr.Dawson said the drainage

was very important to him.

Mr. Brookfield moved to defer the case until the next regular

meeting. Mr. V. Smith said the case sould ge granted contingent

upon the report from the health Department. The Fire Control Boar

report was also mentioned. It was thought necessary.

The Chairman summarized the case saying the principal objections

were to the drainage caused by a hard pan soil Which would not ab·

80rb properly for septic fields, the noias l and devaluation of pro

perty.

Mr. Brookfield withdrew his motion and made the following motion

to deny the case because of the devaluation or property in the

neighborhood. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

Sam A. Hill, ror permission to construct addition to present dwell

ing to come 20.5 feet from side property line and 6 feet from rear

line on Lots 4 and 5, Van de Venter Farms, ¥rovidence District.

Lt. Hill appeared. This is a long narrow piece of ground. At

the rear is an old road which never was ofricia11y abandoned. Lt.

Hl11 is trying now to get title to one halr of this road. No one

has ever taken title to it after the new road was relocated. Also

this Is an old lot of record before the Ordinance and the Zoning

Administrator could not relieve the setback to this extent. It is

impossible to meet the zoning requirements. The Hills bought this

property about two years ago and have built a temporary structure.

Now they are ready to bUild their permanent home.

Mr. Mooreland said this road bUsiness happened when 2)7 was re

routed to do away with a curve and it created this lot. Mr. Brook

field moved to grant the application because of the peculiar shape

and condition of the lot. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

DEFERRED CASES:

R. E. Stafford; tor permission to locate dwelling within 23 feet 0

right of way line of Lee Park Court, Lot 7, Slade's Addition to

BroThill Park, Falls Church District.

Three plats were shown with proposed road. It is the requirement

of the Planning Commission that this road tie in with the road al

readT in existence in the joining subdivision. In order to do thi

and meet the setback on this old non-conforming house - the road
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would have to make a very distinct curve to join. Mr. Stafford

presented oDe plat which the Planning Commission had approved

making a 25 foot setback for the house and thereby reducing the

curve.

.1Mr~ V.Smith ~~gested that if this old house were left this c1

se to the road it might encourage the developers to consider this

an established setback and make the newer house! conror~ to that

setback. Mr. Stafford said they would definitely not do that and

he felt the old house which is of log con~truction will fall down

before too long.

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

ing the 25 foot setback from the front property line and it is

understood that the building setback line Will be complied with

Lots 6 and 8, as required by the Zoning Ordinance in this zone,

granted 88 per plat prepared by H.C.Wright, Jr. 6-25-51. Second

ed by Mr.Brookfield. Carried.

Mrs. W. R. Curtis, for permission to resubdivide Lots 127, 128,
and part 01 129, Section I, Greenway Downs. with less than the

required area and frontage, Falls Church District.

This case was deferred for ~urveyorls plats. Mr&. Curtis had

shown two pos8ible plans for diViding the lots and was told to

have the plat made of Plan B. which was her choice for the divi

sion of the lots. This is an old 5ubdivis1on and the hoUS*8 are

already built. Mr. V. Smith moved to grant the diVision of the

lots according to Plan B as it appears to be for the good ot

the geperal welfare of the owners and for the second lot and

also because this is an old subdivision. Mr. Brookfield seconded

Carried.

Mrs. J. W. Miller, Lot 10 and part ot Lot 9. Smarrland. Falls

Church Diatrlct, had asked for a reopening of his case- requestin

that since the objection to his garage by his neighbor had been

removed that he be allowed to retain the brick walls of his garag

which are already constructed. Mr. V. Smith had seen the propert

He thought it was a mistake to have the garage so close to the

line, however. he moved to grant the applicant the right to en

close the third side of his garage in order to make a foundation

for his porch. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

W, Parker Richardson. for permission to construct gasoline fill

ing station OD 1/2 acre (approximately) on the south side of R~.

642 - 100 feet east or the Shirley Highway at Lorton, Lee Distri

A plat was shown which had been designed by Mr. Schumann. re

locatIng the gas station which would allow access from Rt. 600 to

642. The State had given permIssion for ingress and egress from

Rt. 642, It was agreed that most of the traffic would be on Rt.

37{)
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Mr. V. Smith suggested referring this to the Planning Commission

for study and report. The Board Should also study the problem and

report aack at the July 11th meeting. Mr. Smith so moved. Mr.

Brookfield seconded. Carried.

TheBoard adjourned •
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642. By locating the filling station in this way it would give

room for cars on both sides of the building. Mr. Brookfield moved

to grant the application as per map worked out by Mr. Schumann,

maintaining the 320 foot setback from the Shirley Highway but with

•••

a 16 toot setback on the side joining the neighboring property. Mr.

V. Smith added, with Mr. Brookfield's consent, that thia include

putting an entrance from Rt. 642 to 600 because the corner propert

is so narrow. Seconded by V. Smith. Carried.

L. J.W11cox, for permission to construct and operate tourist court

with less setback than required from Gadsby Road, on Lots 2 to 9,

inclusive, (approximately 1 acre) Block 2, Hybla Valley Farms, Mt.

Vernon District.

~~. Wilcox was attempting to maintain sufficient area in the in

side court of his motor court in order to have parking space and

room to t~ around. It was s~ested pushing the entire structure

closer to the joining property line. ~~. Wilcox said this would

interrere with his drive into the service station on this property

and the entrance road to his rear tourist cabins. ~~. Schumann di

not wish to break the 50 foot setback line trom Gadsby Road because

ot the very likely development ultimately on this road - it would

set a bac prescedent and would not be good planning. Mr. V. Smith

agreed that this would cause more requests to line up with this

reduced setback. There are already 6 cabins on this property and a

gasoline station. Mr. V. Smith moved to defer the application to

view the property. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried. Deferred to

July 17. 1951-

Mr. Mooreland asked to discuss chinchilla tarms with the Board. He

said this had been regarded simply as a hobby but since 80 much

money was involved it was fast becoming a business and he thought

should be under restrictions. At present this could be carried on

in any district if the owner can meet the 100 foot setbacks. Kennel

for dogs have been brought before the Board of Appeals - does the

Board wish the same procedure for theee rarms.
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July 17, 1951
The Regular Jlieeting. of, the
Fairfa% County Board of Zon
ing Appeals was held July 17,
1951 in the Board Room of the
Fairfax County Office Building
at 10:00 a.m. with the follow
ing members present: Messrs
Daw50D1 Brookfield, Piggott,
J. B. Smith, and Verlin Smith.
Mr. «hite, Zoning Inspector,
waS present.

Mr. Brookfield acted ae Chairman
for the first part of the meeting.

Lee Kochlek, for permission to allow completion of dwelling which ie

located 55 feet from center of a )0 foot road and 40 feet from right

of way of said road, on 1 acre located approximately 350 feet north

of Route 692 and about 1/2 mile east of Junction of fit. 692 and 693.

Providence District.

Mr. Kochlek said this 1s a 30 foot road which has never actually

been dedicated. It dead ends and is not improved - more than a good

stand of gravel. The property back of this road is a farm whieh wil

not be subdivided for many year~. Mr. Dawson said, however, that

37 t?--
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this 30 foot road will some day be Widened to ,0 feet and will no

doubt be an entrance road to the property immediately back of this

lot. The applicant now sets 55 feet from the center or thl" 30 .ft.•

road _ he should be 60 feet. }~. White made the inspection and did

the posting and he did not think the five foot variance too great.

Mr. Dawson mo~d to grant the application because the house on th.

next lot is substantially the same distance back from the 30 foot

road and thie is a subdivision recorded prior to the Ordinance. Mr.

Verlin Smith seconded. Carried.

2 _ Morton S. Beyer, for permission to locate attached garage l' feet

from side property I1ne, Lot 16, Bnd south half of Lot 15, Block 2,

McHenry Heights, Providence District.

Mr. Beyer said he had a rambler type house and wished to make the

addition in keeping with his present construction, and in harmony

with the neighborhood. There is a tree 12 feat from the corner of

the house which the applicant wishes to saVe. This additlonwill be

~5 or 50 feet from theneighbor who does not object. The driveway 1

already in. Mr. V. Smith suggested cutting down on the width of th

breeze..y. Mr. Beyer said this would interfere with the architect

ure of the building and would bring the garage too close to the tre

Mr. V. Smith moved to grant the applicant a ) foot exception so

the garage,-ould be 17 feet from the side property line, in order t

preserve the tree which is 12 feet trom the house. Mr. Dawson seco

ed. Carried.

) ~ Garland R. Ritter, for permission to locate carport within ,a inchs

of side property I1ne, Lot 130, fenWick Park, on Lawrence Drive,

Falls Church. I>1strlct.

I
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Mr. Dawson said this was bringing the buildings too close together

with such additions, the houses would actually be 15 or 16 feet apart.

Mr. Ritter said his driveway was already in - with a retaining wall

which would be. expensive to move. There were no objections. Mr. V.

Smith suggested locating the garage back of the rear line of the hous

and locating it 4 feet from the side line which would be in line with

the driveway. Mr. Ritter said he didnt want it there - it broke up

his back yard and planting. Mr. Smith said this was granting too mue

of a variance and he was not in favor of it. He moved to deny the ap

plication because it does not conform to the minimum requirements
!!c£-..O>-' 7

which have recently become more lenient. ?lor • ...Bt ookliei'd ·seconded.

Carried.

4 - Thompson and Case, for permission to have less than required setback

for dwellings on the following lots all located in Ellison Heights,

Falls Church District:

Lots 5 and 6 with 14.05' side setback and 39.80' front setback.

Lots 7 and 8 with 14.7' side setback.

Lots 26 and 27 with 13.1' and 12.9' side setbacks, all in Block F,

and:

Lots 39 and 40 with 14.3' side setback

Lots 43, 44, and part of 45 with 14.7' side setback.

Lots 46, 47, and part of 45, with 13' side setback and )1' setback

from Highland Street, all in Block C.

This su8division was approved in 1907 Mr. Thompson said. Mr.Dawson

moved to grant Lots 5 and 6 becaUSe it is a very small vairance. Mr.

V. Smith seconded. Carried. Mr. Dawson moved to grant Lots 7 and 8

because of the small variance. Mr. Figgott seconded. Carried. Also

he moved to grant lots 26 and 27 as it was shown that the house Was

not straight with the lot line. A later survey showed the dwelling t

he on an angle - granted a l' 11" setback on the west side property

line, Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried. Mr. V. Smith moved to grant lots

43 and 44 and part of lot 45 as per the application because it is an

old subdivision and a very small exception and it improves the neigh.

borhoad by combining the two lots of record. Mr. Dawson seconded.

Carried.

Lots 46 and 47 and part of 45 were discussed. Mr. V.Smith moved to

defer these to view the property. Mr. JB Smith seconded. Carried.

5 - Charles S. Weaver~ for permission to construct garage-addition to pre

sent dwelling to come 8.3' from side property line and 34.75' from

front right of way line) Lot 30, Brilyn Park, 710 Meridian Street,

Providence District.

Mr. Weaver said his lot was level in front but had a steep drop just

at the building line. His second floor is level with the front of the

lot and the first floor level with the back o£ the house. It is about

vi J~
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a 25~ drop. This would make it practically impossible to locate

the garage back of the house also the drain field is back of the

house. Mr. V. Smith suggested that theBoard should see the propert

since this seems to be a topographic condition. Mr. Smith moved to

d.fer the applicat10n until July 31st to view the property. Mr.

Piggott seconded. Carried.

E. H. Ayers, for permission to construct additional tourist cottage

on 10.4108 acres on the west side ot U. S. #1, 7 miles south of

AleEandri8, Keystone Courts, Mt. Vernon District.

Mr. V.Smith did not think the plats submitted were sufficient sin

they did not give exact locations of the buildings. It will be nec

essary to show the locations when the permit is requested. Mr.

Daweon moved to approve the application because it is merely carry

ing out an addition to an existing court. Mr. JB Smith seconded.

Carried. Verlln Smith W<oted No. - as he wanted first to see the

bUilding locations. Messrs Dawson, JB Smith, and Piggott voted Yes

Carried.

7 - John A. Myers, tor permission to erect accessory building within)

feet oC side property line, on part of Lot 12, 13 and part of Lot

69, Ravenwood, Falls Church District.

No one wa~ present to support this ease - it was voted to put it

at the bottom of the list. Motion V. Smith, seconded Mr. Piggott.

8 - Frederick F. Neuzig, for permission to erect duplex on Lots e and 9,

Fairfax Acres, PrOVidence District.

Mr. Neuzig has the area and frontage reqUired for a duplex. There

was no opposition. Mr. V. Smith moved to defer the application ·un

til July 31st to view the property. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

9 - Charles H. Connelly, for permission to locate tool shed with less

than required distance from Ale~ndria Avenue, Lot 3, Block 3,Tau

xemont. southeast Corner of Alexandria Avenue and Ft. Hunt·Road, Mt.

Vernon District.

This is a corner lot and the applicant could not possible meet th

100 foot required setback of an accessory building and still meet

the rear 10 foot setback. There were no objections. Mr. V.Smith

moved to grant the application due to the narrowness of the lot. Mr.

Piggott seconded. Carried. The building is to be an 8 x 10 utility

building. This was added to the motion by consent of both parties.

Carried.

10 - Helen S. Regan, for permission to operate a private school 00 5

acres J part of Lot 2 J Farr and McCandlish property, east side of

Falls Church-Annandale Road, approximately 1/10 mile north of inter

section ot Rt. 236 and 649, Falla Church District.

Mr. Hardee Chamblia represented Mrs. Regan. He stated that the pro

perty is apprOXimately 800 feet from the intersection of Columbia

1
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Pike and Route 236 - the business district of Annandale. The build

iog to be used for the school is one the back of the 5 acre tract

and is ideally located for this purpose - Mr.Chamblis stated,(It

was established that the property was properly posted.)

Mr. Chamblis showed pictures of the 5 acres and the building. The

school ·....ill be $25 feet from the Falls Church-Annandale Road. The

A~stances to actual dwellings vary from 485 feet to 775 feet. Mr.
,/

Chamblis called to the attention of the Board the great need in

Fairfax County for schools and that relief from private schools can

be of great service to the pUblic system which is already q~e~burd

ened. He cited locations allover the county where schools are per

mit ted in residential districts since they are entirely out of pla

in a business district. His clients have looked over the county

very carefully to find property that was sufficiently isolated so

as not to harm residential property and found this the most adapt

able to this use. The building to be used is all on one floor 

has passed fire regulations and health inspection. The yard will

be fenced for the children to play- which will keep the children

at least 75 feet from any dwelling. He spoke Dr birds being raised

on Lot 29 (joining property) and a real estate office of Mr.Simms

also joining property.

The property between the proposed school building and the Falls

Church-Annandale Road, ~~. Chamblis said, would lend itself very

well to subdivision which could be cut into 12,500 square foot lots

This would no 80ubt bring children - probably more than a school.

He suggested that keeping this ground open and haVing the school in

the rear would be more desirable for the neighborhood than a sub

division. Mr. Regan plans to have about 30 children - ages from 4

to 7 years.

Mr. V. Smith suggested that that age range would not relieve the

school situation to any degree-so few of actual school age. Mrs.

Regan said she would also have the Jrd grade ir ~he demamwas there

This school would also, she stated, be a great help to working

mothers.

Mr.Chamblis mentioned the New York Zoning Ordinance which allows

private schools in a residential district - saying they are not

SUitable in business districts. He also stated that the rapidly

expanding population of Annandale would greatly benefit by another

private school in the neighborhood.

Mrs. Jusstison, whos is active in PTA and welfare work, spoke

favoring the school - suggesting that it~uld be a valuable asset

from the standpoint of the wchool situation and working mothers.

Mrs. LUdwig, who will have charge of the school and will live on

the premises, spoke - favoring.
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Other private schools in the neighborhood were discussede

Mr. Gordon Kincheloe represented the opposition. He stated that

this 1s all residential property where people had bought for the ex

press purpose of peace and quiet and did not wish an infringement

of business in the neighborhood. Values are high in this neighbor

hood and he suggested that such a permitted use would depreciate

values. There is one school in the neighborhood already _ the

Annandale Elementary. He presented a petition opposing - with 47

names - all in the general area. He did not think a school for

private gain was appropriate in this neighborhood. He again brough

out that this type of school would be a very small relief to the

crowded school situation as very few would be of school age. He

also stated that the plan of Mr•• Regan to enlarge the school would

be even more undesirable for those living near. He mentioned the

sewage conditions and water.

Mr. Chamblis said they had a well pumping 25 gallons per minute.

Mr. Kincheloe said the purpose of the Zoning Ordinance was for th

orderly development of the County and for the protection of purchas

erB. that people should be assured that they were secure in the cba

acter of the neighborhood in which they bought. as far as changing

status was concerned. Seven stood opposing.

A map was put up and l~. Kincheloe indicated the location of tho

present who were opposing. Each one spoke opposing. They all a

greed that this use would depreciate values and caUSe a noisy nui-

sance.

Mr. Charles Adams, who owns birds, said this was not a business h

carried on but merely a hobby. Mr. Lewis and Mr. Close spoke op

posing. They had bought to get away from noise and business and

they felt this would destroy their security and confidence in the

protection of the Zoning Ordinance. Mr. Adams also opposed.

Mr.Chamblis questioned Mr. Simms about his real estate office on
proposed

property joining the/school.

Mr. Lewis found, incirculating the petition, that all except one

were ardently opposed to this use.

V~. Chamblis read a letter from the Fire Marshall giving ok to th

building for school purposes.

Mr. Chamblis cited cases where schools are located in very good

residential districts in the county and have not depreciated proper

ty. In this case there are only 7 homes near the school _ otherwis

it is an undeveloped area. The school will be operated under the

State Welfare Board, the fire regulations and Health regulations.

The applicant has searched allover the county for a suitable loca

tion and if the Board is ever to allow private schoolS in the count

this is it.

J7~
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Mr. Adams said this school arrect~d a half million dollars of 10-

vestment - the life savings of mgny people. All were jeopardized by

this business USe. He ~tated it was not fair to these property owners:

Mr: V. Smith suggested a buffer strip between the opposing property,

owners and the~ound to be used by the school and a limit to the numb

er of pupils. This was satisfactory to Mrs. Regan.

Mr. V. Smith read the clause under which the school could be grant

ed and with the buffer strip he did not think it would materially har

joining property owners. He made the following IDotion: That the ap

plication be granted because it complies with Section 12, Subsection

FJ Paragraph 2 and that the number of pupils be limited to 50 and a

strip 100 feet wide abutting the rear of Lots 25 through 29 inclusive

100 foot strip abutting the front 1 acre tract owned by Mrs. McClain

be excluded from use by the school and that this use be permitted for

a 2 year period. Mr. Dawson seconded. Carried.

11 - Mrs. Delaphine Sowers, for permission to use present dwelling as a

duplex, Lots 27 and 28, Russell C. Wood Subdivision, Falls ~hurch

District.

Mrs. Sowers was unable to be present and was represented by her

sister in law. There were no detailed drawings of the house. Mr.

Verlin Smith moved to defer this case until July JIst for drawings of

the proposed duplex and that the owner contact the HealhDepartment

for clearance. Seconded, Mr. Piggott. Carried.

Mr. Dawson took the Chairmanship.

DEFERRED CASES:

Otis H. Ellis, had sent a letter asking for an extension of time on

his application to permit location of detached garage 2 feet from rea

property line on Lot 2J, Block E, Sect. 2, Columbia Pines, Falls

~hurch Dist. Mr. Brookfield moved to grant an additional 6 months

and Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

Jerome Karle, for permission to locate dwelling 29 feet from Lake

View Drive, 10 feet from side property line, Lot 92, Sect. I, Lake

Barcroft Estates, Falls Church District.

~~. Andrew Clarke had asked to reopen this case- which had been de~

nied - to save a very large old tree. It was shown that 1{r. ~arle

had, after the denial of his case, submitted plot plans whereby he

could meet the proper setbacks. Mr. Clakke did not know of this. Col

Barger said this was done as a last resotr - and it necessitated cutt

ing the ~ee. Mr. V. Smith moved to deny the application and Mr. Brae.

field seconded, because it does not conform to the minimun requiremen

of the Zoning Ordinance and it infringes on the front setback. Carrie

Mr. Piggott voted No. 14r. Dawson voted Yes.

Kenneth C~ird, to construct addition to present dwelling with less

than required sideyard setback, ~art of Lot 42, First Addition to

377
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Fairland, Falls Church District.

Mr. Andrew Clarke had asked that this case be reopened and it was

granted. Mr. V. Smith said he thought this was going too far _

that the Board should not gr~nt this case which had previously been

denied. There were no ojbections from those present. Mr. Brook

field moved to grant the application. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried

l1r. V. Smith voted No. Mr. Dawson voted - yes.

Mr. Clarke brought up the case of Emmerson Rupert which is advert is

ed and scheduled to come up July 31st - to get an informal decision

from theBoard - whether or not they would have objectlons- in order

that ~~. Rupert might go ahead with negotiations with the developer

and his 10an- if there were to be no objections. This to save him

(Mr. Rupert) time. Mr. V. Smith thought this entirely out of order

The Board made no recommendation.

Constructors. Inc •• Bel Air. Falls Church District, for less setbac

on the lots listed:

Less setback from street r/w on Lots 20S. 209, 210. 211. and less

setback from side property line on Lots 223, 224. 225, 213, 214.

215, 216.

Mr. Brookfield moved that since these were very small variances

and because the houses were already built and sold to innocent pur

chasers. these setbacks should be granted and because this street

was not a main traffic aftery and had plenty of front setback. Mr.

V. Smith seconded. Carried.

Irving Eckstein l to alloW detached garage to remain 11 feet from

Quander Road. Buckne~ Manor. Mt. Vernon District. This case was

deferred for a report from the Highway Department regarding land

scaping. Since the letter had not yet been written to the Highway

Department requesting this information there was no report. The

case was deferred until t~e August meeting. Motion: Mr. V.Smith,

seconded, Mr. Piggott. Carried.

~~. C. D. Shepherd, to construct addition to non-conforming businss

to come 20 feet from side liI~, approximately 1/2 acre on the north

side ot. U. S.#l, approximately 70 yards east of junction with 613.

No one was present to support the case. ~~. Brookfield moved to

defer the case to view the property. Mr. Smith seconded. Carried.

Austin and Eva Guest. for permission to enlarge living quarters on

second floor of existing garage, J acres on Gallows Road. 2 blocks

off Columbia Pike, Annandale. This was reopened at the request of

Mr. Schumann. Since he was not present) the case was deferred to

the August 21st meeting. Motion Mr. V.Smith, seconded. Mr. Brook

field. Carried.

Wm. J. and LeAta Harris. for permission to install kitchen faciIit!

on second floor to be used as temporary living quarters) Lot 15,

I
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Section 2, Sleepy Hollow, Falls Church District.

~~. Charles P. Henry represented the applicants. He reviewed this

case. The very old parents of Mr. Harris are both ill and these

quarters are to be fixed for their use so they can live privately

since Mr. Harris has a very embarrassing pal say condition and Mrs.

Henry has a heart condition. Mr. Henry showed letters from Doctors

confirming his statement regarding the health of both parents.

Mr. Henry stated that he had had a conference with ~~. Thomas Gra

President of -the Sleepy Hollow Citizens Association, who had vigor

ously opplsed this temporary use. Mr. Gray said if an agreement

could be drawn up between the Harrises and the citizens and this

agreement ok'd by their attorneys, Adams, Porter, and Radigan, it

would be satisfactory to him and to the Association. Mr. Henry had
and

drawn a declaration and it was signed by the Harrises/which he had

submitted to both Mr. Gray and the a ttorneys. Mr. Gray had thought

the signatures of all the citizens concerned should be affixed to

the declaration. He, therefore, tlad drawn up an agreement includin

this. The attorneys) Adams, Porter. and Radigan, had approved Mr.

Henry's declaration - saying it was very fair and they thought cove

ed the situation. They stated that Mr. Gray's Agreement while

similar but they did not think it practical because of the require

ment of so many signaures. Therefore, Mr. Henry stated, the Harris

had met the requirements of the Association and gotten the approval

of their attorneys. He asked the Board to grant this use as a human

temporary expedient to~elieve the situation in the Harris' home

for the duration of the life of his parents. All these letters and

Declaration and Agreement are made a part of these records.

A letter from Mr. Gray to the Planning Commission was read.

Mr. V. Smith said he was very sympathetic toward the situation but

the Board understood his attidude toward this area as he had express

ed before.

~~. Brookfield made the following motion: That the application be

granted for a period of 1 year or until the death or removal of both

parents of Mr. Wm. J. Harris, at which time all kitchen facilities

must be removed. ~ir. Piggott seconded. Carried. Mr. V. Smith - not

voting.

L. J. ~llcoxJ to construct and operate tourist court with less set

back than required from gadsby Road, Part of Lots 2-9, inclusive,

Hybla Valley Farms, Mt. Vernon District.

l4r. Brookfield and Mr. V. Smith had seen the property. They were

still of the opinion that Gadsby Road could be a main artery into

property immediately back of Mr. Wilcox which would be ceveloped for

subdivision purposes. Mr. Wilcox said there were three other street

leading to this property which would also serve as entrances to this

v/O\
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property.

Mr. V. Smith said that by granting this probably 300 cases simi_

lar would be before the Board. Also he stated that the State High

way had asked the Zoning Office to maintain front setbacks for

safety. The plats were thoroughly discussed. l~. Wilcox said he

probably would not start construction this year as it 1s 80 late.

Mr. Dawson and r~. V. Smith suggested turning the buildings so as

to use the setback area for parking. It was generally agreed that

since Mr. Wilcox was not building now, h~ make every attempt to re

arrange his plan to meet the setbacks. Nr. Wilcox was satisfied to

have his case deferred indefinitely to go over his plans. Mr.

Brookfield moved that the application be deferred to be brought up

at any regular meeting within 6 months. Seconded, Mr. Piggott.

Carried.

The John Meyers application was deferred to the August meeting

I

I

since no one was present. to discuss the

The Austin Guest~Oa;so was deferred until

case.

August 21 - applicant not

present.

Discussion of chinchilla Farms was deferred until July 31st.

Mr. V. Smith brought to the attention of the Board a dump on the

south side of Lee Boulevard which he had seen State Highway trucks

dumping in. r~. Brookfield moved to instruct the secretary to writ

to th~ Highway Department about the dump. This is located about
I

1/2 mile west of the Falls

V. Smith.

The meeting was adjourned.

Church Airport. Motion seconded by Mr.

r~M
A(1.~oo/

• • •

ooper awson, a rlDan

July 31. 1951

A Special Meeting of the Fairfax
County Board of Zoning Appeals
was held July Jl, 1951 , in the
Board Room of theFairfax County
Courthouse at 10:00 a.m. with
the following members present:
Messrs Dawson, Piggott J Brook
field, J.B.Smith and VerI in
Smith.
Mr. White, Zoning Inspector,
and ~k. Mooreland wer~ present.

Mr.Brookfield acted as Chairman.

1 - Lloyd W. Hazelton, for permission to operate a pharmacology labor

atory.and uses incidential thereto on the premises, on ground locat

ed on the northerly side ofRoute 7 near Andrews Chapel, Providence

I

I
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District.

Dr. Hazelton appearEd before the Board in support of the applica
3 '$'/

tian. He defined the term pharmacology as a branch of medical

Experiments are performed on dogs

and small animals. The work is directed entirely toward submittin

sc'ientific evidence to the Department of Agriculture showing

what effect chemicals have on food stuffs. Reports have also been

submitted to the Surgeon General's office for the Department of

Defense.

This p,oject started in

ready l~ated on the property.

science - the experimentation of effects of chemistry on normal

functions. The Dr. lives on the premises - he has approximately

5-3/4 acres. The surrounding country is predominately farm land.

1946 with three buildings which were a1-

I

I

Mr. Mooreland was asked when he found out about this violation.

He stated about )0 days ago. The Doctor did not know he had to

have a permit as he had consulted his attorney who ~id it was not

necessary, since working with animals in an agricultural district

was permitted. Several of the old buildings are practically on th

line - nonconforming. The other buildings are all right for set-

I
back - the question arose - is this a commercial venture and if so

all animals and the bUildings housing them should be 100 feet from

all property lines.

The Doctor said nothing was manufactured - nothing was sold ex

cept the scientific reports. He had not considered it commercial i

the true sense.

The ehairman asked for opposition. Mr. George Hughes spate. He

lives directly across the street - has a 20 acre farm. He felt

that this use if continued and probably expanded would devaluate

I

I

his property. He said that sometimes, when the wind was in the

right direction, there was an odor from the burning animals and

chemicals - but prevailing winds were in the opposite direction an

it did not bother him to any extent. He thought his property migh

be hurt for the' sale fOr homes.

Mr.Leigh \~o owns a farm bordering two sides of the Hazelton pro

perty said he had no particular objections. There is some odor bu

not offensive but he was afraid this would be letting the bars do

for other commercial uses.

~~. H~hcockJ who ownw property on the north boundary was con-

cerned over the influence of this use on property values. He wond-

ered if he should sell part of his property nearest to the Hazelto

line - would this commercial use affect the sale for residential

purposes. He felt that it would. He had noticed some odor from th,

incinerator and noticed the noise of the dogs. He suggested that

if this use is permitted - what~uld the Board feel if later
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prope~ty near applied for a permit for - say a restaurant _ it

would be difficult to refuse that) in view of this established com

mercial activity.

Hr. Dawson agreed that was a point. ~~. V. Smith suggested this

would not be a very good spot for a restaurant. hr. Earl Sanders

asked why not good for a restaurant. Mr. Smith said because of th

odors. Mr. ~anders said - that was correct - the ordors would be

offensive and therefore hurt neighboring property.

Members of the Vestry from Andrews Chapel, across from the Hazel

ton pro;::erty, were present - objecting. There were present Messrs

Muncy, Sanders, Thayer (Pastor) , and Curry. They all said they

were repressnting the interests of the Church. Their objectipns

were that this project has grown tremendously and they thought it

might lead to other commacial activity - the odors were somewhat

objectionable and the noise. So far they all agreed that it was

not actu~lly objectionable - but looking to the future they quest

ioned if it ,wuld be a good thing for the Church.

Mr. Lyle Smith raised th~ ~uestion whether or not this was spot

zoning. The answer was - No - cnly a permitted use.

Dr. Hazelton said he too lived close to the incinerator and some

times the odors were objectionable but that he had approached a

company \mo designed incineratoru which were entirely odorless. He

hoped to have this installed and therefore do ah·ay with the odors.

He said he would not expand his activities toward the~Hitchcock

property. and would not expand any nearer the h1.ghway.

The necessity of appearing before the Board for a dog kennel was

discussed. ~~. Mooreland said at one time dogs had been classed a

livestock and kennels were approved if they had ~he proper setback

but so many complaints had resulted from granting kennels that the

Zoning Office had re~uested these cases to go before the Board.

gr. V.Smith said a commercial project dealing with animals could

operate in an agricultural district if all buildings were 100 feet

from all prcperty lines.

It was discussed how many animals the Doctor had. He stated tha

he could J as a matter of fact, have 4 or 5000 rats - all inside. H

now has about 1000 rats.

r~. Dawson suggested granting the application for a 2 or 5 year

period since the Doctor has a large investment, with the restrict_

ion that he use the buildings that are already on the property and

provided he furnishes an incinerator which will be odorless.

Dr. Hazelton aSked if after say 2 years J if th~y granted that J

he would have to come back and have another he6ring~ The answer

was yes. The Doctor thought this was too short a period and would

make his entire enterprise very precarious. N~. $anders thought

I

I

I

I

I



I

I

I

I

I

July 31, 1951

also that for his investments it was hardly fair to allow such a

short time. He said he would be willing to go along with a 5 year

pennit.

~~. Dawson made the following motion: That the permit be granted _

because the Doctor has a large investment and has been operating for

5 years - for a period of 5 years provided he continues to use the

same buildings now shown on his plat and provided he furnishes an

incinerator which will be odorless, after which time he shall return

to the Board for an extension if he so desires. Also that this use

shall be discontinued if the Doctor moves his business. Seconded

by Veriin Smith. Carried, unanimously.

2 - Emerson H. Rupert, for permission to locate dwelling g feet frOID

one side property line and from g to 10 feat from the other side

line, which is the lake shore, on Lot 12J, Sect. II, Lake Barcroft

Estates, Falls Church District.

No one was present to support this case. It was voted to put it

at the bottom of the list. Motion - Mr. V. Smith, seconded, V~.

Dawson, and carried.

J - Benjamin F. hyan, for permission to construct garage-addition to pre

sent dwelling to come JO feet from front right of way line, Lot 16

A, Churchill Subdivision, corner Boxwood Drive and Glenheather Drive

Providence District.

The house is located cornerwise on the lot. The applicant showed

his ~lat8 with the proposed addition. There were no objections. He

could not put the addition on the opposite side as it would shut

out the light and air - co~ering windows. Also, the lot falls away

abruptly on that side. If he put the addition back it would disrupt

the drainage. The neighbors do not object. He wants the garage als

for storage~ace. The neighbor is 15 feet from his side line. Dthe

homes in the subdivision are located so they ..~ould not have to ask

a variance.

Mr. Brookfield thought the front setback should be maintained. Mr.

V. Smith stated that the Board had never granted this kind of var-

iance - from a front line. He moved to deny the application because

it does not conform to setback requirements. Seconded, Mr. Dawson.

Carried.

DEFERRED CASES:

Frederick Neunzls, for permission to erect duplex dwelling on Lots

g and 9, Fairfax Acres, Providence District.

Mr. Neunzig said he was combining two lots and building with the

center line as the party wall for the two dwellings. Mr.Verlin Smith

said - since the applicant had the two lots - sufficient frontage

and area - why did he not wish to build the two dwellings. The ap

plicant said he wished to rent one house and this would make the

J 1'3;
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construction cost less. He would build an attractive rambler and

he thought it would be an addi~lon to the neighborhood.

Mr. Hardee Chamblis represented himself as opposing - and also

spoke for others in the neighborhood. He showed the location of

the applicant's property with relation to his own and those op

posing. He said he was against this variance as he thought it was

depreciating to property values. He said there was nothing per

sonal in his opposition but he did not think a duplex should be

located in anyone-family residential district. Those present

opposing were ~~s. Curran, Mrs. Smith, rkr. Henry, TheFairchilds,

Tylers, and Fitzhugh. There are no restrictions on the property

to prohibit this type of dwelling but in Y~.Chamblis opinion by

granting this it would open~e way for others to re~uest the same

thing - and the Board would find it difficult to refuse. Mr.

Chamblis said these were beautiful lots - ideally suited for singl

family dwellings and the Zoning Ordinance should be enforced. By

refusing this application theBoard is not causing a hardship to th

applicant 8S he has sufficient ground for two dwellings and such a

variance would undoubtedly affect surrounding property adversely.

Those opposed stood.

Mr. Neunzig said he would not put up anything objectionable - in

fact the dwellings he had planned would be an improvement to the

neighborhood.

~~. V. Smith said he did not think this type of dwelling~uld f1

into the plan of development in this neighborhood - he moved to de

the application as it does not conform to theZoning Ordinance and

would affect adversely the surrounding neighborhood. Mr. Piggott

seconded. Carried.

Mrs. Delaphine Sowers, for permission to use present dwelling as

duplex, Lots 27 and 28 1 Russell C. Wood Subdivision, Falls Church

District.

Mrs. Sowers was not present 8S she has just taken a new job and

could not very well leave. ~w. Dawson moved to view the property

(this case had been deferred for that purpose) today amd make a

decision on the ground. Seconded, Mr. Piggott. Carried •.

Mr. C. D. Shepherd, for permission to construct addition to non

conforming business to come 20 feet from side line on approximate

1/2 acre on the north side of U. s. iI, approximately 70 yards

east of junction of No. land 613, Mt. Vernon District.

Mr. Dawson moved to view the property and make a decision on the

ground. Mr.,V. Smith seconded. Carried.

Mr. gharles S. Weaver, for permission to construct garage-additio

to dwelling to come a.J feet from side line and 34.75 ,ft. from

front right of way, Lot 30, Brilyn Park, Providence District.
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Mr. Weaver said the slope of the ground prevented him from putting

the addition in any other location. ~~. V. Smith had seen the pro

perty and he thought the slope was not sufficient to warrant this

exception. Mr.Drookfield said he also was opposed to encroaching

on the front setback. The applicant showed his plans and suggested

that it would be a distinct improvement to the subdivision and to

the building. There were no ojbections.

Mr. V. Smith agreed that it would be an improvement but it would

disrupt the Zoning Ordinance. He moved to deny the application be

cause it does not conform to the minimum requirements of the Zoning

Ordinance. Mr. Dawson seconded. Carried.

Mr. Mooreland brought up the Bovet case. The Board had granted a

15 foot setback on this. Now the applicants wished to bring the

breezeway within 1" of the dwelling and call it detached. He aaked

the Board'a advice. rfuat distance could the breezeway come and st

be called detaChed. It was agreed that 5 feet was the nearest

distance.

It was discussed just what vias the back yard in tt,is case - the

house sets kitty-corner on the lot.

Emerson H. Rupert was' not present. His case was deferred until the

August 21st meeting.

One lot was deferred in the Thompson and Case case - to view the

property. It was stated that he had gone ahead with the construct

ion. Mr. Mooreland had notified him he was in violation. He had

had time to come before the Board. This is scheduled to be heard

August 21st.

S. Cooper Dawson, Chairman

• • •
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August 21, 1951

ThQ Regular Meeting of the
Fairfax County Board of
Zoning Appeals was held on
AugU8t 31, 1951, in theBoard
Room of the Fairfax County
Courthouse at 10:00 a.m. with
the following members present:
Messrs Dawson, Brookfield, JB
Smith, Piggott, and VerIin
Smith. Mr. Mooreland was also
present ..

Lucy C. Lahendro, for permission to operate a beauty shop in base

ment of dwelling, Lot 22-B, Section II, Hun~ington SUbdiVision,

1409 Huntington Avenue. Mt. Vernon District.



386
August 21, 1951

Mrs. Lahendro said she would have no sign - that she had had a

beauty shop in a shopping center in Huntington but the rent had

been raised too high to carryon. She felt it 1s important to

have a beauty shop in the neighborhood and w~shed to continue in

her basement.

Mrs, Rodway spoke for Mrs. Lahendro. She said Mrs. Lahendro had

been very accomodatlng and hOnest with her customers - therefore

the neighborhood had brought a petition, which she presented,

signed by about 70 people, all asking the Board to grant this use.

She did not think this would in any way devaluate or harm their

property.

Mrs. Lahendro said she would employ no help. Mr. Verl!n Smith

asked about parking facilities. There is limited parking but all

her customers - or the greater number of them are near and parking

is not a problem. There were no objections.

Mr. Brookfield said he saw no objections - he moved to grant the

application for one year. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

2 - Frank Lea, for permission to erect and operate tourist court on

.3-1/2 acres located on the westerly side oE U.S •.Hl, immediately

joining Keystone Courts, Mt. Vernon District.

Setbacks were discussed, also the zoning. It WaB suggested that

this be deferred for Mr. Mooreland to check the zoning - as a

tourist court cannot be granted in a Rural Residence District.

Motion to defer - V. Smith, seconded by Mr. Brookfield. Carried.

) - Earl S. Posey, for permission to construct and operate touri~t

court on 1.904 acres located on the west side of U. S~ #1, 2000

feet south of junction with Route 626 1 Mt. Vernon District.

Mr. Posey said he would a.' put the cabins down the center of

his ground with 50 foot driveways on both sides. There are touri

courts on both sides of him. There was a question about getting a

permit from the Health Department.

Mr. Dawson said there was sewage drainage running directly thru

this property in an o~en ditch. Mr. Posey said he had planned to

pipe that - he didnt know where the drainage came from nor where i

went. Mr. Dawson thought this section may not take a septic field

He was not in favor of this application unless the sewage could be

taken care of. The property had always been in this condition. Mr

Brookfield thought the applicant should have special approval of

the Health Department. He moved to defer this case for a report

from the Health Department - on September lath. Seconded Mr. V.

Smith, Carried.

4 - David R. Campbell, for permission to divide lot as per plat filed

with application, containing approximately 1/2 acre located on the

west side of Route 716, approximately 7/10 mile south of Route 2)6
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Mt. Vernon District.

Mrs. Campbell appeared before the Board. The property was locat

ed. Sewer is available but no water. The lot is 210 x 98 feet.

Water is now in Burgandy Village and may some day be extended to

this property. Mr. V. Smith said if the lot were diVided, a build

ing could'not roeet the setbacks - regardless. Members of the rami1

of the applicant own surrounding property. She wishes to build thl

house to rent. The square footage should be 15,000 square feet for

;.each dwelling, which is ,considerably below the requested amount.

A driveway on the property will give the outlet for the second

dwelling. Mr. Brookfield said this was all very urban type prepart

being 80 near Burgandy Village.
were

It was noted that no' dimensions/shown on the plat and there was

no accurate survey. It was the opinion that the Board should have

a plat drawn from the deed. Mr. V. Smith moved to defer the applica

tioD until accurate plats could be presented. JB Smith seconded.

Carried. Deferred until September 16th, 1951.

Mr. M~oreland had returned and Mr. Lea'S case was taken up. This

property is zoned Rural Residence and should be Rural Business be

fore the Board can grant a tourist court. Mr. Lea said he had

septic tanks and will have sewage. Mr. Brookfield moved to defer

the case for 60 days to give the applicant a chance to request a re

zoning - then Come back to the Board for final action. Seconded by

JB Smith. Carried.

5· E. L. Reynard, for permission to erect tool shed approximately 20

feet from right of way of Route 717, on 6 acres, corner Routes 193

a~d 717 (Se. corner) Oraneeville District.

Mr. Lowe appeared for the applicant. He said in the first place

Mr. Reynard had not gotten a permit for the tool shed because it wa

to cost less than $250 - he did not get zoning approval. He chang

ed the tool shed into a better building and was denied a permit be

cause it would be too close to the right of way of Rt. 717. He was

locating it in line with another old building which was too close t

Rt. 717. (22 feet) Another old building is 2 feet from Rt. 717.

~has never been used to any extent and has not been improved.

Mr. Lowe read the Ordinance relative to established setbacks. Mr.

Mooreland thought that applied to dwellings only - the Ordinance.

however, says "any building."

Mr. Brookfield said he did not think this would hur~ the neighbor

hood - he moved to grant the application~ Mr. JB Smith seconded~

Carried.

6 - Samule Lingle, for permission to construct addition to existing gas

station with less setback than required from Old Columbia Pike and

J'17
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to relocate pump island with less setback than required from Col

umbia Pike, known as Triangle Service, located on the south side 0

Columbia Pike at intersection with L1nc01n1a Road and Old Columbia

Pike, Falls Church District.

Mr. Lingle and a representative of the Shell Oil Company appears

before the Board. Mr. Lingle said the small triangle shown on the

plat would be taken away when the road was finished. The state w

widen the road and make a dual highway there (Columbia Pike). Ther

is a bay now on the side of the filling station and the applicant

wishes to roof and enclose this bay. He wishes to line the pumps

up with the road - making a better entrance. The station will be

modernized and greatly improved.

Mr. Dawson wondered about widening Old Columbia Pike. He though

the bUilding would be very close in case that is widened. Mr. Lin

said there was a 9 foot retaining wall there now. The state has

allowed 4 entrances to the station.

It was figured that the addition would be only 55 feet from the

center of Old Columbia Pike. Mr. Dawson thought this too close. as

a great deal of traffic could develop on that road.

Mr. V. Smith said he would like to see the property. The repre_

sentative from Shell said Mr.Schumann had seen the property and

thought it was all right - due to the retaining wall.

Mr. Brookfield moved to defer the case until September 4th for in

spection by the Board. JB Smith seconded. Carried.

William a.Dodson, for permission to construct dwelling on lot which

contains less than 1/2 acre (SO x 230) feet, part of Lots 4 and 5,

Annandale Acres, Falls Church District.

Mr. Robert McCandlish is handling this for the applicant and bad

sent wor. asking for deferral until September 18th. The case waa

put over until that date.

Elmer C. Pitman, for permission to construct addition to dwelling t

come 21 feet from side property line, Lot 50. Fairland, Braddock

Road and Ridgewood Drive. Falls Church District.

Mr. V. Smith discussed with the applicant the idea of putting the

addition on the opposite side, but it was not feasible because of

topography and the septic field. Mr. Brookfield moved to grant the

application and Mr. V. Smith seconded. Carried.

Samuel Enix, for permission to locate dwelling 34 feet from Oxford

Street and 40 feet from Downing Street, Lot 16. Section 2. England

boro, Falls Church District.

There is a ravine at the back of this lot and in order to get 1n

the septic field the house would have to be moved forward on the

lot. Therefore, it could not meet the setbacks.

Mr. V. Smith thought this would cause others to ask for a similar

•
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variance • especially on Lots 18 and 19. It would be establishing a

setback. This 1s an old subdivision - recorded in 1936. Mr. Smith

thought. it would create a bad situation when the other lots were

built on. He suggested combining lots. The applicant said the pro

perty was too expensive for that. Mr. Brookfield moved to grant the

application due to the size of the lot, the topography, and because

it is an old subdivision of record which could not be changed. Mr.

JB Smith seconded. Carried. VerI!n Smith voted No.

10 - Malice and Brooks, for permission to allow dwellings to remain as

listed: On lot 61 with a 14 Coot setback from side property line.

On Lot 64 with 36.6 foot setback and 37.S foot setback from Devon

Drive, Block 4, Holmes Run Park, Falls Church District.

These houses were located incorrectly through a mistake by the for

man. There 1s sufficient room on the lots but when putting in the

stakes the road was not in and there was no assurance where the pro

perty line was. The house on Lot 61 is cocked to make an irregular

setback. Mr. Brookfield moved to grant Lot 61, Mr. Piggott seconded

Carried. Mr. Yerlin Smith moved to grant Lot 64 because it is on a

curve and all the houses are in line. Mr. JB Smith seconded. Carried

11 - R. Roy Case, to locate dwelling and detached garage on Lots 3 and 4,

Block G, Ellison Heights, both with less than required sideyard,

south side of Haycock Road - 73 feet east of Grove Avenue, Providen

District.

Mr. Lytton Gibson represented the applicant. He said this 1s an

old subdivision which had been approved without an accurate survey.

When a certified survey was made these discrepancies showed up.

There was no opposition. Mr. Brookfield moved to grant this since 1

is a small variance. Mr. V. Smith seconded. Carried.

12 - George D. Welckbardt, for permission to locate dwelling 23 feet 6"

from one side property line and 19 feet from the other side line, Lo

39, Block E, Mt. Vernon Terrace, Mt. Vernon District.

This is located near Ft. Belvoir. Mr. Brookfield moved to grant

the application since it is an old lot of record. Mr. V. Smith

seconded. Carried.

13 - Maartha R.Van Tine, for permission to operate a beauty shop in room

attached to present dwelling on 25 acres located on the south side a

Wolftrap Road, approximately 1/2 mile east of Chain Bridge Road,

Providence District.

There we e no objections. Mr. V. Smith asked Mrs. Van Tine how

close e was to property lines. She did not know - but stated con

sid able distance since they have about 25 acres. In time they

probably will subdivide the property but will leave 5 or 10 acres fa

the home. She has worked but now wishes to be home with her young

child. Mr. V. Smith moved to grant this application. Mr. Piggott

seconded. Carried.
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14 - Clara and Frank Golay, for permi5sion to erect storage room to come

36 feet from Martha Road, Lot 130, Section 4, Hollin Hills Sub

division. Mt. Vernon District.

This request 1s made to have added storage room. This particular

location of the room was suggested by the architect to give more

privacy. There 1s a 10 foot strip along the street for planting

purposes which will not be used for addition to the street. Mr.

Brookfield did not like the idea of this addltion~ottlng out in

front of the main house.

The applicant said the addition would be constructed of fir sid!n

the same as the house. Mr. Dawson thought it would add to the

house greatly. There were no objections. Mr. V. Smith moved to

grant the application because of the additional 10 foot strip along

the road which in affect would permit such a variance. Seconded,

JB Smith. Carried. Mr. Brookfield not voting.

15 - T. S. Strother, for permission to operate art brick plant (hand

made brick) on Lots 1 through 9 inclusive and Lots 27 through 21,

Incl., and Lots 28 through 35, Incl., Cameron View Subdivision,

Little River Pike and Telegraph Road, Falls Church District.

The property was located on the plats. The entrance is on Dale

Drive - off Duke Street. The land is joining· the railroad and the

business will be carried on near the railroad. Mr. Strother de

scribed the type of brick he was making - waterproof, using tripple

seal - the same as used in making bombs - there is no shrinkage.

There were no objections. Mr. Brookfield moved to grant the ap

plication and Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

16 - O. J. Downs, for permission to construct addition to non-conform

ing dwelling to come 4 reet~om side line, Lots 23 and 24, Southern

Villa, corner Cherokee Street and Annandale Street, Falls Church

District.

This dwelling has been built since 1925. Mr. DOWDS wants to put

on a 6 x 7 foot bath room which will come too dose to the side lin

There was no opposition. Mr. Brookfield moved to grant the applica

tion. Mr. V. Smith seconded. Carried.

The Board adjourned for lunch.

17 - w. N. Rogerson, for permission to construct and operate gasoline

filling station and to locate pump island 20 feet from right of

way line of U.S.Hl, NW corner U.S.HI and Telegraph Road, opposite

Pohick Church, .97 acres, Lee District.

The Board Discussed the state right of way line. There were no

objections. Mr. Brookfield moved to grant the application and JB

Smith seconded. Carried.

18 _ Bernice Carter Davis, to permit the use of building on premises as

B resldencej said building being located 15 teet from rear property

3 'i0

I

I

I

I

I



I

I

I

I

I

August 21, 1951

line, Lot 4, Clydesdale Subdivision, Mt. Vernon District.

Mrs. Davis' attorney, Shield McCandlish, had thought the Board

would convene from lunch at 2 and was not present. Mrs. Davis asked

to have this case put over until Mr. McCandlish arrived. By motion

Mr. Piggott and JB Smith it was agreed to take this up later.

19 - Charles W. Barnes, for permission to construct garage-addition to

dwelling to come 20 feet from Gouther Road, Lot 12, Section I, Bel

Air Subdivision, Se corner Gouther Road and Annandale Road, Falls

Church District.

The addition would be of frame construction, the same as the dwell

lng. Mr. V. Smith thought this.~ould create a prescedent for other

houses on Gouther Road and also that it would be considerably out in

front of any other houses meeting the required setback on that str88

He suggested locating the addition on the other side of the building

He said the Board had never granted such an exception as this. Mr.

Barnes said he wanted the breezeway for the dining room and therefor

could not locate it on the bed room side. Mr. Smith said they had

tried very hard to maintain street setbacks, and it would be very

poor planning to grant this. He moved to deny the application be

cause it did not conform to the minimum requirements for setback fro

the street and would be a gross exception to the Zoning Ordinance.

Seconded) Mr. Brookfield. Carried.

Mr. McCandlish was present and the Davis case was taken up.

Mr. McCandlish said this building was originally built for a garag

and was within the requirements. Mrs. Davis sold her home and wishe

to live here temporarily. The owner of Lot 1 had filled his propert

and had changed the natural drainage so it flows on Lot 4. Mrs.

Davis could not put in a septic field without cutting several large

trees and she did not think this desirable. She wishes to use this

building as a dwelling until she can get sewage then she could build

on the front of her lot. Mr. McCandlish read from the Zoning Ord

inance permitting a reduction in such setbacks on lots of record, an

that this is a lot of record. He showed a picture of the building.

He showed the location of the joining lot indicating the small por~

tion of the lot which actually affected the objecting neighbor. The

were no objections from the people in Wellington. Mrs. Davis had

also been told she could have a septic field on this lot-which later

developed was in error. The small trinagle which ~as taken from thi

lot was put in with the neighboring lot in order to make it conform

to the half acre ceq~irement.

Mr. Mooreland said this was not a lot of record, that it had been

changed when Clydesdale was made a subdivision, about a year ago.

(April, 1950) Mrs. Davis at that time came before the Board to re

subdivide these lots and created the Subdivision, Clydesdale. He al
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said Mrs. Davis had repeatedly come berore the Board having violat

ed the Ordinance and asked the Board for clearance. He felt she

had done this too often. She had put three additions on this lite

building without permits, He felt that the Board should not grant

this.

The owner of the adjoining lot, Mr. Walton, was in Europe and he

engaged Mr. Douglas Adams. Attorney to oppose Mrs. Davis' applica

tion. Mr. Adams said this invaded the privacy of Mr. Walton. Also

that Mrs. Davis had built without approval - he asked that.the ap

plication be denied.

Mr. McCandlish said in 1938 a Deed of Trust had been put on reccr

giving the exact dimensions of this lot with the exception of the

small triangle - therefore he considered this to be a lot of record

He stated that when Mrs. Davis put Clydesdale on record - two lots

were excluded - Lots J and 4 - this lot in ~uestion and the lot at

the opposite end of the subdivision. The plat was made including

this lot merely to give the whole picture. He also said that Mrs.

Davis did not violate the Ordinance by making the three additions

to the building 8S they cost less than $250 and did not require a

permit.

The folloWing neighbors were present, all of whom did not object:

Mrs. De Pree, Mr. Dewey, Mrs. Wilkins, Mrs. Bell. They all felt

that this would not in any way depreciate their property.

Mr. McCandlish said he thought this was reasonable and that be

cause this was a lot of record before the Ordinance the Board shaul

grant the application.

Mr. Adams said his client was really the only one affected sinc.

the others do not live in the vicinity - just own property there an

he felt the Ordinance should be respected.

Mr. V. Smith said Mr. Mooreland, who administers the Zoning Ord

inance, should know if this is a lot of record - he would like to

have this cleared up. Mr. Brookfield said he thought this was a

point of law. He suggested granting the application for one year.

Mrs. Davis said she did not know if she could get sewage within a

year but that she would build just as soon as she could get aewage

but did not want to be tied down to one year.

Mr. V. Smith said Mrs. Davis should have had zoning approval for

each addition she put on to the building even though it cost less

than $250.

Mr.Brookfleld moved to grant a permit to use the building as a

residence for one year - there was no second- therefore he withdrew

his motion.

Mr. V. Smith moved to defer the application to determine if this

is a lot of record before the Ordinance. Mr.Piggott seconded.Carri
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20 - Ernest H. Wayland. for permission to convert garage into a dwelling,

Lots I, 2. 3. Block 3, Section I, Groveton Heights, 300 West Oak St. ~ 4r~
Mt. Vernon District.

Mr. Mooreland said a year ago the Board granted-Mr. Wayland a gar

age 23 feet from 2nd Street. Now he wishes to use it as a dwelling.

Mr. White investigated when the report came 1n that this was being

used as a dwelling. The use was abandoned now. The building re

striction line on the property 1s 10 feet. (This 1s a lot of record)

Mr. Mooreland said Mr. Marsh had said we could not require more tha

the required setback recorded with a lot of record. There was a

question about the validity of this. There has been no consistency

in allowing buildings to follow the old restriction line as opposed

to the required setback by the Zoning Ordinance.

It was suggested that this building could be moved and meet prope

setbacks. This garage is located on Lot 1 and the present dwelling

is on Lot 2 and 3.

Mr. V. Smith suggested tying the two together with a breezeway an

make a duplex. He suggested that this be deferred for study. He

moved to defer the case until September 18 and request Mr. Schumann

and Mr. Mooreland to study the possibility of making this into a

duplex and if decided to do so to notify Mr. Wayland so he could

make application for a duplex or for any suggestion that they (Mr.

Mooreland and Schumann)might have to offer. Mr. Piggott seconded.

Carried.

DEFERRED CASES:

Thompson Bnd Case: Lots 46 and 47 and part of 45 - with a 13 foot

side setback and )1 foot setback from Highland Street, Block G,

Ellison Heights. No one was present to support this caSe. It was

deferred to September 18th.

Eugene Merrill: To have duplex, on Lot 37, and part of 36, Raven

wood, Falls Church District. This was deferred for the abandonment

of duplex use by this date.

Mrs. Merrill appeared before the Board. She said Mrs. Lynn who

was occupying the apartment and whose husband had been in Japan and

Korea was now buying a home. Mr. Lynn is home now. They had thoug

the house would be ready for occupancy in September but it will not

be ready for them now until into October and she asked the Board to

allow Mrs. Lynn to live there for that time. She felt it was un

reasonable to ask them to move for such a short time.

~~. Brookfield suggested a 30 day extension. Mrs. Merrill thought

that was insufficient. She said the Board had granted this in the

first place because of the difficult position of her tenant and ehe

thought the time should be extended further for the same reason.

Mr. Keeler, who had opposed the original application along with
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many other citizens of Ravenwood stated that he had no objection

to an extension until October 15th _ but he would like the assur

ance that this apartment would not be rented again~

Mr. Brookfield asked Mr. Keeler if he would be satisfied with

such a motion. Mr. Keeler said yes. Mrs. Merrill said she was

not satisfied with that and she thought the neighbors in Raven-

wood were outrageous.

Mr. Brookfield moved that Mrs. Lynn, the present occupant, be

permitted to live in the apartment untl1~October 15, 1951, and

that it 1s understood that this apartment cannot be rented again.

Mr. JB Smith seconded. Carried. Verl!n Smith not voting, Mr.

Piggott not voting. Carried - three voting for the motion.

Dr. Lloyd Hazelton came before the Board asking for a rehearing

on his case to have a pharmacology laboratory on property on Rt.

7, across from Andrews Chapel. He handed a letter to theBoard

stating his reasons for the rehearing.

Mr. Brookfield moved to grant the rehearing on September 4th.

Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

The case of Delephine Sowers had been decided on the ground-the

Board members adjourned to the property at the last regular meet

ing. They moved to grant the application (for duplex). Motion

Mr. Brookfield, seconded, JB Smith. Carried.

The case of C. D. Shepperd also was deferred for decision on the

property. It was voted to grant this also. Motion, Mr.Brookfield

second JB Smith. Carried. Mr. V. Smith voting No. He thought

this was a bad situation and would create a traffic hazard.

The meeting adjourned.
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August 28, 1951

A Special Meeting of the Fairfax
County Board of Zoning Appeals was
held August 28, 1951, in the Board
Room of the Fairfax County Court
house at 10:00 a.m. with the follow
ing members present: Messrs Dawson.
Brookfield, J.B.Smith, Piggott. Mr.
Schumann, Zoning Administrator, was
present.

Mr. Brookfield acted as Chairman.

1 - Frank A. and Annie Twitchell, for permission to file subdivision

plat with lot areas in accordance with the original ordinance per

taining to Urban Residence Districts) being 9 acres located approx

imately aoo feet west of Fall Church-Annandale Road and approximatel

1500 feet south of Lee Boulevard, joining Westlawn on the west, Fall
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Church District.

Mr. Jack Wood represented the applicant. He stated that Mr. Twit

cbell had bought this land about 30 years ago. This land was or1g!

Dally Rural Residence zoning I then Westlawn was rezoned to Urban

Residence. Mr. Twitcbell sold them ground at that time to straight

en out their line. The Westlawn sewer line g08a through Mr. Twit

chell's property. This ground of Mr. Twitcheills was rezoned to

Urban Residence before the new amendment requiring 10,000 square

feet for average ~f Urban lots. At the time of rezoning the re

quirement was 7200 square feet for Urban. Mr. Twitchell was told

that if he had a preliminary plat approved before the Amendment re

quiring larger lots was effective. he could still subdivide his lot

according to the old size - 7200 square feet. He had a buyer at

that time but due to his lack of knowledge of subdividing and vari

ous delays he was unable to get the plat on record and the sale fei

through. However, when this ground was zoned Urban the Board of

Supervisors required Mr. Twitchell to leave a burfer strip directly

OB the east side of his ground - Rural Residence - indicating that

land joining this would also be left Rural Residence. Mr.Twitchel

did this but later this parcel joining Mr. Twitchell's Rural area

and the Falls Church-Annandale Road was zoned to Urban, leaving Mr.

Twitchell's buffer .trip Rural between the two Urban parcels.

Mr.Wood said it was very important to Mr. Twitchell to have the

right to divide these lots into 7200 square feet as he has a ten

tative sale for the property if it can be divided this way and

larger lots would be too expensive to develop. The purchaser

would not buy on the larger lot size basis.

Mr. 'Rouse had put his plat on record before the larger lot si~e

amendment went into effect and therefore developed on a 7200 squar

foot basis. This makes Mr. Twitchell's property entirely surround

ed by 7200 square foot lots except the little buffer strip which

he had been required to leave Rural Residence. It is logical and

consiatent planning, Mr. Wood contended, to have these lots conro

to the present lot sizes - both because of tieing in with streets

and sewer and tor the type of house. On larger lots it would be

necessary to build more expensive houses and they would not sell i

surrounded by the smaller houses on small lots. Mr. Wood consider

ed that this was not setting a prescedent because it is 9 unique

caseJ in view of the conditions in the background and the present

development. The necessity of holding to the new larger sizes

would work a considerable hardship on the applicant. It was shown

how many lote would be lost if diViding under the amendment.

Mr. Schumann asked Mr. Wood if theBoard granted this would Mr.

Twitchell request rezoning of this buffer strip and then come to
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the Boara for 7200 square foot lot sizes. Mr. Wood said yes - he

was already contemplating the rezoning and he felt that it ~uld

be consistent to ask for the same lot size. There would be a

reasonable doubt 1n the case were it not for the Rouse rezoning

Bnd the smaller lot sizes on that property, but 7200 square foot

lot sizes for the entire area was a natural and consistent develop

ment.

Mr. Schumann saId the new amendment required an average of 10,00

square feet. Mr. Brookfield Bsked if the Board could amend the

action of the Board of Supervisors. The Board agreed Not.

Mr. Wood said there would be no purpose in asking this variance

if the Board of Supervisors had kept their word to keep the Rouse

ground Rural. It was the intention of the Board when they granted

Mr. Twitchell Urban zoning that the lot sizes would be 7200 square

feet.

Mr. Schumann read loom the Ordinance the powers of the Board. It

was agreed that the Board probably did have the right under the

hardshlp~~lause,.and·since the powers of the Board had been broad

ened by amendment, it might not be entirely out of line.

Mr. Schumann said the Board could judge the c8sefrom two differ

,ent standpoints ... from Mr. Twitchell's position and his wish to,
put on record a plat with 7200 square foot lots. He could not

accept the plat becaUse of the new amendment. He drew a parallel

assuming the lot sizes surrounding this property had been 50 foot

lots ... t.hen t. he applicant might. well be asking for that lot she

which would certainly be undesirable. But the applicant could COD

s19tent1y ask for this because of uniformity. All the lots in this

area, Mr. Schumann said, are non-conforming now, even thought they

are' uniform.

Mr. Schumann said, in his opinion, the Board could grant this

but in doing 80 would set a prescedent and Mr. McMillen who joins
to the south

this Urban ground/and whose property is now Rural would undoubted-

ly ask for Urban zoni~ and the same small lot sizes. Also there

were several others in the immediate neighborhood who would come

to the Board for the same reason. If the Board grants these other

cases it would certainly be amending the Ordinance.

Mr. Wood thought this against logic and was also penalizing his

client and creating a distinct hardship.

Mr. Schumann said if the Board granted this application J the

reaaon should be well spelled out in the minutes ... otherwise it

would be difficult to turn down any others asking the same thing.

It was shown that approximately 6 lots would be lost in conform

ing to the average 10 J OOO square foot lots.

There were no objections from those present.

I
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Mr. Dawson made the following motion: That the application be

granted because of extraordinary circumstances and the exceptional

situation and because the entire property is surrounded by 60 foot

Iota - 7200 square foot area and would entail exceptional hardship

and undue 1088 upon the owner to conform to the regulations. ~~.

J8 Smith seconded. Carried. Mr. Piggott voted No.

2 - Patty Archer and Dell Hatch, for permission to give riding instruct

ion and to conduct pony-ride stable on 12 acres -located at t he corn

of the Guinea Road and the Burke Road (652) Lee District.

Both applicants appeared before the Board. The poby-ride will

not be located near the barn but in the future will be nearer the

Burke Road when they will have 10 cent pony-rides. ~~s. Archer sai

all buildings and pony rings would be 100 feet from all property

lines. No new buildings will be constructed. There were no ob

jections. Mr. Dawson moved to grant the application and Mr. Piggot

seconded. Carried.

V.;;J/

39?

TheBoard adjourned. rfhMtHr/#!.
s. Cooper Dawson, ChaIrman

I • • •
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September ~! 1951

A Special Meeting of the Fairfax
County Board of Zoning Appeals was
held September 4, 1951, in the Board
Room of the Fairfax County Court
house at 10:00 a.m. with the follow
ing members present: Messrs Brook
field, who acted as Chairman, JB
Smith, Verlin Smith, and T.r.Piggott.
Mr. Schumann, Zoning Administrator,
was also present.

I _ Bucknell Syndicate, Inc., for permission to install and operate a

pumping station on approximately .06 acre, Section 4, Bucknell, at

junction of 'Rollins Drive and Radcliffe Drive, Mt. Vernon District.

Mr. Charles Harnett represented the Company. He stated that the

contemplated construction in this area will necessarily be taken

care of by this installation. The area can be served by a gravity

plant and sewage to be pumped by forced main to the main line. The

plant itself will be practically unseen, as the structure will set

about 2-1/2 feet above the ground - the main structure will be

underground. This is a necessary utility, Mr. Harnett said, and it

has the approval of the Sanitary Engineer and Mr. Massey. There wa

no opposition. The White Oaks tract joining has paid for connect

ions to this plant. The development of White Oaks depends upon

proper sewage installation.
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Mr. Byron Massey appeared before the Board. He showed plats

which his company had made up and submitted to the Sanitary Engin

eer. The plat which he labeled Condition No. ) was acceptable to

the Sanitary Engineer and therefore the one adopted by the develo

era.

Mr. Verl!n Smith moved to grant the application subject to the

written approval of the Sanitary Engineer and a copy of his approv

a1 being sent to the Zoning Office. the appplic8tion granted ac

cording the plat Condition No. J. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

Virginia Hills Development Co., for permission to allow dwelling

to remain 14.77 feet from side property line, Lot 8, Block J, Vir

ginia Hl11s, corner of The Parkway and Virginia Hills Avenue, Mt.

Vernon District.

Mr. Hall appeared tor the Company. He stated that the house was

laid out with particular regard for meeting the street setback

but it was put back a little too far and encroached on the side

yard. His company had always taken partiCUlar precaution to give

a little extra setback from streets. The lot has 10,000 square

feet. There was no opposition. The applicant had not SUbmitted

plot plans.

Mr. VerI in Smith moved to defer the application until the plot

plan is submitted to the aoard of Zoning Appeals by a certified

surveyor. Seconded, Mr. JB Smith. Carried.

DEFERRED CASES:

Samuel Lingle, for permission to construct addition to existing ga

statiDn with less set~ack than required from Old Columbia Pike and

to relocate pump 'island with les8 setback than required from Col

umbia Pike, on approximately 1 acre , Section 2, Englandboro, Falls

Church District.

Mr. Roy Swayzey appeared for the applicant. This application

was deterred to view the property - but noDe of the Board members

had seen the property. Mr. Swayzey reviewed the case. The quest

ion had been raised at the original hearing about the widening of

Old Columbia Pike. Since the Board had not been on the ground it

w~s moved to defer the application until September 18th to view th

property. Motion V. Smith, seconded Mr. Piggott. Carried.

Dr. Lloyd Hazelton. to operate pharmacology laboratory and uses

inCidental thereto on 5-3/4 acres on the north side of Rt. 7, near

Andrews Chapel, Providence District.

Dr. Hazelton had requested a rehearing which was granted by the

Board for this date.

Mr. Lyle Smith stated that he thought a rehearing should be hand

led with the same dignity as an original hearing and that the case

should be readvertised and posted and all interested persons not

~PiA~. U_ AAid manv in the neighborhood had not been notified,

I

I

I

I

I
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although the room was fairly well filled with those opposing this

rehearing.

Mr. Varlin Smith said there was nothing 1n the Zoning Ordinance t

require readvertising of a rehearing and nothing to -require notify

ing the interested parties. He said the Zoning Office had notified

all those it was possible to get in touch with.

The letter from Dr. Hazelton was read requesting the rehearing.

Mr. Brookfield said that even though the Ordinance did not provid

for readvertising he felt that it should be done - this was merely

his own opinion.

Mr. V. Smith said he too thought everyone interested should be

notified and it looked as though everyone who was interested was

present.

Mr. Lyle Smith stated that there were several who did not hear of

the rehearing.

Dr. Hazelton stated that there were several who were favoring his

rehearing who had not thought it necessary to be present. Mr. Brook

field thought this was a legal question.

Mr. V. Smith asked Dr. Hazelton if he cared to make his statement

today and hear the opposition after it was readvertised. The Dr.

said he would prefer one hearing for all.

Mr. V. Smith moved to defer the rehearing pending readvertising

until October 16th, the next regular meeting. JB Smith seconded.

Carried. Dr. Hazelton agreed to pay the fee.

The Board adjourned.

• • •

I
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September 18. 1951

The Regular Meeting of the Fairfax
County-Board of Zoning Appeals was held
September 18, 1951 in the Board Room of
the Fairfax County Courthouse at 10:00
a.m. with the following members present:
Messrs Brookfield, Verlin Smith, and
T.I.Piggott. Mr. Brookfield acted as
Chairman. Mr. Schumann , Zoning Adminis
trator, and Mr. White, Zoning Inspector,
were present.

L. J. Wilcox, for permission to extend tourist court on Lots 2-9,

inclusive, Block 2, Hybla Valley Farms, northeast corner of U.S.Hl

and Gadsby Road, Mt. Vernon District.

Mr. Sitnek appeared in the absence of kr. Wilcox. The Board had

seen this property in connection with I~. Wilcox· former applicatio

and thought this was a satisfactory plan. There were no objections

Mr. Verlin Smith moved to grant the application as per plat submitt
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edt 5ubject to the approval of the Health Department and that a

copy of the said approval be sent to the Zoning Office. Seconded,

~~. Piggott. Carried.

Poor Richard's Antiques, for permission to construct and operate

an antique shop on 1-3/4 acres located on the south side of Lee

Highway, approximately 1/4 mile east of junction with Route 645,

Centerville District.

Mr. Souther, the applicant, appeared before the Board. He show

ed a drawing of the proposed building with plans for future devel

opment. This will be for a shop and home. The property was locat

ed as being .4 mile from a filling station on one side and .2

mile from the diner at the junction of Rt. 645 and Rt. 211. The

building will be 50 feet from the front property line and about

70 feet from the side 11ne. There were no objections. A parking

area is planned. Mr. Smith moved to grant the application provid

ed an approach to Lee Boulevard is made at the approximate level

of the Boulevard and a parking area is provided. Mr. Piggott

seconded. Carried.

I

I

Mr. Moncure asked for the continuance of the Earl S. Posey case

which is scheduled to come up at 2:00 p.m •• He asked this delay to

get approval from the Health Department. The Bo~rd agreed to defe

the case but at the suggestion of Mr. V. Smith did not take offi

action until the time of the hearing.

3 - Fairfax Beach and Tennis Club, for permission to construct and

operate club house, recreation center, bathing beach, and pertinen

facilities, athletic games, entertainment, reBtaurant therewith on

93.245 acres, Lake Barcroft, Falls Church District, located north

of Section I and north of Barcroft Lake.

Mr. Moncure appeared for the Club. He read from ~ection 4, par.

10 of the Zoning Ordinance which states that such a club csn be

granted by the Zoning Administrator without a public hearing, but

the only facility necessary to come before the Board is the permit

for a restaurant. However, the Company included all the faellitie

in the application and asked the Board to act on it as Mr. Schuman ,

the Zoning Administrator, preferred to have such a large project

covered by approval of the B~ard of Appeals.

Mr. Moncure showed drawings of the proposed installation, club ,

house, restaurant, swimming pool and grounds. This club will have

a restricted membership- although not entirely restricted to thoBe

who live in Barcroft Estates. The structure. will conform to the

type of homes now being built in Barcroft. There are approximatBl

70 acres of land and 20 acres of water.

Mr. Schumann stated that Glenn Carlyn Drive now a dedicated

I

I

I
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road ls in direct line with this Barcrott property and shaud even

t.ually Co on t.o Annandale fro- Lee Boulevard. The Planni~ -<:~lsa

ion want.s that -connectlon made because it would be a shortcut be

tween the two main arteries. He stated. that Ittr. Clarke had appear

ed. before the Planning Co-ie8ion and this was discus.ed. No orfi_

cial action was taken by the Planning Comm1s810n becau.e it waa not

necessary but because of the large area inVolVed and possible fut

ure d.Y.lo~8nt the Ce:-he1on wanted tbe Boar~ to know what 1.

beine d.one h.-.. He stated the restaurant wa. the only Dec••sary

fe.ture to bring berore tbe Booad.

Mr.Brooktleld 8uscested deterring the application because at the

through road sUCS8ated by Mr. Schumann which he thought should be

put in. Mr. V. Saith agreed and tho\llht. the project lIbould have

aore stoudy.

Mr. Moncure augge.ted haVing • special meeting for the decialon

it wa. augg••ted. October 9th at 10 o'clock. Mr. V. -Sa1th lIOyed to

deC.,. the application until October lMh unlea. the Board haa word

!'rOIl Mr. MoncUl". to the contrary in which case a special Metinc

would b. held October 9th at 10:00 •••• Mr. P1&gott sacond.d.

CatTied. (Mr. Moncure bad statAd that it may be necesaary to start

construction before the 16th).

firgiaia Hills Dey.lo~nt Company. for permiesion to allow dwell

inc to reM!n 14.74 feet troa aide property 11ne, Lot 6, Sect. I,

'lr~nl. Hille SubdlY1810n, Mt. Vernon District.

Mr. dall appeared Cor the Coa,..ny. This is a corner lot and 1s

coiRpleted. lrIlay1ng out their boa.s the Company hal always taken

particular pr.~utlon to meet the street setbacks and usually allow

3 inches beyond the reqUired setback, Mr. Hall .aid. In this case

they did not realise that it would throw the side yard ofC tbes.

Cew inches. There were no objections. Mr. V.S.ith moved to grant

the application because it il a small violation and appears to be a

honest error. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

S - Vir&ini. Electric and Power Company, for permission to construct a

operate substation on ground located 1446.5 feet southwest of loute

12), along the VEPCo tranami8aion line which cros.es Rt. 123 - 4.5

miles we.t of Occoquan J Lee District.

Mr. Anderson appeared for the Company. He said they have the

right of way from the main line and need this substation to .erve

Fort Belvoir and a ne. signal station to be located at Woodbridge

for t·he Anay. There are two hOlies about 1400 reet away on Rt. 12)

and the Company has bought property Crom them, Mr. Andereon 8tated.

The location of tohe substation was shown on the _p. Mr. Andereon

said the Coapany thought this· was a fortunate location a8 it was

almost surrounded by woods and there were no homes to be bothered

4U!

!..for
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by thia installation.

The Chai......n asked Eor opposition. Mr. ~raua, reprasantl.ng Mr. L{ 0 (il.
Galen and Klein J near property owners spoke. He said Mr. Galen

was not opposed to the substation but did not wish to give up tohe I
land for Cuture right of way - as it would spoil his property. He

asked if the company would later take right of way through his

land. Mr. Anderaon said that was in the future, he. could. npt eay.

Mr. V. Smith ••id that was not a question berore the Board at thi

time. Mr. Anderson said the Company would certainly pay for any I
right of way it took.

Mrs. Bryant t property owner on Rt. 12), said VEPeo 18 taking a

20 toot right of way through her property and had boU&ht property

fro. her tor which they paid very little. Also they paid her

only $2,790 for the right 01 way-which was too little. Mzo. Brook

field said that was not the concern of the Board.

The Chail'1ll8n asked Mr. SChwnaM for a stateaent. Mr. SchUlDRJU1

had aeen the property and said he thoueht this an excellent loca

tion - and that the Board should grant it.

Discussion followed between Mrs. Bryant and Mr. Anderson all of

which did not pertain to the question berore theBoerd.

Mr. V. Smith aoved to grant the application because thi. appears

to be a suitable location and is a necessary utility for the ar...

Hr. Plcgott seconded. Carried.

6 - JerDile Karle, 'for perai8sion to construct addition to dwell lac to

cOile 7 teet frOIi aide line (said addition is an open porch) and to

locate dwelling 14.6 feet from other .id. 11ne. Lot 92. Section I,

Lake Barcroft Estates, Palla Church District.

The Board studied ilr. Aarle's plot plan. One corner or the

dwelling angles over the side line. The engineer ..asured too the

side set-back parallel with the house - but the line dr-.n directly

from the corner oC the bouse to the side property line was 1.8S .a

the houee is on an angle. Mr. Karle said h. could ha•• a 5 Coot

porch according to the Ordinance but this 111 too narrow. HO_Ter,

Mr. Karle was perfectly willing to let the porch go if the Board

Celt it was too much of an infringement. the garace is under the

hou8e, so there would be no need to ask an except10n at any later

time for that. There was no opposition. Mr. V. Smitb moved to .

grant the application for a porch un-enclosed except for a scr4en.

a conere'. slab and roo! to com. not closer than 7 r.et from the

side property line on the west side of the dwelling and to grant

the requested 14.6 foot setback on the opposite side line. Second

ed, Mr. Piggott. Carried.

7 - Helen W. Brewer, Cor permission to construct addit 10n 5 x 8 feet t

come closer to eide line than allowed by the Ordinance, Lot I,
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George T.8ennett,Subdivls1on. Falls Church District.

Mrs. Braver said this addition would come about 2 f-eet from the

s1de 11ne. TheM! 1s another cincierblock building on the property

wich 1s used only for storage ..

Mr.Schumann suggested that since Mrs. Brewer owns Lot 2 the quest.

ion of her selling that might be taken into consideration. Mrs.

Brewer 'a1d she had no intention or aellinf Lot 2 especially as her

septic field 'iIfOuld ~ on that lot. Mr. Ylrlin S.ith asked how

about throwing the two lots together. Mrs. Brewer Mid she had con:

sid.red dividing the lots to face on Bennett Drive with a div1sion

between the two buildings. The Board. thought this a. good id•••

There were no objections. Mr. Smith thoucht it would be to Mrs.

Brewer' 8 advantage now to diylde the lots for future sale. and haYe

a surveyor look her property over with a yiew to subdiyiding. H.

moved to grant the application as per plat submitted proyid.. the

septic field ia located on Lot 2. Seconded, Mr. P1Igott. Carried.

8 - Jessie Lansford, for permi••ion to operate rest hoae on Lot 43,

Sect. 2, Greenway Downs, Falla Church District.

No ona was present to support this case. It'll•• voted to put it

at the bottom of the list. Motion, Mr. Smith, seconded. Mr. PiAot

9 - Howell N. Richardson. for permisSbn to erect dwelling with one 20

foot sideyard and garage side yard with 17 root aet.back, Lot "2,

Block E. Mt. Vernon Terrace, Mt. Vernon District.

It waa "shown tbat the lota racine the rlYer were d1Ylded on alan

ing lines rather than stratght - which makes it iapossible to build

a 50 foot house and meet the required alde setbacks. Mr. Richardso

showed • model or the lot, which demonstrated the peculiar topo_

graphy and the position in which he wished to place his house. (Had

model of house also) It he placed the house parallal with the

IStreet, which he wiShed to do, the side setbacks would be Yiolated.

He waa not asking to violate the intent of the Ordinance as he too

wishes space between the houses. The nelgh.borlig" house would act

ually be considerably farther trom Mr. Richardson's house, except

for one corner, than if the lot lines were straight and the house

were meeting the 25 foot setbacks. The ground slope. and is low

toward the river at the back. There was no opposition.

Mr. V. Smith moved to grant the application because of the un

usual shape of the lot and the topography. Seconded, Mr. ,p1ggott~

Carried.

~g -" Nick Basiliko, for permission to construct and operate motel on

approximately 1-1/2 acres located about 210 feet south of Edsall

Road aDd iabout ·"'r65 feet east of centerline of Shirley Highway .t

Edsall Road cloverleaf, Falls Church Di8trict~

Mr. Art Post represented the applicant. Mr. Post showed drawings
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of the proposed structure ltbich will cost in the neighborhood or
$)00,000. They can meet all setback requireaenta. This has been

given apecial approval - or eneourag.em.ent _ by Fort Belvoir ba_

cause of the housing short..... These units will ha",. a hot plate

tor limited kitchen faoi11ties Which the applicant r••ls would be

especially good for military personnel on 11.ited detail at Fort

Belvoir. They will not be rented. to permanent guests but limited

to about from one day to thr.. or tour weeks, tranaient cueet••

There will be 40 units and the administration building.

k. Brookfield pointed out that this land drained. .ell Cor septi

field.

The planning of the cloverl..f was discussed. Mr. Poat said the

applicant had plenned to set the buildings back 60 t.et trom the

.econd .ervice road which skirts ~ne cloverle.r _ ~hls ~o ~ake car

at a possible tu~ure widenIng ot ~his serTICe road. Mr. Sch\ll8.l1n

s.id tha~ this cloYerlear will probably have grea~ need. for good

planning and need for developmen~ ot thi. type if ~he plana or the

Planning C~18sion and the State H1shway are carried out to ~ak.

care or local and through traffic. It is believed that ~hi. will

be a verJ important intersection. Mra Poat aaid the Highway Depar

.ent va. oC the opinion that the plan of thi. inatallation vas ee

pecially good lnYie" of the fu.ture importance of this apota

It waa shown on the aap that there are two service roads around

this cloverleaf - one for the through traffic and one for local.

Mr a Poat stated that since this was the firs~ mo~.l along the

Shirley - he felt it would set the tone Cor otbers a They wiah to

start before October lat because of the limitation on mater1als.

Mr. V. smith IDOVed to grant the application because it will IIOre

than confora to requir8lllents in eetbacks and be a the appr<lva1 of

the Highway Department and i8 a necessary establisn.ent Cor tbe ar

Seconded. Mr. Piggott. Carried a

11 - Woodley Corporation. to allow dwelling to remain 12.)5 feet from

side line and 31 feet trOlll front right of way l1ne. Lot 241. Sect.

Woodley Subdlvls1<ln, on Lewis Place, Fal18 Church District.

Mra Trav1e represented the company a He said tohi. was an enginee

ing error. The house i8 alreaey built. The portion that violates

the setback is a storage rooma There is a carport on the opposite

side from the one on which the variance is requested a

Mr. Gammel, owner of Lot 242. said he would like the assurance

that the front of the house would not be enclosed to bring the

building closer to the front line - which would happen if ever the

carport were enclosed. He would like a motion restricting exten

sion ot the house 1n this way.

The owner of Lot 241 said he might w1sh to enclose the carport.

I
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Mr. Schumann said it was not permissible t.o enclose any part of

the bUilding to come closer than 40 feet from the front right of way

but that he could have a front porch extending 10 feet into the pro

hibited are8.

The question came up regarding setback tor the .carport. Mr. Schu_

mann said that was all right.. He said t.he· Zoning OCrie. had con

sidered a carport to be the same as an open porch since there had

been nothing in the Ordinance about 8 carport.

Mr. Travis said the engieer had measured the setback tram the

centerline of the cul-de-sac and this center point had been ·found to

be in error. By time the error WIl8 discovered tohe house was Wlder

roof.

Mr. V.Smith said this was asking tcogreat a variance - he moyed .e.o

deter the application until October 16 to view the property. Mr.

Piggott seconded. Carried a

The prospec~iYe purchaser of the houae was present and said it

....ould ....ork a dlat.inct hardship for hiJD. not to be able to occupy the

house by October la The owner of Lot 242 said he did not think this

setback would hurt - he had no objection to the present structure •

Since it was on a curve it was barely preceptibi••

Parson We8lls Antique Shop, Cor permission to operate an antique shop

on approximately 1 acre. located at 221 West BouleYard Drive, Lot 63

Wellington, Section 2, Nt. Vernon District.

Mrs a Slayden appeared before the Board. She said they had the per_

mit for a tea room but thought it ....ould add character to the tea

room to add an antique shop. She 1a doing away entirely with the

night club (which was known as Rustic Manor). Since the plats were

not clear, Mrs. aernice Carter Davis was asked to explain ~hem _

....hich ah. d14 a Mrs a Davis stated that Virginia Avenue is a dedicat

ed road ~ 40 feet wide except a part of it which 1s 35 teet a The

building originally sat in the street - but part of it was torn ofra

Mrs a Davis stated that the president of the Nt. Vernon Citizens AS80

elation could not be pr.esent and had asked her to represent bima The

Assocl&tion had discussed this project. at their last meeting and

....ished to ask - is this a use permit in lieu or ~he r~staurant licen

se or in addition to the restaurant a She wae answered that this is

in addition - as the restaurant permit is still in efreeta Mrs aDavi

said if this is a home selling antiques the Association is not op

posed to it but they are definitely opposed to the sale of al~ohol

and opposed to a commercial zoning a She suggested that alcohol was

not in keeping with the name of Parson Weems Antique Shopa

Mr. Lynn who lives 100 yards away was disturbed over coDln8rclal

zoning a They were assured that this was not a rezoning, but only a

use permit.
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Mr. V. Sm,lt.h moved to grant the application Cor the sale DC antique

in connection with the restaurant so long as the present use of the

proper-ty continues. Mr. Lynn said he would much prefer to limit th

time to one year. Mr. Smith added this to his motion. Seconded,

Mr. P1ggo~~. Carried.

Mr. Pope asked the Board if the Weaver CAse could be heard next

since the advertised time for tbe CBse had gone by and he, Mr. Pope

who was opposing the application "'as on military leave Cor) hours

and had to get back. Mr. V. Smith said they might take the opposi

tion Bnd the case itself in the scheduled order 8S many others had

been waiting a long time. This was agreeable. kr. Pope presented

a petition signed by 11 families opposing this application (which

requested kitchen facilities for two families). The petition was

read. Those opposing were all liVing near the applicant. Hr. V.

Smith said the septic tank would have to be appro'fed. for tne extra

family by the Health Department. Mrs. Pope and ~s. Brackett reg

istered opposition. Mrs. Brackett said she had no objection to Mr.

Weaver - but she did have objection to his tenant.. The c••e was

put over to hear the 'balance of it later.

1) - Ph~lip C. Coyle, for permi••lon to convert utility building into a

Second dwelling on .694 acrea on the north side of Route 642, ap_

proximately one block west of intersection with Silwer Brook Road,

Lee District.

Mr. Smith asked why the applicant wished to convert this bUl1dinc

Mr. Coyle said possibly to rent.

Mr. Schumann quoted Crom the Ordinance requirements Cor a se-eond

structure. There were no ojbections. However, the plat showed tha

there we. not sufficient frontage nor sufficient area.

Mr. Smith thought this would set a bad prescedent. He moyed to de

the application because it did not conform to the mini.um require

ments of the Zoning Ordinance. Seconded, Mr. Piggott. Carried.

U. - M. T.Broyh1l1 &. Sona, to allow~ dwellings to remain aa listed: Lot 5

with a 14 foot side setback and on Lot 24 to have a 39.1 Coot set

from Herbert Streetj Sec~lon I, Broyhill Crest, Falle ~hurch Dlatri

The plot plan on this was made in conformance with the re~uire

ments and it could not be determined how the houses were located.

The houses are under roof. Mr. V. Smith moved to grant the I foot

sideyard setback variance on Lot 59 and the .9 foot ~xception on

Lot 24 because they are small errore. Seconded, Mr. Piggott,carrie

15 - M. T. Broyhill &Sons, to locate dwelling )9 Ceet from Herbert Str4

on Lot 168, Section III, Broyhill Crest, Falla Church Dletrict.

This 18 a corner lot and cannot possibly meet the setbacks, rr~

front and side both. The ~eveloper thought it better to maintain

the front required setbaek therefore asked for this variance on the

I
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side. Mr. Schumann said t.hese plat were put on record under the

old ordinance, therefore the corner lO~8 were no~ large enough to

take care of the re~ulred aetbacks. There were no ojbectlons.

Mr. V. Smith moved to grant the 1 foot exception on Lot 168 as re

quested. Seoonded, Mr. Piggott. Carried.

16 - CarlYle V. Parker, to construct two additions on front of existing

dwelling • carport to come 28 feet from trent right DC way 11ne and

bedroOB to come 36 reet trom front line, Lota 164 ond 165, Welling

ton Park Estates, Mt. Vernon District.

!t4-s. Parker had asked that this c aa. be deterred until October 16th

because of illnes8. It was .oted to defer the ca8e as requested.

MoUen Mr. V. 'Smith, aeconded, Mr. Piggott. Carried.

Mr. McCandlish aaked for the deCerrment of Mrs. Bernice Carter Dav1 t

ca.e ~ich was scheduled for 1=50 for per.tssion ~o use bUilding on

the premises as a residence with a 15 foot rear setback, Lot 4,

Clydesdale, Mt. Vernon District, because ~ir. Dawson and the other

Board meillbera were not present. Mr. V. Smith moved to derer the

caae as requested. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

17 - Lesli. L. Lemert, to construct porch and garage to come 10 feet"om

side line on Lot 56A, Madr1l1on Varas, Old Courthouse RoItd and Rt.

6)8, Providence District.

Mr. Lemert said the driveway i8 put in to the proposed garage. It

will be of brick construction. A large tree is just in back or the

garage location and the septic field to the rear ·of the house. this

is the only logical place the garage could be put. The garage will

be 150 feet rrom the nearest house because the aide yard of Mr.

Lemert's lot is the rear line or the adjoining lo~.

Mr. Brookfield thought this was a distinct addition to the Prop.

Mr. V. Smith thought this would be amending the Ordinance _ granti

too much and it would give others the exCuse to ask for the sa••

thing.

Mr. Lemert said he thought it 'Was a definite improvement to the

neighborhood 8S it did away with the box·like appearance of the

house and added architectural interest. There was no opposition.

Mr. v. ~ith moved to cant the application because the rear lot

line borders commercial propeety and 18 located BO the side affecte

is the rear lot line of the joining lot. Seconded, Mr. Piggott.

Carried.

16 - Eastern Construction Company) tor permission to complete dwelling

which is located 25 f.et from right of way of Graham Court, Lot B,

First Addition to Homecrest. Falls Church District.

Mr. Epstein apoeared for the Company. The house in question is

under roof. One corner is 25 feet from the front right of way and

the other is 48 feet. The proper setback is 3D feet (this is a sub

•
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division recorded before tne amendment requiring 8 35 foot setback

in an Urban Dietriet). In making this corner turn the developer

made a curved turn instead of right angle - Which was done 88 a

safety measure. This Was an inadvertent error by the field man.

Kowever, it is not discerneble because it is on the curve and does

not show· the dirference in setback. It is not a trarfic he.ard.

Mr.Blalr who 11v8S down the block a few houses &tated that it di

ap~8r to be out in front of the other housea _ at least it looked

to be more than a 5 foot error. Mr. Brookfield questioned the

accuracy of the plata shown. Mr. Epstein showed the certified pIa

which had been presented with the CBse.

Mr. Blair said he thought thia was undesirable but that he waa n

making 8 protest and did not wish to be recorded ae objecting. Mr

Epstein said this WAS their first field error in thb cBvelopment.

There was no other opposition.

Mr. V. Smith said he would rather view the property than pass on

it now. He moved that the appllcatipn be deferred until October

16th to View the property. Mr. Piggot.t seconded. Carried.

19... T. B. Wood. for perai.sion to Construct addition to present dwell_

ing to cOllie 213.1 feet Croal. Jonathan Place, which is a d!,ad end

street, Lot 29, Block 4. Woodley North, HE corner lloselll8ry Lane a

JonathAn Place, Falls Church District.

Mr. Wood has a carport now but wante to make it into a tliO car

garage - for extra st.or.ge a8, well 8S garage. There were no ob.

jections. This is a Cul-de_sac and will never be a through street

as it is already built up. ~. V. Smith auggeeted putting this'

addition on the back of the house. Mr. Wood said this ~ould be ve

expensive since he has a three level house and the liVing room 18

to the back with large windows which he doeS not wish to enclose.

There 18 a 5 foot drop to Jonathan Place.

Mr. V. Smith said the Board had never made such an exception a8

this. However, he moved to grant the application due to topograph

and the present location of the carport snd because this 1s a cul

de-sac. kr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

20 - Retlaw, Inc., to allow construction of dwelling to come 39.7 teet

from Leonard Road, Lot 76, Section 3, P1mm1tt Hilla Subdivision,

Providence District.

Mr. Walter Phillips appeared for the Company. There were no ob

jections. Mr. Piggott moved to grant the application because of

the small variance. Seconded, Mr. V. ~ith. Carried.

21 - Regester lonstruction Corp., tor permission to construct dwelling

come 37.1 teet from Leonard Road, Lot 64, Section 3, Pimmitt Hilla

Subdivision, Providence District.

Mr, Walter Phillipo appaared before the Boord for tho Company.
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He ..aid Leonard Road dead ends 1nCO acerage. There were no object...

ions. Mr. Piggott moved to grant the application and V. Smith sec

onded. Carried.

Samuel T. Weaver, Cor permission to have kitchen facilities for two

families in present dwelling. Lots 5 and 6) Section 4, Groveton

Heights, Mt. Vernon District.

Mr. Weaver said he had o~ed this property since January, 1951. He

1s requesting a temporary permit to have these kitchen facilities to

accommodate enlisted personnel at Fort Belvoir. He could, as a

matter of fact, rent this house for '150 a month to some officer and

would probably be ahead finanCially himself ... but since the housing

conditions for soldiers are so limited 1n the lower income bracket8

he Would like to continue renting these apartments. He nov has thr

families in the house which includes 10 people, He haa a septic

tank but will hook on to the: Se..,er very soon'.

Mrs. Pope stayed after the opposition was presented. She spoke

again opposing. She ISaid Mr. \~eaver had. asked. for a two family dwel _

iog but that he has three families there- which does not agree with

the application and ~he advertising. Should the applicant do away

with the third kitchen? She said they wanted this are. to remain a

single family neighborhood strictly residential. Also she mention_

ed t.he fire hazard. Mr. Weaver said he had had th1e check.d with

the fire authorities.

Mr. V. Smith moved to deter the application to view ~he property_

defer to October 16th. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

Potomac RirIe Club J affiliated 'With Nat10nal Association,to conduct

riCle range by supervised club on approxi.ately 1/2 acre located

about 1/2 mile west of Route 2)6 and 613 junction, and approximately

500 yards north of Route 2)6 and approximately 5QO yards south of

Rt. 613, Falls Church Dis~rict.

Mr. Deihr appeared for the Club. He stated that they had been op

erating in Alexandria for 25 years a8 an indoor range. Now they haY

to give up their building and wish to enlarge and have an open air

range. The Fairfax County Police will use this as a pistol range.

It will be perfectly eate ae a high bank 1a surrounding the range

itself and a hill beyond that will give added protection. They will

use mostly 22 rifles - very fev high powered guns.

Mr. Brookfield thought this was a very unfortunate location for

'this kind of installation. He could see ""he protection for normal

shooting but if the gun were raised too high there was no protection

and a subdiVision 1s just beyond this tract.

Mr • .1k'ihr said there would be a supervlS9r on duty at all times

when the range is being used. There was no opposition. !~. Deihr

spoke of the safety in supervie6~ shooting especially for young peop e.
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Mr. V. Smith moved to deter the appll~atlon to vl~v ~he property

Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried. Deferred to October 16th.

The case of Jessie lansford was taken up - it had been put at the

bottom of the list.

Mrs. Lansford said she wished to have a rest home for people who

were not seriously 111 and who did not have contagious diseases.

mostly just elderly people who had no home.

Mr. Smith asked if tbe applicant had the approval DC the Fire

Contro. Board. She said No. The building 18 of frame con8truc~10

Also it will be necessary, Mr. SMith said, to get approval ot the

Health Department, which Mrs. Lansford had not yet gotten.

Mr. Smith said the new lire regulations were very rigid snd he

thought it WBS very nec.ssary to 8.. their requirements before

starting anything 8S it could be that they would require ins~alla.

tion too expensive to make it practical to operate. There wae no

opposition. The bulld.ing is furnished. with eewer and. .'Coer. Mr
a

Smitn said ne would see that Mrs. Lansford got the naMe of the

proper authorities to contact regarding fire .control a Mra Smith

meyed that the application be deferred until October 16. Mr.

Piggott eeconded a Carried.

DEFERRED lASES:

Samuel Lingle, tor addition to ga. station with less Setback than

required and to relocate pump island with le•• setback on Lot It

Englandboro, Falls Church District.

Thia waa deferred for the Board to view the property, whic:h -they

had done. The question wae raised regarding trafCic on Old ~olum_

bi. Road in case oC future widening and development. Mr. V.Smitb

did not like the idea of the road through the sta~ion pUlling out

on the Old Columbia Road - the hill on this road made a very hac_

ardoue condition. Mr. Lingl~ said the entrance was from Columbia.

Pike toward the back or the station. This exit road could be mov

back farther to giv8 more clearance before meeting the hill on Old

Columbia Road. Parking area will be in the rear also.

Mr. Va Smith made the Collowing motion - to grant the applleatic

to cover the existing lube bay, provided the road Crom the front 0

the property to the repair shop in the basement b. located on the

west side oC the existing buildings and the present approach to 01

Columbia Road be closed and a new appr~ch, it any. be located fro

the property at the southern most boundary or the property. Mr.

Piggott seconded. Mr. Smith added this • that the pump island b.

moVed not less than 50 feet fram the right oC way line of Columbia

Pike and parallel thereto as per plat submitted with the appli~a_

tion. Mr. Piggott seconded this addition. Carried.

'il tJ
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Ernest War1and, to convert garage into dwelling, Lots I, 2, 3, Sect.

I, Block :1 I Groveton Heights, Mt. Vernon District. if I f
No one was present to support the case. This had been deferred Co

a report from lobo. Mooreland and Mr. Schumann. Mr. Mooreland. said

they had studied the caB. and their report was that the caae be

denied. Mr. V. ~mlth moved that the application be denied because

it doe8 not contorm to the minimum requlrellll8nts of the Zoning Ord

inance. Seconded. Mr. Pigott. Carried;

David R. Campbell, 1/2 acre on the weBt Bide of Route 716 _ 7/10

mile south of Rt. 2)6, Mt. Vernon District•. This was deferred for

proper plats. The applicant had the ?lats which were satisfactory

to the Board. Mr. V. Smith moved to graft the applicat.ion be(:8US8

it 1. a family setup and the variance asked is very small, and it.

would work a hardship not. t.o grant the application. Seconded, Mr.

Piggott. Carried.

It was IlIDyed by Mr. Smith and seconded by Mr. Piggott that the

.f.2!!X. case be deterred until October 16th as requested earlier by Mr

Moncure, for a report tro. the Health Department. Carried.

Willi!! G.Dodson, tor permission to costruct dwelling on Lot which

contains less than 1/2 acre (80 x 230 feet), part of Lots 4 and 5,

Annandale Acres, Falls Church District.

Mr. Mooreland asked to give the background of this property. H8

said that some time ago Mr. Lowry came before the Board (1947) askin

to divide his two lota ~ which application was denied. Then he bUil

on one lot taking 101 teet trontage (Lot 4) then he sold another lot

which was 40 and 60 teet ot Lots 4 and 5, leaving an 80 Coot lot

which he sold. ThiS, however, was not a bUildable lot in this area.

(Rural Residence District) Now Mr. Dodson. who owns this lot has

requested the right to build on a lot 20 feet short of the re~uired

frontage and with only 3.'00 square feet area.

Mr. Brookfield suggested that by refusing this the J)oard was de~

priving the applicant of the use of his lot.

Mr.V. Smith said the Board would be showing partiality to this

owner to grant this application when they had refused the same thing

to the original owner. and if this were granted it ~ould set a bad

prescedent. Mr. Lowry, the original owner, had fouled things up

without regard for the Zoning Ordinance or Subdivision Ordinance.

He could see no reason to grant this.

Mr. Dodson said the lot was being used for baseball tor youngSters

in the neighborhood and it had caused some difficulty with baseballs

flying through windows. He had thought if he could bUild a small

house on the lot it would do away with this lot as a playground _

otherwise he disliked making the boys stop their play.

Mr~ Piggott moved to defer the case until October 16th. Mr. Smith
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seconded. Carried.

Thompson and Case. for 1888 setback on Lots 46, 47, and part oC

45, Ellison Heights, Falls 'Church District. No one "as present to

support this case. Mr. Smith moved to defer the case until Octobe

16th and that Mr. Thompson be notified. to be present. Mr. Piggott

seconded. Carried.
I

The Board adjourned ..

I
* * *

t.

October 16, 1951

The regular meeting of the
Fairfax County Board of Zon
ing Appeals was held October
16, 1951 in the Board Room
of the Fairfax County Gourt
house at 10:00 8.m. with the
following Membere present:
Messrs: Dawaon, Brookfield!
Veriin Smith, JB Smith, T••
Piggott. Mr. Schumann. Zon
ing Administrator and Mr.
White, Zoning Inspector.

1 - Thompson and Case, for permission to have 13 foot side setback and

31 foot setback from Highland Street, Block G, Lots 46. 47 and par

of ~5, Ellison Heights, Falls Church District.

''',r. ThOlllPson was present. This is a corner lot 100 x 150. Back

of the lot is a 20 foot road which leads to other property. The

house itself is located according to requirements - it 1s the gar

age 'Which projects into the prohibited ~·rea. Mr. Brookfield moved

to grant the Application since tne house is already bUilt and ther

were no objections. Mr. V. Smith seconded. Carried.

2 - Lowell R. Bnd Leona Wright, for permission to operate an antique

shop on approximately 5 acres on the east side of Leesburg Pike,

about 600 yards west of Dranesville Junction, Dranesville Distri~t

Mr. Wright was present. He stated that this 18 a very old house

The little extra building to the side was built on attached by a

breezeway. This is the part they wish to use as the antique shop.

All setbacks are met - approximately 75 feet from the front line

and 30 feet on the side •

Mr. Brookfield asked what they intend to do with the balance of

the acreage. Mr. Wright said - simply to keep it for garden and

~sture.

The Chairman asked Mr. Schumann for his opini~n. Mr. Schumann

said that since the applicant wished to use only ~he little ad-

I
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dltional building, the Board could confine them to that area _ he

saw no objection. If they wish to expand th.r will have b come

back to the Board.

A sign was discussed. Mr. ~right said they ~ould like to have

sign - but not a large one. From the Ordinance it was determined

that they could have onfwith an area of 10 square feet.

Mr. Brook.field moved to grant the application to conduct an an

tique shop in ~hi5 addition to the original building and that a

sign not larger than 10 square feet be allowed. Mr. Piggott

seconded. Mr. Brookfield added that the time limit of 5 years be

added to the motion. Mr. Piggott agreed. Carried.

Louis J. Carus111o, to erect automobile filling station on prope

located on the south side of Rt. 7, about 1-1/2 mile ~8t of the

Shirley Highway ~ joining Morrison's Texaco Statton J Claremont
J

Falls Church District.

Mr. CaruS1l1o and Mr. Blake CrOll American 011 Co. "'ere present.

Mr. Carua11lo said this property was zoned General Busines8. Ther

1s a filling station next door. There were no ojbections. The

sewer 1s aCross the street and the applicant said h. wculd connee

with thet as Boon a~ he COUld.

Mr. ~chumann said the applicant sight run into difficulty with

the Health Department. Mr. Carusillo said the Health Department

had made an inspection and he understood there ~8 no objectione

However, if it 1s necessary for more field he would make the grou

avallable as he o'Wlle the land bordering this propoSed station. He

intends to put a ahopp1.ng center on that ground - but can give

more ",rea very eadlr for the septiC field.

Mr. Blake said this was the same pattern used for all of their

filling stations and he thought the area was .urticient.

Mr. V. Smith said he would rather defer this until October 2J

and view the property.

Mr. Carusillo said his entire frontaee would be used for ingres

and egress since he owns considerable frontage. His shopping cen

ter could J as a matter of fact, be a continuous entrance to the

filline station. He said it had been approved by the Sta~e High

way Department. The pumps w111 be 70 feet back"om the centerlin

of the road. The motion to defer was put to a vote. Carried.

Raymond E. Edwards, to allow presently located dwelling ~o remain

~8.6 feet from right of way of Braddock Road, Lot ~, Smarrland,

Falls Church Distriete

Mr. Edwards said thi8 was a mistake which occurred when the fro

bedroom was ~dded. There was no opposition. TheBoard discussed

the width of the right of way of Braddock Road. Mr. V. Smith

moved to grant the application because it is a small variance and
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would be no traffic hacard. Mr. JB Smith seconded. Carried.

Hampton E. Turner) to locate detached garage With 4 foot rear

yard setback, Lot 90, Tremont Gardens. Falls Church D1striet.

There were no obje.ctlons. The neighbol' affected most had

stated that he had no objections. Mr. Brookfield moved to grant

the application. Mr. Piggott seeonded. Carried.

Henry W. Cauffman. to allow side porch to remain 7 feet from a1

property line, Lot 4, Block C, Section 4, Lee Boulevard H~lghts,

Falls Church District.

"1r. John Webb appeared for the applicant. H. stated that the

applicant got a permit for the home and did not understand about

the open porch. The neighbor most affected was present and said

he did not object. The Chairman asked Mr.Schumann hia opinion.

Mr. Schumann stated that if the neighbor did not object he thoug

it was all right. Mr. V. Smith moved to grant the application

because it does not affect adversely adjoining prope~y. Hr.

Piggott seconded. Carried.

E. F. Bladen , to extend use of the saw mill granted by the Board

of Appeals on an 88.5 foot x )01.97 foot area on Glyndon Street

and Owaa8 Street near the Town 'of Vienna, frovidence District.

This waa granted for one year and was extended. Cor another

year by the Bo;;rd. The applicant asked just what was meant by

operating commercially. He hardly considered he had operated

that way, 88 moat of his work was done Cor his own use. The

mill waa originally set up for a commercial purpose _ then it

burned down. Now he is ready to build 5 houses and wants to use

the saw mill for these bUildings. There were no objections. Mr.

Brookfield moved to grant the application tbr one year. Mr.

Piggott seconded. Carried.

8 ~ w. H. Holland, to construct garage-addition to present dwelling

to come 7-1/2 feet from side property line, Lot 9. Second Addi-

9 -

tion to Fairview l Mt. Vernon District.

This will be of brick and cinderblock construction. The house

is now the same distance from both sides. There were no objeet

ions. ~~. Brookfield moVed to grant the application as it did

not affect adversely adjoining property. Seconded, Mr. Piggott.

Carried.

Arthur T. Learnard, to construct detached carport to come 1 foot

from side property line, Lot 8, Walnut Hill l Falls Church Distri

The applicant said this would be simply a concrete slab - and

roof suspended by 4 posts. He did not wish to build a garage as

he did not want to put that much money into it. His driveway is

already in and by moving the carport in farther from the side

line it would make an awkward turn. There are two concrete apro s

I
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already in the entrance to -the driveway. There is a bank at the

rear which would be too expensive to level. A letter from the L( I 5
joining property owner was read - stating he had no objections.

Mr. V. Smith said the Board had never granted B carport this

close to the line. Mr. Dawson asked if the port cou}dnt be locate

2 feet from the line. He thought that wome future owner micht wia

to enclose this for a garage. Mr. V. Smith moved to grant the ap

plication 2 feet from the side property line and it should be op

tional with the applicant whether he make the carport 10 feet wide

or move it in farther and make it 11 teet wide _ so long as he

maintained the 2 foot setback. Mr. Piggott seconded. Carried.

Mr. Brookfield vot~d No.

10 - Ar~hur F. Ph~ney, to comple~e addition to dwelling (porch and

carport) to come closer to side line than allowed by the Ordinance

Lot 62, Sect. 4, Pine Ridge, Falls Church District.

This case was-withdrawn 8S it was 8ho\~ by a ~ertlCled surv~y

that his setback was all right. Mr. V. Smith noved to pa58 over

this application. Mr. Piggott se~ond.d. Carried.

11 - Ed~rd A. McMichael, to construct ~arage-addition to dwelling to

come 35 feet from right of way line of Paul Spring Road, Lot 43,

Section 2, Hollin Hills, Mt. Vernon District.

~~. Michael said his liVing quarters are at the back of his hous

This is a P!1rticular deaign many houses in this SUbdivision have

used. Mr. V. Smith thought it very desirable from the living stand

point but thought the setbacks should be observed.

Mr. McMichael said this road would probably never be 8 ~rough

thoroughfare. There 1s a p~rk joining and one across the street.

Mr. Brookfield thought the park would cause future traffic. The

applicant said this was a private park - just for the subdiVision.

There were no objections.

Mr. V. Smith thought that because of the park across the road it

would be possible" in the fu~ure to get more road ground if necess

ary. He moved to grant the application because the street is de

dicated 1n ~cess of 50 feet and because there is a dedicated park

across the street and joining the property. Mr. Piggott seconded.

Carried. Mr.Brookfleld voted No.

12 - Bernard and Effie Anderson, to construct and operate convaleseent

home on approximately 25 acres on the west side of Hunter Mill ROB

immediately opposite intersection with Re. 678, DranesYille Dist.

Both Mr. and Mrs. Anderson were present. They stated tha t they;

wished to build 8 large rambler which would take care of a few

convelescent patients and to make their own home there also. It

will be no more than two stories, with the patients on the ground

floor. They have talked with the state authorities and will meet
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all their requirements for size of rooms, fire pro~ction, etc.

The bUilding would be of rt.reprocif const.ruction and would be at-

tractive.

Mr, Brookfield thought the plot plan and general outlay Was not

sufficient. Mr. V. Smith suggested that the bUilding outlay waw no

necessary as that was controlled by fire regulations and the Board

need not conCern itself with the overall plan.

Mr.SchumaM read from the Ordinance so all '\iOuld know the restri _

ions under which such an installation could operate.

Mr. Ball from whom the Andersone are buying Said he thought this

would be a good thing for the neighborhood J in case of illness and

that it would certainly be no nuisance and he did not reel it weul

devaluate property.

Mr. Anderson said the patients would be all old people who were

ill, people convelescing, or for emergency cases. He said the hoe

pi~als were eager to have convelescent homes to relieve their load

There would be a trained nurse on duty all the time and Mrs. Ander

son i8 in training now and will be a trained nurse by August. She

15 a diatician now J her certificate i8 recogn1~ed by the District

and all the States.

The Chairman asked for opposition: Captain 8a~hman li~e8 joini

the Andersona. He re~esented some of the land owners 1n the neig

borhoad. He presented a petition signed by 44 residents - oppos1n

The petition opposed on four Counts: The adjoining ar~as have bee

and are devoted to farms and private residences. A commercial USe

would depress property values. No need exists in the area for thi

type of business enterprise, and present zoning should not be cha

ed. Th. residents of the neighborhood had a meeting and register_

ed their disapproval.

~~.Shane also opposed. He is directly across from the Anderson'

property. He '~8hed to maintain the neighborhood as it is _ a goo

development for large tracts and high clas6 homes. He felt this

area ~ould be carefully restricted and this use i8 not in keeping

with the present development. It would render the territory lesa

desirable and would affect loan appraisals. He suggested that, the

Zoning Ordinance was written to protect property owners and Dothi

should be allowed which Would depreciate property nor lower the

standard of the neighborhood.

JB Thompson stated he would like to go on record as approving Mr
Shane's statements.

~~. Cockrill also spoke opposing. He expressed the wish that th

territory be ;..Howed to remain as it is.

~w. V. Smith noted that Mr. Cockrill was the mos~ vitally affect

ed.
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Mr. Kiener opposed - also Mrs. Bendigo. Mr. B. Jones thought thi

might lead the way to even les8 desirable projects.

Mr. Schumann explained that the Board can grant a U8e for only th

one thine applied for ~ it is not 8 rezoning.

r~. Anderson said he had seen the same thing done in Tacoma Park

and did not believe property had been deprec1Qted. He felt that his

installation would be an addition to the neiehborhood.

Mr. V.Smith said he was well aware of the need of this Kind of

enterprise but he thought that Hunter Mill Road 1s developing into

a very high class area and he questioned what this use, if granted.

might do. He read from the Ordinance •••• "will not adversely affect

nelghbpring pro9erty." He stated that property is devaluated in th

minds of people and that is not a good thing especially for this

kind of a nei~hborhood. He moved to deny the application because

(he referred to Section 12-F, par. 2) the loea~1on oC the U8e appli

tor will ultimately affect adversely the use and development of

neighboring property. JB Smith seconded. Carried.

1) - J. T. Hodge, ,for pendsdon to have duplex on Lot S, Block 2, Fair

view Subdivision, Mt. Vernon District. Mrs. Edna Foster, the owner

appeared. She haa the area and frontage required by the Cr41nance.

She owns two lots. There was no opposition. This is an old house

which she wishes to convert into a two family dwelling. Mr. Brook

field moved to grant the application in view of the housing shortage

in this area. ,~, Piggott seconded. Carried. Mr. Y. Smith voted

14 - Donald Saunders, to allow garage to remain approximately 22 inches

from beth side and rear property lines, Lot 8, Block 4, sect. I, Ft.

\:iard Heights., Falls Church District.

This is already built. It is of ~inderblock ~ons~ruc~ion. The

neighbor most affected did not object. Mr. Brookfield moved to gran

the application. Mr. Piggott seconded. 6arried.

15 - Lloyd W. Hazelton, for(re-hearing) permission to operate pharmaeolog

laboratory and uses incidental thereto on the premises, northerly

5ide of Rt. 7, Dear Andrew Chapel, Providence District.

Dr. Hazelton appeared before the Board. He stated that he had

asked for the rehearing to present additional evidence which could

not reasonably be presented at to he original hearing. He read a sta

ment ~nd elaborated on it as he read - covering the points he wished

to bring out. This state~ent is in the records of this case~

Dr. Hazelton stated that he had felt that the nature of his work

was not understood by the Board and by thoee at the original hearing

He expressed the beliet that his eVidence would show that this is a

use entirely consistent with agricultural zoning, and was not a com

mercial enterprise in the usual sense.

Dr. Hazelton referred to Mr. Hitchcock's objections, particularly

'-{I
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to the dogs. The kennel license was granted before Mr. Hlt-cbcock

bought here. Also the depreciation in property valu~8 which had

been brought out. He aSked Mr. Durham to make a atat.eJaent. Mr.

Durham spoke (his remarks are also recorded with this case} haVing

no objection to the laboratory. He spoke of the misunderstanding

of the work being done here - labeling it purely an agricultural

service and not commercial. He commended Dr. Hazelton on his posi

tion in the community. his integrity, and his wish to keep tha lo

cality free of commercial trends. Mr. Durham is owner of the Old

Leigh place which borders Dr. Hazelton.

Dr. Hazelton referred to the odors which were objected to and the

neise. Mr. Soresi spoke regarding these objections. He is the

neares~ to the laboratortes - renting from Dr. Hazelton. He has no

fl' \i.,'"objection in any way and would like to buy where ~ now... There

18 an occassional odor - depending upon the wind. The noise 1s not

as bad as neighborhnod d.oe;s.

Dr. Wickline) another near neighbor, was no~ able to be present.

He also doee not object. A letter was read rrom him - not opposing

The Board of Andrews Chapel met and pe. ssed the follOWing r.esolu_

tion: WThat the Church take no further-action in opposing Dr.

Hazelton's re4uest for Change of Use Variance."

~~. H. Whitmore also SpoKe -,not opposing. Mr. Whitmore explains

the work of the laboratory and Dr. Hazelton's great serv1ee to the

community and the nation- in a very clear manner- saying this 1s i

reality_ a miniature testing farm rather than a pharmacology labora_

tory. He explained the expense of the government or various chemi_

cal companies in testing on large cattle farms - stating that this

was in reality the same thing- on a small scale- getting the same

results. He discussed the manner of experimenting on valuable apra

and chemicals which were of vital importance to agricultural develo

ment and which could be tested more quickly Bnd inexpensively in

this manner. This is encouraged by theDepartment of Agrieulture to

~ get faster and cheaper results. He -sta~ed that there are com

paratively few in this field and Dr. Hazelton is an expert ~nd has

contributed greatly in making agricultural work more effective.

Since this type of experimentation is new it naturally is not under

stood. Such a plant is to raise information rathern than crops.

This, Mr. Whitmore said. is unusual but factual, legitimate, agri.

cultural use.

Dr. Hazelton listed steps he wished to proVe: That the present us

is in fact specialized agricultural Use. 1s not commercial in the

common sense, that studies conducted contribute directly to farm

safety and d~r1cultural economy, conbibutes directly to the defense

effort, that imposition of restrictions would work Qnconomic hard-
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ship to the laboratories and to the County.

Mr. Schumann said the Board had the power to interpret wheeher or

not this was an agricultural use.

The Chairman asked for the opposition:

Mr. Brookfield said Mr. Hitchcock had called him that he could not

be present at the hearing today _ also that Lyle Smith would be

absent. They asked that decision on this case be deferred to a

later date when they both could be present. A letter from Mr.

Hitchcock was read requesting this deferment. ~~. Brookfield said

these people were objecting because of the devaluation of their

~and and the question of whether or not this is an ay~icultural us

Since these two objections could be decided without either Mr. Hltc

cock or Mr. ~lth. Mr. Brookfield suggested that the case be heard

in its entirety. It was agreed by the other Board members to go

ahead.

y~. V. Smith read the uses commonly classed as agriculture in th

Ordinance. He said this certainly could not be commonly classed a

an agricultural use. If it were so classed one might carry the

reasoning further and say that the makine of machinery and gasolin

were also agricultural uses - stretching it a little too far. Mr.

S~ith commended Dr. Ha~elton for his work and his place 1n the eo

munity. He felt that the 5 year extension of this use was generou

He felt thdt at l~ast Dr. Hazelton coul~ specify a time limit whi~

w~uld be satisfactory to him. He felt that this certainly did hay

a commercial tinge and. that it might affect adversely adjoining pr

perty.

Mr.Schumann said this was entirely up to the Board to determine

whether or not this is an agricultural use and the Board could giv

a broad interpretation to the Ordinance.

Mr. V. Smith said he also thought all bUildings should be 100 Ct

from all property lines and they at present do not conform.

Mr.Dawson asked ho~ about buying more land - to give the proper

setbacks. Dr. Hazelton said he was hoping to get more land from

Mr. Leigh. Mr. Leigh had given him the assurance that he would se

to him at a later time.

lotT. \'lh1tmore cited a case in Montgomery County 'Where th1s type 0

work was considered agriCUltural without question, an unusual agri

cultural use, however.

Mr. White called to the attention of the Board a case a few year

ago when they had handled t.he Prisoner of War case which was appea

ed to the Board of Supervisors and was upheld, stating that this

(a prisoner of war camp) was considered an agricultural use as the

prisoners were used for labor on the farms.

Mr. Brookfield thought this might be a legal question. ~~. V.
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Smith -surgest.ed the advice of the COlJJlK)nwealth I s At.torney for in

terpretation. Mr. Brookfield thought the interpretation was up to

the Board.

Mr. Brookriel~ moved that the Board interpret the law as con

sidering a pharmacology laboratory to be an agricultural use,

therefore, granting the application. Mr. Piggott seconded.Carried

Mr. V. Smith voted No.

DEFERRED CASES:

Jessie Lansford, to operate a rest home, Lot 43, Sect. 2, Greenway

Downs, Falla Church District.

This was deferred for inspection by the Fire ~~rshall. It was

explained that Mrs. Lansford had gone to a great deal of trouble

to get in touch with the Fire Marshall but had not been able to

contact him. It was suggested thnt ap~roval be elven subject to

the approval of the Fire Marshall. Mrs. lansfOrd said she would

have from 7 ~o 10 people in the heme. There are a t~al of 12

rooms in the house.

Mr. Schumann said the Board could give its approval in this way

and the Zoning Office would have control of its operation through

the issuance of an Occupancy Permit. It could be withheld until

the Fire Marshall had given his approval.

Mr. Brookfield moved and Mr. Piggott seconded that the applica

tion be granted subject to the approval of the Fire Marshall.

Carried. Mr. V. Smith not voting.

Eastern Construction CO' I to complete dwelling which 1s located 25

feet from Graham Court, Lot S, Firat Addition to Hemecrest, Falls

Church District.

Mr. Epstein appeared for the Company. The plats were discussed.

The house is under roof. There were no objections. ~~. Brook_

field moved to grant the application and Mr. Piggott seconded.

Carried.

Woodley Corporation, to allow dwelling to remain 12~)5 feet Crom

side line and )1 feet from street rieht of way line J Lot 241
J

Section 3, Woodley, FallS Chureh District.

Mr. Hardie Chambl1s appeared for the Company. He reviewed the

case. The carport is constructed in accordance with the Ordinance,

under the aame section a5 an open porch. The owner of the joining

lot is not opposed and stated that it would not afrect him adverse

ly. This is a cuI-de-sac and will be no traffic hazard.

Mr. V. Smith moved to grant the application because it does not

affect adversely joining property and it appears to be an honest

mistake and would work a hardship on the prospective purchaser who

is in the service to have the house moved. Mr. Piggott seconded.

Carried. Mr.- Brookfield not voting.
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Earl S. Posey, to construct and operate a tourist court on 1.904

acres on the west side of U. S. #1, 2000 feet south of junction

with Route 62a, Mt.Vernon District.

Mr. Andrew Clarke appeared for the applicant. This is a Rural

Business District with tourist courts on both sides of this pro

perty. There 1s 4D open ditch through the property which Mr.Clark

said would have to be taken care of _ that is closed up. They 8i"e

noW working on the approval of the Health Department. There were

no objections.

l(r.Brookfield moved to grant the application subject to the ap

proval of the Health Department. Mr. JB Smith seconded. Carried.

The Board adjourned for luneh. Upon reconvening, Mr. Brookfield

took the Chairmanship.

Fairfax Beach and Tennis ClUb, to construct and operate club house.

recreation center. bathing beach. and pertinent facilities, athle

tic games, entertainaent. restaurant therewith on 93.246 acres,

Lake Barcroft Estates, Falls Church District.

Mr. Andrew Clarke represented the Company. Mr., Schumann Said th

Charter of the Club had been called to the attention of the Board

particularly the elastic conditione of the Charter. There 1s the

poss~bll1ty of a development on this@round which might be unaccep

table to the Board if this application were granted. ~~. Clarke

said theCharter had purposlY been made broad and elastic purely

for loan purposes, but that the development would be entirely in

keeping with Lake Barcroft Estates.

It was asked if this was a stock company which might be sold. Mr.

Clarke said it w~s. In such a case Mr. Vh. Smith said ~he Board

would be giVing a blanket use and he thought it too broad. The

Board would have no control.

Mr. Clarke said this would be run much the same as Belle Haven

Club. It would be restricted as to membership and he had no tho~

that even another owner would change the character of the develo

ment.

tkr. V. Smith said the words "pertinent faCilities" covered p~.e

t1cally everything - that even a Glen Echo co~ld be permitted and

the Club could force a permit. He thought that under the present

I
setup it would

other owners _

might be done.

probably be all right but if i~ were transferred to

which could be done - there waj no aS$urance of wha

He felt the Board should look to the future. He

also suggested extra building setbacks from the resldential pro-

perty.

Mr. Clarke said the construction of a Glen Echo would mean a

business - but that under the Ordinance this was to be operated as

a Club and not a commercial proposition in the true sense, that th
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Ordinance does not allow commercializine on this property.

He recalled that only the restaurant was necessary to come before

the Board.

Mr. Dawson moved to erant the application including the restauran

with 150 foot setbacks for all bUildings from all property lines.

The present setback required by the Ordinance was dis~ussed.

Mr. Clarke thought 100 feet setback from all lines was not un_

reasonable - but 150 feet too much. Mr. IJaweon changes his motion t

state 100 foot setback from all lines instead of ,the 150 feet. Mr.

JB Smith seconded. Carried. VerI in Smith and Mr. Piggott not voting

(Mr. Brookfield, Dawson, and JB Smith voting for the motion)

Carried.

William G.Dodson, to construct dwelling on lot which eont~ln8 $0 x

2)0 square feet, part of Lots 4 and 5, Annandale Acres, Falls Churc

District. ~~. Dawson was not present - haVing been excused for an

appointment. Mr. Brookfield reviewed the case _ the original divi

sion of the land and the Board refusine the original owner ehe righ

to build on less than the 1/2 acre. Mr. Mooreland was ~lso present

and went into the case. After the other lots were sold this small

piece was left and ~ow Mr. Dodson wishes to put a small house on it

Mr. Schumann said that by granting this the Board would reverse

itself, since this same thing had been refused before.

Mr. V. Smith said the Board sbould be consistent since this was

turned down before. He moved to deny the a?plication beCAuse it

does not conform to the minimum requirements and because of the

history surrounding this land. Mr. Piggott seconded. Ca~ried.

Potomac Rifle ClUb, to conduct rifle range by supervised club on

ground located approximately 500 yards north of Rt. 236 and about

500 yardS south of Rt. 61) and 1/2 mile west of the junction of 236

and 61), Falls Church District.

The Board ha~ seen the property. There was no one present rep_

resenting the Club and no opposition.

Mr. Schumann recalled the rifle club in Dranesville district whic

the Board had turned down. Mr. V. Smith said he had seen ritle

ranges in operation under the most rigid restrictions but there was

always someone who would sometimes shoo\ out of·, turn and he thought

this a very dangerous location. The school and Pinecrest Subdivi_

sion are both near. Mr. Smith did not think the chanee should be

taken to allow this installation.

Hr. Schumann recalled the aSphalt mixing plant which had been

granted when people in the neighborhood were not aware of it and

there was so much co~plaint in the area that the plant was never

used. He thought if the neighborhood understood what was being pla

ned here they would be greatly opposed.
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Mr. Brookfield thought thb 8 t.oo thickly settled neighborhood and

the responsibility would be on the Board for whatev~r might result.

Mr. Piggott moved to deny the appll<:ation. Mr. JB Smith seconed.

Carried.

Samuel T. "'eaver J to have kitchen facilities for two famlleis 1n pre '1;}J
sent dwelling, Lots 5 and 6, Section 4, Groveton Hei£ht., kt.Vernon

District.

Mr. Weaver reviewed hie case. TheBoard hRd seen the property. Mr.

Weaver said his house was occupied by people in the S~rYi~, Cor

he wished to provide cheap housing. He was not trying to make a

large profit on the house. In fa·ct he co~ld rent it to a Colonel

a higher figure than he 1s now getting but prefers not to. kr. V.

Smith thought this might be a better proposition - from the standpoin

of the zoning laws.

Mr. Schumann asked if therllt were two or three famU.i!s in the house.

There had been some diecussion of this. Mr. Weaver said 3 families.

Mr. Schuma~ said he could not possibly have that because that con

stituted an apartment. which could not bllt granted in this district.

y~. Weaver said he could have as many families in the hou~e as he

chose as long as they used the same kitchen. Mr. V. Smith said he

had not seen that in the Ordinance. He felt it was unfortunate for

the service people but that we could not disregard the Ordinance for

something that the Federal Goverment was responsible for _ to provld

adequate housinr for Service people.

Mrs. Pope spoke for the opposition. She said they had bought into

a one family neighborhood and she considered this an undesirdble use.

She referred to the petition filed at the last hearing where all the

neighborhood objected.

~r. Schumann said the Board had the right to grant 2 families sine

Mr. Weaver had the frontage and Area - but not J families.

Mr. V.Smith sUBgested postponing action and get~ing the names of

~hoge in ~he ~ui1dlng to see when they exPected to va~ate, then to

deny the app1icat.ion 80 a9 not to work a hardship on the occupants.

~1r. ~~aver said he Wished to make a test eaSe of this. Mr. Brook-

field in that case it was better to deny the appl1cation.

Mr. V. Smith moved to deny the application because it ooe6 not eon

form to the Zoning Ordinance. JB Smith seconded. Carried.

Carlyle V.. Parker, for tno additions to dwelling, carport to come 28

feet from front right of way line And bedroom to come 36 feet from

front right of way, Lots 164 and 165, Wellington P~rk Estates, Mt.

Vernon District.

Mrs. Parker appeared before the Board. The house itself is 60 feet

back from the curb. It is brick. She showed the architects drawing

with the proposed additions.
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Mr.Schumann thought the re9tri~tions 1n this subdivision ~ere25

feet. It 1s an old sUbdivision and if this is so _ the requested

setbacks Hould be all right.

Mr. V. Smith moved to defer the case until October 2) to deter~

mine what the recorded setback is before taking action. JB Smith

seconded. Carried.

Bernice Carter Davis. to permit use of bUilding on premises as res

idence, said bUilding beine 15 feet from rear lot line. Lot 4,

Clydesdale. Mt. Vernon Djstrlct.

Mrs. Davis t attorney was 111 so she appeared 1n her own behalf.

This case was deferred to determine if this was a lot of record. It

was established that it 1s a lot of record. ~~s. Davis showed a

photo~atic copy of the deed proving that this and the plat of

Clydes9.ale~whi·c~did ~oi- ~nclude Lot 4. The two end lots of the

subdivision were not changed. Mrs. Davis reviewed the case _ how

she had'sold her house and expected to build on this lot, but could

not have a septic field without taking out her lovely trees. She

wished to live in this building until such time as she can hook on

to the sewer system. A years time was suggested. Mrs. Davis said

she did not wish to be limited to this period as materials may be

short And she did not know when she could build or when she could

connect with the sewer.

Mr. Douglas Adams represented the opposition. He said he had con

ferred with Mr. McCandlish who had fiven him to understand that the

lot had been determined to be a lot of record _ therefore the joini

lot owner,whom Mr. Adams represented, did not think it necessary to

appear. He said, however, that his client objected because he Celt

that Mrs. D~vis did know the laws, haVing been before the Board so

many times before and he felt the laws should be followed and one

should not be allowed to wilfully disrega~d the Ordinance. by-mov

ing in to a bUilding which was in Violation then to ask the Board t

legalize it.

Considerable discussion followed regarding those who objected

and why. The Chairman asked that personal grievances not be in

jected into the record since they did not concern the Board.

Mr. Schumann said since it had not been shown that the owner on t

joining lot was not being harmed and it would work a hanlsh1p on Mr

Davis not to grant this ~ the Board had the right to allow this use

for a limited time. At least to take care of the present emergency

He suggested that a compromise way of handling the case might be

satisfactory •

Mr. Adams said his Client thought 6 months period sufficient.

~lr. V. Smith suggested to Mrs. Davis that she did know the Ord-·

inance, since she had had considerable experience with the Jpro-
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cedur.es of the Board and Zoning Off.ice. Mrs. Davis said this was an

and tbe county but he Would move to grant the application for a peri

of one year because of the hardship it ~ould cause to do otherwise.

Seconded, Mr. Piggott. Carried.

The Board adjourned •

•••

Oc~obor 23. 19S1

A Special Me.tinc of the
ra1rf'ax COUD'ty Board. ot
Zoni. Appeals .a held
Oc~obor 23. 1951 in ~ho
Board Roe- at tobe Pa1r.fu
COUD~7 Ottico Building .~
10:00 •••• witb the follow
ing ••bers preaent: Jtara.
Dawson, Brookf1eld .JB
SIIi~h. aaiI VorUn !l.i~h.
MI". ScbUMlUl, Zoning 1d
alDletrator! and Mr.IIoore
land were a~o present.

I. L. norence, to baye leaa lI8toback than reqUired trOll atre.t r1&ht

at way on Lot. ), Lewell Park, Nt. Yernon District.

Mr. Mooreland explalMd why the C8.e c... before the Board. The

permit wa. issued for set.back CrOll a 40 foot atrEMIt. and. it wae dis

coYered later that th11 was a 30 foot Itr"t whieb. would require a

50 foot setback. Thie .8e no fault of the applicant but ln order to

clear his recorda tor t1t1e purpose. 1t .a. neeeseary to co_ before

the Board. He bae already cut off 2 t ••t troa the e1se ot bil houe.

ae propoled but atill could DOt ..et tb. req\4~ ..tback. Ther.

were no object.ions. The house 1. built. It a roadcoes through here

the additional width will be taken off the other elda ot tb.~.

Thi. property 18 eo yet not lIubdiYided.

Mr.Brookf1eld said he e•• DO choice in t.he matotoer but for the Board

emergency. Her f'urniture was out in the rain - she had had t.o mov.e

in a hurry - and she had no pla.ce to ~tay but in t.h1e U.tt!e house.

She felt her record as a citizen should show that she had no desire

to harm the convnunity. She said in answer to Mr. Adams 4uest.l-on tha

to put in a septic field she would have to cut down 30 or 40 trees.

Mr. V. Smith said he did not wish to work a hardship on Mrs. Davi~

and he had the greatest respect for her contribution to the communit

1 -
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to grant this since lt was a Zoning Office error and the Board cer

talnly could not penali.e Mr. Florence for eesething he had had no

knowled&e of and waa not hie error. He llOyed too grant the appllcatl

w1:th .. 42.) foot Betback fra the front right of' way line. Mr. JB
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SIlitb seconded. .carried.

'fred and Beckert I for permllelon to Cons~ruct and operate gasoline

fUUnl station on Parcel I, Section I, Delta Subdiyioion, Falls

Church Dlatrlct.

Mr. !boer Duncan appeared tor t.he co_pany. He Rated that all

the ground between Fort Worth and rort Wl11iaJu Dr1".•• wae soned. r
busin.a". He .at1llated about ,.,00 feet. The Board examined tbe

plata wbich showed setback., entrances, and &8n8ra1 outlay or the

prOPOIed. aerYlce station. There waa a question about juat how much

ground va. zoned busin.sa fronting on at. 236. Mr. Wheeler showed

a sketch oC the entlre aubdlYlalon which indicated about )00 r••t

were Boned busine.s. Mr. Mooreland ..1d h. would check with the

r ••onina application tor 'the exact dietance. "He foUlld it to b. 285

t.et.

Mr.Duncan lIald the Aaerlcen 611 COIIpany would build and operate

the atatlon. Mr. Blake ot "'riean 011 waa present.

Col. Hall who lives on 'the lot s.-ediat.ely joining t.he propoaed

filling atoation obJected.. He said he bad lived. on his pro~rt.y tor

approxilDately 10 IDOnt.ba. He had bouabt. t.hinking this vee an entire

ly residential section. He did not lite the idea of • fil11ng ata

tion be1a&: pract.ical11 in his troat yard. Also the station would

be located in a little .alley - between two high point. in the r~d

which he tholChto would create a toraffic h••ard. Thi. corner i ••

a school bUB stoop and about. 40 or 50 children Concrept.e there 'to

..eto t.he bus. He considered this a h••ard to tob. children. He

ellM) relt. 'this in.toallatioD would be a fire naaard and "bat it

would greatly depr.ciat.e bi. property. He hi••elf would DOt. ha.e

bought here bad be known a tilling station might be Installed.

Hr: Wheeler alao objected. He presented 8 petitloa signed by 50

people in the 1aHdlate nelpborbood - all ~bjectlD1' The .groWlds

liated in the petition objecting were: Thare are already 6 filling

stationa within a radius of one m11e at this property _ two wit.hin

400 yards - toberefore, no )'8d. It would create a nuisance witoh
.alu •

nood lights, noi.. , trash, and waste and would deerea•• property I
1n the are.. It would cause undue trattic basard e.pecially be_

cauae at 11:.s location - in • "alley. It would cau.e tire b.sard

and would be an "at.tractive nUisance" for children. Mr. lIIheeler

elaborated on these objections.

Mr. Deaele also opposed - on the 88118 grounds as t.he petition.

Sgt. Thrall objected. He has liYed in the subdi"isioD ainee it.

a't.arted. He would not ha.e bought had he known thill waa commercial

ground.

Mr. Wheeler 8aid a covenant 00 the ground prohibited everything

except one faal1y residential dwellings. It lf88 brought out that

I
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-this groUDd was actually exel\ided CrOll the orieiul eubdlYl.1on and

wae not subject too thoae COTenant.s. It was aODed. without proteat. It.

...8 a180 brought out tobat this was advertised .1 .p.reel I I Section I J

Delta 8u~lvl.1on.

Mr. DuncaR Hid the st.ation would be broupt to • proper level and

would not actually be low when tiniehed. Mr. Wheeler ..id t.hey caul

not cban&. the crada or height oC the ..tr••t.. JIIr. Duncan tho_ht •

t111111& station would tend. to reduce epeed in traffic rather 'than 'to

cra.te a speed hasard. H. atated t.hat •• statlon would coat around

$50,OCX), would be attractive and well kept up and be thouaht. it woul

b. a credit to 'the ne1ghborhood.

Mr. Loe statotl that he w1shed to locate tbe proposed station _ tha

h. did not know it he objected or not. He had thought aellence Ho.

were golnc on this propert,r. H. alao thought the .ervice station

bue!n••• wa. beiD&; oveMlona in this locality. Manr or the atatione

are even DOW fightinc for 'buines8. He objected. to the nol" aDd

.ip••

set. Thrall eaid that through his efforts sDd others 1n tha 081&1>

borbood the ap,ed. limit in thia ar•• had been reduced trOll 50 to 35

ane. per hour.

It ... brought out that stnce thi. 1. a bus1n.s. sone aoal other

type of bull1n••a could go in bere without baY1nI; to ooae beror_ tbe

Board and the propert.y owners would ~. DO con~ro1 - aomethlq-.ore

obnoxious than a tilling atatlon. The object-ora said that wa. 1n t

fUture - .they were ~late11 coDcerned with what was betore the

Boord.

Mr. ·V. Smith aald the Board would have to act UDder SectloD 16 of

the Zonina Ordinance. He read. f'r~ th1l Section. ,He Celt that the

Board would have to deny this application becau.. ot thia section in

the Ordinance. He Celt that the Board ot S~rvi.or8 would not re

Bone this particular piece oC ground. if it were before th.. at t hi.

ti•• because it would allow scatter1nc oC business rather than 10

cat1D-& it in CCHlprlct group.. lie lIOYed to deny the aJllicat10n becaue

it doe. not conform to 'the requir.entl or section 16 at the £oninc

Ordinance.

Mr. Brookfield sUggested that he add that it would depreciate pro..

perty values and -there was no need. Mzo. Smith .aid this .a all

cO'Yered 1J:l Section 16. Mr.Brooktield a,reed and .econcled to aot1on.

I-t carried unanimously.

DElpREC CASES~

Louie Carusillo, to erecto automobile f1l1ing .tat1on OD ground 10

catoed on the aoutoh aide oC Rt. 1, approximately 1-1/2 .tle west of

Shirley H1ghway, 'alls Church D1.t~1ct.

This had been. d etarred to .,.i8W the property buto the Board had Dot
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had ti.. to make thi8 Inapect.lon. It was agreed to see the prope

at the close of this se.alon and. make the decision on t.he property.

Thie vas done and the Board granted the appll..catlon.

Carlll. V. Parker I to Construct two additions to dwelling loo come

28 f"et and 36 feet froa front right of way. Late 164 and 165. Wel

~1ngton Park Estat•• , Nt. Vernon District.

Thi. can was deterred to determine t.h. aetbaok requir...nta of

the or1&lnal 8ubdlTlalon. This was recorded b4Jtore the Ordlaance.

It was found that lobe appllcaat w•• within the old recorded re.tr!

.lana J therefore I the Board agreed tha t they had no Jurl11dlctlon8

and did not act on tbe c.... Motion, Mr. Brookfield, .econded, Mr.

dB Seith. Carried.

I

I
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Octpber 30, 19'1

.l Special Meet-lag of the Fairfax
County BOlIN of Zoning Appeals was
held October 30, 1951, in tbe Board
RoOil. at th. Fairfax COWlty Court.
house at 10:00 a ••• vith the follow
1Dg member8 pre.ent.: Mesare Daw8on,
Brookf1eld, JB'S.ltb., and Varlin
Seith.

1 - Ech,ard K. Lawleea, t.o allow dwlllncto r_1n .e construct.eel neare

Bradf'ord Drive thaD t-be reqUired eetback, Lot. 61. SeCt-10D 2, Brook

Hl11 Eetatee. 'alla Church Dlstrict.

Mr. X.wle•• and hil builder. Mr. Ca~nn. appeared before tohe

Board.. Mr. Lawles. sa1d h. had originally hired a builder aDd. paid

hill on a contr.~. Tbe b\lilder due tlle baaeaent then took o£t. He

then hired Mr. Cau.f'llann who used. the 88JIIe d1gg1ncs. whicb were Dot

located accord1D1 to the Ordinance with reference t.o tbe front lin.

setback. There was a reaubdlTlalon of' aa.e of these lata when Sect

2 was put on and the atre.t here in "ont of' thle lot 1. actually 12

reet wide lnstead of 'the reqUired 50 Ceet. Technlcall, the applica

should ~e all right but the actual cledicated street puta bUi too

close to the 11ne. Th. houee 1. being shingled now. All other set

back. are eadly aet. There were no objectione.

Mr.8rooktield GlOved to grant the application. allowlng the houl.

to remaln where it 1e because it "'-11 not dauge anyone. Seconded,

Mr. JB 8ali~h. Carried.

2 - /&.. P. Qualls, and W. C. H11dreth. Cor penal.sion to construct duple

dwelling with lesl than the required. area, Lot 30, Wlndsor Eatate••

Nt. Vwrnon Dietrict.. (Wincisor Avenue aDd DeUlah Road.)

I

I

I
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Mr. Qualla appeared befora the Board. '!'hie property hee 1,,70 t.et

front._ on Windsor Drive. 110 111 " long toriaa,gular piece of land.

Ha can ...t t.he required setbacks. "1'. QUalls and bie brother bough

t.hb laDd. to relie"B a dirrl.cult financial situation. They each

bo'Cbt trailers and mored. in. Their Int.entlon we to build on to

their traUera .a ~.J could and. event.ually ha•• the two 101"11.,., re

IIOYacl and t.he 'two additions eonnected too uk. a duplex. JJot.h have

had • gr••t. deal of t.roubla with the property _ they were told they

could build aDytb1ac or 11.... any way they chon a. 10Dl .s they did

not keep hOla. Th.,. were t.old a traller was peMislible _ 8180 •

duplex. They had not planned. to build until 1952 but a1nc:. the h.eat.

haa been aD the uee of tral1era tbe, wiah to legall•• their conatruc

10n.

Mr. Brookfield was lIII1U.•r with the r;round.. It wa., be aald, pre

yiou81,. OWD~ by the Northern 'Virginia Conetruction Calpaoy and aub

d1Yid04 and eo1d by • _n nlllllOd Swarta, Mr. V. _th tho'Cht it

might be well t-o e.. t.h. property. He ••id ~. applicant bad hie

.y.pet.by b~ h. t.bouebt hie recourl. was nth the agent. who 801d b1a

the propert,.. '!'he agent baa eUpped, Mr. Qualla ..id, bnlQc oold

all tb. property in this lSubd.ivis:10D wiU t.be BaM diar.prd for

country re8tri~ione. Mr. ~ll. said h. felt ba ...... not inCrinc1.n&

on anyonel•• A that. their bouee would not. be unattraetiT8 aDd would

be no lareer than an ord.1nary rubler. It 'ofOuld be cr....

It wa. lucpetM that em. ell out t.o the other. Mr. Qualls said

neither was fiD8Dcb,lly able to do that. Mr. Y. Saith thOUght the

result 01 arantins this mlght ultiaately-do ~r. ~ to the appli

cants than good.

Mr.Brookriald wae afraid grantinc this would r ••ult in a aeries ot

alailar applications.

Mr. S.i1Oh 'thought it .ight be wall to aee the property but eince 111".

Brookfield and. Mr. Daweon beW t.he locality it was thought better no

to dalay the ca•••

Mr.V. S.ith said h. thought the Board had a .oral obligation &8

well .a legal - h. 80Ted to grant the applicatioD bacau•• tbe strict

application of' the Ordinance woUld result in peculiar aod exceptional

practical difficultie. and undue hardship 08 tha oWD.ra. Seconded.

JB Saith. Carried.

• • •
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A Spee1a1 Maat10g of tha Fairfax
COUDty Board of Zoo1og Appeala waa
held MRY..ber 6, 1951 in ~h. Board
RoOll or t-be 'airfax COUDty Court
hou•• at 10:00 •••• nth the follow
inc ."Mr. preRnt: Meaere Daweon
Brookf1a1d, JB SIo1th, and Varlin
8Io1th. Mr. P1gott W88 aba.nt.

V1rginia Water C~paDy, to conatruct ground ator-ee r...rvolre to

prol'lde a distribution BY.". storase between t.be Occoquan Plant

and the City ot Alexandria aDd atorace tor ~eal. of water to the

Annandale water Co~, on 2 acr•• located approxl..tely ~ r••t •••t
approxi..ta1y 1(2 aHa aouth of it. 617 and

of Spr1ogf1a1d Road and/Bt. 2)6, Falla Church Dlotr1ct.

Mr. _ha and Mr. R1cbard were pre.ant for tha coapeDy. Mr.

Boot-he said. this .... necN"ry lnB'tallatton, it would be used 1n

an emergency at Occoquan it the plant broke down - ther.tore ••r

Tiee _uld not Burrer. Tbe.... type ot r8...r.01rs hal'. b••n 1n

.'talled in Alexandria. The conBb"uctloD will not be unBight-ly. It

will hay•• capacity of 2 111111011 pllona. There _r. no objection

Mr. Brookfi.ld aoTed to crant the application because it i8 a pub

lic neceaa1ty. Mr. V. 881th .aeoDdad. Carriad.

2 - Charles Pucli81, to use property tor gasoline fl11lnc statlon and

to allow pup island to be located 25 teet f'rc. right of WRy i1in. 0

Leesburg Pike, Lot 20, SectiOR I aDd 2, Worth1n&'ton aeiabts Sub

division, Providence District.

Mr. Puglisi was pre••nt and located. his c:round on the _po This

application waa &Tantecl IIOre than 6 aontha aco. The t1ae for con

struct-10n ran Ollt and 1n the .eantiM the aaendllent to the Ordlnanc

was pe••flo requ1riac a \I.e pel'lllt for a tllllng .tat:ion. Th. gra

1. soned iural &tualn.... An Aaoco atatlon 1a acroas the ator••t on
U

the 51 corner. Thla 1_ DOW on a 30 Coot road but/Will no doubt be

widened. The buHdiac 10 72 feet frOB the property line. The

.eptlc field 10cat10n wa. di.cua.ed.

Mr. Brooktl.ld _oved to «rant the application tor u•• o£ a gaao

llne filll.q atatlon and to allow the puap ls1and too be 25 te.t fr

tbe rlght of way 11ne at Le.sburg Pike. Mr. V. Smith seconded, aa

he thoucbt this a good location Cor a tilling atatlon aiDee one wa.,

located acroea the atre.t - thua keeping bU8ine.sea together.

) _ ThCMl88 E. hox, tor pend••ion to erect carport 7.6 reet ira- 8"ld.

property line on lot located approxLaately 1 aile west ot Rt. 12),

on the north aide ot Babcock Road. Providence Diatrict.

There .-re no objectlona. The neighbor aoat arleeted appear4d

favoring granting tni. application. Alter 10iO& o••r the plata it

was discoTered that Mr. lnO:ll: did not nled to cau before the Board.

It was the understanding of the Zoning Ofrice when the app11~atlon

waa filed that thls -.15 to be aD attached carport.- which would have

required a variance. But when the plata CRae in it showed a de

tached carport which waa not in violatlon of tbe Ordinance.

I
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Mr. V. Sai.th said -there val no need to t.ake action on the applica

tion but aaked. that Mr. ~O,1l1 IIlOney be reCunde<l becaUSe it wall DOt.

neeeaS&r1 to aake this application. The Board agreed with Nr.'Smlth.

DEYEIlRIIl CASES:

Frank Lea, for peralaslon to erect and operate tourist court on

ground located on the weaterly ~ld. oC U.S.'l. t..edlately jolnlac

Keystone Motor Courts, Nt. Vernon Dietrict.

This caS8 had coae before the Board before it va. resoned to Rural

Busineaa. The Board deterred it unto11 Mr. Le. would hayS ti.. to

petition.tbe Board of SuperTleora tor a resoninc. Thi. vaa «rant.d

all except the rear 75 t.et .bleh remained aesidento1al.

Mr. Dawson a.ld the Board would ha.,.e to bays plata Showing the PI"

posed locationa and .etbacks ot ~. bul1dlnca. The plata pre.ented

"ere DOt surricient. Mr•• Lawson aot the plat wb.1cb was pr•••nted.

witb the r ••onlDc ca.e bu~ thb cUd not show the propo.ed building

locatione.

Mr. Lea aaid he would probably etart with 6 cabin•• Because of the

delay he .aid be probably would not start construction now UDtil the

Sprlnc.

Mr. V. 8IIith said tbe Board could take no ac~lon on the pla~s sbo

Mr. Brookfield aoved to dater the application until lo",..ber 20 at.

which t18e tbe applicant should present complete pl.ta abowing the

proposed buildinc locatioDs. seconded. Mr. V. Seitb. carried •

• • •
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The leeular Meetine at the
Fairfax County Board. or Zan
inc Appell1a .... hold lerr.lllblr
20, 19511n tho Boord _ ot
the Falrtax County Courthou••
at 10 •••• w11;h the £0110w1o&
....bers pr••ent: Me.ers S.
Cooper Oow.on, JB _th, .Dd
J.W. Brooktlola.
Mr. Mooreland .a alao pr.sen~.

Foreatyi11e VOlunteer Fire DepartoMnt. Inc. r to erect acld.itlon to fi

house to come closer to aide line than allowed by the Zonine Ordi

nance l located aD the south aide of Rt. 193. at Foreat",ill•• Drane.

ville District.

Mr. O. V. Carper appNI'ed tor the applicant. The addition w111 be

on the west aide of the buildinc and will have a 14-.5 foot .etback.

Thi. 18 about 90 teet fro-. a buelnes8 sane. JIIr. Carper owna the

joining ground aDd d088 not object to the ",arianc.. The building

will not come closer ~o the Georgetown Pike than the present bU11d-
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ing. Thlo addition e""blAs two pions of "'lui_nt to be houoad _

they are now out in the open. lIT. Brooktteld IBOved too grant the

application, Mr. JB 5II1th seconded. Carried.

C. R. Haines, Jr., to construct dwelling to COlO closer to street

right of way line thaD required by Ordinance, Lot 7, Parcel D,

Jackson NUl woods, north alde of Millwood. Road, Draneaville Diet.

Mr. MoorelBDd said the Board had granted a sailar -Case in this

Yicinity about a year aco - b4llcause the rear of the lot drops a

bruptly into aarlhy ground. There were no objectlonl. Also Mill

wood i8 • dead end Itreet. It runs into a Cliff-Difficult RWl.

Mr. Brookfield .aved to &rant the application because of the to

graphy of the lot aDd. the ...reh back of the house location does not

allow it to be lIOYed. back farther to ae.t proper setbeck. Mr. S.ith

eecObded. Carried.

3 - Penn Daw Vl11age, Inc., to allow hou••• to r_1D at present .et-

backs: Lot 1" - )".28 ft fro. Hill Straet; Lot 27 - 9.90 ft. fr.

slde line; Lot 13 - 33.95 tt, setback trc. Hill Place. sect10n I,

Penn naw Village, Mt. Vernon District.

Thi. ia an Urban Di.trict and all are ...11 Yarianc•• a.ked.

There were no objection.. Mr. JB &lith _oved aDd Mr. Brookt'leld

seconded that these variances be granted for the reason oC ~e -.l

variances and no objections. Carried.

It. - H. C, Byrd, to const""ct two f.ily dwelltnc on Lot p. Br1arwoocl

'ara, on the west aide of Hunter Road, approxt.BtelJ 650 Ceet north

of Lee Highway, Providence District.

Mr. Byrd. has the width and area required. He wiehe. to have his

daughter snd I ..ily live ln this second dwelling. The setbacks are

o.k. and there were no obJectloae. Mr. Brooktield aoYed to grant

the appllcation a. it could do no bar. to anyoa.8 and. the property 1

sufficiently large botb 1n are. and Irontaae. Nr. SJI1t.b aeconded.

Carried.

5 - Hollin Hills, Inc., to locate dwelling 20 feet traa front street

right of way, Lot 177, Sect. 7, Kollln HUla Subdivision, Nt.Vernon

District.

Mr. Da...enport had phoned that be "Duld be late. 8y vote this cas

was set aaide until Mr. Da...en,port arrived. Motion Mr. Brooktie1d,

seconded Mr. Smith.

6 - AsburJ B. Haauaon, to use present buildings as tourist court OD 2.62

acres on the north side ot Rt. 211. oppo.ite Willow Springs Gareee,

Centervllle District.

Mr. Mooreland stated that he had, in error, sent AIr. KUlIDOn to the

Board ot Supervisors for a resoning but since thia is in an Agri

cultural District it could come before the Board of Appeals. The

Board of Supervisors have refunded Mr. Hammon's money and now he 1s

I
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Mr. H.-on baa a aal1 building on his propert.y which he riabes 'to

use tor ret-ins to tr.D81en~. and also 1:.wo rOOllB in hi. dwelling too ~ t.( 3 3.
rent. He said the Healt.b Departaent has approTed this use. HoweYer,

be bad an insufficient plat and th. Board did. not wish to pas. OD t

application. The plat. did. not show the locaUoD or the build!nc.

with proper 88tbacka. The house, Mr. Ha.on 881d, waa about) t ••t

trOll the 8ide line.

Mr. Brookfield said be could not vote on tbla witbout ...1D& the

house 10cat100s. Mr. Haaaon ••1d he would try too set en incin.er to

locate tohe build!nc. before tohe daYB ....lon was OY... 10 decislon

was _de - pend.1ng Mr. &'-00'8 ret-urn wl'th proper locations.

7 - L. R. Broyhill, to have 1••• than required. setback on Lot82U; 234;

571; 5'A, all witib • 12 toot aetba.ck fro-. aide ...operty 11ne, Sectio

It Cheaterfield Subdivision, Prov1d:ence D18tc"lct.

Tb... lots are on the tOlD" cornera of' IOUD&bloocl aDd Tucker A,VUU8

all corner lo~.. 11; 1. wpoaaible 'to bvJ.ld w1~out. a .,.ariance .a

required .e~backa camaot b. _10. Mr. Broyhlll 1ohoUCb~ 110 •• better

to hold t.lle 40 toot, tront eetback aDd aak tor the yarlance on t.he

aide. 11I". Brookf1eld ..1cl this ....uch *>re JaportoaJlt. Mr. Dawson

~hOU&ht. the reque.~ reasonable. The bous•• are not ,.et bullt. Mr.

Broyhill said he saw tbe 8ituation when ur1ac out the bouaea and

c... to the Board a~ once. There "ere no ojbectlO11s. Mr.Brooktielc1

aoved. to grant. the app11cat.10n and Mr. S.lth seconded. Carrled.

The Cbe1ruD spoke or the death or Board _bar. T. 1. PiMott. aDd

auge.t.ed. tobat the Board send flowers. It waa voted. that Mra.Lawaon

oreler a apra,. (t7.S0) to be .ent f'rc. the Board.

Since Mr. Da1'enport waa pre.ent the Board tQo1t Llp the 8,p11ip Hille

c•••• -(MotlO1l, Mr. Brookfleld, aeconded. Mr • .9IIith)
aDd plat

There were no oVjectlona. Mr. Davenport showed the pl.~ plan;of' ~h

are.. If the house were .et back the re"luired 40 teet it would be

6 feet· below t.he aewer but by lI01'iOI 110 up 20 t ••t 110 could be a.wer

ad. The laDd drops ott· "'ery rapidly. Tbi. doe. Dot Violate t.h. set.

back .a tar a. other hou••• are concerned a. ·thi. bui).i1D& 1. on a

cul-de-aac wtlich t.hrows it back normally wch tarther thaD -the house

on t •••treet.. Howe1'er. th1a 20 foot ",ariance will plac. 1t ls a

gentll'al setback line wit.h hous•• OD the st.raight part of tih. IIt.ree1;

and ~erefore will not be notieMbl. DOl' objectionable to t.he othere

The curve of the circle ..king the dirterence.

Mr. Brookfield thoucbt. t.h1s was a justiCiable request all 1t. would

not obstruct the vie. of the otber houees aD the street. 8e IIOved

that in order w provide proper drainage for aewer tor t.hia house

and the fact. that it does not lnt.erter with the bUilding setback lin

of the other dwolliago that the application be granted. Mr. Sm1th

8econded. Carried,.
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Mr. He"cp returned atating that. he could not get a bouse location

durinc the day. Hie caae ",aa deferzeed until Dec_ber 18th.

S - H. H. Senbower, to erect utility bUilding with 78.9 foot aetba-ck

fro. Hozeaeshoe Drive, Lot )0, Old Courthouae Subdivision, Provi_

dence D1atrict.

Mr. Senbower said he could not meet the required aetback."because

of the width of the lot. This is • corner lot. This bUild1nC "'~ll

be u8ed tor ,aze4en tools etc. lt will be tr•• construction. Ther

were no objections. Mr. Saith IIOv.d to. grant the application and

Mr. Brookfield seconded. Carrled.

9 - Hanna E. Hadeed. to construct and operate a motel, Lot ), and eaat

50 teet or Lot 2, Boulevard COurtl, Pro.idence District.

Mr. Orr appeared for the applicant. Mr. Orr said Mr. Kadeed woul.

locate his build1nce 10 teet froa the aide line. altho~ thil ia

bounded b1 busineas property. H. wl11 build 20 unit-a - ••tt.1n&:

back 50 teet trOll the High.,- right or .ay at tbe neareat point.

Tbia inet.al.lat1on will contuue the attractive type courts which ar

being built on 211 between 'airfax Circle and Vincent'. Corner.

Tbere were no objectiona. Mr. Brookfield aQyed to &J"ant. the appli

cation. Mr. s..1th seconded. Carriecl.

10 - Maryhill Day Sc~ool, to operate day nurael'J' IIchool, Lot 46, Section

2 , Gre.nway DOWDa, F.ll. Church DlIItrict.

Mr•• Beon.. appeared before theBoanl. The bu,11d1nc 1n which ahe

wiebea to operate 1. about 12 year. old. It 1a IItone conatruc1;1on.

Thill is on .. dead 8Dd. atreet - juat off Lee Rich_y. The back yard

will be used fol' playground. Accord.in& too her area Mra. Bennee

could ha•• 42 Children but will take a lic8nse for 20. She bad

cheeked w1th Miaa Ad..a of the State and the Fire Kerahall who hal

not Jet aeen the property. The sanitation orfice baa a180 inspect

ed aDd ok'd the &round tor thill use.

Mrs. Fowler and. Mra. Mareterll appeared in oppoaition. They pre

aenud a petition with 25 nuea, lIOat or whom liye near Mrs. Bennea

The petition atated that 1bls was on a emaIl lot, would depreciate

,property YBlues, and Would create unnecessary noiae and nuisance.

Mr. Brookfield said he would 11k. to aee the property. H. ltOyed

to defer the calle until Dec-*ber 18th to view the property. Mr'.

Smith seconded. Csrried.

11 - Offutt Bullding Co., Inc., for continuance of construction ot bouae

with 18aa than required setback £rca Munaon H111 Road, Lot 9, Row'e

Addition to Lee Boulevard Heights, Falla Church District.

Mr. Glenn De.. appeared tor the Company. He ehowed a plat of the

entire subdivision. 'l'he road loe8 into a cul-de-sac (Row Place).

The carpenters lD8de the location mistake. He 1s asking only a 1 tt

3D variance. Mr. Brookf1eld moved to grant the application aince 1
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seemecl to be an honesto a1at.ake and was a very aaall Yariance. Mr.

Smi~h aecondod. Corriocl. l.f :J
12 - Constructora, IDc., to aUow dwelling to remain 32 o£eet fro-. Goutbi.

Road, Lot 304., Sectlon 6, Bel-Air, NW corner Falla Church.Annandale

Rood and Goutbior. ,ono Cburch D1o~rict.

Mr. Potter appeared tor the Company. This 1s a large lot and the

variance reque.~.d would not disturb the appearance ot the oeher

buildings. The other setbacks are va.ter than "req,uAd but the houe

wae located in error by the field un. Mr. Mooreland Mid this sub

division had requested a very rew variances. There w.re no objeetl0

Mr. Brookfield 8O.8d to grant the appllcatloD because 110 would. cau••

undue hardship to bave to iIove the house. SecoDded., Ir. S&1th ..C

1) _ Frank A.. and AnDi_ I. Twit.cbel1, 100 fil. eu.bdly181on plat wlt.h lot

areas in accordance with the original ordinance per~1n1ng to Urban

Relident District. OD ground located approximately 1500 feet south 0

Lee BouleT&rd and approxs.-tely 600 feet vest of Falla Church-Annan

dale Road. Fall. Churcb Diatrl~.

Mr. Jack Wood. appeared in this case.. Mr. Wood said this i. the

final atep In carryinc out 'the general pllUl of th1. propert., e 'l'b1a

i_ a strip of ground which wa. orig1nally left as a butter st.lp by

the Board. of Superviaors betwe.n Urban.ground and larc.r lot .1••••

whlch were to race on the Palls Church-lnnaadale' Road. Later the

Board of SuperYiaora re.oned the land betveen this buffer atrip and

Bt.. 649 'to 8Ila1ler lota - 1200 square tMt. This baa be.1l rescned.

to Urban ae.id.nce but atter the lare_r'lot ei•• amenl-eD't want into

erhct. No"'. Mr. Wood 18 aalting to divide this atrip! (which w.s

originally a butrer strip) into the .....1.e lots aalthe oridlnace

originallJ allowed - to contor- to the other lota aurround1ng thla

piecee A at_ilar application va. cranted OD land joininc tbla at

the hearlac before the Board of Appeals a month alO. JIr. 'Twitchell

did not set his plat in under the old ordinance and the Board erant

him the right to subdivide on 1200 square foot lots on. the 9 a-cres

joining this piece. It "ould cauel an undue hardship tor Mr. t'v14i

c.ell not to divide in the aa.e alle lo~s becauae of joining streets

etc.

Mr. Brookfield moved to arant the application ~o Itla a 8ub4iviel0

plat witb lot areal of 1200 square feet in accordance witb the ori

ginal requireaents of the Ordinance. seconded Mre Smith. Carried..

14 - Lew1a Keys. et al, to construct and operate .otor court at inter--

section of Shirley Highway and Rte 613. falls Church Distrlct.

Mr e Jack Wood appeared berore tohe Boarde This ia a't the soutbeaat

corner or at. 236 and the Shirley Klghway and Route 61). Mr e Wood.

said they ahd the permissioD of the State H1ghway Department to have

a connocting rood witb tbo intorchongo at tbo Shirley. Going Do~b
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OIl ~he r.p ato -236 it leads d.irect to tbe "rvice road and. into

this property, which aake, a good acee.e. The bullcUnga w111 be

about 350 teet from the Shirley richt of way line. Mr. Key. was

pr...nt and ehowed the dra.inca and .1eTatioRe of what be proposed

to construct. It will be two ItOry - 15 units now and 10 or 12

aore in the spring. There .ere no objections.

Mr. Brookfield lIOyed to grant the appllcat.lon .a he ow no ob_

jections aod all requirement. are .et. Mr. Smith aecond.d. Carried

15 - John ~on Phillips, for p.~1••1on to r ••ubdivlde lote 10-15, inc

Block )S.... Aleundrla, Pot.(88C ' ••nue, and, Belle Haven Road, Nt.

Vernon District, 80 each ot the three dwell1Qca ex.istinc on th1e

land can be proTided with a alPcle lot to contain it aDd. ita build

1:1&.

Mr ~ Holland w•• not present. This wal put at the bott.oa at the

liat. Motion Mr. BrookCleld, ••conded, Mr. Slalth.

16 - E. H. Beeson. to conet.ruc1o at.tachea carport too c~ Within 5 feet.

of o1do proporty 11.e. Lot I. Block A. lfW corner Spr1nct'1elcl Roed

and Sipes Lane, 'alls Church Dl.~ric~.

Mr. a Beeeon appeartld. before the Board. Thi. i& • Reliance house a

Sh& said back of the 10\ 1. thelr only wooded area. tbe bedrooa

1t1ndOW& are on the other .1de. there ie no other logical place tor

the addition. If the drlYeway vas put In to Sprlagfleld RoAd. It

would be hasardoua as 'there 1s a h--.p 1n t.he road. which would aake

.• dangerous approach 'to their drlY·ewaya There were GO objectIons.

Mrs a a.eeon ..id she bad _ked with her neareat neighbor who t.hought

it would be an lIIproYeMnt and would not in any way bani her pro

JIr. Daweon recalled that. the Board had grant~ a .i.Uar applicatio

in 'this 10ca11tya Mr'aBrooJc:f1eld moyed to vant 10M application. Mt'

Saith ..conded. a Carrle4.

Mr. Holland was present and the case of John Barton Phillip. was

taken up. Mr. Holland said these were old build1n&s- probably 25

year. old a It 1. an .atate whl.ch 111 now being ..ttled and title

cannot be cleared without ea.. lettl_ent about tbe lot linesa lira

Holland urged the owere to CO_ before the Planning eo-i••ion

for adyice in diYldlng ttle lots. Mr a Scbtaaan adyised. that it wo

be necessary to go befOl"e tohe Board becauae the ho~.a as located

could not possibly .e.t the required setbacks. Mra Holland worked

out the plans and came up wi'ththe plat as presented wit.h this caee

He bas made three lots out of the original 6 lata. (These are old

lots of record beJ"ore the Ordinance) a The street 1. 100 reet wid.

and the buildings are actually on the property linea

Mr. Brookfield asked if they might come back aaking tor more bull _

ing8 on the property. .Mr. Holland said - no - the area wa' far

under the requirements, they couldnt get a bUilding peralta
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Mr, Smi~h and Mr. Brookfield bo~h thollght Mr, Holland had done a

very good ·job of dividing tbe property under such clreua8t.ancea.

Mr. Holland said the renee around t,he property 1a DOW actually in

the atr••t. Mr. Brookfield ..de the following aotlon~ That the

application in the 88tt1...ot of the Arnold Eatat., John Barton Phil

lips, Executor, be granted for tthe dlvl.alon of this property a. per

plat pre.eated with 'the caae aDd that no rights that the pUblic ..,.

bave in the atre.t Bhall .. b. prejudiced in any way. Seconded, Mr

9olith, Carriad.

17 - Dunn Loring Volunteer Y1r9 Co •• Inc •• for permisBlon to construct ad

dltlon to present fire hovee, to cam. 18 te.t fr~ road abuttine on

the south, Lot 8, George A. Merry Subd.ivieion, weat alde of Dunn

Loring aoad, at intersection wit.h Hunt.er load, Providence Dietrict.

Mr. Mooreland. represented. the company a8 Mr. Stickley could Dot be

present. Ue 8ald 'this had been gran'ted by 'the Board a y..t' aco bu't

t.he COIDpa07 did not. haye 'the aoney t.o atar't constructioD durine 'the

required 'tiM. Therefore, anot.ber application .as nec.saary. This

setback 1a from a c11rt road•. There were no objec't10ns. Mr. Brook

tield .(Wee! 'too gran't the app11cat101l as thia 1•• public Hryice and.

would not har-. joln1.a& propert.y. Seconded, Mr. Sai'tb. Carr1ed.

16 - Yyonne G. Gall, 'to erect dwelllDc closer 'to Aqua Terrace 'than requir

ed, Lot 25. Sect. 1, Lake Barcroft, I'alla Church District.

Mrs. Gall and Col Barger appeared before the Board. Thi. 1. a 1v

lot bu't with YerJ little building apace .a 'the around slope_ abruptl

and it i_ a corner lot. The applicant. n••da an extra 12 reet. on the

••tback.

Mr. Dawaon auggaatad pulling tha building hack 5 teat aod allow t

garage to be 10 r.et trOll t.he .ide lin., which is allowable Wlder th

Ordinance and toheretor. IIflIdinc only a 7 toot. variance tr~ Aqua Tel"

rac.. Mr. Brookfield .0"e4 to Irut. 'the applicant a 7 Coot "'ariance

from Aqua Terrace becauae oC the SBall building area and tbis being

corner lot. Mr. Sai'th seconded. Carried.

19 - Clark C. RodiBan, 'to construct dwellins and garage with 10•• than ro

quired aet.back, l.ot.12, Sect. 2, Lake Barcroft, comer Lakeview Dri.,.

anll LakeYiew Terrace, raua Church Diat.rict.

Col Barger repreaen'ted the applicant. There are only two lata in

this little area '~ich is surrounded by roads. No neighbors will be

affected. Acros. the street is a s~eep hill - 150 teet hieb .alch

backs up t.o Lakewood Subd1Yiai-on. This 18 a large lo~ but. because 0

tbe surround1D8 streets cannot lleet the .etbacks. Nt'. Mooreland

tho~ht it the be.t. that could be done wi'tb this particular lot. Mr.

Brookfield moved to grant a it foot exception for the house and garag

Mr•.Smit.h .econded.. Carried.

20 - Fairfax Cour1;houae Develo~nt. Corp •• tor operation of a Sanitary
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land-till on 18.375 acres, locaWd lOO feet south of HUDting Creek

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

1ntere.ts are in jeopardy.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

tor this variance trOll the Board.

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

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

Sa1th aeconded. Carried."

The Board adjourned for 11lllcb.

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

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

District.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Board.

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

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

that district alr••dy establisbed.

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

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

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

upon Dot.her.

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

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

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

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

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

~ UDder the £on1nC Ord.1Dance.

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

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

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

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

thinc·

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

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

authorize one bUBine.a overlapping another aDd thai euch personal

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

Carried.

DEFEIlIIEIl CASJlSIiI

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

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

the 1I0ut.h, Nt. Vernon Di8trict.

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

It waB granted by ~eBo.rd•

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

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

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

Aspen Street, 'al18~burchD18trlct.

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

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

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

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

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

yulat.ion. V.SIIlith seconded. Carried.

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

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

dence District.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

rayoring the uae.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Dew field.

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

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

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

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

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

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

thought the front setback could be relieved satisfactorily but did

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

the Ordinance to protect residential districts.

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

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

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

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

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

be held December 3let.

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

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

Circle, ~ovidence District.

Mr. Doeratler represented the upplicant. The build1ng 18 already

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

195 aDd 194, Providence District.

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

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

'there was no opposition.

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

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

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

Seconded, dB Saith. Carried..

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

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

Church District.

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

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

territory (to Alexandria).

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

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

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

the 'territory.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Alexandria.

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

andria could ~dlately force discontinuance of a duplex and set

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

to the Alexandria Board otzoning Appeals.

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

are all ClOS8 neighbors.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Stre.t. F.lla Church District.

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

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

his property zoned General Busines. while theBoard of SuperVisors

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

ing to Rural Businees setbacks.

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

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

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

year proposition.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Dietrict.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Smi~h, Carried.

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

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

at. 123, ProYidence District.

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

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

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

.ent \<fOuld approYe tbe septic field.

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

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

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

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

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

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

larried.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Circle, ProYidence District. There was no opposition.'

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

drainage. 'there was no opposition.

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

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

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

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

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

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

might help.

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

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

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

onded. Ca.rried..

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

company had a slailar building in Mary'land.

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

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

Mr. Harr seconded. Carried.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Board.

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

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

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

said that the V1rginiaConcrete Company originally applied tor Indus

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

root setback) d~a not. app11. v

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

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

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

o! t.his use.

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

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

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

ticket tor purchase and delivery ot concrete manufactured by this

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

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

wall without foundation because of the natural abaorbtion of moisture

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

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

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

first introduction of this moisture.

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

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

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

I
1. to protect people in the immediate

ne88 uses. In this case there was no

fre. the heavy e~u1pment, which were

vicinity trom obnoxious busi
and

thought giv,n to noiset dust

certainly detrimental to nearby

I

property owners and they should have been protected under the Ordi

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

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

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

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

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

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

place over a period of t.ime.

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

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

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

in and the resultant moisture ~tarted chemical action.

Mr.Glen Richard represented the opposition to this petition.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

10n trom residential property.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

officer in the Virginia Concrete Company was present to answer

questions.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

on t.he job.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Courts.

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

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

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

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

Concrete Company in all their plants.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

said he believed they were.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

man case.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

was out for the balance of the evening.

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

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

complete process of manufacture.

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

should state that a nuisance exists.

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

gravel. and ~e constituted the manufacture ot concrete.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

lattoD intended.

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

located less then 100 feet from property lines.

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

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

gestion was not acted upon.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Smith seconded. Carried.

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

appeal.

DEFERRED CASES:

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

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

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

present.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

property.

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

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

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

Carried.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

dependent upon this variance.

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

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

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

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

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

seconded. Carried.

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

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

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

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

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

Carried.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

for permission to erect an apartment house developaen~ on approx

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

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

District.

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

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

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

of ~uperv18or8 hae rezoned this land to Urban Residence because

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

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

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

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

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

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

lDltely urban in character. When this rezoning was requested from

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

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

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

ground was particularly designed for QpartmenLs and the answer was

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

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

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

tbe City Council of Alexandria asking that no zoning action be

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

density of population in the neighborhood - justifying she thought

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

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

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

been understood that under the change of forra of county government

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

understood that Alexandria would honor the present soning in the

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

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

and the present zoning would not necessarily be honored~ Therefor

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

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

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

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

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

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

41e.xandria.

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

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

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

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

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

sald Mr. Holland would answer that.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

bedroom units, only 10 percent having 2 bedrooms.

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

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

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

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

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

The setup will have 815 units. They pave provided

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

around.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

satisfactory. lt was not done in justthe cheaper plaees.

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

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

Schumann - favoring this use.

Mr. Dawson asked for the opposl~ion.

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

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

their zoning regulations. Mrs. Brookings sald everything possible

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

She said they had discussed this development with eTeryone concerned

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

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

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

a vote of confidence.

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

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

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

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

it was known that this terr1tory was going into Alexandria.

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

regarding zoning in this area as indicated in the aesolution sent to
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Mr, Harr BSUd when this pro ject would ,start, "lr. Holland said

immediately,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

jected plan,

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

ofrici41s at the school. He himself' was thoroughly inexperienced

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

fectly logical when seen Crom all viewpoints. This development.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

wholesome outlook and they wish to keep an open uncrowded area

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

I

I

I

I

I



I

I

I

I

I

December 31. 1951

eacneat consideration.

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

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

reduce the densit7 would be of tre.endou8 value.

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

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

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

5,050.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

indicated that necessity. He suggested that p08sibly the contract

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

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

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

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

which has approximately 100 members. This group has banded togethe

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

the members are greatly disturbed over this developtent. They want

to maintain the character of the neighborhood and something oC this

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

that great consideration should be given before granting this use.

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

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

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

this application was passed without oppOsition.

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

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

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

are both expensive and simple homes in their ~eighborhood - all



Decembef 'I. 1251

types of people live on SemiDM)' Hill and they like it that· way.

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

the character of their locality.

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

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

and there were no objections.

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

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

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

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

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

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

cepted the correction.

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

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

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

long betore it was presented here.

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

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

to oppose their wishes but that the change WAS inevitable and

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

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

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

already established trend of development. The Brookings prpperty

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

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

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

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

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

much IDOre undesirable. The past actions of the Brookings show

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

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

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

either buildings or play areas. There is also considerable ground

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

homes on Seminary Road. It is fast becoming urban.

Mr. Dawson said that since Alexandria could change anything the

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

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

Alexandria. Also if litigation took place the decision of this

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

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

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

were under the impression that FHA would rioance apartments only

with) bedrooms.

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

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

as already being a blighted area.

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

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

little colored settlement which had been there for many many years

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

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

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

this obnoxious.

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

discu.ssed.

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

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

this neighborhood.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

the Planning Commission would insist upon this through street to

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

had been discussed but dropped immed1ately as they knew it would

not conf'orm to planning requirement.s.

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

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

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

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

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

Mr.Schumann said no control could be exercised architecturally

in Fairfax County. Ke did not know about Alexandria.

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

be exercised by Alexandria. The only contrel they could have

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

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

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

Mr. Brookfield moved that the application be granted because in

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

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

had both acted favorably on this application was evidence that it

had been thought out and considered carefully. He was repr43sent_

ing thePlannlng Commission on this Board and wished to carry out

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

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

able a8 this plan as presented.

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

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

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

the Board of Supervisors nor the Planning Commiesion. He thought

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

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

Board should work out. something.

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

strip of 250 feet Crom Braddoct Roed.

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

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

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

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

the children and parking area as possible should be prOVided •

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

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

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

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

sizes required in that area.

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

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

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

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

ments.

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

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

would not stick•

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

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

an attractive frontage.

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

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

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

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

in this strip. He thought it should be landscaped.

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

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

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

That the application be aranted provided that no multiple dwell1ng

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

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

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

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

if theBoard could not restrict development in this bufCer strip.

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

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

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

211, Providence District.

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

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

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

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

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

Mr. Brookfield thought this a very necessary thine since places

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

annexed territory he wished the Board would reconsider and act on

his case.

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

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

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

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

again. Mr. Brookfield seconded. Carried.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

to the Ordinance cut the convenants could restrict that use.

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

that he was Bsking for this rehearing.

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

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

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

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

The Board then would come back and read minutes.

The _eeting adjourned.

S. Cooper DawBon, "tfiairman

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

required setback.

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

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

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

footings and paid him $B10 on her contract.

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

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

since Mrs. Linder has purchased her property before this road was
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was put in she should not be penalized. 'the 'Contractor had. been

stopped until this case could come before the Board.

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

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

by the state.

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

diately after lunch. JB Smith seconded. Carried.

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

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

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

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

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

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

hill Crest, Falls Church District.

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

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

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

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

the street (Herbert) 1s a public park. The house 18 brick. I~ 1s

under roof now. There were no objections.

It was noted that Herbert Street W88 very steep and probably \1Ould

never be a through street. Mr. Verl!n &hlth 8sked where the garage

would go if the owner wanted one. There is no place on the lot for

a garage. JB Smith moved to grant the application because it was

apparently an honest mistake. V. Smith s8eonded. Carried.

N. L. Sasladek, to construct and operate motor court on 2.) acres

on the south side of Rt. 211, approximately 1110 feet west of Fairr

Circle, Providence District.

Mr. Sasiadek appeared before the Boerd. He plans to build ten

units plus his living quarters. Ke had talked with the Health

Department and some grading will have to be done tor tbe septic fie

The sewer will eventually go acroSs his property and he will hook a

to that later on - 80 his septic field w111 be temporary. He show

ed the topography ot his ground and the location or the buildings.

Construction will be brick veneer and redwood. He w111 have mostly

single units.

Verlin Smith said it the Board granted this it would be just for

the units shown on 'the plat - not ror "contemplated future" units.

The Board agreed.

V. 'smith moved that the application be granted for the proposed

buildings 83 located on the rear part of the lot as shown on the pla

SUbmitted. Seconded, JB Smith. Carried.

4 - Roy L. Amick, to extend motor court. Lot 1, Boulevard Courts, south
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side of Lee Boulevard. approximately 1/2 mile west of 'airf'ax 'Circl. y. ~ ;<:
Provl~nce District.

Mr. Amick said he wished to add to his existing motor -court. His

plat showed the addition of three rOOJlls and covering a terrace on

one side. The addition will be 55 feet from the tront property

line. Verlim Smith soid he ~ould aee no objection. JB Smith moved

to grant the application for construction as ahown on the plats.

maintaining setbacks as shown, V. Smith seconded, Carried.

Luria Brothers. to allow dwelling on Lot 5. Block I.. Section ). to

remain 14.7 feet from aide line and allow carport to come 28 Ceet

from Sycamore Drive on Lot 15. Block 2. Section 2. Holmes Run A>Cree

Falle ChurcbDlstrlct.

5 -

No one was present to support the ease. It was put at the batto.

of the l~st - motion V. Smith, seconded dB Sm1th.

6 - Luria Brothers, to allow dwelling to remain 49.8 feet from street

property lin•• Lot 10, Section I, Sleepy Hollow knoll. Falla 'Church

District. Carried.

7 -

Ho one was present to support the case, Motion to put it at the

bottM of the list .. Mr. V, SDd.th, seconded JB SGith. Carried.

Frederick ,. Riley I to use cottage for servants quateris I property

located on the south side of Old Courthouse Road, approximately 200

feet west of Route 12J, ProVidence District.

-Mr. Riley appeared before the Board. lie ""ent into the background

of his case, He bought the property in 1948, There was a cottage

on the back of t.he property which at that cille was rented. He had

aome difficulty with his neighbor which could not be settled peace

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

because ot this opposition the neighbor tiled a cocnplaint with the

zoning office against the use of this cottage as rental property.

Mr. Riley first knew of hie violation/r;;' a notice from the Zoning

Orfice. He then asked for the variance. The people livinc in the

cottage now helped his wite who is ill. The records show that the

cottage i8 used tor servants only. It is no longer rented. There

was no opposition.

Mr. V.Smith asked how close the cott~e 1s to the lot line. Mr.

Riley said about 10 feet. He said the cottage was built first and

occupied - then the main house WBS built Bnd the cottage rented.

This was one of the conditions of the sale .. that the cottage could

be rented. He did rent it for a time after he built his main house

He did not rent it after he knew he was in violation of the Qrdinan

ceo The neighbors on the other two sides did not object. The ob

jecting neighbor had gone into the plumbing business and bad been

very noisy earley in the morning - to which Mr. Riley objected. The

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

I

I

I



g -

I

I

I

I

I

January 15, 1952

series of small unpleasant things happened ... which 'Culminated in the

filing of this application. Mr. Riley has a little over 1/2 acre.

Mr. V.Smith questioned granting two houses on such a small lot.

However, he moved that the application for a second dwelling unit be

granted to use this second dwelling as servants quarters for a peri

of one year. Seconded, JB Smith. Carried.

K. E.Blunt, J~" to remodel nonconforming building which 1s located

closer to Rt. 629 and Rt. 1 than allowed by Ordinance, at junction

of Rt. 629 and U. S. #1 , Mt. Vernon District.

Andrew Clarke represented the applicant. The plan is to ~nclose a

porch and enlarge the kitchen. The gasoline pumps which were there

originally have been removed and the place will be run only as a re

tBurant. There were no objections. Mr. Clarke said there had been

some thOUght of closing Old U.S.Il as it was not greatly traveled.

The new construction will not infringe further on the setback _ it i

now IS feet from Old U.S.II.

V. Smith 'moved to grant the application because it appears to be

an improv81lJent -setback to 18 reet from Old U~S.il. ahd.,4S,.feet 'f.r.d

tI:..iS.#JI....·,·4Bt;,.Smith seconded. Carried.

9 - Ertychios Pikrallitas, to locate dwelling within 20 feet of side lin ,

Lot 33, Boulevard Acres. Mt. Vernon District.

The applicant had sent a letter saying he had changes his plan to

a smaller house and could meet the required 8~back8 - therefore h.

wished to withdraw this application. V.Smith moved that the caae b

withdrawn. Seconded, JB Smith. Carried.

10 - Marjorie Da. Nursery School, to conduct day nursery school ~ 2

acres at the northwest corner of Popklns Lane and Davis Street, Nt.

Vernon District.

Mrs. Cooke, the applicant, appeared before the Board and explai

her plats. She will use the present dwelling for the school but

wl1l probably, in the future, add another building for the school.

there is no development back of her property. It it built up a

croes the street. There Were no objections. She will have about

20 cheldren. She has had the approval of the Sta~e Fire Control

Board and of the Welfare Department. She is waiting for a report

from the Health Department.. Mr_. Cooke sa id she has an area of 40

x 40 feet on the first floor whicb is the part she will use for the

school and will live upstairs. She is operating now in Alexandria.

Mr. V. Smith moved to grant the application subject to the appro

a1 of the State Fire Control Board, Health Department, and Welf'are

Board. JBSmith seconded. Carried.

11 - IrVin Payne , to replace nonconforming building 60.5 feet from cen

line of Rt. 123, Providence District.

Mr~ Moyer appeared for the applicant. This building had been des
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strayed by tire and the applicant wishes ~o replace it. It w111 b

attached to the building presently located on the property.

Veriin Smith said the Boar-d would have to have certified plats b

he thought this construction would be an excellent iJDprovement.. Mr

Moyer said all the buildings along there were too close but that

this would be set back Cartber than the othera. Mr. V. Smith move

to grant the application With a 60.5 ~oot setback from the ~nter

line of Rt. 12). JB Smith seconded. Carried.

12 -. Herman Slayton and Randolph Rouse, to construct additional units

Bnd restaurant facilities to Virginia Motor Lodge, south side of

U.S.II. approximately 1000 feet northeast of Quander Road, Mt.

Vernon District.

Mr. Andrew Clarke and Mr. RoUBe appeared before the Board. There i

now one row of courts on the property. The applicant wishes to

move the office and put in additional units.

Mr. V.Smith asked about the parking apace. Mr. {:larke said IDDre

than one car per unit - the entire area could park more than 100

cars. This would take care of the restaurant. This area is sur-

rounded by business. They have approximately 2 acres _ have their

own well and public sewage.

Mr. JB S&ith said a certified plat was not )resented and the

Board had been re4uiring that in other cases. Mr. Clarke said ~a

could be furnished.

Mr. JB Smith moved that the application be granted subjsct to tb

applicant furnishing certified plats which will conform to'the

drawing preeented at this hearing. Seconded, Mr. V.Smith.Carried.

DEFERRED CASES:

Wallace Hansbprpugh. to divide lots with less width and area than,..... '
reqUired, approximately )00 Y,ars west of Rt. 123, on the north-

west side of Ingleside Avenue, ProvidenceDistrict.

This case was deferred to give the applicant a chance to obtain

more land - to give more area to his lots. There were no object

ions. Mr. Hansborough eaid the lot on the corner of Ingleside and

Poplar 1s sold and bUilt upon, therefore no land could be Pur~h~s

on that side, also Lot J joining on the opposite side is bUil~ up

on. All lots joining this property are large.

Mr. V.Smith said by dividing these three lots the property was a

subdivision and therefore shoUld go before the Planning Commission

He thought the Board could not handle it. He suggested talking to

Mr. Mooreland at the lunch hour and make a decision later in the

day. He so moved. Seconded dB Smith. Carried.

Oscar L. Briggs, Jr., to have auto-paint shop and body works on Lo

14. Section I, Beech Park, PrOVidence District.

·Mr. Lytton Gibson appeared with the applicant. Mr. Orr was also

I
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pr.esent. Mr. Cibson said t.he applicant had built his bUilding and

used it as a paint shop - then he put on an addition and before he

could .get an t>Ccupancy pennit ank'" amendment 'to the Ordina~e was

passed reQuiring hi. to go before the Board of Appeals tor an auto

paint and body work shop , there£ore the Zoning Office could not

give hill an occupancy permit until he had come up before the Board

of Appeals tor special use permit. Mr. Gibson said it was purely a

technicality - the part of the building wae already occupied by thi

use - but because of this amendment this action before the Soard wa

necessary.

Mr. V. Smith moved to defer the C8se until after lunCh as he had

been unable to locate the property. Seconded JB smith. Carried.

Mr.Glbson said that since he could not be there after lunch _ if

there was any question or possibility of denYing the case to pleaee

defer it until the February meeting So he could be present. The

Board agreed.

Mr. Andrew Clarke asked for and presented a le~ter requesting the

withdrawal of Fairfax Courthouse Develgpment Corporation beCause of

title diffiCulties. Mr. V.Smith moved to withdraw the case, second

ed, Mr. JB Smith. Carried.

Asbury H@!mond, to use present buildings as tourist court on 2.62

acres on the north side of Rt. 211, opposite Willow Springs Garage,

Centerville District.

Mr. Hammond had sent 8 letter to theBoard questioning their right

to require a surveyor I 8 plat. Mrs. Lavson asked the Board too clar1

exactly what they re4uired in the matter of tourist cour~s - a cer

tified plat or one drawn to scale. The Board dlscuaBed thi8.

Mr. V. Smith thought that while the amendMnt did not 8sy eertU·i

plats, it shOUld. in order that the Board might kROW exactly what

they were granting. H. moved that it be recommended to the Plann!

Commission that Section 16, paragraph C be amended to re"t,uire -cer

tified plats. Seconded. J.B.Smith. Carried.

~r. V. Smith moved to defer this case until February 19th and re

quire plats drawn to scale showing all buildings and their setbacks

now located on the property. Seconded, JB Smith. Carried.

THE IlOARD ADJOURNED FOR LUNCH

The Board reconvened and took up the Oscar L. Br~s case. Mr. V.

Smith moved to grant the application subject to Section 16 and parts

of the section applicable t~ an auto body shop and that no storage

wrecking of vehicles be allowed on the premises. Seconded, JB Smith.

Carried.

The Lamar Linder case: JB S~ith moved to grant the application and

that the addition be iocated wi:thin 46 feet of the side property

line. V. Smith seconded. Carried.

4bt:)



January lS, 1952

The Hansborough case: Mr. Hansborough had talked with «r. ~lly

of the Planning Coaun1ssion who said t.he PlanningColTlllission could

not o.k. a subdivision plat. with these smaller lots sizes without

approval of the Board of Appeals granting these three lots with Ie

frontage and area than -t he Planning Commission would require. He

said if the Board granted these three smaller lots to be divided

they should re"uire that the applicant put in a certified plat of

the entire tract, then it could be approved by the Planning Com

mission.

The Chairman thought the plat should be put in to the Planning

Commission then come to the Board for approval or the three lots

which will be within the subdivision.

Mr. V. Smith thought that by granting this now, the Board would b

amending the Ordinance which they did not have the right -to do. He

moved to defer the application for JO'days. JB Smith seconded.

Carried.

Frank Lea, to erect and operate tourist court on the weest side oC

U.S.#l, immediately joining Keystone Courts, Mt.Vernon District.

The eBcretary read a letter fl'roll Mr. Lea stating that he would

postpone construction until prices were better. He did not ask to

deferrment. The Board instructed the secretary to writ.e Mr. Lea

and ask if he wished deferrment or if he wished to drop the ,ease.

•

I

I

I
It was decided to postpone election of officers £or theBoard un

til the new member, who would take Mr. Dawson's place, would be

appointed. General Wm. Henry Holcombe was discussed as a possible

appointee to take Mr. D~wson's place. He was formerly District

Engineer and also Commandant at Fort Belvoir. Mr. JB Smith mov.ed

that Mr. Brookfield go before the Board of SuperVisors and reoom

ment the ,appointment of General Holcomb to the Board of Appeals.

Seconded, Mr. V. Smith. Carried, Unanimously

)J;;.AAf!J.~,f:man
• • • I

I
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The r.egular lDeet.ing or t.he
Fairfax Coun~y Board ot Zoning
Appeals .... held February 19,
1952 in the Board Ro.. of tho
fairfax County Courtnouse at
10:00 a.lII. wl'th the followlns
members present: Messrs Brook
field, Verl1n Sm1t~, JB Smith,
Mr. HaM'lSd the new member.
Judge C H....l. Ilr. White,
Zoning spector I and. Mr.
Sch~. toning Administra-
tor were alae present.

Nt.Brookfield, acting &8 Chairman. asked tor nominatioDs for chair

man. Ilr. V. Smith nOllinat.d Ilr.Brookf1eld. Ilr. JB 50lith MCOM.d

and moved that tbe nominationa be closed. Carried unanimously. Mr.

JB Smith nOlllinat.d Mr. V. Smith for Vice-Chairman. Mr. Herr '&Conde

and lDOyed the nominatiDna be closed. Carried. Unanimously.

1 - E. W. Trumpower. to have garag."workahop on approxi-.tely 1/2 acre

on the Bouth aide of Rt. 644, appro:lt1utely )00 yards ...est or inter

.ectlon DC Rt. 644 and 617. Nt. Vernon D1atrict.

Mr. Tru.po",er appeared before the Board. He said he whh ed to

have. part t1ae shop.. The building 18 c1nderblock. Mr. White NW

the property and talked with neighbors Who did not object _ in fact

were pleased to have tohi. shop in the nelghborhooci. He saw no ob

jection to granting the applicatolon.

Mr. liarr moved to grant the application provided there will be no

storage ot wrecked cars on th_ premisee and SUbject to the provlsins

in Section 16 of the Ordinance. Seconded, V. Salth. Carried.

2 - Louise H. Shugar, to operate nursery achool and klndsrcarten on 10

acres on the aouth side of Rt. 644, approx1IU.uly .5 _Ue8 east of

Ward', corner, Mt. Vernon District.

Mr. Leroy Benheia apP4Iared with the applicant. ~. 5hugar bas

been operating a kimergart.en on the 8e prea1aes tor ODe year _ not

knowing it was necesaary to com8 before the Board. She has about

50 children attending. Her sebool has a h1gh standine and ofrer.

many special featur,s not U8ually round 1n 8 chools of th1e kind.
a

She has/regular stafr of teachers J registered nurae, dietitian,

dancing teacher, housekeeper, maids and nursery teacher. The Doct

comes ,. tiees a year. Ten parents were present .",hos. children are

in the. chool. They favored continuing the school. Mrs. S~

8aid she had complied with all welfare and health regulations. Mr.

88nheim said in his opinion this school was a credit to the County.

There was no opposition. Mr. If. Smit.h asked about the Fire Con

trol Board. Mrs. Shugar .'id they had put in fire extingulshinc

apparatus at the request oC the Alexandria Fire Department. Mr.

Brookfield thought she should have the approval oC the Sute as al

lOr. V. Smith thought.

The building is B two story trame _ 8 rooms.
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Hr. V. Smith 1DOVe<: t.o grant the application lSubject to approval

of the State Fire <:ontrol Board because it me.eta the req,uiremente

for such use provid:ed~in 'Section 12 - F-2 oC the .zoning Ordinance.

Seconded. JB Smith. Carried.

Arlandriafax. Corp •• to allow dwelling too r ...in 24.9 Ceet CrOll

side property line. Lot 25A. Sectlon 2. Nt. -Zephyr. Nt. V.rnan

District.

Mr. Marshall appeared for the company. The houe. is built. and

sold. When the final survey was IUde it w•• found to be toheee few

inches short of the required setback. There was no opposition.

Mr. White had •••n the bulldillll. Whil. h. did not think it was

too bad he expr••••d the need for conlomaam:. to r.qu1reaenta and

thought 'the habit of lIie-locating dwellings should b. stopped.

Judg. Hamel stated that he could see a possible error- but thou

ght it might be neceeaary sooner or later to deny ca.es of thi.

type.

Mr. Brookf1.ld said this beiD& ••ingle cas. probably was an ar

but he could see no ju.tification oC granting a group of hou••••

Mooreland said this was the first error in this particular eubdlvl

slon.

Mr. JB S.lth IIOved to grant the application because it appeared

to be an honeat mistake. Seconded, Mr. Haar. Carried.

4 - Arlandrlafax Corp., to allow dwelling to remain 2).5 teet trom sid

line, Lot 27A. Section 2. Mt.Zephrr. Nt. Vernon District.

Mr. Marshall said th1s was a sailar case end asked the Board to

grant. it. for the same reaBOn 8S Lot. 25A.

Judge Hamel moved to grant the appllcation because lt appeared. to

be an honest error. Seconded. JB Saith. Carried.

Mrs. ~aW8on asked the Board to take up tne B.a.l case as hie tille wa

past and Mr. Beal had to leave by plane Within an hour. The Board

agreed.

S. Robert W. Beal, to locate detached grege wit.hin 6 inches oC the al

property line. Lot 2, Block J. Fairhaven. Mt. V~rnon District.

Mr. Bul said b Beaus. oC the peculiar Shape oC the lot thls was

the only way he could locate a garase. In the back it slopes

sharply and he wished to keep a very lovely tree which would be in

the way of the garage. if properly located.

Mr. White agreed about t.he location of the garage but thought it

was very cloae to the house. The constructioD will be asbeltoe

shingle - which Mr. JB Smith 8ald was not fireproof. The garage wiil.

not be behind the back 11ne of the house and yill be about J Ceet

Croal. the house.

Mr. Beal said he .would build the garage of einderblock if the'

Board Wished. Mr. Mooreland said the building inapect.or (he tho

I
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would require a fire wall for a garage ~hat close to the line.

Hr. V. 'Smith moved to der.. the -eas.e until the next regular meet._

lng in order to view t.he property. Seconded. JB Smith. CarT1ed.

Mr. Brookfield recalled that the Board had ruled that any garace

located closer to a dwelling than 5 reet would be con8idered attach

ad. Mr. V. Smith suggested that Mr. Mooreland check. with t.he bUild

ing Inspector regarding his requirements in a case like this.

5 - L. R.Broyhill, to allow dwellings to be erected closer to property

line than allowed by Ordinance I Lots 40A and ItlA I Chesterrield,

Proyidence District.

This 1s a corner lot - subdivided before the amendment requirl'ng

wider corner lote. It 1s illl.poesible te get a fair deed house on

this lot and meet the requl~ed setbacks.

Mr. Schumann noted that by meeting the required setbacks only a

15 foot house could be built. There was no opposition.

Mr. V.Smith said he would like to see the property. Mr. Broyhill

said he could stake out the house so the Board could aee how the

building would be located.

Mr.SchWll8.nn said th4t since this amendment waa passed after this

subdivision was on record. the County MUI forced to approve these

corner lot sizes. While they knew it would not be poHlble to buil

a normal size house. They could not force the deyeloper to create a

larger lot than required by the Ordinance.

Mr. V.Smith said he did not think that excused the developer. It

was brought out that Mr. Broyhill did not subdivide th1e property.

Mr. Brookfield suggested deterring this aase. Mr. V. Smith tho

the Board should establish what they were co1ng to do with theae

caaes which came under the old ordinan.ce and should require a deCi

nite setback which the Board would grant. Mr. Smith IIOYed t.o derer

the caae to view the property. Seconded JB Smith. Carried.

Mr.Schumann said he would check with the Planning Commission as

to recommendation on corner lots in old subdivisions. Mr. Brook

field appointed V. Smith to confer with Mr.Scbumann on this and

report back at the next meeting.

l:l - L. R.Broyhill. to locate dwel11ngs as follows: Lot 26. - 37.9 teet

from front property 11ne and Lot 671 - )8.9 reet from front line.

Chesterfield. Section I, ProVidence D1at.

Mr.Broyh1l1 said these lots are built on. The original surveyor

had located them incorrectly - this showed up in "the final house

location survey. When he discovered the error he tired his surveyo

Mr. Brookfield said Mr. Broyhill was not responsible for the error

and thought he should not be penalized.

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

hardsh1p to move the houses and it appeared to be an honest error$
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seconded, dB 5m1th. Carried.

B. V.Godwin, to er.ece dwelling with uss than required setbacks

from front and aide lines, Lot 26, Sect.ion 2, EngLmdboro, Falls

Church District.

Mr.Godwin s81d there "'ere two springs on his proper"ty which made

it impossible 'to locate the house properly. the ground 1s not

solid.

Mr. White had B8en the property and agreed that it was low and

swampy. Mr. GodWin said the ground wbere he 18 locating bis house

is the only so11d ground he bas. H. haa not yet checked. for a a.p

tic field.

Mr. V. Smith lDOyed to gram the applicat.ion to locate the dWell

not leS8 than ~ tee: frem the front property line nor 1••• than

teet trom the side 11n.. beeaUBe of a topographic condition and be

caUse public water w111 800n be available. Seconded. Mr. Harr.

Carried.

7 - Parson Weems An~ique Shop, to conduct antique shop for an unlt.ite

period or at least 7 years. on Lot 6,. Section 2, Wellington. Mt.

Vernon District.

Mrs. Slayden appeared before the Board. This caee had been gran

ed for a period. of ona year - which would ,terminate in Sept.ember.

1952. Mrs. Slayden said ahe wanted to make e~ensive repairs to

the bUilding and to install new equipment but did not feal eecure

in doins this with only the one year permit. The opposition which

had appeared at the first hearing was now resolved and the neigh_

borhood waa pleased with Mrs. Slayden's conduct of th. place.

Mr. V. Smith moved to grant the application to tne present opar

tors of Parson We••s Antique Shop~ subject to provisions DC Sectio

16. Par. D of the Ordinance, which would give any resident adYerse

ly affected the right to apply to the Board oC Zoning Appeals for

relief •• Mr. Harr seconded'. Carried.

9 - Wm. H. Eskridge, to erect and operate motel on Lot 20. East Fairfax

Park, Providence District. (Lee BlVd. and Oak Street)

Mr. Eskridge said he would construct an 8 unit court with his own

liVing quarterw and a basement. LiVing quarters will be upstairs.

It will be brick construcUon and cinderblock. This property join

the Circle Motor Court. The ingress and egress were discussed.. Mr.

.. Eskridge said the entrance would be Crom Lee Boulevard and an out

let to Oak Street. with space to drive all the way around tne court

Mr. V. Smith said the plans meet the requirement.8 except the sketch

did not ehow the ingress and egress - which had the approval of the

Highw,y Department. There was no opposition.

Mr.V. Smith moved to grant the application 8S per plat submitted

prOVided applieant provides an entrance trom Lee Boulevard on the

I
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east al11e or the lot and an exit on 'Oak Street subject to the appro

a14 the State Highway Depazotment. Se<:onded, dB Smith. ~arriod.

Meredith Capper. to construct 6 cabins tor motor court _ 5 Ceet

side property line, on )-2/10 acree, on the west side of it. 7,

about 1 mile west of Tyeon's Corner, Providence Di8trict.

Mr. Capper appeared before the Board. He said the joining

was aoned business. Mr. V. Smith questioned whether or not the

Joining property was zoned back farther than 200 teet. He moved

that thia case be deferred to check this aooing. Seconded. dB Smith

Carried.

ECiward E. Hurbart, to conduct nursing Home on 6 aerea on the welt

sid. ot Spring H111 Road. approximately 200 feet south of GBor..geto

Pike, PrOVidence District.

Mr. Hurbert and Mr. H. E. Bryan appeared berore the Board. They

have contacted the Health D.pa~..nt but have not yet received a re

port. on t.h. purity of the water. Mr. Bryan said the Fire Control

Board had told them they did not have to approve such • buaineaa if

there were le"8 t.han 1"0 people in occupancy. Mr. Hubert. w111 not

ha"'. IRore than 10. The State 'ire Marshall said the local Fire Mar

ahall would check the bUilding. since t.here would be only the 10,

patients. It was brought out that Fairfax County has no Fire Mar

shall. The bUilding to be used. 115 brick conetruction, approxialat.el

50 x 50 feet.

Judge Ke••l questioned whet.her or not it wa. wi.e to grant some_

thing of tb1. type on apermanent basis. since the character of the

neighborhood migbt change and this would not longer be desirable.

V. Smith stated that if it proved to be detr~ntal the n6ighborhoo

had the right to appeal to tneBoard - the application should b 8 ,gra

ed on that basia.

Mr. White suggested that the application might be granted on the

basis of only 10 people in occupancy. 1£ it expanded the appl1eant

would necessarily come to the Board. There were no objections ~o

this use.

Mr. Harr moved to grant the application SUbject to t.he use tor no

more than 10 persons and subject to all State and County r~quireIRen

Mr. Price suggested that the apPlication be granted

present ownership. V&!". Harr added this to his motion. "subject 'to t

present operator and subject to requiremente of Section 16. par. D

of the Zoning Ordinance." V. Smitb .••conded. Carried.

10 _

11-
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Mr.Jchumann returned With the soning picture surrounding Meredith

Cappar's property. He found that the Regan property, joiniqg Mr.

C.pper was rezoned to a depth of 250 feet which would leave the new

unita proposed t~ be constructed joining reSidential property. This

would r~quire a 15 foot side setback. ~. Capper had asked for S
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teet.

Mr. Schumann asked Mr. -Capper why he <:ould not put the bUilding_

farther forward - then they would border business prop8l"ty and

could. come to the property line. Mr. Capper said he had planned to

put a gift shop and florist shop nearer the street - in 1t'ont or

the courts and directly across Crom his nursery.

Nr.Schumann said the Ordinance specifically requires a 15 toot

setback (business joinlng Suburban Residence property) tor the pro

teetlon or the residential property. Mr. V. Smith said if this

were allowd. to come closer it might ln€luence Mrs. Reean to ask Cor

rezoning on her property. He aaw no reason to srant such a varianc

Mr. Capper said he already had 6 cabins on ~hi~- property. This 1.

an extension of an eXistlng use.

Mr. V. Scaith JIIO'V'ed to grant the applicant the right to locate 6

additional units on the property but that the bUildings should be

located 15 Ceet trom the s1de line and 25 teet froa the back line.

JB Smith aconded. Mr. Smith added and. Mr. JB Smith concurred _ "sub

ject to Section 16.- Carried.

12 - D. D. Via, to complete dwelling with 14..26 root setback ero. aide

property line, on 1/2 acre OD the north side of Chaln Bridge Road,

approxl..tely 1/4 mile west of McLean, Providence Di.trlc~.

The plat showed that Mr. Via has plenty of roCta but the house was

shiCted to an angle, not following the lot 11nes. This pushed one

corner too near the alde line. It is a 9 inch variance.

Mr. V. Smith moved to grll.nt the application because it has the

necessary frontage and if the houle were properly situated ltwould

meet the required setbacks and it would be a hardship to -ave ~he

dwelling. Seconded, Judge Hamel. Carried.

14 - Edith Thompson, to operate a motel on 2 acres on Lee Highway acratn.

trom Pleaneant Acres TO\D"iat Court, Centerville District.

The proposed constructlon would be clnderblock-at.uddo. There "'.

no opposition.

Mr.Schumann said the Boe.rd should be very carerul in gant-lng per

mitted uses in an area where there was no budneas loning, to be

sure the USe blends with the character of the 10cat10n and ..,u..ld no

be cenlrary to use. along the BouleYard. Mr. White ap"eed. In thl

case he thought it would be an improvement since the neighborhood

was not too good. A.n antique shop. garage and restaurant are all

near - none of which lIIOuld be hurt.

Mr. Brookfield thought the present building in the location migh1;

be more of a detriment to this court than the other way about. The

court would cost about $~O,OOO - 1) rental unlts, 2 rooms for care

taker, and later a laundry room.

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

1..j7J
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50 feet required. It is a matter of topography. the ,ground slopes

too much and is too rugged to set back properly. Therefore Mrs.

Gri.som asked to set the houses in line all along Rt. 635, which

would be about 55 reet from the centerline or the road.

Mr. V. Smith sucgested filling in to get the proper level 80 t.he

applicant could meet the setbacks. Mrs. Grisson said that would be
too expensive and i£ she did meet the setback on the f'lrst lot it

would throw it out of I1ne with the others Which obviously could no

meet the setback. She 8ald this was rather a poor neighborhood_

colored people joining on one sld. and not a good development. This

was the only way she could lIet a reasonable use of her land • There

were no objectioos.

4f3
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Carried.

15 - Nellie Gris_. t.o constl"Uct two dwellings each to be loeated 55 tt Lf 73 ;,
from Center line of Rt. 635, 8 acres, approximaeely, on the north

side of Rt. 635 - .04 mile east of Beulah Road, Nt. Vernon Diatrict

l'irs.GrlssOll appeared before the Board. She bas an irregular shap

ed piece of ground - wide at one end and tapering to a point. Dir-

ectly back of the narrow end of her ground is a gravel pit which in

time will be f11led and she will try to buy a strip to fill out her

ground and make it wider and IlOre buildable. At present if she

builds along Rt. 635 it would not be possible to sot back the full
I

I

I

I

Mr. V.Smith said the Board. had consistently tried to aaaintain set

backs on roads, having been aaked by the state to do 80.

Mr.Schumann said in his opinion tppography W&8 the only reason the

Board could grant thi8.

Mr. V.Smith moved to defer the application to view the property.

Seconded dB Smith. Carried.

16 - StaffOrd Properties, Inc., to divide lot with le88 than required

area, 20,466 square feet, Lot 2f. Resubdivision of Lots in Starford

ald. FallsChurch District.

Mr. Stafford stated that lots in this-are. except his prGperty ar

10,000 square feet and this one falls short a very small amount of

having the 1/2 acre required.

Judge Kamel ll1OV'ed too grant the application because the area 1s

only Slightly less than .quired and. required setbacks can be met.

Mr. Marr seconded. Carried. Verlin Smith voted No.

r~8. Lawson asked if Mr.Wrighto. on tohe Citadel Conatruction cases'

could be heard as the tille advertised had passed and !qo.Wr1ght had

a Civil Defense appointment in Washington early in the afternoon.

Mr. V. Smith moved to take these cases now - JB Smith seconded.

Carri!d.

21
thru

29
Citadel Construction Corporation. to complete dwellings located 6.9

feet from aide property 11ne on 9 lota through 373 - 381, Section 8,
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Bel-Air Subd1Tl.1on, Fall. Chur~h D1.~r1c~.

The'Se <Cases were taken all together a8 t hey are on one S4;reet an

all involve the sam, setback and are asking t.his variance .for tob.

sa.. rea80n.

Mr. Karry Otis Wright represented the appli.cant. He said the

original house location survey va. started from the wrong pipe _

therefore throw-in,; otf the entire street. There ia the requ1r.ed.

distance between house. (more than 20 feet) there 18 a~ually 26

teet, but the actual lot 11ne is too clos. to on. aide ot each house

If the lot line were changed, that Is, 1f more property were bought

to add to the end lot therefore relocating the lot lin. £01" each

house. it would destroy OD, entire lot, not haVing eno~ in that

lot for proper frontage and area.

Mr.Schumann suggested it was dlC£lcult to eliminate the human

element, that possible errore cannot always be avoided a

Judge Hamel said that in effect the Ordinance was not being Viola

ted, since there are 26 feet between houses. It wal just a aatter

of lot 11nes and -he did not see the practicability or l"eClu1rirc the

destroying of another lot just to relocate the sid. 11nesa K. mov

ed to grant the applications tor Lote 373 through )81. Seconded,

Mr. Harr. Carried. Mr. Brookf1eld Toted Mo.

17 - The Jack Stone Co., Inc., to erect sign larger than allowed, ex

isting sign being 120 sCluare teet. on Willeton Shopping C.nter,

Falle Church District.

Mr. Minton repressnted the company. He showed pictures and draw

ings of the propoeed e1&oe. 1'h1e sign would be on the south eide 0

the Pood Fair building, tacine Lee Boulevard. Mr. tinton said tb.e

owners relt that they were lollling a great deal at business because

their sign ~e vieible trom only one direction and because the

bUild1ngs set back so far 'crom the BouleVard.

Mr. Va Sm1th was of the opinion that there was euClident slcn al

ready on the building and allowing another one, especially of thia

size, would crea~e a traft1c hazard. The present s~ is 88s111

seen by the trade coming out Lee Boulevard. Mr. S.1:thh said, and to

allow this was practically to let the bars down for similar request

He moved ~o den1 the application becau.e it doel not confol"m to the

minimum requirements of ~he Zoning crdinance. Seconded., Jude. Han

Carried.

18 - R. E. and V. V. Strobel, to divide Lot I into two lota each or whic

will be 65 feet wide. Lot I, First Addition to Fairview. Nt.Vernon

D1etrict.

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

200 feet. There 1s a house on what woul. be one lot. Theae lots

should be 80 feet ....ide and have 12,000 square teet. Sewer Iilnd

I
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water are available.

Mr. SchUll8nn .said one y.ear ago these lots would have confor....d to

the requirements but the amendment haa required lar~r lot sizea.

JUdge Haa.l asked what lot aises were general in the neighborhood •.

Mr. Strobel said moet of th.. did not have the required ar•• but did,

have more frontage t.han he 18 aaking. There "''Ie no objection. frOll

the are••

Mr.V. Smith mOTed to deny the appli~at1oQ because it do•• not con

form to the mini.um r.q~lr..enta of the Ordlnance and to act other

wise would haye a tendency to encourage numeroul other comparable

lot owner. to ask tor the saae thing. Seconded, Judea Kaa.l.Carrled

Maynard. Mickler. to divide lota with leas than the reqUired area and

trontage thaD required by the Ordinance, 9-1/2 acres, Mickler'a

Addition to Pimmit H1118, ~rovld8DceDietrlct.

Mr. Lytton Gibson appeared tor the petit.ioner.. ""r ..Gibson said the

only rea80n this application was brought. to t heBoard was because tb

had understood that theBoard had granted a similar app11cation a

short. ti_ ago. Tbia property i8 practically aurrouncled by loti

with 10,000 square feet area. Water and sewer are 81'a1lable

and gutter will b. installed.

kr.Schuunn recalled the Twitchell case, whi,ch was the one Mr .. Glb

80n reterred to 8S having been gr~nted smaller lot s1zes by the Boar

This property w4a entirely surrounded by 8IIIlller lots and the Board

at SuperVisors had rezoned joining property which it had been deter

mined. would be left in larger lots as a bufter 8trip betw.en the

large and lllall leta. Nr'. Schumann did not cona:ldler the two cases

parallel.

4.'~ .. Gibson atated that he actually doubted the Board's authority

to grant this size lot - he doubted it 1n the \'witchell caae. but

since they did grant the Twitchell C8se- his client. wiahed to apply

for the sue thing and asked that it be s-anted under the aame au

thority the Board thought they ,had had in the Twitchell case. Re

said the roads ·planned would connect with established roads ..

Judge tiamel dOUbted the w1edODI and propriety of granting such an

application even it it ware legal.

)ilr.. V.. :iIli tb read f rcm the minutes of the Twitchell case and aug

geat~d that the background of that case was entirely different. It

was an exceptional situation which the vrdinance would allow the

Board to grant.. The need for 'the bufter atrip which bad be.n len.

between the large and small lots had been wiped out by the action 0

'the Board of Supervisors in rezoning the larger lote to the same

size as the others surrounding the buffer strip.

Mr.Gibson asked that theBoard clarify its policy in such matters

by ,its decision in this case.
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ltr. V. Smith thought the appJ.1<:ant would not be denied ~he U<le 0

his land by an adverse dictatoD. There was no opposition.

Judge Hamel moved. to deny the appli.catlon because of tne -e1r-cum_

stances shown. Seconded, V. Smith. ~8rrled.

Huntington Development Corporation, to opera~e Sanitary Land-Fill

on ~7.8 acres in the marsh land of Hunting Creek, approximately

2000 feet NW of U.S.Ii, adjoining Huntington Subdivision Mt.Vernon

District.

Mr. Andrew Clarke was present and asked if t.his case would be de

terred. Reports were not in trOll. tohe 5anlc:.ary Engineer nor troll

the Health Department. Mr. Harr !lOved to defer until the next

meeting. Seconded t Judge Hamel. Carried.

Helen Mar Stevens, to operate nursery school, Lot 21, Court.land

Park, 6511 Church Street, Falls Church District.

*'T.Gill appeared. with Mrs. Stevens. M.ra. 5te1'ens said t.he tront

part of thl.B property ls coamerclal. There is 8 larce f'raate house

and garage on the property. The Healt.h Department. hae gi1'en 1t.a

ok on t.his use of t.he proper'ty. Mrs. Stevens con~act.d tbe Fire

Control Board Whose repreaen'tatlv8, Hr. Ellla, 8aid the building

as it stands now ls not acceptable to theFlre ~ontrol Board reg

ulations but that by the first of April it i. expected the eire

reculations will be changed, probably l1berallziQ& several re~uire

ment.s. If' these changes are made the building will not have to

haTe such ext.eneive changes 'to conform. Itrs. St..vens would like to

have approval of her application subject to the future approval of

the State Fire Control Board. However, she weMld not operate unti

such time as this approval became available. 'fhis will b. until

after Aprillst. , Mr. Grill said.

Mr. V. Slnith questioned how many children Mrs. Stevens would have

1n the building. Approxill&tely )0. none of whom would be upstairs.

Mrs. Stevens 8a1d. There are three outside entranCes on the lower

floor •

.... Grill stated that t.here are 8 pproximately J acres in t.he lot.

There were no objections from the community.

Mr. V. Smith moved to grant ~he applica~ion subject to the ap

proval of the State Fire Con~rol Board and t.he County Fire Control.

adopted prior to the issuance of ~he permit and that approval notic

be given to ~ea SteveDe after a pprcval by the State and County Fir

Control Board. and alae that this permit is iSsued to Mrs. Stevens

only. Seconded, JB Smitha Carried.

DEFERRED CASES:

Wallace N. Hansborough, for permission to divide lots with leB8

width and area than re4.uired, Resubdivision of Lot 1 and pert of 2,

Beat~ie Property, leeated apprOXimately 300 yards west of Rt. 123.

47 6

I

I

I

I

I



I

I

I

I

I

FebruarY 19. 1952

on the NW side of Ingleside Avenue. "..ovidence District.

This CRse was deflr-red for plats sbow1ng the a ctual subdivision ot

the lots in this tract. l'*r. Hanaborough said he could not purcha..

more ground to give Blore area to these lots since all the gound

joining is sold t.o individuals who do not want too sell. He alao

stated that wa~er 18 available and lata in the area were .bout

75 x 125 feet in area, This 1s an old area and the lotB wer~ not

divided according to the Ordinance. Mr. Hanaborough stated that th

general development around these lata was not too good, but tro.

th.B. lata on out to the tire house was a bet'ter area. There would

be no other requests Cor • similar div1sion.

l'lr,SchUll:l8nn sug.atad that if theBoard grant.ed this application

they 8 hauld taek on the provi don ot approval of .the H.al~h nepart._

ment.

Mr. V. S.ith Baid the Board had questioned. its authority to uke

~his diVision and he atl11 felt that legality in such an a~tion was

questionablaa

Mr a Schumann raad from the Ordinance regarding nex.t.raordinary and

exceptional conditione." He stated that the lote ca.. v.ery cloet t

the reqUired area and would be greatly in excess of reqUireaenta 1t

tohe caee ware denied.

Judge Hallel suggested that the purpose of the Board was to d.t....

lIine where'" difficult situation existed and. if the Board allowed

variances within reasonable limits and did. not destroy the intent

of 'the Ordinance it bad the right to grant slight variances within

re.son without establishing a precedent.

MraY. Smith said be could aee no particular personal hardship her

"~a Hanaborough stated that he himaelf lived in thh area and

hooped to stay there the rest at his life and. had no wish to harm t

c01!llll.unitYa He also stated that septic condition. were good in the

area.

JItr. ~rr IDOved to grant the application provided ad41t1onal ar...

be prOVided on Lota 28 and ~D and that the approval trom the Health

Department be obtained tor construction of septic t~a Judge.

Hamel seconded. It walS not-eel that this in er.cect denled~'~;":c,f

this lot will have the required area. Carr1ed. a V. Sca1th voted MO a

Luria Brothers, tor per.ission t 0 allow dwellinc; to remain 14a7

from side line on Lot 5 and Lot 15 to allow carport to come 28 feet

from Sycamore Drive, Holmes Run Acres, Falla Church District.

There were no objections to this. This case had been deterred as

the applicant did not appear at the last hearing a 'l'he variance on

Lot 5 being very small Mra dB Smith moved to grant and. Ilra Harr

seconded. Carried a

There was adverse discussion of carports on theJtont of dwellinga

4f{
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as requested on Lot 15.

·"'r.Schumann -said -t-heBoard had pennltt.ed 'Carports w.lthln )() feet

of the foont line - in fact an open porch waa <::onsidered on the SUI

basi. a8 8 carport and this was a very small variance. This 1s an

existing structure.

Mr. Luria said there were any other bUildln,;8 in the 8ubdivlel.

built 11ke this but meeting the setbacks and there had be.n ne ob

jection to th... It the case Were denied the structure would hay.

to be moved back l ••s than 2 feet.

Mr .Brookfield thought it did not interfere wl-th the view a8 a

carport would.

Wr. Mooreland stated that Luria Brothers had agreed t~t there

would. be no other similar requests 1n their subdivision. 'I'nsy had

continued this type ot house since it was started 80me time ago,

that this 118m. condltiOl'l exist.s in many other old subdiVisions.

Judge HBIle1 moved to grant the application on l.ot. 15 in T1.w of

the hardship caused in lIIOTing the structure. Seconded JB Sa1th

Carried ..

Lur1a Broa. to allow dwelling to remain 4'9.e ree~ -from fiont pro

perty 11ne on Lot 10. Sect. I, Sleepy Hollow Knoll, FaUa Church

District.

This cae., 11ke the last one, was dererred when the applicant di

not appear. There we,re no objectiona rran the neighborhood.

Judge riuel IAOTed to grant thi. apP11eat1on b"e~se the ~ri.nc.

is very amall. Seeonded Mr. Harr. Carried ..

I,buty Hemmond, to us. present buildings as tourist court on 2.62

acr•• located on the nortoh B 1de or Rt .. 211, oppoBitoe Willow Spring

Garage, Centerville Diwtrict.

This llaae 'NBS deferred tor plats showing location of all buildi

on the round. Hr. HUIIIOnd stated that this wae p8rt at "n old f

When a portion of the farm was sold it left these buildings toe

close to the line. This was done before the Ordinance waB in eCtect

There was no opposition.

JoItr. V. Smith moved to grant the applicat.ion to kr. Kama.nd on11

and subject 'to Section 16 of the Ordinance. Seconded, JB Smith.

Carried.

PT. Moreland reported en the building Insp8<:t.or's requirement ef

a firewall in ca8e of a garage toe close to the line tor safety.

That office does not require the firewall but sugg.ests it ..

Mr. V. Smith suggested t hat the Board not grant nursery schools

Ilnd nursing homes until they have the a pprov al of the Fire Control

Board and the Health Department. The Board agreed and recollllllended

fer future action that nOlpproval be given in these cases until sue

epproval wes shown to the a:~ ..~J7:!!{:::!1:1i~

I
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!he IleglWor MeeUng of the
Fairfax County Board of Zon
ing Appeals was tleld Tuewday.
March 18,1'J52 in the Board
Room of the 'Fairfax County
Courthouse at 10 a.lI. with
the following members present:
Meears Brookfleld, Verl1n
Smith, JB Smith, Karr, and
Judge Kamel. Mr. Schumann.
Zoning Administrator, was
present.

Mr. Ralph L. El11s, State Fire Marshallts office, Culpepper (126

south Main Street) spoke to the Board about modification of the

State Fire Code whicb w111 be effectiYe April 1, 1952. He stated

that various agencie. had thought the fire regul.~lon8 too strict

and it wa. poaa1ble certain restrictions now in the Code would be

changed at t hi' meeting.

V; Smith asked what was felt to be too rigid.

Especially the autoutic alarm system, !"Ir. EU.is said, whi.ch

syst.m wa. aD expensive installation. He asked the Board not to

made a deciSion on eny nursery school applications until after thi

meeting 88 theControl Board did not wish to re~u1re installations

which might. in a couple of we.ka. be removed frOIl. the Code and to

deter any casea until after April 1st.

Mr. Bragg appeared for Mrs. Shugar whoae case ....a. granted at the

last Board or Appeals meeting subject to the approval of the State

Fire Centrol Board. Thia SChool is in operation, Mrs. 3hugar not

havine known about the need to get a Use Permit fro. thia Board.

She did not wish to have to close her, achool since she doea not

meet the present rec~ationa. Mr. Ellis laid Mrs. Shugar had com

plied with all the changes he had asked her to .ake aDd h. thought

her school would comply with all the regulations if ceNoain change

are made April st. He did not wish to make reqQireaents on her

school wili ch might be unnec8esary in a ehort t1ae.

Mr. V. Smith eaid the Board could not give approval as the case

stood now and if Mrs. Shugar continued to operate before approval

was given ahe was doing 80 at her own risk. He" &uggested that the

Board take ne action.

Mr. Ellis 8aid Mrs. Shugar had been notified dlat ahe _s in v10

lation as the Code nov .~and ••

Mr. V.SIll1~h moved to proceed vith the meeting and leave the Sh

case as it 8tands until after April 1st, then if the amendments to

the Code are not strict enough the Board should request the local

fire department to recommend improvement. Cor .afety. JB Smitb

seconded. Carried.

Mr. Ellis Baid Chier Mullen wished him. to thank the Board for it

splendid cooperation.

Jortathan.. Woodner Co. asked the extension of a construction shack 0• -,-' I, . .

41~',
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Lot 260,Section 4, Yk>odley Subdivision, this having been .granted.

Cor one year and the time has ex.p1.res.

'rhe Board determined that they could not extend thia use wlthou

a fOJ"ll&l application - advertising and posting of the property.

George E. Hadead, to construct addition to tourist court, Lot 15,

16, Katherine T. Moore SUbdiVision, Centervill.District.

Mr. Had.ed wished to put on one room to use as an ortice. rhar

were no objections from the co_unity. He showed a drawtng of ttl

proposed addition. It w111 be of brick construction.

Mr. V.Smith moved to grant the application Car the addition to

the existing cabins as approved by the bUilding inspector, Feb. 1

1952, which addition is shown to be 12 ft. x 16 ft. JB Smith 1l8C-

I
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anded. Carr.ied.

2 - W. C.Wl11s, to construct SerYice station and garage, Lots 45, 46,

and part of 44, Dunn Dubdivision, 200 feet east of Springfield Rd.

North "ide of Little River Pik., Fall.a Church Ditl'trict.

The setbacka aa shoMn on the plats were all right. Construction

will be brick or enamel - at least fireproof and will meet all

bUilding requirements. The entrances and exi~s have been checked

with the Highway Departoment and are satisfactorr. This property

borders busines8 on both Sides.

Judge H..el asked Hr.Schumann if he thought this was all right.

Mr. Schumann thought it wae - that the building inspector could

not i8sue a perait until the Health Department was satisfied but'R~,J
<.'t'~l\f)I· from tne zoning sptandpoint he thougb.t it was aatisra'Ctory.

---~~
NT.V.Smith moved to grant the application as per plat attached,

subject to the approval of the State Highway Oepart.aent for en

trancea. ,Judge Hamel seconded. Carried.

Robert L. Eppa, to construct addition to present building to come

45 feet from Shield Avenue, on approximately 1/2 acre on the east

aide of U. j. 11, at the SE corner of U.S.ll andSh1elda "venue,

Mt. Vernon District.

Mr. Epps said he gave 50 feet for B right of way and it left his

property too cr8llped to meet the required setback. tie wishes to

put in a )0 foot bu11ding, for a drug store.

Mr. Schwaann thought ebb was reasonable.

Judge Hamel moved to grant the application with a )-1/2 foot va

iance instead of the 5 feet requested. Seconded, Mr. Harr. Carried

L. R. Broyhill, to locate dwelling 1).8 feet from aide property

line, Lot 5)-A, Chesterfield SubdiVision, Section I, Providence

District.

Mr. Broyhill said the original survey had several errore. He saw:

this alter he had bought the subdivision and bad Johnson ana Wil

liams make a new survey and thought he had cleared all the errors-



I

I

I

I

I

5 -

1Ia~.h 18. 1952

but had missed thia on.,

J8 Smith. moved to grant. the application because the elTor was not

the fault of the applicant. Seconded, Judge HameL 'Carried.

Mr. Broyhill alllO haa • case coaing up in the deferred Iht and

Mr. ScnuallM suggested that theBoard defer this as they are expe«_

ing to move the s'treet and thought it well to wait until thie was

accomplished. Mr. Brookfield sald the Board would defer this case

at the scheduled hour on the agenda. It would not be necessary for

Mr. Broyhill to be present.

nan Leyenaon, to construct and operate Motor Court on Lote '56 thru

60, East Fairfax Park, Providence District.

Mr. Levenson, Mr. Rice, and M1ss Mary Bell, At~orn.y. appeared be

fore the Board. Miss Bell outlined the case - Mr. Levenson showed

his plats, elevations, and laYout of the propoled court. It will b

brick and cinderblock construction. The plats showed a deep front

setback. The yard will be landscaped.

Mr. V. Ssith asked ir sufficient parking space -.s allowed. Mr.

Patton Baid it took 40 reet per car for proper parking. He asked.

how clo.. the applicant intended to come to the street with hie

parking.

Mr. SchUJl8.nn told Mr. LeYenson toM to the Board would meet March 2S

and suggested that the Board deter the case until that date Cor him

topreeent a plat showing the parking area as the plats presented

were inadequate. Mr. Brookfield thought the plat should show park

ing apace for each unit..

There were no objections for the neighborhood.

kr. Mooreland add this ground was zoned 200 feet back from the

Highway for business and that Mr. Levenson had put ,in -ror rezoning

to Rural BUain.Bs of the lot just back oC his property and joining.

At present he was asking for thts use permit on JUBt the ground

which ill zoned rural bull1ness.

Mr. PattOD asked what the applicant was going to do about .ewage.

He did not think he had sufficient area to take care of this size

installation - 34 units on approximately one acre - when the Health

Department usually required 1/2 acre per dwelling.

Mr. Levenson stated that a special sewage plant would be put In

he had discussed it with the Health Department and they thought it

would be satisfactory. However. he did not have complete plans tor

the sewage plant as he was told it \tCa8 necessary to get the use per

mit first. If he got the Use tJermit then he would go ahead with

these plana and would without ~ue8tion comply with all re~u1remen~8

of the Health Department.

Mr.Sehumann scaled the plats and showed that the buildings were

partly located 1n the area that waS not zoned Cor business. Me fel
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'the plate should show the exact loca'tion of ot.h.e buUdlnge along

wi.th <.he parking ar-88.8.

Mi-ss Bell said if there were any errors on t.he platis_ .that was

what they wanted to know - they would have Mr. \r/right 'Correct them.

Judie Kamel thought all applicanta should have eo~ple'te plans be

tore aSking the Board. to pass on such installation.

Mr. Schumann agreed and said the applicant should alao have the

approval of the Health Depar~ent.

Mr. Levenson atated that he was well aware of the necee8ity of th

approvale. .H. thought the Board could grant a use permit subject

to the approval of all the other requirementa , that he could not

proceed without the•• approvals from all the difterent agencies.

Mr.Jchuaann thought granting an applicat.ion in this manner wae

putting too much pressure on the Healt.h Deparement.

Misa Bell and Mr. LeYenson thought it was impractical to spend 80

.uch on preliminary plana until a use permit had been given or un

til they knew if the land could. be used for this purpose. Ie th••e

plana could be approved with correction. to be ..de then finel plan

would be drawn up.

Mr. Schumann asked it one week delay was a.kine too .ucta. Mr.

Levenson requested no delay.

Mr. Patton suggested that by granting approval subject to the

Health Depar~ment'a approval the Board waa put~lng pre.aure on the

Health D.par~. to make the ground work for septic purposes. He did

not think 34 rooms wi'th bath on this small area would work with any

kind of sep'tic installation.

Judge Hamel thought the Board should not be put in 'the ••barraBs

ing poBition of no't havine sut'f'ident plata, tha't the Board should

know that it i. possible for 'the septic tank~ work bet'ore send"

ing a case· to the Health Department.

Mr. V. Smith suggested that the Board. waa probably not qualified

to know Whether or not a septic system would work - that the Health

Department has reqUirement" and they would not approve anything

that was inadequate. He felt that the Board could very well approv

subject to the approval of the Health Department and that Would

place no pre8sure or feeling of compulsion on that department. Each

oftice operate. under ita own regulations, Mr. Smit-h said.

Judge Hamel saw no objection to that - since the Health Depart_
entirely

ment would approve anyhow/on their OWD.

Mr. Patton said the type of septic plant mentioned was a surface

spray and that there was no place tor the water to go i£ such a

plant were installed, aince there was not sufficient ground.

Mr. Levenson said he thought it was up 'to him to provide a septic

syatem which would be approved and would work. If he couldnt do
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tbat he could not operate. He thoU@;ht the routine was to get tAle

use penalt first, then follow through with the r~quirament••

lV'. Schumann augceeted that the Board and the Health Ofti'Cer and

Mr. TeataNen froa the H.alth office meet and formulate a policy to

go by for ca8es such all thle. He suggested deferrlllent for one week

JB Smith moved to derer the ca$e for one week (March 25th) at wili

time the applicant would present plata drawn to scale and showing

the parking plana. Seconded, Judge Hamel. Carried.

F.D. Patton, to construct addition to present motor hotel, on 6

acres on the north aide of Lee BouleVard, approxima'tely 3000 feet

welt of Fairfax Circle, PrOVidence District.

Mr. Patton haa in operation 21 units - he wishes to add 6. All 0

the £ront yard 1_ draina.-ge field, however within a £e~ months he

claimed he would hav~ town sewage which will talce care of the ad

ditional units.

There were no obj&Ctions trom the cOlllDlW1ity.

Judge hamel moved to grant the application subject to the approva

ot the Health Department. Seconded, Mr. Harr. Carried.

7 - C. W. aDd Elizabeth Stipe, to install Trailer Park Court on 5-1/2

acres at the southwest corner of King's Highway and Poag Street,

across Crom Substation No. 2, ~. Vernon District.

Mr.St1pe showed his plata. He alr.eady has tourist 'Cabine on the

ground. He would install 19 units tor the frailer park. He has

public sewer and water. Thie round is zoned for business.

Mr. Schumann said there were no trailer Camp. in the area except

one on the o!lpos1te aide ot u. S. #1. He could see no reason too.gr t

this as it would establish a use contrary to the uses that are on

this side of King1a Highway.

The Chairman aaked tor the opposition.

Mr. Harry Carrico and. narnard Fage180n appeared representing a

large group of people opposing. There were about )0 present, all

living in the imJIediate area. Mr. Carrixo said there were~pr.

sent whom they might call opposing this use, if 'the Board cared t.o

hear them. They were all of the opinion that such an installatlon

would depreclat.e property Yalues, that a resldential area was not

the proper locat.ion tor thls use, it would crowd tn.. schools and

would create an extra tax load for the County since no rev~nue ia

de~ived. from Trailers.

Mr. Carrico called on Mr. Shatfer, who answered questlons put by

Mr. Carrico. This use would decrease land ~ues, lower morals, and

crowd the~hoo18 and create an extra tax load. Mr. Shatter stated

that development in thia area was good but it this were installed

it would decreaae values to the extent t.hllt 1t would affect loans

and consequently require 8Il&11er homes. Mr. Shaffer has land
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joining this property at one corner and hc hopes to develop hie

gl"Ound in eonfonaanee with the surrounding area. lie felt that

this UBe would reduce the loans h. could get. .lfe a1'80 mentioned

the lack of revenue to the county frOIl'l trailers, burden on Jd.lce,

fire, trash and .garbage collection, and burden on Schools.

Letters from individuals opposing were r.eac:l: F.lr Hav.en Cit ieen ,

Association, Margy H. Edaon, F. M. Reeves, R. A. Stanton, A. M.

McClure, Ruth Payne, J. Curtin, Mrs. H. G. Morrl80n, G. C. Payne,

C. H. Neff, P. B. Payne, and two~tltlons with a total o£ 64

names.

~r. CarrieD said he did not wish to take the time of the Board t

call of those h. had expect•• to have testify against this use.

Mr. Fagelson spoke representing people in the neighborhood oppo

tng. He restated the opposition a8 outlined above. He emphasize

the OTercrowding of echools. which are just now preparing to ..

back on a full d.ay schedule. He saw advantage in this installatl

only to the owner but every disad.vantage to the communi~y and to

the county.

Mrs. Stanton from the Nt.Ea-gle Elementary achool spo~ opposing.

The l.#halJ'1Di1ln asked Mr. stipes if he had anything te say in re

buttal. He said - nc - if the people didnt want it there _ he

just woultlnt be able to have it.

Mr. v. ~mith moved to deny the application &ecause under the pro

visiona of Section 16, polr •.0 of the Zoning Ordinance sueh a us.

would be detrimental to the public welfare and 1njurious to pro

perty 1n the neighborhood. Seconded I Judge. HameCI Carried.

8 - S. J. Donches. to con.truct addltlon to dvelling to come 22 £••t

fro. frent property lin., Lot 47, Section 2. Hollin Hills, Corner

Bedford and Stafford. Mt. VemoD Diatrlct.

Mr. Donchez said he needed a place Cor his car and tools. Hia

neighbors do not object.

Mr. Brookfield suggested locating the addition at the aide or

back. ~~. Donchez said the lot slopes down to the house. He had

had to put a retaln1ngwall around his house to keep the water out

This addition if put 'to 'the back or side would reqUire taking out

part of the retaining wall and tearing out several very large

trees which would be expensive. Mr. Brookfield t.hougbt this car

port jutting out front would obstruct the fiew and under any cir

cumstance. he did not think a carport on the front of the house a

good th1ng.

Mr. Donchez aald he was very embarrased because he had already

started his carport - in ract had it half up. He was told by a

local building that there was a 25 Coot setback on this. He said

approaching from a northerly direction it was back So tar it did

I

I

I

I

I



I

I

I

I

I

March 18, 1952

not obstruct the fiew. Appl'Oachlng from the 8Out.b, the hill was

.ore of an obet.ruct.ion than the addition itself.

-Mr. V. Smith looked up the McMichael case which the Board had

granted a 5 foot exception on in Hollin Hills. fhi! was done be

cauae of the 50 foot strut and a park .'Cross froll the dwelling.

JB Smith moved to deCer the case to view the property. Judge Hamel

seconded. Carried.

9 - s.. En1x, to conatruct dwelling with 1es8 aideyard setback than r.e

qUlred. Lot 12. Englandboro. 1"8118 ChurchDlatrlct.

Mr. &nix sald there .as such a demand for rambler. th.t .en with

a 100 foot front«ge h. could not meet the setbacks on t.hle lot. He

has a garage on one side of the house which use. the 5 foot project

10n into the prohibited are. allowed by the Ordinance but wanta a

5 foot variance on the oPPDslte aide tor the dwelling.

Mr. v. Sla1t.h sa1d the Ordinance vas amended eepechlly t.o give ad

ditional area tor &&racel - to t.ake care of ramblers and ne felt

that waa sufficient. He could see no reason for encroaching fur

ther on the required setbaCKS.

*'r. En1x said he had a good deal of money tied up in thi, propert

and want.ed to develop it with good hous•• but could not do SO if he

vere restricted to putting up smaller hous•••

Mr. V. ~..lth suggested 1'Ilr. Enix discuss with wr. SchUIIaDn the ide

of resoninc thia propert.y t.o SUburban Residence to give the leeeer

setba'ck..

Mr. Enlx said b. could. not make the lots larger, they were tooo ex

pensiye and he, would 1080 one whole lot. He wanted to keep the

dwellings 1n the 15 or $20,000 class to get loana.

Mr. v. Smith IIlOved to defer tohe case until March 25t.h for Mr.En1x

to discuss hia problem with Mr. Schumann. Seconded Judge HUle1.

Carr1ed.

10 - B.M.Smlth Subdivision, by Mr. Devers, to construct and operate a

motel on Lot I, S.M.Smith SUbdivision, SE side of U.S.Il, ~t.Vernon

Diatr,lct.

Mr. Devers said he could lleet all setbaCKS. He would like to

build 10 unit-a. brick conltruction. There is an old established

setback on Marsh.ll &4treet which h. will meet.

V.r. Harr had seen the property and thOUght this installation

would be an improvement to 'the district. Theae buildings and. plant

ina will Bcreen some rather bad buildings on the property joining.

Mr. o'Flaherty , who lives opposite the property on Marshall St.,

said he was approVing the application, with reservations. He does

not wish the business property to be used for business beyond the

200 feet from U.S.Hl. However, he thought 10 units would crowd the

ground and that Mr. Devers woUld not have sufficient parking space.
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He also want.ed the assurance that t.he lot 1mmedlat.ely oppos1.te h1m

would revert to a residential ~.tua. He said Marshall &t.reet was c.; ~ ~
all residential, built up with good homes and he diu not wish the

business use to spread into this area ~ th~t is the 200 teet back

ot U.S~Ul. as it would devaluate property. He hadno objection to

this application as long 8S it did not extend beyond 200 teet. He

would 11ke for Mr. Devera to rezone the lot immediately across tr

h1JB .. to be assured that it would not be used tor busines8.

Mr. Devera said he would pull the building back another 10 feet

toward U.I.#1 Which would keep it within the 200 reet of U.5.1.

Judge Kalllel moved to grant the application provided the proposed

building be moved back another 10 teet toward U.S.I1. Seconded,

JB Smith. Carrl-e1.

11 - Marshall and Thomas Gordon. to operate filling station on approx

i ..tely 1 acre on the north aide of Rt. 7 and east and south slde

of Rt. 694. Providence Dla~rict.

~he use
This had been a nonconf'onalnc use but/was abandoned Cor more tha

6 months. The applicant requests a renewal. He allo wanted to ha

II repair garage - but this was not included in the application.

Mr. V. Stn1th knew the property and thought there 'WaS no need. tor

II filling station here. This locijtlon is 2 miles from Tyson's

Corner and 3 miles on the other side i8 a filling station. This 5

mile stretch, Mr. Smith said. is built up with good residential

developtlent and he thought it should be kept so. It wae time to.

stop unnecessary nonconfOrMing uses. H. moved to deny the applica-

tion. Seconded, Judge 11__1. Carried..

12 - Mary W. Wrenn. to conduct a nursery scbool on parte of Lots 1) and

l~. Mari-Dale Subdivision, 'alIa ~hurch District.

Mrs. Wrenn .ehowed plans to enlarge the present dwelling to take

care of a nursery s:hool. This will in t iJle be used. entirely as

their home. She will also have a kindergarten. This achool will

help to pay for the addition. The addition extende to the back or

the present building and will not change side setbacke.

l"1ra YaSmith asked it there wae an illDediete nud to go ahead wit.h

toh1e work. Mrs. Wrenn said she would like to have the work complet

ed ready tor school in the fall.

Mr. Smith thought the Board should not act on a nursery achool a

plication in "iew of the request of theFire Control aoard to wait

until after the April 1st meetiOi. He moved to derer the case Cor

30 days. Hr. Harr seconded. Carried.

13 - Magazine Brothers. to allow dwelling to com.e within 38.5 reet of

Quander Road, Lot 15, Fordham Village SubdiYlsion. Mt. Vernon Dist.

There were aD objections to this and since the variance was small

Judge Hamel moved to grant the application. Seconded. Mr. Harr.

,.. .._" ....
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14 - Roy E. -l!'8t.erson, 'to erect. .carpon. whkh will 'COmB ) CeK 9 inches

from side pr'operty line. Lot 5. Block St Fairdale Subdivl1Sion,

Falls Church D18trl~t.

Then were no objectioa. trOll the community. Mr. Peterson said

the house being located in the center of the lot made it impo88ibl

for him to have the carport and meet proper setbacks.

Mr. Brookfield saw no objection, the coanunit.-y wa. built of Relia

nee Home., the 10t8 were small and this ...... the only way the appli

cant could have a carport.

Judge Hamel moved to grant the application. Seconded, JB &'mlth.

Carried. Vlrlin Smith not l'oti!lfi.

DEFERRED CASES:

Robert W. Beall, to 10cat8 detached garage within 6 inches of slde

line, Lot 3, Block 3, Fairhaven, Mt. Vernon D18trl~t.

this was deferred to view the property. Mr~. Beal said t.hey

would build the garage of cinderblock to make it €i~eproof it the

Board so desired.

Mr. JB Smith thought granting this Ilight cause others to ask the

SUle thing. ·-·rs. Beal said the other lots were regular 1n shape

and did not have the same probl.... as they. They could not pU'C; the

garage back f~rther because of the slope in the ground and they

wished to preserve a .ery large tree which would haYe to be taken

out.

Mr. V.Smith said this caae was deferred for Mr. Mooreland to

talk with the Building Inspector about a garage in this location

and he would 11ke to hear what Mr. Mooreland had to say _ he thou

ght the Board should cooperate with the Building Inspector.

Mr. Mooreland recalled that the Board had ruled that a garage, t
•be detach.d. should be at l.ast 5 feet from the house. Leas than

%I4",T,r
5 feet lt would be considered attached. The BulldlngAhad thought

it +uld be 10 feet from the nouse - less than that it should hav

a tirewall - but he had been unable to enforce that ruling since i

was not actually in the Code.

Mr. V.Smith thought this could be granted on topography.

Judge Hamel moved to grant the application if it is oC"rtreproot

construction and subject to the IpproYal of the tiuilding Inspector.

Mr. Herr aeconded. Carried. V.Smith voting No.

Nellie Grissom. to construct two dwellings each to be located 55 r
from centerline of Rt. 635. on a acres on the north side of Rt. 63

.04 mile east of Beulah Rad, Mt. Vernon District.

Mrs. Grissom said she needed money and wanted to use thh ground

to the best advantage.' If she located the first house back, the

proper distance she could not meet that 8ame setback on the other

houses sne would build because the land is rugged and it narrows

~Ol
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abruptly - runn1n,g to a point at the .end, too narrow to Met BKba

Mr. V. Smith and JB Smith, and Marl' had seen the property.

Mr. V. smith thought the ground was too low and damp Cor a septic

field - he didnt think the BUilding inspector nor the Health Depa

ment would give a permit for thb location. He told Mrs. Grl-saOrD

if she sold more than one piece of ground ahe would have to put in

a subdivision plat, and the lota Would have to conform to the re

quired frontage and area in accordance with the Ordinance. ~••

Grlas0ID sald she had thought of that and had found that it would

very expensive. She aeked the Board to grant a 65 Coot setback.

V. Smith moved to deny the application beeause it would set a pre

cedent and would encourage others to ask the Bate eX'Geption. JB

Smith seconded. Carried.

The L.R,Brgyhill Case on Lots 4O-A. and 41-A.. Cheet.erfhld. was de

ferred until March 25th as request.ed earlier by Mr. Schumann.

The Huntington nevelpp!!nt Corp. case for Sanitary Land-Fill was

deterred until April 15th as there were no reports ('rom the Sanita

Engineer nor the Health Department.

Mr. Mooreland. aaked. to have an opinion frail ebe Board 'on two

questions. If IIOre than one Case calleS up at ... special me_tina

shall the second applicant pay the $125 the 8a11le as the first.

Th. Board agreed that each case coming up at a 8pecial meeting

should pay the full fe.. This excepts dererred ~a8es.

'"'1". Mooreland l)rought up the case of the violation 1n Wlllston

Shopping Center - the operating of the package rooa which had been

denied by the Board. He also spoke of the Weaver case where he

had been unable to evict the extra three famillea living in the

single family dwelling and which use the Board had denied.

Mr. Mooreland spoke of his inability to get action onthese and

similar cases £rom the ~ommonwealthl8 A~torn.y and wondered what

the Board wished him to do. He said moat Violating ~a8es were co.~

perativ. if "he wrote them they were in violation but tor thOlle who

were not cooperative he had nothing to back him up aince he did no~

feel th.t the COllllllOnwealth 1 s attorney was inclined to take action.

Judge !~~mw:\ed that the two Cases in viola{'ion be aublitted. t.

the Boa~~ing~ the violation and stating tbM.t. the in

diVidual had not followed the decision of ~he Board. V.smith 8e~o

ed. Carried.

The meeting adjourned •

So
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A Spe~lal Meeting or the Fairfax
'County Board of Zoning Appeals was
held Tuesday, March 25,1952 in the
Board ROODl 01- the Fairfax County
Courthouse at 10 a.m. with the
following members present: Messrs
Brookfield. V.Smith, JB Smith.
Harr. and Judge Hamel. Mr. Schu
mann, Zoning Administrator, was
also present.

1.. \'1. 'C. W11ls. to locate buil:ilng 10 f.eet from right or way line of Co

uabi. Pike and 20 feet trom Springfield Road, and 15 feet from Ll~tl

River Turnpike, allan the Anna L. Bates property, 2-)/4 acres lo

cated. at the SW corner of Columbia pike and Springfield Road, 'alls

Church District.

Mr. Robert Lowe appeared with the applicant. Mr. Lowe

property. He stated that Mr. ~111s had been to Richmond te discuss

these setbacks with the St..ee H1-gbway COllURlss1on. Theee 2-)/4

are practically surrounded by three streets. This is valuab~. pro

perty and the applicant 1s trying to use it ~o the best advantage

without adversely affecting the growing bu.iness di~trlct in Annan

dale. If the required setback is observed. Mr. Lowe said. there

would act-uslly be less parking space than iftha building is locat4d

with these proposed setbacks and parking is provided 1n the rear.

If ~h. setbacks are met it would eliminate rear lot park1ng. Also

the setbacks air. Wills proposes will allow for expansion of the H

way right of way as re'luested by that Department at the present ti.

Mr. ~\'1l18 went into his meeting with the Highway Department. At

present they would like a 70 foot right of way for Rt. 2}6. 57 feet

right of way on SpringCield Road and Columbia Pike. These widths

can be maintained, t'i.r. '.':ills said, and would ultimately provide an

80 foot right of way on Rt. 2)6, and 67 foot right of way on both

Springfield Road and Columbia Pike, allowing a 7-1/2 foot sidewalk.

These widths Can be attMined without moVing any bUildings.

¥.r.Brookfield asked Mr. Ross of the Highway Department if there

wa. any plan for the approach of Springfield Road into Rt. 2}6. Mr.

Ross said he realized this was a bad inter.ec~ion but he nor Mr.

Alchel knew of no immediate plan for it. They agreed to look into

a future plan.

Mr. Wills Said if he met ~he reqUired setbacks he would have r

to park about 44 cars whereas by using rear parking he could park

178 cars. This would also give him 799Q square feet mOTe ofbuild in

space.

His plat showed a 20 foot lane co~ing into the parking space in th

rear from both Rt. 2)6 and Columbia Pike. This would be his own

business parking space - not for the general public. The store buil _

ing will have 50,000 square feet - one story.

The amount of parking spaCe necessary for each car was dls~ussed.

Mr.$chumann said the question was whether it was more feasible to
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to provide off street parking, between the buildings and the right

of way or to have parking In the rear. lV'. '~111s agreed t.hat Cron

parking was more desirable but didnt think it practi~al here.

The l,;hairman asked Mr. Schumann for the opinion of the Planning

Commission. Mr. Schumann said he had at first been entirely op

posed to Mr. Wills proposal but after ~ome study he thought it had

sufficient merit to deserve further consideration. He felt, howe

that the entire layout should have more study before making a dec!

slon because it would be establishing a pattern in Annandale. He

requested t he Board to refer this appli-cat,lon to t.he Planning Com

mission for study and recommendation.

Mr. Lowe thought all the material necessary was before the Board

and since all question6 could very well be answered it was not nee

essary to defer action. Mr. Wille had a large investment and time

was of the essence - he would be seriollsly· handicapped by delay.

Judge Hamel asked Mr.Schumann if the case was deterred until the

April 15th regular meeting could the Planning Commission have a r4

port. Hr. SCh\llll8.DD would like 60 days but said the 'Co_iesion

would do· the best they could in that time. He had not thought Mr.

Wills expected to go ahead immediately anyhow.

Mr. Lowe said Mr. Wills would start his building immediately and

enlarge it later.

Victor Chent spoke favoring the application. He said Annandale

had asked the Board of Supervisors for a master plan of Annandale

two years ago and had not yet heard from them _ he could not see

where much could be gained by a three weeks delay. He said the

pattern had alrelldy been set for Annandale.

The Board generally a greed that this WQ.8 too important a decisio

to make without a recommendation from the PlanningCommission.

The Chairman called on Mr. Ross of the Highway Department who sa

the Sta~e was concerned especially with the right of way of Rt. 2

Springfield Road. and Columbia Pike at this intersection. The rig

of way they were requesting were the necessary widths at the prese

time. He made no prediction for the future. The minimum now re

quested are: 70 feet on 236j 57 feet on Springfield Road and Colum

bia Pike.

I·.lr. Schwnann suggested to lob-. Ross that thi s was not sufficient

right of way for the future. ~w. Ross re-stated that these rights

of way were for the present only.
was

l~. V.Smith asked Mr. Schumann what/the reason in the Ordinance

requiring a 35 foot setback. y~. Schumann said Cor parking and

for street widening. Mr.Schumann explained the requir~ents of the

Ordinance regarding corner clearance.

Mrs. Sheppard who owns the ground joining Mr. Wills on Columbia
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Pike did not oppose Mrs. Wills application. There was no oppositl0

from the .community.

Mr.:,chumann told -the Board that this was a very substantial varia

tion from the Ordinance and he thought the Board should have a very

sound reason included in their motion if they granted this applica

tion because if buildings are granted so much closer to the right 0

way than permitted by the Ordinance there would be many other ap

plications of the aame nature. The Board should be well able to

5upport their decision and this should be shown in the minutes. For

that reason, Mr. Schumann said, he recommended deferrment tor study

and report from the flaMing Commission.

Judge Hamel said he did not feel in a position to make a decisl0

without the report from the Planning Commis3ion. The Board generall

agreed.

Mr. Lowe suggested that the other applica~ions filed by Mr. Wills

for hearing this day might meet with the same answer. Mr. Wills

protested the delay.

Judge Uamel moved that the Planning Commission beasked to give it

views on the whole problem at the next regular meeting of the Board

of Appeals and request the Planning Commission to make a study and

report at that time. V. Smith seconded. Carried.

~~.Schumann said he would like Mr. Wills and ~x. Lowe to appear at

the Planning Commission meeting March 31st at g o'clock to discuss

this with them.

2 - W. C.Wil1s, to have special use permit for service station to be 10

cated 10 feet f'rom right of' way line of Columbia ?ike, which set-bac

will be effective on bis entire frontage on Columbia Pike, and also

a 10 foot setback on both sides of the two proposed streets which

will run south from Columbia Pike toward Rt. 236, as per plat sUb~

mltted J said property located on the south side of Columbia Pike.

approximately 1000 feet SW of intersection of Gallows Road and Col~

umbia Pike. Falls Church District.

V. Smith mOVed for deferrment for recommendation from the Planning

Commission as stated in the motion on the last case - report to be

submitted at the same time. Seconded, Judge Hamel. Carried.

3 ~ W. C.Wills, to construct and operate repair garage with.a 10 foot

setback from right of way line of Little River Turnpike and a 15 fo

~etback from Springfield Road. Falls Church District, Lots 128 thru

134 and part of Lot lZ7A, Dunn ~ubdivis1on, north side ot Little

River Pike at intersection (NW) with Springfield Road, Falls Church

District.

Mr. Wills said this would ~~ 67 foot right of way on Spring

field Road and if a by~pass was put through from Falls Church-Annan

dale Road to Springfield Road a6 suggested by ~r.Schumann, this set-

4~1
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back on Springfield Road would not interfere.

The 10 foot setback on Rt. 236 is already established, t.nerefo

the only request to he considered in this application 1s the Spr

field setback..

Mr. Schumann said the setback should be 44 Ceet from the right 0

way and that this is a very big variance. Again,the Board should

include in its motion to grant, if they do so, a very substantial

reason to protect them in f\4ture requeste.

V. Smi~h thought the Board should have proper plats shQtng the

proposed building location and parking space. Mr. Wills drew 10

the proposed building on his plats. This gara&e will have a ramp

to the s ecoDd ncer for car parking.

Mr.Schumann cautioned the Board about sufficient parking spac:e •

....11". Lowe said Mr. Wills would use the deck for parking and the

used car lot Joining this property. At present no buildings will

be put on this used car lot. (This faces Columbia Pike). This

business will not need a great deal of parking space, b~. Lowe sal

since it will take care of just the cars \Ilhieh COCM! in tor service

kr.Wills drew in the access road which was not shown on his plat

Mr. Schumann thought this could develop into a bad parking con

dition. Discussion followed regarding the location or parking and

the proper amount per car.

r~.V.Smith moved to deter this application pending study and ~ec

commendation by the Planning Commission, the sa..e as the two pre...

vious cases, in order to coordinate the plan of this section of

Annandale and that necessary plats be provided as reqUired by the

Zoning Ordinance and that this recommendation and report by the

?lanning Commission be presented at the regular meeting of April

15th. Seconded, Judge Hamel. Carried.

Mr. Wills said if the Board would nd:. act on the setback would

they give him a use permit so he could get started on this bUildin

and he would meet the required setback on 5prlngfield Road. Then i

~t a late~ date a variance on this setback were granted he ~uld ex

tend his building on that end.

Judge Hamel moved to grant the Use permit only - with the requir

setbacks on Springfield Road.

The parking question came up again. V. Smith said Mr.Wills could

build up the entire lot if the parking were not designeted defin1t

1y. Mr. ~111s said if stores were put on this ground he could get

a pernlit without .even coming to the Board and only the Zoning Ad

ministrator would pa~s on the parking. He 85ked to put in a 60

foot bUilding and use his entire ground, including the used car 10

on Columbia Pike) for parking.

Mr.' V. Smith withdrew his motion _ Judge Hamel agreed, and moved
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to grant the use permit to Mr. \'7ills to .construct and operat.e a r.e...

pair garage on Lots 127A, 125, 129.130, 131, 132 and part of 133, Lf q J
to come cloeer to Springfield Road with t he building than the r.e_

qui red setback and Lots 125, 123, 122, 121, 120, 119 be used as park

Ing. r~.Wl11s objected and ~~. Smith withdrew his motion.

Judge Hamel said any permit would be subject to being held up if

proper space were not provided for parking. Also Mr. Schwnann said

the Building Inspector would not approve a building permit w1~out

PlanningCommission approval of the parking space ... the~erore con_

struction could be held up. The parking space would have to be

sufficient, Mr. ~chumann said.

Mr.Wills asked how one arrived at sufficient space Cor parking- he

thOUght a garage should be jUdged difterently from a store. He tel

that with the second. floor parkin& space that was suff1<:ient. He

would park only the cars being worked on.

~·~r. V. Smith moved to grant the use permit _ bu1lding too be 65 -ree

long on Lots 128,129,130,1)1,132,133, part of 139 not needed to

maintain the required setback and ~he necessary ramp to 8~rve park

ing facilities to be constructed above said repair garage as men

tioned in the application and parKing space for vehicles must be con

fined to the lots in question or within a legal parking zone sur_

rounding the bUilding.

~~. Wills objected to this and Mr. Smith withdrew his motion. Mr.

Brookfield asked Mr. Smith to takethe chair for him to make a motion

He moved to defer action on this application, pending considerat.i'On

by the Planning Commission as on the two previous cases, said report

from the Planning Commission to be presented at the next regular

meeting of the Board. Seconded, Mr. Harr. Carried.

Dr. Angel ~. Salazar, to construct and operate a clinic-hospital on

approximately 4 acres located on the east side oC Rt. 657, about

)/4 mile north of intersection with Rt. 50, Dranesville District.

Dr. Salazar said he would have a small building at present for his

residence and his orfice. He wants to expand as 800n as he can to

take care of installation of a clinic-hospital. There will be no be

patients. He can meet all required setbacks and requirements of the

state and county ordinances and standards. He showed his plans.

Mr. Mooreland stepped out of his role of Assistant Zoning Adminis_

trator and spoke for this application, saying it was a commendable

venture, much needed in Fairfax County, and hoped it would some day

grow into a general hospital. It will be inspected by the ~tate

medical authorities. There was no opposition frOID the cor.llnWlity.

Dr. Salazar said he had seen Richmond authortties and his plans

are approved. V.Smith moved that the application be granted to con

struct and operate a hospital as prOVided in Section 4, Par. A-15~F.
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because it does not affect adversely the use of neighborhood and

property as provided in Section 12, Par. F, said hospital to be

located on not less than 4 acres and subject to other provi91on~ of

the Ordinance.as per plat submitted with the application. ~econdedt

Judge Hamel. Carried.

The Board adjourned for lunch.

DEFERRED CASES:

Dan Levenson, to construct and operate motor court on Lots ;6 thru

60, East Fairfax rark. Providence District.

This was deferred for plats to Show parking facilities sufficient

to take care of the units planned. There were DC objections. Mr.
shown

Levenson and ~ack Wood appeared before the Board. The plats/were

satisfactory to the Board. Judge Hamel moved to grant the applica

tion. Mr. Harr seconded. Carried.

3. J. DODcb@Z, to construct addition to dwelling to ~ome 22 feet

from front property line, Lot 47, Hollin Hills, Mt.Vernon District.

~~.Brookr1eld and V. Smith had seen the property. They did not

like the idea of the enClosed storage room on the front of the

house. There was considerable discussion about visibility. The

carport could not be located any place else on the lot be<:auee of

the drainage and terrain.

i~. Doneh83 said they had poured the slab and put up the trame.
",.>

They stopped when they realized they were in violation. This ~ put

on to add privacy to their hO\lEl-the living area .,iU apes will be i

the rear. The driveway Was in when they bought. ShE: presented a

petition from neighbors approving the addition.

Mr. Schumann said the carport could come within 30 feet of the pr

perty line but not the storage room. He said the application could

be granted on topcgraphy.

i~. Harr MOved to grant the application except that the space in

dicated for storage be included in the carport area and no solid ~

should be built. Seconded. Judge Hamel. Carried.

Sam Enix, to Con~truct dwelling with les5 sideyard than required.

Lot 12, Englandboro. Falls Church District.

Mr. Enix went over his difficulties in meeting the setback with t

present demand for wider houses. The gara-ge uses the extra 5 feet

allowed by the ordinance on one side and he wanted 5 reet on the op

posite side tor the house. The lots are all too big and too expen

sive to break up to add more width to this one.

Mr. Schumann said the land near this subdiVision was zoned ~ub-

urban Residence with 15 foot sideyards. There were no obje~tlons

from the community.

~~. rtarr moved to grant the application, Judge Hamel seconded.

(reason- small variance and wishing to keep up the good class of
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homes being built in thb a-t"ea)

i"1l'. Enix asked ext.ension of time on Lot 16, ~ctlon 2 of England.

boro. He hadn't been able to start within the 6 months raquired be

cause of difficulty in purchase of the land. Judge Ka.el moved to

extend this for 6 months. Seconded, V~. Harr. Carried.

L. R. Broyhill, to allow dwellings to be erected closer to property

lines than allowed by the Or41nance, Lots 40-A and ~l-A, ChesterCie

Providence District. This was continued until the next meeting.

The meeting was adjourned.
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