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The regular Meeting of the Fairfax
County Board ot Zoning Appeals was
held Tueeday, February 14. 1956 at
10 o'clock a.m. in the Board Room
of the Fairfax County Courthouse
wi'th the entire Board present.

The meeting was opened with a prayer by Judge Hamel

DEFERRED CASES

LOIS E. NEWTON, to permit a camp for boya and girls with structures access­

ory thereto, on Vienna-Vale Road, #672, approximately 1/2 mile from the

Vienna Corporate Limits, Providence District. (Rural Residence.)

No one was present to discuss this case, therefore J Mr. Haar moved that

this application be put at the bottom ot the list.

Seconded, Judge Hamel

Carried, unanimously.
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2- RAYMOND R. WAPLE, to permit operation ot a Trailer Court with 157 trailer

sites, on south aide of #29 and #211 intersection of Rust Road, Providence

District. (Rural Business).

Mr. Hansbarger represented the applicant. Mr. Hansbarger pointed out that

Trailer Parks are having the same history as motels in the County. At £irs

they were £rowned upon but when attractive motels - granted under restri-

ctions - were built, and people got used to them they were accepted. We

now have several uncontrolled trailer parks in the County - and people do

not want an extension of that type of development. However, FHA is now
FHA

lending money up to $300.000 on trailer parks, provided/requirements are

met. Their requirements are high - 300 square foot lots for the first 80%

of the development and 2400 square feet for the balance, black top streets,

sewer and water, recreation areas, etc. - all of which restrictions the

applicant is willing to meet on this project. The State Code on trailer

parks requires only 1000 square feet per trailer, exclusive of the parking

area. They will more than meet this and will conform to State Health·and

County fire regulations. All utilities will be available. Mr. Hansbarger

suggested that any use permit granted his client could be conditioned upon

his meeting all these requirements. They will have garbage COllection, no

dogs and cats I and they will screen the trailers from the road with a hedge

Mr. Hansbarger also pointed out that Mr. Waple is an experienced trailer

park operator with a good record. He had understood, Mr. Hansbarger said,

that there are many trailers now in the County parking on single lots be­

cause there is no place for them to go. He thought granting this would

help to clear up those violations. He did not think this development would

adversely affect property in the area.

Judge Hamel recalled that the Planning Commission is in the act of consider

ing regulations to govern trailer parks. He thought this should be deteITe

until those regulations are formulated.
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DEFERRED CASES - ctd.

Mr. Hansbarger noted that at the present time the Board could grant a

trailer park on this property. He waw afraid that the adoption o£ the

amen.d.men~ proposed by the Board of Supervisors incorporating the McHugh

plan into the Zoning Ordinance might cause this property to revert to

residential zoning which would preclude the Board from granting this use.

Mr. Schumann said that the County regulations will not require lots sizes

larger than FHA. He thought the regulations could be adopted within 120

days.

Mr. MOoreland recalled his trailer survey in which he found more than 300

trailers parked on single lots - in direct Violation of County regulations

The Courts have upheld the County in determining these trailers to be in

violation. He thought delay in granting trailer park;s - which would give

these people a place to locate - might jeopardize the County's position

in Court. He suggested that this might be granted with the reservations

that it confonn to future regulations.

Mr. Hansbarger said there was no question but what they could mee:t any

County requirements - he urged the Board. to grant the application with.

restrictions and the only reason for pushing it at this time was his rear

of what might develop zoning-wise.

Mr. Waple also made the statement that he would comply with restrictions

of the proposed County Ordinance. The time element was satisfactory to

him as he would have to wait until the Town disposal plant is enlarged

in order to be sewered. The plant and the new Ordinance would be ready

about the same time.

The Chairman asked £or opposition.

Mrs. Mason thought the County did not plan to have trailer parks aince

they were not shown on the Master Plan. If this is to be considered she

thought it should wait for County regulations.

Mrs. Worchester objected as she thought trailer parks should be located

in groups or in a certain area, and not scattered.and joining residential

areas.

Mr. MOoreland notid that this is a zone where certain types of business

is allowed - trailer parks among those uses.

Mrs. Conner objected - she asked about the time limit £or occupants living

in trailer parks - ahe thought permanent ,residents would overload the

schools.

Mr. Mooreland said the County had no means of policing time of occupancy.

It was brought out that these trailers are well taxed and Mr. Waple stated

it was possible the occupants of trailers often paid more taxes than home

owners.

In answer to Mr. V. Smith's questi.on about setback from Rust Road, Mr.

Waple said he would meet the requi~ed setback and would not put trailers

within that setback line. The building setback line was indicated on

his plat.
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DEFERRED CASES - Ctd.

Mr. Verlin Smith stated that in view of the statement by Mr. Mooreland re­

garding the Deed for trailer parks in the County, he would move that the

application be granted subject to the applicant conforming to existing FHA

requirements and to any trailer park ordinance adopted by the County in the

future I and subject to ingress and egress being approved by the State High­

way Department and approval of the State Health Department or any other re­

gulatory bodies concerned. This 1s approved on the basis of the plat by

Walter L. Ralph, certified Land Surveyor, plat dated November 12,1955.

Seconded, Judge Hamel

Carried - For the motioD; J. B. smith, Verlin Smith, Judge Hamel.

Mr. Brookfield voted "no". Mr. Haar did not vote.
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3- R. B. DRAPER, to permit operation o£ a tea room and a gift shop in present

home on 2.70S acres of land at the S. W. corner o£ Arlington Boulevard.

and Prosperity Avenue. #699, Providence District. (Rural Residence)

Mrs. Draper said she was asking this use in order to help with their family

expenses since her husband had become ill. She did not realize there would

be any objection to this - she has 2-3/4 acres and has lived here £or seven

years. This property joins Pine Ridge Subdivision. The house is set well

back and is partially screened by trees - she did not think it would be

objectionable. She plans a quiet restaurant - serving people mostly by

appointment. perhaps serving groups £rom her Church. The house will not

be changed in any way to make it look like business. With regard to tra1'f'i

and the dangerous entrance into Prosperity Avenue - Mrs. Draper said she

~d~alked with the Highway Department who stated that they would grade the

bi6N,,:6-.n',~sper~tyAvenue and lower the hill this Spring. which she though1
" ."...: ..' ..... :' ... '.'

would make asate entrance to her home. The property owner joining her

does not object to this use - nor do people living next door to him. How­

ever, Mrs. Draper said if the people in Pine Ridge do not want this use ­

she would not wish to have it.

I The house is large, Mrs. Draper said - a split level. The gift shop would

be in the basement and she would use her dining room and the large living

room for the restaurant. Before thinking of the restaurant, Mrs. Draper

told the Board they had planned to build a larger garage with a sun deck

on top - this would give them more room for the house. Any addition she

put on would not interfere with the beautyof' the house. They have ade­

quate water and septic field.

Mr. Hockman, sho owns the property joining and property across the road,

stated he did not object.

Mr. Brault, representing Pine Ridge Citizens Aswociation - which includes

150 families - stated that he was not actually appearing in opposition

but the association had taken action in November opposing this use. Later

association members called on Mrs. Draper to discuss their objections.
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Mrs. Draper then appeared at the Association meeting. After that the

Executive Committee agreed this would not be objectionable to the communit

1£ certain conditions were met. They asked that the permit be limited to

the present property owner; that the permit be limited to use within the

existing structure. They had no objection to the addition of a garage on

the west, to be used as a garage; and. they asked that the entrance on

Prosperity Avenue be placed at the closest possible point to Arlington

Blvd. and that the present driveway be closed. They questioned the de­

sirability of a large business establishment here, Mr. Brault said - at

the entrance to Prosperity Avenue - because of the steep knoll on Prosperi y

Avenue just beyond the' Draper's present driveway. Mr. Brault thought it

would be a traffic hazard, especially for school busses which would not be

able to see 'cars coming and going from the Draper home. However, since th

Drapers will change the entrance to the point nearest Arlington Blvd. as

the Highway Department will allow - if the present structure only is to

be used Mr. Brault thought there was very little opposition. He did recal

that the Highway Department were very slow in moving, which might delay

the entrance change.

Mr. Sherman Johnson who lives near this property also stated he had no

objections to this use.

Mr. MOoreland recalled that the Planning Commission had jealously guarded

Arlington Boulevard from business encroachment.

Mr. Schumann recalled that large business areas have developed from first

granting a small business use such as this. He felt that adjacent propert

owners might very well ask for business if this were granted.

Mrs. MUllen from Pine Ridge thought granting this might lead to requests

for business on the other corners. If this is a precedent, she objected.,.

but if each case is handled on its merits this might not be so objeetiona­

ble. She also thought too much expansion in the building would be out of

keeping with residential development.

Mrs. Draper said ahe did not like the restriction regarding use of the

present structure only. The addition ahe spoke of was planned long before

she thought of the tea room - she thought it would be a better arrange­

ment to have her garage on the opposite side of the houae.

Judge Hamel moved' that the application for a permit be granted for this

in view of the fact that the Pine Ridge Citizens Association have no ob­

jections except the suggested restrictions which they have presented at

this meeting. Those restrictions seem to be in accord with the views of

the applicant and that the permit be limited to the applicant only and

this shall be granted subject to the approval of the State Highway Dept.

as to ingress and egress from the Highway.

Mrs. Draper thought this would restrict her too much.

I

I

I

I



)-Ctd.

I

I

.-eDruary ~4.~~50

DEFERRED CASES - Ctd.

Mr. Verlin Smith offered the addition to the motion that any addition to

the dwelling be restricted in size not to exceed a two car garage conatru-

cted 80 that without much expenditure it could be converted to a garage

and that it be added that the applicant furnish off street parking for all

users of the use.

Judge Hamel accepted the addition to his motion.

Mr. Haar seconded the motion.

It was added to the motion that safe ingress and egress be provided.

Mr. Bault stated that he would like to see the driveway changed to the

point closest to Arlington Blvd. as the Highway Department would allow be­

fore this 1s used as a restaurant. Mrs. Draper said that by cutting down

the hill and grading the banks she thought it would be satisfactory, as

she did not wish to change her driveway.

The motion was carried - all voting for the motion except Mr. J. B. Smith

who voted "no".

II

441.

Ljc.ff

I

I

I

4- JOSEPH S. GORDIN, to permit erestion of a building closer to side lot lines

than allowed by the Ordinance, on west side #617, 563 feet south #644,

Mason District. (Rural Business).

The motion passed by the Planning Commission regarding their reference to

them of this case was read: That an eo foot right of way be provided along

Backlick Road and tha~e entrance road, on the side of the building in to

the property, shall be 15 feet wide and that adequate parking shall be pro­

vided either at the front or the rear of the building.

"What is adequate parking?" was asked.

Mr. Schumann said the Commission did not determine that.

Mr. Fagelson, representing the applicant, said they plan to put in an

electrical center which type of business would not generate much traffic,

however, he was sure his client could comply with these conditions. Mr.

Gordin recalled that he had already dedicated 25 feet for highway widening.

The Planning Commission wanted to assure, Mr. Schumann said, that plenty

of space is provided on one side of the building - therefore they suggested

the 15 foot setback instead of the 10 feet as shown on the plat.

There were no objections from the area.

Mr. VerIin Smith moved that the application be granted subject to there

being, before construction begins, a .dedication of 40 feet from the center­

line of Backlick Road and subject to the approval of the Planning Commiasio

who is familiar with requirements as to the amount of parking slJtce to be

provided and the driveway as shown on the south side of the property shall

be increased to 15 feet in place of 10 feet as shown on the plat. This 1s

granted as per plat by George Hellwig, Certified Land Surveyor, dated Dec.

15,1955. (Plat amended by recommendation of Planning Commission).

Seconded, J. B. Smith

Carried, unanimously
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NORTHERN VIRGINIA ASSOCIATION, INC., to permit carports to remain as erect

closer to Street property line than allowed by the Ordinance, Lot 76,

Section 2, Sleepy Hollow Manor and Lot 142, Section 4, Sleepy Hollow Manor,

Mason District. (Suburban Residence).

The applicant had asked that this be deferred until February 28th.

Mr. Haar moved that the application be de£erred until February 28th.

Seconded, Mr. Ver11n Smith

Carried, unanimously_

II
NEW CASES

MARY L. CRAIGHILL, to permit operation of a dancing school, Lot 4, Section

1, Langley Farms, Draneav111e District. (Suburban Residence).

Mr. Craigh111 appeared before the Board. Mr. Craigh111 showed a map draw­

ing of his neighborhood, indicating the people whom they had contacted re­

garding this use - all of whom did not object except one. They have bullt

a room on the back of their home - a glassed in recreation room - which wil

be used for the dancing classes. The house sets in a 5-1/2 acre tract.

At the present time, Mr. Craighill told the Board there are two car pools

of people taking their children to Arlington for dancing lessons. These

people and many others in the area are very eager to have this school as it

will be a great convenience to them and they feel it will be a cultural

asset to the community. Since the .house is set well back from the roadway,

surrounded by trees, and the school will be carried on a very limited batsis

and it is wanted 1n 'the neighborhood, Mr. Craighill contended it would not

in any way be objectionable. He read a statement signed by Mrs. Craighill

stating that this was a request simply to teach dancing in her home ­

actually not a dancing school. She further requested that the permit nat

be transferable, and that there be no signed, no parking or stopping of

cars by students or parents on Waverly Way and that the permit be limited

to the teaching of an average of ten students per class and an average of

eight hours per week.

AlsO Mrs. Craighill presented a statement signed by 21 neighbors saying

theY would favor a permit to the applicant only, that the classes shall be

conducted in the studio-recreation room only, no signs will be displayed

and that this be carried on as a part time paying hobby consisting of

eight one hour dance classes per week.

Mr. Craigh111 also pointed out that Waverly Way is a short street running

onlY from Route 123 to Route #193. He also went into Mrs. Craighillts

background as a creator of dances and her outstanding work along this line

with various groups and organizations.

Mrs. Woods, the adjoining property owner, expressed her approval of this

use. There were no objections .from the area.
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NEW CASES _ Ctd.

Mr. Verl1n Smith moved that the application be granted to the' applicant

only .for the teaching o£ dancing in her home with an average of ten

students to a class not to exceed 8 hours per week, classes to be conducte

in the existing dwelling on the 5-1/2 acre tract and that there be no sign

indicating the use ahd the applicant provide off street parking for all

users of the use, and that the letter dated February 14, 1956 and signed

by Mary L. Craighill is to be a part of the conditions of this granting.

This is granted as it does not appear to adversely affect neighboring

property as evidenced by the petition presented with this case.

Seconded, Judge Hamel

Carried, unanimously.

II

I

2- MORTON P. ADKERSON, to permit enclosed porch to remain as erected closer

to Street property line than allowed by the Ordinance, at N. W. corner of

#29 - #211 and #608, (Hunter's Lodge), Centreville District. (Gen.Bus.)

Dr. Adkerson said they had simply repaired the existing porch, not coming

any closer to the right of way line of Route #608. Dr. Adkerson noted

that a recent survey by Walter Ralph showed that the present road is

actually on his property.

There were no objections.

Mr. Haar moved to grant the application as it does not appear to adversely

affect neighboring property nor does it appear to obstruct vision at the

intersection.

Seconded, Mr. Verlin Smith

Carried, unanimously.
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3- SAMUEL V. MERRICK, to permit erection of, carport closer to Street property

line than allowed by the Ordinance, Lot 8), Section 5, Hollin Hills,

(1305 Popkins Lane), Mt. Vernon District. (Suburban Residence).

Mr. Merrick said he had brought this application to the Board in November

1954 and the Board had granted it but he had had employment troubles and

was not able to get started within the time limit. Therefore J he came

back with this application. There is no change except that this will be

one foot less variance. The property is on a slightly curved street, it

is located on a hill which slopes away from the street. There is no other

logical place to locate the carport. The neighbors do not object.

Mr. Haar moved ~o grant the application as it is understood that the Board

took similar action some time ago but the applicant was unable to complete

his construct10n.

Seconded, Mr. J. B. smith

Carried - Judge Hamel, Mr. Haar and Mr. J. B. Smith for the motion

Mr. Verlin Smith and Mr. Brookfield not voting.

II
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4- The C. and P. Telephone Company of Virginia, to permit erection and ope~a-

tioD of a telephone exchange on south side #123, '00 feet East #694 on

2.949 acres of land, Dranesville District. (Suburban Residence).

Mr. Robert McCandlish represented the applicant. Mr. McCandlish intro­

duced Mr. Robert Kautz, Staff Engineer for the applicant. The location of

this dial center at this point, Mr. Kautz said, is part of the overall plan

to serve the County and its future development in the most econ~ical and

efficient manner. Similar stations are located at Groveton, Fairfax and

on Little River Turn Pike, and a small station at Forestville. This center

will be completed by 1957. It ;Will particularly serve the Elmwood exchange

but will also take some' of' the "'load from FallS Church and Fairfax.

Mr. Kautz displayed a plat of the area to be served and a rendering of the

type building to be constructed. It will be 77' x 62." by 35' high, two

stories with basement. The building will be set well back .from the high­

way to take care of future road widening and will not obstruct vision or

traffic. The reason for locating here, Mr. Kautz pointed out, is that this

site is as near the wire center as possible. They have been searching for

a location for a year - and this appeared to be most satisfactory from

every standpoint. They will have from g to 10 employees in the building

who will take care of the equipment and maintenange. This is not planned.

for operators nor a switchboard. The parking space is adequate. Such"

use will not 1n- any:~waY"'affect the neighborhood adversely, Mr. McCandlish

contended, as there will be no fire hazard, no resulting noise, smok~ or

fumes, and no storage yard. The building will cost about $315,000 with a

total expenditure of $1,420,000 - inclUding equipment.

Mr. Schumann asked why the Company could not locate in McLean.

This 1s a matter of economics, Mr. Kautz answered - being located at the

Wire center the cost is equalized whereas if the site were off center ­

which it would be at McLean, the cost would be greater by 75¢ a foot as

the cable lines increase.

Mr. Carl Nickmeyer, public relations officer for the Compan)) said he had

interviewed people in the immediate area and explained their planB to them

and he felt that the company would be welcomed ~8 a neighbor. He did find

objections to the architecture of the building. Therefore they had made

certain modifications in the structure and he thought most of the objection

had been resolved. He had also spoken. to the McLean Business Men's Assn.

and had been told that in their opinion this wOuld be a satisfactory addi­

tion to the area.

Mr. Chatelain, Architect for the Company, told the Board that the type of

equipment used had more or les8 dictated the type of building to be erected

in that the floor heights must be 13 feet minimum and the width and depth

sufficient to take care of the equipment. The bUilding is similar to the
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one located on Little River Turnpike except they have made certain detail

changes to make it more attractive, trying to conform to the local archi­

tecture, which they always do when these bUildings are located in a resi­

dential area. The corners, Windows and the front door have been specially

treated, limestone trim and front steps have been added. The rear of the

property will be screened with planting.

Mr. Mct\y, realtor from McLean where he has operated for over 10 years,

answered Mr. McCandlish' questions - will this location and use adversely

affect the neighborhood - by saying he thought not - in fact he had known

instances where such aD installation had actuallY increased property value

Melpar £or instance. He thought this would affect the area even lesa ad­

versely than Melpar because of the few employees and therefore there would

be no addition of traffic and its hazards. He had talked with many pro­

perty owners in the area, Mr. Mclay said, all of whom did not oppose it.

Most of the people thought that by attractive planting the place would be

an addition. Mr. McCLy recalled that the Forestville center had not af­

fected the sale of homes. He had been told by purchasers that they did no

object to the telephone company's building adjoining residential property.

Mr. Schumann asked Mr. M6y if he thought this site would be good for

business development. Mr. Mcliy thought not - but he considered that thar

1s considerable difference between this use and a normal business because

of the few employees.

The Chairman asked for opposition.

Miss Louise Mack who lives on Great Falls Road stated that from her liVing

ro~ windows she would see the rear of' this building, which she did not

like. Miss Mack said there were other objectors in the area who were un­

able to be present. She was of the opinion that this was just a beginning

of this installation - that it could and would expand. She thought the

cost element was negligible, and the business zoned land not too far from

this location should be used. She thought a company with the financial

background of' American Telephone and Telegraph could well afford to put

up a building which was in keeping with the area. She thought land in the

area near this' site which is potential business property might well rise

in value - but not residential property. In conclusion Miss Mack said

she objected both to the site and to the building - she suggested that a

pitched roof might be an improvement. She recalled that Mr. Nickmeyer

had told her that this could be located any place in the County, therefore

she thought the architecture should be controlled to conform With resi­

dential areas.

Mrs. Clark Warburton objected for reasons stated by Miss Mack. She though

the Board should not make decisions which were open wedges.

The Board adjourned for lunch.
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Brookfield, Mr. Haar, Mr. J. B. Smith
Motion carried.
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On Route #236, Mr. McCandlish recalled that there was already/established

store across from the telephone building.

Mr. Schumann said in his opinion if it is absolutely necessary for this

to gO in here for best possible service then it was probably all right,but

if not he could see no reason for not using a business area.

Mr. Verlin Smith was of the opini0J;l that the Board had no control over the

type of architecture used.

Mr. Haar suggested putting a root on the building similar to Pohick Church­

pitched. Mr. Evans agreed to that as being a great improvement and he was

sure the others who were willing to go along with this project would be

better satisfied with the pitched roof.

Mr. Haar moved that the application be granted provided consideration be

given by the Telephone Company to re-design of the root similar to that on

Pohiok Church.

Seconded, Judge Hamel

For the motion:Judge Hamel, Mr.
Mr. Verlin smith not voting.

Upon reconvening Mrs. Prothro expressed her opposition to this application.

In rebuttal, Mr. McCandlish called Mr. Bayrd Evans, who owns considerable

property across from this proposed site. Mr. Evans said a representative

of the Telephone Company had come to him and discussed their plans showing

him a picture of the bUilding. There was opposition to this case and a

petition was circulated on the basis of the building shown. It developed

later that the picture originally shown was not the one the company planned

to use here. The Telephone Company presented three drawings of a bUildlng~

the last of which Mr. Evans talked to his own architect about, who thought

a roof on the building would not improve it - in fact he thought it would

give it a barn appearance. The company then made some modifications in the

last plan which Mr. Evans thought had greatly improved it. However, he sti I

thought a pitched roof would be more in keeping with the architecture in th

area. He considered that the company had been very cooperative in trying

to please people in the area. Mr. Evans thought also that this project woul

be better than a small house development. He would not oppose thiS use but

would prefer control of the architecture to be more in keeping with the are

It was brought out that the applicant has not asked for a rezoning - merely

a use permit which is allowed in this zoning and which would not change the

land classification.

Mr. Schumann pointed out the location of this site on the map - surrounded

by suburban zoning and recalled tha~he installation ~f the telephone build

ing on Route #236 had been the oocasion for requesta for business zoning

in the immediate area of the building because people believed their pro­

perty was no longer suitable for residential purposes. He recalled that

there are 32 acres of unused business zoning at MCLean available for this

use. He also called attention to the sharp curve in the road at this

point.

4-Ctd.
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4-Ctd. Mr. MOoreland asked where he stood now. He had no jurisdiction to insist

upon the pitched root if the company considered it and found it was not

practical.

Mr. Haar then changed his motion to state that "that the company ~ a

roof on the building similar in appearance to that ot Pohick Church"."This

was done in order to s8tsity the neighbors." This addition was accepted

by the members of the Board. voting for the motion. Mr. Verlin Smith still

not voting.
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WILLIAM J. WEAVER, JR., to permit apartment A-2 to be used as Physician's

Office a8 non-resident, Building 19. Block 10. section 4, Belle View

Apartments, (612 Belle View Boulevard), Mt. Vernon District. (Sub. Res.)

Mr. George Landrith, owner of Belle View, told the Board that he was

perfectly in accord with Doctor Weaver, that they did not want to lose

him in the neighborhood, that this apartment building is directly across

from the shopping center, and the only change necessary to take care of

Doctor Weaver was to build steps for him to give him a private entrance.

There is ample parking space, Mr. Landrith pointed ou~. The tenants do

not object.

Doetor Weaver said his business was now being carried on in the Bell View

shopping center but there was no room there for him. to expand and there is

no place in the shopping center where he caD get larger quarters. He woul

theref'ore like to use this apartment which will give him the added space

and will allow him. to remain in the neighborhood. He will not be living

in the apartment.

Judge Hamel moved that the application be granted as it seems to be a

desirable asset to the neighborhood and it is agreeable to those living

in the apartment and community and it does not appear in any way to ad­

versely aff'ect anyone. This is granted to the applicant only.

Seconded, Mr. Maar

Carried, unanimously.

II
MRS. BARBARA R. O'NEIL, to permit enclosure of carport to remain as

erec.,d closer to side property line than allowed by the Ordinance, Lot 6,

BloQ~ ~S, Section 9, Springfield (7409 Exmore Street) Mason District.

(Suburban Residence). This carport area was bricked in for living quarter,

Mrs. 0'Nel1 told the Board - without getting a permit. The building is

10.34 feet f'rom the side line. It should be 15 feet. The lot is leve~

iQ front but slopes up steeply toward the rear. It would be dl.f.ficult to

have a garage in the rear. They park in the driveway now.

Mr. Haar moved to grant the application as it does not appear to adversely

arfect neighboring property. Seconded, Judge Hamel

JUdge Hamel, Mr. Maar, J. B. Smith and Mr. Brookfield voted "yes".

Mr. Verlin Smith voted "no". The motion carried.



7-

8-

l'ebruary 14,1956

NEW CASES - Ctd.

SIDNEY A. WELLS, to permit dwelling as erected to remain closer to street

property lines than allowed by the Ordinance, Lot 1, Pohick River Pines, at

the intersection #642 and Pohick River Drive, Lee District. (Agriculture).

This house was built last year, Mr. Wells said, laid out from apparently

the proper stakes. However, when he had a new survey made for mortgage

purposes, it was found that the'building was 47.6 feet from one street line

and 47.7 feet from the other. The road was unimproved at the time of the

original layout which probably accounts for discrepancy in location of the

building.

It was brought out that this is a wooded area and the houses do not line

up and this is back from the corner point far enough that it will not

obstruct vision.

Mr. Maar moved to grant the application as the street at this point is

curved and the variance is only on the corners of the house and this does

not appear to adversely affect neighboring property and Pohick River Drive

is a ahort street tying in with Telegraph Road.

Seconded, Judge Hamel

Carried, unanimously.

II
SAFEWAY STORES,INC., to permit erection of two signs in excess of square

footage allowed by the Ordinance, at the intersections #50 and #29-#211

at Kamp Washington, Providence District. (Rural Business.)

Mr. Arthur Hanson, Attorney, represented the applicant. Mr. Hanson re­

called that the Board had granted a large sign for the Safeway store last

March _ at which time the company reduced the height of' the sign £rom 60

to 40 feet. The store is now nearing completion and this request is for

two signs to indicate the parking area. The 5 foot signs will be mounted

on 10 foot poles - each marking the entrance to the parking lot. Each

sign has a total of 45 square feet. Mr. Hanson showed the proposed loca­

tions on the map and displayed a drawing of the sign. In many jurisdic­

tions, Mr. Hanson said, the ordinances do not require a special permit

for parking purposes. By making this application he is complying with the

Fairfax Ordinance. In his opinion, Mr. Hanson said, these signs will

facilitate getting to the parking lot.

Mr. Spurr, from McLean, asked how many stores would be in the developnent.

Mr. Hanson did not know. Mr. MOoreland said so far his o£fice had issued

two permits.

Mrs. Warburton of McLean asked the Board to consider the depreciating .

"Coney Island" affect of' granting these large signs in the County. She

thought the Ordinance restrictions should be met.

I

I

I

I

I
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Hanson explained that the illumination on these signs would not be throo

on homes nor would they affect traffic. They would be turned off at 9 P.M.

Mr. Mooreland said he had interpreted the Ordinance that since these signs

carry the Safeway name along with free parking - they are therefore adver­

tising. Had they simply been a parking sign he would have granted them

without this hearing. He thought the advertising required this hearing.

Mr. Spurr recalled the total aggragate of sign here as being .far in excess

of the Ordinance. Mr. Mooreland agreed - saying however that our Ordinance

1s admittedly out of date and unreasonable in that it does not allow suffi­

cient sign area. He thought 1f the Ordinance on signs were taken into cou

it might not stand up.

Judge Hamel moved to grant the application for the erection of two signs

at the interesection of Routes #50 and #211-#29 at Kamp Washington as it

would seem the signs will facilitate traffic and indicate the parking

entrance to the store itself. This is granted provided illumination shall

not be detrimental or in any way adversely affect traffic.

Seconded, Mr. Haar

Mr. Verlin Smith said when the Board granted the former variance for sign

on this property he had thought that would be the only sign advertising the

Safeway. He was opposed to this as the total sign area already granted

would be sufficiant for a large shopping center.

Judge Hamel, Mr. Haar, Mr. Brookfield and Mr. J. B. Smith voted for the

motion. Mr. VerIin Smith voting "no".

Motion carried.

II

I

I

9- SAFEWAY STORES, INC. , to permit erection of three signs in exceSS of square

footage allowed by the Ordinance, Lots 7. g and 9. Section 5, Salona Villag •

Dranesville District. (General Business).

Mr. Hanson again represented the applicant. This is the same situation. Mr

Hanson said. only here they want three signs - this because this is a very

large parking area and there will be one entrance on Old Chain Bridge Road

and two on the New Chain Bridge Road. Mr. Hanson recalled that they had

reduced the height of the large sign granted last Spring at the request of

people in the area. He thought people in this area would probably object

to any sign.

Mr. Spurr spoke in opposition. He objected to the infringement in a resi­

dential area of such large and glaring signs. He thought the total sign

area granted to Safeway at the previous hearing should be suff"icient. Mr.

Spurr called attention to the property owners living above this property

who were forced to look down on this large brilliantly illuminated area ­

Which he thought extremely objectionable. Mr. Spurr indicated that they

actually objected to the present sign - however. that Was allowed and not a

case in point.
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NEW CASES - Ctd.

Mr. Dick smith objected saying - if these signs are there for advertising

purposes he thought the property was already taken care of. He asked why

such large signs merely to indicate parking. He thought such large signs

standing 15 feet in the air were cluttering to the area and unnecessary.

Mrs. Cecil Reeves objected for reasons stated. She lives just back of

this development - and would constantly look down upon it.

Mrs. Clark Warburton objected. She also lives just above the Sateway pro­

perty with her 14 windows facing the signs. She thought such glaring ad­

vertising bad taste, and insulting to a residential area. She suggested

that the lafeway people might have put up a more attractive building in

keeping with the area _ which they have done partiCUlarlY in Georgetown.

Mrs_ Hazel Thompson objected. She lives back of the store property only

200 feet away. She thought the parking lot was perfectly obvious and did

not need to be ~o glaringly pointed out.

Mrs. Stuart Robinson objected for reasons stated. Eight people stood

opposing the application.

Statements were read re-stating the opposition already presented - from

Richard Heckel and John Oliver. Also a letter was read from A. Claiborne

Leigh opposing. (These statements are made a part of the file in this

case) •

Mr. Hanson told the Board that these signs would cost in excess of $25,000

to erect. These are standard signs generally used and accepted in the

area, Mr. Hanson said, and were considered very desirable by the police.

He also called attention to the fact that with such a large parking lot

a great number of people would leave their cars for the day and go on to

Washington - if this were not clearly indicated that it is a Sateway lot.

This use as a public parking lot would take extra policing. They encourag

people shopping in the area to park there, Mr. Hanson said, but not for

those traveling to the District. That 1s the real reason the sign carries

more than just the parking notice. However, Mr. Hanson said, they have

modified these signs in various places.

Judge Hamel thought that should be done here. He suggested deferring

for a re-design of the signs.

Mr. Hanson said there would be illumination only on the Sateway property

merely calling attention to the shopping area. He recalled that on the

original application there was no objection to the type of building they

put up _ therefore there was no consideration to any change trom their

standard building.

Judge Hamel moved tn view of the remarks of the applicant's attorney that

the application be deferred to March l)th~ in order that the sign may be

re-designed to min1mdze objections.

Seconded, Mr. Haar

Mr. Hanson said he would be glad to talk with the people in the area re-

garding the re-design. The motion carried.

I
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NEW CASES - C~d.

Mr. V. Smith moved to reopen the Kamp Washington Safeway case just heard

and that the same consideration be given to that sign as given to this.

There was no second.

FRANK J. HALPIN. to permit division of lot with less width ~han allowed by

the Ordinance, Lot 183, Section 3. Springvale Subdivision, Mason District.

(Agriculture).

This division will enable two brothers each to build their homes, Mr. Halpi

said, each lot containing slightly under one acre. They would dedicate ~or

a road into the back lot. This will divide into lots comparable to those

in the area, Mr. Halpin said, and they will meet all required setbacks.

Col. Williams opposed this division, representing the people on Oriole Ave.

He presented a signed statement from nine property owners stating their

objections: this would devaluate property, it is against the intent of the

Zoning Ordinance, which requires a 100 foot frontage on a public road for

lots in this area, the lots in the area are all large and the proposed 25

foot road could conflict with fUture subdivision of the large tract adjoin­

ing Lot 183 to the south - and there 1s no guaranteed maintenance of this

dedicated road. This is an area of good homes, Col. Williams said, which

should not be depreciated in this manner.

Mr. Halpin said he would dedicate this road to his brother - not to the

County. It would be f'or entrance purposes only. It was noted that 22,000

square f'oot lots are across the street f'rom this acreage.

Mrs. Mbhn opposed stating they had f'our large picture windows f'acing this

property which they had hoped would remain undeveloped to assure their

privacy. To get a septic field she thought many trees would have to be

destroyed which would devaluate their property.

Mr. Halpin thought his lot sizes were actually in conf'ormance with the

area. He stated that they intended to put up good homes which would fit

into the area.

Mr. Haar suggested that this might be deferred to view the property.

Mr. Verl1n Smith thought the objections of the people in the area who were

vitally affected were important and were perhaps reasons to deny this case.

Mr. Haar moved to defer the case to the -next regular meeting date, Feb.

28th, to permit members of the Board to view the property.

Seconded, Judge Hamel

401

Carried, unanimously.

II
11- MAURICE O. PEED, to permit two dwellings as erected to remain with less

frontage than allowed by the Ordinance, Lot 17, Glen Alden, on east side

of Holly Avenue, approximately 1100 feet south of Lee Highway, Centreville

District. (Agriculture).
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Mr. Ed Gasson represented the applicant. Mr. Mooreland said they did not

know when this house was built - therefore could not determine whether or

not it is non-conforming. The first tax record they have is 1946.

Mr. GasBan said the present owner was advised that the house was built in

1940. However, it has been occupied for many years. Mr. Gasson said he

considered this a hardship case as the owner cannot divide the land into

two lots since it 1s 80 long and narrow. They have the required. area for

two houses but not the frontage.

There were no objections from the area.

Mr. Peed has owned the property since 1952 - he did not know theBe two

houses were in violation when he bought.

Mr. J. B. Smith moved to grant the application because it does not appear

to affect adversely property in the area and this is granted in aooordanoe

with plat presented with the case - drawn by D. M. Maher, dated Dec. 27,

1955·

Seoonded, Mr. Verlin Smith

Carried, unanimously.

II
HARRY E. RODENBAUGH, to permit ereotion of a carport closer to street pro­

perty line than allowed by the Ordinanoe, Lot 820, Seotion 5, Vienna Woods,

(206 Tapawingo Road,)Providence District. (Suburban Residence)

This is looated on a corner with ourved streets, Mr. Rodenbaugh stated,

where the houses are not all lined up with the same setback. This would

not protrude noticeably. The house is turned on the lot in such a way

that the carport would not ob$truct vision. It would be architecturally

impossible to locate a carport at any other point, a~d it gives a better

styling to the house as planned. In placing the house on the lot the de­

veloper inadvertently flopped the plan over and therefore credited the

applicant with a certain amount extra because of his mistake.' Had the

house been properly located the oarport could have been put on without

this varianoe.

There were no objeotions.

Mr. Haar moved to grant the application in accordanoe with plat submitted

with the case, plat dated August 5,1955 drawn by Lester V. Johnson, Enginee ,

as this does not appear to adversely affect neighboring property. It is

located on a curved lane and apparently does not affect vision on the corne

Seconded, Judge Hamel

Carried - Mr. Verlin Smith voting "no".

II
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I
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Mrs. McNamara represented the applicant. This activity will be carried

on in the "Teenspot ff building shown on the map_ They can meet all fire and

he_lth regulations. Mrs. McNamara pointed out that the old wood building

on this property is being torn down. She showed the plans for future de­

velopment of the Center.

They will have less than 20 children.

There were no objections.

Mr. Verl1n Smith moved to grant the application to the applicant only as

shown on plat dated Nov. I, 1954 by Merlin McLaughlin, Certified Surveyor.

This use will be conducted in the building shown a8 "Teen Spot". Granted

because this does not appear to adversely affect neighboring property and

is an asset to the community.

NEW CASES - Ctd.

13- GREATER ANNANDALE RECREATION ASSOCIATION, to permit operation of e nureery

school and to permit dance classes, acreage, undivided portion Section 2, if5 :3
RUBsell C. Wood Subdivision, north side #236, 4/10 mile 'West of Annandale,

Falls Church District. (Suburban Residence).

I

I

Seconded, Mr. Haar

Carried, unanimously.

II

I

I

I

11,.- WALTER C. SHUPE, to permit enclosure of carport as a room closer to side

property line than allowed by the Ordinance, Lot 5, Block K, Section 1,

Rose Hill Farms, (230g Cottonwood Drive), Lee District. (Suburban Res.)

This is planned for a recreation room Mr. Shupe said. They had thought

their house was 50 feet long, including the carport, Mr. Shupe told the

Board, which would have allowjd this enclosure, but discovered that the

carport comes within 13 feet of the side line. Mr. Shupe noted that a

similar request was granted by the Board on Lot 6. The neighbor on Lot 4

does not object to this variance. There were no objections trom the area.

Mr. Verlin Smith moved that a two foot variance be granted on this lot so

the carport can be enclosed and come within 13 feet of the side property Ii e.

Granted because this is a small variance and the adjoining lot has been per

mitted to do the same thing.

Seconded, Judge Hamel

Carried, unanimously.

II
The meeting adjourned

J. W. Brookfield, Chai~
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The regular meeting of the Fairfax County
Board of Zoning Appeals was held Tuesday,
February 28, 1956 at 10 O'clock a.m. in the
Board Room of the Fairfax County Court House
wi~hallmemberB present.

Before the meeting was formally opened the following letter was read from

Robert C. Fitzgerald, Commonwealth's Attorney:

"February 23,1956

Judge Charles D. Hamel
Chain Bridge Road
McLean, Virginia

Dear Judge Hamel:

In response to your inquiry this date I advise as follows:

In my opinion the Board of Zoning Appeals in granting a
use permit under Section 6-4, (aJ, 15, (1), does not have
the authority to impose an architectural condition to such
permit. ltahould be pointed out that the conditions and
restrictions that appear on page 77 of Volume II of the
County Code actually apply only to paragraph (m) of said
Section) such conditions and restrictions being misplaced
when the Ordinance was codified. . It appears that the
granting of such use permits would be controlled only by
Section 6-l2 J (f), 2, (a, bJ c J d).

Very truly yours,

(Signed) Robert C. Fitzgerald
Commonwealthts Attorney"

Judge Hamel was still of the opinion that an effort should be made on the

part of the Telephone Company to dress up the roof of the building.

II
The meeting was opened with a prayer by Judge Hamel.

DEFERRED CASES:

I

I

I

1- ROBERT HOBSON, to permit carport to remain as erected closer to Crossman

Street than allowed by the Ordinance, (20.2 feet), Lot 20 J Columbia Oaks,

(20 Oak Hill Drive), Mason District. (Suburban Residence).

Several members of the Board had seen the property and were of the opinion

that this was too great a variance to grant.

Mr. Hobson said he had contacted his builder, Mr. John Henderson, who had

stated that he would do nothing about this situation. Mr. Henderson had

told Mr. Hobson specifically that he, Mr. Henderson, would get the permit

on this _ then when it was discovered that no permit was obtained, Mr.

Henderaon blamed his foreman, who was fired.

Mr. MOoreland called attention to the fact that the Board of Supervisors

had amended the Zoning Ordinance last week to allow a carport to extend

10 feet into a prohibited area. This projects 20 feet into the prohibited

area, which brings the building within 20.2 feet of the right of way of

Crossman Street.

I

I
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DEFERRED CASES:

Mr. Hobson noted that this would not obstruct vision on Crossman Street.

Mrs. Hobson recalled their difficulties with the builder - the expense

of the carport and the impossibility of moving the carport, both because

of the coat - many trees would have to be removed, and because it would

cover their windows.

There were no objections from the area as evidenced by a petition signed

by sixteen property owners who stated this carport would not in any way

obstruct view on Crossman Street.

Mr. Brookfield thought this would be setting a precedent encouraging the

property owners on the other three corners of this intersection to ask the

same thing.

It was suggested that moving the carport back so it would project only

10 feet into the prohibited area could be done without too much cost and

without disrupting the plan of the house, and that perhaps legal steps

might be taken against the builder.

Mr. Haar moved to defer the case for 60 days to give the applicant an

opportunity to correct the situation.

Seconded, Mr. J. B. Smith

Carried, unanimously.

400
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I
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II
oVILA H. PANNETON, to permit operation of an open air theater on east side

of #608, approximately 1000 feet north of #29 and #211 back of Hunter's

Lodge, Centreville District. (General Business).

Mr. Panneton said he had discussed the entrance here with both the State

Highway Department and the police. Mr. Burroughs from the Highway Dept.

had said that he could not be present at this meeting but that his de­

partment had n a objections to this entrance.

Lt. Shumate, from the Police Department told the Board that they had made

a survey of traffic conditions here and had also discussed this with Mr.

Burroughs of the Highway Department, who concurred in the survey report.

Two years ago there were only four accidents in the vicinity of Hunter's

Lodge. This past year there were none. This, however, did not include

accidents which were handled by the State Patrol. Lt. Shumate thought

traffic here should not be more difficult to handle than the open air

theater at Merrifield, which had been very well taken care of. Probably

caution signs could be put up before reaching the intersection and a re­

duction in speed in this area might help. He thought the Highway and the

Police Departments could work together on this and determine what signs

were needed or what safety precautions would be most effective.

Mr. Panneton said they had spaces for 576 cars.
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DEFERRED CASES - Ctd.

2-Ctd. Mr. V. Smith thought something should be done about the entrance into Rt.

#608 - perhaps an extra lane or widening of' the road to take care of' cars

1-

turning to and from the theater.

Lt. Shumate said the Highway Department would require extra treatment at

that point.

Mr. V. Smith suggested bringing an alternate entrance to Rt. #211 along

the east property line of Hunterts Lodge as a better entrance into the

highway and farther away from the hill on Rt. #211, which is a ahort dis­

tance west of the intersection of Routes #211 and #608. He thought the in­

tersection located at Route #608 would be hazardous because of the hill.

Lt. Shwnate agreed that an entrance located f'arther from the hill would

probably reduce the hazard. He noted also that a part time man would be on

duty during operating ~ours and the State Police also would make it a

special point to be around during those hours.

There were no objections from the area.

Mr. V. Smith moved that the case be deferred f'or two weeks for the appli­

cant to work out with the owner of the Hunter's Lodge property another

alternate entrance through the remaining part of that property to the open

air theater.

Seconded, J. B. Smith

Carried, unanimously.

II
NEW CASES:

LOUIS RUSSO, to permit division of lot with less frontage and less area

than allowed by the Ordinance, Outlot A of Resubdivislon of' Lot 38, R.

Walton MOore and Thomas R. Keith Subdivision, located on east side of

Hummer Road, 101 feet south of Walton Lane, Falls Church Dist. (Rural Res.)

Mr. Ed Gasson represented the applicant. This is an outlot, Mr. Gasson

told the Board, not recorded as a part of the subdivision but which 1a a

tract of land left over from the subdivision of other lot~. It lacks very

little from meeting the requirements - having a 97.10 foot frontage and;:~E

an area of 20,416 square feet. The owner of adjacent property has stated

that he does not object, Mr. Gasson said, as he thought it would be better

to have a house on this lot than to allow it to grow up as it is in poison
.~: "~j

ivy and brambles. The owner of property across the street also has stated 'I'!~~:'

he has no objection.

Mr. Gasson recalled that this was before the Board some time ago and people

in the area objected. That was before Mr. Russo was known and before he

had constructed the attractive homes in the area which he has done during

the past year. He thought, therefore, that there would be no objection

at this time.

Mr. Mooreland recalled that the Board had denied a partition of this area

in 1954. Mr. Russo had built three homes and this lot was left over - too

small to get a bUilding permit.

I
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NEW CASES - Ctd.

Opposition:

Mr. Cheston. owner of Lot 36, stated his objection. This 1s the same thi

Mr. RUSBO asked last year, Mr. Cheston said, and there has been no change

in the circumstances. He saw no reason to grant this now. This is rather

a unique subdivision, Mr. Cheston pointed out - in that practically all

the lots are large, ranging from one to five acres - built up with very

nice homes. Mr. Russo has shown no hardship here and he could see no

reason why he should be allowed to upset the pattern already set in this

area. This lot could be sold to adjoining property owners.

Mr. D. A. Russell who lives across the road from this property objected.

He also represented Mr. Frank Heffner who lives acrosa from the Russo lot,

and who objected. Mr. Russell followed the same line of objection ­

stating also that Mr. Russo had entered this deal knowing the regulations

and if an odd piece of land is left over - it is the fault of the applican

Mr. Jack Gullo who lives across from the three homes Mr. Russo built

objected for reasons stated. Also Mr. Henry Gray objected for reasons

stated. Mr. Gray also stated that his son owns three acres near this

property. If this is granted - it would not be illogical for his son to

split his property and build three or four houses, and probably ask the

same kind of variance.

Mr. Gasson called attention to the fact that this area comes very near re­

quirements. both in area and frontage. and he thought it better to JY!.1t a

home on this lot rather than leave it to grow up uncared for.

Mr. V. Smith said he saw no hardship in this case - it was denied before ­

he saw no change in conditions. He did not think it wise to break into

an area of large lots with a lot below requirement standards. He would.

therefore, move to deny the application as it does not conform to lot size

in the area and the lot does not meet the minimum requirements of the

Zoning Ordinance.

Seconded. Mr. Haar

Carried, unanimously.

II
CLARENCE J. ROBINSON, to permit operation of a gravel pit on 11 acres of

land known as Parcel A, Martin Gibson property, on east side of Service

Road #6, approximately one mile south of #644, Lee Diet. {Agriculture}.

Mr. Mooreland said the Department of Public Works had been unable to

complete their report on this, therefore, he would suggest deferring this

for 30 days.

Mr. Hassan was present objecting, but stated he would return when the

case was finally heard.

Mr. V. Smith moved to defer the case for 30 days.

Seconded, Mr. Haar

Carried, unanimously.

II
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NEW CASES - Ctd.

HARRY H. HEWITT, to permit erection of dwelling closer to Southwick Street

than allowed by the Ordinance, Lot 64, Section J, Mantua SUbdivision, Pro­

vidence District. (Rural Residence).

When they bought this lot J Mrs. Hewitt explained, it was not a corner lot J

Southwick Street having been put in recently. They had planned this house

with the garage on the north end and which will not meet the setbacks from

the two streets. However, the setback from Barkley Drive is 100 feet.

Mr. Brookfield suggested facing the house on Southwick Street, which Mrs.

Hewitt did not want as it is a side street and Mr. Haar suggested pulling

the house a little nearer to the north line - but since the garage entrance

is on the end it would not leave room for entrance. It was also suggested

entering the back of the garage. Mrs. Hewitt said that would require a re­

taining wall and fill - also the entrance from Southwick Street would re­

quire filling. The lot slopes down from the house location.

Mr. Mooreland asked if the Board considered this a hardship.

Judge Hamel suggeste~ that the placing of the street here after the Hewitts

had bought their lot was a basis for hardship, since they could not build

the type of house they had planned.

Mr. V. Smith stated that he was in sympathy with the applicant but he

thought she was asking something which was not quite cricket - that there

must be many lots in the County which would take a house this size without

a variance.

It was also suggested that the house face the intersection. That Mrs.

Hewitt did not want.

Mr. V. Smith moved that the application be granted provided the house is

located 45 feet from Southwick Street. granted bacause the setback from

Barkley Street is 100 feet and therefore it will create no hazard as far

as visibility is concerned at the intersection and granted because Southwic

Street was cut through after the applicant purchased the lot and because

of the topography in the rear of the lot and this does not appear to ad­

versely affect neighboring property.

Seconded, Judge Hamel

Carried, unanimously.

II
T. W. DAVIS. to permit dwelling to remain as erected closer to side propert

line than allowed by the Ordinance. Lot 14. Section 1, Rokeby Farms,

Dranesville District. (Rural Residence).

There will be no variance asked on this for a garage as the garage is locat d

under the house. There were no objections from adjoing property owners,

Mr. Davis said.

I
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NEW CASES - Ctd.

Mr. V. Smith moved to grant the application as shown on plat by Frank A.

Carpenter, dated December 19, 1955 - which shows that the house is located

19.1 feet from the side property line and because this does not appear

to affect adversely neighboring property and it would be a hardship to

move the house, and this is a slight variance and this is granted because

there is a garage already on the property.

Seconded, J. B. Smith

Carried, unanimously.

II
DAVID A. THORPE, to permit dwelling to remain as erected closer to Street

and side property lines than allowed by the Ordinance, Lot g and part or
Lot 9, Section 1, HallraD Subdivision, (433 Munson Hill Road), Falls Church

District. (Suburban Residence).

Mr. Van Meter represented the applicant. This was a difficult lot to build

upon, Mr. Van Meter said, since the interesection of the two streets forms

a sharp corner and the side line is not parallel to Munson ijill Road ­

narrowing the lot to the rear. They did re-subdivide the rear of the lot

taking on a triangular piece of ground which makes the rear of the house

conform. This house was built about two years ago - it is a quiet neighbor

hood where there will probably never be much traf.lic, Mr. Van Meter told

the Board, and the location of the house does not affect visibility. The

driveway comes in of.l of Hallran Road to the rear where the garage is under

the house. The setback .lrom Hallran Road is 37.3 feet and 39.5 .leet .lrom

MUnson Hill Road. This is a small variation and d04S not create a notice­

able difference as compared with other houses in the area, since this 1s

a corner lot and the roads are not located at right angle8.

There were no objections from the area.

Mr. Haar moved to grant the application for a variance as shown on the

plat by D. M. Maher, dated February 3, 1956, as the variances requested

are slight and only on the corners of the house, and this does not appear

to adversely affect adjoining property.

Seconded, Judge Hamel

Carried, unanimously.

II
JACK COPPERSMITH, to permit erection and operation of a service station

and to permit building and pump islands closer to street property line

·than allowed by the Ordinance, Lot 17A, Holly Road Subdivision, S. E.

corner of Gallows Road and Holly Road, FallS Church Dist. (Rural Business)

This case was before the Board last April, Mr. Coopersmith tole the Board,

and was granted to the Sinclair Oil Company. Mrs. Schmackel, the owner of

the property, was not able to complete the deal with Sinclair so she sold

the property to Jack Coopersmith, who entered into allease with Esso for

construction of the .lilling station.
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When they came to get the permit t Mr. Mooreland raised the question of

issuing the permit to EssD when the use permit had been granted to the

Sinclair Company. The permit to Sinclair has another six weeks or aD

to go. He considered this just a technicality, Mr. Coopersmith said~

as the filling station itself has been allowed by the Board and the only

change is the person who will construct and operate it.

A letter was read from Mr. David L. Carpenter, representing Mrs. Schmackel,

stating that this property had been re-sold to Jack Coopersmith after the

Sinclair deal failed. The sale, however, is contingent upon this permit

being issued in the name of Esso Standard Oil Company for the balance of

the original term of the use permit granted to Sinclair.

Mr. Carpenter also explained Mrs. Schmackel's need to sell this property ­

bills accumulating from the illness of her grandson.

Mr. Paul Putnam spoke in opposition, representing the Holmes Run Citizens'

Association - 265 familites. While this group opposing are not immediatel

surrounding the proposed filling station they are immediately affected in

that they are concerned with orderly development of the entire area. They

are fully conscious of Mrs. Schmackel's difficulties, Mr. Putnam said, and

are sympathetic, but they are objecting because of the overall interests

of people in the area. They believe a filling station would not be an asse

to the community, it is not needed, as there are ample such facilities

within a short distance - at Merrifield and on Route #236. The Gallows

Road is highly traveled, it is narrow, it has no place for pedestrians,

and this corner is used for a school bus pick-up. It is the belief of the

objectors that this additional traffic would add to the hazard at children

walking on Gallows Roaa. While they realize that this zoning has been in

atrect here for ten years, they would prefer a business which would blend

in with the community _ not a filling station. They also object to grant­

ing a less setback than required by the Ordinance.

Mr. Mooreland called attention to the fact that any trade or service could,;"!'

go in here and the only ones requiring use permits are a filling station

or a trailer camp.

Mr. Umtrout objected for reasons stated and to the possible affect this

business might have on the wate'r situation and from gas leakage.

Mr. Copp objected - questioning if there was sufficient room on the lot

for a septic field.

Mr. Mooreland said the business zoning reaches to a distance of 200 fee~

on Gallows Road (they are using 135 feet of that) and to 230 feet on Holly

Road (they are using 130 feet of that). This would leave room for two

more small businesses on this business property.

Mrs. Condit objected for reasons stated.

I

I

I

I
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Mrs. Burns stated that the Veterans Administration would not make loans on '-/~ /

lots located very near filling stations. She has lost the sale of her lot

which is back of this filling station property. She asked what will become

of the waste accumulating from this business.

Mrs. Richmond and Sarah Lahr objected for reasonS stated. Both expressed

sympathy with Mrs. Smachel's situation. It was' suggested also that a

Company does not usually wish to locate in an antagonistic neighborhood.

It was answered that the Company haa experienced objections before and ex­

perience had shown that objections would be wiped out when they were opera­

ting. The waste will be taken care of by septic field and dry well.

Mr. Coopersmith called attention to the fact that the Sinclair deal could

still become a reality if they could get together with Mrs. Schmackel.

They have until April 1956 on the present permit.

Letters of objection were read from Mr. and Mrs. Condit and J. B. Bledsoe,

President of the Woodburn School PTA.

Judge Hamel stated that the Board had approved a filling station here some

time in the past and all of the objections presented here today were made

at that time - yet the Board approved the permit and he saw no reason to

change - therefore Judge Hamel moved that the application be granted sub­

ject to approval by the Highway Department for ingress and egress because

this property is zoned Rural Business, and many businesses could go in here

without a permit, some of which would be much more objectionable than this.

This is granted also subject to the building being placed so that there are

no variances from the Zoning Ordinance and the pump islands shall be

located not closer than 35 feet from the right of way of Gallows Road and.

this is subject to health regulations.

Seconded, Mr. Haar

For the motion: Judge Hamel, Mr. Haar, J. B. Smith, Mr. Brookfield.

Mr. Verlin Smith voted "no" because under Section 6-1~a-1 filling stations

should be located as far as possible in compact groups so as to prevent un­

due scattering - and this does not meet that requirement. AlsO under

Section 4-D it was his belief that this will be detrimental to the neighbor

hood.

II

I

7- WILLIAM WELCH, to permit an addition to dwelling closer to Stafford Road

than allowed by the Ordinance, (32 feet), Lot 52, Section 2, Hollin-Hills

(#1 Bedford Lane) Mt. Vernon District. (Suburban Residence).

This case was withdrawn.

II
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w. E. GRAHAM & SONS, LEESEES, to permit operation of a Rock Quarry on ap­

proximately 1.4 acres of land for a period of one year, located on north

side of Occoquan Creek, approximately 500 feet west of #123, Lee Dist.

(Agriculture).

The following letter was read from the Design Engineer of the Public Work

Department:

I

Mr. W. T. MOoreland
Zoning Administrator
Fairfax Court House
Fairfax, Virginia He;

"February 2S,1956

w. E. Graham &Sons Lessees
Application No. 11030 to permit
operation of a Rock Quarry on
approximately 4.8 acres of land
at location of former quarry at
Occoquan, Virginia.

I

Dear Mr. MOoreland:

A joint field inspection was made on the above named quarry site
with Mr. Kipp, Director of Public Works, and Mr. L. O. Bolton,
Resident Engineer, Virginia Department of Highways; and the
following conditions were found:

1. The topographic map submitted by Holland Engineers
is apparently correct.

2. That portion of this site formerly used as a rock
quarry has been left with near vertical banks.

3. A hauling road exists from the old quarry that has
a reasonably safe access to Route No. 123.

4. The bridge on Route No. 123, crossing Occoquan Creek,
is in line with and in the near vicinity of the pro­
posed quarry site.

5. This site adjoins the Route No. 123 right-of-way,and
is considerably higher in elevation than the roadway.

6. One house exists east of the site and east of Route
No. 123.

7. The existing bridge is planned to be used as a haul­
ing route to the project site.

If the Board decides to grant this application, we offer the follow­
ing recommendations:

1 & 2. With the near vertical banks of the existing
quarry (a difference in elevation in excess of
100.0 feet) it is not practical to honor the ordi­
nance requirement of leaving the site after opera­
tions with slopes not exceeding 2:1; however, the
operation can be plannea to start removing rock from
the toe of the existing vertical wall on a slope of
2:1 to obtain the quantity of material needed for
this operation. No vertical walls should be left
standing at the end of operations.

3. A permit for access to Route No. 123 must be
obtained from the Resident Engineer, Virginia Dept.
of Highways, Fairfax, Virginia.

I

I

I
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Letter trom Design Engineer, Public Works Department - Ctd.

4 & 5.The applioant should consult the Resident
Engineer of the Virginia Department of Highways
for his requirements pertaining to necessary pre­
cautions for protecting the bridge crossing
Occoquan Creek on Route No. 123, and obtain the
necessary permits and other requirements for safe
traffic control during all phases of the blasting
and other quarry operations.

6.The applicant should take all necessary precautions
to eliminate any possible damage to existing house
located to the east of Route No. 123.

7.The existing bridge across Occoquan Creek is re­
stricted to 10 tons total weight, to 16 feet total
height, and a maximum width of 15 feet.

Very truly yours,

B. C. Rasmussen
Subdivision Design Engineer"

Mr. Mooreland told the Board that the property originally applied for -

1.4 acres - had been increased to 4.8 acres as"the original area applied

for has already been worked. The additional ground is all to the rear

~f the property applied for and farther from the highway. Therefore, in

a less hazardous location.

Mr. Graham said this is an old quarry which has been worked from time to

time over a period of many years, perhaps 30 years. This is not to be the

usual commercial operation - the rock will be used in construction of the

Alexandria Water Company's dam. It was noted that there are no houses

within 500 feet of the property. Mr. Graham said this is the only rock

among many tested which will meet specifications.

This area is surrounded by woods, Mr. Graham said, and in his opinion no

rock from the blasts could possibly reach the highway, as operations will

take place about 200 feet from Route No. 123.

Mr. Haar moved to grant the application subject to the conditions set

forth in the letter from B. C. Rasmussen, Design Engineer, dated February

28, 1956, and. that operations be carried on in a manner so as not to be

detrimental to neighboring property' or dangerous to persons on Highway No.

123, and it is understood that this operation will not exceed one year.

Seconded, Judge Hamel

For the motion: Mr. Haar, Judge Hamel, J. B. Smith, Mr. Brookfield

Mr. Verlin Smith not voting, as he thought the full area should be ad­

vertised. It could be questioned after operations are started, Mr. Smith

said, whether or not this was legally granted.

Motion carried.

II
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C. & P. TELEPHONE - Ctd.

With regard to the letter received f'rom Mr. Fitzgerald, regarding the

Board's d~cision on the C. & P. Telephone Company's application for a

sub-station in the McLean area - Judge Hamel suggested that ,Mr. McCandlish

be asked to come before the Board at the next meeting to discuss this and

that the Board take up re-consideration of their motion after they have

heard. from Mr. McCandlish. The Board agreed to this and instructed the

Secretary to contact Mr. McCandlish.

II
FRANK J. HALPIN - The case of Mr. Frank J. Halpin was discussed and a

motion to grant his application was passed.

After lunch recess Mrs. Mons came before the Board. and asked to be heard

again. She had thought the case would be taken up after lunch.

Mrs. MOns said she had talked with various loan organizations all of' whom

had told her they would not lend money on a lot situated as the Halpin lot

is _ on a 25 foot private road. If' Mr. Halpin cannot get a loan, Mrs. Mons

said, he would probably have to build the house himself'. This is an area

of good homes - all on large tracts - she did not think this was in keeping

with the neighborhood pattern. She objected to the great number of trees

that would necessarily be taken out to allow roam for septic f'ields and

the nearness of this second house to her property. It would destroy her

view and depreciate her property. She questioned who would take care of

the 25 foot road, since it would not be taken over by the State, and it

would be very expensive f'or any individual to maintain.

Mr. Mooreland said 1£ this diVision came under the subdivision ordinance

A 50 foot road would be required, but this is a division into only two

parcels and therefore is not a subdivision and according to the def'inition

of' a lot the access road is all that is necessary. No actual frontage is

required on a dedicated road. This is an old subdivision recorded be~ore

coqtrol
the subdivision/ordinance. However, this rear lot has become a lot of'

record a~ter the subdivision ordinance became ef'fective. Theref'ore, to

make sure there would be no question o£ the validity of the lot - he asked

the applicant to bring this before the Board. On old lots this sort of'

thing has been done-- allover the County, Mr. Mooreland pointed out. Mr.

Mooreland thought 1£ this were refused by the Board it would be granted

by the Circuit Court because this meets the def'inition of' a building lot

under the zoning ordinance.

Mr. V. Smith said if this division o~ a lot is usual, he saw no reason for

this to come bef'ore the Board. He thought the Board should have the advice

of' the Commonwealth's Attorney and if' the Board has no jurisdiction people

should not be required to pay to come before the Board.

The motion stood.

I

I

I

I

I
II
The meeting adjourned

J. w. Brookr~ela, chairman
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March 13. 1956

The regular meeting of the Fairfax County
Board of Zoning Appeals was held March 13.
1956 at 10 o'clock a.m. in the Board~am
of the Fairfax County Courthouse, w:l.,U.\tall
members present.

The meeting was opened with a prayer by Judge Hamel.

DEFERRED CASES:

HUGH MUNRO, to permit operation of a traiJ,er court With 466 trailer sites,

on the north side of Southern Railroad On east side #638, Rolling Road,

Falls Church District. (Industrial).

HUgh MUnro was deferred at the request of the applicant until April 10,1956

II
Since the first case listed - Hugh Munro - was deterred, the Board heard

Mr. McCandlish on the matter of the -

c. & P. TELEPHONE COMPANY - to permit erection and operation of a telephone

exchange building on the south side of Route #123, 500 feet east of Rt.#694.

Mr. McCandlish stated that he had considered that the motion passed by the

Board at the original hearing on this case was an inadvertent eITor in that

it was not within the jurisdiction of the Board to control the architecture

of the bUilding. Mr. McCandlish noted that while the Company is very sensi

tive to public opinion, in this case they find it impossible to comply with

the provisions in the motion that the pitched roof be put on the building ­

for the reason that the added cost would be between $25,000 and $30,000.

This amount is estimated by Mr. Chatelain, the Company's architect.

Mr. McCandlish recalled that Mr. Evans' own ar.chitect had made the statemen

that the pitched roof on this size and shape building would make a peculiar

looking structure. Mr. MCCandlish asked the Board - on their own motion _

to reconsider placing a restriction on the granting of this case of Bometh!

they had no right to do.

Mr. Claiborne Leigh - representing himself - exprsssedthe opinion that the

Board does have the right to lay this architectural restriction on the grant

ing of the application. He compared this to a rezoning where restrictions

cannot be placed because a rezoning is an amendment to the Ord1na.nce, but i

the case of exceptions the Ordinance gives wider discretionary powers to

this 'Board in the granting of cases. Mr. Leigh also stated that if the can

ditioD attached to the motion 1s illegal, then the Board has· not granted th

permit, and if the Board has acted illegally this should be decided by the

Circuit Court

Judge Hamel called attention to the fact that court action is just what the

Board is trying to avoid. Judge Hamel stated that as an official body of th

County the Board had received an opinion from the Commonwealth's Attorney,

which he thought should, under any circumstances, be their guide.

Verlin Smith stated that he had the greatest respect for the opinion of

McCandlish and the Commonwealth's Attorney, but he felt that under the

Ordinance it would be borne out by the Court that if a certain type of' archi

tecture is shown to be detrimental to an area - the Board would have the

4b:::>
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C. & P. Telephone Company - Ctd.

jurisdiction to control that architecture. Mr. Salth cited a case in the

District of Columbia where the architecture was changed to measure up to

the requirements of the area.

Mr. MOoreland told the Board that an architectural control clause 1s in

the District's Zoning Ordinance - giving the Board specific jurisdiction

to require architectural consideration. That, however, Mr. Mooreland

pointed out is not in our Ordinance. Under a use permit certain condition

may be attached - but this is not a use permit, Mr. Mooreland noted.

Mr. VerIin Smith also thought the we1£are or the community should be taken

into consideration and if' it is shown that a certain architecture would be

detrimental to the general welfare of the community - that could be con­

sidered by the Board.

A letter was read 1'rom Miss Louise Mack asking the Board to refuse the

application in this case and stating reasons that the C. & P. Telephone Co

prefer this site merely because it is cheaper than business property ­

that they object to the expense of the pitched roof, and that the necessar

cables leading in to the building would be unsightly and depreciating. Sh

expressed the opinion that the company had no right to economize in their

installation at the expense of residents of the area.

Mr. Verlin Smith said he still thought the Board had the authority to ex­

ercise control over the architecture.

Mr. McCandlish said - the general welfare clause probably could be stretch

in some extreme case - but he felt that such control could not legally be

attached here.

Mr. Fitzgerald's letter containing his opinion was read. (Opinion stating

that the Board did not have authority to impose architectural conditions

to this permit).

Mr. Verlin Smith recalled that he did not vote on the original motion but

he felt that in the case of a public utility it should be shown that this

is a location most economical to serve the area and that there is no alte

and that this use will not a.f.fect the community adversely. Mr. Smith re­

called that it had been stated that because of granting the telephone bull

iog on Route #236 the neighborhood was hurt and because or that installatl

business zoning was requested in the immediate area. However, Mr. smith

thought this use probably would not harm a community f"rom the standpoint 0

noise I dirt , fumes I etc.

Mr. Haar suggested deferring this to give the Company time to submit a

design other than a flat roof.

Mr. McCandlish said the Company had no thought to come in with another roo

design.

It was suggested cancelling the pennit - which Mr. Leigh noted could be

done if the granting motion carries an illegal condition.

I
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c. & P. Telephone Company - Ctd.

Mr. VerIin Smith moved to defer the case for two weeks so the Board can

consult with the Commonwealth's Attorney_

Seoonded, Mr. Maar

Carried, unanimously

II
Mr. McCandlish contended that at the previous hearing it was shown that the

cost of another location would be considerable. He likened this location

to the hub or a wheel - therefore the most economic.

II
i SAFEWAY STORES, INC. t topennit erection of three signs in excess of' square

footage allowed by the Ordinance, Lots 7. 8 and 9, Section 5, Salona

Village, Dranesville District. (General Business).

Thi8 case had been withdrawn. Mr. John Oliver made a statement from the

Mclean Citizens Association indicating unanimous opposition to the erection

of' signs auch as the Safeway had proposed.

I II
LOIS E. NEWTON, to pennit a camp 1'or boys and girls with structures accesso

thereto, on Vienna-Vale Road, 11672, approximately l/Z mile 1'rom the Vienna ­

Corporate Limits, Providence District. (Rural Residence).

No one was present to support this case although the apPli,cant and Mr. John

Rust, the attorney, had been noti1'ied.

Judge Hamel moved that this case be inde1'initely postponed.

Seconded, Mr. Haar.

For the motion: Judge Hamel, Mr. Brookfield, Mr. Haar.

Mr. Verlin Smith and Mr. J. B. Smith voted "no"

In postponing this case inde1'initely, Mr. Verlin Smith suggested that this

wou1d leave the case hanging so it could be called up at any time and in th

future zoning 01' this 1and, such a use could be detrimental to the area.

He thought the case should have been denied.

II
NEW CASES:

DARWIN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, to permit a 30 root setback t"rom street

property line, Lots 36 through 50, Hillside Manor Subdivision, Dranesville

District. (Suburban Residence).

Mr. G1enn Richards represented the applicant. This is a request t"or a 30

foot setback instead of 40 foot because of topographic conditions, the stee

drop from the front of the lot to the rear - which drops down to the stream

If the houses are set back 40 t"eet, Mr. Richards pointed out, they will be

a great deal lower than the front of the houses across ~llow Drive (now

named Melbourne Drive). By bringing-all the houses up to the )0 foot line

it will make a better layout from the standpoint of appearance - carrying

out a continuity 01' setback. and will equalize the elevations and still

maintain the intent of the Ordinanoe. Mr. Riohards also pointed out that

4bf
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with a 30 foot setback the houses would be located 42 feet from the curb

line. No adverse affect on the area will result from this variance, Mr..

Richards contended. Construction on these lots has not yet started.

It would be impossible to create an attractive affect on the street it

this variance is not granted t Mr. Richards stated, as the difference in

elevation from ODe side of" the street to the other would be most unattra­

ctive as the :front elevation of the houses on the lower side o:f the str,eet

would be basement level with the houses across the street t which would

give them the appearance of being down in a ditch. By moving the houses

forward the 10 feet it will make about a 5 foot d1f'ference 1n elevation,

which would reduce the' irregular thigh_low' effect t which would result

if the Ordinance setback is followed.

I

I

I
e.

Mr. Verlin Smith recalled a particular house in Belle Haven where a

similar condition exists, which Mr. Richards said created a very unattract ve

affect. Mr. Smith also thought raising the level of the houses on the

lower side of the street would obstruct the view for those houses on the

higher levee Mr. Richards said the overall effect would be improved to t

extent that it would create a higher tax levs., and that moving the houses

forward. would decrease the disadvantages all around - it would put the

front yards on a level with the street and the drop would be less noticea

There is about a 40 foot drop from the street level to the rear of the lot

Mr. Richards said.

These houses will be sewered from Swallow Dr!ve. By locating the houses

forward it will also reduce the sewer level, which under any circumstance

will have to be deep. They have run into rock in the sewer constructiQa

which will require considerable blasting. The reasons for asking this

variance, Mr. Richards stated, are appearance and cost.

In answer to the question of how much difference would result at the 40

.foot setback between the front o.f the houses on the higher siele of the

street and those on the lower ·side. Mr. Richards laid it would be from 12

to 15 feet. The 30 foot setback would lessen this by about 5 feet.

There were no objections.

Mr. Haar moved to approve the application due to topographic conditions

and the fact that these houses are not on a through street and it is unde

stood from the testimony that by granting this, development can take plac

along more aesthetic lines with less discrepancy in elevation of the
not

houses and it does/appear to adversely affect joining property

Seconded Judge Hamel

Carried.

I

I
Mr. Haar, Judge Hamel, Mr. Brookfield, and Mr. J. B. Smith 'foting for the

motion. Mro. Verlin Smith voted "no".

II
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M. T. BROYHILL & SONS, to permit dwellings to remain as erected, Lot 1,

Section 9 J Broyhill Park J :33.,3 foot setback from Kenney Dr!ve and Lot

144, Section 9. Broyhill Park, 35.9 foot setback from Zenith Court, Falls

Church District. (Suburban Residence).

Mr. J. D. Nealon represented the applicant. These locations were the re­

sult of errors in .field work, Mr. Nealon told the Board. Lot 144 encroach

on a cuI-de-sac only.

Mr. Mooreland explained to the Board that the house on Lot 1 was construct

on acreage - as a pialt house - located before the subdivision plat was

laid out. He stated that this had been a bad practice, which he had oppos

because it had so often resulted in squeezing the lot lines to fit in with

the final plat layout. He had told the applicant when this house was buil

that he did so at his own risk. Mr. Mooreland reoalled. previoUS cases ­

one in particular where a 13 .foot variance was asked in order to save the

lot where the house ~, built under these same circumstances.

There were no objections from the area. The lots across the street are

built upon.

Mr. Haar moved to approve the variance on Lot 144 because this house 1s

located on a cul-de-sac and the variance is on one corner only and the set

back from Pa,rkwood Terrace is .50.g feet - considerably in excess of the

required 40 feet - and it would appear that visibility is not impaired in

any way, in .fact the corner visibility is improved by the .50.g foot set­

back from Parkwood Terrace.

Seconded, Judge Hamel

Carried) -unanimously.

Mr. Verlin Smith movjd to defer decision on Lot 1 to view the property.

De.ferred. to April 10th.

Seconded, Mr. J. B. Smith

Carried, unanimously.

II
V. M. LYNCH & SONS, to permit erection and operation of a service station

and to permit pump islands 2.5 feet .from right of way line o.f Franconia Rd.

#644) located at the northwest corner of #644 and Bowie Drive, Lee Dist.

(General Business).

Springfield Estates had wanted to vacate the serVice drive on the westerly

part of' this property in which Mr. Lynch said he had cooperated and had in

turn dedicated another street to the east, which gives better aCcess to

the subdivision. This filling station will be between the location of the

former service drive and the newly dedicated street. Mr. Lynch said he

had made a lease with the American Oil Company on this, contingent upon th

granting of this station. The width of Franconia Road was discussed.

Mr. Lynch said he had dedicated something more than 10 .feet for widening

and thought the width was about 33 feet from the center line. It was note
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that there is no service drive set up on Franconia Road.

Mr. VerIin smith moved to grant the application 8S shown on plat dated

February 21, 1956 signed by Raymond M. Lynch. This is granted because thl

is a general business district and it appears to be a logical use for the

property.

Seconded, Mr. Haar

Carried, unanimously.

II
LYNCH BROTHERS, INC., to permit operation of a golf course aDd buildings

accessory thereto J located at the northwest corner /1236 and 11797, Mason

District. (Rural Residence).

Mr. Charles Lynch represented the applicant. This 1s the property known

as the Lynch Farm, located on Route /1236 at Rout e #797 - located adjacent

to the Pine Crest Recreation Association property - the Esso station is

across the street. This will be a public course. There will be no night

operation, no lights, and no alcoholic beverages sold on the property. The

will have a contour survey of the property for the entire layout and will

determine a1'ter that survey exactly where the club house will be located.

It is tentatively placed at Routes #236 and #797. They will start with nin

holes and expand to perhaps 27 holes. Mr. Lynch said he thought this was

a needed facility in Fairfax County - there is no opposition as far as he

knows - in .fact people in the immediate area f'avor the plan. They will hay

a short course for the f~rst nine holes - each hole shorter than regulation

This is a new and popular type course in many areas, Mr. Lynch. It 1s

especially adaptable to use by women, older people. and children.

Mr. Newton Edwards who lives in Pine Crest approved the application, as he

thought it would maintain the beauty and residential character of the area.

He thought the -i'~House should be located near Route #2)6. Mr. Lynch

agreed that the Club House would be located in the vicinity of the com­

mercial area across the street.

Mr. Charles Peters stated that he had opposed Mr. Lynch on the previous

application for a golf driving range, as he did not like the carnival aspec

of the plan. He, however, was highly in favor of this and believed it woul

add greatly to the beauty and recreational benefit of the County.

There were no objections.

The present barn on the property will be used as equipment shed, Mr. Lynch

said.

Mr. Hasr moved to grant the application provided the development is carried

on in an at'trac'tive manner with a good looking building and that no varianc

be asked in the location of the facilities which may be required in develop

ment o.f the course, granted as this appears to be a logical use of this la

and it appears that this will be an asset to the County, according to the

testimony presented here. And it 1s understood that this is for daytime

I

I

I

I
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use only. Seconded, Judge Hamel Carried, unanimously.
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VERNON M. LYNCH, to permit erection of stores 10 feet from side property

line, located at the southeast corner /1644 and #617. Mason Diet.(Gen. Bus.)

Mr. Lynch told the Board that he plans a 50 foot llu11ding which w11l be

located 60 feet from the right of way Wfiich would necessitate placing the

building close to the side line in order to allow maximum Jarking in front.

Mr. Beach, the adjoining property owner, does nat object.

It was noted that the plats presented did not show the location of the pro­

posed building.

Mr. Verlin Smith stated that he thought the request was reasonable but he

thought the Board. should have the plats before granting it, showing locatio

of the building.

Judge Hamel moved to defer the case for two weeks to give the applicant the

opportunity to file proper plats showing location of the building.

Seconded, Mr. Haar

Carried, unanimously.

II
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CHARLES E. DOYLE, to permit an addition to dwelling within 15 feet of aide

property line, Lot 21A, Dunn Loring Gardens, south side of Hunter Road, 100

feet west of Westchester Drive, Providence District. (Rural Residence).

His plan is to put on a 14 x 16 toot room addition, with outside entranc'i',

to take care of his wife's activities with cub scouts, Mr. Doyle told the

Board. The house on the adjoining lot 1s located about 100 feet rrom the

lipe. The owner does not object to thisadditlon.

Mr. VerIin smith asked where a garage could be located. Mr. Doyle said he

could locate a gar@.ge on the left side of' the house without a variance.

A letter was read from Mr. Arthur Gower, owner of Lots 2.3A and 2.3B, stating

he had no objection to this addition.

Mr. Verlin smith stated that in view of the letter £rom Mr•. Gower who is th

adjoining property owner, he would move to grant the application because it

does not appear to adversely affect neighboring property and this is grantj

to come not closer than 15 feet from the side property line.

Seconded, J. B. Smith

Carried, unanimously.

II
WALDRON L. ADAMS, to pennit a trailer park with nine trailer sites on .four

acres of land, located on east side Ill. approximately 700 feet south of

11626, Mt. Vernon District. (Rural Business).

The applicant was represented by Mr. Bauknight and Mr. Wm. P. Woolls. This

is a proposed trailer park for colored at GUII1 Springs, Mr. Bauknight tole

the Board. located across f'rom the old Hybla Valley Airport. It was noted

that the applicant is asking f'or only half of the trailers shown on the pla

as only that portion of the property is zoned for business. If this ventur

is a success. the applicant will probably want to expand. The entire pro-

perty fronts on U. S. #1 so there will be no driveways interfering with tra fie flow.
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Each lot will have at least ,3000 square feet of areA - which 1s f'ar in ex­

cess of State requirements and will conform to FHA lot areas. Theywill

provide 25 .foot roadways on either side ot the property With walkways be~

tween. The existing building on the property will be occupied by Mr.

Adams - who will be directly responsible for management of the Park.

Mr. Mooreland suggested that this was a much needed facility f'or colored.

as well as for white. He mentioned one one-legged colored veteran, who 1s

now living in a trailer on a lot, whom he would like to see have the op­

portunity to move into a Part.

The Fire Marshall has stated that this plan is satisfactory and he will

approve it if requested·to do so by the applicant.

The roads will be gravel with lawn between the trailers. They will have

sewer and-water with utility buildings at a central location, also a kennel

for dogs. While the personnel living here will be more or les8 transient ­

mostly from the military reservation - he wants to furnish facilities for a

community life , Mr. Adams said. He hoped to have a place which would im­

prove the area, Mr. Adams said, and provide decent living quarters tor peo­

ple who are here tor a short time.

Mr. Adams said he did nQt expect to use FHA money on this.

Mr. Verlin Smith noted that the plat presented was not signed by a certi­

fied surveyor and the applicant did not show a typical lot layout. He

suggested also that approval of the Fire Marshall and Health Department

should be shown.

Mr. Verlin Smith moved to defer the case to March 27th, to give the appli­

cant an opportunity to get certified plats , a typical plan on one of the

lots and for approval of the Fire Marshall for accessibility of fire equip­

ment.

Seconded, Mr. J. B. Smith

Carried, unanimously.

II
REYNOLDS CONSTRUCTION CORP., to r:e rmit erection of dwellings 25 feet of

street right of way line, Lots 7 through 12, inclusive, Section. 4, Golf

Club Manors, Dranesville District. (Suburban Residence.).

Mr. Browninger represented the applicant. Mr. Browninger showed a topo­

graphiC map which indicated a great difference in elevation between the

front and the rear of the 1068, about 25 feet in most cases. By bringing

the houses forward construction costs will be reduced especially as it will

require less m;asonry in the basement construction, and it will result in a

much more desirable street effect by reducing the difference in elevation

between these houses and the houses across the street. It was brought out

that the wooded stream serves as a natural line of demarcation between thea

houses and the houses in the joining subdivision, which has a 40 foot set-­

back. Also many homes in the Arlington County development, which joins

this, are on a 25 and 30 foot setback.

I
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This will be a development of from $30,000 to $40,000 hom•• , Mr. Browninge

said and they have done everything they can to make the etreet attractive.

In other sections where it was possible. they have graded the streets and

lots to do away with the necessity for a variance. It was also noted that

no variance is asked on Chesterbrook Road.

Mr. v. smith moved to grant the variance on Lots 7,8,9.10.11,12,13.

Mr. Browninger said they were not asking the variance on Lot 1.3.

Mr. V. Smith then withdrew his motion as he had thought this setback was

being asked to conform to the setback in Arlington. It this is a matter

of simply squeezing in more lots - Mr. Smith said he did not Wish to move

to grant the application.

Mr. Browninger asked what adverse affect could result from granting this

application - he thought it was advantageous from every standpoint, a bene

to Fairf'ax County tax-wise, and certainly to the home owners of these lots.

Mr. V. Smith thought one lot could have been eliminated or by moving spme

of' the lot.s a good arrangement. could have been worked out. He considered

the Board. of' Zoning Appeals was being asked to correct poor engineering an

from the precedent st.andpoint. - it was not good.

Mr. Haar moved to deny the application as this is too great a variance and

the feeling of' the Board is that the lots are not property laid out f'or th

type of terrain and to continue approving variances of' this type would re­

sult in a bad precedent.

Seconded, Judge Hamel.

For the motion: Mr. Haar, Judge Hamel, Mr. Brookfield, J. B. Smith.

Mr. V. Smith not voting - and stating that if the Board would reconsider

their action on ~he other similar case he would vote on this.

MOtion carried to deny.

Mr. Browninger asked if the Board would reconsider their action on Lot 7

which he said was not a matter of topography but for the construction of a

house 63.5 feet long and by granting the variance it would be possible t,o

locate the house to much better advantage and get the maximum advantage au

of' the beauty of the lot. The setback from Chest.erbrook Road is being met.

Mr. V. Smith contended that this is purely a case of too small a lot for

the size of the house. He thought land was not so scaJl:ce in Fairfax Count

but what reasonable setbacks could be met rather than squeezing setbacks

to urban or semi-detached size lots. The Board did not reconsider Lot 7.

II
MANUEL MILLER, to permit building to be buUt closer to zone line than

allowed by the Ordinance, Lots ,2 and 3, Henry Williams Estate, southerly

side 11244, approximately 450 feet southwest #7, Mason Dist. (Gen. Bus.)

·Mr. Miller told the Board that he has an application pending before the

Board of Supervisors to rezone the rear part of this property. (Only the

front 200 feet are now zoned to General Business). If the rear portion of

the lot is rezoned to business - Mr. Miller requests the Board to grant

t

4(.;1
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him the right to build closer to the side line than allowed by the Ordinanc

This application was put in £or this meeting in order to save time, Mr.

Miller said. He has allowed 52 parking spaces, Mr. Miller pointed out.

Mr. V. smith thought that since a portion of this property was in suburban

residential claasi£lcation when the application was made, indicating by the

advertising that the entire tract was zoned to General Business, that it wa

not properly before the Board. - until the entire tract was zoned to busines

Most of the proposed building will be used for a warehouse - the front part

will be taken up with three stores, Mr. Miller e~alned.

Adequate parking was discussed. Mr. Miller thought there would be sufflcle

parking because of the large size of the warehouse - which would naturally

limit the amount of store area. This property is joined by business zoning

Mr. V. Smith thought this should not be handled until the action on tbe

business zoning is final. He therefore moved to defer the case until March

27th.

Seconded, Judge Hamel

Carried, unanimously.

II
CRESTWOOD CONSTRUCTION CORP., to permit erection of a temporary billboard

(6 months), located on west side of Shirley Highway, approximately 800 feet

north of Edsal Road. Mason District. (Agriculture).

Carl Hellwig represented the applicant. This is a temporary directional

sign, Mr. Hellwig said, which will not remain at this location longer than

six months. People have had trouble locating the entrance to the sub­

division. This will be a 55 square foot sign located on private property.

The owner of the property has agreed to this sign use. It will not be

illuminated. They plan to locate it about 50 feet from the right of way

line of the Shirley Highway. It was noted that the right of way of the

Shirley Highway at this point 18 very wide.

Mr. V. Smith moved. to grant the application to the applicant only for a

period not to exceed six months. and if the need for this sign should cease

prior to the six months period the sign will be removed.

Seconded, Mr. Haar

Carried, unanimously.

II
REGOR, INC., to permit erection o:f dwellings )0 :feet from the street right

of way lines, Lot 1 through 16 inclusive, Block 39, Section 14. North Spri

field and Lots 24 through 36 inclusive, Block 9, Section 14, North Spring­

field, Mason District. (Suburban Residence).

Mr. Carl Hellwjg. represented the applicant. This request is made because 0

the steep terrain - the Iota running to the Creek and the flood plain area.

They made five or six different plans on this area, Mr. Hellwig said. try

to pull the lots back farther from the steep area, but this was the only

practical arrangement they could come up with. avoiding as much of the low

I
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area as possible and still giving sufficient depth on the lots across from

the lots in question. The sewer is in at a depth of 14 feet. The basic

problem 1s to tie into the sewer with the proper slope. This would neces­

sitate locating the houses about 10 feet nearer the street line. If the

road 1s lowered it would create the problem of too steep dirveways on the

opposite side of the road which would create a drainage problem. They hav

tried to equalize the problems by distributing them - and the plan present

would appear to do that, Mr. Hellwig contended. He noted also that many 0

the lots are considerably larger than required running from 17,000 square

feet to 1/2 acre. The required 40 foot setback would increase the cost of

construction beyond the practical - even a 30 foot setback will incur much

expense - but the ne~ result will be satisfactory not only from the stand­

point of feasibility of uaing the aewer but from the standpoint of better

drainage, less work and expense. It was also brought out ~hat Atlee Drive

is practically dead end - running f'rom one street in the subdivision to an

other - on which a great deal of traffic will not be generated. This stre t

follows the back line of the subdivision, Mr. Hellwig said, the lots back-

ing up to the Creek. Traffic will come entirely from the lots facing on

the street. There is no desire to set a precedent on this,Mr. Hellwig

pointed out, and they would not ask such variances in the middle of a sub­

division - but since this is practically a dead end portion, he contended

that no precedent will be set and no harm will result to other parts of th

development.

Mr. Bunke, the builder on this project, told the Board that they were try!

in so far as possible to save trees in this area and if 1.85 filling is re

quired - more trees can be preserved. This variance will result in les8

filling, which in turn will retain more treet. The variance will also re­

duce construction cost because Ieee foundation work will be required. He

also thought it much better for the homes that they be located 10 feet far her

away from the flood plain area. While there is actually no danger from

flooding, Mr. Bunke said there is the possibility of erosion along the

steep banks. No carports nor garages could be added with the 30 foot set­

back, Mr. Bunke said.

Mr. Ver11n·,'Smlth suggested that engineering-wise ~his appears to be a good

plan but since so many lots are involved. he thought this should be refe

to the Planning Commission for their advice. There was a question in his

mind, Mr. Smith said, whether or not this area sholild have been rezoned to

suburban residence size lots with such a rugged terrain.

Mr. Bunke suggested the Board granting lots 7 through 16 aa the plat on

this has been approved and it would give them a chance to go ahead with

construction.

410
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ll-Ctd. Mr. V.rUn ;llmith ....edctodB1'.,.'th•."ppli••t1',;n·lU1til·'Maj,ch 27th and ref.r

it to the Planning Commission tor comments and recommendations.

Seconded, JUdge Hamel

Carried, unanimously.

II
DEFERRED CASE:

4- aVILA H. PANNETON, to permit operation of an open air theater on east dde

#608. approximately 1000 reet north #29 and #211 back of Hunter's Lodge,

Centreville District. (General Business).

This was deferred to discuss the possibility of another right of way en­

trance across the Dr. Adkerson property which Mr. PannatoD said would be

impossible to get. A letter was read trom Dr. Adkerson stating that acces

acrOss his property to the east of intersection of Routes #608 and #211

was not as desirable 8S the oDe intersection entrance at #608 and #211, as

it would be easier to control traffic at the one intersection.

It was estimated that about 100 to 150 cars will be leaVing the theatre at

one time, and those cars will take both the Route #50 and the 11211 exits.

It was also noted that the theatre tra.f.fic will be released about the same

time as many will be coming out of Hunter's Lodge. Mr. Panneton recalled

that at the late hour the highways are not crowded as little local traffic

will be moving. Mr. Panneton stated that since both Lt. Shumate of the

police department,and the Highway Depe.rtment have _de statements that the

thought this entrance could be controlled without d.anger - he thought it

logical to grant the application. He stated that he would like to get

started on construction in order to be operating for the summer months.

He will also make the arrangements that a deputy will be stationed at this

intersection at critical hours, if it appears necessary to take care of the

traf£ic - a deputy £urnished by the County, who in turn would be reimbursed

by Mr. Panneton.

There were no objections £rom the area.

Judge Hamel moved that the application be granted in the light o£ what has

been stated regarding tra£fic conditions and traffiC control - granted as

shown on plat presented with the case _ granted since this se8mS to be a

proper use ot the property and there does not appear to be any opposition

to the use and it does not appear to adversely affect adjoining property.

This is granted. with the provision that adequate means are provided to con­

trol tra.ffic and safeguard the public.

Seconded, AQE§8 lI_oi 'p1w¥'~
For the motion: Judge ~el, Mr. Haar, Mr. Brookfield

Voting "no" - Mr. J.• B. Smith, and Mr. Verlin Smith

Mot ion carried

II
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Mr. Browninger, who had represented the Reynolds Construction Corp., case

came back to the Board stating that the lady purchaser of Lot 7 was very

unhappy with his presentation of the case regarding her lot, and had asked

that he request a reopening.

Mr. Verlln Smith stated that he thought all those cases dealing with topo­

graphy should be referred to the Planning Commission,

Mr. Verlln Smith moved that the Board. rescind their action on the DARWIN

CONSTRUCTION CORP. case and on the REYNOLDS CONSTRUCTION CORP. case and t

these applications be referred to the Planning Commission along with the

application by REGORJ INC. for recommendation.

Seconded, Judge Hamel

For the Motton:' Mr. Verlln Smith, Mr. J. B. Smith, Judge Hamel, Mr. Haar.

Mr. Brookfield voted nno".

Motion carried.

II

4ff

I

I

I

The meeting adjourned

John W. Brookfield, Chairman
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The regular meeting of the Fairfax County
Board of Zoning Appeals was held Tuesday.
March 27, 1956 with all members present
except Judge Hamel, in the Board Room of
t.he Fairfax Count.y Courthouse, at 10 o'clock
a.m.

The meeting was opened with a prayer by Mr. J. B. Smith

DEFERRED CASES: I

Re: Martin N. Gibson Prop.
proposed gravel pit
Application No. 10~3
by Clarence J. Robinson

1- CLARENCE J. ROBINSON, to permit operation of a gravel pit on 11 acres of

land known as Parcel A, Martin Gibson property, on east side of Service

Road #6, approximately one mile south #644, Lee District. (Agriculture).

Mr. Moncur~ represented the applicant. The following recommendation from

the Department of Public Works was read:

"Mr. W. T. Mooreland March 27.1956
Zoning Administrator
Fairfax County, Va.

Dear Bill:

A field inspection was made on the above named property on
March 1, 1956 and the field topography is apparently.corect;
however, the land presently being used for a gravel pit had
near vertical banks around its perimiter and there is a
possibility of water ponding in several places.

It" the Board of Zoning Appeals decides to grant this appli­
cation I would recommend that the applicant be required to
slope the banks of the present gravel pit to County require­
ments and to so grade the property to preclude the ponding
of water prior to commencing gravel pit operations on the
site presently applied for. I fUrther recommend that no ex­
cavation be done within fifteen feet of the boundary lines
on all sides of this application except that portion of land
abutting the existing gravel pit. There is a note on the
tOPofraPhy stating, ."Restrictive note-no grading will be done
with n fifteen feet of the property line on all sides" but
the proposed contours indicate that excavations will be made
to the boundary lines on all sides in some places.

I hope this infonnation is satisfactory, please advise if
we can be of any fUrther assistance.

Very truly yours,

(Signed) B. C. RaSlllUssen
Subdivision Design Engineer "

This is an extremely hilly piece of ground Mr. Moncure pointed out, which

will be leveled by the taking of the gravel and can then be developed sati

factortly. There is a pit presently operating adjoining this property

which was started be.fore the present regulations covering gravel pits was

adopted. The requested pit, however, will come under the new regulations

and will XllOt meet all requirements and at the same time they will "voluntar y
r

grade the presently operating pit in accordance with the present regula-

tions,which in itself', Mr. Moncure explained, will be an advantage to the

area.

Mr. Moncure also stated that most of the gravel trucks will leave the pro_

perty going south, which will not interfere with development in other

directions. These operations will be located about 300 or 400 .feet from.

houses to the north.

I
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Mr. Robinson told the Board that he had bought this land for the purpose

of using the sand and gravel a8 he had been operating on the Johnson and L(1 '1
Gibson tracts_ This property, however, has not yet been worked. The other

two tracts were in operation before the new gravel pit regulations and caul

continue under the old regulations which would give the County no control

over the cDmitteD. of the land after operations are complete. He will now

operate the entire area under the new and more restrictive regulations.

Mr. Robinson agreed that he would meet all the requirements listed out in

Mr. Rasmussen's letter - except he would prefer - in the case of the pro­

perty which borders on the Southern Railroad, where there is a 40 foot drop

to grade off closer to the line than 15 feet. In so grading it would reduc

the sharp drop and leave a much less hazardoUs approach to the railroad, a

also oontrol erosion. With the 40 root droP to the railroad to the east a

a swale to the north, Mr. Robinson suggested that this property would be

left in an isolated plateau if it were not leveled - as he plans to do.

Mr. Robinson stated that it is a known faot that sand and gravel is fast

d~inish1ng in the County, and if it beoomes necessary to haul sand and gra 1

from other oounties it will result in higher prices to the consumer for can

crete. Therefore, he thought it a matter of economics that all County grav

should be used. The most important natural resource of the County is sand

and gravel, Mr. Robinson pointed out. It is a valuable resource and especi

ally important to the great program of development being carried on. Grant

ing this application will serve two important factors, Mr. Robinson contend

it will utilize the gravel and put this hilly ground in shape for good de­

velopment, taking care of hazardous slopes and proper drainage to control

erosion. He thought they would be about two years in the operations.

Mr. Hassan spote in opposition. While he has no wish to hold up progress

in the County, nor to restrict the use of the Countyts natural resources,

Mr. Hassan said - and while Mr. Robinsont s agreement to lea". the entire

gravel pit area in accordance with County restrictions, are good - still

he thought the operation would be a nuisanoe, unsightly and dangerous. The

entranoe road is narrow and hazardous. In order to assure proper handling

of the operations, Mr. Hassan suggested weekly inspOctions by the Qounty.

Mr. Mooreland told the Board that the Ordinance is not written so the Count

can do that _ such inspections would require an amendment to the Ordinance.

Mr. Hassan called attention to the present pit - where hazardous conditions

exist. Mr. Hassan also stated that the present location was erroneously ad

vertised. He thought had the notice been correct, many people would have

been present in protest.

It was brought out that the gravel pit on part of this area waS in opera­

tion when Mr. Hassan bought his property for deVelopment - not this parti­

cular area in question, however.

Mr. Verlin Smith suggested that the Board view the property.
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Mr. Hassan said he would not object if he could be assured that the pnpert

would be handled without hazard and that the area will be protected.

Mr. Robinson recalled that his family had been in business in Fairfax Count

for over 100 years, and he h1msel£ had been operating in the County .for 50

years. He stated that he had no wish to do anything detrimental to any are

of the County and that he would do everything reasonable to render his

operations sate. He asked the Board to act at this meeting, if they found

it at all possible.

Mr. MOncure pointed out that the fact of the old pit, which is in opera­

tion, being handled under the new restrictions and the fact that the entire

area will be leveled and put in shape for a good development, he believed

everyone would benefit. The land will be more valuable to the County, the

present hazards will be eliminated, and the land wUl be put in shape for

good development.

Mr. VerI in Smith agreed that the banks bordering the railroad should be

graded closer than the 15 foot restriction - as a safety measure and to .

prevent erosion.

Mr. Kogod, who is developing in the tract adjacent to the property in

question, asked about the direction of the outgoing trucka. Mr. Robinson

said most of their contracta would take them to the south - however, they

would probably have a few deliveries 1n other directions. Mr. Kogod said

he was particularly concerned that the home owners in his development waul

not be adversely affected. He thought this should be a strong considera­

tion in the Board's decision.

It was alsO brought out that the gravel pit operations in the area were

being carried on when Mr. Kogod purchased his property for development.

Mr. Robinson agreed that ifOthe trucks break up the roads he would see

that they are put in good condition.

Mr. Verlin Smith moved to grant the application provided the applicant

meets the conditions outlined in the letter dated March 27th, 1956, signed

by B. C. Rasmussen, Subdivision Design Engineer; this is granted to the

applicant only for a period not to exceed two years, and. the operations

shall be carried on in accordance with plat submitted by C. J~ Cross, CE.

and Land Surveyor, dated November 23, 1955, with special reference to Re­

strictive Note which states that no grading will be done within 15 feet ot

all sides but that the Board ,grants the operator of this application the

right to grade the area between the property in question and the RF&.P Rail

way in conformity with the adjacent area.

Seconded, J. B. Smith

Carried, unanimously.
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BANKS & LEE, to permit dwelling to remain as erected 34.50 feet from Hillv!

Avenue, Lot 13, Block 9, Section 18, Virginia H11ls, Lee District. (Sub. Res

Mr. Victor Ghent represented the applicant. The house was staked out corree 1y

Mr. Ghent told the Board, but during preparation for construction either the

stakes were moved or they measured from the wrong stakes. They did not fin

this mistake until the excavation had been completed. The stakes were then

changed to what they thought was the original location, and they continued

on that basis. It was noted that the building was swung to an angle which

placed three corners of the building in violation. Mr. Ghent pointed out

that this encroachment would not be noticeable because the houses in this

area are staggered in setback to some extent and it would not create a

hazard. as the house is on a dead end street, ,which will probably never be

put through as it runs into development in Virginia Hills. Also there is a

25 foot bank along on the Virginie HUls property which would not make it

feasible to connect with this adjoining section.

Normally they check the house location at the first floor joists, Mr. Ghent

said, but this is a different type house with the basement entrance in f'ron

Considerable construction had been done before the checking. It would ther

f'ore be more expensive to move than the usual house. For this reason they

came f'or the variance rather than to attempt to move the construction. Mr.

Ghent estimated that it would cost about $2000 to move the building. Con­

struction has been stopped.

They have built .bout 700 houae's in the area, Mr. Ghent told the Board,with

very few variances requested. He also pointed out that this will not ad­

versely affect visibiltty as the house is actually 50.22 f'eet from the in~

tersection point of Ronson Drive and Hillview Avenue.

There were no objections rrom the area.

Mr. Verlin Smith moved to grant the application as per plat dated February

24, 1956, signed by C. J. Cross, Certified Land Surveyor, granted because

the building 1s located on a corner lot and is set back from Ronson Drive

50.22 feet, therefore creating no hazard from the standpoint of limiting

visibility at the interesection and this does not appear to adversely afrea

neighboring property and the houses on Hillview Avenue are located With a

staggered setback.

Seconded, Mr. J. B. Smith

Carrijd, unanimously.

II
EDITH THOMPSON, to permit erection and operation or a motel on two acres or

land with JIJ foet frontage on Lee Highway (14 units) on north side of Lee

Highway acrOSs from Pleasant Acres Tourist Court, Centreville Diet. (Agric..)

This is actually a renewal of a request for this motel which was granted by

the Board in February 1952 - but which ehe was unable to start at that time

Mrs. Thompson told the Board. This is adjoining the convelescent home whi

ahe owns, Mrs. Thompson explained, therefore there is no obj ection from
neighboring property.

,,"Ool
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• Varlin Smith noted that no recommendation had been received from the

Planning Commission - which is necessary in the grant 1ng of a motel in an L( 1"~
gricultural District. Mr. VerI in Smith therefore moved. that the appllca~10

be re£erred to the Planning Commission for their recommendation and to take

up at the April 10th meeting, if it is possible to have the Com- I
isalon's recommendation by that time. It it is not possible to have the

Planning Commissionts recommendation by that time - Mr. V. Smith moved that

the case be put over to the next following meeting.

Seconded, Mr. Haar

2-Ctd.

I
3- CRESTWOOD CONSTRUCTION CORP., to permit dwellings to remain as erected, Lot

5, Block 60, Section 20, Springfield, 20.58 feet from rear property line and

Lot 9, Block 60, Section 20, Springfield, 21.42 feet from rear property line

Mason District. (Suburban Residence.)

Carl Hellwig represented the applicant. The original plan was to put a

smaller house on these lots, Mr. Hellwig told the Board. but when a change

s made to put in the larger building - :for 80me reason _ the setbacks were

checked. They pushed the house back farther to meet the front and side

neglected to check the rear 8etback line.

• Mooreland said they had received the certified plats on these lots back

in August of 1955 and had approved them - also neglecting to check the rear

setback line. As a result the houses are both too close to the rear line

and it has not appeared feasible to reeubdivide.the lots to clear up this

encroachment, Mr. Hellwjg told the Board.

Mr. Harry A. Finney. owner o:f Lot 7 - immediately to the rear of Lot 5 ­

suggested that a variance would not be necessary if these lots were replotte •

to straighten up the rear line.

• Scariatto. owner of Lot 9, also suggested the re-plotting of the lots.

If there were no available ground. Mr. Scariatto stated that they would make

no objection - but he thought adjustment could very well be made.

It waS asked when Mr. Scariatto and Mr. Finney had seen the plat o:f this

area. They both said - minutes after the time of settlement. They thought

the errors created on these lots would adversely affect th~ saleability ot

their property.

It waS brought out that by granting the variance requested here - it would

clear up the adverse arfedt o:f the encroachment and release any cloud upon

the title, as it was also stated that the property had been conveyed without

this variance having been granted.

Mr. Scariatto suggested that the lit~le open porch on the rear o:f the house

on Lot 9 brought the rei~e:g~~fg§e enough to the rear line to actually

have an adverse afrect on the saleability o£ the house on the rear property.

However, it was brought out that the porch is merely a rear entrance-way. an

I

I

I

the proch was on the house when it was sold.
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Mr. Finney also thought this encroachment would be in conflict with the

deed covenants.

Mr. D. L. Crowson, owner of Lot 5, suggested that there probably was not

sufficient ground to re-plat the property - and correct the error.

Mr. Clay, from the Title Company who handled the transfer or these propertie ,

stated that his Company did not know ot thevlolation until after settle­

ment. His Company would like to clear the error-by the granting ot this re­

quest. If this is resubdlvided, Mr. Clay said, it would probably be all

right but the houses have been sold and resubdivision would be a difficult

and cumberaon process, 8S it would affect mortgages 'with FHA and VA. He

noted that both of the men objecting to this variance had occupied their

houses six months prior to settlement.

Mr. MOoreland said he would like to aee these variances granted as he too

had made an error in not checking the original plats on the rear lines.

Mr. Haar moved that the application be granted in view of the fact that the

error is on the rear property line, which does not appear to seriously aliec

adversely adjoining property; this is granted in accordance with plats sub­

mitted, dated July 27, 1955 signed by H. S. Coursson, showing Lots 5 and 9

both in Section 20, Block 60, Spring.field.

Seconded, Mr. Verlin Smith

Carried, unanimously.

II
C. W. and ELIZABETH STIPE, to permit erection of an addition to restaurant

(existing building too close to U. S. #1) on Southeast side of U. S. #1

Highway, approximately 250 feet east of Forrest Drive (4104 Richmond Hwy.)

Nt. Vernon District. (Rural Business).

Mr. Andrew Clarke represented the applicant. This i8 an old operating re­

staurant, Mr. Clarke told the Board, which was located here before the high­

way was widened, with 20 feet between the building and the hard surfaced ro ­

way. The addition to the restaurant will be on the rear. The sewer line is

in now and Mr. Stipe will be allowed to hook on in May 1956.

Mr. V. Smith moved that the application for the proposed addition as shown

on plat dated April 12, 1955, signed by Wesley N. Ridgeway, be approved pro­

vided the applicant furnish off-atreetparking for all users of the use.

Seconded, Mr. Maar

Carried, unanimously.

I
II
Mr. Stipe said the Highway Department had allowed him to black top the

entire 20 foot strip which will be used to facilitate entrance to his

restaurant, but he will have parking on the side of' the building.

II
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DAVID P. PAGE. to pennit an addition to dwelling 26 feet of __ of street

right-ot-way line, Lots 29 and 30, Fairhill on the Boulevard, on east side

of Fairhill Road, approximately 700 feet south of Lee Highway, Providence

District. (Suburban Residence).

This addition will provide a larger living room, Mrs. Page told the Board,

and a two car garage. The addition will be located behind the present

garage, forming an "Lit. The little temporary structure for the small car

will be taken down and the present garage will be turned into part of the

living room. A garage which will have room for both cars will be located

under the liVing room. The only variance will be on the 34 foot extension

of the living room, which will maintain the same setback as the present

garage

Mr. VerIin Smith moved to grant the application for an extemJion on the

rear of the existing building) not to exceed 34 feet and not to come close

to the property line shown on the plat as land reserved for road than the

existing building and that the temporary shelter on the south side of the

residence shall be removed as per plat presented with the application.

Seconded) Jr. J. B. Smith

Carr led)unanimously.

II
JOHN H. HOWARD) to permit erection of an addition to dwelling 4 feet of

side property line) between Leesburg Pike and Columbia Pike) 400 feet south

of Columbia Pike) Mason District. (Suburban Residence).

Mrs. Howard represented the applicant. This is a request to build a room

on the first floor of their home) Mrs. Howard said, in order that their

child who is ill will not have to climb the stairs, and it would appear

that this is the only location for such a rOom. An addition to the rear

would interfere with the kitchen and bathroom or it would block the liVing

room and it would be difficult to make an entrance into the added room.

Mr. Verlin Smith objected to the 4 foot setback from the side line, recall­

ing that 10 feet is about the closest side setback the Board has granted.

It was noted that a ten foot setback would give only an 8 foot room.

Mrs. Howard said they had tried to purchase more property from Mr. OfShaugh easy

who would not sell) but who did not object to this addition, sod in 'fact Mr

Of Shaughnessy had suggested their coming before the Board for this variance

Mr. Verlin smith sUggested locating the room to the rear with an offset fro

the liVing room, bringing the room out where it would create a less vio-

lation on this side. He suggested deferring this for the How4rds to re-

draw the plans along this line. He thought it might be possible to locate

the room in this manner with a 15 foot setback.

Mrs. Howard said the living room narrowed down at the rear - which might

make this impractical.

There were no objections £rom the area.

I
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Mr. Haar moved to defer the case to the next meeting to give the applicant

the opportunity to submit a new layout which would be more 1n con.formity

With the regulations.

Seconded, Mr. J. B. Smith

Carried, unanimously.

II
WILLIAM C. ALLEN, to permit erection of an addition to dwelling within a
feet of side property line, Lot 7, Block L, Section I-A, Bucknell Manor,

(921 Cavalier Drive), Mt. Vernon District. (Urban Residence).

Mrs. Allen represented the applicant. This addition would be attached to

the house 80 the present roof line can be continued and the room will set

just back of the windows on this side of the house. It will be only two

feet over the restriction line, Mrs. Allen told the Board. Many of the

additions in this subdivision have the flat roof, Mrs. Allen said, but the

had considered. it a much more attractive addition to maintain the pitched of,

which this would enable them to do. They have no garage - the rear part

of this addition will be used for storage.

It was noted that the variance requested is actually on only one corner of

the lot - as the side lot line narrows the lot toward the rear. The drive

way comes into the yard up to this proposed addition which would enable th

applicant to put in a carport in front of the addition without a variance.

Mr. Verlin Smith moved to grant the application as shown on plat dated

February 27th, 1956 With the proposed addition not to come closer to the

side lot line than 8 feet, granted because this does not appear to adverse

affect neighboring property and the closest corner of the addition i8 eigh

feet from the property line.

Seconded, Mr. J. B. Smith

Carried, unanimously.

II
HAROLD K. PARSON, to pennit dwelling to remain as erected 38.5 feet of

street property line and permit carport to remain within 7.5 feet of side

property line and within 37 feet of the street property line, Lot 31,

Section 2, Walhaven, at the intersection of Briarmoor Land and Clames Dr.,

Lee District. (Gazette).

Mr. Parson advised the Board that he had bought this house in 1950. These

violations existed at that time _ although he did not realize it. Now he

wishes to sell and in order to give a clear title it is necessary to clear

up the violations. There is no dwelling on Lot 30 which joins Mr. Parson

on the side.

There were no objections from the area.

The carport, which is in violation is at one end of the lot - settini 7.5

feet from the side line.
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8-Ctd. Mr. Maar moved to grant the application because the violations do not app

to adversely affect neighboring property nor do the violations affect the

view around the corner as the violation at the intersection is only on one

carner or the house.

Seconded, Mr. Verlin Smith

Carried, unanimously.

II

I

I

I

I

I

M. L. BECKNER, JR., to permit erection and operation of a service station

and to pennit pump islands 35 feet of right of way line, southeast side of

#123 adjoining church on the west, Providence District. (Rural Business).

This entire tract of 56,'492 square feet is zoned Rural Business, however,

Mr. Beckner said he would occupy only 16,896 square feet for this use. This

would give 150 foot frontage by approximatelY 130 feet deep. The front of t •

bUilding will be 90 feet from the right of way of Route #123 and tbe reque et d_'*IIIJP!Il"s..

35 foot setback for the pump islands will allow room for the widening of

Route No. 123, Mr. Beckner explained. If. it becomes necessary to move the

pump islands back £arther - there will be suf'ficient room between the island

and the building.

Mr. Beckner located other filling stations in the area with relation to his

proposed station and suggested that it would be well located to serve the

needs in the area. He had discussed his plans with adjoining property owne

and the property owner across the street,none of whom objected.

He thought there might be some objections from individual members o£ the

congregation of the church joining him on one side, but Mr. Beckner said

the official Board of the Church had met - he had met with them explaining

what he planned to do here. The Board voted 14 to 4 indicating no

The members voting to approve this use had stated that they felt a modern

well run service station here would not harm the Church, at least they t

the filling station would be as suitable as any type of business whioh might

go on this property.

Mr. Verlin Smith questioned the applicant's right to split his lot. Mr.

Beckner said he was actually not splitting his lot - that he would not need

more than the 16,896 square feet for this use and therefore bad set this

area off specifically for this use.

Since there is a residence on the property, Mr. VerIin Smith contended that

by taking out this portion of the lot, Mr. Beckner was leaving a piece of

ground which could not meet zoning ordinance requirements of 100 toet front

age, etc .. With this division, Mr. Verlin Smith pointed. out, either piece

o£ property could be sold and the left-over portion would be an illegal lot,

Since it has a residential unit on it. He thought the granting of this ap-

plication should include all of the property.

Mr. Beckner was of the opinion that no difficulty would arise under the pre

sent circumstances and if either piece were sold at a later time - it would

be straightened out at that time.

9-



4~{

I

I

I

I

I

9-Ctd.

10-

11-

NEW CASES - Ctd.

Mr. Verlin- smith alao thought that the plat should show the location o:f all ycg 7
buildings on the property. He felt that he could not vote on this as it

stands - what does this include, Mr. Smith questioned - is it the small

portion of the ground or the entire tract? The application says ~he entire

tract. If it includes the entire tract the buildings should be shown.

Mr. Beckner said he had merely cut off this 16.896 square feet because that

1s all he will need f'or this use - he did not wish to include the entire

tract. Further discussion followed regarding what property was properly in

eluded in the application and the possibility of creating an illegal lot by

this apparent split.

Mr. Haar moved to grant the application because it appears that this would

not adversely affect adjoining property - granted on 16,896 square toot are

and granted in accordance with plat prepared by Joseph Berry, dated March

9, 1956.

Seconded Mr. J. B. Smith

Carried - Mr. Haar, Mr. J. B. Smith and Mr. Brookfield voting for the motio •

Mr. Verl1n smith not votillg.

II
WILLARD G. ROOT, to pennit op.en porch within f'ive feet of' side property

line, Lot 19, Parkhaven, (6711 Glen Carlyn Dr.)Mason Dist.,(Sub. Residence)

This proch is planned to provide more living space for his expanding family

Mr. Root told the Board. It 113 on the shady side of the house. The nelghb rs

on both sides of" him do not object, Mr. Root said. The plan is for a 10 ft

screened porch which will come five feet from the side line.

There were no objections from the area.

The driveway is on the opposite side of the house where a garage could be

located behind the house. There are several additions like this in the sub

division, Mr. Root said, and one of" his neighbors has indicated that he wo d

likely ask for a similar addition.

Mr. Haar moved to grant the application provided the setback from the side

property line is not less than seven feet.

Seconded, Mr. J. B. Smith

Carried _ Mr. Haar. J. B. Smith, Mr. Brookfield voting f"or the motion.

Mr. Verlin Smith voting "no".

II
C. H. FUGATE. to permit erection and operation of a service station and

to permit pump islands 25 f'eet of the street property line on the south

side of #644. approximately 400 feet east of #638. Lee Dist.(Rural Bus.)

Mr. Mooreland told the Board that it would be necessary to defer this case

for 30 days as - through an error in the map - the property was incorrectly

posted.

Mr. Ver1in Smith moved to defer this case for 30 days.

Seconded, Mr. J. B. Smith

Carried 9 unanimously.
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P. B. ARMSTRONG, to pennit an addition to dwelling within 22.5 teet ot the

rear property l1ne, Lot 22, Oak Knoll. (1629 Poplar Drive) Falls"'Church

District. (Urban Residence).

Mr. Taylor represented the applicant. The street on which the property

faces, Mr. Taylor said, runs into a horseshoe curve, and this dwelling is

located at the bow of the curve. The addition will be on the rear of the

house. All other setbacks conform.

There were no objections from the area.

The other houses are located in such a manner that this will not be notice-

able and it will not affect other property adversely, Mr. Taylor pointed ou

Mr. VerIin Smith moved to grant the application because it does not appear

to adversely affect property in the area and this 1s the only reasonable

location on the lot for the addition. This is granted for a 22.5 foot set­

back from the rear property line.

Seconded, Mr. J. B. Smith

Carried, unanimously.

II

I

I

RE:

FROM

DEFERRED CASES

1- DARWIN CONSTRUCTION CO.,to permit a 30 foot setback from street property

line, Lots 36 through 50, Hillside Manor Subdivision, Dranesville Dist.

(Suburban Residence).

Mr. Glen Richard represented the applicant. Fifteen lots are involved in

this application, which was first granted by this Board and later rescinded

for recommendation from the Planning Commission, Mr. Richard recalled.

The following recommendation from the Planning Commission was read:

"March 26,1956

TO THE: Fairfax County Board of Zoning Appeals

Fairfax County Planning Commission

Darwin Construction Corporation - Variance on Lots
in Hillside Manor subdivision

This matter comes before the Board under the provisions of
Section 6-12 (g) which establishes the powers of the Board
relative to variances. This section reads:

'Where, by reason of exceptional topographic con­
ditions of a ~pecific piece of property, or by
reason of other extraordinary and exceptional situ­
ation or condition, the strict application of any
regulation in this chapter would result in peculiar
and exceptional practical diff'icuJ.ties to or ex­
ceptional and undue hardship upon the owner, the
Board shall have power in passing appeals to grant
a variance from such strict application of such re­
gulation, so as to relieve such difficulties or
hardships, proVided such relief may be granted with­
out substantial detriment to the public good and
without impairing~ the general purpose and intent of
the Zoning Map and this chapter••• '

The Commission recommends that the Board grant the application
due to the £act that the lots on this side of the street are at
a depth which will permit the location of the houses 100 feet
more or less from the flood plain area and this will make a
more orderly development if the houses can be located at a 30 foot
setback rather than the required 40 feet.

FAffiFAX COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION
(Signed) H. F. Schumann, Jr. ,Director"

I

I

I
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1- Mr. VerIln Smith stated that he was not in favor of these extensive varianc

Mr. Richard pointed out that in this case by granting the less front set­

back the houses would AS further removed from the flood plains than 1£ the

40 foot setback is observed. It would be impossible, Mr. Richard contended

to draw a set of regulations which when applied everywhere in the County

would not at some point cause -a hardship and that is the reason for setting

up the Board of Appeals, Mr. Richard continued, to put equity and humanity

into the requirements of' the Ordinance where the approach of using equity

and humanity will not be detrimental to an area. This, Mr. Richard contend

is in keeping with the functions of the Board of Appeals and good planning;

it is not taking advantage of the County in any way but rather it is the

function or this Board to grant variances where they are equitable and wher

the intent of the Ordinance is maintained.

Mr. Verlin Smith thought the gran~ o:f wholesale variances was not the

function of this Board as they could easily get out of control.

Mr. Richard noted that the other two cases referred to the Planning Commiss n

have elements in common, all following the intent of the Ordinance. He tho t

that has only one of the cases come before the Board at one meeting it waul

have been granted. The fact of the three cases would make it appear ­

wholesale variances.

Mr. Verlin Smith recalled that the Board had been criticized in the past by

the Planning Commission and other offices for granting extensive variances

and in efrect amending the Ordinance, however, Mr. Verlin Smith made the

following motion: In view of the Planning Commissions recommendation, dated

March 26th, 1956, signed by Mr. H. F. Schumann that this be granted for a

variance on setbacks from 40 feet to 30 feet on lots No. 36 through 50,

Hillside Manor Subdivision, as shown on plat dated January 28, 1955 by P. R

Rupert, Certi:fied Land Surveyor, he would move to grant the application und

Section 6-12 (g) of the Ordinance because it meets the requirements of that

Section relating to topographic conditions and because this can be granted

without substantial detriment to the pUblic good.

Seconded, Mr. J. B. Smith

Carried, unanimously.

I

I

I

2-

II
VERNON M. LYNCH, to permit erection of stores 10 :feet :from side property

line, located at the southeast corner #644 and #617, Mason Dist.(Gen. Bus.)

Mr. Lynch's case was deferred for presentation of plats which would show th

location of the proposed building on the property. Mr. Lynch presented his

plats which met with the approval of the plats.

Mr. Verlin Smith moved to grant the application as shown on plat dated June

14. 1955 and revised January 19,1956 and March 15.1956, signed by R. M. Lyn h,

Certified Surveyor.

Seconded, Mr. Haar

II

Carried, unanimously.
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WALDRON L. ADAMS, to permit a trailer park with 9 trailer sites on 4 acres

of land, located on east side of II, approximately 700 .leet aouth #626, Nt.

Vernon District. (Rural Business)

Mr. Bauknight represented the applicant. This case was deferred .lor signed

plats and a typical lot plan showing the location of the trailer and the 20

.loot gravel parking space on the lot ror the occupant, Mr. Bauknight told

the Board. It was referred to the Fire authorities for written approval.

(Mr. Mooreland said he had that written approval from Mr. Willis Burton,

Fire Marshall - which he would file with this case).

Mr. Bauknight presented the signed plats and the typical lot - both of whi

were satisfactory to the Board.

There were no objections from the area.

Mr. VerIin Smith moved to grant the appllca~tlon as shown on plat dated Mar

26,1956 signed by Darrell E. Rodgers, Certitied Land Surveyor, plat showing

trailer lots in question, the roadways and the plot plan showing the typica

lot with trailer and car location plot plan.

I

I

Seconded, Mr. Haar.

II

Carried, unanimouslY

4- REYNOLDS CONSTRUCTION CORP., to permit erection of dwelli~gs 25 feet of

street right of way line, Lots 7 through 12, inclusive, Section 4, Golf

Club Manors, Dranesville District. (Suburban Residence).

Mr. Browninger represented the applicant. This case was also referred to

the Planning Commission for recommendation and advice. The Planning Com­

mission recommendation was read:

I

TO THE:

FROM THE:

RE:

"March 26,1956

Fairfax County Board of Zoning Appeals

Fairfax County Planning Commission

Reynolds Construction Corp. - Variance on lots located
in Hillside Manor Subdivision.

This matter comes before the Board under the provisions of Section 6-12 (g)
which establishes the powers of the Board relative to variances. This
Section reads:

'Where, by reason of e.ceptional topographic conditions of a specific
piece of property, or by reason of other extradordinary and ex­
ceptional situation or condition, the strict application of any
regulation in this chapter would result in peculiar and exceptional I
practical difficulties to or exceptional and undue hardship upon
the owner, the Board shall have power in passing appeals to grant
a variance from such strict application of such regulation, so as
to relieve such difficulties or hardships, provided such relief
may be granted without substantial detriment to the public good
and without impairing the general purpose and intent of the Zoning
Map and this chapter... '

The Planning Commission recommends that the Board grant the application fa I
a )0 foot setback rather than the 25 foot setback requested due to the tarr in
of the area on which the Commission believes a more orderly development ca .
take place with a less setback. Also this will conform to the setback of t e
lots in Arlington County.

FAIRFAX COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION

(Signed) H. F. Schumann, Jr.,Director'
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Mr. Browninger said he had nothing further to say unless the members of the

Board had questions ~or him.

Mr. Haar moved to grant the application in accordance with recommendations

from the Planning Commission which call for a )0 foot setback instead of 25

foot as requested.

4:::11.
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Seconded, Mr. J. B. Smith

II
Carried, unanimously.

I

I

I
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5- MANUEL MILLER, to permit building to be built closer to zone line than alIa ad

by the Ordinance, Lots 2 and J, Henry Williams Estate, southerly side #244

approximately 450 feet southwest of #7, Mason District. (General Business).

This case had been deferred for decision on the rezoning request which was

before the Board of Supervisors. The rezoning was granted, Mr. Miller

stated. Mr. Miller had asked extension of the business zoning beyond the

200 foot depth, as this property is located in a generally business area a

the 200 foot depth is not sufficient on which to locate a good sizes busin s.

He felt that other property adjoining him would also request and be grante

business zoning to the rear and for that reason he was not in any way affe

ing the joining property adversely. The rear property (his and that adjoi

i08) has no outlet to the rear and is therefo~ dependent upon access to

Columbia Pike on which the business frontage faces. On the tront of his

property for a 200 foot depth, Mr. Miller called attention to the fact tha

he can build up to his property line because the property joining is zoned

for business. Beyond the 200 foot depth the adjoining property is in resi

dential classification - therefore he would be obliged to meet the residen al

setback. He is asking for the variance that he may continue his building

on along the line rather than jogging it within his property to meet the

residential setback.

In answer to a request for his opinion, Mr. Mooreland said he thoug1't; this

was a justifiable request.

Mr. Mill-er showed renderings of his proposed business which would contain

offices in the front and a large warehouse joining it in the rear. They

will have sufficient space for parking in .the front, side and on the, rear 0

the building. This will be a kitchen equipment business.

Mr. Frederick Grose, the owner of adjacent property, which property would e

affected by the variance, stated that while he was not actually objecting

to this. He felt that with his narrow strip of land, if he should want to

sell, the building being located on the line would be detrimental to hie

property. He thought an eight foot setback would b. more satisfactory.

It was suggested that if Mra Gross sold the purchaser would certainly re­

quest a rezoning on this rear property. Mr. Gross said that might be 80,

but that he had no intention of selling now and he did not expect to ask

for a rezoning. He has a home on the property which he has recently re­

modeled and he could not afford to sell at what would probably be a de­

preciated price as he had no other place to live. If he sold the front
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art of his property which has business zoning, the rear part would have ,no

ceess.

I

I

I

I

I

• Mooreland pointed out that the property was not really residential prope ty,

hat since the surrounding area 1s potential business property, the taxes

uld in time make it impossible for Mr. Gross to live there. He thought it

ar more reasonable to allow the business to go in as planned, and in the

ture either ask for a rezoning on the rear area and sell the entire tract,

some purchaser who will want it for business purposes.

VerI in Smith thought this business would encourage a business zoning on

Gross property.

Miller said he had discussed this whole case with Mr. Gross, explaining

o him exactly what he wished to do and how,he thought it would affect Mr.

Gross' property and at the hearing before the Board of Supervisors for this

ezoning; Mr. Gross had not objected - but it appeared that he (Mr. GroBs)

s since that time been adVised by someonelse. He said he had no wish what

ever to work any hardship on Mr. Gross, but he honestly felt that this would

thing for him - in that his property probably could more easily be

business and therefore bring a,higher price when he wished to sell

• Miller thought it very impractical to locate his building eight feet

property line; as it would provide a place for trash and would des­

plan of his building. He thought his present action would act as a

stone to Mr. GrossI rezoning.

• Gross thOUght that since he has the business frontage he could some day

and move to the rear of his property which is residential - and at that

adversely affected. It was brought out that this rear area

uld not be a legal lot as it would have no access to a road.

discussed this further with both Mr. and Mrs. Gross in an attempt

a show Mr. Gross the future possibilities of his property - whereby with th

rowing taxes he would not wish to live there and the potential sale value

of his property would be greatly increased rather than depreciated.

• Verlin Smith thought that not to grant this would actually be harmful to

both Mr. Gross and to Mr. 'Miller. A jog in the building to meet the g foot

setback suggested by Mr. Gross would merely result in a trash collector

pocket and the location of this building would certainly put Mr. Gross in a

position to request business zoning - which in turn would give him a better

price when he sells his own property.

• Smith said he would not vote for this if he thought it would harm Mr.

ross in any way, but he thought it would actually be helpfUl.

• VerIin Smith moved to grant the application because it would not appear

to affect adversely neighboring property, and it seems to be a logical use

for the property and it is agreed that the applicant shall furnish off-stree

parking for all users of the use.

Seconded, Mr. J. B. Smith Carried, unanimously.

I
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Mr. Miller commended the Board for their careful analysis of his situation

and for their fairness in dealing with cases brought be:fore them.

II

I

I

I

I

I

REGOR, INC., to permit erection of dwellings 30 feet from the street right

of way lines, Lots 1 through 16 inclusive, Block 39, Section 14, North Spri ­

field and Lots 24 through 36 inclusive, Block 9, Section 14, North Spring­

!'ield, Mason District. (Suburban Residence).

The Planning Commission had asked that this be deferred ror two weeks.

Mr. Verlln Smith so moved

Seconded, Mr. Haar

Carried, unanimously.

II
C. &: P. TELEPHONE COMPANY OF VIRGINIA, to pennit erection and operation o£

telephone exchange on south side #123. 500 foot oast of #694 on 2.949 acros

of land, Dranesville District. (Suburban Residence).

The following motion was made regarding disposition of this case which had

been deferred for two weeks:

Mr. Haar moved that owing to the absence of Judge Hamel. who is familiar

with the community. the case of the C. & P. Telephone Company be continued

until a meeting can be arranged with all members of the Board present.

Seconded, Mr. J. B. Smi~h

Carried, unanimously

II
The meeting adjourned




