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.people living in the ares - and that it will add a very interesting feature

‘NEW CASES = Ctd.,

1t has & wide setback, the property will be well scresned from the highway,
Jand they have provided parking space for 150 cars exclusive of the Club
parking. This is a project that can be granted, Mr. Gasson contended, withs
out in any way adversely affecting neighboring property owners nor will it
adversely affect the general purpose and intent of the Zoning Ordinance.
hHr. Drexel, owner of the Fairfax Club, pointed out that the people living
in the area are very desirous of keeping the golf club - they prefer the Clup
to further development of homes. Their plan is, Mr. Drexel continued, to
develop homes around the golf course and on property adjacent and they hope

poel. He agreed with Mr. Gasson's statements that this will be an asset to

in the sale of the property they wish to develop into homes,
There wera no objections from the area, .

Mr. V. Smith noted that the plot Plan did not show the extent of the property
to be used for the peol nor the area to be used for parking and there is no

approval of ingress and egress fmﬁ the Department of Public Works.

Mr. Drexel stated that he had discussed this with the Depa;-tment. of Public
orks and had been told that they had no Jurisdiétion in this. Mr, Drexsl
also pointed out that this property will be screened from the highway and
will be attractively fenced. .

Mr. V, Smith agreed that this apﬁearsd to be & very fine thing - but he
a,_uﬁred Mr. Drexel that the Board must have an accurate plat before granting]
the project. .
Mr, T, Barnes moved to defer the case - putting it at the bottom of the list
(Mr. Hollaud- haa indicated ﬁhat the proper plats could be presented before
the day is over].

ISeconded, J. B. Smith

Carried, unanimously.

/!

The Board adjourned for lunch

Upon reéonvéniug the Beard Chairman called the first case:

DEFERRED CASES: '

NATALIE J. & C. ARTHUR FOWLER ~ which case had been withdrawn by letter
from Mr. Fowler.

// o

JULIUS PRUSS, to permit erection of one sign with greater area than allowad
by the Ordinance (84 aquare feet), 3. W. corner of Arlington Boulevard and
|Sleopy Hollow Road, Falls Church District. {General Business). |
This case was deferred for complete plot plans = which Mr. Pruss had pre-
sented to the Zoning Office.

This is an extreme hadship case, Mr. Pruss told the Board, resulting from
the work on the Seven Corners underpass which, along with his sign which
blew down, has reduced his tourist trade by about 50%. The original sign

that the golf club may some day be a community project as well as the swimmihg
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DEFERRED CASES - Ctd.
2-Ctd. |was on top of his building.
Mrs. Henderson suggested locating the sign at the edge of the ofﬂce deor -] l{ 3 o
instead of in the flower garden - as shown en the plot plan. Mr. Pruss |
thought that would not give satisfactory visibility for those approaching =
before they go into the underpass. Those are the pecple they wish to rsach| l
Mr. Frues said. ' : '
Mr, V. Smith suggested that even if the sign were located in the flower bed }~
it would hardly attract people before entering the underpase. Alsc if oth
business were to put their signa in a aimilar location it would ol;st.ruct hi

view, Mr. Smith observed. I
Mr. V. Smith recalled that this highway is to be considered a part of the
interstate highway system, and they do not permit signs on the property lind -
as proposed in this case. ‘

Mr. Kinder volunteered the information that this restriction refers to new
highways in which the Federal Government is cooperating in p&yment = thege
are partially nation wide super highways. Mr, V. Smith stated that thia
highway is to be part of that system, and questioned if thia sigh should bo
granted on that basis.

Mr. Pruss again streased his need for this sign, saying that they ars not
usually subject to a great let-down in winter, that ocecupancy seldom dropg
below 50%. Since the sign has been down - occupancy has dropped to 20’. He
felt that the sign is his main protection to his investment, ' l
Mrs. Henderson asked if the sign at the corner of the building wouldn't. havy »
‘sbout the same result as the sign on top of the building. Mr. Pruss thoughy
1t would. ' o S
Mr. V. Smith read¢ from the Bocca Code where it states that no sign'sba.li bhe
located closer to the right of way of a street than the building setback lige.
At this point Mr. Brookfield left the room, and Mr. V. Smith took the thir
There were no objections from the area.

Mrs. Henderson also suggested that Mr, Pruss remove one of the signs on the
building ~ the one acroas the front nearest the Arlingﬁon Boulevard right"o !
way. Mr. Pruss agreed to that. Also Mra. Henderson suggested removing the
round sign in the northeasterly corner of the pfoperty, which is located
near the right of way of Arlington Boulevard. Mr: Pruss also agreed'té l
that - saying he would remove all octher signs on his property except that

granted by the Board.

Another sign to the sast of the building near the right of way of Arlington
Boulevard was discussed. This, Mr. Pruss said, must belong to the repair . .
garage -~ it was not on his property. . ; l
Mrs. Henderson moved that the appiication be granted with the provision tha}
the sign be located at the northwest corner of the building on the Boulev_ |
side of the office door adjacent to the building instead of in the flower
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| DEFERRED CASES - Ctd.

‘This case was deferred for further information regarding the Holmes Run Parid-

‘|1lenéa of highway.

garden as indicated on the plat and provided that the applicant remove the
sign "MOTEL" across the front of the building (the part of the btuilding
nearest Arlington Boulevard) and alsc that the applicant shall remove the
circular sign which is located to the east of the building in the northeast
corner of the property near Arlington Boulevard. This is granted as per p
dated January 14, 1957 and plat dated February 1957 by Delashmutt Associat
Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes

Carried - Mrs. Henderson, J. B. Smith and T, Barnes voting for_ the motion.
Mr. V. Smith not voting because the plot plan is not certified and the plat
doea not show how many signs are on the property, and the Board has not Se
sufficiently advised as t'o the uses on the property.

//

PARKLAWN CIVIC ASSOCIATION, to permit erection and operation of a community
swimaing pool, bath house and accessoryrbuild.ings thereto, Parcel C, Sectior
3, Parklawn{270 feet east of rear of Lot 56, Block T, Section 3, Parklawn),
Mason District. (Suburban Residence-Clasa II),

way and for recommendation from the Flanning Commission. Mr. Schumann read
R aoe migne s meveing. "the  Conmias o savinred a detatled
drawing prepared by the City of Alexandria shc;wing the proposal of a parkwa#
facility in the Holmes Run Valley. To date determination has not been made
as to the feasibility of the extension of this proposal into Fairfax County,
80 as to make connection with Columbia Pike. The Commisaion recommends thaf
this application be granted as it is the belief of the Commission that in
the overall plan for the Parloway, which is probably in the far distant futude
the development of this project would have an insignificant affect.”
Mr'. Schumann showed the detailed drawings received from Alexandria indicating
the route of the proposed Parkway through Alexandria - up to the Fairfax
éounty boundary line, the stream bed, the rights of way which have been de~
dicat.ed, the portions of the road which have been built and those proposed
to be built. It was noted that Alaxandria has already acquired about 25
acres of right of way. Mr. Phil Hall hadmade the statement, Mr. Schumann
told the Board, that the lanes would be on both side of the Run. However,
Mr. Schumann explained that no studies of continuation of this Parlway into
Fairfax County have been made.

of the Highway. Mr. Schumann said there would probably be some conflict -

Mr. V. Smith asked if the granting of this project would hinder the progrosl
t

the Commission had felt that when the Highway becomes a fepsible thing -
this swimming pool would be an unimportant hinderance.

Mr. Keith from the Parklawn Association called attention to the fact that 111
would be 100 feet from the centerline of the atream to one corner of the

permanent structure they are planning, which would leave room for the two
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DEFERRBD CASES - Ctd.

There were no objections from tha arsa.

Mr. Brookfield returned and took the Chairmanship. ‘

Mrs. Henderson moved that the application of the Parklawn Civic Association
for erection of a commnity swimming pool be granted, according to the plat
presented with the case - plat prepared for Mace Properties, by Pierre Chen s

dated August 22, 1956. This is granted in view of the Planning Commission!
recommendation and is subject to the applicant conforming to the regulatio
of the existing Ordinance and with any subsequent swimming pool ordinance
that may be adopted by the County in connection with swimming pools.
Seconded, J.B. Smith .

For the motion: Henderson, J. B. Smith, T, Barnes, Brookfield.

Mr. V, Smith voted ™no"

Motlon carried,

//

JOHN GIBSON, to p_émit. 2 signs to be erected with an ares of approximitely
265 square fest, lots 2 and 3, Luther A. Gilliam property (west side U. S.
#1, 340 feet north of intersection of #628), Lee District. (Rural Busineas).

Mr. Howard Smith, Jr. represented the applicaint. This case was deferred hﬂ

the appliéant. to consider reducing the size of the sign. -
Mr. Smith recalled the important points of his application - that ‘this is
8 national chain of restaurants and the sign which they propose to use is
their trade mark, which is used throughout the Country, and they consider -
an important means of advertising. ) '

The building will cost about $40,000, they will employ 22 persons, and the
business will gross in the neighborhood of a guqrter of a million dollars
per year. This sign will be on two lots - each of which have 100 foot fan-
age, Mr. Smith pointed out. _ _ )
The building will be set back about 60 feet from the property line and it
will be necessary to have the one sign out on the Property néar the right
of way in order to call attention to the business. North of this property
is the Texdce:filling atation which has many signs on the property and one
sign on top of the building - all of which tend to shield this property.
To the south is a non=conforming busfneasa which building is set close to
the right of way. Because of the curve in the road - that building also '
obscures the view for people coming from the scuth. Since this business is
dependent upon the trac'la mark sign, Mr. Smith explained that the Company
feel that without this sign it would be impossible to locate their business
on this property.

As to the suggestion that the copy on the sign be reduced, Mr. Smith ex-
plained that it is the feeling of the company that each statement on the s
is necessary in order to properly advertise the restaurant and since this

is their only means of advertising it is their fesling that the sign must
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|é¢rive=in trade, the sign on the building will be practically useless for

' the b}zuiness.

Jjare: not concerned with setbacka.

"DEFERRED CASES - Ctd,

remain intact and that it must be prominently located. However, the area
of the sign has been reduced to 150 square feet. If the Board does not see
its way clear to grant the sign as revised near the right of way it will be
necessary for this company to locate in either Arlington or Maryland. Sine
the building is necessarily located back 60 feet in order to accommodate thj

motorists on the highway. This sign will be practically the life-blood of

Mr, Smith showed the revised drawing of the sign indieating distance
vieibility of the various sises of lettering.

Reading from the Bocca Code, Mr. V. Smith stated that in asccordance with
that Code the Board could not grant a sign located closer to the right of
way than the building setback line. In this case it would meen 8 50 foot
setback. Since the applicant would have to get a permit from the building
inspectors office - it would be in conflict with that office to grant the
sign closer to the right of way, Mr. V. Smith continued.

Mr. Howard Smith thought this Board could grant the variance under Section
6-15.

Mr. Kinder again discussed the relative location of the Texaco building;.the
fact that locating this sign on the building would obscure vision; the fact
of the great need for this sign to attract the tourist trade as a commmicath
ing force between the public and McDonalds; alsc that since this is a high
speed area the sign must be immediately visible = or people will not stop;
the highly competitive restaursant busineas must tell its story completely
and quickly. With the Texaco signs on the north and the close-to=the-roadwdy
building on the south the building sign would be of littls value, Mr, Kinder
concluded. The only way they can locate in this area, Mr, Kinder said, is
that they have adequate aign both as to size and location, '

Mr. Mooreland told the Board that he had talked with the Assistant Building
Inspector who told him that the only thing they require in the granting of
sign permits is that the sign be constructed in a safe manner - that they

Mr. Mooreland also reminded the Board that if certain restrictions are not
spelled out in the Zoning Ordinance - the Board has no right to grant cases
placing restrictions - which the Zoning Office cannot police - restrictions
which are in other Ordinances.

Mr. V.. émith thought it a rediculous situation to grant variances which are
in conflict with another ordinance.

At this point it was discovered that the sign restrictions which the Board
had been quoting from the Bocca Code have been deleted from that ordinance,

SO0
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DEFERRED CASES - Ctd.

Therefore, Mr. V. Smith moved that the application be granted as shown on
sketch submitted February 26, 1957 initialed VWS and to be located as shown
on plot plan lay-out drawn for John Gibson, prepared by I. S. Perter and
Sons, dated Pebruary 6, 1957 - granted so that the lettering and the insign
{the trade mark including 15¢) does not exceed 150 square feet in area and
the height of the posta supporting the sign shall not be less ﬁhan 9 feet,
The sign shall be so located so that going in a northerly direction the 15¢
on the sign shall be visible for a distance of approximately 1300 feet.
This because of the location of the Taxaco station - immediately south of
the property in question. Howaisr, the sign shall not be located closer ﬁé
the right of way of U. S. #1 than 10 feet. This is granted because it does
not appear to affect adversely the use of neighboring property and to adherdq
to the strict application of the Zonirg Ordinance would iork a harﬁéhip én'
the applicant,

Since there was confusion regarding the location of the Texaco building -
which Mr. V. Smith had thought was to the south of this propérty - Mr, ¥,
Smith withdrew his motioz. It was brought out that the Texaco bullding is
to the north and is set back LO feet from the right of way. The building tof
the south of this property ias non=conforming and is cleser to the i'ight of I
way. It is the signs on the Texaco property which obscure their view, Mr.
Howard Smith pointed out, and the building to the south - which is too closl
to the right of way - also blocks the view.
Mr. V. Smith made the following motion:
That the application be.grantad as shown on plot plan layout for John'Gibso:;
prepared by Irwin 3. Porter and Sons, dated February 6, 1957 aﬁd as shown
on sketch of the proposed sign dated February 26, 1957 ;ﬁitialed V.W.8.;
provided the entire sign exclusive of the posts shall not exceed 150 aquare
feet in area and that there shall be a clearance between the ground and the
aign proper of at least 9 feet. Alsc provided that the asign shall be located
a distance from the right of way of U. 8. Highway #1 so it will be visible
for a distance of 1300 feet north of the sign, as shown on plot plan dated
February 6, 1957, but no closer than 10 feet to the right of way of U. 8. #§
It is the intention of this motion to locate the sign the maximum distance
foff of U, 8, #1 and still make the 15¢ visible for 1300 feet north of the
sign. This is granted because it appears that it will not affect adversely
the use of neighboring property and it would be a hardship on the applicant.
to adhere to the strict application of the Ordinance.
beconded, Mr., T. Barnes

Carried, unanimcusly

//
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“Youtlined in heavy blue lines with distances indicated by feet plul and m:l.nua,

) or the pool, of any axiating or later adopted ordinance governing swiming

FAIRFAI COUNTY CLUB was taken up:

TMT. Holland and Mr. Drexel were present with the revised plats requested by
the Board. The plats showed the distance of the existing building from the
right of way of Route #237, a 5 foot fence, the distance of the fool ffom
the right of way, the area to be utilized by this project, and parking for
150 cars. The facilities will take care of a membership of 350,

They will partition off one wing of the existing building for the bathhouse,
TMr. Drexel pointed cut - they have all sanitary facilities in this x;ooin sinci
it has been used for locker and shower rcom for the Golf Club. This Hill
comply with all health requirements. Sanitary facilities have besn dis- ’
cussed with Dr. Kennedy. This porticn of the bullding comes within 38 feet
of the right‘ of way of Route #237 - which encroachment was caused by the
widening of Route #237. However, Mr, Mooreland stated that this building
was existing be.fora the Ordinance and is therefore non-conforming in locatioT.
It was properly set back before the widening of Route #237. _

Mr. V. Smith noted that the sketch presented was not an accurate survey -
that the distances are shown 111 plus and minus markings. Mr. Drexel noted
that. the plat does not vary more than about 3% and it is correct in all the
important details. . |

Mr. V. Smith moved to grant th-e np-plicat.ion'a.s shown on pla.t; titled 'Fropos
location of swimming pool - Fairfax Country Club Estates" dated February l20,
1957 and revised and signéd by Edward S. Holland, February 26th, 1957. ns}.

which was referred to in the d:l.scuuaion of the application. This shall be
graoted subject to the approval of the Department of Public Works for ingre

and egress to Route #237 and the applicant ahall provide parking for all useps
of the use. Also this shall be subject to the approval, except for locatio

poola.

Mr. Schumann suggested that the approval of ingress and egress ﬁs not;
necessarily the function of the Department of Public Woﬂ:a = that their
approvai would reach only to adequate drainage. The approval of ingreas an
egrésa, he considered 1:.6 be t.‘he feapoﬁsibilit-y oi‘ the Zoning Administrator.
IMr, V. Smith Vwit.hdrmr his motion and moved that this case be deferred for
distussion with the Planning Commission, the Board of Supervisors, and the
Department.‘of Public Works, and for further study by the Board.

A lengthy discusaion followed regarding responsibility for proper entrance
fand exit to this property - Mr. V. Smith assuring the Board that he had no
desire to take any responsibility away from the Zoning Administrator -
which was rightfully his ~ but ir his opinion too many inadequate entrances
have beeﬁ granted in the past = and since this could be a very hazardous
condition here if not properly handled - his only thought was to have full
raasurance that the highway will be protected and that visibility will be
sufficient.
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7-Ctds ]It was brought out that the Public Works Department have jurisdiction omly
at intersecting streets - not in case of the entrence of a private drivﬁny C{ 3 C’
to the road,.

Ingress and egress standards were discussed - who has such standards and
who enforces them. . _ l
Mr, Holland explained that the Public Works have standards conring inter- '
secting streets in subdivisions - this he noted is not a subdivision. How-
ever, Mr, Holland explained, in order for a private driveway to enter upon _
the highway the individual must have a permit for that entry. Alsc an exjs&-

ing driveway entering the highway cannot be changed without a permit from . I
the Highwiy Department. That would require Mr. Drexel to get that permit 4
this case. Therefors, Mr. Holland continued, this entry way will come undei
the Highway Department rather than the Public Works Department. {This wo}lld
require a bondéd permit, Mr, Holland noted}. '

Mr. V. Smith stated that in his opinion the State Highway Department have
granted many entrances to highways which are unsafe - he felt that the Board
had a reaponsibility to the people of the County assure safe entrance hére..
With parking for 150 cars - this could cause a very hasardons situat.ion, Mr,
Smith continued, without adequate control.

It was agreed that the Zoning Administrator had the authority to require
adsquate protection = not by set rules, but Mr. Schumann thought tﬁia oould
be worked out satisfactorily with th; applicant. He _auggeated that the ‘ I
entrance should have 300 foet visibility. ' '
Mr, V. Smith reinstated his motion with the amendment that instead of .appmﬁl
of the Public Works Department - approval by the Zoning Administrater e.ncli
that there be a site distance visibility not less than 300 fest from the ind
tersection from the driveway and the right of way of Route #237. This is
granted because it conforma to the requirements of Section 6=12=2=f-2 a;_l:.c.
Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes

Carried, unanimously.

/

5-Ctd, [|SPRINGFIELD ESTATES COMPANY,

Mr. Ed Holland came before the Board on behalf of his application on Lot 9,
Springfield Estates and Lot 1, Block 1k ~- the latter was denied earlier in I
the day. Lot 9 had originally been deferred - withdrawn, and later refused ' ‘
under request by Mr. Schumann who brought the case before the Boa':d'when' 'h.a
found that his advice in the withdrawl of the case was in error. The Board
had reinstated consideration of Lot 9. '

Mr. Holland made an earnest plea to the Board to reconsider these two cases l l
favorably. He detalled the circumstances surrounding the mistaken location
of the two houses - stating that while it was done by one of his employees -
he felt himself legally responsible and bound to rectify the mistake by
moving the houses if the Board does not grant the variance. These are slab
houses, Mr. Holland explained, with the utilities built into the flooring
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5=Ctd. and the walls. He could salvage practically nothing from the moving = the
loss to him would be about $29,000. {f 3 7

Mr. Holland admitted complete responsibility but explained to the Board thaur
it waa impossible to supervise every detail of every Job handled by his
office - that this had been a very unfortunate circumstance and one which
he was most unhappy to have happen.

Mr. Holland gave a brief resume of his 20 years experience in the County -
his attempts to get. additional rights of way dedication, dedicatiom for
parks, and his constant position in favor of good planning and zoning. He
felt that the situation he now Finds himself in is most embarrassing both tq
his present business and to his future. To move thease houses would be an
unreasonable punishment, Mr. Holland conténded, surely the law is not se
atrict but what there must be some justice in resolving mistakes which are
~ -junintentional and which will not work a hardship on anyonelse.

Mr. Mooreland explained the change in the Subdivision Ordinance which pre-
cluded the approval of change in the right of way which would have allowed
this variance. This change, Mr. Mooreland continued, was not recognized non
entirely understood by anyone. It was not until this case came up that the
new clause in the Ordinance was discuased and an opinion was given by the-
Commonwealth's Attorney.

Mr. V. Smith moved that the action of the Board with regard to Lot 9, Block

10, Section 1, Springfield Estates be rescinded as it was not properly beforT

the Board.

Seconded, T. Barnes

Carried = all voted for the motion except Mrs. Henderson, who refrained
from voting.

. V. Smith moved ‘that dus to the circumstances surrcunding this particular

application and the change in the Subdivision Control Ordinance, and an e
on the part of an engineer employed by Mr. E. H. Holland, the application as
shown on plot plan of Lot 9, Block 10, Section 1, signed by Robert F. Eursc
dated September 1L, 1956, be granted because it does not appear to affect
adversely the use of neighboring property.

Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes

All voted for the application except Mrs. Henderson whe voted "no',

tien carried

« V. Smith moved that the action of the Board taken this morning on Lot 1,
Block 1k, Section 1, of Springfieid Estates be recinded because new evidenceJ

s submitted to the Board - evidence regarding the Grow amendment to the
Subdivision Control Ordinance.
Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes

Carried - All voting for the motion except Mrs. Henderson who voted "no™.
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Mr. V. Smith moved that the application on Lot 1, Block 14, Sectio* Spring-
field Estates be granted as shown on plat by Edward Holland, dated January

and there is sufficient rcom on ths lot to locate the house and it would be
an undue hardahip on the applicant to move the house = and because there hag
been an apparent laxness in requiring location plans at the first floor
level and this is granted also because only one corner of the house is in
violation.

Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes

Carried ~ all voted for the motion except Mrs. Henderson who voted ™no".
Mr. Holland thanked the Board for their consideration and fairness.

The Board discussed with Mr. Holland at length the possible means of fore-
stalling such -errorn in the future- how house locations cowuld be more
accurately checked and reported, how this is accomplished in other juris-
dictions. In the District, Mr. Holland explained that the builder is issued
building permits of two diffekent colors - one to take him through the firsd
floor jois\:s - the second of another color which he cannot get from the
building inspector's office until he has compliad with all requirsments of
the first permit. If the building has been carried beyond the first floor
joists and t.he ‘contractor does not display the appropriate colored permit
for ;\mhqr construction - the violation is picked up by cruising police.
This appealed to the Board as a likely possibility for this County,

The possibility of an amendment to the Ordinance covering changés in the
iseuance of permit was discuseed - however, Mr. Mooreland suggested that 11‘..
would be quite impossible to get anyplace with an amendment while the
Ordinance is being re-written.

7

HOWARﬁ JOHNSON'S RESTAURANT .

No one was present to support this application.

Mr. V. Smith moved to defer this case until March 12th.

Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes, .

Carrisgd, unahiuously.

ﬂ//

The Board asked that copies of the letters from Mr. Rasmussen (discussed
eariier in the day) be sent to them for further study.

// . |

MR. GRANVILLE JONES, requesting a permit for a funeral homs, asked that his

case be withdrawn - because of opposition from the area.

/!

25, 1957, because it does not appear to affect adversely neighboring property ij g'
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Mr. Mooreland asked the Board for interpref.é.tion on some of the problems
arising in his office over mseriais sold by nurseries. Many vurseries

in the County, Mr. Mooreland repbrtod, are selling fertilizer, garden tools,
seeds, peat moss and other articles related to gardens and planting. How
far can a nursery go in this, Mr. Mooreland asked - when does the business
step being a nursery - and when does it grow into a hardware store?

He noted that in many nurseries a small amount of peat moss is sold - eno
to plant the shrubs sold - or they sell cut flowers = which the Board tho
legitimate - but if they advertise landscaping and stock teols he felt that
they were getting out of the nursery clasaification.

Mr. S3chumann suggested that Mr. Mooreland make g survey of the nursery ait
in the County and report back to the Board for uﬁeir interpretation of what
constitutes a nursery. The Board was agreeab1§ to this.

//

kl\r. Hoorela:md spoke to the Board. stating that in his opinion they were going
far afield when they bring other ordinances into their discussions of varioup
cases. The Commonwealth's Attorney a.greei with him, Mr, Mooreland stated,
that the Zoning Office cannot police other Ordinances and this Board cannot
grant anything - subject to approval of another Ordinance.

Mr. V. Smith pointed to Section 6-16 which says the Board of Appeals can
place reasonable conditions ui:en the granting of a caase.

ith regard to the Order received frum the Commonwealth's Attorney's office
I:n the VIGLIUCCI case ~ which is in Court - the Board passed the following
resolution which was presented by Mrs, Henderson:
L.l‘haf. Judge Arthur Sinclair be respectfully informed that the Board of Zoni
Appeals, at its regular meeting on February 26, 1957, considered his Order
of February 25, 1957, regarding the 'caae of Michael Vigliucci; that the Bo
carafully reviewed the minutes of May 8, 1956 concerning this case and Te-
studied the sections of the Zoning Ordinance relating te non~conforming uaes

nd the granting of variances; and that after due consideration, the Board
agreed that its decision to deny the application was unc!mpged, for the
reascns originally enumerated and because this application could not be
granted under the provisions of Section 6-12 {g) of the Zoning Code.
Seconded, Mr. V. Smith

Carried, unanimously.

//

The mesting adjourned % P, M
John W. grookfield, Chairman

Mr. V. Smith thought this should be discussed with the Commonwealth's Atto:[y.

4909
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The Special Meeting of the Fairfax County
Board of Zoning Appeals was held Tuesday
March 19, 1957, at 9:30 a.m. in the Boa:
Room of the Fairrax County Courthouse with
all members present, Mr. Verlin W. Smith,
Vice=Chairman, presiding,

This meeting was called for the express purpose of discusasing the newly pro-
posed Trailer Park Ordinance ~ with the idea of forwarding suggéated changes
in the Ordinance to the County Board of Supervisors.

After discussing each item the following changes were recommended:

PAGE T
aragraph 18-a
The definition of a Trailer Park should come under Section
6=1-19 instead of l8-a. .

Paragraph 19 .
ghe definition should include "Trailer Park and/or Trailer
amp” « -

PAGE 2
ragraph A
Driveway materials should be referred for specifications to
the Department of Public Works and should conform to re-
quirements of the Subdivision Ordinance.

Paragraph B.l

Delete the words "surveyor or" - provided the Board adopts
engineering requirements for the Department of Public Works
on streets and profiles now under study = which will require
conformance to the regulations now in effect governing the
Department of Professional Occupational Engineers. o

Parsgraph B.l :

Add Paragraph "C" to require complete requirements on drainage
in aceordance with the Subdivision Ordinance as amended Oct.
7, 1956 pertaining to street elevations, drainage, flood
Plain plans, storm sewers, atc. :

PAGE 3 _
aragraph 3

It 1s suggested that the Fire Commission be asked if the
back vard requirement is sufficient. .

Paragraph 5
After permanent markers add the words "legible from the
street™, . .

Paragraph 6
It should be added that ingress and egress shall be approved
by the Department of Public Works.

Cul-de-sac streets should be provided with & 50 foot radius
providing turn area for vehicles in the Trailer Park and
for fire equipment.

PAGE 4
aragraph 7 !

Lot area is referred to as 2300 square feet, while under
General HRegulations, Par. 1 = a, the largest-lot minimum b
area is referred to as 2100 square feet. Is this an oversi :

In the same paragraph the last of the final sentence should
read; “"shall be surfaced in accordance with specifications

of the Department of Public Works and shall have uncbatructed
access to a public street or highway and so located that
dangerous traffic or otherwise objectionable conditions will
not be created.™

IPAGE 5
aragraph

c
Service buildings should be required to set back the same
distance as trailers (20 feet) and add Ysurface treated
walkways from the street to thé entrance of the service
buildings, shall be required."
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PAGE 6

PAGE 7

PAGE 8

aragraph 12

Add paragraph f ¢ "Facilities for drying clothes shall be
provided by means of drying machines and/or separate out-
door drying yards." o

Paragraph 13 .

The matal garbage cans should be described as; "of suff'icient
corrosion-resistive metal or other non-combustible containers
with tight fitting covers. All waste and rubbish shall be :
disposed of dail; b burnin% in an approved incinerator or

as directed by the Health Officer.” (As stated in the Bocca
Code, Reference 425,9, page 8i).

Paragraph 14
This_should be referred to the Electrical Inspector and
should provide for at least one safe outlet for each trailer.

Paragraph 16

The first sentence should read; "The purposs of thia paragraph
is to provide and maintain areas and facilities exclusivel

for recreational PUTDPOSEB.....etc.”; adding the words "maintain®
and "exclusively".

In the second paragraph of Paragraph 16 - at least 100 aquare
feet of playground area, instead of 50 aquare feet, and the
plszground area in the last sentence should be changed from
2500 square feet to 5000 square feet.

Paragraph 18 : :
Add - providing for "storage locker for tools and miscellanecus
equipment”, : ‘ .

Paragraph D .

The following shall be added at the end of the paragraph:
"easre including approval of the Department of Publie Works,
Zoning Administrator, Health Department, Sanitary Engineer,
Electriggl Inspector, Building Inspector, and other agencies
concerned,”

The meeting adjourned.

n W. s Acting Chalrman

i X8
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The regular meeting of the Fairfax
County Board of Zoning Appeals was
held Tuesday, March 12, 1957 at 10
o'clock a,m. in the Board Room of

the Fairfax Courthouse with the
following members present: Mr, Verlin
W. Smith, J. B. Smith, Mrs. M. K.
Henderson, A. Slater Lamond (newly
appointed member), .Mr. T. Barnes was
absent.

Since Mr. Brookfield, the Chairman of the Board, had been replaced as the
Planning Commission member of the Board, it was agreed that the elaction of
a permanent Chairman would not take place until a full Board is present.
Mr., Verlin W. Smith, Vice-Chairman, presided.

DEFERRED CASES:

The first two cases filed by ROBERT CHUCKROW CONSTRUCTION COMPANY of Cali-
fornia were not supported. Mr. Mooreland told the Board that he had notifi
the applicant of the deferral date,

Mr. Mooreland alao called attention to the fact that the two JAKE SNIDER
SIGN COMPANY cases - which are listed later on the agenda - are handling
the same signs as the Robert Ghﬁckraw cases - that the Chuckrow cases were
put in during construction of the building in order that footinge may be
poured., He thought these two cases would ﬁrobably be withdraun by the ap-
plicant.

Mr. Lamond ssked if the Board had set a policy of granting no more sign are
than 159 aquaée feet. Mr. Mooreland said the Board had no authority to set
a policy on sign size, that would be amending the Ordinaan, but that each
case was handled on its own merits,

Mr, Verlin W. Smith called attention to the fact that over-sized signs can
be granted only under a proved hardahip.

1/

NEW CASES:

VIRGIL H. DILLON, to permit dwelling to remain as erected within 14.9 feet
of the side property line, Lot 10, Block 2, Section 2, Retlaw Terrace,
Dranesville District. (Suburban Residence District).

This is only & 1.8 inch variance, Mr. Dillon pointed out. The error in
location probably came from the fact that there is a fill on his Property
at this point, the front corner. He could not see where such a slight
discrepancy in the house location would adversely affect any other property
This is a corner lot.

There were no objections from the area.

1t was noted that the house on the adjoining lot is located 15 feet from
the line, which puts about 29' 9" between the two dwellings.

It is possible that the stakes wers pulled out during the filling process
at this corner, Mr, Dillon said,

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application because this is a small variance
and in his opinion it would be unreasonable to deny it.

Seconded, Mr. J. B, Smith

Carried, unanimously.

/f
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NEW CASES: - Ctd.

2- JAKE SNIDER NEON SIGN COMPANY, to permit erection of three signs with an
aggregate area in excess of the allowable area by the Ordinance (329 sq,
ft.) on nerth side of Ariington Boulevard, west of Cherry Street adjacent (1f§‘<33
to Robert Hall Store, Falls Church District. (General Business).
Mr. Mann represented the applicant.

These are the same signs used by the Kinney Shoe stores all over the Country
Mr. Mﬁnn tqld the Board - the same signs are now being erected on stores in
Prince Georges County. The pilon is separate from the building, Mr. Mann

l said, however, it was noted that the framework for the pilom i3 now up

) attached to the building. This.was done, Mr. Mooreland told the Board in

order that the footings for the building and the piion could be put in at tHe .
same time.

The pilon sign is proposed to have 160 square feet and the sign on the build

ing an area of 120 square feet - about the same as the Robert Hall signs,
Mr. Mann stated, however, the !0pen until 9' wording would add an additionaf.
30 square feet to the pilon.
Mrs. Henderson stated that she was not in favor of any pilon sign on Arlingtpn
Boulevard. She thought the Board should protect that highway from beoming
another U, S. #1 or Baltimore Road.

It was noted thatithe £otal area planned for these two signs would be con=-
L siderably larger than Robert Hall and alsoc that Robert H§11 has a 1opger
frontage. . )

Mr. Lémond thought the type of advertising now being used ~ on stores such
as this énd Robert Hall - wee a distinct improvement on the old signs which
were glaring and unattractive.

Mr. Mann explained that great care is being taken with these signs that they
be in good taste and architecturally in keeping with the building and that
the coloring ia not too obtrusive. These signs will have a combination of
dark maroon with cream letters. The 'Open until 9' will be made of a plexid
glass, in silhouette very much like a marquee. That part of the sign will
be changeable. .

The need for 'Open until 9' was discussed, Mrs, Henderson noting that
Robert Hall removed that part of their sign - resulting in what the ﬁoard
condidered a more dignified sign. .

bane The square footage and height of the Robert Hall signs were discugsed- e
It was noted that the Kenny Stores are usually located near Robert Hall storps.
In checking the Robert Hall file it was found that the atore on U. 5. #tJo
- was granted a 100 square foot pilon sign standing 43 feet high and the sign

L on the store 120 square feet in area.

FMr. Verlin W. Smith suggested that some definite justification for the grant
ing of these large signs should be presented to the Board - simply that
Kinney Shoes has lafge signs in other localities is not sufficient. It doe
not necessarily follow that that large sign is needed in this area. It

should be shown, Mr. Verlin W. Smith continued that it would be a hardship
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on the applicant to conform to the Ordinance requirements.

Visibility in order that traffic will have time to slow down, Mr. Mann
answered, is their need. This sign {(with 4 foot lettering) would be visibld
for from 900 to 1500 feet, Mr, Mann continued and it would require a dis-
tance of about 90 feet for a driverto make up his mind to turn in after see-

ing the sign. The elevation of the sign would also affect visibility., If

5 feet above roof lavel would give good visibility from a distance and for
cloge traffic as well.

Mr. Lamond suggested that this business should be given the same consider-
atlon as Robert Hall, Mr. Verlin W. Smith agfeed - pfovi&ed the applicant
shows the need. Because Robert Hall needed the large sign it does not
necessarily follow that it is needed here.

There were no objections from the area.

Mrs. Henderson moved ihat the application for a sign on the building be
granted to read "kinney Shoes™ with an allowable area of 120 aquare feet,as

shown on plat by Jake Snider Neon Sign Company, and related to ths plat plot
plan which is dated December 12, 1956 - Office of C. E. Tilton, Architects.
Seconded, Mr. J. B. Smith '

Carried, unanimously.

er. Lamond moved that the pilon sign to read "Kinney Shoes® only be granted-
for an area of 100 square feet, revising the sign to leave out the word
"Family™ and the "Open until 9" pogtion of the aign shall also be eliminataq*
This is granted as shown on plat by Jake Snider Neen Sign Company, and re«
lated to plat plot-plan dated December 12, 1956 - OTfice of C. E. Tiltom,
Architects. This is granted as it appears that a sign this gige is needed |
to be prOperlf seen up and down the highway.

FSecnnded, J. B. Smith

For the motion: Lamond, J. B. Smith, V. W. Smith

t:rs. Henderson voted ™no"

otion carried

// kN

JAKE SNIDER NEON SIGN COMPANY, to permit erection of three signs with an
laggregate arsa in excess of the allowable area by the Ordinance (329 sq.ft.)
%n west side of #1 Highway, 1140 feet ﬁorth of southerly junction of #1
ighway and #628, immediately north of Luther A. Gilliam Subdivision, Lee

istrict. (General Business).

he applicant was represented by Mr. Mann, who noted that these are practi-
cally the same signs as requested on the Arlington Boulevard location.

This property has a 187 foot frontage while the Robert Hall property has
R50 foot frontage, but the stores are identical with the buildings on
rlington Boulevard.

here were no objections from the area.

the sign is at roof level it would be shielded from onecoming traffic. Aboutf -

Y
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$ELIAS BURNSTEIN, to permit eresction of an addition to dwelling within 48

NEW CASES - Ctd.

Mr, Lamond moved to grant the application for a sign on the building to reaJ
"Kinney Shoes" with an allowable area of 120 square feet as shown on plat
by Jake Snider Neon Sign Company, and a pilon sign to read "Kinney Shoes"
only - omitting the word "Family" and also removing the words "Open until 9"
also as shown on plat by Jake Snider Neon Sign Company, and related to plat
plot-ﬁiaﬁ prepared by John R. Gumthrie & Louls Steinberg, dated Dec. 20,1954
signed by Cecil J. Cross, Professional Engineer and Land Surveyor,
Seconded, Mrs. Henderson

Carried, unanimously

1

feet of the street property line, Lots 28, 29 and 30, -Block D, Collingwood
Manor, (227-Collinguood Avenue), Ht..Vernon-Diatrict.(ﬁural Res.-Class I)
Mr, Burnstein called attention to the fact that his house is placed on thre
lots in this old subdivision, which gives him a good sized lot. The addi-
tion which he has planned will be located at the side of his house with the
front pﬁrtion of the addition violating the required setback by only two
feet. This has been carefully planned, Mr. Burnstein told the Board with
the idea of getting the best use out of the added area at the most - economic
cost. The two foot viclation has been made necessary in order to locate th:r
rooms with convenience to the bath and stairway to the basement.
Mr. Burnstein presented & sketeh of his home with relation to the two houses)
on elther side of him. The home on the corner lot, one lot away, has a 28
foot setback from Collingwood Avenue. He is asking for a 48 foot sSetback or
only a portion of his ﬁouse. The back door of this corner dwelling faces
1Mr. Burnsteints side yard - the side on which this addition is to be 1ocated%
The house on the opposite side of Mr. Burnstein is set back 50 feet from
Collingwood Avenue.

It was asked why the dwelling on the corner was given a permit ﬁo come 28
feot from the right of way. This is an old lot of record, Mr. Mooreland
explained, which is less than the required minimum. They did the best they
could with this size lot - which resulted in a variation from requirements
rwhich his office could grant on this size lot.

In answer to Mra#. Henderson's suggestion that this addition be located on
the rear of the house - Mr. Burnstein explained that was not posaible be-

cause of the need of a stairway leading to the basement and entrance to the

bath - it would not work in with the house plan except with this arrangement

. Burnstein stated that he had done the best he could - the house was
bullt when he bought it, and they have done considerable figuring to get
this addition within requirements. A4s it is, Mr. Burnstein continued, it diF
+not,interfera with anyonelse¢ and it did not depreciate the neighborhood.

There were no objections from the area,
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4-Ctd. |Mrs. Henderson stated that she could not see where the applicant had shown .
evidence of undue hardship - and that is the only justification the Board “I q 6

has for granting this veriance - under Section 6-12.9 of the Ordinance.
Therefore, she would move to deny the application.

No second. I
Mr. Lamond stated that from the plats presented it would not appear that.thJ

Board would be violating the regulaticns to any appreciable degree and the
plan as worked out by the applicant fite his living needs, and in his opinio
it would create a hardship not to grant this applicat.ion.. Therefore, Mr,
Lamond moved to grant a two foot variance on this application - as it is I

ynoted that the house on the adjoining lot has such a great variance from
the Ordinance.

1Sec°nded, Mr. J. B. Smith
For the motion: J. B. Smith, A. Slater Lamond
Against: Mr, Verlin W. Smith and Mrs. Henderson

i:inee this was a tie vote it was agreed to defer the case until March 26th,
til Mr. T, Barnes could be present.

! _
5= J. T. MOTON REALTY, INC., to permit garage to remain as erected 8.57 feet
of rear property line, Lot 10, lst Addition to Brookland Estates, Lee Dist.
{Suburban Residence).

» Moton appeared before the Board, saying that the house in question was I
Hocated by an engineer, the garage was built in the side yard and when it

a8 connected with the houée - by breegeway - the violation occurred. The
ouse is so0ld, Mr. Moton told the Board, and occupied. The Finance Company
Jsald nothing about the vislation - it was Mr. Mooreland's office who in-.
fformed him of the encroachment. They tried to purchase additional land in
ij he rear, but the owner of that land had recently died and the property is
fo ntestate - and land could not be sold.

« Moton did not know about the plot plan and permits - recalling that he
had been 111 and out of circulation for a couple of years. However, Mr,
oton continued, the plot plan was signed by him and that plot plan was made
rom the original grading plan.of the subdivision.

he question was asked - when was this error discovered. Mr. Mooreland read l
opies of letters ﬁe had written - starting in 1955 through 1956 asking for
?- ats to show the certified location of the house. They finally got the
. lat.s in November 1956 and Mr. Moton was notified jmmediately of the violatidn.
/ ter considerable discussion with Mr. Moton's office - still nothing was:
done, Mr. Mooreland stated, to correct the violation. It was after this tha l
'}- was determined to take the case to Court,
+ Wealey Ridgeway is his engineer, Mr. Moton stated, and he thought Mr.
idgeway had taken care of this. It was suggested that Mr. Ridgeway should

\
make someexplanation of the error and of his délay in handling it.
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In answer to ) .

5«0td. Mr. Verlin W. Smith's desire to see the original permit in order to learn

Just how the house was located originally on the lot, Mr. Mooreland sai& ' (_{ Li 7 |
those old permits are probably nc longer available as they are usually dis- -
troyed when the final certified location plat is turned in.

' Mr. J. B. Smith moved to defer the case to March 26th and requested that Mr
‘ Ridgeway be present at that meeting to give the Board whatever information
and explanation he has on the background of this case.
Seconded, Mr. Lamond
Carried, unanimously.
l Mr. Verlin W. Smith a1so asked that the applicant bring the original permit
of the house location plot plan if possible, in order that the Board may seT
what was approved in the beginning,
/!
6= }SIDNEY A. ROSENBAUM, to permit operation of a physician's office in an apartL—
ment building, Building €, Springfield Apartments. (6114 Amherst Avenue),
Mason District. .{Urban Hesidence). ‘
This apartment in which he wishes to conduct his office has been used as a‘
re_ncal office, Dr. Rosenbaum told the Board, explaining that it has its own
private entrance which will assure no ‘annoyance to other occdpéht.s of the.
building in the coming and going of his patients. He would use. only one
foom which will be divided into the two rooms as shown on the blata. having
I & waiting room, bath and examination room. This would include an area of
20" x 14'.  He will not live in the building. '
Dr. Rosenbaum noted that there are two other physicians in this development,
with offices granted by this Board - neither of whom lives in the apartment
building. . '
Mra. Henderson asked Mr. Mooreland under what section of the Ordinance this
could be handled. Mr. Mooreland answered - under ne aection of the Ordinanch
and in his opinion the Board has no authority to -handle these cases, howe\;'er‘
+ Mocreland continued, since the Board has ruled that they do have the .
uthority to handle such cases, and has repeatedly granted them - he has to
accept applications to come before the Board.
There were no objections from the area.
It was asked if people in the apartment house knew of this proposed use.
l h&r. Mooreland said he did not know - all requirements of the law as to notif)
cation by posting and advertising had been complied with,

+» Lamond suggested that this appears to be a clear violation of the Ordina hea,
nd he did not see how the Board could grant it. If the applicant were livipg
l in an apartment and using part of that apartment for his business it would
Eeot the requirements, but this is a residentiel district and therefore the

ncroachment of this business would be a violation of the intent of the
Ordinance. Therefore, Mr. Lamond moved to deny the case.

Feconded, Mrs. Henderson Carried, unanimously.

//
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W. W. OLIVER, to permit erection and operation of a service station and to g
permit pump islands 30 feet of right of way line f2L4, Columbia Pike, Lots lf’f
17, 18 and 19, Block .‘, Courtland Park, Mason District.(General Business).
Mr. Paul Herrell and Mr. Dodge represented the applicant.

Mr. Herrell explained that the applicant would withdraw the request for the l ]
pump islands to be located 30 feet from the right of way. They can meet the

35 foot setback. .
This em'.irel tract is being prepared for development of a good commercial argm.
This application will not increase filling stations along Columbia Pike, Mr.
Herrell pointed out, -but the present occupant of the filling station on thiy I
property, who has a 16 year lease, will accept a site on Lots 17, 18 and 19
which will le_ave the area clear for the construction of a Hot Shoppe with a
large parking area on this tract. Mr. Oliver is preparing to remove the
older buildings on this property and put in new and modern buildings., It
will be a distinct improvement to Columbia Pike, Mr. Herrell pointed out.
The construction of the Hot Shoppe is conditioned upon the moving of this
filling station.

There were no objections from the area.

There will be no parking of wrecked cars on this property, Mr. Herrell
assured the Board, and no facilities for repair of cars. The large parking
area shown on the map of the entire tract presemted by Mr. Herrell is to be
reserved for parking for future ‘sl'_xopping development. . .
It was noted that the building is 79 feet from the right of way.

Mr. Schumann was present and stated that there is .i_ Plan for service drive
along here which he thought these plans would not affect.

It was also noted that it 1s incorporated in the Hot Shoppe lease that a
service road shall be put in all along the frontage of this property. That
service road will extend on to Oak Street.

Mr, Verlin W. Smith thought the service road should be shown along all
primary highways and since there will Be a greﬁt deal of parking on. this .
property it should be provided for at this point. ‘

The taking for the service road, Mr. Schumann explained, would be 18 faet,
which would be perfectly feasible with the 79 foot setback of the building
and therefore if the service road right of way is taken the pump islands

will be 17 feet from the right of way. ' l
They are working with Mr. Oliver now on this, Mr. Schumann advised the Bcan# -
attempting to get what he wants in the wdrking out of the plané and alsc
what the County wants. If they can get the land the County wants, that is
the important factor, Mr. Schumann continued, even though the pump islands l
are there. These are paper plans so far, Mr. Schumann explained, but he
thought progress was being made and that they would get together with Mr.
Oliver.
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Jgranting this the County is getting a development on this tract which is

Jto cut,. since this is a temporary use and it is their wish to preserve the

NEW CASES - Ctd.

Mr. J. B. Smith suggested moving the pump islands back 8 fest farther.

Mr. Harrell answered that he could not agree to that without consulting Mr.
Oliyer and the 0il Company interested in the lease.

It was noted that the plat indicates the inclusion of a depth of only 110 n-#
on the three lots - however, Mr. Harrell said it was intended that the en-
tire lots be included. The full depth was advertised, Mr, Mooreland in-
formed the Board, however, Mr. Mooreland further advised - the Board could
grant the use on a lesser portion of the lots than advertised, if they. so
desired,

The 110 foot depth would be satisfactory, Mr. Harrell stated.

Mr. Lamond moved to granf. the use permit for a filling station on Lots 17,
18, and 19, Courtland Park t¢ a depth of 110 feet, provided the pump island
shall be located no closer than 35 feet from the right of way, because by

planned and orderly rather than a sprawling development michl/l?j‘:st grown
and in his opinion_ the end result will be a greater benefit to the County.
This 1s grantdd under Section 6-16 and granted as per plat dated Fabruary
1957, prepared by Thomas Chamberlin, C.L.S.

Seconded, J. B. Smith

For the motion: Lamond, J. B. Smith and Mrs. Henderson

Mr, Verlin W. Smith not voting

Motion carried.

!

L. G. MELTZER, to permit temporary operation of a property yard and permit
two temporary sheds and fence to remain as erected a= shown on ‘plat, Lot 1,
Section 1, Colonlal Acres, Mt. Vernon District. (Sub. Res. Class III).

His company is presently operating on this lot, Mr. MeltZer told the Board,.
and they did not get a permit. Thié is their first operation of this kind
in the County, and they did not know it was necessary to have the permit,
The open millwork shed, and a sma)l frame office building are the main builde
ings on the property, Mr. Meltzer comtinued., The shed is 25 feet from the
side line and the office building is 15 feet from the line. It was noted,
however, that the office buildin.g is one and a fraction feet from the right
of way of Route #623. The plat also showed a large fenced area in which -
materials used in the construction of homes in Sulgrave Manor are kept.
Their coperations are held near the side and corner of this lot, Mr. Meltzer
explained, as there are many large trees on this lot which they do not wish

lot for the best possible future development. This is convenient for their
purpose, Mr. Meltzer pointed out, it is immediately adjoining their sub-
division. They operate neatly - the materials will be kept within the com-
pound, and this use will be abandoned when the subdivision is completed -

probably within six monthe or one year.

449 )

449
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8-Ctd. In answer to Mr. Lamond's question on the neceasity for the Board handling
this case, Mr. Mooreland said a subdivider does not usually come before the lf 5- O
Board on temporary property yards which are operated during construction,
because these yards are usually located on the property being subdivided,
This, however, is located in Colonial Acres ~ while the property being de- I
veloped and owned by the developer is the adjeining Sulgrave Manor. There-

fore, he felt he could not grant this permit without a hearing before the
Board, This is not in the Ordinance, Mr. Mooreland told the Board, that
this must come before the Board, but it was his only solution when the applir
cant requested t¢ croas the property line.

It was noted that Route #623 is about six feet below the lots and it would
be difficult to enter the property on that side. Lot 1 in Colonisl Acres
is level, Mr. Meltzer astated, and easily accessible. While the buildings
are visible from the Memorial Highway, Mr. Meltzer admitted, in answer to

Mr. Lamond's question - they are not too unattractive. They could move th
farther within the lots, but at the cost of losing the trees. The open sh
is 10 x 201 and the office is 81 x 15*, They cannot use Lot 1 in Sulzrave
Manor, Mr. Meltzer explained, as it is already built upon.

The Chairman asked for opposition.

Mr. Anthony, representing the people of Colonial Acres, objected to the use
of a lot in Colonial Acres for this purpose. They necessarily enter by meanF
of Colonial Drive, Mr. Anthony told the Board, which is the only entrance '
road to the Subdivisjon. This is a gravel road which will not stand up und
heavy trucking, Mr. Anthony continued, it has been difficult to keep the
road in condition for the normal passenger-car traffic,

The compound, Mr. Anthony continued, is ugly. It is made of 175' x 176! log*
and is about 6 feet high, with barbed wire around the entire compound. The
shed and office building are not neat and attractive, Mr. Anthony contended |
quite the contrary - they are depreciating to the neighborhood.
Colonial Drive is about 35 feet wide and the people coming and going to thisH
project will necessarily have to park along both sides of the road. There

is not room for cars or the people who live in this street. This is creati
a hazardous condition, Mr. Anthony continued. All this traffic, the parki
of machinery, noise from the buzz-saw, and the unpleasant repercussions fro

this project will seriously harm the 22 homes on Colonial Drive. This pro- I
Ject will certainly take more than the six montha or one year, Mr. Anthony
contended, judging from the rate of development so far. He predicted at
least a $1000.00 loss to any propertgyggrtha area who wished to sell.

This has come Just at a time when they are begimning to get together in theil

area to improve the subdivision, Mr. Anthony explained, they wish to put up
an attractive entrance sign and carry out other small improvements which wildl
add to their property values. This will cause people to lose interest.
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fdifferent aubdivibion, Mr. Ivester contended.
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This project has nothing to do with this community, Mr. Anthony insisted,
why should it be thrust upon them? |
Mra. Parsons, who lives directly across the street from these sheds, told
he Board that her nine windows look out upon this ugly mess, and it is a
mess - Mrs. Parsons contended - the place is littered with garbage, trash,
eer cans, and miscellanecus rubbish. She also stressed the danger trucks
would cause for the children walking to schoel.

Mr. Ivester, living on Lot 9, objected for reasons stated. With over 100
project to operate in the midst of an area of homes and in an entirely'

Mr. Meltzer called attention to the fact that the barbed wire is on the top
of the comﬁound fence - therefore not hazardous to chiidren. Thgy have_ré-
quested all people parking near their property to use only one side of the
street - however, they might park on the Curtis-Martin Lot 1, which would
relieve that condition.

During construction of a home project, it is true, Mr. Meltzer admitted,
that someone is bound to be inconvenienced, but this location is a great
convenience to them as they'need the buildings to be s0 1ocatnd‘that the
trucks can get in and out easily. On any other lot it would be difficuit
since the roads are under construction and there is a considerable amount off
£illing necessary in other perts of their subdivisiop. -
It 'was noted that school patrol had recently been moved here to take care
of the children.

Mr. J. B. Smith moved to defer the case until March 26th to view the pPro-
perty.

Seconded, Mr. Lamond _

For the motion: J. B. Smith, Lamond, Mrs. Henderson

Mr. Verllin W. Smith voted "no" because the people in Colonial Acres‘say
this is detrimental to tﬁem, and that iﬁ creates a traffie hazard and this
is shown to be a bad interaection for the children, as evidenced by presencel
of the school patrol.

Mr. Lamond agreed that this should not be on Colonial Acrﬁs Froperty - how;
ever, Mr; Mooreland poimted out that the Board could not keeﬁ the appiicant
from coming in on Colonial Drive. | o
//

NORMAN E. PUMPHREY, to permit carport to remain enclosed within 8.60 feet of]
the -side property line, Lot éZ and part of Lot 23, Block E, Courtland Fark,
(1006 Oak Street), Mason District. (Suburban Residence),

Mr. Pumphrey, the father of the applicant, represented the case. When his
son negotiated for this house, Mr. Pumphrey told the Board, the carport had

acres which the developer might use - it would seem unnecessary to allow thiL
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NEW CASES - Ctd.

been constructed with the roof and two sides. He asked the buflder to en-
close the carport, thinking - when the builder agreed to.do 80 = that he
would be able to get the permit. He left that to his builder. )
The room is actually more like a porch, Mr. Pumphrey explained, being en=
closed with jalousies and screening. After the house deal was completed,
his son was transferred to Florida, and he then put his house up for sale
or rent. The violation was then discovered.

Mr. Pumphrey pointed to other enclosures in the area, some of which come
within 7 or 8-1/2 feet of the side line. Some of these are porch enclosure4
and others are solid roﬁma, which become an integral part of the house. As
far as he knew, Mr. Pumphrey said, this is the only encloaﬁre on Ogk Street|

(It was noted that these are 71 foot lots - while many lots in this old sub
division are of considerably less width).

Mr. Mooreland eiplained that there are many discrepancies in this old sub-
division in which building has been going on for over 20 years. 3Some built
upoen 50 foot lots in the early days - then people began adding a half lot -
then certain builderstought up sevgral lots combining and re-subdividing,
Many of these houses were allowed to come 7 feet from the side line, when
the lot size was increased - but s3till was below the Ordinance requirements,
He had asked them to stay farther fromthe side line, Mr. Mooreland ex-
plained, but on the 50 or 60 foot lots many have observed the 7 foot side
setback. GQenerally he did not grant the 7 foot setback on lots as wide as
65 feet, however, Mr, Mooreland expressed the opinion that if some setbacks
were gr#nted less than they should be p'one wrong doea not justlfy another.
He has tried to keep these houses as far apart as possible, Mr. Mooreland
continued, in keeping with the policy of the Board.

Mrs. Jones, who lives next door to this property in question (the carport
side) thought the enclosure an attractive addition, and that it created s
better view from their home than an open carport. She asked why the dig-
crimmination = one person can have a lovely room-addition and ancther - unﬁ*r
apparently the same conditions - cannoct.

Because of the lot width, ﬁr. ﬁooreland explained. )
Mr, Pumphrey thought the fact of this being an old subdivision with irreguldr
setbacks, this should be considered favorably. However, the Board was ap-
prehensive of other requests which might follow the granting ofrthis.

There were no objections from the area.

Mrs. Henderson stated that in her opinion ne undue hardship had been shown
by the applicant - giving the Board powers relative to granting a variance,
therefore, she movhd to deny the case. No second . :
Mr. Lamond stated that in view of the fact that there are so many additiona
or houses in the same neighborhood that have a 7 or 8 foot side setback,

he would move to grant the requested variance. Ko second,

¥s5
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9-Ctd. + J. B. Smith moved to defer the case umtil March 26th to view not only
he property, but other property in the neighborhood in order that the BoardL L{ :5—;:?

et its own picture of setbacks in this subdivision.

Feconded, Mr. Lamond

Carried, unanimously.

/]

The Board recessed for lunch.

/.

[DEFERRED CASES:

HOWARD JOHNSON'S RESTAURANT, to permit erection of two signs with an aggre-
gate area of 70.5 square feet which will make the total area of signs on pro
erty in excess of allowable area by the Ordinance, (aggregate area 360.1/2
Isquare feet), northwest corner #50 and Hillwood Avenue, at Seven Corners.
falls Church District. {General Business).

flo-one was present to discuss this case « for the second time.

: 8. Henderson moved to deny the cese since for the second time no one was
[present -~ nor had the applicant sent word to the Roard.

ir, Mooreland suggested notifying the applicant that the case will be heard
at a later date - and if no one is present it will be denied.

- Lamond moved to defer the case until April 9th - and that the applicant

Léeconded, Mrs. Henderson

‘ arried, unanimously. .

/

KCME SUPER MARKETS, to permit erection of two signs with larger area than
allowed by the Ordinance, on west side of North Kings Highway, 506 feet nort
pf Fort Drive, Mt. Vernon District. (General Business).

pir. Kinder and Mr. Roseman represented the applicant. Also Mr. Charles
arnett was present. This case was deferred for complete plate and for the
::pplicant to reduce the sise of the signs.

« Einder stated that the applicant will move the sign back to the 35 foot
:-uilding setback line. Mr. Kinder showed plats of the Acme stores with re-
Lation to the existing buildings in the adjoinihg shopping ¢enter, pointing
put that as one approaches the Acme Store from the intersection the Store is
phscured by the existing buildings - particularly the £i1ling station and th
pank, If the sign is located on the 35 foot setback line it will be visible
poth from the highway, Mr. Kinder stated, and from the shopping center. He

1so showed pictures of other stores with the sign across the front identica
0 the one planned on this property.
hey have reduced their sign area to 80 square feet for the pilon and 152 3q
oot-area in the buillding sign, Mr. Kinder informed the Board - totaling 225

quare feet. This is a large store, Mr. Kinder continued, and it requires a




GO

b=Ctd,

.}52-92 and that the pilon be granted in accordance with plat numbered 55-81

DEFERRED CASES - Ctd.

large slgn to be in keeping. The store is 125 fi:g7;a§:h feet deep. They
will provide parking area for 183 cars. The lot, exclusive of the drive-
way, contains 112,548 square fest. The entire project is large, Mr. Kinder
pointed out - the store, the lot, and the setback is deep - only a large
8ign would be in balance, and they believe it is necessary to furnish propen
identification. These stores, Mr. Kinder continued, with so much aree did
not exist when the Ordinance was written - it is therefore quite natural
that a sign ordinance enacted some years age would not fit present needs.
Mr, Charles Harnett, Vice President of Gosnell, owner of this property,

said they had been impressed by the plans and fine type of store planned to
be erected here. He asked favorable consideration for the aigns requested,
expressing the opinion that they would not in any way detract from the area.
Mr. Harnett also felt that to reduce the sign to "Acme" only would be cone
fusing, as that word 12 umed in other businesses. A& smaller sign would be
lost on the large building. This Sign is used throughout the Country, Mr.
Harnett continued, and is familiar to shoppers in all areas.

Mr, Roseman agreed with Mr. Harnett's statements,

Mr. Mooreland called attention to the fact that a 4O foot store setting 35

ing is set back such a long distance from the right of way, and the store.
building has over 18,000 squars feet, he felt business of this type should
be encouraged, .

S81ght distance on the pilon, Mr. Kinder said, would be 2000 feet under ideal
weather conditions,

Mrs. Henderson moved that the application be granted to the Acme Market Co.
for a sign not to exceed 152 square feet on the building as per plat numherep

said sign to be located not closer than 35 feet from the property line as.
own on the new location plats, and granted in the amount of 80 square feot,
area with a height not to exceed 35 feet. This is granted as it appeare thag

these size signs are needsd for visibility, because of the location of the

store and the store is obstructed by other buildings in the neighborhood.
Seconded, Mr. Lamond

Carried, unanimously.
/ S
. Mooreland handed the Board members the following report on nurseries in
he County, which was discussed at length. It was noted that Capper's
Nursery on Route #7 has made every effort to comply with the intent of the
iOrdinance - something which could not be said of all nurseries in the County

feet. from the right of way can have 120 squars fest of sign area. This builfi-
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« Mooreland's Report on Nurseries:

"March 7,1957
Report of Survey of Greenhouses & Nurseries in the County

11 but two of the locations visited are operating under the intend of the
Ordinance as I interpret it, but I think this report should be made and an
interpretation be made by the Board in the form of a resolution, s& I may
ave something concrete to work with.

In most of the establishments visited there were no displays of dusts, spray
fertilizers or hardware.

Not all of them sold cut f{lowers and sprays, those that did said they rais

[between eighty-five and ninety percent of the flowers used, and the survey
bore out this contention. ‘

I would like the Board to set certain ciiteria that I may be guided, such
fas; .

Size of property if possible
Products to be sold including sllied products if any
Advertising, size and location -
ihe following is a list of the things displayed by some:

Pertilizers, peat moss and plant foods

Dusts and sprays
. Garden tools and sprayers

Carts, hose and sprinklers

Seeds and bulbs .

Hoes, rakes, mattocks and scythes

Flower pots, all sizes

Plant supports

Ornamental fencing

Respectfully,
/a/ W. T. Mooreland”

[The percentage of plants grown on the premises and what could be imported
ware discussed.
1 174
With regard to signs, the Board agreed that under Section 6wh-a-1h where it
mentions 10 feet in area - that that shall be interpreted by the Beard to
mean 10 square feet.
.|Mrg., Henderson moved that the sign area as applied to Nurseries be the
same area as defined under Sedtion 6-4-B-lh, and not as definéd under Sacti
6-15-¢~2 where it says 18 square feet.
Seconded, J. B. Smith
Carried, unanimously.

With regard to things which can be sold in these Nurseries, Mrs. Henderson

moved that retail sales be limited to trees, shrubs, plants and cut flowers
gfoun on the premises.
Seconded, Mr. Lamond

Carried, unanimously.

//
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Mra. Henderson brought up the case of CLAUDE COOPER for a storage shed whic
was denied by the Board on June 12, 1956. Mrs. Henderson recalled that she |
had made the motion to deny this case - then at the next meeting inadverten
moved to grant another similar shed which is located next door. This seco
shed was described at the hearing as being s part of the retajning wall,
Mrs. Henderson stated, which she learned later was not so. It is completel
free standing. Alsc in this area, seen from Mr. Cooper's back yard are two
storage sheds which look like little out-houses. These were constructed bed
fore the Ordinance and nothing can be done about them. Under these cir-
cumstances, Mrs. Henderson continued, the Board had, in her opinion done an .
injustice to Mr. Cooper. Also the facﬁ of requiring a shed tc bes 10 feet
from the property line while a garage may be located 4 or 2 feet from the

Cooper's case be reopened and reconsidered - with the idea of granting it.
Mr. Mooreland told the Board that Mr. Gooper is in the hospital at this
time and he therefore had not pushed the removal of this shed,

Mrs. Henderson moved to reoﬁen the C. B. Cooper case, which was denied on
June 12, 1956 - because of new evidence,

Seconded, J. B. Smith

Carried, unanimously,

The new evidence, Mrs. Henderson explained, is the fact that the storage
shed granted next door is not as pictured and there are two other atorage
sheds in the area about which nothing can be done, as they were bullt befor#
the Ordinance - therefore, this. was an injustice to Mr. Cooper. Mrs.
Henderson moved that the Cooper case be granted because it does not aﬂverseﬂy
affect neighboring property.

Seconded, J. B. Smith

Carried.

For the motion: Mrs. Henderson, J. B. Smith, Verlin W. Smith

Mr. A. Slater Lamond not voting.

//

Mr. Mooreland brought up the case of the STRAW CORPCRATION, a carport in
Parklawn, which is 6-1/2 inches off the required side setback hine and whicH
the Board denied. Mr. Mooreland said he had been.unable to do anything witl
Mr. Mace - he had written him and Mr. Mace has refused to move the Structurq.
Mr. Mooreland then wrote up a warrant which the Commonwealth's Attorney
thought would be laughed out of Court - prosecuting such a small variance
aspecially when the Board has granted many greater variances from the
Ordinance. Mr. Mooreland called attention to the fact that most other juri
dictions aliow the Zoning Administrator a certain lee-way in granting these

small variances.

line, Mrs. Henderson thought was unfair, She, therefore, suggested that Mr3
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Straw Corporation - Ctd.
It was brought out that the applicant could easily comply on this - as he
could move the two posts the few inches and comply. The Board saw no hard

-

ship. No action was taken on this.

/! _ !
The Board started to discuss the proposed Trailer Park Ordinance, but be;
cause of the lateness of the hour, agreed to hold a special meeting to go
over the Urdinance with the idea of making recommended changes to the Boar#

421
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of Supervisors. It was agreed to meet at 9:30 a.m., Tuesday, March 19,1957.4 - -

//

Meeting ad journed

V. Dt

Verlin W. Smith, Acting Chairman
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jSeconded, J. B. Smith

The regular meeting of the Fairfax

County Board of Zﬂning Appeals was

held Tueaday, March 26, 1957 in the

Board Room of the Fairfax County

Courthouse at 10 ¢'clock a.m. with

all members present: Messrs. Verlin

W. Smith, A. Slater Lamond, J. B.

Smith, T. Barnes, and Mrs. Lawrence

. J. Henderson, Jr.

The meeting was opened with a prayer by Mr. J. B. Smith
Mr. Verlin W. Smith presiding as acting Chairman, called for election of
officers., ]
Mrs. Henderson said she would first like to welcome Mr. Lamond as the new
member of the Board appointed by the Board of Supervisora from the Planning
Commission, stating that she felt his experience on the Commission would
him an especially valuable member.
Also Mrs. Henderson expressed appreciation for having served on the Board
with Mr. Brookfield (to which other members of the Board heartily agreed)
and suggested that a letter be sent to Mr. Brookfield indicating the Board!
appreciation of his work on the Board. Mrs. Henderson was delegated to wril

the letter. ) i
At thig time, Mr. Lamond also suggested thaf a Resolution be adopted and
sent to Mrs. 5. Cooper Dawson expressing the sympathy of the Board in her
loss of Mr. Dawson, and also commending Mr. Dawson for his valuable services
to the County. Mr. Lamond made this in the form of a motion. *
Seconded, J. B. Smith

Carried.

Mr. Lamond was asked to draft the Resclution.

Mrs. Henderson nominated Mr. Verlin W. Smith for Chairman of the Board.

Carried, unanimously.

Mr. Verlin W. Smith thanked the Board, stating that he would do his best -
but he felt it diffjcult to follow in the footsteps of Mr. Brookfield and
Mr. Dawson.

Mr. J. B. Smith nominated Mr. A. Slater Lamond for Vice-Chairman.

Seconded, Mrs. Henderson

Carried, unanimously.

Mr. Lamond also thanked the Boa;d

/1

DEFERRED CASES

HEDRICK L. WOLFORD, to Permit dwelling as erecthbd to remain within 13 feet i
the side property line, Lots 25 and 26, Block &, Franklin Parﬁ, {on east si
of Rhode Island Avenus), Dranesville District. (Suburban Residence).

This case was deferred to give the applicant the opportunity to negotiate
with the adjolning property owner regarding purchase oflground to make this

setback conform.

Ys g
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DEFERHRED CASES - Ctd.
Mr, Wolford read a letter from Mr. Davis, the adjoining property owner who
stated that while he was not willing to sell the property, he considered ﬁha
variance very small and had no objection to it. Mr. Davis said it was theiy
plan to construct a 50 foot house between 15 and 20 feet from their south
line to allow as much room as possible for a drive with a 90 degree turn in-
to their garage on Mr. Wolford's side of the lot. With this Plan there wou
be about 48 feet between the two houses which he thought ample,
Mr. J. B. Smith moved to grant the application as the variance is so slight
he could not see where it would injurs anyone.
Seconded, Mr. Lamond
Carried, unanimously.
/
NEW CASES:
SOCONY MOBIL OIL CO.,INC., to permit extension of permit granted 4/10/56 to
permit erection and operation of a service station and to permit pump islan
25 feet of right of way line of #64k, north side of #64L4 and ad jacent to
west side of Springfield Estates, Lee District. (General Business).
Mr. Hobson represented the applicant, (Mr. Hobson congratulated the hewly
elected officers). This use was granted a year ago, Mr. Hobson told the
Board but they ran into financial difficulties and have not been able to get]
going - therefore they need a little more time on tﬂe pefmit - six months,
Mr. Hobson suggested would be sufficient.
There were no objections from the area. ‘
Mr, . Lamongd moved to gr&nt the extension of this permit for a pefiod of six
lnonths under the same conditions as the original granting of the application
{The original motion granted this use with the pump islands 25 feet from thel
property line and granted as shown on plat dated January 1956 and certified
March 22, 1956 and amended by Merlin McLaughlin, March 1, 1957.)
Seconded, J. B. Smith
Carried, unanimously.
//

T H. SNEAD, to permit two existing signs to remain with larger area than
llowed by the Ordinance, (Total area 64 aq. ft.) on north side of Lee Hﬁy.
814 feet whst #608, Centreville District. {Agriculture).
They had had signs on the property, Mr. Snead told the Board but they were

ot especially attractive and when they were practically worn out they put
p the two new signs - not knowing there were restrictions on the size. Mr.
nead showed pictures of the signs indicating that they are locaﬁed in the
freme corners of his property on the fence which borders his proeperty,
hey have almost 500 Foet frontage, Mr. Snead pointed out and the property

409
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:square foot area 1s permitted for each lineal foot of frontage - which would

NEW CASES - Ctd.

lies on the crest of a hill. The signs are so located that only one is
visible at a time, because of the rise in the ground, These signs will be
visible for a sufficient distance to allow time for people to slow down
without hazard and make the turn into this property. While they have only
the one entrance to the property the cut-acrosa in the highway is such that
a turn can easily be made near the entrance for cars going east from Centré-
ville.

These signs were erected with great care and at considerable expense, Mr.
Snead continued, and they have had many compliments on them. They have alsc
noticed a considerable increase in their business since the erection of the
signs.

Mrs. Snead stated that it is important to have thw wording complete as the
signs stand - as they do not board dogs - they have stud service and the
sale of dogs only.

There were no objections from the area.

Mrs. Henderson asked under what section this should be handled. Under
Section 6-L=a-1k in an Agricultural District the Ordinance says 10 sq. ft.
in area for advertising services shall be permitted. While under Section
6-15 under an agricultural district the Ordinance says a limit of 1/10 of af

give the applicant 47-1/2 sq. ft. of sign as opposed to the 64 sq. ft. re-
quested, (It was noted that these signs have a square footage of 32 each -
making a total of 64 sq, ft.) Under which section does the Board operate, -
Mrs. Henderson asked. ' .
The location of the signs with regard to the right of way was discussed..
Mr. Snead said he was well back from the traveled roadway and from the
right of way - that a drainage ditch was between his .fence (on which ﬁhe
sign is located)and the right of way . E
Mr., Lamond stated that this is a use which is tolerated and expected im an |
agricultural district, and while it is well to have the sign well set back-
there are many signs in this area which are practically on the right of wa
therefore, he did not think this objectionable. Mr. Lamond moved to grantT
the location and size of the signs as requested in the application because
of the fact that it is not out of keeping with cther sign sizes and locatidns
in the area, and therefore would not be injurious to the area. If the or.hl-
over-large and incorrectly located signs were requested to be moved - it
would be logical to refuse this, but szince that 1is not being done, he thouiht
this should be granted. The signs are not unsightly and they are within
the maximum allowed.

Mr. V. Smith thought the necessity shown was not sufficient to warrant thig
granting. If such necessity is not shown Mr. V. Smith considered the
L7-1/2 square feet should be observed.
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| 2-Ctd. ‘Mr. Snead answered that they needed the two signs because of the hill -
‘ cars coming from Fairfax could see the sign at the entrance very well, but (1 é l
from Centreville, because of the hill, the one sign would not be visible

. until after crossing the hill, and by that time the car would be too far
I beyond the cut-across entrance to turn in.

Mrs. Henderson suggested reducing each sign to 24 square feet. Mprs. Snead
answered that the lettera would have to be the size shown on the signs to

be quickly se‘eﬁ. Many of their customers are from the State Department or

l agencies in Washington where foreign people are employed, and who do not re
English readily. 3he felt these signs to be very necessary for that busindhs,
Mr. Lamond added to his motion that this case be granted as per plat showi
a 5.0852 acre tract, dated July 15, 1953 ~ the property located on the north
side of Lee Highway 814 feet -uest of Route ‘#603.
Seconded, J. B. Smith
Carried.
For the motion: Mr, Lamond, J. B. Smith, T. Barnes
Against: Mrs., Henderson and Mr. Verlin.W. Smith
1
3~ MAGAZINE REALTY COMPANY, INC., to permit construction and operat.it;.\n of a
ftighway Hotel, (234 unita), at the southeast intersection of #648 and Shirlely
Highway. Lee District. (General Business).
l Mr. William' Moncure represented the applicant, Mr. Moncure recalled to the
Board that a use permit on this property had been granted in September 1951
for a motel, but which was never used.
Mr» Moncure pointed to the revenue accruing to the County, from a project of
this t,y'pe and magnitude - a revenue badly nsgeded and a scurce of income whidh
whuld help pay for the education of children coming from homes where taxes
do not cover school expenses. The homes near this property are in the
}11..,000.00 class, Mr. Moncure pointed out - these are homes which this pro-
Ject would help to balance the school cost. Aside from taxes on the property
this project will bring tourist dollars into the County. This might be a
fine area for a park, Mr. Moncure suggiésted - but being in a General Businedp
classii‘ication it is far too expensive property for such-consideration. Sirke
I th‘i:s area has General Business Zoning a shopping_cent.er or practically any
“|other retail business use could g0 in here without a special use permit and
without a public hearing - it could take uses which might be fare more
objectionable than a motel.
It was well known, Mr. Moncure continuwed, when people bought in the adjoin-
l ing subdivision that this area was zoned for commercial uses as it was so
_post.ed. {This property has been business zoned since 1951). AS a matter of

fact, Mr. Moncure pointed out further, a motel is one of the least objectior]

4

Jabie business uses open to this property - it asks few services, it does

not generate excessive traffic nor excess trucking, there is little trash

or garbage disposal - as with most businesses. It is a quiet, clean operat.fn.
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| incorporate other features - the rural atmosphere for suburban living, a

NEW CASES - Ctd. ’

The nearest homes will be 600 feet away, and it will bring revemue of a
1-1/2 million dollar investment,to be completed in two phases.
Mr, Monture pointed to the good reputation of Magazine Brothers who havé
operated in the County for many years - developing Bren Mar Park, Willston
and Fordham Village, among other subdivisions, They will give a 10 acre
school site at the end of Hershey Lane - adjoining this tract. These are
reputable people, Mr. Moncure continued, their willingness to cooperate ﬁiﬁh
the County has been demonstrated over a period of many years.

As a matter of fact, Mr. Moncure pointed out, the people nearest this pro-
Ject will not be able to see it because of the fringe of tréea, ﬂhé eléva-
tion in the land and because of the distance, However; they can seé manf
other operating businesses in the area, some of which are operaéing on
industrial property, and also the Northern Virginia Gravel pit - wﬁich ﬁiof
bably could be reopened.
This is a logical use for this business property, Mr. Moncure urged, At
the intersections aleng the Shirley where there is business zoning - that

is the only location for tourist services, motels, service stations, and

restaurants, There are already motels at practically all these iﬁtersecbioga -

namely the Skylark, Key, amd at Lincolnia. Where else would one expect
such services, Mr. Moncure asked. l - )
The hotel of the future, Mr. Moncure contended, iz a projeet like the
Marriott - which is very like a hotel witﬁ all its conveniencas énd serviceﬂ
but still a motor hotel. You could have a hotel here, Mr. Moncure pointed
out, without a public hearing - why discriminﬁte agaiﬁsﬁ a motelvﬁhichlis
in reality less objectibnable. ‘i ' '
Mr. Moncure asked the Board to favorably consider this requested_usg-_ _
M. Sheldon Magazine showed renderings of the type of buil@ing they Plan -
an attractive two story brick, completely fire proof structure, jhéj will

have all the services of a hotel, Mr. Magazine told the Board,'but will aléq

pool and attractive grounds, which they believe will attract peoplg_for'a
prolonged stay. They also believe it will fill a need for people living in
the area to take céra of their over-flow gussts,. They plan 234 uni;s.

The Chairman asked for oppesition. About 14 were present objecting -'Mr.x
Ratner acting as their main spokesman. . '

Mr. Ratner handed each Board member a copy of the following Resolubion

passed by the Bren Mar Park Civic Association on March 19, 1957, unanimously

opposing this motel:

"The following resolutions were passed by a unanimous vote by the
membership of the Bren Mar Park Civic Association at the regularly
scheduled meeting held at Bren Mar Park on March 19, 1957 and do
so appear in the official minutes of the Civic Association:

RESOLVED:

(1) That the Civic Association send representatives of the
Association to the Zoning Hearing on March 26, 1957 t¢ request
a continuance of 30 days....
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3-Ctd. Bren Mar Park Civic Association Resolution - Ctd,

(2) That the Civic Association authorisze these representatives (; :
to completely oppose the motel on March 26, 1957 if the L{
request for continuance is deried, and to attempt to secure
a petition signed by residents of Bren Mar Park opposing
the motel action.
l . CERTIFIED TO BE A TRUE AND CORRECT COPY:
/s/ Frances Crawford
Yoa ] Acting Secretary
/s/ J. Young Chennault
President™
l This continuance is asked, not to organize opposition to this project, Mr,

Ratner explained, but it is for the purpose of checking intc the impact of
a iarger scale motel development in other locations and in other Jurisdict-
ions on the adjoining reaidential area and to learn for sure if they do
cbject to such a development. They did not get notice of thia plan until
ten days ago, Mr. Ratner continued, which has not given them sufficient tim
for-the research they feel they should do. However, it was sgreed that all
: lojgal requirements have been met with regai"d to posting and advertising of
this proposed use. .
This is important to their community, Mr. Ratner continued, and they would
like to havé some first hand information on the affect of similar projects,
The petitioners have had unlimited time - naturally, Mr. Ratner said, but
they Eava over 1000 people in Bren Mar Park who will be affected by this andl
l ’ ‘fthey feel a thorough investigation should be made by them before they can
intelligehtly evaluate the impact of this use.
Since the requirements of posting and advertising have bean met, Mr. Verlin
W. Smith stated, if the ten days notifilcation is i‘éund to be insufficient,
it night.be appropriate for the cbjectors in this case to so inform the Boarfi
of Supervisors that ten days is not adequate notification and request that
a change in the Ordinance revise this time lapse. Howgver, since require-
ments have been met - Mr. Verlin W. Smith ruled that the case proceed for
hearing.

IMr. Ratner explained that when people bought 1n'Bren Mar Park they wers tol
that this commercial area would be developed into a shopping center. In

fact, the shopping center promise was a great selling point for the developars.
I They would welcome a shopping area now - Mr. Ratner continued - but not the
motel.

This is within 600 feet of their homes, Mr. Ratner pointed out, it is a

" Jtransient buainess, not a part of their community, they do not need it to

l take care of their over-flow guesta. It is a business which would be open
' 24 hours a day - seven days a week. Lights would be on all night and peopls

uld be coming and going, additional traffic night and day. This would al
e a traffic hazard to the children (there ars over 400 children in the are
going to the school - which site the Magazine Brothers have dedicated adjol
ing the business property. The people do not feel that this is in the best
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3-Ctd. interests of the welfare and safety of their area - as evidenced by a

petition which Mr. Ratner presented to the Board, containing 233 signat.;.\reﬂ ‘f b (f
(representing that meny homes) from people living in Bren Mar Park.

"If this motel goes in, although there is still room on this tract for a
shopping center, Mr. Ratner, said he believed the development of the shopp- '
ing center would be very slow as the motel would make money - therefore

the developers would not feei the need to go ahead with the shopping center] -
for some time to come. Mr. Ratner labeled this use a nuisance to the area
and no advantage to the County,

Mr. T. Barnes could not see where this would be dangerous to health and l
oppf.;.\sed to the public welfar_e.

The houses in this area range from #15,000 to $20,000, Mr. Ratner advised
the Board, which he thought would come near paying their way. But this
project will be detrimental to homes in the area - therefore while it will
bring in f.a:: revenue to the County, it will by the mame tokep reduce tax
values on the adjoining homes - thereby the advantage to the County wuu]..d"
be lost,.

There are plenty of motels now on the Shirley, Mr. Ratner continued, and
under any circumstances, he asked, 13 it necessary to use this land Just
because it is zoned for business. Why not let it 1a§? Others have done
that. Transients bring in all kinds of people, Mr. Ratner cautioned the _
Board - the undesirable along with the desirable. 'They have a quiet law- ' l
abiding community now with very few burglaries and house-bmékings - it i;s .

not impossible that some of th_e undesirables from this_ project will wandef
out into their community. .
With regerd to the guarantee as to the type of buildinga the applicant
would put up, Mr. Verlin W. Smith informed Mr. Ratner that the Board could
tie the granting of a use permit to the plans and renderings prasentad with§
the application.

Mrs. Henderson asked Mr. Ratner if in his opinion a mbtel would bring more
traffic to the area than a shopping center. Mr. Ratner answered - yes -
since the motel is open 24 hours a day, while the shopping center would
close on Sundays and by nine in the evening. Again he stressed ‘the noise
from a motel, the 24 hour lighting, and the fact of the probable addition
of a swimming pool, which could serve as an attractive nuisance to childrenT I
This, Mrs, Henderson answered, would be taken care of by the new awimming
pool Ordinance. Mrs. Henderson also noted that the "no vacancy‘" lights go
on when the motel is filled - which would probably be early in the evening,
and the larger lights are turned off. S l
Mr . Herbert Harris, Vice President of the Bren Mar Civic Association also
spoke in opposition, restating Mr. Ratner's objections and caliing attent.icﬁl

to the desire of the Civic Association to maintain the character of their
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3-Ctd, Jresidential communjty without the intrusion of a project which would cater
“|to tourtsts.

Mr. Harris called attention to the faet that ﬁll the Magazine Company's
houses were sold before any plans of the motel were announced. The mibwunde
standing had been that this would be a shopping center. There are 350 home
in Bren Mar, Mr. Harris pointed out - and there are plans for 234 units in
this motel ~ the two types of development would be in complete conflict, in
his opinion. Out of the 350 homes 234 have signed the petition opposing
this. This reprgaents a tremendous opposition. They had a conference with
the Magazine Brothers two weeks before these plans were brought out, Mr,
Harris continued - and nothing was said about the motel Plans at that time.
He considered this misrepresentation. People have bought in this area
thinking they were protected from this type of project ~ and now - what do
they get? This project, as it is located, will force the shopping area
against thelr homes ~ when and if it is developed, Mr. Harris continued.
Mr. Harris said he lives across the street from this project, and when he
bought his property the plans showad either homes across from them, or a
200 foot buffer sirip, which would remain undeveloped.

Mr. Verlin W, Smith informed Mr. Harris that those plans are not before the
Board. He alsc recalled that the property was zoned for general business
uses at the time they purchased their property.

Mr. Harold Nissels, who lives on Hershey Lane, cbjectsed for reasons stated,
and assured the Beard that this project would not fit in with their way of
life in this rural community. He too thought the shopping center was to be
developed on the commercial property - to which he did not object,

Mr. Elvin Howes spoke in opposition, telling the Board that he thought this
amounted to a direct misrepresentation. He recalled that Mr. Katz of Magaz
Brothers had told him of the shopping center plans which were supposed to br
in operation within two years.

Mr. E. R. Larkin asked about the entrance from the motel to the highway.
That will be approved by the Highway Departmenf, Mr. Moncure answered - they]
plan only one entrance to the motel, which is shown on the plat - as a
propesed road to Edsall Road.

A shopping center is a matter of economics, Mr. Moncure told the Board. It
.'is necessary to get leases and while they have 50 acres on which they can
very well develop a shopping center - it must be feasible to do so. A4
great deal is involved in planning a shopping area - the lenders must be
satisfied - the lessees and the developer.

The 1lights, to which the community objecta, Mr. Moncure said, will certainlj
go out early in the evening. The traffic generated from the motel will be
mostly late in the evening or early in the morning - before and after school

hours. Mr. Moncure considered it an academic question - which would cause
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3=Ctd. | more traffic or noise - a ahoppiﬁg center or a motel. In his opinion
neither would be objectionable., The traffic would be from the Shirley
Highway to the property only - that would not affect Bren Mar, Mr. Moncure tf b é
said - whereas a shopping center would generate traffic in all directions :

and through the subdivision, l
The purpose of these commercially zoned intersections along the Shirley,

Mr. Moncure continued, is so the traveling public can get off the highway

for services.

As to the attractive nuisance - Mr. Moncure recalled the pistol range near
Bren Mar. ‘ l
He noticed that the opposition did not mention the revenue to be derived
from this 1-1/2 million dollar motel - they did not compare the cost of
educating a child with the tax income from the average home - they also havT
said nothing about the reputation of Magazine Brothers in the County as
reputable builders, _The opposition have not refuted the fact that this is
a logical place for a motel; they have not mentioned the f111ing station
Just near the subdivision which is a considerable more hazard than this woulld
be. These people object, Mr. Moncure continued, but their reasons are not’
sound and there are many logical reasons for granting this project. It
would be discrimination to refuse this project, and it would be against th
best interests of the County to refuse to aliow this tax revenue and the
tourist dollars, which would acerue to the interests of the County, and l
which would help in meeting the rising cost of education in the County. . .
The density coverage was discussed - that, Mr. Moncure stated, will be
worked out by the County authorities ~ they will not he allowed to exceed
a certain percentage.

The question of differentiation between a hotel and motel were discussed,
Mr, Moncure pointing cut that a hotel could be erected here without a
special use permit or public hearing. This is patterned after the Marriott]
Motel, having the same type of services as & hotel, As a matter of fact,

Mr, Moncure stated, in his opinion this could be classed as either a hotel

or a motel. Most' of the rooms are entered from the inside - some from the \
cutside. -

Mrs. Henderson asked about the width of the ingress and egress. That Mr. . l
Moncure stated will conform to the State Highway requirements.

It was agreed that the roof shelter shown on the plot plan which would brirL
the front of the building closer to the Shirley Highway line would have to

elther be removed or the building located back farther - in order to retain
the full 100 foot setback from the highway. The applicant agreed that l
that could be done without difficulty.

Mr. Willlam Moss suggested that the opposition was in the position of the

remark - "If you don't understand something - oppose it". They are oppos-

ing this because they do not know what to expect from it - what impact it

will have on their community and what repercussions to expect. In his
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Jopinion, Mr. Moss continued, the law is not sufficient in giving people time

[for study and understanding of such cases. These people are reluctant to

-fmach more objectionable uses - and therefore could very well withdraw their

object, Mr. Moss explained, but they feel that they need more time to look
into the results of this large a project in their midst. If they had more
time, Mr, Moss continued, they might find that this land could be put to

objections. A two or three weeks delay, Mr. Moss thought, would not work a
hardship on anyone and it would satisfy the people in the area, who have
great concern and this would give them the opportunity to submit whatever
evidence they may find. This property has been zoned for commercial use for
many years, Mr. Moss continued, and he thought in deference to the people in
the area it might be well to give them the time they desire and to satisfy
themselves as to whether or not this will be a good or a detrimental use in
their area.

Mr. Magazine objected to a delay, saying he had offered to go before the
Civic Association to explain their project - but they did not care for that.
The Civie Association was advised of the general plans, Mr. Harris said,
tgey'did not need the information Mr. Magagine .could give them -~ they merely
want the time to investigate similar projects in other locations to learn
what might happen here. ﬂe thought three weeks would give them time to
arrive at an intelligent approach to this. If they find that it would not
have an adverse affect upon their area they may withdraw their objections.
Mrs., Henderson suggested that & two week deferrment might résult in a
happier relationship between the Magazine Brothers and the people in the
area. ’

Mr. Moss commended the Magazine Brothers on their fine cooperation with the

County and suggested that in view of their excellent reputation he did not

think they would care to force something which might jeopardize the: relatiork

ship between them and the people.
Mr; Moncure stated that they were reluctant to agree to the deferrment, that
they have mature plans and are ready to go ahead with this at the earliest
poaéible date, and that they do object to the relevancy of the reason for
delay.

Mr. Lamond recalled that a 12 story hotel could go in here if the applicant
so desired - without objection from the area - he thought this was more
desirable than a hotel and that it is a logical use and of benefit to the
County at large.

The people dont know what they want, Mr. Harrie answered - they know only
that they want time to make their studies and decision.

Mr. Magazine said he felt - in view of their responsibility to the County
and to the community - that a two weeks delay would not inconvenience them

too much.

=0
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In view of the fact brought out, Mrs, Henderson moved to defer the case
until April 9th.

Seconded, J. B. Smith

Carried, unanimously,

//

MP'. VERNON YACHT CLUB, INC., to permit construction and operation of a Yach
Club, boat basin, swimming pool and buildings accessory thereto, Lot 1,
Block H, and Parcel A, Yacht Haven Estates, Mt, Vernon Dist,({Rural Res.-I}
Mr. Spellman, representing the Mt. Vernon Yacht Club, asked that this case
be deferred for 30 days, as ﬁhe pecple applying for this use, being in-
experienced_in this, have not had sufficient time to prepare their case.
Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case for 30 days (until April 23)

Seconded, J. B. Smith

Carried, unanimously.,

//

McLEAR-LANGLEY SWIMMING ASSOCIATION, to permit construction of a community
swimming pool with accessory structures thereto, north side of Moxley Dr.,
approx. 600 ft. north of Langley Forest, Dranesville Dist.{Rural Res,.-II)
Mr. James Whytock represented the applicant. Mr. Waytock noted that the
name of this applicant has been changed to "Langley Club, Inc." This chang
came about during incorporation. Also the wading pool has been cut from

60 feet in diameﬁer to 40 feet, and the bath house has been reduced from
29' x L4 to 22' x 38', These changes were made on the plats,

This project i1s a three acre tract located at the end of a private road
leading off of Route #193, adjoining River Oak Subdivision. It will have
only the one access. They plan a $75,000 development which will be finance
through memberships, rather than stock. They will charge $10.00 per adult
person and $10,00 a year dues for adults - $5.00 for children. The initial
expense will be taken care of by initiation fees and loans from the members|
which will be paid back within 30 years.

This tract is now surrounded by woods - part of which will probably be dé-
veloped at some future time, Mr. Whytock continued. The owners of this
property have no objection to this uge. The poél will conform to the.swimm}
ing pool Ordinance with a flash deck, and a filtration system. It will .
drain into the spring:”"‘r‘h‘i: ‘;:)\;.a.n has been approved by the Health Department.
Mr. Saunders, the adjoining property owner and the engineer on this project
told the Board that they have pZanned this project with appearance in mind }
with an attractive bath house and good planting., The deep woods will re~
tard the noise, Mr. Saunders stated, they intend to keep the bordering’
trees. This will be an ultra modern project in every way and they will mee}
all County requirements. They will have a membership of approximately 300
familias.

prY
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_'the noise and traffic would be unpleasant. He suggested an alternate site:

| fence were moved to the other side of the parking lot it would help them
Jereatly, Mr. Makel suggested. (Mr. Makel thought the tract a little small -

" |Mr. Whytock noted that Mr. Tracey had been completely unsuccessful in getting

Jwould further protect adjoining property.

NEW CASES - Ctd.

Mr. Howard read a resolution passdéd by the Langley Forest Citizens! Asan.
at their meeting of February 19, 1957, in which they state that this group
hag no objection to this project as planned.

Mrs, Henderson questioned the adequacy of the parking lot - which would takd
care of only 50 cars. That could be expanded, Mr. Whytock explained, if thd
need arises - they have sufficient area.

Also Mra. Henderson guestioned - what concessiona? Only soft drinks, candy
and ice cream, Mr. Whytock answered. They have no intention of going into
the sale of food,

The private road was discussed, Mr. Whytock explaining that Moxley Road was
put in originally to serve the property in the back and to be maintained .
privately. The membership of the Swimming Club will agree also to help mai
tain the road, It is an 18 foot gravel right of way now, There is a $5,00(
sum set aside to widen this road and for more gravel.

The Chairman asked for opposition.

Mr. Tracey, living on Benjamin Street about 800 feet from this site, stated
that they had moved to this location hoping for a quiet residential area.
They had not expected the encroachment of this type of enterprise. He felt
the noise would be objectionable. They live in their back yard a great deal

in the summer, Mr. Tracey stated, which would face this pool area - he r.hou?n’.

which might be available in Section 1 or 2 of Langley Forest.

Mr. Henry Makel said he wished there was a category which could be called
neither for nor against this use, as that is the position in which he found §
himgelf. He was representing Southland Corporation, which owns the pPro-
perty over which the 18 foot road passes. They will develop this property
probably within another two years, Mr. Makel continued, and will at that ti
build the street which will lead to this site. They want protection for thI
lots which will back up to this property - that is their concern. If the

for the purpose proposed.) They will dedicate this road to public use when

they develop this property, Mr. Makel continued, and at that time it will b

“jbuilt to County specifications,

Mr. Tracey noted that this is supposed to be a community pool, but there ar
only 80 homes in Langley Forest - therefore there must be many . members cofi-
ing from outside the area. A purely community project he did not think too
objectionable - but he thought it should not take in other families.

a petition against this project signed. Mr. Whytock agreed that the deap
setbacks which they will provide are a proper protsction for the property
described by Mr. Makel., They will also have screening around the ares which

b 19 0
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Mr. Saunders said there was no other property in Langley Forest available
to them because of topographic conditions, This pool will be 900 feet from
the nearest house, Mr. Saunders noted. ’

Mr. Burling, the westerly adjoining property owner, was not contacted re-
garding these plans.

Mrs. Henderson moved to grant this use to the Langley Club, Inc., according
to the changes that have been made on the map prepared by Jozeph Berry,
dated February 26,1957 - indicating the changes in size of the wading pool
to 40 feet in diameter, and the reduction of the bath house coAzzv x 38¢,
This is granted because it conforms to the‘folloW1ng sections of the
Ordinance: Section 6-4-a as amended; 15-¢ as amended; and Section 6-12.
This is granted because it does not appear that it will materially affect
adversely persons residing or working in the neighborhood and that it will
not adversely affect property in the neighborhood. This is granted subject
to conformance with the new swimming pool Ordinance andVHealth Department
regulations governing swimming pools.

Seconded, Mr. Lamond

Garried, unanimously,

//

DEFERRED -CASE:

J. T. MOTON REALTY,INC., to permit garage to remain as erected 8,57 feet oi:
rear property line, Lot 10, lst Addition to Brookland Estates, Lee Dist.

{Suburban Residence).

Mr. J. T. Moton, whose case was deferred to this date, asked the Board to
defer his case until April 23rd.

Mr. Lamond sc moved

Seconded, J. B. Smith

Carried, unanimously.

//

NEW CASES - Ctd.

PEQFLES SERVICE DRUG STORES,INC., to permit erection of three glgne with an
aggregate area in excess allowable by the Ordinence, (184 sq.ft.}, on north
side of #29 and #211 at Kamp Washington, Providence Dist. {Rural Business);
Mr. Roger Wells represented the applicant. A letter from Peoples Drug Stor
was read asking for three signs totaling 184 square feet to replace the
existing sign on the store which has a total area of 100 square feet. This
is a new type of sign, the letter stated, which the company plan to ﬁse bn
their larger stores. It will have plastic face and diffused lighting.

Mr. Wells showed two pictures, Exhibit A and B, A showing this sign which
is presently installed on the Arlington store, and Exhibit B, which showed
the inadequacy of the sign at the Kamp Washington store, which store ia
located 155 feet from the right of way.

+70
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Mrs. Henderson asked what hardship requires the 184 square foot sign. The
square footage is not as important as_the aesthetic values to be derived‘
from the change from a sign which is.not partigulgrly well designed nor is
it attractive, Mr. Wells answered. This new type of sign is the one used
at the Seven Corners store, and it is obvious, Mr. Wells stated, that is fa
superior to the one now at Kamp Washington.

Mrs. Henderson granted that, but still suggested that it bg cut in size.
These letters are cuatom made, Mr. Wells answered, they have made the moids
and It would be expensive to change them., They_hope to use this sign on
all their larger stores, and therefore the same molds would be used. They
havg gone to a great deal of expense and care to design these signs, Mg.
Welle continued - they consider it attractive and éffective advertising and
an asset to thq compunity. They feel that the old type of sign has become
obsolete - they therefore wish to start a new era in a more effective and

a mbre attractive sign. This particular sign has been not1ced and highly
complimented by the National Association of sign people.

‘M?. Wells showed a series of pictures starting from the early signé - and
indicating the progress - culminating in this sign which they believe
superior in every way. . ’

iMrs.lHenderson agreed again.that most companies want zs large and as
attractive signg as poasible, bgt she still.Questiongd an-adgquaté reason
for such a large sign. . .
?b. Wells notsd that there are many other signe in the County larger thanvﬁ
Ithis on buildings which are cloae: to the street right of way. Mr. Wells
considered the setback which they have sllowed for parking and_for the free
Tmovement of traffic - to be a sufficient hardship.

Thare were no objections from the area.

. Lamond stated that due to the fact of the size of this store and the

etback from the Highway right of way he would move that this variance be
ranted.

econded, Mr. J. B. Smith
b 0. 5. Smith asked about the actual size of the letters - he thought if
he letters alone were figured the area would be considerably less. Mr.
ells showed how this could actually be put in as three signs, which. would
o atly reduce the area..
Bince this is the first request in the County for this new large sign - Mis.
Hlenderson suggested that a flood of requests {or this same sign would follow
pf this is granted. Since this has been an expensive venture for the Companj
Lhey most certainly will use it to the fullest, Mrs. Henderson contirmed.

« Wells answered that this sign would be used only where it is appropriate
t:d on their larger stores. They often buy signs locally, Mr. Wells con-

Linued, especially on their smaller stores.

L /{
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Mr. Lamond added to his motion that this be granted as per blue print sub-
nitted with the casé dated Harch L, 1957.

Mr. J. B, Smith accepted the addition.

For the motion: Lamond, J. B. Smith, T. Barnes

Against: Mrs. Henderson, Verlin W. Smith

Motion carried.

74

POPS FAIRFAX,INC., to permit erection of one sign with an area of.(172-1/2
square feet}, Part of Lot 1, East Fairfax Park Subdivision, at Fairfax
Circle, Providence District. (Rural Business).
Mr. H. F. Miller represented the applicant. Mr. Wells also snppofted the
case. Mr. Miller presented each Board member with a copy of a 1epter from
Mr. James Matthews, President of this Company, detailing this requeét for
the larger sign. The total area will be 172-1/2 square feet. Tt will be a
free standing pilon type sign. This is a chain restaurant and they;are a8k=
ing for the pilon, which is the trade mark they use in other locations.
fMr. Miller showed photographs in color of the proposed sign, ﬁe élso showed}
pictures of the existing bullding on the préperty, which they wiil add to.
They need this large sign in order to have visibility for sﬁfficient dis-
ance that people may slow down without hazard, This 'is on the approach to
ﬂ:he cirele, Mr. Miller explained, whers traffic is convérging and it was

his opinion that a considerable sight distance was necessary.

foot of sign area would not be sufficient. It is merely the need to pro-

ect traffic ~ so pecple can See the sign far enough away to begin slpuing
p and get into the proper lane so as ﬁot to obstruct the napura; flow of
raffic, The ﬁresent building is 50 feet from the right of ﬁay - and the
sign about 30 feet from the highway right of way. However, the exact loca-
ion of the right of way was uncertain at this point, Mr, Milier said -

hey tried very hard to get the exact width of the highway at this point but
re not sure that they are correct. They measured from the black top and
pelieve that the sign is located back 30 feet.
fir. Mooreland said the total right of way here is 250 feet, therefore they
could locate the sign on the right of way - as‘1/2 the width of the right of
way, or 125 feet, would be at the property line, Mr, Mooreland noted that
the right of way widens out as it splits at the circle.
the inadequacy of the present sign Ordinance was discussed,

» Wells recalled that he had volunteered his services a few years ago to"
elp in drafting a new sign Ordinance. However, his offer was not taken up.
. Wells noted that in other Jurisdictions the larger lot will take a large
sign - which he thought equitable, This lot has a 220 foot frontage which
should give them a larger sign area. However, the sign size is not 50 im=
ortant, Mr. Wells continued, it is the type of sign - the sign which is

ttractive and quickly understood or as in this case, a sign which is

amiliar to the traveling public. Mr. Wells said he would still be glad

Mrs. Henderson asked what evidence Mr. Miller could offer that the 120 squarp

g5 2
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1¥r. Gallo represented the applicant. This extra sign is needed, Mr. Gallo

1the center of the property frontage. They have two entrances and one exit.

NEW CASES - Ctd.

to work with the County in setting up a sign Ordinance which would e;iminatf
many of the cases which now find it necessary to come before the Board,
(Mr. Verlin W. Smith thanked Mr. Wells for his offer.)

Theré were no objections from the area.

It was noted that the McDonald restaurant has a frontage of 216 feet,
Mrs. Henderson asked if the applicant could reduce the sign to 150 square

out the Country as their trade mark, Mr. Miller answered. They would like
the same sign, They now have two such eigns in Arlington.’

Mrs, Henderéonlmoved to deny the case as this is a gross variance from
Section 6-15-c-1 of the Ordinance.

There was no section.

Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case for the applicant to study the case and
see if he can get along with 150 square fest of area.

Seconded, J. B. Smith

This to be deferred until April gth, Mr. Lamond Addad.‘

They will accept the 150 square foot area, Mr. Miller told the Board.
Therefore, Mr. Lamond changed his motion to stats that the application be
granted for a sign with an area of 150 square feet.

Seconded, T. Barnes

Carried

]

Mrs. Hendersonfand Mr. Veriin W. Smith) not voting,
Mrs. Henderson not voting because there is a 20 mile per hour speed limit

at this point, and she thought the 60 square foot sign would be adequate.

/" _ .

SUNSET DRIVE IN THEATRE, to permit erection of an additionmal sign to exist-
ing marquee which makes the aggregate area in excess allowed by the Ordinande
{214 sq. ft.) north side of #7, approx. 1/2 mile east of Bailey's Cross Rds.|
Mason District. {Rural Business)}.

explained, as the area is large and open and the spesd limit at this point
iz 45 miles per hour. It is felt that it is necessary to have a sign which
will alert the public for a reasonable distance before they reach the
theatre in order to slow down without hazard. This will be 1oc§ted about i

Thq total sign area on the property was discussed, Mr, Gallo stating that
the 214 square feet named in the application included the entirs sign ares.
The pilon sign has an area of 80 square feet, the sign on the back of the
screen has 18" letters and probably about 30 square foot area, and the
attraction panel - 120 square feet.

Thia is a small sign area compared to other Drive-In Theatres, Mr. Wilscn,
President of the Drive In Company, told the Board - because this was the

%4i9
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first drive-in in Virginia and at that time the large signs were not in uss.
Now they feel that they are in competition with the newer type signs which
will require more area.

Mrs. Henderson thought the sign on the screen tower was adequate for site
distance. Mr. Wilson pointed out that the letters are parallel tc the high+

way, and are therefore not visible up and down the highway. The pilon would

since a Drive-in usually is well known,

There were no objections from the area.

Mrs. Wilkins asked under what Section of the Ordinance this could be grant ed
Mr; Verlin W. Smith quoted from the Ordinance 6-12-7-g (page 96) saying it
would be necessary for the applicant to show an undue hardship.

Mrs. Wilkins asked if the Board could grant a variance three times that

called amending the Ordinance?

To what extent the Board can vary - has not yet baen determined, Mr, Verlin
w. Smith.Anéwarsd. That ‘is a question the Board would like to have an
opinion on, Mr. Verlin W. Smith continued - when does a granting become an
amendment to the Ordinanée.

This sign size is neceesary, Mr. Wilson continued, because competition is
now too keen to operate on the old obsolete signs they now have. They have
a large tourist clientels who do not know where the theatre is located and
they believe this would help. Mr. Wilson alsc noted that most theatres ex-
clude the attraction panel - while they have figured that in their total,
Mf. T. Barnes moved to defer the case for 30 days to give the Board time to
atudy the case and to find out just what the situation is on the Property =
to investigate the entrances and exit with relation to the proposed locat;éﬂ
of the sign.

Seconded, Mr. J. B. Smith (Defer until Apri) 23rd)

Mr. Verlin W. Smith noted that the Board had required other applicants on
signs to show all the existing signs. on the property and their location -
also the Board should have & plat showing ingress and egress.

This was added to the motion that the applicant bring plats showing the
location of all existing signs, the total sign area of each and to show the
location of the proposed sign, and also the ingress and egreas.

Mr. J. B, Smith accepted this addition,

Carried, unanimously.

/-

CLARENCE R. & IRVIN PAYYE,JR., to permit erection and operation of a servicé
station and permit pump islandhzs'feet of the street right of way lines, at
the N. E. corner #7 and #244 at Bailey's Cross Roads, Mason Dist.{Gen,Bus.)
Mr. Willlam Moncure represented the applicant. Mr. Irvin Payne was present

also.

slow down traffic - which Mrs, Henderson thought not particularly necessary §

allowed in the Ordinance - and still call that a variance - or would that bﬁ :
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Jmore than the two exits and entrances. Mr. Payne was not entirely certain

NEW CASES - Ctd.
Mr. Moncure explained to the Board that the State had changed the traffie
pattern at the intersection of Route #7 and Columbia Pike (which is greatly
improved) but in doing so they have cut this area of the Payne property to
21,960 square feet. Therefore the applicant feels that the only thing he
can use this property for is a filling station, While this i3 a very de-
sirable location for a filling station, the.roads are now so arranged that
the only right turn into the property is from Leesburg Fike, and going east
on Columbia Pike, The traffic from Washington would have no ready access.
With this limited access there should be no traffic hazard, Mr. Moncure
assured the Board. The exits would be at the far corners of the Property,
Mr, Moncure pointed out. With the pump islands located near the property
line it would give room for the cars to turn within the property and go out
on either Route #7 or Columbia Pike.
They now have commitments for the filling station from Standard Oil, Mr.
Moncure told the Board - with a good rental and percentage. It_would appeay
+ Moncure contended, that this would be good revenue for this property
and for the County.
There were no objections from adjoining property cwners, nor from the area.

[t was noted on the plat which Mr. Payne showed that the curb cuts indicated

what was being planned,
Mr. Verlin W. Smith asked about the other buildings shown on the plat - whidh
apparently have nothing to do with the filling station. . .

Those will be left as they are, Mr. Payne answered, used for storage only -
no employees are in the buildings. Therefore there would be no parking
question. It was noted that Mr. Payne has 1000 square feet of parking spacT.
Mr. J. B. Smith moved to defer this case until April $th for proper plats -
which will show the parking area for the warehouse.

Seconded, Mrs. Henderson

Carried, unanimously.

// : o

A. H. & FRANCES L. TINKLE, to permit existing sign to remain at pfeaent
locatdon with larger area than allowed by the Ordinance, in front of future
Lot 13, 1st Addition to Aura Heights Subdivision, Mason District.(Sub. Res. ]
Mr. Clyde Dews represented the appliecant, stating that there are two vio-
lations on this application - first, they did not obtain a permit for the
sign - second, the sign as presently erected is too large.

Mr.- Dews gave a brief history of his sign operations. In August of 1955
they received a permit from the Zoning Office for two 60 square foot signs
to bé located on their property along Route #7, and subsequently erected th
two signs. One year later, when they realized that the signs were ineffect
they made plans to put up another ﬁype of sigﬁ. They contacted the Zoning
Office who told them their signs could be rebuilt and relocated under the

old permit. The signs they erected were actually too large for the amount
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PMr. Dews answered - "yes"™ - gven a temporary permit. While the service

NEW CASES - Ctd.

of frontage this subdivision had on Route #7. Opposition to these signs
developed. Mr. Mooreland then told the applicant that the two signa could
be put back to back, creating one sign, which would come within the
Ordinance requiremente. o

Again, this year, Mr. Dews continued, the applicant felt that his sign was
not effgctive. They again re-designed the sign and put it in a different

This sign is larger than allowed by the Ordinance. It is aboyt 82 square
feet.

Since this aign was put up they have dedicated the first addition to this
subdivision and have dedicated the property for a sepvice drive along Lees-
burg Pike. The sign is now located in the future service drive area - they |
are fully conscious of that, Mr. Dews continued.

There are 51 lots in this subdivision, Mr. Dews went on, on which they are
building homes ranging in price from $23,000 to §30,000. Since they have
only 320 foot frontage on Route #7, and since there is a high hedge along
the right of way, thef only way a sign can be seen for any appreciable dis-

location. They did not get a permit nor did they talk with the Zoning OffiJe.

tance is to give it height - which they have done. They feel that the ai
even with the height has & minimum of viaibility. Mr. Dews showed pictures |
of the sign illustrating the hindrance of the hedge. The sign now is act
visible for only ebout 200 feet in one diredtion, and 500 feet in the other.
With a 55 mile speed limit at this point, Mr. Dews considered this sign .
barely effective in its present location. ' '

The Real Estate and Builders Industry have proved that road signs are two-
to-one the best form of advertising, Mr. Dews continued. He therefore con-
sidered it necessary to have an adequate size and an attractive sign to
attract the publie,

They are up-grading the type of homes they are building, Mr, Dews continued,
and find it imperative to bring attention to their houses. Mr. Dews said
they sincerely regretted the violation. '

And now you want this Board_to give you permission to leave this over-sized

sign on property which is dedicated to the State, Mr. Verlin W. Smith asked?

drive is dedicated it probably will not be on the State records until late
this year - therefore, he thought a temporary permit would solve their pPro-
blem and would not affect the State property.

« Don Wilkins appeared in opposition,

« Wilkins called attention to the fact that this sign 1s on Lot 13 which
as a frontage of 107.52 feet - which if figured according to lineal front-
age would give the applicant g sign of 10.75 square feet. Mr. Wilkins alao
[discussed the background of this sign, stating that the original sign perﬁit

the size sign he was allowed,

fwas issued in error - ag the applicant did not have the-frontage to warrant K

y
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fMr. Wilkins also recalled the applicant's request for a waiver from service

iMr. Reno, who lives across the street from the sign, concurred in Mr. Wilkink!

fignorant of the law, but they thought they were in the clear and did not

18ign more nearly within the Ordinance requirements.

I8econded, Mrs., Henderson

NEW CASES - Ctd.

drive requirements before the Board of Supervisors, which waas refused. He
alsc called attention to the bond requirement and agreement between the

applicant and the Board of Supervisors which has not been met. This is an

illégal sign, Mr. Wilkins contended, and the applicant has been perfectly
congcious of that fact. It is on State property in the middle of the servi#e
drive dedication, and is not more than 20 feet from the right of way of
Route #7. The applicant has met none of his committmeﬁts, Mr. Wilkins con<
tinued, yet he expecta the County to grant him an illegal sign.

Carrying cut the statutes and the proper enforcement of the laws of the
County and State are the function of this Board, Mr. Wilkins continued. The
107.52 foot frontage on Lot 13, which will '"permit' a sign with only 10.75
(square feet figured on & lineal foot basis, renders this sign entirely out
of keeping with requirements. The sign as erected contains approximﬁtely 83
square feet. It i3 a monstrosity, Mr. Wilkins conﬁinued; whiéh is better
gdapted to Coney Island or a Carnival - than to this area. It is many timed
the size allowed and it 1s located on public property and in his opinion en{
tirely outside the jurisdiction of the Board to grant. '
This Board can grant an over-sized sign, Mr, Wilkins pointed out, if a hard-
ship exists - but not a self-imposed hardship.

Mr. wilkin§ mentioned the Betts property which is locgtéd farther from the
highway, but which had légal size signs and was sold out without hardship -
the product sold itself. The hardship here is the hardship of compeﬁition
which has nothing to do with this Board. '

statements and urged the Board to deny the case.
Mr. Dews granted that the frontage on this might be debatable. However,

they would like the temporary permit and would move the sign when the servi

i

drive is put in. Mr. Dews admitted that they had been transgressors and

vioclate the Ordinance wilfully. It would be a hardship to move the sign, Mry
Daws continrued, but they will abide by the Board's decision. He suggested
that the upper 10 feet of the sign could be removed, which would bring the

Mr. Lamond moved to deny the case because it deces not conform to the requiral
Hﬁénta of the Ordinance.

Garried, unanimously.

/!

yr7
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RIVER TOWERS, INC., to permit multiple housing with greater density than
allowed by the Ordinance on 26.8424 acres, south end of Potomac Avenue
{Belleview), Mt. Vernon District. (Urban Res. Class I).

Before hearing the applicant, Mr. Verlin W. Smith suggested that the Board
discuss its jurisdiction to handle this case, and make a determination if
possible, whether or not the permit granted originally on this tract is stil}
in effect.
Mr. Schumann told the Board that he had discussed this case with the Common-
wealth's Attorney, and had been informed by him that in his opinion the ap-
plicant had complied with Section 6~12-d-2-a-b of the Ordinance, that pennité
were granted and buildings completed in accordance with those permits and
that the applicant is in a position to continue on that original permit pro-
vided the density variance is allowed by this Board. _

Mr. Verlin W. Smith said - in other words if an applicant gets a permit for

time? Mr. Schumann said the Commonwealth's Attorney had emphasized tat
building - that if the applicant had completed a building granted on the
original permit - his permit continues in effect.

Mr. Verlin W. Omith asked if the case file on the original granting of this
project is still available. Mr. Schumann answered that it was out of file
and they have not been able to locate it, however, the minutes of the Board
of February 25, 1947 show that the case was granted;

The minutes of February 25, 1947 regarding the original granting were read.
Mrs. Henderson suggested that there are several things which in her opinion
should be cleared with the Commonwealtht's Attorney. ' It was brought out that
Mr. Fitzgerald discussed thia case with Mr. Schumann, but he had not read
the Minutes of February 25, 1947. She felt that the presently planned pro-

Jject should cenform to the architectural design of the original application
as shown in the Minutes = the same type project as Fairlington. This is an
entirely different type of project. Alsc, Mrs. Henderson questioned whether
‘|2 new application should have been filed in case of change of ownership of
property. She asked if River Towers is Olmi and Landrith,

Mr. Verlin W. Smith questioned 1if the use permit issued in 1947 was still i
effect, 1f the density granted was used up - and if this exceads.the total
density originally granted,

ptr. Schumann noted that in the Minutes it did not state that the applicatignl
was granted for the applicant only. He thought change of ownership was of
no importance. However, Mr. Verlin W. Smith noted that the type of develop-
Lment was clearly stated in the original hearing and that is being varied
from. Mr. Schumann stated that these applicants are asking the Boa;d to vary

from the terms of the original granting, that is the question before the

Board. The Board passed a Resolution stating the applicant could build with
certain type of architecture. These people want something different in

architecture - therefore this is not a variance from the Ordinance, Mr.

100 buildings and completes one building, his permit is good for an indefinike :

Y78
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|Schumann continued, it is a variance from the Resolution pasgsed by the Board

Jthat the case be deferred for further discussion with Mr. Fitzgerald.

able to contact Mr. Fitzgerald by that tims.

MeGutcheon, Mrs. Carolyn Groce, Edward J. Kelly, Ray Van Hook, J. W.

- described in the Minutes of February 25, 1947

4 allow 981 units as requested is this in effect amending the Ordinance?

- no dwelling shall exceed 45 feet or three and one-half stories in

NEW-CASES - Ctd, ~

on February 25, 1947.

Mr. Verlin W. Smith noted that the present application says nothing about
architecture nor density. When the application is explained, Mr. Schumann
told the Board, it will be brought out that the architecture and density

are to be varied from the original application.

Mr. Lamond thought this should be discussed with the Commonwealth's Attorney

if he could be contacted during Court recess. The Board recessed to see Mp.
Fitzgerald.

Upon re-convening, Mr. Verlin W. Smith told those present that Mr. Fitzgera
had stated that when he g&ve Mr. Schumann his opinion - he ha& ﬁot read £ha
Minutes of the previous case, nor had he congideredlthe previous use permit
granted in 1947 - therefore his opinion was not pertineﬁt to that part of

the application, regarding type of architecture. Therefore, it was suggestli

Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case until April Sth = provided the Board is

Seconded, Mrs. Henderson

Carried.

The following people left their names with the Clerk ﬁc be qotified if the
hearing is to be on April 9th: Ralph D. Rocks, James S. Keith, Gilbert s

Foristel. . ]

The Board instructed the Clerk to forward the folicwing quesations relat;va
to this case to the Commonwealth's Attorney, asking for hié opinion by ﬁhe
next meeting: .

"Considering this case under Section 6-12-D~2-a<b, if the evidence
as presented in the first application and upon which the permit
was granted, holds today provided the present evidence shows that
application ds being made for a.project completely different from
the original application as to type and architectural deeign, as

In the Opinion of the Commonwealth's Attormey how far can the Board

- 'of Zoning Appeals go with a variance from the density granted in the
original application? The original application granted 1208 units.
The present application request 981 unita. If the evidence shows
that the applicants have gone beyond the original density granted,
would this necessitate filing a new application?

. What percentage of variation from the strict application of the
Ordinance is the Board empowered to grant? If the granting should

. The Board alsc requests an opinion on height iimitations. How do you
reconcile Section 6~lhi~b with Section 6-11-2 which says in part *....

height and no building not a dwelling shall exceed 75 feet in height.®

ﬁWould a change in ownership from the original grantee affset the permit,
eapecially if the original permit was used up in density and the type
of project changed? :

What effect will the lack of the original plans, layout, sketches,and
renderings, etc., as mentioned in the Minutes of February 25,1947 have
on this case should they not be available?" :

/7
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LIAS BURNSTEIN, to permit erection of an additidn to dwelling within 48 ft.

(227 Collingwood Avenue), Mt. Vernon District. (Rural Res.-Class I)

This caée was deferred to view the property. It was recalled that this is
only a two foot variance, and that the house on the corner, which is located
28 feet from Collingwood Avenue, was granted by Mr. Mooreland without public

hearing. However, that house faces on West Boulevard Drive - the back yard

ifacing Mr. Burnstein's property.

+ Mooreland explained that he had granted that because it is a corner 1ot
nd he had worked with the owner to get the best possible location for the
house.
8. Henderson salid she saw no evidence of hérdship on this sinee it woﬁld
appear that the addition could be located at the rear of the house. 7
However, Mr. Burnstein had stated that this was a matter of.economics and

the arrangement of his rooms - with relation to the stairway to the base-
I:znt and the bath entrance.

other gimilar homes across the street had conformed to required setbacks.

[Mrs. Henderson moved to deny the case, because no evidence of hardship had
been shown. . ’

No second.

« lamond stated that in view of the existing house on the corner lot being
so placed on the lot he would move that this case be granted.

tz. Verlin W. Smith questibned setting a precedent in granting this.

. Lamond thought the Board was perfectly justified in granting this as
the arrangement of the existing house made it impossible for the addition to
[oe put on in any cother way and still have the stairway to the basement and
laccessible opéning to the bath. In his opinion it would be a hardship not
to grant the application.

Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes
fFor the motion: Mr. Lamond, T. Barnes, J. B. Smith

Against: Mr. Vérlin W. Smith and Mrs. Henderson
PMotion carried.

//

L. G. MELTZER, to permit temporary operation of a property yard and permit

two temporary sheds and fence to remain as erected as shown on plat, Lot 1,

ord was sent to the Board that the opposition, headed by Mr. Anthony, has
een withdrawn in accordance with the following agreement with the operators

"In the interest of a neat, orderly, and presentable appearance

at the entrance of Colonial Acres, Mt. Vernon District, and in
behalf of the residents of said community, it 1s hereby agreed .
by Mr. Fleisher, developer of adjacent Sulgrave Manor and custodian
of bullding material compound located on lot number one, at the
entrance of Colonial Acres, that Mr. Fleisher will maintain the
compound and its immediate area in a presentable manner at all
times. That he will cause the area to be kept policed and frse

of unnecessary ecyesores, that he will provide trash receptacle

for the immediate compound area. That, he will refrain his

of the street propérty line, Lots 28, 29 and 30, Block D, Collingwood Manor,

s. Henderson questioned if this was a reasonable hardship - and noted that

vgo

Section 1, Golonial Acres, Mt. Vernon District. (Suburban Residence-Class IIf). .
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employees {rom littering or cluttering the grounds. That, he will
allow no vehicles pertaining to his activity to park less than one
hundred feet from the intersection six twenty-three on Colonial Ave.
That, he will provide a parking lot for his employees vehicles so
as to prevent safety hazards and road congestion on Colonial Ave.
That, he will provide some suitable shrubbery to sereen the peri-
meter of the compound from the public eye.

Further, Mr. Fleisher agrees to remove all vestage of compound
structure (this includes sheds, poles in ground and any debris)
at the completion of his proposed building project but not later
than two years from this date. . :

Further, Mr. Fleisher agrees to cooperate with the spirit of this
document t0 the satisfaction of the residents on Coclonial Ave.
And that all matters and transactions pertaining to this agrees
ment will be dealt only with WO G. L. Anthony representative of
the residents of Colonial Acres.

SULGRAVE MANOR DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION
BY: /s/ L. G. Meltzer, President
Witness:
/8/ Louis @. Zuchelman

NOTORIZED:
In acceptance of Mr. Flelsher, cooperation and efforts and in
the best interest of harmony, we the residents of Colonial Acres
agree to make no further protests to the Fairfax County Zoning
Board as it pertains to the location and site of the builders
compound,. .
/8/ G. L. Anthony, (Representative}"
In view of the sign® Agreement between the Sulgrave Manor Development Corp.

ﬁand the peoplé in the area whe had Beén oppeosed to this use, and who have

Jstated that the original objections have been removed, Mrs, Henderson moved

to grant the application, with the provision that the terms of the Agreement
be adhered to. This is granted for a period not to exceed two years.
Seconded, J. B. Smith ’

Fdr the motion: Mrs. Henderson, T. Barnes, J. B. Smith, Mr, Lamond

Mr. Verlin W. Smith not voting

Motion carried.

//

NORMAN E. PUMPHREY, to permit carport to remain enclosed within B.60 feet of
the side property line, Lot 22 and part of Lot 23, Block E, Courtland Park,
(1006 Oak Street), Mason District. {Suburban Residence).

« Pumphrey, father of the applicant, reviewed the case, recalling his son!
negotiations with the builder to construct this enclosed poreh, at the time
he bought the house, the son's subsequent trangfer to Florida and his desire
to sell the house. The violation then came to light.

Mr. Pumphrey called attention to many other similar violations in the sube
division, which was originally laid out in smaller lots - and which sub-
division was recorded before the Ordinance. On the street just back of Oak
Street, on which this house faces, many homes are built with enclosed proche
located from 7 to 8-1/2 feet from the side line.

There were no objections from the area.

]Mrs. Jones, the next door neighbor, and the one most affected, stated she
h

ad no cbjections and could see no reason for not granting this when so manﬂ

others have the same setback.

“+0U.L
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J¥r. Mooreland explained that he could grant a 7 foot setback in the case of
fire-proof materials and if the lot is below the required lot sizes. This

meets neither of those requirements, therefore, he could not grant it,
M. Nﬁgel, who 1ives on the other side of Mr. Pumphrey also had no objection
and he felt that this was an asset to the house and to the neighborhood,
Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application because it would appear that from
7 to 8-1/2 foot side setbacks prevail tﬁroughout the subdivision.

Seconded, J, B. Smith

For the motion: Mr. Lamond, J. B. Smith, T. Barnes

Against: Mrs. Henderaon, and Verlin W. Smith

Motion carried.

//

A letter from Calvary Presbyterian Church was read requesting continuance of]
the variance granted on March 20, 1956, which would permit an addition to

their Church on Lots 2 and 3, Section 1, Penn Daw Village.

+ Mooreland noted that this is the third reqﬁest for an extension.
fMr. Lamond said this group had had a great deal of difficulty with their
jfinances, and he thought the Board shotld be lenient. He therefore moved
to grant the extension for the usual period of time - one year.
fSeconded, T. Barnes
;Carried, unanimously.
IMILLER BUILDING SUPPLY CORPORATION, with regard to the time within which the
building on this property should be torn down or removed, Mrs. Henderson
jstated that the Commonwealth's Attorney said that it would be difficult teo
; lace a definite time which would cover all cases, that it would be reasonab
g ¢ move & small shed within a short time, whereas a brick building might
fuake several months. He felt the time element was up to the judgement of
he Board.
2. Henderson moved that Mr, Millef be given 60 days in which to move his.
Eilding.
Secondad, J; B. Smith

« Verlin W. Smith thought Mr. Schumann or Mr. Mooreland should be consulte
i:: to their policy in this. However, it.was stated that Mr. Mooreland had
indicated some time age that he had usually allowed at least 30 days - whgn,
he had no definite instructions from the Board. .
» Verlin W. Smith thought this might be discussed with Mr. Fomeroy.
or the motion: Mrs. Henderson, J. B. Smith, T. Barnmes,

Poth Mr. Verlin W. Smith and Mr. A. Slater Lamond refrained from voting.

//
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he Board discussed a testimonial dinner for Mr. Brookfield and appointed #o0

« Verlin W. Smith to work with rebresenbatives of other Boards or Come
issions on which Mr. Brookfield had served, with the idea of formulating l# 33 .
plans. Other members of the committee suggested were Mr. Keith Price, Lewis

" Leigh, Charlie Robinson, John Taylor, John Rust; Mrs. Henderson agreeing to
Lake care of the invitations.

h tentative date of May l0th was set.

(/

‘ The meeting adjourned.

v
.

(A

Verlin W. Smith, Chairman






