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llU'g. building with a .mall .ign would al.o look .treng., Mr. Kinder point

out.

Mr. Moo....land call.d attention to tho fact that the buUding .etback lin.

here 1s 35 feet. t't was noted that the pilon was not located on the plat.

Mr. J. B. 8mith moved to deter the case tor two weeks tor plat shoWing

location of the pilon s1gn and for measurements and re-draw1ng ot the signa

Seconded. Mr. T. Barnes

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

Against: Mr. V. SIlI1th

Motion eatTied.

II

I

I
7- FAIRFAX COUNTRY OLUB, to permit .....ction and operation of a lIW1mm1ng pool,

ba~ house and buildings ace.B8ary thereto, on east aide #237. 1600 teet

south ot Schuerman Road, '655, Providence District. (Sub. Rea.-Class II).

Mr. Ed Gll.sson represented the applicant. Mr. Drexel, owner of the property

was also present.

Mr. ,GasBon pointed out 'that this property is shown on the McHugh map as bee

suited. to· a galt course or cemetery. The golf course 18 now opera't1ng on

this property and it 18 the belief' of the applicant, Mr. Gasson told the

Board, that a l!SW1.mII1ng pool would be an attractive and logical addition to

the present installation.

Mr. ~8son presented two plats, the plot plan and the architect's d~w1ng _

both or which incorporated. features of the plans, indicating some change.

that had. been made since the first drawings. The plot plan, prepared by

Ed Holland, showed that the pool had been pull.d back f1'Olll th. h1gln<ay to

4J. feet. The ex1stlD& bu11ding comes within 36 fee't of the right of way.

Mr. Gasson stated 'that in his opinion this was a meritorious app1i.catioD _

that much of this property (known as the Connolley tract) is now under de.

ve10pment by the purchasers of the golf club. The ground was bough't primar y

with the idea of developing a subdivision - however, the purchasers do not

expect to develop the gol!' course into homes at the present time. The pool

w11l be operated presently by the owners of tMs property - but it is their

intention to eventually turn it over to the people living in the area who

will operate it on a 'non-profit_club' basis. It is not feasible to form

the non-prof~'t club at this 'time, Mr. Gasson continued, as 'the property 1s

not fUlly developed and as long as 'the golt Club i8 operating 'the pool will

probably be operated by the golt club owners.

TbiB is to be run tor profit, Mr. Brookfield asked? Mr. Gasson answered _

yes. and. he thought no better place in the Coun'ty could be found Ear such a

use. The people in the area are highly in favor of this, Mr. Gas80n

and the QWJ1ers feel tha't it will be an a8set in the sale and development of

their ground. The pool installations will cOst about 160,000.
be locsted away from homes and therefore would no't adversely affect anyone,
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it has a wide setback. the property will be well acreened from the highwe.y.

and. they haTa provided parking space for 150 cars excluaive of the Club

parking. This ls a project that can be granted. Mr. Gaslon contended, with

out in any way adversaly aftecting neighboring proparty owners nor will it

adversely affect the general purpose and intent of the Zoning Ordinance.

Mr. Drexel, owner ot the Fairfax Club. pointed out that 'the people living

in 'the area are very delirous ot keeping the golt club - they prefer 'the 01

to £urther development. of holies. Their plan ls, Mr. Drexel continued. to

develop homes around the golt course and on property adjacent and they hope

that the galt clUb may 80ma day be a

poel. He agreed with Mr. Gassont a atatements that this will be an asset to

people living in the area - and that. 110 w111 add a very interesting .feature

in the sale of t.he property they wish 1;0 deYelop into homea.

There were no objections from tbe area.

Mr. V. Sml'th no'ted that the pIo't plan did not show the extent of the prop.

to bs ussd for the pool nor tha area to be used tor parking and thare is no

approval at ingress and egress from the Department o£ Public Works.

Mr. Drexel stated that he had discussed this with the Department 01' Public

orks and had bean told that they had no jurisdiction in this. Mr. Drexel

also pointed out that t;h1s property will be screened trom the h~gbway and

w111 be attractivel,. fenced.

Mr. V. Smith agreed that this appeared to ba a vary fine thing _ but he

a••ured Mr. Drexel that the Board !DUst have an accurate plat betore granti

the project.

Mr. T. Barnes moved. to deter the case - putting it at the bottom ot the 1ia

(Mr. Holland has indicated that the proper plata c,ould be presented betore

the day is O"1er).

Saconded. J. B. Smith

Carried, unAnimoual,..

II
he Board adjourned for lunch

Upon reconvening the Board. Chairman called the first case:

DEFEllIlED CASES:

NATALIE J. & C. ARTHUR FOWLER - which case bad bean Withdrawn by letter

from Mr. Fowler.

II
JULIUS PRUSS, to permit erection of one sign with greater area than allowed

by the Ordinance (84 square faat). S. W. cornar of Arlington Boulevard and

Sleepy Hollow Road, Falls Church District.. (General Business).

This case was deferred tor complete plot plans - which Mr. Pruss had pre­

sented to the Zoning Office.

This is an extreme ha:dship case, Mr. Pruss told the Board, resulting from

the work on the Seven Corners underpass which, along with his s1gn which

blew down, has reduced his tourist trade by about 5~. The original sign
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2-Ctd. was on top of his bUilding.

Mrl!!l. Henderson s~gel!!lted locating the sign at the edge of the office deor _

inst.ead of in the nower garden - as shown on t.he plot plan. Mr. Pruss

thought that would not giva satisfactory visibility for those approaching _

before they go into the underpass. Those are the people they wish to reach

Mr. Pruss said.

Mr. V. Smith suggested that even if the sign were located in the newer bed _

it would hardly attract people before entering the underpase. Also if oth

business were to put 'their signs in a similar location it would obstruct hi

view_ Mr. Smith observed.

Mr. V. Smith recalled that this highway is to be considered a part of the

interata:tie highway systoem, and "they do not perm1't signa on the property lin ­

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 payment - thee.
are partially nation wide BUper highways. Mr. V. smith stated that this

highway 1s to be part of that system. and questioned if' thle 81gb. should be

granted on that basis.

Mr. Pruss again stressed his need tor this sign. saying that they are not;

usually subject to a great 1e't-down in win'ter. 'tba't occupancy seldom drops

below S~. Since the sign has been down - occupancy has dropped 'to 2~. He

tel't that the sign is his main protection to his investment.

Mrs. Henderson a8k~ if the sign at the corner of the building wouldn't haT

about the Bame result as the sign on 'top of 'the building. Mr. Prus8 t.hough

it would.

Mr. V. Smith read from the Bocca Code where it states that no sign'shall be

locatoed closer to the right of way of a street than the building setback 11 e.

At this po1n't Mr. Brookfield left. the room. and Mr. V. &lith took the Chair

There were no objections from the area.

Mrs. Henderson also suggested that Mr. Pruss remove one of the signs on 'the

building - the one across t.he front. nearest the Arlington Boulevard right -0

way. Mr. Pruss agreed to that. Also Mrs. Henderson suggested removing the

round. sign in the northeasterly corner of the property. which is located

near the right of way of Arl~on Boulevard. Mr; Pruss alsO agreed to

that - saying he would remove all other s18ns on his property except that

granted by the Board.

Another sign to the east. of the build1nl 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 propert.y.

Mrs. Henderson moved that the application 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 newer
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2-etd. garden as indicated on the plat and. provided that the applicant remove 'the

sign "I!llTELn across the front of ths bUilding (the part of the building

nearest Arlington Boulevard) and also that the applicant shall remove the

circular sign which 1s located to the east of the building in the northeast

comer of the property near Arlington Eoulevard. This is granted as per p

dated Jenuary 14. 1957 and plat dated Fsbruary 1957 by Delashmutt Associat

Seconded J Mr. T. Barnea

Carried. - Mrs. Henderson, J. B. 5m1th and T. Barnes voting tor 'the motion.

Mr. V. SIII1th not voting because the plot plan is not certified and the plat

does not sbow how many signs are on the property. and. the Board has not be

autficiently advised as to the uses on the property.

II
)- PARKLAWN CIVIC ASSOCIATION, to permit erection and. operation of a cOllllUD.ity

81f1DIIlng pool, ba:th house and acceslory buildings thereto, P~cel CJ Sectlo

3. 'Parklawn(270 teet Bast of rear of Lot 56, Block T, Section " Parklawn),

Mason District. (Suburban Residence-Class II).

This case was deterred for further information regarding 'the Holmes Run P

l.f3/

way and for recoDlDendation from the Planning COfD.iS81on. Mr.
the following recommendation from the Planning Commission:
"•••••••••••At laat"night's meet1Dg, the Commission reviewed

Schumann read

a deu.Ued

I

I

I

drawing prepared by the City of Alexandria ohowing tho proposal of a parkwa

faCility in the Holaee Run Valley. To date de'termination bas not been made

a. to the feasibility ot 'the ex'ten.ioD olthi. propoeal lo'to Fairfax County

so as to make connection with Columbia Pike. The Commission recommends tha

this application be grantod as it ie the belief of the Commission that in

'the overall plan f'or the Parkway, 'Which is probably in the far'di8tan't tutu

the development of' this project would have an ins1gnif1can't af'f'ect."

Mr. Schumann MOWed the detailed drawings received trom Alexandria indicat

the route of the proposed Parkway t~ Alexandria - up to the Fairfax

County boundary line, the 8'tream bed, the rights of way which have been de­

dicated, the portions of the road which have been buUt and those proposed

to be bullt. It was noted that Alexandria has already acquired about 25

acns ot right of way. Mr. PhU Hall haefmade 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 ot continuation ot this Parkway into

Fairfax County bave been· made.

Mr. V. Smith asked it tho granting of this project would hindsr the progres

of the High....y. Mr. Schumann said there would probably bs some conflict - t

the Commission had felt that when the Highway becomes a feasible thing-

this sw1.Dllling pool would be an unimportapt hinderance.

Mr. Keith trom the Parklawn AS80ciation called attention to the fact that 1:

would be 100 feet from the centterline of the stream to one corner of the

permanent structure they are planning, which would leave room for the two

l.'lllis of high....y.
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There were no objections tram the, area.

Mr. Brookfield returned and took the Cheinuanehip.

Mrs. Hend8rl!lon moved that the application of' the Parklawn Civic Association

for erection of a cOIJIJIUDlty swimming pool be granted, according to the plat

presented with the case - plat prepared for Mace Properties, by Pierre Ohm •

dated August 22, 1956. This 1s gran'ted 1n view of the Planning Commission'

recolIIRendatlon and 18 subject to the applicant conforming to the regulatl0

or the exi~'tlng Ordinance and. wl'th any 8ubsequent atdmming pool ordinance

that may be adopted by the County in connection with 8w1~1ng poola.

Seconded, J.B. Smith

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

Mr. V. Smith voted "no"

Motion carried.

1/
JOHN GIBSON, to pennlt 2 signs t.o be erected with an area of approximately

265 square fe.t, lots 2 and 3. Luther A. Gilliam property (....t side U. S.

#1. 34O£e81o north" of intersection of' #628) t Lee District. (Rural Business)

Mr. Howard Smith, Jr. represented the applicant. This case was deterred. fa

the applicant to consider reducing the size ot the sign.

Mr. Smith recalled the important points ot his application _ that 't.hle is

a nati.onal chain ot restaurants and thes:!:gn _which they propose to use ia

their trade mark,- which i. !18ed throughout. the Country, and they consider

an impo~nt means ot advertis~.

The building will -cost. about- $40,000, they will employ 22 persons, and the

business will gross in the neighborhood of a qUfi.rter of a million dollars

per year. This sign will ,be on two lote - each of which have 100 foot fron

age, Mr. Smith pointed out.

The building will be oet heck about 60 feot from the property lin. and it

will be necessary to have the ODe sign out on the property near the right

at way in order to call attentioD to the bUsiness. North of this property

is the TexacO:1illing station Which has many signs on the property and one

sign on top of the building - all at which tend to shield this property.

To the south 1s a non-conforming business which building is set close to

the right otway. Because of the curve in the road - that buUding also,

obscures the view for people coming from the ~outb.. Since this busine"" il!!I

dependent upon the trade 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 t.he Buggestion that the copy on t.be s1gn be reduced, Mr. 9alth ex­

plained t.hat 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

ia thei·r only means of advertising it is their feeling t.ha:t the sign must
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remain intact. and that it muet be prominently located. However, the area

of the sign has been reduced 1;0 150 square feeti. If the Board d08s 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

tho building io neco.oari1y locatod back 60 toet in order to acco_te th

drive-in trade, the sign on the bUilding will be practically useless tor

motorioto on tho highway. Th10 oign will be proctically the lito-blood ot

the business.

Mr. SiIt1th showed the revised drawing of the sign indicating distance

visibility of the yar1ou8 slsss of le~er1ng.

Read1ng trom the Bocca Codo, Mr. V. smith otated that in accordllnce with

that Code 'the Board could not. grant a sign loca'ted closer 'to the right ot

way than 'the building sat-back line. In this case it would mean a 50 foot

••tback. Since the applicant would have to get a permit from the bUild~ng

inspectors office - it would be in conflict with t.ha:t office to grant the

sigp closer to the right of waYt Mr. V. Smith continued.

Mr. Howard Bmith thought thio Board could grant the variance under -Section

6-15.

Mr. Kinder again alscussed the relative location of the Texaco bUi1ding;the

fact that locating this sign on the building would obscure vision; the ~act

of the great need ror this sign to attract the tourist trade as a cOllJllUDica

iag roree between the public and McDonaJ.ds; also that since this ie a high

speed area the sign IlU8t be immediately visible - or people will not stop;

the highly competitiTe restaurant bUsiness must tell its story completely

and quickly. With 'the Texaco signs on the north and the cloae-to-the-road

building on tha oouth the building eign would bo ot little value, Mr. Kinde

concluded. The only way 'they can locate in this area, Mr. Kinder said, is

that they have adequate sign both aa to size and location.

Mr. Mooreland told the Board that he had talked with the Aooistant Building

Inspector who told him that the only thing they require in 'the granting of

sign permits 18 that the sign be constructed. in a sate manner - that they

a~,not concerned with setbacks.

Mr. -Mooreland. also reminded 'the Board that if certain res'torietioDs are not

spelled out in the Zoning Ordinance - the Board has no right to grant cases

placing rest.rlctions - which the Zoning Orfiee cannot police - restrictions

which are in other Ordinances.

Mr. V. Smith thought it a red.iculous situation to grant variances wh1ch are

in contlict 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.

'{33
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tor a distance at 1300 teet north of the sign, as shown on plot

February 6, 1957, but no closer than 10 teet" to the right at way of U. S.

It is the intention of this motion to locate the sign the max1Dlum distance

off of U. S. #1 and still make the 15¢ visibls for 1)00 feet nol"th of the

sign. This is granted because it appears that it will not atfect· adversely

the use of neighboring propel"ty and it would be a hardship on ths apPlicant

to adbereto the strict application of the Ordinance.

econded, Mr. T. Barnes

Carried, unanimously

'eoruary ~O, i"J)'(

DEFERRED CASES - Ctd.

4.-ctd. There:tore, Mr. V. SDlith moved that the application be granted as shown _0

sketch submitted Februery 26, 1957 in1tialed VWS and to bs located as shown

on plot plan lay-out drawn for John Gibson, prepared by I. S. Portar and

Sons, datsd February 6, 1957 - granted so that ths lettering and ths insign

(the trade mark including 15¢) does not exceed 150 square feet in ares and

the height ot the posts supporting 'the sign shall not be less than 9 teet.

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 approxilllately 1)00 feet.

This because o:t the location at the Texaco station - immediately south or

the property in question. However, the sign shall not be located closer to

the right of way of U. S. #1 than 10 feet. This is granted because .it does

not appear to afrect advereely the use at neighboring property and to adhe

to the strict' application ot the Zonirig Ordinance would work a hardship oa

the applicant.

Since there was contusion regarding the 10cat10n of the Texaco build1ng _

which Mr. V. Sm1tb had thought was to the south of this property _ Mr. V.

Smith withdrew his motion. It was brought out that the Texaco building is

to the north and is set back 40 teet trom the right at way. The buUd1:ng t

the south ot this property is non-conforming and is closer to the right ot

way. It 18 the signa on the Texaco property which obscure their view, Mr.

Howard Smith pointed out. and the buUdingto the south - which is too

to the r1ght ot-way - also blocks the' view.

Mr. V. 5m1tb made 'the following motion:

That the application be granted as shown on plot plan layout tor John Glbso

prePared by Irwin S. Porter and Sons, dated February 6, 1957 and as shcnm.

on sketch of the proposed sign dated February 26, 1957 initialed V.W.S.i

provided the' entire sign exclusive ot the posts shall not excHd 150 square

teet in-area and that there shall be a clearance between the ground and tbe

sign proper of at least 9 teet. Also provided that the sign shall be locat

a distance from the right of way of U. S. Highway #1 so it will be

/
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FAIRFAX COUNTY CLUB was taken up:

Holland and Mr. Drexel were present with the revised plata requested by

~he Board. The pla~s showed the distence of the exis~ing building from the

right of way of Rou~e 11237, a 5 foot fence, the diatence of ~he pool from

the right of way, the area to be utilized by this projeC't, and parking ~er

150cars. The .facUlties will take care of a membership of 350.

They will partition ott one wing of the' existing building tor the bathhouse.

Mr. Drexel pointed out - they have all sanitary facilities in this room sine

1"t has been used tor locker and. shower room tor the Golt Club. This will

comply with all health requlr..eDta. Sanitary facilitles have been dis­

cussed with Dr. Kennedy. This portion ot 'the building Comes within )6 feet

of the right of way ot Route /1237 - which encroachment .8 caused. by Ute

widening of Route #237. However, Mr. Mooreland stated. that thia building

was existing before the Ordinance and 1s therefore non-conforming 1n locati

It vae properly eet back berore the widening of Route 11237.

Mr. V. Smith noted that the sketch presen~ed was not an accurate survey _

th8.t the distances are shown in plus and minue markings. Mr. Drexel noted

that the plat does not val"J !DON than about 3% and it ie correct in all 1;he

importen~ dRails.

Mr. V. Sm1th moved to grant the application as ehown on plat titled "P,ropos

location of swimming pool - Fairfax Country Club Eetates" dated February 20.

1957 and revised and signed by Edward S. Holland, February 26tb, 1957, as

outlined in heavy blue lines with dietances indicated by feet plus and minu

which was referred to in the discuselon of the application. This shall be

gra~ed l5Ubjec~ ~o the approval of the Department of Public Works for ingre

and egress to .Route H237 and the applicant shall provide parking tor all us III

ot the use.. Also this shall be eubject to the approval. except for locatio

ot the pool. of ,ny existing or later adopted ordinance governing swimming

pools.

Mr. Schumann suggested that the approval of ingress and egress was not

nec,sear11y the function or the D.artment ot Public Works - that their

apP!'Oval would reach only to adequate drainage.- The approval of ingress an

egrie8. he coneidered to be the responsibility of the Zoning Administrator.

Mr. v. Sm1th withdrew his motion and moved that this ca8e be deferred tor

discussion with tbe Planning ComissioD. the Board ot Supervisors. and the

Department of Public Works. and tor further study by the Board.

A lengthy discussion followed. regarding responsibility tor proper entrance

and exi~ to ~bis property - Mr. V. Smitb ..euring the Board tbat he hed no

desire to take any responeibility away trom the Zoning Administrator _

which was rightfully his - but in his opinion too many inadequate entrances

have been granted in the past - and since this could be a very hazardous

condition here if not properly handled - his only thought was to bave full

assurance that the highway will be protec~ed and that vi8ibili~y will be

suffiCient.
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7-CW. It ""e brought out that the Public Works nepartmenthav. jur1ed1ct1on only

at intersecting streets - not in case of the entrance of a private driy_,.

to the road.

Ingress and. egress standards were discussed - who bas such standards and.

who enBorce8 them.

Mr. Holland explained that the Public Works have standarda cOYering inter­

secting streets in subdivisions - this he noted is not a subdivision. How­

ever, Mr. Holiand. explained, in order for a private driVeway to enter upoa

the h1ghway the 1nd1v1dual IllUst have a perm1t for that entry. Aleo an _e

ing driveway en'tering 'the bighway cannot be changed witbou't a permit froID

the HlghwayDepartinent. Tha't would require Mr. Drexel to get" that permit i

this 08.se. Therefore, Mr. Holland continued, this entr,. 1fIly will come uncle

the Highway Department rather than the Public Works Department. (This w~uld

require a bondjd permit, Mr. Holland noted).

Mr. V. Smith stated tha't in his opinion t.he State Highway Department have

granted many entrances to highways which are unsafe - he felt that the Bo

had a respon81bi1ityto the people of the County aSlure sare .entrance here.

With parking for 1.50 cars - this could cause a very hasardoUB situation, Mzo

Smith continued, without adequate control.

It was agreed 'that the Zoning Administrator had the authority to require,

adequate protection - not by set rules. but Mr. Schumann thought this could.

be worked out satisfactorily with the applicant. He suggested. tha~ the

entrance should have 300 foot visibility.

Mr. V. Smith reinstated. hie motion with the amendment that inet-ead ot appro

ot the Public Works Department - approval by the Zoning AdIII1n1strator and

that there be a site distance visibility not leS8 than 300 feet from the in

tereection from the 'driveway and the right of way of Route #237. " Thia ia

granted. because it conforms to the requirements of Section 6-12-2-f-2 a.~b.c

Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes

Carried.. unanimoualy.

II
5-Ctd. SPRINCFIELD ESTATES COMPANY.

Mr. Ed Holland came before the Board on behalf of his application on Lot 9,

Springfield Estates and Lot 1, Block 14 - the latter was denied. earlier 1D.

the day. Lot 9 had originally been deferred -Withdrawn, and later refused

under request by Mr. Schumann who brought the case betore the Board when h.

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 casea

favorllbly. He det.ailed. the circumstances surrounding the mistaken location

of the two houses - stating that while it was done by one of his employ••• "

he felt h1mself legally respons1ble and bound to rectify the m1stake by

moving the houses if the Board does not grant the variance. Theae are s.lab

houses, Mr. Holland explained, with the utilities built. into the flooring
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and the wallae He could salvage practically nothing from the moving _ the

10•• to him lOluld b••bout $29,000.

Mr. Holland admitted complete re.ponsibility but explained to the Board tho

1t -was impossible to supervise every detail of every job handled by his

otfice - that this had been a very unfortunate circumstance and one which

be was most unhappy to have happen.

Mr. Holland gave a brier re8UlIle of his 20 years experience in the County _

hi. attempt_ to get additional rights ot way dedication, dedication tor

parka, and his constant position in favor of good planning and zoning. He

felt that the 81tu8:t10n he now finds himself in ls most embarra881~ both _t

his present business and to his future. To move these housea would be an

unreasonable. punishment, Mr. Holland contended, surely the law 1s not 80

etrict but what there must be 80me justice in resolving mistakes which are

unintentional 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 n

entirely understood by anyone. It was not until this case came up that the

new clause in the Ordinance was discussed and an opinion was given by the

Commonwealth's Attorney.

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

10, Section 1, Springfield Esta10es be rescinded as it was not properly befo

the Board..

Seconded, T. Barnes

Carried - all voted for the motion except Mrs~ Henderson, who refrained

from voting•

• V. Smith moved "that due to the circwustances surrounding this partlcul

application and the change in the Subdivision Control Ordinance, and an e

On the part of an engineer employed by Mr. E.

shown on plot plan of Lot 9, Block 10, Section 1, signed by Robert

dated September 14, 1956, be granted because it does not appear to a£feet

adversely the use of neighboring property.

Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes

All voted for the application except Mrs. Henderson who voted "no".

tion carried

• V. Smith moved that the action of the Board taken this morning On Lot 1,

of Springfield Estates be recinded because new evidence

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 ~o voted "no".

~vf
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NEW CASES - Ctd.

S-Ctd. Mr. V. Sllith moved that the application on Lot 1, Block 14. sectio~. Spri

£1eld Estates be granted as shown on plat by Edward Holland, dated January

25, 1957. because it does not appear to a£tect adversely neighboring prope

and there 1s suf'ticient room on the lot to locate the h~8' and it would be

an undue hardship on the appJ.lcant to move the house - and because there ha

been an apparent laxness in requiring location plans at the first floor

level and this 18 granted. also because only one corner of the hoee 18 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 le~ the poasible means of fore­

stalling luch errors in the futJill!e - how house locations could be more

accurately checked and reported, how this 115 accomplished in other juris­

dictions. In the District, Mr. Holland explained that the builder isissu

building permits ot two d1f't'ehnt colors - one to take him through the fir

noor joists - the Second at another color which he cannot get from the

building inspector' 21 ottice until he has complied with all requirements ot

the f'irst permit. It the building has been carried beyond the first noor

joists and the contractor does not display 'the appropriate colored permit

for ~h~r construc't1on - the v1ola'tion i8 picked up by cruising police.

This appealed to the Board as a likely poseibility for this County.

The possibility ot an amendment 'to 'the Ordinance covering changes in the

iS8uance of' permit was discussed - however, Mr. Mooreland suggested tha't it

would be quite impossible to get anyplace, with an amendment whUe the

Ordinance 115 being re-written.

II
3- HOWARD JOHNSON'S RESTAURANT

No one was present to support this application.

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

Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes.

Carrijd, unanimously.

II
The Board asked that copies of' the letters from Mr. RaslaUl!Isen (discussed

earlier in the day) be sent to them for further study.

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

case be withdrawn - because ~f' opposition from the area.

II

I

I

I

I

I
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Mr. Schumann suggeRed tbat Mr. Mooreland make a survey ot t.he nursery a1't ion

in 'the County and. report back to the, .Board tor their interpretation of wbat

constitutes a nursery. The Board was agreeable to this.

Mr. Mooreland aaked the Board £or interpre~R.t1on on 80me of the problems

arising in his office over materials aold by nurseries. Many nurseries

in the County, Mr. Mooreland reported, are selling .fertilizer, garden tools,

seeds, peat moSI and other articles related to gardens and plant~ng. How

tar can a nursery go in this, 'Mr. Mooreland asked - when dO~8 the business

stop being a nursery - and wheD does it grow into a hard~ Btore?

Be noted that in many nurseries a small amount or peat moss 18 sold _

to plant the shrubs sold - or they aell cut nowers - which the Board

legitimate - but 1f' 'they advertise landscaping and stock

they were getting out of the nursery classification.

Mr. V. 8m1th thOUght this should be discussed with the CoaaOllHealth's Atto

I

I

II

I

Mooreland spoke to the Board. stating _that in h~8 opinion they were going

far afield when they bring ~ther ordinances into their d1l!l.cussions of varia

The Commonwealth's Attorney agrees with him. Mr. Mooreland S"tated..

hat the Zoning Office cannot police other Ordi~ces and this Boardeannot

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 conditioRe upon the granting of a case.

II

I

regard to the Order received from the Commonwealth's Attorney's office

on the VIGLIUCCI case - which is in Court - the Board passed. the f'ollowing

esolution which was presented by Mrs. Henderson:

ha~ Judge Arthur Sinclair be respectfully informed tha~ ~he Board ot: Zoni
,

Appeals. at its regular meetmg on February 26. 19'7. considered his Order

ot: February 25, 1957, regarding ~he csse ot: MiChael Vigliucci; ~ha~ the Bo

carefully reviewed the minutes of' Maya. 19'6 concerning this case and re­

8tudied the sections of' the Zoning Ordinance relating to non-conforming uses

nd the granting of variances; and that after due consideratioD. the Board

agreed that its decision to deny the application was unchanged. Eor the

reasons originally enumerated Bnd because this application could not be

gre.n~ed under the proviBions ot: Sec~ion 6-12 (g) ot: the Zoning Code.

Seconded, Mr. V. Smith

Carried. unanimously.

I
I

• meeting adjourned ~/. '}.I~/d ;Ic . c

John W?'1rookfield. Chairman



The Special Meeting ot the Fairtax iJounty
Board ot Zoning Appeela wea held Tuesday
March 19. 19S7, at 9:)0 a.m. in the Boafd
Room ot the Furtax iJounty iJourthouae with
all members present, Mr. Verlin W. Smith,
Vice-Chairman, presiding.

This meeting was called tor the express purpose of disCUSSing the newly pro

posed Trailer Park Ordinance - with the idea of forwarding suggested change

in the Ordinance to,the County Board of SuperVisors,

After discussing eacb item the following changes were recommended:

PAGE 1
Paragraph 18-a
The definition of a Trailer Park should come under Section
6-1-19 in.tead ot 18-a.

Paragraph 19
The definition should include "Trailer Park and/or Trailer
Camp",

PAGE 2
Paragraph A
Driveway materials should be referred for specifications to
the Department of Public Works and should conf'OnD to re­
quirements of the SUbdivision Ordinance.

Paragraph B.l
Delete' the worc8 "surveyor or" - provided the Board adopts
engineering requirements for the Department of Public Works
on s'treets and pro1'iles now under study - which will require
con1'ormance to the regulations now in e1'1'ect governing the
Department of Pro1'essional Occupational Engineers. . ,

Paragraph B.l
Add Paragraph "cn 'to require complete requirements on drainage
in accordance wi'th the Subdivision Ordinance as amended Oct.
7, 1956 pertaining to s'tree't elevations, drainage, flood
plain plans, storm sewers, etc.

PAGE 3
Paragraph 3
It is suggested that the Fire Commission be asked if the
back yard requirement is sU£1'icient-.

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 a 50 foot radius
providing· turn area for vehicles in the Trailer Park and
for fire equipmen't.

PAGE L.
raragraph 7
Lot area is referred to as 2300 square feet, while under
General Regulations, Par. 1 - a, the largest-lot minimum ~)
area is referred 'to as 2100 square feet. Is this an oversi)'_T' .

In the same paragraph the last of the final sentence should
read; "shall be sur.faced in accordance with specU"ications
of the Department of Public Works and shall have unObstructed
access to a public street or highway and so located that
dangerous traffic or otherwise objectionable conditions will
not be crea'ted."

PAGE <
~aragraph c
Service buildings should be required to set back the same
distance as trailers (20 fee't) and add "surface treated.
walkways .from 'the stree't 'to the entrance of the service
buildings, shall be required."

I

I

I

I
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PAGE 6
Paragraph 12
Add paragraph t • "FacHitiaa tor drying clothas shall be
provided by means of drying machines and/or separate out­
door drying yards."

PAGE?
Paragraph 13
The metal garbage cans should be described a8; "of sufficient
corrosion-resistive metal or other non-combustible containers
with tight fitting coyers. All waste and rubbish shall be
disposed of daily by burning in an approved incinerator or
as directed by the Health Officer." lAs stated in the Bocca
Code, Rererence 425.9, page 8~).

Paragraph ~
This should be referred to the Electrical Inspector and
should provide tor at least One sat. outlet for each trailer.

Paragraph 16
The first sentence should read; "The purpose or thll!l paragraph
is to provide and maintain areas and facilities exclusively
tor recreational purposes •••••etc."; adding the words "maIntain"
and -exclusively".

In thea.cond paragraph ot Paragraph 16 _ at least 1QQ. square
feet of playground area, instead of 50 square feet, aDd the
playground ar.- in the last Sentence should be changed from
2500 square feet to 5000 square feet.

Paragraph 18
Add -providing for tls~orage locker for 'tools and miscellaneous
equipment" •

PAGE 8
-- Paragraph D

The following ahall be added at the end of the paragraph:
".. ••• including approval of the Department o£ Public Works,
Zoning Administrator. Health Department, Sanitary Engineer.
Electrical Inspector. Building Inspector, and other agencies
concerned."

The meeting adjourned.
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The regular meeting of the FairCax
County Board of Zoning Appeals was
held m.oday. March 12. 1957 at 10
o·clock a.m. in the Board Room of
'the Fairfax Courthouse with the
following members present: Mr. Varlin
w. smith, J. B. Smith, Mrs. M. K.
Henderson,A. Slater Lamond (newly
appointed Member). Mr. T. Barnes waa
absent.

Since Mr. Brookfield, the Chairman of the Board, had been replaced. as the

Planning COJlIDlsalon member of the Board, it was agreed that the elec'tlon of

a permanent Chairman would not take place until a full Board 1s present.

Mr. Verlin W. SJIlith, Vice-Chairman, presided.

DEFERRED CASES:

The firot two eaoeo filed by ROBERT CHUCKROW CONSTRUCTION COMPANY of Cali­

fornia were not supported. Mr. Mooreland told the Board that 'he had notili

the applicant of the cl.e£erral date.

Mr. Mooreland also 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 a8 the Robert Chuckrow cases - that the -ehuckrow cases were

put in during construction of the buUding in order that footings may be

poured. He thought these two cases would probably be withdrawn by the ap­

plicant.

Mr. Lamond asked if the Board had set a policy of granting no more s1.gn are

than 159 square feet. Mr. Mooreland said the Board had no authority to eet

a policy on sign size. that would be amending the Ordinance. but that each

case was bandled on its own merits.

Mr. Verlln w. Smith called attention to the fact that over_sized signs can

be granted only under a proved hardship.

II
NEW CASES:

1- 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 Tezorace.

Oranesville District. (Suburban Residence District).

This is only a 1.6 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 1s a corner lot.

There were no objections from the area.

It 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 were 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.

Seeondod. Mr. J. 8. Smith

Carried. unanimously.

II

I

I
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NEW CASES: - Ctd.

JAKE SNIDER NEON SIGN COMPANY, to permit erection or three signs with an

aggregate area in excess of the allowable area by the Ordinance ()29 sq.

ft.) on north side of Arlington Boulevard, west of Cherry Street adjacent

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 allover the Countr •

Mr. Mann told the Board. - the same Signs are now being erected on Bt;Orea in

Prince Georges County. The pilon 1s separaee from the building, Mr. Mann

said. however J it was noted that the framework for the pUon 1s now up

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

order that the root1ngs £ar the building and th~ pilon could be PUt in at t

saDIe time.

The pilon s1gn 1s proposed to have 160 square feet and the sign on the ~~il

1ng an area of 120 square feet - about the same as the RObert, Hall signs,

Mr. Mann stated, however, the ~Open until 9' wording would add an additiona

)0 square feet to _the pilon.

Mrs. Henderson stated that she was not in favor of any pilon sign on Arl1n,g n

Boulevard. She thought the Board should protect that highway from beaming

another U. S. III or Baltimore Road.

It was noted that the total area planned tor these two signs would be .con­

siderably larger than Robert Hall and also that Robert Hall has a longer

front.age.

Mr. Lamond thOUght the ty~ of advertising now being used _ on stores such

a8 this and Robert Hall - was a distinct improvement on, the old ~1gns which

were glaring and unattractive.

Mr. Mann explained that great care is being taken with these signs that the)

be in good taste and ~rchitecturally in keeping with the building and that

the coloring is not too obtrusive. These signs will have a combinatiQn of

dark maroon with cream letters. The tOpen until 9' will be made of a" plexi

glass, in silhouette very much like a marquee. That part of the sign will

be changeable.

The need for tOpen until 9 t was discussed. Mrs. Henderson noting tha..t

Robert Hall removed that part of their sign - resulting in what the Board

considered a more dignified sign.

The square foot.age and height of the Robert Hall signs were discussed.

It was noted that the Kenny Stores are usually loc~ted near RobFt Hall sta! s.

In checking the Robert Hall file it was found that the store on U. S. 1ttS'D

was granted a 100 square foot pilon sign stand.ing 43 feet high and the sign

on the store 120 square feet in area.

Mr. Verlin W. Smith suggested that some definite justification for the gran

ing of these large signs should be presented to the Board _ simpl}'" that

Kinney Shoes has large signs in other localities is not sufficient. It doet

not necessarily foJ:.low that that larg~ sign is needed 1n this area. It

should be shown, Mr. Verlin W. Smith continued that it would be a hardship
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NEW CASES - Ctd.

on the applicant to conform to the Ordinance requirements.

Visibility in order that traffic will have time to slow down. Mr. MaM

answered, is their need. This sign (with 1+ toot lettering)' would be v1s1'bl

for from 900 to 1500 teet) Mr. Mann continued arid it would require a dis­

tance of about 90 feet for a driver to make up his mind to turn 1n after See

iog the sign. The elevation of the sign would also affect visibility. It

the sign 1s at roof level it would be Shielded from on-coming traffic. Abo

5 feet above roof level would give good visibility from a distance and tor

clos8 traffic as well.

Mr. Lamond suggested that this business should be given the same conSid.er­

ation as Robert Rall. Mr. Verlin W. Smith agread _ providad the applicant

shows the need. Because Robert Hall needed the large s1«n it does not

necessarily follow that -ttis needed here.

There were no objections trom the area.

Mrs. Henderson moved that the application for a sign on the building be

granted to read "Kinney Shoes" with an allowable area of 120 square reet,as

shown on plat by Jake Snlder Neon Sign Company, and related to the plat pl

plan which is dated December lZ, 1956 - Office of C. E. Tilton, Architects.

Seconded, Mr. J. B. Smith

Carried, unanimously•

• LaraOnd 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 tohe word

"Family· and the "Open untoil 9" portion of the sign shall also be eliminate

This is granted as shown on Plat by Jake Snider-Neon Sign Company, and re­

lated to plat plot-plan. dated December 12, 1956 - Orfice of C. E. Tilton,

Architects. This is granted as ito appears that a sign this size is needed.'

to be properly seen up and down the highway.

Seconded, J. B. Smith

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

s. Henderson voted "no"

otion carried

/ \

AXE SNIDER NEON SIGN COMPANY, to permit erection of three signs with an

ggregate area in excess of the allowable area by the Ordinance (329 sq.£t.)

n west side of #1 Highway, 1140 feet north of southerly junction of Hl

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 pract.i­

ally the same signa as requested on the Arlington Boulevard location.

his property has a 187 foot frontage while the Robert Hall property haa

50 foot frontage, but the stores are identical with the buildings on

rlington Boulevard.

here were no objections from the area.

I
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NEW CASES - Ctd.

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application ror a sign on the building to rea

"Kinney Shoes" with an allowable area of 120 square feet as shown on piat 'f 'f S­
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-plan prepared by John R. Guthrie &: Louis Steinberg, dated Dec. 20,195

signed by Cecil J. Cross, Professional Engineer and Land Surveyor.

Seconded, Mrs. Henderson

CalTied. t unanimously

II
ELIAS BURNSTEIN, to permit erection of an addition to dwelling within 46

feet or the street property line, Lots 28, 29 and )0, cBlock D., Collingwood.

Manor, (227 Collingwood Avenue), Mt. Vernon District.(Rural Res.-C1a88 I)

Mr. Burnetein called attention to the f'act 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 locatad at the side of his houee with the

front portion of the addition violating. the required setback by only two

feet. This has been caretully planned, Mr. Burnstein told the Board with

~he idea of getting the best USe out o£ the added area at the most economic

cost. The two foot Violation has been made necessary in, order to locate th

rooms with convenience to the bath and stairway to the basement.

Mr. Burnstein presented a. sketch of his home with relation to the two house

on either side of him. The home on the corner lot, one lot away, has a 28

£oot setback from Collingwood Avenue. He is asking for a 48 foot setback 0

only a portion of his house. The back door of this corner dwelling faces

Mr. Burnsteints side yard. - the Bide on which this addition is to be locat

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 to come 28

reet from the right o£ way. This is an old lot o£ 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 rrom requirements

hich his office could grant on this size lot.

In answer to Mrll. Hendersonts suggestion that this addition be located, on

the rear of the house - Mr. Burnstein explained that was not .possible be­

cause of the need, o£ a s'tairway leading to the basement and entrance to the

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

• Burnstein stated that he had done the best he could - the house was

built when he bought it, and they have done considerable figuring to get

his addition within requirements. As it is, Mr. Burnstein continued, it d

ot.interfere with anyonelse and it did not depreciate the neighborhood.

'here were no objections from the area.
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I«>TON REALTY, INC., to permit garage to remain as erected 8.57 teet

t rear property line, Lot 10, 1st Addition to Brookland Estates, Lee Diet.

(Suburban Residence).

• Moton appeared bef'ore the Board, saying that the house in question wa.

ocated by an engineer, the garage was built in the side yard am when it

s connected with the hOUSe - by breezeway _ the Violation occurred. The

ouse i8 BOld, Mr. Moton told the Board, and occupied. The Finance Company

aid nothing about the violation - it was Mr. Mooreland's otfice who in­

armed him of the encroachment. They tried. to purchase additional land in

he rear, but the owner of that land had recently died and the property is

ntestate - and land could not be sold.

Moton did not mow about the plot plan and pennits _ recalling that he

been 111 and out of circulation for a couple of- years. However, Mr.

ton 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

opies of letters he had written - starting in 1955 through 1956 asking for

ats to show the certified location of the house. ,They finally got the

lata in November 1956 and Mr. Moton was notified immediately of the violati n.

ter considerable discussion with Mr. Mot-on's office - still nothing was'

one, Mr. Mooreland stated, to correct the violation. It was after this tha

t was determined to take the case to Court •

• Wesley Ridgeway is his engineer, Mr. Moton stated, and. he thought Mr.

idgeway had 'taken care of this. It was sugges'ted that Mr. Ridgeway should

ake someexplanat1on of the error and of his delay in handling it.

No second.

Mr. Lamond s'tated that from the plats presented it would not appear that. tb

Board would be violating the regulations to any appreciable degree and the

plan as worked out by the applicant £1t8 his 11ving needs, and in hiB

it would create a hardship not to grant this application. Therefore, Mr.

Lamond moved to grant a two toot variance on this application _ as it 1s

noted that the house on the ,adjoining lot has auch a great variance from

the Ordinance.

Seconded, Mr. J. B. Smith

For the motion: J. B. Sm.ith. A. Slater LamOnd

Against: Mr. Verlin W. Smith and Mrs. Henderson

Since this waS a tie vote it was agreed to darer the case until March 26th,

T. Barnes could be present.

NEW CASES - CM.

It.-etd. Mrs. Henderson stated that she .could not see where the apPlicant had shown

eVidence of undue hardship - and that 1s the only justification the Board

has for granting this variance - under Section 6-12-9 of the Ordinance.

Therefore, she would move to deny the application.

5-
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NEW CASIS - Ctd.
In answer to
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 said

thoBe old permits are probably no longer available as they are usually dis­

troyed when the final certified location plat 1s turned in.

Mr. J. B. Smith moved to def'er the oase 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.

Mr. Verlin W. Smith also asked that the applicant bring the original permit

ot the house location plot plan if possible. in order that the Board may ae

what was approved in the beginning.

II

, ,.t:

6- SIDNEY A. ROSENBAUM.' to permit operation of a physician. s office in an apa

ment building. Building C. Springfield Apartments. (6ll4 Amherst Avenue).

Mason District. "(Urban Residence).

This apartment in which he wishes to conduct his oftice has been used as a

rental oEfice. Dr. Rosenbaum told the Board, explaining that it has its own

private entrance which will aSSUre no 'annoyance to other occupants of the

building in the coming and going of his patients. He would use only one

room which will be divided into the two rooms"as shown on the plats. having

a waiting room, bath and examination room. This would include an area of

20 1 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.

Mrs. Henderson asked Mr. Mooreland under what section of the Ordinance this

could be handled. Mr. Mooreland answered. _ under no section of the Ordinan

and in hie opinion the Board has no authority to -handle these cases, howey

• Mooreland 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.

here were no objections from the area.

It was asked if people in the apartment house knew of this proPosed use.

• Mooreland said he did not know - all requirements of the law as to not

ation by posting and a~vertising had been complied With.

Lamond. suggested that this appears .to be a Clear Violation

he did not See how the Board could grant it. I£ the applicant were livi

an apartment and using part of that apartment tor his business it would

e.~ the requirements, but this is a residential district and therefore the

ncroachment of this business would be a violation of the intent of' the

There£ore, Mr. Lamond moved to deny the case.

Mrs. Henderson" Carried, unanimously.

I

I

I

I
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NEW CASES _ Ct<!.

w. W. OLIVER, to penait erection and operation of a service station and to

permit pump islands )0 teet ot right ot way line (1244, Columbia Pike, Lots

17, 16 and 19, Block 1, 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

pump islands to be located )0 feet from the right of way. They can meet t

35 .foot setback.

This entire tract is· being Prepared for development of a good commercial ar

This application will not increase filling stations along Columbia Pike, Mr

Herrell poin-ted out, but the present occupant of the filling st.at1on on th1

property, who has a 16 year lease, will accept a site on Lots 17, 18 and 19

which will leave the area clear for the construction of a Hot Shoppe with a

large parking area on this tract. Mr. Oliver is preparing ito remove ithe

older buildings on this property and' puit in new and. modern build.ings. lit

will be a disitincit improvemenit'ito Columbia Pike, Mr. Herrell -pointed out.

The conetruction ot the Hot Shoppe is conditioned upon the moving ot this

filling st.ation.

There were no objections from the area.

There w1l~ be no parking of wrecked cars' on this property, Mr. Herrell

assured the Board, and no facilities .for repair or cars. The large parking

area shown on the map of'the entire tract presented by Mr. HetTell is to be

reserved for parking for future ,slJopping development.

It W&snoted that the bUilding is 79 feet f'rom the right of' way.

Mr. Schumarm was presenit and sitated that there is a, plan ror service drive

along here which he thought these plans would not affect.

It was also noted thait it is incorporated in ,the Hoit Shoppe lease th~t a

service road sha;1.l 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 great 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 feet,

which would be perfectly feaSible with the 79 toot setback of the building

and therefore if the service road right of way 1s taken the pump islands

will be 17 teet from the right of way.

They are working with Mr. Oliver now on this, Mr. Schumann advised the Boa

attempting to get what he wants in the working out of the plans and also

what the County wants. It they can get the land the Oounty wants, that 1s

the important. factor, Mr. Schumann continued,. even though the pump islands

are there. These are paper plans so rar~ Mr. Schumann explained, but he

thought progress was being made and' that they would get together with Mr.

Oliver.

I

I

I
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Mr. J. B. Smith suggested moving the pump islanda back 8 feet farther.

Mr. Harrell answered that he could not agree to that without consulting Mr.

Oliver and the Oil Company interested in the lease.

It IfSS ncted that the plat indicates the inclusion of a depth of only UO

on the three lots - however, Mr. Harrell said it was intended that the en­

tire lots be included. The full dept.h was advertised, Mr. Mooreland1n­

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. 80

desired.

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

Mr. Lamond. moved to grant the use permit tor a filling e.tat1oD on I.ot.s 17,

18 t and 19, Courtland Park to a dept.h or 110 teet., provided the pump island.

shall be lo~ated no closer than 3.5 feet from the right of way, because by

granting this the County 1s getting a development on th1e tract which 18
has

planned a~ orderly rather than a sprawling deVelopment which/just grown

and in his opinion the end result will be a greater benefit to the County.

TMs is granted under Section 6-16 and granted. as per plat dated. February

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.

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

twotem.porary sheds and fenc'e to remain as erected 8,S shOWn on 'plat I' Lot 1,

Section 1 , Colonial Acres , Nt. Vernon District. (Sub. Res. Class III).

His company is presently operating on this loti Mr. Meltzer told the Board,

and. they did not get a pe,rmit. This is their first operation of this kind

in the County I and they did not know it was necessary to have the permit.

'The open millwork shed I and a small frame oftice building are the lD&in bui

ings on the property, Mr. Melt.zer continued. The shed 1e 25 feet. from the

side. line and the office building is 15 feet. from the line. It. was noted ,

however I that the off'ice building is one and a,fraction feet from the right

of way of Rout.e #62). The plat also showed a large fenced area in which

materials used in the construction of homes in Sulgrave Manor are kept.

Their operations are h4!lild near the side and corner of this lot I Mr.. Meltzer

explained I as there are many large trees on this lot which they do not wish

to cut I_ since this is a temporary use and it is their wiSh to preserve the

lot for the best possible future development. This is convenient for their

purpose I Mr. Meltzer pointed out , it is immediately adjoining their sub­

division. They operate neatly - the materials will be kept withintbe com­

pound, and this use will be abandoned when the subdivision is completed _

probably within six months or one year.
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In answer to Mr. LamOnttts queS1jlon on the necessity for the Board handling

this case, Mr. Mooreland said a subdivider does not usually come before the

Board on temporary property yards which are operated. during construction,

because these yards are usually located on the property being subdivided.

This, however, 1s located in Colonial Acres - while the property being de­

veloped and owned by the developer is the adjoining 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 t.he Board, tba't

this must come before the Board J but it was his only solution when the appl

cant requested to cross the property line.

It was noted that Route #62) 1s about six teet below the lots and. it would

be difficult to enter tile property on tllet side, Lot 1 in 1;olon1el Acres

1s level, Mr. Meltzer stated, and eas11y accessible. While the bUildings

are visible f'rom the Memorial Highway, Mr. Meltzer admit'ted, 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 of'f'lce 1s 8 t x 15'. They cannot use Lot 1 in Sulgrave

Manor, Mr. Meltzer explained, as it 1s already buUt 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 me

of Colonial Drive, Mr. Anthony told the Board, which 1s the only entrance

road to the Subd!vision. This is a gravel road which will not stand up und

heavy trucking, Mr. Anthony continued, it has been dUf1cult to keep the

road in condition for the normal passenger-car traffic.

The compound, Mr. Anthony continued, is ugly. It is made of l75 t x 176t 1

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 this

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

a hazardous condition, Mr. Anthony continued. All this traffic, the

of machinery, noise from the buzz-saw, and the unpleasant repercusaioua fro

'this project will seriously harm the 22 homes on Colonial Drive. This pro_

ject will certainly take more than the six mOnths or one year, Mr. Anthony

contended, judging from the rate of development so tar. He predicted at
owner

least a 11000.00 108s to any Property/in the area who wished to sell.

This has Come just at a time when they are beginning to get together in thei

area to improve the subdivision, Mr. Anthony explained, they wish to put up

an attractive entrance s1gn and carry out other small improvements which wi

add to their property values. This will caUSe people to lose interest.

S-Ctd.
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his project hes nothing to do with this community, Mr. Anthony insisted,

y should it be thrust upon them?

direct_ly across the street from these sheds, told

he Board thet her nine windows look out upon this ugly mess, and it is a

mess - Mrs. Parsons contended - the place is litt"ered with garbage, trash,

ear cans, and miscellaneous nlbb1ah. She also stressed the danger trucka

would cauae for the children walking to school.

Mr. Ivester. living on Lot 9. Objected for reasons stated. With over 100

acres which the developer might use - it would seem unnecessa:E;"Y to allow th1

projtrct to operate in the midst of an area of homes and in an entirely

. tlU'ferent subdivision, Mr. Ivester contended.

Mr. Meltzer called attention to 'the fact that the barbed. wire 1s on the top

of the compound fence - therefore not hazardous to children. They have re­

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 ~ha~ condition.

During construction of a home project, it is true, Mr. Meltzer adm1'tted,

that someone is bound to be inconvenienced, but this location is a great

convenience to them as they need the buildings to be so located that the

trucks can get in and out easily. On any other lot it would be difficult

since the roads are· under construction and there is a considerable amount ot

filling necessary in other parts of their subdivision.

It 'was noted that school patrol had recently been moved here to take care

ot the children.

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

perty.

Seconded, Mr. Lamond

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

Mr. Verlin W. Smith vo"ted "no" because the people in Colonial Acres say

'this is detrimental 'to them, and tha't it creates a traffic hazard. and this

is shown to be a bad intersection for the children, as evidenced by presenc

of the school patrol.

Mr. Lamond agreed that this should not be on Colonial Acres property _ how­

ever, Mr. Mooreland pointed ou't that the Board could not keep 'the applicant

from coming in on Colonial Drive.

II
NORMAN E. PUMPHREY Ii to permit carport to remain enclosed. within 8.60 fee't

the side property line, Lot 22 and part of Lot 2J, Block E, Courtland Park.

(1006 Oak Street), Mason District. (Suburban ReSidence).

Mr. Pumphrey. the fa'ther of the applicant. represented. the case. When his

son 'negotiated for this house. Mr. Pumphrey 'told the Board, the carport had

Lf5/
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been constructed with the roof' and 'two sides. He asked the builder to en­

close the carport. thinking - when the builder agreed to do so _ that he

would be able to get the permit. He left that to his builder.

The room is actually more l1ke a porch, Mr. Pumphrey explained. being en­

closed with jalousies and screening. After the house deal was completed.

his son was transteITed to Florida, and he then put his bouse up tor sale

or rent. The violation was then d1scoverecl.

Mr. Pumphrey pointed to other enclosures in the area, soMe of which come

within 7 or 6_1/2 feet of the side line. SOme of' these are porch enclosure

and others are solid rooms, which become an integral part of the house. As

far as he knew, Mr. Pumphrey sa,lel, this is the only enclosure on Oak Street

(It was noted that these are 71 foot lots - while many lots in this ola sub

division are of considerably less width).

Mr. Mooreland explained that there are many discrepancies in this old sub­

division in which building has been going on for over 20 years. So.me built

upon 50 f~ot lots in the early days - then people began adding a half lot _

then certain builders 1:bught up several 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 still was below the Orclinanee requirements

He had asked them to stay farther from t he side line, Mr. Mooreland ex­

plained, but on the 50 or f:IJ foot lots many have Observed the 7 foot side

setback. Generally he did not grant the 7 foot setback on lots as wide as

65 feet, however, Mr. Mooreland expressed the opinion that if 80me setbacks

were granted le8s than they should be - one wrong does not justify 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 a

better view from their home than an open carport. She asked why the di8­

crimmination - one person can have a lovely roo~additlon and another - und

apparently the same conditions - cannot.

Because of the lot width, Mr. Mooreland explained.

Mr. Pumphrey thought the fact of this being an old subdiVision with irregu

setbacks, this should be considered favorably. However, the Board was ap­

prehensive of other requests which might follow the granting of this.

There were no objections from the area.

Mrs. Henderson stated that in her opinion no undue hardship had been shown

by the applicant - giving the Board powers relative to granting a variance,

therefore, she movltd 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. No second.

I

I

I

I

I
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recessed for lunch.

EFEIUlED CASES:

OWARD JOHNSON'S RESTAURANT, to permit erection of two signs with an aggre­

ate area of 70.5 square feet which will make the total area of signs on pro

arty in exceSS of allowable area by the Ordlna~ceJ (aggtoegate area .360..1/2

quare feet). northwest corner #50 and Hl11wood Avenue, at Seven Corners.

a11s Church District. (General Business).

o,one was present to discuss this case - for the second time.

s. Henderson moved to deny the case since for the second time no one was

resent - nor had the applicant sent word to the Board.

• MOoreland suggested notifying the applicant that the case will be heard

t 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

e notified that unless he 1s present - the case will be dented.

econded, Mrs. Henderson

unanimously.

J. B. Smith moved to defer the case until March 26th to view not only

property I but other property in the neighborhood. in order that the Board.

its own picture of setbacks in this sUbdivision.

econded, Mr. Lamond

unanimously_

to permit erection of two signewiUl larger area than

lowed by the Ordinance, on west side of North Kings Highway, 506 feet nort

f Fort Drive, Nt. Vernon District. (General Business).

• Kinder and Mr. Roseman represented the appficant. Also Mr. Charles

nett was present. This caSe was de1'erred for complete plats and for the

pplicant to reduce the SilB of the signs.

• Kinder stated t hat the applicant will move the sign back to the 35 foot

uilding setback line. Mr. Kinder showed plats of the Acme stores with re­

ation to the existing buildings in the adjoining shopping center, POinting

ut that as one approaches the ACMe Store rrom the intersection the Store is

bscured. by the existing buildings - particularly the filling station and th

ank. If the sign is located on the 35 foot setback line it will be Visible

o'tb from the highway, Mr. Kinder stated, and from the shopping center. He

Iso showed pictures or other stores with the sign across "the front identic

o the one planned on this property.

hey have reduced their sign area to 80 square reet for the pilon and 152 sq

Got area in 'the building sign, Mr. Kinder informed the Board - totaling 225

quare fee't. This is a large store, Mr. Kinder continUed, and it requires a

3-
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large sign to be in keeping. The store is 125 feet/x 144 feet deep. They

will provide parking area for 163 Cars. The lot, exclusive of the drive­

way, contains 112,548 square feet. The entire project is large, Mr. Kinder

pointed out - the store J the lot I and the setback is deep _ only a large

sign would be in balance, and they believe it is necessary to furnish props

identification. These stores, Mr. Kinder continued, with 80 much area did

not exist when the Ordinance was written - it is therefore quite natural

that a sign ordinance enacted. some years ago would not fit plfeSent needa.

Mr. Charles Harnett, Vice President of Gosnell, owner of this property,

said they bad been impressed by the plans and fine. type of store planned to

be erected here. He asked favorable consideration for the signs 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 con­

fusing, as that wOrd is used in other businesSes. A smaller sign would be

lost on the large building. This Sign is used thrOUghout the Country, Mr.

Harnett continued. and 1s familiar to shoppers in all areas.

Mr. ROseman agreed with Mr. Harnett's statements.

Mr. Mooreland called attention to the fact tha't a 40 foot store setting 35

feet from the right of way can. have 120 square fee't of sign area. This bu1 _

iog is set back auch a long dis'tance from the right of way, and the store

building has over 1a.000 square feet. he felt business of this type should

be encouraged.

Sight distance on the Pilon. Mr. Kinder said, would be 2000 feet under ide

weather conditions.

Mrs. Henderaon moved that the application be granted 'to the Acme Market ,Co.

tor a sign not to exceed 152 square feet on the building' as per plat number

52-92 and that the pilOn be granted in accordance with plat numbered 55-al

said sign to be located no't closer than 35 teet from the prop.erty line as.

own on the new location plats, and granted in the amount of ao .square feet
l

area with a height not 'to exceed 35 fe.'t. This is granted as it appears 'tha

these size signs are need.d for visibility, because of the location of the

s'tore and the store is obstructed by other buildings in the neighborhood.

Seco,nded, Mr. Lamond

Carried, unanimously.

/
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 at the

rdinance - something which could not be said of all nurseries in the Count

'.
•

I

•
•
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• Mooreland's Report on Nurseries:

"March 7,1957

Report of Survey of Greenhouses 6: Nurseries in the County

like the Board to set certain criteria that I my be guided, such

11 but 'two of the locations visited are operating under the intend of the
Ordi,nance 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, so I may
a~e something concrete to work with.

In DIOst or the 8stablishmen'ts visited there Were no displays of dusts, spray
fertilizers or hardware.

Not all of them sold cut flowers and sprays, those that did said they rais
etween eighty-five and ninety percent of the nowers used, and the survey

bore out this contention.I

I

Size or property 1£ possible
Products to be sold including allied products !l !!!Z
Advertising, size and location

The following is a list of the things displayed by Bome:

FertUizers. 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 8uprrts
Ornamenta fencing

I
Respectfully.

/s/ W. T. Mooreland"

he percentage of plants grown on the premises and what could be imported

were discussed.

I

I

1/
With regard to signs. the Board agreed that under Section 6-4-a-14 where it

mentions 10 feet in area - that that shall be interpreted by the Board to

mean 10 square feet.

Mrs. Henderson moved that the sign area as applied to Nurseries be the

same area as defined under Sedtion 6-4-G.14. and not as defined under Secti

6-15-e-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 fiowers

grown on the premises.

Seconded, Mr. Lamond

Carried, unanimously.

II



Mrs. Henderson brought up the case of CLAUDE COOPER fora storage shed whic

was denied by the Board on June 12 J 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 a part of the retaining wall,

Mrs. Henderson stated, which she learned later was not so. It is -completel

free standing. Also in this area, seen from Mr-. Cooper's back yard are two

storage sheds which look like little out-houses. These were constructed be

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 fact of requiring a shed to be 10 feet

from the property line while a garage may be located 4 ,or 2 feet from the

line. Mrs. Henderson thought was unfair. She, therefore, suggested that Mr

Cooper's case be reopened and reconsidered - with the idea of granting it.

Mr. Mooreland told the Board that Mr. Cooper is in the hospital at this

time and he therefore had not pushed the removal of this shed.

Mrs. Henderson moved to reopen th~ C. B. Cooper case. which was denied on

June 12, 1956 - because of new evidence.

Seconded. J. B. Smith

Carried, unanimously.

The new evidence, ~. Henderson explained. is the fact that the storage

shed granted next door is not as pictured and there are two other storage

sheds in the area about which nothing can be done. as they were built beror

the Ordinance - therefore. this.was an injustice to Mr. Cooper. Mrs.

Henderson moved that the Cooper case be granted because it does not adverse

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.

II
Mr. Mooreland brought up the case of the STRAW CORPORATION. a carport in

Parklawo. which is 6-1/2 inches oft the required side setback ~ine and Wh1c

the Board denied. Mr. Mooreland said. he had been _unable to do a nything wi

Mr. Mace - he had written him and Mr. Mace has refused to move the structur

Mr. Mooreland then wrote up a warrant which the Commonwealth's Attorney

thought would be laughed out at Court - prosecuting such a small variance

especially when the Board has granted many greater vartances from the

Ordinance. Mr. Mooreland called attention to 'the tact that most other juri

dictions allow the Zoning Administrator a certain lee-way in granting these

small variances.

y
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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.

II
The Board started to discuss the proposed Trailer Park Ord1nance. but be­

cause of the lateness of the hOUll', agreed to hold a special meeting 'to go

over the Ordinance with the idea of making recommended changes to the Boar

o£ Supervisors. It. was agreed to meet at 9:30 a.m. Tuesday, March 19,1957.

II

Meeting adjourned

Verlin w. Smi~h. Acting Chairman

401



The regular meeting of the Fairfax
County Board or Zoning Appeals was
held Tuesdayl March 26, 1957 in the
Board Room 01· the Fairfax County
Courthouse at 10 o'clock a.m. with
all members present: Messrs. Varlin
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 Supervisors 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 t

appreciation of his work cnthe Board. Mrs. Henderson was delegated to wri

the letter.

At this time, Mr. Lamond also suggested that a Resolution be adopted and

sent to Mrs. S. Cooper Dawson expresSing the sympathy of the Board in her

10s8 of Mr. Dawson, and also commending Mr. Dawson for his valuable service

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 Resolution.

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

Seconded, J. B. Smith

Carried, unanimously.

Mr. Verlin W. Smith thanked the Board, stating that he would do his best _

but he felt it difficult 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 Board

II
DEFEJlREIJ CASES

1- HEDRICK L. WOLFORD, to permit dwelling as erectGd to remain within 13 feet

the side property line, Lots 25 and 26, BlOCk 6, Franklin Park, (on east ai

of Rhode Island Avenue), Oranesvil1e District. (Suburban Residence).

This case was deferred to give the applicant the opportunity to negotiate

with the adjoining property owner regarding purchase of ground to make this

setback conform.

I
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Mr. Wolford read a letter from Mr. Davia, the adjoining property owner who

stated that while he was not willing to sell the property, he considered th

variance very small and. had no objection to it. Mr. Davis said it was thei

plan to const:ruct a 50 foot house between 15 and 20 feet from their south

line to allow as much room as possible for a driva with a 90 degree turn in

to their garage on Mr. Wolfordts side of the lot. With this plan there wau

be about 48 feet between the two houses wich he thought ample.

Mr. J. B. Smith moved to grant the application as the variance is BO slight

he could not see where it would injure anyone.

Seconded, Mr. Lamond

Carried, unanimously.

II
NEW CASES,

SOCONY MOBIL on CO., INC., to pennit extension of permit granted 4/10/56 to

permit erection and operation or a service station and to permit pump islan

25 reet or right of way line of #644, north side of' #644 and adjacent to

west side of Springrield Estates, Lee District. (General Business).

Mr. Hobson represented the applicant. (Mr. Hobson congratulated the newly

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 ge

gCling - there.rote they need a little more time on the permit _ six months,

Mr. Hobson suggested would be suffiCient.

There were no objections from the area.

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the extension of this permit ror a period of six

onths under the same conditions as the original granting of the applicatio

(The original motion granted this use with the pump islands 25 feet from the

property line and granted as shown On plat dated January 1956 and certified

MarCil 22, 1956 and amended by Merlin Mclaughlin, March 1, 1957.)

Seconded, J. B. Smith

Carried, unanimously.

II
H. SNEAD, to permit two existing signs to remain with larger area than

llowed by the Ordinance, (Total area 64 sq. ft.) on north side or Lee Hwy.

S14 feet WQst #60g, Centreville District. (Agriculture).

hey 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 si~e. Mr.

nead showed pictures or the signs indicating that they are located in the

~eme corners of his property on the fence which borders his property.

hey have almost 500 Mt frontage, -Mr. Snead pointed. out and the property
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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 proparey. While they have only

the one entrance to the property the cut-across 1n the highway 1s such that

a turn can easily be made near the entrance for cars going aaBt from Centre

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 a1

noticed a 'considerable increase in their business since the erection of the

signs.

Mrs. Snead stated that it is important to have th.. wordina complete as the

signs stand - as they do not board dogs - they have stud service and the

sale or dogs only.

There were no objections from the area.

Mrs. Henderson asked under what section this should be handle4. Under

Section 6-4-a-14 in an Agricultural District the Ordinance says 10 sq. ft.

in area for advertising services shall be permitted. WhUe under SectiOD

6-15 under an agricultural district the Ordinance says a limit of 1/10 of a

square root area is permitted for each lineal foot of frontage _ which w

give the applicant 47-1/2 sq. ft. of sign 8S opposed to the 64 sq. ft. re­

quested. (It was noted that these signs have a square footage of )2 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 waa discussed.

Mr. Snead said he was well back from the traveled roadway and from the

right of way - that a drainage ditch was between hief.enee (on which the

sign 1s located)and the right of way

Mr. Lamond stated that this 18,a use which is tolerated and expected in 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 grant

the location and. size of the signs as requested in the application ,because

of the fact that it is not out of keeping with other sign sizes and locati s

in the area, and therefore would not be injurious to the area. If' the, oth

over-large and incorrectly located signs were requested to be moved, - it

would be logical to refuse this, but since that is not being done, he thou t

this should be granted. The signs are not unsightly and they are within

the max1.mu.m allowed.

Mr.' V. smith thought the necessity shown was not suffiCient, to warrant thi

granting. If such necessity is not shown Mr. V. Smith considered the

47-1/2 square fest should be observed.

I
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Mr. Snead answered that they needed the two signs because of the hill _

cars coming from Fairfax could see the sign at t.he entrance very well, but If (, ,
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 tar

beyond the cut-across entrance to turn in.

Mr.. Henderson suggested reducing each sign to 24 square feet. Mrs. Snead

answered that the letters would have to be the size shown on the signs to

be quickly seen. Many of their customers are from the State Department or

agencies in Washington where foreign people are employed, and who do not re

English readily. She felt these signs to be very necessary tor that bustn 8.

Mr. LamOnd added to his motion that this case be granted as per plat showi

a 5-.0852 acre tract, dated July 15, ~953 - the property located on the nort

side of Lee Highway 814 feet west of Route #608.

Seconded, J. B. Smith

Carried.

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

Against: Mrs. Henderson and Mr. Ver11n·W. Smith

II
MAGAZINE REALTY COMPANY, INC., to permit construction and operation of a

fl1ghway Ho1;,e-1, {234 units}, at the southeast intersection of 11648 and Shirl

Highway. Lee District. (General Business).

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 type and magnitUde - a revenue badly needed and a source of income whi

wbuld help pay for the education of children coming from homes where taBS

do not cover school expenses. The homes near this property are in the

'14,000.00 class, Mr. Moncure POinted out - these are homes which this pro­

ject would help to balance the school cost. Aside from taxes on the props

this project will bring tourist dollars into the County. This might be a

fine area for a park, Mr. Moncure suggested _ but being in a General Busine

classification it is far too expensive property for such consideration. 51 e

this area has General Business zoning a shopping.center or practically any

other retail business use could go in here without a special use permit and

without a public hearing - it could take uses which might be Care more

objectionable than a motel.

It was well known, Mr. Moncure continued, when people bought in the adjoin­

ing subdivision that this area was zoned for commercial uses as it was so

posted. (This property has been business zoned since 1951). As a matter 0

fact, Mr. Moncure pointed out £urther, a motel is one of the least objectio

able 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 n.
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The nearest homes will be bOO feet away, and it will bring revenue of a

1-1/2 million dollar investment J to be completed in two phases.

Mr. Moncure pointed to the good reputation ot Magazine Brothers who have

operated in the County for many years - developing Bren Mar Park, Willston

and Fordham Village, among other subdivisions. They will give ~ 10 acre

school site at the end of' Hershey Lane - adjoining this tract. These are

reputable people. Mr. Moncure Continued, their willingness to cooperate wit

the County has been demonstrated over a period of many years.

As a matter of rac't, Mr. Moncure pointed out, the people nearest this pro­

ject will not be able to see it because of the fringe of trees, the eleva­

tion in the land and because of the distance. However, they can see many

other operating businesses in the area, some of which are operating on

industrial property, and also the Northern Virginia Gravel pit _ which pro­

bably could be reopened.

This is a logical use for this business proPerty, Mr. Moncure urged. At

the intersections along 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 intersectl0

namely the Skylark, Key, and at Lincolnia. Where else would one expect

such services, Mr. Moncure asked.

The hotel of the future, Mr.' Moncure contended, is a project like the

Marriott - which is very like a hotel with all its conveniences and service

but stUl a motor hotel. You could have a hotel here, Mr. Moncure Pointed.

out, without a public hearing - why discriminate against a motel which is

in reality less objectionable.

Mr. Moncure asked the Board to favorably. consider this ~equested use.

Mr. Sheldon Magazine showed renderings of the type ot building they plan _

an attractive two story brick, completely fire proof structure. ~hey will

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

incorporate other features - the rural atmosphere for suburban living, a

pool and attractive grounds, which they beli~ve will. attract people for a

prolonged stay. They also believe it will fill a need for ~eopl~ livi~ in

the area to take care of their over-flow guests. They plan 234 unite.

The Chairman asked for opposition. About 14 were present objecting _ Mr.

Ratner acting as their main spokesman.

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

passed by the Bren Mar Park CiVic Association on March 19, 1957, unanimousl

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 ot the Civic Association:

RESOLVED:
(1) That the Civic Association Bend representatives of the
Association to the Zoning Hearing on March 26, 1957 to request
a continuance of 30 days ••••

1
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Bren Mar Park Civic AS8oc1at1onResolution - ctd.

(2) That the Civic Association authorize these representatives
to completely oppoBe the motel on March 26, 1957 if the
request for continuance is denied, and to attempt to secure
a petition signed by residents of Bren Mar Park opposing
the motel action.

CERTIFIED TO BE A TRUE AND CORRECT COPY:

This continuance is asked, not to organize opposition to this project, Mr.

Ratner explained, but it 1s for the purpole of checking into the impact of

a larger scale motel development in other locations and in other jurisdict­

ione on the adjoining residential area and to learn for sure it they do

object to such a developnent. They did not get notice of this plan until

ten days ago, Mr. Ratner continued, which has not given them suCf'icient tim

:for the research they feel they should do. However, it was agreed that all

legal requirements have been met with regard to posting and advertising of

this proposed use.

This is important to their cOlDlllUnity. Mr~ Ratner continued. and they would

like to have some first hand information on the af.fect of similar projects.

The petitioners have had unlimited time - naturally, Mr. Ratner said, but

they lave over 1000 people in Bren Mar Park who will be affected by this an

they feel a thorough investigation should be made by them before they can

intelligently evaluate the impact of this USe.

Since the requirements of posting and advertising have been met. Mr. Verlin

W. Smith stated. 11" the ten days notification is round to be insufficient,

it might be appropriate for the objectors in this case to so inform the Bo

of Supervisors that ten days is not adequate notification and request that

a change in the Ordinance revise this time lapse. However. since require­

ments have been met - Mr. Verlin W. Smith ruled that the case proceed for

hearing.

Mr. Ratner explained that when people bought in Bren Mar Park they were 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 develop s.

The,Y would welcome a shopping area now - Mr. Ratner continued _ but not the

aotel.

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

transj;ent business. not a part of their community. they do ,not need it to

take care of their over-flow guests. It is a business which would be open

24 hours a day - seven days a week. Lights would be on all night and peopl

uld be coming and going. addit-ional t-rafric night and day. This would al

e a traffic hazard to the children (there are over 400 children in the are

going to the school - which site the Magazine Brot-hers have dedicated adjoi

ing the business property. The people do not feel that t-h1s is in the best

I
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Acting Secretary
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President-
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interests of the welfare and safety of their area - as evidenced by a

petition which Mr. Ratner presented to the Board, containing 233 signature

(representing that many 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 shop

108 center would be very slow 8S the motel would make money _ therefore

the developers would not reel the need to go ahead with the shopping cente

f'or 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 dangerouB to health and

opposed to the public wel£are.

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 t.his

project will be detrimental to homes. in 'the area - 'theref'ore while it will

bring in tax revenue to the County, it Will by the same token reduce tax

values .. on the adjoining homes - thereby the advantage to the County would

be lost.

There are plenty of motels now on the Shirley, Mr. Ratner continued, and'

under any circumstances, he asked, is it necessary to use t.his land just.

because it is zoned f'or business. Why not let it lay? others have done

that. Transients bring in all kinds of' people, Mr. Ratner ca~:tioned the

Board - the undesirable along with the desirable. They have a quiet law­

abiding community now with very f'ew burglaries and house-breakings _ it is

not. impossible that some of' the undesirables f'rom this project Will wander

out into their community.

With regard to the guarantee as to the type of' buildings 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 presented wi

the application.

Mrs. Henderson asked Mr. Ratner if' in his opinion a motel would bring more

traf'fic 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 f'act of the probable addition

of a swimming pool, which could serve as an attractive nuisance to childre

This, Mrs. Henderson answered, would be taken care of by the new swimming

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 of!.

Mr • Herbert Harris, Vice President of the Bren Mar Civic Association also

spoke in opposition, restating Mr. Ratnerls objections and calling attenti

to the desire of the Civic Association to maintain the character of their
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residential community without the intrusion of a project which would cater

to tourists.

Mr. Harris called attention to the fact that all the Magazine Company's

houses were sold before any plans of the motel were announced. The ~e

standing had been that this would be a shopping center. There are 350 home

in Bran 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 pet1tio~ opposing

this. This represents 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 their homes .. when and if it is developed. Mr. Harris continued.

Mr. Harris said he lives across the street from this project. and when be

bought his property the plans showed either homes across from them. or a

200 foot buffer strip, which would remain undeveloped.

Mr. Verlin W.• Smith informed Mr. Harris tha,!, those plans are not berore the

Board. He also 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, objected for reasons stated,

and assured the Board 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 ~az

Brothers had told him of the shopping center plans which were supposed to b

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 Department, Mr. Moncure answered _ the

plan only one entrance to the motel, which is shown on the plat _ as a

proposed, 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. A

great deal is involved in planning a shopping area _ the lenders must be

satisfied - the lessees and the developer.

The lights, to which the community objects, Mr. Moncure said, will certainl

go out early in the evening. The traffic generated from the motel wUI be

mostly late in the evening or early in the morning - before and after schoo

hOUl'I. Mr. Moncure considered it an academic question - which would cause
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3-Ctd. more traffic or nois9 - a shopping center or a motel. In his opinion

nel'ther would be objectionable. The 'traffic would be from the Shirley

Highway to the property only - that would not affect Bren Mar, Mr. Moncure

said - whereas a shopping center would generate traffic in all directions

and through the subdivision.

The purpose of these commercially zoned intersections along the Shirley,

Mr. Moncure continued, is 80 the traveling public can get off the highway

for services.

As to the attractive nuisance - Mr. Moncure recalled the pistol range near

Bren Mar.

He noti,ced that the opposition did not mention the revenUe to be derived.

from this 1-1/2 1D.111ion dollar matel - they did not compare the cost of

educating a child with the tax income from the average home _ they also ha

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 hot mentioned the filling station

just near the subdivision which is a considerable more hazard than this w d

be. These people object, Mr.. Moncure continued, but their reasons are not

sound and there are many logical reasons for granting this project. I~

would be discrimination to refuse this project, and. it would be against th

best interests of the County to refuse to allow this tax revenue and the

tourist dollars, which would accrue to the interests of the County, and

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 be allowed to exceed

a certain percentage.

The question of differentiation between a hotel and motel were discussed,

Mr. Moncure pointing out that a hotel could be erected here without a

special use permit or public hearing. This is patterned after the Marrio

Motel, having tbe same type of services as a 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

outside.

Mrs. Henderson asked about the width of the ingress and egreS8. That Mr.

Moncure stated will conform to the State Highway requirements.

It was agreed that the roof shelter shown on the plot plan which Would bri

the front of the building closer to the Shirley Highway line would have to

either be removed or the building located back farther - in order to reta

the full 100 foot set-back from the highway. The applicant agreed that

that could be done without difficulty.

Mr. William 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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opinion, Mr. Moss continued, the law is not sufficient in giving people tim

tor study and 'Understanding of such cases. These people are reluctant to

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~ MoS8 continued, they might find that this land could be put to

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

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 fo

many years, Mr. Moss continued, and he thought in deference to the people i

the area it might. be well t.o give them t.he 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 Associstion to explain their project - but they did not Care for that;

The Civic Association was advised of the general plans. Mr. Harris 'said.
\ .

tftey did not need.the information Mr. Magazine.could give them _ they merel

want the time 'to investigate similar projects in other loca'tions to learn

what might happen here. ~e thought three weeks would give them. time to

arrive at an intelligent approach to this. If' they f'ind 'that it would not

have an adverse affect upon their area they may withdraw their objections.

Mrs. Henderson suggested that a two week def'errment might result in a

happier relationship between the Magazine Brothers and the people in the

area.

Mr. MOss commended the Magazine Brothers on their' fine ~ooperation with the

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

think they would care to force something which might jeopardize the', relatio

ship between them and the people.

Mr. Moncure stated that they were reluctant to agree to the deferrment. the.

the.y have mature plans and are ready to go ahead with this at the earliest

possible 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 bene.fit t·o the

County at large.

The people dont know what they want. Mr. Harria answered _ they know only

that they want time to make their studies and decision.

Mr. MagaZine said he £e1t - in view of their responsibility to the ~ounty

and to the community - that a two weeks delay would not inconvenience them

too much.

"+0/
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3-Ctd. In view of the fact brought out, Mrs. Henderson moved to defer the case
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until April 9th.

Seconded, J. B. Smith

Carried, unanimously.

II
MI'. VERNON YAC}fl' CLUB, INC. J to permit construction and operation ot: a l'ach

Club, boat basin, swimming pool and buildings accessory thereto, Lot 1,

Block H, and Parcel A, Yacht Haven Estates, Nt. Vernon Dist. (Rural Res.-I)

Mr. Spellman, representing the Mt. Vernon Yacht Club, asked that this case

be deferred for 30 days, as the people applying for this use, being in­

experienced in this, have not had But£icient time to prepare their case.

Mr. Lamond moved to defer the ca•• for 30 days (until April 23)

Seconded, J. B. Smith

Carried, unanimously.

II
McLEAN-LANGLEY SWIMMING ASSOCIATION, to permit construction of a co_unity

swimming pool with accessory structures thereto, north side of Moxley Dr.,

approx. 600 ft. north of Langley Forest, Dranesv1lle Dist.(Rural Res.-II)

Mr. James Whytock represented the applicant. Mr. W1ytock noted that the

name of this applicant has been changed to "Langley Club, Inc." This ch8ll8

came about during incorporation. Also the wading pool has been cut rrom

60 feet in diameter to 40 feet, and the bath house has been reduced rrOm

29' x 44' to 22' x 38'. These changes were made on the plats.

This project isa 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 110.00 per adul't

person and $10.00 a year dues for adults -- $5.00 tor children. The initial

expense will be taken' care or 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 de­
veloped at some future time, Mr. Whytock continued. The owners of this

property have no objection to this use. The pool will conform to the.s

ing pool Ordinance with a f'lash deck, and a filtration system. It will
d.A;.-fI 11'I4'(

drain into the spri~ This plan has been approved by

Mr. Saunders, the adjoining property owner and the engineer on this project

told the Board that they have planned 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 )00

families.
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4-ctd. Mr. Howard reaci a resolution passed by the I.angley Forest Citizens' Assn.

at their meeting of Febroary 19 J 1957, in which they state that this group

has no objection to this project as planned.

Mrs. Henderson questioned the adequacy of the parking lot- - which would tak

care of only 50 cars. That could be expanded, Mr. Whytock explained, if th

need arises - they have sufficient area.

Aleo Mrs. Henderson questioned - what concessions? 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 $S,

sum set aside to widen this road and for more gravel.

The Chairman asked for opposition.

Mr. Tr~cey, liVing on Benjamin Street about 800 feet from this site, stated

that they had moved to this location hoping fOT 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 d

in the summer, Mr. Tracey stated, which would face this ,pool area _ he thou t

the noise and traffic would be unpleasant. He suggested an-alternate site

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

himself. He was representing Southland Corporation, which owns the pro­

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 f'or th

lotswhlch will back up to this property - that is their concern. If' the

fence were moved to the other side of' the parking lot it would help them

greatly, Mr. Makel suggested. (Mr. Makel thought the tract a little small

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

bUilt to County spe~ifications.

Mr. Tracey noted that this is supposed to be a community pool, but there ar

only go homes in Langley Forest - therefore there must be many members com­

ing f~ outside the area. A purely community project he did not think too

objectionable - but he thought it should not take in other families.

Mr. Whytock noted that Mr. Tracey had been completely unsuccessful in getti

a petition against this project. signed. Mr. Whytock agreed that the deep

setbacks which they will proVide are a proper protection for the property

described by Mr. Make1- They will also have screening around the area whic

would further protect adjoining property.
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4-Ctd. Mr•. Saunders said there was no other pr-operty in Langley FONst 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 Joseph BerryJ

dated February 26,1957 - indicating the changes in size of the wading pool

to 40 feet in diameter, and the reduction of the bath hOU8~ to 22' x 38-.

This 1s granted because it conforms to the following sections of the

Ordinance: Section 6-4-a as amended; 15-c 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 itw1ll

not adversely affect property in the neighborhood. This is granted subject

to conformance with the new swimming pool Ordinance and Health Department

regulations governing swimlaing pools.

Seconded, Mr. Lamond

Carried, unanimously.

II
DEFERRED CASE:

J. T. ~ON REALTY, INC. , to permit. garage to remain as erected 8.57 feet

rear property line, Lot 10, 1st Addition to Brookland Estates, Lee Diet.

(Suburban Residence).

Mr. J. T. Moton, whose case was deferred to this date, asked the Board to

deter his case until April 23rd.

Mr. Lamond so moved

Seconded, J. B. Smith

Carried, unanimously.

II
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PEOPLES SERVICE DRUG STORES,INC., to pennit erection of three signs with an

aggregate area in excess allowable by the Ordinance, (184 sq.£t.), 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 Sto B

was read asking for three signs totaling 184 square feet to replace the

existing sign on the Itore which has a total area of 100 square feet. This

1s a new type of sign, the letter stated, which the cexnpany plan to use on

their larger stores. It will have plastic face and diffused lighting.

Mr. Wells showed two pic'tures, Exhibit A and B, A showing this sign whicl}

is presently installed on the Arlington store, and Exhibit B, which showed

the inadequacy of the sign at the Kamp Washington store, which store 1s

located 155 feet from the right of way.

I
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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 particularly well designed nor 1s

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 sta~ed, that 1s fa

superior to the one nOw at Kamp Washington.

Mrs. Henderson granted that, but stlll suggested that it be cut in size.

These letters are custom made, Mr. Wells answered, they have made 'the molds

and it would be expensive to ~hange them~ TheY.hope to use this sign on

all their larger stores, an~ therefore the same molds would be used. They

have gone to a great deal of expense and care to design these signs, Mr.

Wells continued - they consider it attractive and effective advertising and

an asset to the community. They f'eel that the old type of ~ign has become

obsolete - they therefore wish to start a new era in a more effective and

a Diore attractive sign. This particular sign has been noticed and highly

complimented by .the National Association of sign people.

Mr. Wells showed a series o:f pictures starting :from the early signs _ and

indicating the progress - culminating in this sign which they believe

.superior in every way.

Mrs. ~enderson agreed again. that most companies want as large,and as

attractive signs as possible, but she still questioned an adequate reason

for such a large sign•

• Wells noted that there are many other signs in the County larger th~\1j

his ,on bUildings which are closer to the street ri'ght otway.' Mr. Wells

considered the setback which they have allowed for parking and ror the rree

vament of' traffic - to be a SUfficient hardship.

no objections from the area-.

• Lamond stated that due to the f.ct of the S1&e or this store and the

the Highway right of way he would move that this varl.nce be

Mr. J. B. Smith

J. B. Sm~th asked about the actual size of' the letters .. he thought if.

letters alone were f'igured the. area would be considerably les~. Mr.

ells showed how this could a?tually be put in as three signs, which,would

atly reduce the area.,

ince this is the first request in the County f'or this new large ' sign _ Mrs.

anderson suggested that a flood of requests 'for this same sign would follow

.f this is granted. Since this has been an expensive venture for -the Compan

certainly will USe it to the fullest, Mrs. Henderson continued.

Wells answered that this sign would be used only where it is appropriate

nd on their larger stores. They otten ~uy signs locally, Mr. Wells con­

inued, especially on their smaller stores.

if 7/



5-C'td. Mr. Lamond added to his motion that this be granted as per blue print sub­

mitted'with the case dated March 4,1957_

Mr. J. B. Smith accepted the addition.

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

Against: Mrs. Henderson, Verlin W. Smith

Motion carried.

II
I

6- TOPS FAIRFAX,INC., to permit erection of one sign with an area of (172-1/2

square feet) J Part of Lot 1, East Fairfax Park Subdivision, at Fairfax

Circle, Providence District. (Rural Business).

Mr. H. P'. Miller represented the applicant. Mr. Wells also supported the

case. Mr. Miller pr~8ented each Board member with a co,PY of a letter from

Mr. James Matthews, President of this Company, detailing this request for

the larger sign. The total area will be 172-i/2 square feet. It will be a

free standing pilon type s1gn. This is a chain restaurant and they are ask

ing for the pilon, which is the trade mark they use in other locations.

Mr. M1l1~r showed photographs in color of the proposed sign. He also show

pictures of the existing building on the property, which they will add to.

hey need this large sign in order to have visibility for sufficient dis-

ance that people may slow down without hazard. This °is on the approach to

the Circle, Mr. Miller explained, where traftic is converging and it was

his opinion that a considerable sight distance was necessary.

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

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

ect traffic - so people can see the sign far enough away to begin sloWing

p and get into the proper l~e so as not to obstruct the natural flow of

raffic. The present building is 50 feet from the right of way _ 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. Miller 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

that the sign is located back 30 feet •

• Mooreland said the total right of way here is 250 feet, therefore they

auld locate the sign on the right otway - 8S 1/2 the width of the right at

y, Or 125 feet, Would be at the property line. Mr. Mooreland noted that

he right of way widens out as it splits at the circle.

he 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 ot;her jurisdictions the larger lot will take a large

thought equitable. This lot has a 220 foot frontage which

larger sign area. However, the sign size is not so 1m­

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

I
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to work with the County in setting up a sigD: Ordinance which would .elim1na

many of the cases which now find it necessary to come b&1'ore the Board.

(Mr. Verlin W. Smith bhebked Mr. Wells ror his oUer.)

There were no objections from the area.

It was noted that the McDonald restaurant has a frontage or 216 feet.

Mrs. Henderson asked if the applicant could reduce the sign to 150 square

feet. These are standardized pattern signs J made from molds and used throu

out the Country as their trade mark, Mr. Miller answered. They would like

the same sign. They now have two such signs in Arlington"

Mrs. Henderson moved to deny the caSe as this is a gross variance from

Section 6-15-0-1 of the Ordinance.

There was no section.

Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case for the applieant to study the case and

see it he can get along with 150 square rest of area.

Seconded, J. B. Smith

This to be dererred until April 9th, Mr. Lamond Added.

They will ac.cept the 150 square foot area', Mr. Miller told the Board.

Therefore, Mr. Lamoild changed. his motion to state that the application be

granted 1'or a sign with an area 01' 150 square 1'eet.

Seconded, T. Barnes

carried

Mrs. Heilderso and. Mr. Verlin W. Smit not voting, 1'10.
Mrs. Henderson not voting ecause there is a 20 mile per hour spsed limit

at this pOint, aild she thought the 60 square root sign Would be adequate.
II
SUNSET DRIVE IN THEATRE, to pennit erection of an additional sign to exist­

ing marquee which makes the aggregate area in excess allowed by the Ordinan

(214 sq. ft.) north side of 117, approx. 1/2 mile east of Bailey's .cross Rds.

Mason District. (Rural Business).

Mr. Gallo represented the applicant. This extra sign is needed, Mr. Gallo

explained, as the area is large and open and the spaed limit at this point

is 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 located about i

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

The total sign area on the property was discussed, Mr. Gallo stating that

the 214 square feet named in the application included the entire sign area.

The pilon sign has an area of SO square feet, the sign on the back of the

screen has IS" letters and probably about 30 square foot -area, and the

attraction panel - 120 square feet.

This is a small sign area compared to other Drive-In Theatres, Mr. Wilson,

President of the Drive In Company, told the Board - because this was the

<'+/u
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first drive-in in Virginia and. at that time the large signs were not in US-8

Now ~hey 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 to the high

way J and are therefore not visible up and down the highway. The pilon waul

slow down traffic - which Mrs. Henderson thought not particularly necessary

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

Mr. VerUn W. Smith quoted from the Ordinance 6-l2-7-g (page 96) ssying it

would be necessary for the applicant to show an undue hard'ship.

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

allowed in the Ordinance - and still call that a variance _ or would that b

called amending the Ordinance?

To what extent the Board. ean vary ... has not yet been detennined, Mr. Verlin

W. Smith answered. That is a question the Board 'would like'to have an

opinion OD, Mr. Verlin W. Smith continued - when does a granting becOIile' an

amendment to the Ordinance.

This sign size is necessary, Mr. WilSOn continued, because competition is

now too keen to operate on the old obsolete signs they now have. They have

a large tourist clientele who do not k;now where the theatre is located and

they believe this would help. Mr. Wilson also noted that most theatres ex­

cl~e the attraction panel - while they have figured that in their tot~l.

Mr. T. Barnes moved to defer the case for )0 days to give the Board time to

study the case and to find out just what the situation is on thepropei-ty' ..

to investigate the entrances and exit with relation to the proposed locatio

of' the ,sign.

Seconded, Mr. J. B. Smith (Defer until April 2Jrd)

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 a 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 egress.

Mr. J. B. Smith accept$d this addition.

Carried, unanimously.

II
CLARENCE R. & IRVIN PAYJE,JR., to permit erection and operation of a servic

station and pennit pump islands 25 feet of the street right of' way lines, at

the N. E. corner #7 and #244 at Bailey's Cross Roads, Mason Diet.{Oen.Bus.)

Mr. William MOncure represented the applicant. Mr. Irvin Payne was preeent

also.

I
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Mr. Moncure explained to the Board that the State had changed the tra£t'1c

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

1,960 square feet. Therefore the applicant feels that the only thing he

can USe this property for is a filling station. While this is a very de­

sirable location for a filling station, the roads are now 80 arranged. that

the only right turn into the property is from Leesburg Pike, 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 fUling station from' Standard Oil, Mr.

Moncure told the Board - with a good rental and. percentage. It would appea

~. MOncure contended, that this would be good revenue for this property

and for the County.

There were no objections from adjoining property owners, nor from the area.

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

more than the two exits and. entrances. Mr. Payne was not entirely certain

what was being planned..

Mr. Verlin W. Smith asked about the other buildings shown on the plat - whi Ih
apparently have nothing to do with the tilling 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 spac •

Mr. J. B. Smith moved to defer this case until April 9th for proper plats _

which will show the parking area for the warehouse.

Seconded, Mrs. Henderson

Carried, unanimously.

II
A. H. & FRANCES L. TINKLE, to permit existing sign to remain at present

location 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 applicant, stating that there are two vio­

lations on this application - first, they did not obtain a permit for the

sign. - sec~nd, 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 be located on their property along Route #7, and subsequently erected th

two signs. One year later, when they realized that the signs were ineffect ive

they made plans to put up another type of sign. 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 f'or the amount



"tIU
NEW CASES - Ctd.

lO-ctd. or frontage this subdivision had on Route #7. Opposition to th.ese signs

developed. Mr. Mooreland then told the applicant that the two signs could

be put back to back, creating one sign, which would come within the

Ordinance requirements.

Again, this year, Mr. Dews continued, the applicant felt that his sign was

not effective. They again re-designed. the sign and put it in a different

location. They did not get a permit nor did they talk with the Zoning Oir1

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

feet.

Since this sign was put up they have dedicated the first addition to this

subdivision and have dedicated the property for a service drive along Lees­

burg Pike. The sign 1s 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 $2),000 to $)0,000. Since they have

only )20 foot frontage on Route 117, and since there i8 a high hedge along

the right of way, thet only way a sign can be seen for any appreciable dis­

tance is to give it height - which they have done. They feel that thesi

even with the height has a minimum. of vbibility. Mr. Dew showed

of the sign illustrating the hindrance of the hedge. The sign now is

visible for only about 200 feet in one direction, and 500 feet in the other.

Wieh a 55 mUe 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 o£ advertising, Mr. Dews continued. He therefore con­

sidered it necessary to have an adequate size and an attractive sign to

attract the public.

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?

Mr. Dews answered - "yes" - even a temporary pennit. While the service

drive is dedicated it probably will not be op the State records until late

this year - therefore, he thought 'a temporary permit would solve their pro­

blem and would not affect the State property.

Don Wilkins appeared in opposition.

Wilkins called attention to the fact that this sign is on Lot 1) which

as a frontage of 107.52 feet - which if figured according to lineal front-

give the applicant a sign of 10.75 square feet. Mr. Wilkins also

iscussed the background of this sign, stating that the original sign permit

s issued in error - as the applicant did not have the·frontage to warrant

the size sign he was allowed.

y
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Mr. Wilkins also recalled the applicant's request for a waiver from serviee

drive requirements bef'ore the Board of Supervisors, which was ret'used. He

also called attention to the bond requirement and agreement between the

applicant and the Board of Supervisors which has 'not been met. This 1s an

illegal sign, Mr. Wilkins contended, and the applicant hes been perfectly

conscious of that fact. It is on State property in the middle of the servi

drive dedication, and is not more than 20 feet from the right of way of

Route #7. The applicant has met none of his commlttments, Mr. Wilkins con

tinued, yet he expects the County to grant him an Ulegal sign.

Carrying out the statutes and the proper enforcement of the laws of the

County and State are the function of this Board, Mr. Wllkl'ns continued. The

107.52 .root frontage on Lot 13, which will 'permit' a sign with only 10.75

equare feet figured on a lineal foot basis, renders this sign entirely out

of keeping with requirements. The sign as erected contains approx~tely 8

square feet. It is a monstrosity, Mr. Wilkins continued, which is better

adapted to Coney Island or a Carnival - than to this area. It is many time

the size allowed and it is 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, it a hard

ship exists - but not a self-imposed hardship.

Mr. Wilkins ~entioned the Betts property which is located £arther from the

highway, but which had legal size· signs and was sold out without hardship _

the product sold itself. The hardship here is the hardship of competi"tion

which has nothing to do with this Board•

. Mr. Reno, who lives acrose the street from the sign, concurred in Mr. Wilki

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

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

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

violate· the Ordinance wilfully. It would be a hardship to move the Sign,

Dewe continued, 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

sign more nearly within the Ordinance requirements.

Mr. Lamond moved to deny the case because it does not COnform to the requir

menta of the Ordinance.

Seconded, Mrs. Henderson

Carried, unanimously.

II
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RIVER TOWERS, INC., to permit multiple housing with greater density than

allowed by the Ordinance on 26.6424 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 pennit granted originally on this tract 1s st!

in e.ffect.

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 perm!

were granted and bUildings completed in accordance with those permits am
that the applicant is in a position to continue on that original permit pro

¥ided the density variance is allowed by this Board.

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

100 buildings and completes one bUilding, his permit is good for an lnde! e

time? Mr. Schumann said the Commonwealth's Attorney had emphasized 'a'

building - that if the applicant had completed a bUi;Lding granted on the

original permit - his permit continu.s in effect.

Mr. VerIin W. Smith asked if the case file on the original granting of this

project is still available. .Mr. Schumann answered that it was out of fUe

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 Commonwealth's Attorney. It was brought out that

Mr. Fitzgerald. discussed this case with Mr. Schumann, but he had not read

the Minutes of February 25, 1947. She felt that the presently planned pro­

ject should conform 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. Also, Mrs. Hend.erson questioned whether

a new application should have been filed in case of change of owner~hip of

property. She asked if River Towers is Olmi and Landrith~

Mr. Verlin W. Smith questioned if the use permit issued in 1947 was still i

effect, if the density granted was used up - and if this exceeds the eotal

density originally granted.

Schumann noted that in the Minutes it did not state that the application

granted for the applicant only. He thought change of" ownership was of

However, Mr. Verlin W. Smith noted that the type o~ develop­

ent was clearly stated in the original hearing and that is being varied

from. Mr. Schumann stated that these applicants are asking the Boa~ to v

trom the tems o~ the original granting, that is the question before the

Board. The Board passed a Resolution stating the applicant could build with

certain t.ype of architecture. These people want somet.hing different in

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

I
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Schumann continued, it is a variance from the Resolution passed by the Boa

on February 25. 1947.

Mr. Varlin W. Smith notitd 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 discu8sed with the Commonwealth's Attorne

ir he could be contacted during Court recess. The Board recessed to see Mr.

Fitzgerald.

Upon re-convening, Mr. Verlin W. Smith told those present that Mr. Fltzgera

had stated that when he gave Mr. Schumann his opinion - he had not read the

Minutes of the previous case. nor had he considered the previous use permit

granted in 1947 - therefore his opinion was not pertinent to that part of

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

that the case be def'erred for further discussion with Mr. F~tzgerald.

Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case until April 9th - provided the Board is

able to contact Mr. Fitzgerald by that time.

Seconded. Mrs. Henderson

Carried.

The following people 1et't their names with the Clerk to be noti.fied. 11' the

hearing is to be on April 9th: Ralph D. Rocks. James S. Keith. Gilbert S.

McCutcheon. Mrs. Carolyn Gro·ce. Edward J. Kelly. Ray Van Hook. J. W.

For18te1.

The Board instructed the Clerk to forward the f'ollowing questions relative

to this case to the Commonwealth's Attorney. asking for his opinion by the

next meeting:

"Considering this case under Section 6-l2-~2-a-b. if the evidence
as presented. in the first application and upon which the pennit
was granted •. holds today provided the present eVidence shows that
application '8 being made fora-projeot completely different from
the original application as to type and architectural design. as
described in the Minutes or February 25. 1947

1p the Opinion of the Commonwealth's Attorney how .far can the Board
otZoning Appeals go with a variance from the density granted in the
original application? The original application granted.. 1208 units.
The present application request 981 units. If the evidence shows
that the applicants have gone beyond the original density granted.
would this necessitate fUing a new application? _

What percentage o.f variation from the strict application of the
Ordinance is the Board empowered, to grant? It the grant 1ng should
allow 981 units as requested is this in e.ffect amending the Ordinance?

The Board also requests an opinion on hei,mt limitations. How do you
reconcile Section 6-14-b with Section 6..11-2 which says in part .......
no dwelling shall exceed 45. feet or three and one-half stories in
height and no building not a dwelling shall exceed 75 feet in height.'

Would a change in ownership from the original grantee affect the pennit.
especially 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?"

II
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• 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.

Verlin w. smith questioned setting a precedent in granting this.

Lamond thought the Board was perfectly justified in granting this as

arrangement of the existing house made it impossible for the addition to

e put on in any other way and still have the stairway to the basement and.

cceseible opening to the bath. In his opinion it would be a hardsbip not

to grant the application.

econded, Mr. T. ~arnes

Lamond, T. Barnes, J. B. Smith

W. Smith and Mrs. Henderson

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

and fence to, remain as erected as shown on plat, Lot 1,.

action 1, Colonial Acres, Nt. Vernon District. (Suburban Residence-Cla'ss II )•.

ord was sent to rhe Board. that the opposition, headed by Mr. Anthony, has

withdrawn in accord~nce 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 building material compound located on lot number one, at the
entrance of Colonial Acres I 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 free
of unnecessary eyesor~s, that he will provide trash receptacle
for the i.mrnediate COIlPOUnd. area. That, he will refrain his

LIAS BURNSTEIN. to permit erection of an addition to dwelling witpin 48 ft.

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

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

his case 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

~8 feet from Collingwood Avenue, was granted by Mr. Mooreland without public

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

acing Mr. Burnstein's property.

Mooreland explained that he had granted that because it is a corner lot

he'had worked With the owner to get the best possible location for the

tion carried.

s. Henderson said she saw no evidence of hardship on this 'since it would

appear that the addition could be located at the rear of' the house.

However, Mr. Burnstein had atated that this was a ..tter of economics and.

he arrangement of his rooms - with relation' to the stairway to the base-

and the bath entrance.

Henderson questioned if this was a reasonable hardship _ and noted that

other similar homes across the street had conformed to reqUired setbacks.

Henderson moved to deny the case, because no evidence of hardship had

shown.

4-

2-
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employees trom lit-taring or cluetering 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 80
as to prevent safety hazards and road congestion on Colonial Ave.
That, he will provide some suitable shrubbery to screen 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 o£ this
document to the satisfaction of the residents on Colonial Ave.
And that all matters and transactlons pertaining to this agree­
ment will be dealt only with CWO G. L. Anthony representative of
the residents of Colonial Acres.

4-Ctd.

I

I
Witness:
/s/ Louis G. Zuchelman

NOTORIZED:

BULGRAVE MANOR DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION

BY: 1.1 L. G. Meltzer, President

I

I

I

In acceptance of Mr. Fleisher, 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.

/s/ G. L. Anthony, (Representative)"

In view of the signewAgreement between the Sulgrave Manor Development Corp.

and the people in the area who had been opposed to this use, and who have

stated 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

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

Mr. Verlin W. Smith not voting

Motion carried.

II
,- NORMAN E. PUMPHREY, to permit carport to remain enclosed within 8.60 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 eon'

u,egotiations with the builder to construct this enclosed porch, at the time

e bought the house, the son's subsequent transfer to Florida and. his desire

to sell the house. The violation then came to light.

Mr. Pumphrey called attention to many other s~ilar violations in the sub­

division, which was originally laid out in smaller lots - and which sub­

division was recorded bef'ore the Ordinance. On the street just back of' Oak

Street, on which this house faces, many homes are bu1lt ~th enclosed proche

ocated from 7 to 8-1/2 f'eet from the side line.

There were no objections from the area.

s. Jones, the next door neighbor, and the one most affected, stated she

had no objections and could see no reason for not granting this when so man

others have the same setback.
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5-Ctd. Mr. 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.

Mr. Nagel, who lives on the other side ot Mr. Pumphrey also had no objectl0

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 throughout the subdiVision.

Seconded, J. B. Smith.

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

Against: Mrs. Henderson, and Verl!n W. Smith

Motion carried.

I

I
II

I

I

I

J. B. Smith

• VerI in W. Smith thought Mr. Schumann or Mr. Mooreland should be consult

8 to their policy in this. However, it. was stated that Mr. Mooreland bad

ndicated some time ago that he had usually allowed at least 30 days _ when

e had no definite instructions from the Board •

• Verlin W. Smith thought this might be discussed with Mr. Pomeroy.

or the motion: Mrs. Henderson, J. B. Smith, T. Barnes.

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

I

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 I. Penn naw Village.

Mooreland noted that this is the third reque15t for an extension.

Lamond said this group had had a great deal of difficulty with their

finances, and he thought the Board shoUld be lenient. He therefore moved

to grant the extension for the usual period of time - one year..

Seconded. T. Barnes

Carried, unanimously.

ilLER BUILDING SUPPLY CORPORATION, with regard to the time within which the

uilding on this property should be torn down or removed, ~. Henderson

tated that the Commonwealth's Attorney said that it would be difficult to

lace a definite time which would cover all cases, that it would be reasonab e

o move a small shed within a short time, whereal!l a brick building might

ake several months. He felt the time elem~nt was up to the ju~gement of

he Board.

s. Henderson moved that Mr. Miller be given 60 days in which to move his.



I

I

I

I

I

e' Board. diSCUSSed a testimonial dinner 1'or Mr. Brook.field and appointed

Ver11n W. Smith to work with representatives ot' other Boards or Com­

18s10ns on which Mr. Brookfield had served, with the idea of fonnulating

lanse Other members of the committee suggested were Mr. Keith Price, Lewis

eigh, Charlie Robinson, John Taylor, John Rust; Mrs. Henderson agreeing to

ake care of the invitations.

tentative date of May 10th was set.

I

The meeting adjourned.

VerIin w. Smith, Chairman




