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MINUTES OF 

FAIRFAX COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 

THURSDAY, JANUARY 7, 2010 

         

 

PRESENT:  Frank A. de la Fe, Hunter Mill District 

Earl L. Flanagan, Mount Vernon District  

Janet R. Hall, Mason District  

James R. Hart, Commissioner At-Large 

Kenneth A. Lawrence, Providence District 

John L. Litzenberger, Sully District  

Rodney L. Lusk, Lee District  

Timothy J. Sargeant, Commissioner At-Large 

 

ABSENT:   Walter L. Alcorn, Commissioner At-Large  

Jay P. Donahue, Dranesville District 

Suzanne F. Harsel, Braddock District 

Peter F. Murphy, Jr., Springfield District 

 

// 

 

The meeting was called to order at 8:19 p.m., by Parliamentarian Frank A. de la Fe, in the Board 

Auditorium of the Fairfax County Government Center at 12000 Government Center Parkway, 

Fairfax, Virginia 22035. 

 

// 

 

COMMISSION MATTERS 

 

Commissioner Hart announced that the Environment Committee had hosted a workshop on the 

strawman for EQC Disturbances in the Board Auditorium last night, and noted that the record 

would remain open for additional comment until January 15,
 
2010.  

 

Additionally, Commissioner Hart announced that the Environment Committee would meet on 

January 28, 2010, at 7:00 p.m. in the Board Conference Room of the Government Center, to 

continue review of green building policy.  

 

// 

 

Commissioner Hart pointed out that Commissioners would receive a proposed amendment to the 

Heritage Resources portion of the Policy Plan, noting that there would be changes to text, 

figures, and maps in every planning and magisterial district, and said the public hearing was 

scheduled for February 4, 2010.  

 

// 

 

Parliamentarian de la Fe announced that the Planning Commission would meet as a Committee-

of-the-Whole on Wednesday, January 13, 2010, at 7:00 p.m. in the Board Conference Room of  
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the Government Center. The Commission would receive a briefing from James Zook, Director, 

Department of Planning and Zoning, on current workload and resources. 

 

// 

 

In accordance with the Commission Bylaws, Parliamentarian de la Fe announced that Planning 

Commissioner Officers would be elected at the third Planning Commission meeting of the year 

on Thursday, January 14, 2010. 

 

// 

 

Commissioner Lawrence CONTINUED THE DEFERRAL OF THE DECISION ONLY FOR 

SPA 83-P-057-05, THE CHURCH FOR ALL NATIONS, TO A DATE CERTAIN OF 

FEBRUARY 10, 2010. 

 

Commissioner Lusk seconded the motion which carried unanimously with Commissioners 

Alcorn, Donahue, Harsel, and Murphy absent from the meeting 

 

// 

 

FS-P09-142 – CLEARWIRE, 8245 Boone Boulevard 

FS-P09-58 – CLEARWIRE, 1766 Chain Bridge Road 

 

Commissioner Lawrence MOVED THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION CONCUR WITH 

STAFF’S DETERMINATION THAT THE TELECOMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES 

PROPOSED BY CLEARWIRE IN FS-P09-142, AT 8245 BOONE BOULEVARD, AND FS-

P09-58, AT 1766 CHAIN BRIDGE ROAD, ARE SUBSTANTIALLY IN ACCORD WITH 

THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE ADOPTED COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AND 

SHOULD BE CONSIDERED “FEATURES SHOWN,” PURSUANT TO VIRGINIA CODE 

SECTION 15.2-2232, AS AMENDED. 

 

Commissioners Lusk and Sargeant seconded the motion which carried unanimously with 

Commissioners Alcorn, Donahue, Harsel, and Murphy absent from the meeting. 

 

// 

 

FS-L09-174 – T-MOBILE, 7150 Hayfield Road 

 

Commissioner Lusk MOVED THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION FIND THAT THE 

TELECOMMUNICATIONS FACILITY PROPOSED BY T-MOBILE IN FS-L09-174, 

LOCATED AT 7150 HAYFIELD ROAD, IS SUBSTANTIALLY IN ACCORD WITH THE 

RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE ADOPTED COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AND SHOULD BE 

CONSIDERED A “FEATURE SHOWN,” PURSUANT TO VIRGINIA CODE SECTION15.2-

2232, AS AMENDED. 
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Commissioner Lawrence seconded the motion which carried by a vote of 7-0-1 with 

Commissioner Sargeant abstaining; Commissioners Alcorn, Donahue, Harsel, and Murphy 

absent from the meeting. 

 

// 

 

FS-L09-187 – CLEARWIRE, 7936 Telegraph Road 

 

Commissioner Lusk MOVED THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION FIND THE 

TELECOMMUNICATIONS FACILITY COLLOCATION FOR FS-L09-187, PROPOSED BY  

CLEARWIRE FOR THE KINGSTOWNE FIRE AND RESCUE STATION LOCATED AT 

7936 TELEGRAPH ROAD, IS SUBSTANTIALLY IN ACCORD WITH THE 

RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE ADOPTED COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AND SHOULD BE 

CONSIDERED A “FEATURE SHOWN,” PURSUANT TO VIRGINIA CODE SECTION 15.2-

2232, AS AMENDED. 

 

Commissioner Lawrence seconded the motion which carried unanimously with Commissioners 

Alcorn, Donahue, Harsel, and Murphy absent from the meeting. 

 

// 

 

FS-L09-118 – CLEARWIRE, 7606 Telegraph Road 

 

Commissioner Lusk MOVED THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION FIND THAT THE 

TELECOMMUNICATIONS FACILITY FOR FS-L09-118, PROPOSED BY CLEARWIRE 

AND LOCATED AT 7606 TELEGRAPH ROAD, IS SUBSTANTIALLY IN ACCORD WITH 

THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE ADOPTED COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AND 

SHOULD BE CONSIDERED A “FEATURE SHOWN,” PURSUANT TO VIRGINIA CODE 

SECTION 15.2-2232, AS AMENDED. 

 

Commissioner Lawrence seconded the motion which carried unanimously with Commissioners 

Alcorn, Donahue, Harsel, and Murphy absent from the meeting. 

 

// 

 

SE 2009-MA-015 – ANA L. CORNEJO (Decision Only)  

(Public Hearing held on December 10, 2009) 

 

Commissioner Hall MOVED TO CONTINUE THE DEFERMENT FOR SE 2009-MA-015 TO 

A DATE CERTAIN OF FEBRUARY 4, 2010, WITH THE RECORD TO REMAIN OPEN 

FOR WRITTEN COMMENT. 
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Commissioner Hart seconded the motion which carried by a vote of 7-0-1 with Commissioner 

Sargeant abstaining; Commissioners Alcorn, Donahue, Harsel, and Murphy absent from the 

meeting. 

 

// 

 

FS-V09-98 – CLEARWIRE, 2501 Parkers Lane 

 

Commissioner Flanagan MOVED THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION CONCUR WITH 

STAFF THAT FS-V09-98 BY CLEARWIRE TO COLLOCATE A ELECOMMUNICATIONS 

FACILITY AT 2501 PARKERS LANE IS SUBSTANTIALLY IN ACCORD WITH THE 

PROVISIONS OF THE ADOPTED COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AND SHOULD BE 

CONSIDERED A “FEATURE SHOWN,” PURSUANT TO VIRGINIA CODE SECTION 15.2-

2232, AS AMENDED. 

 

Commissioner Litzenberger seconded the motion which carried unanimously with 

Commissioners Alcorn, Donahue, Harsel, and Murphy absent from the meeting. 

 

// 

 

FS-V09-173 – AT&T (NEW CINGULAR WIRELESS), 2501 Parkers Lane 

 

Commissioner Flanagan MOVED THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION CONCUR WITH 

STAFF THAT FS-V09-173 BY NEW CINGULAR WIRELESS, AT&T MOBILITY, TO 

COLLOCATE A TELECOMMUNICATIONS FACILITY AT 2501 PARKERS LANE IS 

SUBSTANTIALLY IN ACCORD WITH THE PROVISIONS OF THE ADOPTED 

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AND SHOULD BE CONSIDERED A “FEATURE SHOWN,” 

PURSUANT TO VIRGINIA CODE SECTION 15.2-2232, AS AMENDED. 

 

Commissioner Litzenberger seconded the motion which carried unanimously with 

Commissioners Alcorn, Donahue, Harsel, and Murphy absent from the meeting. 

 

// 

 

FS-V09-71 – CLEARWIRE, 9128 Belvoir Court 

 

Commissioner Flanagan MOVED THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION CONCUR WITH 

STAFF THAT FS-V09-71 BY CLEARWIRE TO COLLOCATE A ELECOMMUNICATIONS 

FACILITY AT 9128 BELVOIR COURT IS SUBSTANTIALLY IN ACCORD WITH THE 

PROVISIONS OF THE ADOPTED COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AND SHOULD BE 

CONSIDERED A “FEATURE SHOWN,” PURSUANT TO VIRGINIA CODE SECTION 15.2-

2232, AS AMENDED. 
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Commissioner Litzenberger seconded the motion which carried unanimously with 

Commissioners Alcorn, Donahue, Harsel, and Murphy absent from the meeting. 

 

// 

 

FSA-P01-24-2 – VERIZON WIRELESS, 3050 Chain Bridge Road  

 

Parliamentarian de la Fe MOVED CONSENT AGENDA ITEM FSA-P01-24-2 – VERIZON 

WIRELESS. 

 

Without objection, the motion passed unanimously with Commissioners Alcorn, Donahue, 

Harsel, and Murphy absent from the meeting. 

 

// 

 

FS-M09- 62 – CLEARWIRE, 6560 Braddock Road 

 

Commissioner Hall MOVED THAT THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION CONCUR 

WITH THE DETERMINATION THAT THE TELECOMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES 

COLLOCATION PROPOSED BY CLEARWIRE IN FS-M09-62, TO BE LOCATED AT 6560 

BRADDOCK ROAD, IS IN ACCORD WITH THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE 

ADOPTED COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AND SHOULD BE CONSIDERED A “FEATURE 

SHOWN,” PURSUANT TO THE VIRGINIA CODE SECTION 15.2-2232, AS AMENDED.  

 

Commissioners Hart and Lusk seconded the motion which carried unanimously with 

Commissioners Alcorn, Donahue, Harsel, and Murphy absent from the meeting. 

 

// 

 

ORDER OF THE AGENDA 

 

In the absence of Secretary Harsel, Parliamentarian de la Fe set the following agenda: 

 

1. SEA 2006-HM-017 – FIAZA HANNIFA, MONTESSORI CHILDREN’S CENTER 

2. PCA 91-P-027 – JSH ENTERPRISES, LLC 

3. RZ 2009-HM-014 – RESTON HOSPITAL CENTER LLC 

 PRC 2009-HM-014 – RESTON HOSPITAL CENTER LLC 

 PCA 89-C-025-05 – RESTON HOSPITAL CENTER LLC 

 

This order was accepted without objection. 

 

// 
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SEA 2006-HM-017 – FIAZA HANNIFA,               January 7, 2010 

MONTESSORI CHILDREN’S CENTER 

 

 

The following case was in the Hunter Mill District; therefore, Parliamentarian de la Fe 

relinquished the Chair to Acting Chairman Hart. 

 

// 

 

SEA 2006-HM-017 – FIAZA HANNIFA, MONTESSORI 

CHILDREN’S CENTER – Appl. under Sect. 3-104 of the Zoning 

Ordinance to amend SE 2006-HM-017 previously approved for a 

child care center with a maximum enrollment of 150 students to 

permit site modifications and modifications of development  

conditions. Located at 2754 Centreville Road on approx. 2.69 ac. 

of land zoned R-1. Tax Map 25-1 ((1)) 34C and 34D. HUNTER 

MILL DISTRICT. PUBLIC HEARING. 

 

David Hunter, Agent for the applicant, reaffirmed the affidavit dated August 28, 2009.  

There were no disclosures by the Commissioners. 

 

Commissioner de la Fe asked that Acting Chairman Hart ascertain whether there were any 

speakers for these applications. There being none, he asked that presentations by staff and the 

applicant be waived and the public hearing closed. No objections were expressed; therefore, 

Acting Chairman Hart closed the public hearing and recognized Commissioner de la Fe for 

action on this case. (A verbatim excerpt is in the date file.) 

 

// 

 

Commissioner de la Fe MOVED THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMEND 

APPROVAL OF SEA 2006-HM-017, SUBJECT TO THE DEVELOPMENT CONDITIONS 

CONSISTENT WITH THOSE DATED DECEMBER 23, 2009. 

 

Commissioner Flanagan seconded the motion which carried unanimously with Commissioners 

Alcorn, Donahue, Harsel, and Murphy absent from the meeting. 

 

Commissioner de la Fe MOVED THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMEND 

APPROVAL OF A MODIFICATION OF THE TRANSITIONAL SCREENING YARD 

REQUIREMENT ALONG THE NORTH, SOUTH, AND EAST BOUNDARY LINES AND A 

MODIFICATION OF THE BARRIER REQUIREMENT ALONG ALL LOT LINES IN 

FAVOR OF EXISTING SCREENING AND BARRIERS SHOWN ON THE SEA PLAT. 

 

Commissioner Flanagan seconded the motion which carried unanimously with Commissioners 

Alcorn, Donahue, Harsel, and Murphy absent from the meeting. 

 

Commissioner de la Fe MOVED THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMEND 

APPROVAL OF A WAIVER FOR CONSTRUCTION OF A THIRD LANE ON 

CENTREVILLE ROAD. 
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SEA 2006-HM-017 – FIAZA HANNIFA,               January 7, 2010 

MONTESSORI CHILDREN’S CENTER 

 

 

Commissioner Flanagan seconded the motion which carried unanimously with Commissioners 

Alcorn, Donahue, Harsel, and Murphy absent from the meeting. 

 

// 

 

Parliamentarian de la Fe resumed the Chair. 

 

// 

 

PCA 91-P-027 – JSH ENTERPRISES, LLC – Appl. to amend the 

proffers for RZ 91-P-027 previously approved for commercial 

development to permit construction of a light vehicle service 

establishment and modifications of minimum lot size and lot width 

requirements and associated modifications to proffers and site 

design with an overall Floor Area Ratio (FAR) of 0.27. Located at 

7800 Lee Hwy. on approx. 20,901 sq. ft. of land zoned C-8 and 

HC. Comp. Plan Rec: Retail. Tax Map 49-2 ((1)) 93. (Concurrent 

with SE 2009-PR-021.) PROVIDENCE DISTRICT. PUBLIC 

HEARING. 

 

Commissioner Lawrence indicated that he would defer the decision after the conclusion of the 

public hearing as there were outstanding issues that needed to be worked out. 

 

Jane Kelsey, Agent for the applicant, reaffirmed the affidavit dated December 2, 2009.  

There were no disclosures by the Commissioners. 

 

William O’Donnell, Zoning Evaluation Division (ZED), Department of Planning and Zoning 

(DPZ), presented the staff report, a copy of which is in the file. He stated that staff recommended 

approval of the application. 

 

Ms. Kelsey explained that the building would house a light vehicle service establishment and 

would be constructed of brick and glass. She noted that an elevation for the rear of the property 

had been provided to staff showing solid brick along the side property line to the rear of the 

building. She said the use would be compatible with the other uses in the C-8 District and 

described the surrounding properties. She noted that meetings had been held with Commissioner 

Lawrence and Supervisor Smith, who had provided suggestions for improvements to the 

development. She said there would be no gas pumps or islands. Ms. Kelsey said the applicant 

had proffered to some LEED elements and green building techniques to address environmental 

issues. She said that Janice Yun, shopping center landlord, had met with the Pinewood residents 

regarding traffic impacts and said that it had been determined that the number of trips generated 

by this use would be less than those generated by-right. Ms. Kelsey said that she had sent notices 

to the 30 closest property owners in order to address their concerns; however, only 2 had 

responded, both with minor issues which had been addressed by the shopping center landlord. 
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In response to questions from Commissioner Sargeant, Ms. Kelsey identified the location of the 

stub access driveway into the shopping center property and said that with the addition of an 

easement, it had the support of the adjacent property owner. 

 

In reply to additional questions from Commissioner Sargeant, Kristen Abrahamson, ZED, DPZ, 

explained that it would be difficult to build this type of building to LEED specifications; 

therefore, the applicant had incorporated some LEED elements, such as roofing materials and 

rain gardens. 

 

Answering a question from Commissioner Hart, Ms. Kelsey explained that the proffer regarding 

a nearby transformer was no longer necessary since the reason for its relocation, a low humming 

noise, had stopped. However, she pointed out that Dominion Virginia Power did not place 

transformers underground.  

 

Parliamentarian de la Fe called the first listed speaker and recited the rules for public testimony. 

 

Jim Coakley, 7732 Lee Highway, Falls Church, spoke in opposition to the application. Noting 

that he owned the adjacent property, he pointed out that there was no buffer between the parcels 

as required by the Zoning Ordinance. He showed photographs of light service station 

establishments littered with trash and derelict cars that illustrated the need for screening and 

regulations prohibiting dumping. Mr. Coakley added that moving the transformers from the pole 

to the ground would be a public improvement and should be done by the applicant.   

 

Commissioner Hart suggested Mr. Coakley contact Zoning Enforcement about the trash and cars 

as it might be in violation of the County Code.  

 

Christine Cordes, President, Jefferson Park Homeowners Association, 2855 Coors Park Court, 

Falls Church, spoke in opposition to the application. She expressed concerns about the existing 

structure’s impact on home values and said those concerns would only be exacerbated by a light 

service station. She added that the transformer was an eye sore and could be seen directly across 

from her home.  

 

In response to a question from Commissioner Lawrence, Ms. Cordes said someone from her 

association would meet with the applicant. Commissioner Lawrence asked her to let him know 

the outcome of the meeting.  

 

There being no more speakers, Parliamentarian de la Fe called for a rebuttal statement from Ms. 

Kelsey. 

 

Ms. Kelsey said that both the application property and Mr. Coakley’s site were commercial uses 

with no side yard requirement or transitional screening/barrier requirement. She explained that 

the façade of the building would be corrugated brick and that there would not be enough room to 

store cars or junk.  
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Commissioner Lawrence requested that a development condition prohibit the storage of derelict 

cars and other junk on the property. 

 

Mr. O’Donnell and Ms. Abrahamson  responded to questions from Commissioner Lawrence 

about screening requirements and vehicle trips. 

 

Commissioner Lawrence suggested the applicant provide more decorative shading on the brick 

façade of the building.  

 

Commissioner Lawrence asked if language could be added to the proffers for the care of the trees 

to help them reach the canopy goal.  

 

In response to a question from Commissioner Lawrence, Ms. Abrahamson said that the Fairfax 

County Department of Transportation did not have a problem with the circulation and that no 

waiver was required. Ms. Abrahamson explained that the site design showed adequate parking 

and that conditions would be created for cars to be stored on the property. 

 

In response to a final question from Commissioner Lawrence, Ms. Yun said that she would be 

willing to build a fence that would stretch along the property line in the rear, separating the 

shopping center property from the neighboring property. 

 

There were no further comments or questions from the Commission and staff had no closing 

remarks; therefore, Parliamentarian de la Fe closed the public hearing and recognized 

Commissioner Lawrence for action on this case. (A verbatim excerpt is in the date file.) 

 

// 

 

Commissioner Lawrence MOVED THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION DEFER THE 

DECISION ONLY FOR SE 2009-PR-021 AND PCA 91-P-027 TO A DATE CERTAIN OF 

JANUARY 28, 2010. 

 

Commissioner Lusk seconded the motion which carried unanimously with Commissioners 

Alcorn, Donahue, Harsel, and Murphy absent from the meeting. 

 

// 

 

The following case was in the Hunter Mill District; therefore, Parliamentarian de la Fe 

relinquished the Chair to Acting Chairman Hart. 

 

// 

 

RZ 2009-HM-014 – RESTON HOSPITAL CENTER LLC –  

Appl. to rezone from I-5 and C-3 to PRC to permit mixed-use 

development (including office and medical care facilities) with  
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an overall Floor Area Ratio (FAR) of .70. Located in the N.E. 

quadrant of the intersection of the Fairfax County Pkwy. and  

New Dominion Pkwy. and on the W. side of Town Center Pkwy. 

on approx. 31.65 ac. of land. Comp. Plan Rec: Public Facilities, 

Government and Institutional, and Residential Planned 

Community. (Concurrent with PRC 2009-HM-014, PCA 89- 

C-025-05, and DPA 89-C-025-04.) HUNTER MILL DISTRICT.  

 

PRC 2009-HM-014 – RESTON HOSPITAL CENTER LLC – 

Appl. to approve the PRC plan associated with RZ 2009-HM-014 

to permit mixed-use development (including office and medical 

care facilities). Located in the N.E. quadrant of the intersection of 

the Fairfax County Pkwy. and New Dominion Pkwy. and on the 

W. side of Town Center Pkwy. on approx. 31.65 ac. of land zoned 

PRC. Comp. Plan Rec: Public Facilities, Government and 

Institutional and Residential Planned Community. (Concurrent 

with RZ 2009-HM-014, PCA 89-C-025-05, and DPA 89-C-025-

04.) HUNTER MILL DISTRICT.  

 

PCA 89-C-025-05 – RESTON HOSPITAL CENTER LLC –  

Appl. to amend the proffers for RZ 89-C-025 previously approved  

for mixed-use development to permit the deletion of land area and 

associated modifications to site design. Located in the N.E. 

quadrant of the intersection of Fairfax County Pkwy. and New 

Dominion Pkwy. on approx. 9.33 ac. of land zoned PRC. Comp. 

Plan Rec: Public Facilities, Government and Institutional, and 

Residential Planned Community.  (Concurrent with RZ 2009-HM-

014, PRC 2009-HM-014, and DPA 89-C-025-04.) HUNTER 

MILL DISTRICT.  

 

DPA 89-C-025-04 – RESTON HOSPITAL CENTER LLC – Appl. 

to permit the 4th amendment of the Development Plan for RZ 89-

C-025 to permit mixed-use development (including office and 

medical care facility) with an overall Floor Area Ratio (FAR) of  

.70 and associated modifications to site design. Located in the N.E. 

quadrant of the intersection of Fairfax County Pkwy. and New 

Dominion Pkwy. on approx. 9.33 ac. of land zoned PRC. Comp. 

Plan Rec: Public Facilities, Government and Institutional, and  

Residential Planned Community.  (Concurrent with RZ 2009-HM-

014, PRC 2009-HM-014, and PCA 89-C-025-05.) HUNTER 

MILL DISTRICT. JOINT PUBLIC HEARING. 
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Mark Looney, Esquire, Cooley Godward Kronish LLP, reaffirmed the affidavit dated December 

18, 2009. There were no disclosures by the Commissioners. 

 

Suzanne Lin, Zoning Evaluation Division (ZED), Department of Planning and Zoning (DPZ), 

presented the staff report, a copy of which is in the file. She stated that staff recommended 

approval of the applications. 

 

Mr. Looney explained that the applications were the result of the immediate need for additional 

medical office space on the hospital campus as well as the need for additional obstetric beds for 

the hospital building itself. While planning the new facilities, he said future needs had been 

identified and were reflected in the application. He explained that it was necessary to build up 

rather than out because much of the current surface parking area contained utility easements. Mr. 

Looney explained that the hospital had originally been zoned as industrial and that during its first 

expansion, a portion of it had been converted to C-3 zoning and that the latest addition had been 

zoned PRC. Thus, he said that the applications would consolidate the property into a single 

zoning district with one set of proffers. He pointed out that architectural proffers would be added 

integrating the proposed new buildings into the site as well as new parking structures that would 

be less intrusive to the surrounding neighborhood. Mr. Looney said that the adjacent 

communities had expressed support for the applications and they had received a recommendation 

of approval from the Reston Planning and Zoning Committee. 

 

In response to a question from Commissioner de la Fe, Mr. Looney explained that the Health 

Care Advisory Board (HCAB), like the State Health Commissioner, looked at certificates of 

public need (COPN) for expansions to existing hospital facilities. By contrast, he said the zoning 

process analyzed an application from a land use context without addressing the needed for 

facilities. Mr. Looney added that the applicant had already secured COPNs and that a proffer 

required the application to provide annual updates on development activities and resubmission of 

COPNs to HCAB.   

 

Commissioner Lawrence noted that HCAB had recommended denial of the request for 

construction/square footage to expand the Central and East patient towers because there was no 

evidence to support it. He said if the Planning Commission recommended that the Board approve 

these applications, no deference whatsoever would be given to HCAB. Mr. Looney responded 

that if the Board of Supervisors approved the applications, he did not know if approval rights 

could be delegated to HCAB. 

 

Commissioner Lawrence commended the applicant’s Transportation Demand Management 

Program and asked about the possibility of providing bedside Wi-Fi connections and Webcams 

for virtual visits which could be counted toward trip reduction goals. 

 

Acting Chairman Hart called the first listed speaker. 
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Mark Ingrao, President, Greater Reston Chamber of Commerce, 1763 Fountain Drive, Reston, 

spoke in support of the applications. He pointed out that the commercial and residential 

development in the area would provide many new residents and employees and said that 

planning for this growth was not only prudent but necessary. He stated that Reston Hospital was 

a major employer in the Greater Reston community and a significant contributor to Rail-to-

Dulles through the Phase II tax district.  

 

Milton Matthews,  Reston Association, 1930 Isaac Newton Square, Reston, spoke in support of 

the application because expansion would be needed to address Reston’s future growth.  

 

Kerrie Wilson, Reston Interfaith, 11150 Sunset Hills Road, Suite 210, Reston, spoke in support 

of the application. She said the hospital was a valuable member of the community and a strong 

supporter of Reston Interfaith and that hospital employees had volunteered at the homeless 

shelter and provided medical care to its clients. 

 

Joseph L. Ritchey, 12005 Taliesin Place, Suite 32, Reston, also supported the application. He 

said the hospital was a good neighbor and had met with the community about the plans for the 

expansion. 

 

Daniel Turgeon, 12090 Kinsley Place, Reston, a surgeon at Reston Hospital, said the hospital 

served a diverse population and that occupancy frequently exceeded capacity. He said expansion 

was necessary to better serve the community. 

 

There being no more speakers, Acting Chairman Hart called for a rebuttal statement from Mr. 

Looney, who declined.  

 

Responding to questions from Commissioner Sargeant, Ms. Lin confirmed that the application 

met the Standards for Planned Development Section 16-100 on page 20 of the staff report, which 

said the entire property would be placed in the PRC District and that no Zoning Ordinance 

requirement existed for phased development.  

 

Responding to questions from Commissioner Flanagan, Mr. Looney stated that although a new 

hospital in Loudoun County had been approved for construction by the State Health 

Commissioner, it had not received approval from Loudoun County due to the proposed location. 

He said the location had been changed and the application was now under review. He pointed out 

that although it would have some impact on all of the hospitals in the area, it had received 

approval by the State Health Commission. He added that the applicant would be required to 

demonstrate the need for expansion beyond the 16 obstetric beds. 

 

In reply to questions from Commissioner Litzenberger, Mr. Looney said 35 percent of the 

patients who visited Reston Hospital were from Loudoun County. He stated that even with the 

construction of a new facility on Route 50, because of the current growth, there would still be  
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demand for beds at Reston Hospital. He confirmed that the applicant would participate in the tax 

district. 

 

Commissioner Lawrence noted that HCAB had approved the immediate but not the future need 

for expansion of Reston Hospital and suggested that the applicant proffer to phased expansion 

when need was demonstrated. Ms. Abrahamson pointed out that the applicant would have to 

agree to do so since proffers were voluntary.  

 

Answering questions from Commissioner Hall, Ms. Abrahamson explained that the HCAB 

recommended approval for the initial phase of development, but that its recommendation was 

advisory and was not required by law.  

 

In response to questions from Commissioner Hall, Mr. Looney said the HCAB was an advisory 

body created when there had been only one hospital system operating in the County, subsidized 

by County funds, to ensure that taxpayers’ dollars were only used for expansion when a need had 

been demonstrated. He explained that Reston Hospital was privately owned and used its own 

capital and would not make unwise business decisions. Furthermore, he said the applicant could 

not proceed with additional phases without a certificate of public need issued by the State Health 

Commissioner, the sole regulatory body charged with determining need. Ms. Abrahamson added 

that according to the Zoning Ordinance, the HCAB must review an application for hospital 

expansion prior to a decision by the County to make a recommendation, which it had done. She 

said it was up the Planning Commission to decide how to address the recommendation. 

 

Mr. Looney and Commissioner Sargeant discussed the roles of the HCAB and the State Health 

Commissioner in evaluating requests for hospital expansions. 

 

In response to questions from Acting Chairman Hart, Mr. Looney said a traffic light would be 

installed on New Dominion Parkway if warranted.  

 

Commissioner de la Fe pointed out that the application would consolidate property from a 

variety of zoning categories into the PRC District. He stated that the role of HCAB was different 

than that of the Planning Commission and that, from a land use perspective, he thought the 

proposal was a good plan which addressed present and future needs.  

 

There were no further comments or questions from the Commission and staff had no closing 

remarks; therefore, Acting Chairman Hart closed the public hearing and recognized 

Commissioner de la Fe for action on this case. (A verbatim excerpt is in the date file.) 

 

// 

 

Commissioner de la Fe MOVED THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMEND 

THAT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS APPROVE RZ 2009-HM-014 AND THE  
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ASSOCIATED DEVELOPMENT PLAN, SUBJECT TO PROFFERS CONSISTENT WITH 

THOSE DATED DECEMBER 16, 2009. 

 

Commissioner Litzenberger seconded the motion which carried by a vote of 7-0-1 with 

Commissioner Lawrence abstaining; Commissioners Alcorn, Donahue, Harsel, and Murphy 

absent from the meeting. 

 

Commissioner de la Fe MOVED THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMEND 

THAT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS APPROVE  PRC 2009-HM-014, SUBJECT TO THE  

DEVELOPMENT CONDITIONS CONSISTENT WITH THOSE DATED DECEMBER 23, 

2009. 

 

Commissioner Litzenberger seconded the motion which carried by a vote of 7-0-1 with 

Commissioner Lawrence abstaining; Commissioners Alcorn, Donahue, Harsel, and Murphy 

absent from the meeting. 

 

Commissioner de la Fe MOVED THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMEND 

THAT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS APPROVE PCA 89-C-025-05 AND DPA 89-C-025-

04, SUBJECT TO PROFFERS CONSISTENT WITH THOSE DATED DECEMBER 16, 2009. 

 

Commissioner Litzenberger seconded the motion which carried by a vote of 7-0-1 with 

Commissioner Lawrence abstaining; Commissioners Alcorn, Donahue, Harsel, and Murphy 

absent from the meeting. 

 

Commissioner de la Fe MOVED THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMEND TO 

THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS THAT ANY TRANSITIONAL SCREENING AND 

BARRIER REQUIREMENTS ALONG THE PERIPHERY OF THE SITE BE MODIFIED TO 

THAT SHOWN ON THE DEVELOPMENT AND PRC PLANS. 

 

Commissioner Litzenberger seconded the motion which carried by a vote of 7-0-1 with 

Commissioner Lawrence abstaining; Commissioners Alcorn, Donahue, Harsel, and Murphy 

absent from the meeting. 

 

// 

 

Parliamentarian de la Fe resumed the Chair and adjourned the meeting. 

 

// 

 

The meeting was adjourned at 10:59 p.m. 

Peter F. Murphy, Jr., Chairman 

Suzanne F. Harsel, Secretary 
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Audio and video recordings of this meeting are available at the Planning Commission Office, 

12000 Government Center Parkway, Suite 330, Fairfax, VA 22035. 

 

Minutes by:  Jeanette Nord 

 

Approved:  May 26, 2011 

 

     ______________________________ 

 Kara A. DeArrastia, Clerk to the 

                 Fairfax County Planning Commission 


