MINUTES OF
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING
OCTOBER 23, 1996

PRESENT:  John R. Byers, Mount Vernon District
Carl A. S. Coan, Jr., Providence District
Judith W. Downer, Dranesville District
Janet R. Hall, Mason District
Suzanne F. Harsel, Braddock District
Robert v. L. Hartwell, Commissioner At-Large
John W. Hunter, Commissioner At-Large
John B. Kelso, Lee District
Ronald W. Koch, Sully District
Peter F. Murphy, Jr., Springfield District
John M. Palatiello, Hunter Mill District

ABSENT: Alvin L. Thomas, Commissioner At-Large

I

Chairman Peter F. Murphy, Jr., convened the meeting at 8:26 p.m.
I

COMMISSION MATTERS

Commissioner Murphy noted that the decision only for RZ-96-S-012, Stonemark Corporation,
had been scheduled for this evening but it required additional work. He then MOVED THAT
THE PLANNING COMMISSION FURTHER DEFER THE DECISION ONLY ON THAT
APPLICATION TO A DATE CERTAIN OF WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 30, 1996, WITH THE
RECORD REMAINING OPEN FOR WRITTEN COMMENTS.

Commissioners Byers and Coan seconded the motion which carried unanimously with
Commissioners Hartwell and Hunter not present for the vote; Commissioner Thomas absent
from the meeting.

I

PCA-76-S-003-2 — CENTRE RIDGE PROFESSIONAL OFFICE PARK (ADMINISTRATIVE
REVIEW

Commissioner Koch MOVED THAT WE FIND THAT THE SECOND PROPOSED
BUILDING BUILT IN CONNECTION WITH PCA-76-5-003-2, CENTRE RIDGE
PROFESSIONAL PARK, SATISFIED THE CONDITIONS SET FORTH BY PROFFER
NUMBER 4 IN THE APPLICATION.
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Commissioner Byers seconded the motion which carried by a vote of 8-0-1 with Commissioner
Harsel abstaining; Commissioners Hartwell and Hunter not present for the vote; Commissioner
Thomas absent from the meeting.

I

Chairman Murphy announced that the public hearing on the 1996 Policy Plan Review would
begin at 9:00 a.m., Saturday, October 26, 1996. He said there were nine categories which would
be addressed, with approximately 80 speakers currently listed. He added that the hearing would
be televised live on Channel 16 and that staff would answer calls at 324-2046.

1
94-111-14UP — AREA PLANS REVIEW ITEM (Dranesville District) (Decision Only)

(The public hearing on this item was held on Wednesday, April 24, 1996. A complete verbatim
transcript of the action taken on this item this evening may be found in the date file.)

Commissioner Downer MOVED THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMEND TO
THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS THAT APR ITEM NUMBER 94-111-14UP BE APPROVED
AS RECOMMENDED BY STAFF IN THE CONDITIONS YOU'VE JUST RECEIVED.
THERE IS ONE SLIGHT CHANGE AND THAT IS ON THE BULLET ON THE SECOND
PAGE, TAKING OUT "SUBSTANTIAL" AND SAYING, "SUPPLEMENTED WITH, AT A
MINIMUM, SIX-FOOT EVERGREEN TREES". AND MODIFIED AS INDICATED ON THE
DOCUMENT ENTITLED "MOTION TO APPROVE FOR APR ITEM 94-111-14UP WITH
MODIFICATIONS DATED OCTOBER 23,1996."

Commissioner Byers seconded the motion which carried by a vote of 10-1, with Commissioner
Hartwell opposed; Commissioner Thomas absent from the meeting.

I

ORDER OF THE AGENDA

Secretary Harsel announced the following order of the agenda:

1. SE-96-H-029 — Fox Mill Suites, LLC

2. PCA-88-M-023 - Suite Venture Associates, LP
FDPA-88-M-023 — Suite Venture Associates, LP

3. RZ-96-B-018 — Bo-Bud Construction Company, Inc.

4. Zoning Ordinance Amendment (Mobile & Land Based Telecommunications)
S96-CW-3CP — Qut-of-Turn Plan Amendment

5. Zoning Ordinance Amendment (Temporary Testing Facilities)
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This order was accepted without objection.
1

SE-96-H-029 — FOX MILL SUITES, LLC — Appl. under Sec.
5-404 & 9-620 of the Zoning Ord. to permit a hotel & a waiver of
certain sign regulations to permit additional sign area on the E. side
of Fox Mill Rd., at its intersection w/the Dulles Airport Access &
Toll Rds. on approx. 3.53 ac. zoned 1-4. Tax Map 16-3((1))pt 30A.
HUNTER MILL DISTRICT. PUBLIC HEARING.

William Barnes Lawson, Jr., Esquire, with Lawson and Frank, reaffirmed the affidavit dated
September 17, 1996. There were no disclosures from the Commission.

Ms. Denise James, Zoning Evaluation Division, Office of Comprehensive Planning, furnished
the staff report, a copy of which may be found in the date file. She stated that staff
recommended approval of SE-96-H-029, subject to the proposed development conditions
contained in Appendix 1 of the staff report.

Ms. James agreed with Commissioner Palatiello that staff had investigated the signage currently
existing at other hotels in the Dulles Toll Road area, particularly the Mariott at Worldgate and
the Hyatt at Dulles Corner. She also agreed that the language regarding the total square footage
of 180 square feet with no one sign in excess of 130 square feet would make this application
comparable to those other hotels in the same general area.

Mr. Lawson stated that his client agreed with the recommendations in the staff report and
requested approval of the application.

In response to a question from Commissioner Harsel, Mr. Lawson said that the clientele of the
hotel would be business people, families, and people visiting for more than a week.

There being no listed speakers and none from the audience, no further questions or comments
and no need for rebuttal, Chairman Murphy closed the public hearing and turned to
Commissioner Palatiello for action on this case. (A complete verbatim transcript of the action
taken on this case this evening may be found in the date file.)

I

Commissioner Palatiello MOVED THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMEND
TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS THAT IT APPROVE SE-96-H-029, SUBJECT TO THE
DEVELOPMENT CONDITIONS DATED OCTOBER 9, 1996, WHICH ARE CONTAINED
IN THE STAFF REPORT IN APPENDIX 1 WITH THE FOLLOWING MODIFICATIONS:
THAT DEVELOPMENT CONDITION NUMBER 7 BE MODIFIED BY STRIKING THE
LAST SENTENCE AND INSERTING IN LIEU THEREOF THE FOLLOWING: "HOWEVER,
THE TWO BUILDING-MOUNTED SIGNATURE SIGNS TO BE LOCATED ON THE
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NORTHERN AND WESTERN FACADE OF THE BUILDING TOWER SHALL NOT
EXCEED A TOTAL OF 180 SQUARE FEET AND NO ONE SIGN SHALL EXCEED 130
SQUARE FEET AND THE BUILDING-MOUNTED FRONT ENTRANCE SIGN SHALL
NOT EXCEED 27 SQUARE FEET."

Commissioner Hunter seconded the motion which carried unanimously with Commissioner
Koch not present for the vote; Commissioner Thomas absent from the meeting.

I

PCA-88-M-023 — SUITE VENTURE ASSOCIATES, LP — Appl. to amend
the proffers for RZ-88-M-023 to permit the addition of an eating establish-
ment & a personal service establishment to a previously-approved hotel
development w/an overall FAR of 0.63 on property located in the N.E.
quadrant of the intersection of Leesburg Pike & South 14th St. on approx.
5.13 ac. zoned PDC, HC & SC. Comp. Plan Rec: Retail & other
commercial uses. Tax Map 62-3((1))25A & 62-3((6))1A. (Concurrent
with FDPA-88-M-023.) MASON DISTRICT.

FDPA-88-M-023 — SUITE VENTURE ASSOCIATES, L.P. - Appl. to
amend the FDP for RZ-88-M-023 to permit the addition of an eating
establishment & a personal service establishment to previously-approved
hotel development on property located in the N.E. quadrant of the inter-
section of Leesburg Pike & South 14th St. on approx. 5.13 ac. zoned

PDC, HC & SC. Tax Map 62-3 ((1))25A & 62-3((6))1A. (Concurrent

with PCA-88-M-023.) MASON DISTRICT. JOINT PUBLIC HEARINGS.

Robert Lawrence, Esquire, with Hazel and Thomas, reaffirmed the affidavit dated May 1, 1996.
There were no disclosures from the Commission.

Ms. Julie Schilling, Zoning Evaluation Division, Office of Comprehensive Planning, furnished
the staff report, a copy of which is in the date file. She noted that staff recommended approval of
both applications.

Mr. Lawrence agreed with the staff report as presented and requested approval of the application.
He also noted that the citizens of Cleveland Heights community, the Board of Directors of
Skyline Center and the Baileys Crossroads Revitalization Committee had no objection to this
application as proffered and as proposed.

There being no listed speakers and none from the audience, no questions or comments and no
need for rebuttal, Chairman Murphy closed the public hearing and turned to Commissioner Hall
for action on this case. (A complete verbatim transcript of the action taken on these cases this
evening may be found in the date file.)

I
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Commissioner Hall MOVED THAT WE DEFER DECISION ONLY ON PCA-88-M-023 AND
FDPA-88-M-023, SUITE VENTURE ASSOCIATES, LP UNTIL OCTOBER 30, 1996, WITH
THE RECORD TO REMAIN OPEN FOR WRITTEN COMMENTS.

Commissioners Byers and Coan seconded the motion which carried unanimously with
Commissioner Koch not present for the vote; Commissioner Thomas absent from the meeting.

I

RZ-96-B-018 — BO-BUD CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, INC.

— Appl. to rezone on approx. 3.74 ac. from R-1 to R-3 to permit
residential development at a density of 2.14 du/ac. on property.
located on the W. side of Country Lane, opposite its intersection
with Chapelwood Court. Comp. Plan Rec: 2-3 du/ac. Tax Map 70-1
((1))9. BRADDOCK DISTRICT. PUBLIC HEARING.

William Thomas, Jr., Esquire, with Fagelson, Schonberger, Payne and Deichmeister, reaffirmed
the affidavit dated April 15, 1996. There were no disclosures from the Commission.

Mr. Gregory Russ, Zoning Evaluation Division, Office of Comprehensive Planning, furnished
the staff report, a copy of which may be found in the date file. He stated that staff recommended
approval of the application.

Mr. Thomas stated that the applicant had met with staff and the citizens in the nearby
communities and had addressed all of their issues; therefore, all had agreed with the proffers, in
particular, the generous tree save proffer. He then requested approval of the application.

In response to a question from Commissioner Byers, Mr. Thomas stated that out-lot B was not a
part of this application. He said that lot was owned by a corporation and that it was so small that
it would probably be left in its present state as a natural buffer between the properties and the
subdivision.

There being no further questions or comments, Chairman Murphy called the listed speakers and
reminded them of the rules and procedures for addressing the Planning Commission.

Mr. James Fulton, 4656 Country Vale Court, Annandale, stated that Bo-Bud seemed to be a
reputable builder and had tried to resolve problems as they arose and he expected that the
relationship would continue through the construction phase of the project. He spoke about
drainage problems in the area and noted that the applicant had proffered to install a yard inlet to
alleviate the situation. Mr. Fulton submitted a petition requested that Country Lane not be
widened. (A copy of the petition may be found in the date file.) He stated that the applicant had
agreed to use Wakefield Chapel Road as the construction entrance, rather than Country Lane.
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Mr. Robert Steeves, 4657 Country Vale Court, Annandale, agreed with Mr. Fulton's statements
regarding Bo-Bud and the drainage problems. He furnished a photograph of his neighbor's yard
which had flooded badly in January 1996. (The picture may be found in the date file.)

Ms. Estelle Nilo, 4528 Wakefield Chapel Road, Annandale, said she lived directly across the
street from the proposed development. She said that Wakefield Chapel Road could not handle
any more traffic; that it was a dangerous road and construction traffic would only make it worse.

Mr. Lee Smith, whose property abutted the application property to the south, was also concerned
about the drainage onto his property because two streams came into his backyard.

Mr. Thomas, in rebuttal, stated that the alternative plan which they had presented with the
request that would come as part of the subdivision for the stormwater detention waiver would do
more to protect open space on this property and to protect natural flows.

Commissioner Byers asked if the flooding of the backyards went beyond the 100-year floodplain
shown on the map. Ms. Nancy Kramer, an engineer with Chilisaman and Associates, explained
the floodplain limits and stated that the houses were set very close to those limits. She said that
they had done a cross-section through Mr. Steeves' property which showed the height of the
floodplain at the 10-year, 25-year, and the 100-year flows. Responding to a question from
Commissioner Byers, she said the flooding did not exceed the floodplain line.

There being no additional speakers, no further questions or comments and no further rebuttal,
Chairman Murphy closed the public hearing and turned to Commissioner Harsel for action on
this case. (A verbatim transcript of the action taken on this case may be found in the date file.)

I

Commissioner Harsel MOVED THAT WE DEFER DECISION ON RZ-96-B-018 UNTIL
WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 30, 1996, WITH THE RECORD TO REMAIN OPEN FOR
WRITTEN COMMENTS.

Commissioner Byers seconded the motion which carried unanimously with Commissioner
Thomas absent from the meeting.

I

ZONING ORDINANCE AMENDMENT (Mobile & Land Based
Communications) — On the matter of an amendment to Chap. 112, the
Zoning Ord., of the 1976 Code of the County of Fairfax, as follows:
Amend Art. 2 & 20 to revise & expand the provisions which allow
mobile & land based telecommunication facilities as a use by right.
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S96-CW-3CP — OUT-OF-TURN PLAN AMENDMENT

S96-CW-3CP — OUT-OF-TURN PLAN AMENDMENT - To consider
proposed revisions to the Adopted Comp. Plan for Fairfax County in
accord. w/the Code of Virginia, Title 15.1, Chap. 11, this Out-of-Turn
Plan Amendment proposes to amend the Comp. Plan to provide
additional policy guidance for locating & establishing mobile & land-
based telecommunications facilities in the County. This Plan Amend-
ment would add new objectives & policies to the Public Facilities
element of the County's Policy Plan for evaluating the appropriate
location, character & extent of such facilities under the County's 456
review process. JOINT PUBLIC HEARING.

Chairman Murphy stated that in July 1996, following his presentation of the Telecommuni-
cations Task Force recommendations to the Board of Supervisors, the Board had authorized this
Out-of-Turn Plan Amendment and the accompanying Zoning Ordinance Amendment for public
hearing. Chairman Murphy also noted that following the public hearing this evening he would
defer the decision to Thursday, November 7, 1996.

Commissioner Hunter disclosed that his employer, the United States Telephone Association,
had members who were or may be affected by the proposed Zoning Ordinance and Plan
Amendments, but that he would be able to participate in this hearing objectively in the public
interest.

Mr. David Marshall, Planning Division, Office of Comprehensive Planning (OCP), furnished the
staff report, a copy of which may be found in the date file. He stated that the amendments to
both the Comprehensive Plan and Zoning Ordinance constituted the initial recommendations
from the Telecommunications Task Force for addressing the placement of telecommunications
facilities in the County. He said these amendments primarily facilitated installing telecommu-
nication antennas on certain existing structures such as utility poles and towers, roadway light
standards and non-residential and multi-family buildings. Mr. Marshall stated that the amend-
ments would facilitate the location of new monopoles when they were located in a major
electrical transmission right-of-way. He said the Plan Amendment also provided a new set of
policies for evaluating the visual impact of new telecommunications facilities. The amendments
to the Policy Plan element of the Comprehensive Plan, he said, provided additional guidance for
determining "features shown" locations under the County's 456 review process. He said that
under proposed Objective 42 of the Energy and Communications Services Section of the Policy
Plan, two new policies, 42F and 42G, had been recommended to support a "feature shown"
determination in certain situations. Mr. Marshall noted that all telecommunications proposals
would continue to be reviewed under the County 456 review process. He said that in addition to
Policies 42F and 42G, a new Obijective 43 had been created under the Energy and
Communications Services section of the Policy Plan to establish siting criteria, including
antenna, monopoles and towers.

Mr. Michael Congelton, Zoning Administration Division, OCP, furnished an overview of the
proposed Zoning Ordinance Amendment. At the request of the Fairfax County Police
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Department, he noted that a new provision had been proposed to install a steady red light on all
antennas and structures of 100 feet or higher. Mr. Congleton also said that the existing
requirement for the Department of Environmental Management to periodically inspect all
transmission towers had been proposed for deletion since the service was not necessary and
could not be provided due to lack of inspection personnel. He also noted that a new definition of
utility distribution transmission poles and the definition of land-based telecommunications
facilities would be amended to recognize different types of antennas used, Mr. Congleton
referred to a memorandum to the Planning Commission from James Zook, Director, OCP, dated
October 21, 1996, in which staff suggested a few minor changes regarding location and
screening for equipment structures and the maximum height of utility policies in residential
districts.

Ms. Susan Nodkins, 1179 Crest Lane, McLean, a member of the Telecommunications Task
Force At-Large, and Chairman of the Design Guidelines Subcommittee, gave the background on
the accomplishments of the Telecommunications Task Force and discussed their final
recommendations to the Board of Supervisors. She said that new Objective 43 would become a
part of the compatibility test in the Comprehensive Plan to locate the mobile and land based
wireless telecommunications cell networks necessary to support facilities, to include antennas,
monopoles, lattice towers, guide towers and equipment buildings to minimize visual impact of
the surrounding areas. Ms. Notkins also noted that every antenna would have a 456 review and
there would be nothing by-right under this proposal. She noted that nothing would be put in
place without the permission of the property owners concerned.

Commissioner Palatiello stated that in his understanding of "by right" in this case, nothing in this
proposal would eliminate the requirement for a 456 determination by the Planning Commission.
In response, Mr. Congleton said Commissioner Palatiello's interpretation was correct and a better
term would be "permitted use™ because it did not require a special permit or a special exception,
therefore it would be permitted.

Commissioner Palatiello referred to page 8 of the staff report regarding proposed Policy F which
addressed the construction of telecommunications facilities on existing rooftops or mounted to
existing structures, and noted that when staff spoke of "publicly owned" property, they were
speaking of an antenna on top of an existing structure and not about a freestanding monopole or
tower. Mr. Marshall agreed and said the facility could be on a building or water tower.

In response to a question from Commissioner Palatiello, Mr. Marshall stated that a "public way"
referred to a public roadway or the public travelway where the facilities were visible and could
be minimized in some way.

Commissioner Coan asked staff who would have to consent to the placement of one of these
facilities; he said that to him, an easement was an ownership in property and the right to consent
should extend to the owner of the easement and should be so stated in the Zoning Ordinance.
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Mr. Congleton stated that staff was working on that inquiry and would provide the information
prior to November 7, 1996.

In response to a question from Commissioner Hunter, Mr. Congleton stated that staff had not
checked with the FAA and the FCC regarding whether they agreed with the proposed red light
on top of any facility exceeding 100 feet in height. He noted that staff would check with them
prior to the meeting on November 7, 1996.

Chairman Murphy then called the listed speakers and reminded them of the rules and procedures
for addressing the Planning Commission.

Mrs. Carole Cole, 3915 Pineland Street, Fairfax, presented an overview of the concerns and
issues for the Mason District citizen representative of the Telecommunications Task Force. (A
copy of the summary of the citizen concerns may be found in the date file.)

Mr. Ray Foote, 9617 Ashbourn Drive, Burke, stated that he supported the intent of the
Comprehensive Plan Amendments, particularly Objective 43 for evaluating the visual impact of
monopoles and towers. He suggested that it be broadened to include visually significant natural
areas and parkland. (A copy of his statement may be found in the date file.)

Mr. Bruce Waxman, 3911 Laro Court, Fairfax, represented the Ridgelea Hills Homeowners
Association. He was concerned about the visual affects of monopoles on the Fire House in his
area. Chairman Murphy stated that the purpose of the Task Force had been to reduce the need for
monopoles and towers. Mr. Waxman asked for a clarification of the term "by-right"” as it
pertained to the telecommunications facilities. Mr. Zook, Director, OCP, explained that the
Zoning Ordinance was one regulatory tool which could be used when dealing with the
telecommunications industry. He noted also that another regulatory tool was the 456 review
process which was a separate section of the Virginia Code.

In response to a question from Commissioner Coan, Mr. Zook said that all proposals subject to
456 review were reviewed based upon the guidance set forth in the Comprehensive Plan.

Mr. Glenn Stroup, Fairfax County Federation of Citizens Associations, 13615 Flintwood Place,
Herndon, stated that the Federation had passed a resolution concerning the proposed Zoning
Ordinance and Comprehensive Plan changes which said that "by-right™ uses should not be
allowed in low density residential neighborhoods unless they were totally enclosed within a
building or controlled by a public use. (A copy of his statement and the resolution may be found
in the date file.) Commissioner Palatiello explained that "by-right”, in this case, did not mean
without a public hearing.

Ms. Sally Ormsby, Citizens Committee on Land Use and Transportation, 9114 Coronado
Terrace, Fairfax, stated that there needed to be a working document for staff, the Planning
Commission and Board of Supervisors to use to address such questions as preferred locations
and possible locations. (A copy of her statement may be found in the date file.)
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Ms. Karen Clark Watkins, President, Community Appearance Alliance of Northern Virginia,
4708 North 25th Road, Arlington, said they had concerns regarding some of the proposed
changes to the Zoning Ordinance. (A copy of her statement may be found in the date file.)

Mr. Mansfield Smith, Chairman, Providence District Council, Fairfax, said that the Council had
approved a resolution to support, in general, the proposed amendments to the Comprehensive
Plan and the Zoning Ordinance. (A copy of his statement may be found in the date file.)

Ms. Pat Foley, represented the McLean Citizens Association and stated that they generally
supported the Zoning Ordinance and Plan Amendments and encouraged the use of interstate
highways and the Dulles Toll Road for monopoles and antennas attached to lights and traffic
cameras. However, she said they strongly opposed independent monopoles "by-right™ in
transmission easements in residentially zoned areas. (A copy of her statement may be found in
the date file.)

Mrs. Fran Wallingford, Providence District representative to the Telecommunications Task
Force, stated that her community was in general agreement with the process to place antennas
where they would have the least visual impact on the County. She said the community concerns
were: (1) the size and location of equipment boxes, and how they would be screened and
serviced; (2) the issue of "by-right" under the "feature shown" determination; (3) giving up the
right to a public hearing; (4) the antennas on the utility poles and light standards; and, (5) the use
of arterial streets. In response to a question from Chairman Murphy, Ms. Wallingford stated that
she could not comment on the position from the Providence District Council because she had not
heard of it until today.

Ms. Burt Dumpe, with ERGOTEC Association, Arlington, strongly recommended the Planning
Commission consider a moratorium before taking any further action on the telecommunications
facilities. She said that it appeared that the Planning Commission and the Board of Supervisors
were looking to further the industry at the cost of citizens.

Mr. Sy Berdux, Mount Vernon representative to the Telecommunications Task Force,
summarized what the Task Force had been tasked to do, what had been accomplished, and what
still had to be done. He urged that the amendments be approved.

There were discussions between Commissioner Harsel and Mr. Congleton regarding major and
minor arterials; Commissioner Kelso and Mr. Congleton on the subject of square feet versus
cubic feet; and, Commissioner Hall and Mr. Congleton regarding the visual impact of Type A
and Type B arterials.

In response to a question from Commissioner Harsel, Mr. Congleton stated that the satellite
dishes mounted on private homes were not covered by this Ordinance.
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There were no additional speakers and no further questions or comments, Chairman Murphy
closed the public hearing. (A complete verbatim transcript of the action taken this evening may
be found in the date file.)

I

Chairman Murphy MOVED THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION DEFER DECISION
ONLY ON ITEM S96-CW-3CP AND DEFER DECISION ON THE PROPOSED ZONING
ORDINANCE TO ARTICLES 2 AND 20, MOBILE AND LAND BASED TELECOMMU-
NICATIONS FACILITIES, TO A DATE CERTAIN OF NOVEMBER 7, 1996, WITH THE
RECORD REMAINING OPEN FOR WRITTEN COMMENTS.

Commissioner Byers seconded the motion which carried unanimously with Commissioner
Thomas absent from the meeting.

I

ZONING ORDINANCE AMENDMENT (Temporary Testing
Facilities) — On the matter of an amendment to Chap. 112, the Zoning
Ord., of the 1976 Code of the County of Fairfax, as follows: Amend
Art. 8 to revise the provisions of Sec. 8-811 to allow, by-right &
without the requirement for a temporary special permit, the use of
mobile & land based telecommunications temporary testing facilities
for a duration of 12 hours or less. PUBLIC HEARING.

Mr. Michael Congleton, Zoning Administration Division, Office of Comprehensive Planning,
furnished the staff report, a copy of which may be found in the date file. He stated that staff
recommended adoption of the proposed Zoning Ordinance Amendment.

In response to a question from Commissioner Harsel, Mr. Congleton stated that they could use
the testing facilities 12 hours each day for several days in succession or less than 12 hours
followed the next day by another six or 12 hours.

Mr. Congleton, responding to a question from Commissioner Palatiello, stated that mobile units
were any type of vehicle or trailer on wheels, including a crane or any piece of construction
equipment either pulled or driven in or out of the area. He also said that there would be no
limitation regarding the height of that equipment.

There being no listed speakers and none from the audience, no further question or comment,
Chairman Murphy closed the public hearing.

I
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Chairman Murphy then MOVED THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMEND TO
THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS THAT THE BOARD ADOPT PROPOSED ZONING
ORDINANCE AMENDMENT, SECTION 8-811, ADDITIONAL STANDARDS FOR A
TEMPORARY MOBILE AND LAND BASED TELECOMMUNICATIONS TESTING
FACILITY, AS PROPOSED IN THE STAFF REPORT DATED SEPTEMBER 9, 1996.

Commissioner Byers seconded the motion which carried by a vote of 10-1 with Commissioner
Harsel opposed; Commissioner Thomas absent from the meeting.

1

The meeting adjourned at 12:05 a.m.
Peter F. Murphy, Jr., Chairman
Suzanne F. Harsel, Secretary

For a verbatim record of this meeting, reference may be made to the audio and video recordings
which may be found in the Office of the Planning Commission of Fairfax County, Virginia.

Minutes by: Dorothy E. Brittingham

Approved on: May 13, 1998

Mara 6 G e

Mary A. Pascoe, Clerk to the
Fairfax £ounty Planning Commission
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