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RZ/FDP 2007-LE-012  – LEE VILLAGE AT SILVER LAKE, LLC   
PCA/FDPA 1996-LE-034-2  – LEE VILLAGE AT SILVER LAKE, LLC  
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After Close of the Public Hearing  
 
 
Chairman Murphy:  Public hearing is closed; Mr. Lusk, please. 
 
Commissioner Lusk:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  The rezoning applications that we are 
considering this evening are the outgrowth of a Plan amendment that was approved by this 
Commission on July 26th, and subsequently by the Board of Supervisors on September 24th of 
2007.  This approved amendment includes language which we heard earlier that would permit 
the addition of workforce housing on property near the intersection of Beulah Street and the 
Fairfax County Parkway.  This property was previously planned for elderly housing and other 
public and quasi-public uses.  As we heard from staff and the applicant, Clark Ventures has 
submitted a public-private partnership agreement that is currently under review by the County.  
Additionally, Clark Ventures has submitted a series of rezoning applications with Fairfax County 
that propose to develop 111 multi-family units, 89 independent living units.  And I will say, 
pursuant to the proffers, these units will be compliant with both the County’s ADU Ordinance 
and the Workforce Housing provisions, which were coincidentally approved by this Planning 
Commission on the same meeting date as the Plan amendment for this site.  I am delighted to see 
these applications are moving forward and I believe there are a number of community benefits 
that are derived by this particular proposal.  First, we continue to have a shortage of affordable 
housing options for individuals who are employed in both public, private, and the non-profit 
sectors in this County.  The purchase of rental and affordable housing continues to be a struggle 
for new entrants into the workforce, those who have little or no equity, and those making less 
than 80 percent of median income.  The Lee Village at Silver Lake project will provide an 
affordable alternative for these very-deserving residents.  I’ll also note that the applicant’s 
proffers discuss, which was mentioned earlier by Lynne Strobel, the marketing of these units to 
those who are with the Fairfax County Education Association, the employees of the INOVA 
Health System, and those who are also working in nearby office and rental centers.  And, I think 
this is again the template from the rezoning application for Tysons I.  Second, the Franconia-
Springfield community is eagerly awaiting the construction of the Kingstowne Regional Library.  
The good news is this project is a listed project in the Capital Improvement Program, but is 
unfortunately not funded.  It is not in the near-term or within the five-year program.  And, I think 
Lynne mentioned about 2018, I think that’s probably about right when we see that funded.  And, 
with the way things are going with our current economy, it could even be longer.  The PPEA and 
the rezoning applications would provide a mechanism to advance the construction of this very 
important community asset.  Additionally, the applicant is proposing to provide a proportion or a 
small portion of the library space for use by the Lee District Supervisor to house his or her 
district office and include space for a community room.  This community room would be 
available for use by - - you know - - homeowners associations, community organizations for  
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their specific needs.  And finally I’ll note that this relocation of the Supervisor’s office will aid 
the Police Department.  They need additional space and they are desperately looking forward to 
the day when I think the Lee District Supervisor would vacate their building.  I’ll note that the 
project is looking also to be more environmentally-friendly or “green.”  The applicant has 
proffered that their residential buildings will include Energy Star appliances, they will have 
LEED certification Silver for the library.  And, I commend the applicant for providing ways for 
the residents, particularly in the age-restricted units, to have an option for aging in place.  So, our 
discussion of Universal Design features, I certainly appreciate their willingness to look at that 
and bring back some proffer language that will be specific to that issue.  And then last, I’ll say 
that the Lee District Land Use Committee did review this and they are supportive of these 
applications.  And again, the applications are consistent with the Zoning Ordinance, the 
Comprehensive Plan.  And with that, Mr. Chairman, I will make a series of motions.  First, I 
MOVE THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMEND THAT THE BOARD OF 
SUPERVISORS APPROVE RZ 2007-LE-012, PCA 82-L-030-12, AND PCA 1996 LE-034-2, 
SUBJECT TO THE EXECUTION OF DRAFT PROFFERS CONSISTENT WITH THOSE 
CONTAINED IN APPENDIX 1, AND FURTHER CLARIFIED THIS EVENING WITH OUR 
DISCUSSION WITH MS. STROBEL, AND THAT THE BOARD APPROVE THE 
COMBINED CONCEPTUAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN. 
 
Commissioners Lawrence and Litzenberger:  Second. 
 
Chairman Murphy:  Seconded by Mr. Lawrence and Mr. Litzenberger.  Is there a discussion of 
the motion?  All those in favor of the motion to recommend to the Board of Supervisors that it 
approve RZ 2007-LE-012, PCA 82-L-030-12, and PCA 1996-LE-034-2, with the proffers 
contained in the staff report as amended, say aye. 
 
Commissioners:  Aye. 
 
Chairman Murphy:  Opposed?  Motion carries. 
 
Commissioner Lusk:  Second motion.  I MOVE THE PLANNING COMMISSION APPROVE 
THE COMBINED FINAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN FOR FDP 2007-LE-012, FDPA 82-L-03 - - 
excuse me - - 030-9, AND FDPA 1996-LE-034-2, SUBJECT TO THE BOARD OF 
SUPERVISORS’ APPROVAL OF RZ 2007-LE-012, PCA 82-LE-030-12, AND PCA 1996-LE-
034-2. 
 
Commissioners Litzenberger and Lawrence:  Second. 
 
Chairman Murphy:  Seconded by Mr. Litzenberger and Mr. Lawrence.  Is there a discussion of 
that motion?  All those in favor of the motion to approve FDP - - 
 
Peter Braham:  Excuse me.  Mr. Lusk, did you intend to do that with the additional development 
condition addressing the lights, or we could have that added as a proffer?  Either way. 
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Commissioner Lusk:  Well, could I - - could I make this - - could I make this second motion to 
include the four lights, or should I include that here? 
 
Mr. Braham:  Keep reading on that, on the gray part would be a substitute to the second 
paragraph on there.  I’m sorry that I didn’t make that clear before. 
 
Commissioner Lusk:  Okay, then that’s my - - my error, I apologize.  Mr. Chairman, if I could 
ADD THE LANGUAGE ON THE FOUR LIGHTS, IT READS - - I’LL BE SUBSTITUTING 
THE DEVELOPMENT CONDITIONS, WHICH ARE CONTAINED IN THE STAFF 
REPORT, AND THERE ARE FOUR THAT ARE CONTAINED IN APPENDIX 2.  I’LL BE 
SUBSTITUTING THOSE FOUR CONDITIONS, WHICH DEAL SPECIFICALLY WITH THE 
INTERPARCEL ACCESS FOR THIS DEVELOPMENT CONDITION, WHICH STATES, 
“FOUR LIGHTS THAT MEET THE PROFFERS SHALL BE INSTALLED ALONG THE 
SIDEWALK, WHICH IS ALSO ALONG SILVER LAKE BOULEVARD, AS FOLLOWS:  
ONE, BETWEEN THE NORTHERN MOST ENTRANCE AND A SIDEWALK 
CONNECTION TO THE ENTRY COURT.  TWO, ONE THAT WILL BE ALONG THE 
CURVE AND SILVER LAKE BOULEVARD.  THREE, ONE IN THE VICINITY OF THE 
CROSSWALK TO THE PATH TO BEULAH PARK.  AND FINALLY, FOUR, ONE AT THE 
ENTRANCE TO THE LIBRARY.” 
 
Chairman Murphy:  All right.  We’ll accept that without objection.  All those in favor of the 
motion to approve FDP 2007-LE-012, FDPA 82-L-030-9, and FDPA 1996-LE-034-2, subject to 
the Board’s approval of the rezoning and the two PCAs, say aye. 
 
Commissioners:  Aye. 
 
Chairman Murphy:  Opposed?  Motion carries. 
 
Commissioner Lusk:  Okay, we’re almost there, Mr. Chairman, three more motions.  I MOVE 
THE PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMEND THAT THE TRANSITIONAL 
SCREENING YARD REQUIREMENT BE MODIFIED, AS SHOWN IN THE COMBINED 
CDPA AND FDPA, AND THAT THE BARRIER REQUIREMENT BE WAIVED ALONG 
BEULAH STREET AND INTERNAL TO LEE VILLAGE. 
 
Commissioners Litzenberger and Lawrence:  Second. 
 
Chairman Murphy:  Seconded by Mr. Litzenberger and Mr. Lawrence.  Is there a discussion of 
that motion?  All those in favor of the motion, say aye. 
 
Commissioners:  Aye. 
 
Chairman Murphy:  Opposed?  Motion carries. 
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Commissioner Lusk:  I MOVE, Mr. Chairman, THE PLANNING COMMISSION 
RECOMMEND THAT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS APPROVE A VARIANCE, 
PURSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS OF PARAGRAPH 8 OF SECTION 16-401, TO SET THE 
MINIMUM AGE LIMIT FOR THE INDEPENDENT LIVING FACILITY AT 55 YEARS OF 
AGE, RATHER THAN THE 62 YEARS OF AGE CONTAINED IN PARAGRAPH 1 OF 
SECTION 9-306. 
 
Commissioners Lawrence and Litzenberger:  Second. 
 
Chairman Murphy:  Seconded by Mr. Lawrence and Mr. Litzenberger.  Is there a discussion of 
that motion?  All those in favor of the motion, say aye. 
 
Commissioners:  Aye. 
 
Chairman Murphy:  Opposed?  Motion carries. 
 
Commissioner Lusk:  And then final motion, Mr. Chairman, I MOVE THE PLANNING 
COMMISSION RECOMMEND THAT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS DIRECT THE 
DIRECTOR OF THE DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS AND ENVIRONMENTAL 
SERVICES TO MODIFY THE LOADING SPACE REQUIREMENT TO THAT SHOWN ON 
THE PROFFERED PLAN. 
 
Commissioners Lawrence and Litzenberger:  Second. 
 
Chairman Murphy:  Seconded by Mr. Lawrence and Mr. Litzenberger.  Discussion?  All those in 
favor of the motion, say aye. 
 
Commissioners:  Aye. 
 
Chairman Murphy:  Opposed?  Motion carries.  Thank you very much, Ms. Strobel.  Mr. 
Braham, as usual excellent job.  And congratulations, a great dynamic development, very 
exciting. 
 
// 
 
(The motions carried unanimously.) 
 
KAD 
 
 
 
 


