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Decision Only During Commission Matters 
(Public Hearing held on May 28, 2009)   
 
 
Commissioner Lawrence: I have a decision only to do tonight and it’s on Inova Healthcare 
Services. We had some material distributed last night. And before I get into the decision itself – 
 
Commissioner Sargeant: Mr. Chairman, can I interrupt? As you know, during the public hearing, 
I recused myself, as a colleague of mine of Dominion Virginia Power serves on the Board of 
Directors for Inova. So therefore, I’m going to recuse myself again tonight during the vote. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Okay. 
 
Commissioner Lawrence: You don’t have to leave now. I haven’t even said anything. But I did 
want to check to be sure if – does anyone have any questions about the material that’s been 
distributed? No. Seeing none, okay. I think then that we’re going to vote tonight, and what I’d 
like to do is to do it now. So, Mr. Chairman, tonight we have the decisions on RZ 2008-PR-009 
and SEA 80-P-078-15, associated with PCA 87-P-038-04. We had the public hearing on these 
applications on May 28th, with the decisions deferred to tonight. At the time of the public hearing, 
staff had published a report recommending denial of the applications. Since then the applicant has 
worked to resolve staff’s issues and to attend to issues raised by neighboring citizens. On June 
17th a staff report addendum was published with a recommendation for approval. Yesterday, a 
final set of proffers was distributed which reflects further changes since the addendum was 
published. Many of staff’s issues with the proposals had to do with transportation. The applicant 
has been able to satisfy staff that these issues are resolved with the proffer and Plan revisions that 
have been made; for example, to the proposed improvements on Gallows Road and the 
refinements made to the TDM programs. A second area of change had to do with citizen 
concerns. Note, for example, that in Proffer 14D on page 14 of the most recent set, a specific 
property owner will be invited to attend the tree preservation walk through as the limits of 
clearing and grading are field verified and an assessment is made of the screening potential as 
related to the view of the parking garage from the adjacent property. Also, we were contacted by 
another neighbor and the applicant has worked with that person as well. Mr. Chairman, I’d like to 
ask the applicant’s representative to state the outcome of that work for the record.  
 
Tim Sampson: Thank you, Mr. Chairman, members of the Commission. I’m Tim Sampson. I 
represent the applicant. We did become aware of the letter that Mr. Wanman had delivered to the 
Commission, I believe, it was Monday. I became aware of that on Tuesday. I called Mr. Wanman 
right away and set up a time to meet with him this morning. We did meet at the offices of the 
Dewberry engineers and were able to address Mr. Wanman’s questions about the stormwater 
pond and some of the technical aspects of the elevations of the various pieces of that that are 
reflected in his letter. We did address a number of other things and refer him to the additional  
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proffers that were already provided in response to the concerns raised at the public hearing. There  
were a couple other things we agreed to do for Mr. Wanman moving forward. There is a fence 
located near his property. It’s referenced in Proffer 17. He asked, actually, that the fence be 
removed from the plan and proffers. And that’s something obviously we’re willing to do in 
deference to him and it would be just the section on the south side of the pond near his property. 
The fence on the northern side is something that is requested by the neighbors on that side, and 
that would stay. But that clarification will be made. And then secondly too, we had a discussion 
about the limits of clearing near his property as well and thought, following that, that it would be 
a prudent move to add him to the list of folks invited to the tree preservation walk through 
meeting as well. And that’s something that we will do in the proffers before that gets to the Board 
as well. 
 
Commissioner Lawrence: So, Mr. Sampson, those things will be in the proffer package when this 
thing arrives at the Board. 
 
Mr. Sampson: Yes, sir. 
 
Commissioner Lawrence: Thank you, Mr. Sampson. There was another issue with the original 
application that has since been resolved. As originally proposed, the applicant was asking for 
1,026 beds for the hospital expansion. The Health Care Advisory Board, which has the mission to 
review expansion proposals and the Special Exception process for such proposals, did not agree 
with that number and recommended instead that the expansion should be limited to a maximum 
of 924 beds. The application is now revised to align with the HCAB recommendation. Finally, a 
parenthetical note. The proffer set contains some items that may be of interest to Commissioners. 
In particular, see the proffers on alternate energy and on smart buildings under architectural 
design and building materials and also the section on credit for trip reduction through the delivery 
of services by technology under the TDM section of the hospital proffers. Mr. Chairman, I will 
now have two sets of motions for these concurrent applications. I MOVE THAT THE 
PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMEND APPROVAL OF RZ 2008-PR-009, SUBJECT TO 
THE EXECUTION OF PROFFERS CONSISTENT WITH THOSE NOW DATED JUNE 23RD, 
2009. 
 
Commissioner Lusk: Second. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Seconded by Mr. Lusk. Is there a discussion of the motion?  
 
Commissioner Harsel: Mr. Chairman? 
 
Chairman Murphy: Ms. Harsel. 
 
Commissioner Harsel: I will be abstaining on this because during the public hearing I was 
attending my grandson’s high school graduation. Like I said, I’m going to rub this in every 
chance I get. 
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Commissioner Lawrence: I have several more motions, Commissioner Harsel. You can do that 
each time. 
 
Commissioner Harsel: Oh, thank you! 
 
Chairman Murphy: Bite your tongue. All those in favor of the motion to recommend to the Board 
of Supervisors that it approve RZ 2008-PR-009, say aye. 
 
Commissioners: Aye. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Opposed? Motion carries. Ms. Harsel abstains. I abstain; I was not present for 
the public hearing. Period. 
 
Commissioner Lawrence: I MOVE THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMEND 
APPROVAL OF SEA 80-P-078-15, SUBJECT TO THE DEVELOPMENT CONDITIONS 
NOW DATED JUNE 23RD, 2009, AND TO THE BOARD’S APPROVAL OF THE 
ASSOCIATED RZ APPLICATION. 
 
Commissioner Lusk: Second. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Seconded by Mr. Lusk. Is there a discussion of that motion? All those in favor 
of the motion to recommend to the Board of Supervisors that it approve SEA 80-P-078-15, say 
aye. 
 
Commissioners: Aye. 
 
Commissioner Harsel: Abstain by popular demand. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Same abstentions. Motion carries. 
 
Commissioner Lawrence: I MOVE THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMEND 
APPROVAL OF A MODIFICATION OF THE TRANSITIONAL SCREENING AND A 
WAIVER OF THE BARRIER REQUIREMENTS IN FAVOR OF THAT SHOWN ON THE 
GDP/SEA PLAT. 
 
Commissioner Lusk: Second. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Seconded by Mr. Lusk. Discussion? All those in favor of the motion, say aye. 
 
Commissioners: Aye. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Opposed? Motion carries. Same abstentions. 
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Commissioner Lawrence: Four more to go. I MOVE THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION 
RECOMMEND APPROVAL OF PCA 87-P-038-04, SUBJECT TO THE EXECUTION OF 
PROFFERS CONSISTENT WITH THOSE NOW DATED JUNE 23RD, 2009. 
 
Commissioner Lusk: Second. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Seconded by Mr. Lusk. Is there a discussion of that motion? All those in favor 
of the motion to recommend to the Board of Supervisors that it approve PCA 87-P-038-04, say 
aye. 
 
Commissioners: Aye.  
 
Commissioner Harsel: Abstain. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Opposed? Motion carries. Same abstentions. 
 
Commissioner Lawrence: I MOVE THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMEND 
APPROVAL OF A REAFFIRMATION OF THE MODIFICATION OF TRANSITIONAL 
SCREENING AND A WAIVER OF THE BARRIER REQUIREMENTS ALONG THE SOUTH 
AND EAST PROPERTY LINES IN FAVOR OF THAT SHOWN ON THE GDP. 
 
Commissioner Lusk: Second. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Seconded by Mr. Lusk. Discussion? All those in favor of the motion, say aye. 
 
Commissioners: Aye. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Opposed? Motion carries. Same abstentions. 
 
Commissioner Lawrence: I MOVE THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMEND 
APPROVAL OF A REAFFIRMATION OF THE WAIVER OF THE SERVICE DRIVE 
REQUIREMENT ALONG ROUTE 50 (ARLINGTON BOULEVARD). 
 
Commissioner Lusk: Second. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Seconded by Mr. Lusk. Discussion? All those in favor, say aye. 
 
Commissioners: Aye. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Opposed? Motion carries. Same abstentions. 
 
Commissioner Lawrence: Finally, Mr. Chairman, I MOVE THAT THE PLANNING 
COMMISSION RECOMMEND APPROVAL OF A MODIFICATION OF THE LOADING  
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SPACE REQUIREMENT FOR OFFICE USES TO PERMIT A MAXIMUM OF THREE 
LOADING SPACES PER BUILDING SHOWN ON THE GDP.  
 
Commissioner Lusk: Second. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Seconded by Mr. Lusk. Discussion? All those in favor of the motion, say aye. 
 
Commissioners: Aye. 
 
Chairman Murphy: Opposed? Motion carries. Same abstentions. 
 
// 
 
(The motions carried unanimously with Commissioner Sargeant recusing himself;  
Commissioners Alcorn, Donahue, and Hall absent from the meeting.) 
 
JN 
 


