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May 13,1958 

The regular meeting o:f the Fairfax County 
Board of Zoning Appeals was held Tuesday, 
May 13, 1958 at 10 o'clock a.m. in the 
Board Room of the Fairfax Courthouse with 
all members present: Mrs. L. J. He~erson, 
Jr_, Chairman, presiding. PI 

The meeting was opened with a prayer by Mr. J. B. Smith 

DEFERRED CASES: 

DANIEL K. PHIPPEN, to permit carport to remain as erected within 9.4 feet 0 

the side property line, Lot 17, Block 13, Section 8, North Springfield, 

{5502 Joplin Street}, Mason District. (Suburban Residence Class II). 

No one was present to support the case. The Board agreed to put it at the 

bottom of the list. 

II 
Mr. Lamond suggested that since the agenda was very long - that applicants 

and their attorneys and the opposition be asked to hold their presentation 

to a maximum. or 15 minutes for each side. It is not the wish of the Board 

to omit any pertinent evidence - Mr. Lamond stated - but in the interest of 

all concerned a stream-lining of the cases would be appreciated. 

II 
Mrs. Henderson reported that she had gone before the Board of County Super

visors as requested by this Board, asking that they refer the Pomeroy Sign 

Ordinance to the Planning Commission for their recommendation and for con

sideration by the Board of County Supervisors at an early date. The Board 

agreed that this would be done. 

II 
Mr. Andrew W. Clarke was present, therefore the Board went ahead with the 

PHIPPEN case•••• 

Mr. Clarke said he had discussed moving the posts on the carport with the 

Engineer, with the idea of making it conform, and had found that it \«luld b 

impossible. Mr. Clarke asked the Engineer to discuss this with the Board. 

The posts support the girders on which the floor of the storage area rests, 

the Engineer pointed out, and it would be impossible to move the posts in 

to make the setback conform as it would not give fUll support to the upper 

part of the structure. 

Then, Mr. J. B. Smith said, we are approving a two story structure with the 

carport under-neatih, A carport does not have storage space over it, Mr. 

Smith continued, it is supposed to be just a roof supported by posts. 

This carport has a gabled roof, Mr. Clarke stated, rather than the usual 

nat roof'. They use the crawl space under the gable for storage - it is n 

a room nor is it accessible to the house. It is reached by a pull-down 

stairway from the carport. 

If a garage in this location would be within the regulations, Mr. MOoreland 

stated, it would Seem not illogical that a carport with a small crawl space 

would be within the intent o£ the Ordinance. If' this were part of the houe 

it would require the 15 foot setback, Mr. Mooreland continued, but this 



DEFERRED CASE - Ctd. 

1- Ctd. crawl space has no entrance to the house. Would the Board consider this to 

be a part of the house - and therefore that it must conform to a house set

back, Mr. Mooreland asked? 

In looking at the plans of the building, Mr. Mooreland was asked, would he 

consider it a part of the house? Mr. Mooreland answered that his office 

does not have the plans, they are submitted to the Building Inspectorts 

office•. His office approves the setback only, and if this was submitted as 

a carport, the setback was figured accordinglY. 

It was brought out that the storage space was only about :3 feet high - it ha 

a small ncar space. There is no storage space under the house gable and 

therefore, this has no connection with the second floor of the house. It is 

for small things only. 

In answer to Mrs. Henderson's question as to how this mistake occurred, the 

Engineer explained that the carpenter reversed the plans on two houses he 

was building - both of which had carports. 

Since this was the first time this has come before the Board, it was suggest 

that the Beard determine whether or not a storage crawl space over a carport 

wcukd constitute an extension of the house or simply a carport with storage 

space.. 

This is an unfortunate situation, Mr. Clarke observed, it does not appear 

to violate the intent of the Orddnace , it is a thing that would be approved 

in Arlington County and there has been no wilful violation on the part of 

Colonel Phippen. The Colonel bought the house thinking it was within re

strictions, he has tried to move the posts back to conrorm, the violation is 

not large - it would nherefore seem logical for the Board to grant this., 

here were no objections from the area. 

his may be a case upon which an interpretation should be made by the- Board, 

s. Henderson suggested, to guide possible future cases of this kind. It 

uggested that the Board view the property and see how many.other gabled ca 

arts there are in the area. It had been said that many of the houses in 

pringfield have the gabled carport roof as the people do not like the fiat 

ccr, therefore the gabled roof was used - put in on the original permit and 

as been approved. 

Mooreland thought this a small technicality - all this person has to do 

s to close the storage area and the structure could be granted. This 

torage space is not for human habitation and could not be so used. 

at unless the owner chose to lift the root and put in a dcrnec-, Mr. J. B. 

mith noted. An opening could then be made to the upstairs portion of the 

ouae, and it could become another room. 

n view of the fact that the gn violation has been explained to the Board 

d because this is a slight variance which does not appear to adversely 

ffect the neighborhood, Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application. 

econded , T. Barnes 
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1-Ctd. or 'tihe motion: Messrs. Lamond and T. Barnes and Mrs. Carpenter 

gainet: Mrs. Henderson and J. B. Smith 

tioD carried. 

about 140 more houses like this in Springfield, Mr. Clarke 

I clarify this question. and that he be notified of the 

findings. 

1- LUDWIG, to permit operation of a private school on described 

I premises with elimination of present ceiling on enrollment, Part Lot 2, FaIT 

McCandlish SUbdivision, (on east side of #649, appr-cx, 800 reet north of 

36), Falls Church District. (Suburban Residence Class I) • 

• Hardee Chambliss represented. the applicant. 

his is not a new project, Mr. Chambliss reminded the Board. In 1951 the 

gana owned this property on which the Board. granted a nursery school. In 

owner applied to enlarge the enrollment of the school. 

he Board granted an increase up to a ceiling of 125. The present applicant 

as bought the school from the Regans. In view of her success ~th the 

I 

school, Mrs. Ludwig is now asking to enlarge the enrollment to at least 300. 

The dwelling on the property will be incorporated into the school buildings. 

This property is well located for a school, Mr. Chambliss stated, no home is 

closer than 300 feet. Mr. Chambliss displayed a map indicating the people 

om they have notified and noting the location of their homes with relation 

0.. this property. They had notified all ~ surrounding property owners for a 

conSiderable distance • 

• Clifford Hines, Architect, showed drawings o:f the existing bUilding, in-

ieating the contemplated addition, which will be constructed of brick with 

The school will adequately take care of 300 pupils, carrying the 

hildren through the third grade. All construction will comp1y with Fairfax 

ountiy regulations, the BUilding Code, Fire Ordinance and Health Department 

They will have a very small kitchen - they serve no meals 

milk and soup. The children who staY.WIt!l 2:30 p sm, bring 

I 
heir lunches. 

Chambliss asked Mr. Charles King, neighbor to the school, to sp~ak. 

King said he had lived ~ediately adjacent to this property for 22 year 

hey have never suffered annoyance or inconvenience from this school, the 

children have not tresspaased on his property and they have not been noisy. 

In fact, Mr. King stated, the Annandale public school which ~s considerably 

I arther away haa been much more annoying to than. Mr. King said he had 

eard nothing but good reports on this school from the neighborhood - the 

are well disciplined and happy. He felt that this was a much neede 

in this area. 

a, Goods told the Board that she lives across the road £rom the school 

hey have had no inconvenience from the school - in :fact the y think it an 

aset to the neighborhood. While she has no cm.ildren in the school, Mrs. 



 

NEW CASES - Ctd. 

I-Ctd. ode said she thought :l.t was a very worthwhile project and very welcome in 

s , Henderson said she had received 28 letters from people in this area aU 

avoring the school. While the letters were not read individually they are 

the records of this case. Mrs. Henderson read excerpts f'rom the 

etters: 

"Outstanding educational program; excellent instruction and intelligent 

administration; failure to grant this would be depriving children ot 

excellent schooling; capable instructors; high scholastic standards; 

a model school; children come out of the school fUlly equipped to 

enter any school; valuable addition to the area; mature guidance and 

a well-planned program; Mrs. Ludwig is a dedicated educational 

director•••••• n 

• Chambliss presented a petition with 41 signatures urging the granting of 

is application. About 12 persons were present favoring the application. 

• T. Barnes moved to grant the application provided it complies with re

lations of the County Fire Marshall, Health Department and County Zoning 

Lamond 

arried, unanimously. 

noted that no limitation was placed on the enrollment. 

2- J. MONEY, JR., to permit garage to remain within 49 feet of' the street 

Lot lA, Ivan J. Money Subdivision, Dranesville Dist. (Agric.) 

• Mooreland told the Board that this violation was caused by the location 

transcontinental gas line, which made it necessary to push the buU<i

far to one side of the lot as possible. In SO doing the garage was 

They tried. to resubdivide to correct the side set 

ack which they did - but in the re-adjustment the front setback was found t 

e in Violation. In estimating the setbacks they did not take into con-

the angled lot line between Lots I and lAc. This was straightened 

in the resubdivision. The SubdiVision Control office will have to have 

okay of this Board before giVing final approval on the resubdivision of 

lots. 

no objections from the area. 

• T. Barnes moved to grant the application b~cause of the loeation of the 

gas line as related by Mr. Mooreland and because of the an 

econded , Mr. La.mond 

arried, unanimously 
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NEW CASES - Ctd. 

MANFRED GALE, to permit erection or a screen porch within 7.5 feet of the 

side property line, Lot 527, Block 17, Section 6, North Springfield (7405 

Kelvin Place), Mason District. (Suburban Residence Class II). 

;Den they bought this house they intended to add a porch, Mr. Gale told the 

Board, to the sid e of the house - the only place an addition could be put 

on --because this is a terraced - split level - house. About two weeks aft 

they had moved in the lot was re-surveyed and 2-1/2 feet were cut off one 

side of the lot. There had been a mistake in the original survey of the p 

They could have broken their contract at 'that time but they were in the hou 

and they did not think the loss of the 2-1/2 feet would matter. This is 

the side on which they need the variance. 

This p:l-1'Ch will add to the house greatly in appearance - it is a split leve 

43 foot house, and the porch would make it look larger and would present an 

attractive front. They could not put the pcech in back as the lot is steep 

and the basement' is ground level. They could not put it on the other side 

of the house as they would have access only through the bedrooms. 

Mr. Lamond suggested that the Board should have photographs in many of thes 

cases to show the conditioDsmore accurately. Mr. Mooreland anBwered that 

that would be difficult and he could not require photographs, and under any 

circumstances photographs would not give the Board authority to amend the 

Ordinance. 

Since the plat showed that the applicant could build a 9' 6" porch and stay 

within the Ordinance, Mrs. Henderson suggested that it is not up to the Boa 

to grant a larger porch simply because an applicant might wish to have one. 

The Chairman asked for opposition. 

Mr. Prye opposed this addition, stating that the Code does not permit this 

encroachment, such an addition would crowd the lots and devaluate property 

and it would not be an attractive addition to the neighborhood. Mr. Prye 

said that his house was situated about 20 or 25 feet from the lot line,with 

three bedrooms on the side adjoining this proposed addition. He felt that 

a porch on this side of the Gale's house which would be used a great deal 

in summer would be noisy and depreciating to his property. Mr. Prey said 

he moved here to have a rural life for his children as one of his children 

has tuberculosis and he felt that he needed all the light and air for this 

chf.Ld that he could possibly have. This would crowd the side yard. 

Mr. Gale stated that they can put the porch in, it is just a matter of the 

porch being 9' 6" or a little wider. Regarding the looka of the porch 

Mr. Gale said that was a matter of opinion and should not be considered in 

this case. 

Mrs. Henderson agreed that aesthetics cannot be considered by the Board. 

Mr. Lamond noted that the porch could be added to a width of 9' 6" and the 

requested variance is only 6" more - he did not think tha't would make a 

great difference in the light and air. However, he moved to deny the case 

as no hardship was shown by the applicant and a 9-1/2' porch can be bUilt, 

r 
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NEW CASES - Ctd. 

which will not be in violation of the Ordinance. 3-Ctd. 

Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes 

Carried, unanimously. 

// 
DOCTOR C. C. CHOI, to permit a non-resident office, Lot 10, Block 1, Seetio 4-
I, Belle Haven Estates (703 Belle View Boulevard), Mt. Vernon District. 

(Suburban Residence Class I). 

Doctor Chaf read the .following prepared statement in explanation o:f his 

case: 

"April 15, 1958 

Honorable Members of the Fairfax County Zoning Appeal Board 
Fairfax Court House 
Fair.fax, Virginia 

Gentlemen: 

I am a resident property owner tax payer and practicing physician 
in the Mt. Vernon Magisterial biatrict. My office is located in 
my home at 703 Belle View Boulevard which is situated in the north
west section of Fort Hunt Road and Belle View Boulevard, directly 
behind the Messiah Lutheran Church, one and one-half' blocks north 
of' the Belle View Shopping Center and less than a block f'rom the 
Belle View Service Station. 

I wish to apply for a non-resident medical office to be located 
at this address. I desire to remove my f'amily f'rom our present 
living quarters and to rent said living quarters 'to a smaller 
family, and at 'the same time madntiafn my medical o.ff'ice as it; is 
now. 

I have r-easons for this request which I would like to state. 
The main reason I feel is 'that our present living quarters are 
inadequate in view of 'the size of' my family which numbers five. 
I also need more space for my practice as it has grown con
siderably in the past two years. From the time we have lived 
in this community it has been our practice to invite foreign 
s'tudents to spend their vacations and holidays in our home. 
We wish to ccntdnue this practice and it; will necessitate larger 
living quarters. I hope 'thiS request meets favorably wi'th the 
opinions of the members of' the Fairfax Coun'ty Zoning Appeal Board. 

Sincerely yours, 

Is/c. C. Choi, M. D." 

oc'tor Choi told the Board tha't he had s'tarted prac'ticing in his house 'three 

ago when his children were small. They are growing into· the age now 

they need more space. When he started he was using about 60% of the 

asement for his offices - his practice has grown in these three years 'to 

he point where he needs the entire basement for his offices. His family 

eeds 'the basement too. The only solution, Doctor Choi told 'the Board, 1s 

o move his .family to a larger home. 

octor Choi presented the following statement which had been sent to nearby 

esidents: 
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"To the Honorable Members of the Fairfax County Zoning Appeals, 
Fairfax Court House, Fairfax, Virginia. 

1. In order to avoid any misunderstanding among the residents 
and property owners of Belle Haven Estates. where I now main
tain my residence and conduct a medical office, I would like to 

. make the following statements. I further request that they be 
made a matter of record with your Board. 

a. I desire to move my 1"amlly 1"rom 70.3 Belle View Blvd., 
and establish a residence elsewhere, in order to accommodate my 
family with larger living quarters, thereby allowing them to 
entertain their f'r1ehda and school-mates, tohich they cannot 
do at the present location because of inadequate room. 

b. In the event my request for non-resident practice 
now before your Board is approved, I hereby state that I 
shall never rent the aforementioned premises to any person 
or persons who propose to use it for any other purpose 
than their bonafide residence. 

2. I will never again request or petition the Fairfax 
County Appeals Board if the present request is approved. 
I will cdntinue my medical practice in my present office 
space. 

/s/ Dr. G. G. Ghoi 
703 Belle View Blvd." 

We, the undersigned are nearby residents of Dr. C. C. Choi of 703 
Belle View Blvd., Belle Haven Estates, Fairfax County, Virginia, 
and do not object to Dr. Choi being granted permission to move 
his residence from the above address and continUing his medical 
practice at 703 Belle View BlVd., as long as he complies with 
the above statement. tt 

NOTE: This statement was signed by eight people. 

Captain Whitehurst, the adjoining neighbor, stated that he recognized that 

Doctor Choi needs larger living quarters and he ,had no objection to the 

Doctor renting the one floor of his house to a family and using the base

ment for his offices. That is actually the same situation as presently 

exists. However, they would object, Captain Whitehurst continued, to anoth 

professional man or any further commercial use going in here. 

Them is one vacant lot at the rear of Doctor cbcd , Captain Whitehurst tolE! 

the Board, and he had heard that the idea o:r putting a beauty shop on that 

lot was under consideration. 

Mr. A.T. Andros, who lives in Belle Haven, stated that he h~d known Dr. Cho 

for four years and he considered him a very desirable citizen and a fine 

doctor. The community would be lost wi"thout him, Mr. Andros assured the 

Board. Dr. Choi had considered renting the upstairs to another doctor,but 

withdrew that plan in favor of renting to a family. Mr. Andros commended 

Dr. Choi both as an excellent doctor and as a member of the community. 

Mr. Palmer, who lives on Blue Bill Lane, one lot away at the rear of Doctor 

Ohcd, stated that it was his understanding that property across the street 

is ear-marked for commercial development. 

Commercial zoning, Mr. Lamond explained, can be accomplished only upon a 

rezoning action by the Board of Supervisors. 

Ookonal, Green, who lives at 430 Blue Wing Drl ve, asked if this would alter 

the area now zoned residential. The answer was - no. It was then asked if 

approval of this request could serve as a lever or a wedge in getting a 

rezoning on nearby property. Again - the answer was no. 

r 
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Mr. James Waln of 42g Blue Bill Lane, next to the Palmers, stated that he 

had a dual interest in this case. The residents buying in this area were 

told that this was a first class residential area with protection against 

undesirable encr-cachmerrta- Mr. WaIn asked; are we getting away from that 

if' this is granted? No one wants to injure Doctor Choi, Mr. Waln continued, 

they want to help him, but these are considerations••••• It is not that the 

people object to the .family living there, but they do question what may gro 

out of this occupancy by a family - other than that of Doctor Choifs. What 

of the condition of the yard? Will they be hanging out a wash on holidays 

or on Sundays? 

Then there is the question of traffic, Mr. WaIn went on. These streets are 

not built for on-street parking. All of these things add up to - what happe 

from here on out? It had first been said that Doctor Choi would use the 

entire building. Now, since he has abandoned that - suppose~e does not hav 

a renter for the upstairs - could the Doctor use the whole house? 

The lady next door wants a beauty parlor on her property and some attorney 

has advised her that she can have it. This would increase traf'f'ic in the. 

neighborhood. He may have his real estate in his own home, Mr. WaIn said, 

since he is a broker. Across the street lives Captain Whitehurst who may be 

transf'erred and rent his home to a dentist..... This may wind up with a 

creeping business community. 

It is good to have Doctor Choi in the neighborhood, Mr. Waln continued, his 

company sold Doctor Choi his home at a good price because it is good btisines 

to have a doctor in the community. The question is now - will it harm the 

community ultimately if' this is approved? Mr. Waln said he could rceeee 

Doctor Cholfs business expanding a great deal - he has a large practice not 

only from the immediate area but trom other places. Does this community 

stand to gain or lose in the long run? The human element is always with us, 

Mr. Waln warned. 

Mr. Andros is from another community, Mr. WaIn pointed out, and has no in

terest here. 

They are not opposing Doctor Cho!, Mr. WaIn made it plain, and they do not 

want to move him out of the area, but they do not want his operations to 

harm the neighborhood. 

The Chairman asked if' opposition was present. 

Mr. Robert Scott told the Board that he had just recently bought in this 

neighborhood, and he along with many others are greatly concerned. for fear 

the granting of' this request will permit other busineSS enterprises and 

ultimately rezonings. Mr. Scott made it clear that they have no personal 

feeling against Doctor Choi, they want to keep him in the neighborhood. 

He noted that the support given Doctor Cho1 f'rom Mr. Andros should be con

sidered only as a professional and character recommendation as Mr. Andros 

is not a.2Srid6. of' this locality. His main f'ear, Mr. Scott concluded, is 

possible future commercialiZing of the area. 
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NEW CASES - Ctd. 

~8. WaIn suggested that no one would have to rezone the area - that these 

!creeping b'lisiness uses would take care of that. A dentist could come in 

lwithout a pennit and there are many other limited business uses which could 

ocate in a residential area and operate within the Zoning Ordinance. 

Mr. William Clarke, from 421 Blue Bell Lane, objected, stating that he was 

stationed here last year for a period of ten years. In the title to his pro 

warty the restrictions said - no trade, nuisance, etc ••••• should be maintain 

on the property. This is a nuisance, Mr. Clarke insisted, because of the 

traffic situation. However, they feel that so long aa this property is used 

~s a residence with a Doctor in the building it is not too bad. But this 

can be a creeping process, Mr. Clarke continued J another doctor or an X-ray 

laboratory might be the next step. They do not want to hurt Doctor Choi but 

they want to see this approval made epect.rfc - with conditions outlined whic 

~ust'be adhered'to, so the commercialization cannot be extended. 

Mr. Lamond suggested that this could be granted to the applicant only to pro 

~ect the property owners - or Mrs. Henderson suggested a time limit with the 

possibility of a renewal. 

~. Palmer said he had no objection to Doctor Choi maintaining his oi'i'ice in 

the basement, and a i'amily upstairs J but he did object to a creeping paralys 

~hich would put the neighborhood in a business character later on. 

~octor Choi told the Board that he would not rent to a proi'essional group -

ever. 

~B. Henderson asked about the tra!i'ic and parking. 

Doctor Choi said he had an appointment system which he had put into effect 

wecently and it works very well - setting appointments at 15 minute interval 

rrhis brings very few cars at one time and they park on the street. 

~verend Disbro told the Board that his Church has a small parking lot which 

poctor Choi may use for his patients at times when it does not conf'lict with 

~e Church. 

~s. Henderson asked if there was a professional building or office building 

n the area where Doctor Choi could locate? The answer was - no. The neare 

place would be Belle View shopping center, which is several blocks away. 

(It was noted - two or three blocks). 

~hat is in the community, Mr. Waln pointed out. One doctor is going into an 

lapartment at Belle View - hcwever-, it was agreed that there was probably no 

other apartment vacant at this time. 

~. Andros noted again that granting this would not change the activities in 

the house in the least. 

~. Lamond moved to permit the operation of a non-residence office in this 

home - granted to Doctor Choi only - and this granting is coupled with the 

statement by Doctor Choi that he will not rent the upstairs for any pro

f'essional group or for a professional office. This motion inc!udes the term 

of the statement presented by Doctor Choi - dated May 13, 1955 (quoted in 

these minutes). 
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Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes 

For the motion: Messrs. Lamond, Barnes, Smith, and Mrs. Carpenter. 

Against the motion: Mrs. Henderson 

Motion carried. 

Mrs. Henderson thought this could result in a creeping conmer-edakdaatdon 

process, and that the case should have more investigation. 

II 
JACK M. MANHERZ, to permit dwelling to remain as erected 10.3 feet of the 

side property line, Lot 19, Section 4, Mt. Vernon Woods, (404 Martha Wash

ington Street), Lee District. (Suburban Residence-Cl~ss II). 

Mr. Manherz showed a picture or his house stating that this room was in 

violation when he bought· the house and moved in. (That was in July of 1956) 

Mr. Manherz also showed a diagram of the homes of people whom he had noti

fied of this hearing. Each signed a statement that they had no objection to 

this violation and Mrs. Wade added an additional statement that$le is ad

joining Mr. Manherz on the side of the violating carport, and she "much 

prefers" it to remain as it is. 

Mr. Manherz said he moved into the house in July of 1956 and closed settl~

ment in August of that year. The house was in violation at that time but 

they did nQt know. They asked for a FHA appraisal recently and the viola

tion was discovered. He talked with the County zoning office, Mr. Manherz 

stated and to the original owner and builder of the house. The origina~ 

permit had been issued for a carport which would have been wi thin the limits 

of the Ordinance. When the addition was put on it became a den. The Zoning 

Office retracted approval of the setback when they realized it waS not a car 

port. 

Mr. Manherz said when they first talked to the salesperson about the house 

they told him they liked the house and wanted it, but it was too small. It 

s agreed then that this addition would be put on. Actually, Mr~ Manherz 

said, he instigated the construction of the addition, but he had no thought 

that it would be in violation. Mr. Miller and the owner were the ones to 

whom they talked - and they had the addition put on. 

Mr. Mooreland said the builder probably sent the final plat in to him before 

the house was finished, then went ahead and enclosed the carport, therefore, 

they had no record of this being an enclosed room. 

In answer to Mrs. Henderson's question, Mr. Manqerz identified those houses 

in his immediate area which have enclosed carports. One has no carport, ~wo 

have garages which are enclosed, two have carports. 

There were no objections from the area. 

Mr. Miller did the work on the carport which became a den, Mr. Cloth, the 

real estate salesman, made the arrangements, Mr. Manherz said. He is want! 

to sell the house now, Mr. Manherz told the Board, and for that reason asked 

FHA for the appraisal. 

This room has actually added value to their house, Mr. Ma.nher~ noted, and it 

would cost approximateiy $1100 to take it off. 
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e two in your area who have open carports .. will very likelY want to en

lose them, Mrs. Henderson suggested to Mra Manherz, that is our problem. 

granting of one such violation encourages others to ask for the same thing 

nd it would be difficUlt for the Board to refuse the others. Even though 

hey may not plan to enclose. their carports, these people could sell their 

ames, and the new owner would feel that he is eligible to apply. This is a 

ew area, Mrs. Henderson continued, only about two years old .. it does not 

set a good precedent to start granting violations. 

s , Henderson thought Mr. Manherz had recourse against the builder and the 

that the builder was completely at .fault in this, and shaul 

e made to accept the responsibility. He had evidently misrepresented the 

addition as a carport when he had every intention of 

that the carport had been shown on the original plat, which 

t6 the Zoning· Office - by dotted line - giving the impression 

carport. A room 'WOuld have been indicated with a solid line • 

• Lamond moved to defer the case. Wltil May 27th, and that Mr. Miller be 

explain why he did not get the proper permit • 

•, Mooreland asked how Mr. Miller could be brought here - since he has no 

Manherz was unhappy over the delay as he is in the process of a sale on 

place, which he hoped to consummate before he leaves the County. 

Henderson asked Mr. Manherz if he would prefer action on the case now -

if it is an adverse decision? Mr. Manherz said he would - as he did 

Miller could help his case. 

nder any circumstances, Mr. Lamond thought Mr. Miller should come bef'ore 

Board with an explanation of why he went ahead with this building with

the proper permit. The Board should know how far Mr. Miller is going 

th thiS disregard of the zoning regulations as Mr. Miller is apparently 

to build in the County. He felt that it is necessary that both 

Mi+ler and Mr. Manherz be present to discUss the case. 

Manherz asked to whom he could talk to learn where he stands legally. 

suggested that he see the Commonwealth's Attorney. 

to defer seconded by T. Barnes 

to defer carried. 

to permit operation of a day school and kindergart 

t 18, Z. B. Groves Subdivision (807 Grove Street), Dranesville District. 

(Suburban Residence Class II). 

tse Howdershell stated that she is now operating her school in the Donna 

e Apartments, where she has been for nine years. She is licensed for 10 

hildren who attend the school from nine to twelve in the mornings dUring 

be school year. She has served hot IWlches. The house to which she wishes 
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6-Ctd. to move is larger, having three bedrooms and a kitchen. No one would live 

in the house - it would be used exclusively for the school. This is an old 

frame house. Miss Howdershall continued, located about 20 feet from the etra 

She will continue to have ten children. 

The question was asked - why Miss Howdershell was moving? 

She wants to have more play apace and her own fenced yard, Mias Howderahell 

answered. They have a swimming pool at Donna Lee and the apartment owners 

do not want to be responsible for the children in the school. Also she 

wants more play equipment. She will expand the hours o£ the school to from 

seven a.m. to six p.m. (This is a nursery and kindergarten). 

It was noted that this property contains about 1/4 acre. 

The Chairman asked for opposition. 

Mr. Van Meter, represented property owners on Grove Street. He presented an 

opposing petition signed by eleven families. 

There is a need for a school of this type in the County, Mr. Van Meter ad

mitted, but he questioned this location. This house is on a dead end street 

there is no cul-de-sac nor turn around of any kind - he could £oresee park! 

in driveways of homes in the neighborhood. The street is not wide, there"is 

no curb and gutter - only deep ditches along the road. There is barely room 

for passing cars - he continued - and most certainly not room ror parking_ 

There will be a considerable amount of coming and going to take care or the 

school - this would create a hazard. The street is practically impassable 

during the bad weather. The house is small, Mr. Van Meter pointed out, and 

ost of the houses on this street are only about 35 feet apart. With les8 

than 1/3 acre - this would bring the school very close to homes. 

Mr. Hinkle and the neighbor living next door to this house work at night 

and the school next door w::>uld be very annoying. The ract that no one will 

be living in the house, and no one there at night also presents a problem 

There are no ramilies on the street who would use this school - tiher-e.roz-e 

ost of' the pupils Jrould come rrom other localities. People £ee1 that this 

use would deva~uate their property. 

Mr. Van Meter noted that there is no outside entrance to the basement. (Miss 

Howdershell said she did not intend to use the basement). 

The people in this area feel that there is a need for nursery schools in the 

County, but not in this location - because of the narrow dead end street 

with no turn around which would cause a hazard, the emall lot and the nearne 

to the neighbors, inadequacy or the house, and lack of parking space. 

There are about 20 homes on this street, most of whose owners object to this 

use. 

Mr. Hinkle spoke opposing, ror reasons stated. 

Miss Howdershell stated that the fact that this house is on a dead end stree 

was one reason she wanted to locate here. Her thought was that traffic would 

be slowed down and the only cars coming and going would be those who belong 

in the neighborhood. She would plan to rent the place now by the year, Miss 
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Howdershell told the Board, with the possibility of buying at the end of 

that time. 

Since there is so much objection, Mr. Lamond suggested that this might not 

fit into the neighborhood. 

Asked how the pupils would be transported to the school, Miss Howdershell 

said the all-day pupils 'WOuld be brought by their parents. She would pick 

up the half day group. The driveway has its own turn-around. which would 

make it possible ror those bringing the children to use her driveway. 
Contrary to her original statement, 
She will have ten children all day and 20 for the half' day session, Miss 

Howdershell stated. 

The Board questioned ir this would be enough space - both yard and the houa 

for 30 children. Mrs. Henderson called attention to the f'act that the new 

Ordinance requires 5 acres for a school o~ this type. 

Mr. Lamond moved to deny the requested permit. A school of this type is a 

good thing and needed in the County, but since the hearing has brought out 

that the school will have 30 pupils it does not appear that this is an 

adequate place for that size school, and it would not fit into the neighbor 

hood. 

Seconded. Mrs. Carpenter. 

Miss Howdershell asked what type of building and location should she look 

for? She had thought this ideal. It was suggested that such schools did 

not usually fit into subdivisions where the houseS are so close. and where 

so little land is available. 

II 
MORRIS D. MARGOLIS, to permit erection and operation of a service station 

and to permit pump islands within 25 feet of the street property line, nort 

east corner or Old Dominion Drive, Route )09 and Kirby Road, Route 695, 

Dranesville District. (General Business). 

Mr. C. E. Multog £rom the Texas Company, represented the applicant. 

The lease to cover this use includes about 1/2 or this entire tract. Mr. 

Multog pointed out. They will have a right or way to the filling station 

from Kirby Road as shown on the plat. but they will not use the property 

between the area requested for the filling station and Kirby Road, except 

for access. The old building now on the property will be torn down. 

There were no objections from the area. 

Mr. MOoreland told the Board that so many filling stations have been grante 

in the County that it has become increasingly hard i'or the operators to 

make a living. Therefore, many of them are going into other businesses in 

conjunction with the i'illing station - or are renting space f'or other uses. 

There is no way to stop thiS, Mr. Mooreland continued. unless the Board 

in granting limits the use on the property to a f'illing station. 
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That is perfectly acceptable to his Company, Mr. Multog stated, but they 

have found it difficult to restrict the operators in this way as the Govern 

ment has sought to intercede for the filling station operators by appear

ing before the Small Business Committee relative to this practice. The 

Company cannot restrict the operator from carrying on another buadneaa , If' 

the local authorities can rule out other business activities - that is satt 

factory to the Oil companies as they do not like the encroachment of these 

other businesses. 

Mrs. Henderson agreed that the limitation was no doubt good, but she asked 

how can the County enfor-ce that? Mr. Mooreland said he would make the effo 

to enforce it, if he has something to go on - which a Resolution restrict! 

the business activity would be. As it is now - the property is zoned for 

business uses, and he cannot stop them from engaging in any business which 

is allowed in that particular district. 

Mr. Lamond moved that the permit for erection and operation of a filling 

station be granted With a 25 foot setback from the property line for the 

pump island - this station to be located at the northeast corner of Old 

Dominion Drive and Kirby Road. It is noted that the plat presented with,the 

case shows the entire tract, but only the portion of the property designated 

on the plat for the filling station shall be so used - this in accordance 

with plat No. NFK 280lA, dated March 14, 1958. It 1s understood that this 

is granted for a filling station use provided no other use is made of' the 

property. 

Seconded, T. Barnes 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
NOLEN C. WALKER, to permit an addition to dwelling Within 12 feet of the sid 

property line, Lot ), Section 1, Chesterbrook, (54)1 Kirby Road),Dranesville 

District. (Suburban Residence Claas III). 

Mr. _Walker recalled that in 1942 he had come before this Board requesting 

an addition to the rear of his house, as shown on the plat accompanying the 

case. It was granted with a variance of 12 feet from the side line. This 

was granted because the Code had not been in existence for very long at that 

time and he had started the addition before the Zoning Ordinance. was adopted 

After completing the addition he was.transferred over-seas for some time, 

• Walker continued. Now he is wanting another room on the back of the 

first addition. It will have the same side setback as the fimt room addi-

tacn, 

Mrs. Henderson asked why not move the room over a little to conform to the 

required setback? Because of the slanted roof, which would make it more ex

pensive - and beeause to move the addition would close in the back door. 

s , Henderson suggested putting the back door on the side of the building. 

hat, Mr. Walker said was not good as it practically puts the back door in 

He owns the adjoining lot and nothing is built upon that lot. 

Ol'! 
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8-Ctd. • Walker said he also owns the lot to the rear and the lot on the side whe e 

his 'violation occurs. 

I 

s. Henderson suggested re-subdividing these lots. He thought that not 

ractical, Mr. Walker answered, he rents the house on the one side of him, 

nd that building is onlY about 21 feet from the line. That l«>uld not chang 

e situation, Mr. Walker continued, as the houses would still be the same 

istance apart. 

he house is two story and this addition will be only ODe story - he thought 

t would look unattractive not to have the same setback as the existing buil 

I ng. Mr. Walker asked what would be gained by moving this addition in to 

the setback requirement - the other addition is there and the house on 

he adjoining lot is farther forward on the lot - it would not be arreeeec 

in any way by this addition. 

here is no topographic condition, the lot is level and below the road grade 

s. Henderson said she could see no reason why the addition could not be 

so it would conform - this case was granted in 1942 under circumstance 

ich do not exist now. Since there is an alternate location for the addl-

Henderson said ahe could see no reason for compounding the 

There would appear to be no peculiar nor extraordinary situation, 

in a hardship for the applicant • 

I 
• Walker said he could see it as a peculiar situation - he does not want 

addition sticking out in such a way as to look odd and to change the 

of his house. It would not be an injustice nor injury to anyone and it 

in with his plana and would be leas expensive to add as he has 

you have shown no hardship, Mrs. Henderson noted, nor any real reason 

y the room could not be shifted - except, that you want it'in tais parti-

T. Barnes moved to deny the case as there is an alternate location for 

addition which would come wi thin the setback requirements. 

Seconded, Mrs. carpenter 

unanimously. 

I 9- JOHN V. BUFFINGTON, to permit conversion of dwelling being erected to a two 

amily, east side 01' #645, 4/10 mile north 01' the Railroad and 100 reet nort 

of Clifton Town Limits, Centreville District. (Agriculture). 

Gordon Kincheloe represented the applicant, who was present also. 

Kinchelee said he had talked with the near neighbors and had found no 

bjection to this request. I 
It is their plan to put the apartment in the basement cf the house, which 

is now being constructed on this 18 acres, Mr. Kincheloe told the Board. 

he house will be approximately 30 x 80 feet, which includes- the carport. 

The house is located at least 100 feet from the side property line and 400 

eet from the roadway. This is a well wooded area, Mr. Kincheloe went on -
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the house is only partially Visible from the road. It is located across 

from the Clifton School, which is on a high hill, and is well protected. 

The apartment will contain garage area, kitchen, recreation room, utility 

room, living room and bedrooms. This is beinS built in order to have separa 

living quarters for the owner's mother-in-law. This is not to be used as a 

rental un!t. 

What constitutes a duplex was discussed - it being agreed that the separate 

kitchen was the determing item. However, the Board also noted that many 

people have full kitchens in their basement recreation rooms, yet they do no 

have a duplex. 

Mrs. Henderson asked if the plans for this bUilding had been before the 

Planning Commission, as required in the Ordinance? Mr. Mooreland said these 

cases had not been taken to the Planning Commission for many years. 

It was suggested that this might be approved subject to approval of the 

Planning Commission. 

Mr. Kincheloe said that would delay construction on the building. Mr. Buff 

ington must move within 65 days - the house is under construction and it. 

must go ahead in order to be completed in time. They are ready to install 

the plumbing which they cannot do without knowing if this is grantied , 

This would appear to be a very reasonable request, Mrs. Henderson observed, 

but she thought the requirements of the Ordinance should be complied with 

and this should go before the Planning Commission. 

Since this is built exactly the same as a one f'aml1y dwell~ng and the only 

thing that makes it a duplex is the second kitchen - which so many single 

family dwellings have, it was suggested that this might be granted as a 

one family dwelling, thereby avoiding the necessity of' going to the Plann 

Commission. 

Mr. Mooreland suggested that this be granted in the same way as the Board 

granted a home in Sleepy Hollow - to the applicant only for his own family. 

There were no objections f'rom the area. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application to the applicant only (Mr. JOha V 

Buffington) for the use of himself and his immediate family. 

Seconded, J. B. Smith 

Carried, -unanimously. 

II 
IZAAK WALTON LEAGUE OF AMERICA, INC., to permit extension of permission for 

club house and small arms range granted April 21, 1953j for an indefinite 

time, on #657, approx. 1 mile west of Route 28, Centreville District.{Agr~c 

Mr. Mooreland identified this case as being an extension of the permit J 
granted the applicant in 1953. This use had been operating since that tim.e 

without complaint. They are now asking for an extension of the time. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the use requested because this has been in opera

tion for some ¥ears and without objections. Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter 

Carried, unanimously. 
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ROBERT L. HARRINGTON, to permit erection or a pump island within 35 feet of 

the street property line) on south side #1 Highway. apprcx, opposite Lee Av. 

Rolling Hills, Mt. Vernon District. (Rural Business) 

Mr. Harrington located the building and the pump island. The pump island 

will run parallel with the building now on the property. This is being oper-

now as a car wash. The pump island will be 35 feet from the right of way of 

u, S. #1. 

Mr. Mooreland suggested. that the same restriction be placed on the granting 

of this as on the .rormer- case - limiting this to the operation of a car wash 

and a fU~ing station. No objections£rom the area. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the use permit wh~ch would allow the pump island 

to come within 35 feet of the right of way of U. S. Ill, because this Beems 

to be in line of orderly development of 'the property. 

econded , Mr. T. Barnes 

unanimously 

ORRIS L. KRAFT & SOLOMAN STICHMAN, to pennit erection and operation of a 

service station with pump islands Within 35 feet of the street property line 

outheast corner #123 adjoining Oakton Methodist Church, PrOVidence District 

Business). 

M. L. Beckner represented the applicant. 

Beckner recalled that he had made application for a filling station at 

his location in 1956 when he owned the property. He was negotiating with 

!hclair Oil Company at that time. There was some question by Sinclair re

arding the lease - therefore he abandoned the effort and sold the property. 

he new owners renewed negotiations with Sinclair, but before the deal was 

onsumated the time limit on the permit expired. The owners are now re-appl 

dar the same conditions. 

hey had originally obtained a bUilding permit for the footings but did not 

ut them in, therefore the whole thing is out and the new owners are startin 

rom scratch. 

11 adjoining property owners have been notified of this hearing, Mr. Beckne 

ontinued, and the people across the street. He located the property with r 

ation to the school, the Church - which is immediately adjoining, and the 

earest filling stations. There is a residence on the property, which will 

amain. The applicants are applying for 16,$96 sq. ft., the same area as th 

oard approved in 1956. The filling station will occupy one corner of this 

ntire tract, however, the property is zoned to a 200 foot depth and 200 foo 

rontage. 

t was noted that by cutting out the 16,896 sq. ft., which would be used for 

he filling station, the remaining property would have only a 50 foot fronta 

d would border the filling station on two sides - el shaped. 
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Mr. Lamond asked what could be done with this odd shaped piece of ground? 

It could be developed in conjunction with the filling station, Mr. Beckner 

answered. 

The Chairman asked if opposition was present. 

Mr. Van Houwelling, Lay Leader of the Methodist Church, read the following 

statement: 

"May 13, 1958 
Board of Zoning Appeals 
Fairfax County, Virginia 

Gent! emen: 

The official Board of the oakton Methodist Church, Oakton, ue , 
at its regularly scheduled meeting on May 5, voted unanimously 
to oppose the granting of the use permit to operate a filling 
station on the property lying between the church property and 
the Beahm property, located on Rt. 123, comeonfy known as Chain 
Bridge Road. 

In registering this opposition the Board was fUlly aware of the 
hearing held for the same purpose approximatelY two years ago. 
At that time our Official Board. did not oppose the granting of 
the use permit.. At. a special meeting of' the Of'f'icial Board the 
appliOitlcllnf'or a use permit to operate a f'illing station on the 
same property was considered. A motion to interpose no objection 
was passed bya 14 to 4 vote. 
In the opinion of' the members of the Official Board) there are 
several things that have changed during the past two years which 
explain the active opposition of our Official Board at this time. 
The reasons for opposing the granting of this permit are: 

1. The operation of a filling station in close proximity 
to our church will be injurious to the utilization of the church 
in carrying out the purposes for Which it was constructed. 

2. The operation of a filling station on this property 
will contribute to the traffic congestion and the inherent dangers 
to the many small children who attend our church and Sunday Church 
School) and to the automobUes that are used to transport members 
to our meetings on Sundays and during the week. The narrowness 
of the road! the poor Visibility! and the increasingly heavy 
traffic on ut. 12) are all contr~buting factors to this danger 
to public welfare. 

3. The noise that goes with the operation of a filling 
station would detract from the use of our buildings) in that our 
Sunday School classes meet in the buildings that are closeatto 
the property line that adjoins the property for which the use 
permit is being sought. Especially during the sunmer months) 
when it is necessary to have windows open) the noise, commotion) 
and activity associated with the operation of a filling station 
would detract from the best utilization of our facilities for 
the conduct of Sunday School classes. 

4. We are concerned as to the possible danger to health 
which would result from seepage, because our well is located 
close to this property for which a use permit is being sought. 

5. We question whether it will be possible to provide 
adequate drainage for all of the Miste waters and sewage which 
will come from a filling station. 

In regard to the reasons as to why the Official Board of our 
church is now opposing the granting of this use permit, and did 
not oppose it at the previous hearing) we submit the following: 

1. The Official Board as presently constituted believes 
that a mistake was made two years ago in not registering opposition 
to this application. 

2. The present Offici~l Board believes that the experi~nce 
of the past two years leads us to this conclusion. These ex
periences include the great increase in our membership) the in
creasingly heavy traffic on the road on which our church is 
located) the fact that there has just been completed another 
filling station in our immediate vicinity, that there have been 
no sidewalks constructed for the children to use) and the difficulty 
that we have experienced in handling with safety the traffic of 
children and automobiles at the time of our Sunday Services. 

Very Sincerely yours, 
/s/ C.D.Van Houweling,Church Lay Leader" 
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They have an investment of over $75,000 in their Church, Mr. Van Houweling 

told the Board, the filling station would be very close to the sanctuary 

and the education building where they hold Sunday School classes - he thoug 

the operation of a filling station in this location would be noisy and dis

tracting. He emphasized the traffic hazard to children walking to the Chur 

School and to cars coming and go lng from their parking lot. Route #123 is 

not wide J and ;facilities are not good - traffic is very heavy and the fUli 

station would add to the danger, causing congestion at this point. 

Mr. Van Hauweling stated that this Church has been in this location for ove 

50 years. Three years ago they completed the addition. The Church people 

were aware that their property was zoned busdneee when they put on the 

$75,000 addition. 

It was noted that there are about 25 or 27 feet between the Church property 

and this business. 

Mr. J. B. Smith asked if the Church Board had considered the other business 

which might go on this property, without a public hearing? The answer was 

"yes". 

Mr. R. M. Loomis, a member of the Church Board, pointed out that the :resi

dence prewently located on this property is on the westerly part of the 

tract, which would necessitate locating the filling station between the re

sidence and the Church - the nearest place possible to the Church. 

Mr. Gilbert Stuart was also present. 

Mrs. Whitsel, from the Greater Oakton Citizens Association, read the follow 

ing letter from the Association: 

"May, 12. 1958 

Chainnan 
Board of Zoning Appeals 
Court House 
Fairfax, Virginia 

Dear Sir: 

The Greater Oakton Citizens t Association, at its regular 
monthly meeting on May 12, 195$, a quorum being present, 
passed the following motion: 

tThe Greater Oakton Citizens' Association opposes 
the establishment of a gasoline service station 
on the land adjacent to the Oakton Methodist 
Church, and also goes on record as opposing the 
establishment of gasoline service stations ad
jacent to any church in the canmunity of Oakton, 
Virginia. t 

Yours very truly , 

GREATER OAKTON CITIZENS' ASSN. 

/s/ &nil Lutz, Jr•. 
President" 

Mrs. Whitsel objected to this for reasons stated, and also recalled that 

this was not brought before the Citizens Association ~en it was requested 

in 1956 - she did not think Oakton had a Citizens Association at that time. 
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Mr. Ralph Beahm, who owns the property immediately adjoining this tract on 

the opposite side from the Church, objected to this use, citing the fact 

that there are 15 acres in Oakton zoned for business which are waiting to b 

developed. He could Bee no reason to locate filling stations adjoining re

sidences. 

Mr. James Rogers-told the Board that this Church 1s a very active organ1zat 

It is used seven days a week by one group or another - Boy Scouts, Cub Scou 

and the many groups directly connected With the Church. Mr. Rogers noted 

that this would locate three filling stations within 500 feet. 

Mr. Beckner asked Mr. Beahm when he built on his property? In 1952 Mr. B 

answered. 

Mr. Beckner asked Mr. Van Houweling if the meeting at which they discussed 

this filling atationwss a regular meeting and were advance notices sent 

out to the congregation? 

Mr. Van Houweling answered - "no" - that this did not come before the con

gregation, it was brought before the Church Board only. 

Mr. Beckner asked Mrs. Whitsel how many attended the Citizens Association 

meeting at which this filling station application was discussed? 

.Mrs. Whitsel answered that a quorum was present - she was not sure how many 

perhaps 35 or 40. Not all were members, however, but only the members vote 

At the time of the original hearing on this case, Mr. Beckner said he was 

chairman of' the .finance committee of the Bhur-ch, They were contemplating 

the addition to the Church at that time. Miss Mary Bell nade an o£.fer to 

the Church of property on Hunter Mill Road, which would take the Church out . 

of a business district. This was an o.f.fer of the ground reee cr any obli'" 

gation to Miss Bell. He, Mr. Beckner, had thought it a very good move - to 

take the Church out of business and sell the property they are now on, whi 

would help finance the new Church building. Dr. Pearson, Superintendent o.f 

the Northern District of the Diocese, appeared at a meeting and said - "no" 

the Church should remain on the Highway where it can be seen. Keep the 

Church here, Dr. Pearson said, we can live with our neighbors. In spite of 

his objections, Mr. Beckner continued, the church turned Miss Bell's o.f£er 

down and went on with their building. 

It is therefore unfair, Mr. Beckner pointed out, to cite the money the Churc 

has invested in their buildings as a case in point against thia application. 

The Church chose to remain here and now they want the business district to 

conform to the Church. They knew this application was pending when they 

started their building. The old sanctuary is nearest to the £i11ing statio 

Mr. Beckner noted, but the only interference would be on Sunday morning wh 

filling stations have very little business. 

With regard to the well seepage noted in Mr. Van Houweling's letter, even if 

the permit is granted they must have a permit .from the Health Department,be

fore they can operate. 
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Mr. Beckner recalled that the vote taken two years ago .. before the filling 

station hearing was held - was participated in by the entire Church and con

gregation .. it was discussed in open meeting and it was not thought then 

that the filling station would be a nuisance. A Church which would chose to 

remain in the dead center of a business district should accept the consequen 

of its location. 

Mr. Beckner called attention to the fact that Mr. Beahm built 11 years after 

the business zone was put in. He too knew this was the center of a business 

zone. 

Mr. Van Houweling stated that the Church moved into their addition in June 

of 1956 -construction had begun in 1955 - before the filling station permit 

was granted. They did not start the building knowing that a permit had been 

granted. on this property. Also, Mr. Van Houweling stated that the Church is 

not in the center of a business district - it is on the edge. 

Mrs. Henderson asked Mr. Beckner if the company had any other style of fiil-
the 

ing station other than the standard type,which might blend in with/residenti 

character of the area, perhaps of colonial architecture"? Mr. Beckner answe 

that this station would be the standard white and green job. 

Mr. Lamond thought the objections of the Church to a filling station were 

quite logical - the noise would interfere with the normal activities of the 

Sunday School and it would take away from the sanctity and dignity of the 

Church. 

Mr. Mooreland recalled that any trade or service could locate here without 

special pennit - even a property yard which is a normal retail service, and 

the Zoning Office could place no restrictions on that. This part of the 

Ordinance is very broad, Mr. Mooreland continued and the COJllJlonwealth' s 

Attorney has agreed that very little restriction could be put on a rural 

business area. Mr. Mooreland noted that Mr. Newton, with his equipment yar 

probably could not be stopped from locating here. 

It this case had been denied at the original hearing t-he Board would be in 

a difficult position, Mr. Beckner pointed out, but this is the same appli

cat,ion, it is not offensive and where a Church is in a -business district and 

chases to remain there, it puts the Church in the position of controlling t 

ad\foiili.:tlg business property, which is not fair and equitable. Thi-s business 

district has been here for 17 years, Mr. Beckner continued, and the Church 

had the opportunity to leave - yet they stayed and now they seek to control 

what use is made of the property adjoining. That is not f'air to the owner 

of this property. 

It was brought out that there is one filling station in the immediate area 

and another under construction. 

Mrs. Henderson thought the traf'f'ic situation could result Ln- a hazard. She 

recalled the conditions in the Ordinance regarding the granting of' a case 

of this kind - that it shall not adversely aff'edt the health and safety of 

persons working or residing in the neighborhood. 

07./ 
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Mr. Lamond moved that the application be denied. because it appears that it 

will adversely affect the neighboring property, particularlY because of the 

noise and traffic which would be generated by the installation of a filling 

station. 

Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter 

For the motion: Lamond, Carpenter, Henderson 

Against the motion: J. B. Smith, T. Barnes 

Motion carried. 

II 
DOAK C. STOWERS, to permit division of lot with less area than required by 

the Ordinance, on north aide of North Street, opposite Lots 11 and 12 of 

Oakwood Subdivision, Mt. Vernon District. (Rural Residence Class I). 

Mr. Stowers said his father had started a shed on his property but before 1 

was finished his father fell ill. He completed the job in order that his 

father would not lose what he had in the building. But when the shed was 

completed it had become a house, and he, Doak Stowers, Jr., moved in. His 

father had planned to build the house for rental purposes. There are now 

two houses on this property, which they wish to divide into two lots - one 

of which will have an area less than the half acre required. It was noted 

that a 10 f'oot outlet easement leads to the second house to the rear - from 

North Street. The porch shown in dotted line on the plat on the f'ront houe 

will be taken off, leaving the houses about 20 f'eet apart. 

Mr. MOoreland said the division of' the lots as shown on the plat was the 

best the surveyor could do. Both lots cannot conform to area requirements. 

Since there appears to be no other way to divide this property and the 

division applied f'or appears to be f'air and logical, Mr. Lamond moved to 

grant the division of' the lot in accordance with the plat presented with th 

case, prepared by Alvin C. MOran, Certified Land Surveyor, dated March 1958 

and revised April 17, 1958. It is also understood that this division of 

lots will be recorded. 

Seconded, T. Barnes 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
NAT rONAL SIGN COMPANY, to permit erection .of three signs with larger area 

than allowed by the Ordinance (163 sq. ft.), Part Parcell, Section lA, 

Culmore, Mason District. (General Business). 

Mr. Kinder represented the applicant. This is a request for the same signs 

as granted by the Board on two other Seven-Eleven Stores -one on Arlington 

Boulevard, and one on the Falls Church-Annandale Road. This store is i4ent 

and the signs are the same size _ 103 sq. ft. on the building pylon, 30 sq. 

on the canopy and 30 sq. f't. on the free standing pole. Mr. Kinder called 

attention to the fact that the neon tubing around the outer edge of' the 

pylon has been eliminated. This is their standard. store and standard. signs 

which they wish to maintain insofar as possible-. 
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There were no objections from the area. 

Mrs. Henderson questioned the location of the free standing pylon. Mr. Kin 

explained that the tree standing pylon was not necessarily always located 

in the same place with relation to the building, but its location was de

termined by conditions on the ground - in order that it might have the most 

advantageous and appropriate location. This is located like the Graham 

Road sign. 

Mrs. Henderson noted also that the pylon on the bUilding was parallel with 

the abutting street in one case and at an angle in another. That too was 

done, Mr. Kinder said to have the most advantageous visibility_ Then, Mrs. 

Henderson noted, the building pylon is not an integral part of the bUilding, 

since it can be changed at will. 

Since the building grows from the ground up - a pylon which has the same 

foundation as the building could be changed when the building is started. 

The plans are sufficiently adjustable as to allow for Iili.nor changes which 

would adapt the building to each particular location. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application as it does not appear that it 

would adversely affect the neighborhood. 

Seconded, J. B. Smith 
For the motion: Lamond, J. B. Smith, T. Barnes, Mrs. Carpenter 
~gainst motion: Mrs. Henderson, stating that she was opposed to the free 

standing pylon. 

II 
FOLKS & MILLER SIGN COMPANY, to permit erection of one sign with larger ar 

than allowed by the Ordinance (Total area 213 sq. ft.), at 2823 Richmond H 

Millers Tourist Court, Mt. Vernon District. (Rural Business). 

Mr. Miller represented the applicant. The signs in the immediate area, 

Miller told the Board, are very like the one he is asking for - both in 

and character. They have 102 sq. ft. of sign on the property, which sign 

will be removed when the new one goes up. They have been operating here fo 

about seven years, and they have found that the old sign is out-moded. The 

new and more modern signs around them - like Robert Hall and Kinney Shoes -

dwarf this little 102 sq. ft. sign. While they have done a good business 

in the past seven years competition is getting strong and they feel it is 

necessary to modernize the sign in conformity with the trend of the times. 

They need a sign at least double what they have. 

Mr. Lamond suggested that they did not need the extra advertising shown on 

the sign, television, air conditioning, and AAA Sponsored. Those are import 

Mr. Miller answered, other places have these listings. All these things 

h~lpto bring in the customers. 

Mr. Miller called attention to the fact that they have 250 feet of frontage. 

Robert Hall and KilUley Shoes have 150 sq. ft. in their pylons. 

There were no objections from the area. 
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The sign is obviously too large, Mr. Lamond stated - he suggested that Mr. 

Miller discuss the idea of reducing the sign with the applicants - rather 

than allowing the Board to refuse the sign at once. 

Mr. Miller thought the business, the frontage, and the character of the are 

warranted the large sign, but agreed to do what he could, although he felt 

that competition dictated the need for the large sign. 

It was noted that the applicants had apparently made out very well with the 

"little 102 sq. ft. sign". 

Mr. Lamond moved to defer action on this case to May 27th, to give the 

applicants the opportunity to reduce the sign area requested to at least 

175 sq. ft. 

Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter 

Mr. Lamond asked that the applicant bring a revised illustration of the Big 

so "the Board would know what it is granting. 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
HAINES S. LIPPINCOTT, to permit existing shed as erected to remain within 3 

feet of the side property line, Lot 2, Beechtree Subdivision, (1302 Beechtr 

Land), Falls Church District. (Rural Residence-Class I). 

This is a corner lot with wide frontage on both Annandale Road and Beech 

Tree Lane. The place really has no back yard, Mr. Lippincott pointed out. 

In view of that this little shed was placed in the far corner of the lot 

the greatest distance from both streets. Also his back yard is his neigAbo 

side yard. The little shed which is in violation is about 10 feet from the 

south line and 3 feet from the west line. It would appear to be the most i 

offensive place it could be located - both from the standpoint of the stree 

and the neighbors. 

Mr. Lippincott said he did not know that a shed - so small - was subject to 

zoning restrictions. He moved it back close to the line to keep out of the 

way of the septic tank and found that the neighbors on both adjoining lots 

prefer to have it just where it ia rather than located 10 feet from both 

lines. The neighbor on one lot has a screened porch on this side of his 

house - if the shed were moved forward to make the 10 foot setback from the 

west line, it would block his view from the porch, which they use a great 

deal. He is content the way it ia. 

The neighbor on the west says he prefers the 3 foot setback as it keeps 

youngsters from playing around the shed and therefore gives him more privac 

the way it is. 

Mr. Lippincott said he had put r~dwood siding and jalousies on the little 

building; he has attractive planting and a grill in the yard. He will 

have a pool in time. This 15 ideally situated to work in with his future 

plans. It is to be used for a play house for the children, for his wheel 

barrow, lawn mower and tools. 
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Mrs. Henderson recalled that the Board. had been dererring "shed" cases with 

out processing them _ pending the new Ordinance .. because of inequities in 

the present Ordinance which will be corrected in the Pomeroy Ordinance. She 

asked why this came on to the Board. instead of being held aside without 

action by the County? 

Mr. MOoreland did not recall just how - nor why this had come up. He did 

not think there had been a complaint. 

There were no objections from the area. 

It was noted that the building could not be moved to the conforming setback 

without encroaching upon the spatic .field .. the only answer would be to tea 

the building down. If it were moved away" across the septic field - it 

would be near either one or the other of the roads, which would be a most 

unattractive location for a little shed, and he was sure most objectionable 

to the adjoining neighbor. 

Mr. Lippincott said he could see no advantage in moving the shed and he 

could see many advantages in leaving it as it is. He had no wish to do any 

thing to hurt his neighbors - and both affected neighbors have said they 

the shed to remain where it is - completely out of' the way of their view an 

it af£ords a certain privacy to the other neighbor. It would seem that the 

location as it is offends no one. 

Mr. T. Barnes moved to grant the application, because of the location of th 

septic tank and field, and there are no objections from neighbors most affe ed, 

and in fact both adjoining neighbors prefer to have the building left in it 

present location. This is a corner lot with no back yard. 

Seconded, J. B. Smith 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
RAyeO OF ARLINGTON BOULEVARD, INC., to permit muf£lers, tailpipes and exhaus 

system installations and repairs, Lot 2A, Section 7, Hillwood, (33 Arlingto 

Blvd.), Falls Church District. (General Business). 

Mr. sattler represented the Company. 

Since this requested use borders on a repair shop, Mr. Mooreland told the 

Board that he has requested the applicant to come before the Board. The 

case shoUld be considered under Section 6-16 of the Ordinance. 

They plan to increase the size of the building, Mr. Sattler explained, with 

an addition on the rear. The additional installations they plan (mufflers, 

tailpipes, and exhaust system) will increase the commercial activities on 

the property very little. They will use ground which is now occupied by 

Mr. Wissinger for storage of cars. This is not a noisy operation, it is no 

in the same category with a repair garage, Mr. sattler continued. The Slee 

Hollow Citizens Association have stated that they have no objections to thi 

use - nor do others in the area, including their competitors. 
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There are very few places in the area,which specialize in handling mufflers 

for all cars, Mr. Sattler continued, it is a greatly needed service 

especially in this area where there is so much urban driving and mufflers 

deteriorate so fast. They will have su:f.ficient parking space at the rear 

the area noW being used by Mr. Wissinger, where he has 180 cars stored. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application with the understanding that it 

conforms to Section 6-16 o.f the Ordinance. Granted as per plat submitted 

with the case _ plat labeled Job #503. dated 3/20138. 

Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
JAKE SNIDER SIGN COMPANY J to pennit two existing signs to r-enadn as erected 

(Total area 74 sq. £t.), north aide of Arlington Boulevard. west of Cherry S 

on Kinney Shoe Store, Falls Church, District. (General Business). 

Mr. William Volker stated that they had had no answer to the notifying le,tt 

they had sent out. They talked with the people adjoining and they said the 

did not care one way or the other. Mr. Volker did not have evidence to aho 

he had sent the letters. 

It was suggested that the applicant must show proo£ o£ notification even 

though the recipients pay no attention to the letters - the receipt showing 

that the letter was sent is all that is -necessary in case there is no.reply 

Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case to May 27th, for proof o.f notification t 

adjoining and nearby property owners. 

Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
DEFERRED CASES: 

NATIONAL SIGN CoMPANY, to permit erection o£ three signs with larger area 

than allowed by the Ordinance, (163 sq. ft.), south side o.f gcue e #644 

7 feet east of Hanover Avenue, Mason District, (Rural Business). 

Mr. Kinder represented the applicant. 

Mr. Kinder said they had talked with the people all around this location 

and very _honestlY he had found that they want this store in the area - they 

feel that it would be a great convenience. 

The .following letter from Mr. Tom Davis, First Vice President and Chairman 

of the Planning Committee of Springfield Citizens Association, was read; 

"March 22, 1958 

Board of Zoning Appeals 
Fairfax Country 
Fairfax, Virginia 

Honorable Board: 

I refer to the application filed by the National Sign Company re
questing a variance to permit installation of a sign 163 square 
feet in area on the business tract located on Keene Mill Road ap
proximately at the junction of that Road with Hanover Avenue, to 
be heard by you on April 22, 1958. 
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Letter from Mr. Tom Davis - continued 

I am instructed to advise you that the Executive Committee of 
the Springfield Civic Association at its last meeting passed 
a resolution requesting that the Board deny this application or 
any variation of same which relates to a larger sign area for 
this business tract than is permitted under the Zoning Code. 
The Association also wishes to thank you at this time for the 
denial by the Board of a prior application by the Seven to Eleven 
Stores for a variance to allow a building within 14 feet of lot 
sides (where the Code requires 20 feet). 

The reasons given in our earlier letter to you on the Seven to 
Eleven side line application are also pertinent to this case. 
In particular, such a sign would affect adversely the values 
of properties located on Hanover and in MOnticello Forest. 
The exception or variance would also not be in keeping with 
business realities of the area in that it would over-advertise 
a business tract which iaa spot-zoned tract. It would also 
detract from the orderly developed- shopping center of Spring
field. 

In conclusion, aside from the important fact that such a sign 
would adversely affect the value of nearby residential property 
in Monticello Forest, it is highly questionable that a spot -
or strip-zoned business tract should obtain a variance of this 
type which is apparently for the purpose of obtaining by means 
of exaggerated publicity a more favorable position in the public 
market than its business location as to site selection warrants. 

Sincerely yours, 

/s/ Tom L. Davis 
First Vice President 
Chairman, Planning & County AffairS Committee 
Springfield Civic Association, Inc." 

Mr. Kinder said that the people to whom he talked knew of this opposition 

from the Citizens Association, but the oneS most affected are the ones who 

want the store. It is away from the Springfield shopping center and would 

be especially convenient for women without cars during the day - as they 

could walk to the store for small things. 

Mr. Barnes moved to grant the application in accordance with the plat sub

mitted with the case, dated 4/21/58, prepared by Springfield surveys, H. L. 

Courson, Certified Land Surveyor, property located on Old Keene Mill Road 

(ne , 644). 

Seconded, Mr. J. B. Smith 

Carried. (Mrs. Henderson Toted against the motion). 

II 
ERNEST ROBSON, to permit operation of a repair garage, part Lots 17 and 18, 

Section 1, Dowden Center, Falls Church District. (General Business). 

No ,one was present to discuss this case. 

Mr•• Lamond moved to defer the case untll May 27th at which time a decision 

will be made. 

Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
THE JACK STONE COMPANY,INC., to permit erection of two signs with larger 

area than allowed by the Ordinance, 206 sq. ft. total area, Parcel C, Sec. 

I, West Lawn, Falls Church District.. (General Business). 

Mr. Jack Stone represented the applicant 

'- .,J 
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Mr. Stone recalled that the original request for sign area on the firs,t 

"McDonaldstt which was granted on U. S. #1, was for 278 sq. ft. of' sign area 

That was reduced to meet the Board's request. Now the Board had asked him 

to discuss further reduction with the Company. They are greatly disturbed, 

Mr. Stone told the Board, as they have reduced the sign once and they feel I that another reduction would be beyond what would be workable and reasonabl 

Mr. Stone said he had discussed sign areas with Mr. Schumann and Mr. Moore

land preparatory to working up the new sign Ordinance, and they had come up 

with JOO sq. ft. or 2 sq. ft. for each square foot of frontage. That would 

work out, in this case, to be about the same area as the Hybla Valley bued .. I 
ness" about 167 sq. ft. In working out the 2 sq. £t. formula with 285 ft. 

of frontage, they would be entitled to more than they have asked for here. 

They are wanting the 167 sq. ft. plus 40 sq. ft. on the building - the eeae 

as is on the Hybla Valley business. 

Mr. Gibson, from the Company, stated that they had made a very complete st 

of these signs after the Hybla Valley sign was reduced and have found that 

a further reduction here would be completely unworkable. They are behind a 

service road here which places them back just beyond the nonnal vision of t 

driver. They depend upon the sign to attract their business. If they cant 

have the sign area which wl1l be immediately visible, they must abandon the 

project, Mr. Gibson continued. They haTe f'aund in their surveys that the 

Little boy in the back seat will sell more hamburgers than the .father who i I 
driving - they must have a sign that will attract the little boy and a sign 

that he can see easily. The 167 sq. ft. pylon will be satisfactory, Mr. 

Gibson went on, it is the same as Hybla Valley and that haa proved a euecee 

ful business. They have more sign area in other places - 275 sq. ft. is th 

regular amount in other counties. 

Site distance was discussed. 

Mr. Gibson called attention to the low place in the road at the location of 

this business and stated that visibility was not too good, also he called 

attention to the heavy traffic and the speed in this area. 

Mr. Stone said he thought the studies on the new Ordinance were very realis c 

and would do away with about 9~ of the sign cases now coming before the Bo 

Mr. Mooreland thought the re-write a.f the Ordinance would allow 3 sq. ft. 0 I sign for each lineal sq. ft. of building or 2 sq. ft. per lineal frontage; 

of lot. That, Mr. Mooreland explained, would take care of large motels and 

stores. Any sign, however, would be limited to 300 sq. ft. 

Mrs. Henderson asked if the type or highway was being considered? 

Mr. Mooreland answered - "no" - that would be too controversial. The I 
character o£ highway could change. It would be di£ficult to determine exact y 

the type of highway and who \\Ould determine at what point a highway might 

be classiried as U. S. #1 or a U. S. #50. 
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But there are no trucks on Rt. #50, Mrs. Henderson observed, and there is 

more reeidential property on Rt. #50 than on U. S. #1. 
(Mr. Lamond disqualified himself in the vote on this because of his inter at iEr%R~7ty 

Mr. J. B. Smith moved to grant the application for a total or 206 sq. !'t. 

of sign area - 166 sq. ft. on the pylon and 40 sq. ft. on the building. 

Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes 

For the motion: J. B. Smith, T. Barnes, Mrs. Carpenter~ 

Against: Mrs. Henderson 

Carried. 

II 
The meeting adjourned 

M·K-·~_ 
Mrs. E. J. Henderson, Jr., 
Chairman 
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The regular meeting oJ: tho l'airfax 
Count)' Board of ZOning Appeal. ..... 
held May 27, 1958, at 10 'o'clock 
in the Baal'll Room of the Fairfax 
Courthouse, with all lIlembera pre-
sent J Mrs. M. K. Henderson, Chair-
man, presiding 

The meeting was opened with a prayer by Mr. J. B. Smith 

CLYDE A. FORNEY, to' permit utility room to remain a8 erected 9' 4" from the 

side property lin., Lat 6, Section It Calvert Park, Nt. Vernon District. 

Mr. Louk, from the Conmonwealthts Attorney's ottice, was present, stating 

that this case 1s in Court and the Board of Zoning Appeals bas been requeB1i 

ed by the Court to review the evidence presented at the hearing of April 9 J 

1957 and determine if the Board will reaffirm ite decision of that date. 

After reading the minutes -

Mr. Lamond, who voted against the motion to deny the case, stated that he 

saw no change during this year to warrant a change in his vote. This case 

was fully discussed, Mr. Lamond continued, and in his opinion there 18 a 

definite hardship on Mr. Forney, because the sept.1c tank is so 010s8 to the 

rear ot the house. 

These are small lots, Mr. Lamond pointed out, whioh were bought up bY'" some 

speoulator who probably was not too partioular that; all County requiremen:te 

were me't. It oould be tha't there are many houses in the County in this s 

position, however, this condition has net, come betore the Board orten and 

the purchaser of this property was apparently the victim o£ circumstances. 

The Health Departmen't requires that the sept,lc tank be placed at leaS't 10 

feet, trom the House, Mr. Mooreland told the Board, the distr:l.bution box we 

require another two teet, and the dra1n.tield is beyond that. Therefore, th 

drain£1e1d would have to be at least 18 or 20 feet £rom the house. 

Mr. Lamond said he was guided by the infonnation presented. at the hearing 

when Mr. Forney said he could not buUd the addition on the rear of his 

house because of the nearness o£ the septic tank and draidield. 

It was asked - how did Mr. Forney know the exact location of the septic· 

tank? No ac'tual proof of the location was presented at 'the meeting, and it 

was not certain if' Mr. Forney had checked with 'the Health Departmen't.-

In this· case, Mr. Mooreland stated, the Board had nc authority to grant the 

variance simply because the man made 'the s'ta'tement that his septio tank and 

field Were in 'the way ot 'the oonstruction. No one knows where the septic 

tank is located _ certain statements were made to the Board - but no sub

stantiation cr fact was presented. A little drawing of' the tank and field 

with relation 'to the house was shown by Mr. Forney, but no indication that 

the Health Department had so located i't. 

But, Mr. Lamond contend~, if the septic 'tank 1s located close to the hous 

the Board certainly would not expect the man to UlOve it - 11' it were locate 

in error before he bought the place. The function ot this Board is to al

leviate hardships, Mr. Lamond continued. 
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It was suggested that Mr. Clayton of the Health Department be asked to chec 

his records and give the Board the location ot the tank and field. 

Then, if it is incorrectly located, will you grsnt this, Mr. Mooreland aske ? 

III it the policy of this Board to grsnt anything that happens to be wrong - ()3/ 
does one mistake justify another? 

Mrs. Henderson noted that it is possible tor Mr. Forney to have his addi

tion extended down the side, which would conform to setback requirements. 

She could see no hardshiP. since there is an alternate location. 

Mr. Lamond moved to defer further act10n on the case until such time as the 

Board. can rind the exact location of the septic tank, and that Mr. Forney 

should be advised of this. 

Seconded, T. Barnes 

Mr. Lamond stated that he considered this a hardship to the appJ.leant -l'd11 

fact gives the Board the jurisdiction to grant it. 
For the motion: Lamond, J. B. Smith and T. Barnes 
Mrs. Herxieraon voted "no" - stating that the burden of proof of 10cat10n .0£ 

the septic tank 1s on the applicant. 

Motion carrieel. 

II 
It was agreeel that Mr. Lamond contact Mr. Clayton of the Health. Department 

regarding location of the tank and £ielel - and report back to the Board-at 

their next meeting - June 10th. 

II 
DEFEIlRED CASE: 

ALEXANDER S. ALEXANDER, to permit erection of an addition to dwelling Withi 

15 feet of the siele property line. Lot 21. Section 1, Oak Riclge. Provielence 

District. (Rural Resielence - Class II). 

NEW CASE: 

ALEXANDER S. ALEXANDER. to permit garage to remain as erecteel 49.4 feet 
Street 

of the/property line, Lot 21. Oak Ridge Subd,ivision. Provielence Di8'tric't. 

(Rural Residence - Class II). 

NOTE: These cases were heard toge'ther. 

Mr. Alexander recalled his statemen'tB made a't the last hearing a't which 

time he indicated that he had understood that this addition could nome 15 

teet from the side line. When he came for his permit and discovered a 20 

foot setback was required he made application tor 'the 5 toot variance. 

The last hearing brought to light his second. violation on the garage, which 

was granted as a carport. and subsequently had been enclosed. It is there

.fore too close to the street right of way. 

It was noticed on the plat that the lot line on 'th., side where this addi

tion is proposed 1s not parallel with the line of Locust Drive. and that 

the lot becomes wider a't the other end o£ the house. It was suggested that 

this addition could either be moved to that end of the house where it weu 
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need less variance or the addition could be reduced to a 9 foot width, which 

would conf"orm to the 20 toot setback. 

Moving the room over would not accomplish his purpose a8 he could not extend 

the kitchen and dining area and enlarge the living room, Mr. Alexander ane 

the suggestion - the real purpose of his addition 18 to enlarge these roome, 

and the 9 foot width wea not aufficient. 

Mr. Lamond suggested moving the addition to the Addison street side. That 

would no1; conf'orm to the plans ot the house t Mr. Alexander stated, an atid.l

t10n which does not accomplish a purpose 1s no use to him, Mr. Alexander co 

ttnued. He had planned this to give convenience and. extra living space and 

there 1s only one place where the addition would serve 'this purpose, 

This 1s a desirable addition, Mr. Alexander pointed out. it 18 an asset to 

the comunity, 1t would improve the house, there are no objections from the 

area - and he needs 1t - there.fore, what reasons could there be tor not 

allowing it? 

Mrs. Henderson reminded Mr. Alexander that there may be many other places 

in the County where this same type ot request could be asked and that 1't 1. 

the duty of this Board to try to keep some semblance of order and un11'omit 

in the County by administering the Zoning Ordinance - rather 'than to allow 

the County to develop with a bodge podge ot setbacks and irregularities. 

Mr. Mooreland told the Board t.hat. his inspector had advised him that the 

garage (.etback applied for in the eocond ca•• before the Board) i. 7 feet 

in front ot the tront line ot the house. Mr. Alexander did no't agree w1:th 

this. The garage may be a tew inches beyond the house, but nothing like 7 

feet, he contended. Mr. Alexander assured. the Board that his property line 

is not Btraight and the certif'ied plat is wrong. 

All we have to go by is t.he certif'ied plat, Mr. Moorelard answered, and a 

certified plat is assumed to be correct. 

Mrs. Henderson asked Mr. Alexander if' he had obtained a bUilding permit to 

erect 'the garage? He got a permit to enclose the carport, Mr. Alexand:er 

answered. However, Mr. Mooreland volunteered that the only permit 1ssuedto 

Mr. Alexander on this was f'or a carport. That was at first ref"used, Mr. 

Mooreland explained - then the Ordinance was amended to allow a carport to 

extend 10 feet into the f'ront yard, and the carport permit was issued to Mr. 

Alexander, but no permit was ever given to enclose the carport. 

Mr. J. B. Smith suggested allowing Mr. Alexander a 12 toot addition. This" 

would be only a 3 f'oot variance, which he could use as a bay - thereby in

creasing the setback to conform to the 20 toot requirement. 

Mrs. Henderson sugges'ted that the Board should have a certif'ied surveyors 

plat of the property. The house is not located. parallel with the lot lines, 

Mrs. Henderson pointed out, according to the plat presented with the case 

and theref'ore 'there is no assurance as to the accuracy o£ any o£ the se'tbac 
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DEFERRED CASE &: IIEW CASE - conUnued 

Mr. J. B. Sbaith moved 'to deter both caS88 ... 'the one scheduled at 10:00 atm. 

and the aeccnd ca.e achedul.ed for 12 :10 p.m., until June lOth, to view the 

property. 

Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
DEP'EJlRED CASES: 

JESSE A. FLEENOR, to permit duplex dwelling to remain a. erected, northerly 

adjacent to Springman'-s Subdivision, Lee District. (Agr1cultiure). 

Mr. Cockran represented the applicant. This caae was deferred to View the 

property. 

The house in question 1s a very old place, Mr. Cockran told the Board, pro

bably considerably over 100 years. In 1937, before the Zoning Ordinance was 

adopted, the commanding otf1cer at Fort Belvoir prov1d.ed such housing as he 

could i'or army personnel, but it was very limited as very little housing was 

avaUable in the area. Because of' 'the need tor housing this house was con

verted during 1937 to a two family dwelling and was rented to per.onne1 fro 

Fort Belvoir. This use has been conUnU1led on a non-contol'llling basis since 

that time. The records do not say 1£ this use ever was abandoned :tor lee 
days, but to the best of their knowledge - it was rented without a lapse. 

The two famUy use of this buUding is not a permanent thing, Mr. Cockran 

explained, it is a temporary expedient until such time as someone wUl want 

this property for business purposes. This property has all the facilities 

avallable to it, and it affords the only access to the Shirley Highway clove 

leaf' from this area. This is the only Shirley cloverleaf' that has not yet 

been developed - but it will be Mr. Cockren as.ured the Boord • end in the 

not too distant fUture. This use pr-cvadee a means of paying taxes on this 

property untU it becomes profitable to develop. The use has been in opera

tion tor 21 years, there is no objection from the area, Mr. Cockran said he 

could Bee no reason to discontinue the BtatuB quo tor the present. 

Lamond agreed that rental units are in demand in this area and. he did 

think this two family dwelling out of keeping with the neighborhood • 

ere£ore, he moved that the theuae of this bUilding as a duplex dwelling 

be allowed to remain, as it Will not adversely a!'f'ect the neighborhood, nor 

1s it out of keeping with the general area. 

econded , Mr. T. Barnes 

e , Henderson thought granting this might encourage others in the area to 

If' that happens, Mr. Lamond stated, the Board will 

ve to make very sure that each case i8 handled on its own merits. 

Mooreland said he would like the record to be straightened out if pceeab 

Fleenor had said at the earlier hearing that this two famUy dwelling us 

• e.tablished in 1950. He later said it was done in 1946. Now he say. it 

8 established in 1937. Which 1s correct, Mr. Mooreland asked? 
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DEFI!:llRED CASES: (cootioued) 

/olr. Moorelend recolled that 10 July o£ 19S0 /olr. neenor hael built a hooa, 

this property which he .aid was a single £...ily dwelling. He questioll.d 

where that house 1s loca'ted, and where other buildings on the property migh 

be 100a1lOO1 

Mr. n.eoor said h. c.... to the Zooing Office at that time and was tolel to I draw a plot plan showing the house location tor the new dwelling. They 

also told him to show the old house - which he did. They did not ask for 

the location of any of the outbuildings. There were eight buildings on th 

property at that time J Mr. Fleenor continued. 

Vote on the motion: For: Lamond, Barnes and J. B. smith I 
Mrs. Carpenter retrained from voting as she had not seen the property. 

Mrs. Henderson voted "no" 

Motion carried. 

II 
GROVER H. DODD, to permit erection ot a building appearing as a single ram y 

dwelling and 'to be used a8 of'.t1ces tor Doctors, nearer to Street propert;y 

Lfne tha~ allowed by the Ordinaoce. Lot 40. Bo££alo Hills Sobelivisioo. 

Mason District. (General Business &0 Suburban Residence-Class I;(). 

Mr. W1lliam Hansbarger representing the applicant read the following lette 

.frQm Buf'f'alo Hills Citizens Association. dated May 22. 19S8 - and his rElP1,. 

to the AS89ciation. dated May 26. 19S8: 

"22 May 19S8 I 
Mr. William H. I!aJlsbargor 
lS6 Hillwooel Aveoue 
Falls Church. Virgioia 

Dear Sir: 

Subsequent to the meeting between our BUrtalo Hllla Cl~izens 
Zoning Committee and Mr. Roan. Mrs. Whitman and yourself' on 
Wednesday. May 14) the Buffalo Hills Citizens Association) at 
a special meeting on May 21. 19S8 voted to support your appli
cation for zoning variance and use permit subject to th. 
following conditions: 

(1) Plans showing the OX1>erior o£ proposeel buileling to be 
8ub¢tted to appropriate committee of Buffalo Hills Citizens 
Association for approval. Plans to be simUar to artists 
rendition as submitted at meeting on May 14. or as approved 
by Buffalo HU! Clt.izens C8JllIIl1:t.tee..r: 

(2) The proposed buileling to be relocated 00 lot #40 so that 
it shall face on the road connecting Sleepy Hollow Road and 
eastle Road. As you raee the buileliog the lett end shall be 
in line With the houses on lot.s 4l. and 42; thus approximately 
40 feet from Castle Road. I 
(J) Lot #40 .hall b. graeled down to a £ow £e.t above Castle 
Road and connect.ing road on north side. 

(4) Retaining wall shall be constructed parallel to and ap
proximatelyS feet from the north side of lot #41. 

(5) A planting strip of Hemlock trees not Leee than 4 feet 
high nor more than 4 feet QM,rt shall be maintained above 
retaining wall; betaeeen lot #41 and retaining wall. I 
(6) Parking shall be provielocl 00 the west end of lot #40. 
the right end of' proposed building. 



 

 

3-

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

DEFI!IlRJlD CABEll - Ctd. 

(letter £rom Butt'alo Hill Citizens Association - contlnueci) 

(7) Thor••hall b. no parking now or in th. future on the 
...t end oJ: lot 1140 (between pr-epceed building aDd ea.tle 
Road) and this portion cr lot .hall b. attractivaly land
scaped. 

We trust we can work together as proposed and agreed at our 
previous meetings in proper development ot our conmunlty. 

YOir We would appre'iate acknowledgement o£ this letter and con-
currence in proposals set forth above. 

Sincerely yours, 

1.1 ~~1LoDjlI£f~rh~;it~~&:IATION 
Mro. Hansbarger's reply: 

May 26, 1958 

Mr. Philip D. Yaney, Pre.ident 
Buffalo Hills Citizens Association 
22 Hazelton Street 
Fall. Church, Virginia 

Re: Use Pennit - Grover H. Dodd 
Lot 40, Buf"talo Hills SubdiVision 

Dear Mr. Yen.y: 

This will acknowledge receipt of your letter of May 22, 
19Se, on behal£ of the Buf'talo HUls Citizens Associa
tion, wherein seven specific proposals were set forth 
relative to the granting ot a Use Pennit concerning the 
above matter. 

Please be adVised that I have been instructed. by the 
owner ot Lot 40, Grover H. Dodd, and the purchasers, 
llber1; D. Alexander and wite, that the proposals out
lined in your letter are acceptable and tha't a Use 
P.rmit will be s:>ught on Tue.day. May 27, 1958 at 10 :20 
a.m., before the Board of Zoning Appeals containing your 
proposals as part ot the Use Permit. 

Very truly yours, 

1.1 William H. Han.berger 

In the original proposal, the applicant needed only the n.riance on setback, 

Mrs. Henderson noted, but it the building 1s relocated on the lot as suggest 

in tho l.tt.r J:rom Bui:J:alo Hills - the applicant will rsquire II u•• permit. 

Mr. Hansbarger agreed as the building would be located out ot the busines8 

district. (Ie was recalled that that has been done by the Board in previous 

ca.e. - particularly the AnnaDdal. Clinic). 

Mr. Hansbarger showed front and side elevations ot the approximate style 

and size or the proposed building. The drawing also showed the proposed 

aDd planting. 

Mr. Lamon& suggested that the building appeared a little large to be liJ1000i 

idare.LiD the ca~ oJ: a -.ingl. J:SJllily dwelling•• 

• Hansbarger agreed .. however, pointing out that it is an attractive build.. 

• brick constructiOD, with simple colonial lines. WhUe this.Day not satis 

bsolutely everyone in the Citizens AssociatioD, .Mr. Hansbarger stated, the 

jority arB pl....d with it and r.aliz. that it i. just about th. b.st that 

be done under 'the circumstances. The lot 1s partially COIIIll8rcla1 and 

uld be so used .. it 1s not property which anyone would wish to put a house n-
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DEFERRED CASES - continued 

a good transitional use 10 the only poeeihle future for th. property and t 

would appear to be that. 

Mre. HendOl'lJon aleo co....nted on th. building - eaying that it ie attractiv 

but by no stretch of the imagination oould it b. thought of ae a "eingl. 

family dwelling". This 18 an office building, Mrs. Henderson continued, to 

be placed on a ree1dentlal lot. 

Still, the people ill the neighborhood ere prot.cted, Mr. Haneberg.r poillted 

out. The 1010 must be used tor tran1tional purposes, and it would ge dial 

to find a more appropriate use. 

Mrs. Henderson read" the following letter from seven indiViduals living in 

the Buffalo Hills area - objecting to the action ot the Citizens Associatic 

as detaUed in the letter quoted above. 

"May 24, 1956 

Fairfax County Board of Zoning Appeale 
Mrs. L. J. Henderson, Jr. I Chairman 
Court House, Fairfax COWlty, Va. 

Dear Mrs. Henderson: 

The undersigned residents of Buffalo Hill wish to express strong 
disagreement with the action taken at a recent citizens' meeting 
relative to the slze and location of a proposed structure to be 
built on Lot 4O-in Buffalo Hill Subdivie1on. The action tak.n 
at this meeting 1s outlined in Mr. Yaney' 8 letter to Mr. Hansbarger 
dated May'22, 1956. 

We want your Board to know that: 

The vote was not unanimous 
Those who voted for it did not constitute a qJajority 
of the residents who live within sight of the proposed 
8'tructure and. who would ge IIOst a£tected by it. 

(3) We believe that both the sise ot the structure and 
locating it on the front of the lot would violate 
bOth th. oovanallt oov.ring all lote in Buffalo Hill 
Subdivision and the sx1eting zoning of the lot, to wit: 

SIZE OF STRUCTURE: It will be recalled by members of your Board. that 
at the hearing en April 22 of applicant 'a petition tor a use permit 
and setbaCk variance. counsel for the applicant read from the covenant 
requirements that structures erected on lots in Buffalo Hill Sub
division shall be detache.d. single family dwellings. except for lota 
37, 36 and 39 ""iol1 fac. on Route 7. Counsel also read frae the 
covenant t"equirement8 that all such structures shall be approTed 
in writing by a·lI8.jority of the tnu!ltees as to "conformity and 
harmony of external design with existing structures in the sub
division". A member ot the Board asked ccuneej, for a description 
of the building his client intended to erect on lot 40 and the 
counsel referred the inquiry to Mr. Roan. builder ot the proposed 
structure. IT. Roan responded that it would be "a colonial type 
in keeping with other homes in the subdivision". but gave no d,e
tails. The Board requested Mr. Roan or counsel to .furnish ea 
artist's sketch. of the proposed structure. together with drainage 
and parking plane, on May 27. In the interim Mr. Roon has eub-
mitted to 'a committee of the Buffalo Hill Citizens' Association 
a drawing of ths propos.. etruoture. It ie a building 62 feet 
long, 40 teet wide, end 2-1/2 or 3 stori.e high - with a noor 
area of approximately 8500 square feet. Obviously this large 
noor area could reasonably be partitioned off into approxima1sely 
forty separate Qtticeii~each~.Ileasuringapproximately two hundred 
square .teet in area. We submit that by nQ stretch of the iJDagi
na'tion can a buUdillf of that size and bulk be construed as having 
'the appearance o£ a detached single tamUy dwelling" ••peelally 
when considered. in relation to o1;her homes in the Buffalo HilL Sub
division. By way 0:£ com~ison, the house on the adjoining lot 41 
is a one-etory etruoture 46 feet long by approximately 29 fe.t 
wide. with a total noor space of 1285 square feet. We do not 
believe that the proposed large structure could possibly be con
sidered as complying with the covenants requirEllllent ot "conformity 
and harmony with exist iog structures in the subelivision" • 
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IlBPEIlIlED CASES - continued 

Letter continued: 

LOCATION OF STRUCTURE: Mr. Yaney'e letter euggeete relocating 
the proposed etruc1iure trom the rear ot the lot (where applicant 
intended locating 11; in order to cOlIply with the zon1ng) to the 
£'ront at the lot. This would cause the east end of the structure 
to be in line with the fronts ot all existing-nomes on Castle Rd. 
We strenuously object t'O"t'Ji'lS relocating tor two main reasons. 

(1) It is our understanding that bators relocating the structurs 
it would be nec8s8ary to rezone the front portion ot lot 40. To 
this we s1irongly object. We believe that rezoning would be a 
most serious lIl1etake because it would represent spot IOning in 
our subdivision and we tear would be an open invitation for 
similar rezoning actioos on other vacant and improved. lots in 
this same general 10cat10n. 

(2) We believe that it a structure of the size proposed has to 
be buUt on lot ItO. that it should be located as tar &s possible 
to the rear" of the lot and that the lot be graded down to the 
presen't level of Castle Road in tront of lot 40. By 80 doing 
~ believe 'that the building will be leS8 conspicuous from 
castle Road. from Buf'f'alo Ridge Road, and from seven or eight 
homes which: are within sight ot this lot. 

Always in the past there has been complete harmony and friendship 
among all residents ot the subdivision and we hope and trost that 
it may continue so. In this instance it is merely a difference 
o£. opinion among the resideuts o£ the subdivision as to what 
each thinks is best £or Buitalo Hill as a whole. Weare residents 
of the subdivision liVing nearest to lot 4,0 and who will have to 
live with whatever 1s built on the lot. 

We therefore petition the Board. to grant applicant's original 
request to" a use p81'lllit locating the building on the rear ot 
the lot. and we trust the Board. will do what it believes best for 
our community in reducing the size of the strocture and in 
topography,.' drainage, and parking decisions. 

Sincerely yours, 

(Signed by seven residents of Butf"alo HUl)" 

In the light of this letter the Board again discussed 'the location ot the 

-building - Mr. Hanabarger assuring tbe Board that his client would caaply 

ldtb whichever location the Board preferred.. They had oftered to accept 

the changed < loca'tion as a compromise - thinking it would be more satlsfacto 

to people in the area. 

It was stated tiha't while there was some difference of opinion among the 

people in the ....... - juet where the building should be located on the lot 

the people realiZe that they have a commercial loti here, which they would 

like to see 'developed in the besti way possible. They .renot opposed to 

this use - ehey ohly want to be assured that the building will act as a 

butter to pi"Otect"the residential area trom business. It was stated that 

there are probably 20 families who are in agreement with the building as 

proposed to be located, and four who are again8t it. The Citizens Assoc1at 

held several meetings on this and they teel this is the beSt use to be made 

of the land. 

k. Rowan said the building would take care of a very limited numbe" ot 

doctors, as the units will have from 1200 to 1500 square feet of space. 

The Board again discussed the size ot the building with reiLation to :the 

neighborhood.- - the location ot the building and location ot-the parking spa 

in an attempt to a8~ure themselves that the greatest protection would be 

felt in the neighborhood. 
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DEFEIlIlED CASES - Ctd. 

Mr'. Roan coapared the sl.8 or the proposed building to many of the larger 

colonial home. in Buffalo Hills, and .uggested that it was not out of kesp

ing. This 1s a community of many large colon1al hOJlles and long ramblers .. 

it is a combination of bo'th large and smaller homes .. a Domall,. developed 

attractive cODDDunit)' into which he thought this building could blend. He 

assured the Board that the pictures shown depict the building at 1ts war.1I. 

The plan'tlng and 1aI1dscaping and the 1nteresting architectural det;aU would 

greatly add to the finished product, and would be an attractive addition to 

the area. 

Mr. Mooreland' recalled, that on the Annandale Clinic, which 1s residential 

property, the Board not only granted the use but waived the 100 toot setba 

requirement on both sides" giving a 60 foot variance.' 

Mr. Lamond suggested locating this building in the coz.-eraia! zone and. gran 

1ng 'the setback variance_ He thought that arrangement with attractive land 

soaping and planting might cause lell8 impact upon the neighborhood. 

Therefore, Mr. Lamond moved that the appl1cation be granted - with the 

understanding that the building be placed on the lot as proposed at the 

first hearing on this case, utilizing the cODlllereial IOII1.q and that the 

buUding be allowed' to extend back into the re81dentia~ zone 30 .teet. 

SUfficient parking shall be provided for all users of ~he use on the f'·ront 

of the lot with landscaping on the Castle Road connection and on the fringe 

of' the lot. Landscaping shall include,. toot eTergreen shrub". I't is also 

included that a retaining wall will be provided on the back of the lot and 

that It toot evergreen shrubs shall be plant;ed on top of' the r.etaining wall. 

This is granted. as it does not appear that it will adversely affect the. he 

or safety of' people'residing or working in the neighborhood. It i8 al•• 

noted that a 15 foot setback shall be allowed on the ..trom of' the building. 

This case 1s grant;ed in accordance with plat presented with the case -

showing Lot 40, Buftalo HUls SubdiVision, plat prepared by Patton and Kell 

datodMarch 10, 195e. 

Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter 

Carried, unanimously 

II 
NEW CASES: 

CAMP PLAY TIME. to permit operation of' child care center in present; build

ing, N. E. corner of Lee Highway and Route /if:JJe, (Hunter's Lodge), Centre

ville District. (Geberal Business). 

Mr. Merrill Whitman, the applicant, discuased the case with t;he Board. JIlo. 

Whitman identi£ied this location as being in the rear ~£ tb.e Bim't8r,s Lodge 

Tavern. The room used £or the nursery is the large addition which was.put 

on several years ago. 
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NllW CASES - Ctd. 

Mr. Whitman explained that he would fence the play yard, he plans to have 

81dngs and ploy spporotus, and will use the Sprinkle ponies (from the pro

perty Dext door). He has had children here for the past month net- knowing 

a permit was required to operate tbis use. 

Althongh he ownS the Lodgs, hs will operats this sntirely apart from ths 

school use - they' wUl not open at the same hours, therefore, will not be 1 

con1"llct. The Lodge 18 open only Saturday and Sunday, whUe the school 

will operate frau 9:)0 a.m. to 4:)0 p.m. for children trom two to six years 

old. In summer he will have children up to twelve. He also owns a 100 aor 

f'arm 1n Loudoun County ldlere they will make field trips. They plan for 

about 30 children with ons adult ror each 10 children. The children will 

be under constant'supervision. He Will cauply with all State and County 1a 

This would appear to be a s'trange situation, Mr. Lamond observed, a nursery 

school on the property in daytime and a tavern at night. 

But there would be no connection between the two businesses, Mr. Whitman 

answered. They w1il sell no alcho1ic beveragea on the property and the 

tavern will b. run as a bottle club - tor dancing and dining. 

Mr. Whi'tman said he would have an inspect.ion trom the Fire Marshal aDd woul 

coaply with his requirements. He bas told the State 'that he intieoded to cpe 

here and that he would comply with their regulations. He has asked. someone 

trom the Stats crrfee to 8 •• the property. 

Mra. Henderson aaked about this addition on the rear - when it was puti on? 

Mr. Mooreland. said no permit. was ever issued for this room. He didn't 

An nor when it got there. The only permit requested on the place was troll 

Doct;or Adkerson 'to enclose a litUe porch on the Route 60S- side - which was 

gzoanted by thie Board. 

Mr. Whitman Aid he has been operating this school for about two mon'tha. 

He has 16 children enrolled. 

Mr. Lamond thought thie 'lory risky to operate in thie building with all the 

children w:1:thout protection of compliance with the fire regulations. A fir 

caused by dsrscti.,e wiring could sweep through the building with .,ery !ittl 

notice aDd 8er:l~U81y endanger the lives o£ these children. Mr. Lamond. 

thought ths echool should be closed or that Mr. Whitman should comply with 

fire regulatioDa1mmedlately. 

There is very 11'tt1e danger of fire this time of year, Mr. Whitman assured 

the Board. There could be an exit through the front door of the restaurant 

if necessary. Mr. Lamond thought that not sufficient. Safeguard. 

Mr. Mooreland said he had received copy of a 1ett.er to Mr. Whitman from the 

state telling him· that he would have to comply with all State regulations. 

There were no Objections from the area. 
answer 'to 
• Henderson's quest.ion regarding sanitary facilities, "Mr. Whi'tman said 

the installations wore all inspected by the Health Deportment and okayed 

he will have the electric wiring checked. 
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NEW CASES - Gtd. 

Mr. LamoDd thought the case should be denied. at least until such t1Jlle ae 

Mr. Whitman can get the plece in shape to pess all inspectiona - both by 

the County and State. 

Mr. Whitman said he had been lIieinformed regarding the permit, and the 

license. He 'told the state attica they were opening and he thollght that wa 

sufficient. He stated that he had not wanted to spend. too much on- the bui 

ing then be re.t'used by the Board. 

Mr. Lamond lIOVed that the wse now being conducted on this property (a thUd 

care center and nursery) be suspended immediately (this day) and r ....in 

closed untU such time as the applicant can meet all County and state re
gulations governing th115 'type of use. It 1s unclerstood that this permit wi 

be issued - subject to cOllpl1ance with County and State reguletions. 

Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
MARGIE E. DEAN. to permit conversion er existing stroc'ture to sleep:1ng 

quarters, Lot 101. Annandale Acres, Mason D1striC't. (Rural Res.-Class II). 

This case had been deferred to June 10, 1958, as the applicant is in the 

hospital. 

II 
JOHN H. NICHOLSON. to permit erection of dwelling within 35 feet of 1>I1e 

street property line, Lot 72. W. R. R_olds 3rd Addition Gc>lf Clob Manor. 

Dranesv111e D18t.r1Ct. (Suburban Residence-Class III). 

The applicant withdrew this case. 

II 
RAYMOND ANDERSON, to permi't enclosure of existing carport wi'thin 16 teet. ot 

side propeI""ty line, Lo't 6, Sec'tion 1, Little River Pinea, Providence- Disi. 

(Rural Reeidence-Clas. II). 

Mr. Ralph Erwin represented 'the applicant.. 

This carport has been buUt; as an integral part of 'the house, Mr. Krwin ex

plained, having a cceecn root over the house and carport. Since h:f:..-~hou8e 

bas no basemen't he is badly in need of this extra room for his children. 

The house i8 closer 'to the side line than he had realized when he planned 

'this addition. The land is level - therefore presenting no topographic 

condi'tion, but he could not put 'the addition on 'the rear of the house be

cause i't would be considerably more expensive and it lfOuld not hamom..e 

with 'the floor plan. This would be enclosed with jalousies. 

There were no objections trom the area. 

Mr. Lamond. moved to deny the case as there is an al'terna'te 10ca'tion tor 'the 

addi'tion on the rear of 'the house, and because no hardship has been shown 

by 'the applican't. 

Seconded, J. B. Smith 

Carri~, unanimously. 

II 

 I 

I 

I 

I 

I 



 

5-

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

RlWCASES - Ctd. 

lIlAllCIS PIITROLA, JR., to pM'llit l'lICroat1onal and boating activities on ap

prox1Jllatioly 15 acree of land, on south side Route #647, approx1mately 1.5 

llI1le west of Route #]2.), Lee District. (Agriculture). 

Mr. Petrols said he had lived on this property for 50 years. His property 

has been used a8 a public access .tor people going back and forth to the 

riTer' front. - many or whoID have been tr1enda tor a period or many years. 

But, Mr. Petrola continued, civilization has finally caught up with him SJ)d 

many more people are coming each year - Ear fishing and boating. Over 'the 

week ends' his yard ls tUled with 15 or 20 cars - people going to the river. 

He is now in the position lObare it 10 sens1bls to go along with changing 

'times, Mr. Petrola continued. Xl he 1s to have a recrea't1on area on his p 

pertr - be .m.1ght as well have it operated under County restrictione. ae 
would: like to OOlldoll. ott about. :3 acres 80 people can bave an open area to 

the river. He would build a road and put in a parking 1010. To finance 

'these improvemen't8 he 1s asking for this permlt.. This will be a private 1"0 

all on his property. Hs has riparian rights over the flood rights ·lOb1ch 

were bought by the Occoquan County .tor the power 11ne back 1n 1901. 

There were no objectloDs tromthe area. 

Mr. Petrola laid he had no near neighbors so he had noti£led people within 

a radius or two miles - covering about 1200 acres. None have objected. 

'ntis place is something or a tisherman's paradise, Mr. Mooreland told the 

Board... He knew many people from the .courthouse and this area who have gone 

'to Mr. PetX'Olas tor years - it has served as a very pleasant recreation tor 

maDy ot the old time .fishermen in the area. 

There will be DO swimm1ng, Mr. Petrola told the Board, a8 the water is tQO 

deep and dangerous, and this is used tor the Alexandria water supply - and 

St~1;e regulations prohlbl't sw1mm.1ng. Also they will not allow tire a:nas 

nor high speed motor boats. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application, as it does not appear that it 

would. adversely affect neighboring property and it is in keeping with the 

area. The following statement from Mr. Petrola' s letter of notification to 

his neighbors is made a part of this granting: 

"It is my in'tention to open a amall portion ot my property located on 

HamPton Road (647) tor a public recreation area for the citlsell'B of the ar 

This recreation area will be tor the purposes of fishing, picnicing. and 

related activities. There will be no commercial activity other than that 

related to recreation, no alcholic beverages will be served. The actlvitie 

will be strictly controlled by a sY8tem 0:£ some acceptable'land -.access' 

pemi't - in order that any possible undesirable client may be excluded." 

Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter 

Carried, unanimously 

II 



 

 

 

"'TL.. 
NEW CASES - cee, 

TLEY F. DAME, to permit cODversion ot carport to garage and sun porch 6-
·verwithin lO,foot of the aide property line, Lot 40, Section 2, Barcrot't 

(7SM Parkhill !lI.ve), Mason District. (Suburban Rooidonco-Class II) 

• Dame showed sketches of the front and. side elevatlolll ot hi, home, in,:" 

eating the carport enclosed to make the garage with the sun ·pOrch on the 

The end of the sun porch would be enclosed tor winter ueG• 

• Dame e1;atod that he has a family of five children with a considerable 

difference in the age groups, therefore it bas been necessary that they haft 

separate recreation areas to 'bake care o£ the difterent age groups. 

his 1s tbe only place he could have an addition, Mr. Dame explained, a8 the 

1s a ravine at the back of the house and the property drops ott at the tron~ 

Only one other carport 1n the area has been enclosed, Mr. Dame pointed. ou~, 

it 1s attracttve and very adequate. That carport gave .him the idea for his 

add1tion. 

Mrs. Henderson suggested that Mr. Dame buy , feet from the adjoining 101;. 

He had tried that, Mr. Dame answered, he had talked with Mr. Arthur Walters 

who owns 'the lot but he is not imereseed in 8el1ing aporetan of 'the lot 

ana the price of the whole lot 1s prohibitive. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application because o£ the topographic con

dition which presents an unusual situation. 

Seconded, Mr. T-. Barnes 

For the motion: Lamond. T. Barnes, Mrs. Carpenter 

Against: Mrs. Henderao!!, J. B. Smith 

Motion carried. 

Mr. Lamond couunended Mr. Dame on his excellent preparation of his case. 

II 
7- FAmFA! COUNTY HOSPITAL & HEALTH CEIlTEIl, to permit erection of a tompore.ry 

sign ot 124 sq. £'t. on west side of Gallows Road, Route #650, approximatelt 

240C feet south of llout;e Iso, Falls Church District. (Rural Re.1donce-eI... 

Mr. Don Wilkins represented the applicant. 

Mr. Mooreland explained to the Board that the Hospital Association doe, nat 

neeel to ceme before the Board for this variance, since according 'to 'the 

Zoning Ordinance the County is exempt tram this requirement. The Associati 

has made. this application to assure the tact that the Zoning Otfice will no 

be criticized for granting this over-sized 8ign. 

Mr. Wilkins sta'ted that the Hospital CoIllll1ss1on had decided unanimously 'the: 

any pennit or any requirement in the Coun'ty ordinances would be compliW 

with by the Commission. 

This' is an 1Ilfonnational sign, Mr. Wilkins pointed out. 'showing the locatl;~ 

of the hospi'tal and. what it is to look like. put here in order 'that people 

who are putting up the building money and who own the land may know acre 

about it. 

I 
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llEW cJ.IES - continued 

WilId.u said he hod talked with the State Highway DopartllOnt, who will 

w two signa at Gallows Road and the Boulevard to show the location of 

This sign will be located 35 feet back of the centerline of 

The total sign area requested is 124 square feet. 

I 
• Lamond IDOVed to grant the application. 

oC;'nd.ed, T. Barnes 

arrled, tmanimously. 

I / 
8- JOHlI L. BOWDEIl, to permit erection of an addition to dwelling within 11 fee 

8 inchee n1' side property line, Lot 54, Accotink Heights, (907 E. Estorbroo 

Drive), Falla Church District. (Suburban Residence-Class III). 

This Is a subdivision of about 50 homes, Mr. Bowden told the Board, recorde 

In 1940. He was granted a variance on the garage addition in 1952 because 

a clause in his deed Bays that no bUilding could CODle closer to the side 

lUie than 8 faG't - but it appears, Mr. Bowden observed, that tha't 8 foot 

setback has DO weight at thiS time. 

There Is a m1sund.eratand.lng regarding the S foot 8et.back, Mr. Mooreland. 

ezplained - Mr. Bowden was not granted the aeee setback on the carport or 

garage because of the S foot restriction in his deed ot dedication. It is 

not true that the 8 feet was granted a't one 'time and is retused at ano'ther. 

I The deed does n01; say tha't !!!l building may come wi'thin '8 teet of the side 

line and it does not oay thet you COIl build in this subdivision within 8 ft. 

of tla line, irrespective of the laws of the County., The granting of any 

setback 18" at t'he discression ~ the Board. 

When he bought this property he thought tla 8 foot setback ""uld hold, 1Ir. 

Bowden s'tated. He needs the room - having only 'two bed rooms _ and. he does 

Dot have an expandable attic. It is impossible 'to -build on the rear &s i't 

C10S8 the basemen't windows and entrance, and the addition Would be too 

to 'the septic tank. It would also be more expensive to add on the 

r. They had plano.. to sell th1s house 1n the Spring, Mr. Bowden told th 

in order to get a place with more room, but they turned down a sale 

fter thinking they could put the room OD - which would serve his purposes 

I d he did not feel able to take on additional debt for the larger house. 

I 

he builder had told him the room could be added. There are very few houses 

n this subdivision with only two bed rooms, most ot them have three or four 

r at least they have an expandable attic. Those few people with the two 

ad rooms will not wish to expand as most of them have no children. There 

rehomes already built which are closer to the 81de'11ne than he 1s asking, 

e 

Bowden told the Board, one porch 1s 4 feet from the 11ne. 

Mooreland said he went to see th1s property - to ,be sure he could not 

- on the bas1s of the old subdivis10n recorded be£ore 

Ordinance, but C'ould not, aS'the area more than meets the requirement of 

he Zoning Ordinance. 

1)'{J 
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NEW CASES - continued 

Since there 18 an alternate location tor the addition, Mrs. Henderson cal~. 

attention to the fact that the Board doe. not have the jurisdiction to gran 

this. 

This is one of the .first houses built in this subdivision, Mr. Bowden ex

plained, and it Is emaller than most of the others .. by adding the roo. it 

would be more 1n keeping with other houses in the area. Other people in th 

subdivision are W1der the impression that the 6 root setback holds, Mr. 

Bowden continued. they have no objection to this. They would haTe bought 

the larger house had they realized this addition could·· not be put on. 

It 1s unfortunate that many people are ignorant of the zoning laws, and th~ 

regulations are so otten ignored, Mrs. HendeJ"Bon stated, but it is not the 

purpose of this Board to go along with IIlisunderstandings or II1sinterpretati 

Mr. Lamond suggested an addition at the rear of the garage. That would In

terfere with the septic tank, Mr. Bowden answered. He assured the ~oard 

that the only way to put on the addition is on the one side. 

Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case until June 10th) to view the property. 

Seconded) J. B. Smith 

Carried. unanimously. 

II 
SAM L.. HERRELL·; to permit operation of a private recreation area, on N. E. 

corner ot Route #236 and Prince William. Drive (Westchester Subdivision), 

Providence District. (Rural Residence-Class II). (JeBsee Johnson ComDIUDity 

Mr. Herrell recalled that after the original swimming Club was granted to 

Jesse Johnson Corporation, the subdivision ran into financial difficulties, 

and not enough homes were built to support the sw1mm1ng club. Mr. Herrell 

bought the swimming pool in the foreclosure. 

They plan to operate ODly the swimming pool this season, Mr. Herrell ex

pla1ned.~' but wUl Wish to expand the facUities to inc11.de tennis) badm1Dto 

putting green, and whatever other activities the members II1gbt wish, in tbe 

future. 

This is practicallY identical with the permit granted by the Board to J4e. 

Johnson - ucept the membership w111 not be reatricted'to property owners 

people living in Westchester or the immediate neighborhood. It will pre

vide the conmunity with recreational .facilities and will be well located to 

serve a well developed area. They hope thi8 will ca!T7 itBelf f1Da.ncially 

it is not planned to be a money-making proposition. This year it will pro-
and 

bably run at a deficit, but as time goes on/tbeYhave lIlore members, 'they 

believe it can carry itself. He met With the people 1a Westchester, Mr. 

Herrell told the Board) and they have no objections 't'o"opening membership t 

people other than Westchester - they are all enthusiastic about the project 

and are eager to have it opened this season. He had not~fied. 43 people, Mr. 

Herrell continued, and found no objections - but rather - all end.orsed. the 

club. They have engaged the same firm. to operate the pool ae operated it 

last year.. 

I 

e I 
ae, 

san.) I 

, 

I 

I 



 

  

 

 

 

9-Ctd. 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

lIEW CASES - continued 

Mr.'~ Mooreland asked if the former corporation to _011. this use was granted 

hal been d18801Ted. The foreclosure cut ott any legal rights of that corpo 

ration, Mr. Herrell answered. They have advised the present memben of the 

club and those joining that the club will be sold to them as 800n as it 18 

able to maintain itself. 

Mr. Mooreland thought the Board should be assured in some. way just how the 

club will be operated, The present plans may not materialize, Mr. Moorel.a 

conti1nued, and the Board should know that this will not develop into just 

a public pool - there should be soms control to know that this will bs a 

membership club - operated by the members, and under their control. 

Mr. Lamond asked what 'the difference would be between this pool and the one 

the Board grented on ths Crippsn property. That is a very large thing, Mr. 

Mooreland answered, and it 18 tar away from everything. This would be in a 

closely developed area, with hamss practically adjoining the pool. 

Mrs.. Henderson suggested that the Board should have a statement of the 

ac'tivities pla.nud: on the property now and in the future. 

Due to the lateness o:f the season, Mr. Herrell stated, he would like to kn 

today it this can be opera~ed. lie has no plan. for actiTitie. beyond ~he 

ew1mm1ng pool and the uee o:f the club house :for this season, and he would 

like 'to open on 'that basis. However. Mr. Herrell continued. as the demand 

arises. he would like to add other :faclltiea - tennis. badminton. and putt

illg, but it is very aure that nothing will be added Until the people want 

iit and until they can attord to do so. I:f the Board should grant' this 

l~ted use today - they could open on May 30th. Mr. Herrell continued 

which thsy lIOuld like to do. 

They have plans to turn the pool OT8r to Mr. Winkler of the Red Cross in th 

llorn1Dgs for Red Oross instruction. The pool would then be open to the 

members :from 12 o'clock until 9 at night. They would probably bave a small 

snack bar - wi~h hot cloge. candy and packaged sandwiches. 

1fr's. Henderson suggested that if' t.he Board should grant. t.his today. perhaps 

the extensions o:f facilities could be made by letter ,to the Board without 

Mr. ReITell having to come back for further hearing.· 

Mr. T. Barnes moved to grant the application with the activ1t.1es l1m1.ted. to 

ue ot the Club House. a enack bar. and swimming pool for the 19S9 season. 

Any extension o£ additional fac11ities will require the approval of this 

Board. I't was also included that the applicants may have picnic ground.s 

and badminton d=tng ~he 1958 .eason. This io grentsd to ths applicant 

only. 

Seconded. J. B. Smith 

Carried, unanimously. 
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NEW: C.lSES-.:;- continue. 

MARJORIE COOKE, to penDit .erection of an additioDsl bDilding on propert:r. 

for use as a day nursery, "B. W. corner et Poptu' Lane and Davis Street, Nt 

Vernon District. (SUburban Resldence-Clas8 II). 

She hae been operating this school for over six years, Mrs. Cooke told the 

Board, and it is her plan now to construct a new building • a one storr 

with brick facing. The building would be located on the 1.1 acre - wher..v 

the Board would wish to designats. She has 50 child""n in the sxisting bui 

ing. With this extension she could prohably have 80. This is primaril:r a 

kindergarten and tirst grade - IIOst of whom stay for the half day - a tew 

of the ohildren I about 20, are there all day. 

At present they conduct the school on the tirst floor of the existing build 

ing and live on the second floor.. When the school building Is erected, they 

will live in ths existing dwelling SDd ell school fscllitis. will be in the 

new building. They have public sewer and wa'ter. 

The building will confo:na. to cOUDty and etatoe regulations in every way•. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application, provided it -'meets all require

ments ot the County and State pertaining to this "type ot operation. 

Seconded.: T. Barnes 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
HARRY M. HODGE, to permit existing carpor't to remain ae erec'tecl within 9. 

feet 6 inchee of the eide property line, Lot 10, Block-21, Section 1" lI"rth 

Springfield, (51,l8 P'erndele Street), Mason District. (Sub. a.s••Clsss II). 

Mr. Hodge showed pictures o£ his carport. indicating the type ot conatru·· 

etian and the s'tage to which the construction has progre•••d. The carport 
un-

will be/enclosed except for a small area at the rear, whlchrill be en-

closed Eor storage of garden tools and yard. equipment. Hill building p81"11l1t 

shows that this structure will be 10 feet from the aid. line, Mr. Hodge 

explained, but they started measuring to get the setback from the border 

of what he thought was his yard, and. it resulted in this violation. 

The home of the neighbor on the adjoining lot 1s ,located 22.7 teet from 

biiLline _ theretore, this setback could be 9 teet g inches from the line 

and 8 tUl maineain the required distance between the houses. 

It is d1t.t'lcult to locate the exact lot line, Mr. Hodge continued, .trma the 

stakes that are in the ground, without making an entirely new survey. 

Mr. J. B. Smith suggested moving 'the posts back - in toward the house 'to 

take-up the 6 inch violation. 

Mr. Hodge did hot think that practical, he has the footings in to support 

the 2: x 6 boards which support the root - changing the-poRs would throw 

"the ccutcur- ott, and the 8Upport ot the root would. not .be properly balanced 

This root 1s a continuation ot the root of the house. I:t looks very attrac 

Mr. Hodge continued, in tact this bouse has o£ten been used in the adT.rti_ 

ing ot 'the North Springfield area. 
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CASES - continued. 

Hodge told the Board, he wee told that he must have any 

in his hoaa approved by the C. &. J. COIIpany Architect 

He did that - he showed. the Committ •• what he wished to 

Ud end explained his plan. He had a letter in return, datsd April 15th, 

tating that his plan wes approvsd by the Committee - that the addition not 

Dly'met their requirements but it wauld be an attractive add.ition to the 

this carport 18 about )2 t.et trom the neighbors house on 

e adjoining lot. Hls carport would have to be 11.5 feet in order to come 

thin regulatione, Mr. Hodge continusd, he thought that not wide enough. 

Since there 1s an uncertainty as to the exact lot line between these two 

Quses. Mr. Hodge told. 'the Board. his violation cannot be estimated exactly. 

here are about 2 inches ot' "no man'a land" between the houses, and no one 

10 entirely sure to ""011 it belongs. 

Mr. Mooreland said. these discrepancies can happen eas11y because most people 

are uncertain from which point to start measuring in determining a setback. 

AlBO people have the impression that a fence cannot. be placed. on the propert 

line (Which the Ordinance does allow). When a property owner puts his seeee 

a couple of inches' within his property line - trouble with the actual line 

Starts. 
If these plans are submitted to the C. &. J. Architectural Committee for 

approval, Mrs. Henderson suggested that Mr. Carr t s Company should know if' 

the-'setback conforms to the County regulations before giving approval on the 

additions. She could foresee many othem going ahead with construct-ioD on an 

addi'bion which is in violation. 

Mr. Hodge called attention to the fact that his deed says he could come 

within 6 feet of the property line with any construction. However, Mr. Moor 

laJUi" answered that that meant an accessory building - not just any constru

ction. Mr. Mooreland said people in this subdivision have misunderstood 

tha't clause in their deeds. 

Mr. Herbert, who lives two doors from Mr. Hodge, stated, that he had no 

objection to this encroachment and thought the carport an attractive add1

'tl0D to the neighborhood. 

Mr-.; J. B. Smith moved to gran't the application because it is a small va1*ianc 

and the house on the adjoining lot is 22+ teettrom the property line,whieb 

gi••~ adequate space between houses and this would not appear to adversely 

attect 1;11e neighborhood. 

Seconded, Mr. Lamond 

Carr.1ed, unanimously. 

II 
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NEW CASES - continued 

A. F. KRAUSE, to permit erection of a garden tool buildinc within two f.et 

of the side and roor property linee, Lot 205,. Section 6, Broyhill Crest, 

(1327 Ls.rchmont Drive), Folls Church District. (Suburban Residence-Class II) 

Mr. Krause showed 'the Board pictures of h1l!l house and tool shed, indicating 

its location with relation to adjoining property. The letters of nctincat 

to adjoining and nearby property owners aU carried the statement in return 

that they had no objection to this shed, either trom the standPQint ot 

design or location. 

Mr-. Krause pointed out that his lot 1s three or £our teet below the level· 

of the adjoining Iota at this point, and the little building se'tting in th8:t 

corner would be just about root-high with the tence along his neighbors' 

property lin., and therefore would be Wlobjectionable to any of the nelgb.bo 

The shea would be 8 x 12, cypress siding with batt on strips, painted brick 

red. He has taken great care in the design and construction or the lit~l. 

bUilding, Mr. Krause said - to be sure that it would add to the chann o~ ;h 

colonial atmosphere or the area, and would blend harmoniously with the -de

velopnent of' his yard. However, it was noted that the structure 18 notf'ir 

lI%'OOf, and it hee not been the po11cy of the Board to grant non-masonry 

buildings closer than 4. f'eet f'rom the side and rear lines. 

Mr. J. B. Smith asked if' the building could not be located 4. f'eet f'I'O\II eacth 

of the property lines? It could,_ Mr. Krause answered, but actually he wou1 

like to have it right up against the line - the closer to the line it is 

located the bettier f'or all concerned - since it would be better shielded 

less nOticeable to the neighbors. He plans to put in attractive planting. 

'n1ere were no objections f'rom the area. 

Mr. J. B. Smith moved to grant the application, allowing a ,. :foot 8etiback. 

f'rom the two property lines, rather than the 2 f'oot 8etback as requesti4"

because it does not appear that this would adverselY af'f'ect the neighbor1Dg 

property. 

Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
DORSEY BEACH, to permit dwelling to remain 22.3 feet of Street property 

line and 13 .teet of the side property line, Lot 3, Beachls Addition to. P1p.e 

Ridge, Falla Church Dietrict. (Rural Re.1dence-elas. II). 

This is- an old house which has been incorporated into this subdivision, Mr. 

Beach explained, he plans to add to the house to mod.erni_. it aDd make it 

more attractive. As it is - it would not be in keeping with the new eee-. 

stru~ion which will take place in the subdiVision. 

They would add two side wings which would give the house balance, and. 

character. The building is non-con£orming as to location from the street 

and one wing would be in violation. 
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m CASES - conti....d 

The•• are structural alterations, Mrl!l. Henderson noted, which are not all0 

b:r tb. Ordinenc. - on a non-conforming lluUding. !"rom the picture of the 

proposed- additions, Mrs. Hendereon 8ugge8'ted that the house would not be in 

keeping with whatever 1s done in th~ subdivision. 

Mr. Beach .aid h. had talked with Mr. Smitb who has bought lots on e1tber 

aide' of this house, and showed him his plana for this house. Mr. Smith has 

DO abjections. 

There is a curve in the road starting at Lot 4, Mr. Beach told the Board, 

the house on that lot would be back of :this dwelling. On the other s1de, 

Lot 2, Mr. smith would work up graduall:r to the 50 foot setback - .taggerin 

each' front setback untll be reaches the 50 teet required. 

Under th~ new ordinance., Mr. Mooreland said, it 1s proposed 'that anything 

that haa been erected bercre the ordinance he (Mr. Mooreland) can gr,ant 'a 

variance up to 2~ of the width. The Board can grant up to l~. 

Mr. Mooreland told the Board that he believed when this property was divided 

this building was supposed ~o be removed. (Mr. Beach said as fa,r as he lene 

that was not 80.) Subdivision Control would not approve a plat. Mr. Moore

land went on, if this building ..... here in violation, as the:r could not 

reoord. the plat With that violation. Mr. Mooreland recalled many times l!Iub 

dividers have come eeree-e the Board to have such violations cleared betor.• 

they can record their plats. 

His attorn,eya put this on record, Mr. Beach stated. and they told -him noth

ing et: such an agreement - to remOTe the nouee - or to suggest getting ap

proval tor the location ot the hou,se be~ore this Board. 

Mr. Mooreland asked if' thie house was shown on the subdivision plat? 

Mr. Beach thought not - he was not certain. 

It. could have been that the agreement to remove the building was verbal,. Mr. 

Mooreland continued. he didn't know how those toPings were handled between 

Subdivision Control and the developers - but there must have been a detinit 

understanding • 

Mrs. -Henderson asked i.f the building could be moved back to make it con.t'orm? 

Mr. Beach said that would not be practical - he had looked in to tha't. 

It WRs'rio'ted that a 5 toot easement to be uatd in straightening the curve i 

'the road is set aside for future use. 

~~nce. the house is about 25 years old. and .it cannot very well be remodeled 

to be 'harmonious with the modern development. and it is not practical. to mo 

it. aIld 'the.Board has no jurisdiction to grant structural changes in a non

c.ontorming building. Mrs. Hende.rson suggested that it might be n~. to 

t~ the' building down and start allover. She thought it 'would probablY b 

an 1mproVem.eqt to the neighborhood to get rid o.f the building' which would b 

~t1rely out of lla.rmony with a newly constructed developlleot. 

The unfortunate thing is. Mr. Beach explained, that they bave a great deal 

of new equipllerre inside the bUilding which they cannot sell .for any sub

stantia! amoUnt and they could not use it in a new house. 
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!lEW CASES - continued 

This is a reconstruction job. Mr. Lamond obs.rTOd. rather than remodeling. 

It would cost .1500 to IIOTe the house back, plus 'the cost of a basement. 

It would have to sell: tor at least $25,000 in order to ccae out - which the 

bouse would not bring, Mr. Lamond stated. 

The granting of this 25 foot setback would encourage others to ask the sUla 

thing, Mr. Mooreland commented, it would not. look good to have this oldhou. 

setting out in front ot the oeber - Dewer homes. Again, Mr. Mooreland 

questioned the fact that this subdivision could go on record with this bU:Ll 

ing shown. on the plat - in violation. 

There were no objections from the area. I 
Going back to the recordation of the subdivision plat - it was noted that 

the plat was approved With the house on the property. 

But, Mr. Mooreland contended, it 1s very likely that the house should 0011 

be there. He felt the Board should know whatever transpired b9tweenth. 

Subdivision Con~rol ottice and the owner of the property, or his engineer 

or attorney. The attorney, as legal representative of the owner could baT.' 

made 'the agreement to remove the house. It may have been a verbal agreellten 

but under any circUlllstances it the attorney made the agreement it would be 

considered authoritative by the County offices. 

Mr. Frank Carpenter did the engineering on this, and Deem and Slagel hahdl 

settlement) Mr. Beach stated) he told them to put the plat on record - and 

he heard nothing of any agreement to demolish or remove the house. I 
The Board. asked Mr. Mooreland to bring the eubdfvision pla'ts in tor obae"a 

tion. The case was set aside temporarily. 

In the meantime the Board discussed: 

LOUISA LEE WILLIAMS, to permit division of lo't with less trontage than 

allowed by the Ordinance) Lot 6, James Lee Subdivision) Falls Church Diet. 

(Suburban Residence-Clas8 I). 

Mr. Hansbarger represented the applicant. Mr. Hansbarger stated that Mrs. 

Eleanor Barnes) who has been helping Louisa Williams to get a -home for her 

SOD, was present and that she concurs in this application. 

Mr. Hansbarger located the property) explaining the reason for the request 

and presenting a supporting peti'tion with 23 signatures. 

Louisa Williams has owned this property, approxiu.tely 1/2 aCN, aince 1929 I Mrs. Barnes helped her to buy the property and make a home for herself. sa. 
now has her own home on the eastern half of the property. Louisa haa a .oR) 

Joseph) who works tor the County) Mr. Hansbarger told the Board.. Joseph-ba' 

four chUdren and is now living in two rooms. Louisa has located a little:'· 

building) which 1£ this 1/2 acre could be divided) she would buy and haT.;~ I 
moved on to this property for the use of Joseph and his family. The 1/2 ' 

acre could be split ao each lot would contain approximately 10,891 sq. tt~, 

which is above the minimum required. by the ordinance in this zone - but bert 

lots would have less than the required fron'tage - approximately 62.8 t ••t 

each. They will have sewer and water. 
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IIlIW CASES - continued 

Mr. Lomond llllgge.ted that tho property be divided 80 tbo lot witb tho ex1.t

1Dg house (Louisals home) would conf'orm to tron'tage requiremen't and. allow'th 

variance on the other lot - to be used by Joseph. That was agreeable to Mr. ()S I 
Ha~iJarger. This would giva the Louisa lo't a 70 foot frontage and a vananc 

of 12.5 teet on the other lot. It was noted that the house could be located 

to con1'orm 'to setback requirements on the ema.ller loot. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant a division o£ the lots in such a manner that 'bhe 

lot. on which the present dwelling is loca'ted will have a minimum of 70 feet 

frontage and that the Boud gran't the variance on trontage on the other'lot. 

SeceDded. Mr. J. B. 5lDith 

Carried, unanimously. 

// 
At' this poin't Mr. Mooreland ret.urned with the DORSEY BEACH pla'ts and the 

Board continued wi'th that case. 

Mr. Mooreland said he was unable to contact the surTeyor. The preliminary 

plat shows the house on Lot ) but the house is not shown on the .tinal plat, 

which was recorded. However, 'the preliminary does not show that the house 

18 to be removed. Something must have been decided, regarding the house, 

b8'tween 'the handling o.t the preliminary plat and the final, Mr. Mooreland. 

stated.. Subdivision plats require that all buildings be shown with their 

locations with regard to streets or lot line. 

Mr. Mooreland said he had diecussed this wi'th Mr. Schumarm, who sa1d tha't 

the house would have 'to have approval 1'rom this Board or be removed. 
not 

Had be/knOwn of the background of thie. Mr. Mooreland etated, hi. office 

would have issued a permit, but since 1t has come to light it will have to 

be cleared up. Actually, Mr. Mooreland continued, the subdivision. itself' 

1s· in violation because it was recorded without showing the existing house. 

Mr. Mooreland asked if there were any other buildings on the property? 

Mr. Beach answered - "yes" - several; the garage, an old shed. and a barn 

'the barn will be torn down. None of these buildings are shown on the re

corded plat. 

Mr. Moorel.and said he alao talked to the men in Sub4ivision Control. They 

'too don''t know why these buildings are not shown on the final plat. 

It ..... brought out that Mr. Smith (wo own. tbe lot. on both .id.. efthi. 

house) cannot get permits for bUildings on his lots because the Subdivision 

1a in violation.. 

Mr. Lamond moved to deny the requested addition on Lo't ), Beach's Addition 

to Pine R1dge, as the variance is so great that the Board 1"eels it does not 

have the jurisdiction to approve 1't. This is a new subdivision and the Boa 

i8' t4. the opinion that it should be started in the best way possible to 'Sft 

the pa'ttern 1"or good developnent and the Board also believes that 'to grant 

this would impair the general purpose and intent ot the Zoning Ordinance. 

Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter - Carried, unanimously. 

// 
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NEW CASES - con'tlnu~ 

WORTH V. ANDERSON, to pennit existing structurs to rSllUl1n within 23 fest Of 

the rear property lins. Lot 21, Section I, Fainrood Acres, Lee District. 

(Agrieultursl. 

This little building was originally designed for a CODstruction shed, Mr. 

Anderson told the Board. He had put the shed tar back on his lot as he bad 

planned to some day build a home toward 'the tront oE the lot. He has aband 

that idea for now, Mr. Anderson continued, and wishes to COll:ert the little 

existing building into the rear of his house. He would make this into a 

kitchen, and put the other rooms toward. 1ihe £ront of the lot. It. liaS noted. 

that there would be no further encroachment on the rear setback line. He 

has about one acre, Mr. Anderson continued, he will meet all building re

quirementse He could not move the little building, Mr. Ancie1'80n explained, 

as a chimney 1s attached to the building, which would have to be torn down. 

He has put quite a bit of money and time into the building and he would,-

like to use it to the best advantage. He is doing the building himself. 

Mr. Anderson said he could not purchase additional land trom the rear pro.. 

party owner - as Mr. Mooreland had explained that that would require a re

subdivis10n t which cannot be done. 

This property is generallY h1l1Yt Mr. Anderson explained t but it is level 

at the spot where he wished to put the addition. 

There were no objections. 

The applicant has plenty ot room on the lot, Mr. Barnes not.ed, and the 

location 1s otf only about. two teet at. the rear, he therefore moved to gran 

the application because of the topographic condition - there is a hill at 

the back of the property. This is a small variance and would not appear to 

adversely al'fect the neighborhood. This is granted as per plat ot Lot 21, 

Section I, Fairwood Acres, presented with the case. 

Seconded, Mr. Lamond 

For the motion: Lamond, Barnes and. J. B. Smith 

Against: Mrs. Carpenter, and Mrs. Henderson 

Motion carried. 

II 
DEFERRED CASES 

JACK M. MANHERZ, to penuit dwelling to remain as erected 10.3 teet ot the 

side property line, Lot 19, Section It, Nt. Vernon Woods, (ltOIt Martha 

Washington Street), Lee District. (Suburban Residence Class II). 

Mr. Gordon Kincheloe represented the applicant. Mr. Kincheloe recalled t~ 

this case had been discussed at length at the last hearing, and it was the 

Board's opinion that the builder, Mr. Miller, was the culprit •••• 

Mr. Kincheloe quickly reviwwed the facts in the case. The house was origi" 

built with the carport located 10 feet !'rom the side line. When Mr. Manhu 

talked with the sales agent he said he would buy the house it the carport 

()5J.. 
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DEraitaEn CASl!8 - continued 
uld be enclosed. Mr. Manherz moved in during July of 1956. When he moved 

he carport ..... completed. F1nel .ettlement ..... m.de dur1ng August ot 1956. 

, The Violation amounts to 4.7 teet, Mr. Kincheloe pointed out. 

'l'h1:s 1s a case of extreme hardship on the owner, it 1s a situation ot which 

Jaa bad no kDowled.g., and over which he had no cont.rol. He was guilty of no 

wrong doing. 

Mr. Kincheloe showed. pictures of the building, indicating its relation to 

the house on the adjoining lot. He also showed pictures of other houses 1n 

the subdivision noting that they are ramblers and split levels - long houses 

malt of which have carports. The five people most affected have st.ated -that 

the,.. have no objection to this encroachmen't. 

Mrs. "Wade, the ne,ighbor adjoining the carport side added the .reUow1ng state 

ment to her letter ot notificatioD, "The closed-in carport 1s on the side of 

the house nea.r••t my propetrty and I!!!S!:!!. p;oe.ter 'that it remain as it ae , 

I s1gnsd) Irene W.de". 

Mr. Kincheloe noted that the carport was shown on the plat as a part of the 

acuee and' was so approved. However, Mr. Mooreland 1nBisted. that the plans 

oalled tor an open carport and it wall approved for that. It is true tha't

thlline -indicating the carport is a solid line and not broken as it is 

U8UAlly done to indicate a carport - yet both the plans and the permit. calle 

for a carport. Mr. Mooreland suggested that granting this would encourage 

.thers to make ailllllar requests. 

JIro. Kincheloe' said the people in the neighborhood are very sympathetic with 

Mr. Manhers. they dont want, to eee him lose anything of what he has paid 

for in this house - they realize he has a substantial investm.ent in the pro 

perty am he should not be required. to do anything which lIIOuld depreci.a.te 

the value. Mr. Manherz came from another state and bought here without the 

sltgh.....st knowledge that this house had an illegal setback'. He is a victim 

~f'80J1leonelses violation of the law. 

Mr, Kincheloe .ta~sd ~hs~ 1t ..... egreed by ell ~h.t Mr. Miller, 1. ths 

ot£encling one - but there appears to be no control over Mr. Miller - he 

'cannot be forced. to appear here - therefore, Mr. Kincheloe asked the Board 

to grant this II1II&11 variance which is in no way 'the. fault of the applicant. 

Th'e refusal of t.hl'8 would penalize Mr. Manhers tor an act which has been 

committed by someonelse - one who cannot be apprehended - a violation for 

which Mr. Manhers is not responsible. 

AgaiD: it. was asked - can we bring Mr. Miller before the Board? 

It was stated again that Mr. Manherz would not -have purchased the house had 

the 'Carport not been enclosed. Mr. Manherz had told Mr. Miller he did not 

want the house as it was - 80 Mr. Miller enclosed. the carport. The set'tle

ment was not made until after the carport was completed, therefore, Mr. Man 

J:1ers was in no way responsible far the illegal act of the enclosure. 
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DEll'ERR&D CASES - continued 

Since Mr. Miller 1s responsible, Mr. Lamond moved. to d.te~ the ease until 

such time as Mr. Miller could be brought before tho Board. 

Mr. Kincheloe asked the Board. in all fairness to, Mr. Manherz, to pleas. 

not make hil client the goat, - because of the illegal act ot another person. 

Mr. Miller has made the mistake, Mr. Kincheloe continued, if the Board. cam 

take action against him - that certainly shoul.d be done - but In. the meant 

why penalize Mr. Manherz? He has transacted this business in good tai'th a 

now he 1s under pressure to make a sale ot his property - because he 1s bet 

trans.ferred and he wishes to have this cleared up betore leaving. 

Mrs. Henderson quoted the hardShip clause from the ordinance - shOwing that 

the hardship BlUst be created by the ordinance, and not by the applicant. 

But the applicant did .!!2l create the hardship, Mr. Kincheloe insisted. 

Neither did the ordinance. Mrs. Henderson answered, and while this Board Is 

set up to relieve certain conditions - the reasons for granting relief are 

restricted and well defined in the ordinance. 

The Board was loathe to grant this and let Mr. Miller go scott fre•• as tpe 

only way he might be apprehended would be through :the Ma.nherz deal. 

Mr. KinCheloe agresd tbat Mr. Mill.r should be apprehended. but not at ths 

expense of assuming that Mr. Manherz was guilty of a cMminal act.. 

Mr. J. B. S1Ditb noticed that tbio plat was approved in July 1957 - why it i 

just now coming to 'the Boarcl. Mr. Smith asked? Because it is ,only recently 

that his office received the certified plat ~n this, Mr. Mooreland answered. 

Mr. Lamond. again moved to defer the case until such time as Mr. Miller 0'

be brought before the Board - one way or another. 

Mr. Ma.nherz said Mr. Miller had indieatoed that he would not come before the 

Board. 

It is true that 'the Board has no authority to subpeonea Mr. )(ille~, Mr., 

Kincheloe agreed - but that leaves his client in a nebulous sit.uation. It 

Mr. Manherz were in the wrong himself. H;r. KinCheloe argued. if he bad buU" 

without a permit. or if he had disregarded any Count y regulations. it ~ 

be reasonable to ~e him a party to this violation - but here is a man 

completely innocent of any ~ng-doing. Suppose Mr. Miller were' here today. 

loW. Kincheloe continued, and admitted he did this - where would that leav. 

Mr. Manherz? He would still be at the. mercy of the Board. 

Mrs. Carpenter thought this was a case peculiar to itself'. certainly not 1 

anything the Board probably would ever ,be asked to grant again - and grant: 

this would not set a preCedent to grant other violations as each case would 

tie handled on its own merits. 

The County has recourse against Mr. Miller, i.( they wish to push it. Mr. 

lC-1ncheloe stated. but the property as 1mproved and developed is a tax ass.t 

to the County. the variance is small. and no one objects. He urged the B 

to grant. relief from this extreme hardship. 

Mr. Mooreland termed the granting or this to be amending the ordinance in 

the guise of a variance. 
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DEFI:IlIlED CASES - continued 

nar.hip, .. a rea80n to grant a request.ed variance, was discussed at length. 

Mr. Mooreland questioned Mr. IIonhsrs again - rogord1llg the dates of his 

purchase and his statement to the sales person about the 8n01081111 of the 

carport, and Mr. Miller's agreement to enclose the carport, the day he moved 

into the house and 'the elate o£ completed se1itl_ent. 

Mr. Mooreland asked Mr. lIonherz if he .., uld testify in Court to thoee things 

Mr. Manherz answered that he would. Then, Mr. Mooreland said he would Dot 

Mr. MUler to be here at the next hearing and proceedings would. be started 

against him. 

Mr. Lamond said it would appear to him that '_ the only logical legal action 

18 Mr. Manherz t case against Mr. Miller. 

Mr. Kincheloe questioned what would be gained as rar as his client 1s con

cerned. if Mr. Miller 1s brought here. The circumstances are known already 

but, Mr. Kincheloe lnsle-ted, the COUD'ty could go ahead with 'the warran1i 

without holding up his client. A warrant can be obtained on a person who 

has Violated. the law, Mr. Kincheloe cont.inued, bu't whatever transpires be

tweenMr. MUler and the County in this - it <Still leaves his clien't in 'the 

aame position as he 1s 1n now. 

It was suggested that Mr. Manherz could· sue Mr. Miller and perhaps get judge 

mant for the price of the house. 

Again, Mr. Lamond offered. to mOTe for deferral until Mr. Miller eould be 

present. 

Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes 

Mr. Mooreland asked - what are you accomplishing in that? The COIIIIlOnwealth 

Attorney says you can talce a man to Court and fine him .50 a day - but the 

owner can keep him from ant er1ng the propert.y to take the st.ruct.ure clown. 

Thiel carport i8 in viola'tioD., Mrs. Henderson not.ed, it makes no difference 

who did it., and Mr. Kincheloe is asking the Board to justify 'this violation 

and make it legal. 

This Board has sCllle duty to the people coming in here from other states, 

Mr. Kincheloe st.ated, people who buy - are here for a limited time and mu.st 

leave and sell their property. This man calle here, he bought in good raUh. 

He put a considerable sum into t.his property, paid taxes to the County. 

he 1s leaving. This is a small variance - only 4.7 feet. This is an area 

of. aubiJ'tantial homes - this house 1s very like the others in the neighbQrhoo 

they' are all close together and no one 'objects to that. This Board is set. 

up t'ohelp people who get into a si tua'tion over which they have had no con

....~•. People tilo come in like this - for a few yeara - must acoept the word. 

of' the' person from whom they buy. They are decent honest people - 'they are 

not crooks trying 'to put something over on the County. They make every err 

~o comply with County regulations - but if a situation like this develops 

1t is not their fault - and this Baard can give them relief. 
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DEFERRED CASES - continued 

The Cha1rll&an put Mr. Lamond' 8 motion to a Tote (to deter for Mr. Miller). 

For the motion: Lamond and T. Barnes 

Against the motion: Mrs. Henderson, J. B. Smith and Mrs. Carpenter 

Motion lost. 

Mr. J. B. smith DlOTed to. deter the case until such time as the Board can g 

information to just1£y some act10n on this case. 

Mrs. Henderson asked who would take this case up with the Building In8peC~O 

and others to get the information - should it be a cOJDlll1ttee fran the Board. 

It was suggested tihat Mr. J. B. Smith and Mr. Mooreland contact)lr. Payne 

(the eurveyor) the title people and Mr. Miller. 

Mr. Mooreland asked what the Board was accomplishing by all this lnvesti

gatilan? 

Mr. Kincheloe agreed - and what does it do to his client, he asked? 

The only cause of action 1s against Mr. Miller 

There was no second to Mr. Smith's motion. 

Mrs. Henderson suggested that under any circumstances, Mr. Manhers should. 

take action against Mr. Miller. 

Mr. Kincheloe said he believed 'that every memb.er er the Board i8 sympatheu,i 

wit.h Mr. Manherz. It that. is so, Mr. Kincheloe cont.inued., there is only on 

thing to do - give him. the relief he asks. ,To Mrs. Henderson'lS statement;

't'hat 'the Board had no jur1sdic'tion 'to do that - lelr. Kincheloe &n8lffll'ed

Board has 'the authori'tY to do that - otherwise they would. not have t.:Uecl 

'this application. The Zoning Administrator i8 limited to the l~tter ot the 

law - but the purpose ot 'this Board is 'to exercise i't8 judgemen't in the 

granting of these requests. 

Mrs. Henderson still considered that the applicant had proved no hardship' 

caused by the ordinance - but only a personal hardship. 

Mr. Lamond s'ta'ted that 'the plat submit'ted with this case shows the bUilding 

and it would appear tha't the carport is included as a ro_, and this was 

approved. There is no broken line 'to indicate that this might be a carport 

but every indication that the addition is a room. If o.ur ottice has erre.d 

in the issuance of this pennit - then 'the plat, in our office should be 

c'orracted _ theref'ore, Mr. Lamond moved 'to grant the application. 

Mr. Lamond said he wanted .it. understood that he was moving to grant 'this 

only because ot the tac't that it was approved. by our zoning oftice On Aug6. 

19, 1957 and because er the extralbrdinary aDd exceptional situation wbsre~' 

the strict. application o£ the zoning ordinance would result in prac'tical 

dit£1cultiaa. 

Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter 

For the mo'tion: Mr. Lamond, Mrs. Carpenter. Mr. Barnes 

Against the motion: Mrs. Henderson 

Mr. J. B. Smith ,retrained trom voting 

Mo'tion carriA,d 

II 
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LKS " MILLER SIGN COMPANY, to permit erection of one sign with larger area 

han allowed by the ordinance, (Total area 21) sq. ft.), at 282) Richmond 

Highway, Mil1ere Touriot Court, Mt. Vernon District. (Rural Business) 

• Miller represented the applicant, s'tating that he had discussed the size 

I of the sign with the applicants and 'they have agreed 'to reduce the sign- area 

o 176 sq. ft., which they believe will still give them SU£f1cisnt advertis

ing. The overall hsight of the sign will be spproxiDlate1y )0 fest. 

Mr. Lamond moved that the application be granted as submitted on plat labele 

I 
11-10)8 (Rsvissd) doted 5-16-58, prepared by O. T. Shifflett, which-inc1udss 

a total sign area of 176 sq. ft. 

Seconded: T. Barnes 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
6- JAKE SNIDER SIGN COMPANY, to permit two ex1st.1ng Signs to remain as erected 

(Total area 74 sq. ft.), north side of Arlington Boulevard west of Chsrry 

street on KilUl&y Shoe Store, Falls Church District. (General Business). 

This case was deferred 'to June 10, 1958. 

II 
7- ERREST ROBSON, to permit operation o£ a repair garage, part Lote 17 and 18, 

Section 1, DOWden Center, Falls Church District. (General Business). 

NO' one was present ''to discuss the cass, although this case has been deferr 

I for three times. 

Mr. T. Barnes moved 'to deny the case 

Seconded, Mr. Lamond. 

Carried, unanimously 

II 

I 

Mr. Mooreland told the Board that the Calvary Presbyterian Church has now 

stated by letter i't'om the Reverend McPherson that they are ready to go ahea 

with their building. The 'three previous extensions of time granted on this 

permit have run out and Mr. Mooreland recalled that the Board had stated 

that _ such extension would be considered again when the Church was in a 

financial position to go ahead with construction. 

There have been no changes in the situation, Mr. Mooreland went on; 'the re

quest is tor variance on 'the buUding setback - the aame as the Board grant 

in the past. 

Mr. Lamond moved to rescind the previous motion made on this and to grant 

the requested variance. 

Sec;'onded, Mr. T. Barnes 

I CArried., unanimously 

II 
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POLICY 

The Board agreed ~o mee~ Wednesday, J\IIle l,~h W view ~e property in ~. 

matter o~ Kraft and StltchmpD, atter which the Board will convene in the 

Courthouse torev1ew the cas.. as requested by the Court, and determine it 

it will affirm or re8c~d the original motion. 

II ~SJ', 
Mrs. Henderson asked the Board to discuss a policy on carports brought 

about by the discussion wit.h Mr. Andrew Clarke at the last meeting ,;. re 

log the crawl space under·the gabled roof over the carport. which was u~ed. 

for storage. 

This type of roof 1s being used quite commonly now in North Springfield 

and other places in the County. Mrs_ Henderson noted. and there are" probab 

a great many cases where crawl space has been made into storage area. 

Mrs. Henderson said she believed the Board should accept th1l!las a -part ot 

the carport as the storage area 18 very limited and the pitched root" 1s 

certainly a more attractive addition to the house than the flat roo~ed, 

box-like carport which has been widely used. 

Mr. Lamond stated that his idea of a carport was simply an unenclosed 

garage with a roof - he did not think the Board should tie it doWn to the 

type o£roof. He could see no reason not to allow this small storage area 

Mr. Barnes agreed. 

The Board agreed ~ha~ if ~he crawl epece under the gabled root in ~1me be

comes a' room _ by lifting the root or adding a dormer - that is up to Mr. 

Mooreland's africe to do something about. He could not lS8.ue a permit ror 

euch an alteration, and 1£ this were done it would be in violat.ion and 

would be so handled. 

The Board agreed t.hat. a carport is an unclosed garage with a root. 

II 
The meet.ing adjourned 

I 
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June 4. 195$ 

A special llIOeting of the Fairfax County 
Board of Zoning Appeals was held Wednesday. 
June 4. 1958 at 3 o'clock p.m.! in the 
County Courthouse with the rol owing members 
present: Mrs. M. K. Henderson A. Slater 
Lamond, T. Barnes and Mrs. 10l s Carpenter 

DEFERRED CASE: 

MORRIS L. KRAFT & SOLOMAN STIOHMAN, to permit erection and operation ot a 

service station with pump islands within 35 feet of the street property 

line, southeast corner #12) adjoining Oakton Methodist Church, Providence 

District. (Rural Business). 

The Board met in the morning at ten a I clock to view the property - at that 

time Mr. J. B. Smith was present - especial]yto look at the property in

volved in the case of Morris L. Kraft and Solomon Stiohman _ heard and 

denied by thia Board on May 1), 1956. The case Is being appealed in the 

Circuit Court and the Court has asked the Board to review their decision. 

Mr. Lamond recalled that he had made the motion to deny this case. He 

stated that since that decision on May 13th he had been over the ground and 

has given carefUl re-consideration to the case. While there is a lot to be 

said .about; the Church operating in a commercial district, Mr. Lamond said 

he did not feel that the Church is attempting to control the business pro

perty adjoining - with that thought in mind Mr. Lamond moved to rescind the 

motion made on May 13, 1958 denying this case. 

Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter 

The motion carried, unanimously. 

After considerable discussion regarding this location with regard to fUture 

development and business uses which might be established on this property, 

Mr. Lamond made the following statement: 

Atter viewing the property and after giving due consideration to the other 

types of business uses which may be permitted on this property as a matter 

of right - businesses which may be far more objectionable than a filling 

station - Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application - under Section 6-16 

because this appears to conform to that section of the Ordinance. 

Mrs. Henderson said she went along with the rescinding of the original 

motion _ in order to give f'ull re-consideration 11:> the case _ but she did 

not propose to vote for a motion to grant this without the assurance that 

the oil company would agree to put in a filling station that would conform 

architecturally to the residential character of this area. While the pro

perty is zoned for business and considerable more business may develop in 

the area, Mrs. Henderson continued - the character of this area now is re

sidential and it may be many years before other business uses are establish 

in the area. A colonial station such as that put in at the corner of Hunte 

Mill Road and Chain Bridge Road would soften the blow, and she believed 

would be lesa objectionable to the Church. 



 

 

uu 
MORRIS L. KHAFr 8r. SOLOMON STIOHMAN (continued) 

It wae agreed that no granting or this use could be tied to architec'tural 

requirements. Mr. Mooreland suggested that it such a condition were put in 

the motion it could be thrown out by Court action without question. Howeve 

Mr. Mooreland thought it might be possible to suggest and. urge that a resi

dential type of station be put in and he felt that Mr. Beckner might be abl 

to get a firm agreement from the Company that they would do this. The Boa 

would be taking that chance that the architectural design would be carried 

out _ but he thought the wishes of the Board could be worked out by diploma 

pressure rather than at'tempting to place an unenfor-ceab.le condition upon 

the applicant. 

Mr. Beckner was in the building and was asked to discuss this with the 

Board. 

Mr. Beckner said he could not make a definite sta~emen~ on this without 

firs't contacting the oil company t and he would. be glad to do "that and. urge 

'them to go along with a station that would be in keeping with the residenti 

area. He pointed out the planned business developnent across the street 

and stated that he thought the ultimate plan rcr this area would be commerc 

Mr. Beckner also recalled 'that he had given the Church a ten foot outlet 

road to their parking lot. 

The Board agreed to take no final action at this time - but to wait for 

Mr. Beckner's report on June 10, 1958. 

II 
The meeting adjourned 

t!.~ .. 1': Q" e.e ::1 

Mrs. L. J. Henderson, Jr., Chairman 

I 
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June 10, 1956 

The regular meeting of' the Fairfax 
County Board. of Zoning Appeall was 
held, Tuesday, June 10, 1956 at 10 
o'clock a.m. in the Board Room of 
the Fairfax Courthouse with ell 
members present; Mrs. t. J. Henderson, 
Jr., Chairman, presiding 

The meeting was opened with a prayer by Mr. J. B. Smith 

DEFERRED CASES: 

ELLIS G. HARRINGTON, to permit storage shed to remain as erected 2 feet of 

side pdrear property lines, Lot 4, Block at Section 3, Hollin Hall Villag 

(406) Fairfax Road), Mt. Vernon District. (Urban Residence). 

Mr. Lamond moved to defer this case for 90 days with the thought that the 

DeW zoning ordinance may have been adopted by that time. 

Mr. Mooreland told the Board that deferrel of this type was making it 

di££1cult for his office - that people go ahead and do what they want as 

they cannot understand why some one can have a shed located near the line _ 

and someonels8 cannot. 

It was agreed to put the case at the bottom of the list to discuss fully 

at that time. 

II 
Mr. Mooreland read the following letter £rom MR. REET P. SMITH: 

"June 3, 1956 
5502 Ivor st. 

Mr. H. F. Schumann, Jr 

Dear Sir: 

In the event recourse is possible I would like to appeal 
for further consideration regarding the , May 19,9 decision 
of the County Board. My r-eaeone for desiring this course 
of action are a8 follows: 

1. Through administrative error my address has been listed 
as "08 Ivor st. Board members or member visited that 
address for on the spot inspection instead of visiting my 
property a't 5502 Ivor St. 

2. The violation was not a fault of mine nor do the adjacent 
property owners object in the least to the carport as con
structed _ but quite the opposite - they consider it as en
hancing the appearance of our area. 

3. Certain hardship will of necessity be inflicted upon 
me it forced to modify the structure. This can now be 
proven to the Board. Modification will also detract £rom 
appearance. 

4. Variance was granted for a similar violation at "02 
Joplin St., North Sprlng£ield, for a carport constructed. 
by the prime contractor of this developnent - Edward Carr. 

I will appreciate your consideration of this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Reat P. Smith" 

0.1. 
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a, Henderson aaid the only hardship ahe could see here was a financial 

• Lamond moved that the Board review the case. But, Mrs. Carpenter asked 

at new evidence has Mr. Smith brought out1 
enl,. ene aeaber .r 

It was noted that whil~the Board, in hi. inspection saw the wrong property, 

plats presented with the case were correct and showed the location of I building. There was no question of the Board not knowing fully what the 

existing conditions are. It was noted also that the only hardship involved 

was "in being forced to modify the structure". 

Mrs. Henderson read from the Ordinance relative to re-hearings, "A rehearing 

on any resolution may be had••••••••••• No motion for rehearing shall be I 
entertained unless new evidence is submitted which could not reasonably have 

been presented at the original hearing." 

How can the Board grant a rehearing, Mrs. Henderson asked when no new eviden e 

"which could not reasonably have been presented" at the original hearing has 

been brought to the attention of the Board? 

It was agreed that Mr. Smith be advised of Paragraph 6, page 98 of the 

Ordinance, regarding rehearings, and tell Mr. Smith that new evidence must 

be presented to the Board at the eulieat possible date in order that he 

meet the 4.5 day deadline for rehearings. It was suggested that such eVidenc 

be presented by June 24th. 

II 
NEW CASES: I 

1- ANNANDALE PRE-SCHOOL ASSOCIATION, INC., to permit operation of a kindergarte 

and nursery school, N. w. corner of Gallows Road and Annandale Road, (Grange 

Hall), Falls Church District. (Suburban Residence Class II). 

Mrs. Plap1nger, President of Annandale Pre-School, Inc. read the following 

statement detailing the purposes and plan of the school: 

"June 10, 1958 

FROM: Annandale Pre-School Association, Inc. 
Statement by Alice E. Plapinger, President 

TO: Board of Zoning Appeals 

PREMISES: Pioneer Grange Hall, Annandale & Gallows Rds., Falls Church D st. 

USE: Nursery and Kindergarten School 

A. THE SCHOOL I 
1. A non-profit cooperative nursery and kindergarten school 

established and incorporated under the laws of Virginia' 
in 1947. 
Current enrollment: 68 pupils in two kindergarten (ages 5-6) 
classes and two nursery (ages 3t-4~) classes. All pupils 
reside in Fairfax County, principally in the Armandale and 
Springfield areas. I 

3. A Board of Directors, consisting of parents of pupils, is 
responsible for the administration and management of the 
school. Much of this administration and management is 
effected through committees of parents charged with ac
quisition of school supplies and equipment, pupil trans
portation, etc. 
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Mrs. Plapinger's statement - contlnu.e~.. 

4. The School 18 in operation during nine months of the 
year. The school 1s normally in session from 9 a.m. 
to, 12 a.m. on weekdays. Its school year general1T 
conforms to the public school year. 

5. The School maintains a highly competent paid professional 
teaching staff of four who are assisted daily by parents 
assigned to each class on a rotating basis. 

6. The School is a member of the Northern Virginia Federation 
of Cooperative Schools, which consists of seventeen schools 
in this area. Among other things, the Federation establishes 
educational standards for its member schools, assists in 
teacher recruitment, provides in-service training for 
teachers, and provides programs for parents concerning 
their participation in member schools. 

7. From 1947 to 1954 the School occupied quarters in the 
Annandale Methodist Church. A church building program 
forced us to relinquish those quarters. 

Since 1954, we have occupied quarters in the Annandale 
Baptist Church. A church building program has compelled 
us to relinquish those quarters and seek approval of this 
Board .to use the premises above described. Execution of 
an agreement to use said premises for the purposes set 
forth herein is conditioned upon such approval. 

B. USE OF THE PREMISES 

1. Pupil transportation is prOVided for through from 13 to 15 
carpools. The premises containl ample area. for parking of 
automobiles utilized in cupooU.. No street parking is 
here involved. 

2. Outdoor recreation periods will be confined to a fenced 
area in the rear of said premises. No more than two 
classes are outdoors at any time. All outdoor recreation 
1s under close supervision by at least two teachers 
assisted by two parents. 

3. The character of the community is in no way threatened by 
the proposed use of said premises. 

Our school is highly regarded and provides a sorely needed require
ment not filled by the County public school system. 

Close pupil supervision and adequate parking facilities on said pre
mises provide assurance to adjoining property owners as well as resi
dents of the area that there will be no impainnent of property values. 
Rather the reverse is true. The proximity of a school, especially 
one of undoubted competence, is a boon to property owners, whether 
lessors or occupants. 

One f'inal observation - the Pioneer Grange Hall has been used as a 
public meeting place for more than 37 years. 

The use of the Hall here proposed would be consistent with its prior 
use - in f'act under the strict supervision described above, the pro
posed use would be much more circumscribed than such prior use. 

CONCLUSION 

We therefore earnestly request approval by the Board of the application 
o£ the Annandale Pre-School Association, Inc. f'or use of the Pioneer 
Grange Hall." 

It was noted on the plat that the building was moved. back (Mr. Mooreland 

said that was done about 5 years ago) but that the exact setback from both 

GalloW's Road and the Falls Church-Annandale Road were not shown on the pre

sent building location. It was also noted that the exact acreage was not 

indicated on the plat - however, it appeared to be 1/2 acre. Mrs. Hendereo 

thought it necessary that the Board know def'initely the acreage involved 

and the setbacks from both roads. 
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Mrs. Carpenter asked what area would be fenced. in - as mentioned in the 

written statement? The side and back, Mrs. Plapinger answered - away £rom 

the roads. The parking space will be ap~ from the play area. 

Mr. Mooreland stated that the building is 55 x 25 reet - two story with a 

47.5 foot setback from Falls Church-Annandale Road, and 40 feet from Gallow 

Road. 

The Board asked that these setbacks be shown - certified - on a plat. 

Mrs. Plapinger stated that the parking would be located between the buildin 

and Gallows Road and that the balance of the property Will be fenced for 

playground. The Grange will want parking area for 18 cars. 

At the Baptist Church, where the school is operating at present, Mrs. Flapi 

said they have about 1/4 acre of play area. 

In the Grange Hall are two baths, public water, and septic field. They 

meet the requirements of the Fire Marshal. 

Mr. Lamond suggested that the Board should require a plat for the flles, 

showing setbacks, dimensions of the lot and building, indicating the area 

to be fenced, and that space set aside for parking and play area. 

The Board questioned the size of the lot for play - thinking 1/2 acre would 

not be enough for 68 pupils. 

Mrs. McDonald, member of the State Board, League of Women Voters, urged the 

Board to grant this permit, stating that this SChool fills a great need in 

the County. especially because there is no free kindergarten attached to 

the public schools. 

Since this school enlists the help .of interested parents. who assist the fa 

professional teachers. this is a low cost school. This is a great benefit 

to the mothers also as they observe the working methods of the trained st 

especially in the elements of discipline. Many of the teachers have wore 

than one degree. Mrs. NCDonald stated, they are highly trained. Being the 

grandmother of two who attend the school. and having a daughter who has 

taught in this school. Mrs. McDonald said she felt that she has an intimate 

knowledge of the high level operation and the excellent results of this 

school. They bring the children to her home once a year, where they spend 

the day on her 6 acres getting acquainted with the horses. goats and chicke 

This has been a very successrul school - the response from both the mothers 

and the children has been excellent - it would be most unfortunate to dis-

solve the school at this point, Mrs. McDonald concluded. 

Mrs. Sheperd, from the Northern Virginia Federation of Cooperative Schools. 

told of the work of th.e Federation in teacher procurement. training. and in 

help to establish cooperative schools. 

With regard to the Boardls objection to the small area (l/2 acre for 68 

children), Mrs. Plapinger called attention to the fact that no more than two 

classes would be in the play yard at one time. 

The Chairman asked for opposition. 

I 

I 
er 

I 

II 

I 



 

 

I 

CASES 

l-Ctd. Curtis Trammel of 2228 Annandale Road, stated that he owns property at 

230 Annandale Road, immediately adjoining this property. He lives two door 

rom the Grange Hall. He owns the house on the lot immediately adjoining th 

11, which he rents. With the coming and going of people to the school and 

or 70 children playing on this small area - he would never be able to kee 

Falls Church-Annandale Road and Gallows Road - will be 

dened, Mr. Tranunel told the Board, and by the time the State right of way 

I 
• part ot It 

tak~n1this lot/will be squeezed down to about 80 or 90 foot frontage. He 

d understood that the State will start on the widening of Gallows Road in 

of the Grange Hall lot 1s all heavily graveled, Mr. Trammel 

It would not make a satisfactory play area. It' they fence 

Dough area f'or play, they will have room enough Ear about 12 cars, which 

11 not be enough for the school and the Grange. 

Trammel again forecast the loss of his renter, whom he said had been wit 

for three years and has been a fine tenant. Theref'ore, the eatablishmen 

f this school would damage him financially, he believed H would even make 

t difficult to sell his property. He felt that the Board has nO right to 

estroy land values nor to create an adverse situation for the neighborhood. 

e questioned the need to locate a echooj, of this kind in a residential area 

I that this operation is very like a public school which is 

owed. in a residential area • 

• Trammel listed his objections again, adding that aside from the 6g 

on this small acreage - the teen dances at Grange Hall 

ich last until 2 a.m. - are noisy. Also they train dogs at the Grange 

n fact, Mr. Trammel stated, he considered the Grange to be a menace to the 

a, Henderson asked Mr. Schumann if he could make a statement regarding the 

I 

dening of those two roads. Mr. Schumann said he would be glad to call 

ichmond, as he understoo4 that the local office has no information on these 

oade , Mr. Schumann said he had been told that the Hi~way Department would 

aka right of way to the width of 60 feet on the Annandale Road, but he had 

ot heard on which side the right. of way will be taken. 

Trammel said he wished the Board. to know that he has no prejudice agains 

that his interest in appearing at this hearing is to protect 

property. 

Rutherf'ord, who has charge of maintenance of the play ground at the 

I the school is presently operating, stated that while. 

Grange Hall is not as large as they would like, he had 

tepped off the area and found that it is approximately the same size play 

rea as they now have. He thought they could fence in about 9000 eq • .ft. 
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Actually, they dont want too much play yard, Mr. Rutherford explained, hav

ing only the two classes in the yard at one time they dont need a large ar 

and the surplus ground is a job to keep up. They had planned to put their 

equipment in the graveled area, which they thought a better location £or it 

than on the grass area. 

Mr. Trammel does not realize how closely these children are'supervised, Mrs. 

Plapinger told the Board. The teachers or parents are always there, they 

have never had neighborhood complaints. The Grange Hall has been a public 

bUilding for over 30 years, it has been used for many public purposes. Thi 

use would not differ greatly from other activities carried on here. About 

g cars would remain on the property during the day. They will keep the sam 

enrollment. Actually they have quite a waiting liat - enough to justify 

afternoon school - but they are taking only what they can handle adequately 

They will have no more than 16 in a class, 

Mrs. Henderson asked if a thorough search had been made for another locatio 

Mrs. Plapinger answered that they had looked in every possible location in 

the County, and this is their last hope. They have little money and are 

therefore limited. They dont know if this will be satisfactory, but they 

must have a new location and this is the best they can do. Mrs. Plapinger 

called attention to the fact that the houses near the Grange, including the 

owners who object to this use, Were all built long after the Grange Hall, 

with its history of public activities, was built. 

ActiVities of Grange Halls past and present were discussed. 

Mr. Mooreland stated that he has been active for many years bot.h locally 

and in State offices in the Grange, and recalled that Granges were built 

and proposed to be used for community purposes. This is not a profit makin 

venture - it is a community project - in keeping with the purposes of the 

Grange. 

Mr. Trarmnel again charged that this school would damage his property, al

though it was brought out that the history of schools in the County is that 

they do not damage neighboring nor nearby property. 

The Board recessed _ waiting for Mr. Schumann to obtain right of way in

formation from Richmond. 

Upon reconvening - Mr. Schumann stated that the Highway Department is in the 

process of acquiring right of way on the Falls-Church-Annandale Road, and -ae 

soon as this is completed (which will probably be in July) they will start 

work on the widening. Plans showing this road are in the office of the 

Resident Engineer. 

Mr. T. Barnes moved to defer the caBe until June 24th - in order that the 

Board may see the existing highway plans for the widening of Falls Church

Annandale Road. It was also requested that the applicant present at that 

time plats showing setback of the building, location of the building on the 

property, parking area, and the area they plan to fence for play yard. 

Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter Carried~ unanimo~sly. 
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EWCASES 

LFRED R. HALES, JR., to permit dwelling to remain as erected 37.5 feet of 

Overly Drive, Lot 2, Block J, Fairfax Homes, (724 Overly Drive), Lee Diet. 

(Suburban Residence Class II). 

Case deferred to June 24th at the request of the applicant. 

II 
sse STANDARD OIL COMPANY, to permit erection and operation of a service 

station with pump islands within 25 .feet of the street property line, south 

Side of Columbia Pike, 423 feet east of L1no01n1a Road, Mason District. 

(General Business). 

• Hansbarger represented the appkdcenb , Mr. Hansbarger explained that the 

people whom they had notified of this hearing are not all immediately ad

joining property owners, but across the street and nearby - as this isa 

areal of land 115 x 150 rt. which is surrounded by the applicant - who is 

the contract owner. 

pprox1ma.tely 6 acres in this immediate area and surrounding the property on 

ree sides are zoned for business uses, Mr. Hansbarger told the Board -

cross from this site and just down the road is a filling station, immediat 

cross the street and to the rear are homes of a substantial type. At the 

ntersection of Columbia Pike and Lincolnia Road there is a filling station 

nd grocery store. It is planned that Columbia Pike will have a 220 foot 

ight of way. This 220 foot width will include service road on both sides 

f the Pike. Dedication for this width has been made. 

• Hansbarger showed pictures of the site indicating the homes across 

olumbia Pike, and to the rear of this site. 

• Hansbarger pointed out that the property line of this tract is 110 feet 

rom the centerline of the existing Columbia Pike. The filling station is 

96 feet from the centerline - therefore it should be a minimum of 300 or 

00 feet from the houses across Columbia Pike, and also about 400 feet from 

he houses to the rear. 

eases have now been negotiated for development of this business area, Mr. 

ansbarger told the Board, and this filling station is part of that planned 

roup of businesses. 

he Code requires that filling stations shall be located in compact groups -

Hansbarger pointed to the ather nearby .tilling stations wich he had 

cceeed, 

hey first planned to locate this filling station on the triangle at the 

intersection at Lincolnia Road and Columbia Pike. Esso Standard held an 

ption on that property but abandoned it for this site as the curve at the 

riangle is dangerous and they felt that this location is not detrimental to 

ublic travel as it has excellent visibility in both directions_ This is a 

ommercial location, and practically any other retail business could go in 

ere - but it would appear that a filling station is a very reasonable and 

ogical use, Mr. Hansbarger concluded. 

y 
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Mr. Lamond asked if there would be a grass strip between the service road 

and the highway? Mr. Hansbarger answered that he did not know but there 

would necessarily be some kind of break-through entrance to the shopping 

center. 

The Chairman asked for opposition. 

Mrs. Ellen Oshins, representing Lake Bracroft Citizens Association, stated 

that representatives from Lakewood, Parklawn, and Belvedere were also presen 

opposing this use. 

Mrs. Oahins presented the following letter in protest: 

"Falls Church, Virginia 
June 7, 1955 

We the undersigned, co-owners of residential property 
located at 7801 Columbia Pike in Lakewood, are unalterably 
opposed to a gaS station at the corner of Lincolnia Road 
and Columbia Pike being located only 25 feet from Columbia 
Pike. 

Due to traffic flow on Columbia Pike it is advisable to 
have a service road to safeguard the children walking to 
Parklawn school and to Belvedere school and as a continuance 
of one already there. Also there is a bad curve which is 
in itself a danger hazard at this particular point. 

A service road is a worthwhile feature to home owners in 
this area. The home owner in Fairfax County is paying most 
of' the tax load in this county and home owners who have in
vested heavily without any idea whatsoever of a gas station 
being built here are entitled to priority consideration. 

Signed: Chas. M. Cox 
<Reate P. Cox" 

It was felt that there must be a service road in front of this f'illing 

station in order to assure the safe passage for children walking to the Park 

lawn school, especiallY from the f'ar side of Columbia Pike, Mrs. Oabins stat 

The people in the area not only want the service road but they want it to be 

constructed at the same time the filling station is put in, Mrs. Oshins urge 

and they hope the service road will continue on into the shopping center are 

Mr•• James Cowden, living at 7933 Columbia Pike, across the street from this 

proposed filling station objected - both for himself and his neighbor who 

was not able to be present. Every person living near this site would oppose 

it, Mr. Cowden continued. 

Mr. Cowden recalled the country atmosphere of this area when he bought here 

in 1953 - cattle grazing on the property adjoining him - the area unobatruct d 

with commercial enterprises. Granting this would allow a filling station to 

be located in front of his picture window. Filling stations are not only 

attractive but they create an odor. Mr. Cowden vigorously opposed this use. 

Mrs. Henderson asked Mr. Cowden if he knew this tract was zoned for business 

when he bought here? Mr. Cowden answered - "yes" but he understood with re-

strictions. 

The only restriction placed on this type of zoning, Mrs. Henderson informed 

Mr. Cowden, would be the requirement that the applicant for" filling statio 

or certain other uses must go before the Board of' Zoning Appeals for the 

use permit. 
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Mr. Paul Hannan, living at 7817 Columbia Pike (Lakewood) asked how ter f'rom 

the centerline of the highway this filling station would be built? He 

wished to be assured of the fact that when Columbia Pike is widened there 

will be enough room between the filling station and the centerline of the 

road for the service road. He agreed with previous statements that the 

service road must be put in on both sides on Columbia Pike for protection 0 

the school children. 

Mr. Harmon said he had no more objection to a filling station going in here 

than any other permitted use - he didn't like a business use - period - to 

be established here, but he thought it very important that the service road 

on both sides of Columbia Pike should be preserved. He questioned if the 

Pike would be Widened to four lanes here - the same as that at Bailey' 5 

Cross Roads and at Annandale, and when and if that widening is done - will 

thar" be enough right of way to include the service roads? With an invest

ment such as this .tilling station the owner would no doubt oppose taking 

more right of way on this side and therefore the property owners in the 

area would be made to suffer - because of the lack of service road. 

Mr. Maismith o.t 7941 Columbia Pike objected for reasons stated - recalling 

the rumor that in the widening· of Columbia Pike the service road may be 

abandoned. He also questioned the need for a filling station here. 

Mr. Phillip Gibson of 7809 Columbia Pike objected for reasons stated and 

presented the following statement from Barcroft Citizens Association: 

"7506 Fairfax Parkway 
Alexandria, Va. 
June 7. 19,8 

Mrs. M. K. Henderson,Chairman 
Board of Zoning Appeals 
Fairfax, Virginia 

Dear Mrs. Henderson: 

Two items have come to light that concern the residents of 
Barcroft Terrace. An' Esso I station is being planned for 
the Columbia Pike-Lincolnia,Road corner and a 'variance' is 
being sought to permit installation of the station gas pumps 
within 25 f'eet of' the main highway. 

Although our area residents are opposed to the gas station 
construction itself', there would be little hope o.t contest
ing this point since the corner mentioned above was zoned 
'commercial' a few years ago counter to the wishes of the 
neighboring communiti~s. 

However, the 'variance' should not be granted .tor a number 
o.t reasons: 

a. This location is at a sharp turn on a busy highway and 
the proximity of such an installation would merely increase 
the hazard of accidents. 

b. With Parklawn School opening in the fall this corner will 
be a crossing site for two-way school traffic (to Parklawn 
for 7th and 8th graders residing wast of Columbia Pike and 
to Belvedere Elementary for those living east of Columbia 
Pfke L; Inadequate clearance between highway and gas station 
would increase the danger of accidents invol~ing our school 
children. 

c. There would be insufficient room for the service road 
east of Columbia Pike. 
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Letter from Barcroft Citizens' Association - continued 

At a special session. the Executive Committee of the 
Barcroft TelTace Citizens' Association considered the 
above factors. We request that no 'variance' be issued 
that will permit installation of pumps within 25 feet 
of' Columbia Pike and that adequate distance be required 
to permit eventual continuation of' the service road east 
of' Columbia Pike. 

We thank you for your consideration of' our request. 

Sincerely, 

lsi Gordon W. Bailey 
Lt. Col., U. S. Army 
Barcroft Terrace Citizens' Association" 

Mr. J. P. Faria of 7944 Columbia Pike objected for reasons stated, emphasiz

ing his concern over the service road and the fact that there is no need for 

a filling station at this location. 

Mr. Lamond called attention to the plat which indicates sufficient setback 

of the bUilding to allow for the full widening of Columbia Pike to include 

the service road. 

Mr. Mooreland again advised the Board. that 220 .reee have been dedicated here 

ich would allow for a .four lane highway (two lanes are used at present) 

service roads on both sides of the Pike. 

Faria questioned who would operate this station? He objected to lessors 

that the pump islands be required to be 50 feet from the right 

Hansbarger asked Mr. Schumann to discuss the service road with the Board 

Schumann stated that Esso standard is buying this land - therefore the 

conveyance of this land brings it under the subdivision laws, which would 

equire that a plat go on record and the purchaser will necessarily sign an 

with the County that they will provide a service road and maintain 

This right of way has been dedicated, Mr. Hansbarger added, and the 

ha ve to build the servic e road in front of this property. 

• Hansbarger cited a case in the Virginia Courts - Carter vs Carter _ 

erein the Court stated that a filling station is a typical business develo 

this age - it is considered convenient and necessary and the Court 

etermined that a filling station is not dangerous nor obnoxious - otherwise 

hey would not abound. 

eople bought here knowing this was a commercially zoned area, Mr. Hansbarge 

out, whatever business to go in here would undoubtedly have some 

affect on the residential property in the area, but this filling 

would have no more adverse affect than would reasonably be eJq>ect":d. 

s. Oahins asked that the 35 foot setback be required in order to have the 

tra 10 feet in case of necessity in providing the service road. 

Mr. Hansbarger said they would agree to that if the Board. so desired. 
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Again the Board discussed the reasonableness of the deeper setback for pump 

islands - whether or not that encourages parking between the pump island an 

the right of way and thereby creating a traffic hazard. 

Mr. Schumann was asked if he considered the lessi~etback of pump islands a 

safeguard to public travel. Mr. Schumann said he could not answer that 

without looking further into it, but he would be glad to do that if the Boa 

wished, and if it appears that the Ordinance 1s wrong in this setback it 

should be changed by amendment. 

Mrs. Henderson suggested that a study by Mr. Schumann's office would be 

very valuable. 

Mr. MOoreland recalled that the old Board had ruled that pump islands are a 

structure whereas the present Board has followed the policy of granting a 

25 f'oot setback i'or pump dal.anda, The State allows a 12 i'oot setback and 

the oil companies are inclined to prei'er 15 f'eete 

Mr. Te Barnes moved that a permit be granted i'or this i'll1ing station allow 

ing the pump islands to be located within 25 i'eet o£ the property line. Th 

property involved is located on the south side of Columbia Pike - shown on 

the plat presented with the case prepared by Springfield Surveys - signed 

by He Le Courson, dat~d May 19, 1958. This is granted because it coni'orms 

to Section 6-16 of the Ordinance. 

Seconded, Mr. Lamond 

For the motion: Te Barnes, Lamond, Je Be Smith, Mrse Carpenter 

Mrs. Henderson refrained i'rom votinge 

Motion carried. 

II 
DANIEL We BOYER, to permit teaching of piano and voice in garage, S. W. 

corner #123 and #701, Providence District. (Rural Residence Class 2). 

Mr. Boyer presented seven letters from nearby interested persons - whom he 

had advised of his plan to use his garage as a piano and voice studio. Two 

were adjoining property owners and all had stated that they have no objecti 

to this usee 

Mre Boyer said he has been teaching voice and piano for some time and was 

not aware of the necessity to get a permit from this Board to conduct this 

studio. The old garage now on the property will be replaced by a two story 

building - the first noor of which will be used as a hobby shop and the 

second floor for his studio. 

It was noted that this case was .filed under the "private echoo Ls" clause. 

Mre Boyer said he did very little teaching in his studio - o~y about 7e5 

percent of his pupils come to him - the others he teaches in their homes. 

The nearest home to him is about 160 feet away and one home across the stre 

He would have no parking problem as he has a lane coming in i'rom Rt. #701 

which leads oi'f of Rt. #l23e It makes a good and safe entrance. 

There were no objections .from the area. 
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Mrs. Carpenter moved to grant the application as there seems to be no objec 

ions £rom the neighboring people and this would not appear to adversely 

affect the neighborhood. 

Seconded, T. Barnes 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
REGOR, INC., to permit dwelling as erected to remain within 35.3 feet of the 

street property line, Lot 2, Block 74, Section 23, Springfield, (6602 Middl 

sex Avenue), Mason District. (Suburban Residence Class 2). 

Mr. Carl Hellwig represented the applicant. 

This violation was in fact a mathmetical error, Mr. Hellwig told the Board, 

made by one of their surveying crews. In the rush of Spring work, when the 

make every effort to get into production as soon as possible, this one hOlls 

was staked wrong. This error was overlooked :for some time. The house is 

up to the roof; however, they have stopped construction. 

This house is located on an 80 .foot road, Mr. Hellwig pointed out, which 

allows an additional 22 feet from the curb to the house itsel.f. There are 

sidewalks on both sides of the street - therefore there is no question of 

sarety or travel. In development of the subdivision the houses on these 

streets have not all been set on the same setback line. They have staggere 

the setbacks to give variety and interest to the development. Some of the 

setbacks vary as much as 15 feet. 

These people have just ltarted this subdivision. Mr. Hellwig told the Board. 

they are good builders - putting in substantial homes, costing from $18,000 

to $24,000. They have done Yates Village and two other subdivisions in the 

County. This will be the third section of Springfield. 

The first survey check was made when the first floor joists were in, Mr. 

Hellwig explained. but they did not get around to computing it for several 

months - by that time the walls were up to roof level. There is no questio 

or good sight distance. 

Mrs. Henderson questioned how many such errors Springfield Surveys had made 

Mr. Hellwig answered - very few. They have averaged about three cases in 

one year - during that time they located about 1000 houses. Last year. Mr. 

Hellwig continued, they had one error. 

Mr. Mooreland told the Board that his office had had very little trouble 

with Springfield Surveys - their degree of accuracy is very high. 

Mrs. Henderson asked Mr. Hellwig what would his attitude be when the new 

Ordinance is adopted - wherein it states that a house in violation will be 

torn down,. 

That will be controlled, Mr. MOoreland explained, by prohibiting constructi 

beyond the f'irst floor level until a survey is made. Any error would be 

caught in the initial stage of' construction. 

Mr. Hellwig explained that they stake out a house at so much per ~ouse. If 

the regulations force the cost of' this "stake-out" jog above a certain poin 

07J 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 
n 



 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

73 

tnance , 

5-Ctd. 

I 

I 

I 

6-

I 

I 

NEW CASES: 

it will price the cost out of reason, as the price of the extra safety pre

cautions will fall back on the developer. They have many safety precautions 

now, Mr. Hellwig continued, but if it is necessary to add more ultimately 
(loS 1. 

cost of construction will absorb the additional more-nui 601y 

ces'6 sf S8B8'8IttcbioII hill a'Oi!ozb bho }lj ha&l eeee, 
Chairman asked for opposition. 

A. O. Apalt, living at 7512 Mendota Place, stated that he waS present 

in opposition, representing himself and three other property owners; J. F. 

Fenier, 660) M1ddl~sex St.; David Sender, 7512 Mendota Place and Alexander 

Bourque, 7510 Mendota Place. 

This is a well developed area, Mr. Apalt told the Board, and while this one 

violation may not harm their property, i~ this happens again he thought the 

ouse should be torn down. This was a very obvious error which should have 

been corrected at the ~irst ~loor joists, Mr. Apelt continued, they wish to 

preserve the symme'ky and beauty cr their area and he has been delegated to 

see that such an error does not happen again. They are very eager to keep 

area attractive and within regulations. 

thought this variance in setback would be little noticed be

rolling contour o~ the ground. 

moved to grant the application under Section 6-l6-g o~ the 

Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes 

For the motion: Lamond, Barnes, J. B. Smith and Mrs. Carpenter. 

Mrs. Henderson voted "no" because in her opinion no hardship was shown by 

a 5 foot variance is too much. 

carried. 

to permit erection of 2 signs with larger area than 

llowed by the Ordinance, {total area 250 sq.ft.} on north side o~ Routes 

to Hunter's Lodge, Centreville District. (Agricultu 

Sprinkle pointed out that the sign he wishes to put on the property is 

unsightly _ in fact it is attractive and a little unusual. It would 

obstruct visibility. 

that no plat showing location o~ the sign was submitted with 

Mr. Sprinkle said it would be back ~rom the right of way about 

feet and about 200· feet from the nearest neighbor. 

• Henderson asked why such a large sign was needed. 

from the west, Mr. Sprinkle explained that you do not 

property nor the sign until you are practically to it and a big 

is necessary for qUick visibility. This is a big field and a small 

in proportion to the size of the property. 

s. Carpenter asked the size of the sign now on the property - which she 

hought very adequate and clearly visible for a considerable distanCe. 

7' 7(3) 
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That sign is about 3 x 5 feet, Mr. Sprinkle answered) but it cannot be rea 

very far. The sign requested will set in a V shape which Mr. Mooreland 

said would require that both sides of the V be computed as sign area. IT 

the sign were back to back, Mr. Mooreland pointed out, it would be computed 

as a single sign. 

Mrs. Henderson also thought the sign carried too much advertising, that 

it could be cut and would look better to be less cluttered with so many 

unnecessary things. 

Mr. Sprinkle said his operation was a little out of the ordinary and if he 

said simply "Pony Ranch" without the explanatory material people would not 

know what he has to orier. He wants them to know that he boards ponies and 

he would like to advertise the fact that he will cater to clubs and organi

zations. He has already put about $10,000 into this property and will put 

that much more into it. He will add an attractive ~ite fence all around 

the property. He will also have a snack bar J a track and picnic tables. 

He thought the sign with the cowboy was very expressive and appropriate for 

what he has to offer. He will eventually sell ponies. There will be two 

entrances - one through the driveway to his house and the other by way of 

Hunters Lodge. He has graded his property down to road level. 

Mrs. Henderson read from the Ordinance (Page 92) wherein a sign in an agri

cultural district should be 500 feet from the centerline of the road. It 

was noted that that would put the sign back on the barn - or practically of 

the property. 

Mr. Sprinkle noted that he is adjoined on two sides by business zoning. 

It was noted that Mr. Sprinkle can have 120 sq. ft. of sign and by putting 

the one sign back to back he could get considerable advertising and the 

120 sq. ft. would appear very adequate. 

It was recalled that the Board had granted a sign larger than the Ordinance 

allows on the Snead dog kenriel - just up the road on Routes 29-211. 

Mr. Sprinkle thought it very necessary that he have at least 4" letters on 

his sign - in an area where the speed limit is 55 mph. 

It was suggested that the man and horse be separated from the balance of 

the sign - then if Mr. Sprinkle had the 60 sq. ft. back to back sign de

tailing his activities it would make an interesting and attractive advertis 

ment and still stay Within the Ordinance. 

This was agreeable to Mr. Sprinkle. 

There were no objections from the area. 

In view of the fact that Mr. Sprinkle could get adequate signs on the pro

perty well advertising his activities and still stay within the requiDments 

of the Ordinance, Mrs. carpenter moved to deny the application. 

Seconded, Mr. Lamond 

car-r-ted, unan tmcuar.y, 

II 
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NEW CASES: 

SAUL ALPER, to permit erection and operation of a service station with pump 

islands within 25 feet of the street property line, N. W. corner of Routes 

29-211 and Route 699, Prosperity Avenue, Providence Dist.(General Business) 

Mr. McCloud represented the applicant. 

Mr. McCloud located the property in question and indicated the surrounding 

zoning and business uses. 

Mr. Lamond asked Mr. McCloud if' he knew of plans to widen Routes 29-211. 

Mr. McCloud stated that they had sent their plans to the Highway Department 

in 1957, they made a few minor corrections in their plans, approving ingres 

and egress - but said nothing about widening of' the highway. The right of 

way is SO feet - the highway is improved to three lanes - two on the south 

and one on the north. Mr. McCloud said there probably would be a second 

lane on the north side some day - they have suf~icient right of way. 

There were no objections from the area. 

Mr. McCloud also stated that they would use the entire 19,610 sq. ~t. ~or 

this business. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application as it conforms to Section 6-16 

o~ the Ordinance - that part of the Ordinance which gives the Board the 

right to approve such uses. This is granted because it does not appea~ 

that it will adversely af'f'ecf the neighborhood. Also this is granted ace or 

iog to the plat presented with the case prepared by Patton and Kelly, dated 

May 16, 1958, showing a portion of the property of Andrew W. Clarke, TrustE 

It is under-stiood that the entire 19,610 sq. ft. will be used in the conduct 

of this business. This is granted subject to approval of the Health Dept. 

Seconded, J. B. Smith 

Carried, tmanimously. 

The Board asked Mr. McCloud his opinion of locating pump islands 12 or 15 

feet from the right of way. While the State alloWS 12 feet, Mr. McCloud 

answered, the Company would recommend 15 feet. 

Mrs. Henderson asked where or in what Code or regulations the State sets 

forth the 12 foot setback. 

Mr. Mooreland answered - in the "Highway Standards". 

II 
DEFERRED CASES: 

ALEXANDER S. ALEXANDER, to permiS erection of an addition to dwelling withi 

15 reet of the side property line, Lot 21, Section 1, Oak Ridge, Providence 

District. (Rural Res. Class 2). 

ALEXANDER S. ALEXANDER, to permit garage to remain as erected 49.4 feet of 

the street property line, Lot 21, Oak Ridge Subdivision. Providence Dist. 

(Rural Res. Class 2). 

The Board agreed to discuss Mr. Alexander's cases together. 

Mr. Barnes asked Mr. Alexander if his home was a one family dwelling. Mr. 

Alexander answered - yes - stating that he did not rent any part of his 

house. 

to 





 

IV 
Mr. Alexander went back over his needs to expand the house - more kitchen 

space, additional dining space, the converted den and a larger living room. 

It is obvious that the carport which has been enclosed with glass extends 

into the front yard a considerable distance beyond the house, Mrs. Henderso 

stated; however, she called attention to the fact that if the carport were 

not enclosed this encroachment would be allowed. 

But it will not have the same usefulness for him if it is not enclosed, Mr. 

Alexander insisted. To remove the enclosure would change the style of the 

Quse, it would be unattractive. Nothing would be gained by removing the 

glass, Mr. Alexander continued, as a matter of fact it would detract greatly 

from the building and he was sure the neighbors would be unhappy to see the 

glass removed - they think it is attractive - that it adds to his house -

nd therefore to the neighborhood. 

Unfortunately there are certain things that are not allowed in the regula

ions, Mr. Mooreland stated, and thi$ happens to be one of them. One cannot 

lways do the particular thing he wants - there are conditions and laWs that 

ust be observed. Mr. Alexander is being asked to do no more than any other 

person who is in violation of the Zoning Ordinance. 

he Board discussed how far the enclosed carport encroaches into the front 

ard, and suggested that since the plat is not correct they should have a pI 

o indicate the exact setback. Mr. Alexander had thought the violation 

ounted to about 6/10 of a foot while the inspector had stated to Mr. Moore 

nd that it was probably between four and seven feet. Mr. Alexander had 

stated that the survey was incorrect. 

t was pointed out that the plats presented with both the !lexander cases 

ere probably incorrect in that the additions were drawn in and the measure

ents were not likely accurate. The Board suggested tbat Mr. Alexander have 

certified plat made of his property showing the exact setbacks and locatio 

f the house. It is eVident, Mr. Lamond pointed out, that the plat the BOar 

as been using does not agree with what is on the ground. 

Lamond asked Mr. Alexander if he would be willing to have a certified 

urvey made of the property to show the exact sitance of the carport from 

right of way. 

Ale~nder answered no - if it is wrong - it is an honest mistake, Mr. 

lexanded stated, he has not tried to impose upon anyone - and there is no 

oint in having another survey. He submitted a plat, Mr. Alexander con

tnued , he measured the best way he could and he thought the plat was corree 

f the Board cannot grant this - with the present plat - then they wouldntt 

rant it if he had a certified survey. 

f the Board insists upon a certified survey and delays this case again, Mr. 

ooreland suggested that such an action would lead Mr. Alexander to think 

hat this case may be granted. 
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if this is only 6/10 of a foot in violation, Mr. Lamond stated, the Boa 

y be inclined to grant that - at least he would vote for it. He felt that 

he Board should give Mr. Alexander the benefit of any doubt - and only the 

certified plat could clear up that doubt. 

Mr. Alexander said he had done nothing wrong as far as the conununity is con

cerned. He did not know of this error - the first notification of it came 

four years after it occurred. He had never read the Ordinance. He called 

the contractor and told him to do this job and the contractor did it and tol 

him it waS okay. When he wanted to put on the addition he came to the Court 

house for a permit and this violation came to light. 

Mrs. Henderson noticed that on the permit for the carport the plat was 

drawn with a solid line as though it is part of the house. But the origina 

plans were the only ones approved, and those planS did not indicate an en

closed garage. 

The Board is in a position to say what he must do, Mra Alexander stated, he 

would do whatever the Board. decides but to remove the glass on the carport 

he would be the loser. He was wrong - in enclosing this - but he did not 

realize it. 

Mr. Lamond-made the following motion on the garage case: That the applicati 

for the garage be denied because it does not conform to the plats and measu 

ments filed in the applicantts application for a carport, which plans were 

approved, and this bUilding must conform to a carport status within 30 days 

of this date. 

Seconded, J. Ba Smith 

Carried, unanimously. 

With regard to the addition, Mrs. Henderson asked Mra Alexander why he did 

not put this addition on the side where he has the 60 f'oot setback. Mr. 

Alexander answered that that would not suit his purpose. 

Mrsa Henderson suggested making the room 9 feet wide. 

Had he wanted that he would not have asked for the variance, Mr. Alexander 

answered a He did not want a 9 foot room. Mrs. Henderson suggested that 

perhaps Mr. Alexander really doesntt need the addition - too badly. 

T'tLwasnoted .that rio topographic condition exists on this property. 

The Board explained to Mr. Alexander that simply wanting a variance was not 

sufficient reason to grant it - the Board must follow regulations unless an 

applicant can show why such regulations cannot be met. The importance of 

maintaining orderly development in the County was stressed. In this case 

it was pointed out that Mr. Alexander has an alternate location - therefore 

it would appear that the setbacks must be met. 

Mrs. Carpenter moved to deny this case because there seems to be no evidenc 

of hardship and the applicant could build this addition on the Additon Stre 

side of his house or he could have a 9 foot addition and stay within the 

Ordinance. 

Seconded, T. Barnes - Carried, unanimously. 
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, DEFERRED eASES: 

MARGIE E. DEAN, to permit conversion of existing structure to sleeping 3-
quarters, Lot 101, Annandale Acres, Mason District. (Rural Res. Class II). 

This is a little building out on the back of the lot which has been used as 

a chicken house, Mrs. Dean told the Board. It is a sound little building 

which _ with very little expense - can be converted into temporary sleeping 

quarters for members of her own family. There will be no kitchen facili

ties in the building. 

Mr. MOoreland suggested the possibility of a hot plate in this temporary 

room, which would convert it into an apartment and the place could be rente 

permanently as the second dwelling on the property. 

Mrs. Dean said they had no intention of putting in a hot plate, nor of rent 

ing the room. They do not even want it tor a permanent thing. They plan 

to put an addition on their home as soon as they have paid for the sewer 

hook-Up and when they do put on the addition this room will no longer be 

used for sleeping. 

Mr. T. Barnes moved that the applicant be allowed to convert the existing 

chicken house into temporary sleeping quarters to be used by the applicant' 

family only and such time as this is not used for sleeping quarters the ap

plicant will immediately notify the Fairfax County Zoning Office. This is 

granted for temporary sleeping quarters only until Mrs. Dean is able to put 

an addition on to her house. 

Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
4- JOHN L. BOWDEN, to permit erection of an addition to dwelling within 11 fee 

8 inches of side property line, Lot 54, Accotink Heights (907 Estabrook Dr. 

Falls Church District. (SubutAan Residence-Class III). 

The applicant had been told that it was not necessary for him to be present 

at this meeting, as the case was deferred to view the property and for the 

Board to make its decision. 

Mrs. Henderson was of the opinion, after seeing the property, that it is 

feasible to put this addition on the side of the house and still stay with

in the Ordinance, therefore she could see no reason to grant the requested 

variance. 

It was noted that while the ground slopes slightly at the rear of the hous 

there is no topographic condition on the side and the Board had suggested 

at the last hearing that the use of a bay window would give increased width 

Mr. Lamond moved to deny the application because no evidence of hardship 

has been shown. 

Seconded, ~~s. Carpenter 

Carri4d, unanimously. 

II 
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Mr. Mooreland -told the Board that he had talked With Jack Beckner regarding 

the KRAFT AND STITCHMAN case and Mr. Beckner had said that his clients weul 

go along with the suggestion of the Board regarding the architecture of the 

filling station to be erected - that they will put up a bUilding archi-

tecturally in keeping with the neighborhood. 

The Board suggested that Mr. Beckner be asked to appear before the Board 

for final discussion on this. 

Mr. Mooreland left the room to find Mr. Beckner. 

DEFERRED CASES: 

JAKE SNIDER SIGN CO., to permit two existing signs to remain as erected 

(total area 74 sq. ft.), north side of Arlington Blvd., west of Cherry St. 

on Kinney Shoe Store, Falls Church District. (General Business). 

Mr. Volker represented the applicant. 

The signs are already on the building J Mr. Volkner told the Board. His 

company did not get the original sign permit for this company, some other 

company - he thought the Chuckrow Company - got it, and these signs were 

all lumped in together and sent to the Kinney Shoe Company, and they were 

put up - not knowing that these signs were not granted along with the other 

These signs are needed because - if you are directly in front of the build

ing the pylon is not visible and it appeared to the Company that this eye

level identificat~on was necessary. These are the same signs carried by al 

their stores, and these signs were supposed to have been included in the 

original request for signs. 

Mrs. Henderson pointed out that Robert Hall has kept to the original square 

footage of sign area as granted by the Board. She asked why Kinney needed 

more sign area than Robert Hall - just next door. 

It has been used and considered valuable, Mr. Volker answered, and if they 

must take it down it would be quite a mess - they have drilled holes in the 

masonry wall to put the signs up. These signs are flat-painted with no 

lighting. They are in good taste, and are unobtrusive - and at the same 

time very effective for their business. These signs would be allowed in 

the District and Maryland, and since they are used on most of their stores 

Mr. Volkner said he could not understand why they had not been included 

with the original application. 

It was recalled that Kinney Shoes was granted 100 sq. ft. on the pylon and 

120 sq. ft. on the building. 

Mr. Lamond moved that the application be denied, as there has been presente 

no evidence of hardship and the Board has already taken care of the needs 0 

the Kinney Shoe Company. 

SecondedJ Mr. T. Barnes - who stated that the granting of this sign could 

encourage others to ask the same thing - and these additions could go on 

indefinitely. 

It was added to the motion (accepted by both Mr. Lamond and Mr. Barnes) 
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that these signs must be removed within 30 days of this date. 

Motion carried, unanimously. 

II 
RE: MORRIS L. KRAFT & SOLOMAN STICHMAN, for operation of a service statio 

on the east side of Rt. 123, adjoining Oakton Methodist Church. 

Mr. Beckner was unable to be present, therefore, the Board discussed this 

case with Mr. MOoreland. 

Mr. Mooreland pointed out to the Board that the architecture of this build

ing cannot be tied down in the motion, unless the applicants agree volu

ntarily to a certain type of architecture. Mr. Mooreland recalled the case 

of the dial center at McLean which the applicants had proposed as a flat 

top building. Through agreement with the applicants the building was con

structed with a pitch roof - which the Board had suggested. 

In this case the applicants are willing to agree to an architectural desi 

which is in keeping with the neighborhood - they will agree also not to 

erect the standard green and white station. Mr. Mooreland suggested that 

the Board make a motion - if they are inclined to grant this use - subject 

to receipt of a letter from the applicant or his attorney, agreeing to a 

certain type of architecture. 

In view of the Board's action on June 4, 195$ rescinding the motion of May 

27, 195$ in the case of Kraft and Stichman, Mr. Lamond moved that the ap

plication for a use permit be granted subject to a letter from the appli

cant stating that the architectural design of the filling station to be 

erected on the property described in this application, will conform to the 

architecture in the neighborhood, and that the standard green and white 

filling station will not be constructed. 

Seconded, J. B. Smith 

For the motion: Lamond, J. B. Smith, Mrs. Carpenter, and T. Barnes. 

Mrs. Henderson voting "no". Mrs. Henderson stated that she voted "no" be

cause, in her opinion, a business of this type is detrimental to the opera 

tion of the Sunday School next door as it will be operated on Sunday when 

the Sunday School is in session. There are many businesses which could 
a 

operate in/rural business area on a 5 or 6 day basis, but a business which 

operates 7 days a week is not the proper type of commercial use to be 

located next door to a Church. 

Motion carried. 

II 
The Chairman asked for further discusaion on the CLYDE A. FORNEY case to 

determine if the Board. would affinn or reverse its decision made at the 

hearing of May 14, 1957 - at which time the request was denied. 

Mr. Lamond recalled that he had originally favored granting this variance 

to Mr. Forney because of the location of the septic tank and field, which 

was represented a~ being very near the rear of the house; but the fact is, 

Mr. Lamond explained, his desire to grant the case was probably influenced 
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CLYDE A. FORNEY - Ctd. 

by his desire to see the property. Atter further investigation, Mr. Lamond 

said he felt that the case should be denied because no hardship has been 

proved nor brought to the attention of the Board. 

Mr. Mooreland told the Board that the Health Department has nothing on this 

to show location of the septic tank and field - nor do they have a record 

of a permit having been obtained. 

Mr. MQoreland said he made an investigation of the property and talked 

with Mrs. Forney. 

Just back of the house - at the far corner, opposite the addition - about 

four feet from the house, he noticed a brown spot in the grass about 4 x 6 

feet running out from the house, which obviously indicates the location of 

the septic tank. Assuming that this is the tank, Mr. Mooreland said he 

estimated the grade to the logical point where the septic ~ield would be 

located. The natural drop would be to the far opposite corner of the lot 

which would be a considerable distance ~rom the house. This would give a 

drop of about 18 inches. The field would have to be out away from the hous 

and on this slope, Mr. Mooreland continued, in order to get a proper drop. 

If the ~ield were located close to the house, as indicated by the applicant 

the drainage would be poor and it would run off to the side of the lot into 

a little gully and the seepage would be evident. Also, if the drainfield 

were located up near the house as claimed - a fairly good sized pear tree 

in the back yard (about 12 feet from the house) would be in the middle of 

the drainfield. It is obvious that the field is beyond the pear tree, Mr. 

MOoreland stated, where it has sufficient slope. In that location it would 

clear the house and the proposed addition by a considerable distance. 

Therefore, there would be no reason why the addition could not have been 

located on the rear of the house. 

Mr. Mooreland stated that Mrs. Forney had told him that she did not want 

the addition on the rear of the house because it would cover the kitchen 

window. 

Since the Forney case has been before the Board, the neighbor next door has 

filed for a variance on the very same thing - Mr. Mooreland told the Board. 

The Board was of the opinion that the addition was shifted to the side of 

the building - not because of the septic ~ield but simply because the appli 

cant wanted it that way. 

Mr. J. B. Smith moved the ~ollow1ng Resolution: 

That the Board has reviewed its findings on the original hearing in this 

case and finds that there is no reason to reverse its original decision to 

deny the case. 

Seconded, Mr. Lamond 

For the motion~ J. B. Smith, A. Slater Lamond, T. George Barnes, and 

Mrs. M. K. Henderson 

Mrs. Lois Carpenter refrained from voting as she was not a member of the 

Board at the time of the original hearing. 

Mnt".inn "!'I,.,..i,,"n~ 
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DEFERRED CASES: 

ELLIS G. HARRINGTON 

Mrs. Henderson recalled that the Board had recently granted a ahed in a 

similar situation. This is of metal construction, which would preclude a 

fire hazard. 

Mr. Mooreland call.d attention to the fact that a fire proof garage could 

be located this close to the line. Asbestos shingle is considered fire

resistent which would probably meet the requirements of "fire proof'1f mater! 

It would appear, Mr. Mooreland continued, that this could be considered in 

the same category. Because of a technicality in the Ordinance, Mr. Moore

land thought it not reasonable to deny this. 

Mrs. Henderson suggested asking the Board of Supervisors to consider an 

amendment to the Ordinance to allow accessory buildings the same setbacks 

as garages. 

Mr. J. B. Smith moved to grant the application. 

Mrs. Henderson said she would rather see the Board defer the case to see 1£ 

the Board would consider an early enendnenc , Then defer it for an indefini 

time, Mr. Mooreland asked? He thought it impractical to keep bringing this 

up at intervalS - with no answer for the applicant. 

Mr. Lamond thought the Board should take affirmative action that would be 

in conformance with the Ordinance - as it is now. 

It was brought out that the Board has deferred this along for a considerable 

time - leading the applicant to think it might be granted. 

Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case for six months. 

Seconded, J. B. Smith 

For the motion: Lamond, T. Barnes, J. B. Smith, and Mrs. Henderson 

Mrs. Carpenter refrained from voting. 

Motion carried 

II 
Meeting adjourned 

Mrs. L. J. Henderson, Jr. 
Chairman 
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Ou June 24, 1958 
The Fairfax County Board of Zoning Appeals 
held its regular meeting on Tuesday, June 24, 
1958, at 10 o'clock a.m. in the Board Room 
of the Fairfax County Courthouse with all 0<;>3 
members present: Mrs. L. J. Henderson, Jr., 
Chairman, presiding. 

The meeting was opened with a prayer by Mr. J. B. Smith. 

NEW CASES: 

ERNEST H. SHELTON, to permit erection of carport Within 5 feet of the 

side property line, Lot Je, Section 1, Kent Gardens, (5804 Tilden Place), 

Dranesville District. (Sub. Res. Class 2). 

Mr. Shelton called attention to the fact that his house had been mis

placed on the lot. More room should have been left on the kitchen and 

driveway side for the carport. There is sufficient room on the lot to 

have placed the house 5 feet closer to the side adjoining Lot 37 which 

would have left room for this addition. He needs the 15 fOa,t width on the 

carport to have clearance for the car as the basement entrance takes up 

4 feet on this side of the house. This will be a neat looking addition of 

metal construction. 

It was noted that Mr. Shelton has 24+ feet on the opposite side of the 

house, however, a concrete driveway has been put in on this side. 

While there is roam at the back of the house, that area is not usable 

as there is a steep drop in the ground down to a swamp area. It would be 

impractical to fill sufficiently for the carport. This is a well built 

up area, Mr. Shelton told the Board; most of the property owners do not 

want carports. 

Mr. Shelton continued that this would make the most convenient side for 

him to use for the carport as it leads directly from his kitchen. It was 

no doubt the intention of the builder that the carport should go on this 

side as they put in the concrete driveways and most of the other lots 

have plenty of room for the carport on the kitchen side. This was 

simply a mistake in the original house location. 

There were no objections from the area. 

Mr. Shelton presented a petition signed by all of his neighbors and none 

ha ve obj ectied , 

Mrs. Carpenter moved to deny the case as it is a large variance and such 

an addition would bring the carport much too close to the side line. 

Seconded, Mr. Barnes 

Carried, unanimously / 

II 
RICHARD G. ROBINSON, to permit carport closer to Street line and also 

overhang greater than allowed by the Ordinance, Lot 95, Section 2, 

L1nc01nia Heights, (7115 Hillcrest Road} Mason District. (Suburban 

Residence Class 2). 

Mrs. Robinson discussed the case with the Board. They moved here about 

one year ago, Mrs. Robinson told the Board. They put the carport on 
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without knowing it was necessary to have a permit. When they received 

notice of the violation they came to the zoning africa and got a building 

permit. There is a 5 ft. overhang on the garage and they figure this will 

require a 2 foot variance on the garage and 2 feet on the overhang. 

Mr. Mooreland said the measurements on this are a little confusing; the 

carport is 20 by 20 feet; the post supports are approximately 17 feet 

from the house which should make the end of the roof line about 23 feet 

f'rom the house. The construction could be 30 .reet; from the line and a 

3 foot overhang is allowed but it is not plain just what the dimensions 

are. It was noted that the side line of the lot is not parallel with the 

house. 

Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case to view the property. Mr. Lamond 

suggested that in a case like this pictures would be very valuable in show:: 

ing exactly what is on the ground. 

Seconded, ~~s. Carpenter. 

Carried, unanimously 

Deferred until July Sth. 

II 
HERBERT R. WOOD, to permit operation of a gravel pit on Service Road #6 

southerly adjacent to Loisdale Estates, Lee District. (Agriculture). 

Mr. Wood recalled that the Board had granted to Mr. C. J. Robinson the 

right to remove gravel from the Gibson property with restrictions in 

accordance with the Ordinance, that the ground would be left properly 

graded. Mr. Wood is now taking over the completion of that Agreement 

and will assume responsibility for leveling and grading of the banks which 

adjoin the property on which he is asking the use perm~t and continue 

on the property on which he is applying to remove gravel. This will re

14artin Gibson Property 

lease Mr. Robinson from his agreement. 

The following letter was read from Mr. Arthur Hunsberger from the Depart

ment of Public Works: 

IIJune 23, 1955 

Mr. B. C. Rasmussen 
Subdivision Design Engineer 
Department of' Public Works 
Fairfax County, Virginia 

Re: Proposed GrRvel Pit 

(Permit in name of 
Herbert R. Wood) 

Dear Mr. Rasmussen: 

On June 3, 1958, Mr. William Mooreland and I made a field 
inspection of the above named site, which is located 1,450 feet 
(.36 mile) south of Lois Drive (Section Two, Loisda1e Subdi
vision) and on the east side of the Henry G. Shirley Memorial 
High\riay Service Road #6, as shown on the attached 1"=400' t opc 
11K-a. 
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The 3.19 acre parcel to be used as the gravel pit 
is bordered on the west by (a) additional property in 
the name of Martin Gibson and on the north and east by 
(b) an existing gravel pit, and on the south, (c) by 
undeveloped wooded land (owner unknown). The following 
conditions were found at the above inspection: 

(1) The topographic map dated May 1958 from the 
office of Delashmutt Associates and marked VOID 
in red, was used for the field inspection. 

The existing topa is apparently correct, but the 
proposed grading was not satisfactory to Mr. 
Mooreland, because of mound of gravel to be 
left between the proposed and existing gravel 
pits and was not satisfactory to our office 
because of the unnatural drainage; so at the 
request of Mr. Mooreland to the owner of the 
proposed site, a new plan was submitted that 
eliminated the two above named objections. 

The sight distance at the proposed entrance is 
1,000 feet plus or minus in both directions. 

(3) There are two houses and one outbuilding 100' 
to 150' north and west of the proposed pit site. 

(4) The topography is rolling and covered with sad. 

(5) With the new proposed grading plan, there is 
0.09 acre of unnatural drainage. 

(6) The drainage ways through this property show 
very little sign of erosion in their natural 
state. 

If the Board decides to grant this application, the owner 
should make application to the Virginia Department of Highways 
for an entrance permit at the point of access shown on the at
tached plan. 

lsi Arthur T. Hunsberger" 

It was noted that the Robinson gravel pit was operated until about 

three months ago. 

The Chairman asked for opposition. 

Mrs. Johnson stated that she is a permanent resident of Loisdale, the 

subdivision to the north of the gravel pit area. Mrs. Johnson represente 

the residents of her area and citizens association which met recently 

and cast a unanimous vote against the operation of this pit. The 

Association objects because the entrance to the pit is .1 of a mile 

from the last home in Loisdale. Loisdale is a well developed subdivision 

with homes in the $18,000 class and they feel that this use would be a 

hazard to the homes on Loisda1e Road and to the children waiting for 

the school bus. Inspection of this site has revealed many hazards, Mrs. 

Johnson continued. There are steep banks which would be dangerous to 

children playing in the area. Mr. Mooreland stated that those banks 

would be leveled and corrected by the operator of this gravel pit. 

She also stated that the dust and heavy trucks would create a nuisance 

and hazard to the residential area. 

This is a new subdiVision, Mrs. Johnson continued. People bought here 

hoping to have a rural atmosphere and to get away from annoyances and 

commercial activities. 
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3- Ctd. Mr. Mooreland called attention to the fact that many homes in Loisdale are 

built upon industrially zoned property. He wondered if the people living 

in this area realized that practically any trade or service could operate 

in their subdivision. If a property owner wished to open some business 

which might be particularly obnoxious to the area he could not refuse to 

give that person a permit. 

Mrs. Johnson contended that there is a mistake in the map as their deeds 

clearly state that nothing but single family dwellings can go in this SUb

division. She had talked with the builder who expressed the opinion that 

the map was wrong, that the land would remain residential because of the 

restrictive covenants. 

Covenants do not replace the County zoning, Mr. Mooreland told Mrs. Johnson. 

he map is correct, he continued, the developer chose to put these houses 

n industrial land which he could do by observing urban size lots. In

ustrial zoning does not Preclude establishment of homes. 

• Lamond observed that the Planning Commission had been faced with this 

roblem and it had been discussed by them. He suggested that the citizens 

ssociation shOUld apply for a change in zoning of the area. That is the 

nly way this zoning could be changed, Mr. Lamond stated. 

here has been a great deal of trucking in their area because of the build

"ng of homes and they expect that, Mrs. Johnson continued, but they do not 

ant this heavy trucking as a permanent thing and the dangers of the gravel 

it next door to their homes as a threat to the children. 

s. Johnson suggested that if this operation is granted they would re

uest that the area be fenced as a safety measure. 

t is unfortunate that this industrial land has been developed with homes, 

r. Lamond stated. It should have been put to industrial use, but under the 

ircumstances these people have bought in an industrial area and it is 

atural that hazards will result. 

e , Bolish questioned why was not the builder stopped when he applied for 

ermits to build homes in this industrial area. The people did not know o£ 

he zoning and they are now in an untenable position. They cannot fence 

heir front yards according to their covenant, only the rear yards. People 

ought with the thought that they would be protected by County regulations. 

ix were present in opposition. 

Wood said he was surprised at the opposition, knowing this area which 

has been used for a gravel pit for several years. The road leading in to 

his property comes off of the Shirley Highway Service Road No.6. It 

hould create no hazard. The warehouse has access to this service road, 

he RF&P Railroad is near and the Shirley Highway is within 30 feet. If 

hildren are apt to wander off lOuO feet into this gravel pit area, they 

ould probably be inclined to get out on to the Shirley Highway and to the 

rehouse, Mr. Wood continuaL This would appear to be no greater hazard 
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than those already present in the area. They carry heavy insurance on 

their activities. 

In answer to Mr. Smith's question as to how long they expect to operate 

here, Mr. Wood said he could not say but they will probably remove 

50.000 cubic yards. 

When they finish this operation. Mr. Wood continued, the ground will be 

in far better shape than it is nGw. They have a clause in their agree

ment with the owner of this property that the toP 80il will be taken off 

and after the grading and leveling is comnleted it will be put back so 

vegetation will grow back immediately. There is about 2 feet of top 

soil now on the property. 

Mr. Mooreland thought the people objecting would be in a far better 

condition to have this gravel removed and the area put in shape for 

development than if it were left undeveloped as it is. The ground will 

be graded to a 2:1 slope. 

Mr. Mooreland said he did not know how long the original pit had been 

hereJ he thought many years. 

The resources in the County are limited, Mrs. Henderson observed and 

when it is feasible to develop natural resources it should be done. 

T~ese Pits are-governed by strict requirements and when the gravel is 

removed the land will be in good condition for development. If the land 

were left unused in its present condition it would be hazardous and an 

eyesore. 

Mr. T. Barnes moved to grant the application a 3.19 acre tract as shown on 

plat dated May 195$ prepared by Delashmutt Associates. This is granted 

for a period of three years and the operation must comply with Section 

6-4-n of the Zoning Ordinance. A permit must be secured by the appli

cant from the State Highway Department for entrance to this property. 

This is granted to the applicant only, who must comply with all regulatio 

of the Ordinance. 

Seconded J Mr. Lamond. 

Carried J unanimously. 

II 
MRS. MABEL LEMON, to permit operation of a nursing home, Lot IJ Section 2J 
Woodburn Heights, Falls Church District. (Suburban Residence Caass 3) 

Mrs. Lemon stated that she is caring for three elderly"ladies in her home 

and has been doing so for two years. She has a license from the State 

but did not know it is required to have a permit from the County. There 

are no objections from the area, Mrs. Lemon continued J her neighbors and 

people living in the area have all indicated that they appreciate what 

she is doing and they wish her to continue. The house is a one story 

rambler well suited to this use. She did have a large sign on the propert 

to which people objected but she has taken that down. 

0'%7 
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4- Ctd. A letter from Mr. Willis Burton, Fire Marshall, was read detailing certain 

changes that must be made in the house, all of which Mrs. Lemon said ahe 

would make. The letter reads as follows: 

ItJune 4, 1958 

Mrs. Mabel F. Lemon 
Route 3 Box 324 
Annandale, Virginia 

Dear Mrs. Lemon: 
Re r Lemon Nursing Home 

I recently talked with Mr. Cray following our conversation 
in my office on June 2 regarding the above mentioned building. 
After further checking of the County Building Code and other 
references we feel there is the possibility that the building 
could be used as yoU propose without altering the walls in the 
bedroom, hall and living room. 

My letter today is based on occupancy by no more than four 
patients as you are now licensed by the State. For any increase 
in occupancy, further requirements would have to be met. 

The following steps which void my letter of January 28, 
1958 must be taken: 

1. Provide an exit door directly to the outside from each 
of the two bedrooms which are not now so equipped. 
The door, landing and stairs for these exits must meet 
all requirements of the County Building Code. 

2. The furnace room must be enclosed to provide 3/4 hour 
fire resistance rating. The door must be changed or 
covered both sides with sheet steel. The enclosing 
walls must be covered on both sides with Gypsum wall 
board or equivalent, and in addition, a vent directly 
to the outside air must be provided so that there will 
be air for proper combustion. 

3. The front door must be marked with a lighted exit sign. 
This can be either internally or externally illuminated. 
The exterior stair from the two bedrooms must be lighted. 
The lights mentioned above must be on a completely 
separate electrical circuit. 

In addition to the above requirements I would strongly recommend 
that a fire alarm device or devices be prOVided for the hazardous 
areas such as the furnace room, kitchen and storage room. The alarm 
device could be of the local unit type, but in any case, should 
be Underwriters' Laboratories approved. 

Of course it will be 
the work mentioned above. 

necessary to secure a Building Permit for 
At such time the exact details will 

be needed regarding the exits from the bedrooms and the enclosure 
of the furnace room. In order to get the BUilding Permit I be
lieve it will be necessary that you clear through Zoning, first. 

As this is a serious hazard due to the patients you are now 
caring for that are not able to take care of themselves, immediate 
steps must be taken to remedy the condition. Therefore I would 
appreciate hearing from tou immediately in regards to your plans. 

/s/ Willis H. Burton J Jr. 
County Fire Marshal" 

There are no houses in the immediate area, Mrs. Lemon pointed out, except 

her step-son who lives across the street. There 1s no dwelling on Lot ~ 

adjoining. This is a quiet area especially good for her patients. The 

ladies are very happy. 

Mrs. Henderson asked what was in the room jutting out toward Spicewood 

Drive, it appeared to be very close to the right of way. 
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This is a part of the house, not a garage, Mrs. Lemon answered, but the 

house is not close to the road (Woodburn Road) which is her entrance 

road. Spicewood Drive is a little circle street, it has not been 

dedicated, Mrs. Lemon stated. It goes no place and there are only two 

houses on it. 

Mr. Mooreland said he was not sure about Spicewood. It was not on the 

plats and he did not know for sure which way it runs. 

If' this is a public road and the house is located in violation, that 

should be cleared up,Mrs. Henderson stated. 

Mrs. Lemon was very sure this is a private road. It has not been 

dedicated; the people living on it maintain it. 

Mr. Lamond thought that should be looked into. He therefore moved to 

defer the case until July 8th in order to determine the status of 

Spicewood Drive, if it is a private road or if it has been dedicated 

to the State. If it is a State road the variance in setback should be 

cleared up before granting this use. This is also deferred to view the 

property. 

Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
JOHN K. WILKINSON, to permit operation of a tea room on north side of 

Lee Highway, approximately 1000 feet west of Mary Street,Falls Church 

District. (Suburban Residence Class 2). 

Mr. Jack Wood, representing the applicant, asked that this case be 

deferred as he would like to furnish photographs.with his presentation 

of the case. 

Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case until July 8th in accordance with 

the request of the applicant. 

Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes. 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
JOHN W. BUNTING, to permit enclosure of carport as a bedroom within 

10.45 feet of the side property line, Lot 22, Block 31, Section 13, 

Springfield, (5903 Accomac Street), Mason District. (Suburban Residence 

Class 2). 

Mr. Roy Bragg represented the applicant. 

Commander Bunting bought this property in November of 1957 and was in

formed at the time of purchase that he could bring his house within 8 

feet of the side line. The carport i8 now 10.45 feet from the side 

line. This would require a 4.45 ft. variance. 

Mrs. Henderson called attention to the fact that the 8 foot restriction 

is in the deed restrictions which has nothing to do with zoning. 

0::1 
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It was noted that a large storage area at the rear which 1s practically 

room size is already enclosed and is within 10.45 feet of the side line. 

Granting this would bring the entire side of the house that close to the 

side line. 

The size of this storage room was discussed. Small storage areas at 

the rear of the carports have been allowed Mr. Mooreland noted and the 

fact that this is 11 x 12 feet brings up the question, where does the siz 

of a storage room stop? Many of the storage areas in this subdivision ar 

this size. 

Mrs. Henderson suggested that this addition be put on the rear of the 

house. Mr. Bragg said that was impractical because it would require 

knocking out a portion of the brick wall which would add greatly to the 

cost of the addition and it would detract from the appearance of the 

house. If the carport is enclosed it would break the monotony of the 

houses which are mostly alike in this development. The applicant needs 

this space badly, ~~. Bragg continued, he would not have bought the 

house had he not believed he could enclose the carport. Enclosing the 

carport would add to the appearance of the house; it is screened now 

but it would be much more practical and -usable if enclosed. 

If others 1n the area were to ask for the same thing, Mrs. Henderson 

noted, it would be in effect rezoning the land to bring all the houses 

this close to the side line. But people in the area like it this way, 

Commander Bunting stated. They are all in favor of hi~ enclosing his 

carport. They are not worried about bringing the houses too close to 

the line. 

This is not a situation peculiar to this lot, Mrs. Henderson observed, 

many other property owners probably would want to do the same thing. 

There is no topographic condition to warrant this and there is an 

alternate location. She could see no hardship. 

Commander Bunting stated that there is no point in following the Code 

willy-nilly when something attractive can be done for the betterment 

of the community and for the benefit of the County and work no hardship. 

on other people in the area. If it takes a variance to accomplish that, 

it should be done. 

If all variances that people ask for were granted, the Ordinance would 

not be giVing proper protection to the people, Mrs. Henderson explained. 

The Board cannot grant variances because it might be cheaper to build in 

a certain location, it must be shown that the Ordinance works a hardship 

or is at faUlt. Because one buys a house that is too small and he needs 

more room is not sufficient- t·v....l to grant variances. 
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Mr. Lamond suggested that the Commander discuss his needs with some 

builder who understands his problem and he probably could work out 

something which would be within the ordinance requirements. CO~1ffiander 

Bunting said that was just what he did and the builder suggested en

closing the carport.' It would not appear practical to tear out a wall 

and put this on the back where it would not tie in with his house plan. 

Mrs. Henderson quoted the hardship clause from the Ordinance. 

Mr. J. B. Smith moved to deny the case because the Board has no grounds 

on which to grant the case. No proof of hardship in accordance with 

the Ordinance has been shown. 

Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes. 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
KENNET.H WILSON, to permit erection of a carport within 12 feet of 

the side property line, Lot 3, Section 1, Floyd Park, Providence 

District. (Rural Residence Class 2). 

Mr. Wilson described what he is asking for, the 13 foot carport on the 

side of the house to come 12 feet 2 inches from the side line. Mr. 

Wilson explained that the house is set on a little knoll with a slope 

in all directions, especially at the back which makes it impossible 

to locate the carport there or on the opposite side of the house. There 

are only six houses in this sUbdivision. 

Mr. Barnes moved that the variance be granted because of a topographic 

condition on the property. Granted according to plat submitted with 

the case dated March 14, 195$ prepared by J. D. Payne, granted under 

Section 6-12-g of the Ordinance. Seconded, Mr. Lamond. 

For the motion: Messrs. Smith, Barnes, Lamond and Mrs. HendQrson. 

Against: Mrs. Carpenter 

Motion carried. 

II 
CITIES SERVICE OIL COMPANY, to permit erection and operation of a 

service station with pump islands within 25 feet of Street property 

line, S.W. corner Scoville Street and Seminary Road, Route 716, 

Mason District. (General Business) 

Mr. Bell represented the applicant. Mr. Bell showed photographs of 

this site pointing out the relationship between other useS in the area 

and this property. He also showed a photograph of one of the modern 

Cities Service stations after which this would be patterned, a two 

bay, brick with the pylon built into the building. 

This area to be used for the filling station is a part of a 2.69 acre 

tract of undeveloped commercial zoning. The filling station property 

is bordered on two sides by business property. At this intersection 

there are three corners zoned for business, the fourth corner is resi-

() 9/ 
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dential. Homes back up to the rear line of this 2.69 acre tract. 

They will pave the area between the unused portion of the right of way and 

the pump islands, Mr. Bell said they had talked with the Highway Depart

ment and rind that they have no plans for carrying the widening of the 

highway from Alexandria on into Fairfax County. 

The Chairman asked for opposition. 

Colonel Chaney stated that his residence abutts this tract at the rear, 

but 'he was particularly concerned about the dedicated sidewalk on Sco

ville Street. They wish to be assured that it will not be removed. 

Mr. Abramson stated that the sidewalk belongs with the dedicated right 

of way of the street and will not be disturbed. It will continue on to 

Seminary Road. The sidewalk is located just on the edge of the property 

line and there is sod between the sidewalk and the paved road. This 

will remain. 

Mr. Harlow stated that when this property was resoned there was a re

striction laid down by the Board of Supervisors that the rear of the 

property would be screened with planting. 

That planting was required to go across the rear of this entire tract, 

Mr. Mooreland advised Mr. Harlow. This property to be used for the 

filling station is not under that restriction. 

Mr. Abramson stated, however, that the company would screen this filling 

station property at the rear in the same way as they are required to 

screen the rear of the full tract. 

Mrs. Henderson stated that in her opinion this property should never have 

been rezoned for general business uses. It should have been deferred for 

the transitional zone to be set up in the Pomeroy Ordinance. 

It was noted that the proposed building is to be located 59 feet from the 

Seminary Road right of way line and 93 feet from the centerline of 

Scoville Street. 

Mr. Abramson told the Board that the property adjoining this tract has 

been sold to a ceramic shop, the owner of which will put up an attractive 

building. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the permit for erection and operation of a 

filling station at the corner of Scoville Street and Seminary Road re

ferring to a plat labeled "Cities Service Oil Company No. 23-30-16". 

This is granted because it conforms to Section 6-16 of the Ordinance. 

It is understood that the bUilding will be of brick construction and the 

property will be screened across the rear with a 6 foot fence. The 

same fence restrictions placed on this property at t.he t.ime of rezoning 

shall be avp.Ldcab Le to this property. This is granted for a f'illing 

station only. 

Seconded, ,Mrs. Carpenter. 

Carried, unanimously. 
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MELPAR, INC., to permit buildings 1 and 3 to be used £or laboratories 

for scientific research and development, N.E. corner of Leesburg Pike, 

Route 7 and Hardin Street, Mason District. (General Business). 

MELPAR, INC., to permit building 4 to be used for a laboratory for 

scientific research and development, N.E. corner of Columbia Pike, 

Route 244 and Moray Road, Mason District. (General Business). 

Mr. B~andon Marsh represented the applicant. 

The Board agreed to discuss the two cases together, since they involve 

the same use and practically the same conditions apply. 

The following recommendation from the Planning Commission was read: 

"The Conunission recommended to grant the applications 

as this is the same type of use granted to the applicant in 

other general business areas. It is for the purpose of re

search, which past experience indicates will have no ad-

verse effect upon the area." 

Mr. Marsh showed pictures of the buildings proposed to be used, stating 

that they have sufficient parking. The work to be performed will 

include research and light assembly, the same operations as are being 

carried on in the other buildings occupied by Melpar. 

There were no objections from the area. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant both applications as the requested use is 

in conformance with the Melpar amendment and it does not appear that the 

use would adversely affect surrounding property. 

Seconded, Mr. J. B. Smith. 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
DeLASHMUTT ASSOCIATES, to permit carport to remain as erected 9.1 £t. 

of the side property line, Lot 51, Section 3, Marlbora Estates, Dranes

ville District. (Rural Residence Class 2). 

Mr. Tom Chamberlin represented the applicant. Since the immediately 

adjoining property is owned by the developer Mr. Chamberlin said they had 

notified others nearby. 

When they started this development they were bUilding 11 foot carports, 

Mr. Chamberlin told the Board. Since that was not considered adequate 

they changed to a 12 foot carport and that extra foot was not taken into 

consideration in this setback. This was an oversight, Mr. Chamberlin 

continued, the man did not check the new set of plans for the size of 

the carport. On the basis of the 11 foot width there would have been 

no question of the setback. 

Mr. Chamberlin called attention to the fact that it is only this one 

corner which is in violation as the lot line fans out toward the rear 

of the lot and within about 3 feet of the corner, there is no violation • 
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Mrs. Henderson suggested moving the violating post in 10 inches. That 

would require that all three posts be moved in or it would throw the 

line o£ the house off, Mr. Chamberlin answered. He also noted that 

the house on the adjoining lot' (Lot 52) would be about 1$ or 20Seet 

away. They had thought of trying to re-subdivide the two lots to gain 

this extra foot but they found that Mr. H. L. Rust holds the trust on 

these construction loans and it would require about 40 signatures to 

accomplish the resubdivision. This would delay construction and the 

readjustments in re~financing would take a great deal of time; that 

did hot appear to be practical. 

There were no objections from the area. 

Mr. Lamond moved that the application be granted as this appears to 

be a slight variance which does not affect the entire side of the 

carport, only one corner is in violation. This does not appear to 

adversely affect surrounding or neighboring property. It is noted also 

that this is an irregular shaped lot. 

Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. 

For the motion: Messrs. Lamond, Barnes, Smith and Mrs. Carpenter. 

Mrs. Henderson voted against it. 

Motion carried. 

II 
ATLANTIC REFINING COMPANY, to permit erection and operation of a 

service station within 13 feet of the side property line and pump 

islands within 25 feet of the Street property line, south side of 

Old Dominion Drive, 270 feet east of Route 695, Dranesville District. 

(General Business). 

Mr. Dan Hall represented the applicant. 

Mrs. Henderson questioned how many filling stations the Board had 

granted in this area. Mr. Hall answered that there are no filling 

stations between McLean and Arlington County on this side of the road. 

In the rezoning of this land, Mr. Hall told the Board, the Board of 

Supervisors required that they purchase the land between this tract 

and the intersection and bring it down to grade. This is a rugged piece 

of property and considerable grading will have to be done to make it 

usable, and to give good Visibility. They have bought that property. 

The plan they have for grading will make it possible for clear 

visibility from a car 3 ft. within the driveway to a distance of 600 ft. 

Mr. Lamond stated that the Planning Commission had made a full study 

of this and suggested that Mr. Schumann report on their findings. 

Mr. Schumann showed a drawing of the area. The Planning staff made a 

careful study on this, Mr. Schumann explained, in an attempt to 

minimiz~ the site distance problem. 

When this case came before the Board of Supervisors the first time for 

a rezoning (at which time it was turned down) the Board wa~ apprehensive 
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of the topographic condition on this property. The Staff recon~ended 

that some special treatment of the land. between the property up for 

rezoning and the Kirby Road intersection should be made. When this 

came back to the Board of Supervisors for a re-hearing on the rezoning 

on the basis of the drawing shown by the Commission Staff the Board 

granted the rezoning. It was with the understanding that the grading 

plan would follow that suggested by the Staff, which indicated how 

the property could be handled to obtain good sight distance. This 

map has been revised Mr. Schumann went on, with the re-location of the 

entrances. If the Board approves this application, Mr. Schumann 

suggested that the Zoning Office be instructed that the applicant must 

sub~it grading plans which have been approved by the Department of 

Public works and the Planning Office that the plans submitted to these 

'of'f'Lcea will show how drainage can be taken care of. Mr. Schumann 

stated that Mr. Hall has a plan on this but it 1s not in detail and 

does not show exactly what they will do. It could be, Mr. Schumann 

continued, that the drainage could be thrown off onto the adjoining 

land, but if this is graded in such a way as to bring about an adverse 

drainage condition, it could develop that this would reflect upon the 

Board of Zoning Appeals. 

Mr. Hall said that in the beginning they had no intention of purchasing 

this adjoining land, but in line with the Board of Supervisors' thinking 

they had bought the land and they expect to grade it in a satisfactory 

manner. 

Mr. Lamond asked why the applicant needed the side line variance. 

Mr. Hall stated that that was requested as it gives the filling station 

a better layout to have the building set back as far as possible and to 

allow freedom of movement on the balance of the property. AlsO, Mr. Hall 

contended, it would have a better appearance and would not be detrimental 

to the adjoining property. They will put in a new type of building 

which his company bas recently adopted with glass siding and attractive 

overhang. 

Mr. Schumann showed where the natural drainage goes, into the ravine, 

and indicated that this would require a considerable amount of grading 

to make the property usable. 

Mr. Hall said they would bring the building in to meet the setback 

requirements if the Board wished but they would rather not because of the 

topographic condition and they think it would cramp traffic within the 

development and make it more difficult to get in and out. This has been 

located by their engineers. 

When this came before the Board of Supervisors for rezoning, Mr. Schumann 

told the Board, it was asked how the County could be assured or.proper 
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grading and provision for drainage. He had told the Board that the 

Board of Zoning Appeals could approve this on condition that the ad

joining property will be graded according to speci£ications o£ the De

partment of Public Works. 

There were no objections from the area. 

Mr. Lamond moved that application be granted for the erection and 

operation of a filling station at this point and that Mr. Hall and the 

applicant be instructed that before a permit is issued they must furnish 

complete drainage and grading plans to the Department of Public Works 

and the Planning Staff in order that these two agencies can assure 

proper treatment of the land. The granting of the 13 foot variance 

on' the sideline is~due'to,the topographic condition. It is understood 

that this permit will not be issued befor-e all requirements and plans 

are approved by the Department of' Public Works and the Planning Staf'f. 

This is granted according to the plat dated May 27, 1958 prepared by 

Lawrence Jan Osternoudt. 

Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes. 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
RALPH BELFORD, to permit 22 inch wall to remain as erected in screen 

porch, Lot 6, Block J2, Section 9, North Sppingf'ield, (5210 Ferndale 

Street), Mason District. (Suburban Residence Class 2). 

Mr. Sabagh represented the applicant. It was questioned why this case 

was brought bef'ore the Board. It would appear, several members 

suggested, that a 22 inch brick wall would not constitute an enclosed 

porch •. 

I~. Mooreland said he f'elt that the 22 inch wall around the outer 

edge of' a porch was an invitation to build the wall all the way up 

and create a room which would be in violation, or the addition of 

storm windows o r- jalousies would have the same effect. The open 

porch which Mr. Mooreland said in his opinion does not include a 22 

inch wall is allowed in this location, but if this man has a 22 

inch wall the next one coming in may have a 30 inch wall and sa 

on. When does the porch become enclosed? 

A 22 inch wall would not appear to create an enclosed porch, Mrs. 

Henderson suggested. It is no easier to continue the wall on up 

or to put in windows to create a room on this porch than it would 

Qe on a carport. There are many cases in the County, Mrs. Henderson 

continued, where the carport is bordered by a wall and screened 

to the top for summer use. This would appear to be the same thing. 

Mr. Sabngh stated that he considered his case to come under Paragraph 9 

page 8$ of the Ordinance. 
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His client moved here in the spring of 1956 Mr. Sabagh told the Board, 

he had no notice of the County Code and was not aware that he might be in 

violation when he screened this porch. However, he did call the Oounty 

zoning office and told them he intended to screen the porch. He was told 

that it was all right as long as the cost was under 1200. Mr. Belford 

then built up the 22 inch wall and put on the screening. One year later 

Mr. Barry from the zoning office was in the neighborhood and left a messag 

asking Mr. Belford to contact him. Mr. Belford did so and a short time 

later Mr. Barry came again to his house and said the screening of the 

porch was all right but that he would have to take out the 22 inch wall. 

Mr. Belford then talked with Mr. Mooreland who confirmed Mr. Barry's 

statement~. Mr. Mooreland told Mr. Belford that if he left the 22 inch 

wall around the porch the time would come when he would want to put in 

storm windows or jalousies and create a room. Mr. Mooreland is trying 

to prevent a violation which may never occur, Mr. Sabagh insisted, 

his client has no intention of putting in windows or anything else which 

would enclose this porch. What some person may wish to do in the far 

distant future was not the question Mr. Sabagh continued, the question 

is what is an enclosed porch? There is nothing in the Code to say, Mr. 

Sabagh pointed out. 

They have canvassed the neighborhood and find that there are many screened 

porches with a door leading to the driveway and have compared those porche 

with the one Mr. Belford has. Mr. Sabagh showed pictures of the Belford 

porch and another porch which is enclosed to the floor. He could see 

little difference. 

Mr. Sabagh quoted definitions of an enclosure: ~Surrounded, shut in, 

confined on all sides, etd •••• " This is not enclosed on all sides, 

it is not shut in, nor is it surrounded with any enclosing material, 

Mr. Sabagh pointed out. 

Mr. Belford suggested to Mr. Mooreland that he be allowed to submit an 

affidavit to the effect that they will not touc~ this screened porch 

again or change the condition of the porch in any way. Mr. Mooreland 

agreed that the porch could be controlled now, but such affidavit would 

not take care of the actions of some future owner. 

The Belfords contend that they were not on notice of the 1954 Code and 

that they are entitled to that notice. 

Mr. Sabagh presented a petition to the Board stating that the 55 signers 

have no objection to this porch as it is and they feel that it enhances 

the appearance of the development. The adjoining property owners are 

the first signers of' the petition, .Mr. Sabagh noted. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant permission to Mr. Belford to allow the porch to 

remain as erected because it is the belief of the Board that it is Within 

their jurisdiction to grant this as requested. 

Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. 
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For the motion: Messrs. Lamond, T. Barnes, Mrs. Carpenter and Mrs. 

Henderson. 

Mr. J. B. Smith voted against it. 

Motion carried. 

II 
CLIFFORD LIMERICK, to permit erection and operation of a motel on 1.268 

acres of land, (5 units), property on northerly side of #1 Highway, 

approximately 1200 feet southwesterly from intersection with Engleside 

Street, Lee District. (Rural Business) 

Mrs. Limerick stated that she had forgotten to bring her proof of 

notification. The Board agreed to hear the case and allow Mrs. Limerick 

to bring the notices to the Zoning Office. 

They plan to have only five cabins which will be located 253 feet from 

the front property line, and about 100 feet from the dwelling which is 0 

the property, between the cabins and U. S. #1. 

They are buying the buildings ~rom another place and transferring them 

to this property, Mrs. Limerick told the Board. The driveway w~ich 

will come in between their home and the side property line will be 

graveled. They will tie in with the County sewer. They have a well whic 

probably will have to be dug deeper. City water is not available at thi 

time. 

The property ani one side of them 1s vacant, Mrs. Limerick pointed out. 

A garage is operating on the other side, that property is zoned commercia 

The old garage building shown on the plat will be removed, Mrs. Limerick 

stated. The land t'al.Le off t.oward the stream on the eastern side of 

their property,therefore the most logical place for the entrance road 

is just to the east of the house. 

It was noted that the house is only 12 feet from the side line and 

the Board did not think that sufficient entrance road for a motel. Mrs. 

Limerick said they would be glad to remove the front porch of the house, 

that would give another five or six feet for the road width. 

Mr. Lamond quoted from the Ordinance, page 107, paragraph 4 regarding 

safe ingress and egress and suggested that the entrance road which should 

be wider than the 12 feet and the egress and ingress should be shown on 

the plat. 

Mr. Mooreland asked if these cabins were to be for transients or permanen 

people. Being so far back from the highway, Mr. Mooreland questioned if 

transients would be attracted. 

There were no objections from the area. 

Mrs. Limerick said they especially wanted the tourist trade. She 

thought that haVing the cabins back £rom the road it would be quiet and 

probably better than up closer to the road. They plan to call this "The 

Lamp Pastil and have a string of lamp posts along the driveway and a 

sight out front in the shape of a lamp post. 
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How large a sign? Mrs. Henderson asked. Mrs. Limerick answered, tlAbout 

10 ft. by a ft." 

Mr. Lamond said he would like to make a motion to grant this but thought 

the Board should first have a map showing ingress and egress with the 

width of the entrance road LndLcat.ed , He thought if' the porch on the 

house were removed the entrance road could probably be wide enough. Mr. 

Lamond therefore moved to defer the case until July 8th to give the 

applicant the opportunity of presenting a map showing the proposed en

trance road, its location and width and for presentation of the notices 

of proof of notification. 

Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. 

Since this is a private entrance road, Mr. Mooreland noted that it would 

not have to conform to State specifications but the Board can require 

what they believe will be an adequate width. 

Mrs. Limerick said it probably would not be practical to locate the road 

on the westerly side of the house because of the topography but she 

thought they could get a 16 or 18 foot road along the property line in 

front of the house. 

otion carried. 

/ 
J. P. WILBERN, to permit erection of a dwelling within 45 feet of the 

Street property line, Lot 6, Section 2, Saigon, Dranesville District. 

(Rural Residence Class 2) • 

• Wilbem showed a topographic map of his lot indicating a rolling con

our. In planning their home on this property, Mr. Wilbern eXPlained, 

hey made every effort to save all the trees they could. If the house 

ere placed where it would observe all setbacks the location of the septic 

ield and tank would be in the way of several large trees. By shifting 

"t 5 feet toward the front of the lot this could be avoided. The only 

rt of the house which would be in violation is the 5 foot protrusion 

n one side of the front. The balance of the front line would meet 

equirements. 

The people most affected by this encroachment and who have stated that 

they do not object to this are the adjacent owners on the north and east. 

here is no building on the lot to the west and the house across the 

street is for sale and the owner is not here. 

This is an attractive area, Mr. Wilbern told the Board, the property owners 

are very conscious cf the natural growth and coaeour-e or' their land and 

11 have made every effort to preserve the woods and to build in accordance 

ith the contours. He has 30,000 sq. ft. in this lot. 

rs. Carpenter told the Board that in her opinion this is one of the best 

subdivision developments in the County. The people have gone to great 

engths to build and develop their land to take advantage of the beauty 

f the woods and the rolling ground. She could see no objection to this 
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There were no objections from the area. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application as the problem here has been 

caused by a topographic condition, the land slopes from the front immediate 

down to the back of the propertYi therefore the Board could grant this unde 

Section 6-12-g of the Ordinance and because it does not appear that it 

would adversely affect the neighboring lots or homes. 

Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes. 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
CASES DEFERRED: 

1- ANNANDALE PRE-SCHOOL ASSOCIATION, INC.) to permit operation of a kinder

garten and nursery school, N.W. corner of Gallows Road and Annandale Road, 

(Grange Hall), Falls Church District. (Suburban Residence Class 2) 

This case was deferred for information on the future widening of the 

Falls Church - Annandale Road. 

Mr. Schumann displayed a map indicating the line proposed to be taken by 

the Highway Department on the Falls Church-Annandale Road which would amount 

to 5 feet in front of the Grange building plus a widening out at the inter-

section with the Gallows Road. 

s. Plapinger again discussed the school saying they would fence in about 

sq. ft. for play area. They plan to have 68 children with four classes 

s. Plapinger emphasized the fact that they want this only for temporary 

perhaps 2 years. They hope to do something better by that time. They 

they must continue operations, this school has been in operation for 

2 years and has proved successful but they want a permanent home and will 

ork toward that end if they can keep going now. The area per child re

uirements of the Ordinance to control nursery schools once proposed by 

County will be exceeded. 

Lamond moved to grant the application to the applicant only for a period 

f two years (this is granted on a temporary basis). It is felt by the 

oard that the take from the Highway Department on the Falls Churc~-Annan

ale Road will not adversely affect the property. It is understood that non 

f the school operations shall take place between the bUilding and the road 

nd it is also understood that the property will be fenced in accordance 

ith the plan submitted with the case. 

econded, Mr. T. Barnes. 

arried, unanimously. 
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ALFRED R. HALES, JR., to permit dwelling to remain as erected 37.5 

feet of Overly Drive, Lot 2, Block J, Fairfax Homes, (724 Overly Drive), 

Lee District. (Suburban Residence Class 2J. 

Mr. David Carpenter represented the applicant. Mr. Carpenter said he 

had listened to the Board's comments on the other cases handled at 

this meeting and recognized the fact that this situation is different 

from those cases the Board has been discussing. 

The house sits kitty-corner on the lot and therefore is not in line 

with any other houses in the subdivision. Also the lot is irregular, 

Mr. Carpenter pointed to the curve in the roadway which occurs 

opposite the corner of the house. When the house was staked out it 

was apparently located properly but when the road was put in the curve 

which was not observable at the time of the staking out showed the 

violation. However, it was not noticed until a recertification of 

the house location was made a few weeks ago. The house was built about 

2 years agO. This does not affect the other setbacks in the subdivision, 

Mr. Carpenter pointed out because of the cross-lot locat{on of the house 

and because of the curved street. Mr. Carpenter noted that all the 

other setbacks have been more than met. The lot is considerably larger 

than required in this zoning classification. OnlY one corner of the 

home is in violation. 

The adjoining property owners have no objection to this violation and 

there are no objections from the area, Mr. Carpenter told the Board. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application as applied for due to the 

irregularity of the lot lines. This is a corner lot and the house has 

been placed kitty-corner so it will not be in line with Qther houses 

in the subdivision, and only one corner of the house is in violation. 

It is the opinion of the Board that the granting of this will not 

adversely affect the neighborhood. 

Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes. 

For the motion: Messrs. Lamond, T. Barnes, J. B. Smith, and Mrs. 

Henderson. 

Mrs. Carpenter refrained from voting. 

Motion carried. 

II 
The Board discussed the value of asking applicants to present pictures 

with their cases, if pictures would serve to clarify or assist the 

Board in any way in making decisions. In many cases it would preclude 

the necessity of the Board viewing the property or it could present 

the situation in such a way as to vitally affect the decision. These 

pictures would be asked for in the Zoning Office. 

Mr. MOoreland said that the first thing people will want to know is where 
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in the Ordinance is such a request required. It is difficult now to get 

certified plats, Mr. Mooreland continued. He thought another require

ment which is not spelled out in the Ordinance would be the last straw. 

He thought it would be practically impossible to get the pictures. 

This would not be a hard and fast requirement, Mrs. Henderson suggested, 

and pictures would not be necessary nor practical in all cases but she 

thought this not unreasonable as it could be of a considerable advantage 

to the applicant and it would, without question, help the Board. 

It was agreed that the Zoning office would try getting the pictures 

by asklng~entheapp11cat1o~ ~s'filed: and if it is not too difficult 

it might later be incorporated in the letter of notification to the 

applicants. 

Mr. Mooreland agreed that he would make every effort to get the pictures. 

II ~ ~~ /9S-;> _ ~ ID:L 
The Board again discussed the granting of the porch with the 22 inch 

brick wall, Mr. Mooreland stating that in his opinion the Board has 

opened the door for many similar cases. Firat, someone will have the 

brick wall, then the screening, then storm windows or jalousies will 

appear and the enclosure will become a room. 

Mrs. Henderson suggested that the Board establish a policy such as 

that no wall around a porch shall be higher than 24 inches. She 

thought a low wall around an open porch with screening very practical. 

In cases where the applicant has a problem of some kind, that might be 

all right, Mr. Mooreland stated, but there are 25 houses in Rose Hill 

area whose owners have the same thing in mind and which have been 

discussed in his office. He has straightened these out"his only 

thought is to preclude the possibility of converting to a room 

which could so easily be done, and his office cannot police the 

enclosure of porches with walls. 

Mrs. Henderson also questioned a 12 by 11 foot storage room at the back 

of a carport, which she stated, is not a storage area. It has all 

the earmarks of a room and is actually an extension of a part of the hoqse 

Mrs. Henderson said she realized that the small area for storing garden 

tools and small things has been allowed, but how come the storage area has 

grown so large? 

It has just grown, Mr. MOoreland answered. First the area was about 

4 by 10 feet, then 6 by 10 and now cars have become wider and garages 
• larger and the storage sheds have become bigger. Mr. J.B. Smith thought 

even the small storage shed Was an extension of the house. Mr. MOoreland 

thought the new Ordinance would take care of many problems along this line 

The meeting adjourned. 
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The regular meeting of the Fairfax County 
Board of Zoning Appeals was held Tuesday, 
July 8, 1958 at 10 otclock, a.m. in the 
Board Room of the Fairfax Courthouse with 
all members present, Mrs. L. J. Henderson, Jr., 
Chairman, presiding. 

The meeting was opened with a prayer by Mr. J. B. Smith. 

NEW CASES: 

BARNETT CHASKIN, to permit seven foot cedar screen fence to remain as 

erected six foot from right-or-way line of Potterton Drive. Lots 1057 

and 1058 Section 11, Lake Barcroft. 500 Gay Lane. Mason District. 

(Suburban Class 3). 

Mr. Chaskin stated to the Board that he had understood that his seven 

foot fence is in violation of the Ordinance because it is erected on the 

front property line of his property. He would point out, Mr. Chaskin 

eaddvuhat; Potterton Drive is not his front property line. He asked the 

Board to consider three things in this hearing: that there are peculiar 

and unusual circumstances surrounding this casej that the erection of 

the fence does not create a nuisance nor a hardship to any adjacent 

property owner; the removal of the fence would be a hardship for him. 

With regard to the first poin~ Mr. Chaskin stateq they feel that the 

location of the fence was dictated by the fact that their property is 

located in Lake Barcroft subdivision but their address is in Ravenwood. 

They use the facilities of Ravenwood, having ingress and egress through 

Gay Lane which entera into Ravenwood. This is an unuaual situation, Mr. 

Chaskin continued but their home is situated so that Patterson Drive is 

their rear line and the home faces and is entered from Gay Lane. This 

fence was put up not to screen their home from other people, but rather 

to screen it from traffic on Potterton DrivQ, Mr. Chaskin pointed out 

that the adjoining property is ten feet above the top of his fence. 

If the fence is reduced to 5 feet it would not lessen the 

effect on adjoining properties, but it would eliminate the reason for 

their having the fence. They looked for this location for their home for 

over two years, Mr. Chaekin continued, and have a considerable sum in 

the place, approximately $90,000. To them it is a permanent homej a home 

which they use to the fullest. It is their way of life to do a great ,

deal of business entertaining. They have many cocktail and garden 

parties, therefore they built the fence in order that the neighbors would 

not be disturbed. 

fhey thought they had thoroughly investigated this fence, Mr. Chaskin 

explained. They talked with the contractor, discussing the type and 

location of the fence and showed their plans to the Architectural Com-

mittee of the Lake Barcroft Development who approved of it. If a 

permit were necessary, Mr. Chaskin continued, he thought his contractor 

had obtained i~. He felt that nothing was left undone. 
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It would be a great hardship to him to reduce this fence, Mr. Chaskin 

told the Board. It might result in their having to sell the place, as 

without this screening, much of what they have tried to attain in their 

home would be lost. 

It was suggested that the fence might be moved back to the setback line 

which would allow the 7 feet. That would be a 40 foot setback, Mr. Chaski 

answered which would leave then a long narrow back yard which would be 

practically unusable. 

It was noted that according to the recorded plat, Potterton Drive would be 

the front street for this lot, but according to the house location and 

position on the lot Patterson Drive is the back line. This, the Board 

agreed, presented an unusual situation. 

Mr. Chaskin stated that they received permission from the Lake Barcroft 

Company to face their house on Gay Lane. He has no entrance from Potter1ro 

Drive. It was also brought out that Gay Lane is a private drive, not dedi 

cated to the State. 

The Chairman asked for opposition. 

No one was present to discuss the opposition but three letters were read 

asking the Board to reject this application: 

"July 2, 1958 

Board of Zoning Appeals 
Fairi"ax County 
Court House Building 
Fairi"ax, v«, 

Dear Sirs: 

This is in regard to the hearing scheduled for Tuesday 
July 8th, concerning the application of Mr. Barnett Chaskin 
(Lots 1057 and 1058, Sec. 11, Lake Barcroft) for Variance 
From Strict Application of Zoning Regulation (6-12) (G), to 
retain the 7 ft. cedar screen fence which encloses his property 
along Potterton Drive. 

As prospective neighbors (we expect to take possession 
of our new house which faces Mr. Chaskin's property on Potter
ton Drive some time this month), we would like to go on 
record as opposing the granting of this application. Your 
zoning regulations, it appears to us, are arrived at after 
much study and deliberation. The granting of this application 
would defeat the very reasons the regulations were passed, 
that is, to safeguard the land values of neighboring houses. 

Aesthetically, the fence is overbearing and causes 
comment by all who see it. It is unfortunate that Mr. Chaskin 
may have to incur additional expense in order to comply with 
the law. On the other hand, since the Zoning Regulation 
apparently has been violated, and since the violation will 
definitely have an adverse effect on adjacent properties, 
we feel that this application should be denied. 

lsi Rhoda K. Hirsch 
Sol S. Hirsch " 
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"July 5. 1958 

Zoning Commission 
County of lo'airfax 

Gentlemen: 

I request strict adherence to Zoning Regulation (C-12) 
(g) in your review of the request of Barnett Chaskin, Lots 
1057 and 1058, Lake Barcroft. 

I am owner of property designated as Lot 1048, Lake 
Barcroft. 

/ sl Harold J. Briggs lt 

"July 6, 1958 

Board of Zoning Appeals 
Fairfax County 
Court House Building 
Fairfax, Virginia 

Dear Sirs: 

We are writing this letter to you regarding Mr. Barnett 
Chaskin's application for Variance from Strict Applica
tion of Zoning Regulations (6-12) (G) to retain the seven 
foot fence he has already erected in front of lots 1057 
and 1058, Section 11, Lake Barcroft. 

We have been building in the Lake Barcroft area for the 
last three and one-half years and still own additional land 
immediately adjon.tng as well as directly opposite Mr. 
Chaskin's fence. A considerable part of the ~ttractiveness 
of homes in Lake Barcroft to prospective purchasers has 
been its natural beauty which we have tried hard to maintain 
at considerable effort and expense J for example, care to 
retain trees. 

Mr. Chaskin's high fence is an eyesore extending for a 
length of about 200 feet. Prospective purchasers invariably 
raise questions about it and have been told that it was 
erected illegally in direct violation of the law. Re
troactive permission to construct such a solid seven foot 
high fence seems destructive of zoning principles designed 
to safeguard the appearance of and property values in a 
community. We strongly urge that this attempt to legalize 
an action destructive to the community be rejected. 

/s/ Douglas Rosenbaum, President" 
(Phoenix Construction Corporation) 

Regarding aesthetics, Mr. Chaskin recalled that he had submitted the 

plan of the fence to the Lake Barcroft Board of Architects who judged 

the appearance and the location of the fence and they approved it. 

The people directly across from him are on higher ground and they have 

a complete view of the fence; whether it is a 5 foot or a 7 foot fence 

would make no difference. 

This fence was erected eight months ago, Mr. Chaskin continued, before 

these objectors bought their property. They saw the fence and apparently 

it did not deter them from buying. 

Mr. Rosembaum stated that he had bought his property on which he is 

building and selling houses before Mr. Chaskin erected the fence. But, 

Mr. Roeembaumr e firm had told him that the fence did not have an adverse 

effect on their property Mr. Chaskin told the Board, and they have 

continuously sold homeS with the fence in full view. 

l.U~ 
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Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case until July 22 to view the property. 

Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes. 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
JACK COOPERSMITH, to permit erection and operation of a Service Station 

within 35 feet of street property line and pump islands within 25 feet 

of street property line. Lots 21 and 22, Section B, Alpine. S.E. Corner 

Columbia Pike and Evergreen Lane. Mason District. (Rural Business) 

Mr. Marvin Weissberg represented the applicant. This is a completely 

commercial area, Mr. Weissberg told the Board. They have allowed 14,500 

sq. ft. for the filling station which is a larger area than is usually 

considered necessary for a filling station. The house now on the property 

will be moved away. They need the 35 £oot setback £or the building 

in order to get proper circulation on the property. 

Mrs. Henderson called attention to the second building, a Seven-Eleven 

store on the lot adjoining this tract. 

This property was so expensive that it did not appear practical to 

have only the £illing station, Mr. Weissberg answered, and the lot 

line divides these two lots at the point where the building is located 

on the plat. 

Mr. Hall stated that the lot line of the original subdivision is located 

so that they cannot convey one parcel out of' these two lots without a 

re-subdivision. The £illing station building is located on the division 

line, therefore reqUiring the 35 £oot setback from Evergreen Lane. 

They wish to keep the two businesses on separate lots to eliminate the 

re-subdivision, which Would also reqUire a service road on Columbia Pike. 

They do not consider that necessary as there is no service road along 

Columbia Pike in this area. Since the other £illing stations in the 

area do not have service roads, they feel it is necessary to be on the 

same competitive basis. Mr. Mooreland recalled that both the Michaels 

and Davian filling stations have a 34 foot setback on the pump islands. 

Mr. Barnes suegested that the applicants were crowding too much on too 

small a piece of property. 

Mr. Hall presented a second plat which showed a 20 fOQt easement 

between the filling station building and the Seven-Eleven store. This 

will be used as a common driveway for the two businesses, Mr. Hall ex

plained. 

Mr. Mooreland stated that this is not a recorded easement. 

The Board discussed the easement; was it for entrance to the two back lots; 

was it a common driveway for the businesses, and why was it not shown 

on the plats presented with the case? 

/0 CJ 
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This is the common driveway which will eliminate a second entrance to 

Columbia Pike Mr. Hall noted. They want the Seven-Eleven store on the 

property, it is a traffic generator and would be an asset to the filling 

station business. The property is sufficiently large to accommodate 

the two businesses. They do not need the distance between the buildings 

to get to the back lots, Mr-, Hall stated. 

Then, Mrs. Henderson stated, she could see no reason why the filling 

station building could not be moyed over to meet the street setback 

and resubdivide the property. 

While this is an application,for the filling station only, Mrs. Henderson 

noted that the plat shows the Seven-Eleven store but with no division 

to show the amount of property allotted to each business, therefore 

the plats are inaccurate. Mr. Barnes suggested redesigning the bUilding 

location and eliminat:1ng'.the Seven-Eleven store. 

Since the easement between the buildings is not on the recorded plat 

of the subdivision, it would appear that the lots could be re-subdivided 

giving proper setback. The Board agreed that they could not amend the 

Ordinance by granting this as requested, therefore Mr. J. B. Smith 

moved to deny the application, as it is not within the jurisdiction 

of the Board to grant the 35 foot setback for the building. 

Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes. 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
SPRINGFIELD ESTATES CO., to permit erection of a sign with larger area 

than allowed by the Ordinance. (Total Area 248 Sq. ft.) Lot 5, 

Block 17, Springfield Estates, 1000 feet north of Route 644 and 100 feet 

East of Route 350. Lee District. (Suburban Class 1) 

Mr. Dan Russell and Mr. Hans Hess represented the applicant. The 

sign is existing; it was granted in 1955 for one year. The applicants 

wish to renew the permit for another year. 

Mrs. Henderson asked why the delay in requesting this extension. 

They have 250 or 300 more homes to complete, Mr. Russell answered, 

the project has taken longer than they expected. This is the same sign 

as that granted in 1955. Cutting the sign down would defeat the 

purpose of the sign, Mr. Russell insisted. As it is, the sign can be seen 

from the Shirley Highway; if it were cut, it would serve only the local 

area which would be of no particular value to them. 

Mr. Mooreland recalled that the Ordinance now allows only 20 sq. ft. of 

sign area for real estate signs. 

This is purely a directional sign; Mr. Lamond pointed out, that is all 

the applicant needs and that is all he is entitled to. The area is far 

beyond what the Board could grant. Most of the wording could be taken 

J.UJ 
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off the sign and still it could retain its usefulness. 

Mrs. Henderson read the s~gn amendment which allows 20 sq. ft. 

for this type of sign. There were no objections from the area. 

They wish to retain their estate insignia) Mr. Russell explained. It has 

been used in their advertising for a number of years. They also need to 

have the price and size of the homes shown on the plot. They have a large 

frontage on which a smaller sign would be lost. 

Mr. Lamond moved to deny the application because the area requested is 

far beyond the limits,oLthe ':20 aq ..:,t't. sign area allowed by the Zoning 

Ordinance. It is the opinion of the Board that a simple directional 

sign indicating the location of the property is sufficient. 

Seconded, T. Barnes. 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
ALEXANDRIA WATER COMPANY, to permit erection and operation of 1.5 M 

Gal. Water Tower, Proposed Lot 600, B.H. Warner of Oakland Tract, 

533' South of Columbia Pike 'on west side 12' Outlet Road. (Oak Street). 

Mason District. (Suburban Class 2) 

Mr. William Koontz represented the applicant. Mr. p~ H. Dowdell, 

manager of the Company was also present. 

Mr. Lamond questioned whether or not the Board should have a re

commendation from the Planning Commission in view of the recent emergency 

amendment passed making that requirement. Mr. Mooreland said that was 

not required since this case was filed before that amendment became 

effective. 

Mr. Koontz thought the Board was in a position to ac~ as technically 

the report from the Commission is not required, but suggested that that 

waS a matter for the Board to decide. It was agreed to go ahead with 

the case without the Commission's recommendation. 

This structure would be 100 feet high, Mr. Koontz told the Board; the 

tank itself is 46 feet high with a capacity of 1.5 million gallons. The 

location of the tank at this point is one of the steps toward serving 

the rapidly growing area around Bailey's Crossroads. There is no storage 

of water in this area available now for peak demand, Mr. Koontz continued 

and the Company has found it necessary to have this for reserve. The 

Company have constructed a large pumping station at Occoquan and a booster 

station at Springfield. Now they have a new 16" main along Columbia Pike 

which is adequate to sUPply water to this area. This tank would be in the 

center of the area they propose to serve. 

The height and size of this tank was discussed. 

Mr. Koontz described the neighborhood, pointing to the VEPCO pOwer station 

about two lots away, lots 604, 605 and 606 are vacant. The pattern for 

the area has been set by the VEPCO station, Mr. Koontz said. The tank 

would be located 500 feet off of Columbia Pike. 

I't' ~ 
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The Chairman asked for opposition. 

Mr. Robert Alexander appeared before the Board representing Springdale 

Citizens Association. The people in this area would be adversely 

affected, Mr. Alexander told the Board, by this unsightly tower. They 

feel that with this encroachment in their residential area it would 

be difficult to preserve the integrity of their property. Mr. Alexander 

thought the people in Courtland Park had not been properly notified of 

this hearing as no one was present in opposition. He suggested that the 

case be deferred for three or four weeks in order that the Planning 

Commission may recommend on this and for the people in Courtland Park 

to be notified and also suggested that the applicants look for another 

location which would not depreciate the property. r4r. Alexander stated 

that he did not believe this tower was needed in this area at this time. 

Re questioned the sarety of a lOO~~oot structure and pointed out the 

possibility and danger of it raIling. The average structure in this 

area is not more than 25 reet. This 100 foot tower looming above the 

other buildings would be unsightly and would not rit into the scheme of 

residential development in the area. 

Lf this case were dererred, Mr. Alexander continued, the Company could 

look around for a location which would not encroach on residential 

development and~Wherethe tank could be properly anchored. 

Rev. Milton Sheppard from the Baptist Church agreed with the statements 

made by Mr. Alexander, stating that it would be more practical for 

the applicant to obtain land which would be closer to their main line. 

Re mentioned commercial property in the Oliver SubdiVision particularly. 

He, too, thought people did not have sufficient notice of this as the 

posting was ofr the Pike and very few saw it. 

Rev. Sheppard stated that the outlet road to this lot has never been 

dedicated, it is only a 12 foot private outlet road. It is a very poor 

road, muddy and full of holes. There is no plan to widen this road and 

the coming and going of trucks would make it practically impassable 

for people liVing on it. It would also be dangerous ror the children 

playing along the road during construction of the tower. There are lots 

within 50 feet of this proposed tower and the people who own those lots 

hope to build as soon as they can get the money. The erection or this 

would preclude the possibility or getting loan money for homes on this 

road. 

Mrs. Bertha Thomas who lives at 6049 Maple Street stated that she owns 

the lot adjoining this property. She objected to the tower. 

Mr. Sol Marshall, living at 3950 Oak Street objected to the use of the 

12 foot road by the applicant. The road is 50 bad now that the mailman 

cannot deliver mail to them. He thought the applicant should have another 

entrance which would not disturb the only entrance available to the 

houses on Oak Street. He suggested coming in through the Norris property. 

J. U.::J 
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Mr. Alexander presented a petition with twenty-five names objecting to thl 

use. This is the same old story regarding the location of these tanks, 

Mr. Koontz observed; everyone wantia it near someone else. HoweYer
J 

he 1/ ~ 
pointed to many other tanks in the County which are near residential 

property and they have not been objectionable. This site was chosen after I 
a great deal of study and it appears to be especially well suited. to 

serve the area. 

Mr. Dowdell) manager of the Alexandria Water Companl described the need 

in this area for a storage tank. They have had an emergency connection 

between the Alexandria Water Company and the Arlington Water Company I 
system. Last summer when they were in need of water they used the Arling

ton Company connection until they became overloaded. They they were forced 

to curtail the water supply. This year Arlington Compapy cannot serve them 

with this emergency connection during the peak demand. This storage tank 

would take care of that need. They will re-fill during the night and a 

sufficient amount of water will be available during the daytime Peak. They 

plan to put the water line down Oak Street. 

Mr. Barnes asked Mr. Dowdell if they had had trouble with any of their 

tanks falling. Mr. Dowdell answered that they have notj the tanks are 

erected very well and he has never seen one fall or collapse. If they 

were poorly constructed of wood. that could happen. but this would be 

of steel construction and the design has been worked out with a great I 
margin of safety. 

Mrs. Henderson suggested that the Company make an attempt to locate 

commercial property in the area of Bailey's Crossroads. Mr. Koontz 

answered that they knew of no property available in that area. 

kked if this installation would generate traffic, Mr. Dowdell answered 

that it would be visited weekly. They would have a telemeter deVice 

in the tank which will indicate the water level and the altitude valve 

opens and closes automatically. This indicates the in-flow and out-flow. 

They would check this twice a year. Once the tank is installed, he 

continued, there would be practically no traffic to and from the property. 

Mr. Barnes asked about fencing and landscaping the property. They would 

fence the property if the Board thinks it is necessary and will landscape I 
the yard. Also they will have a protective gate over the ladder which 

will cut off at 8 or 10 feet from the ground. This would be a metal 

gate installed over the ladder so no one could crawl up on the ladder. 

Mrs. Henderson was concerned over the residences across Columbia Pike. 

Since the posting sign was placed on the property) which does not .front I 
on Columbia Pike, it is likely that a number of people liVing in that 

area do not know of this hearing and when they realize that a 100 foot 

tank is going up in their neighborhood, they will likely bring the com

plaint to the Doard even though requirements have been met. Mrs. Henderson 

suggested that the Board have a recommendation from the Planning Commission 
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before making a decision. 

Mr. Lamond moved that the Planning Commission be asked to review this 

case and give the Board the benefit of their opinion on this case which 

should be deferred to July 22. Mr. Lamond also stated that the hearing 

on July 22 would be for decision of the Board only, that no new evidence 

would be taken. 

Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
FAIRFAX COUNTY WATER AND SEWER CORPORATION, to permit erection and 

operation of a sewer pumping station. North side Route #644-200 feet 

East of Accotink Creek. Mason District. (Rural Residence Class 1) 

Mr. Andrew Clarke represented the applicant. 

Mr. Clarke explained the case as follows: This is a request for a 

pumping station designed to serve 1600 acres west of Accotink Creek 

and including Springvale Subdivision. This plant has been enlarged 

from the original plan to serve the entire area. Mr. Clarke read a 

resolution passed by the Board of Supervisors reaffirming their 

position on the connection of a sewerage pumping station by Mr. Edward 

Carr. The resolution reads as follows: "Should Mr. Carr desire to 

install this pumping station, together with the necessary force main 

and a gravity discharge to the Backlick trunk sewer and a trunk sewer 

along Accotink Creek through his property, as in similar instances, 

that the County extend to him the right to be reimbursed,a,proportionate 

part of the cost of such facilities, from other property owners 

who might utilize the same." 

The following letter from the Division of Sanitation addressed to 

Massey Engineers was read: 

"June 19, 1958 

Massey Engineers 
Ford Building 
Fairfax, Virginia 

RE: Pumping Station 
WEST SPRINGFIELD 

Gentlemen: 

In response to our telephone conversation, the following 
recap of events should provide the necessary information 
needed to apply for a Use Permit for the construction of 
the proposed pumping station at Accotink Creek and Old 

Keene Mill Road. 

1. March 9, 1955 - The Board of County Supervisors 
authorized Mr. Carr to construct a sewage pumping station, 
force main and trunk sewer at the South boundary of his 
1600 acre tract to serve the drainage area and discharge 
into the Backlick Trunk. The installation to be at the 
sale cost of the developer and become the property of 
Fairfax County upon completion. 

/1/ 
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2. August 1, 1957 - The Board of County Supervisors agreed 
that the County would be willing to enter into an agreement 
to undertake the collection £rom other property owners their 
proportionate part of the cost of the installations author
ized by the March 9, 1955 action. /I).. 3. Jan9ary 17, 1958 - Mr. Carr as President of Fairfax Water 
and Sewer Corporation signed an "Application for Sewerage 
Service" for the installation of the trunk. sewer portion of 
the installation authorized March 9, 1955. This sewer is I 
presently under construction. 

4. The numerous details and decisions necessary for the 
preparation of construction drawings for a Pumping Station 
have been coordinated between members of your firm and this 
office, thereby making the final approval o£ the plans and 
specifications, when completed, a relatively routine matter. I If this office can be of any £urther assistance, do not 
hesitate to call. 

/s/ Jack Liedl" 
(Division of Sanitation) 

Mr. Clarke located the Pumping station site pointing out that the 

nearest building, a dog kennel) is across Route 644 to the south. The 

next nearest dwelling is 480 feet away. The property o£ Mr. Preston 

lies 750 feet to the west of the site. To the east is a vacant house 

which Mr. Clarke explained will be left for recreational purposes. The 

land between this project and the Preston property is heavily wooded and 

the station would not be visible to Mr. Preston. 

There will be no affluent from this plant flowinS into the Accotink 

Creek, Mr. Clarke assured the Board. It will be force,mained on to I the Backlick sewer, the Same as was done with the Mace property. 

This plant is ready to go, Mr. Clarke observed, design is completed 

and all approvals have been obtained. 

The following recommendation from the Planning Commission was read: 

"JUly 8, 1958 

RECOI~'lENDATION 

TO: Board of Zoning Appeals 

FROM: Planning Commission 

SUBJECT: Fairfax County Water & Sewer Corporation, 
to permit erection and operation of a 
sewage pumping station. 

LOCATION: North side of Route #644, 200 feet east 
of Accotink Creek - Mason District. 

The Commission considered this application at last night's I meeting. 

The Commission is of the opinion that this proposal will not 
be in conflict with the provisions of Section 6-12 (f) 2 (a) 
(b) (c) of the County Code and it is recommended that this 
application be approved. 

The provisions of this Section are found on page 36 of the 
recent codification of the County Zoning Ordinance. I 

/s/ H. F. Schumann, Jr." 
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Mr. Preston appeared in opposition stating that he lives on the west 

side of the Accotink Creek and Keene Mill Road. He advised the Board 

that the first notice he had received of this meeting was last night. 

He also had a letter of notification for Mr. Gorman, his brother-in-law, 

which he was not able to deliver as Mr. Gorman is away_ Mr. Preston 

told the Board that he has no objection to Mr. Carr's pumping station 

located on his own land; that is all right, but he does object to the 

sewer lines crossing his property. 

Mr. Byron Massey (Engineer for Mr. Carr) was present. He traced the 

course of the proposed sewer line which would go into Mr. Preston's 

property but expressed the idea that they may be able to follow the 

creek if it appears necessary. Mr. Preston was agreeable to carrying 

the line along the creek. 

As a matter of fact, Mr. Lamond stated, the presence of the sewer 

lineton Mr. Preston's property would be a great asset to him. He 

owns approximately 40 acres which could very well be sewered if and 

when Mr. Preston wished to develop. 

A sewage pumping station sounds bad, Mr. Preston statedj people in 

Springfield have complained about the pumping station in their area, 

claiming that it is a nuisance. This would he only 750 feet from him 

and although he does not like the sound of a pumping station near his 

property he realized that he is powerless to stop it. 

Mr. Massey explained that the station will be enclosed; the sewage 

will be pumped out immediately. They will not retain the sewage more 

than five minutes. There will be no odor. This would be merely a 

means of conveying sewage from one point to another. 

Mrs. Henderson pointed out that the Tripps Run line goes through 

their back yard and it had caused them no trouble. 

Mr. Massey again agreed to make every effort to keep their lines off 

of the Preston property. Mr. Preston said Mr. Gorman also would be 

opposed to the line running over his property. 

Since this will eventually be owned by the County, Mr. Clarke suggested 

that they would naturally follow any suggestion of the County as to 

location of the lines, however, he saw no reason why they could not 

by-pass the Preston and the Gorman property. 

Mr." Preston asked if Mr. Carr as a private developer could condemn 

his land for private use. 

Mr. Clarke answered that he could not condemn for private use, but 

the conveyance would have to be made to the County, and since this 

will ultimately be County owned the location of the lines should be 

worked out in eonjunction with the County. 

Mr. Preston said he would like to have more advice on this. 

.L.Lv 
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After further discussion, Mr. Lamond moved that the applicant be granted 

a permit to erect and operate a sewage pumping station with the provision 

that the applicant stay off of Mr. Preston's and Mr. Gorman's property 

insofar as possible. This is granted as submitted on the plat dated 

August 1956 prepared by Massey Engineers, Scheme #1. I 
Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes. 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
J. M. BUTLER, to permit open porch to remain as erected within 5 feet I of side property line. Lot 61, Section 3, Fairchester. 306 Fairchester 

Drive. Providence District. (Suburban Class 2). 

This case was withdrawn. 

II 
GILMAN G. UDELL, to permit carport to remain enclosed within 10 feet 

of side property line. Lot 253, Section $, Sleepy Hollow Manor. 413 

Valley Lane. Mason District (Suburban Class 2) 

The applicant was not present. Mr. Mooreland read the following memo

randum from Mr. Schumann addressed to Mr. Mooreland: 

"Please inform the Board before this case is presented by 
the applicant, that Supervisor Leigh has presented to the 

Board of County Supervisors a proposed amendment to the 
Zoning Ordinance which, if adopted, would permit carports 
and open porches which have been built to date, to be 
enclosed under certain conditions. I 
It is expected that the Board of Supervisors will hold a 
public hearing on Mr. Leigh's proposed Amendment sometime 
during the month of September. Inasmuch as this Amendment 
would likely have bearing on this and any other similar 
case, it is suggested that the Board of Zoning Appeals not 
act on this matter at this time, but that action be de
ferred until some time after the expected publichearing.~ 

Mr. Bauknight, the attorney in this case, asked that the case be 

deferred in accordance with the above letter. 

Mr. Lamond moved that the case be deferred indefinitely pending adoption 

of the carport amendment proposed to the Board of Supervisors by Mr. 

Claiborne Leigh. 

Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. 

For the motion: Messrs. Lamond, Smith and Barnes, and Mrs. Carpenter. 

Mrs. Henderson voted against the motion. 

Motion carried. .1 
II 
JACOB HOMES, to permit replacement of existing two pump islands with 

three new pump islands within 31 feet of the street property line. 

Block one, Parcel 2, Barley Farms. S.E. Corner ¥orest Drive and I 
Highway HI. Mt•. Vernon District, (Rural Business) 

The pumps are now located 35 feet from the right of way line of U.S. #1 

and it has been found that this does not give sufficient room between 

the pump islands and the bUilding for easy circulation. Mr. Homes 
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requested that he be allowed to move his pump islands to within 31 

feet of the right of way. He was granted the 35 foot setback 

in 1954. It was noted that Mr. Homes would now have six pumps instead 

of the original four. 

There were no objections from the area. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application because it conforms to 

the requirements of the Zoning Ordinance and it does not appear 

that this would adversely affect the adjoining property, as this 

is on a long unobstructed straight of way. This is granted in 

accordance with the plat presented with the case prepared by 

Ed Holland, dated February 24, 1954. 

Seconded, Mr. Barnes. 

Carried, unanimously. 

GIANT FOOD SHOPPING CENTER, INC., to permit erection of a sign with 

larger area than allowed by the Ordinance. (Total Area 644 1/2 sq. ft.) 

Between Route #236 and Columbia Pike 1/4 mile east of intersection 

at Annandale. Mason District (General Business) 

Mr. Stanford Abel represented the applicant. Mr. T. J. Tinsley of 

the Reg~l Sign Company was also present. 

This store will be the largest super food market in the United States, 

Mr. Abel told the Board. It is 300 feet long. They have asked for 

this large cut-out sign as a smaller sign would be lost on the very 

long building. The sign would be located 236 feet back of the property 

line. 

This is an unusual innovation in merchandising, Mr. Abel continued, the 

store will have 45,000 sq. ft. of floor space; this is not just a food 

store, they will sell everything. It is actually a department store with 

the addition of a complete line of groceries and foods. Giant has put in 

several stores of this kind; one in Newport News, Baltimore and Silver 

Spring. The sign is a stand-up cut-out. The sign company would not 

figure the lettering by measuring the area between letters but rather by 

blocked letters, therefore the actual sign area is not as large as the 

application would indicate. 

Mr. MOoreland stated that this is in excess of the sign area allowed in 

the Pomeroy Ordinance at the present time, but it is not yet known what 

may ultimately be in the Ordinance. It may well be, Mr. Mooreland con

tinued, that some special provision may be made for these unusually large 

bUildings. 

It was noted that this 300 foot length could be broken up into ten stores, 

each of which would be allowed 120 sq. ft. of sign area. Mr. Mooreland 

also called attention to the fact that this sign is visible from one 

direction only, from the Annandale triangle. 
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Mr. Lamond suggested approving the one large sign, "Super- Giant" leaving 

the balance of the sign for a later date when the new Ordinance may take 

care of that additional area. 

Mr. Abel objected to this, saying that the structural supports for the 

sign would be built into the bUilding. It would be difficult to add 

these words at a later date. 

Mrs. Henderson thought the "New dimension in Retailing" not necessary, 

as people will see that many things other than food are available. The 

Super Giant sign would actually cover all that is necessary. 

There were no objections from the area. 

Mr. Lamond moved that the Board approve approximately 235 sq. ft. of 

sign area which will include the words "Super Gfant;" in lieu of the 644 

sq. ft. requested in the application. This would be figured by squaring 

off the indiVidual letters. This is granted as presented on the drawing. 

except that the balance, of the sign "A New Dimension in Retailing" shall 

be eliminated from this granting. 

Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
ATLANTIC REFINING COMPANY, to permit erection and operation of a service 

station with pump islands within 25 feet of the street property line. 

North side Edsall Road at east side of Junction Edsall Road and Old 

Edsall Road. Mason District. (General Business) 

Mr. Dan Hall represented the applicant. 

This small area was recently rezoned to General Business for the purpose 

of erecting a tilling station, Mr. Hall told the Board. It contains 

44,506 sq. ft. and is bounded on three sides by roads. The newly proposed 

50 foot road on the east will lead to the Atlantic Research Company. They 

plan to sell the point of the triangle, a 19,000 sq. ft. area. 

This section is purely commercial in character, Mr. Hall pointed out, 

the Atlantic Research (from whom they expect a considerable amount of 

business) lies to the north; Virginia Concrete Company is across from 

this property; industrial zoning is to the rear. Mr. Hall showed a picture 

of the type station they intend to build. They will have sewer if 

Atlantic Research lays a line to their property. This filling station 

will occupy about 18,000 sq. ft. 

There were no objections from the area, however, Mr. Vernon Lynch asked 

how close this building would come to Old Edsall Road. He was interested 

in protecting that road. Mr. Hall said they would meet the required set

back. Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application as it does not appear that 

this would adversely affect neighboring property or that it would be detri

mental to the area. This granting includes the 25 foot setback requested 

for the pump island. This is granted for a filling station only. 

Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes. Carried, unanimously. 
II 
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WEISSBERG BROTHERS REALTY, to permit erection of a Store Building within 

one foot of the street property line. North side Edsall Road at east 

side of Junction Edsall Road and Old Edsall Road. Mason District. 

(General Business). 

Mr. Weissberg represented the applicant. ~his is the point of the 

triangular piece of property discussed in the previous case, I~. Weiss

berg explained. They plan to have a Seven-Ilevan store. They have asked 

for the one foot setback from Old Edsall Road in order to cause less 

turbulance for traf£ic coming in from the Shirley Highway. The deep set

back from Edsall Road would allow freedom of circulation on the property. 

This is an area of approximately 19,000 sq. ft. 

Mrs. Henderson noticed that this size bUilding could not be put on this 

property and meet the setbacks. 

Mr. Lamond stated that the Board was not inclined to stretch their 

jurisdiction to the extent of allowing this. He moved to deny the appli

cation. 

Mr. Vernon Lynch told the Board that he has no objection to a business 

going here but it should be required to set back from Old Edsall Road. 

Mr. Lynch recalled the fact that he had traded land with Mr. Smith in 

order to have this road dedicated at the rear of this triangle. It is 

only a thirty foot road now and ten feet should be dedicated from each 

side to bring it up to State requirements. Mr. Lynch said he was willing 

to give 10 feet of his side and he thought no business should be allowed 

to encroach on the op-oedue side in such a manner that the future ten 

feet needed by the Highway Department would be difficult for the State to 

acquire •. 

Mr. Weissberg said he would not object to moving the bUilding over if 

this were a 50 foot road, but, he contended, this is a little used road 

that goes nowhere and in his opinion it was more important to stay back 

off Edsall Road in order to protect traffic coming in from the Shirley 

~ighway. He suggested that they might put up a triangular shaped building 

or he asked if the Board would consider favorably the idea of moving 

the building over about 20 feet which could give apprOXimately a 25 foot 

setback on Old Edsall Road. 

The building is just too big for the land, Mrs. Henderson insisted. There 

is too much land in the County zoned for business which is not used and 

under any circumstances, the Board has no authority to cro.~ this land 

with an oversized bUilding. 

Mr. Weissberg questioned where this road would ever go and what would be 

the use of making it 50 feet wide. It was pointed out that a considerable 

amount of developable land lies to the north of Old Edsall Road. Mr. 

Weissberg complained that he was being penalized and would suffer an 

inequity if he cannot put a 24 foot building on 19,UUO sq. ft. of ground. 

He has sur.rdc Lent parking space and can more than meet the front setback. 

.loll 
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He questioned the reasonableness of holding to an arbitrary setback line 

on Old Edsall Road. 

Mr. Lamond proposed exchanging the location of the Seven-Eleven store 

and the filling station. Both Mr. Weissberg and Mr. Hall objected to 

that. Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case until July 22 pending a restudy 

of this by Mr. Weissberg and Mr. Hall with a view toward arriving at a 

solution which would keep all buildings within the required setback. 

Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
NORTH WASHINGTON PROPERTIES, INC., to permit erection and operation of 

a motel (52 units). North side Arlineton Boulevard and 600 feet east 

of Route 649. Falls Church District. (General Business) 

Mr. Wise Kelly represented the applicant. 

This is approximately a two acre tract ~1r. Kelly told the Board, immedi

ately adjoining the Kinney Shoe Store on Arlington Boulevard. The 

owners have checked with the Highway Department for entrances and have 

their approval; the Sanitary Engineer has stated that sewerage is a

vailable, and this is zoned for commercial use. This project will most 

certainly enhance the value of this property and improve the entire area, 

Mr. Kelly stated and it is not out of keeping with the area since land 

immediately to the north has recently been approved by the Board of 

Supervisors for apartment use. 

This will be a 52 unit project costing approximately $200,000 and they 

will have parking for 54 cars; the grounds will be appropriately land

scaped. 

Mrs. Henderson asked what about the little triangle in the middle ofiH~ 

front which appears to be excluded in the land area. 

That small tract was originally part of the tract across the road, Mr. 

Kelly explained. When Arlington Boulevard was surveyed this little tri

angle was left out. It is not zoned for business uses. They have tried 

to buy it but it is owned by two people who are feuding and they won't 

come to an agreement to sell. However, Mr. Kelly said he thought it .. 
could.... bought in time. 

The center part of the building will be two story, the balance of the 

building one story. It will be of brick construction. They plan to make 

it attractive to tourists, comparable to other motels in the area. 

There were no objectors present. 

Mrs. Carpenter moved to grant the application for the proposed motel, 

according to the plat presented with the case, prepared by Patton and 

Kelly, dated June 24, 1958. It is understood that this will conform to 

Section 6-16 of the Ordinance. 

Seconded, Mr. Lamond. Carried, unanimously. 

II 
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JOHN R. STRANG~. to pennit erection and operation of a Service Station. 

northwest corner Springfield Road and Route 236. Mason District. 

(General Business) 

Mr. Wills said he had been out of town and the notices have not been 

sent to adjoining property owners. He therefore asked for a deferral. 

Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case until July 22 to give the applicant 

the opportunity of sending notices to adjoining property owners. 

Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes. 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
ALLEN W. ABBOTT, to permit erection of a tool house within 7 feet of 

the side property line. Lot 7, Poplar Heights. 1011 Allan Avenue, 

Providence District. (Suburban Class 1) 

The former owner of this property had obtained a permit to add a carport 

and tool shed on this side of the house in 1949. He never used the 

permit. The concrete driveway is in now and the slab which Mr. Abbott 

explained, he useS for a patio. He plans to build the tool shed now and 

next year to make the patio into a porch. This would require a variance 

on the tool shed. I~. Abbott said he had started on the tool shed 

thinking the original permit was still valid. It would be difficult to 

chip out the concrete which would form the floor for the tool shed. It 

is a continuation of the driveway running all the way back to the patio 

most of which is on the rear of :-tihe:i'house. This would be a very small 

enclosure at the side+line side of the patio. 

Mr. Abbott said he had sent the notices of this hearing to adjoining 

property owners and had discussed this variance with them. No one 

objected. If this is granted it would give access to the tool shed 

tmmediately from the patio which would not require going out of doors. 

It would be convenient to the yard in the use of his tools. 

This is a fairly good sized room, Mr. Lamond noted, it could very easily 

be enclosed for liVing quarters. 

That would not be possible, Mr. Abbott answered J as the foundation of 

the room is not adequate for a permanent room. The additional load of 

walls would not pass building inspection and furthermore he has no 

intention of using this for living quarters. The continuation of the 

concrete driveway and the 2 1/2 foot wall around the slab would be used 

in the foundation. That would not be sufficient to support a 10Iby 10 1 

room. He would plan to brick this up for about 2 1/2 feet with wood 

siding on the balance of the walls. The roof would be pitched to blend 

with the house roof. Mr. Abbott called attention to the fact that many 

other carports in this subdivision are almost on the property line. 
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~~. MOoreland stated that this is an old subdivision with varying setback 

Mr. Lamond moved to deny the case because there is another location on 

the property that could be used. The approval on this, mentioned by the 

applicant, was given in 1949 and has ceased to exist, it being over the 

six months period before construction is to start; therefore the approval 

has no bearing on this case. 

Seconded, Mr. J. B. Smith. 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
HUNTER ASSOCIATES LABORATORY, INC., to permit operation of an Optical 

Laboratory and Design of scientific apparatus in an existing bUilding. 

1300 feet e~st of Route 695; 7$$ feet south of Chesterbrook Road 

and 380 feet north of Old Dominion Drive. Dranesville District. 

(Suburban Class 3) 

The Planning Commission had recommended to defer this case for six months 

pending adoption of the Pomeroy Zoning Ordinance. 

Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case for six months. 

Seconded, I~s.Carpenter. 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 

DEFERRED CASES: 

RICHARD G. ROBINSON, to permit carport~~oser to Street line and also 

overhang greater than allowed by the Ordinance, Lot 95, Section 2, 

Linco1nia Heights, (7115 Hillcrest Road), I~son District. (Suburban 

Class 2) 

Mrs. Robinson appeared before the Board. The case was deferred to view 

the property. 

l'-lr. T. Barnes stated that he had looked at this, 'he thotlghtlt ,trfjm(llver,':>: 

angle, and had considered the hardship involved and the amount of im

provements put in by the applicant. It is very attractive, he continued, 

and does not appear to have a detrtmen~a1' effect on other property. 

The house is low and this wide overhang would give added shade and 

protection from the heat. It would give the applicants a comfortable 

place for outside summer living. There is room in this area to have both 

a carport and an outside sitting room. The neighbors do not appear to . 
object and it would enhance the value of the house as well a~ give the 

applicants great comfort in hot weather. There are no houses close by. 

J1r. Barnes thought the variance was not out of line. Mr. Barnes compli

mented Mrs. Robinson on their home, the planting and flowers. 

It was hoted .that this is a 1 foot six inch variance from the street, 

and insofar as can be learned, there is no plan to widen the street. 

This is not a heavily traveled road. 
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• Mrs. Henderson asked if this was a carport or a porch. Mrs. Robinson 

answered that it is a carport which is 18 feet long from the house. 

There is room ror the car and the deep freeze which is set along the 

wall of the house. 

Mrs. Carpenter asked if Crestwood Drive is a through street. Mrs. 

Robinson answered that it runs through to Parklawn only. 

Mr. Barnes moved to grant the application because it does not appear 

that this variance will adversely affect the health or welfare of 

people living in the neighborhood and it is his belief, Mr. Barnes con

tinued, that this can be granted without substantial detriment to the 

neighborhood. 

There was no second to the motion. 

Mrs. Carpenter said she objected to the overhang but could see no 

reason not to grant the carport. Therefore, ~~s. Carpenter moved to 

grant the variance on the carport but that the applicant be required to 

eliminate the two feet of the overhang which is in violation. The 

applicant will be given 60 days in which to make this overhang conform 

to the Ordinance. 

Seconded, Mr. Lamond. 

This would be most difficult, Mrs. Robinson explained, as they would have 

to rip out the whole thing. !here are steel hangers with 18 foot beams 

resting on them which run all the way across the front. They would 

probably have to take the entire roof off in order to make this change. 

Mrs. Robinson said she realized that this was built without a permit 

but in Ohio, where they have lived, they do not require a permit for a 

carport and she thought the same regulations would apply here. 

For the motion: Mrs. Carpenter, Mrs. Henderson, Mr. Lamond and Mr. Smith 

Mr. Barnes refrained from voting. 

Motion carried. 

II 
MRS. MABEL LEMON, to permit operation of a nursing home, Lot 1, Sect~on 2 

Woodburn Heights, Falls Church District. (SUburban Residence Class J) 

Mrs. Lemon was not present, the Board having told her it was not necessar 

Mrs. Corbitt, owner of the property was present. 

At the previous hearing, Mrs. Lemon had stated that it was her under

standing that Spicewood Drive is a private road as it is not taken into 

the State system and it is privately maintained. However, Mr. Mooreland 

stated that Spicewood Drive is on the recorded plat of this subdivision 

indicating that it is not a private road. The road runs from Woodburn 

Road into a cul-de-sac. 

Mrs. Corbitt told the Board that the carport was enclosed by a former 

owner and was apparently in violation when they bought the place. 

.L~l. 
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It.was noted that the old permit does not show the road circling around 

the house. Therefore it was probably not realized that this corner o£ 

the carport addition was in violation. 

Mr. Mooreland said that this was approved in 1953; he did not know the 

circumstances of the ~pproval, hut since it was passed by the Zoning 

Office and the addition is completed, there is nothing to do now but acce 

this as a non-co~orming setback. 
10!lltMI'~ ""ppi..e-r; ..... a.wt. 

Mr. Lamond moved that the Board pass over the question of this violating 
~ 

setback because it was granted in 1953 and should be accepted as a non-

conforming location. 

Seconded, Mr. J. B. Smith. 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
JOHN K. WllKLNSON, to permit operation of a tea room, on north side of 

Lee Highway, approximately 1000 feet west of Mary Street Falls Church 

District. (Suburban Residence Class 2) 

Mr. Jack Wood represented the applicant. 

This is an application for the renewal of an application granted in 

1953 to Mrs. Jones who started a restaurant in this building. ~his is 

known as the old Shockey place, Mr. Wood pointed out. It includes 2 1/4 

acres which was purchased by Mr. Wilkinson who wishes to continue this on 

a tea-room basis. 

Mr. Wood displayed pictures of both the exterior and interior of the 

building showing the rooms where the tea room would be conducted and the 

kitchen. 

This is an ideal location for a business of this kind, Mr. Wood pointed 

out. The nearest home is about 600 feet away. It is joined on one side 

by a golf driving range. There are businesses on ~~ry Street to the 

east and the property across the street is heavily wooded. This has been 

operating since 1956 and people in the area are not objecting to the con

tinuation of the use. They do not think it has been detrimental to them. 

This will be operated as a quiet family restaurant, meals served only 

twice a day (lunc~ and dinner). They will take most of their customers 

by reservation. They have a beer license. 

Mrs. Henderson asked Mr. Wood his interpretation of a tea room. That has 

been up before the Courts, Mr. Wood answered, he could not say. This 

will not be a large commercial projectj it is an old house with wide 

porches which lends itself very well to a restricted family or neighborhoo 

use. It will not attract a wide range of business. It would be more of 

a country tea-room type of restaurant catering to local trade. 

Mr. Wood recalled that the Circuit Court did not upset the last case.which 

this Board granted as a tea room on the Johnson property. Apparently that 

project met the requirements of a tea room. He thought this would even 

more meet those requirements. 
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Mr. Wilkinson will change the sign which is on the property now, Mr. 

Wood cant tnued, 

This business has received a good reaction from the neighborhood, ~~. 

Wood observed. They feel it has been an asset to the area. They think 

their clientele will come from Vienna, Falls Church and surrounding 

areas. It will be called "Oak Hill Inn IT • 

The operation of the restaurant will be changed somewhat, Mr. Wilkinson 

told the Board. They will have a la carte service. Everything will be 

made to order with nothing standing except a few things which will be 

readjufor immediate service. They have had many reservations for special 

meals mostly family groups or small parties. They have ample parking 

space. There were no objections from the area. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application as it conforms to Section 6-4-a-l 

as amended. This is granted for a period of three years to the applicant 

only. 

Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes. 

Mrs. Henderson asked how this permit was transferred from one owner to 

another as this was granted originally to the applicant only. 

Mr. Mooreland s~id it slipped by in his office. Whoever issued the 

permit did not check the original granting and the permit was transferred 

to the new owner. In fact, it was sold twice and transferred each time. 

The motion carried unanimously. 

II 
CLIFFORD Lll4ERICK, to permit erection and operation of a motel on 

1.26$ acres of land (5 units) property on northerly side of No.1 Highway, 

approximately 1200 feet southwesterly from intersection with Engleside 

Street, Lee District. (Rural Business) 

Mrs. Limeric~ appeared before the Board with her new plats and proof 

of notification to adjoining property owners. 

The new plats made provision for a 16 foot outlet road from the cabins. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application of Clifford Limerick in ac

cordance with the revised plat prepared by D. H. Pearson, C.S., dated 

June 195$ because this conforms to Section 6-16 of the Ordinance. 

Seconded, Mr. J. B. Smith. 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
Mr. Lyons, Mr. Stanford, and Mr. Salcetti~ad asked to appear on the 

agenda in behalf of ~~. Alexander whose request to enclose a carport 

had been refused by the Board two meetings previous to this. These 

gentlemen asked reconsideration of the case with a view toward granting 

Mr. Alexander's request. 
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Association had met and had voted that the Association do what it could to 

retain Mr. Alexander's carport as it is. A committee of three Was appoint 

(the three present)to appear before this Board to present the request. 

Mr. Lyons reviewed the case, stating that after Mr. Alexander had ob-
~ tained the permit to build the carport he found that the sePtic~was 

in the way o£ the planned construction so he moved it six feet to the fran 

Now Mr. Alexander is completely confused as to what law he has broken. 

His action was not a Willful violation of the code and the construction 

does not adversely affect the community. This is a short dead end 

street and only one other house faces on itj it is very little traveled. 

The Association is at a loss to know what would be gained by taking 

this down, Mr. Lyons continuedj it would only result in a loss to ~1r. 

Alexander. This was erected three years ago and no one has ever con

sidered it detrimental. The Association is in complete agreement in 

this desire to help Mr. Alexander. They all like him; he has Contributed 

richly to their community and the people do not like to see him penalized 

for an unintentional Violation. 

Mrs. Henderson explained that Mr. Alexander does not have to tear do,~ 

the carport as the carport itself is not in violation, it is necessary 

only to remove the glass on the carport which converts this into a 

room and makes it an integral part of the house. While the carport 

can encroach within the front yard by ten feet, the enclosed carport 

which has become a room, cannot. It is only the glass in the portion of 

the carport which exceeds the front setback which needs to be removed. 

Mrs. Henderson also called attention to the fact that the location of 

the septic tank had never been mentioned in Mr. Alexander's two previous 

hearings.,Mr. Mooreland reviewed the case for the committee recalling 

that Mr. Alexander had applied for a permit to locate the carport to 

the front of his 50 foot setback line. That permit was refused as it 

was not allowed by the Ordinance. Later the Ordinance was amended to 

allow a 10 foot encroachment into the front yard for a carport. Mr. 

Alexander got the permit for the carport and later enclosed it without 

a permit. This act (the enclosure) becught; the house,::iU3,~feet,~closer 

to the property line which is in violation. 

Mr. MOoreland recalled also that Mr. Alexander did not agree with the 

setback sho~m on his certified plat. He claimed that the plat is wrong 

and that the carport does not protrude beyond the house or at least 

very little, if any. He estimated that the carport is probably 49 feet 

from the right of way. Certified plats are accepted by this office, 

Mr. MOoreland told the Committee as being correot. His inspector also 

agreed that the setback is in violation and that the certified plat 

is correct. 
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Mr. Salcetti said he understood perfectly that Mr. Alexander had 

violated the setback, he did that in ignorance of the law, but he 

could ~ not see what could possibly be gained by making him comply 

with the law now. No one objects to this; it is not detrimental to 

the area, his nearest neighbors say that, so why make him remove this 

glass? 

The Board of Appeals is constantly faced with problems like this, Mrs. 

Henderson told Mr. Salcetti, and they must have a reason to grant these 

variances. The only reason set up in the Zoning Ordinance is some 

kind of hardship--topography or some unusual situation which would be 
~U-Jtr:y 
eFee~eij by following the Ordinance. There is no evidence here of 

anything which the Board could point to as a condition caused by the 

terms of the Ordinance. Most of the people coming before this Board 

for variance are not willful violators, Mrs. Henderson explained and 

more often than not the violation has been caused not by the Ordinance, 

but by a mistaken idea of the Ordinance. These regulations have been 

adopted for the protection of the County as a whole and if the Board 

granted all of these requested variances there would be no regulations 

at all and the County would become a hodge+podge of irregular un-

attractive development. 

Mr. Stanford called attention to other houses in their area which 

are located 25 feet from the street line. Mr. Mooreland answered that 

these are older houses in an old subdiVision, many of which had only 

a 15 or 25 foot setback. 

Discussion continued regarding the added expense to Mr. Alexander, 

the reason for this violation, location of the septic, and the difficulty 

the Board would be in if it were to grant this and refuse other similar 

requests. 

Mrs. Henderson expressed the sympathy of the Board for Mr. Alexander 

stating that the Board regretted not being able to change the former 

action. Also Mrs. Henderson told the committee that the fact of their 

appearance here in behalf of a neishbor was most unusual and commendable, 

stating that it was refreshing to the Board to see a community "goutc 

bat" for a neighbor rather than come to the Board loaded with opposing 

ammunition. 

II 
Mr. Mooreland recalled to the Board their haVing granted to Mr. 

George Powell on December 10, 1957 the right to divide a parcel of 

land. The six months have elapsed and the land is not yet divided 

although Mr. Powell has the land under contract to sell. The purchaser 

is having trouble in getting the loan, but they expect to settle 

within a few days. Under interpretation of the Ordinance, page 91, Mr. 

Mooreland asked, does the six months clause apply? The Board agreed 

that a granted division of land is permanent and is not restricted to 



July g, 1959 

completion in 6 months. 

II 
The minutes were approved through March 25, 1958. 

In order to catch up on minutes, the Board suggested that copies not be 

·sent to the Board members for the present. 

II 
The meeting adjourned. 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 



 

127 

I 1-

I 

I 

I 2-

I 

July 22, 1958 

The regular meeting or the Fairfax County 
Board of Zoning Appeals was held Tuesday, July 
22, 1958 at 10 o'clock a.m. In the Board Roam 
of the Fairfax Courthouse, with the following 
members present: Mrs. L.J. Henderson, Jr., 

Mr. A. Slater Lamond, and Mr. T. Barnes, Mrs. 
Henderson, Chalrman, preslding. 

NEW CASES: 

CHARLES F. CAMP, to permit a studio to be converted to a second dwelling 

on 6.045 acres, east sIde of Wakefield Chapel Road, north side of 

Turkey Run. Falls Church District. (Suburban Residence Clas8 3) 

Mr. Camp explained his plat which showed In detail the location of all 

buildings on the property, together with detalled plans ot the 

proposed addition. He also displayed an aerial photograph of the area, 

indicating the wooded land and the distance or other homes from the 

property. The building to be converted is a one room structure which 

has been used as a recreation room for his family. He will &Qd a wing 

which will include a kitchen. bedroom and bath. This will be used 

exclusively for his ramily, particularly for hiB father-in-law. 

The five people notified of this hearing signed the following 

statement: "This is to adviae the Board of Zoning Appeals that Mr. 

Camp has informed me that his application••••• is subject to a 

public hearing ••• Mr. Camp has described his plans for an addition to a 

building (studio) centrally located on his land and I do not object to 

such construction••••• is for use as a.private guest home and for 

recreational actiVity for his family and friends." 

Two of the people signing this statement are adjoining property owners. 

This is heard under Section 6-12-6-a-b or the Ordinance, Mr. Mooreland 

told the Board. The old Board held that a second dwelling should be 

SUbject to the same restrictions as a duplex. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application for a permi t which would allow 

the applicant to convert the studio on his property into a second 

dwelling 8S this conforms to Section 6-12-6-a-b or the Ordinance 

and it does not appear that this would adversoly ar.rec t the neighborhood. 

Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes. 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
HOWARD P. HORTON, to permit erection and operation of a service station 

within 30 feet of the Street property line and p~ islands within 25 

reet of the street property line, N.W. corner South Street and 

Highway No.1, Mount Vernon Dlstrict. (General Buslness) 

Mr. GibSOn saId Mr. Horton had called him from out of town asking him 

to handle this case only last Thursday, and while he handled the re

zoning on this property, he was not too ramiliar with this request. 
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However, the Board of Supervisors were advised at the time of the rezoning 

that the applicant pl~ed to _put a tilling station on this property. 

The Fairhaven Cltizens Association had supported this application for 

rezoning when it was before the Board of Supervisors. The Prestdent ot 

the Association told the Board that if the filling station 18 granted they 

would at least know definitely what was goIng on th~roperty and they 

considered that use better than an annual crop of weeds. 

The reason for the requested variance is the' peculiar shape of the lot whlc 

Mr. Gibson pointed out, Is practically triangular. The building area 

with the two 35 ft. setbacks is very small, but if they could have a 30 ft. 

setback from South Street and the 45 ft. setback frOm U. 3. '1 it would 

work very well. 

Mr. Lamond suggested locating the building 35 feet from South Street and 

40 feet from U.S. #1. 

Mr. Gibson noted that there Is a ~ittle street just back of this lot which 

Is dedicated but does not show on the plat submitted with the case, called 

South Court and which wilL~_probabl,. be vacated. They want to stay rfve 

eet from that !treet. South Court runs for only about half the distance 

etween South Street and U.S. #1 and Mr. Gibson said he did not think the (;" 

ounty would ever allow it to be cut through as it would make two entrances 

ithin~O feet of each other into U.S. #1. However, the street is there now 

d it is necessary to stay away from it. 

Art Post pointed out that while there are about 28,042 sq. ft. in thi. 

arcel, if the setbacks are observed, only about 10% of the property 

ecomes usable. 

here is a house on the lot adjoining this tract which is in residential 

zoning. This is the only piece of residential property in the immediate 

area. A motel is located on the opposite side of the lot. The dwelling 

lot will not doubt be zoned for business uses also. 

They have tried to do the best they could with the lot, Mr. Post told 

the Board, but he felt that the shrinkage in usable property caused b7 

observing the setbacks would cripple the use of the parcel. South Street 

is very little traveled and if they havetthe 30 foot setback on that street 

and observe the required 35 foot setback on U.S. #1 it would give them a 

workable piece of property. 

Again, Mr. Lamond suggested meeting the 35 and 40:}foot setback. The Board 

could not grant the 5 foot setback from South Court, Mr. Lamond continued, 

however, if that street is vacated and another entranoe oould be provided 

tor the adjoining lot, there would be no problem. 

Mr. Post said they plan to ask tor commercial zoning on that lot and vacate 

the street. 
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Mr. Andrew Clarke made the statement that South Court should never be 

opened all the way to U.S. #1 snd he felt sure the County would oppose 

any suggestion that it be opened because it would create two entrances 

to U.S. #1 within less than 200 feet. 

Mrs. Henderson suggested that the vacation be done at once. 

That is a terrific job. to vacate a street. Mr. Gibson pointed out snd 

it takes a considerable while. lfhile it is actually a recorded street, 

it gives entrance to only two houses. Mr. Gibson said he was sure the 

County would not allow a plat to go on record like this at this time. 

They probably opposed it when the plat was recorded. 

Mr. Gibson called attention to the little jog in the property abutting 

the dead end of South Court which is 57 by 50 feet and is completely 

unusable. 

Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case pending submission of accurate plats 

setting forth the distances discussed by the Board. 

Mr. Post asked what the Board would like to see on the plat with regard 

to setbacks. 

Thirty-five feet from South Street and the required setback from U.S. #1 

Mr. Lamond suggested, and 15 feet from the back line. 

Mr. Horton must settle on his ccntract within another week, Mr. Gibson 

noted. 

It was agreed to hear the case again on August 12. Therefore the case 

was deferred for accurate plats and a revision of setbacks which would 

be in accordance with the suggestions of the Board. Seconded, Mr. 

Barnes. Carried unanimously. 

II 
EUGENE G. BARLOW, to permit operation of a beauty shop in a private 

dwelling, Lot 13, Block 27, Section 13, North Springfield, Mason 

District. (Suburban Residence Class 2) 

The following letter from Mr. H. F. Schumann, Director of Planning, 

was read: 

"July 22, 1958 

TO: Board of Zoning Appeals 
FROM: Director of Planning 
SUBJECT: Application of Eugene G. Barlow, to 

permit operation of a beauty shop in 
a private dwelling, Lot 13, Block 27, 
Section 1), North Springfield, Mason 
District. (Suburban Residence class II) 

The proposed new Zoning Ordinance recommended by HU~h 
Pomeroy defines a "home occupation! 
as " any use customarily conducted 
entirely within a dwelling and carried 
on solely by the inhabitants thereof, 
in connection with which there is no 
display visible from outside the building 
other than an identification sign conforming 

with the provisions of Section 656, which 
use is clearly incidental and secondary to 
the use of the dwelling for dwelling purposes 
and does not change the character thereof." 
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J -Ctd. The Planning Commission has reviewed this defini tien and will 
recommend to the Board of Supervisors that a 

"beauty parlor" conducted in the home under 
conditions recited in the definition above 
be considered as a "home occupation" and 
that such uses be permitted in Residential 
Districts 8S a matter of right. 

It Is suggested that the Board of Zoning Appeals defer action 
on this application until January 1, 1959, 
by which time it is expected that full 
consideration will have been given the re
commended Ordinance (including recommendations 
of the Planning Commission) and that an 

amended Ordinance will have been adopted. 

Very truly yours, 

FAIRFAX COUNTY PLANNING OFFICE 

/s/ H. F. Schumann, Jr. " 

Mr. Van Meter represented the applicant. 

Mr. Andrew Clarke who was present in opposition to this case stated 
i 
!that he was opposed to both the amendment and the granting of this permit. 

!Mr. Lamond recalled that the Board had been advised by the Commonwealth 

I
I 

Attorney that they had no jurisdiction to grant beauty shops in a private 

home. He did not think the new Ordinance would classify a beauty parlor 

ias a home occupation. Mr. Mooreland stated that the ordinance did not now 

Iclassify it as a home occupation but it was his understanding that the 

! Planning Commission would recommend that it be so classified. 

But we are making decisions under the present Ordinance, Mrs. Henderson 

observed, and she could see no reason not to stick to the Ordinance until 

the County has adopted a new one. 
i
iBy deterring the case as sug~ested b~ Mr. Schumann the applicant might be , 
I(encouraged to think the Board would grant this, Mr. Lamond stated, when it 

ii could very well be turned down. 

liThe beauty parlor is in operation, Mr. Van Meter told the Board. The 

IlapPl1cant has been operating for one year. He has only one chair and it 

i s a small part time operation. Mr. Barlow is the operator. He has a 

lfull time job in Washington, D.C. and this is carried on only evenings 
!
i8nd late afternoon. 

IMrs. Henderson recall~d that last year the Board had refused Mrs. Pickerell 

Ifor the same kind of operation. 

Mr. Mooreland again pointed out that the new Pomeroy Ordinance specifically 

excludes this use as a home occupaticn, but that Mr. Schumann will re-

commend that it be included. 

It was agreed to hear the case in spite of Mr. Schumann's r-ec ormnendat Lon , 

Mr. Van Meter presented a petition favoring this use signed by 85 or 90 

Ipeople, all of whom live within a short distance of the Barlow home. The 
, 

INorth Springfield Citizens Association Executive Committee met last 

levening, ~r. Van Meter told the Board and went on record as unanimously 
I 
lapproving the application. The Association represents 248 families. 

IThiS is not a beauty shop, as such, Mr. Van Meter continued, Mr. Barlow 
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takes only one person at a time and these people come by appointment 

only. His clients are women from the neighborhood. SInce Mr. Barlow 

Is employed full time this is strictly a part-time operation to serve I 3 I 
the neiVlborhood. It Is carried on in the basement and recreation 

rOom. They have no signs and would be willing to accept any restrictions 

the Board would choose to place upon the operations. Since they take 

only one customer at a time, there is no parking problem. The one 

car can park in front of the Barlow home. There have been no objections 

to the parking. 

In view of the type of operation and in view of the fact that the 

people In the neighborhood wish to have it continue, Mr. Van Meter 

urged the Board to grant the permit. It is not H tull blown business; 

it could never become anything on a large scale. It will always 

be a side line and a very l.tmited use. 

Eight people were present at the executive eommittee meeting when the 

resolution was passed favoring this, Mr. Van Meter told the Board. 

Mr. Tolbert who has a beauty shop in the Springfijld Shopping Center 

and who lives in North Springfield, objected to the granting of this 

permi ti, Mr. 'I'oLber-t said he bought here because there are restrictions 

on the property which he thought would preclude establishment of busi

nesses in the home. It this sort of thing is allowed, he continued, 

it would be depreciating to the neighborhood. Others would want to 

go into business and the WLole character of the area would be 

changed. It is not likely that only one person would be in the shop 

at one time. Mr. Tolbert told the Board, as beauty operators usually 

have one person under the dryer while they are working on another. 

If it is permissible for this person to gO into a business of this 

kind. he would like to do the same thine, Mr. Tolhert suggested. It 

would save him a considerable amount of rent and overhead. which he 

now has in the Springfield shopping center. 

Mr. Andrew Clarke was present in opposition •••• (The first time in 

five years, Mr. Clarke recalled, that he has opposed anything 

relating to zoning •••• ) 

Mr. Edward Carr is now on vacation but ~r. Clarke said Mr. Carr had 

called him stating that his oifice had many calls on this case and asked 

him to appear in opposition. 

As the Board is aware, Mr. Clarke continued, North Springfield is one 

of the fine residential areas in the County and Mr. Carr has made every 

effort to keep it a purely residential restricted development. The re

creation room in these homes is large and very well could have three 

or four chairs. These businesses have a way of growing. Mr. Carr feels 
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3- Ctd. that granting a permit of this kind in the heart of North Springfield 

would be detrimental to the area. Mr. Carr b0lieves that the encroaChmsnt1 

of business in this subdivision would undo much of the attempt he has I 

made at establishing one of the best subdivisions in the County. This cou d 

be a wedge, encouraging others to ask the same thing and if the Board 
I' I grants this, it would be difficult to refuse another. A comm~rcial area I 

is established at Springfield, another at Arrnandale, both of which 

are accessible to people in this area. This is a real business, Mr. 

Clarke contended, people come in for a service for which they pay a 

fee. Mr. CIRrke asked the Board to deny this case in the interest of I 
protecting North Springfield. 

The remarks made opposing this request might well be applied to a full 

fledged business, Mr. Van Meter pointed outj this is a small service 

designed for the benefit of people in the immediate area. It is a 

burden for women in the area to get out to have their hair fixed; most 

of them have small children and are not free to go any distance. The 

business district of Springfield is about 3 miles away, Annandale is 

farther. Mr. Barlow does not have more than one person in his shop 

at a time. He completes one job before taking another. He does not have 

people waiting, therefore there is no parking problem. Mr. Van Meter 

called attention to the office of Dr. Amos which is about 3 blocks 

away. He operate a in his home and there have been no objections. (Mr. I 
Van Meter also called attention to the fact that North Springfield has 

been built by Crestwood, and not Mr. Carr.) 

No one can lqok forward to what the future might bring, Mr. Van Meter 

went on, but this could be restricted to such a degree that it cannot 

expand. The petitions show that people living within three blocks of 

this home want this shop to continue. That in itself is a little unusual, 

Mr. Van Meter suggested. 
II 

The Commonwealth Attorney said just last year, Mrs. H nderson recalled thaJI 

the Board had no jurisdiction to permit a beauty shop in a home. II' 

It is true, Mr. Van Meter stated that there is nothing in the Ordinance I 

which gives the Board the specific right to grant this, but by the same 

token, there is nothing in the Ordinance to preclude it. I 

I 

The Commonwealth Attorney's interpretation of a "home occupation" has been I I 
1 

the basis for the Board's refusal to grant this use, Mrs. Henderson 

stated. 

Mr. Tolbert informed the Board that the Springfield businessmen have 
I I clubbed together and put up a $$,000 fund to hire a bus to go through 

the area. and pick up shoppers bringing them to the ahorp f ng center. If I 
this is successful the bus company will take this over and put on a regUlOl 
route for day time shoppers. 

It was again recalled that Mr. $chumann has stated that the Planning 

II 
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ccmmfeat on will recommend that this use be considered a "home oc cupe.t Ion" 

and that it be allowed under restricted conditions. But the Ordinance 

J33 will not be adopted until after January I, Mrs. Henderson noted, and 

whether this will be allowed under the new Ordinance is not yet certain. 

She ~ eattoned the reasonableness of waiting for the new Ordinance. 

Mr. Lamond moved to deny the requested permit because it/does not conform 

to the zoning in this area and the Board has refused other applications 

of a similar nature. Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes. 

Carried, unanimously. 

Mrs. Henderson said she objected to creeping business in residential 

areas. However, if this Is allowed in the new ordinance, Mrs. Henderson 

suggested that Mr. Barlow come back to the Board. 

Mr. Lamond added to the motion that operation of this beauty shop should 

cease within 30 days from this date. 

II 
JACK STONE CO •• INC.• to permit erection of six signs with an area larger 

than allowed by the Ordinance, (Total area 243 1/2 Sq. ft.) S.W. corner 

of Seminary Road and Scoville Street, Mason District. (General Business) 

Mr. Hulse represented the applicant. Mr. Hulse asked that this case 

be continued until August 12 as through some misunderstanding, notices 

were not sent to adjoining property owners. 

Mr. Mooreland said opposition to this had made the same reauest for a 

deferral. 

Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case until August 12. Seconded, Mr. T. 

Barnes. Carried, unanimously. 

II 
HOWARD JOHNSON'S, INC., of Washington, to permit erectlon of an addition 

to an existing restaurant within 10 feet of the street property line 

Part Lots 21, 22, 23 all of Lot 6 and part of vacated Orchard Street 

Rust and Smithers Subdivision, Providence District. (Rural Business) 

Mr. David Hayter represented the applicant. Mr. Schumann told the 

Board that he had not seen this application until today and he thought 

this should be discussed with the Highway Department before taking 

any action. He suggested that the Board defer the case in order that 

they may avail themselves of whatever statements the Highway Department 

may wish to make. 

Mr. Hayter said he had gone into this with the Highway Department. 

He had discussed it with Mr. Simpson who stated that as long as the 

5 ft. overhang does not touch the right of way of the Highway they 

would have no objection. Mr. Simpson said he would send a letter 

confirming this telephone conversation but the letter had not been 

received in the morning mail. But that is their position, Mr. Hayter 
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5- Ctd. I continued, with regard to the roof overhang. The building is approximatel~ 
75 feet back from the edge of the pavement and it would be quite imposSibl~ 

II for the highway department to grade this down as there is a steep hill be- I 
tween the pavement and the building location which would be impractical to 

level. I Mr. Hayter called attention to the fact that Orchard Street at the rear 

of Howard Johnson's has been vacated. This property is owned by Dr. 

Pfeiffer (all of Lot 6) including all of Orchard Street and is leased t~ 

Howard Johnson's. 

This addition will Sauare off the building and give considerable more I 
room for dining. Only one corner of the building would come within 

10 feet of the right of way line with the overhang about 5 or 6 feet 

from the right of way. 

Both Mr. Lamond and Mrs. Henderson objected to this encroachment so close 

to the highway right of way. However, Mr. Hayter again called attention 

to the fact that the Highway Department would never use their full right 

of way because of the topographic condition and they have no objection 

to this setback. 

The Ordinance has a setback requirement for homes and businesses, Mrs. 

Henderson stated, which the Board makes every effort to maintain. If 

it is required on a small home, why should it not be required on a 

businesst This is a 40 foot variance, she continued. It is in effect I 
an amendment to the Ordinance. 

But that is not a realistic property line, Mr. Hayter pointed out. A 

large portion of the acquired right of way could never be used. 

Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case in order that Mr. Schumann may give the 

Board a report and also to give Mr. Hayter the opportunity of taking 

this back to Howard Johnson's and to discuss this with Mr. SChumann, 

in an attempt to work out a better plan for the addition. Deferred to 

August 12. 

Mr. Schumann suggested that the Board view the property as th~re may 

be a' considerable pr-ob Lem here. 

Motion seconded, Mr. T. Barnes. 

Carried. unanimously. I II 
6- JOSEPH A. SACKETT, to permit converted garage to remain with 10 feet 

of the side property line, lot 9A, Dunn Loring Gardens. (312 LaFetra 

Avenue), Providence District. (Rural Residence Class 2) 

Mr. Wallace Schubert represented the applicant. Mr. Schubert read from 1; I 
the notification he had sent to adjoining and nearby property owners sta~ 

ting that Mr. Sackett's reasons for asking this fariance are as follows: 
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1. The appearance of the neighborhood will be improved. 

2. The planned use of the converted garage as a playroom for 

Mr. Sackett's children will serve to improve the present 

good neighborly relations by affording a place for their children 

to play during inclement weather. 

3. Homes in the area are so spaced that the strict application of 

the zoning provisions in this instance will serve no good 

purpose. 

4. The granting of this application will not serve as a precedent 

for others in this neighborhood to seek a like variance as 

none contemplate any remodeling or construction as to require 

application for a variance of this type. 

Mr. Schubert said the applicant was not aware of the restrictions in 

the zoning Ordinance. He contacted a builder and started to enclose 

the garage when he was stopped by an inspector from the zoning office. 

He noted that the house is set on the"lot so it has a 30 foot setback 

on both sides. These are all fairly large lots. The houses are set 

in the middle of the lots and with the aedition of this garage on the side, 

the area still is not crowded. 

There were no objections from the area. 

It is possible that they could buy a small s trip of lam; from the ad

joining lot which would make the setback conform at the building setback 

line, Mr. Schubert told the Board; it would not reduce the area of 

that lot celow requirements, but since there is no change in the building, 

the garage was built a ccording to County regulations and the only change 

has been the addition of a bay window and the removal of the garage 

doors. It does not cut off air ml'light and the distance between the 

buildings remains the sarne. 

This is a wide lot, Mrs. Henderson observed. and the area is rural; it 

should. be kept so r- ather than to b ring houses so close to the side 

lines. If this is granted it would encour-er-e others to «ak the e ame thing 

and the character of the neighborhood could be completely Changed.H~~:U8~ 

~ether the variance is granted or not, the garage will still be used 

for the recreation room for Mr. Sackett1s four children and children 

in the neighborhood. For all practical purposes. the granting of this 

would make no chanee except in the outside appearance. 

Mr. Barnes said he felt that this is really all right but the Board cannot 

grant such a variance without a reason which would comply with the 

Ordinance. 

This is an exceptional situation, Mr. Schubert advised the Board; Mr. 

Sackett had put this in the hands of the builder and thought whatever 
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6-Ctd. permits necessary were obtained. While there is no topographic conditio 

the lot is not irregularly shaped but; this would work a hardship 

with the applicant as it would be expensive to tear out the window. 

Mr. Schubert thought the Board was not putting itself in a vulnerable 

position to grant this under the circumstances. It would also be a hard

ship on the children not to have a play area in winter. This will be 

a great convenience for children in the neighborhood. Mr. Schubert 

said he could not see where this slight change in appearance of the ga

rage could make such a great difference. 

Had Mr. Sackett applied for a building permit, Mr. Lamond stated, 

he would have been told that it was against regulations to enclose 

this garage, but now that it is done, it puts the Board in a difficult 

position to be asked to condone the mistake. 

Mrs. Henderson noted that the cost element could not be considered as 

a hardship. 
Ir l 2.

Mr. Schubert suggested that this could be granted under paragr~phAg 

of the Ordinance. "vher-e , by reason of other ••••• extraordinary and 

exceptional situation or condition the strict application of any regu-

lation•••• would result in undue hardship upon the owner, the Board 

shall have power ••••• to grant •••• " 

Probably no one in this area will want a similar variance, Mr. Schubert 

continued. 8S very few people have garages or carports. The houses are 

all set well apart. This garage would be 40 feet from any structure. 

Since this does not violate the intent of the Ordinance. Mr. Schubert 

suggested that the Ordinance is broad enough to cover granting of the 

application. The word "o ther-", Mr.Schubert noted, could be inter

preted to cover this. That is the leeway for the Board, the oppor-

tunity to use its own judgment. and anple reason for the Board to 

gr-ant this. If you adhere strictly to the letter of the law, he con .. 

tinued, inequities will too often occur. The Courts make a serious ef

fort to view the law from the practical standpoint. They cannot comple

tely follow the strict application of the law at all times, for if 

they do hardships would too often result. The courts must ~e elastic 

and adjustable to the situation at hand. "rhe aeme applies to the 

Board of Zoning Appeals. Referring to paragraph 6-12-g of the Ordi-

nance Mr. Lamond moved the approval of a permit for the applicant, 

taking into consideration the second part of the sentence from paragraph 

6-12-g of the Ordinance •••• rlT,o/here, by reason of condition, the strict 

application of any regulation in this chapuer would result in pe-

culiar and exceptional practical difficulties to or exceptional and ! Undue I 
hardship.upon the owner •••• eee ," It does not appear that this would 

impair the purpose of the Zoning Ordinance or that it would be detri

mental to the neighborhood. The fact that we have a structure coming 

within 10 feet to the side line has been approved and there is to be 
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no change as far as encroachment is concerned. No light nop space is 

being cut off and no further encroachment will be made into the 

front yard area. 

Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes. /37 
Mrs. Henderson voted no as this situation is not peculiar to this one 

case, it could occur many other places in the County. 

Motion carried. 

II 
DEFERRED CASES: 

BARNETT CHASKIN, to permit seven foot cedar screen fence to remain as 

erected six feet frOm right-ofwway line of Potter ton Drive. Lots 10$7 

and 1058, Section 11, Lake Barcroft. (500 Gay Lane), Mason District. 

(Suburban Residence Class 3) 

Mr. Lamond ·said he had seen the property as well as other members of the 

Board and they felt that the fence does not create a hazard on Potterton 

Drive. The fence has been up for over six months and it does not appear 

to have been detrimental to property in the neighborhood and the fence 

blends in well with the surrounding trees, therefore Mr. Lamond moved 

that the fence be allowed to remain. Mr. Chaskin has agreed to 

plant the fence along the outside with shrubs that will improve the 

looks of the fence. Seconded, T. Barnes. 

For the motion: Messrs. Lamond and T. Barnes. 

Mrs. Henderson refrained from voting. Motion carried. 

II 
ALEXANDRIA WATER CO~WANY, to permit erection and operation of 1.5 Million 

gallon water tower, Proposed Lot 600, B. H. Warner of Oakland Tract. 

533 ft. south of Columbia Pike on west side 12' Outlet Road, (Oak Street) 

Mason District. (Suburban Residence Class 2) 

Mr. William Koontz asked to defer this dase indefinitely as they wish to 

look for another site in a commercial area. 

The following recommendation was read fronl the Planning COH@ission: 

rtJuly 22. 1958 

TO: Board of Zoning Appeals 

FROM: Planning Commission 

SUBJECT: Application of Alexandria Water Company to per
mit erection and operation of It million gallon 
water tower. 

The Planning Commission considers this proposal as one which 
may have an adverse effect on land in the area 
classified far residential use. It is therefore 
recommended that the application to construct the 
facility in the location proposed be denied. 

The Commission suggests that the applicant seek another location 
on higher ground further east nearer Bailey's Cross
roads in the area already zoned for busin~ss or in 
the area under consideration by the Commission for 
inclusion in its proposed Plan for Industrial 
Development. 

Very truly yours, 
/s/ H. F. Schumann, Jr. 

Director of Planning" 
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Mr. T. Earnes moved to defer the case indefinitely. 

Seconded, Mr. Lamond. 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
WEISSBERG BROS. REALTY, to permit erection of a store building within I one foot of the street property line, north side Edsall Road at east 

side of junction Edsall Road and Old Edsall Road, Mason District. 

(General Business) 

Mr. Weissberg came before the Board with new plats indicating that they 

would locate the fl1~ing station building 25 feet from the Old Edsall I 
Road. 

Mr. Weissberg recalled that the Board had suggested at the last meeting 

that the filling station and the Seven Eleven Store change places on Ii 

this property. Atlantic Refining Company does not wish to be on the 
i\ 

point of the triangle. They want a frontage on the new road from Ed- I, 

saIl Road to Old Edsall Road, therefore they have mo\sd the Seven-Eleven jl 
store forward allowing the 25 foot s atback from Old Edsall Road which waul 

give a 60 foot setback from New Edsall Road. It was noted on the plat I, 

that a Seven-Eleven store building would widen the setback on Old Edsall I 

Road by cutting the corner of the building. 

Mr. Weissberg showed pictures of Old Edsall Road pointing out that it is 

a narrow unimproved road with no buildings facing on it. If they bring I 
their building closer to Edsall Road it would not give sufficient parking 

in the front. If they observed the 35 foot setback cars would have to 

back out into Edsall Road and there would be very little circulation on 

the property and not enough room to turn around. People do not like to 

park in the rear, Mr. Weissberg contended. 

People would not back into the street to turn around, Mr. Mooreland 

noted; the Highway Department would see to that. The business should 

have definite entrances and exits which people would have to observe. 

Mr. Mooreland suggested that a better arrangement would be a 50 foot 

setback from the New Edsall Road and 35 feet from Old Edsall Road. 

Old Edsall Road will be widened and developed some day, Mr. Mooreland con

tinued. Mr. Lynch has a considerable amount of property adjoining Old 

Edsall Road and when the road is widened, which will be necessary when I 
this property is developed, ten feet would have to come from this property.! 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application with the understanding the 

building will be setback at least 50 feet from the New Edsall Road and 

35 feet from Old Edsall Road. Thi.s would make it possible for the appli I 
cant to dedicate 10 feet to t.he widening of Old Edsall Road when it 

becomes necessary. 

This is granted because of the irregular s~ape of the lot and this can I 
be granted under Section 6-l2-g of the Ordinance. Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes. 

i For the motion: Mr. Lamond and Mr. Barnes. 
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Mrs. Henderson voted no because it is possible to locate the building 

on the property without variances. 

Motion carried. 

II 
JOHN R. STRANG, to permit erection and operation of a service station, 

N.W. corner Springfield Road, Route 617 and Route 236, Mason District, 

General Business. ) 

Mr. Wills represented the applicant. Mr. Wills located the property 

stating that this tract backs up to the used car lot. He also pointed 

out that the alley leading off Evergreen Lane has been vacated. 

He will meet all setbacks. This is an applic&tion for a permit, only. 

There were no objections from the area. Mr. Lamond moved to grant the 

permit under Section 6-16 of the Ordinance. Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes. 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
JACK COOPERSMITH, to permit erection and operation of a serv!aa station 

within 35 feet of street property line and pump islands 25 feet of 

street property line. Lots 21 and 22, Section B. Alpine Subdivision. 

Mr. Mooreland read a letter from Mr. Coopersmith quoted in part as 

follows: 

II ••••• The situation on the above named property is such that I am asking 

you to reconsider a use permit application on the July 22 agenda. 

If you will recall at the last meeting of the Board of Zoning Appeals 

I was asking for a variance, which the Board denied. You will note in 

the revised layout that we are not asking for any variance. 

I am the contract owner of the property and settlement is due by 

August 4, 1958. Consequently, it will be impossible for a resubmittal 

after the July 22 meeting. A large de~osit has been forwarded to the 

seller and the entire contract is in jeopardy. 

If it would be at all possible. I would appreciate a hearing with the 

Board of Zoning Appeals on July 22. 
Very truly yours, 

/s/ Jack Coopersmith" 

I Mr. Hall recalled that at the last meeting it was said that pump islands 

on other filling stations in the area are back 34 feet. He pointed out 

that this would be back 35 feet. 

Mr. Lamond moved to reconsider the application. Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes. 

Carried. unanimously. 

Mr. Lamond moved that the permit be granted as the pump t al.ands ver-e in 

i line with the other filling stations in the area s nd it can be granted 

I under section 6~l2-g of the Ordinance. 'I'he pwnp islands may be located 
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~-Ctd 35 feet from the street property and there will be no variance on the bull 

ding setback. This Is granted in accordance with the revised plate prasan 

with the case, plats prepared by Osterhoudt, L. J. dated 7-28-58 showing 

proposed building location on Lots 21 and 22. Section B of Alpine 

Subdivision. Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes. 

Carried, unanimously. 

Mrs. Henderson said she voted yes on the application because al~hough 

this will appear to be a large variance, on the pump island, it Is in line 

wtth the other filling stations in the area which ape on General Business 

zoning. 
II

Mr. Mooreland read the following letter frem Mr. Stephen G. Creeden 

regarding the Annandale Pre-School granted by the Board of Zoning 

Appeals on June 24, 1958: 

tlJuly 11, 1958 

Fairfax County Board of Zoning Appeals 
Fairfax Gounty Court House 
Fairfax, Virginia 

Re: Usa Permit for Day Nursery at 
Grange Hall in Annandale, Va. 

Gentlemen: 

Will yoU kindly place the matter concerning the granting of 
a use permit for the operation of a day nursery school at the 
"Grange Hali ll located a t the intersec tion of the Annandale-Falls J 

~hurch Road and Gallows Road near the town of Annandale, Virginia, 
on your agenda for July 22nd, 1958, for rehearing. 

This request is made on behalf of Mr. Curtis H. Trammell 
of 2228 Annandale-Falls Church Road, Annandale, Virginia. Mr. 
Trammell was present at the original hearing held on June 10, 
1958 and has subsequently procured a petition signed by twenty
one of the residents, living within approximately a one city block 
radius of the Grange Hall, in opposition to the gran~lng of 
this permit. Mr. Trammell was unable to obtain this information 
prior to the June 10 hearing due to lack of adequate notice of 
the proposed hearing. He subsequently obtained the said sig
natures and intended to present them before the Board when this 
matter was heard on July 24, 1958. 

Thanking you for your cooperation in this matter. 

Yours very truly, 

/s/ Stephen G. Creeden II 

Mrs. Henderson asked the Board to determine if the above letter contained 
evidence which could nob reasonably have been presented at the original 
hearings. 

Mr. Trammell said he was in the process of obtaining this petition 

which he considered new evidence, but was not able to complete the 

petition because many families had no notice of the hearing. All 

of the signers of the petition are in the immediate area of the 

school and would therefore be affected, Mr. Trammell continued. 

He recalled that the school is within 25 feet of his property. 

The petition contains 21 signatures of people objecting because 

of the noise, the property does not afford adequate parking and not 

enough play area. 
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But this petition could have been presented at either one of the 

former hearings, Mrs. Henderson observed. It would not appear to be 

"new evf denc e'", Mr. Trammell had eight days before the first hearing )l-f f 
to get names on his petition. The applicant met the requirements of no

tifying five property owners in the immediate area and the notice was 

advertised and posted according to law, Mrs. Henderson continued. 

Mr. Creeden told the Board that Mr. Trammel had been mistaken in the 

date to which this case was deferred; he thought it was July 24th 

instead of June 24. He thought he had plenty of time to get the signers. 

It was brought out, however, that the deferral date had been specifically 

set for June 24 and there was no other opposition at either mpeting 

except Mr. Trammell. It could hardly be considered the fault of the 

Board that Mr. Trammell misunderstood the deferred hearing date and 

that the petition was not completed and presented earlier. 

Mr. Trammell said he did not take the petition around before the first 

hearing because he did not think the school would be granted. He 

insisted that the Board should give some consideration to him, since 

his property is within 25 feet of this school. 

Mr. Lamond suggested that any nuisance which might he created here is 

subject to control by the police; however, it was also noted that the 

permit was granted for only two years. 

Mrs. Henderson called attention to the fact that the sending 

of notices to adjoining property owners is not a requirement of the Ordi

nance but is a policy set up by the Boare and it is not requested 

that notices be sent to more than five people) two of whom are adjoining 

property owners. 

After further discussion Mr. Lamond stated that there appears to be 

no new evidence presented which would warrant reopening the case 

therefore he moved that the application for rehearing be declined. 

Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes. 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
The Board discussed deferring cases pending the adoFtion of the Pomeroy 

Ordinance should cases continue to be deferred or should the Board 

act under the present Ordinance. No action was taken. 

II 
The meeting adjourned. 

!~K~~
Mr;~. Henerson, Jr. 
Chairman 
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The regul~r meeting of the Fairfax County 
Board of Zoning Appeals was held Tuesday, 
August 12, 1958 at 10 o'clock a.m. in the 
Board Room of the Fairfax Courthouse, with 
all members present. Mrs. L. J. Henderson, Jr., 
Chairman, presiding. 

1- JAMES G. HYLAND, to permit existing addition to dwelling to remain 

within 20 reet of the rear property line, Lot 22A, First Addition to 

Homecrest, (427 Graham Road), Falls Church District. (Suburban 

Residence Class 1) 

This is a small room addition to their three bedroom home, Mr. Hyland 

told the Board, to be used as a catch-all service room, particularly 

for a drying room, deep freeze and for a certain amount of storage. 

The sun terrace 1s just back of the room. 

Mr. Hyland called attention to the shape of his lot as shown on his plat, 

indicating that there is practically no back yard. The rear line 

cuts diagonally across the yard making it practically impossible for 

even a small addition to conform to setbacks. 

Mr. Hyland said he had started the construction before getting ~he 

bUilding. He had thought the builder picked up the necessary permits 

when he was in this area. He found when he got the permit that the 

setback was in violation. He therefore stopped work on the bUilding. 

The main structure is up - under roof. 

Mr. Hyland showed pictures of his addition pointing out the relation

ship between the rear property line and the building. 

Mr. Mooreland noted that this house was built under the old Urban 

zoning; the carport which is ten feet from the rear line, was built 

at the same time as the house. This violation was not reported. This 

happened before Mr. Hyland bought the property. 

Mrs. Henderson asked why the carport was allowed to remain without a 

variance, 10 feet from the rear line. Mr. Mooreland answered that the 

house was built in 1950 or 1951 and at the time he had very few in

spectors and his office was not getting certified plats on many 

structures. There were many mistakes at that time, Mr. Mooreland 

explained, it was difficult to get the certified plats and many got by 

without inspection. That probably was the circumstance here. 

There _were no objections from the area. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application for variance because of the 

irregular shape of the lot and because this would not appear to adversely 

affect the neighboring property. Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes. 

For the motion: Mr. Lamond, Mr. Barnes and Mrs. Carpenter. 

Against the motion: Mrs. Henderson and Mr. Smith. 

Motion carried. 
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WILFRED K. RODMAN, to permit erection of a carport within Z feet of the 

side property I1ne, Lot 45, Section 1, Westmore Gardens, (331) N. Under

wood St.), Falls Church District. (Suburban Residence Class 1). 

Mr. Rodman presented five letters to the Board from neighbors, three of 

whom are expressing approval of this variance, stating that this addi

tion would be an improvement to Mr. Rodman's property and to the 

neighborhood. 

This house was built about six years ago, Mr. Rodman told the Board. 

He bought last year. The place was in a badly run-down condition when 

I he bought and he has made a serlom effort to put in improvements as he 

I 

can. The concrete driveway is in-leading to this side of the house where 

he has only a 17 foot setback at the rear corner of his house. Mr. 

Rodman called attention to the. slanting lot line on this side which 

narrows the lot toward the rear and cuts down his setback. These are 

wide lots, there are only four separate properties in this block. The 

houses are all set well apart. There are 63 feet between this side of 

his house and the adjoining neighbor. 

It was noted on the plat that the driveway makes a slight turn at the 

entrance to the carport, therefore in order to enter the carport from 

the apron on the driveway, the carport 1s pushed back about 7 feet 

beyond the rear line of the house. There is no way he could comply 

with the restriction and have a carport, Mr. Rodman stated, without a 

variance, therefore he could see no reason why the Board would not grant 

the variance. 

Mrs. Henderson suggested putting the carport in the rear; Mr. Mooreland 

suggested that Mr. Rodman would have a 10 foot leeway in the front. 

Mr. Rodman said he did not go back farther as it would be too close to 

the neighbor and he did not want it in the front. 

Mrs. Carpenter suggested bringing the carport up flush with the front 

line of the house which would increase the side setback considerably. 

Mr. Rodman answered that there is a big terrace approach and a bank 

which would require grading back of the fill in the front yard. He 

insisted that there is only one way he can locate the carport, as shown 

on his plat. 

I Mrs. Henderson suggested buying a strip of land from the adjoining 

neighbor since there are 63 feet between the houses. 

That is a possibility, Mr. Rodman admitted, but that is only an imagi

nary line between the houses. The purchase of property does not change 

I 
-I 

the position of the buildings. He would still have the 63 feet between ! 

houses, no matter who owns the land. 

But this is an excessive variance, Mrs. Henderson stated, beyond the 

jurisdiction of the Board to grant. 

Mr. Rodman said he had been in many meetings of Boards and it had been 

his experience that such Boards always try to work out a situation like 

this. 
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carport forward;artd cut down the width of the carport. 

Mr. Rodman said he had considered all of these things, none of which would 

be satisfactory. The lots near this property 1n Arlington County are 

smaller, the neighbors prefer to see this variance and under any clrcum~ 

stances, what would be accomplished ,~ buying land from the neighbor? 

Nothing 1s changed. This is an improvement to which no one objects; it 

would.appear reasonable to grant. 

There are many similar situations 1n the County, Mr. Lamond stated, the 

must

Board cannot grant variances without show of hardship or some reasonr 

be advanced why the building cannot be relocated. 

Mr. J. B. Smith moved to deny the case because there are alternate locatio 

which could be used for the carport. Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. 

Carried, unanimously. 

EAGLE HOMES, INC., to permit erection of dwellings within 40 feet of the 

street property lines, Lots 54 and 55 and Lata 69 thru 73, Section 2-B, 

Sleepy Hollow Estates, Mason District. (Rural Residence Class 1). 

Mr. Jaffe represented the applicant. This is a heavily wooded area, Mr. 

Jaffe told the Board and he is trying to protect all the trees he can in 

order to make a more attractive development. By putting the houses fUrthe 

forward on the lots he will be able to save many trees which would have to 

come out if the houses meet the reouired setback. 

All of these lots (large 1/2 acre or more) are on a cul-de-sac therefore 

I 

I 

s 

I 

there is no Question of sight distance and the less setback is not noticea Ie. 

Several of these houses are already sold and. tl'te purchasers are very eager I 
to retain the trees. 

By going back another 10 feet, Mrs. Henderson asked how many trees would b 

destroyed. It would take out enough trees to destroy the natural overall 

beauty, Mr. Jaffe stated. It would require more filling which in itself 

would kill the trees. Twelve inches of fill around a tree will kill it. 

Mr. Jaffe said he could not honestly tell people that the treeB will be 

left, if they have to make that much of a fill, and the wooded lotB ate' 

a big talking point in their sales. The last section of this tract which 

they sold was without trees and they feel they have a much better talking 

point on this section. The fact that they are leaving the trees is used i 

their television advertising and it is very effective. They wish to be 

in a position to live up to their advertising. These are premium lots 

and they want to do the best possible job on the landscaping. 

Mr. Lamond noted that the houses meet the required setback on Randall 

Court. That is true, Mr. Jaffe answered, and they ran into difficulty on 

those lotsj therefore they are asking the variance on this. They lost 

August 12, 1958 - Ctd. 

The Board has 5uggeated four alternatives, Mrs. Henderson pointed out; 

locate the carport in the rear, buy a strip of adjoining land to make it I! l.t 1I 
conform, locate it in the front or cut down the bank in front and bring th l 1 -, 

I 

I 
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many trees which could have been retained if they had had a variance. He 

thought a great deal of the beauty of that Court was lat in the building. 

A variance here and there on a front setback 1s necessary and reasonable, 

Mr. Lamond pointed out, but seven lots ane too many. It is true that 

some of these houses could meet the setback without too much destruction 

of trees, Mr. Jaffe admitted, but the overall effect is better to have 

of them back, especially on Queen Anne Terrace. The sewer is 13 feet 

deep in the street. It is at the lowest possible level. This setback 

gives the best grade they can get for entry into the sewer. 

While this same problem has no doubt come up in other places in the 

County, Mr. Jaffe suggested, it is the function of this Board to relieve 

such situations. This is not basically a substantial variance from the 

intent of the ordinance, Mr. Jaffe continued, he is achieving all re

ouirements of the Ordinance in principle, the setback is not detrimental 

to anyone, it allows good sight distance; the people want the trees and 

it makes an attractive overall development. These things are all in the 

interests of making a good development. 

Mrs. Henderson suggested terracing the rear yard, which would allow the 

builder to retain the front setback. It would retain the trees and make 

an attractive arrangement. 

Mrs. Carpenter stated that she did not know the area and would rather see 

the property before voting on this. Mr. Jaffe said the lots are not yet 

staked out, but he would be glad to meet the Board and: show: them 

the general location of the proposed lots and houses. 

It does not appear, Mr. J. B. Smith suggested, that all of these houses 

would need a variance; why not reduce the number of these variances by 

taking out those houses which could meet setbacks. 

He could have done that, Mr. Jaffe answered, but he thought it would make 

a better arrangement to have all the houses more or less uniform. He 

thought it would be better psychologically to ask for these all at one 

time rather than to come back several times on individual cases. However, 

all of these lots are affected, Mr. Jaffe continued, but there are three 

or four (54, 55, 72, 71 and 73) which are of great urgency. 

Mrs. Henderson suggested viewing the property to determine which lots 

would appear to most need this variance. 

Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case until September 9 in order that the 

Board might view the property. 

Seconded, Mr. J. B. Smith. 

The Board agreed to call Mr. Jaffe and meet him on the property. 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
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4- CECIL C. BROWN, to permit existing carport to remain within 5 feet of 

the street property line, Lot 11 and east 20 feet, Lot 12, Block 9, 

Section J, Belle Haven, (11 Fort Drive), Mt. Vernon District. (Suburban 

Residence Class Il. 

Before the case started, Mr. Lamond asked Mr. Mooreland to define a 

carport. He auestioned if Mr. Brown's case should come before the Board I 
as a carport. It appears to be a temporary structure, Mr. Lamond con~ I 
tinued, which probably would not require a permit. 

Mr. Brown observed that this structure has been up since 1951. It is f 
practically enclosed with hemlocks and has never been questioned by anyo • I 
The posts are 6 pipes, the nearest of which 1s 1) feet from the walkway II. 

which runs around the cul-de-sac. There are 21 feet between the struc

ture and the road right of way. There are 7 feet between the used right I 
o~ way and his property line and the street line. This house was built u der 

the old Urban zoning. This is only a cover for his car, Mr. Brown con- I 

tinued. For a long time he had just a canvas cover. It is plyboard now. 1 

It has been here since 1951 and no one has objected to it. 

Temporary and it has been up since 1951, Mrs. Henderson asked? 

Temporary as to structure, Mr. Brown answered. 

Mr. Lamond said he considered this a canopy rather than a carport. 

Mrs. Henderson suggested locating this at the side of the stone garage 

in which case it would hardly be visible. Mr. Brown said he would have 

to move his fence which runs from the stone garage to the property line. 

As to the definition of a carport, Mr. Mooreland said there is nothing 

in the Ordinance spelling out just what constitutes a carport. 

Mr. Lamond said in his opinion this was built in the nature of a canopy 

or a shelter. Carports are usually of brick or frame, Mr. Lamond con-

tinued. This is merely a slab of plywood on iron posts. it is not joined 

to the stone building. 

We have carports in the County built of all kinds of materials. Mr. 

Mooreland noted, and it is not necessary to join them to the building. 

The Ordinance also says you may have a carport on the side or 10 feet in 

~ront of the bUilding. Mr. Mooreland said he would consider this a shelt 

a shelter for a car, an open enclosure or protection for a cat. 

This carport is within a heavily wooded hemlock area, it cannot be seen 

in following around the cul-de-sac. However, this was discovered by 

one of his inspectors who happened to drive around the cul-de-sac in the 

wrong direction one day, and saw the structure. He had been there many 

times before and had not seen it. 

fence and taking out a very large tree which he pointed out in the pictur 

he presented with his case. 
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The board agreed that this structure serves the same purpose as a carport 

and it has all the utility and appearanceS of a carport. 

Mr. Lamond thought that the fact that this was not joined to the building 

would take it out of the category of a carport. 

The Board discussed the collapsible extensions used on trailers and it was 

asked if such an addition would be considered as a carport. If they were I
i 

used for carports, Mr. Mooreland said, yeS. 

There were no objections from the area. 

It was suggested that the case be deferred to view the property and for 

definition of a carport. 

Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case until September 9 to get a definite 

definition of a carport and to view the property. 

Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes. 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
c. B. RUNYON, to permit erection of a dwelling on a lot with less width 

and less area than allowed by the Ordinance, on east side Route 649, 

just north of the James Lee School, Falls Church District. (Suburban 

Residence Class 1). 

Mr. Hansberger, attorney for the applicant, asked the Board to defer this 

case until September 23 in order that property owners in the area may be 

notified. 

Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case until September 23. 

Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
BRUCE L. SIMMONS, to permit erection of carport within 6 feet of the side 

property line, Lot 12, Section 2, Lewinsville Heights, (5825 Linwood Place 

Drane.ville District. (Suburban Residence Class 2) 

Mr. Simmons said he paid extra for what he thought was a retaining wall 

along his driveway and now they tell him that he is in violation because 

he is using part of this retaining wall as one side of his carport and 

it is too close to the side line. The wall is three feet high, level with 
! 

the ground. Mr. Simmons said he did not know the retaining wall used as 

part of his carport would be in violation or he would not have paid the 

extra amount to have it built, as it was his intention to put the carport 

on this side when he bought the house. 

This carport would be 40 feet from the adjoining neighbor's house. He 

discussed purchasing a strip of land from this neighbor but could not 

do that, however that neighbor does not object to the encroachment. Mr. 

S1~~ons called attention to the fact that the carport would violate only 

at one corner where it is six feet from the side line. 
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Mrs. Henderson asked how far back Mr. Simmons would have to put the front 

posts on the carport in order to come within the Ordinance. She called 

attention to the fact that the carport could be built with a J foot 

overhang which would give shelter to the car and if the posts were moved 

back far enough the structure might be made to co~form. 

He would gain one foot of setback with each foot he moves back, Mr. Simmons 

answered. He would have to go back 4 feet to meet the requirements. 

Mr. Mooreland did not think he would get the proper setback for the 

post unless he pushed the carport back ten feet. 

Mr. Simmons said he felt his situation was a little unusual in that he 

was given the wrong impression when he bought the house thinking he 

could use the retaining wall. He could have gone on the other side of 

the house but since he has put the extra money into this driveway and 

wall and it will be an attractive addition to his house; the neighbor 

does not object; there is a large open area between the houses, it did 

not appear in the least objectionable. The wall was an expensive addition. 

There were no objections from the area. 

With regard to pushing the carport back ten feet, Mr. Simmons said it 

would detract from the structure not to have the carport flush with the 

house. 

Mrs. Carpenter moved to deny the 'application as an adeouate carport can 

be constructed which would not be 1n violation. 

Seconded, Mr. J. B. Smith. 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
N6~HERN VIRGINIA ARCHER~ ASSOeIATION, to permit operation of a field 

archery course on 31 acres of land, approximately1200 feet east of,' 

647, Hampton Road on Loven's Access Road, Lee District. (Agriculture) 

Mr. Grefe represented the applicant. 

~his is the same archery range that was granted some time ago, Mr. 

Grefe told the Board , which has been operating on re~ted property. They 

will buy this land if the permit is granted and the range will be moved 

here from the old location. They will put in a good access road from 

Route 647. Loven's road which leads to this property will be widened 

and made permanent. The nearest house to the property is about one mile 

away. This is located a long way off the highway in a well wooded 

tract. They have heard of no objections from the areaj all adjoining 

property owners are in agreement with this. They were not able to reach 

Mr. Davis, one of the nearby property owners. 

Mr. Lamond told the Board that Archery Ranges were discussed before 

the Planning Commission and they were reluctant to have them any place 

in the County. However, he did not agree with that. This is a remote area 

Mr. Lamond pointed oUt and there would appear no reason not to grant it. 
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There were no objections from the area. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the Northern Virginia Archery Association a 

permit to operate an archery range on the thirty-one acres of land 

contingent upon the applicant giving notice of this planned use to Mr. 

Davis who is one of the adjoining property owners who was not notified. 

Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes. 

Carried, unanimously. 

MALCOLM B. AND EVELYN G. DEAVERS, to permit erection 'and operation of a 

private school, grades pre school thru Junior College and a Summer Day 

Camp on 38.5 acres of land, property on east side of Route 61), Sleepy 

Hollow Road, approximately 350 feet north of Kerns Road, Mason District. 

(Suburban Residence Class 2 and Rural Residence Class 1) 

Mr. William Johnston represented the applicant. The plat presented 

with the case was made from the land records, Mr. Johnston told the BOBrd 

but it must be reasonably accurate, as the land on two sides of the 

property has been subdivided, Ravenwood and Lake Barcroft. 

There is some floo' plain along the stream, Mr. Johnston noted, which 

area would not be used for building purposes. The existing building is 

located about 600 feet back from Sleepy Hollow Road.The proposed new 

buildings will be to the east and south of the Craig residence indicated 

on the plat. They will construct private roads into the property. 

The new structures will be of colonial design brick construction with 

white trim in keeping with Virginia architecture. This is a permanent 

installatioqjthe buildings will be attractive and the property well 

landscaped. 

In answer to Mrs. Carpenterts quest~on as to how many children they would 

plan to have in the school, Mrs. Deavers said they will take in all the 

grades between pre-school and junior college. She did not know the 

number of children, perhaps 750. They will have different buildings 

for the different ages. They plan to have a gymnasium, a science 

laboratory and other buildings to make this a complete educational 

institution. 

Mr. Brandon Marsh asked if all the new buildings would be on the south 

side of the property or would there be any building to the north on the 

Ravenwood side. Mr. Marsh said his property in RavenWOOd is near this 

tract. 

They will not build in the flood plain which is along the north side of 

the property, Mr. Johnston answered. They plan to retain as many trees 

as possible, along that boundary. The flood plain will probably be 

used for recreational purposes, especially for bridle paths. They would 

not build within ))0 feet of Mr. Marsh's property because of the topograph 

The buildings will all be in the southern area. 
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Mr. Marsh said he had attended an executive meeting of the Board of the 

Citizens Association and had contacted 12 or 15 property owners in 

this immediate area and all had expressed approval of this project 

and stated that they considered it an asset to the neighborhood and 

were pleased to have it on this property. They were especially happy 

over the fact of leaving the trees. 

Mr. Jaffe presented the following statement from Eagle Homes, quoted 

in part: 

• •••••• It 1s our understa"ding that the Congressional 

School has a contract to purchase the Craig property and 

1s requesting permission to erect a private school thereon. 

As the largest and therefore the most interested adjoining 

property owner we have no objections to this land being 

used for school purposes ir the new owners would agree 

not to disturb the terrain or the trees within 100 feet 

of any existing houses or proposed houses in Sleepy 

Hollow Estates. In addition we also request that a 

minimum of 50 feet adjoining our mutual boundary be left 

in undisturbed, natural condition. We would be more than 

willing to give the new owners a complete layout of our 

existing and proposed houses in order for them to meet 

this request. 

Yours truly 

lsi OCEAN TERRACE INC. 
EAGLE HOMES, INC. 

July 24, 1958 Bernard Jaffe, Agent. n 

It might be convenient to destroy the trees ao" put in a playground 

adjoining Sleepy Hollow Estates, Mr. Jaffe suggested, but people 

have bought expecting that homes would be put in on this property. 

These people may have the best or intentions, Mr. Jaffe continued, 

but problems may come up that make it necessary to cut the trees 

or change their present plans. It is not always possible to anti

cipate all contingencies. Trees are the natural enhancement for 

the beauty of a neighborhood and assurance should be given that 

they will be retained. Mr. Jaffe again stated that he had no 

objection to the school but he felt that a restriction should be 

placed on this area to protect people who have bought here thinking 

this property would be developed in homes on 1/2 acre lots. 

If the buildings are located on the south of thi~roperty the~e will 

necessarily be a considerable amount or cleared ground around the 

buildings, therefore there should be some phY5ical restraint which 

will guarantee the fact that this will be developed in keeping with 

the residential area. 

It was pointed out that this property could be scld:to another school, 
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and operated by them, unless it lsgranted to the applicant only. 

Even then if the use is not started within a limtved time, the use 

lapses. I~/ 
Mr. Jaffe continued to point up the possibility of good intentions 

being destroyed by problems unforeseen. 

Home development would not necessarily guarantee retention of the 

trees, Mr. Lamond noted: the County has seen many a developer 

wipe out some of the finest trees in the County. There are no restric-

tiona on developers. It would appear that a school of this caliber would 

want to keep their property attractive, Mrs. Carpenter Observed. 

As the school grows and they need more buildings it will necessitate 

more clearing, Mr. Jaffe contended. 

This is a complaint the Board hears orten, Mr. Lamond observed; people 

ask the big land owners to protect their view, to protect their property 

and maintain the rural atmosnhere. This is a fine project, the type or 

thing the County wishes to encourage. It is hardly fair, Mr. Lamond 

continued, that they be restricted in some rigid manner that people in the 

area may look upon large wooded areas. These people are conscious of the 

need to develop their land in an attractive manner. They have said they p n 

to maintain all the trees they can. The nature of the type or developmen, 

they plan will assure good development. The developers of thi~rOject mus, 

protect their own property. That should be sufficient. II 

Mr. Jaffe pointed out that he is at least consistent as in his earlier heaing 

he has asked a variance in order that he might preserve the trees. 

Mr. Johnston said that if it is feasible they will stay 100 feet from the 

11ne, but they must be guided by the topography of the land. They do not 
, 

intend to go closer to the back line than 50 feet unless for some reason 

they must. They have a large piece or ground and they wish to develop 

it efficiently as well as attractively. They most certainly will not cut 

more trees any place on the property than they find absolutely necessary. 

Mrs. Henderson asked what prOVision is being made for future widening of 

Sleepy Hollow Road. None, Mr. Johnston answered; at least the Highway 

Department has made no statement as to their need for more right of way. 

However, Mr. Deavers will widen the roadway in front of his property in or r 

to make adequate ingress and egress to the school. If the Board wishes 

to make a stipulation that the road be widened, it would be in line with 

their intentions. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application to the applicant only. This typ 

of project is badly needed in the County, Mr. Lamond stated. It will 

provide a means of education for many children for whom the County will 

not have to provide education~. Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes. 

For the motion: Mr. Lamond, Mr. Barnes, Mr. Smith and Mrs. Ca;enter. 

Mrei'Henderson refrained from voting. The motion carried. 

II 
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B. H. RUNYON, to permit erection of p~ islands within 16 ft. of the righ 

of way line of Columbia Pike, on west side of Columbia Pike, Rou~e~244 

approximately 400 feet south of Blair Road, Mason District. (General 

Business) 

Mr. Shaaf represented the applicant. Last year when Columbia Pike was 

widened it did not leave sufficient room between the new right of 

way and the existing pump islands for trucks to enter Mr. Runyon's 

property to be served, Mr. Shaaf told the Board. It 1s his wish now 

to move the pump islands 5 feet further from the right of way. It 

is not possible to move the islands far enough back to conform to the 

required setback because of the existing building. This would appear 

to be the only logical way to use the pump islands. 

There were no objections rrom the area. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application as this will give the public 

better access to these pumps and there is no way in which the applicant 

can con£orm to the reqUired setbacks. 

Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes. 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
MICHAEL DEVELOPMENT CORP., to permit erection of 3 signs on building 

with larger area than allowed by the Ordinance, 912 sq. ft. of sign 

and 61 feet above bUilding, property on southerly side of Route 244, 

Columbia Pike, approximately 2000ft. east of intersection with Route 

236 and Route 244. (Michael Shopping Center, Annandale), Mason District. 

(General Business) 

Mr. Michael and Mr. Roseman were both present to discuss this case 

with the Board. 

Since this application was filed the Acme people have expressed their 

willingness to revise their signs and reduce the square footage by 

approximately 50 per cent, Mr. Michael told the Board. 

Mrs. Henderson asked Mr. Michael if his Corporation had considered 

a policy for their shopping center of putting up one large identifying 

sign £or the entire commercial area and having the individual store 

signs conform to certain regulations as to size, style and color, 

something in the manner of the Seven Corners arrangement. If every 

building in the shopping center comes in with a request for an oversized 

sign like this it would be horrible, Mrs. Henderson went on. It could 

become a maze of signs. She called attention to the Willston 

Shopping Center which has all sizes, shapes and color of signs and the 

i resulting effect is most unpleasant. 

This particular store~sets in a hollow, Mr. Michael explained, and 

it needs both the high identification and the signs on the building. 
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No residences face this area and the sign a ctually cannot be seen 

by the traveling public until one is practically at the store. 

Mrs. Henderson pointed out that Food Lane at Seven Corners 1s in /5'"3 
a very low spot and off to the side, yet it is plainly visible. 

The high standing sign containing 432 sq. ft. is seen only from the 

highways, Mr. Michael went on, and he believed they would need that 

area 1n order to be seen any reasonable distance. No other sign 

would be above the roof line. This 1s a three sided sign Mr. Michael 

pointed out, so built in order that it will be seen from both highways 

(Route 2)6 and Columbia Pike). All three sides of the sign are counted 

1n the square footage, yet there is only one sign visible at a time. 

The difference in elevation between Columbia Pike and Route 236 is 

considerable and it requires a large high sign. 

It was pointed up that the total aggregate of sign area allowable under 

the Ordinance is 120 sa. ft. 

But we no longer have 2000 sq. ft. stores, Mr. Michael observed, 120 

sq. ft. of sign may have been satisfactory for a store of that size 

but here we have a 21,000 sq. ft. area store which does not face into 

any residences. The signs would be confined within the vision of the 

highways and the commercial area. 

Mrs. Henderson stated that it was the obligation of the Board to consider 

the overall appearance of the County; some areas ~ave already been 

blighted by too large signs Bnd too many glaring colors, Mrs. Henderson 

stated. They are planning a first class job on this shopping center, 

Mr. Michael stated; the filling station is the first step in the 

development. This is an expensive sign, it is well designed and effective 

they cannot afford tb allow the eommercial area to suffer for lack of 

signs. 

There is no need for the area to suffer for lack of signs the Board noted, 

but those signs can be reasonable in size and effective as well as 

attractive. 

It was suggested that if these signs were back to back {instead of 

three-sided} the area could be figured as only one sign, But back 

to back would not reach both Route 236 and-OoIumbda Pike, Mr. Michael 

explained. However, the Acme people wish to reduce the height to about 

50 feet. This is based on the present size sign. 

Mrs. Henderson asked, is it the sign on the building that brings 

custbmers to a store, or is it the quality of goods in the store? 

Mr. Michael insisted that the store must have an adequate identifying 

sign,that is of prime importance. 

It was recalled that the Board had reduced the ~GiantW sign from 600 

sq. tt. to 200 sq. ft. anr-t still appears to be effective. 



  

 

  

~ugu~~ ~~, ~~'O 1.:J Lf 
10 - C • Mr. Michael pointed out the fact':that if this large store were cut up 

I into smaller stores they could have considerably more sign area on this + 
property. To stay within the sign ordinance is a great disadvantage to 

a large store, he continued; they need a si~n which is in proportion to 

the size of the building. A 120 sq. ft. sign would be lost on this 

building. 

Mr. Michael noted that they are asking for a 143 sq. ft. sign which has 

three sides but is visible only one side at a time. To all intents and 

purposes this is a 143 sq. ft. sign. 

But if we grant this sign, Mrs. Henderson observed, wGiant" would be 

perfectly within their rights to come back and demand more sign area. 

On this, the Board must be consistent. 

Mr. Michael again discussed the needs of adequate sign area on large 

buildings. They hope that this shopping center will be a credit to the 

County financially as well as to the owners and lessees. To do that, 

they must go along with modern advertising methods. 

Mrs. Henderson again suggested Mr. Michael working out some means of 

sign control for the entire center, regulating size, type and color at 

signs to be put up in order that the development may be harmonious. 

She felt that a control similar to Seven Corners could be worked out whic 

would insure good controlled sign planning. 

Mr. Lamond moved to deter the case tor Mr. Michael to restudy these signs 

and bring back to the Board something that will better conform to the 

Ordinance. The case should be deferred to September 9. Seconded, Mr. 

J. 8. Smith. 

Mr. Mooreland said the new zoning ordinance will probably allow a 300 sq. 

ft. maximum of sign area. The sign area will be figured at 3 sq. ft. 

per lineal foot of store with a maximum of 300 sq. ft. and 100 sq. ft. 

tor a pylon which will be required to be set back 20 ft. from the property 

line. 

Mrs. Henderson asked how the A & P can get along with the medallion and 

without asking any variance on their signs. That is an old established 

trade mark, Mr. Michael answered. It has probably been used"ifor 100 

years. The A & P has an enviable position in the food business. It is 

a fine thing to develop a trademark but that takes time. 

Mr. Roseman suggested using the back to back sign and reducing the tower 

which would bring the area down to about 200 sq. ft. 

Mr. Lamond cau~ioned that the Board would not look favorably upon ~he 

applicant coming baok for a sign on the building, if the large area is 

granted on the standing sign. He suggested that Acme will want a sign 

on their building which would probably be better for their business than 

the standing sign. Mr. Lamond suggested that Aome should follow a uniform 

pattern on the front of their buildings which people would come to re

cognize. He noted the fact that all Acme stores have different signs 
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which can be misleading. He suggested that Mr. Michael and Mr. Roseman 

study the Seven Corners sign plan and see if they cannot come back with 

a better plan which will give adequate advertising fo~'the different 

size stores planned in this shopping center and not overload the area 

with too many too large signs. 

These large stores lay down very rigid requirements, Mr. Michael stated. 

The motion to defer was carried, unanimously. 

II 
DON R. HARRIS, to permit erection of an addition to be used as an auto 

repair garage, S.E. corner of Arlington Boulevard and Route 649, Fall~ 

Church-Annandale Road, Falls Church District. (General Business.) 

Mr. Harris explained that he wishes to put an addition on to his building 

for the purpose of automobile maintenance and auto inspection. This 

would be a 45 x 40 ft. addition on the rear of the existing building 

which is used in connection with his filling station. 

Mr. Barnes asked, what about storage of wrecked vehicles? 

There would be none of that, Mr. Harris answered, they will do no body 

work, only repair. They will have ingress and egress from Annandale 

Road to the garage. He now has five pumps which will have aCCess from 

both Arlington Boulevard Service Road and Annandale Road. 

It was pointed out that Section 6-16 of the Ordinance would prevent 

the storage of wrecked vehicles on the premises. Mr. Harris said the 

only wrecked cars they may have at any time would be onefhauled f~om a 

highway wreck waiting for disposition by the insurance company. 

There were no objections from the area. 

Mr. T. Barnes moved to grant the application, noting particularly that 

there are to be no wrecked vehicles allowed on th,broperty. This is 

granted under Section 6-16 of the Ordinance. 

Seconded, Mr. Lamond. 

Carried, unanimously. 

ROSE HILL WOMEN'S CLUB, to permit operation of a kindergarten in present 

church building, Parcell, Bush Hill Woods, (at the N.E. corner of 

Route 644 and Jane Way), Lee District. (Suburban Residence Class 2) 

Mrs. Casey represented the applicant. They operated this school last 

year at the Franconia Baptist ChurchjMrs. Casey told the Board, but 

wish to bring it to this church as it is closer for most of the children. 

They would operate the school in Calvert Hall basement. The Church is 

sponsoring the school but the parents are actually carrying the responsi

bility of running the school. It is entirely non-profit. They will have 

plenty of playground equipment and a large area where the children will 

not bother anyone. 

The following letter from Dr. Marvin Q. Sanner was read: 

"August 9, 1958 

" ••••• ''1 am sorry that I will be unable to attend the public 
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12 - C b. hearing for consideration of permission to operate a non-profit 
1 

kindergarten in this area. I feel this is a most worthwhile en-

deavor and endorse it without limitation. 

I "Your club is to be commended for its community interest and the 

part it is playing in enriching. the lives of the citizens of the I Franconia area." 

August 9, 195a Yours truly, 

/s/ Marvin Q. Sanner, M.D." i 
IMrs. Carpenter asked if the ,play area would be fenced. Mrs. Casey said 

j they did not plan to do so, since it would not be practical for the Church, I 
but she did not think a fence would be needed. 

Mrs. Lessman, President of the Kindergarten told the Board that they were 

very eager to have this, that the kindergarten was ver-y-succeaafuk 

,flast year. She thought it was serVing a real purpose in the Community. 

IThere were no objections from the area. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application for operation of a kindergarten 

ito the Rose Hill Women's Club as it would not appear that it would arrect I 
the neighborhood adversely nor would it adversely affect the 

1 
0f the conttnunity. >..,'> •• ''''1' 
Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. 

1 

Ii Carried, unanimously. 

:II ! I 
13- ]THE BANK OF ANNANDALE, to permit erection of two temporary signs with 

I larger area than allowed by the Ordinance, Total area of signs 900 sq. 

lift., property at $.E. corner of Route 2J6tahd';Route_,617,,~JtlasonDistrict. 
Ii 
il (General Business) 
1
\Mr. John Hazel represented the applicant. 

[These are temporary signs erected for the purpose of pointing up the 

future location of the Bank of Annandale. The signs would be up for 

about S months. This is an area of about JOO x JOO ft. It has been 

'used successively for parking and carnivals. The bank has bought this 

i property and they expect to be in their new home by spring. Their 

Ipr-eeent. location is very bad. A great deal of construction has been 

! going on in Annandale and the bank is in a particularly bad spot. 
I, I liThey want these large signs t'o keep peepfe from going to other banks 

!i during this interim of construction. The signs are located on the 

II property in such a way that they will not obstruct view and will not 

ladversely affect other property. They are asking for two 450 sq. fe. 

! signs, one to be located at the intersection of Routes 617 and 236 and the I 
lather on Route 236. 
I 
Mr. Barnes asked why they wanted such large signs. 

Mr. Lamond suggested that a 60 sq. ft. sign, back to back should be 

I sufficient. 

Mr. Hazel called attention to the Giant sign across the street ~ointing 
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He thought a 60 sq. ft. sign would be lost on this property especially 

with 60 much construction and confusion going on around the property. 
1~7 

That Giant sign was not granted by this Board, Mrs. Henderson noted. 

Mrs. Henderson questioned the need for so much text on the sign. A 

simple indication of the:new bank location would convey all the info

mation the public needs. 

Mr. Hazel asked what the Board would think of two 150 sq. ft. signs. 

Again, Mrs. Henderson questioned the need. This bank has been in 

operation for some time, it 1s well known~ Why such an exaggerated 

notice of their new building and change in location. 

The bank feels that it 1s necessary to forestall business from going 

down the street to other banks, was the answer. It is purely a matter 

of need. 

Mr. Hazel thought it would be unreasonable to restrict his client" to 

60 sq. ft. when others have a much larger sign. He could see no 

public harm resulting from granting this and it would be of great value 

to the bank. Again Mr. Hazel pointed to the great amount of activity 

going on in Annandale and the fact that a small sign would be lost. 

The Board agreed that this request practically reachee billboard pro

portions. This is a bad intersection which should not be further 

distracted by oversized signs. The 150 sq. ft. signs were discussed. 

Mr. Hazel called attention to the fact that the 150 sq. ft. signs 

would be w1~hin the new sign code. He suggested that the present sign 

code is unreasonable. 

There were no objections from the area. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant two temporarysigns each 6 by 10 feet to be 

taken down by January 1, 1959. 

Mr. Hazel noted that the 60 sq. ft. signs would be permitted for 

permanent signs. This motion would have the effect of denying the 

application, Mr. Hazel stated. 

Mr. J. B. Smith thought the Board should be more lenient with temporary 

signs. He recalled that such signs could be granted on large projects 

or projects where there seems to be a special need for a very limited 

time without substantial harm to anyone. This property has considerable 

frontage on Route 236. 

Mr. Lamond moved to deny the application. Seconded, Mr. Barnes. 

(pase denied because it would appear that a sign within regUlations would 

meet the needs of the applicant.) 

For themotion: Messrs. Lamond, Barnes, and Mrs. Carpenter, and Mrs. 

Hender30n. Mr. Smith voted against it. 

Motion carried. 
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ROBERT M. BUCKEER, to permit operation of a day school on 17 acres of 

land property 169 feet south Route 193. approx. 1600 feet east of Route 

684, Dranesville District. (Agriculture) 

This case was withdrawn. No action by the Board is necessary, Mr. 

Mooreland stated. 

DEFERRED CASES: 

HOWARD P. HORTON. to permit erection and operation of a service station 

within 30 feet of the street property line and pump islands within 25 

feet of the street property line, N.W. corner South Street and Highway 

#1, Mt. Vernon District. (General Business) 

Mr. Hansbarger represented the applicant. 

This case was deferred for new plats, Mr. Hansbarger recalled. H. 

located the property indicating the business zoning and uses in the 

area. The Fair Haven Citizens Association is the seller on this, Mr. 

Haosbarger told the Board. Mr. Horton is the purchaser. Atlantic 

Refining Company will lease or purchase the property for a filling 

station. The Citizens Association intend to use the money from the sale 

of this tract for improvement of their recreational facilities in the 

area. 

Mr. Hansbarger pointed out that after revising their plats the building 

requires only a five foot variance on South Street and they are asking a 

25 foot setback for the pump island which setback is in line with the 

policy of the Boa~d. This is a difficult piece of property to use, 

Mr. Hansbarger went on, it is bounded on three sides by roads, creating 

a triangular shaped lot. They have reduced the size of the building in 

order to bring the variance down to five feet. The new building is 

JJ feet long whereas the building on the other plat was 47 feet. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application as per the new plats submitted 

by the attorney, plat prepared by John E. Whitmore, indicating the 

location of the building and pump islands. This is granted under Section 

6-16 of the Ordinance. It is to be noted also, Mr. Lamond continued 

that this is granted for a filling station only. 

Seconded, Mr. Smith. 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
JACK STONE CO, INC., to permit erection of six signs with an area larger 

than allowed by the Ordinance. (Total area 243i sq. ft.) S.W. corner of 

Seminary Road and Scoville Street, Mason District. (General Business) 

Mr. Hulse represented the applicant. This was deferred for proof of 

notification to adjoining property owners. 

Mrs. Henderson said she had done a little research on filling station 

signs and found that last year the Board had granted 15 filling stations 
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DEFERRED CASES - Ctd. ,j 
and 12 so far this year. Out of these cases the only requests for Sig~
variances had come from Cities Service. Last year the Board granted 

two sign variances to Cities Service and two this year. It was noted 

that they have four signs at the Aybla Valley station totaling/136 

sq. ft. and 120 sq. ft. 1n the signs on the Columbia Pike Station. The 

fact that this property backs up to residential property, Mrs. Henderson 

I continued should make a difference in the sign size granted. 

Mr. Hansbarger stated that people in the area had planned to object 

to this but when they saw the location of the filling station they 

; withdrew their objections. 

Mr. Mooreland noted that on the two cases referred to (Columbia Pike 

and Hybla Valley) the Board had figured the entire background of the 

letters while in recent cases the Board has been considering the 

lettering only. Mr. Mooreland also called attention to the fact that 

the directional signs "Lubrication", "~ashingn etc. are included in 

this area. 

It was noted that the Citizens Association in this area had asked that 

this case be deferred so they could look into the sign sizes and 

they are not present in opposition. There were no objections from the 

area. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application as presented. 

Seconded, Mr. Smith. 

For the motion: Mr. Lamond, Mr. Smith, Mr. Barnes and Mrs. Carpenter. 

Mrs. Henderson voted no, stating that oversized signs should not, in 

her opinion, be granted when the property backs up to residential 

land. Mrs. Henderson recalled that she had voted for the sign on the 

i Columbia Pike station because that was in an entirely commercial 

area. 

II 
HOWARD JOHNSON'S INC., of Washington, to permit erection of an addition 

to an existing restaurant within 10 feet of the street property line, 

Part lots 21, 22, 23, all of Lot 6 and part of vacated Ordhard Street, 

Rust and Smithers Subdivision, Providence District. (Rural Business) 

This case was deferred until September 9 at the request of the 

applicant. 

II 
The meeting adjourned. 
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September 9, 1958 

The regular meeting of the Board of 
Zoning Appeals was held Tuesday. September 
9, 1958 at 10 o'clock a.m. in the Board 
Room of the Fairfax County Courthouse, 
with the following members present: Messrs. 
Lamond, Smith, Barnes and Mrs. Lois Carpenter. 
Mrs. L. J. Henderson, Jr. absent. Mr. Lamond 
presiding. 

The meeting was opened with a prayer by Mr. J. B. Smith. 

NEW CASES: 

1- PIEDMONT ENTERPRISES, INC., to permit erection of a recreational bUilding 

and activities in connection with, on east side of Route I, Woodley 

Hills Trailer Park, Mt. Vernon District. (Suburban ~Residence Class 3) 

Mr. Winslow presented the case for the applicant. 

While they have a rew small recreational areas in this trailer park, 

Mr. Winslow pointed out, they have no large activity area. This is a 

1.5 acre parcel which the Woodley Hills Recreational Association has 

8ilrud Le well keeaced aild.w!I'11 adapted t.o'thleuae... · The Association 

has agreed to take responsibility for control of the area. They will 

erect a building and plan the ground to take care of the various acti-

vities such as Little League team J Boy Scouts. The bUilding will serve 

as a meeting place for the Garden Club, Women's Club and Sunday School 

and Church. It will also serve as a social center. The building will 

be approximately 41 by 31 feet with a concrete floor. There are many 

builders and contractors living in t~e trailer park who will donate most 

of the labor. 

Mr. Lamond asked how cars would approach this area. There will be no 

car-carrying roads lea~ing to the area, Mr. Winslow answered. This 

will be a walk-in center. This facility will be limited to Woodley 

Hills trailer park for the present. They may, in time, expand to in

clude Beard's trailer park. At some future time, if it is feasible, a 

swimming pool may be added. Averaging 1.8 children to a trailer, this 

!center will serve approximately 400 or 500 children. 

IThere were no objections from the area. 

IThe President of the Recreation Area was also present and stated that 

the people in the trailer park favor this. 

Mrs. Carpenter moved to grant the application to the Piedmont Enterprises, 

Inc. in accordance with plat presented with the case prepared by Oslo 

Paciulli J dated May 1, 1958. This is granted to the applicant because 

it does not appear that it will adversely affect neighboring property. 

Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes. 

Carried, unanimously. 
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NEW CASES - Ctd. 

MORTON H. LYTLE, to permit carport to remain as erected 6.$ feet of side 

property line, Lot 14, Section 7, Salona Village, Dranesville District. 

(Suburban Residence Class J) 

Mr. Harris represented the applicant. They have considered moving the 

posts in further from the side line to make them conform. Mr. Harris· 

stated that this would jeopardize the safety of the roof. The beam 

support for the roof is above the retaining wall on which the posts 

are setting. If the posts were moved in it would leave the beams 

unsupported and therefore greatly weakened. 

This carport was built before Mr. Lytle bought the house, Mr. Harris 

continued. The retaining wall was put up before the house waS built, 

as a drain protection to the house. The land slopes away from the 

side line. 

Mr. Mooreland explained that when his inspector first saw the posts 

they were setting on the retaining wall. They were notified that this 

would be in violation. The inspector was told that that was temporarYi 

the posts would be relocated 8S soon as the concrete base was completed. 

A certified plat was furnished showing th,6osts located within the 

requirements. Further inspection showed the posts on the retaining 

wall. Mr. Mooreland said he did not know when this shift in the 

location of the posts happened. 

Mr. Harris said the retaining wall was not built with the idea of 

supporting the posts. The builder simply made the mistake when he 

permanently located the ~osts, however, this was a logical mistake 

because had he placed the posts closer to the building they would not 

have given proper support to the roof. 

This area was zoned Sub. Class II beCore the Freehill amendment, Mr. 

Mooreland stated. It was changed to Class III in the adoption of the 

new zoning. Mr. Mooreland asked how this could be considered a hard

ship. The retaining wall should have been put on the setback line. 

He considered it a subterfudge to get around the Ordinance. The 

certified plats no doubt show the carport located on the retaining wall 

as it was originally planned. 

Mr. Harris called attention to the slope in the ground which required 

this retaining wall to protect the house. He insisted they had no 

intention of using the retaining wall in the construction of the car-

port. 

While this may have been done deliberately, Mr. Barnes suggested, the 

fact remains that there 1s a topographic condition here and it may have 

been an honest mistake. 

1.01. 
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NEW CASES - Ctd. 

Mr. Mooreland noted that if the posts were moved in the roof would have 

too much overhang. 

There were no objections from the area. 

The lot is about 19 feet lower at the back, Mr. Harris observed. Mr. 

Barnes moved to grant the application because of the topographic 

condition of the lot and it does not appear that this will adversely 

affect people in the neighborhood. This is granted as per plat presented 

with the case, prepared by B. Calvin Burns, dated August 20, 1958. 

Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. 

Motion carried. 

For the motion: Mr. Lamond, Mr. Barnes and Mrs. Carpenter. 

Mr. Smith voted no. 

II 

HERBERT L. OPPENHEIM, to permit division of lot with less frontage than 

allowed by the Ordinance, north side of Route 611 adjacent to south 

boundary Sharon Subdivision, Lot lA, Marjorie Howard Sub., Mt. Vernon 

District. (SUburban Residence Class ) 

Mr. Oppenheim located the homes of the people whom he had notified of 

this hearing, stating that adjoining on the west and across the street 

are large parcels of vacant land. It was noted that he had notified only 

one adjoining owner. Mr. Oppenheim owns the property on one side 

but had not notified the owner on the opposite side. 

Mr. Oppenheim said he would try to get in touch with Mr. Mason, the 

adjoining owner before the day was over, if the Board would continue 

the case. 

Mr. Mooreland noted that the houses located on the plats do not conform 

to Sub. Res. III setbacks; since these setback variances are not re

quested in this application, those setbacks would have to be applied for 

in another application. 

The Board agreed to defer this until a later hour, to give Mr. Oppenheim 

time to contact the Masons. 

II 
WILFRED J. GARVIN, to permit erection of an addition to dwelling, within 

15 feet of the side property line, Lot 22, Section 1, SleePY Hollow Knoll, 

(121) Radnor Place), Falls Church District. (Rural Residence Class 1) 

Mr. Garvin told the Board that he has owned this property since 1951. He 

has four children and needs to expand his home. If he cannot have the 

addition he will necessarily have to find another place, but he likes 

the neighborhood and wishes to remain here. The plans have been worked 

out by an architect and are feasible. It will provide a screened porch, 

kitchen, dining room, bedroom and bath. The garage will be under the 

addition. The plat showed that the addition will be across the back and 

I ~ ~ 
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on one aide. The architect has suggested that the addition be extended 

to a maximum of 16 feet and a minimum of 14 feet in order to work out 

a well arranged floor space. The 16 foot projection on the side will 

leave a 15 foot setback. 

Mrs. Rigby who lives on the adjoining lot stated that this addition 

would not only add to the appearance of the house but would improve 

the neighborhood as it would break up the uniformity. 

All persons notified of this hearing signified their approval. There 

were no objections from the area. 

Mr. Barnes suggested cutting the side projection and extending the bUildingl 

on toward the rear. Mr. Garvin said he could not do that as the lot 

I has a very steep grade from the front to the rear. About 12 feet beyond 

the house the ground drops off sharply. They have a terrace at the 

rear which makes something more than a two foot step down, then the [ 

land takes a sharp drop again toward the rear of the lot. 

It was suggested that the side projection be kept to approximately 11 feet 

and allow the 16 foot width on the rear. 

Mr. Garvin s aid he had discussed all possibilities with the architect 

and had been told that this is the only feasible way to add to the house, 

and that no other location would be economically practical. 

The architect advised against any construction unless this plan could be 

used. 

I The Board was or the opinion that any plan could be revised and rather 

than deny the case suggested that Mr. Garvin again discuss this with 

his architect. 

But any change in dimensions would completely destroy the practicality 

of the planj just to have space is not sensible, Mr. Gavin contended, 

the space must be such that it can be used to advantage and suit his 

purposes. The room on the back would serve only to expand the kitchen 

further, which they do not want. Mr. Garvin also called attention to 

the fact that these are outside dimensionsj an eleven foot room would 

be entirely too small for his purposes. 

The discussion continued, the Board urging Mr. Garvin to attempt a 

revision with the architect, Mr. Garvin insisting that the dimensions as 

shown on the plat are necessary. 

The possibility of granting this because of topography wa8~discussed. 

The Board came to the conclusian, however, that the applicant was asking 

too great a variance. 

Mr. Garvin showed pictures of his home, indicating the slope of the 

land and the proposed location of the addition. 

Within three houses on this property is suburban zoning, Mr. Garvin 

pointed out, where the setback is less than he is asking. It would seem 

Ibj 
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a little unfair, Mr. Garvin continued, that one can have a garage or 

screened porch within 15 feet of the side line, yet living ouarters are 

restricted. This is a substantial addition, it 1s expensive and they are 

trying to make it attractive as well as practical. They do not wish 

to squeeze space. 

Since the Board feels that it cannot grant this amount of variance, 

Mr. Barnes suggested again that Mr. Garvin take the plan back to the 

architect for revision. He therefore moved to defer the case until 

September 23 for a better plan with less variance. Seconded, Mrs. 

Carpenter. 

It was sug~estea that the revision show no~re than a '2 or 13 foot 

variance. 

Motion carried. 

II 
MAY HOUSING, INC., to permit erection of dwellings closer to Street 

property lines than allowed by the Ordinance, Proposed Lots 26 thru 

45, Villamay Subdivision, Mt. Vernon District. (Rural Residence Class 

I) • 

Mr. Paul Harrell represented the applicant. Mr. Harrell presented 

proof of notification with the statement that no property owner objected 

to this application. (All adjoining lots are owned by May Housing, 

Inc. ) 

Mr. Thomas Chamberlain explained the topographic map which indicated 

the slope of the ground. He presented two illustrations one showing 

the houses located at the required 40 foot Setback and the other at the 
required 

requested 25 foot setback, showing the difference in the/backyard 

fill with the two setbacks. There is no problem of getting into the 

sewers, Mr. Chamberlain stated, it runs at the back of the lots. These 

are large lots, the plat indicated, and the homes to be constructed 

would be in the $40,000 class. 

They are planning an attractive subdivision, making every provision for 

retaining the trees, Mr. Chamberlin explained, and an excessive fill 

at the back of these lots will necessarily .~ the trees. After filling 

the back yard to about 15 or 20 feet, the drop off to the back line is 

still between 20 and 30 feet in some cases, Mr. Chamberlin pointed 

out. They would have 20 foot sub-basements in some cases if they stay 

at the 40 foot setback line. 

Mr. Harrell showed pictures of some of the houses completed and under 

construction in this development. They run from 30 to 40 feet deep and 

from 80 to 90 feet wide and range in price up to $51,000. Mr. 

Chamberlin showed pictures of the different phases of construction, 

explaining how they are handling the ground fill. 
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Mr. Lamond asked if the company planned to have a service road along the 

Boulevard. The houses would still be on a 30% grade, Mr. Chamberlin 

answered. 

Mr. Harrell recalled that Mr. Lacraft had done most of the engineering 

on this tract before they bought the property and no doubt he had ex

plored all avenues of layout as he had put in at least $50.000 worth of 

engineering. They have made only a few changes. 

The dirt moving job on this project is e01108s81, Mr. Harpell stated. 

They want this to be an especially attractive subdivision; it is beautiful 

ground with interesting contours and large trees and should have the best 

possible development. They feel that trees ar,pne of their most important 

assets. They cannot visualize the type of development they want to pro

duce without trees. Purchasers of this price home expect to have the 

trees and they are willing to pay more for a home that has them. 

But .nen you bought this property, all these things were existing, Mr. 

Lamond pointed out, and it was well known what difficulties of construc-

tian would develop. What do you expect the Board to do, Mr. Lamond asked. 

These difficult conditions were not created by the Ordinance. 

Mr. Harrell said they were only thinking of the improvement of the neigh

borhood and they do not want to have step terraces in the rear. 

Even with the 25 foot setback, Mr. Lamond said he thought they could save 

very few trees as the fill would still be more than a tree could stand. 

By moving the setback up to 25 feet the average drop from basement to 

original grade would average from a to 10 feet rather than 15 to 16 feet 

at the required setback, and they could create a reasonable back yard 

play area by making wide stone terraces. They think with this limited 

fill they can make the homes unusual and attractive. If they observe 

the 40 foot setback 't'he terrace at the back of the houses would have 

15 or 16 foat arop which would make an unusable and unattractive back yard 

This is a long curved street, Mr. Chamberlin pointed out, and the less 

setback would not be noticeable. 

They are interested in the appearance of the development, Mr. May ex-

plained as that has a direct bearing on their ability to sell the houses. 

Their investment is large, the price of the homes is above the average 

level and they feel they cannot do anything that will cheapen the area. 

They are sure that the setback will not have anything of an adverse effect 

on the neighborhood and they feel that the development of an attractive 

back yard with a reasonable terrace and trees will be necessary to the 

sale of these houses. This is not a means of saving money, Mr. May con

tininued, it is purely a matter of aesthetics. 

Mrs. Carpenter sugfested that a 15 foot variance on 19 lots was too big a 
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thing to consider without first seeing the property, and questioned if 

the Board had the jurisdiction to grant such a variance on ground that 

could be developed without the variance. Therefore she moved to defer 

the case until September 23 to give the Board the opportunity to view 

the property. Seconded, Mr. Smith. Carried, unanimously. I 
II 

R. L. JOYCE, to permit enclosed porch to remain within 26 feet of the 

Street property line, Lot 132, Fenwick Park, (237 Lawrence Drive), Falls 

Church District. (Suburban Residence Class 1). I 
Mr. Joyce did not have proof of notice of th's, hearing from adjoining 

neighbors. 

Mr. J. B. Smith moved to defer the case until September 23 for presentati n 

of proof of notification. Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. Carried unanimously 

II 

C. R. SPRINKLE, to permit garage to be converted to second dwelling, Lots 

7 and $ and part Lot 9, Melville SUbdivision, N.W. corner of Lee Highway 

and Cedarest Road, Providence District. (Rural Residence Class 2). 

No one was present to support this case. It was put at the bottom of the 

list. 

II 

JOSEPH P. BAKER, to permit an extension of a cemetery on approximately 64 , 

acres of land, on north side of Route 626, approximately 1000 feet west I 
of Route 1, Lee District. (SUburban Residence Class 2) 

Mr. Baker had notified five lot owners in Mt. Vernon Woods immediately 

adjoining this property of the hearing, but had not notified Mr. Ayres 

who is the largest property owner in the immediate vicinity. However, 

Mr. Baker said Mr. Ayres did not object to this extension. 

It was pointed out that Mr. Baker now has an operating cemetery on 50 

acres immediately to the east of the land on which he wishes to extend the 

use. The extension would cover about 64 acres. 

Mr. T. Barnes asked about a buffer. 

While the State law requires a 750 foot buffer between the graves and the 

homes on adjoining property, Mr. Mooreland pointed out that this refers 

to a newly created cemetery and does not apply to an extended use. As I 
far as the State is concerned, he could use the property up to the line. 

Mr. Smith suggested a 100 foot buffer. 

There were no objections to this use from the area. 

Mrs. Carpenter asked what would happen to the 10 acre School Board I property shown in the middle of this property? 

Mr. Baker said that would not be used for a school; he was trying to 

buy that ground. 
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8- Ctd. Mr. Barnes moved to grant the application with a 100 foot setback buffer 

I 

I 
9-

I 

10-

I 

I 

on the west and south boundaries and on the east of Parcel 2, not 

the line between this property and the presently operating cemetery. It 

is understood that all the trees presently on the property will be left 

and additional screening will be added to make the 100 foot buffer. 

This is granted as per plat presented with the case prepared by Edward S. 

Holland, CLS, dated January 5, 1949. Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. Carried, 

unanimously. 

II 
~OODRa~ W. HAM, to permit enclosure of existing carport within 39.4 feet 

of the Street property line, Lot a, Block L, Section 1, Rose Hill Farm, 

C#Sturbridge Place), Lee District. 

r. Ham explained that he now has 

house. He plans to make that into 

he variance on the room will not 

(Suburban Residence Class 2) 

a temporar, carport on this side of his 

a permanent room and add a carport. 

exceed .6 of a foot. This side of the 

house faces the cul-de-sac and the slight variance would never be noticed. 

It affects only one corner of the room. 

here were no objections from the area • 

• Mooreland explained that this was making something permanent of a 

structure. Mr. Ham first put up the carport which was allowed 

ordinance. Now he will remodel this carport into a recreation 

oom and add the carport. The carport meets required setbacks but the 

create this small violation. 

rs. Carpenter moved to grant the application to Mr. Ham as this 1s such 

a very small variance and the only violation occurs .~ one corner or 

the enclosure and because the street curves at the point of violation. 

I his is granted according to plat presented with the case prepared by 

I~alter Phillips. dated November 26. 1954, with pencil notations. 

econded, Mr. Barnes. 

unanimously. 

NNA LEE PLAYSCHOOL, to permit operation of a day nursery school, Lot 84 

and part Lot 8J. Section 1, Annandale. S.W. corner of Poplar Street and 

rtin Avenue, Falls Church District. (SUburban Residence Class 1) 

Lytton Gibson represented the applicant, indicating the location of 

he property with relation to commercial property in the area and with 

elation to the property:o~er, notified of this hearing. 

• Gibson presented nine letters from clients of Miss Howdershell's school 

hich she has conducted at Culmore, all commending her highly on her method 

f handling the children and the high character of her school and ex

ressing need for this facility. She has operated this school for three 

ears. 

l.b { 
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10- cud , This is a dead end s~reet, Mr. Gibson stated, carrying little traffic. 

Miss Howdershell's reputation has brought her many pupils, Mr. Gibson 

went on and she has outgrown the small quarters at Culmore. 

They have not yet obtained a report from the Fire and Health Departments 

but will do so immediately after this is granted. Mr. Gibson suggested 

that if the Board sees fit to grant the case, they do so contingent upon 

approval of all interested agencies. Miss Howdershell will also get a 

license from the State l'felf'are Department. They can and will meet 

all requirements. 

Miss Howdershell will have from 25 to 30 children, ranging 1n age from 

2! to 6. From 9 to 12 a.m she will have from 15 to 20 and approximately 

10 pupils all day. The house will meet all sanitary and space require-

ments. 

The Chairman asked for opposition. 

Mr. William Kuck of 120 Poplar Street asked if the property would be 

fenced. Mr. Gibson answered that it would, if the Board required it. 

Mr. Kuck called attention to the fact that the lots across the street 

from this property are only 60 feet wide, the street is already congested 

he contended, and this use would cause a considerable amount of additiona 

traffic. Since there is no through street ingress and egrees would 

present a problem. He also thought granting this would set a precedent 

which would encourage other requests for commercial zoning in the area. 

Mr. Gibson explained to Mr. Kuck that this is not a commercial zoning; 

the character of th,Property is not changed, it is merely a permitted use 

in a residential district and therefore it would have no bearing on any 

future request for a commercial zoning. 

Mr. Kuck said he lives directly across the streetirom this property at 

the end of the street. 

This is a small lot; it is on the corner and since the children are so 

young. Mrs. Carpenter suggested that the property should be fenced. 

In summing up his case, Mr. Gibson pointed up the fact that this is a 

needed facility; it is in the public interests as evidenced by the letter 

filed with this case j ,,;it would have no detr-imental effect on the health 

or public safety. While this use may have some adverse affect on some 

individuals. Mr. Gibson went on, the evidence shows that it will serve a 

good purpose in the community. 

The children will be brought to school by their parents; perhaps in car 

pools. There may be some congestion around 9. 12 and J o'clock, but this 

being a dead end street actually adds to the safety of traffic. 

Mr. Barnes moved to grant the application for a day nursery school to the 

applicant with the understanding that the property be fenced completely. 

This is granted on Lots 8) and part of 84 as per plat prepared by Victor 

H. Ghent, dated August $. 1949. Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. Carried, 

unanimously. 
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11- PEACE VALI~Y RECREATION ASSOCIATION, Inc., to permit erection and operation 

of a swimming pool, recreation Brea and accessory structures thereto, on 

east side of Peace Valley Lane, 850 feet south Route 7, Mason District. 

(Suburban hesidence Class 2) 

I !Mr. Cavagrotti represented the applicant. Mr. Craig Richter was also 

present. 

After locating the property and the homes of the adjoining and nearby 
i 

property owners on an aerial photograph, Mr. Cavagrotti presented the Board 

I with a brochure containing a letter to the Zoning Board from Peace Valley 

Recreation Association, Articles of Incorporation, letters of acknowledg

ment from adjoining property owners, plat showing location of the proposed 

recreation area, and applicant membership list. 

There are no recreational facilities available for children in this communi y, 

Mr. Cavagrotti told the Board, except a small playground around Sleepy 

Ho~low School and at Willston School, neither of which are within walking 

distance. 

This recreational association was formed, composed of people in Sleepy 

Hollow Manor, Buffalo Hill, Sleepy Hollow, Ravenwood Park and White's 

I 

Addition, Munson Hill, Pine Forest and Glen Forest. This project will be 

sponsored by Ravenwood Park and White's Addition and Sleepy Hollow Manor. 

The main objective is to construct a swimming pool and, later, tennis 

courts. 

This facility will serve from 500 to 600 families. It will be administered 
i 

by a Board of Diractors elected by the membership. The initial investment 

will be $125,000. They hope to be in operation by summer of 1959. 

The type of people coming into this area require and expect recreational 

activities, Mr. Cavagrotti continuedj most of them have tee8~age children. 

Children of this age, particularly, need recreational facilities. 

This will also serve a good purpose for adults. I 

This is a community of responsible people, most of whom have good POSitions! 

and are eager to finance and help operate this project. 

Mr. Cavagrotti called attention to the fact that this property adjoins the 

Munson Hill School on the westerly side. While the present approach will 

I be by Peace Valley Lane, three other access roads are planned which will 

I 

give access and will distribute traffic. These roads will be opened when 

development in the immediate area gets further under way. 

, It is the intention of the Association to retain as many trees as possible, 

both for screening purposes and to act as a noise barrier. The pool 

location is on sloping land nearest the school property. This location 

will also be noise reducing. They will have adequate parking for 125 cars. 

They will make every effort to retain the natural beauty of the area. It 

is the belief of the Association that this project will enhance property 
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values as people coming to this area will want to purchase homes where 

recreational facilities are available. This 1s a particularly inViting 

location for many people, it is near Seven Corners, good transportation, 

and schools. The Association feels that this is an added attraction. 

Mar-Built homes has informed the Association that in their opinion this w 11 

be an asset in the sale of their homes. 

There are only two families living near this property, Mr. Cavagrotti 

went on; Admiral Bartlett and?'Mr. Howard Cavil, both of whom live on 

Peace Valley Lane. However, neither will be affected by the noise as the 

are at least lOOO:feet or more from the pool, and there will be relativel 

little traffic on Peace Valley Lane when the other three access roads are 

built. 

Across the street Coffman and McCaffrey and McPherson Morris Company are 

building. They have built within one block of Peaue Valley Lane. No 

one is presently living across from this property on the Lane, and there 

are actually no lots planned immediately across from the pool. 

Mr. Erank Bartimo, President of the Sleepy Hollow Manor Citizens Associat 

who lives at 513 Eppard Street told the Board tha~his Association is anI 

one year old. One of their first jobs was to organize a swimming club 

with the plan to get the pool in operation as soon as possible. There is 

a great interest in this projectj the people have put in unlimited work 

and have suffered many frustrations finding land and getting free advice 

and guidance. Now they have the land. It is well located to serve the 

area and is appropriate for this use. It is mystifying, Mr. Bartimo went 

on, that people of good will can protest a project of this caliber. Thie 

is conducive to good health, it will be wel~ managed and properly super-

vised. It will actually add value to land in the area and attract people 

who will pay their way taxwise in the County. 

Mr. Cavagrotti stated that the officer from Ravenwood Park Citizens Asso

ciation was unable to be present but forwarded the statement that his 

Association, including White's addition endorse this project. 

The Chairman aaked for opposition. 

Mr. Andrew Clarke represented Admiral Bartlett and Mr. Howard Cavil, both 

of whom live on Peace Valley Lane and both of whom oppose this project. 

However, Mr. Clarke told the Board that no one was present with any 

thought in minJ other than to commend these people who want to provide a 

recreational area. This sort of thing should be done allover the County 

but this is the first time he had heard of a recreation area that is 

completely isolated from the area it is to serve. Mr. Clarke indicated 0 

the map the location of Sleepy Hollow Manor with relation to t he pool, 

which he stated is very nearly l! mile. Also he pointed out the location 
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of Ravenwood Park and Buffalo Hill which are nowhere near this project. 

All the traffic and attending noise which naturally accompanies one of 

these developments will be far from the homes of the people who will use 

the area. Munson Hill will not be affected; it is not near the project. 

Pine Forest and Glen Forest are not in the immediate area. This is a 

request for approval of a swimming pool that does not affect a single 
I 

person in the area from which the project is to get its membership. il 
It was said that the high school will act as a buffer, but on the west II 

side the school will face away from Peace Valley and the playground is 
1,1 

in front, facing colored property, whose owners do not object. 

Admiral Bartlett owns property with!n 75 feet of the northeast corner of 
II 

this property. The parking space is on top of the hill, area for 125 i' 

cars. 

Mr. Clarke also noted that the Church on the corner of the highway is I 
also present to object. Ii 
This would appear to be an impractical venture, Mr. Clarke continued, 

the property is very expensive and they will have to spend a considerable I 
sum to purchase the ground, put in the pool and construct the bath house. 

They would have to raise $10,000 a year to take care of this, therefore I 
they will have to expand their membership to a very large number to take ! 

I, care of the continuing expense. 
i 

A membership of 500 families would mean that they are dealing with a 
I minimum of 1$00 people, who will be transported to and from the pool. 

There is no telling how many cars will be involved. Peace Valley Lane 

I is a little 16 foot lane. They have acquired an additional 17 feet 
, 

to widen it in time, but the land is in very bad condition, barely passab11 

at times. Before anything goes on this property (if this is the proper , 

location for this project) 

street is not in any sense 

it should have adequate 

of the word adequate. 

access. This little 
I 

In addition to the traffic and access situation, Mr. Clarke continued, 

here you have a quiet little land leading off of Route 7, down a decline. 

It is narrow and rough. Now comet 500 car~s or more to the pool. This 

is an untenable situatiortj one which should pe given gery careful 

consideration. 

In checking home location8 on the member application list, without excepti 

Mr. Clarke emphaef sed , there is no possibility of this project having 

an adverse effect upon any of these people. It is very easy to favor 

a project of this kind when it is in someone else's front yard and you 

are sure you are well away from it. The people favoring this should be 

asked to show exactly how far they are away and therefore how little they 

would be adversely affected. 

J.(1. 
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ll-Ctd. This recreation association has been trying since February to locate a 

site, Mr. Clarke told the Board, which would not be objectionable to 

the surrounding area. They had a site in mind in Ravenwood but the 

people were against it and the site was abandoned. Mr. Clarke said 

he did hot know how many other sites were found and discarded. 

This is only a use permit, Mr. Clarke pointed out, granted for a 

limited use, but it has many of the same basis objections attached to 

it as a commercial zoning. On Route 7 at Juniper Lane a request was 

m parcel of land for commercial zoning, to put in a bank. The 

p in the area fought that zoning vehemently, fought it when that 

p was located on Route 7 where lS,OOO cars pass daily. 

M Bartimo cannot understand opposition to such a worthy project, 

M Clarke recalled. Surely Mr. Bartimo is not accustomed to coming 

t the Fairrax Courthouse very often••• opposition in such matters is 

a fundamental democratic right, sacred to everyone. Admiral Bartlett 

b here many years ago. He has a right to object to this ir he 

f in his heart that the traffic and noise or any other conditions 

c with this will hurt him. He should not be dondemned for 

e that right. But rather, Mr. Bartimo should be willing to 

l to him without criticism. If this proaect were located on the 

site in Ravenwood these people would not be here today objecting; 

t site is to the west of the high school. It is a wooded area, 

n close to homes. It could very well be used but those people don't 

w it. If it does not make noise here, it won't make noise near 

R

A Bartlett concurred in all Mr. Clarke had said. He made it 

p that he has no objection whatever to swimming pools as such, 

b in the proper place. The Admiral said he bought this lovely home 

i Peace Valley for a permanent home many years ago. Peace Valley 

L is named for their home. They were given to understand that this 

w always be a residential area. He saw the zoning sigh, purely by 

c called the Courthouse and learned of this hearing. Mr. Bradley 

c to see him and Mr. Cavil. He would be pleased to see a swimming 

p in the area, but instead of having it in the back yards of people 

w will use the pool, they are having it in their front yard. 

T Admiral read a letter from Mr. Sargent White who sold him this 

p saying he had defended this area many times before against 

e and stating further that he is opoosed in principle to 

d a residential neighborhood. He knew of planned subdivisio;n 

o Peace Valley Lane anj the plan for the high school, the Admiral 

c but this particular style of creeping business he objects 

t
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11- Ctd. Mr. Cavil also concurred in Mr. Clarke's statements and pointed up the 

fact that the large parking area in itself shows that these people 

are not expecting to serve just the immediate area. It is like saying, I) 7J 
"I like a pool, but not in my front yerd. n , 

I Mr. Clarke presented an opposing petition with approximately 40 nom~~. 

K~verend Robert Oz, pastor of Christ Church, also Mr. Lyle and Mr. II 

Michael, officers of the Church, appeared in opposition. Mr. Oz presented 

and opposing petition with approximately 121 names. The petition I 

I described the Church property as being at the corner of Leesburg Pike 

I 

and Peace Valley Lane, approximately 300 feet from this recreational 

site. The request to deny this application was based upon the followi~: 

That the use will materially increase tra£fic on Peace Valley Lane and 

will create traffic congestion at Route 7 and Peace Valley Lanej 

the grade on Peace Valley approaching Leesburg Pike is such that it 

would create noise by automobile trafficj this is an exclusively 

residential areaj the use requested is semi-commercial and should be 

placed where it would not depreciate property values. 

This Church has invested a quarter of a million dollars on three 

acres. They bought here thinking they were in a purely residential 

area. The noise from the recreational area and cars coming and going 

would interfere with Church services. 

Marshall Coffman (Coffman and McCaffrey, Builders) said he had no 

objection to the project but reQuested that the pool be set back from 

the street some 200 feet. They own land across from this property. 

I They will be 50 feet from the pooL, They believe, however, that a 200 

foot setback will not hurt their property, in fact they think the pool 

would be an asset to the community and in the sale of their homes. 

They do think: that the pool and parking area should be placed where it 

will create the ledst detriment to property owners. Mr. Coffman stated 

that they would put in a street which will enter near this site and 

which could be used as an access road. This would relieve traffic on 

Peace Valley Lane and it would serve Sleepy Hollow Manor and Ravenwood 

Park. They plan to build houses on that street. Mr. Coffman said he 

I believed people buying here would be pleased to know that a swimming 

pool is in the immediate area. 

Mr. Randolph Lee, 416 Faragut Court stated that his dining room 

windows are about 300 feet from the pool. He had no objection to a 
I, 

I pool if the five acres is adequate to maintain the residential character 

of the homes in Peace Valley Lane. He disapproved of a lighted pool I 
and a loud speaker system. ~, 
Stephen Marut 414 Faragut Court, stated that his property is closest to 

the pool. Mr. Marut said he was told that the pool would be located back I 

I 
of the property. The plan shows it only 30 feet from the line and 300 feet!1 

II 



   

 

 

 

 

oep~emoer ~, !~,~ 

NEW CASES - etd. 

11- Ctd. from his home. He suggested moving the pool back about 300 feet into 

the woods. They are drawing from a much larger area than he had first 

been told. If it is to be located here it should have restrictions 

on the number of participating families in order that they can be 

taken care of financially. Mr. Marut said he likes the idea of a pool 

but the number of participants should be decreased in order to decrease 

traffic and to reduce the expense. 

Mr. W. W. Morris from McPherson-Morris Co. (builders of White's Addition 

concurred in Mr. Clarke's statements. 

Mr. Morris stated that he had understood that the people in Mar-built 

homes who would be greatly affected by this were not approached regardin 

the pool, although it was stated earlier that they favor this project. 

Mr. Morris said his own company was not approached and they own land 

that will be built upon immediately across from the pool area. Mr. 

Morris said he too was in favor of these recreational areas, but not 

in a location that would be objectionable to home owners. 

If the Board considers granting this request, Mr. Clarke suggested that 

the pool should be moved to t he southwest corner of' the property and 

the wooded area on the northea~t corner be so restricted that the trees 

will be retained. 

Mr. Cavagrotti recalled Mr. Clarke's argument regarding the traffic on 

Peace Valley Lane. It has been shown that they will have other access 

roads and the school will have an entry which they will use, so the 

traffic will not be concentrated on Peace Valley Lane. Therefore 

traffic should not be a consideration. Mr. Ca~agrottiinsisted that 
SI#-N'I 

neither Admiral Bartlett nor Mr. Cavil were within hearing nor ~ 
grotti. 

distance from the pool. Mr. Clarke had stated, Mr. Caval went on, that 

the 500 families would mean a membership of la25 peoplej they made a 

drive in two subdivisions contacting 300 families, they signed up 180. 

1825 members is far beyond their expectations. 

As to the fact that this pool area is not contiguous to the people it 
grott!. 

will serve, it is not so, Mr. Caval continued; they are drawing from 

subdivisions completely surrounding this area and Ravenwood Park is ad

jacent to the pool. 

The charge that granting this would establish a precedent toward com

mercialization of the area, there are already certain commercial acti

vities on Route 7 which is very near; the tea house at Patrick Henry 

Drive and Route 7 itself is fast growing away from a residential highw~ 

This is not a commercial project in any sense of the word, it is purely 

non-profit. Mr. Clarke has represented two people opposing this, and 

neither one is adjacent to the pool. 

17 '1 
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There will be some noise. Mr. Cavagrott continued, and some extra traffic, II J7~ 
that is inevitable, but the noise and traffic created by the high school . 

which adjoins this tract will far exceed envt.hfng this project could 
i[ 

ever generate. The Association feels that it is locating this project 
Ii in an area not completely residential because of the school. 

The Church discussed by Mr. Oz 1s under construction. Very few of the 

people who make up this congregatlon~ resiae in this area. Tiley 
I 

are not 1mmed1ately affected by thi8. They will have three access roads, I', 

not just one. The Church 1s located on Route 7 where they will be 

subjected constantly to noise and traffic. Any noise or traffic which 

would be added to that would be negligible. 

In response to Mr. Coffman's suggestion to move the pool back, Mr. 

Cavagrotti said they were not wedded to having the pool 30 feet from the 

roao, out lOa feet back is too far. The terrain slopes down at this 

point and the best location for the pool is as they have shown it. 

Moving it back 200 feet would present a topographic problem. They 

probably cannot push it back to a point that would please everyone, 

however, they are very willing to locate it farther from the line. 

Both Mr. Lee and Mr. Marut say they are not opposed to the recreational 

area, but want the pool moved back; that appears to be their only 

objection. Mr. Cavagrotti stated again that he was sure something 

could be worked out. 

Referring to Mr. Morris' statement regarding White's Addition, Mr. 

Cavagrotti stated that a petition favoring this project has been entered, 

signed by people in White's Addition. These people are a part of the 

Association. Some are no doubt opposed to it, but they are probably 

those who live from I to 2000 feet from the area. Any statement that 

this would depreciate property, Mr. Cavagrotti said he would challenge. 

The high school might depreciate oroperty, but not the pool. 

No one lives across from this project at the present time; the only 

adjacent owners are the school and two builders. 

Mr. Lamond asked about the attempted purchase of land in Ravenwood. 

Mr. Richter answered this by saying yes, they did see a piece of land 

in that area, in Sleepy Hollow, which they thought might be considered. 

They asked a number of people in the area if they would object to this 

type project. They said they would, that was all. They made no attempt 

to purchase the land. The other land they looked at was too expensive. 

There is no land left in this area, Mr. Richter went on, which can be 

bought for a pool. This site is especially desirable; it will not be 

necessary to cross Route 7 and they will not need acceSS to Route 7 

when the property to the rear is developed and the other access roads are 

completed. 
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Mrs. Carpenter questioned the 125 car parking space for 500 or 600 

families. That space is expandable, Mr. Richter answered; they had 

relied upon the experts for that number, but it is not an arbitrary 

figure. 

The parking space is one of the main reasons for his client's objection, 

Mr. Clarke pointed Qut. They obviously will have to expand the parking 

to a great extent. It will no doubt creep up to the admiral's door. 

Mr. Barnes said he was confident improvements could be made in the 

layout; certainly the location of the pool can be changed. Surely the 

Association can get together with the people most affected by this pro

ject and come up with a better plan. Also, Mr. Barnes continued, the 

Board should have definite assurance that the other access roads will 

go in. The 30 foot setback for the pool is too close, it must come way 

back, but that should not be too difficult. Also the structure is too 

close to Peace Valley Lane. 

Mr. Barnes movedl':to,.defer the case until September 23 for revision of 

the layout which would relocate the pool to at least 150 or 200 feet 

back, which Mr. Barnes said in his opinion would not appear unreasonable 

Seconded, Mr. Smith. 

Carried. unanimously. 

II 
NATIONAL SIGN COMPANY, to permit erection of one sigh with larger area 

than allowed by the Ordinance, (total area 139 sq. ft.) Lots 56, 57 

5a, 59 and 60, East Fairfax Park {White House Motel} Providence 

District. (General Business) 

Mr. Kinder represented the applicant. They are asking for a 15 by 15 

foot double faced sign to be located in front of the White House Motel 

to replace the presently located sign. This sign will be placed on 

the same structure they are now using and will carry the same square 

frontage {75 sq. ft} This is the actual sign area, however, the zoning 

office figured the brick structure on which they will mount the sign. 

This has not been done by the Board. Mr. Kinder recalled. 

The present sign is too cluttered with wordsj the lettering is too 

small to be read by the traveling public, going at a rate of 55 miles 

per hour. Mr. Kinder showed pictures of the signs now on the property 

which he said will be removed. They consider that this is a great im

provement. the one simple modern sign. It will have dignity and will 

be attractive. 

Mr. Lamond asked if the Board had approved all signs shown~in the 

photograph. Mr. Kinder answered that he did not handle the original 

signs, and Mr. Mooreland said he thought not. 

17 c; 
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This is a new type of sign, Mr. Kinder pointed out, plastic with the 

light coming from the building. He called attention to the fact that 

the Streamline Diner across the street had been granted a permit for 

II 

I 
the large sign because of the traffic speed. They depend entirely I 
upon the tourist traffic, Mr. Kinder continued, and it is most important. 

I 
Mr. Kinder pointed to the very large signs on Arva and Marriott motels. 

Mrs. Carpenter moved to grant the application as the sign appears to 

be an improvement upon what has been on the property. 

Seconded, T. Barnes. 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
DEFERRED CASES 

EAGLE HOMES, INC., to permit erection of dwellings within 40 feet of the 

Street property lines, Lots 54 and 55 and Lots 69 thru 73, Section 2-8, 

Sleepy Hollow Estates, Mason District. (Rural Residence Class 1). 

This case had been deferred to view the property. Mrs. Carpenter 

reported that while there 1s a drop in the land back of the house lo

cations on these lots the developer can still reach the sewer line and 

actually there is only one lot which has a very severe drop. To grant 

a variance on all of these lots would be a wholesale action, Mrs. 

Carpenter continued, which she did not think the Board had the juris

diction to take. 

Mr. Lamond agreed with Mrs. Carpenter's statements saying there were 

only the two lots which he considered might be worthy of a variance, 

but to go along with all the lots ~8S too much. He was of the opinion 

that the real reason for thiS requested variance was so the developer 

would not have to make so much of a fill in the rear of the lots. 

Mrs. Carpenter moved to deny the variance as Mr. Jaffe c an properly 

develop these lots without a variance. 

Seconded, Mr. Barnes. 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
CECIL C. BRa1N, to permit existing carport to remain within B feet 

of the Street property line, Lot 11 and east 20 feet, Lot 12, Block 9, 

Section 3, Belle Haven, {II Fort Drive}, Mt. Vernon District. {Suburban 

Residence Class'l} 

This case had been deferred to view the property. 

Mr. Albert Bryan, Jr., was present to represent the applicant. 

Mr. Bryan reviewed the case, stating that the property is located on a 

circle which has only three houses on it. This is a free standing 

structure, Mr. Bryan stated, which extends from the garage to the front. 

It has been in place without objection from any of the neighrors or 

the County since 1951. It cannot even be seen when circling the cul-de-

sac in the right direction. It was discovered by an inspector who got 

.11 i 
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2- Ctd. off the track and circled the cul-de-sac in the wrong direction. 

This is an old section o£ Belle Haven, Mr. Bryan continuedi it 1s 

well grown up with trees Bnd shrubs. The structure is almost entirely 

screened by growth extept from one angle. The question has been raised 

whether or not this comes within the Ordinance since it is free standing 

and it is put together like a canopy or yard shelter. No one objects i 
to this, Mr. Brown has obtained letters from all adjoining and nearby 

neighbors stating that they have no objection. I 
i Mr. Cole, who lives across the street from Mr. Brown stated that he is 
I 

a registered architect and could make the statement that this shelter ha 

had no adv-rSe ei••~~ upon him nor upon the neighborhood. It could not 

be located any other place in the yard without substantial hardship to 

Mr. Brown and damage to his yard. He asked the Board to allow it to 

remain. 

Mr. Lamond informed the Board that he had made two inspections of this 

structure and could not be convinced that it was doing any damage. He 

was also of the opinion that this probably should not be considered a 

carport since it is free standing and is more of a-canopy than a carport 

It is well hidden with shrubbery and there is one particularly large 

tree just to the side which would have to come out if the canopy were 

put to the side of the garage as suggested in the previous hearing. 

Mr. Barnes moved to grant the application as it does not appear that it 

it would adversely affect the community. This structure has been here 

for seven years and it has hurt no one. Also there is same question 

if this is a carport since it is free standing. This is granted in 

accordance with the plat presented with the case prepared by Edward S. 

Holland, datedSeptember 21, 194$. 

There was no second. 

i Mrs. Carpenter said she could not 
I 
I, property. 
r
I Mr. 

vote on this as she did not see the 

I 
Smith questioned if the Board was actually doing Mr. Brown a favor 

by granting this; it has not been approved by the building inspector, Mr 

I Smith pointed out. When the roof was just a canvas covering it gave 
I 

II 
way during a heavy storm. Suppose the present plywood top should give 

way in a similar manner, it could do considerable damage to the car. 

Mr. Bryan sug~ested if the Board could not grant this, to defer it for ~ I the full Board to see the structure.' !Re thought they could not oppose I 

I it if they saw the carport with relation to the landscaping and the sur-

I rounding property. 

I y~. Lamond moved to grant the variance saying that while this may be 

I out of order to some extent, in his opinion it does not constitute a 

I I
carport. This sort of thing has never come before the Board before, 

it would appear to him to be more of a canopy than a carport. It is not 

II I 

I 

I 

I 

I 
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attached to the building. Seconded, Mr. Barnes. 

For the motion: Mr. Lamond and Mr. Barnes. 

Not voting: Mrs. Carpenter, Mr. Smith. Motion carried. 

II 
MICHAEL ngVELOPMENT CORP., to permit erection of three signs on building 

with larger area than allowed by the Ordinance, 912 sq. ft. of sign and 

61 feet above bUilding, property on southerly side of Route 244, Columbia 

Pike, appr-cx , 2000 feet east of tnter-aect.Lon with Route 236 and Route 244 

(Michael Shopning Center, Annandale), Mason District. (General Business) 

Mr. Michael and Mr. Roseman were present to discuss the case. This case 

was deferred to revise the sign. 

The Acme people resurveyed this with relation to the sign requirements, 

Mr. Michael told the Board. It was observed that this site is about 9 i 
or 10 feet below the grade of Columbia Pike which highway 15 approximately! 

350 feet away. The canopy of the building is 10 feet above the ground 

level, therefore the sign would be at approximately eye-level with the 

approaching cars on Columbia Pike. The only thin! seen from the highway 

now is the roof of the building. Mr. Michael pointed out that the other 

food store in this area is on considerably higher ground, their sign 

will be about 20 feet higher. Both the building and ground are higher 

than the Acme. 

However, they have revised toe ~i~nJ Mr. Michael continued, which was 61 

feet above the roof of the building and it was a three sided sign, to 

eliminate the verticle tower and make the sign back to back and to extend 

only 25 reet above the root , That would be about the same height as the 

pylon at ground level. They want the "Acme" sign on the rront elevation. 

The building is 171 feet long and the sign would be 21 feet. This is 

the identification for Columbia Pike. The canopy sign "Acme Market" 

will be plastic race, no exterior illumination, --interior lighting. 

This is a minimum or revision, Mr. Michael went on, because of the re-

lation of the two roads to this building location. The building will be 

171 feet by 123 reet. The restriction or 60 sq. rt. area is not a fair 

yardstick. II' this one large store were divided into several smaller 

stores it would result in considerably more sign area. 

Mr. Michael said he now computed the signs at 376 feet, six inches 

total area reduced from the originally requested 912 sq. rt. 

The sign sizes on other Acme stores was discussed, also the visibility or 

this store from Routes 244 and 236, Mr. Lamond making the observation 

that the signs would be plainly visible from both highways, and he did 

not think such large signs were necessary. 

Coming south on Route 244, Mr. Roseman said, the 171 foot elevation of 

the building is parallel to Columbia Pike, therefore one does not see the 
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"Acme Market" sign across the front of the store. There are 1750 feet 

from Little River Pike to Columbia Pike which means that an adequate s1 

must be aimed at each highway in order to achieve proper identification'l 

In answer to Mrs. Carpenter's question, Mr. Michael said there would be I

I only one entrance, the front. 

Mr. Lamond suggested putting the Acme back to back sign at right anglea 

to the building. This, Mr. Roseman thought would not catch the traffic 

going east on Route 2]6. He contended that all three signs were necess y 

to reach their potential market. It I 
Mr. Michael gave the following figures as revised by Acme: i 

j 
120 SQ. ft. on the two sided sign. 

1$1.5 sq. ft. on Acme Market across the front. 

77 so. ft. on Acme making a total of J7S.5 sq. ft. 

Mr. Smith moved to grant the application as revised, with the 6 by 20 

foot double faced sign to be placed 25 feet above the building with 

Acme Market above the building and Acme on the north side of the 

building. This is granted as per plat presented with the caSe prepared 

b- Triangle Sign Company, dated September S, 1958. Seconded, Mr. Barnes 

For the motion: Mr. Smith, Mr. Barnes, and ~TS. Carpenter. 

Mr. Lamond voted no. Motion carried. 

II I HO''iARn JOHNSON'S INC. OF 'VASHINGTON, to permit erection of an addition 

to an existing restaurant within 10 feet of the Street property line, 

Part lots 21, 22, 2) all of Lot 6 and part of vacated Orchard Street 

Rust and Smithers Subdivision, Providence District (Rural Business) 

David Hayter represented the applicant. Mr. Cicco, architect for 

Howard Johnson's was also present. 

This case was deferred to view the property, Mr. Hayter recalled. He 

gave a brief review of the case as previously presented, stating that th s 

building has been here since 1938. It is located at the sharp intersec- I 
tian af two important highways, on a circle and with a steep bank on 

one side. The corner of the existing bUilding is 17.1 ft. from the 

right of way. 

Mr. Johnson has taken a personal interest in this case, Mr. Hayter told 

the Board, as he realizes the great potential in Fairfax County and wish 

to expand and modernize his facilities in this area. Mr. Cicco, who was 

present as Mr. Johnson's personal representative, stated that this 

I 
s 

particular restaurant needs ¢odernizing. It is completely inadequate to I , I take care of the business, but after considerable study they find that 

the manner in which the bUilding can be modernized and enlarged is very 

limited. Mr. Cicco showed the Board the pla1 for beautifying the out sid 

of the building as well as the inside remodeling. 
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Mr. Barnes asked about the front parking. They will lose that in time, 

Mr. Cicco answeredj they have checked with the Highway Department who 

J r / do not object to the front parking nor to the addition. However, they 

realize that in time they will have to change both their front and side 

parking. They have negotiated with Dr. Pfeiffer for land in the rear 

which will, when necessary, be used for parking. 

Mr. Lamond suggested putting the addition on the rear. It would not be 

practical, Mr. Cicco answered, the kitchen facilities are there. 

The opposite side of the building was suggested for the addition. That 

would be impractical because the toilet~facilities are there, Mr. Cicco 

answered. Any change from locating the dining area any place other than 

on the south side of' the building where it will be a cont.fnuevaou of the 

present dinin& anea would .ean remodeling the entire inside of' the buildin 
I 

and relocating all their working operations, which would be most expensive 

and impractical. Also if this plan of extension is used they can work on 

the bUilding without closing the business, whereas if such extensive 

changes are required in the inside, they would have to closedown for 

a considerable time. 

Mr. Lamond still thought the addition could be put on the north. That 

would give poor circulation and would not be accessible to their working 

facilities, Mr. Cicco pointed out. 

Mr. Hayter stated that the revised plan of the addition would, as it goes 

toward the rear of the building, have a far greater setback than at the 

one corner which is 17 feet from the right of way. The building would 

encroach only on the one corner. At the rear of the addition the ex

terior would be over 35 feet from the right of way. 

Mn Lamond again urged the applicants to put the addition on the Pfeiffer 

land at the rear. 

A dining room on the rear, looking out upon a trailer park is not at-

tractive, Mr. Cicco pointed out, and there are the natural conditions 

which lend themselves to putting the addition on the south sidej the 

encroachment is no greater than the present encroachment at the one corner! 

and the setback gets wider toward the rear of the building, this would I 

be nearer their existing facilities, facilitating services to the pUblic, 

circulation is good and the windows can overlook the highway and the 

circle. The Highway Department is in accord with this as long as they 

do not increase the overhang. 

The letter in the file of this case from the Highway Department did not I 
give approval to what the applicant is proposing, Mr. Lamond noted. i 
However, Mr. Hayter read a second letter from the Hif,hway Department which I 

colloberated Mr. Cicco's statement. 

II 
" 
II 

II 
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Under any circumstances, Mr. Lamond pointed out, th~etback 1s a matter 

for the County and not the State Highway Department. 

The Board discussed at length whether or not they had the jurisdiction 

to extend a non-conforming bUilding, ~~. Hayter contending that the Boar 

does have ;that r.ight and they have already exercised that right, in the 

case of the addition on the rear of this bUildin~n 1952. 

The discussion continued, Mr. Cicco contending that the 40 seats which t 

addition would add is badly needed; no other location for the addition 

is feasible either economically or practically. &ach of the Board's 

suggestions he put in one of these categories, and rejected. 

The violation of the 50 foot setback, which is required on this zoning, 

is already excessive, Mr. Lamond observed, all of this addition would be 

within the area of the 50 foot area which should be setback. That is 

certainly a little unusual, Mr. Lamond declared. 

It was recalled that it has been the policy of the Board not to grant 

additions to non-conlQrming buildings. 

Mrs. Carpenter suggested that the Board discuss this with the Common

wealth Attorney before making a decision. 

Mr. Cicco noted that a building could not be placed on this property 

today aod meet both 50 foot setbacks. But the building is here, they 

wish to improve it both inside and outsidej it cannot possibly harm 

anycne , Mr. Cicco stated. 

Mr. Hayter summed up his case, pointing out the great need for this, the 

advantages to the County and to the public. This is a practical 

situation, Mr. Hayter went on; they have a non_conforming bUilding, ex

isting before the Ordinanc~ they will improve conditions without further 

encroachment. ~t does not make sense not to allow that, Mr. Hayter 

contended. 

Mr. Barnes moved to defer the case until September 23 in order that the 

Board members might discuss this with the Commonwealth Attorney and get 

opinion from him. 

Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
NV, CASES - Ctd. 
HERBERT L. OPPENHEIM, to permit division of lot with less frontage than 

allowed by the Ordinance, north side of Route 611 adjacent to south 

boundary Sharon Subdivision, Lot lA, Marjorie Howard Sub., Mt. Vernon 

District. (Suburban Residence Class 3). 

Mr. Oppenheim appeared before the Board saying he was unable to get the 

signature of the woman who 01.mS property adjoining his lots. She liked 

I 
5 

I 
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the plan Mr. Oppenheim had shown her and she realized that the width of 

the lot would be the same as those adjoining on the op~osite side, but s~ 

stated that she did not want to sign ~ paper. Therefore, Mr. Oppenheim 

said he was unable to show proof further than that, that his neighbor had /7J 
been notified of this hearing and of wha t he proposed to do. 

The Board discussed the side yard setbacks shown for· the houses drawn on 

the plat. He wanted to put a little different type house on these lots, 

a better house than on the other two lots, Mr. Oppenheim stated. These 

houses would be wider. The present zoning would reouire a 20 foot setback 

while the adjoining lots require only a 15 foot setback. He would like 

the same setbacks on these lots adjoining. 

But in this application, you have not applied for the setback variance on 

the houses, Mr. Lamond pointed out, you have asked only for the division 

of the lots. 

Mr. Oppenheim said he could put the same house on these lots as on the 

other two lots, but; he wanted to do a little better and get away from the 

sameness in construction. 

Since the setback would be the same as the other recorded lots and the 

zoning on this property in question was changed by the Freehill amendment 

Mr. Smith thought the Board could grant both the lot division and the 

setback. It was noted that the lots have more square footage than re

ouired. 

Mr. Smith moved that this application be approved bP-cause the other lots 

were r~corded under the old zoning and this area was changed by the Free

hill Amendment. This would not be out of keeping with the neighborhood. 

Mr. Hayter volunteered the information that this case as well as the 

Howard Johnson case could be granted under 6-12-g of the Ordinance. 

Mr. Smith restated his motion to grant the division of the two lots as 

applied for. 

Mr. Oppenheim said he had sold these lots with the agreement that the 

houses to be erected would conform in setback to the adjoining lots. 

Mr. Smith added to his motion that the setback on the houses as shown on 

the plats be allowed. 

It was recalled that Mr. Oppenheim did not bring in a ctual proof of 

notification.to the two adjoining property ownerS. His discussion with 

Mrs. Mason, the adjoining property owner, was verbal and since the Board 

has required written proof of notification, Mr. Smith withdrew his motion 

and moved to defer the case until September 23 for ptoof of notification 

to be presented by the applicant. Seconded Mr. Barnes. Carried, unani

mously. 

II 
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The following letter was read from Mr. Weissberg: 

"August 18, 1958 

Mr. William P. Mooreland 
Assistant Zoning Administrator Re: Old and New Edsal Roads 
Eairfax County Court House 
Fairfax, Virginia 

Dear Mr. Mooreland: 

Enclosed is the layout of the Seven-Eleven store I would 
like to bu1ld on the above property. There 1~ a slight 
discrepancy,·since we would like to build within 45 feet 
of new Edsal Road. The variance that you sent with your 
letter of August 5 stated that we must stay 50 feet from 
new Edsal Road. 

I was unaware that the Board of Zoning Appeals placed 
this restriction in granting the variance. A previous 
plot plan showed the building 25 feet from old Edsal 

Road. This, of course, would be preferred, but since 
we must stay 35 feet from old Edsal Road, we must change 
the layout of the building somewhat. It still has the 
same depth as the original layout (40 feet) but the 
cutoff angle is changed somewhat. This was done be
cause the equipment is set up for a normal sales area 
as shown; the equipment fits into the sales area, and 
if that is cut off it would hinder the operation. 

The rest of the variance will be complied with, including 
the 10 feet which will be dedicated when the widening 
of old Edsal Road takes place. 

We will have an undue problem here because of the irregular 
shape of the lot. This section of the lot has 15,000 
sq. ft. and any normal commercial development allowing 
3 to I parking would allow for as much as a 3500 so. ft. 
building. The proposed Seven-Eleven building would be 
only 2300 sq. ft., consequently, we would be staying 
well within the usual commercial development. 

I am asking your indulgence to allow us to build according 
to the enclosed plan. This property was bought with the 
ass~ption that a Seven-Eleven store could be built 
on the premises. Because of my oversight, I did not 
realize that the 50 foot setback line on Edsal Road was 
incorporated in the variance. 

Thank you very much for your cooperation. 

Yours very truly, 

(s) Weissberg Bros. Realty 
M.F. ~eissberg n 

The Board agreed that the 50 foot setback was an inadvertent error 

and should have read 35 feet which is the setback required on the 

existing zoning. 

Mrs. Carpenter moved that the setback from New Edsal Road in this 

case be changed in the motion from 50 feet to 35 feet. 

Seconded, Mr. Barnes 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 

Mr. Mooreland asked the Board to answer the following question: 

Is it necessary for a nursery in a trailer park to go before the Board 

of Zoning Appeals for a permit? The unanimous answer was yes. 

II 
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NEW CASES - Ot.d, 

C. R. SPRINKLE, to permit garage to be converted into a second dwelling, 

Lots 7 and 8 and part 9, Melville Subdivision, N.!.of. corner of Lee 

Highway and Cedarest Road, Providence District. (Rural Residence Class 2) 

This was put at the bottom of the list as no one was present to support 

the case when it came up under the scheduled time. No one was present 

at this time. 

Mrs. Carpenter moved to defer the case to September 23 and tha~he 

applicant be told that 1-£ he is not present the case will be acted upon 

at that time. Seconded, Mr. Barnes. Carried, unanimously. 

II 

The following letter from the McLean Shopping (Mr. Ralph Kaul) was 

read: 

nSeptember 9, 1958 

Board of Zoning Appeals 
Fairfax County 
Fairfax, Virginia 

Dear Sirs: 

On September 10, 1957 you granted a use permit to the 
McLean Shopping Center, Inc., for the erection of a 
gasoline service station at the northeast corner of 
Ingleside Avenue and Route 123. 

The inclusion of a service station in a shopping center 
raises certain questions by the lessees and mortgagees 
which cannot be finally resolved until leases and loan 

commitments for the major tenants are closed. 

For this reason we have refrained from starting Con
struction of the service station until the shopping 
center is fully planned and leased. 

We are therefore respectfully requesting an extension of 
the Use Permit for one year to permit us to complete 
negotiations now under way on the entire shopping center. 

Sincerely, 
McLean Shopping Center, Inc. 

(S) Ralph Kaul, President" 

Mr. T. Barnes moved to extend the permit for one year. Seconded, Mrs. 

Carpenter. Carried, unanimously. 

/1 

Meeting adjourned. 
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September ZJ, 1958 laG 
The regular meeting of the Fairfax County 
Board of Zoning Appeals was held iuesday, 
September 23~ 1958 at 10 o'clock in the Board 

i Room of the ~-airfax Courthouse. All members 
were present at the call of the meeting 
except Mr. Lamond who was delayed until 12 

II o'clock. Mrs. H. K. Henderson, Chairman, 
, presiding. 

!The meeting was opened with a prayer by Mr. J. B. Smith. 
I 

Ii Since the applicant on the first scheduled case was not yet present, Mr. 

il Mooreland asked the Board to consider a matter which had come to his 

:1 attention. The following letter from Mr. Marcus L. Beckner was read. 
I! 
I! "September 19, 1958 

Fairfax County Board 
of Zoning Appeals, 
Fairfax, Virginia 

He: Application of Morris Kraft and 
Solomon Stichman for Use Permit 
granted JunelO, 195$. 

Gentlemen: 

The subject use permit was granted as follows: 

For use permit be granted subject to a letter from the 
applicant stating that the architectural design of the 
filling station to be erected on the property described 
in this application, will conform to the architecture 
in the neighborhood, and that the standard green and 
and white filling station will not be constructed. 
Property at S.E. side #123 adjoining Oakton Methodist 
Church." . 

The owners of the property had entered into a lease with 
the Sinclair Oil Company, prior to the granting of the 
subject use permit. The oil company's present position 
is that they feel it necessary to construct their 
standard type filling station, as distinguished from 
that permitted in the above use permit. It appears 
that this will work an undue hardship on the owners of 
the property. 

I therefore request you to permit a hearing on a date 
certain to be established by you, to request the amend
ment of the subject use permit, as it apnlies to the 
prohibition of the construction of the standard green 
and white filling station. 

I wish to express my apologies for not appearing before 
you in person, and hope that my failure to do so will in 
no way reflect on my interest in this matter or the 
interest of the ovmers. I had plann~d, sometime in 
advance, '~o attend the League of Virginia Municipalities 
conference in Roanoke, Virginia, and therefore, find it 
impossible to be present at your meeting. 

If the hearing requested is granted, I will of course, 
notify those persons in the vicinity of the property 
who opposed the initial granting of the permit. 

I Sincerely yours, 

Ii (3) Marcus L. Beckner, Jr." 

II Mr. Mooreland said he was unable to tell these people what kind of archi

!I tecture "conforms to architecture in the ne fghbor-hood", He asked the 

II Board to clarify this part of their motion. 

IMr. Lamond who had made the motion granting this permit stated that he 

I
I had in mind anything except the green and white porcelain station. He 

II 
::1 did not put the word "coLonLaL'' in his motion as he had felt that would 
I'
Ij tie the applicant down too closely. The Board agreed to discuss this 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

at the end of the meeting. II further 

VI 



 

 

September 23, 1958 

NE1.'f CASES 

1- The applicant on the first scheduled case was not present, therefore the 

Board considered the second case. 

II Ig 7 
CAPITAL FLEET CLUB, a Virginia Corporation, to permit erection of a club I 

I 
'house and the establishment of a non-profit recreation center, located Ii I 

2-

approximately 1500 feet south Route 644 and south side of Route 635 and eas1 

of R. F. and P. Railroad, Lee District. (Rural Residence Class 2) 

Mr. Downey represented the applicant. Mr. Shipley, President of the Club 

I was also present. 

This recreation club was organized almost ten years ago but they did not 

i purchase property until 1955 at which time they obtained a permit from 

! the County, but because of lack of funds they did not get underway within 

'lithe life of that permit. Now they have the money and are ready to go 

iahead with their clubhouse, ball fields and archery range. They plan a 

:1 swimming pool, soft ball and t.ennis courts at a later t;me. They are 
II 
~particularlY interested in getting the ball fields under way to take care 

i of their little league team. This area will also be used by the Boy 
I
i Scouts. 

I 

I 

I 

Mr. Downey displayed a model of the proposed club house building. 

There are two dwellings now on the property, both of which are rented. 

The stream which was shown on the plat is intermittent, Mr. Downey stated; 

sometimes it is completely dry. There is a natural swale through the 

pronerty which carries off the water, eliminating any possibility of 

flood plain or drainage problem. 

Mr. Mooreland stated that the shed from which drainage could pour on to thi 

land is very limited. It would come only from Shirley Park Subdivision 

which is a very small area. 

Mr. Shipley said they have provided parking for at least 400 cars but 

they would adjust the parking to the number of memberships they have. 

They do not wish to take out more trees than necessary for the parking 

area as there are many very old and lovely trees on this property. 

However, they will have all the parking they need. This is a 19+ acre 

tract. Capital Air Lines, under whom this club operates, has a large 

picnic once a year and they plan to have that td cntc on these grounds. 

It will be necessary to clear out underbrush to take care of cars at 

that time. 

Route 635, the entrance road from Franconia Road, is 30 feet wide. 

There were no objections from the area. 

Mrs. Carpenter moved to grant a permit to Capital Fleet Club for the 

erection of a Club House aad establishment of a non-profit recreational 

club. This is granted a~cording to the plat presented with the case, 

prepared by Springfield Surveys, dated July 29, 1958. Seconded, Mr. Barnes1 

Carried unanimously. 

II 
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September 23. 1958 

NEW CAS~S - Ctd. 

JAMES ~ATT, to permit erection of a 6! ft. fence, on 5 feet of Lot 13, 

and 35 feet of Lot 15, Wellington, (17 Southdown Rd.) Mt. Vernon 

District. (Rural Residence Class 1). 

Mr. Downey, employee of the fence company which proposes to put up the 

fence for Mr. Watt represented the applicant. 

Mr. Downey located the property showing on the plat just where the 

fence would go. It has been the custom over the years, Mr. Downey 

explained, for people in this area along the river to put up high 

fences, either of hedge or wood, to more or less enclose the property. 

Many others in the area have 6 or a foot fences, in fact the property 

to the right of Mr. Watt has a 7 foot hedge and immediately adjoining 

that lot the prooerty is enclosed with a 6 or 6! foot fence. Mr. 

Watt thought he could put up this fence without a permit since there 

were so many in the area. He does recognize the fact, however, 

that he can have a 5 foot fence without a permit from this Board. 

Mr. Downey called attention to the fact that the Watt house is 25 feet 

below the level of the road which means that one can look down into 

the nou se from the road. This will help to give them some degree of 

privacy. 

Mr. Mooreland said that he had seen the property. There had been 

something of a drainage problem but Mr. Watt had put in a flagstone 

patio from his house to the street and had paid to carry off the 

drainage which came from the road on to his property and the lot 

next door. The drain tile was laid through the property of the ad

joining neighbor, which apparently had taken care of surplus water. 

It was noted that the little house which sets practically on the 

property line will be removed. 

Three letters in opposition to this were read: From Carl S. Clancy, 

Mrs. Robert Smith and Frieda Reicher. The letter from Mrs. Reicher, 

which summed up the opposition is quoted as follows: 

"September 11, 1958 

Mrs. L. J. Henderson, Chairman 
Fairfax County Board of Zoning Appeals 
Fairfax, Virginia 

Dear Mrs. Henderson: 

I understand that the Board of Zoning Appeals will review a 
denial of a request for a permit to construct a "split 
cedar close woven fence 6! feet high" on the property of Mr. 
James lilatt at 17 Southdown Road, !V'ellington Villa. 

May we urge the Board of Zoning Appeals to deny Mr. Watt's 
request for special privileges under the County cod: which 
regulates the construction of fences for the follow~ng 
reasons: 

1. 17 Southdown Road is a 40-ft. lot in are-zoned! acre 
community. Our home at 19 Southdown Road is within 4 
feet of Mr. Watt's proposed fence. 

I 

I 

I 

I 
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September ~J, 195~ 

N~~ CASES - Ctd. 

2. The construction of a 6! foot closely woven split 
cedar fence will deprive our home of air, light and 
sun. A 6, foot fenc~ will reach the height of the 
upper part of our Living-room windows and the six 
bedroom windows facing south. 

3. Wellington Villa is a tiny egg-shaped ~ommunity east / ~1 
of the Mt. Vernon Boulevard and located on the Potomac 
River. The value of our property and the beauty of 
the location is very much due to the open spaces between 
the dwellings. Trees and evergreen hedges divide 
property lines. Here and there a 4-foot white picket 
fence adds to the lo~iness of the community. The 
granting of a special permission for the construction 
of a stockade fence 6~ feet high will box in a 40-foot 
lot along the River road, and will deprive the com
munity a~ large of the enjoyment of the River view. 
It will also create an undesirable precedent for future 
property owners in our community. 

On the scheduled date for the hearing, I shall be out of town. 
I, therefore, request thet the Board of Zoning Appeals 
accept this letter in lieu of my personal appearance to 
protest the granting of Mr. ~att's request to construct 
a 6~ foot stockade fence within 4 feet of the windows of 
our home. 

Cordially yours, 
( s ) Freida Reicher " 

The following letter from Daniel A. Ceria was also read: 

"September 19, 1955 

Board of Zoning Appeals of 
Fairfax County, Virginia 
Attention: Mrs. L. J. Henderson, Chairman 
Fairfax, Virginia 

Re: Hearing on request for 6~ feet high fence by James Watt 
17 Southdown Road, Alexandria, Virginia 

Dear Mrs. Henderson: 

John and Grace Coughlin of 12 ~outhdown Road, Alexandria, 
Virginia have requested me to represent them in the matter 
of Mr. Watt's request for permission from your Board for 
the erection of a split cedar close woven fence six and 
one-half (6~ feet high entirely on Mr. Watt's own property 

and immediately inside the property line dividing the 
Coughlin-Watt properties. 

Please be advised that Mr. and Mrs. Coughlin are in no way 
opposed to the height of the fence or its design. However, 
Mr. and Mrs. Coughlin would be opposed to any fence that 
was not within two (2) inches of the property line separating 
their property from Mr. ~atts and would be further opposed 
to having the setback line from Southdown Road be less than 
twenty-four (24) feet from the full twenty-five (25) feet 
width of Southdown Road. 

Very truly yours, 
(S) Daniel A. Ceria" 

Mr. Downey called attention to the fact that the Coughlins live next 

door to Mr. Watt and they are not objecting. 

With regard to the Reichter letter, Mr. Downey explained that in the 

beginning there had been trouble between Mr. '.'latts and Mrs. ReLchte r

because of the drainage. That was straightened out by Mr. Watts 

putting in the drainage tile referred to earlier in the hearing. 

Actually the Reichter property is completely darkened by a 7 or S foot 

hedge-fence which is located on the side of her lot onposite Mr. 'vatc s , 

This cuts off her air and light, which she hopes to make up for in 

preventing Mr. Watt's fence. 

Mr. ''latt wants to avoid trouble with any of his neighbors, Mr. Downey went 

on. He is a lecturer by profession, therefore he needs a certain amount 
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September 2), 1959 

NSW CASES - Ctd. 

of seclusion. He is a ~entle person, not eiven to disturbing anyone. 

He needs the fence; it is not out of keeping with the area and it will 

not detract from the neighborhood as it is not unlike other fences 

in the area. 

Mrs. Henderson could not see why a 5 foot fence would not Serve ade-

Quately. 

Mr. Mooreland sugr,ested that the Board view the property before making 

a decision; it is difficult to explain this property. 

Mr. T. Barnes moved to defer the case until October 14 in order to view 

the property. Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. Carried, unanimously. 

II 
DE:FERREO CASSS 

HERBERT L. QPl'E!',;HEIM, to permit division of lot with less t'r-ont.age 

than allowed by the Ordinance, north side of Route 611 adjacent to 

south boundary Sharon Subdivisi~n, Lot lA) Marjorie Howard Su.) Mt. 

Vernon District. (Suburban Residence Class )) 

Mr. Oppenheim presented his proof of notification for which this CaSe 

was deferred. 

Mr. Oppenheim reviewed his case calling attention to the fact that he 

has more square footage in his lots than required in the present zoning 

classification. He is asking only the few feet less frontage and he 

would like the same setbacks on the buildings as that already existing 

on the two lots immediately e2st on Telegraph Roadj that is 15 feet 

for the building with a 10 foot setback on the carport. If this is 

granted it will tie in with the neighborhood and there will be the 

sams distances between houses. 

Mr. Oppenheim recalled that his first two lots immediately adjoining 

were divided in 195). They came under the old 12)500 sq. ft. zoning. 

On this second lot, the larger one, Mr. Oppenheim said he planned to 

build a larger house) a more expensive one, in the neighborhood of 

~24,OOO. It would be a rambler aod would have to have the 15 foot 

setback. This is the highest and best use of the land, Mr. Oppenheim 

went onj the distance between houses is the same. There is no crowding 

and with his present plans he could acd variety to the neighborhood 

with this larger house which will be of a different architecture. 

Mrs. Henderson counted five or six variances on one piece of property 

which she thought too much. She called attention to the fact that the 

application as filed does not ask for a reduction of setbacks for the 

house, it is an application for lot division only. 

Mr. Oppenhe i m said he had been told that it was not necessary to apply 

for the house setback in this case. At the time he filed for this case 

he had thought the zoning would allow a 15 foot setback. Therefore he 

did not include that request in his application. However, he did 

11'0 
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DEFERRED CASES - Ctd. 

include this setback in his notices to property owners. 

Mrs. Henderson suggested that the lots were too small for two houses, that 

Mr. Oppenheim could put the one larger house he plans on one lot. It 

would appear that a larger house could take more yard space. 

The people with whom he has a contract on this want this particular house 

on this lotj they would not care to have the two lots, Mr. Opnenheim 

answered. This ..lill be the last of his property; no further variances 

will be reauired. Mr. Oppenheim noted that lots adjoining him to the 

west are wider. 

Mrs. Henderson said she could see no hardship, therefore n0 reason to 

justify granting this. 

The ground does slope from the back down to the roact, Mr. Oppenheim 

pointed out; it is a beautiful piece of property and as he plans it, it 

would make a harmonious development. If the land were not divided the 

cost would be prohibitive. The neighborhood prefers this larger house; 

the people are pleased with the manner in which he has developed and 

planned these lots. 

But, Mr. Barnes insisted, you can put two houses on these two lots; if the 

Board grants the division of lots you can put in two houses and if you 

wish to build the larger house, it could he placed lengthwise of the lot. 

It would appear that granting five variances on these lots, simply be

cause the applicant wants to ~ut up a certain kind of house is hardly 

justifiable. 

The discussion continued, the Board making suggestions which Mr. 

opnenheim rejected as impractical. 

It would be a problem for him, if the Board granted only the division of 

the lots, Mr. Ornenheim stated, but he would certainly want the division 

under any circumstances and he would revamp his plans if necessary. 

Mr. J. B. Smith moved that the division of the property be granted AS 

applied for but note4that no setbacks for the pronosed houses to be 

located on these lots was requested in the application. It i.s therefore 

understood that this granting does not include any side line variances. 

This is granted as per plat presented with the case prepared by Cecil a. 
Cross, dated August I), 195$. Seconded, Mr. Barnes. 

For the motion: Mr. Barnes. Mr. Smith and Mrs. Carpenter. 

Mrs. Henderson voted no. 

NOTE: At the close of the scheduled cases, Mr. Opuenheim again came 

before the Board asking a change in the motion to allow him an equal 

division of the lots. See motion in f~]l at the end of this meeting. 

II 

.L::J J.. 

11 / 
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DEFERRED CASES - Ctd. 

2- WILFRED J. GARVIN, to permit erection of an addition to dwelling within 

15 feet of the side property line, Lot 22, Section 1, Sleepy Hollow 

Knoll, (1213 Radnor Place), Falls Church District. (Rural Residence Class 

Mr. Garvin read a prepared statement, the substance of which is recorded 

here: (Full statement is on file in the records of this case) 

A brief summary of the case recalled that Mr. Garvin had requested an addi"""j' 

tion up to 16 ft. on the side of his house which now has a 31 foot set

back, the reouired setback being 20 feet. Mr. Garvin is asking for a 5 

foot variance. 

In accordance with the request of the Board, Mr. Garvin re-examined his 

space renuirements with a view toward reducing the setback variance 

and now returns to the Board with the statement that his architect's 

advice still stands; that he undertake no addition if restricted to an 

eleven foot room width on the side. This declsion was the result of a 

restudy of traffic flow, design, builder's advice as to souare footage 

cost, space needs and cost as against purchase of a new home. 

Mr. Garvin handed the Board a rough drawing of his plan, indicating the 

location of the additional rooms with relation to each other and to the 

existing house plan. They need a dining room (they have none at present) 

to accommodate up to 12 persons (6 in his family.) 

Extending the addition to the rear instead of the side: Contour of 

the land would make that impractical and the addition would not serve 

the purpose for which it is intended as the rooms would be inaccessible 

and unnaturally located. 

Mr. Garvin said he would proceed with bids on this if the Board grants 

only a 14 foot addition, but it will reduce the efficiency of his plan 

and would not allow for a double garage under the addition as he had 

planned. 

As to the 15 foot setback as against the required 20 foot setback, Mr. 

Garvin noted that porches, garages and carports are allowed the extra 

5 foot leeway. Then why not living quarters? 

He also called attention to a lot not more than 1)0 feet from his property 

which has living space 15' )" from the lot boundary. This is not an I 
isolated case, he insisted. Several homes built around Devom.Dr-dve 

are within 15' of the lot lines. This same setback existss in 

many other places in the County. Therefore it is difficult for him to 

understand such a strict prohibition against his requested encroachment. 

Mr. Garvin said he had gone beyond requirements in notifying people in 

that he has statements from all his neighbors saying they have no ob

jection to this addition. However, if anyone does object, claiming that 

this would lessen his property value, he would withdraw the request, 

Mr. Garvin concluded. 

Mrs. Henderson asked what, the Freehill Amendment had done to this area. 

I 

I 

I 
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DEFERRED CASES - Ctd. 

Mr. Mooreland said he knew of no change here but he believed this property I' 

adjoins Valley Brook which has a 15' setback. He recalled no variance 

having been granted 1n this immediate area. 11) 
Mr. Smith said he agreed with the architect, that no other place on the 

lot is feasible for this addition. The lot has a double slope. 

Mr. T. Barnes moved to grant the application in accordance with the copy 

of a plat presented with the case prepared from work of J. D. Payne, 

dated February 21, 1951. This is granted due to topographic conditions 

on this lot and because of the topography it appears that this is the 

only logical place for this addition. This is granted also because it 

does not appear that it would adversely affect the health or welfare of 

anyone in the neighborhood. 

There was no seconde.t.o the motion. 

Mrs. Carpenter moved to defer the case to view the property. Seconded, 

Mr. Smith. Deferred to October 14. (Mr. Garvin was told that it would 

not be necessary for him to appear at the next hearing.) 

Motion carried unanimously. 

II 
MAY HOUSING, INC., to perm~t erection of dwellings closer:;: to Str~t 

-tt-. ...."" ~llo""~~ b"\ ~c. OrtJ p,.O?<JS~J.. /1)15 :<, 1~"'", vs ,;I/.,)~ii.'1.. ";Ju,Id.'1/ 
property Lfne...: Lot :r~ FeR tiCk) Faz 1:', (~J7 T Qwenee 8. tv'e-l,.rct:!jIS . 
Mt_ Ve..Tf\o .... \) l':ii . S...... :> .Q.Ie, ~'5,;j,. 
Eamich 9i:stliet. (SpbllrbiilP Resid-Ree Glass 1) 

Mr. Harrall and Mr. May appeared before the Board. ~~. Tom Chamberlin, 

Engineer was present also. 

Several members of the Board had seen the property. They discussed the 

very steep grades and precipices along the Boulevard. Mrs. Carpenter 

stated that in her opinion this is definitely a hardship case, but 

questioned if the Board had jurisdiction to grant this great number of 

variances. 

Mr. Harrall answered that it did not appear to be the intention of the 

Ordinance to place a restriction on the number of variances beyond which 

the Board could not grant, but rather that the reasonableness of the 

hardship is the important consideration. 

Mrs. Henderson suggested that the applicant bring the houses to within 

30 feet of the right of way rather than 25 feet. 

Mr. May answered that they could do that, but what they had planned was 

to start with the 25 foot setback and graduate the setbacks up to the 

40 feet. 

The most difficult grade is on Lots 31, 39 and on Lot 29. These lots 

would need the 5 foot variance, however, on lots 38 and 34 they would 

not need the 25 foot setback. They could stagger these housesj they 

had planned to do that even if granted the 25 foot setback on all these 

lots because 1t would make a mor,Lnteresting development. On Lot 27 

they can observe the 40 foot setback, however, they would not jump from 
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a 25 foot setback to a 40 foot setback. Those houses in between would J-Ctd.11 

be staggered. They will agree, Mr. May assured the Board to graduate the I, 

setbacks on any line agreed upon. 

Mr. J. B. Smith thought the house locations should be shown on the i 
plats rather than to give a blanket vnrf.ance , 

It can happen, Mr. Harrall explained that the location of a house would 

change. This is a custom built subdivision and people often like to 

make changes in the houses which will necessarily change the location of 

the building on the lot. If they have variances on some of these lots and 

not on others, it could present a problem for them, when they are at the 

point of initial construction. 

Mr. Mooreland noted that even if the street were moved up the hill 

farther these people would still have the same problem. The houses on 

the other side or the road would be below the road level if they main

tained the required setback. This is not a matter of making more lots, 

it is purely topography. Mr. Mooreland emphasized to the Board that they I 
do have the jurisdiction to grant a case of this kind, that the Ordinance 

specifically takes care of topographic hardship cases into which 

category this case falls. 

Mr. T. Barnes stated that never durin~ his m~mbership on this board 

have so many lots been granted a variance, but after vt ewfng the property 

and going over the ground he was of the opinion that the variance on the 

lots applied for (26 through 45)should be granted, due to topography. 

Mr. Lamond who was not present at the beginning of the meeting came into 

the room at this time and made the statement that he had discussed this 

case with the Commonwealth Attorney who gave him the opinion that the 

Board does have the right to grant these variances; he therefore supported 

Mr. Barnes in his statements and seconded the motion. 

Carried unanimously. 

4- R. L. JOYCE, to permit enclosed porch to remain within 26 feet of the 

Street property line, Lot 132, Eenwf ck Park (237 Lawrence Drivel, Falls 

Church District. (Suburban Residence Class 1) 
Mrs. Joyce appeared before the Board. 
They got a building permit for erection of a screened porch, Mrs. Joyce 

told the Board and when it was completed they decided to add jalousies. 

They did not realize that putting up the jalousies would constitute 

enclosing the porch into a room and thereby creating a violation of the 

Ordinance. This is a corner lot, Mrs. Joyce pointed out and only one 

corner of the structure violates the setback. 

Mrs. Joyce presented pictures which helped to further explain her case. 

They actually have put the jalousies on only two sides of this porch; 

one end of the porch is entirely open. There is no heat therefore they 

cannot use this porch in winter. 

I 
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I 
The Board members were in agreement that with one end of this porch not 

I 

enclosed with jalousies this does not create an enclosure and therefore 

does not violate the Ordinance. 

But, Mr. Mooreland stated, the Board has said that jalousies on a porch 1/ h' 
constitute an enclosure. 

If all the four walls are enclosed, yes, Mrs. Henderson answered, but il 
with one wall open that is nothing more than a porch and shoule be 

subject to setback restrictions for a porch rather than a room. 

There were no objections from the area. 

Mr. Mooreland still contended that this is an enclosed porch and sug

gested that the Board act on it as such. 

Mrs. Joyce stated also that the end of the porch was screened and that 

there was no 
.~ 
p.tition between the end of the porch enclosed with jalousies 

and the screened end. It is all one porch. 

If this were a plain open porch it could remain without question, Mr. 

Lamond stated. While this is half open and half closed, two corners are 

enclosed and one end open. Most certainly this is not an 'enclosed porch. 

To be considered a room or closed porch, all four walls would necessarily 

be enclosed. This is not a room that could be heated; it is purely for II 

summer use. 
II 

The Board agreed with Mr. Lamond's statement and suggested that the case 

be dismissed as no violation has taken place and no variance is necessary. I! 
It was made plain to Mrs. Joyce, however, that if at any time she 

il proposed to put jalousies on the open side of the porch she would need 

a variance from the Board. ii 
Each Board member made a statement that in his or her opinion this was 

I 
not an enclosed porch and that no variance was needed. 

Mr. Mooreland cautioned Mrs. Joyce not to come back to the Board expecting II 

to get a variance on this as a room, as under the new Pomeroy Ordinance 
II 

the Board will not have the jurisdiction to grant variances on setbacks 

of this kind. Mrs. Joyce stated that she has no intention of further 

il enclosing this area. It will remain as it is, a porch. 

Mr. Lamond also recalled that the Board has required applicants to tear 
II 

down part of a building that was in violation. 

,~. Lamond stated that in the opinion of the Board this is not a violation II 

as it exists today, therefore there is no need for a var-i.ance , He moved il 

that the case be dismissed. Seconded, Mr. J. B. Smith. Carried unanimous~r· 

II 
C. R. SPRINKEE, to permit garage to be converted to second dwelling, 

Lots 7 and 8 and part Lot 9, Melville Subdivision, N.~. Corner of Lee 

Highway and Cedarest Road, Providence District. (Rural Residence Class 2) 

No one was present to support the case. The applicant had been notified 

of this deferred hearing but was not advised that if he was not present 
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the case would be acted upon. Therefore, Mr. J. B. Smith moved to defer 

the case to October 14 and requested that the Zontng Office notify Mr. 

Sprinkle that if he is not present at that time his case will be acted upon 

Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. 

Carried unanimously. 

II 
PEACE VALLEY RSCREATION ASSOCIATION, INC., to permit erection and operation 

of a swimming pool, recreation area and accessory structures thereto, 

on east side of Peace Valley Lane, S50 feet south Route 7, Mason District. I (Suburban Residence Class 2) 

Deferred for revision of plats and information regarding access roads. 

"!I Mr. Cavagrotti presented a new layout for the swimming pool area. He 

II introduced Mr. Bradley, President of the Peace Valley Recreation Associatio 

: Mr. Cavagrotti recalled the three principle objections to this recreation 

area placed before the Board at the last meeting; concern over location 

; of the pool, so close to Peace Valley Lane and he suggested that the pool 
,I 
I be located 200 feet back from Peace Valley Lane; amount of traffic this 

I use would generate. The Association had stated that three access roads 'to U td 

Ii be available to the area; however, it was uncertain when these roads wouJd 

il be constructed. The Board asked for a firm statement as to the time of 

availability of these roads. They cannot remedy the location o£ the area 

i on Peace Valley Lane but it is.a fact. Mr. Cavagrotti stated that no I I 
one lives immediately across the lane from this development and no 

homes are closer than 300 feet. 

;With regard to moving the pool back, Mr. Cavagrotti stated that they had 

called a meeting of the oprosition, purposely including the peoDle who 

objected at the last hearing. These people were asked where they 

thought the pool should be located. The meeting was not as productive 
ilas they had hoped, he went on. The opposition insisted that the pool 
, 

I be located 200 feet from Peace Valley Lane even though the Association 

'I had shown that such a location would be impossible. If they move the 

pool back that far it would be immediately in front of Mr. ;;:~1 from 

Ii
I whom they are purchasing this land. He would object to the pool be Lng 

'I that near to his home. Therefore, t.hey proposed to move the pool back I 
!75 feet from where it was originally indicated. The engineer needs 

I approximately 150 feet clearance to take care of aprons and buffers. 

iThe property has a depth of apprOXimately )00 feet between boundaries. 

hhiS would give the pool as near a central location as possible. l'he I i
I 
Association has made a firm statement that they will leave all the trees 

I 

Iwithin the 75 ft. buffer which they would create. That would be made a 

part of the covenants. The Association believes that the pool should be 

as oeRr the school as possible, however, no agreement was reached as to 

how many feet it should be from the school. They are confident that a 

75 foot buffer of trees will serve as an effective sound barrier. 
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6- Ctd. ith regard to access roads) Mr. Bradley read the following letter 

from Mr. John Yaremchuk of the Planning office: 

nSeptember 2~,1958 

I 
Mr. George E. Bradley 
428 Shadeland Drive 
Falls Church, Virginia 

Dear Mr. Bradley: 

I 
Attached herewith is copy of a map, as requested, showing 
the existing and proposed street layout in Ravenwood area. 
Please be advised of the following schedule of the street 
construction program for the area in question: 

(a) The streets outlined in blue - the construction has 
been completed and the same are in the State 
maintenance system, 

(b) The streets colored in red - the construction to be 
completed by September 1959, 

(cl The streets colored in green - are in preliminary 
Btage only, therefore the exact construction 
completion date is unknown as of this date, 

(d) The streets outlined in yellow - have been submitted 
for preliminary approval, however, same has not 
been given as of this date and the exact con
struction completion date is unknown at this time. 

It is noted that the Planning Office from the outset has 
planned that ultimately Peace Valley Lane would serve as 
one of the principal access streets to Munson Hill High 
School, since the same provides the most direct means of 
access from a major highway, and the same is designed 
accordingly. 

Very truly yours, 

I (S) John Yaremchuk, County Planning Engineer" 
I 
IMr. Bradley traced the roads on the map which would ultimately serve as 
I 
laccess to the pool. He also read the following letter from Mr. George 

Pope of the School board office; 

"September 22, 1955 

Mr. George ~. Bradley 
42S Shadeland Drive 
Falls Church, Virginia 

Dear Mr. Bradley: 

Relative to your letter of September 19, 1955, I wish to 
advise that the new high school under construction in 
the Lake Barcroft-Munson Hill area is scheduled for 
completion September 1, 1959. This schedule also applies 
to whatever roads are included in the school contract. 
Specifically the only road to be provided by the School 
Board is a connection between Peace Valley Lane and 
Wilkins Drive, a connection which may logically be an 
extension of an existing Vista Drive. 

I The School Board does not anticipate doing any work for 
the improvement of Peace Valley Lane, planning instead 
to use Vista and Diamond Drives as present access routes. 

(5) George H. Pope, Assistant Sup't." 

I 
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6- Ctdo) Mr. Andrew Clarke was present representing the opposition. Mr. Clarke 

il asked Mr. Cavagrotti to display a copy of the purchase contract on this 

II property. Mr. Cavagrotti said he had received the contract the evening I } 1 s 
before this meeting and if the Board wished to see the contract he would 

show it, however, he did not think it pertinent to this case. The Board 
II I 

did not ask for the contract, but Mr. Clarke proceeded to inform the I 
i 

Board as to certain terms of the Contract. If the conveyance to the I 
Association is five acres or more, Mr. Clarke explained, the purchasers 

are not subject to subdivision control. However, at the joing meeting 
flliU~""-r II I Mr. tk£leuty stated that these people are not getting five acres because 

he wants a 50 foot road running along this property to the high school. 

i If Mr. ~ is reserving that 50 feet this property is sold within I 
il the Subdivision Control Ordinance and would be controlled by that office. 

II The meeting between the Association and the opposition was called for t~ 

Ii purpose of effecting a compromise, Mr. Clarke stated, but it was no 

'II compromise, it was a flat statement of what the Association would agree 

I to and what they would not agree to. 

I There are many things which should be considered and since there are 

many present who were not in the last hearing, Mr. Clarke suggested 

I that they be heard. 

Mr. Clarke requested that the pool be taken back from the Lane at least 
rK-.d<-..y 

200 feet but Mr. H OhWh whose home is on the hill will object, I 
f~~~ 

claiming that it would be detrimental to his property. In 1-Ir. PhClup t s 

contract he says the pool must be back as far as they can locate, away 
11<J-<&.;;;A 

from his home. If it would be detrimental to Mr. UGly, it must be 

detrimental to others as weLL, I 
Their main objection at the last hearing was the fact that the Association 

I 

indicated such a large membership (1825 people, 500 families) and that they 

came from allover the area. These objections still stand. 

Mr. ClarkeacaIled' ent.ent.fon to:;another pool group which is being fanned 

and will locate on Sleepy Hollow Road. They are locating that pool 

400 feet back from the road which sounds reasonable. 

Mr. Clarke also stated that he had asked the Association if they would. 

agree to covenant their property to say that the N.~"'. corner would re I 
main wooded. They would not place any such restriction on that property 

as they hope to use that area for tennis courts. They would, however, 

agree to remove the poison ivy. 

i Asked if they would participate in the improvement of Peace Valley Lane 

Mr. Bradley said no. I 
With regard to surfacing of the parking area, the Association stated th~ 

what kind of surface they would put on the parking lot would depend upon 

their money, it would either be black top or crushed gravel. Crushed 

i gravel is not satisfactory, Mr. Clarke contendedj it becomes grown up 

, an sort t.Lme , '[II in weeds W1th' a h ' 
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Mr. Clarke was not satisfied with anything less than a 200 ft. setback 

for the pool. Admiral Bartl~tt should be protected with respect to cove

nants running with this land on the N.l,\". corner of this property. The 

Bartletts are also concerned over traffic on Peace Valley Lane. The 

people in White's Addition and Ravenwood Park and Ravenwood will tell of 

their objections and then claim that this will be noisy and objectionable, 

Mr. Clarke stated. 

Mr. Stephen Marut, 414 Faragut Court told the Board that at the last 

hearing he appeared as an individual; he had been in the County only 

three days and he was not too well informed on the case. Now that he 

has been a resident for nearly three weeks he has had time to become well 

acquainted with the facts of the case and he is present with more complete 

dat84 Mr. Marut was also representing people in Ravenwood Park and ~hitef 

Addition whose Citizens' Association oppose this use. 

Mr. Marut said he was told originally that this was a community project 

which would be controlled by members of the community. Under those 

circumstane~s th.y were willing to have the paol 200 feet from Peace 

Valley Lane. In light of the true facts, he is now unalterably opposed 

to the use. 

Mr. Marut claimed that the Ravenwood Park Citizens Association did not 

officially sponsor this proposed pool as evidenced by two e xcer-pts wn1l,;U 

h. read from the minutes of the Asaoci;¢,ldm:;meetings. He claimed the 

Association agreed to no specific sponsorship of this project. (Excerpts 

from minutes on file in the records of this case) Less than 15 persons 

were present at the meetings to which he referred. 

The idea of having a pool did not originate in Ravenwood Park, Mr. Marut 

stated. He called attention to the fact that out of 174 names on the 

petition, 94 are from Sleepy Hollow Manor and other places. In fact, 

73% are from areas other than Ravenwood Park. Many had made the statement 

"Yes, I am interested in a pool." but that is not saying that they would 

help with money or work or both, to have a pool. 

Mr. Marut called attention to the nearneSS of the school to this area and 

said that facilities there are available to their neighborhood also the 
FE.~~Il..~ tftreq"H~;' 
F . I R ! Club has recreational facilities and now another group on 1 

Sleepy Hollow Road will go in. Mr. Marut said he could not see where the 

area was under-served in recreational facilities. 

¥~. C. E. Ijams from 302 Cheryl Drive told the Board that membership is 

still availRble in the Sleepy Hollow pool on the Van Evra tract, which 

will open in May 1969. 

Mrs. Henderson advised Mr. Ijams that that swimming clUb is not yet in 

operation, as it will necessarily require a hearing before this Board. 
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6- Ct.d , Mr. Ijams continued with his description of the propos~d club which he sa 

is more convenient to these people than Peace Valley and the feels will b 

attractively low, $25.00 per couple p~r year with 15.00 additional for ';-00 
each child with a maximum of $40.00 per family. 

Mr. Ijams objected to the Peace Valley project for reasons stated. I 
Mr. Marut told the Board that they had canvassed Ravenwood Park and 

White's Addition asking people what they thought of this pool in the 

proposed location. Sixty-one property owners objected to it; 61 out of 

146 residents in the subdivision. I 
Mr. Charles Hubbel displayed a chart indicating the result of their surve , 

showing location of the 61 homes, homes under construction and those who I 
did not sign the petition. About 2/3 of the people to whom they spoke 

objected, Mr. Hubble stated. Twenty-four did not sign the petition sayin 

they were neutral, which means they would probably not be prospective poo 

members. This is not a popular venture, Mr. Marut continued and a compro 

mise is not acceptable. He asked the Board to deny the case. 

About 32 people were present in opposition. 

Mr. Fred Cardwell asked how facilities would be provided; sewer, lights, 

gas and water. He assured the Board that tbe additional traffic would 

tear up the roads whf ch-rar-e already in bad condition. Installation of 

public utilities would again disrupt the streets. Mr. Cardwell insisted 

that there are too many areas for recreational facilities in the County. I 
The County is becoming overloaded with them and soon would be burdened 

with the expense of taking care of such areaS which cannot pay their way. 

Mr. Cardwell said he lives in an apartment at Seven Corners at the presen 

time, but hopes to purchase a home in Fairfax County in the near future. 

Mr. William Conoley who lives on Cheryl Drive objected to the disrupting 

of his quiet rural life. His reasons for objecting were covered by other 

Mr. Metenyi, from Faragut Court asked denial of the case. 

Mr. Randolph Lee of Faragut Court noted that all the trees on the hlgh sl 001 

property have been removed therefore this 75 foot strip of trees prOV~ded~ 

for a buffer on this property will give little protection in the dir~ctio I 

toward Faragut Court. 

Mrs. Lieberman of 307 Cheryl Drive objected for reasons stated. Mr. I 
David Waters of Cheryl Drive also cbjected. 

Mr. w. ~. Morris of Morris-McPherson Company, developer and owner of 

~hite's Addition objected showing again the location of home owners in 

White's Addition who oppose this use. I Mr. Morris located the fifty homes in '''hite's Addition which range in 

price from $29,000 to ·'32, )00. He is pLann.i ng to build four homes across 

from the pool on Peace Valley Lane. ~ithout doubt these houses will 

suffer in the appraisal, Mr. Morris stated. If the pool is put in they 

will necessarily have to reduce the type of home they put in there, in 

order to get FHA loans. 
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They do not know when they will put in the road referred to by Mr. Yarem-

chuk; the only access now is via Peace Valley Lane which is a private 

road. 

This pool will undoubtedly adversely affect homes tn the immediate area 

either immediately or ultimately, Mr. ~brris continued. This is not in 

keeping with the Zoning Ordinance. He asked the Board to deny the case 

in the interests of the 121 signers of the petition and others who are 

opposed. 

Mr. Oz, pastor of Church of Christ (Peace Valley Lane and Route 7) 

submitted a petition with 121 names objecting to this use. This added 

11 names to the petition handed to the Board at the last hearing, Mr. 

Oz said. 

The Pastor restated his case, as presented at the previous hearing, 

objecting to traffic, noise, depreciation of property and disruption of 

Sunday services. The planned rectory will come within 350 feet of the 

pool. 

Mr. Clarke summed up his opposition stating that every person residing 

close to this proposed pool objects to it; Mr. Morris has shown that it 

will depreciate property values; Mr. Clarke said he had noticed that 

development has moved away from the Vienna pool; FHA has stated that such 

pails have a depreciating effect on loans in the amount of from ~500 to 

~IOOO. These things are important, Mr. Clarke continued; they have a 

direct economic effect upon the people in the area. 

Peace Valley Lane is now a private road not accepted nor maintained by 

the State as it does not have the required right of way. Two on the road 

have given 17 feet dedication but the Oounty cannot require a dedication 

from this Association because it does not come under Subdivision Control. 

There is no indication as to when this road will be widened and when it 

will be accepted and thereby maintained by the State. 

These people feel very sincerely that their property is depreciated; every 

person living near the pool area believes that, Mr. Clarke went on. 

Then, for all practical purposes, whether you agree with them or not, 

their property is depreciated. This is a thing not wanted, encroaching 

on a residential area. The people believe in recreational areas, but 

not located where they will adversely affect property owners. 

Mr. Cavagrotti spoke in rebuttal. Thirteen were present favoring this 

use. These objections do not lessen the fact that a swimming pool is 

badly needed in this area, Mr. Cavagrotti emphasized. The County does 

not provide recreational facilities, therefore it is the obligation of 

the people to do so. 

Mr. Cavagrotti picked out various statements in the opnosition to rebute. 

Regarding the 50 foot buffer which Mr. Clarke said was to be used for a 
(YI"<'~<4V 

road: In their contract with Mr. ~hQJ uZ1", they agreed that Mr. McCleary 

may purchase back the 50 foot strip if and when he needed it for access. 
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6-Ctd. He may never want the access. 

They cannot move the pool hack 200 feet, it would be too near to Mr. 
;K~-,..~j..z""7 

M 91 a y. They have offered a good compromise, th~ very best they could 

make, and it was rejected. 

The 1825 people referred to in Mr. Clarke's statements are entirely too ma 

They do not expect to have facilities for that many. 

Regarding the buffer of trees against the Bartlett property, they are will· 

to do that, Mr. Cavagrotti told the Board. They have made that statement, 

but have never heard whether this is satisfactory to Admiral Bartlett. 

When they were approached regarding reservation of this buffer strip, 

Mr. Cavagrotti said he was told that if the buffer was left, Admiral 

Bartlett would go along with the project. 

Mr. Cavagrotti said he is a resident of Ravenwood ~ark and is representing 

that area as much as Mr. Marut. Both are residents of the Park and 

officers in the Association. 

As to Mr. Marut's statements that Ravenwood Park did not endorse the 

pool, Mr. Gavagrotti said Mr. Marut had reported only part of the facts. 

He did not tell of the meeting where Sleepy Hollow Manor had asked 

Ravenwood Park to go along with them in the construction of a pool. 

The Association voted at that time to go into this with Sleepy Hollow 

Manor. They had no specific location in mind; merely that it be in 

the area. Mr. Cavagrotti was elected to represent the Association, in 

establishing the pool club. He still represents them. (Mr. Cavagrotti 

said the President of the Ravenwood Park Citizens Association had asked 

him to make this statement.) 

They have a list of 75 home owners who are in favor of this pool. 

Thes~eople were not asked to be members but said they have no objection. 

This means 75 for the pool and 61 against. They circulated their counter 

petition merely because they understood that the opposition were 

circulatin@ a petition. They could have had many more names, it was 

probably a matter of who appeared first with a petition. l'V'hichever 

side got the head start was the one better off. 

Actually, a very few of these people are affected outside of those on 

Faragut Court. 

Mr. Cavagrotti mentioned the unsatisfactory features of the Sleepy 

Hollow pool proposed. They are enlarging to 800 members; it is three 

miles from this area; children would have to be carried by car, and 

under any circumstances the pool has not been granted by this Board which 

might be difficult.The opposition can no longer talk of peace and quiet 

in this neighborhood, Mr. Gavagrotti continued, they are too near the 

high school, Seven Corners, and the constant flow of heavy traffic on 

Route 7. The pool would add a negligible amount of noise and traffic to 

the existing situation. 

I 
g 

I 

I 
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I 
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The homes Mr. Nor-rd s vd Ll. const ruc t across the street from the pool area 

will necessarily be adjusted to the location. The people who will live 

in these homes are an intangible element at this time, since they are 

not yet in the picture.But when they do come here they will know the 

location of both the pool and the high school. This will be something 

of a problem for Mr. Morris, but this is a good community in which 

homes sell very well and his opinion, Mr. Cavagrotti continued, they will 

sell regardless of the paoloI' the school. 

The Church showed a listing of 1]2 names against the pool. t he pool 

property is not even visible from the Church. It would not interfere 

with the church in any way. The 132 people do not live in this area and 

should not be considered. The traffic on Peace Valley Lane added to 

that already existent on haute 7 would be negligible. 

Mr. Bradley located the pool as being within one mile of his home, 

showing that he was just as much affected as many of the objectors. Mr. 

Bradley said he was elected along with Mr. Cavagrotti about a year ago 

to look into the ooasdbd Id t t.ea of getting a pool for the area. He 

contacted the Citizens Associations in the area, as it is necessary to 

have more than one group back of a project of this type. 

Mr. Bradley went back over the plans and their agreements, buffers, and 

stated that they would make their contribution to Peace Valley Lane if 

the other property owners will contribute also. 

They will put the pool back as far as they possibly can but they want 

to preserve the very large trees to cushion the noise and retain the 

beauty of the site. 

Mr~ Lamond asked if this is a contract purc~e. It is, Mr. Bradley 

answered. If this is not granted they will not even lose their down 

payment. 

As to Mr. Marutts desire to protect surrounding property, the Association 

wishes to do that, but they also have Mr. ~ to protect. The 

solution is a compromise, which they have offered. 

Mr. Marut came before the Board again and summed up his statements 

charging that after nine months of work the pool people have only 174 

names of members, while they obtained 61 names in opposition within one 

week. 

There is a difference between not being opposed to a swimming pool and 

wanting it in your immediate area, Mr. Marut continued. They have 

signatures of people who live in the neighborhood and are opposed to a 

pool in their area. No one close to the pool wants it there; they be

lieve that it is not in harmony with the intent of the Ordinance and 

that it does affect adversely the use of neighboring property. This has 

been proved, Mr. Marut continued and it is the basis given in the Ordi-

nance for denial of such a request. 
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The hi gh school is ne c e s s ar-y ; it is r-eguLat cd and it is closed in 

summertime: 'rru s pool wi Ll. cr-eat.e a hazard to c h i Ldr-en p l ay i ng 

in front of their home s • ;\11 the streets in tile area wou Id be 

or t'ec t ed . This is a aont ng mat.t er- , -Ir . nar-ut. continued, and i.s not in 

harmony vt t.h t-he ne fghbor-hood , iie asked the ooar-d to deny the e pp.Lt-. 

cation. 

:--:r",. uur-pent.er- moved that this apo l i.c .t.i on be denied bec.uise the mean s 

of ingress and egr-eas wou.Lo create an cb ject.tonabj e cond i t L,.n and it 

appc ar-s t.hnt t.ms uce wou l.d «dverse Ly nf'fe c t, the neLghbor-oood , 

f-tr s . Cnr-oent er- stated a.l so t.net this was denied as not conforming (,0 

Sect.Lon 6-16-d of the ordinance. (This last sentence H\ t.ne .aot i on 

l"I3.S removed Lat.er- in the day upon sug.je st.Lon of ar , »amond end 1·,1'3. 

u.o-cent.er , ) 

Carried unsn i.moue Ly , 

II 

to an extst.ang restaurant \·.'ithin 10 feet of the street pr-oper-t y Li.ne , 

Par-t lots 21, 23 all of Lot 6 and part of 'Ideated or-char-d St r-ee t 

{lust and c.mt t.her-s subdt.vLston , Pr-ovt dence oi et.r-Lc t , {Jtur-eL uuaane s s l 

i.rr-, John uus t represented the app.Lt cant • i.rr • i-ioor-e l.and told t.ne coar-d 

t.hat. bot.h he and nr • David l.ayt.er- had :li.':icu~'c;ed this c c se wrt.h the 

com, onweeLt.h At t or-n e y , 

The Cormonwec Lt.h »t.t.or-ney sci d t.hut Section G-L~-3 of the vr-danance 

refers to what the Board can do, but t.hat. section r-of'er-s to 8. non-. 

con rorrmng use wi t hIn a bu ·,2.din~. This use of the bu::'lding is not non-

confer .ung ; it i rr: bus me ss zoned pr-ooer-t y end therefore 

should not be hand.ted 8S ~ non-conforming US''2. The Commonwealth 

»t tor-nev stated t h.rt in his opinion it is uLt.h Ln the jurisdiction of 

this l3oa.rd to grAnt the requested addition. 

Oomnon-..ieoLt.h «t.t.or-ney , he; wou l d move -t o gr-ant. the «ppLt cat.i on of 

Howar-d Johns-on I s for a permit to erect '-10 eddat.i.on to t be ex.i st.Lng 

r-c st.aur-ant wi t.h the under-st.andang t.hat the present 17 I'oot. set.buck 

his addition, to ie i t.h i n 22 feet of the one side and 37 feet "t t.ne end 

corner of the butLdang , This is :~rcmtcd in accor-dcnce wi Lh the pLan 

shown on ccheme I, plat or-eper-eu b ,Jo:e!fJ il. Cicco, 1'..1.;'1., dar.ed Sept. 

, J.YS'oj < o\,'in[£ c Lt er-et.Lons :cEll adcn.t.aons to t.he ext at i.ng but Idang , 

Secondcd , l-ir , '1'. ear-nes , 

Carried, un8nimously. 

II 

I 

I 

I 

I 
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~eptemb,:;r I.j 1 l'7'JIJ 

Herbert Opnonhe Lm asked to be heard agufn on hi s epp.La cat Lcn Cor 

division of lots. Hz-, vD')enbeim asked tile cur-d if tl18Y »ouLd change 

t.he i r motion to ,~i ve rum an ecua L di v-i sri on of t.he se t,'IO lots «t. t.ne '). 05--
bui Ldfng set.back line. He bad abandoned tile Idea of i1'l;.icing tile 

larger !10',(~'~ on the one lot and wi Ll use t.he s.rmc house pLan i,S thc.t 

on the other lots. By am I't.Lng the line [\~\" inches in t.hi s division 

he can set t.ht s house on the t';IO lots '.':ithout further var-Lcnce , 

;.,1'5. Our-ocnt.er moved to amend the mot i.on pr-evi.ous Ly passed on nr- , 

Oppenheim' 5 lots and grant him an eque I division of the Lot.s at the 

buiLdang »et.bc ck line. 

oeconded , IT. '1'. barnes. 

Carried unanimously. 

II 
The Board c;.djourned lor lunch and upon r-eccnvemr»; tile una i rm.,n as kud 

continue. 

Nr • Noor-e l and satd '::8 cO'11d not make ,j dec i s io» Of'. "architecture wm ch 

wou Ld be in :ee!,inL; wi th the ne ighbor-hood ;" It wc s his recollection that 

the Goard wished to set oh'ay from construction uF Lhe stereotyped .rt Lj.tng 

st.at.i on of i;lariw!, whi t e porcelain. uut., he continued, the .aat.er-a aI 

used on tile \)\I~_lJing does not; cons t i t.ut.e ur-chat.ect.ure , 

Other fi}lini: st atLon s in the ur-ea wer-e d i ecus sed , nr , Lamond moved 

t.hat the Boar-d set oc t.ober- 21.) I 1958, tile hour- to 'De determined ~ t wh i ch 
) 

time the boar-d l'iOU:.J c Lar-Lry the mot.Lon rrhde in the j\raft and 

St.Lch.nan caae on June l'J, 19511 u'i t h r-eopec t to a r-ch i t.ect.u r-oL ce s i gn of 

the bu i Id t ng , 

Seconded, rrr-, 'L'. barnes. 

For the lotion: .tr • Lcmond , i-tr-, Bar-ne s , i-tr-, Srm t.h ,',ILl 1,1'5. Carpenter. 

Hr-s • Hcnder-con voted no, scy rng that,s f ,1' 25 she \"ii.iS concerned, 

II 
hr. noor-e Land o sked the Board to ui ecus.s 

his cf'ft c e ree;Llrding the er-ant.ing of ~J5 sq. rt , o~' sign on July ti, 

1')58 to Q..iant F'qod Sho' oiln; Center. Inc. The pr-oper-t-y is located 

between Rcut e s 236 and Columbia Pike at .mnandal e , 

(,1'. .cocr-e Land sutd he received a ca l.L La s t week from t ne Building 

Inspector's office sr.at i ng t.hat. footings wer-e bea ng poured CJ.lHl t.na t no 

oer-mt.t. h ad ho on issued for:.:. cyLcn on this property. »r-, noor-e Land 

Ln s ne c t.ed t.he ~r'operty,.'::aw the footings and told the Snpe r-i nt.enden t 

on t.he job that he vas pour-Ing I'oct tr.vs at ht s otvn risk il" DO pc rmi t 

hid been issued on the nylon. j,;r.i,ioor,-.;Lmd then c o Lled t.ne si.,,:::n company 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

    

  

LUO 
and ',,?ns informed t.hat t.hey did have ii permit for the py.Ion , in checking 

of 1955 this boar-d hd 

alLcwed a pylon :"nd sornv square foot0.ge building for Giant et.or-e s , 

permit t s sued to .innandeLe Shoppdnr; Center. The building is going up 

but it is not in the Ioc at.Lon wher-e it N:~S r-epr-e sent ed to the boar-d in 

1955. 

case shcJ\'!s it. 1:11', noor-e Lanu s"iJ he «s.rud the peop.Le to d.t scont.anue wor-k 

until this 

I·U"S. Henderson '·s.h:,~d if the siE';n ne itni t. ','is still in ef'f'ect, af't.e r- t-hr-ee 

venr-s . nr-, s.oor-eLand ;';"i'l t.hct it i s , t.Lne limitation d:Jp]'ies only to 

hr. Hoor-e land r-ccu l Led that Edwar-d uasson had r epr-es.ent cd the 

Center in 1955; he had or e sent.o.r p.Lat.s wi t.h .m s ct.s e show trig the 

Iocat.Lon of both the bu i Ldf ng and the pylon. .-I.t the July 0 hear-ang 

vhen the same Giant Company wn s upp.l yt ng unJur- its own name, an entirely 

da r rur-ent Iocut.t on was eh own for the bUildin,R; and no pylon 1:IC,S tndac at.ed 

on the pLat and no pylon '.'.;3:~ mentioned in the d t scuas i on of the s.Lgn 

a ree . Exc avat.ion oae et cr-t ed on the new Locat a on , .i nc Lud i ng t he pylon. 

cinc e t.he first c ,se 1", .a filed under the name of Armand -Le ;:,rlO."!C)int!: vent er-

it is true the permit wns issued to Giant, but when tile second case cunre 

I in under the name of Super Giant, it 'I'-iS not observed in has office that 

I there '_~i-,S ar.y relationship between the t\'JO. riovever-, r.n-, «roor' e Lan d 

cont.Lnucd , it wouId seem d little ot.r-ange t.hut no men .aon VI"S ever made 

of t.he fire t oeur-Lng , 

"t the July f hearing, e.rs . Hender-son j'eciilled t.hct the s i gn dre", of 

235 so. Ft. \\';l~; granted on the building only. Had tile py Lon been 

mentioned ·t that time the 1)0ani wou Ld never nave sane ut cng \'-lit-II t.uc n a 

l,u;Y'!_=e -~rcCJ on the building. 

ILr ..«be L, rrr • .eeLl s , and ;·~r. Tinsley from the s Ign COm!J<iny wer-e present. 

lil"r. .rbe L r-evaewcd the facts leading up to the prec ent time. They had the 

lit~wo per-nut.s one for the bui::Cdinr: and one t'or the »yLon , but in b et.we en 

lt.he original ,c~r: nt mg of the s i gns end the starting date, Q compyet e 

IkJ:i:'n~;e nhe tr plans taken place. lio- e\ ..er, before s tur-t.Ing the pylon in had 

!they cneckcd wish the aoru.ng 0 'J'Lc e to be cer-t.a tn t'18 per-en.t s ','Jere still 

lin effect. They wer-e Lnt'ormed t.het the py.Lcn permit 'NdS good. 

,In 1955 the ct.o re ',';;1S planned tn be 170 feet; ong , The pr-e eent building 

is 35':) feet long. '..hen their plans wer-e formed on the Lar-ger- building, 
Iif::"Y C «ue ce.c-: for more sign area on t:,e bui Ldang . The »tcr-e ti18Y nave 

' ~ ~) 'tJ Ls t.wi c e :iE; ;)lg as t.hat. originally ol anned . iI. s i gn the s.i ae of the one 

ar-et. '~r2nt"d wcu td 1)8 lost on this bua Ld i rg , It c anno t be seen in coming 1 
:' y' 6 [ , , t.l lOt '['[ . , 11 iJ!') r.ou t e ,.) ; t ie r-e l<: no sl[,n on cn; en, o r et.e sore. ie py z on I'll 

j.er-ve Icout.e ;:J6. 

It Vies noted t.hat t.h i s: Ls »r-ac t.i cnLlv ';I new LiO:H'd rLn c e 1')55 and the cr-esent 
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September 23, 1958 c: U I 

effect. .Jhen he cr rue t.o t.he z.oru.ng cf'f i c e to make his CCl',.tl,,?;8S on the 

building, he ues told that ne must make anot.her- uppe e.l to this Board. il'?-O 7 
At that, t use they snoke of the pylon I but sine e no change Vi:S nude in that 11 

it \-13S not irdicated on the p.Lat., tie c;.sSUJiJ8d that the pylon ','E,S a 

closed mat.t.e r . t-ir , 'I'Lns Iey again aasur-ed the Boar-d t.h; t they had no 

Lnt.errt i on of rni~:leadin!; an yon e , 'rhey wer-e intent U)iOn t.he new stgn 

on the butLd tng un d no t.hought v ",5 given to the oy.lon , 

The exrur-nt.c.cn of a "i~n per-mit. 1 c s .gai.n dd scu aeed , it oei ng determined 

that since ~'l s ie;» is not '_I s cruc t.ur-e , the oernu t Ls not L'imi t.ed to 

s tx uont.ha luratiun. 

Hr. Schuraonn at rt.ed th;,t no rnc hid ever i-ei sed the que st.Lon whet.ner-

i-ir , Schuunnn made icc br-Lc r s tat eraent : t.h..t. in t.zu s ccs e , t.ne eoar-d had 

gr-antcd 'two 3il;n oeruu t.s • These people c r.me or.c x to the ooard and 

asked for a j ar- ';81' etgn ac r-os s the cm Jdt.i.g . The Boar-d appr-oved it. 

On the ct.r-enr-t.h of CiW.t, tnc s.e »eo-d e nive sr.ar-t ed to make their 

s i.gns . ;',0'."1 t.ne question ar-Lse s i.het.ner- t nis O',ir;n c an be nut up. 

'I'he Loc: t.Lon ot' the oyLon would be changed from the first !TO~)o2'..:.d 

The Boar-d h.rd no Lnd i c at ion tint r.he se earlier -e rnu r.e e xi st.ed , 1"r8. 

Henderson at.at.cd , they therefore took the July 8 case '-'.s e nev request. 

had the Boar-d known of t.he first, »er-eu t 0:: , an entirely cd r rer-ent line 

of d incus s i on would helve t ak en »Loce • The Board mos t s sur-edt.y 

wou.l d not have gr-ant ed the 235 s ouar:e feet in July. 

The "act. at t.ne misunderstanding of the dOHI'd and tne zomng of'f Lc e 

is not t.hc J'euLt of the sii;n company , nr-, Sc huucnn answer-ed, de 

asked t.he Boar-d to consider the i,<,ct t nat. t.he s e people got aopr-ovc I 

of two s i jns and on t.ne strength of t.nat , s tar-t.ed const.r-uct.acn . ~w 

matter how t ' ey got t.he .or-ovc.L, t.heyJrave it and it wou.cd ":)e.T 

that t.ue y iL 1 the r-Lght to e s sume t.hat an appr-ovaI gritnted by this 

Soard is not subject to rejection. 

l-tr s , Henderson suggest ed that t.hc facts ur-e s e nt.ed at t.ne July b t.h 

meeting i.er-e misleading and incomplete. 

for ;) Lar-ger- sd gn and did not volunteer t.ne Lnf'or-ue t i on t.hot a pyLon 

The Boar-d still t.nougnt it et.r-anse that. nothing h,:.S saa d of the earlier 

hear-dng , Thcre I';' i s no anda cr.t.Lon to 5110'.;' that tne r.. \·;",3 any reLa t Lon 

between this c aee and anvt.mng t.b at- nc.d gone be Iore , 

The isoar-d r-ovi.ewed the .mnut.es from the July f::, 195t, hea r-Lng , 



  

 
 

 

        
  

   

  
    

I cepvemuer- t:.) 1 .l'j)d 

the i.ndav i.duaI Ie t t er-s or b Iock-eou.ir-ang t.he o:'(ts.l'his ,::ii.;n 
j 

computed in the .Iu Ly 8 c u s e w..s couput ed on o quar-Lng r.ho vor-us , .ict.uafLy , 

if you oour r-e the Iet.t.er-s , i,';r. 'I'dn s Ley e xp La i ned , t.nat. sign wou Ld not be 

that Lar-ge , i-u-, Tinsley agein went back over t.ne steps leading up to 

the gr-ant.Lng of the July g s t gn , showang t.hnt t.ne conoa. '! red r-eLi ed 

upon the act.t one of this dO'o(r,j and tile statements I'r-ou hr. r.ioo r-cLano ! s 

Iorr Lce , 

Idad the 

IUSl(i'U~ C~Fm~~e in hb ol ans , his ui'fice woul d t.nen ha ve searched for 

[a cr'ev i ous oer-mi t , nr , -loor-e I md said. hr. »beL did net r enember vnut 

1\1'18:3 said about. "i chang e , '~)ut he :ii'l r-cc su I t.nat. ;>J ':,';'3 a ssur-ed r.n.ct t.ne 
Ii 

: 
0 /Lon 32-:,n \ us gr-ont.ed ;In<1 t.h. t gr-nnt.Ln.; "';:~2 st.t Ll effective. 

II rt , r . Loor-eL md co it ende-t , t.hese s igns ar-e ~rcnted fer specific 10-
1 

::t :: : ~ ,: n :n :s ci:n::i,i:l',~: ",,'i YIC;~l~tcd on on:n:tr,::,:tc ~\I,:"::e it 

:r-"~)qte <~b. 

I thor sl~n ar-eas gr.'lrtt';~i :',,, t.he oour-d ':'.'ere di3CU"~,,G'd end tt s round I 
I!~ h"; Lar-r-er- st.rne l-u.ve been granted on ('O~' 'cider"' bLv <ii'ldlJ e r' store". 

~ ..;;'.' L::l;';O~d moved to gr-unt »e r-mit; for - ::~~lon ~ig~ ~~oe 14 .: H Iect 

I mel ',llmlin:; t ne sign t o be 4U or 50 I'cc t from the rj.ght of ii2.y of haute 

36. 

he "or.Li.c .int used on the .rujy (, case • 

.r-s , Henderson t.hougnt the ce.ae eoouLd be r-ehear-d wi t.h full Lnt'ormat.a on 

n oot.h sfgn s shown on the plat. 

f..r . Schumann .gr-eed t.hut. this was a at.cln.ng up job, but it is 

job, he ad ted • It wou; d apoear neces scr-y , hr. :::'churllannoontinueJ., 

»If.cr.nt.s c an rely upon ac t i ons of the Boer-d . 

fir. LamCl:1:,l r-e st.at.ed his ntot.Lon to grant I} oer-mi t for t ne -yIon c.t t.n i s 

new Iocat.ton , t.ne ct en to be 14 by lb feet and 4 J feet above tile 

ground level. (26 feet from the gr-ound to t.ne bottom of t ne siq! i The 

236 ann it is under-s.t.cod t.hat the sign company w.i Ll. furnish the con i ng 

OfFice wa t.h u certified plHt Locc.t.i on of the s t gn , Seconded, hI'S. 

uar-oent.er , 

cor- the mot.Ion ; ]'-11'. Lamond , i.c-, Barnes and (irs. Oar-pencer • 

;'gain5t t.he motion: ;';r5. Henderson end hr. J. B. c.nu th . 

-lot.Lon carried. 
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Sent ember 23, 1958 t::. U::J 

;",t i-ir , aoor-e Land's r-eouest; tile board oa s sed t he f'c Llowjng resolution: 

'l'hc..t the zon mg Uffice is instructed not to cc ceot nn y f'ur-t.hr-r- ;_i.:)~)li_ 

t.ne pr-ooer-ty or the OCCU"i3nt of the but Idmg , 

r-lot i on made by i-r-, Lamond end seconded o hr. ,J. H, Srni t n , 

Carried unem.mou s l y , 

II 
1,;1'. Lamond -noved t.h.t. the ptn-.ree "do ied under- Se c t i on 0-16!' oe removed 

from the motion on the re ac e Va.l Ie y CLise. Seconded , "irs. Oarpent.er , 

Carried unerunous Ly , 

II 
Mrs. Carpenter questioned if, in the Li ght of tile large number- of 

v ar-Lanc es Lnc Ludc-d in the r;rantini:; of the iiay hous tng case, the BOCiI'd 

might cons tder- r-rr , Jaffe's request for s uai.Lar v.vr-Lanc e s refused a t 

an ear-Lt er- meeting. l-irs , Cer-r-ent er- sugge st.ed that the board IIigilt 

have oeen a little too rif;id vri t.h j,~r. Jaffe. 

Aj't.er- daecus s'Lon , it '..;:;\5 .g r eed t.:', t Lr-, .Iu I'f'e ' s pr-ob.Lems wer-e considerably 

less t.han ",I'. i-iay t s , that he coul.d build on m s .'_01;S wi t.h a r-ee.sonab.l e 

amount 01' i'illir.g U..i r , Jaffe had admitted that), he would .ro se onLy a 

[811 t.r-ees , cine. he could reach the 5e,'lers, wher-eas LJ. very -er-Lous t.o oo-

gr-aphi.c condition exist.s on the oiay pr-oper-t y so serious t.hc.t ,llcirly of 

the lots ",'auld be unu snb Le wt t.hout the var-Lanc e , 

Mr. l-ioor-eLand pointed out thattli'-" Jrdinance does Cive tne Boor-d the 

right to gr-ant. variances and it does not restrict tile number in case 

of a' t.coogr-apb i c condition t.hc t cr-e at.e s a ser-Lous ho r'dahip , 

Ideet.Lng od journed • 
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October 14, 1958 ~1J. 
The regul?r meeting of the Fairfax 
County Board of Zoning Appeals was 
held Tuesday, October 14, 1958 at 
10 o'clock a.m. in the Board Room 
of the Fairfax County Courthouse 
with all members present, Mrs. M. K. 
Henderson, Chairman, presiding. 

II d-I I 
The meeting was opened with a prayer by Mr. J. B. Smith. 

Nr-s , Henderson read the following Resc Iut.Lon in tribute to Mr. J. i",. 

I 
Brao kfie Ld : 

"The Fairfax County Board of Zoning Ap~eals notes with 
sorrow the death on October J, 1955 of John "". Brookfield, 
a distinguished member of this Board from 1944 to 
1952, and its Chairman for 5 years until his re-
tirement in 1957. 

/1'[1'. Brookfield's extensive kno-vl.edge of this County, 
to which he moved in 1903, his foresight in urging 
orderly planning for the rapidly growing area and 
his recognition of the multiple attendDnt problems 
were an invaluable guide to all who served with 
him. 

His kindliness and sympathetic understanding, in 
addition to his sound judf,ment and firmness of nur
pose brought him an extraorriinary amount of real 
affection and deep respect. His devoti -n to his 
many intere3ts continued to the last. During the 
past year a visit from him brightened many a day for 
this Board. 

The influence of ~r. Brookfield's lon~ associption 
with the Board of Zoning Appeals will be felt for 
ye3rs to come. Those of us who were fortunate enou~h 
to benefit from his wisdom and his friendshin cannot 
fail to impart to our successors much of what we 
learned from him. The members of this Board feel 
privileged to have known and worked with Mr. 
Brookfield and regretfully record the passing of their 
friend and mentor. 

October 14, 1959~ 

The Board was unanimous in its approval of the deep and sincere feeling 

expressed in the Resolution. Mr. Lamond moved that this kesolution he 

made a part of the minutes of this meeting and that a copy be sent to 

the family of Mr. Brookfield and to the local nress. 

Seconded. Mr. T. Barnes. 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 

N'R"I CAS~S 

CASA BLAtlCA. INC., to permit dweLl tng to remain as erected 6.9 feet of 

the side property line, Lot 9. Pcmponrot s Addition to Bel Air (121) 

Annandale t-oad}, Falls Church TJistrict. (SUburban Residence Class 2) 

No one was pr-e sent- to eu cpor-t the case. Nr-, Lamond moved to place it I 
at the bottom Df the list. Seconded. Ikrs. Carpenter. Carried, unanimousl 

II 
PF.AC~ VALL~Y fiECR3A!10N AS~OCIATION - The' secretary read the following 

letter from Mrs. Leora A. Richter, along with Nr-s, Hender-eont e reply: 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Octo ber 14. 1958 

W50J Shadeland 9r~v~ 

Falls Church, Virginia 
September 2;. 19,8 

Mrs. Mary Henderson Chairman 
County Board of Zoning Arpeals 
Fairfax County 
Fairfax, Virginia 

Dear Mrs. Henderson: 

Having been ~revented on a technicality from presenting 
these views in favor of the Peace Valley Recreation 
Association at a hearing at which the arplication for 
land use was ur.animously denied us, I should like at 
least to put them in writing. 

I most vigorously rebel against the turninr, of this 
northern Virginia area into nothing but a huge dormitory 
with no space planned or left for the recr-e at.Lon of our 
young ~eople. The term "residential arean here apparently 
means a place to sleep and no place to play. 

I doubt whether members of the Board, or individuals 
who opposed the use of this land for a recreation asso
ciation have lived, as I did for eight years in Queens, 
Long Island, during a period when fields, woods, bridle 
paths and golf courses of peaceful Bayside and environs 
were allowed, for lack of central planning, to turn into 
miles and miles of houses set in tiny yards; where when 
children outgrew their little sanrlboxes they moved into 
the streets to play ball, and when they outgrew stick
ball they got into their cars and drove right out of 
their horne community and in search of whatever recre
ation they could turn up, much of it unsavory. 

If we, in this area, congratulate ourselves on a low rate 
of juvenile delinouency we are heing nremature. ~e 

haven't nushed our childrens' backs to the wall, Quite 
yet. But what may look to new residents here like bound
less woods, fields and open eoec e , is, as you Board 
members know, already largely platted for future housing 
developments. Once the~e housing developments are built 
there is no turning b2ck to rectify the planning over
sight which has left no room to breathe. 

I should like the record to show, based on a story in 
the Washington Post and Times Herald for January 21, 
195$ that wher-eas the District of Columbia has one acre 
of parks or playgrounds for every 110 persons, and nearby 
r~rylanci has one acre for every 125 persons, northern 
Virginia has one acre for every $91 persons. The same 
story (headlined "Northern Virginia Stifling from Lack 
of Park Lands") says "The largest oub.Lfc-owned park land 
is 62 acres astride Holmes Run in Fairfax County, 

donated by the gakin family in Falls Church. It 1s 
unusable, however, because the Run is dangerously 
polluted. " 

A piece in the Star, June 24, 195$, on the r,rowth of 
privately financed com~unity pools and recreation 
centers in the ''lashington area says thatin five year-s 
the number had jumped from 50 to 247, largely in 
Fairi'ax and Montgomery counties. 

To those of you who preceded us as homeowners in this 
area, I say "where was your vision for the county's 
future needs in the days when land was undeveloped and 
cheac?" I should like to quote from PhiLi.p Brown's 
financial column in the Washington Post and Times 
Herald for October 27, 1957 entitled "Fortunes Made 
in Area Real Estate '\Tithout Even Mowing the weeds.": "Land 
in Montgomery, Prince George, Arlington and Fairfax 
Counties and in Alexandria and Falls Church was valued, 

in the ag~regate, at about $335 million just after 
wor-Ld war- II. Today, this same land, apart from buildings, 
is worth nearly .~1200 million. Cor-par-ed with the late 
1930's the increase is about 5-fold. This appreciation 
of about $1 billion in suburban land values since the 

late 1930' s has made a lot 01' peopce weaLtby, In some 
cases the beneficiaries have been inhabitants: some already 
wealty, some not •••.• Perhars, a larger fraction of the 
gain has gone to real estate develooers. n 
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October 14. 1958 

"As I understand it, there has been plenty of land for 
profit0ering, but not an acre for the co~munity use 
of our children. 

I submit that the builders who opposed us have no 
intention themselves of moving into such a sterile 
COITlLuni ty of homes lacking recreational facilities, 
and that they must live elsewhere, where I feel certain 
that they and their growing children have access to 
pOQls, tennis courts, and other recreation. 

I 5ay--10 rebuttal to the arguments that noise and 
traffic are a reason for denying the anplication--that 
the high school to be built on the site adjacent to 
ours is f~r more noisy than a pool; that it will operate 
for 10 months out of the veer- as o opos ed to the 
J thnt a 0001 would operate; and that the adolescent 
drivers approaching a hiGh school over the roads of 
Ravenwood Park will be fpr less cautious and restrained 
in their cars than wouLd be the mothers of small children 
driving them to a pool, or than the ~iddle-sized 
children on bikes who would constitute much of the 
daytime traffic. 

We are not deciding today between leaving the geaceful 
wooded acres as they are, and building a pool. Those 
acres are already doomed ; we are only deciding whether 
they will be utilized to bring pleasure, use and 
recreation to many, or whether they will be turned 
into small house lots bringing in more crowds of private 
individuals to overload our pathetic existing facilities. 

I should like to say, finally that those of us who 
have worked in vain to bring a recreation association 
into the neighborhood have not acted as aliens trying 
to railroad a selfish project into an innocent community, 
but as honest c tvfc-mtnded people who assumed we were 
working for the best interests of the com~unity as 
honest civic-minded people who assumed we were working 
for the best interests of the community as a whole, 
including our opposition, and to set up, out of our 
own pockets, the long-term embellishments to living 
which the county has been too short-sighted or too 
stingy to provide. 

Respectfully yours, 
(3) Leora A. Richter 

Copies to the Northern Va. Sun and ~ashington Post & Times Herald n 

n604 Juniper Lane 
Falls Church, Va. 
October 1, 195e 

Mrs. Vivian Richter 
503 Shadeland Drive 
Falls Church, Virginia 

Dear Mrs. Richter: 

The Zoning Office in Fairfax has forwarded to me your letter of 
September 23. I shall return it for filing with the records 
of the Peace Valley Recreation Association case. 

I agree completely with everything you say about the in
adequacy - almost non-existence - of park lands in 
Fairfax County. The need is evident and the efforts of 
citizens' groups to provide recreational facilities for 
themselves is greatly to be commended. However", the 
Board of Zoning Appeals feels that access to such faci
lities is of prime importance. I am sure you recall 
that the motion to deny the Peace Valley aoo'l Lcat.Lon was 
based solely on inadeouate access to the site at the 
present time. 

Sincerely yours, 
(s) Chairman, Fairfax County Board 

of Zoning Appeals" 
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2- ~An:ON1) E. ED''!AP.DS, to permit erection of a dwelling within 10 feet 

of the side property line, Lot g6, Lincolnia Heights l Mason District. 

(Suburban Residence Cla~s 2) 

Mr. Edwards told the Board that he has sold this lot to a man who wants 

to put a 45 foot house on it. The lot is 78 feet wide, which would leave 

him five feet short on one side. 

Mr. Edwards could offer no particular reason for the vnriance beyond 

the fact th8t the purchaser wants the 45 foot house and that the five 

people living in the neighborhood whom he had notified of this hearing 

would like to see the 45 foot house here also. 

Mr. Edwards said he originally bought seven lots in this area. He 

has built on five and sold the houses. He has two lots left. 

He located the homes of those he had notified of this hearing, all of 

whom si~nifi~d that they would like to see this house ~o up. 

This house would have neither garage or cprport, there is not room on 

either side of the house. Hovever , the driveway could be out in on the 

15 foot setback side, leading to a garage in the rear if the rurchaser 

wished to have one. The lot is rolling. they plan to have a walk-in 

basement. 

Mr. Mooreland stated that people in the neighborhood generally have 

maintained the side setbacks. t~s. Henderson suggested that this was 

a case of too much house for the lot, while Mr. Edwards contended that 

he did not want to cheapen the house by reducing the size. Mr. Edwards 

also con t endeu vne v to have a three bedroom house, the 45 foot width 

is necessary. However, Mrs. Henderson ~ointed out that there are many 

houses in the County with three bedrooms, houses which still maintain 

the setbacks on this size lot. She sug~ested a two story house or a 

house that runs deeper into the lot. 

Mr. Lamond suggested that the house could be redesigned to pick up the 

5 feet. There appears to be no hardship here; there are several ways 

open to the applicant to rearranre his olans and conform to requirements. 

Mr. Edwards insisted that the purchaser wants this particular planj 

he does not wish to use the two lots, the purchaser does not want that 

much ground; and he does not wish to reduce the cost of the 

house, which as planned, would run about $20,000. 

Mr. Mooreland explained to the Board that this is an old subdivision 

designed many years ago for two story houses. There are very few 

violations in this entire areBj people have not tried to put ramblers on 

lots that were not designed to carry them. The Board has no authority 

to grant this, Mr. Mooreland cautioned. 

It would appear that the applicant has several alternatives, Mrs. Henderso 

observed, reduce the width of the house by 5 feet, construct a two-story 

house or a split level, all of which could be located within the Ordinance. 

-:1-/'1 
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Mrs. Carpenter moved that this application for a permit to erect a 

dwelling within 10 feet of the side pro~erty line be denied as an 

adequate house can be nut on this lot which would meet re oufr-ement.s 

and there is no evidence of any hardship shown in this case. 

Seconded, Mr. Lamond. 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
SLE~PY HOLLO"I 'lSCRF.:ATION AS'30CIATION, INC., to permit erection and 

operation of a swtmmi.ng pool, bath house, tennis courts and aprur-tenant, 

recreational facilities thereto, property on west side of Sleeny Hollow 

Road, Route 613, adjoining Holmes Run, Falls Church District. (Rural 

Residence Class 1) 

Mr. Moarelend read a letter from the attorney in this case 3sking that 

the hearing be deferred until November 10. The onnosition has been 

notified. Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case until November 10. 

Seconded , Hr-, T.Barnes. 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 
Mrs. Henderson suggested that the Board study the swimming pool 

situation in the County with particular attention given to whether 

there is a need for more of these recreational areas or whether those 

established projects are operating on a sound economic basis. Perhaps, 

Nr-s, Henderson continued, the Board should ask the Planning Staff to 

JJo into this; it would be interesting and valuable to the Board to 

know how many non-profit swimming pool clubs or recreational areas are 

Ioperating in the C~ty and what their financial status is, how well 

they are attended, and if more are needed. Mrs. Henderson said she 

realized that it would be another six months before the Com- .Lssd on 

II Staff could get to this study bec auee of other com-d tment-s , but asked 

, if the Boar-d considered such a study wo r-t.hwh i Le , 

Hr. Lamond agreed that the suggestion had merit from the standpoint 

of information for the Board, but he asked, how far can the Board ~o 

in telling people how they can spend their money? He suggested that 

the Board is not concerned with eoonomics, but rather the County needs 

Droper planning and location of such ?rojects. If the project does 

not pay, that is the headache of the operator. Mr. Lamond questioned 

if the study would yield sufficient information to be of great value 

to the Board. 

But, if a great many pools are gr-entcd , Nr-s, Oar-oent.e r suggested, 

especially in areas where people come and go freouently, it could be 

that the pool clubs would be inclined to fall apart. These things 

are going big at the present, Mrs. Carpenter continued, but what the 

II 
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future may bring is a question of another kind. Many of them could be 

abandoned and become a blight on the County. 

Mrs. Henderson ask~d if these projects are taxed. Mr. Whitock, Attorney 

who was in the room at the time, volunteered that taxes are levied 

on tbese clubs and the assessment does go up a very Ldt t Le when tm-

provements are put in. However, the tax from such rrojects is not 

greatly in exee-S of the normal amount of land tax. 

It was suggested and agreed that members of the Board make inquiries 

among their friends and 3cquaintances, to get what information they 

could on the things discussed. 

II 
ROBERT C. COTHRAN, to permit erection of a carport and tool shed within 

$ feet of side pr-oper-ty line, Lot 221, Sec t.t on 4, Lodsda Ie , (621$ 

Lois Drivel, Lee District. (Suburban Residence Class 2) 

Mr. Cothran presented evidence that he had notified the five neighbors 

most affected by this addition, of the date and time of this hearing. 

Mr. Cothran called attention to the fact that his lot has an 87 

foot frontage, but that it narrows to less than 60 feet at the rear 

indicatine that this makes it difficult to get the addition on the 

side of the house. The front of the car~ort was shown not to be 

in violation, but shortly before it reaches the rear corner it runs 

too close to the side line. If the lot were a perfect rectangle 

this would cause no violation. 

It was noted that the rear of the carport, the t-ar-t. with the violation, 

is enclosed for a storage area. 

One may use the rear of a ~arar,e for storage, Mr. Mooreland stated, 

therefore why cannot the rear of a carport be enclosed and used for 

storing. However, these sheds on the back of a car-oor-t have long been 

cause for discussion and Question, Mr. Mooreland c)ncluded. The 

question of the oistance between the carport and the side line was 

discussed and it was found that the plat did not scale properly. Mr. 

Cothran recalled that the original ~lat had had a mistake which Mr. 

Kelly corrected and noted the revision on the nlat. Apparently the 

error was not properly corrected. fhe Board agreed the olat would 

have to be corrected. 

Asked how many in the area have CArports, Mr. Cothran stated that two 

homes across the street have carports, the other houses in the immediate 

area have none. Several of the home o~ners have signified that they 

have no interest in a carport. 

Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case in order that the applicant may 

pr-eeent a pr-oper-Ly scaled plat, ....mt ch wt Ll. show the distance between 

the tool shed at the rear of the c8rport and the side line. Seconded, 

Mr. '1'. Barnes. (Defer to October 2$, 1955) 
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4-Ctdl Mr. Smith asked if the app,icant had considered moving the carpOrt 

forward. Mr. Cothran answered that they had considered that and 

rejected it as impracticalj it would change the view of the street. 

The architect advised against it. 

I Motion carried, unanimously. 

II 
5-

I 

DR. ROBERT K. 'HNSLANTJ, to permit physf.c Lant s office in a dwelling as 

non-resident, Lot 14, Section 1, Bellehaven Terrace, (425 Fort Hunt 

Road), Mt. Vernon Di.strict. (Suburban Residence Class 1) 

Dr. 'Ifinel<.lHu made the following statements to the Board: He has been 

practicing here in this seven room house for four years. He uses 

three rooms for offices. "Ihen he came here his family numbered four 

and he did not use all of this office space. Now he has a family of 

five and his practice has expanded. The house is too small for hath 

his home and office and there is no office space available in the 

immediate area. 

This property is located next door to the ;'iessiah Lutheran Church, 

across the street from the Belleview Esso Service Station and about 

one block from Belleview Shopping Center. The medical offices of 

Dr. Choi to whom the Board ~ranted a permit is similar to the one 

Dr. "Tineland is requesting. (Dr. Choi is two doors from Dr. wfneLand- ] 

I Dr. 'vi.ne Land said he wouLcl conduct his office on the first floor of 

the building as a non-resident physician and rent the upstairs to a 

small family for residential purposes. This would free him to get 

larger living quarters. 

Dr. vfne Lanc said he would like to keep his office in this location 

as this is the place where he is kno~tn; it is in the midst of his 

practice and parents know to bring ill or injured children to this 

I oarticular location. Also, with the removal of the Alexandria Hospital 

I~nd its emergency rOJms from this erea, this office would be in even 
I 
greater demand to help care for illnesses and emergencies which might 

I 

occur. 

This is identically the tyDe of permit the Board ~ranted ~r. Choi, 

Mr. Lamond recalled, and there is also a dentist operating in the 

area under practically the same conditions. It is -re Ll. that the Board 

consider this carefully, Mr. Lamond continued, as this apnears to be 

a good location for professional people, it may develop into a C-O 

district. U~til the new Ordinance is adopted and the Planning Commission 

I can consider this particular area, the Board probably should consider 

such cases favorably. 

This doctor is performing a real service in this Community, Mr. 

Lamond told the Boar-d: he takes care of patients all hours of the 

day and night. People consider him valuable to the area. 

C.l.I 
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5-Ctd All of that is no doubt true, Mrs. Henderson observed, but by these 

grantings the soard is in effect rezoning this land to a C-O district, 

when the matter of rezoning is up to the Board of Supervisors. 

However, Mrs. Henderson went on, perhaps the Planning Commission 

should consider this now in the light of the need in this area and 

of what has alrerdy taken place. 

These people start into their professional business in their homes 

and build up an excellent practice, Mr. Lamond stated, and since this 

would appear to be an excellent location for professional offices, 

it is possible that the Board of Supervisors should handle this rather 

than for the Board of Zoning Appeals to continue granting permits 

for applicants to operate as though they were in a C-O district. 

However, it would appear a little unfair not to go along with the need 

in the area and the desires of the people who feel that they need 

this service. 

Dr. ~ineland said he did not expect to stay here always; he looked 

forward to the day when a profe'~ional office bUilding will go U~ 

in this area, and when that time cones, he wouId move into an office. 

In fact, he would do that now if' the office space wer-e available. In 

the meantime, Dr. Wineland considered his situation critical. 

Mr. Mooreland recalled that the permit to Dr. Choi was issued to him 

only, but with no time limit. 

Reverend Disbro, Pastor of the Lutheran Church, stated that Dr. 

~ineland renders a great service to the community. He is the only 

pediatrician between Alexandria and Fort Belvoir. They need him very 

badly; he is near the center of the area which he serves and is always 

accessible. He asked the Board to act favorably on this case. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application of Dr. Wineland to permit 

him to maintain a non-resident physician's office at this location 

and that the permit be granted for a period not to exceed three years. 

This is granted to Dr. Wineland only. Seconded, Mr. Barnes. 

For the motion: Mr. Lamond, Mr. Barnes and Mr. Smith. 

Not Voting: Mrs. Carpenter 

Mrs. Henderson voted no, stating that in her opinion this is creating 

a creeping business zone on the part of the Board, which should be 

handled as a rezoning by the Board of Supervisors. 

Motion carried. 

II 

6- MONROS R. f'TALKP.R, to oer-mt t carport as erected to remain wt tb tn 7.9 

feet of the side property line, Lot B, Block 10. EI Nido, Oranesville 

District. (SUburban Residence Class 2) 

;J./? 
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6- Ctd tJIr. waLker- said he built this addition himself. He made the mistake in 
I 
i location. He had not realized that this side lot line was on such an 

I 

I 

I 

angle as was shown on the platj he thought he had plenty of room and 

would have had had the lot line been straight. He first planned to put 

the addition on the rear but was advised not to do so. His trouble was 

in not locating it far enough to the front. He did push it 6 feet 3 inches 

forward from the rear line of his house, but that was not enough. He 

did not measure the setback after the relocation because he was so sure 

it was all right. (It was noted that the car-por-t is about 16 feet wide.) 

Mrs. Henderson suggested movinE the posts in allowing an overhang which 

would protect his car and at the same time meet the setback. Mr. 

waIker- agreed that he could do that. 

Mr. Mooreland questioned whether the Building Inspector would approve 

the shifting of the posts. 

It was recalled that this had been done many times before and there had 

been no question. Rather than have the case denied, Mr. 'va.Lker- withdrew 

his application, saying he would move the posts in to a conforming 

location and would submit a nlat showing final pro~er location of the 

posts. 

The Board agreed to the vlithdrawal and allowed Mr. ~alker 30 days in 

which to make this change in the ~osts. 

II 

7- ITOPS DRIVE-IN, INC., to permit erection of a sign with a larger area 

. than al.Lowec by the Ordinance, (Total area 105 sq. ft.) N.I'::. corner of 

IChatelain Road and Columbia Pike, Falls Church District. (General 

Business) 

Ii Mr. Miller, agent for Tops, represented the applicant. Mr. ~illiam 

Johnston, official at Tops, was also present. 

In response to the Board's request that Tops not ask for 150 sq. ft. 

of sign area on any more of their restaurants, Mr. Miller said they have 

reduced the sign area, which they have been accustomed to using to 120 

so. ft. He did recall however, that the Board had granted 150 sq. ft. 

on two other Tops Restaurants. 

I It was noted that the application shows a request for only 105 sq. ft. 

I 

of sign instead of the 120 sq. ft. indicated by Mr. Miller. 

Mr. Miller said he could not understand how anyone could arrive at that 

figure, as the job of reducing the sign was definitely based upon the 

120 sq. ft. The master drawing was cut down in several points to make 

this )'.1 sq. ft. reduction. Mr. Miller noted that the plat and drawing of 

the sign prepared by the sien comDany show~ 120 sn. ft. The 105 sq. ft. 

was, in some unaccountable way, written on the plat by someone in the 

Zoning Office and was incorporated into the notice. 
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7-Ctd. The Board discus~ed the difficulty of continuing to work with an anti-

quated ordinance and the possibility of getting a revision of the sign 

requirements or of completing the Pomeroy Ordinance. 

It waS recalled that the Board of Zoning Appeals has asked the Board of 

Supervisors many times for new sign regulations, but nothing has been I 
done. Mr. Lamond said the Pomer-oy Ordinance is .feU" from an accomplished 

fact. 

~jjl;>n:J were no objections from the area. 

The Board agreed to handle this on a 120 sq. ft. basis. It was agreed 
I I also that there will be no sign on the building. Mr. Lamond moved that th' 

application of Tops Drive-In, Inc. be approved for 120 so. ft. of sign; th 5 

is a consider&ble reduction of the 150 sq. ft. area formerly given for 

Tops restaurants. This is granted because it is realized that this is the 

type of restaurant which requires something more than the usual advertisin 

This granted as oer map present~d with the case, prepared by James A. Mc-

'vhor-t.e r , dated July 23, 1958. It is also agreed that the sign shall be 

located at least 10 f eat back from the property line. 

For the motion: Messrs. Lamond, Barnes, J. 8. Smith and Mrs , Cer-pent.er-, 

Mrs. Henderson voted no, stating that she saw no hardship in this case. 
Motion carried. 
II 
OEFERflED CASr;;S 

1- I,I JAl''lES t".rA'J'T, to permit erection of a 6~ foot fence, 5 feet, of Lot 13 and I 
35 feet of lot 15, Wellington, (17 Southdown Road) Mt, Vernon District. 

I! (Rural Residence Class 1) 

!i Hr. Downe y represented the applicant. 

'i . !i jlijr. Downey restated t,~r. wat t t e desire to have this fence, summing up the 

~ reasons given at the original hearing. He termed this a "privacy fence" 

II indicating that many fences of the same type are in the neighborhood. 

I Nr-, Lamond observed that on the Board's inspection of the neighborhood 

,I they saw very few such fences. At least, Mr, Lamond continued, that 

could not be termed a "comrrunity of fences" as 1''X. Downey had stated at 

the last hearing. 

Hedge and wood fences were discussed, Mrs. Henderson explaining to Mr. 

Downey that thy6rdinance does not prohibit an evergreen hedge fence. I 
She did recall to ~~. Downey that the applicant could have a 5 foot 

wood fence if he wished or an evergreen hedge without height limitation. 

She also pointed out that one side of this fence would come within 4 feet i 
of the living room of the house next door, which would appear to be ob jecb-] 

ionable. I 
Mr. Mooreland noted that the Board should not consider that, as that house 

lis in violation of the setback. 
, 

no objectors present. 

moved to deny the anplication since the applicant can have a 
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five foot fence which would appear to give adequate privacy. This is 

I denied also because the Board does not consider that the extra l~ feet 

on the fence is necessary and no evidence of hardsh ip has been presented 

to justify the granting. Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. 

Carried unanimously. 

II 

'1ILLIA}1 J. GARVIN, to permit erection of an addition to dwelling within 

15 feet of the side nroperty line, Lot 22, Section 1, Sleepy Hollow 

Knoll, {1213 Radnor Place}, Falls Church District. {Rural Residence 

Class I} 

Mrs. Garvin discussed the case with thA Board. 

Mrs. Henderson stated that she had Seen the »r-oper-t.y and called attention 

to [,,1;,> fact that the Suburban Residence zoning line runs a very few 

,houses from Mr. Garvin's property. His property is in Rural Residence 

zoning. However there are other houses like this on ~ acre zoning in the 

immediate area. 

The v,round slopes down at the rear, Mrs. Henderson continued, but the 
on 

problem is/the side and the rear topographic condition does not affect 

that. There would appear to be no justification for this, Mrs. Henderson 

continued, the applicant could have an 11 foot room, which while it 

would be narrow, is usable. Or, there is nothing to prevent the appli-

cant from extending the addition to the rear. The only other alternative 

Mrs. Henderson could sugr-cs t was that the citizens in this area netition 

the Board ofSupervisors to rezone their property to conform to t~e SuburbanI 
Residential zoning which is only a few doors away. No hardship has been 

established, Mrs. Henderson continued, and in her opinion, granting this 

would set a precedent for others to ask the same thin~ and it would be I 
! 

difficult to refuse. 

But the 11 foot addition would be completely inadequate, Mrs. Garvin 

answered, part of that area must be used as a passag~-way 
A"P 
~ if the 

addition is ew30ngated to the rear, the only means of access to the rear 

would be by a long hallway which would take up unnecessary sp8ce. If 

an addition were put on the rear of the building, the back of it would 

set up very high as though it were on stilts. Also that would eliminate 

the double gar-age which they had hoped to have under the addition. Space, 

without practical and convenient planning is of no particular value, Mrs. 

Garvin continued. They do not think it sensible to add on just to have 

rooms, if those rooms are not accessible nor adequate in si~e. 

Mrs. Carpenter moved to deny the application because an 11 foot addition 

can be built onto the house within the reouirements of the Ordinance. 

The case cannot be granted on the grounds of a topographic condition, as 

topography is not a ouestion. The Board has heard the case fully, has 

inspected the property and has given it full consideration but can find no 

justification to grant. Seconded, Mr. J. B. Smith. Carried unanimously. 
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)- il C. R. SPRINKLE, to permit garage to be converted to second dwelling, Lots 

i,7 and $ and ce r-t Lot 9, Melville Subdivision, N.''l. corner of Lee Highway I 
,I 
II' and Cedarest Road, Providence District. (Rural Residence Class 2). 1~;;'7}-
iThis case was withdrawn by letter from the applicant. 

I 

II 

I Ii II I 
4- ie. B. Rut'lYON, to permit erection of a dwelling on a lot with less width , 

I and less area than a l l.owed by the Ordinance, on east side Route 649, 

i just north of the James Lee School. Falls Church District (Suburban 

Residence Class 1). I 
I 

Hr. Hansbarger represented the apnlicant. This is a Sub. Res. Class I 

District, Mr. Hansbarger pointed Qut, but the lot has only 7,722 so. ft. 

with a 54.63 foot frontage on the Falls Church-Annandale Road. It is 

154.44 ft. deep. The Zoning Ordinance and this particular classification 

reouires 10,000 so. ft. average area. 

Thi S is a left-over piece of land which the contract purchaser wishes to 

put to some use, Mr. Hansbarger explained. He could ask for commercial 
I 

lzoning but he would still have to contend with the setbacks as this prooert 
, 

II is joined by residential zoning on both sides. There is no classification 

Ii into which this lot will fit, yet it is a piece of land which could serve 

Ii some purpose. 

Ii Lots in this area are gener-al.Ly Lrr-egu.Lnr in size; some are as narrow as 
1 

1125 feet. It is colored property. Ther-e are a few good homes near and if I 
II they put up a nice little home which would fit in with the better homes in 

:1 the area, it would help to raise the standard of the neighborhood. It?hile 

I the area op'osite this prooerty is zoned for business use, there is no 

;!business development until one reaches Arlington Boulevard, or Hillw,',od 

Avenue. 

Mr. Carl Hink, agent for this property, pointed out that there is no use 

to which this property could be put without a variance of some kind. 

Mr. Hink recalled that several years ago, about 1950, the Scott property 

to the east of the Falls Church-Annandale Road was brought before the 

I Board of Zoning Appeals for apartment use. A 50 foot right of way "d.o:> .....e . 

for access to this property. me apar-t.ment s were never built, however, a:~1 
the School Board bought the Scott tract. The School Board was no~nterest,d I 

in the 50 foot corridor which would have been access to the Scott property I 
Iso they did not buy it. As a result, the 50 foot easement was left haOgingl 

tunused , This lot is part of that old easement. I 

IMr. Hink said they had tried to buy land from the adjoining owner to make 

!thi s a conforming lot, but he would not sell, as conveyance of another I 
parcel of his ground would bring him under the subdivisi~n ordinance. 

They would need variances if they build on this, Vx. Hansbarger told the 

Board, the house they have in min::! woul d come within 5 feet of the side 

line on the north and 10 feet on the south. ''!ith the one variance they 
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could have a 35 foot house. It would be possible to put up a JQ foot 

house without variance, placing the hou~e end to end, but that kind of 

house is hard to sell. 

Mrs. Henderson stated that while she was very conscious of the bad 

living conditions for colored pecpke in the County and better housing 

is at a premium, yet it would not appear reason2.ble to grant too many 

variances on one small piece of property. 

It was noted that many houses in the area haye less than the required 

setback and therefore granting a variance on this would not do violence 

to the area. Property to the south is vacant, Mr. Hansberger notedj to 

the north is a house w;ich is located sufficiently far away that a house 

could be located between a hew house on this property and the existing 

house. 

Mr. Mooreland called attention to the fact that the setback is not 

before the Board at this time; the application requests only the variance 

on width and area of t le lot. The only question is, will the Board set 

up a ~ldable lot? 

~r. Barnes moved to grant the applicant permission to erect a dwelling 

on this lot with less width and area than required by the Zoning Ordi

nance. This is gr-ant.od in accordance with the plat presented with the 

case, dated June 30, 1950 prepared by Carson V. Carlisle, Ctf. Surveyor. 

This is granted because it does not appear that this will have an ad

verse effect upon the nei ghbor-hood , (It is to be noted that this 

granting does not include a variance on the house Locat i.on , ) 

Seconded, Mr. J.B. Smith. 

Carried unanimously. 

II 
The following letter from Mr. C. C. Massey regarding authority in the 

matter of trailer parks was read: 

"2 October 195$ 

Mrs. Katheryne Lawson, Secretary 
Board of Zoning Appeals 
Fairfax, Virginia 

Dear Mrs. Lawson: 

The Board ofCounty Supervisors, at its meeting yesterday, 
requested the Planning Staff and Planning Commission to 
consider in connection with the proposed Pomeroy 
Ordinance changing the provision which would permit 
the Board of Zoning Appeals to grant use permits for 
trailer parks on commercially zoned property and to 
transfer this right to grant such permits to the Board 
of County Supervisors. 

The Board directed that the Board of Zoning Appeals be 
advised of this suggestion and invites it to make such 
comment as it may desire. 

Very truly yours, 
(S) Carlton C. Massey, County Executive" 



 

 

Mr. Keith Price was present. In view of the differences 0toPinion 

regarding trailer parks in the County, Mr. Price asked the Board if 

they considered it desirable to continue allowing trailer parks in 

the County. 

!Mr. Lamond answered that there are many people in the County in the 
, 

I business of selling trailers; if a ban were put on further trailer park 
i 
idevelopment, these people would be thrown out of business, as it is 

IObVioUS that if trailer purchaser, cannot settle in trailers in the 

;County the sales would be at a minimum. 

!iilMr. Lamond said he felt that there is a need for trailer parks and 

, related businesses in the County. There is a large population in the 

I County which is necessarily semi-transient and their housing situation 

iis most satisfactorily met by trailers. 
i 
!IMr. Price called attention to the fact that the present ordinance on 

Itrailer parks is very tight; it forces the neW parks to come up to a 

Ivery high standard and in the long run the poor trailer parks will be 

:'1 forced to bring their facilities to a much higher quality in order 

: to compete. 

II"r. Mooreland observed that trailer parks are bound to be a political 

Ilfootball; the Board of Supervisors does not want more of them 1n the 

:ICounty, therefore they want to take back the control of granting them 

[I in order to insure their elimination. 

IBut, Mrs. Henderson contended, this may not always be a political 

ilfootball J the Board will not always be subjected to the pressure that 
Ii 
!.ltheY are under now. 

!Under any circumstances, ~tr. Price noted, the Board of Zoning Appeals 

'I has no choice in this; if the Board of Supervisors wants to take 

Iback trailer park authority, they will do so. nr-. Price said he 

Ijconsidered the letter from the Boar-d merely a matter of courtesy. 

liDo they have the authority to take this back, Mr. Mooreland asked? 
'I 
. Tho/ had the Law changed to require an appeal from the Board of Zoning 
,

jAppeals to the Court. Would the law have to be changed to bring it 

ba ck under the Board of Supervisors? Mr. Lamond suggested referring 

!,:this to the Planning Commission. It was agr-eed , however, to answer 

[tII he letter from the Board saying: 

~October 15, 1958 
II 
Ii 

Mr. Carlton C. Massey 
Count.y Executive 
Fairfax County Courthouse "Ii 

'I Fairfax, Virginia 
! 

Dear Mr. Massey: 

At their meeting of October 14, members of the Board 
of Zoning Appeals considered the request contained in 
your letter of October 2, regarding transfer of the 
granting of Trailer Parks located in business districts 

II
I 

I :J-). 'I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 



 

 

 

 

October 14, 1958 

I 

I 1-

I 

I 

I 

from the Board of Zoning Appeals to the Board of County 
Supervisors. By unanimous vote the Board of Zoning 
Appeals asked that the following statement he for
warded to you: 

"This Board presumes that this matter will be referred 
to the Planning COmMission for its recommendation. 
However, if the Board of County Supervisors desires to 
take the trailer park authority away from this Board, 
the Board of Zoning Appeals feels that it is not in a 
position to object to that request. n 

Very truly yours, 
(3) M. K. Henderson, Chairman 

By Katheryne Lawson, Secretary" 

CASA BLA~CA, INC. - No one was present to discuss the case. Mr. 

Lamond moved to defer the case until October 2$; seconded, Mr. T. 

Barnes. Carried. 

II 
Mr. Lamond asked if the Board members thought it too late to re-

consider the CBse of Mr. Jaffe. He had felt a little conscience-stricken 

over that, Mr. Lamond explained and wondered if the Board might consider 

allowing Mr. Jaffe to come up to the 40 foot setback line as long as the 

Board had granted similar variances on the Nay pr-oper-t.y, 

Mr. Mooreland thought the situations not comparable. 

Mrs. Henderson recalled that Mr. Jaffe had said the extra grading would 

add from $500 to $1000 to the purchase price of his houses and she noted 

that he has bUilding permits for many houses in the amount of ~)O,OOO. 

She thought he could bear the extra grading cost. Also, Mrs. Henderson 

continued, the May property is practically a cliff, while Jaffe's is 

cul-de-sac lots with grading necessary on only a few lots. 

If the Board was wrong, Mr. Jaffe may come back on the houses which really 

need the vAriances, Mr. Smith added, and grant those. 

The meeting ~djourned. 

II 
Uz JC. -fk.-- . 

Mrs. 1.rHenderson~ 
Chairman 
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October 28, 1958 

, The regular me~ting of the Fairfax I 
County Board ofZoning Appeals was held 
Tuesday, October 28, 1958 at 10 o'clock 
a.m. in the Board Room of the Fairfax 

I Courthouse. All members were oresent 
r at the call of the meetin~. Mrs. 
;1 M. K. Henderson, Chairman, presiding. 

IThe meeting was opened with a prayer by Mr. J. B. Smith. 

!Since the first case was not ready to be presented, Mr. Moorelend read 

to the Board a letter from the attorney representing Beasley, Jarris 

iand Lemonl regarding the extension of six months for a Guarry. l{r. 

ilLamond moved that this extension be granted. Seconded :fl1r. Barnes. 

I Carried unanimously. 

I'II 
IIThe 10,00 case was still not ready to be heard so the Board decided to 

hear the second case; 

2- ,CAROLINJ<; M. MAT~HE"rs, to permit extension of dance studio, Lot a, Block 11, II 
I's e c t i on 5A, Springfield 17018 Essex Ave , }, Mason District. (Suburban 

Residence Class 1) 
Ii 
'IThe letters of notification were presented. ~ir. Lamond asked if there 

wa s any objection and Mrs. Mary Mainz J who lives next door, said she 
[ 
[was in opposition to this because she did not want; commercial coming 

~lnto this area, that her husband 1S ill and not able to work most of the 

il time and further that she thought this would set a ore cedent ; also that 

I!park~ng problems would be created and their guests would not have places 

to park. 

Mrs. Matthews said she owns the property and that this activity stems 

from mothers in the neighborhood who are not able to get their children 

Ito Alexandria to take dancing lessons. She said these mothers had ,appr-oached her and asked if her basement could be used for this purpose 

,land in return Mrs. Cannon gives her daughter dancing lessons. The classes I 
are held two afternoons a week, on Tuesday and Friday. Regarding parking, 

mothers usually drop off their children and go to the shopping center to 

!ldO shopping. She said this is not a social activity and does not think 

,it is a nuisance. She has no si~n outside advertising that this is a 
, . 
·,MCl ar n . ce Lamt n soud i : . a · "d 
; ., he did not think he was present when this permit was 

11 

iloriginallY granted and he woncer ed if this Board can allow property 

Ii owners to have such a situation existing; he do e s not think they have a 

ilright to do anythfng about it. Mr. Lamond moved that this should be 

Ii deferred to next me~ting during which time the Board can confer with 

ith~ Commonwealth Attorney regarding this point. Seconded Mrs. Carpenter. 

!Carried unanimously. 

1/ 

1- I, SPRINGFISLD AMERICAN LP.GION POST 176, INC., to permit erection and 

(loDeration of a building 50 by 100 feet to be used as an American Legion 

Iihome and community purposes , property located 312 feet·'est of Backlick 

,I 

I 

I 

I 
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Road on an access road, and south of Route 644, Mason District. {Rlral 

Residence CIa 55 2) 

~w. Hardee Chambliss, attorney, presented the required notices. He 

said this is an application for special exception to provisions of 

Rural Residence 2 to nerroit the Post to erect an American Legion Home 

at Springfield. The ~ost has a contingent contract subject to use permit 

being sranted by this Board. He went on to review aims and purposes 

Iof the American Legion. In connection with the site, the Post has s oent 

I 

a good deal of time and study in selecting location which would serve 

its purposes to the neighborhood. They studied six or seven sites and 

this one was preferable. It is off Backlick Road 312 feet with the 

right of way going into the nroperty. They would like to shift the 

location of the building from the center to the corner of the property. 

The bufLdf ng would he 120 feet lone; and 3$ t'eat wide. Surrounding 

uses are the auto body works, S. t F. Roofing establishment and Allen 

Glass establishment. There are 3.85 acres in the property; the back 

line of the property fronts on three lots, namely 247, 24$ and 249 of 

Springvale Subdivision. The Post had originally proposed to have an 

athletic field at this location but there w~s objection. Mr. Chambliss 
a 

presented/petition 5igned by eleven families in favor of the application 

and also photographs. 

Mr. ChambliRs said he had checked in the Zoning Office as to other 

applications th8t have been granted to the American Legion and one was 

granted by the Board of Supervisors, after an apneal from the Board of 

I Zoning Appeals. He proceeded to read the letter from Paul Lee Sweeny 

Iregarding the American Leg Lon Post Home in NcLean , in which Mr. Sweeny 

stated t'hat he,' hoped t he Boardoi' ~oriiilg A.ppeals wIQu1d allow the 3pringfiel 

Post to build the American Leg ton home. 

Hardee Chambliss, Jr. 
Attorney at law 
Fairfax, Virginia 

Dear I~. Chambliss: 

I understand you are 
that desires to build 

"October 27, 1958 

representing an American Legion Post 
a Post Home in Springfield, Virginia. 

A number of years ago, not long after the close of 'vor-Ld 'var II 
McLean PORt 270 of the American Legion was granted a permit 
by the Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County to construct a 
Post Home on Balls Hill Road in the McLean area. I represented 
the McLean Post at the hearing on its application for a oermit. 
At the time of the hearing there was some opposition from a 
few of the nearby property owners, most of whom had an erroneous 
impression concerning the ~ctivities to be carried on at the 
Post Home. Some of the opponent-s thought the Post Home would 
become a hangout for drunks and that other undesirable activities 
would be carried on there. 

However, since the McJ..ean Legion Fost Home has been in exis
tence it has been an asset in every respect to the community. 
Many community groups, such as the Boy Scouts, make use of the 
i'acilities. 

Through the cooperation and financial sup~ort of members of the 
community who are not members of the Legion, as well as from the 
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Legionaires themselves, 
panded over the years so 
where the boys from the 

the fa.cilities have been p;reatly ex
that there is now en athletic field 

area come to play baseball, football 
and other sports. A private school has· been opened immediately 
adjacent to the McLean Legion Post Home, ana there is a aevelop
ment, of fine homes, "El.mwood Estates", in close proximity thereto. 

To my knowledge no one has ever complained of the presence 
of the Post Home or any of the activities carried on there 
since it has been in existence. 

Some of the people who initially opposed the building of 
the Post Home, 1areely because they were misinformed concerning 
the matter, subsequently applied for and were granted membership 
in the Post. 

I sincerely hope that the Poar-dof Zoning Appeals of Fairfax 
County will see fit to allow the bpringfield Post of the 
American Legion to build a Post Home in that Community. 

With kind personal regards, I am 

Yours very sincerely, 
(5) Paul Lee Sweeny" 

Murray B. York, property owner in the Springfield area, 6116 Brandon 

Avenue, appeared in favor stating he had belonged to the American 

Legion since 1946. He was 

stated that he would like 

as possibly making America 

He stated he would like to 

a charter member of Sprinp,field Post 176. He 

to think of membership in the American Legion 

a little bit better place in which to live. 

confirm the r-emar-ks made by Mr. Chambliss 

about accomplishments in the past and aims of the American Legion. 

He thinks that if the Board sees fit to grant this permit that by the 

erection of this building it will make Springfield a better place in 

which to live and asked that the Board consider this applica~ion 

favorably. 

~dwin J. Dent~, Government Attorney, 1st Commander of Springfield 
the 

Post, said/type of structure which was agreed upon was simply to be 

in conformity with architecture in the neighborhood which would be 

conservative and of coloniAl nature; the building would be two levels 

but only one level would be above ground. It has a furnace room, boys' 

locker room, a committee room, office space for eouipment, women's and 

men t s lounges and a club su pr-Ly room. On the ground level wcul.d be 

the main hall or ball room. Meetings would be held in either one or the 

other, or both. A stage would be provided. Overall size of the but Ldfng 

would be 36 by 125 feet. He understands that the front would be brick 

facing, and the outside walls would be painted cinder blOCk. He thinks 

this home would be an asset to the community. 

! Mrs. Carpenter aakad how wide the access road is and Hr , Chambliss said 

Iii 12.83 feet. He stated they had discussed the possibility of hav~ng 
I another access road so that there would be one way traffic going into 

II the oar'ce I and one coming out. 

I: Mrs. Henderson stated that she had received nine communications and one 

Ii: telegram in favor of this app Li cat.Lcn, 

I 

I 

I 

I 
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Mr. John Nap!ey appeared in opposition; he is president of Springvale 

Civic AssociAtion. He read the following statement: (He lives on Lot 243 

"MEMBERS OF THE BOM!.n: 

The Springvale Civic Association, as represented by the 
residents here assembled and many others here in spirit 
though not in person, wishes to voice its unAnimous 
opoosition to the zoning exception being considered here 
today. The proposed exception would allow the Sprin~field 
American Legion Post to purchase the acreage in ouest ion 
and erect thereon a 50' X 100' building to be used as a 
Post home. 

''Ie oppose this exception because l...e feel it will have 
certain undesirable effects upon the S~rin~vale community. 
In spite of what may have been said in support of this 
exception, we do not intend to stand idly by while land 
speculators contrive to alter what we consider to be a 
fair and adequate balance between residential and com
mercial property. 

1. We believe the past ruling, which allows com~ercial 
activity up to )00 feet west of Back Lick Road, provided 
sufficient area for commercial activity in our immediate 
neighborhood and that any further extension will seriously 
affect our home and property values. Historically, the 
resale value of homes immediately adjacent to or in the 
proximity of commercial activity has lowered. 

2. !lfe believe the terminology used by the proponents in 
describing the proposed activity is a misnomer. One 
must be incredibly naive to assume that the use of this 
building by various groups for community and social 
activities is anything but a license to indulge alco
holically and noisily during the evening and night hours. 
Our feelings are borne out by first-hand experience in 
other areas--areas from which some of us have recently 
moved in order to escape just this sort of thing. 

). We ask that the members of this Board put themselves 
in our position. Or better yet, assume this same acti
vity is about to open next door to you. ~ould you enjoy 
raising your children in an atmosphere that promises 
wholesome recreational activities by day, and in Jekyll
Hyde fashion, reverts to boisterous and alcoholic revelry 
in the evening? We think not. 

4. ~'1e were recently surprised by the appear-ance of a 13 
acre commercial ~lot which extends into our community 
between OriDle and Calamo Streets. Here is an instance 
where many of us were assured by the builder and the 
county, that one Rcre, and not thirteen, was involved. 
~"ecb lot intend to permit similar inroads to go uncontested. 

5. We feel that this land has been a pawn of speculative 
activities. "'Ie have been asked what we would do with 
this property. We feel it is not our responsibility to 
assure profitable return on speculative investments. Nor 
is it incumbent upon us to suggest to the speculator 
just what to do with this land. 

6. In summary, we oppose the exception to zoning regu
lations being c~nsidered here today on the groundS that 
it will (a) diminish property values, (b) thrust upon 
our neighborhood a noisy and undesirable activity and (c) 
serve as a springboard for similar exceptions in the 
future. 

(S) The Springvale Civic Association" 

Arthur Mitchell, property owner adjoining this property, lives on Lot 

249. He would like to say that he goes along with Legion activities 

and devotes much time to boys' activities, but as a father and landowner 

in this area he is against this particular application. He was not 

against the athletic field but is 8gainst the dance hall. He expressed 

surprise at the number of names on the ~etition. 
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1- Ctd. Robert J. McVickers lives on Lot 24$ directly behind the proposed buildin 

site. He objects to the Legion Home for purely economic reasons. He 

formerly played in a dance band in Legion homes and knows what these part' 

are like. He believes this will depreciate value of his property; he 

expects to leave the area in about a year; he does not care to see this 

application granted. 

ll/illiarn Burnett lives directly across the street from Mr. McVickers on 

Lot 251. He recently purchased property because of its homey atmosphere. 

He stated that a Home of this size would probably accom~odate 500 

people and that ther~ will be many cars that will cause considerable 

confusion. He is also interested in the economic aspect. He said people 

in favor of this application are not haVing their property depreciated. 

Donald E. Perry lives on Lot 233, not immediately adjacent, but in close 

proximity. He is A new resident in the Springfield area and checked into 

the background of the com-ounft y before purchasing. He stated he had no 

objection to the Legion at all, however, he did not want a Legion Home 

erected in the vicinity of his pronerty because (1) it will prOVide un

wholesome atmosphere at night; (2) will seriously alter property value 

of his home; and (3) thinks there are many other areas already zoned 

commercial which the Legion could consider. 

Mr. Robert McArtor, 15 Oriole Avenue, lives a distance from the 

proposed at te; he is a veteran and not a stranger to Legion homes and 

like the others, he wanted to live in a residential area, but now f1nds 

a shopring center behind him and that a V?~ Hall is proposed to be 

next door to him in the first two blocks of Oriole Avenue. 
the 

Mr. Vernon Lynch said he was not appearing in opposition to/Legion home 

but is objecting to the narrow outlet of less than 13 feet along the 

side of his property; that Mr. Gordon has built a garage on the property 

line and he could not give any more land for additional right of way. 

He stated that he thought Mr. Gordon should give ri~ht of way for wider 

entrance. 

Mr. Napley asked how this property is proPosed to be sewered and ~r. 

Chambliss stated that this was a problem that would have to be reso~v~~ 

~u satisfaction and that they were aware of it. 

Mr. Julius E. Shultz, resident of Bren Mar Park, stated that he would 

like to say he is in favor of this application. 

Mr. Mitchell stated that he objected to the serving of liouor and the lack 

of control of liquor. On Columbia Pike and Backlick Road adjoining 

this property there is a restaurant and they have a permit to serve 

beer with meals, but he said anybody can go in there and drink all the 

beer they want. Mr. Lamond stated that he thought the ABC Board would 

be glad to hear about this because the license could be lifted for this 

violation. 

s 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 



  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

I-Ctd. 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

NE~ CAS~S - Ctd. 

On rebuttal Mr. Chambliss said Mr. Napley had stated that there are a 

number of undesirable features to this home, but ttat he thinks that 

the so-called undesirable features are lareely speculative, and that 

the fact has been overlooked that there are wives who belong to the 

auxiliary. He stated that he thinks argument over drinking is 

something that is Quite aside from this application and depends on 

one I s individual feeling about the con sumt-t.Lon of alcohol. He said 

that they do wish to promote the welfare of the neighborhood and to 

provide recreational facilities. He stated there are better than 228 

families who will be participating in this venture while the testimony 

of Hr. Napley was that there were 56 members of the/iVic association 

that he represents. Mr. Lynch raised the oue~tion of right of way; 

he said that wea his sale objection. Mr. Chambliss said that Mr. 

Gordon had assured them that he will give additional right of way for 

ingress and egress. He asked the Board to grant this exception. 

Mrs. Napley said she objected to this because she lives on the sdjoining 

property and there would be too much traffic and there i~o way that 

the noise and Lt ouor- can be cont.r-o Lced at the parties gLven here. 

Mr. Arthur L. Carroll stated that he was speaking for the application. 

He said he lived in Lynbrook and had been a char~er member of the 

Legion since its inception. He said this Home would be an ideal 

place for his 'Mife to hold junior auxiliary meetin~s and majorette 

groups which she is in charge of and which now use his basement. 

Mrs. Henderson stated that she thought the Board needed a plat to 

show the exact location of the bUilding. She said they had nothing 

to indicate setbacks. Mr. Lamond stat.ed that he felt that this is 

important and also that they should have a much wider road getting 

into this ~roperty. Mrs. Henderson said she also thought that access 

roads should be so located that dangerous conditions will not be 

created. 

Mr. Lamond stated that it appears that there are several things that 

need to be considered in connection with this matter and moved that 

the application be deferred until November 10 at which time the Post 

can oresent nlans along the line of what has just been discuss d. 

Mrs. Henderson said she thought location )f narking should be indi

cated and the number of cars to be located there. 

Mr. Schumann was called upon by Mrs. Henderson to state whet.her- or not 

he had any comment and he stated that the Planning COffiQission had 

instructed the Planning Sta "f to »r-epar-e a plan to show how the area 

in the southwest corner of Keene Mill and Backlick Roads may be developed 

in consideration of the commercial front~ge which exists on the south 

side of Keene Mil} Road and the west side of Backlick Rd. and ~hat 

they have examined this plan and find that the American Legion Post 

can make use of the property as they propose to do without having any 

J3/ 
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l-Ctd. serious effect on the plan as it has been prepared to date. He said it 

~ould be their thought that the Post consider the location of the building 

which they propose to build close to the east boundary of the property 

an Backlick Road. If that is done, the remainder of the property in the 

future would dictate how it should be used or at least with some'modifi-

cation. The point is that the use of the property as presently proposed 

by the American Legion Post will not have any adverse effect on the 

plan. 

Mr. Lamond amended hirnotion to say that the plat to be submitted also 

indicate setback from side linesj also parking space and showing ingress 

and egress to the ~roperty greater than the 12.$3 feet as on the present 

plan. 

Seconded, Mrs. Ca>penter. 

Carried unanimously. 

II 

3- ROBERT R. RIC~IMOND, to permit erection of a dwelling closer to Street 

lines than a'l Loved by the Ordinance, Lot 24, Resub , Lot 1, PopLar- Hill, 

Falls Church District. (Rural Residence Class 1) 

Mr. Richmond said he formerly resided at Luttrell and Gallows Road and 

that a prayer of relief is directed to this Boa~d and predicated on 

arbitrary action of the High\tIF~y Department in which they acout r-ed part 

O~ his nroperty. He stated that he would like to say for the record 

that he is not »gaf ns t pr-ogre e s by the local community, the State or the 

federal government, but asked the Board if they would examine the plat 

before them and note that the State arbitrarily slashed through this 

property leaving a frontage of 310 feet on Luttrell Road and as little 

as 90 ft. depth. He said this road would parallel curve 

across the plat, and as a result the zoning now existing prohibits a 

structure less than 50 feet from a street. He went on to say that the 

curved line will be an elevated road which will per~it traffic to go into 

I the new circumferential highway. He stated that as a result of this action 

! by the State he has sustained a personal loss of ~3500 by this action of 

cutting the adjoining lot in the manner which the State has done. He s~d 

he did not even have a receipt in hand that he has sold this piece of 

property and prayed that the Blard will permit this variance. 

Mr. Barnes asked if the Stat7"ighway Department did reimburse Mr. Richmond 

for this and Mr. Richmond replied that he had over $2$,000 invested and 

that they only paid him ~2l,900 and there is an aller-ed amount of money 

for dama~es in that figure of ~1700. 

After some discussion, during which it was br-ought out that Mr. Richmond 

wanted to erect a dwelling on the pr-oper-ty now remaining with a setback 

Ifrom the line in the b8ck of 15 feet and 4$ feet in the front and there 
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being no opDosition to this exception, Mrs. Carpenter moved that this 

variance be granted as this is a definite case of hardship and a really 

exceptional situation. 

Seconded, Mr. Lamond. 

Carried unanimouslY. 

II 
R. E. RITTMAN, to permit existing dwelling to remain within 14.9 feet 

of the side property line, Lot 65, Sec t f on 4, Pine Ridge, (723 'eoodh t j.I 

Place), Falls Church District. (Rural Residence Class 2) 

Mr. Rittman presented the re~uired notices, and said he resided in Pine 

Ridge in a residence erected 10 or 12 years ago when zoning restrictions 

were not as rigid as they are now. He said he desired to Dut rooms on 

one side of his house and to clear up infrinf,e~ent on the other side. 

f{r. Mooreland stated at this point that the plat was not certified at the 

time the building was erected and he thought this should be granted. 

There was no opposition and Mr. Barnes moved that variance be granted 

according to the plat dated July 3, 1956 certified by Frank A. Carpenter, 

due to circumstances which Mr. Rittman did not create himself. 

Seconded, Mr. Smith. 

Carried unanimouslY. 

II 
RAYNOND AND MATTIE EDT'IAEDS, to permit erection of an addition to existing 

store within 10 fe0t of the side pro~erty line, Lot 6, Glendale Subdivision 

Mason District. (Rural Business) 

Mr. ~illiam Hansbarger represented the applicants, and presented reouired 

Inotices. He explained that Mr. Edwards now has the store (called 

Glendale Market) which is not a country store, nor is it a modern super 

market. He stated that the purpose of this application is to allow 

Mr. Edwards to expand what he already has. He said Mr. Sdwards can come 

within 20 feet on the west side by virtue of the fact that i'/ts zoned 

rural business and the property adjacent is zoned Rural Residence 2. He 

said he would like to explain that the only property that this application 

could affect would be the property now in the name of Biller. They have 

estiwd~eu the distance·of a frame dwelling which is adjacent to the Edwards 

property to be approximately 20 feet from the Little River Turnpike and 

would estimate that there was somewhere in the neiFhborhood of 15 feet 

on its sideyardj this would be the easterly sideyard of that particular 

house. He stated that it might be said that the Biller orooerty would be 

more properly zoned commercial than residential. He said that property 

on the opposite side of the Little River Pike is zoned business. Mr. 

Hansbarger presented pictures of this property. He said the house that is 
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located adjacent to this pr-oper-t.y woul d not be affected insofar as the 

land is concerned because the house is in front of the already eXisting 

store. Some of the people in that area have not only bp.en notified of 

this particular application but have given letters to the effect that the 

5-

have no objection to it. Justification for this request is that this wall 

enable Mr. Edwards to compete as a small businessman and as a small busi-

nessman, he must be provided the facilities which will enable him to camp 

with super rnRrkets and general stores, and so they are asking that he be 

permitted to come within 10 feet in the rear so far as this building is 

concerned. 

Mrs. Sally Mudd appeared in opposition. She and her two sist~rs own 

the Biller property and they just do not want this store that close to 

their property. 

Mr. Hansbarger stated that the area adjacent to Route 236 and adjacent to 

this property would never be developed as residential. He said also 

that Mr. Edwards felt that he needed this size store to compete as a 

small businessman and requested that this size be granted because elf the 

side yard in this instance serves really no useful purpose insofar as 

zoning is concerned. 
the 

Mrs. Henderson said that this ~roperty was zoned after/zoning ordinance 

went into effect, but by the same token she thinks that 10 foot sideyard 

is sufficient and that what Mr. Sdwards wants does not seem to be un-

reasonable. 

Mr. Lamond said it seemed to him that Mr. Hansbarger has not covered 

one point as to the actual need of why this building has to be 45 feet 
not 

instead of 35 feet; that he did not see why 35 feet would/be enough. 

After more discussion, Mr. Hansbarger asked Mr. Edwards if he would be 

in favor of withdrawing his application and Mr. Edwards said yes. The 

case was withdrawn and no action was taken. 

II 
15- SPRINGFISLD MART, INC., to permit erection and operation of a sewage 

pumping station on ~est side of Route 617 appro~im8tely 2$ feet south 

of Calamo Street, Mason District. (Rural Business) 

At thiS point Mr. Bernard Fagelson asked if his case, which is the matter 

of Springfield Mart, Inc., to permit the erection and operation of a 

sewage pumping station could be heard now, (It was scheduled for 12:30) 

in view of the fact that his son was playing his first football game and 

~1r. Fagelson had given his word of honor that he would be there. The 

Board agreed to hear Mr. r'egeLson' s case and after presenting the r-e-

ouired notices, Mr. Fagelsan stated that this was to be a private plant 

but that they did not need State ~ater Control board approval; that they 

are goane; to extend the line 1000 feet and build a pumping station to 
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carry sewage to the sewer, he said the Post Office is pushing his client 

to get this opened before the Christmas rush. Mr. Lamond stated that 

this is just beyond the property that the American Lerion is seeking 

application today and he thinks it would be the means for these folks 

havin~ sewer. Mr. Lamond assured the Board that the Planning Commission 

last night acted fDvorably on this application and there being no 

opposition, he mov~d that this application of Springfield Mart, Inc. 

and referring to the plat submitted by Springfield Surveys of January 17, 

1957 for nermission to erect and onerate sewage pumDin~ station on the 

west side of Route 617 approximately 280 ft. south of Calamo Street 

be anproved , 

Seconded, Mr. Barnes. 

Carried unanimously. 

(( 

The Board adjourned from 1 o'clock to 2 o'clock for lunch. 

/( 

1,\'. T. SHF;ALY ENTERPP,JSES, INC., to permit erection and-operation ,of an 

amusement park with acce asor-y structures thereto, Part Lot 147, Section 2, 

Annandale, Falls Church Distr:i.ct. (General Business) 

Mr. John A. Everhart represented the cnp.Lri can t; and presented the r-eeut r-ed 

notices. Mr. Everhart said he would like to state that tpis is a special 

use permit for a kiddieland recreation area, something which Fairfax 

County is presently lacking to a considerable extent. This is now a 

general business district and he would attempt to show ~his use is con

sistent with land in the area. He called Mr. '·T. T. She a Ly to the 

stand and he stated that this was a proposed o~eration of a kiddie nark 

of the highest caliber; he plans to develop this into a recr0ation 

facility that parents would want to bring their children to. He is con

vinced thpt this park would be a comsun t t y service. His rides will be 

purchased from reputable manufacturers and there would be no gaming 

or carnival type facilities; it would be supervised at all times. 

He plans to have a concession stand in addition to the rides. 

It waS brought out that this property line is about 50 to 60 feet from 

the Annandale Baptist Church building. 

Mrs. Henderson asked what the full capacity of the operations -eou.Ld be 

if they were all in use and Mr. Shealy said 120 with parking for 30 cars. 

Appearing in oppositian was Mr. K. G. Griffith, member of the Annandp.le 

Baptist Church, who said on the 15th of this month in a congregation 

meeting the Church voted unanimously to onnoAe this application. He said 

he had three or four people from the Church to speak in behalf of the 

Church and the first one would be an architect; the second the chairman 

of the Board of Deacons:to outline practical reasons why the Church 
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6""Ctd. opposes this app.Lt cat.Lon and the third person would he the pastor of the 

Church. 

Mr. G. T. ~ardJ registered architect, member of the firm of Vosbeck and 

Ward, appeared and said he is a memher of this vhurch and a deacon of 

this Church and would like first to explain the location and the relation

ship of the land to that of the Church. He said the extent of the pronert 

of the Church is indicated on the plat; the land of the Church is approxi

mately 2~ acres plus residential property owned and used by the Church 

directly adjacent on Chatelain Road. The land in ouestion is between 

the ~hurch and the Annandale Fire Department. It is presently occupied 

and used as an auditorium and education building; what they are planning 

at this time is an aUditorium and educational unit that will be built 

and will be rea~early in 1959. He said he would like to relate that 

last Sunday morning there were 58$ in the Sunday School and approximately 

450 at two worship services; that they conduct Sunday evening services 

running from approximately 6:00 to 9:00 p.m. with as many as 150 in 

a ccenuence on an average night. He further stated that the but Ldf ng is 

used about every night in the week and that the parking there is critical 

now. He stated that he would like to be put on record th8t the Church 

would not be in any nosition to allow the use of any of its land for 

parking for this adjacent land use. He has examined a copy of the layout 

and would like to make mention of several mattersj first the noise will be 

obvious and will be objectionable to the Church Sunday evenings and other 

evenings in the week; the lights at night would be entirely incompatible 

with a religious atmosphere; he notices that there are no toilet provisions 

and he would nuestion the advisability of ponies. He said in his capacity 

both as a member of the Church and as a professional advisor that the use 

of this adjacent land is incomDatible both with the Church and with the 

other high caliber mercantile operations in operation or under construction 

The Chairman of the Board of Deacons of the Annandale Baptist Church, Mr. 

B.G.L. P0ttit stated that the primary and foremost objection is that 

this would interfere with the regularly SCheduled worship and the activitie 

! of the Church. He said a carnival atmos~here would be created and that 

the music would be distractingj that the present sanctuary borders 50 

feet from this ~roperty; that the church is not air conditioned and in 

summer the windows would be open; it was his understanding that 

amusement park would be 0pen from 2 to 9 p.m. daily including Sunday and 

that he has bee~nformed by Mr. Shealy that his tar~et date for opening 

It he park would be April 15 and that this coincides with already scheduled 

Irevi~al services which will meet e~ch evening that week and in conclusion, 

it is his opinion that the operation here proposed within 50 feet of 

their faci~ities would seriously hinder their activities. 
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Dr. B. I'J. Sears, Pastor, Annandale Baptist Church expressed the policy 

of the church with regard to the development of the area and realizing 

that they are a repidly growing community. He certainly does not have 

any objection to the use of the adj8cent nronerty for commercial 

business; that immediately adjacent on the op~osite side of the 

prooerty is a Topls Drive In; directly across Columbia Pike from the 

church is a Cities Service gas station and next to that. a plumbing 

contractor's business ~lace, none of which they h2ve objected to and 

that they do not oppose this business perse. 

Mr. Pettit re8d a letter to the Board of Zoning Appeals from the Annandale 

Volunteer Fire Department opnosing this arplication: 

"October 28, 1958 

Board of Zoning Appeals 
Fairfax, Virginia 

Gentlemen: 

At our regular meeting of the Annandale Voluntary Fire 
Department and its Board of Directors, on October 27, 1958 
it was brought to the attention of this department that 
Shealey's Engerprises was applying for a use nermit, 
for a kiddie land amusement park on the property adjoining 
the fire department. October 27 was the first time we 
had notice of this pro~osal. At this time a discussion 
of the proposal was put on the floor and the department 
and its Board of Directors unanimously opposed this 
application. 

It would cause congestion and hazards, not only to the 
children and patrons of the park, but to our own men in 
responding to calls as well. We have any number of 
ambulance and fire calls daily which necessitates Quick 
access ~hrough this area in order to render the service 

which the comnuntcy needs. In addition to emergency calls 
we have a number of activities which necessitates the 
use of our parking lot at all times. 

The congestion that is likely to be caused by the amusement 
park patrons hamper our activities. 

Very truly yours, 
(S)John G. Fox, Director 

Annandale Fire DepartmentV 

Mr. Floyd Harris owns the property across the street and he read a 

statement that he opposed this application. 

Mrs. Van Evera also expressed her opposition for reasons already stated. 

Mr. Everhart said this is a general business district area and there is 

a large shopping center under construction in this area. It was not 

their intent or policy to operate this park in such A way as to interfere 

with worship services; he did not think there would be too many children 

at one ti~e in the park; that noise and lights would have to be coped 

with but there are already traffic lights in the area; that parking 

facilities h8ve been provided. 

Mrs. Carpenter asked if this would be a year-round ooer-s t.Lon and Hr. 

Everhart said it would not be; they plan to operate during the months 

that school is out from 2 until 9 p.m. and Juring the fall after school 

begins they would be open on Friday afternoons, Saturdays and Sunday 

afternoons. 

LvI 
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Mr. Lamond asked why this particular location was chosen and rtr. Everhart 

said this area was pointed out to them when they surveyed the County 

as the center of the most rapidly growing area in the County and it would 

be best suited from the point of service to the community. 

After more general discussion Mr. Lamond moved that this application 

for amusement park be denied on the grounds that it will adversely affect 

the health, safety and welfare of the pearle in the community and that it 

is not in keeping with the proper development of the area. 

Seconded, Mr. Barnes. 

Carried unanimously. 

II 

THOMAS M. HA"fKINS, to permit existing shed to remain within 2 1/2 feet 

of the side property line, Lot 117, Secti~n 2, Chesterbrook, (5)14 

MacArthur Drive), Dranesville District. (Rural Residence Class 1) 

~'x. Hawkins presented the reauired notices and said that he applied for 

a building permit in 1956 but that the location the building inspector's 

office 8ave him could not be used; it would interfere with his septic 

tank fields. He said they suggested an isolated spot in his property and 

on a slope where the distribution box comes out from the septic tank 

and for that reason he could not use the location for fear of breaking 

up his drain fields. 

During the discussion it was brought out that Mr. Hawkins could use this 

bUilding as a garage with some changes being made in the same end be 

within the ordinance; Mr. Hawkins did not seem to want to do this. 

After more discussion Mrs. Carpenter moved that this aoplication be denied 

as the shed could be put on the other side of the lot and would not be 

in violation, or it could be turned into a ~arage. Seconded, Mr. Lamond. 

Carried unanimously. 

II 
MARTIN-LEPPERT SIFES POST #9274, Veterans of Foreign ~ars, to permit 

existing building to be used as a Post Home and club house on west side 

of Shreve Road, anprox. 500 feet south of Route 7, (II) Shreve Road), 

Providence District. (Suburban Residence Class 1) 

Mr. Franklin Car-r-o L:., Post Advocate, appeared on behalf of this Post and 

presented the reauired notices, stating that this pr perty is just beyond 

the Falls Church line and south of Route 7. He said the V~~ as an organiza 

does not differ greatly from the American Legion and inasmuch as Mr. 

Chambliss presented objectives of that organization and the co~munity 

services it renders, that he would like to just incor~orate Mr. Chambliss' 

remarks as a framework for the presentation of his case. In their 

situation they are trying to buy this piece of pro~erty which has a house 

already existing thereon and presented a ,ma9 indicatin[ adjacent areas. 

He stated that this property is located at 113 Shreve Road which is approxi 

ImatelY opposite Top's Drive In and Falls Church Inn which is a general 
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business and industrial area. He said this application is for a special 

exception for this property to be used as a Post Home and club house and 

he would like to point out that the V~~ is a much smaller organization 

than the American Legion. He went on to say that this Post is 11 years 

old, chartered in Falls Church and previously had held meetings in private 

homes. He said in the past they had conducted themselves in a most 

gentlemanly fashion and have always conducted their meetings to minimize 

any objections that might arise. He said it is their feeling that the 

money spent in rent could be nut into a Post Home and this particular 

piece of property most nearly meets their needs. 

Mr. Robert Reiner, presently Senior Vice Commander of the Department of 

Virginia, stated that they are perhaps different from any other veteran's 

or~anizati0n in that they do have continuing inspection service of all 

their Post activities. They check on operation of club rOoms and see 

that regulations are adhered to and that the Board could be assured that 

the Post will never become a public nuisance; he hoped this Board would 

give this application serious consideration. 

~~. Gene D. Smith, present Post Commander of this Post and also present 

Department Inspector for the Department of Virr,inia said he knows full 

well the requirements of their organization with reference to controls and 

inspection. In his presentation Mr. Smith brought out that this would be 

vailable at any time for any or-gant z.at ion that would care to use it and 

that adjacent to his property is nuite a large area which in due course 

of time they would hope to take over and use for a park area. 

1illiam Rorneck, vice president of the Berens of Northern Virginia, next 

poke, expressing gratitude for the use of this Home and thinks it would 

e an asset to be able to use this space 0 He said their club is an 

utomobt Le club which is dedicated to pt-omot t ng safety, pr'ornot Ing better 

nderstanding of teen-age drivers, and to try to help motorists on the 

cad ; they ar sobavs a courtesy program and they use this space once a 

eek for weekly meetings and sometimes for dances for the members. 

o Randolph Bishop, speekf.ng individually and as vice presddent cr the 

aIls Hill Citizens Association, spoke in opnosition and said that he was 

epresenting'approximately 125 member families who live in the area 

mmediately to the rear of the pr-opoaed location of the cLub, A number of 

heir members are veterans and they do n~t oppose the Veterans of Foreign 

ifars but do have to go on record as op~osing the location of this proposed 

lub. 

r. Norman Jones, who lives nearby, said that their area represented about 

4 million in investment and that their prop~rty in the Falls Hills area 

xtends to and includes Chestnut Street. He wishes to object to the 

roposed zoning alteration as follows: He feels that it is undesirable to 

he development of the area to have late social gatherin~sj that he feels 
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this group should choose another location because this will probably 

be inadequate; he feels that the house itserf is not up to health 

standardsj there is a traffic problem involved here because Shreve Road 

is not an improved roadj the neighborhood does not need the traffic 

hazard entailed in Beren type activitiesj most important to the people 

there is the realization that this type of structure, if allowed, will 

put an end to the orderly development that is takin~ place in this are~ 

and pointed out the lackaf oublicity given to this particular matter. 

Mr. L. M. Adcock said he knew the property was advertised well and that 

all of his neighbors agreed that thib L~ an acceptable enterprise in the 

neighborhood. He is convinced himself that this Home would be an addition 

to the community. 

Mr. Carroll said he would like to rebut the objections by eaying the 

Falls Hills development does not extend near enough to this particular 

piece of property to be involved. He also would like to point out that 

one of the purposes of acquiring this property is to establish and 

dedicate a memorial to the dead 0f all wars. 

After further discussion, Mr. Barnes moved that this application be 

granted according to the plat dated September 29, 1958 certified by 

»raLt er- A. Phillips. Seconded, Mr. Lamond. Carried unanimously. 

II 
D. S. "!OOLSSY and J. C. :<'RANKLIN, to permit dwellings to remain as 

built, Lots 120 and 121, Section ), McLean Manor, Dranesville District 

(Suburban Residence Class 2) 

Mr. Mooreland stated that something ehouLd be cleared up before presenting 

this case as permits were granted for building some homes here, the 

builder went; broke and this was then taken over by Nr-, 'va Lt.er-e, He 

said they had no certified plans on this for Quite some time after they 

had been occupied and then they found violations on them. He further 

stated there was no possible way that the violation can be pinned on any 

particular person and these persons are innocent purchasers and would 

suggest that this be ~ranted. 

Mr. D. S. ~oolsey appeared and said he was representing Mr. J. C. 

Franklin by power- of attorney. Mr. "loolsey presented the required notices. 

He thought Mr. Mooreland had summarized this situation but he would lim 

to say that the variance is for a carnort which is in violation of 10 

foot zoning requirements and the southeast corner is 8.2 feet from the 

property line and the northeast is 8.3 from the corner line that the 

distances are approximately 20.4 and 21.6 inches in violation. This 

is the only violation as now exists on his property. On Lot 120 (Mr. 

Franklin's lot) the violation is on the same property line with carportl 
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approximatelyM2.7 ft. too close ~ the 10 foot requirement. He said there 

is also one other violation here which is on the east side and is closer 

by appr-oxf.mate l y 4 inches to the property line of Lot 119. 

There being no op~osition Mr. Barnes moved that this variance be ~ranted 

as there is such a s1i~ht variance on Lot 121 as shown on the plat dated 

May 19, 1957, certified by Albrecht Patterson Associates and on Lot 

120 shown on the plat dated August 13, 1957 - C. Calvin Burns, Certified 

Land Surveyor, the main reason for this being that the current owners 

and ourchasers were innocent victims. 

Seconded, Mr. Smith. Carried unanimously. 

II 

PHYLLIS M. PAKSNHM!, to nermit operation of a dancing school in nrivate 

dwelling, Lot 13, Row's Addition to Lee Boulevard Heights, (425 Row Place), 

Mason District. (Suburban Residence Clas~ Z) 

Mr. Pakenham presented the reouired notices and stated that they are 

requesting exception so his wife can conduct dancing classes in their 

recreation room. He read a letter from the owner of the property indi-I 

I 

eating that he has no objection to the classes being conducted in the 

residence and presented a statement from the County Fire Marshal indicating 

changes that must be made to bring it in conformity with the Fairfax County 

Fire Prevention Code. She expects to have 36 to 40 pup~~~ ~ day, two 

days a week, three classes a day. He said the parents would not be 

present during the instruction, thus eliminating the parking problem. 

At least 10 of the 35 or 40 students would be from the immediate area. 

He said the 

his wife had 

There being 

granted for 

II 

room is about a feet high and 35 x 25 feet in size. He said 

been in this business for about 15 years. 

no opposition, Mr. Lamond moved that this application be 

one year. Seconded, Mrs. Garpenter. Carried unanimously. 

HARLAN H. TETRICK, to permit erection of an addition to dwelling within 

10 feet of the side property line, Lot 10, Sherry Heiehts, (7221 Landess 

I Street) Mason District. (Suburban Residence Class 2.) 

~fr. Tetrick stated that he appeared before this Board on October 21, 1952, 

requesting permission to make an addition to his home within 10 feet of 

the side property line but was denied, and was allowed to build within 

112 feet. He said because of this and the existing unsightly drainage 

easement by his property and adjoininr, property he decided to delay 

the addition, but he is again requesting privilege to build to the 10 

foot line. He is the purchasing a~ent for riot Shopnes and although it 

would be more convenient for him to relocate in M8ryland where his 

Ihe adcuar-t.er-s are, they would rather live in Paf.rf'ax County. Hr. Tetrick 
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said that this application is identical with the 1952 application but about 

'two feet longer from front 

Mrs. Henderson said she did 

the request, that it seemed 

Mr. Lamond asked just where 

to back. 

not think this Board had the power to grant 

to be a matter for the Board of Supervisors. 

this property is located and Mr. Tetrick 

replied that it is in the Parklawn area. 

There was no opposition to this and Mrs. Carpenter moved that this case 

be denied as she did not see evidence of hardship as the addition desired 

could be put on this lot without violating the ordinance. Seconded, Mr. 

Lamond , Carried unanimously. 

I II 
PAUL IT. ZIRKr,~, to permit two familY dweLl inl2', to remain as erected, Lot 

3A, Resub. of Lots 2, 3 and 4, Block 2, Pimmit Park Addition to El Nid~, 

corner of Ht t t and Seventh Streets, Dranesville District. (Suburban Resi

Idence Class 1) 

Mr. Kohlhaas presented the case in behalf of Mr. Zirkle and said this home 

was built in 1950 and at that time Mr. Zirkle lived in the basement about 

6 months to a year and immediately upon completing the upstairs, moved 

iin around 1951. He read a statement secured by 14r. Zirkle, signed by 

home owners on the street stating that they do not object to this two 

family dwelling. Mr. Jeffreys whose name appears on the petition was 

present until about 3:00 today and he was going to speak in behalf of Mr. 

!Zirkle, stated Mr. Kohlhaas. He said the size of the building is approxi

mately 32 feet long and 2$ feet wide. 

'Mr. Lamond asked if there were any other two family dwellings in the 

neighborhood and Mr. Zirkle said he did not know. ,
IMr. Kohlhaas said he would like to reiterate the fact that at the time 

this was built, the septic fields were built under the supervision of the 

Health Department and built to take care of a two fAmily dwelling, but 

Mr. and Mrs. Zirkle did not realize that they had to make special appli-

cation at that time. 

After discussion, Mr. Lamond moved that this anrlication be deferred to 

November 10 and sent to the Planning Commission and County Health Departmen 

for recommendation. Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. Carried unanimously. 

LEWIS H. C. JOHNSON, to permit erection and operation of a service station 

with pump islands within 25 feet of the Street property line, Part Parcel 

lA, Forestville Heights, Dranesville District. (Rural Business) 

Mr. Thomas E. Kuhn presented the r-cqui.r-ed notices and stated that he 

Iresided in Falls Church at 1943 Hileman Road and that he was presenting to 

Ithis Board consideration of granting a use permit to be used for the 

Ilerection and operation of a service station to be built according to the 

lspecifications of the Standard Oil Company and that it would be a modern 

Istation of stucco, operating from 8:00 A.M. to 9:00 P.l-. He said it was 
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not their intention, or in keeping with their practice, to have fuel truck 

on the premises except to make normal deliveries. Thfl type of operation w u l.d 

be primarily a gas station and the service rendered there will be in 

keepin~ with the operations of a sound financial operation. He called 

attention to the fact that the lot to the r-ecr of this property is 

vacant and that to the nor-thwest. of the property is a building which 

houses the Chesapeake and Potomac Telephone Company substation equipment. 

There is a real estate office located at the intersection to the rear 

of the old Forestville School and he would assume that the prJperty is 

about 1/4 nu.ae from the new school. 

Mr. l'lilliam A. "ogers appeared in opposition stating that he lives on 

the property which is adjacent to the telephone house. Me purchased 

this property in 1956 with the idea of providin~ his family with rural 

living. He felt that primarily this would be a hazard to the school 

which is located 150 yards from this site. Furthermore the road passing 

in front of this is very narrow and children walk to and from school 

and ride bic~cles. He said regardle~s of the appearance of the station 

he is opposed to it. He pre~ented five letters from residents living 

in the immediate vicinity and stated that he had contacted eight resi

dents in the vicinity, all of whom are opposed to the construction of 

this station. Among them are Mr. and Mrs. Ted Boxley, Mrs. Harry 

Rollinson, Mrs. Charles Feters, Robert Single, president of the PTA, 

Hr. and Mrs. Edward Boothe, Mr. and Mrs. Dove and Charles webb , who 

feel that this would increase the traffic along this road and would be 

an undesirable hangout for teenagers. 

Mr. Lamond asked Mr. Rogers what he thought should be located and Mr. 

Rogers replied that he did not think he would object to a medical cent~ 

or doctor's office in this particular location. 

An unidentified person said he opposed this for many of the reasons 

given and in addition would like to emphasize the safety factor. He 

felt that the increRsed use of this road would create a hazardous con-

dition and every time he walked out his front door he would be confronted 

with this sight. 

Mr. George 'v. 'olise, who lives in Forestville within about 2/10 mile 

of this property said he W2S opposed to this annlication as he had 

measured the blacktop of the road and it is only 15 feet wide which, with 

increased traffic, would add to the traffic hazard. He did not feel 

that there would be any public service rendered by having this station 

at this location because there is gas available within less than 2/10 

mile at a public service station where repair s er-v t ces are also available. 

Mr. George Pope of the School 00ard office appeared at this time and 

stated that they had just been contacted this morning that this matter 

was c0ming up and said if the BOArd of Zoning Appeals felt there is 

sufficient reason for the School Board to make a recommendation in this 



 

 

 

 

 

lJ-Ctd. 

14-

16-

October 28, 1958 

NEW CASSS - Ctd. 

matter, they will be glad to do so. It was not their normal practice, he 

sair., to op~ose a filling station close to a school unless it is right 

adjacent to a school. 

After more discussion Mr. Lamond moved that this application be granted 

because it has not been brought out that this will be anything to a f'f'ect, 

the health and safety of th~eOPle in the neighborhood and will not be 

detrimental to public welfare. The motion was lost for lack of a 5 econd , 

After further discussion Mr. Lamond moved that action on this apolication 

be deferred l.. u November 10 pending a report from the School B08'"'d office. 

08conded, Mr. Barnes. Carried unanimously. 

II 

DQNAI,D 1. 9ITTBERNER, to permit operation of a ot cnf c area in conjunction 

with a riding school on north side aoutes 29 and 211, easterly adjacent 

to Hunter's Lodge, Centreville District. (Agriculture) 

v.r. Sprinkle appeared to ask the Board to consider his transferring his 

business license to Mr. Dittberner and suble~sing the property. 

Mrs. Henderson asked Mr. Sprinkle if he hRd a lptter from the owner of the 

property stating that this could be subleased and also a statement as to 

what is to go on the property. Mr. Sprinkle said he planned to put in a 

miniature golf course and a lake. 

Mr. Lamond stated that he had seen this pronerty and Mr. Sprinkle had done 

a good job, but he felt reluctant, not knowing the feeling of Mr. Garwood, 

the owner of the property, regarding the lease. He thought a letter 

from Mr. Garwood would enable them to act intelligently. Mr. Sprinkle 

said he had such a Letcer-, but his wi re is now ill and he was not sure 

where to find the letter, but he could get a duplicate. 

There was no opposition to this. Mr. Lamond moved that this application 

to transfer operation to Mr. Dittberner be apDr~ved subject to a letter 

from Hr. Garwood stating that he has the right to sublease this property 

for this particular use. Seconded, Mr. Barnes. Carried unanimously. 

II 

RALPH D. FEATHSRSTONE, to permit existing carport to remain within 9 feet 

of the side property line, Lot 6, Block E, Fairfax Homes (1905 LaVista 

Drive) Lee District. (Suburban Residence Class 2) 

Mr. Featherstone stated that one corner of his carport is at an angle due 

to an error in the plat and that it would be impractical to move the 

post as suggested as it is embedded in 18 inches of concrete. There being 

no opposition, Mr. Barnes moved that this be granted due to the fact that 

it is only out on one corner and that the applicant has stated that h~s 

nearest neighbor is approximately 25 feet away. Seconded, Mr. J. B. Smith 

Carried unanimously. 

II 
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HARRY F. GRArIDINETT, to permit erection of a wor-kshop within 5 feet of 

the side property line, Lot 16, Block 9, Parcel 7, Section 4, Bucknell 

Manor, {lOJO Columbia Drivel, Mt. Vernon District. (Suburban Residence 

Class 1) 

Mr. Grandinett said seven years ago he constructed a car-por-t adjacent 

to his home and since then his family has rrown and with it the 

equipment he needs around his home and that he has no attic and no 

cellar in which to store the same. At the rear of his car-t-or-t is a 

sma Ll, wor-ksh-tp about 4! by g~ ree t., He wou'l d like to extend this wor-kshop 

and make it parallel to the c ar-oor-t., He had this anproved and got a .. (I~ flfo! p,zQ~~;'I' .Lovc. 
building permit to come within/5 foot euile:iitll, 2 es'u ieaH: n 

letter from Mr. Joe Montgomery who is the adjacent property owner, 

stating that he had no objection to this workshop coming within 5 feet 

of his line. 

Mr. Smith suggested that this workshop could be moved back the length 

of a proposed kitchen in the future and then this would be ready when 

Mr. Grandinett decided to enlarge his kitchen. 

There was no opposition to this matter and after some discussion Mr. 

Smith moved that the apolication be denied. Seconded, r~. Barnes. 

Everyone voted for the motion except Mrs. Carpenter and Mrs. Henderson 

who refrained from voting. 

II 

DEFERRED CASES: 

MORRIS L. KRAFT AND SOLOMAN STICHMAN - Board would discuss clarificatioil 

of their motion passed June 10, 1955 with regard to architectural design. 

Prooerty at S.E. side ff12J, adjoining Oakton Methodist Church. 

Mr. Beckner represented Messrs. Kraft and Stichman, and presented the 

required notices. He said the original request for the use permit was 

heard before this Board and at the Boardls request he had consulted with 

the owners to ascertain whether they would have any objection to the 

permit being granted with a restriction or a condition on the permit 

that they would construct a gasoline filling station architectually 

in keeping with the neighborhood and not a standard tyre Sinclair 

filling station. 

Mrs. Henderson asked Mr. Beckner if they intend to build something in 

conformity with the neighborhood, why-do they want this restriction 

lifted? Mr. Beckner said he could not answer this. He did know that 

at the instance of the local Sinclair representative that the New York 

office would not go along with this. He said this would put Mr. Moorela nd 

in a position that when plans are submitted that he would have to 

ascertain whether or not the plan is architectually in keeping with the 

neighborhood. 
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Mr. Clifford Ramsey, Pastor, Oakton Methodist Church, appeared and said 

there is just onc courtesy which he would like to get across to the oil 

company and that is that every consideration possible be given to erecting 

a filling station that will architectually be in keeping with the church. 

After considerable discussion Mr. Lamond moved that "we eliminate that I 
part of the resolution specifying that this filling station not be of the 

white and green tile standard Sinclair filling station." Seconded, Mr. 

J. B. Smith. Motion carried, Mrs. Henderson not voting. 

II I CASA BLANCA, INC. J to permit dwelling to remain as enec t.ed 6.9 feet of 

the side property line, Lot 9, Pompo~io's Addition to Bel Air (1203 

Annandale Road), Falls Church District. (Suburban Residence Class 2) 

Mr. Carson Carlisle apneared and said this house was unintentionally stake 

before construction. Mrs. Henderson asked for his notices which he did 

not have, and on the motion of Mr. Smith, seconded by Mr. Barnes, this 

case was deferred because of lack of said notices. 

II 

ROBF..RT C. COTHRAN, to permit erection of a carport and tool shed within 

8 feet of side property line, Lot 221, Section 4, Loisdale. (6218 Lois 

Drive) Lee District (Suburban Residence Class 2) 

Mr. Cothran showed pictures of the existing house and carport from across 

the street which he desires to build one like. He said the neighbor did I 
not object to this. He further stated that at the last hearing the shed 

was in variance but with .2 fee-t could be brought into conformity. he said 

the architect advised him that for appearance and nracticability he should 

request variance of from 1 to 2 feet. He is not interested in erecting th 

carport at the back of the house due to the fact that he expects to ex~and 

his house in the back and secondly that none of the other houses in the 

area have carports to the back; they are all erected on the side. 

After some discussion Mr. Lamond moved that they grant variance on this 

carrort by pulling the tool shed back so that it would be 8 x 6 instead 

of 10 x 6. Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. Carried unanimously. 

II 
The meeting adjourned. I 

Mr~~H~ 
Chairman 
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'::41 November 10, 1958 

The regular meeting of the Fairfax County 
Board of Zoning Appeals was held Monday, 
November 10, 1958 at 10 o'clock a.m. in 
the Board Room of the Fairfax Courthouse. 
All members were present at the call of 
the meeting. Mrs. M. K. Henderson, 
Chairman, presiding. 

The meeting was opened with a prayer by Mr. J. B. Smith. 

Mr. Barnes asked to be excused for two hours. 

NE1!,f CASES 

ALFRSD J. SURACI, to permit erection of 2 signs with an area lar~er than 

allowed by the Ordinance, (Total area 78.5 sq. ft.) on south side 

Route 236, approximately 6/10 mile west of Annandale, Falls Church 

District. (Suburban Residence Class 2) 

Mr. S. K. Kessler represented the applicant. He presented his proof of 

notification of this hearing to adjoining and nearby property owners. 

They are asking Eor the directional sign in order to slow down traEfic 

beEore customers make the turn into the drugstore, Mr. Kessler explained. 

It is a necessary safety measure. Three accidents have occurred in front 

of this building sinoe the opening of the drugstore, caused because 

people approachin~ the store saw their location too late to give adeouate 

turn si~nals. This is a 45 miles per hour zone and without directional 

notification of the drugstore, sufficiently in advance, this spot has 

become a definite traffic hazard. Mr. Kes~ler said these wrecks had 

weighed on his conscience, therefore he determined to try to remedy the 

situation. This would an pear to be the solution. ... 
This is the first pharmacy of this type in the County, catering primaril~ 

...rlltJ.. 
pharmace~l needs and people come from all parts of the County, many 

of whom are not familiar with the neighborhood. Therefore, very clear 

identification 1s necessary. The sign on the building is for identifi

cation and the sign on the road for safety. 

This is the type of operation which should be in a business district, 

Mr. Lamond observed. In a business district the applicant would be 

allowed adequate sign area. ~~. Lamond asked ~~. Kessler if his permit 

allowed him to sell things other than drugs. 

This is an ethical pharmacy, Mr. Kessler answered, they sell only the 

things in that category. 

This is not strictly phar~c~u~icd~ in the true sense, Mr. Mooreland told 

the Board. The opera~ors also carry docto~ supplies, cosmetics, and 

a few other things. 

Mr. Kessler explained his stock, other than drugs, saying that they 

carry a limited amount of candy. That has become a necessity, especially 

for doctors who handle children. They do not sell food, pots and pans, 

nor parakeets and lawn mowers. At least sixty per cent of the business 

is devoted to drugs and doctors' supplies, such as sickbeds, cots and 

sick room needs. Regarding the candy. it has become very necessary as 

doctors sometimes prescribe it for children. People ask for it along 
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l-Ctd. with their prescriptions. Candy is often added to antibiotics which 

are used in reducing temperature. 

Mr. Mooreland read the motion granting this medical clinic which was 

passed by this Board in September 1954 and July II, 1956. 

"Judge Hamel restated his motion and moved that the 
Boardgra,nt the use permit and the variance as requested 
and this is approved with the understanding that there 
will be no variance on the front setba~ line and this 
will include uses incidental to a medical center, granted 
because there appears to be a demand for an institution 
of this kind in the area and the people in the community 
approve and desire it. II 

(September 21, 1954) 

"Mr. V. Smith moved that an application for a medical center 
be granted to "Medical Center, Inc.", substantially as shown 
on preliminary plans submitted with the ~ppllcation byJohn M. 
Walton & ASSOCiates, dated March 31, 1955 and April 18, 1956. 
Sheet No. 1 of 5 sheets shows the proposed bUilding location 
to be 100 feet from Little River Turnpike and 40 feet from 
the side property lines and also it is shown on the plat 
plan, entitled "Part of Parcel D, Property of Albert Suraci" but 
it is understood that that is the property formerly owned 
by Alfred J. Suraci and is now owned by Medical Center, Inc. 
The area contains 2.63 acres. 

This plat plan shows future addition which is not covered 
in this permtt. The application dated July 11, 1956 was 
signed by "Virginia Medica.l Center" by E. B. Rauth, Agent. It 
is understood that subsequent to that date the applicant 
learned that there is apother corporation uPder this name in 
Virginia and the Board has full knowledge that this appli
cation is granted to "Medical Center, Inc.", Annandale, Virginia 
which is anon-prof! t organization. It is agreed 'tba.t a copy 
of the Charter will be submitted to the Board prior to the 
issuance of the permit. 

This use is granted subject to the applicant operating a 
pharmacy as shown on Sheet 2 of the preliminary plans to 
be operated solely as an ethical pharmacy. 

This application is granted under Section 6-4-a-15-f and 
Section 6-12-2 a and b, and is subject to the approval of 
the State Highway Department for means of ingress and egress 
and to the applicant furnishing adequate parking space for 
all users of the use. 

*It is understood that the Snack Bar shown on Sheet 1 of 5 
sheets of the preliminary plans may be moved to the area 
shown as unassigned on Sheet I of 2 sheets by John M. Walton 
and Associates, Architects dated August 10, 1956. 

This snack bar is to be used only b, the doctors, the personnel 
and patrons of the Medical Center." 

(August 28, 1956) 

There were no objections from the area. 

Mr. Taylor, from the Annandale Businessmen"s Association, and Chairman 

of the Safety Committee was present, stating that they were making an 

earnest effort in Annandale to eliminate accidents. They have had so 

many that they have asked the State Highway Department to make a study 

on how to reduce the hazards along Route 236. Mr. Taylor thought the 

identification asked by Mr. Kessler would help until such time as the 

dual highway is completed. There is a considerable amount of confusion 

in Annandale, because aside from the clinic, there is a medical bUilding 

and people say they cannot find the clinic. They want these medical men 

in their bus rneesmenss association, Mr. Taylor continued, and in their 

community and they wish to help them in a.ny way they can. 

I 

I 

I 

I 
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(It was noted that the bUilding wea" originally set back 100 feet from the 

right of way of Route 236 but the Highwa,y taking has lessened that setback. 

considerably.) 

The Board agreed that this is the type of commercial enterprize which 

should be in a business district where adequate signs would be allowed 

and since this is a business operating in a residential district the appli

cant should conform to sign areaS allowed in residence zoning. Mrs. 

Henderson suggested that the sign "Kessler Brothers" was not necessary. 

She agreed that the directional sign may be needed. 

It is hardly fair competition to people operating in a business district, 

Mr. Lamond suggested, to allow a business zign in a residential area. 

Mr. Kessler thought the name of the drugstore should be on the building 

as many people are directed here for prescriptions by the physician who 

gives directions mainly by the trade name. 

It waS noted that the Ordinance would allow anJ 18 sq.ftsign in a resi

dential area. It was suggested that the sign be made 18 sq.' ft. 

Mr. Kessler objected, calling attention to an old house down the street 

which would obstruct vision of a small sign on the building. He called 

attention to the fact that the sign is not large nor is it flashy, but rath 

it has dignity and simplicity. It is especially designed to fit the use. 

Mr. Lamond moved that the application to erect two signs with a 78.5 sq.ft. 

area be denied because it does not conform to a Suburban Residence Class 

II zoning but that it a.pproe.cnee more nearly a sign which would be 

asked for one in a business zone. Seconded, Mr. J. B. Smith. 

It was noted that in this residential district the Board can allow no more 

than 18 sq. ft. and it was the opinion of the members that that area would 

be sufficient to serve both for direction and identification. 

Motion carried: for the motion - Mr. Landrith, Mr. Smith, Mrs. Henderson. 

Mrs. carpenter refrained from voting. 

The Board is saying that the applicant may have 18 sq. ft.? Mr. Mooreland 

asked. The aggregate of sign area )Ilust be worked out with the Medical 

Center. This was only one of the uses granted, he noted. 

II 

JAMES E. ROBERTS, to permit existing barbecue shelter to remain as erected 

directly on side and rear property lines, Lot 2A, Block II, Section 7, 

Jefferson Manor, (602 Edgehill Drive), Lee District. (Urban Residence 

Class II) 

Mr. Roberts presented his proof of notification to nearh¥ and adjoining 

property owners. Originally, an open barbecue was located in this 

corner of his property, Mr. Roberts told the Board. It was used as the 

family picnic area; the only place they had for storage of the barbecue 

equipment was in the basement. They started out to.ccnat ruct a shelter 

~ t.f9 
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2-Ctd. for the barbecue pit, but before they realized it, it had grown into a 

little sheQ. It makes an excellent storage place for equipment but it 

1s no longer a patio nor just a barbecue pit. The building was put up 

without a permit. It measures approXimately 10.8 ft. by 10.8 ft. 

The pictures presented with the case showed the building to be practi-

cally a house with roof, sides, windoWS and front door. 

There were no objections from the area. 

Mr. Roberts was sorry for haVing gone so far with this structure; he had 

no intention to violate the Ordinanceiwhile he has lived in the Cbunty for 

ten years, he had never heard of the ZOning Ordinance. 

Mr. Lamond moved to deny the request as there is no indication of hard-

ship. Had Mr. Rogers obtained a building permit, he would have known 

he could not construct this building. Seconded, Mr. J. B. Smith. 

carried} unanimously. 

The Board agreed. bha.t; the roof and sides of this building must be removed 

within thirty da,ys from this date. It wa~ noted, however, that Mr. 

Roberts could move the building to a conforming location. 

II 

12- L. R. BROYHILL, to permit fencing and operation of a property yard on 

property to be subdivided La.ter., southwesterly side of Great Falls 

Street acrosS from the Christian Church Property, Dranesville District. 

(Suburban Residence Class 1) 

Mr. Mooreland told the Board that Mr. Broyhill had notified him that he 

could not get the signatures of the. five people in the area, therefore 

would like his case scheduled at 11:30 to be deferred to November 25. 

Mr. Lamond so moved. Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. carried, unanimously. 

II 

3- PEOPLE'S SERVICE DRUG STORES, INC., to permit erection of 2 signs with 

a larger area than allowed by the ordinance, (Total area 720 sq. ft.), 

between Routes 236 and 244, 1/4 mile eaat of intersection at Annandale 

(Mason District,General Business) 

Mr. Tinsley from the Regal Sign Cbmpany represented the applicant. 

After presenting proof of notification he showed pictures of the drug 

store with relation to the highway, indicating how visibility was cut 

off by the liquor storej coming up Route 244 the traveling public 

cannot see the front of the building, Mr. Tinsley pointed out, until they 

have passed. on or at least not until they are directly opposite the 

building. The letters are large (12 sq. ft.) because this is a "cut-out" 

If each letter were computed separately the total area would be 

384 sq. ft. for the two signs. 

Mr. Tinsley noted that the "Super Giant':' next door has a sign with letters 

five feet high, while these are four feet. 

Mrs. Henderson called attention to the Peoples Drug Store at Seven Corner 

I 
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3-Ctd. ~ (This 1s a smaller sign which is adequate); she thought these letters 

. much too J.a.rge. It is far larger than the Ordinance will a.Lkow, she 

noted. ~I 
On the Super Giant sign the individual letters were computed, Mr. TinslEa' 

I recalled. This sign is computed with the background. He also noted 
1/-1· 

that there is only one short distance on SpringfieldAfrom which this store 

would be visible. 

&lr. Lamond thought that shopping centers should work out some means of 

individual identification for their stores which would do away with 

I continual requests for oversized signs for each store. One asks for 

I 

a large sign; then all the other stores bring in requests which in 

the end are too far in excess of the Ordinance. The Board has granted 

some oversized signs, it was agreed, and it is difficult to reverse 

the position taken. However, it has been suggested many times, Mrs. 

Henderson recalledJthat the Seven Corners method of identification be 

worked out in other shopping centers. There must be the point of bringing 

these signs under control. An oversized sign can be reduced, Mrs. 

Henderson suggested and still be effective. She suggested taking out 

the word "store" in the "People's Drug Store" sign. That would bring the 

sign down to 264 sq. ft. Mr. Tinsley stated. 

If the letters are cut to 3 by 2 feet, the sign would almost meet the 

Ordinance, Mrs. Henderson observed. 

I 

But, will you count the individual letters on one sign, Mr. Mooreland 

asked and compute another sign on the rectangle basis? The Board has 

been counting the individual letters Mrs. Henderson answered, if the 

sign is free-standing. This could be made up in 3 by 2 foot letters 

tot~ling66 sq. ft. for each sign. 

Mr. Tinsley still objected, saying the bUilding is too far back from the 

road; that size sign would be practically invisible. 

Mrs. Henderson suggested that the case be deferred for the applicant to 

present a new drawing of the sign. 

Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case for the applicant and the sign com-

pany to get together and come up with a Sign area of not more than 200 

sq. ft. total area for both signs. Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. 

TheY,are scheduled to open before the next meeting on the 17th, Mr. 

Tinsley told the Board. They will need their finished sign for the 

opening. They must start work on the sign immediately to finish it by 

that time. 

I Delay in making the application in order that they have time to make up 

the sign is the responsibility of the applicant, Mrs. Henderson noted. 

Again the sign was compared to that granted to Giant, however, it was 

recalled that Giant has a much larger building and the Giant was cut 

from a requested 644 sq. ft. to 390 sq. ft. 



 
 

 

 

3-Ctd. grant the applicant not more than 200 sq. ft. aggregate f:: ~::~~~::::Oto 
~f sign area to be placed 00 top of the building. This is granted for two 

f 

igns. If I however. the applicant choses to use this 200 sq. £t. area 

ODe sign, such change 10 the design should come back to the Board. 

is noted that the area of this sign as granted is computed on the size 

the individual letters. Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. For the,; motion: 

r . Lamond, Mr. Smith and Mrs. Ca.r pen t er . Mrs. Henderson voted no. 

otlon carried. 

I 

ACK H. MERRITT, to permit operation of a kindergarten and nursery in 

private dwelling, Lot 37, Clearfield, (7705 Edsall Road), Mason District 

(Rural Residence Class 1) 

4-

r. and Mrs. Merrit appeared before the Board and presented their proof of 

otlfication. 

r. Merritt gave a resume of their educational background, stating that 

oth he and Mrs. Merritt had attended the University of Oklahoma. 

e gave a list of their church and civic activities. Mr. Merritt has a 

degree and is employed by the Agriculture Department. They have 

lived in this area for eight years. 

hey have discuSsed this school and its requirements with the State offices, 

he fire marshal and Mr. Bowman of the State Health Department. This 

uilding, in a subdivision, was chosen purposely so that very few of the 

hildren would have to be brought to school in cars, thereby reducing a 

arking nuisance. They have public sewer and water. 

hey discussed their plans with the Clearfield Citizens ASsociation and 

he Association at Indian Springs telling them how they plan to operate 

he school. They also talked with surrounding property owners and no one 

bjected. 

heI will fence the yard and make the place attractive. Tbe school will 

e well supplied with playground equipment. All play will be well super

ised. This is planned as a service to the community. They hope to 

lo Ln the Civic .aseccaa.ta.on and become a part of the community life. 

hey ask not to have a time limit on this permit as it is expensive to 

~4uip the school and they will want to make other improvements as they go 

long. 

he fire marshal and Mr. Bowman will no doubt suggest changes to conform 

a their regulations after this is granted. They will meet all re4u1rements 

he noueeJies threedbedrooms'.! .dining and living room, utility room and a 

aaemen t . They will rearrange some of the rooms and add one bath. The 

irst floor will be e4uipped for 40 children. That will allow more than 

o Sq. ft. per child, as re~uired by the Welfare Department. 

I 

I 
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This school will be for kindergarten and nursery school. They plan to 

have 60 children in kindergarten. They will use the basement. This will 

be for day care and will therefore come under the State regulations. This 

is a service planned particularly for working mothers. They will cater 

to the needs as fa·r as tra.nsportation is concerned. If transporta.tion 

1s necessary they will furnish it. The Merritts will Dot live in the 

house, but will live in the area. This property has about 9/10 acre. 

It waS noted that area requirements per child will be under State 

supervision, as the County has no regula.tions on this. It was a.greed 

that the Board was considering the location on this school only. The 

applicant must meet local conditions, health and fire, etc. 

Not all the children will be in the yard at one time, Mr. Merritt said. 

There were no obj ections. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant a use permit for a kindergarten and nursery 

school with the understanding that the applicant meet all requirements of 

the State Health Department and other County and State agencies who have 

control over this type of operation. This is granted to the applicant 

only. Seconded, Mrs. carpenter. 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 

DR. HENRY BIELSKI, to permit operation of a ~edical and dental clinic in 

a private dwelling, Lot 43, ala,sonville Heights, (2303 Annandale Road), 

Falls Church District. (SUburban Residence Class 2) 

Dr. Bielski told the Board that he is a dentist operating his offices 

in his home where he is now living. His r84uest is to abandon this 

house as a residence and operate it as a medical and dental clinic. He 

would like to use the bUilding with one or two doctors. The letters of 

notification of this hearing indicate that no nearby nor adjoining 

property owners object. 

Dr. Bielski said he had been living here for about one year operating his 

dental office and he has hear-d many complaints about the lack of medical 

facilities in the area. This would appear to be an ideal place for 

doctors; it is not far from the new County hospital and about one mile fro 

Annandale. 

Both Mrs. Henderson and Mr. Lamond questioned what hardshiP exists. They 

cannot see any reaSon for this except that Dr. Bielski wishes to take in 

doctorS. 

Dr. Bielski's brother-in-law, Jerome Snefaski, made an appeal for the 

granting of this clinic, saying that he had come here in 1939 and had 

convinced Dr. Bielski to settle here hoping to get their families together 

and thinking this would be the kind of community in which Dr. Bielski 

could build up a good practice; many doctors in the County are operating 
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in homes. The community is growing and Deeds medical men. There are 

homes now used for doctors and dentists that will grow into small 

medical office buildings. It is a good way for new professional people 

to get their start in a community where rents are high. Dr. Bielski has 

outgrown this building,.as a home and an office. No change will be made 

in the outside of the structure. Parking space is ade4uate. When he 

outgrows this building he will build an office structure on business 

property in Annandale; he is not now financiallY able to do that. 

This has been discussed with not only the neighbors, but many others in 

the County who favor such a use. 

If this is granted, they will comply with all health regulations, both 

S'ta.t e and County. The plumbing office has inspected the house and san' 

it is adequate from that standpoint. 

Is it true that you have sufficient room to take care of your own 

patients', Mr. Lamond asked. Dr. Bielski answered yes. Then, Mr. Lamond 

continued, this move would simply be to make room for the doctors. This 

use would be changing the character of the neighborhood entirely. 

Mrs. Henderson called attention to the fa,ct that this building used as 

a clinic could meet none of the required setbacks. 

Mr. Lamond pointed out that the new zoning ordinance will set up a 

new business district (C-Q) which will be entirely restricted to 

offices. In the meantime, granting so many of these cases is in effect 

creating a Business district, while it is the wish of the Board to 

help these pro~essional people get a start in the County as they usually 

open practice in their homes, then as business grows, move into a 

business district, which works very well, but to create a clinic in a 

residential area where no hardship exists is questionable. 

Mr. Mooreland called attention to the fact tha,t there is no section 

in the Ordinance under which this can be granted. Sec. 6-4-15-f is the 

only part of the Ordinance under which this might be granted, but the 

applicant cannot meet the aetba.cs requirements. 

Refusal of this r84uest would create a severe hardship, Dr. Bielski told 

the Board. 

Mr. Lamond moved to deny the case because it does not conform with the 

residential district in which this building is located. 

Seconded, Mr. J.B. Smith. 

,.Carried, unanimously. 

II 

I 

I 

I 

I 
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ALFRED PRITCHARD, to permit existing covered patio to remain within 3.65 

feet of the side property line, Lot 8, Block 14, Section 5, Virginia Hills 

(11 Logan Court), Lee District. (Suburban Residence Class 1) 

Mrs. Pritchard appeared before the Board. They have owned this house 

for a number of years, Mrs. Pritchard told the Board. They left for a 

few years on a tour of duty in Europe and when they returned their family 

had increased aDd the house was too small. They contracted to have the 

patio, put aD. not realizing that it was too close to the line until 

they were so advised by the Zoning Inspector. It gives them outdoor 

living space in summer and is used for storage in winter. It is a 

good looking structure, Mrs. Pritchard pointed out, as evidenced by 

the pictures she showed; it is of aluminum construction. The neighbors 

have all signified that they have no objections and it is the general 

opinion that it is an asset to the neighborhood. 

Mrs. Henderson suggested moving tbe posts in from the side 11ne, since 

this is a very small violation. Mrs. Pritchard pointed out that it 

could be done, but it would cut down the room area and she was afraid it 

would give the patio an unbalanced appearance. She also Doted that 

the neighboring lot is much higher than theirs and that a high terrace 

is immediately beyond the patio, precluding the relocation of the structu r 

This is a hilly section with banks and terraces allover the place. 

It would be difficult to move the posts as this is a prefabricated job, 

a.ll fitted for construction. New holes would have to be bored if the 

posts are moved. 

Mrs. Carpenter moved to deny the case because no evidence of hardship 

has been shown. Seconded, Mr. Lamond. 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 

REYNOLDS CONSTRUCTION 00., to permit erection of a dwelling within 22 

feet of the rear property line, Lot 125, Section 3, McLean Manor, 

Dranesville District. (Suburban Residence Class 2) 

Mr. Karr represented the applicant. He stated that the fifth property 

owner, whom he had notified of thiS hearing refused to sign the receipt. 

He had been notified by telephone. All the others signed and indicated 

that they have no objection to this variance. 

They bought several lots from Barcroft Terrace Development Corpora.tion 

for building purposes, with the plan to put up 50' by 36.6' houses. 

Mr. Karr showed a plat of the lots and indicated the home owners whom 

they had notified of the hearing. They poured the footings on all 

the houses they are building, but discovered that the angle line on the 

rear of this lot would make it impossible to put this house on the lot 

and meet setbacks without a small variance on one rear corner. That 

comes 22 feet from the rear line instead of 25 feet. 
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7 -Ctd. Mr. Woolsey, the man who refused to Sign the notification receipt objects~ 

however, he was notified and he was not present. Mr. Lamond asked Why 

not cut the building down so it would conform to setbacks. 

The footings are in, Mr. Karr answered, but more than that, this type 

of house would enhance the area. It is a four bedroom, 2\ bath, with 

recreation basement which is ver¥ attractive. They do not want to shrink 

the size of the house if possible. As it is, it conforms to the neighbor

hood; they do not wish to detract from the other houses they are building. 

They cannot move the house in any direction on the lot and meet the 

setbacks. They thought it would be better to keep the setback in 

front and that the three feet on only one corner on the rear would not 

adverselY affect anyone. It is a large lot with a very wide frontage. 

The house would look very attractive well set off with the large yard. 

It would not crowd anyone and it would be in keeping with the neighborhood 

in price and appeara·nce. They have pretty well canvassed the area and 

find no objecttons except Mr. Woolsey. 

Mr. Mooreland told the Board that Mr. Woolsey had called him and stated 

that he would not object to this if the applicant would build a fence 

along the back line. (It was noted th*t Mr. Woolsey: had been gra.nted 

a carport var-Iance by this Board) 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant this application due to the irregular shape of 

the lot and due to the fact that there are two sewer easements running 

through the property and granting this will not substantiallY impair 

the public good nor will it violate the intent of the Ordinance. Seconded, 

Mr. J. B. Smith. Carried unamimously. 

II 

8- FRANK J. LUCHS AND JULIUS GOLDSTEIN, to permit erection and operation 

of a service station and to permit pump islands within 25 feet of the 

street J,'tiiIJ.t ot way lines, property located at N. W. corner of Route 7 

and Thorne Road opposLte Ca.stle Road, Mason District. (General BUSiness) 

Mr. Dan Hall represented the applicants. Mr. Hall explained his plat 

!I pointing out that this business will share the driveway with the business 

On the adjoining property. 
I 
Mrs. Henderson called attention to the fact that this street will 

undoubtedly be widened, therefore she thought any variance in setback 

should not be considered. 

Mr. Hall pointed out that there is a steep grade along the highway. The 

grade runS about 13 feet from Route 7 to the back of the property. 

They will necessarily do a considerable amount of gra.ding and filling. 

The pump island will be approximately 3 feet below the road at the 

25 foot aetba.ck , 

Grading problems are not unusual, Mr. Lamond observed; grading and 

filling are often necessary. 

I It was noted that the station would have two entrances; one on Thorne Stree 
I 

I 

I 

I 

I 
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and one on Route 7. 

Mr. Stephenson objected, saying there are twenty filling stations within 

1\ miles of the Seven Corners intersection and there is no public demand 

for more. Mr. Stephenson said he owns the Esso Station at Seven CDrDers. 

Mr. Hall stated that they would necessarily have approval from the High-

way Department for ingress and egress from both Thorne Street and Route 7. 

They cannot go ahead until that approval is granted. 

Mrs. carpenter asked what the objection was to moving the pump islands 

back to 35 feet. They would not be in fair competition with other filling 

stations in the area, most of which are closer to the right of way. but 

1f the road 1s widened they will move the islands back. 

In this location the Board would be exceeding its authority to grant 

a variance in setback, Mrs. Henderson stated. 1n many other cases, such 

a variance is reasonable, but not here. Down Route 7 farther, access roa 

have been put in and the highway is divided, she pointed out, but at, 

this corner the access road ~y not be continued, however it will be 

widened and the setback should allow for that Widening. 

Mr. Hall noted that if the pump islands must conform to the 35 foot 

setback the building also would have to be pushed back, as they must have 

23 feet between the bUilding and the pump islands. 

Mr. Lamond moved': to defer the case to November 25 for the a pp Ldca.nt; to com 

back to the Board with a plat sbcwtng the pump islands 35 feet from the 

property lines: however, after further discussion Mr. Lamond mestated 

his motion, granting the applica,nt the use permit but denying the 

variance on the pump islands, saying that the pump island setbacks must co 

fora to the required 35 foot setback. Seconded, Mrs. carpenter. 

carried unanimously. 

II 

EVERETT EASTER, to permit division of lot with less area than allowed 

~kthe Ordinance, Lot 1, T~ree ~~s Subdivision at the end of Morris 

Street, Providence District. (Suburban Residence Class 2) 

Mr. Easter presented a plat of the subdivision indicating the traveled 

road nearest this lot and the distance of the sewer line from this lot 

(approximately 500 feet) explaining that it would cost about $1500 

to bring the sewer to the property, therefore in order to make it 

economically praet~eal to sewer the lots he has filed thiS request for 

division of lot 1 into two lots, one with 12,465 sq. ft. and the other4V 

to contain 12,466 sq. ft. 

Mr. Mooreland read the following letter from the Director of Public 

Works: 

~~ ~7~ 
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"November 10, 1958 9- Ctd. 

Mr. William T. Mooreland 
ZOning Administrator 
County of Fairfax 
Fairfax, Virginia 

Re: Lot I--Three M Subdivision 
var-Lanceoto Zoning Ordinance 
(case 23622) 

Dear Mr. Mooreland: 

This matter came to our attention on the Agenda of the November 
10 meeting of the Board of Zoning Appeals. 

This is to inform you that the street on which Lot 1 fronts 
1s not in the Virginia Department of Highways Secondary 
System for opera.t t on and maintenance. As a matter of 
fact, no construction exists in front of this lot. We have 
a policy in this Depattment which would not allow the 
approval of the subje4t plat. The policy is that no re
subdivision will be approved where the lots being resub
divided front a street or road that is not in the State 
System for maintenance. This policy has the approva.l of 
the Commonwealth's Attorney. 

Recently the County was granted a judgment against the 
subdivider in the amount necessary to construct these streets. 

Further you are iuformed that Lot 1 is not served by sanitary 
sewer, which is r~quired by the ZOning Ordinance. There is, 
however, sanitarYlsewer in the vicinity of Lot 1; but 
the Sanitation Division could not approve the subject plat 
until they had reQeived p~ans and aSsurances that the 
existing sewer would be extended to serve Lot 1. 

The attached sketch indicates the limits of the existing 
traveled way and s~nitary sewer. 

(S) C. W. Porter 
Director of Public Works" 

It would appear from the letter from captain Porter that the applicant 

cannot do anything with this lot, even if the joard grants the division 

Mrs. Henderson observed. 

He would be subject to complying with all these things, Mr, Mooreland 

said, the lots would have to be sewered and would neceeear-Lty front on 

a public street, which has been accepted by the Highway Department. 

The Board could grant this and it would naturally follow that he is 

subject to all the necessary County approvals. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant this application subject to Subdivision 

Control approval. This is granted in accordance with the plat presented 

with the case for the reason that this is a slight variance from the 

County requirements. Mr. Lamond noted that the plat had not been signed 

by the Certified surveyor. 

Seconded, Mrs. carpenter. 

carried unantmoue Iy. 

II 

10- ATLANTIC REFINING COMPANY, to permit erection and operation of a 

service station and to permit pump islands within 25 feet of the Street 

right of way lines, S.W. Corner of Arlington BlVd, and Route 649, Falls 

Church District. (General B.siness) 
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Mr. Dan Ha,ll represented the applicant. He called. attention to the 

fact that this station is located on Route 50 behind the Service Drive. 

They plan to build a two bay station. He showed a picture of the 

station they would copy. 

Mrs. Henderson asked if the setback reflected the widening of the 

Annandale Road. Mr. Hall answered that it did not. He was under the 

impression that the right of way taking at this point had already 

been accompHebed . The right of way here is 50 feet. They have checked 

with the Highway Department and they indicated that they have no 

plans at the present time for further Widening. 

Mr. Schumann volunteered the statement also that he knew of no 

planned widening beyond the 50 feet. However, he agreed to contact 

the Highway Department if the Board wished for the most recent 

information from them. 

The Board asked that he do so and adjourned for lunch. 

Upon reconvening, Mr. Schumann stated that he had discussed the 

Widening of Route 649 with the Resident Engineer, the District Engineer 

at Culpeper, and with the Richmond office: all. stated that there are 

no plans to widen beyond the 50 feet. 

There were no objections from the area. 

Mrs. Carpenter moved to grant a permit to the Atlantic Refining Company 

to erect and operate a filling station only at the southwest corner 

of Arlington Boulevard and Route 649 as shown on the plat presented 

wi tb the caae prepared by Lawrence Ostermount, C. E. dated 10-10-58 

however, it is also understood that the applicant is not granted the 

25 foot setback for the pump island as requested. This is gra.nted 

under Sec. 6-16 of the Zoning Ordinance. Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes. 

Carried unanimously. 

II 

CALVARY BAPTIST CHURCH AND OONGROOATION, to permit operation of a 

recreation and camp area with accessory structures thereto, property 

1/2 mile north of Route 603 on east side of Route 755, Dranesville 

District. (Agriculture) 

Mr. Paul Robins, Director of Community Services, of Ca.lvary Ba.ptist 

Church came before the Board. 

Mr. Mooreland made an explanation statement before Mr. Robins started: 

Several years ago a permit was granted on the back of this property 

for a Baptist Retreat. A stream runs through the middle of that part 

of th~-}and: it is hilly and not too pz-a.c'tLca.L for that use. Now they 

are a.sking the same use, they wish to occupy the front of the property. 

This land is off the main highway by about ~ mile Mr. Mooreland pointed 

out, it is located at the dead end of Route 755. 

To put ~ building at the rear of this property Would be expensive, Mr. 

Robins explained and inexcesslble. They are badly in need of a retreat 
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ll-Ctd. within the metropolitan area. Up to now they have had to ask other 

churches or organizations to use their ground for retreat purposes and 

it has sometimes been difficult and inconvenient to find a place. This 

was the Fraser property and Mrs. Fraser is pleased to have the Church 

use it for this purpose. Part of the land has been purchased from Mrs. 

Fraser. Mr. Robins pointed to the plat explaining which land is retained 

by Mrs. Fraser. 

There is now a 30 foot right of way from Route 603 to this tract, con Ly 

about 15 feet of which are used. Application has been made and accepted 

to widen that road to the full use of the 30 feet. 

Mrs. Henderson noted 't ha.t the structures shown on the plat and numbered fr 

1 to 6 have no dimensions nor setbacks. That should be indicated by 

the Board Mr. Robins answered, in order that they may know what will 

comply with the Code; they will maintain a 100 foot setback or more from 

the road. 

This retreat will be used by two groups, Mr. Robins went on, by the 

Churches and by g.roupa sponsored by the Churches. While it is developed 

primarily for the Baptists it is intended that other Churches will 

use it also. 

They plan to clear up the lake which is in a little valley and make a 

safe approach to it. They do not think it necessary to fence the lake, but 

will do so if the Board thinks it should be done. 

Mr. Lamond nhought that an open lake was a serious hazard for children 

who might wander off. Mr. Moorela,nd suggested that it was ha.z-dLy 

: practical to request the applicant to fence the lake; it is large and I 
I'I the place will be used only two or three months in the year. 

, Mrs. Henderson noted that a fence could not be required unless it is 

within a certain distance of a dwelling. 

It was said ~y a gentlem~n in the audience who did not give his name, 

that the lake would not be used except under supervision of a lifeguard. 

Mr. Mooreland told the Board that it has the jurisdiction to determine 

the setback on these bUildings as there are no dwellings involved. 

Accessory buildingS can be located 10 feet from the lines, Mr. Mooreland 

noted, but these are not accessory buildings. No dwellings are near the 

property. 

Mr. T. Barnes moved to grant the application of Calvary Baptist Church 

to permit the operation of a recreation and camp area on property located 

at the dead end of Route 755 as recorded in Liber Q3, page 210, shown II 
i o n plat by Fr.ed S. Lawless, dated October 10, 1958. This is granted to :t 

applicant only. seconded, J. B. Smith. 

Il ~~rried. unanimously. 

I 
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MINNIE B. SAUVEUR, to permit erection and operation of a motel (11 units) 

on south side of Lee Highway, just west of the City Limits of Falls 

Church, Falls Church District. (General Business) 

Mr. William Hansbarger represented the applicant. 

He showed the location of this property and indicated with pictures 

that a modern motel constructed at this location would be a distinct 

improvement to the neighborhood. He pointed out its various businesses 

operating in the area, which is predominately commercially zoned. 

Originally (before the zoning ordinance was adopted) this area was 

occupied by a motel. The new ordinance in 1941 zoned this for business 

use. Therefore, the motel which 1s still existing, is a non-conforming 

use, which cannot be remodeled.. If this case is granted, the present 

structures will be torn down and a modern motel erected. They will put 

up an eleven unit structure. 

Mr. Hansbarger told the Board that Mr. Patton, the engineer; Mr. 

Williams, the builder and Mrs. Sauveur were present if the Board had 

further questions. 

There were no objections from the area. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application as requested as this would 

appear to fit into the General Business scheme of the neighborhood and 

would be an improvement to the area. Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. 
', 

Carried, unanimously. 

II 

MURRAY DeBOIS, to permit erection of two signs on butlding with larger 

area than allowed by the ordinance, (Total area 2~8 sq. ft.) Lots 22, 

23 and 24, Annandale Subdivision, Falls Church District (Gen. Business) 

The building is now under construction, Mr. DeBois told the Board. 

The architect has left a space on the building for this sign to be put 

on the two sides, one sign facing Columbia Pike and the other facing 

Route 649. The white plastiC sign will be on top of the building, 

with a background built above the roof level. 

Mrs. Henderson thought some of the text of the sign could be taken 

off thereby reducing the overall size. 

There were no objections from the area. 

The building is set back so far from both roads it would be difficult 

to see a smaller sign, Mr. DeBoia stated. 

Mrs. Henderson noted that this is very little less sign area t.ha.n the 

Board granted to Giant which is a 300 foot bUilding. She objected 

to the fact that the plats and draWings presented with the case do 

not show the background area to be used fdr the e t gn. If that were 

shown, she continued, it could be determined what size sign eould go 

into that space. 

Mr. Lamond suggested that the applicant r~s. his sign using a height of 

no more than three feet instead of the four feet indicated on the 
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14-Ctd. drawing and no more than 30 feet in length, which would give a sign 

area of 90 sq. ft. However it was Doted that there are two signs. 

Mr. Lamond moved that the applicant be allowed not more than 75 square 

ft. of sign area for each sign on the building; each sign shall be 

allowed. a depth of not more t.han 3 ft. 

MrS. Henderson thought the Board should have a new draWing of the 

sign. 

Mr. Lamond changed his motion to read as follows: That the case 

be deferred for the applicant to present a draWing of a sign which 

will have nO more than 75 sq. ft. in area for each sign and no deeper 

than 3 ft. 

Deferral would prevent them from having their Sign by opening day, Mr. 

DeBois objected. 

MrS. Henderson noted that too many delay in making their sign variance 

applications; she cautioned that people should make application far 

enough in advance to take care of opening da.y. 

Mr. DeBois agreed to cut the sign and bring the revised drawing to Mr. 

Mooreland. 

Mr. Lamond changed his motion as follows: to grant the applicant sign 

area not to exceed 75 sq. ft. for each of the two sides of the bUilding 

each sign not to exceed 3 feet deep. (3.1 x 25') 

Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes. 

Carried unanimously. 

II 

15- MRS. C. L. CRIM, to permit duplex dwelling to remain as erected, Lots 

25 and 27, Wellington Subdivision, (35 Northdown Road), Mt. Vernon 

District. (Rural Residence Class 1) 

Mrs. Crim stated that this house was built 16 years ago with two 

complete dwelling units (2 kitchens). She bought it, arranged as it is 

for two families. She wishes now to rent it temporarily, as her son 

is away on a,rmy duty. She is living in the rear, just for the period 

of the absence of her son. Mrs. Crim said she has no kitchen facilitieS. 

Mrs. Henderson read from Page 95 - 6_l2_6_c of the Zoning Ordinance, 

stating that in accordance with the Ordinance the Board should have a 

recommendation from the Planning Commission on this before giving a 

decision. There were no pbjections from the area. 

Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case until December 9 pending recomeendation 

from the Planning Commission. 

Seconded, Nr. T. aar-nes . 

Carried unanimously 

II 
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MISS ANNA LEE HUMMER, to permit divls1QQ;of lot, on east side oflRoute 

617, adjacent to south end of Merriam's Store, Mason District. (Rural 

Residence Class 1) 

Mr. Mooreland recalled that Miss Hummer had . been granted permission to 

build a duplex on this entire 11 acre in August 1955. The back part 

of the ground 1s wooded, she 1s not using it for anything and Miss 

Hummer wishes to sell that. If she does so she will not have enough 

land left to cover the area requirements for the duplex. The lot she 

would sell would meet the ~ acre required for this zone. 

Mr. Lamond made several suggestions involving doing away with the 

duplex use but Miss Hummer said she could not do that as she needs 

to rent the duplex. The people in the duplex care nothing for the 

back wooded land, Miss Hummer explained; the land is of no use 

to anyone except to someone who would care to build upon it. 

Miss Hummer said she would never rent the duplex to families with many 

children. On one side only one person is there renting now. She 

would never crowd the house with more people tba.n would normally live 

in a Single family dwelling. 

Mr. Lamond moved to allow Miss Hummer to sell \ acre of ground in the 

back of her property and to continue renting the duplex on the front 

of this tract. Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. 

Mr. Mooreland agreed to contact Mr. Paciulli (Engineer for Miss Hummer) 

and explain to him how the Board wishes the property divided. Motion 

carried unanimously. 

II 

DEFERRED CASES 

SLEEPY HOLLOW RECREATION ASSOCIATION, INC., to permit erection and 

operation of a swimming pool, bath house, tennis courts and appurtenant 

recreational facilities thereto, property on west side of Sleepy Hollow 

Road, Route 613, adjoins Holmes Run, Falls Church District. (Rur~l 

Residence rlass 1) 

Mr. James Whittock represented the applicant. 

Mr. Whittock located the property on the map with r e la.t.aon to the 

surrounding area, with relation to the homes of those notified of 

this hearing, and showed the location of people who are members of the 

club. 

This is a non-profit club, Mr. Whittock explained with a membership of 

not more than 400. In their by-laws they say a membership of 300 

with $250 fee for each two adults and $5 for each child. They now 

have 250 applicants. Nine directors will serve for three years. 

This is planned to be open from 10 A.M. to 8:30 P.M; Sunday 1 to 8:30 

P.M. The activities and facilities shown on the plat will cost about 
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l-Ctd. $68,200, Mr. Whittock continued; they will occupy about 5\ acres. 

Btergreen tree screening is planned on Sleepy Hollow Road for a 30 

foot depth. They plan a parking area sufficient to take care of 1/3 

of their membership. (150 car9~ 50,000 sq. ft. of parking) 

Access will be at the southeast corner of the property off Sleepy 

Hollow Road. At this point Sleepy Hollow Road 1s clear for from 500 to 

1000 feet in both directions, therefore visibility is good. 

The pool will be 25 meters long, 42\ feet wide with a 33 x 32 foot 

diving aI, two diving boards. The wading pool will be 10 x 20 feet. 

This is designed to take care of 400 families. 

Mr. Whittock presented Mr. John Breen, President of the corporation and 

Rev. W. H. Smith of the Sleepy Hollow Community Church. (Rev. Smith 

was not representing the Church as a group; he was present as an intereste 

citizen and because he understands this type of recreational project.) 

Mr. Breen expressed the following opinions: that people in this area 

came to realize that this facility is needed after a survey was made. 

No such facilities are planned and the school grounds are not adequate 

for community use. Others have talked of this need and Some (Peace 

Valley for example) have tried to go ahead but have failed. This group 

has gotten together and with a great deal of time and effort;now have 

a good start, haVing grown from 35 interested people to 205 families. 

The Board of Supervisors realize the recreational need in the County; 

this will be operated with no expense to the County. 

Rev. Smith again stated that he was representing himself only, not his 

Church. He stressed the need for a recre~tional communi tv center, 

something with a wide appeal to the entire area which would bring greater 

strength in the unity of families. This could do that, he continued. It 

could help to Wipe out juvenile boredom and thereby reduce juvenile 

problems. He urged the Board to grant this use for the good of the 

community. 
4"-'" 

Mr. Whittock showed the location of the Fen~ Pool with relation to this 

property and to the area. He noted, that the developers of the Small 

and Greenberg tract to the south endorse this club saf:\.ng it would be 

an asset to them in selling their homes. 

Approximately 75 people were present favoring this project. Mr. 

Whittock presented to the Board a, list of 15 people who had found it 

necessary to leave before the hearing was called. 

The Chairman asked for opposition. 

Mr. GUy Emery appeared representing those opposed. He showed the 

locations of homes of those whom he represented, indicating that they 

would be adversely affected by this ,proj ec t because of their nearness to 

it. He read the following statement detailing the opposition of his 
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neighbors: 

"Falls Church, Virginia 
October 13, 1958 

To: The Board of Zoning Appeals, Fairfax County 

Re: The Sleepy Hollow Recreation Association 

Gentlemen: 

We, the undersigned residents of Sleepy Hollow Road 
and/or the Sleepy Hollow area, Falls Church, advise you 
herewith of our opposition to the application of the Sleepy 
Hollow Recreation Association for permission to build a 
swimming pool at the conjunction of Holmes Run and sleepy 
Hollow Road, Fairfax County. 

We join with fellow residents of the area in our 
sincere feeling that this activity. if apprOVed by yOU, 
will seriously interfere with our peaceful enjoyment of 
our residential property by reason of noise, dust, litter, 
increased tra.ffic hazard and depreciation of value. We 
subscribe to the arguments in support of our position 
which will be advanced in person by several of our fellow 
residents at the hearing on this matter, and add to theirs 
our request that the application of the Sleepy Hollow 
Recreation Association for a permit to construct its pool 
at the aforesa.ld location be denied. 

Respectfully, 

Signed Address 

W. D. Kelly 1309 Sleepy Hollow Road 
Robb G. Ballance 2024 Sleepy Hollow Road 
William E. Murray 2100 Sleepy Hollow Road 
Robert H. J. McKay 2028 Sleepy Hollow Road 
James E. MilkS 2012 Sleepy Hollow Road 
Elwood J. Dean 1740 Sleepy Hollow Road 
Ann M. Wood 1630 Sleepy Hollow Road 
Oleg H. Kor 1422 Georges Lane 
Wesley A. Bernhart 1998 Sleepy Hollow Road 
GUy Emery 1407 Sleepy Hollow Road" 

These people are not objecting to this pool as such, Mr. Emery stated, 

they obj ect to the location. When the people who proposed the site were 

asked at an open meeting of the citizens association if there might be 

an alternate site the answer 'was yes. Where is this alternate site 

and why have they not used it, Mr. Emery asked? 

Mr. Emery said he had three children and would like to see this facility 

developed in some more likely area than in the midst of homes. These 

people in opposition are the ones who will be affected by the noise, 

dust, litter and depreciation of property values, ~hile those 

.njoying the use of the project, those who have signed up for membership 

will have only the advantages. He again pointed to the location of 

the interested families and compared them to those who oppose the ~roject. 

There is one swimming pool club in the area, Mr. Emery continUed, this 

may be one too many. 

Mr. Emery discussed the traffic hazard and the fact that there is no 

plan to widen Sleepy Hollow Road which is winding and narrow. He 

read figures taken from a traffic count on Sleepy Hollow Road on a 

week day rush hour, and Sunday, all indicating that it 1s not capabLe of 
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1_ Ctd. taking this additional load. He mentioned the hazard to young bicycle 

riders. He thought the traffic situation alone was sufficient to 

declare this location unfit. 

He asked the Board to take an objective view of this and consider if two 

swimming pools in this area are necessary, if that is good planning, or 

Mr. Emery suggested. turning this over to the Planning Commission for 

their decision on whether this is in keeping with the general plan 

of recreation for the County. (It was noted that the Fenwick pool is 

practically across the street from this site)
.....,"-

Mr. Barnes asked about the traffic from Fen'lll$=Uk, if it had creat.ed.j a 

hazard. Mr. Emery said he had bought here after the Fen~ pool was in 

use and therefore had no means of comparison. 

Mrs. carpenter asked about the alternate site, where it is Ioca.ted and 

if it could be used. 

Mr. Hetmlicb submitted an opposing petition. He added his opposition to 

Mr. Emery~s. concurring in his statements. Mr. Heimlich emphasized the 

fact that the members of this club are on the fr_nge of the area and will 

not be adversely affected. 

Mr. Heimlich said a canvas had been made of pools within a 5 mile radius 

and many were found to have membership vacancies. He questioned the 

reasonableness of two pools serving the same a.r ea . 

The petition filed contained 19 signatures. 

Mr. Whittock, in rebuttal, stated that while the granting of this 

would create two pools across the stream from each other, they are 

entirely different types of operations. One is an exclusive club type 

of commercial operation while this club is purely non-profit with the 

rates low enough to fit the area which is not wealthy and which needs 

these cooperative fa,cilities. This club would cost an average of 

$35.00 a year and the $250 membership fee is salable upon permiSSion 

of the cooperation. 

Mr. Whittock said he had seen the County Park plan and this use in the 

area would be in keeping with the County plan for parks. It would 

keep this stream-hed property out of residential use. The County Park 

plan, Mr. Whittock continued, will go before the Board of Supervisors 

in December for approval. 

Mr. WhlttoJili agaiil- .porn ted tioi;the Small and Greenberg development 

whose owners endorse thisproject. 

The 50 foot setback from Sleepy Hollow Road with the 30 foot tree Screen 

and with tree screening on the south, Mr. WhLttock said will serve 

to set this property apart from the area. 

Two sites were considered in the beginning, Mr. Whittock told the Board, 

the Taynton site and this. Mr. Taynton withdrew from negotiations. 
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Only this site waS left. It 1S the only economically feasible place 

they have found in this entire area. 

The interest in this is all to the northwest because that is the popu

lated area. There is also interest toward Malbrook and to the southwest. 

Small and Greenberg wish them to reserve memberships for their home 

purchasers. This Will, as a matter of fact, Mr. Whittock continued, be 

very central for the people they serve. They hope to serve the very 

best interests of the County in putting in this project. 

In discussing the entrance from the southeast corner of the road, 

Mrs. Carpenter suggested two way traffic at either end of the property 

o~to Sleepy Hollow Road. 

Mr. Whittock answered that theTe is a bridge at the other end of the 

parking lot which would make it too dangerous for the exit or entrance 

traffic. 

Mrs. Carpenter asked if they would have a snack bar. Only machines, 

Mr. Whittock answered, nothing prepared on the ground. 

Dr. Van Evera spoke favoring the project, stating that while this will be 

personally inconvenient for them, he thought it good for the County and 

for the community. 

Mrs. Carpenter suggested that the access road be widened. However, Mr. 

Mooreland noted that 30 feet is the required paved area on State roads. 

He thought 30 feet should be sufficient. 

Mrs. carpenter moved that a permit be granted to the Sleepy Hollow 

Recreation Association to operate a swimming club as shown on the plat 

prepared by Rodgers Brothers and Associates, dated August 13, 1958 

with the provision that the access road leading into the parking lot be 

30 feet wide. This is granted under Section 6-4-l5-c of the Ordinance 

and is granted to the applicant only. Seconded, Mr. Barnes. 

For the motion: Mrs. Carpenter, Mr. Lamond, Mr. Barnes and Mr. Smith. 

Mrs. Henderson disqua,lified herself to vote since she is a member of the 

Feli~ Club. 

Motion carried. 

II 

SPRINGFIELD AMERICAN LEGION POST 176, INC., to permit erection and 

operation of a building 50 by 100 feet to be used as an American Legion 

home and community purposes, property located 312 feet west of Backl1ck 

Road on an access Road and .outh of Route 644, Mason District. (Rural 

Residence Class 2). 

Mr. Hardee Chambliss represented the applicant. This was deferred, Mr. 

Chambliss recalled for plats showing Loca.t Lon of the building and 

distances from the side lines. Mr. Chambliss had discussed the pa,rking 

area which was in question at the last hearing with Mr. Schumann who also 

agreed that more parking should be available. This they can provide, 
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2-Ctd. Mr. Chambliss stated. He showed on his revised plat how this could be 

provided. The parking area will be black top. 

Mr. Chambliss pointed out that they would also like to use the rear propert 

for an athletic field. If the Board doeS not agree with that they will 

be willing to withdraw it, Mr. Chambliss stated and they could use the 

high school property. If the Board does grant the back land for the 

athletic field they will screen with evergreens to protect adjoining 

property. 

MrS. Henderson asked about access. Mr. Chambliss said they have changed 

to two road way easements; one for ingress and the other egrees to relieve 

traffic congestion - one way traffic. 

Mrs. Henderson asked 1f anyone from the Legion had talked with people 

I from Springfield regarding screening against their subdivision. They 

I, had not. 

il Mr. Napley said they had tried to get together with the Legion but 

~I had had no success. He insisted that something definite be done to 

I~ provade adequate screening. 

fj Mr. Chambliss objected to screening saytng it would be unreasonable to 

II require it; he had thought of the screening only if the large rear 

II area is used. 
I 
I But if the back La.nd is cleared anything could go on there, Mrs. 

NapLey suggested. She thought nearby property Owners Should be 

Iprotected. 

Mr. Dentz from the Legion said they would agree to screening and 

Iwould get together with the people to decide upon something equitable. 

IMr. Chambliss suggested a granting contingent upon putting in the.small 
, 

trees now. 

Mr. Napley also called attention to a drainage situation which should be 

cor-eect ed , 

IMr. Lamond moved to grant the appf.t ca.ta.on to Springfield American 

Legi on Post 176 with the provision that proper screening be provided I 
I: [along this property which borders Springfield Subdtvfs t on ; this is the 

area which will border the propoSed athletic field. Planting shall be I 
of at least 3 foot evergreens planted on 8 foot centers. It is also 

understood that this.planting will be accomplished by Ma,y 1, 1959. Thil 

is granted in accordance with the map dated November 4, 1958 presented 

with the case. 

Seconded, Mr. Barnes. 

Carried unanimously. 
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CAROLINEM. MATTHEWS, to permit extension of dance studio, Lot 8, Block 

11, Section SA, Springfield, (7018 Essex Avenue), Mason District. 

(Suburban Residence Class 1) 

The applicant requested that this be deferred until December 9. The 

B8ard agreed. 

II 

PAUL J. ZIRKLE, to permit two family dwelling to remain as erected, Lot 

3A, Resub. Lots 2, 3 and 4, Block 2, Pimmit Park Addition to El Nida, 

corner of Hltt and Seventh Streets, Dranesville District. (Rural 

Business) 

Deferred for recommendation from the Planning Com$lssion. The motion to 

defer to December 9 was made by Mr. Lamond and seconded by Mrs. 

Carpenter. 

Carried unanimously. 

II 

LEWIS H. C. JOHNSON, to permit erection and operation of a service 

station with pump islands within 25 feet of the street property line, 

Part Parcel lA, Forestville Heights, Dranesville District. 

(Rural Business) 

Mr. Mooreland stated that it was thought that the School Board had objecti 

to this filling station and had expected to present their opposition at 

this time. Mr. Pope had mistaken the day of the hearing, thinking it was 

Tuesday the 11th, therefore no one was present on their behalf. Mr. 'PeP~d 

will be in later, however. He haS sent a l.~ter to the Board which has no 

been received.. 

Mr. Johnson said he w~ald like an opportunity to offer his suggestions 

for eliminatin~ somA of the objectionable features. The road is narrow 

_but they will widen it and supply curb and gutters. 

Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case to November 25. Seconded Mr. BarneS. 

Mr. Johnson said he would like a copy of Mr. Pope's letter of objection. 

The opposition also asked for a copy. Motion carried. 

II 

CASA BLANCA, INC. to permit dwelling to remain as erected 6.9 feet of the 

side property line, Lot 9, Pomponio'S Addition to BelAir (1203,Annandale 

Road) Falls Church District. (Suburban Residence Glass 2) 

No one was present'to support the case. It was deferred to November 25 

by the motion of Mr. Lamond, seconded, Mr.~»nes. Motion carried, 

II 

Mr. Mooreland stated that one year ago April, the Board granted a permit 

to an Esso filling station at Kings Htghwayand Telegraph Road. They 

came in on October 17, making application for a permit which was approved. 

They did not go ahead with the bUilding until after the year had expired. 
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Mr. Moorelaed asked if the permit was good. The Board said it was good 

for one year from the date of granting the use, since this is granted 

!under Section 6-16. 

Mr. Woodson came into the room and the Johnson filling station case , 
was taken up again, since all parties COncerned were present. 

Mr. Wpodson apologized for their misunderstanding of this date of hearing. 

The School Board would recommend against the granting of this application 

Mr. Woodson said, because of the narrow curving road. Children walk on 

this road and with a filling station at this location it would cause a 

serious hazard to them coming to school in the mornings. ThiS hazard 

was also the cause of considerable amount of objection from people 

in the area, Mr. Woodson continued. Many of them appeared before the 

School Board opposing this use. 

Since this property is zoned for rural business uses then the normal 

conclusion would be Mr. Kuhn stated, that any business here would be 

objectionable. It was therefore impractical to zone this land for 

business. 

You are possibly right. MrS. Henderson answer-ed. There are }lI.any 

businesses over which this Board has no control but if the ,Board does 

have uontrol, as in the case here the Board should exercise that authority. 

Mr. Lamond withdrew his preVious motion to defer the case. This was 

agreed to by Mr. Barnes. 

Because of the narrowness of the road and the close proximity of the 

school, Mrs. Carpenter moved to deny the application for a filling station 

at this location. Seconded, Mr,. Barnes. Carried unanimously. 

Mr. Pope's letter came to the Board later and is quoted below: 

"November 11, 1958 

Chairman, Board of Zoning Appeals 
Fairfax County 
Fairfax, Virginia 

Dear Mrs. Henderson: 

The Fairfax County School Board on November 4, by appropriate 
action. asked that you be advised of its opposition to the 
requested use permit for a gasoline service station on Route 
681 near the Forestville School. 

Our Board feels that the objections submitted to you by 
ci tizens of the ar-ea are valid and justifiable and urges 
rejection of the application by your Board. 

Very truly yours, 

(S) George H. Pope, Assistant Superintendent 

. Mooreland stated as follows: There is a garage with a utility room 

n the back which has been built under the Ordinance. The angle of the 

ide line is such that the garage is 15 feet off the property line but the 

torage area is 10 feet from the property line. May these people use the 
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garage as part of the house? The Board agreed yes. Mr. Lamond thought 

that the Board needed the advice of the Commonwealth's Attorney on these 

borderline cases. However. Mr. Mooreland recalled that the Commonwealth's 

Attorney would throw such a question back to the Board asking them to 

interpret the Ordinance, which 1s within the Board's jurisdiction. 

II 

Johnson's Restaurant: 

Mr. Mooreland s ta.t ed that Mr. Johnson has obtained his permit on his 

restaurant but haS not gone ahead with construction. He asked 1f this 

permit 1s still good. 

Mrs. Henderson thought not; she read from page 91 of the Ordinance 

indicating that he must "proceed to completion" the work on the building. 

It was brought out that Mr. Johnson has proceeded no farther than digging 

a hole. 

The Board suggested that Mr. Johnson appear before the Boa,rd to show 

cause Why the exception granted is not used. 

II 

Dr. Wineland indicated to Mr. Mooreland that he felt discriminated against 

since the Board bad granted Dr. Choi an unlimited permit to operate in 

a home and ha.d limitEd. the time on his permit. The two cases J Dr. 

Wineland considered practically identical. 

Mr. Lamond moved that Dr. Wineland be notified that the three year restric 

on his case has been lifted by the Board and that.his permit is unlimited. 

Seconded, Mr. Barnes. 

For the motion: Messrs. Lamond, Barnes, and Smith and Mrs. Henderson. 

Mrs. Carpenter did not vote. Motion carried. 

II 

Mr. Lamond moved that the Board send a contribution to the Heart Associati 

in memory of Mr. O. A. Lawson. It was agreed. 

II 

The following letter from Mr. William T. Shealy was read; 

"November 4, 1958 

Chairman, Zoning Board of Appeals 
Fairfax County 
Fairfax, Virginia 

Dear Mrs. Henderson: 

I am writing to thank you and the members of your Board for 
the manner in which you considered my request for a use 
permit to open a Kiddieland in Fairfax County. 

Several members of th~ Annandale Baptist Church Board had received 
my plan enthusiastically and I was quite surprised when it was 
opposed so vehemently at the hearing on O~ober 27. 

In spite of the fact that I believe the churchmen over
emphasized the possible interference ~Eom our kiddieland, 
submit that without their cooperation it would have been 
foolish to open on that property had the permit been granted. 
As we mentioned at the hearing, it is part of our promotional 
plan to cooperate with and assist youth and community activities. 

c.'1 L 
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"our real estate broker is attempting to find a more suitable 
location in the immediate area and should it be within the 
confines 'of Fairfax County. perhaps a similar request may 
receive consideration. 

Sincerely yours, 
(8) William T. Shealy, President 

ii. T; Shealy Enterprises, Inc." 

The meeting a.djourned. 

~/~~ Mrs. ~JHenaersoDJr: 
Chairman 
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November 25, 1958 

The regular meeting of the Fairfax County 
Board of Zoning Appeals was held Tuesday, 
November 25, 1958 at 10 o'clock a.m. in the 
Board Room of the Fairfax Courthouse. All 
members were present at the call of the 73 
meeting except Mr. J. B. Smith. Mrs. 
M.K. Henderson, Chairman, presiding. 

NEW CASES 

HAROLD F. KENNY, to appeal a decision of the Zoning Administrator or 

other administrative official in denying approval of building permit, 

Lot 66, Section 1, Kent Gardens. Dranesville District. (Rural Residence 

Class 2) 

Mr. Kenny appeared before the Board stating that he was appealing from 

the decision of the Zoning Administrator and other County officials 

who have refused 'him a bUilding permit on Lot 66. 

Mr. Mooreland asked to make a background statement to the Board: 

Mr. Kenny made application to his office for a building permit on Lot 66 

Section I, Kent Gardens. Lot 66 is shown on the subdivision plat as 

a "reserved area". Mr. Kenny came to his office with this request 

showing his proposed location Site, knowing the status of this parcel 

of ground. Mr. Mooreland said he discussed this proposal with Mr. 

Kenny at length, telling him that he could not grant the request for a 

bUilding permit, but suggested that it be turned over to the Depa,rtment 

of Public Works. Mr. Kenny was told in that office that his proposed 

location was in the flood plain area. Mr. Kenny was not satisfied 

with the statements of either Mr. Mooreland or the Department of Public 

Works. He then talked with Mr. Massey, who in turn wrote Mr. Kenny 

a letter which was in agreement with the information Mr. Kenny had receive 

from the Department of Public Works and fr~ Mr. Mooreland. 

Mr. Mooreland said he had checked the preliminary plat of this subdivision 

dated in 1952 on file in the Subdivision Control office and found that 

that plat had been approved. It did not show this area (Lot 66) as a lot. 

But, when the final plat came through, it showed this area as Lot 66. It 

did show as a reserved area. It was evident that there was a question 

of drainage at that time and the developer did not include that parcel 

in the subdivision. How it received the number 66 is not known. 

Mr. Lamond asked if this area had "flood plain" marked on the plat 

when it Came from the Department of Public Works. The County did not 

have a Department of Public Works at that time, Mr. Mooreland answered, 

but it showed the flood plain location. 

At this time Mr. Kenny read the letter he had received from Mr. Massey. 

"16 October 1958 

Mr. Harold F. Kenny 
1022 N. Kentucky Street 
Arlington, Virginia 

Dear Mr. Kenny: 

In connection with your application of October 2, 1958 for 
permit to build one dwelling on area designated as 66 (reserved 



-

 

..-" 

NEW CASES - Ctd. 

l-Ctd. area) in Section I of Kent Gardens Subdivision, I wish to 
advise you as follows: 

In acoordance with my several telephone conversations with 
you I have reviewed this application with our Zoning Office 
and Department of Public Works and have concluded that this appli
ce.t Ion should not be granted. 

The sub~ivision plat, as recorded, designates this parcel 
of ground through which Pimmit Run drains as (reserved area) 
but with the number 66 which is the next lot number in 
sequence. None of the other lots bea.r any notation relative 
to being reserved or being ava.r Ja.bte for building sites and 
it would. therefore, seee.sobvdeue that this reserved area 
was not in tha same categgxy as the other 65 lots. 

Since no drainage easement or drainage facility was shown 
along Pimmit Run on this recorded plat or on the construction 
plans, it appears that this was not considered a bUilding 
lot at the time our Planning Staff reviewed this proposed 
subdivision and approved the street and drainage improvements 
therefor. 

Your proposed grading plan submitted in connection with the 
application for bUilding permit would result in completely 
blocking the natural drainage area on 'tba.t; side of Pimmit Run 
thereby SUbStantially decreasing the flood plain cross-section 
resulting in raising the flood elevation upstream from this 
proposed fill and on the opposite side of Pimmit Run. 

The entire proposed fill area, including the dwelling location, 
would be within the high water area and would be subject to 
erosion and flood damage. 

(S) Carlton C. Massey. County Executive 

Mr. Kenny's answer to Mr. Massey is also quoted: 

"19 October 1958 

Mr. Carlton C. Massey, County Executive 
Court House Building 
Fairfax, Virginia 

Dear Mr. Ma,ssey: 

I have your letter of 16 October 1958 and do not see 
in it any legal reason why a permit to build should not 
be granted. 

May I again state to you my position. I am merely 
making application for a permit to build on Lot 66 in 
Kent Gardens, Section 1, in accordance with Section 
1-4 of the Fairfax County Code. 

I heartily protest such arbitrary interpretations of 
the Code as evidenced by your third and fourth paragraph. 
In the third paragraph you completely ignore the fact 
that Section 5-l0g of the Code requires that a 
record plat must show "the number and area of all 
building sites", Lot 66 is such a site containing 
54,811 sq. ft. In your fourth paragraph you state 
that no drainage easement or drainage facility along 
Pimmit Run was shown. I submit that Section 5-l0g 
also requires that "The accurate location and dimensions .... 
of boundaries of all easements "be shown. 
If it is your contention that a drainage easement 
should have been shown, I would like to remind you 
that you have accepted and approved the final plat and 
as no such easement was shown it must follow that none 
was required. 

May I again point out that the improvement I intend 
to place upon Lot 66 does not have a basement to 
flood and is sufficiently above the high water mark 
as experianced by the property owners fronting on the 
same street. (Somerville Dr.) 

I cannot agree with your contention that the grading plan 
I have submitted would have any appreciable effect 
upon the flood elevation of Plmmit Run as the existing 
average grade in the area of the building is at least 
6 feet above the normal level of Pimmit Run. 
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I again ask that Zoning release my application for permit 
so that I may continue with the balance of the check list 
and obtain my permit. 

(S) Harold F. Kenny" 

Mr. Kenny showed photographs of the area which l~d Mrs. Henderson to 

uestion how anyone could expect to build on such a generally low area. 

Mr. Kenny said he had asked many people in the County offices what 

this "reserved area" means. He has not yet r eceeeed a satisfactory 

answer, but he got the impression that this designation (vxes er-ved area") 

would not constitute a valid reason to reject a permit if other County 

requirements are met. 

Mr. Mooreland said that those words on the plat were a "flag" and 

therefore he could not approve the permit. Public Works could do nothing 

ahout it because they claim it is flood plain land. Still, Mr. Kenny 

continued, he does not know what this area is to be used for. The deed 

of dedication does not say. The Engineer had suggested that this 

reserved area might have been instigated by him and not by the County. 

Mr. Kenny noted that there are four houses acr-ose the street from this 

site. 

Mr. Kenny said he realized that from time to time water has been in 

Somerville Drive. 

Legally, Mr. Kenny insisted, there is no reason why a permit should not 

be granted by the Zoning Administrator. This is a recorded plat; it 

is a building site, subject to County regulations which he can meet. 

He does not plan to have a basement; the house will be entirely above 

the high water level. It is said that this is in the flood plain, but 

this was a recorded lot prior to the modern flood plain regulations, 

which regulations would not allow recordation of a lot in flood plain 

a.r ea.. There was nothing in the Ordinance at the time this lot was 

recorded which would preclUde its inclusion as a lot. 

Di" these words "reaervea.tar-ea." mean in 1952 what an impressed 

easement means today? Mr. Kenny asked. That it is restricted ground 

and no improvement can be made without 'permission from the Board of 

Supervisors? Mr. Massey does not say this is restricted ground; he calls 

it reserved area, but not restricted. 

Mrs. Carpenter asked what would be the difference between "reserved" and 

"restricted" . 

This is a recorded lot, Mr. Kenny answered, with that statement which 

has no pertinency to the Ordinance. U it does have pertinency it should 

be shown to him how it is pertinent. Mr. Massey says this is reserved, but 

does not say he would not grant a, permit. Mr. Kenny quoted the fourth 

paragraph from Mr. Massey's letter, saying he disagreed with that. The Cod 

says all easements must be shown on the plat, Mr. Kenny contended. 
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l-Ctd. Mr. Moorela,nd recalled that there are actually two codes, that used in 

1952 and now. 

If this were to come under subdivision today, Mr. Kenny stated, Mr. 

Massey would be correct; the County could put an easement on this 

ground as a flood platn and make it restricted area, but 1n 1952 

there were no effective flood plain provisions as are contained in 

the code today. Therefore, this is a building site; requirements of 

today cannot be applied to a lot recorded in 1952. 

Plats now show a restricted 'area which cannot be improved without 

permission from the Board of Supervisors. That land cannot even 

be filled without permission. This is not such ground as would be 

reserved today. If there are regulations which specify the reason 

"reserved area" was put on plats before 1952 and the Board of Supervisors 

does not want improvements then he should be shown how and why this 

land is held out of use. This is merely an assumption, Mr. Kenny 

charged. It is taking land without due process of law. 

Mr. Kenny said he bought this land in April 1958. He bought it, knowing 

that this is Lot 66 with the designation"reserved area" but with 

knowledge of the Code. He knows that this is a recorded lot; it is a 

buildable site as long as certain modificationS are made. He will 

make those modifications for his own protection. 

On subdivision pla.ts filed todaYl Mr. Kenny continued, areas are 

often held out for one reason or another, designated e~ther an 

out-lot or reserved area that is on the final plat which makes that 

particular area not buildable. The County may'need a dedication of ease

ment for road or for some other purpose and this is shown on the 

final plat. Property held out is for a specific reason and it is 

so specified on the pla.t or on the deed of dedication. 

In this case, the engineer realized that there was something of a 

problem because of the lake. They~~ reclaimed four lots across the 

street but they did nothing about Lot 66 by the way it was 

platted. 

It is the function of the County, Mr. Kenny insisted, to tell him 

what this land is reserved for. Mr. Massey made no mention of why 

this lot cannot be used. The final plat not only shows the number 

in sequence but it shows the area. If this was meant to have been 

restricted it would have been designated Number 1 or ta) but not have 

been numbered consecutively with the other lots. Therefore it is a 

lot. Nowhere can any reason be found explaining why ,this is not a 

lot, except the statement of the County that it should not be used. 

If this Zoning Office says this is a "reserved area" they must imprel:B 

an easement on this ground; obviously there is no easement. 
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But "reserved area" means reserved, Mrs, Henderson observed. That means 

flood plaiD and the County does not want that area to be used as it 

would damage the surrounding area. 

The boundaries of all easement s sbould Be mentioned, Mr. Kenny answered. 

If this comes under Subdivision Oontrol their regulations are that they 

must preserve the drainage area. They are required to show the boundary 

of that easement or the flood area not to be used. 

The front of the lot is satisfactory to be used, Mrs. Henderson pointed 

out, it is the back part of the lot that is in the flood plain. 

Mr. Kenny said he had also talked with the Commonwealth's Attorney who 

gave him no opinion, saying it was up to this Board to make a decision 

on this. 

Mr. Lamond moved that this case be deferred to give the Board the 

opportunity of consulting with the Commonwealth's &ttorney - deferred 

until December 9. 

Mr. Price, from the aUdience, stated that the land across from him 

floods and he had seen the water 45 inches deep in Somerville Drive. 

It floods from Kirkley going north. All the low ground floods badly. 

Mr. Kenny said there are mounds on this lot which are five or six feet 

above the water line which do not flood. 

Mr. Price asked how the creek would be protected. He stated that he 

was not present to object to Mr. Kenny but he wanted to know how the 

loW land will be cared for. His interest was in keeping the water 

from coming down the road. 

Mr. Barnes seconded the motion to defer. 

This is a simple legal problem, Mr. Kenny suggested, however, he would 

take a rejection if the Board wished as he had already had that answer 

from both the Zoning Administrator and from Mr. Massey. His purpose 

in coming to this Board was simply to exhaust his administrative 

remedies. There has been time to investigate this, Mr. Kenny insisted; 

he could see no reason to continue the case. He asked a decision today 

so he could carry it onto the cpurt. 

This is a legal question, as you have pointed out, Mrs. Henderson 

reminded Mr. Kenny. This Boa.r-d has access to the Commonwealth's 

Attorney on legal matters and in fairness to this Board and to the County 

the Board should have the advantage of an opinion from the Commonwealth's 

Attorney. The Board has had no opportunity of investigating this case 

prior to this hearing, Mrs. Henderson continued, it is an expense to 

the County to go to court and every effort should be-made to give this 

full consideration before giVing a decision. 

The legality of the taking of the land is the question, Mr. Kenny stated 

and since his full evidence bas been given he asked the Board to notify 

Coif.; 

:?-77 
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him of its decision. 

That decision will be given at the next meeting on December 9, Mrs. 

Henderson stated, which is the regular procedure of the Board. 

The motion carried unanimously. 

II 

ANNIE E. MUCH, to permit conversion of existing single family dwelling to 

two family on lot with less frontage and area than allowed by the Ordinance 

on west side of Route 712, 1/4 mile north of Route 236, Mason District. 

(Suburban Residence Class 3) 

It was noted that this case had not been before the Planning Commission 

for recommendation as required by the Ordinance. Mrs. Henderson recalled 

that similar cases have been handled by the Board without reference to 

the Planning Commission. However, in this case the applica.nt has a lot 

with less frontage and less area than reqUired for a duplex dwelling. 

That would appea r to be more variance tha,D the Board could grant. 

Mr. Mooreland suggested hearing the case and referring it to the Planning 

Commission before the final decision is made. 
j 
Mrs. Much told the Board that she had lost her husband and is living 

on social security and hopes to have the rent from her apartment in this 

house. She would like to have a, couple or two school t.eacnere in the 

h ouse., She now has roomers but it would be better to have less people 

lin the house and by constructing the duplex arrangement, the renters 

could be to themselves. She would put in a small kitchen and would not 

Irent to people with children. She has a ten year old child, Mrs. Much 

jcontinued, and she thinks it better to be home, which she can do by 

!renting the apartment, than to be away working. 

It was noted that Mrs. Much bad not presented floor plans of the proposed 

IduPlex. She was told that would be necessary before going before the 

Pla.nning Commission. 

Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case until December 9 and refer it to 

the Planning Commission for recommendation. Seconded, Mr. Barnes. 
,
iMotion carried. 

II 

IHOT SHOPPES, INC. to permit erection of three signs with total area 

larger than allowed by the Or-dt.nance (Total area :194 sq. ft.) N.J!!. 

corner of Route 7 and Route 244, Mason District. (General Business) 

Mr. Jack Stone represented the applicant. This is the new location of 

the Rosslyn Hot Shoppe, Mr. Stone told the Board. The signs requested 

are the same as those granted on Route 50. The apparent difference in the 

square footage,', is the result of difference in computations of the area. 

Mrs. Henderson asked why have both "eat in your car" and "car service"? 
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It would appear that these signs could be reduced, Mrs. Henderson 

suggested, without substantial loss of advertising to the business. ~ 7 { Mrs. Carpenter moved to grant a permit to Hot Shoppes, Inc. for erection I~  
of Signs to aggrega.te 194 sq. ft. in a.r ea., granted in accordance 

with the pla,t presented with the case, dated 10-9-57 aaowtgg building 

location and granted according to drawing presented dated 5-2-55. #P-626. 

Seconded, Mr. Lamond. 

For the motion: Mr. Lamond, Mr. Barnes and Mrs. carpenter. 

Mrs. Henderson voted no' as in her opinion the pylon Ls too big. 

Motion carried. 

II 

MRS. REGINA B. WALKER, to permit operation of a day nursery in a 

private dwelling, Lot 237, Section 4, Springvale, Mason District. 

(Rural aesidence Class 2) 

ThiS school would be conducted in a half-day session for children 

from. three to five year-s old, Mrs. Walker told the Board. She would 

have about twelve children (for three or four days a week). She has 

not yet contacted the Fire Marshal nor the Health Department, but 

would do so if this use is granted. This is a seven-room brick house 

with a basement. Mrs. Walker said she also owns the adjoining lot. This 

will be purely a neighborhood project. She has taught school before 

this. The house has public water and a septic tank designed to handle 

two baths. 

Mr. Lamond made it plain that if this is granted it would be sukject t 0 

approval of the fire marshal and the Health Department. 

Mrs. carpenter aSked, what about the traffic situation and fencing the 

property? This is a dead-end street, Mrs. Walker answered, where 

very little traffic is generated. She has already fenced the back yard. 

She will use the back yard for play. 

There were no objections from the area. 

Mrs. Walker said she would conduct this school only during the winter 

months. 

Mr. Lamond moved that Mrs. Regina Walker be allowed to opeea t e a day nur

sery in her home located on Lot 237, Section 4, Springvale provided 

she meets regulations of the fire marshal and the Health Department 

and that the lot shall be fenced to provide ample protection for 

the children. This is granted to the applicant only. This is gra,nted 

also sUbjectsto any other Qounty or State ~~lations applying to 

tpis type of operation. Seconded, Mr. Barnes. carried, unanimously. 

II 

AMERICAN STORES 00., INC., to permit erection of two signs with larger 

area than allowed by the Ordinance (Total area 262 sq. ft.) Part Block 

1, Section 3, Hollin Hall Village, Mt. Vernon District. (General BUSiness)

·
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5.Ctd. Mr. Roseman from the Tria,ogle Sign Company represented the applicant. 

Mr. Roseman Doted in the beginning that these are smaller signs than 

those requested in Annandale, the pylon having an area of 80 sq. ft. 

(double faced) not counting the poles, whereas the sign at Hybla Valley 

contains 132 sq. ft. If the Board wishes they would cut the height of 

the poles. The sign will be controlled by an astronomical clock, Mr. 

Roseman stated, which will close 1f off after store hours. 

Mr. Lamond suggested that the Acme Store go in with the Hollin Hall 

Village on a package sign deal, rather than for each company to come 

before the Board on its own. If a certain sign area is allotted to the 

entire development with one large identification sign indicating the 

shopping center, each store would need only a small individual identi-

fication. Such an arrangement has been worked out very succes*fully, 

Mr. Lamond continued and the over-a.Lf efeec t is pleasing but here, you 

have one big store taking up all the sign area. If they had the one 

large sign identifying the Hollin Hall Villa,ge Shopping Center, then 

wi th a:,..simple sign indicating cleaners, drugs, hardware, etc. over 

each particular type of business it would have dignity and style and 

l would be more in keeping with the area than a blaze of large signs. 

! These individual names could be placed on a canopy encircling the 

entire shopping area. 

They are actually working it like that, Mr. Roseman answer-ed. It is 

their plan to put a large sign at two corners of the shopping center __ 

Hollin Hall Village Shopping Center at one end and Acme at the other. 

The other signs will be small. Acme is the drawing card for the 

whole shopping center, Mr. Roseman continued; it is logical that it 

should have special recognition. It is necessary that Acme be 

successful in order that the other stores will prosper, since a 

large percentage of the people coming to the shopping center do so 

because of Acme. 

A gentleman representing Acme said they were very conscious of the 

fact that this is an attractive shopping center with its Colonial theme 

in architecture and they do not wish to detract from the good developmED t. 

They have spent a great deal here in order to keep this development 

in confOEmit~ with the community. 

Mr. Lamond contended that 't.hevone entrance sign "Hollin Hall Village, etc." 

was appropriate but that the center would be cheapened with an equally 

large Acme sign at one entrance. 

Each Acme store has its own particular type of advertising the gentleman 

from Acme continued, they make a serious effort to cooperate in wha.t ever-

locality they enter and in this case they have deviated from their usual 

plan in order to carry out the colonial theme and make the store conform 

to this location. ~his is a simple sign which will blend well with the 
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. conservative colonial architecture. Under no circumstances will they 

get the advertising from Fort Hunt Road that they need. It is narrow 

aDd unless a sign is near the highway, the store will not be seen at 

all. This sign 1s for the driVing public; they must have those people 

as the immediate area cannot support a store like this entirely. The 

investment is too large for anyone area, it must attract people from 

other developments who are passing this way. 

Mr. Lamond called attention to the fact that the Planning Commission 

wishes to concentrate on such shopping centers as Hybla Valley and 

Belleview, rather than stringing large signs along the highway. He 

thought the Board should go along with that idea. 

Mrs. Henderson asked what hardship would require this sign. Competition, 

Mr. Roseman answered, with the large super markets. They compete 

with all the other large food stores. 

Super markets have become identified with doing big things, the Acme 

representative explained.. They are the only market in the area a.nd 

this sign is their way of letting people know they are in business. 

They are not inclined to hide their light under a bushel, he continued. 

They cannot; they have too much at stake. 

Mr. Stoll asked who was notified of this hearing. Mrs. Henderson 

read the names submitted by the applicant. The notification requiremen 

were shown to have been met. 

Mr. Stoll said the people in this community welcome Acme but they do 

not like the flood of lights and they fear this will encourage large 

signs on the other business yet to be developed to the north. He 

thought this sign would impair property values in the vicinity. 

Visibility of the sign was discussed, with relation to topography. 

Again the size of these signs was discussed and the suggestion that 

the square footage be reduced. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the sign to be placed au the bu~lding but 

to deny the pylon. The area to be allowed on the building shall be 

132 sq. ft. as shown on the plat "Acme Markets". This will be 

placed on the canopy of the building. Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. 

Motion carried. 

II 

DAVID S~ BOGER, to permit erection and operation of a motel (84 units) 

on south side of Lee Highwayc8C3&cent to Ancient Oaks Trailer Court, 

Falls Church District. {Rural-Business). 

Mr. Boger appeared before the Boar-d , Identifying this property as the 

large commercial area on Lee Highway on which a number of trailers are 

nOW' located, Mr. Boger said they would reta,in the 80 trailerS. The 
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motel would be located immediately west and adjoining the trailer 

property. 

Mrs. Henderson recalled that Mr. Boger's application for extension of 

the t ra.t.Ler park is still pending, that it was deferred indefinitely 

because of a drainage problem and inadequate sewerage. 

That was on the other side of the property, Mr. Boger answered; there 

is a problem there and they could not put this building on that part of 

the property. There is no problem here. The people in the area want 

this, Mr. Boger told the Board. They have encountered no opposition. 

Mr. Mooreland called attention to the fact that if this is granted, the 

6-Ctd. 

applicant cannot go ahead with the project unless he can assure the 

County that adequate drainage and sewerage are provided. 

Mr. Boger said they would widen the road for ingress and egress to 

at least 30 feet. There is no through circulation from this project 

to any other sheet. 

Mr. Yaremchuk stated that the future widening of the highway in front 

of this property will go to 80 feet. The Planning Commission would 

like to see a setback here of 40 feet beyond the future taking point. 

Mr. Boger said they could move the swimming pool back to meet this 

requirement. 

Mrs. Henderson questioned if 30 feet was enough for ingress and egress. 

Mr. Mooreland said the state asks for a 50 foot maximum en t r-ance and 

recommends at least 30 feet. He thought this entrance as planned is 

better than having separate ingress and egress, two break-ins to the 

highway. 

There were no objections from the area. 

I Mrs. Carpenter moved to grant the application of Mr. David Boger for an 

84 unit motel with the exception on the plat of moving the swimming pool 

back from its present location to not closer than 40 feet from the 

front property line. Seconded, Mr. Lamond. Carried, unanimously. 

II 

MRS. AUDREY H. YOUNG, to permit operation of a riding school, Lot 17, 

Lake Hills Subdivision, (N.W. corner of Lake Hills ~ive and Route 123) 

Lee District. (Agriculture) 

This would be a riding school deSigned particularlY to give lessons to 

children in the neighborhood, Mrs. Young told the Board. She has five 

acres. She will have no more than one breeder, one mare and two 

ponies. 

There were no objections from the area, in fact this has come about, 

Mrs. Young stated, by request of the neighbors. Mr. Barnes moved to 

grant Mrs. Young a permit for a riding school on her property, Lot 17, 

Lake HillS Subdivision. This is granted to the applicant only, granted 

in accordance with the plat presented with the case. Seconded, Mr. 

Lamond. Carried unanimously. 
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JOSEPH S. GORDIN AND HARRY S. KENSH, to permit erection of a store 

building directly on side line adjoining Rural Residential property, on 

westside of Route 617, 492 feet south of Route 644, Mason District. 

(General Business and Rural Business). 

Mr. Gordin appeared before the Board; he pointed out that this property 

which is commercially zoned 1s joined on om88side by a lot which 

is zoned Rural Residence. It is the only lot on the entire block that 

has a, residential zoning. There is no doubt but what that one parcel 

will be zoned and developed for commercial use, as it is impractical, 

surrounded as it is with business zoning, that it could have any 

practical residential use. The Board of Supervisors have stated that 

when and if that property is brought before them for a rezoning to 

business it would be granted. It is also scheduled for business zoning 

on the commercial plan of the County, therefore it is not Unreasonable 

t.ha.b the building which Mr. Gordin will erect on his business property 

be located on the property line. 

The bUilding will be set back, 142 feet from Backlick Road to provide 

parking in front of the building. The house now on the property will 

be torn down. 

There were no objections from the area. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the permit to erect a store bUilding directly 

on the side line adjoining the Rural Residence propert located on the 

west side of Route 617 approximately 492 feet south of Route 644, because 

this property in question is joined by residential property which is 

only 70 feet wide, located between commercially zoned propertY~~nd in 

time it too will be zoned commercial. Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. 

Carried, unanimous~y. 

II 

STATESMAN MOTEL, INC., to permit erection and operation of a, motel (50 

units) on southerly side of U.S.#1 Highway, approximately 350 feet 

west of Bellefield Road, Yt. Vernon District. (General Business) 

No one was present to present the case. Mr. Lamond ;IQ,oved to put the 

case at the bottom of the list. Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. Carried 

unanimously. 

II 

LLOYD L. RUTLEDGE, to permit dwelling to remain as erected 14.8 feet 

of the side property line, Lot 9, Popkins Heights, Mt. Vernon District. 

(Suburban Residence Class 2) 

Mr. Jack Cl;y represented the applicant. Mr. nutledge was forced to 

move the location of this house several times, Mr. Cla,y told the Board, 

in order to get into the sewer. When they finally got it suao.ssfuily 

located the slip occuured. ~nter the building was started he decided 

to brick veneer it. The 2 inch width of the brick was-not taken into 
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,The lot, is far in excess' o,f the required area, Mr. Clay noted, and 

jhad it not been for the need to shift around to avoid' gUlly and 

to reach the sewer the bUilding would not have been located so near 

the side line. The violation is very small; it is merely the width of 

1/2 brick. 

There were no objections from the area. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application because this is a very 

'IsmaIl variance which would not adversely affect anyone and because 

ilof topography. Seconded,Mrs. Carpenter. 

I, Carried, unanimously. 

:1// 
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2- jCASA BLANCA, INC., to permit dwelling to remain as erected 6.9 feet of 

i the side property line', Lot 9, Pomponio's Addition to Bel Air, (1203 

jAnnandale Road), Falls Church District. (Suburban Residence Class 2) 

Mr. Carson Carlisle represented the applicant. This is just an error. 

Mr. Carlisle stated he had no explanation how it happened. The porch 

could have been put on the other end, but it was staked out this way. 

It is not difficult to make an error in staking out a large number of 

jhouseS in a subdivision, Mr. Carlisle stated.. They work fast, a great 

deal of grading and work is going on. Errors creep in even when one 

iis very careful. 

Mrs. Henderson noticed that the plat was dated 1955. She asked why 

i., applicant waS so late in applying for the variance. 

The original plat was submitted before the porch was put on, Mr. Carlisle 

answered. The original location of the house was all right. The Dorch 

Iwas put OD later, after the basement was put in. The house has been 

occupied. It is for sale now. 

!Mr. DuBoiS, President of Case Blanca, showed the original plat which 

[was approved. The house location cheek was made on the basement. They 

had room for the porch but the mistake was made. The/had room enough 

on the lot for a·porch on either side of the house. 

~he company owns the house now; since they have found this error, they 

·sh to clear up this violation in order to put the title in shape for 

a resale. 

noted that the roof of the house and the porch are coo

She asked if that would have been shown on the original permit. 

r. Mooreland thought the original plat was made from the walls before 

fhe roof was on. Mr. Mooreland said he had had difficulty in getting 

~heSe!plats in. 

It was suggested that the porch could be removed. That is true, Mr. 

arlisle answered, but it would be reflected in the resale value of the 

ouse . 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 



 

2-Ctd. 

I 

I 

3_ 

I 

I 

I 

November 25, 1958 

One of the neighbors to this lot appeared beforeLthe Board stating 

that he had never been sure of the location of his side line. When 

his property was surveyed he found that he had more tand than he 

had thought. Now he would like to know what effect this will have 

on the value of his property in case he wants to sell. He has 

approximately 18 feet on this side. 

It was suggested that Casa Blanca buy a strip of ground to make this 

lot conform, or that the property be re-subdivided. Mr. Carlisle 

said he did not know Lf there was enough land between these houses 

for a r-esurvey-and to create adequate lots .. He felt that re-subdividing 

would be expensive and a long and complicated affair. He would like 

to go ahead with his application for an FHA loan as Soon as possible. 

Mrs. Carpenter said that she would like to see the property before 

voting; she therefore moved to defer the case until December 9 to view 

the property. Seconded, Mr. Lamond. Carried unanimously. 

II 

LEONARD JOHNSON, to show cause why permit issued July 9, 1957 for Tea 

Room located on the east side of Patrick Henry Drive, 570 feet south 

of Route 7, has not been used in accordance with the terms of the 

Zoning Ordinance. 

Mr. Johnson read the following prepared statement of his case: 

"November 25, 1958 

Chairman and Members of the Board of Zoning Appeals, Fairfax 
County, Virginia: 

The following statement relates to the permit for a Tea 
House at Leesburg Pike and Patri~ Henry Drive, granted 
to me by the Board of Zoning Appeals on July 9" 1957. 

It was not possible to do any work under the permit during 
the first six months because of pending litigation. During 
the second .s i.x months it was not possible to do any outside 
work because of the bad weather. 

During the year, our expenses went on and a great deal of 
the. money we had planned for the Tea House went into those 
expenses. 

During the period and up to the present time we have had 
several offers of help and to incorporate but we were 
obliged to decline them because we felt that under the 
terms of the permit, it was necessary that I operate as an 
indiVidual, rather than a partnership or corporation. 

In our application for the permit we pledged ourselves to 
set up a nice, refined place and we would like to stay 
with that proposal. 

The monies that we have invested in the endeavor to date 
have gone for the following: 

Landscaping; transplanting trees and shrUbbery, spraying, 
watering and care of the American and English boxwood, 
elimination of dense boneysuckeec.and .the repair of damage to 
shrubbery from the heavy snows of last winter. 

Architect and engineers fees; plans revised to the satisfaction 
of the building inspector's office. 
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3-ctd. Excavation for the new addition to the building. 

Grading and cutting for the new entrancevandddr-tveway as re
qUired by the State Department of Highways. 
Cut entrance and exit to parking area. Grade and fill 
parking area. 

Paving new entrance. 

Brick walls lining entrance and turn around circle. 

Painting of exterior and interior of bUilding. 

Maintenance and utility expenses. 

Purchase of fixthres and equipment. 

Purchase of antiques and materials for decor. 

At the present time, I have contracts or commitments for the 
following: Grading a~d gravel; brick retaining walls; bUilding 
materials; conauructLon work; electrical work; painting; 15 
year lease on the property; telephone company (ad in Virginia 
and Washington directories); equipment; personnel; menu and 
art work; private parties booked from December 16 on; and a 
Christmas party for needy children. 

I sincerely hope that my efforts meet with the approval of 
the Board and that you will bear with me for a few additional 
weeks. 

Respectfully yours, 
(s) Leonard Johnson 

102 Leesburg Pike 
Falls Church, Va. (JE. 4-4200)" 

will operate for private parties, Mr. Johnson continued, until such IThe
y 

Itime as they are able to cmmplete their plans and carry out the original 

scheme. Mr. Johnson said he did not know how long that would be. It is 

difficult to get work done, but as soon as he could get his financing 

f~rmed up and can line up the workmen, it will go forward. 

lIn answer to Mrs. Henderson'S question about ingress and egress and the 

It ur n around driving circle, Mr. Johnson explained his plans for the 

entrance to the parking lot and stated that he plans to have a light 

ut in which will give them clear viSibility. 

r. Mooreland questioned the part of the Ordinance which says work must 

"proceed to completion" which he e LeImed 11I2.' Johnson had not done. 

e has dug a hole and the work has stopped, Mr. Mooreland pointed out. 

r. Johnson renewed the permit in July, Mr. Mooreland told the Board, 

~t should not have been renewed in case of a granting under the Board of 
I 

oning Appeals unless the applicant gets that extension from this Board. 

owever, through a slip in his office the permit was extended. 

It was noted that this hearing was not posted, since this is a hearing 

or the purpose of determining if the permit issued to Mr. JohBSon should 

e revoked. 

he question remained, is Mr. Johnson complying with the terms of bis 

ermit? Mr. Johnson said he had taken care of a considerable amount of 

nterior remodeling and the other things listed in his statement read 

arlier in the hearing. He thought he was proceeding to completion, slowly 

erhaps, but through a chain of cfr-cueetancee, -the delays had been many. 

e hoped to be in full operation by spring. 
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Mr. Johnson has leased this property for 15 years with the intent to 

use it, Mr. Lamond stated. The reaSons for the delay are obvious and 

reasonable. Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case to view the property 

in order that the Board might see just what improvements Mr. Johnson 

has made. 

Seconded, Mr. Barnes. Carried unanimously. 

II 

L. R. BROYHILL. to permit fencing and operation of a property yard 

on property to be subdivided later, southwesterly side of Great Falls 

Street,across from the Christian Church property, Dranesville District. 

(Suburban Residence Class 1) 

They plan to use about one acre for the purpose of locating this equip_ 

ment property yard, Mr. Broyhill told the Board. At present they are 

developing property across the street from the property yard, but as 

soon as sewer is available, which will be in a short time, they will 

start on this tract. The property yard will remain only for the duration 

of the subdivision work. 

Mr. Lamond suggested putting the yard farther back on the property. 

The owner of this ground has cattle on the back of his property and 

he does not wish to disturb them until such time as the subdivision 

really gets underway. That back area which is used for pasture is fenced 

for the cattle. If they moved it back they would have to put a road in 

to the yard. As they propose to locate it, 1t will also be accessible 

to the property across the road which is under construction. 

This yard will take care of the truckS, lumber and other equipment they 

are using in the conatruct aon wor-k,__ They need something of a protection 

for these things. A considerable amount of lumber and materials will 

be hauled in and it is not safe to leave them unfenced. 

Asked about the accumulation of materials now on the property, Mr. 

Broyhill said that belongs to Mr. Rogers but they will clean that up. 

Mrs. Henderson asked about the traffic back and forth across Great 

Falls Road. Mr. Broyhill said there would not ·be much traffic, crossings 

would amount to not more than two or three times a day. There would 

not be a constant flow of trutJ:slo" 

Mr. Mooreland thought this reasonable. Sinee they are developing the 

two tracts, the yard would have to be across the road from one develop

ment or the other. He thought construction wo~ld not take longer than 

two years. He suggested that the Board require a picket fence as 

it would look good and would make an adequate shield. However, this 

will not be seen from the road. 

Mr. Mooreland noted that if Mr. Brophill were to develop only the one 

tract he could have his temporary property yard on that property but 

since he will be working on the two tracts, it was necessary to come 

C.Ol 
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l-Ctd. I[ before this Board. 

~ 

Mrs. Henderson cautioned again that no tra'ffic hazard .be created'oJ.. I 
I 

Mrs. carpenter moved to grant the operation of a property ya.r-d to Mr. 

L. R. Broyhill and to permit an eight foot high picket fence to 

surround the property yard as shbwn on the plat dated October 28, 1958. 

This is, 'granted for a two year period and when Mr. Brop.hill has 

completed the project the fence will be removed. Seconded, Mr. 

Lamond. Carried unanimously. 

II 

It was recalled that the Board will request an opinion from the 

Commonwealth's Attorney on both the Leonard Johnson and Caroline 

Matthews cases. 

II 

Mrs. Henderson asked about conducting a beauty shop in a residential 

area; what position will the Bda,rd take on a small operation which 

starts in a home; one woman working on,a few friends; it spreads 

to a few more in the neighborhood and becomes a small one operator 

shop conducted solely for a limited walk-in trade. 

Such an operation will not be allowed in the re-write of the Ordinance, 

Mr. Mooreland stated, however he recalled that that kind of operation 

has been granted, especially by the old Board. This Board has 

conSistently turned these cases down. The Board made no change in I 
this policy. 

NEW CASES - Ctd. 

9-Ctd. STATESMAN MOTEL, INC., to permit erection and operation of a motel 

~50 units) on southerly side of u.S. #1 Highway apprOXimately 350 

feet west of Bellefield Road, Mt. Vernon District. (General Business) 

No one was present to diSCUSS the case. Mr. Mooreland asked to make 

a statement. The owners of this property have divided this parcel 

into three separate pieces of ground and therefore it becomes a sUb-

division. This area on which the Statesman Motel is proposed to be 

located has been sold for a motel. 

Mr. Mooreland read the follOWing letter from Mr. John Yaremchuk: 

If MEMORANDUM 
TO H. F. Schumann, Jr. I 
FROM John Yaremchuk 
RE: Statesman Motel, Inc. 

This is to advise that in accordance with our records the 
proposed parcel containing 33,840 sq. ft. is now in 
violation of subdivision control ordinanc_~ Therefore 
the parcel in question is subject to the requirements 
of the Subdivision Control Ordinance whether the same 
is conveyed to Statesman Motel, Inc. or net.a.Lned by the I 
present owner. 

It is noted that since this parcel has frontage on a 
primary highway a service drive requirement must be complied 
with. 

(8) John Yaremchuk" 
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This property would be in violation of the Subdivision Control Ordinance, 

Mr. Mooreland stated, with this sale it comes under subdivision control 

and therefore a service road would be required. 

Mr. Schumann asked that this case not be approved before talking 

with the subdivision office. 

Mrs. Henderson suggested that the applicant be contacted and advised 

of these things, that he is in violation and why. M,,,· Mooreland 

agreed to do so. 

It was agreed to defer this indefinitely; when the subdivision control 

ordinance 1s complied with, then Mr. Mooreland would schedule the 

case for the Board. 

II 

The meeting adjourned. 



 

December 9. 1958 
The regular meeting of the Fairfax 
County Board of Zoning Appeals was held 
Tuesday, December 9_ 1958 at 10 o'clock 
A.M. in the Board Room of the Fairfax 
Courthouse with all members present. 
Mrs. M. K. Henderson, Chairman,presiding. 

NEW CASES: 

1-- GEOFFREY WOODARD, to permit extension of a Pharmacology Laboratory on 

20.1161 acres of land including Lots 60, 61 and 62, Mumford Park, 

property on Route 667, Centreville District. (Agriculture) 

Dr. Woodard was present, represented by Mr. Justice, Attorney. 

Mr. Justice located this area as being 2.2 miles from the corporate line 

of the Town of Herndon, six miles from Route 7 and five miles from 

Route 50, and 8.5 miles from the Town of Fairfax; it 1s purely an 

agricultural district wherein this use is permitted under control of 

the Board of Zoning Appeals, both in the present Ordinance and in the 

Pomeroy Ordlnance~ Mr. Justice also showed an aerial photograph indi

cating the rural character of the area. 

Mr. Justice presented a brochure of this case, recalling the action taken 

by this Board on December 10, 1957 permitting this use with a variance 

as to setbacks. This permit was restricted to approximately 7.3 acres. 

Now they are asking the use of 20+ acres. 

Dr. Woodard explained to the Board the need for this additional land. 

They had started the plans for a new building which they planned to 

erect in conformance with the original granting of the application. 

They cleared the land but when the percolation test was made, it 

developed that not any place within the 7.3 acres would be suitable for 

a septic field. The Sanitary Engfneer-t s office worked with them on this 

for three weeks. At length they found a location which would be satis

factory for the system, however, it was on adjoining property. They 

therefore relocated the building where it could best be served by the 

newly located septic system and drew the boundary for a considerable 

amount of land around this location and now have asked for the use of 

this land for extension of the original laboratory. (It was noted that 

the Pomeroy Ordinance requires a minimum of twenty acres for this type 

of operation). The additional land incorporated in this application is 

also owned by Dr. Woodard. 

The following quote is from the letter presented by Dr. Woodard detailing 

the operations of his laboratory: 

"November 29, 1957 

Mr. H. F. Schumann, Jr. 
Director of Planning 
Fairfax County 
Fairfax, Virginia 

Dear Mr. Schumann: 

In connection with our request beforeethe Board of Zoning . 
Appeals for use of a parcel of land on State Road #667 
comprised of Lots 60, 61 and 62 of Section One, Mumford Park 
Subdivision for the operation of a Pharmacology Laboratory, 
we wish to acquaint you with the details of our operation. 
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"Our headquarters are located at 11) Station Street in the 
Town of Herndon where we maintain orfices, biochemistry and 
small animal laboratories (white rats, mice and guina pigs). 
These animals are used in conducting tests on new drugs 
cosmetic ingredients, food preservatives, agricultural J 

chemicals and the like to see whether or not such products 
are safe for human use. The products tested are those 
developed by the pharmaceutical, cosmetic and chemical 
industries located throughout the United States. These 
tests are carried out under contract with those firms who 
wish to utilize the specialized training of the writer and 
the employed peraonnel in conducting such testS. 

Our laboratories are not engaged in the manufacture of any 
products but only in testing the new products of others. 

The information obtained from our tests will be SUbmitted 
by the sponsor companies to various United states and 
State Governmental Agencies such a8 the Food and Drug 
Administration and Department of Agriculture, in support 
of the safety of marketing the product for human use. 

These tests are conducted on normal disease free animals kept 
under controlled laboratory conditions and housed in 
cages which are accepted as standard throughout the country. 

In order to conduct such tests also on larger animals, such 
as rabbits, chickens and doges, we wish to utilize the 
property described in the first paragraph of this letter. 
At the present time, the proposed site would be used primarily 
as housing facilities for these larger animals in support 
of the main laboratory operation conducted in Herndon. 
In the future, should the volume of work warran~, we 
would like to build laboratory buildings on the site for 
additional testing on animals. We shall retain our 
headquarters in Herndon in any event. A new laboratory 
building would be of modern, fireproof construction, 
attractive in design, with adequate facilities for a 
laboratory of this type. 

Sincerely yours, 
(S)Geoffrey Woodard, Ph.D. 

Pharmacologist" 

r. Woodard presented a map showing the new location of the proposed 

uilding, the driveway and entrance, parking, landscaping, and woods now 

n the property. He showed his tentative layout of the building which 

s planned to be a 12 story structure, modern in detail, and attractive. 

he existing building will be abandoned when the new structure is com~ 

leted and acceptable, according to the restrictions of this Board, Dr. 

oodard stated. 

here were no objections from the area. 

• Mooreland read the following recommendation from the Planning Commission 

"December 9, 1958 

RECOMMENDATION: 
TO: Fairfax county Board of Zoning Appeals 
FROM~ Fairfax county Planning Commission 
RE: GEOFFREY WOODARD, to permit extension of a Pharma

colo~ Laboratory on 20.1161 acres of land including 
Lots 60, 61 and 62 Mumford Park, property on Route 667, 
Centreville District. (Agriculture) 

This application for approval of a Pharmacology Laboratory is 
eligible for processing under kprovisions of the "Melpar Amendment" 
and the proposal appears to conform to requirements therein. 

section 6~12 (f), Paragraph 2, on page 36 of June 1958 codificati'on 
of the Zoning Ordlnanca~ specifies conditions to be taken into 
account by this Board in its consideration of applications of 
this nature. 

The Planning Commission has reviewed the application and has 
determined that the applicant can comply with conditions so specified. 
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It is therefore recommended that the application be approved. 

Very truly yours, 

l-Ctd. 

(S) H. F. Schumann, Jr. 
Director of Planning and 
Zoning Administrator" 

I

Mrs. Carpenter moved to grant the extension of this use to Dr. Geoffrey 

Woodard as shown on plat dated 10-28-58 prepared by O. Pacu!lli, and 

at the time this building is completed and accepted the existing 

buildings now used for this purpose will be removed. 

seconded Mr. J. B. Smith. Carried unanimously. 

II 
2- . CATON A. HALL, toppermit carport to be enclosed within 13 feet 6-inches 

of the side property line, Lot 23, Section 1, Fairfield, (5115 Russell 

Roa~), Lee District. (Suburban Residence Class 2) 

Mr. Hall pointed to the angled position of the house on the lot which 

creates the small violation on one side of the carport if the carport 

is enclosed. Mr. Hall showed a detailed drawing of what he proposes to 

do, indicating the rear of the carport which is enclosed now for a 

;1 utility shed. 

I In answer to Mrs. Henderson's question, Mr. Hall stated that there are 

about 200 or 300 houses in this subdivision, some with and others 

without carports. 

About a block down the street is an enclosed carport, from which he got 

his idea to enclose this. He recalled that he had come before this 

Board last year for a varianC880n his shed, which was granted. ThiS car-

port is an extension to the front of the shed. 
I 

Mr. Lamond suggested putting this enclosure at the other end of:Lhe 

house. Mr. Hall said he could not do that as the building is up and 

the roof of the carport is an extension of the roof of the house. This 

. would make only a 1 foot 6 inch variance. 

If this is granted. the one corner of the structure which is in effect, 

an extension of the house would come 9.26 feet from the sideline, Mrs. 

Henderson observed. That is the distance between the shed and the side 

line. While the shed variance was granted, that was when it was at the 

rear of the carport, now the enclosure of the carport would extend the hous 

too close. 

Mr. Hall said many in this subdivision had enclosed their carports to 

serve as a recreation room or for other purposes haVing the same effect 

as a permanent room. Some are as close as his, he pointed out. In 

fact, one place which was granted a variance from this Board is closer 

than Mr. Hall is requesting. 

,Mrs. Carpenter moved to deny the case as it does not appear that any 

evidence of hardship has been shown. It has already been shown that two 

I variances have been granted on this land. Seconded, Mr. Smith. Carried 

I, unanimously. 
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H. PAUL JUSTICE, to permit existing closed porch to remain within 33.4 

feet of the street property line, Lot 41, Hansborough Subdivision, 

(41 Elizabeth Drive), Dranesville District. (Suburban Residence 

Class 2). 

When the contractor took this job. Mr. Justice told the Board, the 

sketches were drawn for an enclosed porch. He paid the contractor 

$35.00 to get the permit. When the job was completed he installed 

jalousies. Shortly after completion he was notified that he was in 

violation. 

Teresa Ann Street (the street from which this variance is requested) 

was not put in until about two summers ago. The lines of the right of 

way were not clearly defined at the time this porch' was enclosed. 

Elizabeth Drive which is in the State System has not been hlack 

topped for the first 115 feet. 

Mr. Justice said the builder got a permit for an open porch; the 

plans showed jalousies, and the builder said the permit included 

jalousies. This wasn't true, but Mr. Justice said he'had no reason 

to doubt his builder and was greatly surprised when he realized this 

porch was in violation. 

Mr. Mooreland said that Teresa Ann Street was not constructed because 

the developer of the subdivision went bankrupt and there was no one 

to put the street through. MD. Mooreland also stated that the buildin~ 

permit issued was for an open porch and a permit for a porch enclosed 

with jalousies would not have been issued in conformance with the 

policy established by the Board. 

There were no objections from the area. 

Mr. Justice said his house was on a slope and while there is room under 

the house for another room, he has no intention of using it in this 

manner. The ground is rather rugged. 

Mr. Lamond suggested that this might be granted on the grounds of 

topography,therefore he moved to defer the case to view the~roperty. 

Seconded, Mr. Barnes. Deferred until January 13. Carried unanimously. 

II 
MR. AND MRS. LESLIE G. MONK, to permit erection of a @grage closer to 

Shirley Highway than allowed by the Ordinance, Lot 9, Block 5, Section 

6, Yates Village, (6107 Augusta Drive) Mason District. (Suburhan 

Residence tnaee 2) 

Mr. Andrew Clarke represented the applicant. Mr. Clarke, misunderstandi 

the policy established by the Board said he had not sent notices of 

this hearing to neighboringpeqitty owners because this case did not 

in any way involve any property owners other than the ap~licants. 

He noted that this concerns only the required 100 foot setback from 

Shirley Highway. 

Mrs. Henderson asked if the Shirley Highway wasWt through before 

~ 
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this house was built and Mr. Clarke said that it was; the applicants 

were aware of the setback requirement. However, he continued, they 

had tried every way possible to get a garage on this lot without 

crossing the 100 foot 'setback line, but theyccQuld not do it. 

Since the Board has consistently held to its policy of deferring 

cases when proof of notification is not presented, Mr. Lamond moved 

to defer the case until January 13, 1959 pending receipt of letters 

of notification to adjoining and nearby property owners. Seconded,! 

Mr. Barnes. Carried unanimously_ 

II 
ABRAHAM N. AND MORRIS S. SC~ARTZ, to'permit erection and operation 

of a service station, part Lot 1, Unit 2, Fairfax Park (N.w. Corner 

of Route 644 and Route 638) Falls Church District. (Rural Business) 

They purchased a tract of land in this location in 1916 with the plan 

to develop it when the proper0time came. They have subdivided a 

portion of their property and had thought to develop a shopping center 

at this intersection. They found, however, when they checked with 

the Zoning office that this land was zoned for business to a depth 

of only 200 feet. At present they wish to put in a filling station 

which will render a community service to the fast developing t"est 

Springfield area and for Fairfax Park Subdivision particularly. They 

hava~other rural business property across the road on which they 

hope to develop other businesses. 

This is an idea which has been planned and worked on since 1910, not 

something just thought up. They have worked slowly, using their own 

financing entirely, putting their own savings back into development. 

They have made a sincere effort to make this a good community. (There 

are approximately 200 homes in the area) and now they want to bring 

facilities to the community. 

Both the Texaco and Esso people are interested in this location} 

however, they have made no commitments yet. The balance of the lots in 

their property (approximately 100) will be made available at a later 

date. They are asking no variance in setback as shown on the - plot 

because of possible future widening of the road. 

There were no objections from the area. 

Mr. Schwartz said he had talked with many property owners in the area 

and none of them object; they are in favor of this station and other 

business development here. The nearest house is about 200 feet away, 

other homes are 600 feet away. 

Mr. Lamond: moved that the application be granted to Abraham and Morris 

Schwartz because this is a proper use for this piece of land and there 

are no objections from the neighboring property. ownerS. This is 
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granted~as per plat presented with the case dated November 17, 1958 

by Carpenter & Cobb. It is granted for a filling station only. 

Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. Carried unanimously. 

II 
EDWARD G. WILKIE, to permit existing shed to remain as erected within 

2 feet 6 inches of the rear property line and 5 feet 4 inches of 

the side property line, Lot 2, Block ), Section J, Hollin Hall Village 

(206 Shenandoah Road), Mt. Vernon District (Suburban Residence Class 2) 

This little shed (approximately 6 by 8 feet) was erected for the 

purpose of housing fertilizer, outboard motor, lawn mower, etc. Mr. 

Wilkie did not know it was necessary to have a building permit for such 

a small structure so he went ahead with the building. then discovered 

that he should have had a permit and also that he was too close to 

the line. He stopped construction immediately. 

He put the structure on this location because it woukdobe scr-eened by 

trees and trellises. He did not think it objectionable to anyone. 

It is constructed on a concrete foundation, wood framing covered with 

galvanized steel. 

Mr. Mooreland noted that at the time the carport was ;put up thi5 

property was in the old Urban zoning and the setbacks are all right 

on the house and carport. 
{ 

Since the structure wouldrPbe difficult to move, Mrs. Henderson 
A 

suggested that Mr. Wilkie relocate it in a conforming location. 

It could be replanted for screening and soon would be:shielded. 

Mr. Wilkie said that would put the shed practically in the middle of 

his back yard and there would be no trees around it. Mr. Wilkie said 

he could not attach this to the end of the carport as he has a patio 

there, however, he agreed that lbe could move the buildlng,kit 1s not 

yet completed. but he objected to bringing it out from the tree 

screening and setting it exposed in the middle of his yard. 

Mrs. Henderson questioned what the Board should do about the pending 

shed cases, which are waiting for the Pomeroy Ordinance. 

Mr. Lamond thought they 5hould act under the present Ordinance. He 

saw no hardship in this case. 

Mr. and Mrs. Ament who live on Lot J adjoining, objected to this 

case saying that the structure is an unsightly, ugly little sheet 

iron building which is a disgrace to the neighborhood. They suggested 

that putting in such structures with violating setbacks would depreciate 

the neighborhood and probably encourage others to do the same thing. 

The structure is too large to be hidden byttrees, Mr. Ament contended. 

Mrs. Henderson said that the Board;' has no control over the type of 

structure an applicant may produce. 

Mrs. Ament suggested that this could be a harboring place for rodents 

from the nearby shopping center as it sits on concrete pillars, with 
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openuepacee under the building. 

Mr. Amen~ preaen~ed 3 let~er5 in opposition from neighbors. 

Mr. Wilkiets reaction to this opposition was that if these people f

that this shed will harm their property in any way he would tear it

down. This is his permanent home and he has no wish to depreciate eith

his property nor that of his neighbors. He had not realized that p

were in opposition to him nor that he was creating an eyesore. Mr. 

Wilkie withdrew his application. agreeing to tear down the shed wit

thirty days. 

6-Ctd. 

// 
7-iLEVEN SfORE, (Weissberg Brothers Realty). to permit erection of 

three signs with larger area than allowed by"bhe Ordinance~ (Total 

area 16) sq. ft.) on north side of Edsal Road at east side of junction 

of Edsal Road and Old Edsal Road Mason District. (General Business) 

8- 1-gLEVEN StORE (William E. Matthews) to permit erection of three signs 

with larger area than allowed by the Ordinance, (Total area 163 sq. ft.) 

on north side of Route 644, adjacent to west side of Mobile Service 

Station, 1100 feet wast of Shirley Highway,Lee District. (General 

Business) 

9-

7-

JAeK COOPERSMITH, (7-Eleven Store), to permit erection of three signs 

with larger area than allowed by the Ordinance (16) sq. ft.) part Lot 22, 

Section B, Alpine Subdivision. Mason District. (Rural Business) 

Mr. Richard Kinder represented the applicant. This is the same sign 

the Board has granted dnoccher- locations for sr-Eleven Stores, Mr. 

Kinder pointed out. They have removed the illuminated tubing on the 

pylon as requested by the Board. 

It was noted that all three 7-Eleven sign cases listed on the agenda 

requested the same size sign. 

Mrs. Henderson ~uestioned the adjoining zoning on the Jack Coopersmith 

case, however, it was found to be commercial which would clear the set

back. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant all three cases in accordance with plats 

presented: 

#7 - 7-Eleven Store (Weissberg Brothers) in accordance with plat dated 

October 8, 1958, signed by W. L. Mayne; 

#8 - 7-Kleven Store (William Matthews) in accordance with plat dated 

July,22, 1958 signed by W. L. Mayne, and 

#9 - Jack Coopersmith (7-Eleven Store) in accordance with plat dated 

August 14, 1958 and October I), 1958 signed by W. L. Mayne showing the 

location of the sign•. Seconded, Mr. Barnes. For the motion: Messrs. 

Lamon~, Barnes, Smith and Mrs. Carpenter.; 

Mrs. Henderson voted no. 

Motion carried. 
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J.M.V.CORP., (a Virginia Corp.) to permit erection of a warehouse and 

office with less setback from the street property line and less setback 

frplJl tfte side property line, Lot J, Section 1, Beech Park, Providence 

District. (Industrial) 

Mr. James Berkey, president of the Corporation represented the appli

cant. 

He told the Board that this property was zoned for industrial uses last 

year; they now have a tenant for 8000 sq. ft. of floor space on Lot J 

which contains 23,850 sq. ft. They came to the courthouse to make 

application for a building permit and found that apparently they had 

not read the Zoning Or-ddnanceccomp.Leue.Ly as they did not realize that 

it was required that a lao foot setback be maintained from residential: 

property. ('lb.is lot abutts residential property on thennorth, Lot 2) 

They cannot observe that setback, it would be impossible on this size 

lot. The fact is that Beech Drive is not now existing and probably 

never will be, Mr. Berkey explained, as this is within the area which 

will undoubtedly be annexed by the Town of Fairfax and the Town will 

never put Beech Drive through, so it will never assume the importance 

that it would were it to become a through street, or a street which 

would serve some practical ultimate purpose. 

Mr. Berkey said he had discussed this thoroughly with Mr. Schumann, 

the Zoning Adminlstrato~ who had pointed out that while Lot 2 is a 

large lot with a house on it, all other occupants on the street are. 

industrial users. 

Mr. Schumann confirmed Mr. Berkey's statements also saying that when the 

Planning Commissio~ sends its industrial plan to the Board of Supervisors, 

Lot 2 and other land in this immediate area will be recomaended 

for industrial uses as the need arises. If the Board of Supervisors 

takes the recommendation of the Planning Commission, Lot 2 will no 

longer be zoned for residential use. If this happens it is logical, 

Mr. Schumann continued, that this property in question should have this 

industrial use and in such a case a 100 foot setback will not be required'r 

Mr. Berkey said they are in the middle of negotiations now with this 

firm. 

Mrs. Henderson thought the Board should have a recommendation from the 

Planning Commission on this before acting. 

Mr. Schumann said the Planning Commission had already made their recom

mendation on this area, substantially as he had stated. The Commission 

will recommend a larg~~chunk of land for industrial zoning between this 

area and Route 66. Uses established in this vicinity indicate that this 

area should be ~oned industrial, Mr. Schumann stated. 
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Mr. Schumann showed the future plan to be proposed for the large tract t

be proposed for industrial uses. 

By the strict application of the Ordinance~~thls would be a completely 

unusable lot, Mr. Berkey said. Mrs. Henderson thought that Beech 

Drive could very well be developed to serve the industrial area proposed

It could possibly serve one parcel, Mr. Schumann answered, but the other

parcels would have more adequane access through another street. 

Mr. Mooreland read the following letter in opposition: 

"December 5, 1958 

Board of Zoning Appeals 
Fairfax County, Virginia 

Re: J.M.V. Corp. applicant Bldg. Lot 3, 
Lot J, Orr's Beech Park Subdivision 
Providence District. Hearing December 9, 
1958, 11.)0 ac , 

Gentlemen: 

My property lies along the north boundary line or Lot J 
and because or the width of Lot J. I object to applicant's 
building nearer my line and believe they should be required 
to design a building which conforms to their lot area. 
rather than seek to violate the zoning ordinance and impose 
on adjoinmng property owners. 

Secondly. proper culverts have not been installed at either 
the west side (Draper Drive) nor the East side of Lot 3 
to carry orf rain water; and my property is already flooded 
by their rilling in of a natural drainage ditch at rear or their 
Lot ). 

In consequence of the above. we the undersigned owners or 
Lots 500 and 501 of the Resubdivision of Lot 2. Orr's Beech 
Park Subdivision strenuously object to any building permit 
which encroaches upon our line. 

(5) Mary V. Draper 
Helen E. Howard-

They have started some grading, Mr. Berkey stated. but assured the Board
that the drainage would be taken care of. 

Mrs. Henderson admitted that the applicant is in a difricult place but 

expressed the opinion that it is not up to this Board to get him off the

hook. She thought the Board of Supervisors should not zone an unusable 

lot. She asked Mr. Schumann when the Planning Commission would make its

recommendation on this to the Board of Supervisors. Mr. Schumann said 

not until next month. 

Even if the Board of Supervisors adopts the industrial plan, this proper

would not be automatically zoned. Mrs. Henderson noted; it still must 

be zoned on application. 

It was brought out also that the Draper and Howard property would not be 

zoned industrial ir they did not wish it, but it would merely be shown 

potential industrial on the map. 

No one was present in opposition. 

Mrs. Henderson also obj;cted to the 20 foot setback from Beech Drive 

which could be opened at some future time. and if another building were 

erected on Beech Drive it would also maintain the same setback. 

Mr. Berkey stated that they could not put another building on Beech 

Drive, their lease which runs for fifteen years so states. This one 
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building will require the use of the entire lot. He did not think this 

Board had the jurisdict~on to grant this request. If the Board of 

Supervisors is in agreement with the propoaaf of the Planning Commission 

then this Board could grant the case subject to the future action 

of the Board of Supervisors. 

That would be a long drawn out process Mr. Lamond adYised, for both 

the Planming Commission and the Board of Supervisors to act. 

Mr. Berkey is the victim of circumstances, Mrs. Henderson observed, but 

a thorough investigation of the Ordinance and this whole situation would 

have turned up these things and he would not have gone serrae in his 

negct-Latdons , 

It was agreed that this is a logically industrial area and that the 

Board disliked the idea of holding up industry>when the County 

is taking such positive steps to bring in industry; but the thought 

of placing an industrial use so close to residential zoning without 

maintaining the required setback was not agreeable to the Board. 

Mr. Lamond objected to delay; he recalled the County losing the Ahloe 

Co. for that reason. 

Mr. Schumann agreed that this situation, where an unusable lot has been 

created should be corrected by the Board of Supervisors; this was a 

mistake, Mr. Schumann stated. 

This Board is set up to relieve hardship and to interpret the Ordinance, 

Mr. Lamond noted. This is most certainly a hardship. A hardship 

abecause of lack of investigation, Mrs. Henderson said. 

Mr. Barnes lamented the fact that the County was practically begging 

industry to come here; he thought every effort should be made to make 

it possible for industry to cccme in without long delays and uncertainties. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application because it would fit into the 

proposed plans for this area as advanc8d~up to this time by the Planning 

Commission and it does impose a hardship on the applicant as outlined 

at this hearing to conform to the setback required in the present 

Ordinance. Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes. For the motion: Mr. Lamond and 

Mr. Barnes. Against the motion: Mrs. Carpenter, Mrs. Henderson and 

Mr. Smith. 

Motion lost. 

II 
·,£5S0 STANDARD OIL COMPANY, to permit erection and operation of a service 

station and to permit pump islands within 25 feet of the new right of 

way lines,property at N.E. corner of Kings Highway, Route 633 and 

Telegraph Road, Route 611, Lee District. 

Mr. Ed Gasson represented the applicant. This filling station was 

granted by the Board on this same location over a year ago, He 
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ri-cea. told the Board, but because of the difficulty in"sewerlng the p:roperty th 

were unable to get started and the permit expired; they are asking the 

same perm.!t , 

Mr. Gasson located the property as being near the Coast Guard station 

and the undeveloped part of Rose Hill Farms. It is business zondd 

and has been so zoned for several years. It is a logical location for 

a filling station as it is a rapidly growing area and the commgnity 

needs this facility. There are no stations on Telegraph Road for a con

siderable distance, none between this location and U.S. III Highway.,',: 

This is the same request as was made in April of 1957, however, now they 

have sewer. 

There were no objections. 

Mr. Lamond moved to extend the granting of this permit to erect and 

operate a filling station at the northeast corner of Route 633 and 

Telegraph Road, Lee District. It is understood that the applicant will 

stay with his pump islands, at least twenty-five feet from the new 

rights of way of both Highways 11633 and Telegraph Road. (It was noted on 

the plat that the setback shows 32 feet from both highways; this is to 

allow for future road widening.) 

This is granted for a filling station only. Seconded, Mr. Barnes. 

Carried unanimously. 

II 

12- ESSO STANDARD OIL COMPANY, to permit erection and operation of a service 

station and to permit pump islands within )0 feet of the street right of 

way lines, S.E. corner of Route 608 and Route 657, Centreville District. 

(Rural Business) 

Mr. Gasson represented the applicant. Mr. Hanawalt was also present. 

Mr. Gasson located the property as being at Floris at the junction of 

Routes 657 and 608. This is a business area which has been little develop 

up to this time, Mr. Gasson remarked, but with the coming of the 

Chantilly Airport and the expanding growth in this area, this is a logical 

place for a filling station. All four corners are zoned for business. 

The people in the area know of this proposal and they have heard of no 

objection. Mr. Scott, who is most affected, and Mr. Rogers who owns 

surrounding property have no objections. 

It is difficult to arrive at a defi'mit$t layout, Mr. Hanawalt said, as 

both these roads are narrow and will be no doubt widened as the need 

arises. Therefore they wish to provide the maximum road width. On 

Route 657 which runs from Chantilly north to Herndon, the State now has no 

plans for widening, but some widening is bound to come. They also feel 

that 608 will be in the widening program. In view of these predicted 

changes they are locating the building well back from either highway and 

will pull the pump islands back when the need is here. Mr. Hanawalt 

wished it to be understood that moving the pump islands would be done at 
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the expense o£ the ES80 Oil Company. 

The following letter from Mr. H. F. Schumann, Director of Planning was 

read: 

"December 9, 1958 

TO: Fairfax County Board of Zoning Appeals 

FROM: Fairfax County Planning Staff 

HE: ESSO STANDARD OIL COMPANY, to .permd t. erection and 
operation of a service station and to permit pump 
islands within 30 feet of the street right of way 
lines, S.E. corner of Route 608 and 657, Centre
ville District. (Rural Business) 

It is suggested by the Planning Staff that if the Board approves 
this application, that such approval be made subject to 
compliance by both the owner of the property and the applicant 
to all applicable County ordinances. 

Very truly yours, 
FAIRFAX COUNTY PLANNING OFFICE 

(5)H. F. Schumann, Jr. 
Director of Planning and 
zoning Administrator." 

It was noted that the sale of this property to the Esso Company would 

create a subdivision and this tract would come under Subdivision Control. 

Mr. Schumann said the import of his letter was merely that it be assured 

that this property come under the requirements of the suodivision law. 

Mr. Norman Sage, who stated that he lives on the-northeast corner at 

this intersection said he did not know this corner was zoned for business 

uses, however, he registered an objection to this use although his 

property is also zoned for business use. 

The applicant wants the variance on the pump islands because of the 

narrow road, Mr. Gasson explained; it would be difficult to see the 

islands if they were put back to their required distance~. 

Mr. Hanawalt told the Board thatlte~would forward a letter to them stating 

that the pump islands will be moved back at the expense of the oil 

company when the roads are widened. 

Mr. Fordham, who owns property near this tract said he thought the 

applicants had made an error in that they have not notified people in 

the area most affected by this filling station. 

Mrs. Henderson explained that all requirements of the Board and the 

Ordinance have been met, since the applicant is not required to notify 

all the people in the area. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application on the basis of a 30 foot 

setback for the pump islands from both Routes #657 and #608 with the 

understanding that the Esso Standard Oil Company will send a letter 

stating that if and when the road is widened they will, at their own 

expense, set the pump islands back from the new right of way line. This 

is granted under Section 6-16 of the Zoning Ordinance. It is understood 

that the pump islands will not set closer than 25 feet from the new right 

way line. It is also understood that the applicant and the owner of this 

property will comply with all other County Ordinances applicable. This is 
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granted for a filling station only. Seconded, Mr. Barnes. Carried 

unanimously. 

II 
DEFERRED CASES: 

MRS. C. L. CRIM. to permit duplex dwelling to remain as erected. Lots 25 an 

I 27, Wellington SubdiVision, (35 Northdown Road), Mt. Vernon District. 

I (Rural Residence Class 1) 

The following letter from Mr. Schumann was read regarding deferral 

of duplex cases. Th's also applies to two other cases on the agenda: 

PAUL J. ZIRKLE, to permit two family dwelling to remain as erected, Lot 3A 

Resub. Lots 2, 3 an~ 4,Block 2, Pimmit Park Addition to El Nido, corner 

of Hitt and Seventh Streets, Dranesville District. (Sub. Res. Class 1) 

ANNIE E. MUCH. to permit conversion of existing single family dwelling to 

two family on lot with less frontage and area than allowed by Ordinance 

on west side of Route 712, ! mile north Route 236, Mason District 

(Suburban Residence Class 3) 
"December 9, 1958 

RBeOMMENDATIDN: 
TO: Fairfax County Board of Zoning Appeals 
FROM: Fairfax County Planning Staff 
RE: MRS. C. L. CRIM, to permit duplex dwelling to remain as 

erected. Lots 25 & 27, Wellington Subdivision (35 
Northdown Road) Mt. Vernon District. (Rur. Res. Class I) 

This application has been referred to the Planning Commission for 
recommendation. 

The Planning Staff recommends that action on this application be 
deferred until January 27, 1959 in order to permit a more completee 
report than is possible this date. 

It 1s further recommended that the same action be taken on appli-
cations for approval of two family :dwellings filed~,by PAUL J. 
ZIRKLE and ANNIE E. MUCH; which are set for hearing today at 12:20 
and 12:40 p.m. respectively. 

Applicants in each case have been notified that this recommendation 
would be made. 

(S) H. F. Schumann. Jr." 

Mr. Lamond moved to defer the above cases until January 27, 1959 in ac--

cordance with the Commission's request. Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. 

Carried unanimously. 

II 
CAROLINE M. MATTHEWS, to permit extension of dance studio, Lot g, Block 11, 

Section 5A, Springfield (701g Essex Avenue), Mason District. (Sub. Res. CIa 

This was deferred for the Commonwealth's Attorney's opinion as to the legal 

use of the property, on~whether the owner of the school would be required 

to operate the school. He said that a school may be operated by employed 

people; the granting of a permit does not necessarily imply that the owner 

will become a teacher or operator. Mr. Fitzgerald pointed to the Flint 

Hill School where the owner is not a teacher; this 1s not unusual and was 

not illegal. This school is 1n the same category. Mrs. Henderson talked 

with the Commonwealth's Attorney. Mr. Lamond thought the Board should have 

a written opinion which would give a legal background to Mr. Fitzgerald's 

opinion and suggested that the Kenny case involves a legal question and the 
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has a written opinion on that, but this 1s a matter of interpretation 

of the Ordinance, which is in reality the function of this Board. 

The original hearing on this was recalled, when it was stated that 

Mrs. Cannon would use the room for, her dancing entirely free. 

It was noted however, that Mrs. Matthews' daughter does have free 

dancing lessons. 

It was recalled that the extension for this school was granted for 

one year and no objection was made at the time of the extension. 

Mr. Lamond was not entirely satisfied with the opinion that the school 

could be run by someone other than the owner. Mr. Mooreland said in 

about seventy per cent of the cases, the school was run by someone rather 

than the applicant or owner. 

Mrs. Matthews said she often acted as receptionist and helped with the 

children; it might be said that she did work in the school. 

Mr. Bernhart) whose mother lives next door to this school, said he had 

not objected at the renewal of the permit as he did not know when the 

hearing was held. He said afuee the first hearing he had secured 41 

names on an opposin~ petition but had never been allowed to file it. 

They tried to object to the granting of the application on the grounds 

that they did not know enQugh of the details of the school, to object, 

but ~ told that ignorance of the law was no reason for a rehearing. 

Mr. Bernhart also brought out the fact that the original permit expired 

and was not renewed immediately; the school was operating for a time 

without a permit. 

Mrs. Mains also objected, stating that she lives next door to this 

school; it is noisy in the day time and is not in keeping with a 

residential netghborhood. It was her understanding that Mrs. Matthews 

was asking this for one year only; that Mrs. Cannon would get a place 

in a business center after that time. This was just to get over 

the hump and become more firmly established before going into the 

expense of renting a larger place in a shopping center. Such a 

business place is now available within a very short distance. 

Mr. Bernhart said he often finds it~ecessary to sleep during the day 

because of his work. He finds it impossible, because of the music 

blares, which they ihear very plainly in summer weather, and the noise. 

Mrs. Matthews said they have no school in the summer. They operate 

during the school months from October through May, Wednesday and 

Friday afternoons, making a total of seven hours per week. They 

have about four classes each day. The children leave immediately as 

their parents pick them up, and there is no playing around the yard 

nor do these children annoy any of the neighbors. 

Mrs. Mains Qbjected more to the commercializing of the neighborhood 

than to the school itself. 
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Mrs. Cannon said they have run this school since 1955 without complaint. 

They have no sign; it is done in a quiet and dignified way; this school 

serves a great benefit to the community, a convenience to mothers, 

and it has served a great purpose in giving help to children recovering 

from polio and other crippling handicaps. 

Mr. Lamond recalled that this application was granted to the applicant 

only. He questioned, who is the applicant? He asked how many children 

come in cars and Mrs. Matthews answered about half of them; the others 

walk. 

Mr. Barnes recalled that it was brought out in the last hearing that 

Mrs. Cannon would teach the dancing. It would appear that M.s. Matthews 

is responsible for the school, but that does not necessarily mean that 

she is teaching. 

Mrs. Mains stated that this building is a fire hazard; there are not 

two exits as required. Mrs. Matthews said they have the approval of 

the fire marshal. 

Mr. Lamond said~he would withdraw any objection to this. Mrs. 

Carpenter moved to grant the extension of this application to the 

applicant only for an unlimited time with the understanding that the 

applicant meet all requirements of the original granting of~his case. 

Seconded, Mr. Barnes. Carried unanimously. 

It was brought out that if there are complaints they should be made 

to the Zoning office during the time of operation of the school. 

At the previous hearings there were no complaints; while Mr. Bernhart 

did ask for a rehearing it did not appear that sufficient evidence for 

the rehearing was presented. 

HAROLD F. KENNY, to appeal a decision of the Zoning Administrator or 

other Administrative Official in denying approval of building permit, 

Lot 66, Seation 1, Kent Gardens, Dranesville District. (Rural 

Residence Class 2) 

This case was deferred for a written opinion from the Commonwealthts 

Attorney. The secretary read the following letter from Mr. Robert 

Fitzgerald: 
"December 9, 1958 

MEMORANDUM: 
TO: The Board of Zoning Appeals 
FROM: Robert C. Fitzgerald, Commonwealth's Attorney 
RE: "Reserved Area", Kent Gardens Subdivision 

In response to your query concerning the status of the above 
described parcel of land, I advise that in my opinion this 
area was reserved from the Subdivision because it is within 
the flood plain of Pimmit Run and, therefore, does not provide 
adequate drainage for a building site. I do not believe the 
administrative officials of the County could do otherwise than 
to refuse a building permit. 

Attached hereto are copies of correspondence between Mr. Kenny 
and Mr. Massey concerning the matter. 

(5) Robert C. Fitzgerald 
Commonwealth's Attorney" 
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4-Ctd. Mr. Lamond moved to sustain the decision of the Zoning Administrator and 

other Administrative officials in denying the building permit to Mr. I 

Kenny on Lot 66, Kent Gardens. Seconded, Mr. Smith. Carried unanimously. j 

I II 
The Board adjourned for lunch. 

II 
Upon reconvening the Board resumed consideration of the agenda. 

CASA BLANCA, INC., to permit dwelling to remain as erected 6.9 feet 

of the side property line, Lot 9, Pomponio's Addition to Bel Air, I 
6-

(lao) Annandale Road), Falls Church District. (Suburban Residence Class 2) 

This case was deferred to view the property. Mr. Carlisle, engineer 

I on the project, was present. 

Mr. Lamond suggested that in viewing the property there appeared to be 

one or two other houses in the immediate neighborhood that are as close 

to the side line as this one and while they should not have overlooked 

I 

this setback since this is not out or harmony with the neighborhood 

and this variance would not adversely affect other property, it did not 

appear illogical to consider it favorably. 

Mr. Mooreland pointed out that the plat was incorrect. It did not show 

the porch. The certified plat comes in early in construction, he 

continued, but the developer knew some time before that that a 

variance would be necessary. They allowed it to go t.hr-ougn for approval 

before the porch was put on. 

Mr. DuBois, President of Casa Blanca, called attention to the fact that 

there was sufficient ground to locate the house with a porch. Had the 

porch been on the other side of the house there would have been no 

I 

question of setback. Mr. DuBois said he could not explain why the porch 

was put on this side; there were no reasons to try to avoid\meeting 

regulations. 

They did not know of this violation, Mr. DuBois went on, until the 

last owner was there (Mr. Rice). He wanted to fence the place and it 

appeared that the adjoining driveway encroached on his yard. He had 

the lot surveyed and it was then that this discrepancy showed up. 

Mr. Mooreland pointed out that the November 7, 1955 plat was certified 

and there was a violation on it. This plat was never sent to his office. 

That plat was never used, for financing or for anything else, Mr. 

Carlisle answered. 

When they built the house they got the construction dra~/located the 

house and put in the foundation. It was approved then for the constructio 

draw~Q' Later they added the porch. It was in violation. 

But the first plat waS made in March 1955, Mr. Mooreland stated. 

This waS put on file. That plat did not show the porch; the porch was 

not known to be a part of the house at that time. 
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6-Ctd. The surveyor who made the second plat evidently knew it was in violation, 

Mr. Carlisle stated; why he did not call it to anyone's attention he 

did not know. The plat was filed away and no one checked on it. 

It was just a mistake. 

Mr. Lamond suggested cutting the porch to a 9.3 foot overhang, then I 
the violation would be only 3"+. 

It is possible there is already an overhang on the porch, Mr. Mooreland 

said. 

These houses originally sold for $16,900, Mr. DuBois noted; now they 

sell for over $17,000. EVidently this violation has not adversely I 
affected the resale of other houses in the area. 

The only structural change necessary would be to rearrange the roof line, 

Mrs. Henderson suggested, that would not be too difficult because this 

is on brick pillars arid not a foundation. 

But the arrangement of the house would be disrupted on the living room 

side, Mr. DuBois answered. 

Mrs. Carpenter moved to deny the case as no evidence of undue hardship 

has been shown in this case. Seconded, Mr. Lamond. Carried 

unanimously. 

This is hurting a little man who cannot afford the loss, Mr. DuBois 

stated. The burden would probably be on Mr. Carlisle. Mr. Carlisle said 

he could not make the changes in this house except by placing a mortgage I 
on his own home. 

Mrs. Henderson explained that there are no valid reasons in the Ordinance 

for granting this request. There is an alternate location for the poreh; 

the error should havecbeen det'ectadJthree years ago. This is a request t11 
legalize a mistake, for which there would seem to be little excuse. 

There were no complaints on this. It has not~hurt the neighborhood I 
I, 

in any way and this mistake could have gone on for an indefinite time, 

Mr. DuBois said. They are simply trying to clear this up to put the 

records straight. They knew of the porch from the beginning but they 

were sure it would go on the building without violation. They assumed 

the house was staked properly. 

It was no doubt the mistake of the supervisor of construction, Mr. I 
Mooreland suggested. He saw the second plat and musttlaua known that 

the porch would not fit on that side of the house. 

This house has been sold under a G.I. loan. Mr. DuBois said. He did 

not know what would happen now as they have nat made an inspection of 

the house yet. I 
If Y9u are getting a loan from FHA or VA you most certainly would have 

to show a certified plat which is correct. If that p~at shows this in 

violation, the case would have to be cleared before the loan. Mrs. 

Henderson stated; it would not look as though this mistake could go on 
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and on. No transfer of title could be made without this correction. 

The Board requested that this house be made to conform to requirements 

within 60 days. 

II 
LEONARD JOHNSON, to show cause why permit issued July 9, 1957, for 

Tea Room located on west side of Patrick Henry Drive. 570 feet south 

of Route 7. has not been used in accordance with the terms of the 

Zoning Ordinance. 

Mr. Frank Swart represented.the applicant. This case was deferred to 

view the property to determine what progress has been made in working 

toward the compLet.Lonoof Mr. Johnson's permit. 

In going over Mr. Johnson's property, Mr. Lamond stated, it would appear 

that more work has been done on the place than was shown in the letter 

presented by Mr. Johnson. both interior and exterior changes, including 

moving trees. work on the driveway. parking area and landscaping. He 

thought the work had progressed too far to stop Mr. Johnson at this 

time. This man got a permit and was held up in his plans because of 

litigation, the weather and other difficulties. He has spent a 

considerable amount of money; it would seem hardly 'air to put him off 

now when he is in the midst of a season where he can realize some financia 

return from his project. i 

Mr. Lamond moved that Mr. Johnson be allowed to continue the remodeling 

of the Crewe property and that this permit shall not be revoked. 

Seconded. Mrs. Carpenter. 

Mrs. Henderson asked what "proceed to completion" means in the Ordinance. 

And what about the large hole in the ground, will that stay there 

indefinitely? 

He is waiting for the man from Maryland to come back and work on that. 

Mr. Lamond answered. Mr. Mooreland suggested that a date be set for 

some of this work to be completed. 

The motion carried unanimously. 

II 
The Board continued to discuss Mr. Johnson's situation, recognizing the 

fact that finances had played a part in the delay. The Court costs, 

delay in ~etually getting into business. the costs required in meeting 

requirements of the fire marshal and landscaping have all put himi!n a 

position of not~ing but continued out-go. He is just now in a position 

waere he can realize some return. 

Mr. Mooreland asked what about some guide from the Board on the future 

of this work? This permit is good for only six months. 

Mr. Swart came before the Board stating that after the Board granted 

this permit. Mr. Johnson was in court for many months, but within six 

-, U\,)! 
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7-Ctd. limonths he applied for a building ~p!3:I!mit and started construction;while it 

,I 

i!was minor construction, Mr. Swart admitted, it was necessary work and .hee 

Iidid make a start. The question is, if,he proceeded with deligence since 

lithat time. 

:Mr. Lamond said the Board did not discuss with Mr. Johnson the matter of 
'I 
!!completion of this work, but now that Mr. Johnson has his financing it is 

lithe understanding that he will go ahead to completion. Mr. Lamond pointed 
1FO new timbers which Mr. Johnson had put in and the change in the heating 

plant; these things would show that his intention is to complete this as 

soon as possible. He is not making those long range impuovements without 

nt ent to complete his plans. 

I rs. Henderson again objected to the hole which she thought should be 

I aken care of without delay. I
I 

~~r. Swart said the work would go ahead with better momentum now, as :Mr. 

ohnson has his loan and is working under control of the financing company. 

I e thought the weather might hold him up to some extent. 

rowever the Board thought they should know when the balance of the work 

!~ill be completed. 

r . Swart said he could make no definite statement on this but would discuss 

I't with Mr. Johnson and report back to the Board on January 1); This was 

I greeable to the Board. f 
IV/ 
rr. Mooreland read the following letter from Mrs. R. L. Joyce regarding 

!rnclosure of the porch, the case heard September 9, 1958: 

11237 Lawrence Drive, 
Falls ChurCh, Virginia. 
November 21, 195$ 

Mrs. L.J. Henderson, Jr., Chairman, 
Board of Zoning Appeals, 
County of Fairfax, 
Fairfax, Virginia. Re: Lot 132 ~ Fenwick Park 

Dear Mrs. Henderson: 

We have your notice of September 30 with reference to our 
September 9, 195$ application to the Board for a variance, and 
note that "the Board has ruled that this is not a violation-
in that the porch is not entirely enclosed. However, if the 
applicant wishes to install jalousies on all four sides of 
the room--or to completely enclose the room--a variance would 
be necessary •••• It. 

I would like to draw to your attention that our application of 
August 15, 195$ (copy of which is enclosed) for &vvariance from 
Stri ct Application of Zoning Regulation (6-12) (g) was "to permit 
enclosed'porch to remain ~ithin 26 feet of street lproperty line". 

We feel that the Board was in error in not ruling on our proper 
application when I appeared before the Board on September 23, 195$. 

I am enclosing cppy of Building Permit No. 23024, dated June 13. 1958 
which certifies that we have "permission bo build PORCH located 
on Lot 132 •••• It.",No mention is made of any specific kind of porch. 
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Although we had intended at that time to only enlarge the 
present screened porch, no mention was made that this 
permit was being granted for a screened porch ONLY. We were 
not aware that we were in violation when we decided to 
install jalousies in lieu of screens, and we feel we 
should have been properly notified as to the regulations 
when the permit was granted. Had this been done we would 
not have gone ahead with the work had we known we could 
not eventually enclose the entire porch, our ultimate 
goal at a later date. I might add that we are not alone 
in our ignorance of the building code as since your notice 
of violation was received we have made a thorough canvass 
of all persons we have come into contact with in the District 
of Columbia, Maryland and other nearby counties and NOT ONE~ 
PERSON anywhere knew of such a ruling, especially as 
there are many properties in Fenwick Park, as well as 
nearby, in apparent violation of the building code. We 
feel we are being unjustly persecuted. 

We consider the porch enclosed with neat jalousies a 
distinct asset to the cOffimunity and property and in this 
we have the 100% concurrence of our neighbors. The en--
closed porch in no way interferes with anyone, nor does 
it cut off anyone's view and all neighbors agree that 
neat jalousies add more to the appearance of a property 
than screens. If you would care to inspect our property 
you would readily ascertain that we are constantly improving 
it and that considerable money and effort has been spent 
on the premises in doing so. It is the general opinion 
that our property is one of the best kept in Fenwick Park. 

We feel that if;a ~~rmit were denied to entirely enclose 
our porch that it would be a decided biliot on the value 
of our property, especially in view of the fact that we 
paid $350.00 for a corner lot in order to enh~nce the property 
and the mode of living of the occupants. 

You will understand that we have been put to considerable 
inconvenience and expense through no fault of ours due 
firstly to an error of the Board in ticketing this property 
as "in apparent violation", and secondly, when I was called 
upon to appear before the Board on two occasions due 
to correspondence having been misplaced by the Board. 

We also paid $12.00 Ear a "hearing" which never took place. 

We, therefore, ask that in the light of the foregoing the 
Board consider favorably our application for a permit to 
enclose the entire porch. 

Very truly yours, 
(S) Mrs. R. L. Joyce 

237 Lawrence Drive 
Falls Church, Virginia. II 

Mrs. Henderson agreed to answer the letter. Her answer is quoted as 

, follows: 
"December 16, 1958 

Mrs. R. L. Joyce 
237 Lawrence Drive 
Falls Church, Va. 

Dear Mrs. Joyce: 

Your letter of November .21 was considered by the Board of 
Zoning Appeals at its last regular meeting on December 9, 
1958. You will uMderstand that the Board members were some
what astonished by your letter since they all recalled, and 
I quote from the official minutes of the meeting, ''Mrs. 
~oyce stated that she has no intention of further enclosing 
this area. It will remain as it is, a porch." 

A porch, for which you obtained~a building permit, is 
considered an ope~ addition to the house and, as such, may 
extend five feet ~nto the restricted setback area. If a 
porch is enclosed, it is deemed a room and part of the 
house, which may ~ extend beyond the required setback line. 

Sometime ago the Board ruled that jalousies constitute an 
enclosure. You were called to appear before the Board because 
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Mr. Mooreland, the Zoning Administrator, felt from his 
inspection that your jalousies fell in this category. 
From the evidence presented us regarding the open half of 
your porch and in view of your testimony, quoted above, the 
Board liberally declared there was no violation, thus 
permitting you to keep the jalousies as now installed. A 
variance to enclose the entire porch would requirel~roof 
of ha~ship~wh±ch the Board does not feel is evident in 
this case. 

I should like to comment on a few other points in your letter, 
if I may. 

1. The very granting of a building \permit indicates that 
the plan as presented conforms to the various regulations. 
I do not believe that the office staff should be expected 
to anticipate an applicant's subsequent change of mind and 
inform him in advance of any possible violations which 
might occur from altered plans. 

2. Since a number of local residents are ignorant of the 
Fairfax County Zoning Code it Lennot; surprising that your 
friends in "the District of Columbia, Maryland and other 
nearby counties" were unaware of the provisions therein. 

3. Your appearance before the Board and presentation of 
the testimony upon which we based our decision constituted 
the hearing for which you paid $12.00. The fee covers 
advertising in local newspapers and posting of the premises, 
as required by law. 

May I express again my apologies for the inconvenience you 
were caused by two appearances before the Board. The 
misplaced correspondence was a regrettable error. 

Very truly yours, 

(5) Mary K. Henderson" 

The meeting adjourned. 
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December 23, 1958 

The regular meeting of the Fairfax 
County Board of Zoning Appeals was held 
j'ues da y , December 23, 1958 at 10: 00 a.m. 
in the Board Room of the Fairfax 
Courthouse. All members were present 
except Mr. T. Barnes. Mrs. M.K. ,Henderson, 
Chairman, presided. 

The meeting was opened with a prayer by Mr. J. B. Smith. 

NEW CASES; 

JOHN J. LUCAS, JR. to permit an addition to dwelling closer to Street 

line than allowed by the Ordinance. southern portions Lots 349 and 

350, Mason Terrace, (3El E. Westmoreland Road), Falls Church District. 

(Suburban Residence class 1) 

Mr. Lucas read the following statement relative to his case: 

"December 23, 1958 

Board of Zoning Appeals 
County of FairfaX 
Fairfax, Virginia 

Gentlemen: 

The matter on which I have applied to your Board for a 
"varianee from strict application of Zoning Regulation (6-12)(g) 
is a simple one: 

I have been granted a building permit to build this addition 
to the rear of mY house by keeping the wall on the Custis 
Parkway side of the addition parallel to the Custis Parkway 
streetline. ThiS would mean that that end of the room 
would be out of square by about 3.44 feet, whieh we feel 
would make a very odd_looking room and also, sinee the 
house as well as the addition are to be beveled block, 
would make diffieult and untidy ~oints where the Custis 
Parkway sidewall of the addition joins to the rear wall 
of the addition and to the rear corner of the existing 
house. I am therefore applying for this variance. 

I feel this is a very small variance for you to grant inasmuch 
as the point of the addition closest to the Custis Parkway would 
be about 25.88 feet, instead of 29.32 feet. and the only 
other house on this side of the block is, according to 
the man at the zoning office who measured their plat at 
the zoning office, about 21 or 22 feet from this streetline. 
The house across Westmoreland Road from us and on the~ 

same side of Custis Parkway is, according to my reckoning, 
closer than I want to go. 

Further, Custis Parkway in this block is not an ordinary 
street. Half of it, on the far side, is paved to the 
center. The half on the near side is occupied by a tribu
tary of Tripps Run and cannot be used for ordinary street 
purposes. The location of the stream is indicated on the 
copies of the plat submitted with my application. 

Further, I have shown the plat indicating the addition to 
all the closest available neighbors and explained it to 
them and they have all expressed to me their hope that yOU 
will grant this issue. These neighbors include the owners 
of both adjoining lots, the neighbor directly across 
Westmoreland Road from us, the neighbor directly across 
Custis Parkway from us, and, since the owner of the next 
house on Custis is in Texas, the owner of the house next to 
his is on Custis. 

I therefore feel that you should grant approval for this 
addition and hope you will find it proper to do so. 

(S) John J. Lucas, Jr." 

Mr. Lucas noted particularly that E. Westmoreland Road and Custis 

Parkway do not form a right angle at their intersection. Custis 

parkway cuts into his lot on a slant thereby reducing the side yard 



 

 

I_Ctd. in approximately the amount of this variance. Mr. Lucas also pointed 

out the fact that the house across Westmoreland Rd. is setting closer 

to the right of way than he is requesting. He also stressed the 

3/~ 
location of a tributary to Tripps Run which runs between his house 

and the Parkway and whic~recludes the use of Custis Parkway on his 

side for street purposes. Nothing would be served by his observing 

the setback from a right of way that cannot be used, he claimed. 

Mr. Lucas also presented a petition signed by five of his nearest 

neighbors, all of whom stated that they understood the requested 

variance and had no objection. 

The only access he would have to Custis Parkway would be by entering 

Westmoreland and making a left turn into the Parkway. Part of that 

highway has not yet been accepted into the State System, therefore 

it is not well maintained. 

Mr. Mooreland called attention to the fact that there are several 

other houses in the area located with less setback than Mr. Lucas 

is requesting. Mr. Mooreland thought the room would not only look 

strange to have the side wall parallel with the Parkway but would 

be impractical. 

Mrs. Henderson suggested jutting the room in five feet, but Mr. 

Lucas answered that the location of the windows and doors across 

the back of his house would prevent proper access and it would not 

serve the purpose for which the addition is intended. It would 

cover the dining room windows, whereas the plan presented would give 

access through the utility room door. 

Mr. Smith suggested turning the room around the long way of the lot 

and setting it in further from the side line to meet requirements. 

This would not cover so many rear windows. Mr. Smith suggested 

deferring this to work out a better arrangement with the architect. 

Again the reduced setback of other houses in the area was discussed 

and it was noted that this setback requested would actually be in 

line with other houses across the street. It was noted that there 

were not two houses within the same block with the less setback, 

which, if there were, this could be granted without benefit of a 

variance. The other houses are strung out for a distance greater 

than one block. 

Mr. Mooreland pointed out that the Parkway has no particular destination. 

Mr. Lucas stated that it was necessary to retain the stream bed along 

Custis Parkway in order to carry off the storm water; the 3 foot 

pipe which is in place is not adequate. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the requested variance because the creek 

is located between Hr. Lucas' property and the street and this 

variance would in fact not create an encroachment on the street right 

of way because of the existing creek bed. It appears that this problem 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 



 

 

 

1 _C t d. 

I 

I 2-

I 

I 

I 

December 23, 1958 _ ce d . 

with t h e st.ream will exist. for a long c t ee • This is grsnt.ed also because 

it does not appear that it. would adversely affect. adjoining property 

nor propert.y in the neighborhood. This is granted under Sec. 6-l2_g 313 
of the Ordinance. Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter' 

For the motion: Mr. Lamond and Mrs. Carpent.er. 

Mr. Smith refrained from voting, stat.ing that he was of the opinion 

t.hat this should be taken back to the builder for a revision of the 

p I an. 

Mrs. Henderson voted no. Motion carried. 

MELPAR, INC., to permit buildings 4, 5 and 6 to be used for scientific 

laboratories, N.E. corner of Leesburg Pike and Hardin Street, Mason 

District. (General Business) 

In the absence of Mr. Schumann, Mr. Burrage appeared before the Board 

in response to the Planning Commission's request that Mr. Schumann 

discuss this case with the Board at this presentation. Mr. Mitchell, 

from Melpar)was also present. 

The question particularly discussed by the Planning Commission with 

regard to this case was how much parking could be provided and where, 

Mr. Burrage explained. It was found that sufficient. parking could 

be provided for Building 14 which would employ 150 people. The 

applicant shows parking space in the ratiO of 1% persons to a space (100 

spaces). The same ratio would obtain on the other two bUildings but 

they are 33 spaces short on Building #5. Mr. Burrage stated that he 

would recommend granting building #4 at this time, and that later, 

when adequate parking could be provided on commercially ~oned property, 

the Board should grant bUildings #5 and #6. Mr. Burrage pointed out 

that the applicant will probably find it necessary to ask for parking 

on residential property. In case any parking is granted on residential 

property, screen-planting would be required. The layout was originally 

made to park on commercial property only, but that would probably 

not provide adequate space. 

Ms. Burrage read excerpts from the Planning Commission Minutes dealing 

with this situation: 

"Mr. Mitchell from Melpar was present. to represent the applicant. 

Mr. Schumann came before the Commission stating that he had 
discussed this case thoroughly with Mr. Mitchell and would 
make the recommendation to the Commission that they approve 
the use of Building 14 as requested. But that Buildings 
15 and #6 be granted. effective for use only when the 
applicant can assure the County that they will be able to provide 
sufficient parking space which will comply with the require-
ment.s of the Ordinance. He also suggested that this be 
contingent upon approval of entrances to Route 7 by the Traffic 
Bureau. Mr. Schumann thought these things could be worked 
out on an administrative level. 

If the parking could be provided on commercially ~oned property, 
Mrs. Wilkins agreed that it probably could be worked out with 
satisfaction, but it would appear, Mrs. Wilkins brought 
out, that parking in this case would necessarily~ave to be on 
residential property, which would present a different problem. 
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2_Ctd~ Where this parking will be provided, Mr. Schumann stated 

will depend upon what arrangements the applicant can mak;. 

I 
! 

They would probably use property on Hardin Street, or the 
O'Shaughnessy property, but if the Board of Zoning Appeals 
approves this with the reservation sugge.ted. no parking 

! 

I could take place that would conflict with good planning. The 
Board could require adequate screening if necessary and the 
full amount of parking required in the Ordinance (two parking 
spaces for every three employees) could be made a part 
of the granting. 

1I, 
Mrs. Wilkins questioned if granting this under these conditions 
would adequately protect residential property. 

But the buildings cannot be used until parking arrangements 
are completely satisfactory to the Board. If it is necessary 
to have the land rezoned for this purpose the applicant would 
necessarily request that zoning. The County would be 
protected, Mr. Schumann continued. 

Mrs. McCormick thought the entrances would create an 
additional traffic bottleneck on Route 7. She asked where 
the traffic light would be. 

thi~, Mr. Schumann answered would be the problem of the 
Traffic Bureau. Their approval would be necessary. 

Mr. Landrith recalled the policy of the Board of Supervisors 
to encourag~USinesS and development in the County and the 
fact that Melpar has consistently made every attempt to 
comply with all requirements of the County Ordinances. He 
was of the opinion that this could be worked out, therefore 
he moved that it be recommended to the Board of Zoning 
Appeals that this request be granted, incorporating in that 
recommendation, the suggestions made by Mr. Schumann. 

Mrs. Wilkins asked- that it be specifically ~ointed out 
that the Commission had questioned the parking particularly 
with relation to protection of adjoining residential property. 
She thought evergreen screening should be required." 

Mr. Schumann also suggested a barrier strip along Route 7 ~Gprotect 

tra£ic coming out onto Route 7. The Planning Commission approved the 

recommendations of Mr. Schumann. 

Mrs. Henderson pointed out the fact that an application for rezoning 

has been filed on the property behind the filling station. She 

questioned why the applicants have been parking on residential property, 

noting that such use of residential property is not permitted. 

Mr. Mitchell stated that Building #2 is not now being occupied by 

Melpar, but rather by Mr. Payne's grocery store. Mr. Payne employs 

only eight people. They, Melpar, will gain a number of extra spaces 

in this area, as Mr. Payne is not using the two loading ramps which 

will provide more parking area. Also on the back of Mr. Paynels store 

which area is now available, they will pick up another 33 spaces. 

Mr. Mitchell explained that at present. they will not need parking I space for 150 people per building, as the personnel to use those 

buildings will come nowhere near that figure. They are, however. 

looking to future expansion. They are asking only that the use be 

granted for these buildings contingent upon their providing adequate 

parking. Such a permit would preclude the use of the buildings until I 
proper parking is provided. 

Mr. Mooreland called attention to the fact that Hardin Street is not 

dedicated. It is a right of way only which leads back to three houses. 

He also recalled that this property is joined by an old gravel pit. 
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Mr. Mitchell said they had in mind tn build a retaining wall and slope 

the property along the east boundary. 

It was agreed that no screening would be necessary along the boundary 315' 
of the old gravel pit, but it should be screened against the residential 

lots that face the property Melpar is to occupy. The woods and gravel 

pit take care of two sides. 

It was noted that the bank on the north boundary of the property is 

very high; this is the area which necessarily will be sloped. 

Mr. Harold Bellows from Rock Springs Subdivision asked what effect 

this would have on property owners in the area. He answered his 

own question by saying, in his opinion it would cause a traffic 

hazard and that it was an encroachment on private rights. He pointed 

to the Melpar building across the road where 200 cars are parked. 

These cars come out onto Route 7 at the "Flying Saucer". It is a 

terrific impact upon traffic. Hardin Street is only about 700 feet 

long. During rush hour, this morning, Mr. Bellows said, 150 cars 

and 11 trucks came through Hardin Street. This creates a bottle 

neck with cars pouring out of Hardin Street and from the "Flying 

saucer". It takes ten minutes to get to the intersection and is 

extremely hazardous. 

They are not aware of what kind of work Melpar will be doing here. Mr. 

Bellows went on, but they have been informed that it may interfere 

with radio and television. 

From his home, Mr. Bellows stated, he could see the cars parked on 

residential property. There are thirteen houses on Rock Springs Avenue 

facing this residential parking lot. He had nottced that 18 cars and 

6 trucks park on the lot next to Helpar. 

Mr. Mitchell pointed out that Mr. Payne owns property on three sides 

of this area. It is either commercially zoned. or is potential 

commercial. Mr. Mitchell noted that some of Hr. Paynels trucks come and 

gO, and that many of the cars and trucks referred to by Mr. Bellows 

belong to the men engaged in the construction work going on, on this 

property. They are grading the property, and taking care of the 

drainage. It is bad now, Hr. Mitchell admitted, but it will be 

perfectly satisfactory when completed and before the buildings are 

used; they could assure the Board of that. 

Sufficient parking is more important to Helpar than to the County. Mr. 

Mitchell insisted; their lease requirements are emphatic as to parking. 

For most of their existing buildings. they have an excess of parking __ 

they have looked forward to expansion. 

Hr. Mitchell said they would abandon use of the area shown in orange on 

the map for parking purposes. They will move all parking across 

Hardin Street. (It was agreed that parking would take place only on the 

commercially zoned land.) 



 

 

Mr. Lamond moved that the recommendation of the Planning Commissio be 

adopted; that Building #4 be granted and that Buildings 15 and '6 

V~:'~td'll 
ii 

shall be granted when adequate parking can be provided. (In short

BUilding #4 granted and Buildings #5 and #6 deferred for adequate 3 I " 
parking.) Seconded, Mr. J.B. Smith. Carried unanimously. 

/I I 
3- MRS. CHARLOTTE J. LEE, to permit division of lot with less frontag and 

less area than allowed by the Ordinance. on south side of Telegrap

Rd~ Route 611, approx. 1110 mile west of Dogue Creek, Lee District

(Rural Residence Class 2) 

Mr. Trotter represented the applicant. He presented the Board wit a I 
picbure of the house on the front of the property. 

Mr. Lee bought this property in 1955, Mr. Trotter told the Board w

a house on the front area. By 1957 he had completed the second ho

on the lot which is located about 200 feet to the rear of the hous mn 

the front part of the property. Mr. Lee died in July 1958. It wa

discovered that he had not obtained a building permit for the seco

house. Mrs. Lee is left with this property with the two houses on e

one large lot. She now wishes to divide the property into two ls,

(a and b). Each lot would contain considerably over 1/2 acre. but

they would not meet the Ordinance either in area or frontage. She

has a driveway running from Telegraph Road to give access to the r

house. I 
Granting this would not do violence to the Ordinance nor to the m

Mr. Trotter argued, the neighbors do not object and if this were n

granted it would place an undue hardship on Mrs. Lee as it would vent h r 

from getting a retroactive building permit. It is obvious that th fact 

that no building permit was taken out is not her fault. This lot is 

located in the general area of two subdivisions (Dewey Park and Ro

Hill Farms) both of which are eo n e d for l2,500 sq. ft. lots. Thes

lots. if granted. would be considerably larger than 12,500 sq. ft.

Therefore, Mr. Trotter contended, granting this could not be d

as being out of harmony with the area. 

Mr. Lee built the hoee himself, Mr. Trotter continued. He probabl

was ignorant of the requirement to get a building permit. The lit I 
rear house would be valued at about $8.000. The entire property i

encumbered with a loan. 

The delayed request for a permit was denied on the grounds of the e of 

the lot, Mr. Mooreland stated. He was powerless to do anything t it. 

The howe is completed. It is rented. I 
If a building permit is denied originally, does the Board have the

jurisdiction later to grant that permit, Mrs. Henderson asked? 
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Mr. LaMond suggested that allo this would probably not adversely 

affect the neighborhood. He moved to defer the case until January 13 1n 

order to view the property. Seconded. Mrs. Carpenter. Hotion carried. 

II 

SIDNEY B. SMITH. to permit er of dwelling within 35 feet of the 

street property line. Lot 11. Section 3, Westmont, Dranesville District. 

(Suburban Residence Class 3). 

This lot contains an area of almost one acre; it 1s valued at approximatel 

$8,000; 'under the covenants t minimum size house allowed on the 

property 1s 15,001 sq. ft. 

Mr. Smith called attention to the fact that easements for both the 

water main and storm drainage run the full length of the lot. The 

lot falls back from the stree to a low level. Therefore. there is a 

very small buildable area lef not sufficient to erect a 15.001 sq. ft. 

house and meet setback require Also there is no sewer. they 

must provide area for spptic tank and field without running too close 

to the water line. They will necessarily have the septic at one end 

of the house. The house must be on a high spot in order to get the slope 

to the septic. They cannot g back more than 35 feet and meet t~e 

Health Department's distance requirement from the Water main. stay 

off the easements and at the same time get the proper slope 'ntosthe 

septic. If the house moves b the septic must move back also, 

which would then encroach on the water and storm drain easements. 

All the adjoining property ow had signed a statement. which Mr. 

Smith presented to t~e Board. saying they have no objection to this 

variance. 

It was also noted that this p is located on a cul_de_sac. which 

serves as entrance for only f lots. two of which are in one ownership. 

Mrs. Carpenter moved to grant the requested variance to Mr. Smith 

because of the easements on t property and because of the existing 

topographic conditions. Seco Mr. Lamond. Motion carried 

unanimously. 

II 

M. T. BROYHILL AND SONS. to p completion of dwelling on existing 

foundation within 39.23 feet of the street property line, Lot 155, 

Section 3. Broyhill McLean Es Dranesville Diitrict. (Suburban 

Residence Class 2) 

Mr. Oren Lewis represented th applicant. This is a variance of 

approximately 8 inches caused by the 1% foot bay window Hr. Lewis 

pointed out. It is not obser that this slight variation exists. • 
was no attempt to crowd the s as the lot has sufficient depth. It 

was a mistake in location of the building in that the bay window was 

not taken into consideration. It could easily have been put back the 

required distance. They have built 168 or more houses and have about 

30 more to complete. This is their first error. 
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Mr. Lewis presented a statement from five adjoining and nearby property 

owners, al~ of whom had no objection to this small variance. 

I 
Mrs. Carpenter moved to grant the requested variance to the applicant beca' ae 

it would not be detrimental to the surrounding neighborhoods. and because 

this is such a small variance. Seconded, Mr. Lamond. Motton carried 

unanimously. 

II 

HERMAN J. KOENIG, to permit enclosed porch to remain as erected 8.5 feet 

of the side property line, Lot 44, Section 2, Kent Gardens, (1701 Jerry 

Place), Dranesville District. (Rural Residence Class 2) 

Mr. Ernest Hudgins represented the applicant. It was noted that the plat 

shOWing this violation was incorrect in that the dimensions did not scale 

nor did they agree with the 8.5 feet requested in the application. Mr. 

Hudgins thought the setback should have been 13.5 feet. however. since 

the Board was unable to determine what is on the ground and what the 

applicant wished to apply for, Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case until 

proper plats can be presented. Mr. Mooreland suggested that it might be 

necessary to survey the line in order to get accurate plats. 

No date was put on the deferrment. It was left for Mr. Mooreland to 

schedule the case on the agenda whenever he receives corrected plats. 

Motion seconded by Mrs. Carpenter and carried unanimously. 

II 

WERNER KREBSER. to permit physician's offices in existing dwelling as non_I 

residents, on westerly side of Ingleside Avenue, approximately 400 feet 

north of Old Dominion Drive. Dranesville District. (Suburban Residence 

Class 2) 

Dr. Krebser explained to the Board that he and his partner wished to carry 

on their medical practice in this house which would be used exclusively 

for profissional purposes. They wish to settle in this area permanently. 

They have searched for a very long time before they found this house. It • 

located within 50 feet of the proposed McLean by-pass which would render 

it practically useless for residential purposes. However, for their purpo e 

it would be excellent. They will buy the property, if this permit is 

granted. It is their intention to landscape the grounds and keep it 

attractive. The lot affords sufficient parking area. The by_pass is I 
planned for eonstruction within the next two years. 

Mrs. Henderson asked if no commercial building were available. Dr. 

Krebsdr answered. none that was within their price range. They have talke 

of having a medical building in McLean, but could not get enough doctors 

together to get it going. I 
They will have parking for nine cars--it would all be off_street parking. 

There is a drop from the house level to the parking area in the rear. The 

parked cars would not be visible from the street. 
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Mr. Lamond recalled that "t b e Board had granted similar cases. but also 

recalled that both the Planning Commission and the Pomeroy Ordinance 

frown on granting medical buildings in bomes in residential areas. 3/7 
But where can doctors go? Dr. Krebser asked; there Is nothing in McLean 

which could be used which is within reason. They fuave spent a great deal 

of time looking for a place in this area. 

There is a need for dootors and this situation should be met by the 

County. Mr. Lamond stated. It probably will be taken care of in the 

new ordinance. 

Dr. Krebser pointed out that Fairfax County is 50% understaffed as far 

as doctors are concerned. There 1s not room in this hous e for 

offices and dwelling use. 

Mrs. Carpenter suggested that this might be allowed to operate for 

a limited time. pending availability of an office building in McLean. 

It would be too expensive to go in to this on a short term, Mr. Lamond 

observed. 

Mrs. Henderson thought the Board should have a statement of policy on 

this from the Planning Commission. 

The Commission does not agree with what the Board of Zoning APpeals 

has done in granting these medical buildings, Mr. Lamond stated; they 

have already made that plain. Mr. Lamond recalled. however. that the 

only cases the Board has granted have been to those who have lived 

in the house and have outgrown it. 

Dr. Krebser said they would prefer to be in a business area, but that 

is impossible at this time. This is the only way a new doctor can 

afford to come into the community. Dr. ke eb s e r continued; as time goes 

on. they will surely be able to locate in a business area. 

But that is up to the Board of Supervisors to rezone land and make it 

available for this purpose. Mrs. Henderson stated. 

A gentleman from the audience who did not give his name supported the 

doctor in his request. 

They could still buy the house and use £t for a dwelling and an 

office. Mr. Smith stated. 

This case should be deferred for the Planning Commission to study. Mrs. 

Carpenter stated; it presents an unusual situation because of the by~p&ss 

which is only 50 feet away and because proposed commercial development 

is about 500 feet away. This is a situation vitally important to McLean. 

Mrs. Carpenter continued and it should be given full consideration. 

Dr. Krebser said they have an option which must be taken up within 90 days 

from November 1958 and they wanted to be operating by sum~er. They 

have more than $30,000 invested in this. Dr. Krebser presented a 

petition of nearby residents (0) who have no o!b'Jec:t'ton> to this use. 
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7_Ctd. Mrs. Carpenter moved to defer the case until January 27 for a report 

from the Planning Commission. Seconded. Hr. Smith. Carried unanimously. 

II 

8. NORTH WASHINGTON PROPERTIES, INC., to permit erection of one sign with 

larger area than allowed by the Ordinance, '(175 sq. ft.) north side 

of Arlington Boulevard, approximately 600 feet east of Route 649, Falls 

Church District. (General Business) 

Mr. Jack Stone represented the applicant. This business will have 

only the one sign, Mr. Stone stated. All computations are made on a 

"boxed" letter basis. 

Mrs. Henderson suggested that this 175 sq. ft. sign would dwarf Robert 

Hall and Kinney Shoes next door. which have 100 sq. ft. each of sign 

area. But this motel has a longer frontage, Mr. Lamond pointed out. 

He suggested that the sign was a good one. It would show up well; it is 

in good proportion add well spaced. This motel has about 410 ft. 

frontage. Mr. Lamond continued, which could very well accommodate this 

sign. i 
Mr. John Taylor said the sign would be located in the center of the 

There were no objections. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application as submitted. Seconded. ""'1" 
Mrs. Carpenter. Motion carried. 

For the motion: Mr. Lamond, Mrs. Carpenter and Mr. Smith. I, 
Mrs. Henderson voted no. Motion carried. 

II I, 
Mr. Lamond told the Board that he had stopped in at the Medical Center 

drug store after Mr. Kressler had stated that he was operating only an 

"ethical pharmacy" and was not selling there extra corricular articles 

commonly sold in duugstores. However, contrary to Mr. Kessler's 

statements. Mr. Lamond said he did find many articles other than drugs, 

which he considered prohibited by the permit, being sold in the drug 

store. 

II 

,. JOHN R. SPIVEY, to permit erection of a carport within 13.8 feet of the 

side property line, Lot 23, Section I, Doveville, Providence District. 

(Rural Residence Class 2) I 
Mr. Spivey said he bought this place thinking there was sufficient room 

to put in a carport.; The driveway was already in and he assumed the 

carport at the end of the driveway was perfectly all right. On the 

other side of the house is a four or five foot drop which would prevent 

his locating the carport there. I 
Asked if he could not put the carport at the rear, he said he could. but 

it would be unZsirable because he has many shrubs in back and his well is 

immediately in back of his house. 
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Mrs. Hendemon suggested locating it back nearer the property line. either 

4 o&. 2 feet. 

The driveway was in when he bought. Mr. Spivey said; it would be in 

line with a carport which is attached to the hollse. He prefers to have 

it attached. The house next door is about six feet below his house. 

If he put the carport back farther and close to his line. he was sure 

his neighbor!'would be unhappy; it would be so close to him. 

Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case to January 13th to view the property. 

Seconded. Mr. J.B. Smith. Motion carried. 

/I 

BBECH PARK CORP•• to permit warehouse and office with less setback from 

side property line. Lot 7, Section 1. Beech Park, Providence District. 

(Indus trial) 

Harmon Harrison. President of the Corporation represented the applicant. 

This property is industrially zoned. Mr. Harrison pointed out, but it is 

joined by General Business Zoning and the regulations provide that an 

industrial building must set back 50 feet from the property line of 

general business zoning. The building he would erect here is the same 

type as that on the next lot which is zoned general business. I f his 

property were zoned General Business it would not be necessary to apply 

for this variance. The business to be conducted in this building does 

not require industrial zoning. This will be a substation for the National 

Linen Association whose headquarters are in Atlanta, Georgia, it will ,er1 
as a distribution place and a transfer point. 

The chairman asked Mr. William Wrench if he wished to make a statement. 
I 

Mr. Wrench said he had discussed this with Mr. Schumann and had come to 

the same conclusion as Mr. Schumann regarding this. Mr. Wrench noted [ 

that this is not an industrial use although it would be operating on 

industrial property. -t~ ..t,J 
"J.f¢ /'1(.'.t.l1 /1<,,", 

Mr. Price recalled that this is.., the same.... application _ came before 

this Board a few weeks ago. Mr. Price said he had talked 

with these people. along with others, in an effort to get them to 

locate in this area. Mr. Harrison had found this location which is 

satisfactory to them. This is a substantial firm, Mr. Price went on. 

It would be an asset to the County to have them here. They will put in 

Pllckup station. Their trucks are now going back to Richmond. They 

no doubt will have a regular laundry in the County in time. These 

people do a large scale business, he continued. They handle laundry, 

especially for motels and restaurants. This business wIll .lv, ,mPl o ym,nl 

and will bring in good tax revenue to the County, Mr. Price continued. , 

This property is in a generally industrial area. It is in keeping with 

uses in the areaj to observe the 50 foot setback would be a hardship. 

This would cause no traffic hazard. It has good access. 



December 23, 1958 

IO_Ctd. Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application On the basis that it will 

not adversely affect neighboring property and it would appear to be 

the proper use of the land. Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. Carried 

unanimously. 

I 

I 

I 

I 
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The regular meeting of the Fairfax County 
Board of Zoning Appeals was held Tuesday, 
January 13, 1959 at 10:00 a.m. in the 
Board Room of the Fairfax Courthouse. All 
members were present. Mrs. M.K. Henderson, 
Chairman, presided. 

The meeting was opened with a prayer by J.B. Smith. 

The Chairman asked for nomination of officers for the insuing year. Mr. 

Lamond nominated Mrs. Henderson. seconded. Mr. T. Barnes. Mr. Lamond 

moved that the nominations be closedJ Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. Motion 

carried, Mrs. Henderson not voting. 

For vice_chairman, Mr. Barnes nominated Mr. Slater Lamond. Seconded, 

Mrs. Carpenter. Mr. Barnes moved that the nominations be closed. 

Seconded, Mr. Smith. Motion carried, Mr. Lamond not voting. 

II 

NEW CASES: 

CANNON CONSTRUCTION CORP., to permit erection of an office within 3 feet 

of the side property line, Lots 15, 16 and 17, Block 40, New Alexandria, 

Mt. Vernon District. (Rural Bus.) 

Mr. Cannon appeared before the Board. 

The b~ilding planned for this property is 30 by 70 ft. They will tear 

down the old building now on the property when the new office 

building is erected. The reason- for asking this 3 ft. setback, Hr. 

Cannon told the Board is to give sufficient area on the opposite side 

and to the rear of the building for parking purposes. They will 

provide 1 to 4 parking. 

While the property immediately adjoining to the east (nearest to the 

proposed bUilding) is residentially zoned it is occupied by a non_ 

conforming filling station. 

The three lots to the west are zoned for business, Hr. Cannon stated, 

however, they are not developed. They are in his ownership_ 

When asked why he did not take part of one of tbose lots to fill out 

the parking space needed on this property. Mr. CannOn said he planned 

to put another building on those lots. He wished to use only the 75 ft. 

width for this building. 

Tbis is purely a business area, Mr. Cannon pointed out. Even though 

the property to the east is classified residential it has a very 

permanent filling station on it and this 3 foot setback would in no 

way adversely affect that property. 

Mr. Mooreland noted that wiile maneuvering space is usually figured 

from 23 to 28 ft. Mr. Cannon shows 22 ft. 

This building will be of masonry construction. Mr. Cannon stated. It 

will he used for offices. He showed pictures of the property and the 

area indicating that his planned construction would greatly improve 

the property. 

Mr. Cannon said an application for business zoning On the filling 

station property would be presented to the Board of SuperVisors at their 
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ilMooreland told the Board. These lots would not be out of harmony with 

I existing lot sizes. 
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NEW CASES: 

next session of zoning hearings. In that case, if it is granted, he 

could build up to his property line and this would be wiped out. 

Mr. Lamond recalled that a great deal of opposition to additional 

business zoning in this area has always been evidenced. He questioned if 

the filling station lot would be granted the zoning. However, he thought 

Mr. Cannon's plan would be a great improvement to the area. 

Mr. Lamond said he would like to see a plan of what Mr. Cannon intends 

to do with his other three lots which are adjoining in order to see 

how this building ties in with the other plans. Mr. Lamond, therefore 

moved to defer the case until February 10 to give Mr. Cannon the 

opportunity to bring in a plan of development for the other three 

adjoining lots in order to see how this building fits in with the 

other plans. 

Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. 

Motion carried unanimously. 

/I 

THEODORE E. NAMEY, to permit division of a lot with less 

allowed by the Ordinance, on south side of Route 690, 380 

Birch Avenue, Drane8~ille District. (Sub. Residence Class 

Mr. John Lallie represented the applicant. He explained 

acres of ground were conveyed from James Heath to Mr. Namey it created 

this small area with ISO. sa ft. frontage on Route 690. This property 

is zoned Suburban Residence Class 2 which requires 80 ft. frontage. They 

lack something over 4 ft. on each lot of having the required frontage. 

Mr. Namey plans to put a house on each of these lots ranging in price 

from 20 to $22,000. No variance will be asked for a garage as they 

will locate the garages at the back and will use a double common 

driveway. They can meet all setback requirements with the houses 

planned. 

Mr. Mooreland read the following report from the Planning Staff: 

"MEMORANDUM 

To: 

From: 

Re: 

Date: 

Inasmuch as if this application be approved, the division of 
this land would come under the purview of the County Subdivision 
Ordinance. It is recommended that if the Board does approve 
the application, that it do so subject to compliance by the 
applicant with the County Subdivision Ordinance. 

Property in this area is all zoned Suburban Residence Class Z, Mr. 

Board of zoning Appeals 

H. F. Schumann, Jr., Deputy Director of Planning 

Application of Theodore E. Namey, to permit division 
of a lot with less frontage than allowed by the Ordinance. 

January 13, 1959 

frontage than 

feet west of 

2) 

that when S.9Sa 
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I 

I 

I 
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Mrs. Henderson asked Mr. Lallie what hardship he was presenting. It 

would mean that this one lot would be left with 150 ft. frontsge in 

an area of 80 ft. lots. Mr. Lallie answered. There is no possibility 

of purchasing adjoining property on either side to give the full 

width as those people will not sell. It would also be a hardship 

because the applicant cannot get the best utilization of his property. 

While Mr. Namey owns the land to the rear. that does not help' his 

frontage. 

Mr. Namey will develop the balance of his tract into Suburban Residence 

Class 2 lots with 80 ft. frontage as soon as sewage is available. 

Mrs. Henderson emphasized the fact that Mr. Namey could expect no 

variance on garage or dwelling setbacks if this is granted. That, Mr. 

Lallie said, was taken care of by putting the garages at the back of 

the house. 

Mr. Lamond stated that in view of the fact that the applicant was 

hemmed in on both sides by property ownerS who did not wish to sell any 

of their property and since the size of these lots was not out of 

harmony with the area, and since the variance requested is a small 

one he would move to grant the application subject to subdivision 

Control. Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes. 

Mrs. Henderson voted no, stating that in her opinion no evidence of 

hardship was shown. All others voted for the motion. Motion carried. 

/I 

BREN MAR HOTEL CO., INC., to permit erection of one sign with larger area 

than allowed by the Ordinance. (area of sign 153.85 sq. ft.). on 

east side of Shirley Highway, Service Lane south of Edsall Road, 

Lee District. (General Business) 

No one was present to support the case. Mr. Lamond moved to put it 

at the bottom of the list. Seconded, Mr. J.B. Smith. Motion carried. 

II 

POTOMAC BROADCASTING CORP., (Radio Station WPIK) to permit erection and 

operation of a transmission tower and accessory building. property 

on east side of Mt. Vernon Boulevard adjacent to southerly line of 

National Capital Park Property. Mt. Vernon District. 

Mr. Armistead Boothe represented the applicant. Mr. Boothe presented 

exhibits indicating the type of tower planned to be erected. In 

his presentation, Mr. Boothe said he would show what the property is 

and what it is not and why the tower is planned to be here and why 

it is 'not someplace else. 

This station is now operating in Alexandria, Mr. Boothe told the Board, 

a 309 ft. tower, the same as they propose"on this property. He showed 

photographs of the presently operating tower taken from the same 

I 

i~--~h~--~ici~ity- of the West Grove Subdivision. 'Iii 
The Board of Directors bases its opposition to this or any other 1'[' 

commercial or semi_commercial structure near that BoulevaBd on the 
grounds that the land has been properly zoned residential and any II 
variance would change the character oE the vicinity and open the 
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4-Ctd. distance as from the hill in Westgrove and also taken from the same 

distance this site would be from Mt. Vernon Boulevard. 

This is not a radio tower. Hr. Boothe pointed out, it is like the tower 

at the courthouse--slender. almost invisible against the sky. It 

will be connected with underground transmission lines. The only 

thing seen above the ground will be the tower itself. There must 

also be an auxiliary accessory building for breakdown emergencies. Mr. 

Boothe indicated the location of that building on the plat and showed 

drawings of the type of building they would construct. 

Also, Mr. Boothe showed a photograph of this site as seen from Mt. 

Vernon Boulevard with the tower drawn in on the photograph. 

This is no Eiffel Tower type of structure, Mr. Boothe assured the Board. 

There will be no wires dangling in the air. There will be no traffic 

going in to the building, not as much traffic as would be generated 

by a home. It will be visited once or twice a day by an attendant. 

This will not operate as a commercial enterprise; the studios will 

stay in Alexandria where they have been for many years. 

This location, which is low and swampy is particularly good for radio 

transmission. Mr. Boothe told the Board. They have operated in this 

general area for a long time and find it is an excellent location for 

their purposes. 

They do not choose to move from their present location, Mr. &oothe 

explained. but they are forced to do so because the Circumferential 

Highway is coming through their land. They must be 350 ft. from the 

Highway. This forces them to move. There is no way of relocating the 

Highway, therefore the only alternative is to move. They have searched 

for eight months, Mr. Boothe went on, for a new site in this Hunting 

'Icreek area. The eec dot.'Snot want them to go farther south than this. 

~ThiS is the most practical location they could find which would ade

!quately serve Alexandria and Fairfax County. 

:Mrs. Henderson asked if the tower would have cables to hold it up. 

,IMr. Boothe answered, yes, but he indicated in the photographs that 

lithe cables were not visible. 

~The Chairman asked for opposition. 
, 

1Mr. McCutohem asked that a letter from National Park Service be read. 
I, 

4 Mooreland read the requested letter, followed by other letters from I;Mr. 

'the Westgrove Citizens Association, Belle Haven Citizens Association, 

!Villamay residents and a petition from Westgrove: 

"National Park Service 

Fairfax County Board of Zoning Appeals 
Fairfax, Virginia 

Case: Potomac Broadcasting Co., Radio 
Station WPIK, hearing Jan. 13, 1959 

Gentlemen: 

The National Park Service has been advised an application is 
pending before the Board of Zoning Appeals to permit the construction 

I 
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I 
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and operation of a radio transmitting tower and station on land 
east of and adjacent to the Mount Vernon Memorial Highway in 
the vicinity of Westgrove. 

The Mount Vernon Memorial Highway, a part of the George Washington 
Memorial Parkway is, as its name implies, a memorial to George 
Washington. Fairfax County's most distinguished citizen. 
The Service is firmly convinced that the construction of this 
facility with its attendant high tower would be a discordant 
element in relation to the memorial and scenie aspects of 
the parkway. It 1s the re8ponsibili~y of the National Park Service 
and all citizens to preserve the memorial character of this 
parkway. 

The property on which this facility is proposed for construction 
is located between the parkway and the river and should logically 
be a part of the parkway. It is our hope that this can be 
accomplished in the future. 

The National Park Service is therefore opposed to the granting 
of this application and earnestly solicits the support and 
cooperation of the Board in our efforts to preserve the memorial 
character of the parkway. 

I would appreciate your making this letter a part of the records 
of the hearing. 

(5) Hillory A. Tolson, Acting Director" 

"Westgrove Citizens Association 
Alexandria, Virginia 

Mr. W.T. Mooreland 
Zoning Administrative Office 
Fairfax County Court House Building 
Fairfax, Virginia 

Dear Mr. Mooreland: 

Pursuant to my telephone conversation with your office on 
Monday, January 5, 1959 I am transmitting herewith my request 
together with the request of the undersigned persons who live 
immediately adjacent to the proposed site of the Potomac 
Broadcasting Corporation transmission tower and accessory bUildings. 

We, therefore petition, indiVidually and collectively, that 
the Board of Zoning Appeals grant a two (2) week postponement 
of the hearing on the above mentioned tower and buildings 
presently scheduled for January 13, 1959 at 10:30 a.m. The 
postponement is requested in order to give the undersigned time 
to study the effects of such construction on the valuation of 
their property and upon the far reaching effect of such an 
exemption of existing zoning regulations. 

The undersigned respectfully suggest that our present limited 
knowledge of the proposed~oonstruction may lead to an un_ 
justified padtion on our part at the scheduled hearing. Further, 
the granting of the above requested postponement would assure our 
appearance at a hearing with a fuller knowledge of the effects of 
such construction and a more comprehensive and just understanding 
of the Potomac Broadcasting Corporation's request for an 
exemption to existing zoning regulations. 

We sincerely trust that our request will be gran ted. Thank you 
for your courteous consideration. 

(S) Johb Howzdy, President, Westgrove 
Citizens' Association and 
Gerald A. Purcell, Sydney H. Negrotto, 
Gerald Erbst and L.A. Westbrook" 

"RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE BELm::EHAVEN CITIZENS 
ASSOCIATION _January 10, 1959 

RESOLVED: that the Belle Haven Citizens Association's Board of 
Directors is strongly opposed to the granting of the exception 
to zoning requested by WPIK for the purpose of erecting and 
operating a transmission tower east of the Mount Vernon Boulevard 
in the vicinity of the West Grove Subdivision. 

The Board of Directors bases its opposition to this or any other 
commercial or semi-commercial structure near that Boule¥&cd on the 
grounds that the land has been properly zoned residential and any 
variance would change the character of the vicinity and open the 
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4 -C t d. wedge for further business interests. 

This resolution was unanimously approved by the Board of 
Directors for the Belle Haven Citizens Association. 

ATTESTED BY: Lois Saunders. Secretary" 

"We, the undersigned, residents of Villamay understand that a 
zoning application has been made by the Potomac Broadcasting 
Corporation to permit the erection and operation of a radio 
transmission tower and accessory building on a site located 
along the Mount Vernon Boulevard directly to the east of the 
Boulevard entrance to West Grove Boulevard. Access to Villamay 
is by way of the entrance to West Grove Boulevard and our 
community is located almost due' west of the proposed broadcasting 
facility. It is our understanding that this facility will 
include a transmission tower approximately 400 feet in height. 

We hereby strenuously object to the granting of zoning required 
for the use of the site proposed by the Potomac Broadcasting 
Corporation. We believe that such a facility would materially 
alter the residential character of the Mount Vernon Boulevard 
area and stimulate an inroad of commercial or quasi-commercial 
activities along the Mount Vernon Boulevard. It is believed 
that such use would also alter the character of the Bou.levard 
itself toward the end that property values would be diminished 
and cause an interruption of the excellent residential develop
ment now in process at Villamay and in other communities along 
the Mount Vernon Boulevard. We also feel that the proposed 
facility may constitute an air navigation hazard which in turn 
would reflect in an undesirable way upon our homes and our 
investments." 

;~i etitions were present:~'~~~~~~~~'~~~~'~~~~~~~~~~~:'totalingapproximately 

r 00 names. including Westgrove, MarIan Forest and MarIan Heights. 

I r. Charles Harnett appeared before the Board representing R.M. Robbins 

r n d other owners of a large trust on land of Villamay property. 

I~r. Meikeljohn, representing Mount Vernon Citizens Association, 

~estgrove & MarIan Forest Citizens Association objected, stating that 

lhile they were sympathetic with the problems Gf WPIK, they felt that 

~heY should not have to bear the brunt of those problems. This tower is 
,I 
~ot the type of facility which is appropriate to the type of residential 

Ibevelopment here This is not a facility immediately needed in this 

i!rea, Mr. Meikel~ohn continued, it is not like a telephone or power 

I ine both of which have a direct relationship to people living in the 

I rea. Therefore this tower has no harmonious connection with the 

reedS nor the character of the area. In order to grant such a use, 

~r. Meikeljohn continued, the Board must find that it is in harmony 

~ith the area and that it will not adversely affect neighboring 

I..~roperty. This is a park area, he insisted, the whole Mt. Vernon 

irarkway Is developed to preserve the beauty of the area. It should 

fe kept that way. Even the homes in the viainity of the Parkway blend 

l
i t h the park character. this facility would be entirely out of place 

I nd it would be ddpreciating. It lends nothing to the preservation 

f the beauty and the historical aspects of the Potomac River. Such 

rn intrusion would, without question, adversely affect those people 

~wning property overlooking the site. These people feel strongly that their 

~roperty would be damaged. 
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Since this site location is in the vicinity of the airport, Mr. 

Meikeljohn went on, it ~ould very well present a hazard to aircraft 

as well as to residents in the area. This spot is very near to the 

normal path of planes entering and leaving the airport; the tower 

therefore could present a real and serious danger to people liVing 

in the Mt. Vernon Boulevard area. 

They also feel that by granting this use on Mt. Vernon Memorial Highway 

the way would be paved for others to ask commercial uses, in varying 

degrees. That would not be compatible with one of the most attractive 

and best developed single family residential areas in the county. 

Mr. Freeman from National Capitol Park Service was present, but made 

no further statement than that made in the letter from the Park Service 

read earlier in the hearing. 

Mr. McCutchem stated that a bill was presented in Congress yesterday 

by Representative Smith authorizing the purchase of all of this land 

(the Smoot Sand and Gravel property) to be operated by the National 

Capital Park System. 

Mr. Boothe said that as far as the Federal Government was concerned 

it would appear that the right hand does not know what the left hand 

is doing as several other agencies are interested in this site. However, 

irrespective of what is done with this land, Mr. Boothe pointed out, the 

U.S. Government has the authority to step in at any time and condemn 

this land whether this little sliver of a tower is put on it or not. 

This is a use which was not considered commercial, Mr. Boothe insisted, 

in the minds of the drafters of the Ordinance. No commercial activity 

takes place on the ground. This is far more in harmony with the area 

than a telephone transmission line, or a VEPCO power line, with 

attending high tension wires. There is far more objection to these 

so called "service facilities" needed in the immediate area, than to 

this slim tower which would be barely visible either from homes or the 

Boulevard. 

This land as it is has already been put to a commercial use, Mr. Boothe 

explained. The owners have a contract which does not terminate until 

1961 allOWing them to dredge sand and gravel. They could excavate 

this whole area. Their permit allows that. If the Federal Government 

wants the land, that is another thing, but under any circumstances, Mr. 

Boothe continued, the land (15 acres) will be drained and protected by 

the erection of this tower. 

The erection of the tower will not be a hazard to aircraft, Mr. 

Boothe informed the Board. It is necessary to get clearance from CAA 

for erection of any tower of this height; they have obtained that 

clearance. 
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4-Ctd. This will not: be an opening wedge to commercial enterprises near Mt. 

Vernon Highway, Mr. Boothe insisted. The little building to be 

erected will be designed like a home with appropriate landacaping. 

It will be less used than a home. 

Mr. Boothe again referred to the photographs of the presently operating 

tower taken from distances equal to the hill in Westgrove and the 
I 

IBOUlevard pointing out that the telephone poles and wires in front 

lof the houses would be more objectionable than the tower. 

1•.oPl. g.t up •• t oh.n th.y th.nk th,'r c ••mun.ty •• b.'ng hurt, Mr. 

IIBoothe went on; that is very natural and it is difficult to eKplain 

II! 
I~all the details and get it across r ceeve r yo ne that this will not be 
;' 
objectionable, and it is difficult to satisfy everyone. 

Mrs. Henderson asked if the people in the room (the GbJectors) 

would like to see the photographs. There appeared to be no interest. 

In answer to a question from the audience, Mr. Boothe said the tower 

"IoOU1d b. Lf g h t e d like the tooer at the ccu r t hcu e e . Ld g h t a are r eq ulr ed 

iby CAA. 

IMr. Purcell said he had been told that the dredging of this property 

[wou l d not be activated; if the owners expect to go ahead with the 

I'ldredging he thought people in the area should be informed. 

!IMr. McCutchem referred to Mr. Boothe's statement that CAA had approved 

:1this tower. Hr. HcCutchem said they have seen no evidence of that 

~approval. A representative of the American Space Coordinator had 

ladvised him yesterday that as far as he knew no approval had been given 

I for th" project. 

IMr. HcCutchem again stressed the danger to homes because the elevation 

I'io f most homes in the areadis very near the altitude clearance for 

[landing planes. The tower would be about the same height. He 
l 

lconsidered this tower a great safety hazard to both planes and homes. 
I! 
IHr. Boothe said he had been informed that approval for the tower was 

'given by CAA. If it has not been given or if they cannot get approval, 

lthere is no question--the tower will not be built, he concluded. 

iApproximately 29 people were present objecting. 

I 
iMr. Lamond suggested that this application be deferred for two or three 

Iweeks so Mr. Boothe and the people in the area can get together with 
, 

the CAA on the permit and so this case can be thoroughly explained in 

detail to the people in the area. Hr. Lamond felt that there were many 

things which could be ironed out in further discussion between both 

I 

· ' d" . He therefore moved to defer the case until January 27. Seconded. 

Hr. J.B. Smith. 
I 

S'T~ 
Or, Mr. Lamond suggested they might discuss another ~ which the 
I 

Ilobjectors say they have in mind. Motion carried. 

I
:Mr. McCutchem thought the people in the area were fully aware of all 

!the implications of this use. 

33D 
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4 _ced. But, Mrs. Henderson noted, people have not heard the case presented 

fully until today and there are many problems confronting these people 

which very well could be discussed. 

Mr. McCutchem said they had actually heard much more than was brought 

I out in this hearing. 

A gentleman from the audience questioned the use of low s~~mpy around. 

He had been informed that high ground was better for this purpose. He 

asked for an explanation of this discrepancy. That, Mrs. Henderson 

I answered, is another question which might be discussed and resolved 

in your meeting. 

Mr. Boothe said he would be glad to meet with the groups. 

1/' 

5 - RECREATION, INC .• to permit erection and operation of a swimming pool, 

811-'IH fh-<:iYi f?f;!.",,-;;,,-~rf O/V S"'<-"H5.eLY :1,I)~ Or OL.i~ 
.~ house and ~ recreationalt-<il(tlall l .. aidcf1E&l o::thcle~Q, _ 

f:-c;>L.<lI-<''?ifi. flrl<'. £.1 eo J T e 7/ ~ fir> I/)/A.! s ShN P, t-J';, ~,~,C-, 1J(;.5 5 G ."',;1, ';'5'~".j, 
~lt1l4 Ce- B leeks ide Rca¢~aild adjaCGli~.R. ftC) ilol-lts--~",dhd.''''_''"" 

!"fA-So}>.! C,f'U,LA.£.,. d6.s C.L. I) 
'"'~-[ el J 1ISIIOI. Blaucs;llie District. -(Slll'Jllirea ·Rcsidcrtce--e-t-KSS- J-) 

Mr. William Hansbarger, representing the applicant, asked the Board to 

defer this case for thirty days. Mr. Hansbarger said he had notified 

Mr. Payne of the Pinecrest Citizens Association and also Mr. Ward 

of Parklawn that he would ask for this deferral. Mr. Payne had stated 

I 
that he would notify as many people in Pinecrest as he could and would 

also try to contact the president of the Englandboro Association. 

Approximately 15 were present opposing this project. 

The Chairman asked them if they objected to this deferral. Mr. Cox, from 

Pinecrest. confirmed Mr. Hansbarger's statement that he had notified 

Pinecrest and that most of the people did know of this proposed deferral 

and did not object to it. 

Mr. Cox asked for a definite date and time of deferrment. It was agreed 

that people would be notified as soon as the time is set. 

Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case for 30 days and included that this 

case be scheduled first on the agenda on that date, February 10. 

Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. Motion carried. 

II 

I ARLINGTON COUNTRY CLUB,INC., to permit erection and operation of a 6-

I 

sWimming pool, blttb house and other recreational facilities incidental 

thereto, at the end of Brookside Road and adjacent to W.R. Reynolds 

Third Addition to Golf Club Manor, Dranesville District. (Sub. Res. 

Class III) 

Mr. Hansbarger tapresented the applicant. He introduced Mr. Walter 

Reynolds, President of the ClUb; Mr. Frank Roller; Mr. Hooper; and 

Mr. Mussollino. Architect. 

Mr. Hansbarger showed the location of the property by maps and aerial 

lots with relation to roads, developed and undeveloped property and its 
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nearness to the Arlington County line. The property is bounded on two 

sides by Mr. ReynoldJ Golf Club Manor and Chesterbrook Woods. Section 

Four of Golf Club Manor will be located immediately back of this site. 

is not yet developed. Section Three adjoining has been partially develope 

~ookside Drive, a 50 ft. road which enters at the southwesterly corner 

of the property will serve as entrance and eKit. Only one side of this 

property is bounded by homes. All the other development will take place 

after the Club is in operation. The owners and developers of this unde_ 

veloped land are the same people who would install this project. 

The follOWing letter from Mr. Walter Reynolds and detail plans of the 

Club were read: 

ARLINGTON COUNTRY CLUB, INC. 
2180 NORTH ABINGDON STREET 

ARLINGTON, VIRGINIA 
Jackson 7_6528 

"Dear Neighbor: 

The artist's draWing you have just seen is no longer a dream. 
With your support, it will become a reality by May 30, 1959. 

This beautiful Club is designed to provide complete recreational 
facilities for the entire community. It w 11 be the pride 
of every person who becomes a member. The club will be 
private, non-profit and member_owned, with membership strictly 
limited. 

Many recreational and social activities are planned on a YEAR 
ROUND BASIS. We know of no other club to compare with this in 
the Metropolitan area. 

Nearly eleven acres of beautifully wooded land in Golf Club 
Manors will be carefully developed for the pleasure of the 
club members and the enhancement of property values of all 
residents of the area. 

We invite you to study the description of the facilities, 
activities and the terms of membership in the following pages. 
We urge you to apply for membership immediately. The prompt 
response of all those interested is essential to the timely 
completion of this community project. 

A membership application form is enclosed for your convenience, 
which may be mailed or delivered to the above address. Also, 
a meeting to discuss the project and answer any questions you 
may have will be held in the Jamestown Elementary School, 

II 3700 North Delaware Street, at 8:00 P.M. January ,1959. 
You are cordially invited to come prepared to join-the club 

I: along with your friends and neiShbors. I 
(S) Walter R. Reynolds,President" Ii 

'I 

II The club will be on the north side of the Third Addition to 
Golf Club Manors with initial access by Chesterbrook Road and 

'i Brookside Drive. Two additional access streets will be 
I, prOVided to serve members in the Military Road, Chesterbrook 

Woods. and FairfaK areas as the open land on twO sides of the propert Lo,at~on
and i is developed. 

Develo ["?" 
There will be amply parking. The site is in a setting of natural 
beauty and privacy. These important features will be retained I' 
and improved to the maKimum degree possible through careful I' 
planning and development of the facilities, indluding landscaping, ii 
fencing and planting. Ii 

I 
I 

i 
I 

I 

I 

I 

I 
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and adequate pools in the area. Dimensions are 164 feet long by 90 feetl 
wide on one end and SO feet on the other. It is so designed that ; 
both 50 meter and 25 yard sWimming meets may be provided for simultaneou~ly. 

Approximately 2000 sq. ft. of diving area is planned. A separate 
enclosed wading pool 35 feet in diameter will be prOVided for small 
children. These pools will be a source of continuous summer enjoyment 
and refreshing recreation. 

The luxurious club house will be two stories with 5000 sq. ft. of 
floor space. The spacious recreation hall. TV-Lounge, meeting rooms, 
light refreshment facilities. and large sun deck will provide for 
numberous social. relaxation, entertainment and recreation activities 
in every season for every member of your family. 

A large outdoor terrace with snack bar near the club house and wading 
pool will be a convenient and delightful spot to relax or play games 
between swims and to meet with your friends and neighbors. 

Four tennis courts will provide exciting competition and exhilarating 
exercise for young and old alike. 

SWings, slides, sand boxes. eKercise bars and similar facilities in 
the supervised play area will add tremendouxly to the fun and body_ 
building activities of the young set. 

Approximately 20.000 square feet of shallow lake will be a scenic 
attraction in the large picnic area. In freezing weather, supervised 
ice skating will be permitted in limited numbers for scheduled 
periods. 

Membership will be limited to 1000 families. Each four individual 
memberships will be counted as one family. Statistics indicate the 
facilities will be considerably more than adequate to accommodate 
this number. The pool provides from 31 to 52 percent more space 
per family than several very popular and adequate pools in this area. 
The land area is much greater than normally used for this purpose. 

Membership will not be automatic upon application. Acceptance of 
applicants will be subject to favorable recommendation by a membership 
committee and approval of the Board of Directors. Memberships will 
not be transferrable but a new owner of a resigned member's house 
will receive priority to become a member. 

About 80 percent of the cost will be financed;lfrom assessments for 
improvements at the time of admission to membership. The remainder 
will be taid from equal annual assessments over a periodof three 
years. he entire amount of assessments paid for land and improvements 
will be refunded whenever a member resigns. " 

Mr. Hansbarger also handed the Board a copy of the "Articles of Incorporati 

a copy of which is filed with this case. 

Mr. Hansbarger pointed out that this is a particularly good location 

for this project because it is off the busy traffic ways. It would be 

within walking distance of many homes. This area has been reserved 

by the developers for recreational purposes. Mr. Hansbarger continued __ 

it is a beautiful tract. wooded with attractive contours. The developers 

have reserved this area for recreational purposes as an added attraction 

I in selling their homes. If this project were to cause an adverse affect 

upon any of the surrounding property, the developers have more to lose 

than anyone else. 

Mr. Hansbarger showed the plans for development stating that if the Board 

wished them to make changes in the location of any of the facilities 

they would be willing to do so. He also indicated where two access 

roads would be located when adjoining property is developed. 

Mr. Hansbarger presented a petition signed by 20 people favoring this 

project, all of whom are residents or property owners of Golf Club Manor. 

n" 
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6 -C t d. The present zoning permits this use, Mr. Hansbarger went on, in almost 

any district by permission of the Board of Zoning APpeals. The 

proposed new Pomeroy Ordinance would permit this use by right in this 

zone. That Ordinance has been approved by the Planning Commission. 

Mr. HaBsbarger offered a rendering of the project showing the facilities; 

swimming pool, club house, bath houses, lake area, wading pool, 

sundeck, tree buffer zone and parking area. He noted, however, that 

the cabanas shown on the rendering would be removed. They have 

planned the project to retain the natural beauty of the site, he 

continued; the development as planned would blend with the surrounding 

area. 

The chairman asked if opposition was present. 

Mr. Marshall Miller introduced himself, stating that he would act 

as spokesman for the opposition. He opened his opposin~ statements 

with the following objections: That this project, in a top-grade 

residential neighborhood, would depress the character of the neighborhood 

and lower realty values. It would cause unseemly traffic conditions 

night and day; it would be in constant conflict with a neighborhood 

designed to remove families from hazardous traffic flow; this prdject 

is not planned to serve the immediate area, but rather it would 

attract out of the area people causing community responsibility for 

neighboring residents; noise and night lighting w~uld be an intolerable 

nuisance destroying the character of the area; the influx of small 

children into the play area would create problems of supervision and 

extra hazards; increased demand for police and fire protection. 

The people who came into this area did so to find a quiet restricted 

place to live. They were told it would remain this way. Home invest

ments run high in this area. the peop~e are proud of their homes and 

their communit~ they do not want this type of development thrust 

upon them. 

The streets in this area are designed for a neighborhoo~ not for 

heavy traffic to serve a club of 1000 membe~8~. The streets would 

not bear that impact. A project of this kind should be located on 

main arteries where traffic is expected and planned for. Mr. Miller 

said he could envision" friends and gue s r e. of the _bers swe!1l1ing 

the traffic to hazardOUS proportions. 

There are now operating small neighbornood pool organizations which are 

located to draw membership from this area. The developments are good; 

they serve their own area with little adverse impact upon anyone. 

The County needs and wants parks and pools, but they do not need the 

noise and traffic generated by such a large scale development in the 

midst of a residential area. The Board is bound to consider the 

impact upon the community and the neighborhood in its decision. 

33'1 
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zoning and planning must be reasonable, Mr. Miller continued. The 

Planning scheme for the County shows the highest and best use of the 
J3~ 

land. It does not allow for depreciation of good areas; it does 

not encourage changing the character of an established pattern. 

Within 3 or 5 years this community will D~ settled. People will invest 

a great deal in their homes; they should be the ones to say if this 

property should be loc~ted in their midst. If people want a community 

pool, they will get together and establish one. This is not a 

community pool--it is a large area_wide pro~ect proposed to be thrust 

upon an unwilling community. 

It is notable, Mr. Miller pointed out, that the Board of Directors 

of this project are not members of this communitYjyet they would 

make the deUisions governing the club. It would not be controlled 

by the people in the area who would be most affected, therefore it 

is not a community project. 

Mr. Miller also suggested that with the development of this project 

a drainage problem would result. 

Mr. Miller asked that people in the immediate area be allowed to speak. 

Mr. GOTdon Murray. 4110 Forest Lane Chesterbrook Woods objected to the 

project saying there are strong feelings in the area against it. Mr. 

Murray stressed the importance of zoning saying it is the only 

instrument under which a community can control the kind of community 

it wants. Under the zoning regulations the character. of an area can 

be maintained and protection can be assured for future development. 

The implications here are broad. Mr. Mur~ay pointed out. If this 

is granted other undesirable uses would have a toe in the door and 

it is very likely they could enter more easily. He urged the Board 

not to break down nor weaken control over the protection of this area. 

Mr. Murray urged the Board to look behind the superficial cooperative 

appearance of this project. He termed it a promotional scheme. 

Mr. Stanley Allen. 4025 North Taylor Street, Golf Club Manor, presented 

an opposing petition with 150 names of property owners in Golf Club 

Manor and Chesterbrook Woods. He showed the location of these home 

owners with relation to the area by a map. All of these people live 

near the site, Mr. Allen pointed out. He passed'around pictures 

showing the nearness of his home to this project. 

Mr. Murray said he bought here under a misrepresentation. He was told 

that this property was an easement owned by the County which could not 

be built upon. He did not question the integrity of the person who 

told him that. He built an expensive home. Others have had the 

same experience; they were assured that this was an easement never to 

be built upon. After such assurance it is infuriating, Mr. Murray 

told the Board to find that at his very doorstep a project of this 
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6_Ctd. kind is planned. It was a Mr. Link who gave him the easement information. I 

Mr. Murray told of the organizing of this project when Mr. Stover urged 

him to support it. Mr. Stover appears to have a reason for promoting 

this, Mr. Murray went on, since he is one of the directors. 

His home would be 300 feet from the pool. That may be screened with I 
trees but nothing can stop the noise. confusion and traffic. 

A circular was put out, Mr. Murray stated, but not until very late 

and it did not give the location of the pool. The circular was 

vague; it was more or less a feeler for a community pool. It did I 
not describe a project of such dimensions as this. 

Mr. Simpson, 4020 North Stuart Street, living adjacent to this 

property, objected for rea~ons stated. emphasizing the fact that he has 

no interest in living near a lake with the attending dangers to his 

children. 

Mrs. Stevenson, 4200 Crestwood Lane, Chesterbrook Woods, stated that 

while she did not live on adjacent property, she thought any exception 

granted in the neighborhood would harm the whole area. She stressed 

again the mistake of locating this project on a feeder road, destroying 

the tranquility of a residential area when it should hsve immediate 

access to a more important artery. 

Mrs. Stevenson spoke of the pool club to which she belongs which has 

4% acres to accommodate 160 people, while this project has only 8% I 
acres to take care of 1000 people. Mrs. Stevenson restated reasons 

in opposition given by previous speakers. 

General Keys, 4017 North Stafford Street, Arlington agreed with the 

opposing statements. He referred to the circular sent out on this 

project more as a flier to gather information on whether or not 

people wanted a community pool. It did not describe this project 

in any way. I 

Mr. Davis, 4030 North Taswell. told of having the same "easement ~ 
trouble" described earlier in the hearing. He stated that a representativJ 

from the Reynolds Company told him this-_that the area was a "controlled ~ 
easement" and that only homes would be built there. 

Mr. Davis said his property would be only 100 ft. from this site and I 
that he had purposely designed his home for rear yard liVing. This 

project would be repugnant to him. He urged that the County should 

not violate the sacredness of a development plan __such plan should 

be conscientiously maintained. People must be able to rely on I planned protection, one of the most important requisites of zoning. 

Granting this use would nullify the people's faith in any zoning 

plan and destroy faith in the integrity of the County. 

Mr. Bob Ankers, 4300 Oakdale Rd., Chesterbrook Woods said he was 

not an adjoining owner but he was greatly concerned over any use which 
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would affect the character of the community. He compared the membership 

and acreage plannedifor this project to smaller activities of this 337 
kind in Kent Gardens and Chesterbrook Woods, contending that this is 

not adequate ground to take care of such a large membership. He a1ao 

objected to a location which does not have immediate access to a main 

highway. Subdivision streets are not designed for heavy traffic nor 

do the people living in a subdivision want tbe constant flow of traffic 

/ 
by theiy~roperty. One of their primary purposes in living here is 

to get away from just this sort of thing. 

Mrs. Leddy objected for reasons previously stated. 

Admiral Brooks, 4108 Chesterbrook Rd .• Chesterbrook Woods, told of his 

interest in watching this community grow into a dignified and attractive 

area with homes averaging in cost from $3S to $60,000. He objected 

to lowering home value, noise, traffic. hot rodding drivers. and the 

encroachment upon their neighborhood. He insisted that no proof 

had been shown that this would not be detr~mental to the area. 

Mrs. Hill. 4309 Woodley Road. Chesterbrook Woods and Captain Bear 

of 4303 Oakdale Road, Chesterbrook Woods objected for reasons stated. 

Approximately 50 objectors were present. 

A petition with 150 names from people in Chesterbrook Woods was filed 

with the Board. 

Mr. LinW stated that he owns four lots in this area which he intends 

to build upon. He identified himself as a speculator in luxury homes. 

Mr. Link said he would not have bought these lots for speculative 
building had he known of this project as he did not think it compatible 

with homes in the upper price range. He felt there were other less 

expensive areas where a project of this type would not depreciate 

values and might be welcome. but such an activity here he thought 

detrimental. He too. was told that this property was an easement 

which would not be built upon. On the strength of that. he bought the 

four lots. 

Mr. Hansbarger called attention to the fact that many things were being 

discussed here which were not the concern of the Board. 

As to the ~oning with relation to this project. this is a permitted 

use in this zone, Hr. Hansbarger pointed out. He quoted from the 

Ordinance the paragraph granting the Board of Zoning Appeals the 

right to permit this use. He also stated that this may even be 

considered a temporary use since the pool would be open only during 

certain months of the yeav. 

Hr. Hansbarger also recalled that the proposed Pomeroy Ordinance 

permits this type of project as a matter of right except in an 

Industrial district and if such project is for gain it may be 

permitted in any other district with permission of the Board of 

Zoning APpeals. 
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6-Ctd. This project may therefore be permitted in this residential area if it 

complies with requirements of th,brdinance. They must meet the 

requirements of health, safety and welfare, otherwise they cannot operate. 

There is no question that these people are destroying or impairing the 

County zoning laws as has been implied, Mr. Hansbarger contended. They 

are asking for a legitimate use duly authorized by the zoning laws of 

the County. The County has very stringent swimming pool regulations 

which must be complied With; it is closely inspected by the Health 

Department. If all the County requirements are complied With. which 

must be done, this project could not have an adverse affect upon the 

community. The County regulations have seen to that. 

The developers of this project own and will develop the surrounding 

land which has not yet been subdivided. They would .ost certainly do 

nothing to i~pair their own property and adversely affect its future 

aalability. No concrete evidence has been presented .to prove that this 

project could adversely affect this area, Hr. Hansbarger stated. simply 

saying it will harm the area does not prove it to be a fact. 

Many present. Mr. Hansbarger stated. well know that the Washington 

Golf & Country Club has not been detrimental to the surrounding area; 

very substantial homes have been built there since the club was 

established._it is a substantia4 well~developed,and attractive area. 

The only ingress and egress they can provide until more development 

takes place is Brookside Road, Mr. Hansbarger said, however, as soon 

as the area back of this aite is developed they will close off Brookside 

Road so no homes will face Gn the entrance road. 

~ Mr. Hansbarger insisted that his clients are willing and able to comply 

\With all Fairfax County requirements. He called attention to the great 

i need in this County for recreation areas and urged the Board to grant 

request. ,I t h La 

I The report submitted by Street Design, Department of Public Works 

read. II wa. 

"January 13. 1959 

Hr. William T. Mooreland 
Ii Zoning Administrator 

County of Fairfax 
Fairfax, Virginia Re: Application #24308 _ Arlington 

ii 

II Country Club Incorporated 

Dear Mr. Mooreland: il 
Ii The above named application for a swimming pool and recreational 

facilities has been reviewed by this office, and we have 
determined that the siteoplan.;as prepared by the architect 
does not .Ke any provision for adequate drainage on this 
parcel of land. A large portion of this property is located 
within the natural flood plain of a- tributary to Pimmit Run, 
and the site grading plan indicates that 80~~ of the proposed 
improvements are located within this natural flood plain. 

During the development of the subdivision of Reynolds'Third 
Addition to Golf Club Manors, the County of Fairfax secured 
the necessary floodplain easements as they effected this 
subdivision. and unless care is taken during the development 

I 

I 

I 
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of this recreational facility, some effect to the adjoining 
property may occur as a result of land fl11. construction. 
etc. within the natural flood plain. the U.S. Geological 
survey sheets indicate that other minor tributaries must 
flow through this property to the stream and no provision 
has been made for this drainage. 

I If the Board of Zoning Appeals decides to grant this application. 
we recommend that the owners be required to construct an 

I 

adequate drainage system in conformity with plans and 
profiles which they would submit to the Director of Public 
Works for approval. Actually, these plans and profiles 
should be approved prior to the development of the final 
site improvement plan of this recreational facility. If 
this is not done, serious drainage problems could result 
to this property and to adjoining properties. 

(5) B.C. Rasmussen. Subdivision Design 
Engineer" 

Hr. Hansbarger agreed to all requirements in the foregoing letter stating 

that they would have no objection to the Board making this a part of 

their requirements. 

The following letter from Hr. Stanley Newton requesting a two-week 

deferrment was read: 

"January 10. 1959 

Board of Zoning Appeals 
Fairfax County Courthouse 
Fairfax. Virginia 

Gentlemen: 

I 
I am writing incident to the request for a zoning variance or 
exception by the Arlington Country Club~ Inc. scheduled for 
hearing by your Board at 10:50 A.M., on January 13, 1959. 

I 

Unfortunately it is impossible for many interested citizens, 
including the writer, to attend the hearing in person, due to 
vocational obligations. 

I respectiul)y ask that your decision on the above request 
be deferred for a period of two weeks in order that residents 
of Chesterbrook Woods may secure more complete and accurate 
information regarding the details of the proposed recreational 
facility. 

I am confident that no hardship to the Arlington Country,Club, 
Inc. would result from such a delay. It would make possible 
a presentation of the proposal at a meeting of the Chesterbrook 
Woods Citizens l Association, to be held the evening of January 
19th, next, if the members so desire. 

Mr. Reynolds and Mr. Stover, officers of the Arlington Country 
Club. Inc. have expressed their willingness to appear before 
such a meeting. 

On the basis of information available to date. I am opposed 
to such a development, on the grounds that contiguous and 
adjacent property values would be adversely affected. However, 
I believe that a complete explanation of purpose and operation 
would permit each area resident to reach an intelligent. 
considered decision to favor or oppose, based on fact rather 
than on limited knowledge. 

I 
I am certain that it is the intent of the Board of Zoning 
Appeals to provide for the orderly development of Fairfax 
County. in the best interests of the majority of its residents. 
Thus it would seem that such a request for a two_week deferment 
of decision by the Board is both proper and equitable for all 
interested persons. 

(5) Stanley C. Newton" 

Mr. Hendershott told of a project similar to this which was proposed on 

the Weeks I property. This project failed to materillize and one of the 

most important objectors was Mr. Reynolds. Mr. Reynolds contended at 
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6_Ctd. that time that such ~n activity would be detrimental to his property. 

However, Mr. Reynolds emphatically denied. Mr. Hendershott's statement 

insistiag that he did not at any time make any such statement. He 

asked that this be shown in the record. 

Mr. Hansbarger answered Mr. T. Barnes as to the number of months 

this would be open, saying approximately 3 months and that they have 

not yet determined the hours. 

Mrs. Carpenter asked when the land back of this site would be 

developed. She was concerned over the ingress and egress. Mr. Reynolds 

said it would be developed in 1960 and Mr. Reynolds again agreed 

to close off Brookside Road at that time as an entrance to this 

project. 

But, during the construction period, Mrs. Carpenter asked, will 

Brookside Road be the only entrance? Mr. Reynolds replied yes. 

Mr. Ben McAlwee discussed Brookside Road and its inadequacy to 

carry truck traffic. 

Mr. Hansbarger suggested that if the Board would defer the case 

they would be glad to present a plan of future entrance and exit 

which would eliminate Brookside Road entirely. 

But that will not take care of the use of Brookside Road during 

construction of the project, Mrs. Henderson noted. 

They will use Brookside Road during construction of the houses Mr. 

Hansbarger answered; that will run for several rears. 

Mr. Lamond said it appeared to him that this project may be a little 

premature. The application should be presented after more develop_ 

ment in the area has taken place as the people in the area are 

not behind this project and no evidence has been shown that it would 

be in harmony with the surrounding community. Therefore Mr. 

Lamond moved to deny the case. Also Mr. Lamond stated that the 

present Association does not appear to be adequate. Mrs. Carpenter 

seconded the motion. 

For the motion: Mr. Lamond. Mrs. Carpenter and Mrs. Henderson. 

Mr. Smith and Mr. Barnes voted no. both stating that they believed 

the applicant should be given the opportunity to show the future 

entrance roads. They would agree to a deferment but not denial. 

Motion carried. Mr. Hansbarger noted an appeal. 

II 

7_ SCHOLZ HOMES. INC .• to permit erection of a V-shape sign with an area 

of 960 sq. ft •• Lots 6 and 7, Block 17, Springfield Estates. Lee 

District. (Suburban Residence Class 1) 

8- SCHOLZ HOMES,INC., to permit erection of a V-shape sign with an area of 

960 sq. ft., N.E. corner of Franconia Rd. & Bowie DrQ, Lee District. 

(General Business) 
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Mr. Clarke asked to discuss the two cases together as they are so closely 

related. 

This land was acquired some years ago, Mr. Clarke told the Board, and 

placed on record. The property contains 229 lots. The type of develop-

ment (houses on slabs) will be improved by Mr. Shaw, the present owner, 

insofar as it is possible. Wherever possible, where the land is not 

too low, he will put in basements. 

When the project was first started they had a large sign 42 x 12 ft .• 

granted by this Board. but the sign fell down. They wish to continue 

with these large signs which they are asking to have on a temporary 

basis, perhaps 5 months. 

The sign on Franconia Road is on commercial property, owned by Mr. 

Lynch, who has no objection to its being placed there. 

While a back to back sign could be used it would be far less valuable 

for advertising pur poses than the V shaped sign e s p ee ta lly on 

tot$2 6 and 7 along the Shirley Highway where a rise in the ground would 

reduce visibility to a great extent. 

Mr. Shaw said they could do with less sign area than 960 sq. ft., 

probably 1/2 that area would do. The signs could be placed 25 ft. from 

the right of way to assure the fact that there ·would be no traffic 

hazard. 

Mrs. Henderson questioned the need of such large signs, especially along 

the Shirley. 

Experience has shown that large signs do pay, Mr. Shaw stated. They 

would make this attractive with back lighting and shrubbery. It would 

be in good proportion. 

Mrs. Henderson suggested that a sign like this cannot indicate whether 

or not the house is good or bad; it is purely directional. 

They purposely have large lettering on the sign in order not to cause 

a traffic hazard. The large letters are readily seen at 55 miles per 

hour. 

It was recalled that the original sign granted had an area of 248 sq. ft •. , 

When it blew down the Board denied the right to replace it. 

Mr. Lamond agreed that the applicant needs a directional sign but not 

one of such large proportions. 

Mr. Clarke pointed out that they could have a number of the small 

directional signs. but they could make the one large sign attractive 

and at the same time effective. 

The sign on 'Franconia Road was shown to be off the property being 

advertised. a request which the Board has consistently denied, Mrs. 

Hendersn observed. 

The Board and Mr. Clarke discussed the granting of a sign which is not 

located on the use. and the size of signs alloweld--20 sq. ft. in a 
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residential area and 60 sq. ft. Go commercial property. 

Mr. Clarke offered to give bond that the large sign would be taken down 

within 6 months, therefore he urged the Board to grant a larger sign on 
I

• that temporary basis. However, the Board agreed that the Ordinance is ver 

clear on the size of signs in each district and that it would be entirely 

outside their jurisdiction to exceed the Ordinance as requested in this 

application. 

Mrs. Henderson noted that the sign on the Shirley Highway would have to 

set back 100 ft. That Mr. Clarke answered. would defeat their purpose 

entirely as the sign would be completely obliterated by the elevation in 

the ground. 

Considerable discussion followed--previous precedents set by the Board, 

encroachment on the Shirley with oversized signs, the forme,?'ign granted 

by this Board, the temporary nature of this request, etc. 

Mr. Clarke stressed the need for an attractive sign at their entrance 

saying that FHA had reduced their loan becaus~f the approach through 

the filling station property. 

It was noted that the sign would have only "Springfield Woods" on it. 

It is a neat, restrained sign which would tend to upgrade the houses. Mr. 

Shaw stated. 

The Board discussed how far a 20 sq. ft. sign could be seen. 

Hr. Lamond moved to deny the application on Lots 6 and 7 just off the 

Shirley Highway. Mrs. Carpenter moved an amendment to the affect that the 

setback requirement on the Shirley Highway be waived and that the applican 

be allowed a 10 ft. setback because of Topographic conditions. This 

would mean that a 20 sq. ft. sign allowed by the Ordinance could be 

located with a 10 ft. setback. Seconded. Mr. T. Barnes. Carried 

Unanimously. (It was later added that this variance in setback was 

allowed for a period of six month&) 

On the second case (on Franconia Road) where the applicant has no 

property fronting on Franconia Road, Mrs. Henderson suggested that they 

purchase a strip connecting the development with the highway. Mr. 

Clarke thought Mr. Lynch would have no interest in selling. 

Mr. Raymond Lynch told of their unsuccessful attempt to get Bowie Drive 

under State maintenance. 

Again directional signs were discussed and especially the jurisdiction 

of the Board. Mr. Clarke brought out inequities in the sign regulations. 

Mr. J.B. Smith stated that there is no place in the ordinance for a case 

of this kind; the Board cannot go beyond the jurisdiction given it by 

the Ordinance. Therefore he saw no alternative but to deny the case. 

Mr. Shaw objected strenuously because he was prevented from advertising 

on Franconia Road simply because his property does not face on that road. 

Mr. Mooreland recalled many times when the Board had denied similar cases. 
these 

But what i£/229 lots were left undeveloped. Mr. Clarke stated? 

-.-of 960 sq. ft., Lots 6 and 7. Block 17, Springfield Estates, Lee 

District. (Suburban Residence Class 1) 

SCHOLZ HOMES,INC., to permit erection of a V-shape sign with an area of 
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It is far more important to the county that they he improved and 

put into circulation than to leave the development as it has been, 

with lower-middle class homes. 

Mr. Lamond moved to deny the sign on Franconia Road, however granting 

a second 20 sq. ft. sign which must be placed on property owned by the 

applicant. Seconded. Mr. Sarnes. Motion carried. 

/I 

DEFERRED CASES: 

H. PAUL JUSTICE. to permit existing closed porch to remain within 33.4 

feet of the street property line. Lot 41. Hansborough SubdiVision, (41 

Elizabeth Drive), Dranesville District. (Suburban Residence Class 2) 

This case was deferred to view. Mrs. Carpenter, Mr. Smith and Mrs. 

Henderson had seen the property. 

Mrs. Henderson thought this case should be treated the same as other 

similar cases, which the Board has held pending adoption of the new 

Ordinance which would take care of such variances ~rrather than deny 

the case. This was satisfactory to the applicant. 

In fairness to Hr. Justice, Mrs. Carpenter moved to hold this case 

along with the other similar cases which are awaiting final disposition 

after adoption of the new Pomeroy Ordinance. Seconded, Mr. Smith. 

Motion carried unanimously. 

/I 

MR. AND MRS. LESLIE G. MONK, to permit erection of a garage closer to 

Shirley Highway than allowed by the Ordinance. Lot 9, Slack 5, Section 6, 

Yares village, (6107 Augusta Drive). Mason District (Sub. Residence 

Class 2) 

Mr. Andrew Clarke represented the applicants. this case was deferred 

to notify adjoining property owners which had subsequently been done. 

Mr. Clarke pointed out the only buildable area on the lot, noting 

that the lot is large in area but the applicant is restricted from 

use of the greater part of the lot because of the 100 ft. Shirley 

Highway setback. They have tried in every way to locate a garage 

within the setbacks but it appears to be impossible. Mr. Clarke 

stated that they are asking a small encroachment on the 100 ft. 

setback. 

Mr. Lamond thought it would be more satisfactory to encroach on the 

front than on the side or the Shirley. 

Mrs. Monk stated that she knew of this restriction when she bought 

the property, but she did not realize that it would be impossible 

to have a garage within the Ordinance requirements. In view of 

the elevation from Shirley Highway it would appear that this would 

not be detrimental to anyone. 
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Other locations for the garage were discussed, each of which had its 

drawbacks __ either cutting off light, close off the bedroom, bring the 

garage too far forward or it would be in the way of a proposed extension 

on the dining room and kitchen. 

Mrs. Monk agreed that this lot has usable space only for the house. but 

the house is 12 or 14 feet above the Shirley. TheY cannot see the 

highway from her home, a small encrdachment would neve~e noticed. 

The house on Lot 8 is about 15 ft. from the line. It sets back about 

50 ft. 

Mr. Mooreland suggested that it would be better to grant a variance on 

the side than to encroach on the ~hirley. probably bring the gavage down 

to the edge of the house or attach it to the side of the house flush with 

the rear line. There were no objecti0ns from the area. 

Mr. Lamond moved that Mr. and Mrs. Monk be granted the right to erect 

a garage within 2 ft. of the side property line. the garage to be located 

between the 40 ft. front setback and the 100 ft. Shirley Highway setback, 

encroaching on nei.her of these two setbacks. This is granted. Mr. 

Lamond added, in order to preserve the Shirley Highway 100 ft. setback. 

Seconded, Hr. Barnes. 

Mrs. Honk suggested that her next door neighbor may not be happy with 

that side setback. 

For the motion: Mr. Lamond, Hr. Barnes and Mr. Smith. 

Against the motion: Mrs. Henderson and Mrs. Carpenter. 

Motion carried. 

II 

MRS. CHARLOTTE J. LEE, to permit division of lot with less frontage and 

less area than allowed by the ordinance, on south side of Telegraph 

Road. Route 611. approx. 1/10 mile west of Dogue Creek, Lee District. 

(Rural Residence Class 2) 

Mr. Trotter, attorney for the applicant, appeared befor~he Board 

with Mrs. Lee. 

Mr. Trotter recalled that at the last hearing it was said that the 

application for a building permit was turned down. But the fact is, that 

the building inspector did inspect the buildingr_ Mr. Trotter said, 

and it was not Mrs. Lee's fault there was no permit. 

A lengthy discussion followed: How did the building inspector inspect 

the building when there was no building permit? Who inspected 

the building? Which office? What did he inspect? Mrs. Lee did not know 

the how or why of these things. She knew only that a man inspected the 

footings; his name was Lambert. The carpenter had seen the inspection 

and told Mrs. Lee he would testify that the footings were inspected. !his 

was originally a barn. It was lifted while the footings were dug and 

put·~n and inspected. This was in 1957. Ihe inspector told Hr. Lee 

I 

I 

I 

I 
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a-ces , everything was all right, that the construction came up to requirements 

of the building code. 

Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case for two weeks to get complete 

• background information on this. 

In fact there were two men present when the footings were poured and Mr. 

• 
Lambert came out later, M~ Lee said. 

They no doubt found the house in violation and came back to request 

that you get a permit. Mr. Mooreland suggested. Mrs. Lee didn't recall. 

Also it could be that the inspector reported the violation and told 

Mrs. Lee it would be all right but that it would be necessary to get a 

permit. 

Mrs. Lee did not recall the sequence of events __ she only knew that the 

II men ware there and it apparently was all right. 

IIMrs. Carpenter asked if there were two septic fields. Mrs. Lee said 

there was only one. The second house ~a8 an outhouse. However, 

she expects to connect the second house to public sewer. 

The number of variances on the property were discussed. 

There were no objections from the area. 

Mr. Smith suggested granting this use but restrict Mrs. Lee from selling 

this as two lots. Then the application would have to be amended. 

• Mr. Mooreland noted. to permit two houses on one lot. Mrs. carpenter 

suggested Mrs. Lee refiling as one lot with two houses. 

The Board members made many attempts to resolve this situation in view 

[o f their desire to help Mrs. Lee. but they felt constrained to keep 

iWithin the framework of the Ordinance. 

Mr. Lamond made a brave attempt to pull a phrase or sentence out of the 

!Ordinance which would cover this, but found it could not be harmonized 

IWith requirements. 

! 

jlMr. Lamond moved to deny the case because it does not comply with 

jreqUirements of the Ordinance. Seconded, Mr. Barnes. 

, ~or the motion: Mr. Lamond. Mr. Barnes, Mrs. Carpenter and Mrs. 

enderson. 

• r. Smith voted against the motion. 

r. Lamond said he had made his motion reluctantly. 

r. Trotter noted an appeal. Motion carried...e....ee..... 

I 

• 
4_ JOHN R. SPIVEY. to permit erection of a carport within 13.8 feet of 

he side property line. Lot 23, Section I, Doveville. Providence 

~i8trict. (Rural Residence Class 2) 

his case was deferred to view the property. Mrs. Henderson and Mrs. 
I 

arpenter had seen the property and both agreed that Mr. Spivey could 

ocate his carport in the back yard. Mr. Spivey said he had imported 
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4 _C t d. a great deal of sod and spent something over $600 on landscaping. Locatin~ I Jf 

the carport in the badk yard would destroy much of what he had accomPliShe1 ~ :;r"jr 
in beautifying his yard. l h e pavement is already in for the driveway. I, 

However. Mrs. 

converted to 

in line with 

pointed out. 

a patio, or tbe carport could be placed 

the driveway. There is sufficient room, 

and the ground is level. 

Mr~ Spivey said he tried to buy a strip of land from 

owner. but he was not interested in selling anything 

lot. lhat Is a corner lot and the owner needs all of 

Henderson suggested that that: could effectively be 

order to meet setback 

Upon viewing the land, 

there is an alternate 

and since no evidence 

requirements. 

Mrs. Carpenter told the Board, 

in the back directly Ii 
,I 

Mrs. Henderson 'I 
il 
II 
II 

the adjoining propertl' 
less than his entire I 

his frontage in I 
it was found that 

location for this carport __ at the rear of the lot. 

of hardship was present she would move to deny 

the case. Seconded Mr. Barnes. Carried unanimously. 

II 

NEW CASES _ c t d , 

3- BREN MAR HOTEL CO., INC., to permit erection of one sign with larger 

area than albwed by the Ordinance, (area of sign 153.85 sq. ft.), on east 

side of Shirley Highway. Service Lane south of Edsall Road, Lee District. 

(General Business). 

Mr. Jack Stone and Mr. Livingston were present to represent the applicant. 

Mrs. Henderson recalled that the board had previously granted 231 sq. 

ft. of sign area when this motel corporation came up for hearing under 

the name of "Holiday Inn". Mr. Stone said that sign is now on the b u I l d Ln g 

however. they changed the wording to "Charter House". Mr. Stone also 

pointed out that they had originally asked for 554 sq. ft. for this 

sign but have now cut it to 153 sq. ft. He displayed pictures of 

the sign on the building noting especially that it does not appear over~ 

large and that it is in good taste. These signs are the same ones used 

on all other "Charter House" Motels in the country. 

Mr. Stone explained the approach to the building from the north pointing 

out that the building with the sign on it 1s cut off 

for a stretch because of the hill lying between the 

highway. Coming from the south the building is not 

practically b¥ it. This signwcoposed to be located 

almost entirely 

building and the 

visible until you are I 

at the entrance off II 

,I 
Shirley Highway seuvece lane would be visible from both directions. 

He noted that the word "cocktails" would be removed. The sign would be il 

made of plexiglass _ no tubing. 
Ii 

Mr. Livingston emphasized 

"Charter House " Hotels. 

in Washington. 

Mr,. Hender,on agreed that 

the fine quality of food and service at the 
II 

He noted also that they own the Mayflower Hotel 
Ii 

I~ 

the County need, good dining room. and an i 
assembly hall. however, she could see no need for the oversi~ed advertlsing~ 

II 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 
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Mr. Livingston answered that a sign of this type would bring in about 

BOt of their trade. He stated that they had been operating the dining 

room at a heavy loss because of the lack of a sign. They have ex_ 

perienced an immediate jump in their business at other locations after 

the second sign goes up. The pylon is not sufficient. It is necessary 

to catch the traveling public before they come to the turn-off. 

Mrs. Henderson asked Mr. Mooreland if there were any signs along the 

Shirley closer than 100 ft. from the right of way. Mr. Mooreland 

thought the sign on Mrs. Hunter's property was within the 100 ft. 

setback. 

No doubt, in the rewrite of the Ordinance. Mr. Mooreland told 

the Board. this would be allowed as a matter of right. especially 

for this type of business. 

It was noted that the sign B proposed to be 20 ft. off the Shirley 

Service Lane. 

There were no objections. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application of the Bren Mar Hotel Co. 

as submitted. granted according to the location of the sign on plat 

presented with the case which shows the sign to be located 20 ft. 

off the Shirley Highway Service Lane at the entrance to the property. 

This is in accordance with plat presented prepared by Cross and Ghent 

dated June 20, 1958 and revised October 28, 1958. 

Seconded, Mr. Smith. 

For the motion: Mr. Lamond, Mr. Smith, Mrs. Carpenter and Mr. Barnes. 

Mrs. Henderson voted against the motion, stating that she was against the 

granting of excessive signs and she objected to placing a sign within 

the 100 ft. restricted setback area on the ~hirley Highway. Hotion 

carried. 

/I' 

Mr. Mooreland explained to the Board that Mr. Lynch had come to his 

office to get approval of the location of a proposed commercial 

building. He was told that he could place the bUilding on the line. 

When he had obtained commitments on the building and hired the men 

ready to go ahead, he came to the office for a bUilding permit. It 

was discovered at that time that a small corner at Routes 617 and 644 

is zoned residential. therefore his office was unable to issue the 

permit for the building on the line. Mr. Lynch would request a 

variance to build up to this line as t~~ littLe ~urner in question 

is now in the process of being rezoned bo business classification. When 

that zoning is accomplished no violation will occur. 

Hr. Schumann said he knew of this situation and recommended to the 

Board that they give Mr. Lynch the assurance that this variance will be 

granted when it comes befor"the Board, in order that construction work 

11'3 '-17 
II 
'I 
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ii 
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may get underway. 

Mr. Barnes moved that the Board give Mr. Lynch this assurance __ that 

such variance will be granted when the application is made. This is 

done in order that Mr. Lynch may go ahead with the work. Seconded, 

Mr. Smith. Carried unanimously. 

/I 

Mr. Leonard Johnson of the "Country Squire" (tea house) returned to the 

to give an estimate of work progress on his tea house on Patrick Henry 

Drive and Leesburg Pike. Mr. Johnson's letter is quoted as follows: 

"January 12, 1959 

Chairman and Members of the Board of Zoning Appeals, Fairfax 
County, Virginia: 

The following statements are with reference to the Permit for 
a Tea House at Leesburg Pike and Patrick Henry Drive, granted 
to me by the Board of Zoning Appeals on July 9, 1957. 

Since my last memorandum to you of November 25, 1958, the following 
work has been completed in accordance with our bUilding permit: 

The new stairway to the basement has been completed. 

The basement footings in the old part of the building have 
been dug and poured and the new center posts erected. These 
are for the purpose of strengthening the living room. 

The necessary members under the old porch have been doubled 
and strengthened in accordan~e with the drawings. 

The footings for the new addition have been dug and poured. 

The masonry sidewalls for the new addition have been erected 
to scaffold height. 

All of the above work has been inspected and approved by 
the Building INspector's office. 

I would estimate at this time that, weather permitting, the 
remainder of the work should be completed by the first week 
in September 1959. 

(S) Leonard A. Johnson" 

Mr. Johnson said he would have a sign within the 18 sq. ft. allowed. 

Mr. Mooreland asked the Board if it is their intention that Mr. 

Johnson stays in business-- that is, does the Board rule that the 

progress being made is satisfactory and does this now come under the 

original motion. 

Mr. Lamond moved that the progress Mr. Johnson has set forth in his 

letter does come under the original building permit, and it is noted 

that Mr. Johnson states that he will complete this work by September 

1959. Seconded, Mr. Smith. Carried unanimously. 

/I 

The meeting adjourned. 

tl, I~, i-I~~~ 
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January 27. 1959 

The regular meeting of the Fatrfax County 
Board of Zoning Appeals was held Tuesday. 
January 27. 1959 at 10:00 a.m. in the 
Board Room of the Fairfax Courthouse. All 
memb era were pres ent • '.Mrs ii' ~M:J rIC.. 'Henderson. 
Chairman, presided. 

The meeting was opened with a prayer by Mr. J. B. Smith. 

I NEW CASES: 

1 _ CHARLES A. OLMSTEAD, to permit erection and operation of an automobile 

repair shop, on north side of Columbia Pike. 800 feet west of 

Arlington County line, Hason District. (General Business). 

I Mr. Hardee Chambliss represented the applicant. Mr. Chambliss located 

I 

the property pointing out that commercial zoning joins Mr. Olmstead 

on both sides, and that the property lies approxiaately 800 feet 

from the Arlington County line. He showed photographs of the surrounding 

property including the nearby business uses. Across the road is the 

entrance to a gravel pit. The business uses in the area include a 

filling station, repair garage. hardware, store, a little farther 

down Columbia Pike~~Melpar, and a building which is not being Used 

for commercial purposes at the present time. 

The easement shown on the east side of the building will provide the 

road going into the property to serve the business. The owner is 

providing 12% ft. to make this a 25 ft. entrance road. This is 

provided for in the contract. It will be a private road. The traffic 

will come in through this road and will park in the rear. Mr. 

Chambliss called attention to the fact that there is a cross_over in 

Columbia Pike just opposite this easement. 

This will be a time service plant. There will be no outside display 

of tires but behind the large windows across the front of the building 

will be an attractive display. 

Front end repair work will be done in the garage. Tire recapping is 

a permitted use in this zone, Mr. Chambliss pointed out. The permit II 

they are requesting is for the repair garage. I 

Mr. Olmstead told the Board that this business will be run by th'e owner I 

of the Bull Run filling station. He wants to get into the tire reCapPing] 

and repair business. There is a considerable expense in getting into 

I this business, Mr. Olmstead continued. the new equipment is very 

efficient. The work would all be carried on under roof. 

I 

They will take care of the storm water which now runs through a deep 

diteh all along the street frontage of the property. That water 

will be piped, which will increase the safety of the highway at this 

point. 

Mr. ~hambliss showed a drawing of the building proposed to be erected. 

The Board commented that it was most attractive. Mr. Chambliss said ther 

would be no odors nor noiae connected with the recapping operation. 

It was pointed out that there is a bouse on the rear of this property 
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i-Ctd. 'II which is not being sold. The owner of that property has been advised 

I of Mr. Olmstead's proposed operations and he has no objection. The 

neighbor on the adjoining property has agreed to share in the expense 

I. of piping the storm water and the sanitary facilities. Property for 

I about 480 ft. along Columbia Pike is ~oned for business, Mr. Chambliss 

stated, and none of the property owners object to this use. Mr. 

I Chambliss noted that there is another tire recapping business in the 

immediate vicinity. 

Mr. Lamond stated that in his opinion a tire recapping business should I 
I 
I be in an industrial zone--that it is not compatible with general 

business. But such an operation is already in the area. It is allowed 

by the Ordinance and this will be a very attractive building, Mr. 

Chambliss argued. There will be no work carried on outside the 

building. It will not appear different from any other normal business. 

The other tire recapping business has been thereffor over two years, 

Mr. Chambliss said. 

A tire recapping business can go in general business zoning as a 

matter of right, Mr. Mooreland told the Board. "Any retail trade or 

business •• " he quoted from the Ordinance. He called attention 

to the fact that only the repair garage permit is before the Board. Mr. 

Mooreland said he had checked this with Mr. Schumann before taking 

Mr. Olmstead's application in case there was a question in the minds 

of the Board members. 

Mrs. Henderson questioned whether or not this might be classed as 

manufacturing. since a recapped tire is actually a new product. This 

is done for individual customers, people who bring in their own tires. 

Mr. Mooreland answered. 

Mr. Lamond suggested that putting articles in the window for display 

could create a traffic hazard. Mr. Lamond questioned how far "any 

retail trade or serviee·could be stretched. 

"Very far" answered Mr. Mooreland. "There are many things in general 

business which should be in Industrial but under the present Ordinance 

we have to allow them." 

There were no objections from the area. 

Mrs. Henderson pointed out that under Section 6_16 there will be 

no storage of automobiles outside the bUilding. 

Mr. Chambliss agreed, saying that the only storage on the property 

would be the tires and they would be inside. 

Mrs. Carpenter moved to grant Mr. Olmstead's application to permit 

erection and operation of an automobile repair shop. noting 

especially the wording of Section 6_16 under which this case is granted. 

"There shall be no storage of wrecked vehicles, etc ••• " This is 

granted because it does not appear that it will adversely affect 

I 

I 

I 

I 
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adjoining property nor people residing or working in the area and that it 

does not appear that it would be against the public welfare. Seconded 

Mr. T. Barnes. Carried unanimously. 

/I 

JOSEPH C. LA SALLE, to permit country club and golf course with club 

house, property approximately 500 feet west of Route 621 on a private 

road and approximately 2 miles north of Routes 29 and 211, (Part 

of Sudley Farm). Centreville District. (Agriculture) 

Mr. Joseph Creagh represented the applicant. After locating the property 

with relation to Route 621 and Rts. 29_211 and the Loudoun County line, 

Mr. Creagh showed aerial photographs ot the area and topographic 

map. 

Th~9 land is not being farmed, Mr. Creagh told the Board~_it is lying 

idle and it is an ideal location for a golf and country club. These 

plans tie in with the Board of Supervisors' desire to have more 

recreational facilities in the County, Mr. Creagh continued. This 

is a membership club and will involve no expense to the County nor 

will any Crampt~n Act funds be used. 

When this application was filed LaSalle was the contract Owner of the 

property, now a corporation has been formed and a charter issued as of 

January 14. The Corporation will now take over to operate the club with 

Mr. LaSalle as president. They have contracts ready to go ahead with 

this immediately if the case is granted, so they can be in opeDtion 

by July 15. 

Mr. Creagh stressed the need for golf courses in the county especially 

since the Fairfax Golf Club is no longer available to the general 

public. Only three other golf courses are operating in the County __ 

Westbriar having only nine holes. 

Mr. Creagh pointed out that there is an unimproved road leading into 

the property from Route 621, which will be improved and widened to 30 ft. 

They will add a swimming pool in time, their charter includes that, and 

also riding and perhaps a bowling alley, archery and tennis. These 

things will be put in as the need grows. At present they will have 

only the club house and 18 holes of golf. However, they plan to 

expand to 36 holes. 

This will be quasi_public, membership will be available to the public 

subject to approval of the Board of Directors. 

Mr. Lamond thought this a good thing for the County, but expressed 

concern over the access road which he suggested might need to be more 

than 30 ft. 

After further discussion it was concluded that pavement for a two-lane 

road (equal to Chain Bridge Road) would be sufficient and that it was 

not logical to require a 50 ft. access road which enters on to a 30 ft. 
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z-c ee, road-_Rt. 621. 

The Board discussed access to Route 234 which is nearer than Rt. 621; 

however. the access road they now have is recorded, Mr. Creagh said, i 35"d
and access by way of 234 would require a bridge. 

II I Mr. J.B. Smith thought the 30 ft. access was sufficient. He noted 

that there are many other 30 ft. roads in the County. However, Mr. I 

Lamond suggested that the entrance from Rt. 621 onto the access 

road should be well widened. 

There were no objections from the area. I Mr. T. Barnes moved that a permit be granted to the applicant for a 

Golf and Country Club as requested and that the ~ be 80anted to a 

30 ft. width. Seconded. Mr. Lamond. Carried unanimously. 

/I 

3. JOHN A. MULFORD. to permit carport as erected to remain within 9 feet 

of the side property line, Lot 1, Section 1, SuI grave Manor, (4201 

Old Mt. Vernon Road). Mt. Vernon District. (Rural Residence Class 1) 

Mr. Mulford explained to the Board that he had built this place by 

various contracts. He bought the material himself and hired different 

people to work on the building. The question of a permit was never 

brought up and since he had had no previous experience in bUilding 

and no one who worked on the house was experienced in this sort of thing; 

he had no one to advise him tnat a permit was reqUired. nor what the I 
setbacks should be. 

The lot adjoining on the violating side of his house is not now and 

probably never will be used for dwelling purposes. as that lot is 

used for a water tower. 

There is a construction shanty on that lot, Mr. Mulford stated, 

which is used in connection with building homes in Sulgrave Manor. One 

of the workmen asked him if he had a permit for his construction. 

That was the first time he had heard of any requirement to get a \ 

permit. By that time the carport was almost finished. He sought 

informal legal advice and was told that it was unlikely that any 

complaint would be lodged against him and that the violation would 

probably go unnoticed. But the inspector from the ~oning office I 
s~w it; therefore he made this application. Mr. Mulford continued, 

this could never affect anyone adversely because of the water tank 

and pump house next to him. 

Mr. Mulford also pointed out that hh plat says that this carport is 

9 ft. from the side line whereas he is actually 10.8 ft. from the line. I 
Mr. Mooreland noted that the setback scales 9 ft. Mr. Mulford 

answered that that was inaccurate. He messured it with a tape and 

it comes to 10.8 ft. That 9 ft. was put in by the surveyor, Mr. 

Mulford said but he had not measured to the lot line. Other people in 
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the area like his plan of a, carport and wish to copy it, Mr. Mulford 

said. 

After completion of the houses the construction shanty will be removed 

and the lot will be graded and landscaped and fenced. They now have 

a temporary fence around the shanty wiich will be removed. Mr. 

Mulford said he would never attempt tomake this carport into a room. 

There is no opening from his house into the carport. 

The Civic Association in this area is very much interested in the 

outcome of this case, Mr. Mulford told the Board. He plans to go 

before them and explain just what is necessary to do to have a carport. 

After this was built, Mr. Mulford said he got a permit showing the' 

carport to be 15 ft. off the side line which is the required setback. 

That was issued on the basis that it would be 15 ft. from the line, 

Mr. Mooreland said. The building inspector did not know this was 

already built when Mr. Mulford got the permit. 

But you knew where the building was located when you got the permit, 

Mrs. Henderson pointed out, evidently you gave the building inspectots 

office the wrong information. 

They drew the plat, traced it from the plat plan',Q their office, Mr. 

Mulford answered. 

You no doubt told them it was set back 15 ft. Mrs. Henderson observed. 

They told him to stay 15 ft. from the line so he just got the permit 

at 15 ft., Mr. Mulford answered. He did not go into this and talk 

about the fact that the structure was already up. This was a peculiar 

chain of circumstances--the water tower being there and the carport 

already built--the question of the setback--he didn't see much sense 

in going into all that since the building was there. 

Mr. Barnes asked Mr. Mulford if he had attempted to buy an additional 

6 ft. from the Water Company. Mr. Mulford answered that he had 

but they were not interested in selling. 

Mr. Lamond moved to deny the application for a carport and that Mr. 

Mulford be given 30 days in which to comply with the Ordinance. This 

is denied because the applicant has shown no hardship in the matter. 

Seconded, Mr. J.B. Smith. Carried unanimously. 

II 

A. V. MCLEOD, to permit accessory building to remain as built closer 

to side and rear lines than allowed by the Ordinance, Lot IB, 

Resubdivision of Lots I and 2, Section 3, Country. Club Estates, 

(410 Tahalla Drive), Lee District. (Suburban Residence Class 2) 

Since he is not from this area, he did not know it is necessary to 

have a permit for a small accessory building, Mr. McLeod told the 

Board. 
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4-Ctd He explained that he has been on crutches for 15 years. This is 

the first work of this kind he has ever done, but he saw other people 1 3 ~ 'f 
building and made up his mind to try construction work himself. Having 

I 
no knowledge of this type of work, he did not know setbacks were require j. 

He did all the work himself from a wheel chair. The materials cost 
,I I 

about $1000. It took him a long time to complete it but he has put good I 
materials in it and it has turned out to be a very well built, 

attractive building. He showed pictures of the building--a neat brick 

structure. It is well_insulated. The bUilding will house his power I lawn mower, work bench and tools. 

Mr. Barry, ~oning inspector,told the Board that a large estate borders 

Mr. McLeod's property on one side. It is fenced with a stone wall all 

along the property. The building is 21\ inches from one line and 20 

inches on the other. Accessory buildings require a 10 ft. setback 

while a masonry garage can set back 2 ft. 

Mrs. Henderson asked Mr. McLean if he could buy land from the next lot 

on the west. He could not. 

Mr. Lamond suggested that if Mr. McLeod planted shrubs around this 

little building so it wouldn't be so noticeable it would help. Mr. 

McLeod said he had already done a considerable amount of planting and 

would do more. He said he also grafts trees in his spare time. I 

There were no objections from the area. I I 
I Mr. J.B. Smith suggested that this be handled the same as other accessory! 
I 

buildings which are too close to the line, as the rewrite of the OrdinancF 

will require only a 2 ft. setback on these buildings that would reduce ! 
this violation to practically nothing. 

Mr. Lamond agreed saying this little building should not be torn down; 

he thought the planting would help a great deal. 

Mr. J.B. Smith moved to defer the case until the new Ordinance comes 

into effect which will take care of the situation, and if this is 

granted at that time the variance will not be as great as it is n~ 

The case should be reviewed again by this Board after the new Ordinance 

becomes effective. Seconded, Mr. Lamond. Motion carried. 

For the motion: Mr. Smith, Mr. Lamond, Mrs. Carpenter and Mr. Barnes. I 
Mrs. Henderson voted no. Motion carried. 

1/ 

5_ L. G. MELTZER, INC •• to permit erection and operation of a community 

swimming pool and bath house, 600 feet south of Route 236 and 2000 feet 

west of Ravensworth Road, Route 649, Falls Church District. (Urban I 
Residence Class 1) 

Mr. Tom Chamberlain asked that this case be defe~red until the 

next meeting. The applicant was unable to appear before the Board 

because of illness 2nd the adjoining property owners have not been 
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notified. There were no objeotions to the deferrment. 

Mrs. Carpenter moved to defer the case until February 10. Seconded, 

Mr. Lamond. Motion carried unanimously. 

II 

The Chairman announced that the three "duplex dwelling" cases scheduled 

as listed below would not be heard .t this time as no report has been 

received from the Planning Co~ssion: 

11:10 _ MRS. C.L.CRIM, to permit duplex dwelling to remain as erected, 

Lots 25 and 27, Wellington Subdivision, (35 Northdown Road), Mt. 

Vernon District. (Rural Residence Class 1) 

11:20 _ PAUL J. ZIRKLE, to permit two family dwelling to remain as 

erected, Lot 3A, Resub. Lots 2, 3 and 4, Block 2, Pimmit Park Addition 

to El Nido. corner of Hitt Avenue and Seventh Streets, Dranesville 

District. (Suburban Residence Class 1) 

11:30 _ AN1lE E. MUCH, to permit conversion of existing single family 

dwelling to two family dwelling on lot with less frontage and area 

than allowed by the Ordinance, on west side of Route 712. 1/4 mile 

Gorth of Route 236, Mason District. (Suburban Residence Class 3) 

II 

THE TEXAS COMPANY. to permit erection and operation of service station 

with pump islands within 25 feet of the street property line, Lots 

13, 14,ai5,1}6 and 17, Annandale Subdivision, Falls Church District. 

(General Business). 

Mr. Regan, Mr. Multog and Mr. Levy, owner of the property, were present. 

Mr. Regan told the Board that they had been advised .over a year ago 

that the State planned to make a direct connection between Route 649 

and Ravensworth Road. It was obvious that a considerable portion of 

the frontage of this property would be taken if this were done. 

Therefore the Texas Company made may attempts to get a statement from 

the Highway Department as to their proposed taktmg lines for this 

right of way. The Highway Department replied only that this realignment 

of Route 649 was in their program but that no such change was in their 

present plan. 

Mr. Schumann displayed a map prepared by the Highway Department which 

had been recently received in his office indicating the taking line 

for 649. 

When this property was rezoned to general business, Mr. Schumann 

explained, the Highway Department had made it known that they planned 

to make a direct connection between Rt. 649 and Ravensworth Road. 

The rezoning excluded the area which they believed would be taken for 

the widening of Route 649 in order to make that connection. 
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6-Ctd. They have now received the map showing location of the right of way, but 

no information has been given out as to when this widening will be done 

and no money for this work is available at this time. 

All of the facilities planned for this filling station are in the rear 

of the proposed taking line, Mr. Schumann noted, except the pump island 

which the applicant wishes to locate in the residential property. This 

residential strip along the front of this site is a spot zone, but it was 

purposely left in a residential classification for right of way purposes. 

The Board has no jurisdiction to allow a pump island in a resideQtial 

area, Mrs. Henderson stated. This strip was held out solely for the 

purpose of right of way, so the state could purchase the property at a 

lower figure than if it were ~oned for business, Mr. Regan answered. 

They were agreeable to that. But all this time has elapsed and they have 

tried to get some answer from the Highway Department as to when they would 

take the right of way and where. They ~ay that this work will be ~ne, 

but indicate it may be many years off. This island could be located withi 

the proposed right of way temporarily and moved back when the State is 

ready to change the road. 

Mr. Schumann said he had talked with Mr. Kessner who says they definitely 

intend to go through with this, that their plans are logical and they have 

no thought of abandoning the job, but they cannot say when it will be 

done. 

Mr. Muttog said they had been negotiating with the State for three 

years on this and still have no answer~. He ~resented the Board with 

copies of correspondence between his company and the State verifying 

his statements. 

Mrs. Henderson suggested that the whole operation could be pushed back 

BI:lJond the proposed right of way. There is ample space, Mrs. Henderson 

'ointed out. They could, but the farther they go back, the more the cost 

goes up, Mr. Muttog answered. They will have to develop the front of thei 

property, yet they cannot use it. They only want the use of this property 

until the State comes in with the road. If they set the pump island 

as shown on theirplat it would also be in line with the structure on the 

lot adjoining between this property and Route 236. 

Mr. Lamond noted that the building as proposed would be back a considerabl 

distance farther than the bUilding on Route 236. 

Mrs. Henderson suggested placing the pump island back completely behind 

the taking line of the new right of way. 

Mr. Schumann agreed, saying that the fact ot the pump island being 

located within the proposed right of way, the owners of the property could 

press for a higher price on this land, contending that their pump island 

was being displaced and they were being deprived of the use of this 

frontage. 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 
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The Board and Mr. Regan continued discussion of locating the pump island 

3Sj back beyond the taking line. Mrs. Henderson pointing out that under Sect! 

6-16 the Board could place certain conditions upon the granting of a use 

permit if they found the plans presented to be objectionable. Even if II 

the pump island is moved Just hack of the taking line, when the State tak1r 

this right of way the pump island would still be too close to the right 

of way for service and would have to be moved back. Mrs. Henderson I 
i 

thought it should be in the motion, if this is granted. that moving the 

pump island should be done at the owner's expense. 

There were no objections from the area. 

Mr. Lamond moved that a permit be granted to the Texas company for the 

erection and operation of a service station as shown on the map 

presented with the case except that the plat be changed to show the 

pump island located entirely within the business zoned property. that 

isJwest of the boundary line of the right of way of Rt. 649 as proposed 

and at such time as the widening of Rt. 649 takeS place)~ the pump 

island must be moved at the expense of the owner. It is also understood 

that this is granted for a filling station only. Seconded, Mr. J.B. 

smith. Carried unanimously. 'I
II 

~~IRKO' INC., to permit erection of an addition to existing bUilding Witht' 

16.5 ft. of the Street line and directly on the side and rear lines. part. 

Lot II, Lots 13 and 14, Frank Hannah Subdivision, Falls Church,District. :1 

Mr. wills represented the applicant. i' 

Mr. Wills explained that the land immediately adjoining this property' 

to the south, nearest to this proposed addition which will come up to the 

, 
lot line, is proposed for rezoning to General Business at the February 

i'il " 25th hearing of the Board of Supervisors. 

Mrs. Henderson asked hew the existing building came to be located so clOS' 

to Ravensworth Rd. That building was originally placed with a conforming 
II 

setback but the highway was widened by 14 or 15 ft. on this side, and atL!1 
II 

the time of construction the building setback required was 30 ft. from ii
, 

the right of way. Ravensworth Road is a four-lane highway. 

HI. Wills pointed out that the addition would have the same setback as 

the original buildings. He called attention to the bank on this property 

which will cause them to lower the store to the street level, making a +! 
two level building. This is made Aecessary because the street was cut d • 

I 
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7-Ctd. II Mr Schumann displayed a zoning map indicating that aU the land surroundin 

th~S property is zoned for business. It is a spot residential zone. The 
I 

I Staff would recommend granting this application as requested. 
I 
Ii There were no obj ections from the area. I 
Ii Mr. Lamond moved that the application of Falrko, Inc. be granted con-

II tingent upon the rezoning on the property adj oin1ng Lot 13 as explained 
II 

II by Mr. Schumann. Seconded Mrs. carpenter. Carried unanimously. 

I II I 
DEFERRED CASES: 

4- WERNER KREBSER, to permit physician's office in existing dwelling as non-

residents, on westerly side of Ingleside Avenue, approximately 400 feet 

north of Old Dominion Drive, Dranesville District. (Suburban Residence 

Class 2) 

I Mr. Mooreland read the following recommendation from the Planning COlTdl\iSSiOni 
I 

"MEMORANDUM 

TO, BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS I 
FROM: H.F. Schumann, Jr. 

Deputy Director of Planning 

RE: Application of Werner Krebser 
offices in existing dwelling 

to 
as 

permit physi 
non-residents 

cian'S 
- McLean 

At their meeting of January 26, the following resolution was passed 
by the Planning Commission: 

The Planning Commission recommends to the Board of zoning 
Appeals that they consult the Commonwealth Attorney for 
gui~ance on this individual application, and recommends 
that the Planning Staff be directed to give further study 
to the impact of professional use of residences in residential 
areas, to determine whether additional language should be 
provided in the pending Pomeroy Ordinance to deal with 
this problem, and report baCk to the Planning Commission. 

(S) H. F. Schumann, Jr., Deputy
Director of Planning" 

Mrs. Henderson stated that it was her understanding that the Board was to 

have a policy recommendation from the Planning Commission. They feel 

that the Board should discuss this with the Commonwealth Attorney, Mr. 

Lamond answered, as there is a question in the minds of the Commission 

members as to the jurisdiction of the Board in this. 

Mr. Lamond pointed out that this case would not appear to be like the 

recent cases of thRs kind that the Board has granted. Most of the 

others have lived in the house and have outgrown it. This is more like 

the medical center at Annandale that 1s on residential property--no one 

I
Ii lives in the building but there are many doctors in the building. 

II 
.1 

I 

I 

I 
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But that was granted as a medical clinic, Mrs. Henderson pointed out, 

it met all the setbacks (before widening of Route 236). This 

property can meet no setbacks. 

When the by-pass 1s put through this will be practically an isolated 

spot, Mr. Lamond agreed. He suggested that this is worthy of 

favorable consideration. 

Mr. Lamond moved that the application be granted ,co these doctors 

for use of the building for non-resident physician's offices. Seconded 

Mr. T. Barnes. 

In answer to a question, Mrs. Henderson said the by-pass would have a 

100 ft. width or more in this location. 

Mr. Lamond pointed out that this is a little triangular piece of 

ground off to itself. It would never be practical for residential 

purposes. 

Mr. William Batrus appeared as attorney for the applicant. He pointed 

out on the map the location of the by-pass and indicated two other 

intersecting ~ets which isolate this property. He emphasized the es-

pecially desirable location for a semi-business area as opposed to reside tial 

development. He also indicated that the parking would be in the rear. 

Mrs. Henderson suggested that this property should be zoned commercial 

and keep the building for this purpose. She maintained that the Board 

had no jurisdiction under the Ordinance to grant this and if the by-pass 

goes through this should be zoned by the Board of Supervisors. 

Mr. Batrus called attention to the fact that these men are under a 

time limitation on their option and it is too expensive for them to buy 

and build. This is the best they can do at the present time. There 

are no objections from the area--in fact, the people want the doctors 
! 

here. It will be good for the community. There is no possibility of thi 

lot being used for residential purposes, the only objection is a 

technicality. If this is deferred they will lose the opportunity of this 

purchase, Mr. Batrus argued. With the growth in population and the need 

for more medical facilities in this area, especially general practitioner 

this meets a great need. 

For the motion: Mr. Lamond, Mrs. carpenter, Mr. Barnes and Mr. smith. 

Mrs. Henderson voted no, contending that the Board has no jurisdiction 

to grant this and the granting of this is in effect amending the Ordinanc 

Mr. Lamond ad4ed to his motion that this is granted as it will not 

I 
II 
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adversely affect the community and it is in the interests of the welfare 4-ctd. 

of the community • 

POTOMAC BROADCASTING CORP., (Radio Station WPIK) , to permit erection and 5-

operation of a transmission tower and accessory building, property on 

east side of Mt. Vernon Boulevard adj acent to southerly line of 

National Capital Park property, Mt. Vernon District. 

The chairman announced that since this case was fully heard at the last 

meeting of the Board of zoning Appeals no new testimony would be taken 

at this time; the opposition was not only fully heard but a total of 

39 letters and many telephone calls have been received detailing reasons 

for oppssition. Mrs. Henderson stated. The case would continue for the 

purpose of hearing the result ot" the joint meeting between the applicant 

and citizens groups. And for presentation of authorization for this towe 

Mr. Boothe added--that being the second reason for the deferral. 

Mr. Meiklejohn. representing the combined citizens in opposition read 

the following statement detailing results of the joint meeting. 

"January 27, 1959 

Mrs. M. K. Henderson, ~hairman 
Fairfax County Board of Zoning Appeals 
Fairfax Courthouse 
Fairfax. Virginia 

Dear Mrs. Henderson: 

At the meeting of the Fairfax county Board of zoning Appeals 
held of January 13, 1959, the Board postponed for two weeks £&nal 
action on the application of Potomac Broadcasting Company (WPIK) 
for permission to erect a radio broadcasting tower and accessory 
building on land situated between the George Washington 
Memorial Parkway and the Potomac River in the approximate 
vicinity of the westgrove exit. This postponement was ordered, 
it was stated, to enable representatives of the applicant and 
residents of communities in the area to discuss the issues 
involved in the application with a view to determining whether 
the residents' objections to the application might. following 
a fuller explanation of the applicant's plans, be withdrawn. 

Thereafter, on their own initiative. residents and property owners 
of various communities in Mount Vernon District arranged a meeting, 
which was held on January 21, 1959 in the Hollin Hills Elementary 
School. ~his meeting was held ~to discuss the proposed request 
for a zoning exemption made by the Potomac Broadcasting Company". 
In accordance with the suggestion made by you at the hearing 
on January 13, 1959. Mr. Armistead L. Boothe of Boothe, Dudley, 
Koontz and Boothe and other representatives of Potomac 
Broadcasting Company were invited to attend. unfortunately, 
Mr. Boothe was unable to be present, but other representatives 
of the applicant. including Mr. Carl Lindberg, President and 
sale owner. attended the meeting, answered questions, and par
ticipated in the discussion. 

It is my understanding that there was general agreement on both 
sides that there was ample opportunity for full and fair 
discussion. Subsequently after the applicant's representatives 
had left. the residents and property owners present discussed 
the matter further among themselves. It was the unanimous 
opinion of the meeting that the applicant's representatives had 
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not brought out any facts or other considerations which 
would cause those present to withdraw or modify their 
opposition to the application. On the contrary. while we, of 
course. accord full faith and credit to the sincerity of appli
cant's motives in this matter, we are more than ever convinced 
that there is nO justification in law or fact for its appli
cation. 

In these circumstances. on behalf of residents and property 
owners who are members of the Mount Vernon Citizens' Association. 
the Westgrove citizens' Association. the MarIan Forest citizens· 
Association. the Hollin Hills community Association and other 
citizens' associations in Mount Vernon District. I would 
like once again to summarize briefly our position on this 
application: 

1. Whiil:e we recognize the problem faced by Potexnac Broad
casting cOOlpany as a result of having to move its present radio 
broadcasting tower in order to make way for the circumferential 
highway, we do not believe that this problem affords any reason 
or basis for locating the tower in an area wholly devoted to 
park. recreational and residential uses. Although we understand 
that certain alleged civil defense considerations supporting 
location of the applicant's tower in the area in question were 
urged by the applicant in an informal ex parte meeting with mem
bers of the Board of Zoning Appeals sexne time prior to the 
Board's hearing in this matter on January 13. 1959, we have been 
unable even after diligent inquiry and study, to discover any 
relevant factorS of this character which preclude location of 
the tower in other more suitable locations. 

2. We have been advised that approval of the application will 
interfere with the carrying out of plans of the National Capital 
Park and Planning commission. which go back at least to 1949. 
to acquire the land covered by the application for 
development for park and recreational purposes, if the 
necessary authorizing legislation can be secured. Such 
legislation is presently pending before the House Committee 
on Public Works (H.R. 2228. introduced by Congressman smith 
of Mississippi) and Congressman Broyhill has advised that 
prospects for enactment of this legislation appear to be 
very bright. 

3. We contend that the legal basis for the proposed exception 
is questionable. to say the least. the provisions of the zoning 
code which applicant invokes apply. as we read them. only to 
power stations and facilities. telephone exchanges and lines. 
and smilar public attilitties8which provide necessary services 
to residential consumers. This is the whole purport of the 
zoning code. A radio broadcasting tower does not, in our 
opinion, qualifY as a public utility of a type for which ex
ceptions can be granted under the code. 

4. Furthermore. even if it should be held that a radio broad
casting tower doeS quallt£Y'1!OI: !I.h."eJtbe~i!onaDder ehe'~'C1od., 

the application ~f Potomac Broadcast~ng Corp. should be 
disapproved because: 

(a) Under the code the Board must find that the proposed 
broadcasting tower is "in harmony with" the general development 
of the area and ''will not tend to affect adversely the use of 
neighboring property." We submit that construction of 
the proposed tower is wholly "out of harmony" with the park 
and residential character of the surrounding area and that 
it cannot help but "affect adverselY" the property of home owners 
overlooking the site of the proposed tower. 

(b) Under the code, the Board must also find that the exception 
will not materially affect adverselY either the health or saJety 
of persons residing or working in the neighborhood nor 
"immediately nor Ultimately affect adversely the use or 
development of neighboring property." We submit that the 
proposed radio broadcasting tower will present a distinct 
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s-cea, hazard to persons residing in the area since it is in close proximity 
to the flight patterns of airplanes approaching or leaving Washington 
National Airport and 8011ing Air Field. Furthermore, it is 
our firm conviction that approval of the proposed tower will 
adversely affect property values in the neighborhood immediately 
and will initiate a change in the entire course of development of the 
area and start a chain of developments that will ultimately destroy 
the park and residential character of the area. 

For these reasons we contend that there is no proper legal basis for 
the Board to grant the exception requested by the Potomac Broad
casting Company in its pending application. 

5. Finally, we believe the Board should give the most careful considera
tion to the consequences of approval of the proposed radio broad-
casting tower. The construction of this tower will itself change, 
and will in turn lead to even more deleterious changes, in the 
Potomac River front region between Hunting Towers and Mount Vernon 
which has thus far been kept free of commercial and industrial 
development. The George Washington Memorial parkway and neighboring 
lands should be protected from such developmeht in order that it 
may continue in the future, as it has in the past, to be a beautifUl 
and valuable part of our national heritage. 

For the foregoing reasons, on behalf of residents and property 
owners of the communities referred to above, we again respectfully 
urge the Board to disapprove the pending application of the potomac 
Broadcasting company. 

(5) Kenneth A. Meiklejohm, President 
Hollin Hills Community Association" 

A petition in opposition from Belle Haven containing 222 signatures was 

Ilpresented to the Board along with additional letters and statements 

llfrom individuals and organizations. All petitions and letters are 
I 

Ion file with the papers of this case. A listing of these letters 
! 

jand petitions will be found at the end of the minutes of this case. 
, 

!The fOllowing telegram regarding location of this site was read: 

"Jamaica, N. Y. Jan. 6. 1959 

Secretary 
Federal Communications commission 
New P 0 Building 

Re our telegram December 12, 1958 airspace clearance granted for 
proposed antenna tower 300 ft. above ground 309 ft. above sea 
level, Alexandria, Virginia - latitUde 38-45-59, Longitude 77
03-02. Airspace clearance can be granted for Slight relocation 
of site to latitude 38-46-01 Longitude 77-03-05.6. All other con
ditions previous approval still obtain. 

Vincent T. Guc~ione 

!, 
Federal Aviation Agency 
Fed. Bldg. N.Y. Int!. Arpt." 

I 

Boothe stated that both Mr. Carl Lindberg, President of WPIK and r-
~r. Howard B. Hayes, General Manager, attended the join" meeting, Mr. 

'Ii 
poothe having been absent because of a previously scheduled argument before 

Ii 
~he State Supreme Court in Richmond on the Freehill Amendment. 

and Mr. Hayes stated that they had received very fair 

at the meeting. All points had been discussed, followed by a 
questions and 

'ide variety of/answers but they realized that the people still maintained 
I 
I 

I, 

I 

I 

I 

I 
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their opposition. 

Mr. Boothe told the Board that if they wish.d~,Mr. Hayes and Mr. Lind-

berg would give a step by step account of their efforts to find 

another location for this tower. fhey would also explain why FCC wants 

this tower approved in this particular area. They have previously 

held back some of this information because the government requested 

it, Mr. Boothe continued, but now most of this Seems to be cammon 
they 

knowledge and/would be glad to go into the background reasons for 

their urgent desire to locate here. 

Mrs. Henderson said she was sure the Board would like to know what 

efforts have been made to get another site and why this is the only 

place this tower can be located. 

AS'ifar as the legal method of obtaining this permit is concerned, 

Mr. Boothe pointed out, this is the way radio towers are allowed in 

the countYt they have been granted under the Ordinance in many previous 

instances. The granting of this use is permissible 1n a residential 

district as an eKception--it is so set up in the Ordinance. If the 

Board of Supervisors had thought this use would lead to further commercia i-

zation of a residential area they would not have left this fcrthe Board 

of Zoning Appeals. 

This is a particular kind of business which is greatly limited. Mr. 

Boothe further stated that he could not understand the basis for objectio s. 

He realized that many things have been said which are without foundation 

and that many misconceptions have qotten into the minds of many people. 

The fact is that this is an area which can be used for a truly commercial 

enterprise--removal of sand and gravel--the permit for this use is good 

for another three years. 

Mr. Boothe expressed his appreciation of the integrity of the people 

opposing this project and also stressed the fact that those making the 

application are honest, decent people. Some have became excited. Mr. 

Boothe continued, and expressed hard feelings toward advertisers on 

WPIK. That, he went on)is understandable from people emotionally upset 

but he could not understand such strong opposition to a use which has 

such basic value and which would have no adverse effect upon the area. 

Mrs. Henderson made it plain that contrary to the thought expressed 

in many of the letters she had received, this is not a rezoning, it is 

an exception to the Ordinance. Most of the objections were to the 

zoning, change in character of the area, height of the tower, traffic 
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hazard and destruction of wildlife. (Birds flying into the tower) 

Mr. Boothe introduced Mr. Howard B. Hayes, Vice President and General 

Manager of WPIK. 

Mr. Hayes stated that he has been in radio business since 1930 as an 

engineer and in general management for 14 years. Mr. Hayes said he was 

present with the hope that he might be able to dispel the thought that 

the selection of this site was an arbitrary one and that it was not 

produced as some misguided choice out of thin air. 

In dealing with the location of a radio transmitter, one is dealing 

with an exact science hinging on engineering considerations requiring 

complete compliance with certain engineering conditions set up by FCC, 

Mr. Hayes explained. II 

When they knew last spring that the proposed circumferential highway WOU1~ 

intersect Telegraph Road and go east to Route 1 across their site, which I 
! 

they have occupied since 1944, they immediately undertook consideration 

of their position in the light of this situation. They felt it necessary 

to know what 1imitinq factors would impinge upon them in getting a new 

location. Therefore they followed the next logical step of securing 

from FCC a clearance of a certain area in which they might seek a new 

location. Accordingly, Mr. Hayes and Mr. Lindberg went to New York 

to talk with people at Idlewild to learn what general area within a 

distance of Alexandria would meet requirements of FCC. As a result of 

that conference they were told that certain aEeas would very likely 

be approved, other areas were maqginal and others out of the question. 

They asked many questions to narrow down the area which would meet their 

requirements. 

The area designated reached no further north than this present site; 

it could not go too close to Alexandria. The suitable area could not ran e 

too far to the east as it would interfere with National Airport 

approach tower. The planes caning in over the Potomac do not fly at the 

altitude as those coming 1n over land where they must provide height 

clearance. 

They could locate in the immediate vicinity of the present site and in 

a triangular area to the south and east they might get clearance since 

altitude is higher there for planes coming in. 

With this knowledge of the general requirements they began a diligent 

search for a site. 

I 

I 

I 

I 
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s-ees. If it were possible to move the existing tower only a few feet one 

way or the other that would be the best solution as they could use 

some of the present ground radio system. They might have been able 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

to use the existing transmitter building in that case. But it 

developed that the ground space on either side of the proposed 

circumferential right of way was not satisfactory. To the south 

there is not enough land. To the north are the high transmission 

lines awned by VEPCO which they cannot approach Within a certain 

distance. (That is the Hoffman tract lying between Telegraph Rd. 

and Duke Street.) Therefore they cannot move the transmitter either to 

the north or to the south. 

They then went to a real estate company. They had in mind a piece 

of land down Telegraph Road toward the Memorial highway, the next best 

site compared to what they now have. That is the Pullman tract, 

directly west of Route 1 and south of Hunting Creek. That land is 

tied up in litigation so it cannot be leased nor sold. Therefore 

that was eliminated. 

They investigated land to the west (Blunt's property). It was far 

too small and too narrCM to accommodate their operation. 

Next they contacted Banks and Lee, who said they were not interested 

in a sale nor a lease. 

On farther, west of Banks and Lee, the Fleming estate was dOasidered 

but they learned that this is'an estate in the process of settlement. 

It appeared that there might be a future possibility of discussing 

that property for a lease or sale. With this in mind they went on the 

property. Investigation revealed that this was not satisfactory 

because of soil conditions. Mr. Hayes went into a detailed ex-

planation of soil conditions which would act as an insulator rathern 

than a conductor. These are engineering considerations which must 

be taken into consideration in the selection of a site, Mr. Hayes 

emphasized. Soil which COntains sand and gravel acts as an insulator, 

ncwever , if the and gravel were overlaid with a marshy covering ~'j~" 

it wotld result in good conductivity. This property would not meet 

the necessary efficiency aspect required, as it contains sand and 

gravel at the surface. 

This takes in everything around the Hunting Creek area except one spot--

an acre immediately adjacent to Belle Haven Country Club. This is 

immediately west of Mt. Vernon Highway and south of Hunting Creek. 

Thev contacted the owners of that tract but they were not interested. 
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they did not even discuss it with them. Another site was eliminated. 

That, Mr. Hayes concluded, eliminates everything in the Hunting Creek 

area. 

It is evident that Mr. Hayes and Mr. Lindberg have looked and lOOk.ed 

for a site in this area, Mr. Boothe stated. If any of the citizens 

or the Board have any doubts whatsoever about the enginerring qualities 

of the Fleming land, they would be glad to submit this to some other 

engineer to verify these statements If the Board would lik.e an 

independent engineering report that would be perfectly satisfactOry 

to the applicant. 

Mrs. Henderson asked how much leeway was contained in the area fOr 

relocation. Mr. Hayes answered, approximately 200 ft. northwest 

near the Boulevard. 

ME. Thomas Dougherty, legal representative from FCC spoke on behalf 

of the applicant. He stated that the importance of this hear ing to FCC 

is evidenced by the fact that this is the first time a representative 

from that agency has appeared before any zoning board on behalf Of 

any individual applicant. Since the situation has already generated 

a cons iderable amount of heat and misconceptions he suggested that 

he might present facts which would assist the Board in arriving at their 

decision. 

Conelrad is an automatic electronic system of devices set up to 

prOVide a two prong defense for this area, Mr. Daugherty stated. Station 

WMAL and WPIK servenas the nerve centers for this area. Station 

WPIK entered into this program in 1950. It is entirely voluntary, 

operating even when the station is temporarily off the air. 

First approval of this location site was given by the Air Space 

Sub-committee, therefore in view of that approval, FCC accepts the 

opinion of that caamittee that this station would not interfere with 

air traffic and approval by FCC "_,; logically follows: 

Since 80 mUch misconception as to the reasons for locating this 

transmitter at this particular spot have been broadcast, Mr. Daugherty 

said he would like Mr. Kenneth Miller, Engineer for FCC to explain 

why this station must be located in this area. 

Before Mr. Miller appeared. however, the final approval of this 

location lIJas questioned. Mr. Daugherty said that the telegram read 

earlier in the meeting gave approval of the Air space Sub-committee and 

that final approval by FCC was given January 14, 1959. 

I 

I 
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S-Ctd·1 It was asked from the audience 1f this station did not receive government 

subsidy for its participation in Conelrad. Mr. Daugherty said, not I 
at present. however. a certain subsidy was being discussed. 

Mr. Miller emphasized the importance of this case to FCC, saying [. 

I 

I 

I 

I 

such an appearance or participation 1n any public hearing of this kind 
i 

was most unusual. i 
Mr. Miller described the setup and operations of Conelrad. the value 

to the metropolitan area in case of attacK. the manner in which 

alert messages are transmitted to one area from another. and the 

fact that the responsibility for the safety of the area rests upon 

efficient and adequate operation. WPIK has been a part of this 

system for eight years. It is the southernmost station within the 

Washington Metropolitan area. Mr. Miller explained by maps the areas 

served by WPIK indicating the outlying stations and communication 

chcmnels wi thin the area. The plan has been approved by the Department 

of Defense. 

The farther this station is moved to the south the less efficiency 

will result, Mr. Miller continued. It must be within the periphery 

of the substations at the most central position in order to give 

full service to areas both to the north and to the south. 

Mr. Miller explained the importance of Conelrad in case of enemy 

attack particularly because of its ability to confuse direction 

finders on enemy bombers. During an attack all stations except 

WPIK and WMAL would go off the air and Conelrad will take over, relaying 

information and instructions from station to station. 

If this is so essential. it was asked, why is it necessary to go 

through this public hearing? Why doesn't the Federal government say--

this 1s a public necessity, the public safety is at stake. therefore 

the area in which this must be located is not subject to the opinion 

of the Board. 

Because they must satisfy the county zoning regulations, Mr. Daugheq 

answered. 

It was asked if the State Highway Department was given this information 

regarding public defense. Mr. Daugherty answered that this was dis-

cussed with the Highway Department and suggested to them that the r19~h 

of way be moved to allow the tower to remain in its present location. 
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s-cea. They also talked with Edward Gasson, representing the Highway Department, 

who appreciated their problem, but stated that the right of way leading up 

to Jones' Point Bridge has been determined because of necessity and 

the cost of relocating would be something over a million dollars. Mr. 

Gasson thought it would probably be difficult to get the relocation. 

Although this is a private business performing a public service, they 

do not have the right of eminent domain. 

Mrs. Henderson asked--if this case is denied, what would be the next 

step? Would some government agency step in and make a positive move 

to'oolard locating this to'ooler? What is the full power behind this? 

They do not have the pO'ooler to take any property, Mr. Daugherty answered. 

Whatever is done if this is denied is up to the applicant. 

Mrs. Mark offered the suggestion that in case of a real attack by 

Russia with missiles and ICBM's none of these stations nor to'oolers 

would be of any value. 

Mr. G. T. Armitage held up a bOOk, which he identified as having been 

pUblished by AEC, on civil defense, which details the various kinds 

of attacks. It describes a target analysis run on the Washington, D.C. 

area. The most logical ground conditions, the book reveals are to be 

found at Haines- Point. 

Discussion of ground conductiVity continued, the suggestion being made 

that even though the natural soil may not have the proper cond~ctivity 

III that quality could be provided. However, Mr. Hayes answered that by 

II saying it would be highly impractical as the conductivity is not 

1' 
1 determined completely by the surface character of the soil but equally 

I! 
Ii as much by what underlies the ground. Soft rock formations act better 

,I as an insulator than as a conductor, Mr. Daugherty pointed out, but 

II where rock and sand are covered over with silt, rock or clay, it 

'IIi produces an ideal conductor. As to the suggestion that the tower be 

:!located in the river, Mr. Daugherty said they must have ground conductivity 

I'
'il Mr. Oyster questioned the consistency of sane of the statements made 

I[by the applicants. 

1.1Mr. Boothe suggested that if the Board or the citizens in opposition 
Iwished to submit this to an independent person a6 an arbitor the 

ilapPlicants would be very willing to do so. They are not threatening 

I:::::e:h::·c:::t::v:::::n:e:~ow::::ea:: ::::::e::::i::d-::~::::~n::t 
Ii 
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peculiar to this particular use they are perfectly willing that a 

disinterested person be called in. 

Mrs. Henderson thought conductivity was present in any soil. 

Mr. Hayes answered that actually conductivity is a relative condition. 

They have been able to measure the conductiVity of various types of 

soil. That can be done and it is done. but it varies under varying 

conditions. The kind of soil which will serve their9Purpose is limited. 

But in view of the purpose for which they will use this station, they 

need the highest possible degree of efficiency they can achieve. 

Colonel LaBonge stated that there are only two factors involved in this 

case - viz: the area in which they live is zoned for residential use. 

Relying upon the integrity of the county he and manyoo~hers bought 

here and built expensive homes. Now comes a commercial enterprise which 

is out of keeping with their area. To allow this encroachment would be 

an innovation which they do not want and which would destroy the County 

plan of zoning. 

Mr. McCutchemnasked if it were not true that all the radio stations were 

... petitioning to become a part of Conelrad system. Only the two ne~e 

center stations, Mr. Daugher~y pIIsW'ered? the others are stand-by. All 

stations on the periphery will become a part of the system but those on 

the periphery cannot deliver the signals in this area. 

Mr. Neil Phillips from the Audobon Society made a statement regarding the 

relocation of the Circumferential Highway. to the effect that if WPIK 

were so essential and important to the defense of this area and the 

cost of relocating the highway is only between $500,000 and $;000,000, 

that anount of money would mean nothing. 

The testimony and discussion completed, the chairman suggested that the 

Board adjourn for lunch at which time they would discuss the case, prepara 

tory to a decision immediately upon reconvening. Mr. Lamond so moved. 

Seconded, Mr. Smith. Motion carried. 

Upon reconvenin? Mr. Lamond asked to be recognized. He moved that the 

application of Potomac Broadcasting to permit erection and operation 

of transmission tower be denied as there appears to be aD alternate 

location for this tower. Seconded Mrs. Carpenter. 

For the motion: Mr. Lamond, Mrs. carpenter and Mrs. Henderson 

Against the motion: Mr. Barnes and Mr. Smith. Motion carried. 

Mr. Boothe stated that he accepted the decision as one made in good faith I 
but he would like to know what site the Board had in mind as being availab e. 

-I 
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s-cea, Mr. Lamond rep~ied that he had not negotiated for any site but being 

in the real estate business he had checked on the possibilities of 

another location, purely for his own information. He had called Banks 

and Lee and had been referred to Mr. Everhart who said that he would 

be interested in getting a location for these people, that he would 

do his best to find something. 

Mr. Lamond said he also called Mrs. Lawler who owns the Fleming property, 

a 26 acre tract. Mrs. Lawler referred him to Mr. Ruffner who indicated 

that he had talked briefly with Mr. Hayes about this property. 

But about that time he heard that the radio station had taken this 

8ice , He would be glad to talk with them further and he thought tey 

could arrive at some arrangement. 

Also the Carter property may be available, Mr. Lamond continued. 

There are many places the applicants have not yet considered, Mr. 

Lamond suggested, if they continue to look. 

Mr. Boothe said he was asking this purely for information, that this 

station is in a desperate plight, the need for a new location is of 

the utmost impo:tance to them. He recalled the statements made earlier 

regarding soil conditions on the Fleming property and that property 

had been eliminated by their engineer. 

He had not heard of the Carter property. If there are any oeber: 

sites which they might investigate, Mr. Boothe said he would be glad to 

hear of them. 

Mr. Mlea.ejohn told the Board and those present that the opposition 

appreciated the manner of approach Mr. Boothe had taken in this case: 

they had tried to understand the problems as they should be, 'but they 

were deeply gratified by the decision of the Board. 

II 

Mr. Mooreland referred to Section 6-4-a-4 of the Ordinance (Tourist Homes) 

It had come to his attention, Mr. Mooreland told the Board, that the 

owner of a tourist home which had been operating for a number of years 

wishes to add a second story to his building, for the purpose of renting 
• 

three more rooms. According to the plan there will be no connection 

between the original building and the addition, in ~her words it i8 

not to be built as a normal home~ with circulation through the entire 

house. Mr. Mooreland said he investigated this in the beginning because 

of the number of rooms to be rented out, then found that with the 

addition, it appeared to him that this was being taken out of the 

3 71) 
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category of a residence. Actually, it would be comparable to a hotel. 

While the owners and operators of the property will live in the bUilding, 

an addition which would take the building out of the category of a 

single family dwelling le~d him to question this and bring it to the 

I Board for their opinion. Howfar can one 99 "1'1 th an add! ticn? When does 

this become a hotel and when does it violate the intent of the Ordinance? 

Mr. Mooreland said he was not quite sure, He noted, however, that the 

Ordinance does say that rooms may be rented--up to six. before the 

I establishment becomes a hotel. 

A tourist home is permitted by right, Mrs. Henderson stated and a man 

would be allowed to add to his house 1f his family increases. She 

suggested that it might be difficult to draw the line~- ~ust hcwfar 

one could go with the addition and for what purpose as long as he rents 

less than six rooms. 

If one has a motel and it is granted for a definite number of units, 

the owner would have to come before the Board of ZOning AppealS before 

he could increase those units, Mr. Mooreland noted. Actually this is 

in the nature of a motel, only on a smaller scale, and a motel is not 

allowed in a residential district. 

I The use to which the addition would be put, makes the difference, Mr. 

Barnes suggested. 

It often happens. Mr. Smith stated. that a very large old home will no~ 

longer be needed as a horne after the children have left and the owners 

rent out the rooms. It would be difficult to distinguish between this 

which is permitted as a right and an addition which was originally put 

on for a family and later becomes available for rooms to rent. 

one can use any house for rental of tourist rooms, Mr. Mooreland contende 

but you cannot add on for the purpose of creating more tourist rooms. 

according to the intent of the Ordinance. 

After further discussion•. Mr. Lamond moved that the Board agree with 

I Mr. Mooreland' s interpretation. that a tourist home cannot be enlarged 

for the purpose of being a tourist home. Seconded Mr. Barnes. Carried 

unanimously. 

I 
II 

Mr. Lamond brought up the Cannon Construction Co. case to permit erection 

of an office building within 3 ft. of the side line on Lots 15. 16 and 17 

Block 40. New Alexandria, which was deferred fram the meeting of January 

13 to the lOth of February. stating that Mr. Cannon was present with his 

?;7! 
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revised plats and asked i£ the Board could handle this at this time as 

his engineers are ready to go before February 10. Mr. Cannon has shown 

the revised plat that he can meet an 8 ft. setbaCknon the sideline 

instead of the 3 ft. requested. Mr. Cannon has bought the corner lot nex 

to him which will be USed to fill out his plan for development~ and 

will also use that lot for parking purposes. 

Mr. Mooreland agreed that this is a logical request and should be granted 

The 8 ft. setback gives sufficient room for parking between bUildings and 

allows adequate utilization of the land. 

Mr. Lamond noted that the filling station adjoining this on the east is 

placed on a very small lot which could never be used for residential 

purposes. This entire block will be commercial and the granting of this 

setback will not penalize anyone. 

Mrs. Henderson suggested that having purchased the corner lot for parking 

purposes. Mr. Cannon might pull the buildings closer together so he could 

have parking on the other side, thereby eliminating the need for a 

variance. This still might allow some parking between the buildings. 

Mr. Cannon stated that they plan to put another building on the lot. 

Mr. Lamond stated that Mr. Cannon will put up an attractive office build 

for doctors. It will take care of a great need in the area and it would 

not jeopardize the adjoining property, which. while it is zoned residenti 

is used for business and is not practical for residential use. Therefore 

Mr. Lamond moved that the Board approve this plan as eevteed by Mr. 

Cannon. the setback shown on the plat as being 8 feet on the east side 

of the building. seconded. Mrs. carpenter. 

Motion carried. 

II 

Mrs. Henderson asked what was being done about Alward. Mr. Mooreland 

said he was discouraged over Mr. Alward, that Mr. Gibson had given up 

on him, but that he, Mr. Mooreland, was going to See him soon and hoped 

something could be done. Mr. Mooreland said this would be on the agenda 

of February 24. 

Mr. Lamond moved that this Board go on record as expressing its deepest 

sympathy to Mrs. Freehill. in the loss of Mr. Joseph Freehill, incorpora 

the thought that the members of the Board feel that the County has lost 

very valuable citizen and that Mr. Freehill will be greatly missed. It 

was agreed that MrS. Henderson write the letter. The Board members 

contributed $5 each to the Freehill Scholarship Memorial Fund. 

!rhe meeting adjourned. 
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February 10. 1959 

The regular meeting of the Fairfax county 
Board of Zoning Appeals was held on Tues
day, February 10, 1959 at 10:00 a.m. in the 
Board Room of the Fairfax County Courthouse, 
with four members present, Mrs. Henderson, 
Mr. Lamond, Mr. T. Barnes. and Mrs. Lois 
carpenter. 

The meeting was opened with a prayer by Mr. Lamond. 

Mrs. Hendersa offered the following Resolution in tribute to Mr. J. 

Bryant Smith: 

Resolved, that the members of the Fairfax county Board of Zoning 

Appeals note with profound sorrow the death on January 29. 1959 of 

their valued colleague, J. Bryant smith, who served with distinction 

on this Board for eight years, drawing on his varied lnte~ts and ex-

perience to add strength and wisdom to the Board's deliberations 

and decisions. The members of this Board wish to express deep sympathy 

to the Smith family and to voice their own sense of personal loss. 

The Board asked that this Resolution be sent to Mrs. Smith. 

DEFERRED CASES: 

RECREATION, INC., to permit erection and operation of a swimming pool, 

bath house and recreational area, property on southerly side of Old 

Columbia Pike, Route 712, adjoins sanpine Springs Subdivision, Mason 

District. (Rural Residence Class I) 

Mr. Hansbarger represented the applicant. He located the property 

(approx. 15 acres) with rega~d to roads and abutting subdivisions~ 

Pinecrest on the south and Sanpine on the north. A tier of large 

lots facing on Woodridge Road back up to this property. Mr. Hansbarger 

also pointed out the location of facilities planned to be developed. 

Sewer and water are available. He also indicated that a sizable 

portion of this tract is in flood plain. 

Mr. Hansbarger quoted the following conclusion from a drainage report 

made by James L. Patton, Engineer. 

"Consideration of the foregoing facts and computations results 
in the following conDlusions, recommendations and comments. 
A Fairfax county design storn{t:ffl not be carried withiil~lthe 
stream bed, even under present conditions, and any development 
will result in increased run-off. AS development increases, 
the drainage run-off will increase irrespective of the type 
of development that takes place. The increase of run-off 
brought about by development is caused primarily by replacing 
the natural vegetated areas with sidewalks, streets, roofs of 
houses, pavements, and other impervious areas. A shopping 
center completely paved would have 100% impervious area. 
Residential areas have 28% impervious area. The proposed 
recreation center has 40% impervious area, but the proposed 
development represents only 14.5% of the "atershed, .area , 
Developing the recreation area in place of residences increases 
the flow only 1.7% which is insignificant. In summary, the run
off is going to increase with any development, and building 
this recreation center instead of houses has no significant effect 
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whatsoever on the overall drainage. The swimming pool 
operation results 1n discharge of water annually when 
the pool 1s drained and weekly when the filters are 
backwashed. The pool will be drained over an extended 
period of time so that the flow would be well within the 
capacity of the streambed. The backwashing discharge 
also would be within the capacity of the stream, and 
the time of backwashing should be re~ulated so that the 
discharge would not contribute additional water during 
the time of a storm. The backwashing should take place 
1n the dry summer months when flow 1n the st~eam will 
generally be non-existent. The chlorine content of the 
filter wash-water will be the same as drinking water 
since the wash-water will come from normal domestic 
sources, the residual chlorine in the swimming pool water 
will have dissipated during the winter months prior to 
discharge in the spring. Therefore, it is not contem
plated that this operation will result in any contamination 
of the stream. Further, it is observed that the state 
Water Control Board prohibits the dumping of any ob
jectionable matter into streams in Virginia, and that 
board will require the installation of any facilities 
necessary to prevent contamination of the stream. 

In conclusion, it is our opinion that neither the con
struction, nor the operation of the recreational facilities 
proposed would have any measurably different effect 
on the eXisting drainage, than would the construction 
of houses as presently permitted; nor will the backwashing 
of filters and emptying of the pool create any for
seeable health hazard. 

(S) James L. Patton" 

Mr. Hansbarger pointed out that most of the facilities will be located 

at the rear of the property, swimming pool, wading pool, shuffleboard, 

club house and snack bar, tennis courts, slides, sand boxes, volley ball, 

swings and a soft ball court. The operators plan to fend over a 

quarter of a million dollars on the development. parking will be 

located on the front of the property. The land to the north, 

immediately adjoining approximately 5 acres, is now undeveloped. 

They probably will develop homes On this area a little later. 

A recent soil survey of this area shows that this particular spot is 

especially well adapted to this type of facility, stream beds and 

flood plain have been designated by planners and by the Board of 

Supervisors to be the proper place for recreational facilities. 

Mr. Hansbarger showed pictures of the property around this site and 

of the land itself, which is now vacant. 

This will be a private-profit pool and recreational area. It will be 

handled by membership, but operated privately for profit. The plans 

show all the facilities planned at this time. 

The Chairman asked for opposition. 
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Mr. Martin Bartel, 8021 Woodbridge Rd, who owns property which would abuttl 

this property presented three petitions from Pinecrest. containing 171 

signatures. This represents approximately 95% of the people in Pine-

crest, Mr. Bartel stated. He also presented petitions from Englandboro 

and Panoramic Hills Subdivision. opposing. The signatures on these 

represent 100% opposition. 

¥r. Samuel R. Hawkins, 9025 Woodbridge Rd .• who also lives immediately 

adjacent to this property spoke. stating that this is an unwanted and 

unnecessary facility and he considered it a serious threat to the resi-

dential area. It would create a nuisance, with the coming and going of 

cars. the hoise and traffic by way of inadequate access. 

The homes on Woodbridge Road are on 2/3 acre lots; they are good 

homes and Mr. Hawkins insisted that the installation of this project 

at their back yards would seriously depreciate their property values. 

There are ten homes on Woodbridge Road, he continued, and 24 children. 

The many cars from other areas, members of this group, would not add 

anything to their community except a hazardous condition for their 

children. Mr. Hawkins insisted that the project would be patronized 

almost entirely by outsiders, with the impact of unpleasant results 

falling on the property owners in this area. 

Mr. John Reidelback, 9033 Woodbridge Road stated that he had bought 

here recently. People coming from Arlington and the eastern part 

of the County to this area would necessarily go by their homes. Mr. 

Reidelback said he had left Arlington County purposely to get away 

from traffic and noise. If this is approved, he would feel it necessary 

to leave the area. However, there would be a question of selling his 

property. This proj ect was not here when he bought and the property 

was very salable, now if this is granted it would either be lowered 

in value or be impossible to sell. Such a project would invade the 

privacy of homeowners and make life here unbearable. 

Mr. Jay McNUlty, 1023 Downing Street, Englandboro. president of their 

citizens association told of coming here from Mary~and especially to 

get away from hazardous traffic and creeping nuisances. Mr. McNulty 

told of a letter written to Mr. Hansbarger listing questions which were 

perplexing people in their area. They did not receive answers to their 

questions. They could conceive of a little Glen Echo growing up in 

their midst, expansion of a recreation area that would became a 

commercialized enterprise, a private operation for profit. If this 

is the ultimate extreme for such a project it should have commercial 
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i-eee. 11 Mr. McNulty mentioned that there are already three pools in the immediate 

il area which are more than adequate to serve the needs and ther~re 15 
I 

pools within 45 minutes of this site. In the County there are 35 
I 

I! recreational areas and under the present County program for recreation 

:1 some of these will be continued through the summer. It would t~e£ore 
;1 

appear that swimming facilities are adequate. In fact, some of these 

swimming clubs are having a hard time financially, Mr. McNulty con-

tinued. It would seem that the existing facilities should be supported 

by residents of the county before commercial enterprises are allowed 

to come in. This would no doubt bring many non-residents into a resi-

dentially zoned community. The county Budget provides $60,000 to acquire 

recreation sites around and on sthool sites, another $50,000 will be 

approved. There are three schools within this area, Parklawn, Belvedere 

and Annandale. There should be no need for this in the area. 

Mr. McNulty showed a drawing indicating the condition of Old Columbia 

Pike indicating that the road is in bad condition, incapable of taking 

this additional load of traffic. This is only a 30 ft. right of way with 

12 or 14 ft. of pavement. It is difficult for two cars to pass without 

turning out onto the shoulder. The children travel this road. This 

could cause a hazardous and impossible condition, resulting unnecessarily 

in deaths and injuries. 

Mr. Samuel Enix, builder from Englandboro, termed this project detrimental 

to the area. He built five homes last year and has plans for four or 

five more expensive homes. Two of these are sold, if this project does 

not go through. 

Mr. Enix deplored the encroachment on an established residential area, 

throwing the burden of the depreciating consequences on home owners in 

the area. His life savings are in this area, he declared and he could 

not afford to take the loss this would create. Mr. Eni~ restated other 

objections previously given. 

Mr. Sherman Naidore, panoramic Hills, objected for reasons stated. He 

read the following letter from Mr. Rolfs: 

"February 9, 1959 

Mrs. L. J. Henderson, Chairman 
Board of Zoning Appeals 
Fairfax county, Virginia 

Dear Mrs. Henderson: 

I am joining with the residents of the Panoramic Hills Subdivision 
in opposing the proposed rezoning of 15 acres of residential 
property on Old Columbia pike to Commercial zoning_ 
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This proposed rezoning, for a public swimming pool and recreation 
facility, would adversely affect the residential atmosphere 
and hurt residential values 1n the surrounding area. As 
owner of a large tract of land (80 acres) adjacent to the 
property I feel that the increased traffic, noise and hazards 
would seriously depreciate the high quality of the residences 
in the surrounding area. 

This rezoning would prohibit the quiet enjoyment of their homes 
that the purchasers had a right to expect when they purchased 
their homes in an area that was zoned for residential purposes 
only. 

(5) Henry J. Rolfs" 

Mr. R. C. Payne, president of Pinecrest Citizens Association submitted 

the results of a meeting of their Association, showing that that body 

1s 100 per cent opposed to this permit, giving as their reasons: the 

need to protect their investments in their own community swimming pool, 

where adequate facilities are already available; pool memberships are 

~ available in Park lawn, Lincolnia Park, Lake Barcroft, Broyhill Crest, 

Sleepy Hollow and Lincolnia Hills; pools are available within a 3 mile 

radius. 

Also the people feel they have not been adequatelY informed as to what 

is going in here. They cannot tell if there are to be two tennis courts 

or fifteen. They are apprehensive as to what this might grow into. 

Mr. Payne also discussed the inadequacy of access and traffic. He 

gave detailed traffic counts, cars per hour during peak and quiet hours 

all of which added up to the fact that the addition of approximately 

500 cars per hour would be unbearable. 

He objected to the proposed six foot chain link fence which he termed 

an attractive nuisance to children; to influx of outsiders who would 

have no interest in the community, and who might contribute to a 

lax in control of the area; need for additional pol Xing in and out of 

the recreational area; additional drainage facilities would be necessary, 

water, increased load on the sewers. Mr. Payne summed up his objections 

snd asked the Board to deny the case. 

Mr. J. E. Cox also summed up the objections and added that the incorporati 

papers on this project show that the~are three initial members of the 

Board of Directors whose address is 1680 Wisconsin Avenue, which location 

is also the address of a stock brokerage firm. He asked, what is back 

of this, is it a stock selling promotion? The people do not know what 

type of operation this is and they can't find o~ 

o I I 
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l-Ctd The secretary read two of the letters in opposition. (Since so many 

"37 '?' letters had been received. many of them repetitious of material already 

brought before the Board, the Chairman read only excerpts from several 

other letters.) 

"February 4, 1959 

Board of Zoning Appeals 
Fairfax cOUnty Courthouse 
Fairfax, Virginia 

Gentlemen: 

The Greater Annandale Recreation Center wishes to express its 
opposition to the issuance of a special exemption for construction 
and operation of commercial recreation facilities by Recreation, 
Inc. off old Columbia Pike near pinecrest Subdivision in Fairfax 
County. 

The Greater Annandale Recreation Center (GARC) is a non-profit 
organization designed to provide recreation facilities for 
the residents of the greater Annandale area. These facilities 
include a swimming pool large enough to accommodate 700families, 
a regulation softball field, picnic grove area and planned 
family recreation events. OUr projected program for the future 
includes a community center building, tennis courts and skating. 

Membership in the GARC may be obtained by: 

1. Purchase of Class A common stack. 
2. Purchase of a season pass. 
3. Purchase of special memberships at the cost of $1.00 per 
family per season with the payment of nominal fees at the admissions 
desk when any member of the family wishes to go swimming. 

The GARe is not operating at capacity. Memberships in all 
categories are available. 

Based on the program available with GARC and other swtmming 
pools in the area (Parklawn, pinecrest and Lincolnia) we 
feel that any additional facilities of like nature would be a 
detriment to the community and the economic survival of the 
existing recreation areas. 

We earnestly request that you deny the issuance of any permit 
for the proposed facilities of Recreation, Inc. based on the 
premise that adequate like facilities are already be provided 
to the community and said facilities are not being utilized to 
their capacities. 

(S) Claude S. Breeden, Jr., President 
Board of Directors - GARC" 

******************************* 

"January 12, 1959 

Board of Zoning Appeals 
Fairfax county, Virginia 

Dear Mrs. Henderson: 

In behalf of the 178 families who have invested their personal 
savings in shares of the Pinecrest Community Center, I should 
like to pOint out certain important considerations in connection 
with the application for additional commercial recreation 
facilities. 

1. The shareholders have invested their own funds to develop 
with the County's approval a beautiful five-acre recreation 
area only one-half mile from the proposed facility. In good 
fai~h the Board should not take action that would endanger the 
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379 2. As a community non-profit enterprise, the Pinecrest 
Community Center provides adequate picnic, basemall, and 
swimming facilities and has space and plans for tennis and 
other recreational activities. 

I 
3. Each year since the pool was constructed in 1954 there 

I have been vacant memberships available at lower annual cost 
than contemplated by the proposed commercial facility. It is 
my understanding that memberships are also open for new residents 
in the adjacent communities of Park1wn, Lincolnia Park, Lake 
Barcroft, Broyhill Crest, Sleepy Hollow and Lincolnia Hills. 

We therefore request that as a Board you deny any request 
for such commercial facilities as proposed in, or adjacent to, 
the Pinecrest Community Center. 

Pinecrest community Center 
(S) C• .Packard Wo~le, President" 

Mr. John Work recalled that at a meeting of the Pine Crest Citizens 

Association, Mr. Hansharger was present and made the statement that 

they wanted to supply what the people want in the commun.ti¥. It is 

evident what the people want, he stated. ~~. Mooreland read the 

following report from Public Works; 

"January 13, 1959 

Mr. William T. Mooreland 
Zoning Administrator 
County of Fairfax 
Fairfax, Virginia 

Re: Application #24589 - Recreation, Inc. 

Dear Mr. Mooreland: 

The above named application for a swimming pool and recreational 
facilities has been reviewed by this office and we have 
determined that the plans as submdtted do not make any provision 
for adequate drainage on this parcel of land. A natural swale 
flows through portions of this property, and it is possible 
tha t this drainage could be blocked by the construction of the 
access road. 

If the Board of Zoning Appeals decides that this application should 
be granted we recommend that it be granted subject to the owners' 
providing plans and profiles for adequate drainage, and agreeing 
to install such drainage as would be approved by the Director 
of Public Works. 

Please advise if additional information 1s needed on this matter. 

(5) B. C. Rasmussen, Subdivision Design Engr." 

In rebuttal Mr. Hansbarger stated that the objections to this appear 

to be valid but when analyzed the validity may fall apart. This use 

s been permitted in 15 other instances, he stated, the only difference 

is in the people who operate the projects. Many times this use has 

been permitted at the request of the citizens in the area. These 

same objections have been brought up in those cases. If these objections 

do not apply in one instance they should not apply in the other. 

As to the traffic, any development of any kind would bring increased 

traffic. Even homes would do that. When homes are built on the vacant 
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land on Old Columbia Pike this traffic which is so greatly feared 

will come. 

In the beginning of the automobile many people said there was no 

need for the automobile, Mr. H&nsbarger recalled, they claimed that 

the horse and buggy were adequate. But the cars came to stay and 

although they kill 40,000 people a year, no one questions that they 

are necessary to modern life; changes come to us and they are accepted. 

The matter of traffic and police, do not constitute a zoning problem 

and should not be conside~ed at a zoning hearing. 

The sewers are adequate enough to serve this development, the drainage 

will be taken care of by the developers. The opponents of this 

project base their objections largely on the fear of competition with 

similar projects operating in the County. It has been settled 

by the courts that competition is not a basis for granting or denying 

a caSe in zoning. There are 15 pools operating in the area. The com-

petition is already there. These people will invest apprOXimately 

a quarter of a million dollars. Maybe they will compete, but there 

must be a need for such a facility in the area. These people have 

made extensive surveys, a quarter of a million dollars is not invested 

lightly without a thorough study of the demand. The county Board 

has agreed that the flood valleys are suitable for recreation 

facilities. 

When people come into an area and see 15 acres of vacant land near 

them they cannot expect it to always remain undeveloped. This is a 

proper use in a residential zone; it is permitted under the 

ordinance and all requirements of the ordinance can be met. It is a 

fact of law that when people buy in an area knowing that these uses 

are permitted, they know that this area might be developed as the laws 

of Fairfax County will permit; they cannot stop that development. 

If this use is denied and if'~he construc~ion of houses were allowed 

only by a special use permit you would have the same objections you 

have here today, Mr. Hansbarger assured the Board. These people 

expect the land to remain vacant, they don't want houses either. 

There are many other uses permitted in a residential zone that could 

go in here. People must buy with that in mind. It so happens that 

houses cannot be built on this property because it is flood plain area, 

but it is not ansistent that the ground should be held out of all 

development. These people who are so eager to protect their area should 
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buy this land to keep it out of development. The owner would sell 

to them at the same price as he has offered it to Recreation, Inc. 

This 1s a proper use 1n this zone, Mr. Hansbarger concluded, facilities 

are there, it is right and equitable. he urged the Board to grant 

this appli catbn. 

It is expected that this project would have 1500 family members, Mr. 

Hansbarger stated. in answer to questioning from the Board. The 

ground 1s not all in flood plain area, probably 5 acres. It is likely 

that they would build harnes on the front of the property which is 

not in flood plain area and kep the entire recreation area to the rear. 

Mrs. carpenter moved to deny the case as it appears from the evidence 

presented that it would tend to adversely affect the use of neighboring 

property. Seconded, Mr. Lamond. Carried unanimously. 

II 

NEW CASES: 

MRS. KArHERYNE G. LAWSON, to permit conversion of garage and guest 

room to small ~partment, on east side of Jermantown Road, Route 655, 

1/2 mile southerly with intersection of Route 123, Providence District. 

(Rural Residence Class 1). 

MrS. Lawson explained that she was asking this apartment for rental 

purposes. There would be no structural changes, the only alteration 

would be the partitioning of a kitchen in the garage and the conversion 

of the front garage doors to large windows and a dutch door entrance. 

It was noted that this would be located on 8~ acres, the house having 

deep setbacks ranging from 100 to 500 ft. It is in a 1/2 acre zone. 

The Chairman read the report from the Planning commission, approving 

the floor plan of the apartment. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application as submitted as it does not 

appear that it would adversely affect the surrounding property. 

Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes. Carried undnimously. 

II 

B.V. GODWIN, to permit dwellings to be erected within 33 feet of the 

street property line, Lots 1 thru 14, Subdivision of Lot 6, Maria G. 

Bailey Estate, (proposed Sub.) on east side of Spring Lane, approx. 

1200 ft. north of Columbia Pike, Mason District. (Suburban Residence 

class 2) 

Mr. Hiss represented the applicant. Mr. Hiss called attention to the 

fact that Carlin spring Road is in Arlington county and a portion of 

.:lOl 
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Eighth street on which these houses are located. Since the required 

setback in Arlington county in this area is 25 ft., Mr. Hiss asked 

that the setback on these lots be reduced. 

Mr. Hiss explained that if the 40 ft. setback is maintained they 

cannot get a loan from FHA since it would leave only a 22 ft. backyard. 

Mr. Lamond noted that only two lots are affected by the Arlington 

county 11ne: he saw no reason why the other lots could not conform. 

Mrs. Henderson noted that there are many houses in Fairfax county 

with a 25 ft. back yard and it was found by scaling the plats 

that a 25 ft. back yard could be provided with the 40 ft. setback. 

Mr. Hiss read the follOwing letter from FHA: 

"January 5, 1959 

Godwin Brothers 
841 N. Lincoln street 
Arlington, Virginia 

Re: Maria G. Bailey Estates, Fairfax 
and Arlington counties, Virginia 

Gentlemen: 

This is further reference to our letter of December 16, 1958 
and your visit to this office. 

We have reviewed the site with reference to the price you 
propose and our recommended price, and find that we have 
some basis to adjust our thinking. In view of the fact that 
lots 8 and 9 are contiguous to low-priced houses, they 
will not be considered eligible for FHA processing. 
We will consider houses on the rest of ,he,::'lots up to 
$23,000! however, we suggest that $20,000 should be your 
typical price. 

This office is very concerned with the engineering of these 
lots, and if the setback of the houses is held to 40 feet, 
the small rear yard may be a market factor. 

We will be pleased to review the items outlined in our 
December letter at your convenience. 

(S) Thomas c. Barringer, Director" 

The Board saw nothing in the letter to indicate that FHA would not 

approve loans on these houses with the 40 ft. setback, and considered 

that such a request could not be granted without there being a 

hardship involved, such as topography, or something caused by re-

strictions in the Ordinance which could not be met. 

Mr. Hiss said the hardship was on the basis of Mr. Barringer'S state-

ment that the small rear yard "may be a market factor." 

According to the banks who would loan the money, Mr. Godwin stated, 

such a small back yard would decrease the value of the place. Mr. 

Lamond said that this is merely a thought, it has not proven so in 

Fairfax County development and if such a variance were granted with no 

firm reason, all the developers in the county would be asking the same thi 
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But, Mr. Hiss insisted. each case stands on its own merits; this should 

not set a precedent as it could be granted on the fact that the houses 

would not be salable. The adjoining area in Arlington is not well 

developed, Mr. Hiss continued, these houses which will range in price 

from $22.000 to $25.000 will be a real improvement. They do not want 

to jeopardize the possibility of getting the laans and the sale of the 

houses. That. Mr. Hiss said, is the hardship which is very real. 

While Mr. Hiss agreed that the letter does not specifically say loans 

would be refused on the basis of the small back yards, there is the 

question implied and Mr. Godwin talked with Mr. Barringer, and Mr. 

Barringer did not say in their conversation that the loans would not 

be forthcoming with the setbacks at 40 ft. as the back yarl would not be 

sufficient. 

Mr. Mooreland insisted that the Board has no authority to grant this 

variance on the basis requested. 

If half of this property were in Arlington and the setbacks vary, the 

Board might go along with equalizing the setbacks, Mr. Lamond stated, 

but in this case the lots are actually not affected by Arlington County 

and there is nothing in the Ordinance which wouH allow this granting. 

Discussion continued: Mr. Godwin said the only thing he attld do would 

be reduce the side of the house. He did not wish to do that. He is 

improving the neighborhood and if this goes all right and the houees 

sell, he may be able to buy other land and continue this type of 

development. It would be an asset to the whole area. The Board found 

no jurisdiction to grant on a purely economic basis, Mr. Hiss asked 

to defer the case for him to prepare a brief on hardship. He thought 

financial hardship could be considered. The authority of the Board 

gives the right to relieve hardships and grant variances, especially 

should this be done when it enhances values and Mr. HIss contended that 

such a right to grant is present in this case. 

Mr. Godwin said he had also talked with Mr. Fitzhugh of FHA who said 

the price of the house with so much square footage was not consistent 

with the small back yard. If it were on a deep lot with a good s~zed 

back yard there would be no question but the shallow lot he did not 

think practical. 

In that case, Mrs. Henderson suggested redesigning the property with 

different shaped lots. 

There were no objections from the area. 
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2-Ctd. I! Mr. Barnes moved to deny the case because there is room on the property 

lito have the houses on lots with a 40 ft. setback and the Board feels 

!!that there is no hardship present. This is tied to Section 6-12-9 of 

ilthe ordinance. Seconded, Mr. Lamond. Carried unanimously. 

II I 11// 
I' 

3- ilv.M. LYNCH & SONS. to permit building within one foot of the side 

iiproperty line, at rear of 6814 Bland Street (Springfield Shopping 

!'center) Mason District. (General Business) 

:1 I I :iMr. Mooreland told the Board that Mr. Lynch found it necessary to 

!leave, and he, Mr. Mooreland, offered to explain the case. It was 
, 

l:recalled that Mr. Lynch came before the Board a short time ago asking if 

iiilthe Board would favorably consider granting this building within 1 ft. of 

Ithe line, as the permit was granted on the basis of the thought that 
, 

[Ithis adjoining ppoper-cy was already zoned for business uses. The 
, 

I!property is soon to come before the Board of Supervisors for rezoning. 

liThe Board agreed to go along with this, when Mr. Lynch presented the 

.1

llease. 
I
!;Mr. Mooreland recalled that this area which is now up for rezoning is 

1:llOgiCallY corrunercial property. It was left unzoned in the beginning I 
'I!because it was thought at that time that a circle would be put in 
ji 

IIWhich would include this land. The circle idea has si~ce been abandoned. 

:There were no objections from the area. 

!IMr. Lamond moved to grant the application as the property next adj oining 

"liwill be commercially zoned, it was included in the Planning Commission's 

,;Icorrunercial plan and studies and is considered logically business. 

II When this is so zoned, this variance would be Wiped out as the applicant 

I'may build up to the property line. Seconded. Mrs. Carpenter. Carried 

II
[unan Lmou a Ly , 

11// 
4- !,IMRS. SOLANGE BINDA, to permit teaching of dancing in basement of dwelling, I 

!rt.ot; l2A, Resub. Lots 1 thru 3 and part of Lots 4 and 5, Hickory Hall 
!j 

.IEstates. (1537 Hickory Hill Road). Falls Church District. (Rural 

IIResidence Class 1) 

!:Mr. Jack Estes represented the applicant. He presented a chart showing I 
I 
[Leeat.Lon of the Binda house with relation to surrounding homes. He 

,. 

'Ialso presented statements from eight additional people in the area " 

:Iindicating they have no objections to this school. 

,I
ilMrs. Binda stated that she has been teaching ballet in many schools in 
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the area and has had about 60 or 75 pupmls in her home. The classes 

will be small, from 6 to 8 pupils at a time. Mrs. Binda said she has 

had a use permit to cover this school, but is moving to a new home. 

This is a new location. She will live in the house and use the basement 

which has an outside entrance for the classes. The basement will meet 

all health and fire requirements. She plans to use the driveway for 

parking purposes that has never presented a problem as most of the 

children come and leave in car pools. 

There were no objections from the area. 

Mrs. carpenter moved to grant the application to Mrs. Binda only, as it 

does not appear that this would adversely affect the neighborhood 

or property in the area. Seconded, Mr. Barnes. Carried unanimously. 

MRS. P. D. ARCHIBALD, to permit operation of a nursery school and 

kindergarten, Lot 32, Section 1, Chesterbrook Gardens, (21 Bargee 

Street) Dranesville District. (Rural Residence Class 2) 
Department 

Mrs. Archibald presented letters from the Health/and Fire Marshal 

concerning her proposed school. She can comply with requirements of 

both. 

Mrs. Archibald stated that she 1s a qualified educator in elementary 

education. She plans to take a few children, not more than 12, for 

pre-school training. The hours would be from 9:00 a.m. to 12:00 noon. 

She would serve only juice and crackers. The recreation room and 

outside play area will require no structural changes. The room is 

large and attractive. The fence around the outside play area is made 

of white boards. Most of the play equipment to be used is already in 

place. Mrs. Archibald said she would have no display sign. 

She will try to stress particularly, motor sk~lls and group partiei-

pation. 

There are two entrances leading directly to the hOUR. 

Mrs. Archibald said they will live in the house. She has two sons of 

pre-school age. They, the Archibalds, are interested in the community 

and wish to go along with the desires of the community. They have 

explained the school plans to neighbors and friends. There have 

been no objections. 

Mrs. Taylor, who lives on the same street as Mrs. Archibald stated 

that the neighbors al! feel that this would be a good thing for the 



UU0 I' 

II 

s-cea .1:
II 

I 
I 

I 
II 
,I 

,I 

II 

6- II 

I 
II 

il 

II 
I, 

February 10, 1959 

NEW CASES- etd. 

young children in the area and a needed service. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application to operate a nyrsery school 

with the understanding that it will be limited to twelve pupils 

and that this is granted to Mrs. Archibald only. This was granted 

because it does not adversely affect the neighborhood. Seconded, 

Mr. Barnes. Carried unanimously. 

II 

EUGENE J. CLMI, JR., to permit one sign to remain as erected on 

the property not occupied by the use, (63 sq. ft. Total area), 

on south side of U.S. #1 Highway, approximately 400 ft. east of 

Quander Road, Route 630, Mt. Vernon District. (General Business) 

Mr. aIm! said they have had many complaints from patrons of the 

shopping center and apartment tenants that they have been unable to find 

this location when coming down U.S. #1. A sign in this lOcation Would 

be a great help. At least people would have less difficulty in 

turning in to the shopping center and the apartments. It is actually 

needed as a directional sign more than for advertising. 

In that case, Mrs. Henderson suggested that a simple directional 

sign such as that allowed by the Highway Department would be sufficient. 

Mr. Clmi said the sign was already up. He did not get a permit he 

did not realize that it was necessary. 

It was recalled that this was the same type of case the Board had 

handled one or two meetings ago, at which time the sign "off the use" 

was not granted. 

It is a good looking sign, Mr. almi remarked, they have had many 

favorable comments on it and it has served as a real public service. 

Mr. William Deck who owns motels in the area suggested that Mr. 

Olmi should have justified this sign before it was put up, rather 

than co saa t until it was up, then ask for a permit. Mr. Deck 

said he had wanted to do a similar type of advertising, but had been 

prevented from doing so because of the requirements of the ordinance. 

This sign advertises furnished and unfurnished apartments, Mr. 

Deck continued. It is therefore in direct competition with him. 

If advertising off the use is permitted, he would like to do the 

same thing, as it would appear, if Mr. DIm! is granted this, that 

he has something of an unfair advantage over him. 
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Mr. Olmi said they do not offer the same kind of services as a motel. 

They have no leases less than three months: they have complete 

apartments. They have nothing that would be in competition with a 

motel. 

This sign would be on commercial property, Mr. Olmi continued, and 

they own that property also. Mr. Lamond thought that a case in point) as 

in the case denied by the Board the applicant did not own the property 

on which the sign was requested to be placed. 

But he had permission from that owner, Mrs. Henderson answered, to put 

the sign up. 

The directional sign allowed by the State would be too small, Mr. 

almi stated, however, it was suggested that he might have;~veral 

directional signs, something on the order of Burma Shave. 

Mr. Deck agreed that a purely directional sign would not be objectionable 

advertising the apartments and sWi~g pool, etc. 

Mr. Lamond moved to cut this sign to 3 ft. by 30 ft. and allow Mr. 

Dlmi to keep the sign in place. 

The motion failed for want of a second. 

Mrs. carpenter moved to deny the case as it does not appear that the 

Board has evidence of undue hardship caused by the Ordinance. Seconded, 

Mr. Barnes. The sign must be removed within 30 days. 

For the motion: Mrs. carpenter, Mrs. Henderson and Mr. Barnes. 

Against the motion: Mr. Lamond. Motion carried. 

MRS. W. L. GATES, to permit sale of one lot with less area than required 

by the Ordinance, (1.033 ac.) SW corner of Georgetown Pike, Route 193 

and Route 676, Dranesville District. (Agricultural) 

Mr. Bauknight represented the applicant. The letters notifying 

adjoining and nearby property owners carried the statement that they 

do not object to this requiest. 

Mr. Bauknight told the Board that Mr. and Mrs. Gates bought this 

property lni:i948 and have remodeled the house extensively. He 

showed pictures before and after the reconstruction job. 

Mr. Mooreland stated that captain Gates had come to him in 1955 

regarding placing this subject dwelling on his property. Mr. Mooreland 

suggested that he set up a lot for the house and have it recorded. 
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7-Ctd. Captain Gates agreed and had the lot surveyed, but either he did not 

understand or forgot to have the lot recorded. Under any circumstances 

the recording was never done. This took place before the Freehill 

amendment and the zoning permitted 1/2 acre lots. Mr. Mooreland 

noted that the lot is irregular in shape because of the location of 

the septic field which belongs to the main dwelling. Had the 

captain recorded the lot at that time, or before August 1956, it 

would have been a legal lot. 

Mr. Bauknight told the Board that Captain Gates had moved this 

smaller dwelling from one part of his property to this corner. 

Captain Gates died and Mrs. Gates finds it necessary, for financial 

reasons, to sell this second dwelling. This could have been sold 

immediatelY had the lot been recorded, but they ran into the 2 acre 

zoning and found that the lot was not recorded before the Freehill 

amendment. This could have been enlarged to make a 2 acre tract, 

Mr. Bauknight continued, but for the septic belonging to the main 

house. It lies between the two houses, therefore the line was 

necessarily drawn not to include this septic field. The spptic 

for the house that is being sold is included in the I acre area. 

Mrs. Gates has a contract purchaser for the smaller house and it 

would be an extreme hardship for her not to be able to sell. 

This will not change the character of the area, this is the only 

part of the Gates property which would be so divided. It was an 

unfortunate situation that the lot was never recorded. 

There were no objectors present. 

A letter was read from Mr. and Mrs. Watson stating that they had been 

informed of the hearing and do not object aslong as conditions 

are as they have been represented. However, they did express strong 

opposition to any further reduction in lot sizes on the Gates 

property or any ober property in the area. 

Mr. Barnes moved to grant the application due to the fact that this 

house was on this lot prior to the Freehill Amendment and it was 

brought out in the hearing that Captain Gates had overlooked the 

recording of this parcel. The lot could have been set up in the h a.~F 

;l.'i/Jp.-
acre .:I.et. had it been recorded before the zoning changed. It is 

noted also that the applicant cannot set this up in a 2 acre lot, since 

the septic field for the main house would interfere and it is necessary 

to retain the septic area in the ownership of Mrs. Gates. Also the 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 
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7-ctd. slight variance on the front footage is granted. The granting of 

this application would not appear to adversely affect the use of 

neighboring property_ 

I 
2-

I 

I 

I 

Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. Carried unanimously. 

DEFERRED CASES: 

L. G. MELTZER, INC., to permit erection and operation of a community 

swimming pool and bath house, 600 feet south of Route 236 and 2000 feet 

west of Ravensworth Road, Route 649, Falls Church District. (urban 

Residence Class 1) 

Mr. Hiss represented the applicant. 

After locating the property, Mr. Hiss recalled that this case had gOne 

to the Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors for a rezoning to 

apartment use and at that time he had shawn extensive plans of this 

entire development, including the community swimming pool. This is 

a private pool, he continued. The users will be confined to those 

who live in the apartments. This will not enter upon the highway. 

Access will be within the apartment development. He showed the 

location of the pool, bathhouses, play area, and wading pool. 

This was in fact, approved by the ~oard of Supervisors when they 

granted the apartment use, Mr. Lamond stated, contingent upon final 

approval by the Board of zoning Appeals. Mr. Lamond said he could 

see no objection to this project and considered that it would render 

a definite service to the apartments and there appear' to be no 

objections from the area. Seconded, Mr. Barnes. 

Carried unanimously. 

II 

Mr. Mooreland asked the Board what their stand is on the granting of 

two houses on one piece of property provided the applicant meets 

the requirements of the Ordinance, twice the area and twice the frontage 

required in the particular area. He recalled that the old Board did 

grant a number of these. 

The Board agreed that such cases would be considered, each on itsown 

merits. 



1,
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Mr. Mooreland also referred to Mrs. Hunter who had asked to divide 

her property and sell a one-half acre lot. She now wishes to divide 

the property in such a way that the sale would be .5925 acre as 

this appears to be a better division of her property. Mr. Mooreland 

asked the Board if they would approve the sale as suggested by Mrs. 

Hunter. 

Mr. Lamond moved that Mrs. Hunter be allowed to se11.5925 acre instead 

of the 1;21 acre as granted. Seconded, Mr. Barnes. Carried unanimously. 

II 

Mrs. Henderson stated that she had received more material from 

i people opposing the WpIK case. 

1, ITl 
_ he meeting adjourned. 

1 

I 

I
II 

(Katheryne Lawson, secretary) 
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February 24, 1959 

The regular meeting of the Fairfax county Board 
of Zoning Appeals was held on Tuesday, February 
24. 1959 at 10:00 a.m. in the Board Room of the 
Fairfax county Courthouse. Mr. T. Barnes was 
absent because of the death of his mother. 

The meeting opened with a prayer by Mr. Lamond. 

NEW CASES: 

ESSO STANDARD OIL CO., to permit extension of use permit for erection 

and operation of a service station with pump islands within 25 feet 

of the Street property line, on north side of Route 738, 85 feet west 

of Route 684, Dranesville District. (Rural Business) 

Mr. Ed gassen represented the applicant. This case came before the 

Board in March of 1958, requested by Mr. Jack Coopersmith. Mr. Gasson 

recal~ed to the Board, and was granted. The Esso company feels 

that development in this area is not quite sufficient to support 

a filling station, however, they do believe that before the year is 

out, they will build the station,at least during1960. 

This is a business area, Mr. Gasson pointed out, but it has developed 

in a second rate manner. A filling station such as would be put 

in by Esso, will improve the tone of the neighborhood and bring a 

better class of trade to this area. This is merely an exeene ronoe r 

the permit previously granted. 

In answer to questions as to the widening of Old Dominion Road, no 

one had received anything definite from the H~ghway Department. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the extension on this permit as requested. 

Seconded, Mrs. carpenter. Carried unanimously. 

Mr. Lamond stated that while this road will certainly be widened, 

the State apparently has no definite plans for the right of way 

and it is reasonable to give an extension since the applicant did 

not consider it appropriate to start the building during the life of 

the original permit. 

II 

Mr. Gasson questioned the reasonableness of requiring certified plats 

on filling station locations. He thought the drawings presented the 

architect should be sufficient. 

The Board disagreed, recalling the difficulties expe±iencep in the zoning 

Office with location plats drawn by architects. It was because of 

repeated inaccuracies that the Board set up the requirement for 

certified plats, Mrs. Henderson explained. 

II 

I

139/ 
II 
II 
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2- HARVEY EDGE CORP., to permit carport to remain as erected 13.7 feet 

from the side property I1ne, Lot 9, Block A, Resub. Blocks A,C, 

E,F.G,H,L,M, and N. Section 2, Mt. Zephyr. Mt. Vernon District (Sub. 

Res. Class III) 

Mr. Harvey Edge appeared before the Board stating that he had discussed 

the location of the carport with all the neighboring property owners, 

none of whom obj eet. 

Mr. Edge stated that he did not know exactly how this m~~e occurred, 

he had told the builder to make the carport 12 feet wide but he had 

measured 13 ft. instead. ~ever. it was brought out that the chimney 

is on the carport side of the house. It takes up 1 foot. No doubt the 

builder added the extra foot to clear the chimney and give the 12 ft. 

usable space to the carport. 

The cert1fied plat showed the carport on the other side of the house, 

but he wanted it on the kitchen side. 

Mr. Edge told the Board that he owns the adjoining lot (lot 8) 

and when he builds -on that lot he will make up the difference in the 

setback to give the full required distance between the houses. 

Mr. Edge said he could not resubdivide the two lots, as that would 

reduce the frontage on Lot 8 below requirements. 

Mr. Mooreland stated that there are several lots in this area which 

have less than the minimum width and other variances had been granted, 

in small amounts. 

Moving the posts in to meet the setback would not be practical. Mr. 

Edge noted, because of the chi~. 

There were no objections from the area. 

Mrs. carpenter moved that the appl~tion be granted as this is a small 

variance and it does not appear that ~his would affect adversely neighbor 

property. Seconded, Mr. Lamond. 

Mrs. Henderson voted no saying that in her opinion there was no sub

stantial difference between this situation and many others who have 

asked even a less variance, yet the Board has denied them. Motion 

carried. 

II 

3- W. B. SANTMYER, to permit erection of carport 7.5 feet of the side 

property line, Lot 12, Section 2, Ridge Manor, (812 Glenmere Road), 

Providence District. (Rural Residence Class 2) 

Mr. Lalley from Rust and Rust, asked continuance of this case, since 

~hp ~nn]icant had been unable to notify adjoining property owners. 

I 

I 

I 
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I 
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Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case until March 10. Seconded, Mrs. 

carpenter. Carried unanimously. 

II 

Since the Board was ahead of its schedule Mr. Mooreland showed a 

sketch of the changedpLamLdm HOW'ard Johnsons I at Fairfax·Ci.rcle. 

Instead of adding to the side, maintaining a 17 ft. setback, they 

now plan to add across the front, still encroaching no closer to 

fue right of way than 17 ft. 

Mr. Lamond moved that the Bard allow the addition across the front 

of the building rather than on the side and back as planned, with the 

understanding that this will not encroach closer than 17 ft. from 

the right of way line. Seconded, Mrs. carpenter. Carried unanimously. 

II 

VIRGINIA BARGAIN CITY, U.S,.A, INC., to permit erection of signs, 

(Total area 894 sq. ft.) on west side of U.S.#l Highway at intersection 

of Old Richmond H~ghway, (Hybla valley Shopping center) Lee District, 

(General Business) 

Mr. Henry Mackall represented the applicant. He called att~ion to the 

fact that the applicant had reduced the size of the sign from their 

original plans of 2728 sq. ft. to 894 sq. ft. 

This is a new method in merchandising, Mr. Mackall stated, it is a 

tremendous store, 600 ft. by 250 ft. containing fifty different 

lessees. The store is comparable to the Giant SuperMarket. If this wer 

broken down into individual stores or if the sign were figured on 

the basis of the frontage they could have 1800 sq. ft. of sign. 

He noted that a 14 inch neon lighting runs the entire 240 ft. width 

of the building. That is included in the sign computations. 

These people now have five stores operat~ng mm other locations 

under the trade name of Bargain City, U.S.A. This is to be located 

on a 72 acre Regional shopping center tract. 

Twenty acres will be paved now, that will include all the frontage on 

U.5.#1 (750 ft.) 

Mr. Mackall stated that the bUlding will be 32 ft. high. It is located 

well back from U.8.#l, approximately 700 ft. and will be placed with 

the 250 ft. side toward the highway. The drainage problem, resulting 

from such a large development will be worked out with Public Works. 

They have granted a drainage easement through the property indicated 

on the plat. 
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Mr. Mackall called attention to the elevation of the front -center of the 

building. This, he said, was not usually done on these stores. They 

are customarily entirely flat. He showed pictures of other stores.) 

This elevation has been added to give the store better visibility 

from the highway since it sets so far back. It was agreed that the 

elevation improved the building considerably. 

Mrs. Henderson asked if the plate glass windows would be filled with 

signs advertising the bargain prices. Mr. Robbins, the architect, 

answered that there are to be no paper signs to go on the windows at 

anytime. This is a beautiful bUilding, Mr. Robbins declared, and 

they want to keep it so. 

Mrs. Henderson suggested that a pylon down on the highway might be more 

effective than using so much sign area on the building. 

Mr. Mackall agreed that a pylon would be very effective. however, 

he also stated that with only the pylon and no sign on the building, 

it has been found that a building loses its identity without identifi-

cation. If they have to sacrifice we would rather it be the P1ta:on,~ 

They really think that after the first few months they won't need a 

pylon. 

The size of this sign and the building were compared with S~per Giant. 

Mrs. Henderson thought the size of the sign sta~gering. 

Mr. Lamond called attention to the size of the b~ding and the good 

design. He thought the sign tied in very well with the architectmre 

of the bUilding and did not appear gaudy nor offensive, in fact he 

considered that it had the effect of dressing up the bUilding. 

Dressing up the building is the function of the architect, Mrs. Henderson 

suggested. That is not up to the Board to do by granting signs. 

Discussion followed regarding proper identification. the possibility of 

this causing a traffic hazard, people looking for it because it is so 

far back and no identification near the highway. 

Mr. and Mrs. Francek who live on adjoining property and whos~and is 

I, zoned for buei.ness , asked to see the plats. They had no objection. 

Mrs. carpenter moved to grant the application because of the size of 

'1I the bUilding and its location and the deep sepbacx from U.S .#1. 

Mrs. carpenter said she could not tie this to the plats presented with 
1 

!i the case as she could not read the date of the plats nor who prepared 

them. 

Mr. Mackall initialed one of the plats and dated it 2/24/59. The case was I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 



 

February 24, 1959 

NEW CASES - ctd. 

4-ctd.1 granted. tied to that plat. Seconded, Mr. Lamond. 

Mrs. Henderson voted no because this sign 1s far in excess of the 

area allowed under the ordinance, in spite of the size of the 

, 

I 

I 

5-

I 

6-

I 

I 

bUilding. satisfactory identification could be given in a different 

way, either by a smaller sign or a pylon which would be equally as 

effective. It is not up to this board, Mrs. Henderson gontinued. 

to grant this because it is architecturally a part of the building 

or an architectural asset to the building. 

Mr. Lamond stated that in his opinion the sign as submitted does 

not appear to be out of line with the size of the building. He 

seconded this motion with the feeling that since the buUding is placed 

7,00 ft. from the highway the excess sign area is justifiable. 

Motion carried. 

SQCONY MOBIL OIL COMPANY, to permit erection and operation of service 

station with building 50 feet from Old Courthouse Road and pump 

islands 25 feet from Route 123, Providence District. (Rural Business) 

A letter from the applicant was read stating that they had been unable 

to notify adjoining property owners, therefore asked continuance of 

the case. 

Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case until March 10. Seconded, Mrs. 

carpenter. Carried unanimously. 

II 

EDMUNDO G. MORALES, to permit an office of a non-resident physician 

in~an apartment, Jefferson Village Apartments, (801 Monticello Drive) 

Falls Church District. {urban Class I) 

Dr. Morales told the Board that he has been carrying on his office 

practice in this apartment for 5 years. He does not live in the 

apartment. Each year he has renewed his license and did not know until 

he offered to pay for his license this year that he should have a 

permit from this Beard. They would not issue the license unless he 

has this permit. He then made application to the Board. 

Dr. Morales located the apartment saying it faces the shopping center 

and the airport. One family is living in a nearby apartment: a 

dentist is one door away and the library 1s near him. As far as 

he knows, no one objects to his being there: he has a general 

practice. 
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6-ctd. Mr. Mooreland told Dr. Morales he would have to remove the sign on 

the corner post. The doctor agreed to do that. 

Mrs. Henderson suggested this is a case which should be considered by 

the Board of Supervisors like the two office buildings in Willston 

Apartments which were used for so many businesses; they were zoned for 

business use. It was a very practical move, Mrs. Henderson noted. 

as the cpartments were being used for professional purposes, purposes 

which were needed and it did not adversely affect others in the area. 

This could be treated the same way.Dr. Morales stated that there is 

no provision for professional offices between Seven Corners and 

Fairfax Circle and as the need is here, he considered this a good 

location. 

Mr. Lamond suggested granting this for one year and 1n the meantime 
(;.{ jJ~~,'-'J ..~',,::'5 

it could be determined if the Board~would consider 

a rezoning on some of these apartments. 

Mrs. Henderson asked if the Board thought this should go to the 

Planning commission. Mr. Lamond suggested that he did not think so. 

He didn't think the Planning Commission would consider it necessary. 

This is something of a special case, Mr. Lamond declared. This 

man is serving humanity, doing a very fine job. He thought he should 

be given sonsideration before this board. Mr. Lamond moved to grant 

Dr. Morales permission to occupy this apartment with his physician I s 

office for a period of one year and in the meantime the Board should 

talk with the members of the Board of Supervisors with a view 

toward E20ning a certain group of apartments in this area for pro-

fessional use, a similar zoning to that granted in the Willston Apartments 

Mr. Yaremchuk called attention to the fact that there is no off-street 

parking for this office. 

Dr. Morales answered this by pointing out that there are far more 

cars coming and going to the library than to his place: he has 

very few corning to his offiE in cars. He did not consider that the 

parking was of any particular significance. Mrs. carpenter seconded 

the motion. Carried unanimously. 

II 

I 

I 

I 

I 
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7-ctd. BLUM'S INC., to permit erection and operation of a service station 

and to permit pump islands within 25 feet of the Street right of way 

lines, Part Lots 43 and 44, Rock Terrace Subdivision, Mason District. 

(General Business). 

Mr. C. Wynn Talbert represented the applicant. He located the 

property showing it to be next to the airport and across from the 

open air theatre. The applicant can comply with all regulations of 

I the Ordinance pertaining to this use, Mr. Talbert stated. This 

would be the only station on this side of the road from Seven Corners 

to Claremont and a great deal of traffic goes south. A great change 

is taking place in this area, Mr. Talbert declared, it is turning 

toward an industrial development. These people bought this property 

two years ago with the intention of putting in a filling station 

and a bowling alley on the rear of the property. It is conveniently 

located to serve the people in the area. 

Asked if Gorham Street is dedicated, Mr. Talbert said it is, but it 

is not used. ~bey would have to improve it. 

Mr. Yaremchuk said also that Gorham Street is dedicated but that no 

I one has constructed it. Mr. Yaremchuk stated that the Planning 

Commission would recommend that no structure be built on Route 7 

closer than 80 ft. from~e center line as it was hoped that a service 

drive could be acquired all the way along Rt. 7 to Alexandria when 

the great number of entrances become too hazardous. This recommended 

setback would include pump islands. 

Mr. Talbert was asked why this lot was cut in such a crooked manner 

across the rear. 

Mr. YQremchuk said these lots, as such. have no status. While the 

old plat was made in 1939 it was never tecorded, therefore the lots 

are not fixed with permanent boundaries. 

I It was brought out that this property is not being conveyed, these 

lines were drawn in merely for lease purposes. 

Mrs. Henderson stated that the Board had no jurisdiction to require the 

80 ft. setback even though this is a badly congested area. At least, 

Mrs. Henderson contended, the Board can refuse the variance on the I 
pump islands. She suggested to Mr. Talbert that the rear line be 

moved back and the building be located farther from the right of way. 

No one knows when the service road will become a material fact, Mr. 
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~albert declared. However, the applicattmay be willing to place the 

building back farther so that in the event the service road does go in 

no change in the building would have to be made. If the variance is 

granted on the pump island, then it could be moved back when it becomes 

necessary. 

There were no objections from the area. II 
1. 

1, 
• Mr. Lamond moved that the use permit requested by Blum's Inc. be granted 

and, that the pump islands be placed at least 35 ft. from the right 

II of way line of both Rt. 7 and Gorham St. This is granted for. a filling 

I, 
station only. I' 

I Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. 

Carried unanimously. 

II 
Ii 

DEFERRED CASES: 

I' 
THOMAS D. ALWARD, to show cause Why the permit granted to you on January 

22, 1957, to operate a repair garage, should not be revoked, on south il 

side of #244. approx. 1500 ft. east of Baileys' Crossroads, Mason 
II 

District. (General Business) 

Ii 
Mr. Sam Harrell represented the applicant, who was also present. II 

:1 
Mr. Harrell told the Board that he was sUbstituting for Mr. Gibson. 

I 

He said Mr. Alward would like for the Board to tell him just what 

he can do. He does not understand completely what the Board wants. 

I 

il 
What does not Mr. Alward understand, asked Mrs. Henderson. 

jl The Board has gone over this many times; Mr. Gibson has discussed 

the situation with the Board; also discussed with Mr. Alward, and Ii 

[ Mr. Alward has agreed to many things, but nothing has been done. 

II The Board cannot understand what Mr. Alward wants explained. He 

agreed once to an open shed. 
II 
ii He thought a shed was in the plan, Mr. Harrell answered, but what 

II type of shed and how complete or how intricate should it be? Mr. 

IAlward does not know. What size shed should it be? 

Mr. Mooreland explained that Mr. Alward had agreed to b~d a building 
I,'I 

from his present g~rage with an opening in the back. He had agreed 
il 

to have his architect draw up the plans. But a considerable 
II 
i, time has gone by and he has heard nothing from Mr. Alward. 

I 
In the Ordinance it says "no storage of wrecked vehicles. etc." 'i 

This was accepted by Mr. Alward in 1957 and agreed to, Mrs. Henderson il 

recalled, when the permit was granted. yet there are wrecked vehicles Ii 
I, 
Ii on the property. 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 
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Mr. Alward did not understand that there were to be no wrecked vehicles 

on the grounds, Mr. Harrell stated, because that is his main business. 

He said he could clean up the place, but his primary business is 

stripping cars. Mr. Alward will put up a building and house the 

wrecked vehicles which he has on the premises. Mr. Harrell continued, 

but he should know what type of building will be acceptable to Mr. 

Mooreland and the Board. 

We have nothing to do with that, Mr. Mooreland argued, jUS~ut up 

something to keep these things inside because the law does not allow 

them to be left out. 

They are thinking of a sheet metal corrugated building, like a 

hanger, unpainted, with a complete frOnt and roof of the same 

material. It would have an opening in back. He asked if that would 

be satisfactory. 

Mr. Lamond spoke of screening the place, but Mr. Mooreland said the 

Board could not require that. 

Since the type of building has been discussed, when will it be put up? 

Mrs. Henderson asked. 

Mr. Harrell answered, within the year. He agreed to start immediately. 

How much ground should the building cover, Mr. Harrell asked: he can't 

put a buil,ding over all the stuff on his property. There is too much. 

Mr. Alward said this was all brought about by no fault of his own. 

He has been operating here since 1936. The highway Department came 

through and took his building. He did not give up his building 

voluntarily. They (The Highway Dept.) were on the verge of a con-

demnation suit. He has never given up his wrecking business. If he 

could have a 6 month's deadline on this, Mr. Alward went on, and if 

he could have a corrugated building, he agreed to go ahead with it. 

Mr. Mooreland agreed to the six months, either have the wrecked 

vehicles under cover within six months, or Mr. Alward must abandon this 

use. The Board agreed to this. 

Mr. Lamond moved that Mr. Alward b e given a period of six months in 

Wlich to meet the requirements of the Ordinance, to get the bUilding up, 

a bUilding which will cover the wrecked vehicles or it is understood 

if this is not done within that time, Mr. Alward's permit for this use 

will be revoked and the wrecked vehicles must be moved off the 

property. 

I ,JO:; 

II 

!i317 • 
II 
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Not everything under cover, Mr. Alward objected, there are some cars 

that are able to run which he has outside but which he is working on. 

They are not jun~. The junk cars will be under cover, he agreed. 

Mr. Lamond made the distinction by saying, anything that is brought 

in on truck or crane must be covered. Mr. Alward agreed. 

Motion seconded, by Mrs. Carpenter. Carried unanimously. 

II 

The following letter from Mr. Schumann regarding the cases of the I 
following, was read: 

MRS. C. L. CRIM, to permit duplex dwelling to remain as erected, Lots 

25 and 27, Wellington Subdivision, (35 Northdown Road). Mt. Vernon 

district. (Rural Residence Class I) 

PAUL J. ZIRKLE, to permit two-family dwelling to remain as erected, 

Lot 3, Resub. lots 2, 3 and 4, Block 2, pimmit Park Addition to El 

Nido, corner of Hitt Avenue and Seventh Street, Dranesville District. 

(Suburban Residence Class I) 

ANNIE E. MUCH, to permit conversion of existing single family dwelling 

to two family on lot with less frontage and area than allowed by 

the ordinance, on west side of Route 712, 1/4 mile north of Route 236 I 
Mason District. (Suburban Residence'Class III) 

"February 24, 1959 

REGOMMENDATION 

TO: Fairfax County Board of zoning Appeals 

FROM: Fairfax county Planning Staff 

RE: MRS. C. L. CRIM, to permit duplex dwelling to remain 
as erected, Lots 25 & 27, Wellington Subdv., (35 Northdown Rd.) 
Mt. Vernon District. (Rural Residence Class I) 

This application has been referred to the Planning Commission 
for recommendation. 

The Planning Staff recommends that action on this application 
be deferred until April 28, 1959 in order to permit a more 
complete report than is possible this date. I 
It is further recommended that the same action be taken on 
applications for approval of two-family dwellings flIed by 
PAUL J. ZIRKLE, and ANNIE E. MUCH; which are set for hearing 
today at 12:20 and 12:40 p.m., reppective1y. 

Applicants in each case have been notified that this recommendation 
would be made. I 

(S) H. F. Schumann, Jr. 
Deputy Director of Planning 
and Zoning Administrator" 

Mrs. Carpenter moved "that these three cases be deferred until April 28, 

for recommendation from the Planning Commission. Seconded, Mr. Lamond. 

Carried unanimously. 
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Mr. Lamond read a letter from Mr. Mumford asking for rehearing of 

his case because of new evidence. 

Mr. Lamond stated that Mr. Mumford went Iback to the Water company 

regarding the purchase of ground from them and was told that they 

will sell him a strip 4 ft. wide which will wipe out his side setback 

violation. Simee it will take more than the 30 days allowed him 

in which to remove his carport to complete this transaction with the 

water company he would like the Board to extend the 30 days. 

The Board agreed that it was not necessary to mold another hearing 

on this, but that Mr. Mumford be given a reasonable time to complete 

his negotiations, but that he notify Mr. Mooreland's office as 

soon as this has been established and the violation thereby wiped out. 

II 

Mr. Mooreland asked the Board if they would be inclined to grant a 

variance on the lot next door to the Casa Blanca case, as to frontage 

on Rt. 649. ~bey have 3.1 ft. less than required. It is a corner 

lot requiring 105 ft. on each street. They cannot resubdivide and 

corne up to requirements. The case would necessarily come before 

this Board through the regular channels. This variance is required 

before the plat can be passed by Subdivision Control. 

The Board agreed to handle the case on its merits when presented. 

II 

Mrs. Henderson told the Board that it had corne to her attention that 

contractors were operating out of certain homes in Lake Barcroft, 

using the home, not as a place to park trucks nor store material, 

but as the address and telephone number of the contracting business. 

She asked, to what extent can a business operate on such a basis? 

Mr. Mooreland answered this by stating that a man can have his business 

telephone and address in his horne, but he cannot store materials 

in his horne or have trucks corning and g01ng. However,a small 

operator could have his truck in his yard if he uses it to go back and 

forth to his business. But he can have no sign display nor advertising 

of any kind, nor can he have other employees corning to his home to 

pick up trucks to use in the business. 

II 

The meeting adjourned. 

Mrs. L. J. ~derson, Jr. 
Chairman 



 

March 10, 1959 

The regular meeting of the Fairfax county 
Board of Zoning Appeals was held on Tuesday, 
March 10. 1959 at 10:00 a.m. in the Board 
Room of the Fairfax county Courthouse 
with two members present, Mr. Slater Lamond 
and Mr. George T. BarneS. 

Not having a quorum, the meeting adjourned without have been officially I 
convened. It was agreed that the same agenda would be cons~red on 

March 17, 1959, all scheduled times remaining the same. 

I 

I 

I 

I 



 

March 17, 1959 
II 
1 The regular meeting of the Fairfax County 

Board of Zoning Appeals was held Tuesday, 
March 17, 1959 at 10:00 a.m. in the Board 
Room of the County Courthouse. All mem
bers were present; MrS. M.K. Henderson, II 
Chairman. presiding. 

III 

I 
The Chairman welcomed the newly appointed member, Mr. Daniel Smith. who 

was present for his first meeting. 

The meeting was opened with a prayer by Mr. Lamond. 

NEW CASES: 

I I. and HILDA KATZ, to permit erection of an office building on property 1-

I 

line of Elm Street and 13 feet from Electric Avenue, Lot 6 and part of 

Lot 5, Block 4, Ingleside, Dranesville District. (General Business) 

Mr. Jack Smoot represented the applicant. This property is located in 

the center of McLean, Mr. Smoot pointed out. There is presently a 

DGS store and a storage garage operating on the property. 80th 

businesses are in a non-conforming location. Mr. Smoot pointed 

out that if the applicant meets the existing setbacks on this property 

for the proposed new construction he would be left with a triangular 

shaped piece of ground containing 95 square feet. (10' x 19' x 21') 

Mr. Smoot presented a plat showing the location of the existing buil-

dings, pictures of the structures and showed an aerial photograph of 

the area, all indicating the need for removal of the old buildings 

and for setback variances in order to use the property. The old 

buildings would be removed and a new bUilding would be erected in 

accordance with whatever setbacks the Board would grant. The setback 

from Elm Street (which has a 30 ft. right of way) would be 60 ft. Old 

D~ini6ri~Drive has a questionable width, Mr. Smoot continued. When 

Ingleside plat was recorded the Old Dominion Railroad ran through 

McLean. When the railroad was abandoned there were actually two 

streets dedicated--Old Dominion Drive and Electric Avenue. The right 

of way was used for Old Dominion Drive and it is not known nOW what the 

I 'I 
status is of Electric Avenue. It apparently has a 30 ft. width but 

1,1 

it would appear that it has never been dedicated or accepted by the State'; 

and it is not used as a street. Both Mr. Katz and the State claim 
'I 

ownership of Electric Avenue. Mr. Katz is using it now for parking 
1 

I purposes. 

The building which Mr. Katz proposes to erect will be a financial 

asset to the County and will be a distinct improvement to the center 

of McLean. One good substantial building in this area will encourage 

others to develop on a similar scale. McLean is now becoming a city, 

Smoot continued, in view of the large scale development on the CIA 

YO:} 



 

 

Ii 
I-Ctd.11 property and its nearness to commuting points. They would provide 21 

parking spaces Mr. Smoot said when the question of adequate parking was 

raised. 

Based on parking in Arlington, on corner lots where they do n~ 

provide off-street parking, this should be satisfactory, Mr. Smoot 

suggested. If Electric Avenue is determined to be in Mr. Katz' owner-

ship, off-street parking could be provided. 

Mr. Smoot indicated that property owners across the street favor this 

improvement. 'rhey want to see some good development started, and it 

is impossible to put up a building which will be adequate and still 

meet the setbacks. If the Board thinks the building should be smaller, 

in order to observe wider setbacks, the applicant is willing to make 

any change which is economically possible. 

Granting this appltcation would serve three purposes, Mr. Smoot pointed 

out. It will get rid of the existing structures; it will increase 

land values in the area and increase tax revenue and it would set 

the pattern for good development. 

Mr. Lee Charters stated that he has listed for sale a considerable 

amount of property near and around this tract and the Katz property 

has made it difficult for him to sell land, it is so dtlapidated. 

A good building on this property would improve other sales in the 

area and encourage other good development. 

Mrs.Leventhal, representing the Greater McLean Citizens Association 

Planning Committee, reviewed a letter from the Greater McLean 

Planning Committee, by Mr. Eugene Worman, in which she stated: 

"The Association is opposed to the granting of this case because 

of the following reasons: It is obvious that Route 123 will be 

widened; therefore, the construction of buildings which will be 

affected by this widening is impractical~ expensive and unrealistic. 

This is a heavily traveled crossroads; it is not known yet just what 

will be done with the intersecting streets, but right of way must 

be available beyond the present two lanes which will not be able to 

carry the traffic resulting from the intersection of two major highways. 

The Association urges that no permanent building be located in the way 

of the the possible redesign of this intersection." 

Mrs. Leventhal quoted the last paragraph of Mr. Worman'S letter: 

" ... that no exemption regarding setbacks be granted for any new con-

struction tending to limit widths of Route 123 and Old Dominion Drive; 

no new building in central McLean be permitted that does not provide 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 
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.; off-street parking; all new construction applications nar the McLean 

stoplight be deferred pending study by the Planning Staff of future street 

width and intersection requirements for the downtown section; future 

building applications be required to conform to these needs; and that 

the Planning Staff meet with the Greater McLean Citizens Association 

Planning Committee to discuss the basic problems related to a planned 

shopping center and adequate access facilities." 

Mrs. Henderson called attention to another letter from the same Associationi 

signed by Mr. John C. Bradley, setting forth many of the same objections. 

!
II Mr. Yaremchuk, from the Planning Staff, reported that under the proposed 
ii 
'I
'I Pomeroy Ordinance a five-story office building would require 145 parking 

II spaces, one parking space for each 200 sq. ft. of floor area. 
,I 

These old bUildings have been on this property since 1900 Mr. Smoot 

told the Board and they should come down. If no variances are allowed 

on this structure, it cannot be built and the result is to retard 

progress. Growth of a community meanS change and expansion. If 

variances are not granted it is virtually confiscation of a man's 

property. In the concentrated areas land values are too high to set 

aside large areas for parking purposes. That has not been done in 

many other places and it has worked out satisfactorily. As concentration 

develops the need for greater parking areas becomes less rather than 

more. 

Mr. Lamond asked what size building is contemplated. A building that 

would come within the setbacks requested, Mr. Smoot answered, but they 

would reduce the size of the bUilding if less setback is granted. 

Also the size of the bUilding would depend upon the lending agency. 

Mr. Barnes asked if only 21 parking spaces would have an effect upon 

getting a loan. Mr. Smoot answered that that would be a consideration. 

Mrs. Henderson also noted that the parking the applicant is prOViding 

is on land he does not own--Electric Avenue. 

That is a question of law, Mr. Smoot answered. Mr. Katz contends that 

he does own Electric Avenue, however, he has never paid taxes on it. 

The ownership will necessarily be settled in Court, between Mr. Katz 

and the State. 

Mrs. carpenter questioned the height of the building quoting from the 

Ordinance, which says "not higher than 40 ft." or three stories. 
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NEW CASES 

l-Ctd. This presents a pDoblem, Mr. Lamond suggested, that should be considered 

by the Planning Staff; it is basicly a planning question--what should 

be done with a corner situated like this? To grant these variances would 

be going overboard,Mr. Lamond contended, yet it is valuable property 

and what Mr. Smoot has said is good, but if a building on this property 

would not serve the community, if it would obstruct highway construction, 

it might be well to get the Commission's thinking on how this intersection 

should be treated. 

Mr. Barnes moved that this case be referred to the Planning Staff for a 

recommendation as to just how this intersection might be treated and 

recommendation as to what development could go in here. 

Mr. Smoot recalled that his father had often said that Rt. 123 was 

proposed to be relocated about once a year. Now it is proposed to be 

relocated many times during the year and some kind of relocation has 

been talked for ten years. It is entirely unrealistic to deny a permit 

on the grounds of relocation of a road which is only contemplated, Mr. 

Smoot argued, a known permanent relocation is a reasonable cause for 

denial but on a road that is relocated every few months, denial is 

confiscation. The parking here is tight, but it is feasible. 

Mrs. Henderson said she would like to have the status of Electric Avenue 

cleared up. 

Mr. Lamond moved to refer this case to the Planning Commission for 

study and report back to the Board of zoning Appeals recommendation on 

feasible development at this intersection. It was deferred for 30 days, 

until April 28. Seconded Mr. Barnes. Motion carried. All voted for 

the motion except Mrs. Henderson who voted no because she believed the 

case should be denied at this time. 

II 

MCLEAN LITTLE LEAGUE, INC., to permit erection and operation of a Little 

League baseball park with refreshment stand, property at S.W. corner 

of Westmoreland st. and pimmit Run, Dranes~ille District. (Rural Residence 

class 2) 

2-

Mr. James Whitock represented the applicant as Chairman of the McLean 

Little League. 

He explained that this is a non-stock non-profit membership association 

whose officers are elected by the membership. It is affiliated with 

the National Little League Association. 

Mr. Whitock located the 7.5 acre tract, calling attention to the fact 

that it is ioined on the south by the Kent Gardens Recreation Club. 

I 

I 

I 
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They are prepared to pay $1,000 will cost the Association $15,000. 

I This money will be raised by family members and 

2-ctd.1 This 

down and $1000 a year. 

those interested. They also expect to derive revenue from the refreshment 

I stand. 

This ground lies in the flood plain area, which has been designated by 

I 

the county as not feasible for home development, but as being potential 

recreation area. No development or obstruction would take place which 

would in any way impede the flow of water nor would it create a haBard 

because of the flood plain. This project has been discussed with the 

public Works Department who have stated that the layout presented to 

them is generallY approved. The high water mark begins about 100 ft. 

from the south line of this property. They propose to put backstops 

along all the high ground. The bleachers will be on high ground. In 

the outfield they will install outfield fences made up of snow fences, 

set up in such a way as not to impede the flow of high water. These 

fences will be anchored but will not obstruct. captain Porter considered 

their plans carefully and thought it a good use of flood plain area. 

This is included in the land designated by the County for recreation 

I 

I 

I 

purposes. such a project would be a great improvement to this tract, 

Mr. Whitock continued, as it has been used as a trash dumping ground. 

There will be nO filling, only grading to make the ground usable. The 

maximum grade will be 1% which will affect the south 2/3 of their 

property. The balance will be leveled off to drain well and will be 

planted in grass. 

The diamonds will be set 50 ft. from property lines; the bleachers 40 

ft. or more from lines. They will prov~de parking for 100 cars. 

Mr. Whitock pointed out that the parking may not be in exactly the 

spot shown on their plat; this land may be too spongy, however, the 

location has been ok'd by engineers. 

They plan three major diamonds and two practice diamonds. 

They expect that from 150 to 160 children will use this project. The 

spectators will be mostly parents of the children who participate. 

Both the children and parents come in car poolS, therefore they believe 

the parking facilities will be adequate. The entrance to the parking 

lot will be just about opposite Somerville st. It is proposed that a 

tmee ..-s czeen of one or two rCMS of Maples be planted along westmoreland 

Street to protect the homes in that area. 
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z-cea, To the south is the swimming pool and to the west is planned a school. 

This whole section is set up for public use, Mr. Wh~tock said and the 

Little League will fit into the picture. These Little League grounds 

are under strict regulations as to development and maintenance. 

When this area is not in use by the Little League it will not be 

fenced. It will be available to other children in the area. Little 

Leaguers will use the grounds from 6:00 p.m. to dusk. The refreshment 

stand will be open only during the play hours. That installation too 

will be on high ground. They will sell only candy and soft drinks and 

like products. If any food is sold, it will be packaged. 

The Little League is now serving 500 boys. They are using the grounds 

of a church and school, both of which will not be available in a very"~ 

short while. Since the County cannot furnish recreational facilities. 

these people have taken this project on and will finance and direct 

it w~thout the expense or responsibility to the County. 

About 13 were present favoring this project. 

Mr. Harry Gaghan representing property owners across the street from 

this tract spoke to the Board stating that technically they are 

not opposed to this, in fact they endorse it, but they had recorn-

mendations which they wished to present for the Board's consiEration. 

"March 6, 1959 

Board of Zoning AppealS 
Fairfax Court Roue 
Fairfax, Virginia 

Dear Sirs: 

Realizing the need for recreational facilities in our area, we the 
undersigned property owners, Whose property adjmins the propOSed 
location of the Chesterb~ook-McLean Little League Ball Park, 
would like to go on record as endorsing the idea of this recre
ational area. We are making the following suggestions in order 
to insure the safety of the children of the area and to protect 
the welfare of the area property owners. 

1. To limit the number of playing fields to three in order to 
insure adequate off street parking. 
A. There are occasions at a nearby Little League Ball Field 

where up to 100 ca~s are parked for a single game. 

2. To allow ball games to be plaped only on those days on which 
the proposed areas for parking will support cars. 
A. We believe the proposed parking area or alternate areas 

will not support cars, this would require cars to park on 
both sides of Westmoreland Street as well as the adjacent 
side streets. This would reduce the width of Westmoreland 
street to less than a two-l:ane,'.street. Children crossing 
Westmoreland Street to go to the ball fields or the adjacent 
swimming pool would cross from behind parked cars. considering 
the downhill situation on one side of the crossing area, and 
the bridge,on the other, we feel this would create a dangerous 
traffic hazard which could lead to trat'ic con.'quences." 

yo g
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"8. To insure the provision of adequate parking it is suggested 
that the ball field which is located nearest Westmoreland 
Street be used as a parking area until the proposed parking 
area can be drained and stabilized enough to hold the weight 
of 100 or more cars. 

3. To limit the size of the sign Sowing park location to a reasonable 
size and design and to prohibit commercial advertising on this 
sign. 
A. At one of the nearby Little League Ball Fields, the sign 

used to show the location was large and ornate and advertised 
Coca-Cola. 

4. In order to protect the adjacent property owners and area 
residents from an unsightly condition, it is suggested that 
an adequate screen of trees be provided fronting on Westmoreland 
Street in front of the parking area and ball fields. 
A. Due to the probability that it would take a number of years 

to get this area into an attractive condition, it is felt 
that the screen should be effective ~ediately. 

B. We believe an effective screen can be made by putting cedar 
trees (which are available locally at no cost) in the front 
facing Westmoreland Street. These trees should be put on 
10 ft. centers and be 6 ft. high or more. Directly behind 
this row of cedars and staggered on the same 10 ft. centers 
should be a rOW of LombardY poplars, these trees to be of 
a reasonable he*ght. TreeS should be located so they will 
not interfere with the prospective widening of Westmoreland 
Street. We believe this double row of trees would help to 
hide the area and would in the future help in stopping sane 
of the dust which will inevitably be blown across the 
adjacent areas (the prevailing winds blow directly from this 
ball park across westmoreland st.) 

5. Adequate precautions should be taken to protect the owners 
of property on Westmoreland street, Somerville Drive and Kirkley 
Avenue from having raw earth deposited on their property 
during the period of times between the removal of the present 
ground cover and before the gnass seed which will be planted 
has the necessary root growth in order to hold the soil down. 
A. During the past five years there have been at least five 

floods which swept over the proposed location of the ball park 
and from there over the property which is east of Westmore
land Street, on the same level or near the same level as the 
proposed ball park site. If a flood should occur during 
the period in which the earth was not tied down it could 
deposit this soil on our property. 

We wish to thank the Board for their consideration of the above 
suggestions. " 

This statement was signed by eight property owners. 

Because of the lack of money to complete the entire project, Mr. Gaghan 

could foresee sc'aping off the ground, leaving it for a time, and a 

flash flood creating a flow of mud into the homes across Westmoreland St. 

Mrs. carpenter asked if the recreation swimming club could share some of 

their parking. The anSwer was no, they barelylhave enough for their 

members. At least at certain times durin9 the year (2 or 3 times) they 

overflow. H~ever, Mr. Lamond thought those few occasions could be 

worked out. 

Mr. James Miller, of 4111 Westmoreland St., objected to the parking 

access which does not have designated entrances. Access would be all 

the roadway which is dangerous. He also thought these people do not 

have the means to develop this.project completely. He thought a start 

which might fail would result in a blight on this area. 



 

 

 

••....... \'Ou ~/. -I.;1J:7 

II NEW CASES 

2-Ctd. Mr. walter Hill, president of the Kent Gardens Citizens Association 

II if10 read a letter from that group: 

11 
"March 9, 1959 

I' 
Board of Zoning Appeals I 

Fairfax Court House I II Fairfax. Virginia 
Ii 
,I 

Gentlemen: 

At its meeting of March 2, 1959 the following resolutiDn was II 
unanimously passed by the Association; 

Ii 

The Kent Gardens Citizens Association requests that the use I 
permit be issued to the petitioner only if adequate off :1 
street parking is provided for persons attending games, 
and only if there is planted an adequate screen, fronting 
on Westmoreland St., consisting of evergreens backed I: 

by red maples or Lombardy poplars. ,I 

In passing this resolution, the Association wishes to convey II 
no impression of ill will towarld those who are devoting their 
efforts toward management of the Little League. To the I' 
contrary, we deeply appreciate the most valuable service II 
that they are rendering to the community. The resolution 
was adopted only for the purpose of providing the minimum Ii 
of protection for our members and general public from 
possible dangerous and unpleasant consequences of the Little II 

League activity. 

II 
We are fearful lest soggy conditions would make parking of 

II cars impossible within the confines of the tract of land for 
which a permit is being sought, and would consequently force I

,I 

I the parking of automobiles on Westmoreland st. Westmoreland 
st. is not sufficiently wide to permit both parking and the 

II flow of traffic. Parking on the street would create a one-lane 
situation. Even worse, on-street parking would force children Ii 
going to and from games and the adjacent existing SWimming I' 
pool to walk from between parked cars into the traffic lane. 
Without provision of a gua~anteed adequate off-street parking 

I
II 

facility during every game and practice session, occurrence of 
tragedy will be invited. 

The playing of baseball games--sometimes three games simul
taneously--will undoubtedly create a great deal of noise. 

II Furthermore, the facility (at least during the first years) 
will not present an appearance which will enhance a residential 
area. We are requesting an adequate screen (evergrees 

Ii backed by maples or Lombardy poplars) so that this noise will 
be diminished and uns~ghtly conditions will be avoided. I 
In summary, the Association feels that it is requesting very 

II little in the way of concessions by the Little League to 
maintain the safety of the general community and to provide 
to the nearby residences some small protection from possible il I unpleasant conditions. We believe that the requests of the 
neighbors of the proposed facility have been most reasonable Ii 
and that if they are granted, this praiseworthy actiVity 
and the community will exist together in harmony. 

II (s) Walter B. Hill, President" 
,I 

Mr. G. A. Greenwood, President of Kent Gardens SWimming Pool Club 

I: 
read the following statement: (quoted on next page) I 
Mr. Greenwood thought the 10 foot walk way on the south side of the 

Little League property which comes out to Westmoreland St. in the 

middle of the block was a h.zard. 
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2-Ctd. "March 10. 1959 

The Kent Gardens Recreation Club, Inc., a non-profit corporation 
with a $75.000 capital investment, owns and occupies 4.6 acres 
adjacent to the southerly side of the property under consideration 
for special exception to the present zoning. The Corporation, 

I which provides recreational swimming to sorne 1500 citizens 
in the area requests the Board of Zoning Appeals to reject 
use of the property, commonly known as the General Tulley 
property, as a Little League Ball Park with refreshment stand 
until such time as: 

1. A chain link type fence approximately six feet high and topped 

I 
with three strands of barbed wire is erected along the entire 

southerlY side of said property. 
2. Adequate off-street parking is developed with a base capable 

of supporting cars under all types of weather conditions when 
the ball ground facilities will be used. 

3. All parking is banned on both sides of westmoreland st. from 
Poole Lane to the narrow one-way Pimmit Run bridge. 

The Corporation considers the erection of a refreshment stand 
adjacent to its property would be the creation of an attractive 
nuisance, which, because of the steep slope of the Corporation's 
property in this area, would endanger the safety and well-being 
of the corporation's members and others passing back and forth 
between the stand and the swimming facilities. 

Failure to make all-weather off-street parking facilities a 
prerequisite would result in highly undesirable on-street 
parking in a developed recreational area primarily utilized by 
children. It would also create the unauthorized and conflicting 

i use of the corporation's parking area by those participating 
I' in Little League activities. 

I 
(S) G. A. Greenwood, President of Kent Gardens 

il Recreation Club, Inc." 
'I 
'I!Mrs. Nicholson, mother of one of the Little Leaguers, commended the 

'I effort to have this recreation area saying it is vitally needed in 

II view of the high delinquency among children. She thought the need 
!, 

I to keep these children occupied was far more important than the kind of 

II trees being planted, or other small objections. 

I,
'lIn rebuttal, Mr. Wh~tock stated that he realized that those present were 

i rot really objecting to the project and he thought some of their sug-

ilIigestions good. Regarding Lombardy poplars, Captain Porter had stated 

II that they do not have a root system which is good for holding the ground. 

!Ircedars, Captain Porter said,would create a material obstruction to 

I I flood waters and would create siltation in the area, they would collect 

II
I trash and make a dam. In case of a big flood they might fall and would 

I actually be more hazard than benefit. It was Captain Porter's suggestion 

that maples be used. 

'~ey agreed that there should be no parking on westmoreland St. and they 

have no intention of infringing on the swimming club's parking facilities. 

Their parking facilities are limited. They would favor a restriction 
~<;'<J,r.'0L~ 

in the motion against parking on westmoreland St. and ag ~~8E off-street 

parking at all times. It is expected, Mr. Whitock continued, that mapy 

children will walk or ride bikes and will use the walkway. 

I 
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2-Ctd. Mr. Whitock minimized the hazard of the entrance saying the hill to the ![ 

I, 
east is not close and the view from the entrances is clear at least 100 

yards in either direction. illf/~ 
This land is naturally soggy but they will grade it in such a way that I I 
it will be impxrovel;l both;'from the standpoint of drainage and looks. 

:1 

I Mrs. carpenter moved that a permit be granted to the McLean Little 
I' 

Leage, INc. to operate a baseball park with refreshment stand, granted 
'I 

as shown on the plat presented with the case with the provision that I: I 
no parking will take place on Westmoreland St. and that an adequate il 
screening of trees be placed along westmoreland St. such 

screening being in accordance with Public works Department's approval. 

This is granted as it does not appear that it would adversely affect 

I',I 

II 

neighboring property. il 

Seconded, Mr. Lamond. Motion carried. 

II I GARFIELD SHEPPARD. to permit erection of dwelling 39 ft. from Beechwood I' 3-

'I Drive, Lots 127 and 128. Fairhill on the Boulevard, Providence District. 
1 

(Rural Residence Class 2). 

Mr. Ed Gasson represented the applicant. This is a long narrow lot, he I 
explained, with frontage on both Cedar Lane and Beechwood Drive. (This 

property was originally platted as two 25 ft. lots) Mr. Gasson discussed 

the case as follows: If they observe the required 50 ft. setback from 

both streets it would cramp the badk yard. They wish to erect a $28,500 

house. 

Many other houses in the neighborhood are in violation of the 

setbacks. The two immediately adjoining are located 39 ft. from the I 
street right of way; they are therefore asking to be in line with those 

II 
houses. Another house in the immediate neighborhood sets 46 ft. from 

il the right of way; also in violation. This setback would be in keeping 

Ii with neighborhood setbacks and the variance would allow for a well I 
proportioned house, set practically in the middle of the yard. It w~ll 

, 
'I 

create no hazardous sight distance at the corner. I, 

They do not wish to reduce the size of the back yard because of the nearn~ss 
to the neighbors bedroom and because FHA prefers a large back yard. I 

Ii 
ACCording to the plat, Mrs. Henderson pointed out that the applicant 

I 
could observe the setback. She asked what Mr. Gasson considered the 

hardship. Because the house is designed in such a manner and located 

on the lot in such a way that it will not meet the setbacks is not 

justification to grant a variance, Mrs. Henderson observed. 
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This is a rural area. They wish to preserve the rural appearance and 

keep as much distance between the houses as possible and especially 

to have a large back yard, were Mr. Gasson's reasons for the variance. 

This being a corner lot with only a 100 ft. frontage on Cedar Lane (the 

present subdivision ordinance requires 125 ft. frontage on corner lots) 

it is not possible to build a house of this size proposed and meet 

setbacks. 

There were no objections from the area. 

Mr. Burkholder, who lives in the area had no objections. He favored 

granting the variance. 

Mrs. Henderson noted that since this is an old sumdwvision, according 

to the Ordinance the applicant does not need a variance and as stated 

on page 87 in the ordinance, he can line up with other houses in his 

block. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the 39 ft. setback from Beechwood Drive as this 

setback ties in with other setbacks in the area - 39 ft. and 46 ft. 

on houses in the same block. This is granted because it is in keeping 

with the nei9hborhood and does not appear to adversely affect other 

p~operty. Seconded. Mr. Barnes. 

For the motion: Mr. Lamond, Mr. Barnes. Mr. Smith and Mrs. Henderson 

Mrs. carpenter voted no. Mrs. Henderson stated that she voted yes 

because of Section 6-11-7 (page 87) of the ordinance which would make 

an affirmative vote entirely reasonable. Motion carried. 

II 

SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY, to permit erection and operation of a 210 ft. 

microwave tower. property between Route 652 and right of way of Railroad 

approx. 600 ft. west Route 638. Falls Church District. (Agricultural 

Class I). 

GEORGIA INDUSTRIAL REALTY COMPANY and/or SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. to 

permit erection and operation of a 120 ft. microwave tower. property 

on east side of Route 123 and north side of Southern Railway tracks, 

Centreville District. (Agricultural Class I) 

These two cases were requesting substantially the same thing, but the 

Board agreed to handle them by separate motions since conditions 

surrounding both cases may have varying circumstances. 

The cases were referred to as the "Burke site" and the "Fairfax Station 

site". It was noted that the southern Railroad owns the site at 

Burke and they have an option on the Fairfax Station site. 

II 

il 
I. 

Vf/ 3 
II 
:1 
II 
II 
Ii 



 

 

4 & 5 

CASES 

Mr. Marsh called Mr. James Sterling, from Souhhern Railroad and 

asked a series of routine questions which brought out the following 

information: That the Railroad company has been working for many months 

toward the establishment of a microwave radio system which would improve 

their communications program. 

The installation at Burke would consist of a steel tower 210 ft. high, 

and a small one story metal building at the tower base to house 

electronic equ~pment. This will be operated and maintained under the 

jurisdiction of the FCC to insure against interference with reception 

of radio or television transmissions or broadcasts. It operates 

above the public broadcast bands. This s~em 1s in operation in Georgia, 

and Florida where they have had no complaints regarding reception. 

This installation is part of a project ranging from WaShington to 

Atlanta, Georgia. 

Mr. Sterling showed pictures of the type station planned to be erected 

at Burke, a 34 ft. base, tapering toward the top. 

Mr. Sterling read a description of the tower which is on file in the 

records of this ceee, 

Mr. Marsh located adjoining property owners whom they had advised of 

this hearing and none objected. 

They have made extensive studies of the topography along the route and 

have found this to be the most feasible location from which to operate 

engineering-wise; this site is owned by the Railroad. 

Mr. Bankherd, field engineer in charge of the layout of this system, 

explained that this site is the ideal spot for the tower. The 

system originates in Alexandria, he stated. locating the tower on this 

particular site at Burke will overreach a hill which would interfere 

with normal operation. The mileage range is determined by area 

you wish to serve and the terrain intervening. 

They considered having only the one tower farther south but Federal 

Aviation Agency required the intervening tower in order to get over 

the hill, referred to above. This is like a seaachlight beam, Mr. 

Bankherd explained. it must have clearance over obstructions. The 

si te must be within a 3 mile area of the tracks, but in this case 

they are governed in the location by topa. This is an improvement 

which all railroads are using more and more, Mr. Bankherd continued. 

It facilit&.es efficiency and safety. 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 
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NEW CASES 

Mr. Bankherd showed a chart indicating the hill which they wish to I 4 & 5-Ctd'l 

II _ overreach and the location of the tower. They also wish to be on as 

I, high ground as possible because of economy in construction. The higher '116 II 

I 
rl 

ground they are on, the less will be construction costs. 
I' 
,I II Mrs. Henderson asked what the installation would do that the railroad 

il does not nOW have. 

It is a matter of facilitating communications in storms or disasters 

I 
'" 

,I 

'i when normal communications are out. This does not require poles and 

,I 
wires which are expendable in time of storm. This would insure 

,I direct and quick communications with trains and communications between 

engineers and conductors and the dispatchers. These stations should 

il 
, not be more than 30 miles apart and not more than 3 miles from the 

tracks; it is a greatly needed facility in winter storms and for 

emergency situations and has proved to be an effective safeguard to 

the traveling public. il 

No opposition was present. Before making a motion on this, Mr. 

II Lamond suggested that the Board hear the Fairfax Station case. 

,I Mr. Marsh pointed out that this was a little different type seation. 

I II Mr. Sterling read a statement descriptive of the tower, which statement 

'I is recorded in the files of this case. Mr. Marsh located the property. " 
The company has an option on this site, 2.96 acres. This is a good II 

sized tract~ the tower would be located in the center of the property 

where it would not be offensive to home owners. 

This 120 ft. tower will be triangular in shape, each of the three 

sides measuring approximately 3 ft. at the base. The tcw er would 

rest on a concrete foundation. Both towers will be lighted to conform 

to FAA and FCC requirements. The tower will be adequately constructed 

It will set back 173 ft. from Route 123. to withstand wind pressurQ~ 

The building structure will be fenced. 

I Mr. John Hamill spoke, representing the Ox Hill Citizens Association. 

The Association have questioned why the tower is proposed on the 

highway and not on property owned by the Railroad at Fairfax Station, 

Mr. Hammill stated, where there is business and industrial zoning. 

I It is assumed that they want this ground because of the elevation. 

But it would appear that they could locate on their own property and 

a higher tower to overreach the high ground. Mr. Hamill alsO noted 

that the Company owns property at S~~ which would be usable. 



 

I 

I 

I 

:, 

:i NEW CASES 
" 

4 & S-C1 .Mr. Marsh read a letter from Mr. Hamill to the Southern Railroad in 

" which he indicated he did not object to this site. Mr. Hamill said 

he had changed his mind upon further investigation. He had discovered 'I 
I: 

that the tower would be visible from his back yard and would be 

detrimental to his property. 

People in the Citizens Association and those who live in the area are 

unanimously opposed to this location; they believe it will impede 

and degrade future development, Mr. Hamill stated. 

Considerable discussion followed which concerned the need for both the 

Burke and Fairfax Station towers, the necessity for the towers and the 

desire on the part of the Company to locate on high ground because of 

economy in construction, the unreasonableness of using a 3 acre tract 

when a small lot would be sufficient. 

It was pointed out that the railroad owns land in sufficient quantity 

along the tracks where they could place this tower, land which is 

zoned either for commercial or industrial uses. However, it is low 

and would require a higher tower. 

Sideburn is lower than Fairfax Station and therefore not as desirable. 

The property at Fairfax Station is 60 ft. lower than the site selected. I 
Mr. Hamill said it would be far less objectionable to the Association 

to locate on the company's property at Fairfax Station. 

Mr. Marsh stated that it wou~d cost the company approximately $12,500 

more to locate at Fairfax Station. 

That, the Board agreed, was not a case in point. 

It was stated that no opposition had been expressed to the Burke site 

as that is Southern Railroad's own property, the ground is wooded and 

most of the tower would be shielded. 

Mr. Lamond moved that the application of the Southern Railroad company 

to permit erection and operation of a 210 ft. microwave tower on property 

between Route 652 and the railroad right of way be approved and that a I 
buffer of trees remain to protect the adjoining property owners. This 

is granted as per plat presented with the case numbered 3-2135, 

dated 2-26-59 - such plat showing the location of this site with relation 

to Burke. 

Mr. Sterling called attention to the fact that this is not a heavily 

wooded area but that the company would leave as many trees as possible 

to create the buffer. The Board agreed with this. Seconded, Mr. Barnes. 

Carried unanimously. 

I 



 

 

 

NEW CASES 

4 & 5-Ctd. I Mr. Lamond moved that the application as proposed by the Southern Railway 

I 
company for permit to erect and operate a 120 ft. microwave tower on lyr7 

II 
the east side of Route 123 and on the north side of the Southern Railway 

tracks near Fairfax Station be denied but that a location generally ~ 

II 

I 

I 

I 

west on property near the railroad station on the company's own land 

I
I 

be designated as the site fOr this tmwer and that such site be approved 

by the Board of Zoning Appeals for erection and operation of 

the microwave tower applied for in this application. It is noted that I 
this approved site is apprOXimately 1200 ft. westerly from the site I 
proposed in this application. It is estimated that the height of the 

tower on this site will necessarily be approximately 180 ft. Seconded, I 
Mr. Barnes, Carried unanimously. I 

6- JACK COOPERSMITH, to permit erection and operation of a service station 

and to permit pump islands within 25 feet of the Road right of way 

11ne, property on east side of Route 123, directly opposite intersection 

of Route 610 and 641 at Butts Corner, Lee District. (Rural Business) 

Mr. John K. Fisher represented Mr. Jack coopersmith and also represented 

Socony Mobil Oil company who has an application before the Board~ later 

this afternoon, and stated that Mr. Coppersmith is simply requesting 

that this parcel o;v{and be zoned for business for filling station use. 

MrS. Henderson read a letter from the Ox Road Civic Association 

unanimously in favor of the construction of this filling station. 

Johnny Yaremchuk of the Planning Office questioned the sight distance as 

this is around a curve where entrance comes out. He said they should 

have a minimum of 600 ft. sight distance in both directions, which 

Mr. Coopersmith does not have. Mr. Mooreland said he did not think this 

Board was in a position to take a person's right b~ use his property 

and say that he must have 600 ft. sight distance. Mr. Fisher said it 

waS Mr. Coopersmith's endeavor to give every consideration to developing 

this location in such a manner that it creates the least amount of 

traffic hazard and the greatest amount of visibility. He said he is 

sure that Mr. Coopersmith has taken into consideration grading, etc. and 

that the Highway Department will necessarily look into this thoroughly 

before approving it. He pointed out that there is no development here 

at all at present. 

Mr. Barnes moved that Mr. Coopersmith be granted an application to erect 

and operate a service station and to permit pump islands within 25 ft. 



 

 

il 
NEW CASES II 

of the road right-of-way on the east side of Rt. 123 directly opposite I 
intersection of Rts. 610 and 641 at Butts Corner granted according to Platl 

dated January 26, 1959, made by Springfield Surveys. Seconded by Mr. Sffitt1' 
John .Yaremchuk from Planning said there would be a 160 ft. right of way \ I 
required here because this is on primary Route 123, but a service drive II 

could not be required in this case because this does not come under SUbdl-li 
II 

vision control: they anticipate future widening of 123 which would require I 

a service drive and the Commission would recommend minimum of 80 ft. from 
I I 

center line for all structures. 
:1 

7- ~~s. PAULINE O. WITTE, to permit operation of a nursery and kindergarten Ii 

in present dwelling. Lot 15. Division of Lot 6, Joshua Kirby Estate, (S904 il 

I
II 

Kirby court), Dranesville District. (Rural Residence Class 2) 
'I 

Mrs. Witte stated that she bad applied for fire and health inspections 

from the State; she will have two one-half day sessions, one in the mornin~ 

and one in the afternoon; she will serve no hot meals; she plans to furnisi 

transportation and hopes to fence the yard eventually. Mrs. Henderson I 
advised that a petition with six signatures from residents of Kirby 

Court had been filed indicating approval of this. 

Mr. Lamond moved that this application be granted to Mrs. Witte for I 
nursery school and kindergarten as it will not adversely affect 

the neighboring community and that this permit is to be issued only to 

Mrs. Witte and not to exceed 25 children at each session. Seconded, Mrs. 

carpenter. Motion carried. 

II 

DEFERRED CASES 

1- W. B. SAN'rMYER, to permit erection of carport 7.5 ft. of the side 

property line, Lot 12, Section 2, Ridge Manor, (S12 Glenmere Rd.), 

ProvidenceDistrict, (Rural Residence Class 2) 

Mr. John Lally of Rust and Rust represented Mr. Santmyer. He stated 

that this variance will allow Mr. santmyer to erect a carport within 7.5 I 
ft. of his side property line, property located SE of the Town of Fairfax. 

Mr. Lally showed pictures of the general location of the carport; he 

stated that there were nice large homes in this community; to the west 

is the Schubert property, developed with a very nice home. There is a I 
large forest of trees on Mr. Santmyer's west line extending into the 

Shubert property which would form a barrier; Mr. Santmyer already has a 

driveway into the prqerty and would like to put his garage on this side 

of the house. If he has to put it on the other side. it would interfere 

with the view from his picture window and, too, it would make too sharp 



 

 

 

l-ctd. 

, ,~ 

2-

3-

DEFERRED CASES 

a turn to get into the garage. 

Mrs. Henderson said she felt that there is an alternate location on this 

lot for this carport where setbacks could meet requirements. 

Mr. Lally said the majority of the houses in this area have carports 

or garages, and in view of the fact that this is an open carport and 

since there is a great distance between Mr. santmyer and Mr. Schubert, 

the varlance should be granted. 

Mrs. carpenter moved that this application be denied as evidence of 

undue hardship has not been shown, and there is an alternate location for 

this carport or garage. Seconded, Mr. Lamond. IV{,n',,,,,..) ":'~I4t.,,o,) 

II 

SOCONY MOBIL OIL COMPANY, to permit erection and operation of service 

station with building 50 feet from Old courthouse Road and pump 

islands 25 feet from Route 123, Providence District. (Rural Business) 

Mr. John K. !isher represented Socony Mobil Oil Co. and presented the 

required notices. They are asking permission to erect and operate 

a service station on this property, Mr. Fisher stated, and they believe 

that this is an area which could very well use a modern service station. 

He said this would clean up this corner as it is the site of an old 

welding shop. It was noted that no building can be placed within 50 

ft. of Old Courthouse Road in accordance with the lease restrictions" '~IW) 

will be observed by Socony. They do not intend to put pump islands 

but on one side and do not anticipate anything of a traffic or bisibility 'II 

problem, Mr. Fisher explained. They have a permit from the Highway 

Department on the curb cuts. Mr. Yaremchuk said it was his understanding i 
that Socony intends to acquire this property and if so, it will be the !1 

third division of this property which would make it come under sUbdivisionl1 

control and for this .reaaon; . this property being located along a primary !I 

highway, the service road requirement arises. He recommended that this 

matter be deferred until such time as service drive construction and 

dedication is reaived with the potential purchaser. 

Mr. Lamond said he thought this shouH not be handled at this time and 

moved that the case be deferred indefinitely until the service road 

problem can be resolved. Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. Motion carried. 

II 

HERMAN J. KOENIG, to permit enclosed porch to remain as erected 8.5 ft. 

of the side property line, Lot 44, Section 2, Kent Gardens, (1701 

Jerry Place), Dranesville District. (Rural Residence Class 2) 

II 

L
, 
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DEFERRED CASES 

Mr. Ernest N. HUdgins represented the applicant who is asking to amend 

his petition to show that the porch is 11.7 ft. from the line rather than 

8.5 ft. as advertised. During discussion it was brought out that when 

the application was made for a building permit it was applied for as an 

open porch and that the buildeDsmade a mistake. Mrs. Koenig said they I 
had wanted to enclose the porch. She was under the impression that as 

it stands nOw it is not in violation. Mr. Hudgins said there was no 

objection frmrn neighbors. He stated that this mistake was not discovered i, I until the building inspector pointed it out. Then petition for variance II 

was filed because what they are building now is over the line a very il 
I, 

little bit. I: 

II 
Mrs. Henderson did not think this a reasonable request because, in 

'I effect, they are asking the Board to correct a mistake made by the 
Ii 

contractor. She said this was not the Board's fault and the Board has Ii 

no jurisdiction to correct it. she called attention to the fact that thet!~ 

is an alternative, to screen in this porch or leave the porch open. Sere log 

would give the Koenigs a 15' x IS' room. I 
Mr. Lamond moved that the application be denied for the enclosed porch. II ,

I Seconded, Mr. Barnes. 

Motion carried. 

II 

Mr. Brandon Marsh appeared before the Board asking permission for Melpar 

to use Plant No. 5 on Leesburg Pike for parkin~ that according to the 

Planning Commission they only had 304 spaces and needed 337, leaving a 

deficit of 31 spaces. 

Mr. Lamond moved that the use afBuilding No. 5 be approved for this 

purpose subject to the map presented with the case showing that 337 parki 

spaces are available, map dated February 22, 1959 prepared by the Plannin 

Staff, seconded by Mr. Barnes. Motion carried. 

~ I 
Mr. Mooreland asked the Board what they thought about ham radio operators 

erecting towers on residential lots. He said he had several complaints 

about this and had been advised by the Commonwealth's Attorney that this 

Board could do nothing about it. I 
After some discussion it was decided that ham radio operators can erect 

necessary towers. 

II 
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NEW CASES 

Mr. Barnes moved to grant the application as shown in the pencil 

drawing on plat by Merlin F. McLaughlin, dated March 7, 1958. 

Granted because it does not appear that this will adversely affect 

neighboring property as application for commercial zoning has been 

made on the adjoining lot and recommended to grant by the Planning 

Commission to the Board of Supervisors, therefore bringing this 

construction close to the property line will have no ill effect. 

seconded, Mrs. carpenter. Motion carried. 

II 

JAMES M. MONROE, to permit erection of an additional building within 

35 feet from street property line, Lot 2, James G. Bennett Subdivision. 

south 29 and 211 on e~6t side of Me~dow View Lane, Falls Church District. 

(Rural Business) 

Mr. Shield McCandlish represented the applicant who was also present. 

Mr. McCandlish explained to the Board that Mr. Monroe brought this 

request before the ~oard a year ago and it was granted. He was unable 

to get financing during the life of his permit to start construction. 

He is in a position now to get financing and wishes to gO ahead with 

construction. 

Mr. McCandlish recalled to the Board the fact that in the dedication and 

widening of Meadow View Lane a jog was created Which, even though Mr. 

Monroe's buildings are allowed this variance, he will still be 10 ft. 

further from the street line than the building nearest to his property. 

The further they are required to set back the more earth moving will 

be necessary because of the rise in the ground on this property. It is 

the same application, Mr. McCandlish continued, in every respect as 

was previously granted to the Board. He showed an overall plat 

indicating the jog in the street and the relative setbacks. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application which would extend Mr. 

Monroe's permi t . 

Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes. Motion carried. 

II 

NORTHERN VIRGINIA BUILDERS, INC., to permit erection of dwelling 34.75 

feet from Condit Court, Lot 3, Section 2, Fox's Addition to Virginia 

Heights, Mason District. (Suburban Residence Class 2) 

Mr. Fox, president of the company, explained that this is merely a 3 ft. 

variance on the overhang of the second story. To cut the second 

story baek to conform to the setback would destroy the appearance of the 

Ii 

II 

il7'~ 
Ii 
1,' 
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Minutes of the Doard of Zoning Appeals 

I 
March 24, 1959 i 

The regular meeting of the Fairfax county 
Board of zoning Appeals was held on I' 
Tuesday, March 24, 1959 at 10:00 a.m. in 
the Board Room of theCounty Courthouse. 11(,).'). All members were present; Mrs. M.K. 
Henderson, Chairman, presiding. 

The meeting was opened with a prayer by Mr. Lamond. I I 
NEW CASES II 

1- ESSO STANDARD OIL COMPANY, to permit erection and operation of a service J 

station and permit building 20 feet from Public Street and permit 

pump islands within 25 feet from Chain Bridge Road and Old Dominion 

Drive, Lot 8 and parts 7, 9 and 10, Loomis Division of Lot 6, 

Laughlin Estate, Dranesville District. 

(General Business) 

Mr. Ed Gasson represented the applicant. If this application is granted 

the old structure now on th~roperty will be torn down, Mr. Gasson 

told the Board and a modern filling station with four pump islands 

erected. 

Mr. Gasson called attention to the fact that this property is surrounded 

on three sides by streets. In placing the permanent structure they 

have attempted to set back" as far as possible from both Old Dominion I 
Drive and Chain Bridg~Oad. It is their belief that a reductio~n 

setback from the "Public Road" which is not heavily traveled wl:11.1 

not be objectionable i7that it will allow a deep setback from both of I 
the main traveled highways. Although the plat shows a 20 ft. setback from I 

I' 
"Public Street" Mr. Daniels has suggested that they take a 30 ft. 

setback from that street and adjust the setback from Old Dominion II 
I 

accordingly. That would leave about 62 ft. from Old uominlon. 

Mrs. Henderson asked why leave the 10 ft. between the corner of the 

building and the side line (or rear). The building couilid be set on 

the line parallel to Chain Bridge Road. 

They wish to keep the building a few feet away from the property line I 
for fencing and maintenance purposes, Mr. Daniels stated. He felt they 

should offer some protection to that adjoining property, nothing is 

built there at this time. 

Considerable discussion and suggestions followed: that the building I 
be ~quared with the property line, facing Chain Bridge Road pushing it 

closer to Old Dominion to meet the "Public Road" setback, doing away with 

the need for a variance. (The building planned would be 60' x 30') 

Mr. Daniels suggested. in line with the policy of his company that 

the building should be angled at an intersection to be most effective. 
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II NEW CASES II 
I 

i-ctd.1 Mrs. carpenter pointed out that this 30 ft. "Public Road" is qUite 

heavily traveled. People use it to avoid the stop light at the McLean il V).~ 
intersection. 

I Mr. Mooreland stressed the importance of getting as much corner clearance 
II 

as possible. 
II 
II Mr. Gaasan said the state has no present plans to widen these ~oads. Ii 
II, 

They plan a by-pass which may relieve some of the traffic at this point. 

I Mr. Threadgill from the Greater McLean Citizens Planning Committee. 

stated that he was not presenting opposition to this, but that the 

Committee is concerned over the granting of variances at intersections 

that would restrict the ultimate expansion of roads. Even tho the 

by-pass goes In, Rt. 123 will have a 60 ft. right of way and Old 

Dominion will probably require the same. The Association has suggested 

in a previous statement. Mr. Threadgill went on. that before the ~oard 

grants a variance at these strategic intersections. Mr. Rasmussen of 

Public Works should be asked to make a layout sketch with four lane 

I 
roads (Old Dominion & Chain Bridge) showing what the intersection should I 

look like ultimately. This could be a draft of the ultimate intersection. 
!i 

If the variance is compatible with that plan. then the variance is II 

reasonable. Mr. Threadgill said they would have no objection to the 

25 ft. setback of the two pump islands if those structures are moved 

at the expense of the applicant in case of street widening. I 
!i 

Mr. Gasson called attention to the fact that they are aSking no variance 

II 
on Old Dominion and Chain Bridge. They are more than meeting those 

I, 

requirements. the only variance is on the "Public Road" which he thought II 

relatively unimportant. :1 

Mr. Daniels stated that the ingress and egress would be channelled 

with the Highway Department. 
rHo,; ~·;tt· 

I 

I 
Mr. Lamond stated that h~ and he thought the Board agreed, ~ the 

II 

I 

"Public Road" is less important than the other two main arteries. ~' 

He thought the suggestion that Mr. Rasmussen draw a sketch of this ! 

intersection laying out a plan which could be followed a good one to prot I t 

this intersection; the plan to show street widths for all intersecting I 
:1 

streets. 

Mr. Schumann said it would be necessary to learn first from the Highway 

Department what their plans may be for Rts. 123 and Old Dominion Drive. 

It may take two weeks to get that information he suggested, but such 

information is vitally important. Mr. Schumann stated, as this is one 
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NEW CASES ilII 

i -cce , of the most congested intersections in the county. Mr. Schumann suggeste1 

deferring this until later in the day to give him the opportunity to II ~ ~ '1' 
contact the Highway Department by phone. ' 

2 -

Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case until later on the agenda. Seconded 

ii' , • Mrs. carpenter. Motion carried. 

I 
II 

II 
PENN-DAW HOTELS CORP., to permit extension of motel (10 units) lots 5, 6 

and northerly 12 feet of Lot 7, Block 1, Fairview, Lee District. 
II • 

(Rural Business) \1 

Mr. Ed Gasson represented the applicant. Ii 
,) 

Mr. Gasson showed a layout of the Penn-Daw Hotel indicating the proposed II 

II 
location for the new units. I: 

The Penn-Daw Hotel has been here many years, Mr. Gasson stated, probably 
II 

before the requirement of a use permit. It is a well run motel and a I credit to the ~ounty. They are asking for a small extension of the 
I! 

existing use. Most of the motel is located on property that is not zoned I 
to business classification. However, this area is set up on the County Ii 

commercial plan for business uses. At present the business zoning is 
II 

only 200 feet deep from U.S.#l. 'rhey would plan to move some of the • Iii 
units which are now on residential property onto the business land. 

The cottages they plan to move are now located close to Kings' Highway, II 

, they would be moved to lots 5 and 6, placed on the zone line, facing 
I 

Kings' Highway. ~ey are allowed under the Ordinance to use 30 ft. of th~ 

i acj olning residential property which is in the same ownership for parking'l 

Mr. Lamond moved that the application of Penn-Daw Hotels for extension of : 

II 10 additional units as outlined on the map presented with the case, be 
II 

approved. This refers to the map prepared by Alfred Copeland, dated 

February 28. 1959, entitled Lots 5 and 6 and the northerly 12 feet of 

Lot 7, Block 1, Fairview. Seconded, Mr. Barnes. Motion carried. 
I: • II 
I: 

The case of "esso Standard Oil" was taken up again. I 

Mr. Schumann repoited that he had no further information from the Ii 

Highway Department but suggested that if the Board app~aved this, they I 
I, 

• do so subject to whatever the Highway Department and the County Zoning 
I' 

Office may think is appropriate in the way of channelizing traffic and I 
in the mattGr of durbs. He thought it reasonable to locate the building 

I: as far as possible from Rt. 123 and Old Dominion. 
,I 
'I 

Since the building could be placed nearer the back 11ne, parallel to 
I

II 
I, 

II 
r 
,........-----~ 
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NEW CASES 

1- ctd. Chain Bridge Road without a variance Mrs. Henderson questioned the 
I 

justification for granting the 15 ft. variance from the "Public Road". ii<-{;L 
'£0 meet the "Public Road" setback would create a corner clearance 

I Ii 
I hazard, Mr. ceeecn pointed out. l'he arrangement they propose will 

!I create no damage to the little road, Mr. Gasson continued, it will give 'I 

full corner clearance and will leave ample room for toad widening on the II 

two main arteries. 

I Mr. Schumann suggested moving the building to 30 ft. from the "Public II 

I 

'I 

Road" turning the building against the back line so it would set about 

80 ft. from Chain Bridge Road; it would then be about 10 ft. closer to 

Old Dominion Drive. 

Mrs. Henderson agreed to the five foot variance. 

Mr. Lamond moved to approve this amended plat to show the bUilding 30 ft. 

from "Public Road", 67 ft. from Old Dominion Drive, 8 ft. off the rear 

property line: the pump islands may be located 25 ft. from the present 

right of way lines of Rt. 123 and old Dominion with the understanding 

that if and when the highways are widened the pump islands will be moved 

back at the expense of the property owner. This is granted subject to 
of 

approval/the State Highway Department and the County Planning Office 

in regard to curbs, islands and chanellization of traffic. This is 

granted for a filling station only. Seconded, Mr. Barnes. Carried 

unanimously. 

II 

ESSO STANDARD OIL COMPANY, to permit erection and operation of a 

service station and to permit pump islands 25 feet from Route 236, 

3-

S.E. corner of Rt. 236 & S. Lewis st., Mason District (General Business) 

Mr. William Hansbarger represented the applicant. Mr. Hannawalt was 

I 
also present. 

They have discovered that this property may be subject to subdivision 

I 

control, Mr. Hansbarger stated, and in that event they will ask the ~oard 

to grant this sUbject to subdivision control. 'fhat may mean the necessity 

of providing a service road, however, whatever variance is granted, will 

be computed from the right of way, either with or without service road 

as required. If the service road is required they will ask the waiver 

on that also because it would serve no purpose. A servXe road is not 

required on adjoining property and since this is a dual highway along 

this area a service road would probably never be considered practical rior 

necessary. They have afficient property to allow for the service road 
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3-ctd.il if it becomes necessary. They would in that case move the pump 
II 

islands back. The building will be set back at least 88 ft. They 

would move the pump islands at their own expense. Mr. Hansbarger 

agreed. All setbacks will be app~ied from whatever right of way is 

determined to be necessary here. 

Mr. L~nond moved to grant a use permit to Esso Standard Oil Company 

tying the granting to section 6-16 of the Ordinance and if it is 

determined that this property comes under subdivision control this 

granting is subjectcto requirements of that office. This is granted 

for a filling station only. This granting includes a variance on the 

pump islands allowing a 25 ft. setback for location of the pump 

islands from the street right of way. Seconded, Mr. Barnes. 

Mr. Hansbarger filed a petition favoring this request~ signed by nine 

people from the area, considering it would be a service to the 

communi ty. j..'iO'T'ON i.'AI~el€i). 

II 

4- JOHN C. AND NORMA JEAN HARLAN, to permit erection of warehouse 25 feet 

from Center Street and 14 feet from Moncure Avenue, part of Lots 17 

and 18, Section 1, Dowden Center, Mason District. (General Business) 

Mr. Mooreland read a letter from Mr. Roy Swa~ze asking to continue this 

case until April 14. Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case until April 

14. Seconded, Mrs. carpenter. Carried unanimously. 

II 

5- TURNPIKE PRESS, INC., to permit canopy over loading platform and 

storage area at the rear closer to side line than allowed by the 

ordinance, Lots 28 and 29, Resub. Lots 5, 6 and 7, D.F. Hannah 

property, Falls Church District (General Business) 

Mr. Douglas Adams represented the applicant. Mr. Scull, president 

of the Corporation was also present. Mr. Adams located the property, 

pointing out that the lot adjoining this tract on the west is an 

isolated bit of residential property surrounded by commercial zoning. 

An application has been filed applying to the Board of Supervisors to 

have that lot rezoned to business classification. Since it is obvious 

that this property will be granted the commercial zoning, it would have I 
no ill effect if this application is granted, allowing the canopy 

covered loading platform to corne close to the property line. 

This will be used for a storage area, Mr. Scull explained. It will 

be of cinderblock construction, enclosed. 
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5-ctd. Mr. Barnes moved to grant the application as shown in the pencil 

drawing on plat by Merlin F. McLaughlin, dated March 7, 1958. 

Granted because it does not appear that this will adversely affect 

neighboring property as application for commercial zoning has been 

made on the adjoining lot and recommended to grant by the Planning 

Commission to the Board of Supervisors, therefore bringing this 

construction close to the property line will have no ill effect. 

I Seconded, Mrs. carpenter. Motion carried. 

II 

6- JAMES M. MONROE, to permit erection of an additional building within 

35 feet from street property line, Lot 2, James G. Bennett Subdivision. 

South 29 and 211 on east side of Meadow View Lane, Falls Church District. 

(Rural Busine~s) 

Mr. Shield McCandlish represented the applicant who was also present. 

Mr. McCandlish explained to the Board that Mr. Monroe brought this 

request before the u o a r d a year ago and it was granted. He was unable 

to get financing during the life of his permit to start construction. 

He is in a position now to get financing and wishes to go ahead with 

I construction. 

Mr. McCandlish recalled to the Board the fact that in the dedication and 

Widening of Meadow View Lane a jog was created Which, even though Mr. 

Monroe's buildings are allowed this variance, he will still be 10 ft. 

further from the street line than the building nearest to his property. 

The further they are required to set back the more earth moving will 

be necessary because of the rise in the ground on this property. It is 

the sqme application, Mr. McCandlish continued, in every respect as 

was previously granted to the Board. He showed an overall plat 

indicating the jog in the street and the relative setbacks. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application which would extend Mr. 

I Monroe's permit. 

Seconded, Mr. T. Barnes. Motion carried. 

II 

NORTHERN VIRGINIA BUILDERS, INC., to permit erection of dwelling 34.75 

feet from Condit Court, Lot 3, Section 2, Fox's Addition to Virginia I 
7-

Heights, Mason District. (Suburban Residence Class 2) 

Mr. Fox, president of the company, explained that this is merely a 3 ft. 

variance on the overhang of the second story. To cut the second 

story baek to conform to the setback would destroy the appearance of the 

\ 
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7-Ctd. house and this encroachment would have no detrimental effect on the 

neighborhood. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant the application as it does not appear that this 

small variance would adversely affect neighboring property. Seconded, 

Mrs. Lois carpenter. Motion carried. 

II 

8- 1 w. L. PEELE, to permit erection of a car wash 40 ft. from right of way 1 

of columbia Pike, Route 244, southeasterly intersection of Columbia 

Pike and a 12 ft. right of way known as Oak st., approx. 400 ft. 

easterly from Lacy Boulevard, Mason District (Rural Business) 

This: casecwas ~ithdr.awn~ Mr; Mooreland stated, as it was discovered that 

the applicant can comply with the Ordinance. 

II 

Mr. Mooreland gave the Board the following facts on the Martin Dalton 

Convalescent Home case: 

In 1957 Mr. Dalton got a three year permit to operate a convalescent 

home. About one year ago he asked in the Zoning Office to double the 

size of his operations. Mr. Mooreland brought this request to the Board 

at which time it was agreed that he could double his operations. Mr. 

Dalton could not get financing &uring the past year for the expansion. 

Now he has commitments for the loan and is asking if he could go ahead 

with his building on the basis of the Board's granting this addition ore 

year ago, rather than make an entirely new application to the Board. 

Mr. Lamond thought an expansion o~hese proportions should wait until 

the case ~s reviewed by the Board. 

Mr. Moareland:r~oalled'tha:t-:thispermit was originally granted in 1954; 

!i Mr. Dalton came back to the Board in 1957 to have his wife's name 
I, 
h ~ !i added to the permi t , At that time th1.....oard made his permit permanent. 

1 Mr. Dalton has operated a good convalescent home; he has met all the 
ili health and fire regulations, Mr. Mooreland stated. There has never been 
I! 
I' opposition nor complaint of his operation. 
! 

Mr. Lamond thought this Board should keep a closer control over such 

projects. How many people will this man have? He questioned the effect 

upon the neighborhood of so many cars coming and going. This type of 

operation does not belong in a good residential neighborhood, he continued, 

it should be in some fringe location. He questioned why Mr. Monroe 

had to file for a new hearing and this man simply asks for the right to 

expand. The difference, Mr. Mooreland answered, is that Mr. Monroe's 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 
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request was for a variance while this is an exception. 

In this case, Mr. Lamond agreed that the Board probably should go 

along. The people want this in the neighborhood and the state and 

county controls have apparently been complied with. However, it was 

noted that nothing in the granting of this case restricted the 

It was noted that the grounds could provide sufficient capacity. parking, II 

Mr. Dalton has about 2.5 acres. 
I 

Mr. Lamond suggested that parking is a feature &hat should be considered 
II 

more carefully in these cases. 
I,I 

The Board agreed that Mr. Dalton be allowed to gO ahead with the 
"I 

expansion as granted by this Board a year ago. 
Ii 

II 
II mhe Meeting adjourned. 
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~uv April 14, 1959 

The regular meeting of the Fairfax county 
Board of Zoning Appeals was held on 
Tuesday, April 14, 1959 at 10:00 a.m. 
in the Board Room of the Fairfax County 
~ourthouse, all members present; Mrs. 
L. J. Henderson, Jr., Chairman, presiding. 

NEW CASES: 

1- CASEY CLUB ASSOCIATION, INC., to permit erection of club house, council 

chambers and related uses, remainder of Lot 11, Mccandlish and Farr 

Subdivision (unrecorded) on south side of Little River Turnpike, 

Route 236, approx. 405 feet west of intersection of Columbia Pike, 

Mason District. (Rural Residence Class 1) 

Mr. Jo Creigh represented the applicant and explained the project as 

follows: This club is a land holding corporation for the Knights of 

Columbus formed for the purpose of taking title to the real estate, which 

the Knights of Columbus cannot do in its own right. The club is religious, 

social and recreational character at present. The land is rough and 

covered with underbrush. They will clear the ground and in time build 

their council chamber which will be located about 275 ft. from the 

highway. Mr. creigh called attention to the stream and the sewer 

easement running along the back of the property making it undesirable 

for residential purposes. He located the commercial property to the 

east. They plan to use the house presently on the property until such 

time as it is feasible to build the club house. In a few years they 

will put in a swimming pool. For the present the ground will be used 

for boy scout recreational purposes and council meetings. Boy scouts 

will do most of the ground clearing.. While the project will necessarily 

develop slowly, Mr. Creigh contmnued, they feel it is important to buy 

the land now before it is priced out of their range and develop as they 

are financially able. 

They will use the eKisting gravel road for entrance but when the club 

building is located they will have separate entrance and exit. parking 

will be located back of the house. 

Mrs. Henderson inquired further into activities planned to take place 

on the property before the club house is built. 

The boy scouts will camp on the property at certain periods during the 

clearing project and they will hold meetings, Mr. Creigh answered, 

as a matter of fact there will be very little actiVity on the property 

until the club house is built. 

Mr. Richard Hayes, a neighbor to this property, spoke in favor of the 

project. 

V3D 
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NE~v CASES 

l-ctd.1 Mr. Lamond moved that the permit to erect a club hOllse, council chambers 

I. 

I 

and related uses be approved for the Casey Club Associates, as it appears 

that this project would not adversely affect the neighborhood. This 

permit also includes the erection of a future club house as well as the 

right to use the existing house for club purposes. Seconed, Mr. Barnes. 

Carried unanimously. 

II 

I 2- STANLEY F. MEESE, to permit enclosure of existing porch 12.87 feet from 

side property line, Lot 9, and north half Lot B. section 1, Hollin 

Hall Village, (1711 Fort Hunt Road) Mt. vernon District. (Suburban 

Residence Class 2) 

Mr. Mooreland suggested that this case be deferred for one month pending 

adoption of the Pomeroy Ordinance which will allow a 12 ft. side setback 

in this zone. Mr. Mooreland recalled that other similar cases are 

being held ~~ abeyance as it is expected that the setback will be changed 

and therefore clear these violations. 

Mr. Lamond moved to defer this case for an indefinite time pending the 

rewrite and adoption of the new zoning ordinance; seconded, Mrs. 

I carpenter. Carried unanimously. 

II 

3- L. A. SCHMIDT, to permit existing porch to remain as erected 12 feet 

from side property line, Lot 8, Section 1, Falls Hill (1515 cedar St.) 

providence District. (Suburban Residence Class 2) 

Mr. Mooreland asked the same deferral in this case as in the previous 

one for the same reasons. Mrs. Carpenter moved to defer this case 

indefinitely, pending adoption of the rewrite of the Zoning Ordinance. 

seconded, Mr. Barnes. Carried unanimously. 

II 

Since the Board was ahead of the time schedule on the agenda the 

I chairman asked that any special pending matters be brought before the 

Board. 

Mr. Mooreland recalled that the Board had granted to M. F. wallace in 

February 1958 a private school for pupilS from the first to the sixth 

I grade. They later came in for a swimming pool under the school name. 

NOW they wish to operate as a summer day camp. Can they do that under 

the permit previously granted? This, Mr. Mooreland continued, is a 

twelve month operation. The pool ~uld be used in summer in connection 

with the day camp. Th~ Board agreed that the permit did not include 

a day camp. 
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4- GRAND UNION COMPANY, to permit erection of six signs with larger area 

than allowed by the Ordinance (Total area 329 sq. ft.), north side of 

Belle View Drive, just east of Fort Hunt Road. (Belle View Shopping 

Center) Mt. Vernon District. (General Business) 

Mr. Kelso represented the applicant. Mr. Kelso called attention to 

the fact that they had removed one of the signs originally proposed 

for the front of the bUilding as they found it not necessary. This 

would eliminate 102 sq. ft. plus 15 sq. ft. He noted that the building 

has 175 ft. width. This would leave a total requested sign area 

of 209 sq. ft. (25 ft. for the two shields and 184 sq. ft. for the 

"Grand Union") 

Mr. Barnes moved that the application be granted with a reduction of 

sign area including 184 sq. ft. in the Grand Union sign and 25 sq. 

ft. area for the two shields. Seconded, Mr. Smith. Carried 

unanimously. 

Mrs. Henderson voted yes on this in view of the size of the building. 

II 

5- CHANTILLY NATIONAL GOLF AND COUNTRY CLUB, to permit operation of a 

golf and country club with necessary structures thereto, southwesterly 

side of Braddock Road, Route 620 and southeasterly of Flatlick Run, 

Centreville District. (Agriculture) 

Mr. 1~omas Crouch, Attorney, represented the applicant. He located the 

property, stating that they plan to have one of the finest championshi~ 

golf courses in the country -- it is beautiful property and well suited 

to this type of development. They wish to let the contract on 

construction as soon as possible to have it 1n operation by fall. 

They plan an artificial lake, fed by Flatlick Run. The barn nOW on 

the property will be used as the temporary club house. 

This is a private masonic club, Mr. Crouch explained; the active 

members will be masons. 

There were no objections from the area. 

Mr. Lamond moved that this application of the Chantilly National Golf 

and country Club to permit operation of a golf and country club with 

necessary structures thereto be approved. Seconded, Mr. Smith. 

Carried unanimouslY. 

II 

6- STUART UPDIKE, to permit operation of a polo field and riding school, 

at southwest corner of U.S. #1 Hwy. and Rt. 235, Lee District. 

I 

I 

I 
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6-ctd. The riding school is planned particularly to serve children between the 
i[ 

I
ages of 6 and 15, captain Updike stated. The palo club will serve 

I 
mostly the ex-cawalry men from Fort Belvoir. 

The following letter from Meredith Johnson, Director of Woodlawn, was II 

read: 

II "March 23, 1959 

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 

I Captain Stuart F. Updike is planning a school for riding 
and a polo club which will charge admission for games on the 
Woodlawn property. If Captain Updike receives a use permit 
and it is agreeable with the County in so far as the Planning 
Commission and other interested bodies are concerned, he will 
have a lease for the fields belong to Woodlawn which lie 
between Route One and Route 235. 

(5) Meredith aconeon , Director" 

captain Updike explained the plat showing that only about 37 acres of the 

Woodlawn property would be usable. He located the riding school at 

one end of the property, leading off of u.S. #1 and the polo field at 

the corner of U.S. #1 and Route 235. There is presently a riding 

ring near the old stable which will be used. lbis area has been 

used for a riding school same time in the past. 

The captain said the entrance to the polo field would be from Rt. 235 

only. They would prOVide parking for 300 cars. 

Mr. Lamond objected to an entrance and exit from U.S. #1 to the riding 

school, especially the exit which he contended would present hazardous 

traffic conditions. Mrs. Henderson also suggested that people from the 

polo field would be inclined to use the U.S. #1 exit also. However, 

captain Updike said he could prevent that by a barricade between the 

riding area and the polo field. He noted that he already has the entrance 

to U.S. #1 and that it has been used for this pu~pose. 

Mr. Lamond recalled that the Planning Commission and the County have made 

a great effort to protect the interests of Mt. Vernon and this general 

I area: he felt that the Board should have a written statement from Mr. 

I[ Cedil Wall, Director at Mt. Vernon, stating that this project would not 

be objectionable to the Mt. Vernon Assn. before taking final action. II 

This is one of the approaches to Mt. Vernon, Mr. Lamond went on, and he 

I II 
felt concerned about granting a semi-commercial project in this particular:'1 

" 

location. He questioned whether Mr. Wall was fully aware of the extent I, 
i! 

of this proposed development. The Commission has been very conscious 'I 

of Mt. Vernon, its approaches and preservation of the character of the 
III 

Ii 

area. Mr. Lamond continued; this is a commercial activity which probably 



I 

1 
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6-Ctd.il should not be located in this area. He suggested deferring the case 

!,: until the Board could have a letter from Mr. Wall. 117'37' 
ii 

Ii I' Mr. Lamond moved that the application be approved subj ect to receipt " 
II of a letter from Mr. Acil Wall. Director of Mt. Vernon stating that 
'I 

the Association has no objection to this use of this land. It is II 

also included in this granting that the ingress and egress for the :1 

I 

polo activity will be on Route 235 only and specifically there will 

il be no ingress and egress for polo operations on U. S. #1. Seconded, Mr. 
, I 
!; Barnes. Carried unanimously. 
:,1 

II 

7- LEE D. BUTLER, INC., to permit building and proposed addition to be 
:i 

il used as a repair garage closer to sideline than allowed by the Ordinance, 
Ii 
i: southerly side of Columbia Pike, Route 244, across from B. H. Runyon, 
'i 

'!Mason District. (General Business) 

Mr. John Webb represented the applicant. He presented the letterS 

of notification to nearby property owners along with a petition signed 

by seven people in the area favoring this use. This is an existing 

building located too close to the side line, Mr. Webb pointed out; 

he did not know why the building is in violation on this side, probably 

because of the topography. This is filled land and the building was 

placed in the most feasible location. There is a high bank at the 

rear which creates a natural barrier between this property and that 

adjoining. The repair garage would be in the rear against the bank. 

Actually the violating setback, Mr. Webb explained, is caused by the 

additional setbaCk required for a repair garage, the normal setback plus 

25ft. 

Mr. Mooreland told the Board that he had given the applicant an occupancy 

permit for a sales and service business which permit does not include 

general repair. To get the repair permit the Board must first gzant the 

use. I 
Since the building is already constructed and since there is a bank at 

the back of the bUilding the added setback would not give any additional 

protection to other property owners and since it does not appear that tbis 

adversely affect adjoining or neighboring property, Mr. Lamond I 
moved that the requested permit be approved. This is granted acoording 

to Section 6-16 of the Ordinance. It is understood that there will be no 

storage of old cars or wrecked vehicles on the property. Seconded, Mr. 

Barnes. Motion carried. 

II 

I 
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8- VIRGINIA REALTY COMPANY', INC., to permit operation of a gravel pit, 

N.W. side of Telegraph Rd •• southerly adjacent to Dewey Park, Lee 

District. (Rural Residence Class 2) 

• Mr. Andrew Clarke represented the applicant. After locating the 

property, Mr. Clarke stated that they have complied with all county 

• 
requirements, their plats have been scrutinized by the Public Works 

Department, they will leave the property at a 2 - 1 slope along 

with other requirements. including the $1000 per acre bond. 

Mr. Clarke went on to say that this ground will be rehabilitated 

and eventually used for home development. He pointed to other areas 

from which Mr. Pete Ball and Mr. DeGlullian have removed gravel and 

later developed, especially Rose Hill. He showed pictures of other 

land that had been restored for development after the gravel was 

removed. (the industrial area on the Shirley Highway developed for 

• 

Rolls Royce and others) 

Mr. Clarke continued explaining that some objection had been raised 

from the homes along Roxann Road because of the heavy hauling. They 

have agreed not to use Roxann Road for any of their hauling but will 

build a road from the gravel area direct to Old Telegraph Road for this 

purpose. Mr. Clarke stated that they are agreeable to having it 

stated in the motion to grant this application, that the use of 

Rosann Road for truck travel be prohibited. The following letter was 

read: 
"14 April 1959 

Mr. S. F. Scinta 
Route 5, Box 4490' 
Alexandria, Virginia 

Dear Mr. Scinta: 

• 
Receipt is acknowledged of copy of your letter to the Fairfax 
county Board of zoning Appeals raising an objection by the 
residents of Roxann Road for its use as an access by trucks 
and other equipment for the removal of gravel. 

I have discussed this matter with Mr. Clarke, the attorney 

• 

for the developers, and with the operators of the proposed 
gravel pit. They all advised me and have shown me their 
plan of the proposed gravel pit operation which substantiates 
their statement that they do not propose to use Roxann Road 
for access to the gravel pit. Their plan shows a separate 
roadway through their property to Old Telegraph Road, Highway 
No. 634, near its intersection with Telegraph Road, Highway 
No. 611, opposite the Coast Guard station and Hayfield Plantation. 

I understand that the Board of Zoning Appeals is considering 
the application on Tuesday, 14 April, and that the developers' 
presentation of the application will include assurance that 
Roxann Road will not be used. 

(S) C.W. Porter, Director of Public WOikS 

II 
~i 
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P.S. I have just attended the meeting of the Board of 
Zoning Appeals in which they heard the application, and note 
that the permit was granted with the proviso that Roxann 
Road not be used for access to the gravel pit operations." 

This ground is too valuable to leave undeveloped after the gravel is 

removed, ~rr. Clarke stated, it is in a very fine location both for distri-

bution of the gravel and for use after rehabilitation. The property 

is hilly therefore requiring very few cuts, the de~pest would not exceed 

16 feet. The digging process will not be observable from the highway. 

Mrs. carpenter moved that the application of Virginia Realty Company to 

operate a gravel pit be granted as shown on the plat presented with the 

case, prepared by Richard W. Long, dated December 1958 and it is the 

understanding that no ingress or egress to the gravel pit shall be by 

way of Roxann Road. This is granted for a period of three years. Seconded 

Mr. Lamond. Carried unanimously. 

II 

J. H. POLADIN, to permit operation of a day camp for Y.M.C.A. Residue 

Parcel D, Penn Daw Village, (westerly end of Poag street) Lee District 

(Suburban Residence Class I) 

Mr. Roger Sutton. Executive Secretary of the YMCA 

introduced the case. Mr. Poladian and Mr. Havens, 

of the YMCA, Alexandria Branch, were also present. 

,Mr. Havens read the following statement: 
,I 
I "THE NEED FOR DAY CAMPING 
, 

, 

!I In the fast moving world of today, there is a 
to be able to enjoy the wonders of nature, as I: them. Day camping offers this opportunity to 

I;" , 
:1 

of washington area 

Executive Secretary 

need for people 
God has provided 
the boys who attend. 

The site for this type of program mould provide natural resources 
II for this type of program. These resources include wooded 

ii areas, areas with open places and low underbrush. A stream or 
lake should also be present. 

" 
I' 

The campers are exposed to the wonders of nature and taught II 
to appreciate and understand them. Emphasis 1s p~ed upon 
the importance of conserving these resources and their value to 
man. 

The site owned by Mr. J.H. Poladian at Penn Daw meets the 
necessary requirements for a challenging day camp experience. 
Such sites are not readily available in the National capital 
area. 

The following information deals with the proposed plans for the 
use of the site: Dates - June 22 to July 31, 1959 (6 weeks) 
Time at site: 9:30 a sm, to 4:00 p.m. (overnights to be held 
once every two weeks } Number: Maximwn of 50 boys. Ages: 8 to s 

12" years old. 

! 
:1 
'I 

Illf3b" 
;1 

I I 
il 

'II 
.1 

I I 

I 

I 

I 
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I 

I 

I 

I 

9-ct . Leadership: one counselor for each ten boys, counselors to 
be college students or the equivalent in age and experience. 
Mr. A.C. Havens, Jr., Executive Secretary will direct the 
operation. He has over ten years of camping experience. and 
has directed both day and resident camps and is a member 
of the American camping Association and the Audobon Society. 

program: 'fhe major emphasis on program will be in camp 
craft, nature study, conservation work and crafts. Group 
such as softball, dodgeball, soccer, etc., will be a part 
the activities, but will not be emphasized. 

A swimming program will be held in one of the swimming 

garnes, II 
of 

il 
Ii 

pools in the area. This will probablY be scheduled two or 
three times a week. 

Special trips to historical sites, other camps or state or 
national parks will also be scheduled. There will be probably 
three such trips during the six weeks. 

Health Standards: The camp will meet the health standards 
of the state of Virginia and the county of Fairfax. The 
total camp operation will be run in accord with the 
standards established by the National Counail of the Young 
Men's Christian Association and the American Camping 
Association. 

Transportation: The campers will be transported to and 
from camp by bus." 

The following letter from Dr. Kennedy, county Health Officer was read: 

."April 14, 1959 

Mr. J.H. poladian 
15 W. Glebe Road 
Alexandria, Va. 

Re: Proposed Summer Day Camp, Penn Daw Village, Poag st. entrance 

Dear Mr. poladian: 

The above named parcel was inspected by a Sanitarian of this 
department on April 9 and the site was found to be satisfactory 
for use as a summer day camp, provided approved toilet 
facilities and water supply are available to the premises for 
the campers. 

Application to operate a summer day camp should be made to 
the state Health Commissioner at least thirty days prior to 
opening. 

If you desire further information please contact us. 

(s) Harold Kennedy, Director" 

Mr. Havens showed on the map the location of the trails, the council 

ring for meetings and singing, activity area, and the shelter which would 

be an emergency structure 15' x 30' used only in case of rain. This 

structure would be down over the hill, not visible from the homes nor from 

i 
i poag Street. 

I 
All activities would take place below the flill where they could not be 

seen from Poag Street. As to the noise factor, Mr. Havens pointed out, 

I,this camp would be run only during summer when trees are in full foil age 

and would act as a sound barrier. Also the natural topography would serve 

to break the noise. 

i 
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i 
9-Ctd. IMr. Poladian stated that the houses shown on the map are all high above 

ii this site and are at least 200 ft. from the activity. This would be 

~used much the same as a park and would be no more depreciating to 

II property values than a park. 

:!I The chairman asked for opposition. 

II Mr. Thomas spivey of 204 Breezy Terrace, whose property adjoins this 

I,; project spoke in oppcsi ti Lon , He presented an opposing petition signed 

,I 
!: by approximately 60 families, listing as their ocj ect.eone s reduction of 

F
,I 
property values, noise and confusion and nuisance value due to uncon-

,I 
Ii trolled activities when camp is not in progress. 

II The Citizens Association heard of this project only last week, Mr. 

ISpivey continued, they immediately called a meeting and asked Mr. Havens 

II and Mr. soj adien to be present to explain their plans. They did so. 
I,: 

i The people listened and asked questions. After Mr.poladian and Mr. 

I 
,Ii Havens left the proj ect was discussed and the 30 or 40 people present 

I,ivoted unanimously to oppose it. They set out immediately to circulate 

I: the petition among the people liVing on Breezy Terrace and School 

[,I Street. 

ii Mr. Spivey went on to say that the minister in the church in this area 

~has stated that such an activity is unsuitable in a settled community. 

Ii The church has a 100 acre day camp in an area adaptable to camping and 

':1 recreational facilities, an area away from homes. 

Ii This project is within 40 ft. of homes. This is a good residential 

II area which should not be subj ected to this kind of thing. These boys 

~Will probably camp overnight, how can they be controlled by these five 

i:1 college students? The boys coming to this camp will be piGked up from 
I! 
11 the streets of Alexandria; no doubt they need help, Mr. Spivey agreed, but 

I 

I 

I 

Ii not in the back yards of people who live in this immediate area. People 

II;wOUld be afraid to leave their doors unlocked when they leave home. 

III The stores in the shopping center would not be safe. This is unthinkable I 
il 
i'IMr. spivey stated, bhatt:.Mr. Poladian should do a thing like this. He 
I, 

ilwent on citing the bitterness of people in the area against Mr. poLadLan , 
, 

iii the anxiety such a proj ect would cause, lack of sufficient ground, 

1,( 

i the fact that this would take away the freedom now en] eyed in the I 
'I 
1;1 neighborhood and noting that the stream is muddy and unusable ground is 
" 

II around it, therefore these activities would necessarily take place 

I 
'Ion the higher ground near the homes. Five people were present in 

I" a pp o s i t i on . Mr. Spivey stated that the Baylies people, adjoining 

I, [ 
~property owners, object also. 
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I,1 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

9-Ctd·!1 This project would attract other boys and the confusion, mischief, and 

noise would be compounded, Mr. Spivey continued. 

Mr. Lamond questioned the many nemea.ton the petition without addresses. 

Mr. Lamond said he knew this lane and he recalled that the houses of 

those complaining are way up on the hillside. a considerable distance 

from this tract. Since this will be used for only about six weeks in 

the year, Mr. Lamond questioned if it would have any appreciable 

effect upon the devaluation of property values. 

Mr. sutton said they had no plan for overnight camping and would be 

willing to have that restriction laid upon the granting. 

Mr. Lamond stated that there is considerable flat land near the stream 

which is usable. He noted that children play there now, uncontrolled 

by special supervision. 

Colonel Tucker of 213 Breezy Terrace'~objected for reasons stated. He 

wished to retain the quiet of his present home. 

A fire hazard was discussed. Mr. Sutton said there would be no fires, 

no cooking on the premises. The activities would be closely supervised. 

They would carry out their activities in small control~ed groups, 

organized games, with little noise. There is a house on the property 

which would be used and would be locked when no activities were in 

progress. 

Their activities will be greatly limited, Mr. Poladian stated, as they 

have little money for development. 

The use of these grounds by others when the day camp is not in progress 

was discussed. 

This property is not suitable for housing, Mr. Lamond told the Board; 

the County is looking for recreational ground, it is especially 

interested in ground along stream beds. This appears to be a good 

area for recreation, Mr. Lamond suggested. 

Mr. Hugh McKaneJwho was not present to take part in this case~asked to 

be heard. He stated that he had something on his mind relative to the 

remarks made earlier in the hearing, by Mr. Spt~ey. He recalled to the 

Board the inference and prejudgment of the potential criminal capacities 

of the 50 boys, whomever they may be and he asked the Board to consider 

well the validity of the remarks made by Mr. Spivey 1n view of this 

cruel inference. 
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i:NEW CASES - cee , 
I 
'I 

9-Ctd. li'Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case until April 28 to view the site and ,ii 

'I ii 
I:'the surrounding area. Seconded, Mr. Barnes. Motion carried. I 
Il": Lamond specifically stated that no further testimony would be taken IlflfO 
,lion that date. Carried unanimously. 

I 
,.1 

" 

10- II!BREN MAR RECREATION ASSOCIATION, INC., to permit erection and operation of II 
i 

il 1,I,a swinuning poc.l , bath house and other recreational facilities, north side 

ii 'I 
1;lof Bdsa L Road, adjoins Turkey Cock Run. Lee District (nur • Residence 1) I 
j!Mr. Herbert Harris represented the applicant. Mr. Harris located the 
II 
:ilproperty in question, pointing out that it is not adjacent to many 

I' 

[bcmes , There are only three which might be affected. However, they 
i' 

ii'have notified all members of the Bren Mar Citizens Association of this 

ii:Ihearing. Mr. Harris presented a copy of their articles of incorporation 

II of this non-profit proj ec t; 

"[IThe plat presented with the case indicated the location of a swimming 

II,POOI, wading pool, filter house, batihouse, and parking for 
n 

~107 cars. The pool area would be fenced. They have,i,s1ll.fficient ground 

i':1for additional parking if necessary. 

'h'hey have the signed applications for membership and the approval of 185 I 
I 

!imembers. It is estimated that after the initial fee the annual cost to 

I 
There are approximately 412 homes in Bren Mar and within a short :'$40. 

time 55 apartment units will be available. The pool membership will be 
!I 

Ii open to these people and also to residents of Edsall Park. They plan a 

Ilimaximurn membership of 300 families. 

iliMr. Harris went on to say that since the school serving this area is on 

i!a hill there is very little play area to serve the community. 

r- food will be sold on the premises. Later they ~~veloP a picnic 

" 

Ilarea. 

i 
'rLt; was noted that this ground is not affected by the flood plain around 

IIITurkey Cock Run I it is cons Lder-ab La higher than the Run. They have I 
"i'il allowed 21 ft. for ingress and egress. 

!I!'rhere were no objections from the area. Mr. Lamond moved that Bren Mar 

~park R~reation Association be granted a use permit to pperate a swimming 

'I 
II;pool and bath house and other recreational facilities as shown on plat I 
ii 
:Idated April 13, 1959 prepared by Joseph E. Wagner, Jr. and it is understood 

l t ha t there will be no parking on Edsall Rd., but that adequate parking will 

rrlbe provided on the site; seconded, Mr. Barnes. Carried unanimously. 

I;; 

iI 
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April 14, 1959 

NEW CASES 

JAMES A. SCHMITZ, to permit erection of work foom closer to side lot 

line than allowed by the Ordinance, 11.76 ft. (7010 Everglades Drive) 

Mason District (Suburban Residence) Lot 29, Block T, Section 3, Parklawn 

Mr. Schmitz explained his plat showing the recreation room on the rear 

of the house and carport on the side, neither of which are in violation. 

The work room whtch is located at the corner between the carport and 

the recreation room and connecting the two is in violation on the side. 

It is a small B' x 12' room. 

Mr. Schmitz told the Board that he was asking this particularly because 

his boy has an allergy and cannot be outside in damp weather; the 

recreation rOom would be his play area. The home is limited in work 

space and storage area. 

Mrs. Henderson suggested putting the work room back of the recreation 

room. 

That Mr. Schmitz answered, would cut out window space and back yard area. 

The lot slopes slightly on both sides. 

It was also suggested moving the carport to the front and putting the 

work tool room lengthwise, thereby cutting down the violation. 

Mr. Mooreland suggested that this case be set aside until the new 

Ordinance is adopted, allOWing a 12 ft. side setback. 

Mr. Schmitz objected to any change in his plans saying it would look 

awkward and his neighbors who now have no objection to this violation 

may not like the odd looking structure. Mr. Smmm±tz said he did not 

wish to wait for the rewrite of the Ordinance. He cited his need 

and the added value to his house and neig~orhood as reasons for the 

Board to grant his case. 

Mr. Barnes moved tl"l'}Ji'~thiS case be denied as there is an alternate 
l" 

location for this addition which wouilld meet ordinance requirements, or 

Mr. Schmidz has the alternative of waiting for the adoption of the new 

ordinance at which time he could have this addition without creating 

a violation. Seconded, Mr. Smith. Carried unanimously. 

II 

II 
I, 

I 

II 

Ii t{ l./ J 
:1 

I 

ii 

" Ii 

:1 

Ii 
Ii 

I 

~ 
POTOMAC BROADCASTING COR~., INC. to permit erection of radio transmission ill 

tower, on 11.249 ac , , Joseph Baker property, appr ox . 2490 ft. north of ii 

Buckman Rd., Rt. 626, Lee District. (Suburban Residence Class 2) 

Mr. Howard B. Hayes, Vice President of the Company represented the 

applicant. 

Mrs. Henderson suggested that it was not necessary for the applicant to 
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I'
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l2-ctf •. go into the technical working of the tower unless there was a special 

!: request to do so since this was thoroughly discussed at the last hearing. 

heir 

al 

ool site 

s with the 

r property 

I
I Lf 1.-/ (l-

IIMr. Hayes said that his company had found this site which meets t

,I 
[xequ i r ement.s and that they have obtained clearance from all feder I , 

!involved. 
'I 
h'he Board was immediately conce~ned as to the location of the sch

II Baker's property and asked whether the tower site conflict

[s chooj, property. 

ilon Mr. 

I ,I
" 

II 
'1"Mr. pope, from the School Board, was present and stated that thei

385 ft. from cheswes t boundary of Mr. Baker's property. He did not 

Iknow where it was with relation to the tower site, but he had understood 

I,:that this site involves part of the school property. 

'I 
IIMr. Baker said he had discovered just last evening that a portion of the 

~SChOOI property is within this tower site. He told Mr. Pope that if these 
I! 
'sites conflicted, as it appears they do, they could move the school 
I 

i,jproperty to entirely clear the tower site. Mr. Baker stated that Mr. Pope 
I 

lhad assured him that that was satisfactory to the school board. 
il , 

1;'Baker said he could change the school site to a location which he was sure 
Ii 

ilwoUld be satisfactory. 
I! 
!iMr. pope stated that this was news to him. He had oeert told by the 

~Planning Staff that these sites overlapped. If that is true, Mr. Pope 
Ii 

,Istated, this application should be denied. The School Board bought this 

Iiproperty in 1953 or 1954 and if the tower is erected on property adjacent 
ii,lit a them, it would be very objectionable, as it could fall and cause untold 

ildamage. If there is to be a shift in the school property, it has not 

II 
!been discussed with the School Board, Mr. Pope stated. 
" 

~t sertain conditions must be met so this shift could be recommended 

I 
lithe school Board. They need time to work out these conditions, soil 

kcess, topography, 
I 

Iban 
::be resolved before the School Board will make any commitments. 

'I 
I'Mrs. Henderson suggested that perhaps the radio tower could me moved to 
I 
, 

li,another location on Mr. Baker's property. 

I 

I 

I 
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II II 

12- c t dif Mr. Pope showed a plat with the access from Ashton Street in Mt. Vernon 
il 

Woods. :11{ '-I J 
ii 'I 

Mr. Hayes was very firm in his statement that the company could not again I, 

change the application for their site. They have submitted this exact :1 i 
il 

location to F.A.C. and F.e.c. and it has been approved all the way through 1:_ 

The amount of detall involved in changing the site would probably throw II Ii 
this out entirely. They are in a difficult situation, this has been a 

,I 

I 
il 

I
i' 

long struggle to get a satisfactory location, they feel it impossible to 

:1 
start allover on another site. II 

Mr. Pope assured the Board that he was willing to cooperate in every way il 
I' 

but he could make no commitments, that being the function of the School 

Board. He also stated that the School Board could be put to no expense 
II from 

which might result/'a change of site. (Mr. Baker agreed to take care of 
(\ 

any expense involved.) Mr. Pope said he would recommend the change to I 

the School Board, but the decision would rest with them. ,I 

Mr. Lamond suggested a contingent granting which Mr. Hayes said would not !i 

allow them to move on this. He felt it very important that they have I: 

a clean cut definite decision. II' 

I I, 
It was agreed that the school situation would have to be resolved before I:, 

this granting could become effective as the Board could not grant this 

use on School Bo~rd property. 

The ab i Lx ey of Mr. Baker to z enLq on his contract with the School Board 
Ii 

was discussed. 

Mrs. Henderson read a petition from the Mt. Vernon Woods area opposing 'I 

II 
this use. Drainage as related to Mt. Vernon Woods was discussed. 

I,
I, 

Mr. Lamond moved that the Potomac Braodcasting company be given a permit 
II 
[ 

for erection of a radio transmission tower on 11 acres of ground located 

il as shown on plat indicating site by pencil sketch, plat dated January 5, 
"Ii 

1959 prepared by E. s , Holland #5-382, with the provision that Mr. Betker ii 

~nd conflict~ the School Board agree on a site for the school that will not I 
!I 

with the property as outlined on t~is plat for the radio tower and that 

the land immediately abutting the property to the west, Mt. Vernon Woods, 

be so sloped as to drain the water away from that subdivision. Seconded, 

Mr. Barnes. Carried unanimously. 

::D-ATLANTI~ 
\. 

PETROLEUM CORP., to permit erection and operation of a serViJ 13-

station, property on east side of Chain Bridge Rd., Rt. 123, approx. 200 IiI 
ft. north of 33 ft. Rd. leading to School property, Dranesville District il 

(General Business and Suburban Residence) I: 

I 
I 



April 14, 1959 

Mr. Norman Keith represented the applicant. Mr. Keith pointed out that 

approximately 35 ft. along the frontage of this property had been 

reserved in the original granting of commercial zoning for road widening. 
, 

They do not actually need this strip, which is in Suburban residential 

[I I zoning as their installations will all be set well back, however, 
,[ 

they are asking the Board to place it in a commercial classification 
I, 

to give their property unified zoning. 

Ii 

I Mr. Lamond suggested that it might be well to put a fence across the :1 

rear of this property, since the school children are accustomed to cutting I 
across this lot to get to the school at the rear. i 

There are woods at the rear of the lot, Mr. Keith pointed out, however, 

he agreed they could put up a fence if the Board desired. 

Mr. Keith stated that this filling station would be for the service of 

gas only, nO lubrication, no repairs, no tire changing. They would have 

the most modern installation. 

Mr. Jack Smoot represented the seller of the property and his mother, 

who owns adjoining property and who does not object to this use. 

Mr. Smoot said he had been somewhat disturbed by the number of filling 

stations 1n the area, but a check on the gas sales shows that there are I 
not enough to supply the demand. 

There were no objections from the area. 

Mrs. carpenter moved that a use permit be granted to Mid-Atlantic 

Petroleum corp. for a filling station, provided that no storage of 

wrecked vehicles shall take place on the property and provided that the 

applicant will erect a fence across the rear lot line; this is granted 

for a filling station only under Section 6-16 of the Ordinance. 

Seconded, Mr. Lamond. Carried unanimously. 

II 

JOSEPH A. PROVENZANO, to permit two doctors to maintain an office in 14-

I residence, Lots 13 and 14, Beverly Manor, on Falls Church-Annandale 

Road and Beverly Street, Falls Church District. (Suburban Residence Class 

1) 

Mr. Joseph Creigh represented the applicant. 

Mr. Creigh gave the following facts: Dr. Provenzana is carrying on I 
his medical profession in his home where he has lived and worked for 

approximately six years. He now has another doctor working with him. 

Mr. Mooreland has stated that this is in violation of the ordinance, 

Section 6-4-a-b. But, Mr. Creigh stated that he could find no pldce 

in the ordinance where he says that a member of a recognized profession 



 

 

 

NEW CASES II 

14-ctd. cannot employ another member of a recognized prOfession. 
:1 __ 

Mr. Creigh went on to say that this is a matter of the health and welfare ~ fll.{ ¥ 
of this community. which he ci ted is not a weal thy area. Dr. Provenzana ]1 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

has, b¥ virtue of having his office in his home, kept his fees moderate, I: 

within the incomes of his patients. If he were in an office building his il 

fees would necessarilY be higher, therefore he is performing an important j 
service to the area in which he lives. It is necessary for professional I 

II people to speno a great deal of time in research, study of new methods I: 

and new medicines. The second doctor takes care of some of his patients :1 

and allows Dr. Provenzano time for stUdy and research in order to keep 
:1 

I 
.iJreast of his profession. I 

I 
There is no safety hazard from cars coming and g01ng: the large parking II 

,I 
area is at the rear of the house along Beverly Drive. People have II 

Ii 

complained of the parking lot, but Mr. Creigh went on, those same I 
1 

1\ 

people complained of parking on the street. 

This area is near the proposed commercial planning for Annandale. ~I
I 

Mr. Creigh presented a petition favoring this request signed by 125 peOPle~ 

These people live 1n the area. However, the chairman noted that people il 
I 

signing the petition were from many other areas also. 
il 

Mr. Lamond suggested that the c-o aistrict, under consideration by the 

Board of Supervisors might be applied to this area; he thought the case 'I 

!I might be held off for the time. 
II 

Mr. Giangreco spoke, urging~the Board to grant this request in the 

I,I interests of the community, stating that there are only 127 general 

practitioners in Fairfax county, as against 185,000 people, showing the 

great need for doctors. Mr. Giangreco told of Dr. 

for more time for study and research, his need for 

his large practice, the long waits of patients and 

II 
ProvenBano'S need Ii 

help in caring for 

the long hours put in 

I 

I: 
I 

:1 
II 

by the doctor. He commended the doctor highly on his unselfish dedicated I 

service to the conununity, he is always available night or day. 

colonel McKane emphasized the fine contribution Dr. Provenzano has made 

s 

king 

ot 

to the community. 

John Namey told of emergencies in the area which Dr. Provenzano has 

handled and expressed the appreciation of the fact that the doctor i

within their community and is always available. 

Mr. Creigh said he learned last evening of some o~jection to the par

lot. He offered to fence the lot if the Board wished. They would n

to waiting for the change in the ordinance. 
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Mrs. Henderson pointed out that that would require a refiling of a 

rezoning application. 

Mr. Lawrence Hoover of Beverly Drive stated that he was not appearing 

against Dr. Provenzano personally, but he was concerned over this 

expansion of his facilities. An area can easily be changed by such 

expansions~ Mr. Hoover insisted. He felt it necessary to protect 

the investments of people in the immediate neighborhood; they are the 

only ones concerned in this matter. They have no objections to the 

doctor operating in his home by himself; in fact they feel that he has 

been an asset to the neighborhood. However, Mr. Hoover said there are 12 

doctors within a mile of this location and on Rt. 236 they have 

a very fine medical clinic with all modern equipment; there are medical 

suites available in this clinic building. In fact some of the offices 

are being rented to non-professional people as not enough doctorS have 

applied to fill the offices. Mr. Hoover noted that people come from 

everywhere to be treated by Dr. Provenzano. He thought they would come 

if he had an office in a professional building];; just as well. Mr. 

Hoover objected to the 6000 ft. parking lot, which he said a fence or 

anything else could not disguise. Since this is a dead end street, I 
people come in and head into his driveway to turn around. Many cars 

doing this day and night is a nuisance, Mr. Hoover continued. The 

lights shine into their windows. This goes on all the time. A doctor 

with this size practice should be in a building where the pUblic can 

come and go without disturbing a residential area. A single doctor 

with a reasonable home practice would not be objectionable in an 

area that is residential, but this has become too much. Mr. Hoover 

I 

presented an opposing petition signed by thirty people living in the 

immediate area. These people objected because this is definitelY a 

commercial activity; they do not want that in a residential area, and 

this is contrary to the intent of the zoning ordinance. I 
It was brought out that while there are many doctorS in the area, only 

three are general practitioners. 

Mr. Creigh stated that it would be too expensive for Dr. Provenzano to 

go into an office; he wishes to keep his fees down for the benefit of I 
his patients. Dr. Provenzana said he has put the addition on his home 

for the office because no office spaces were available in the area. He 

had negotiated with Dr. Soresi but found the space not available. The 

doctor contended that this is not an expansion, it is merely sharing 
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I 
l4-Ctd.j his practice with another man in order that they both might have more time. 

, 

called attention to the fact that opeEating on such a II Mrs. Henderson 

11 arge scale in the home gave Dr. Provenzano a considerable advantage 
, 

I over other doctors who pay full overhead costs. She realized that they 

~all have the same problems. 

II MrS. Elma Vizzolo, who lives on Rt; , 236 told of the need in this area for 

II the doctor and praised his work highly. 

I [I Mr. McNall en expressed the opinion that doctors in a residential 

'I neighborhood were very ve tuebee , eepecLaf Ly for night calls, He commented 

II Dr. Provenzano on his fine work in the area. 

i, Mr. Creigh discussed the section under which this case would be granted. 

Mr. Mooreland noted that this could not possibly meet the requirements 

of a clinic. 

lMr. McKane suggested granting this with limitations, which he believed 

II the Board had the jurisdiction to do. 

",!I Mr. Lamond stated that the Commission is making a study of business around 

~I Annandale; he questioned how close this property might come to the future 

I. plan for business at Annandale. He suggested that this be deferred in 

I Iii order that the commercial line around Annendaj e.unay be determined. 

ill It is possible, Mr. Lamond stated, that this property may be included 

Ii
II within that future commer....cial plan. 

I: Mr. Lamond moved to defer this case until April 28 in order that the 

Board may determine from Mr. Schumann just where the commercial line 

around Annandale will be drawn and where the line would be with relation 

ID Dr. Provenzana's property. He suggested that both the Planning Staff 

and the Commission be contacted. Seconded, Mr. Barnes. Carried 

unanimouslY· 

II 

L. w. SWEENEY, to permit erection of three signs with larger area than 

allowed by the Ordinance, (Total area 163 sq. ft.) Lots land 2, Section 

2, East Fairfax Park, Providence District. (Rural Business.) 

Mr. Kinder represented the applicant. He located the property on which 

these signs would be placed, stating that they are the same type and size 

I signs which the Board has previously granted on these stores. 

I 
15-

Mr. T. Barnes moved that the request of L. W. Sweeney for these signs 

with a total area of 163 sq. ft. be granted. The signs to be located on 

Lots 1 and 2, Section 2, East Fairfax Park are granted in accordance with 

the plat presented with the case. Seconded, Mr. Lamond. All voted for 
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ii the motion except Mrs. Henderson who voted no. as she considered this too 

:i much sign for the size of the building. Motion carried. 

li//
" 

WILLIAM L. MEYERS. to permit erection of dwelling 39 feet from Birchwood 

Road. Lot 13. Section 1, Lakewood, Mason District. (Suburban Residence 

Class 3). 

It would be difficult to locatecthis structure 60 ft. from Lakewood Drive 

I and 40 ft. from BLirchwood Road because of the high bank at the back of the I 
'I property, Mr_ Meyers explained. (He showed pictures of the lot indicating 

iithe sharp bank) and to stay away from the 50 ft. sewer easement. The 

j State also has an easement which must be reserved for maintenance purposes. 

Mr. Meyers described the topography stating that the lot slopes up from 

the corner; the back of the lot is about 20 ft. above LakewOod Drive 

and about 13 ft. above Birchwood Road. 

Mr. Mooreland suggested that the Board grant a 38 ft. setback from Birch-

wood instead of the 39 ft. requested as this will be a brick house and 

!the width of the brick has not been included in the setback measurements. 

"I!Mr. Lamond moved to approve this application because the topographic 

conditions under which the applicant must work make it impossible to 

comply with the ordinance setbacks. This is granted for a 38 ft. setback 

from Birchwood Road. seconded, Mr. Barnes. Motion carried. 

This house was originally 

The foreman on the job decided 

:llithe office. It is completed. ready for occupancy. They moved the house 

!I • liback to wf.chLn 50 ft. of the right of way rather than the required 40 ft. 

'I 
:1setback because of the turn-around in the front yar-dr this threw the 

II 
I!house back to the part of the lot which narrows toward the rear. Had 

I' 
~they taken advantage of the 40 ft. front setback no doubt they would not 

have needed the variance. The owner of Lot 73, adjoining on this side. 

Ihas no objection to the variance. 

jMrs. carpenter suggested moving the posts in to a conforming position. 

IIMr. Mooreland showed that to make the posts conform they would necessarj:ly 

" 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 
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II 
be moved in 2 1/2' which may create too much o

II 
There were no objections from the area. 

II Lf l.( cr The building permit was discussed, Mr. Moorela stating that the bUilders!( 

sometimes get permits for 10 or 12 carports. This probably has not been 'I: 

II 
inspected. !! 

Mr. Chamberlin called attention to the large a of building these I
I! 

people have done and noted that this is their first request for variance. 

II 
Mrs. carpenter moved that this case be denied as thete is no evidence 

I' 
of hardship and the carport could be located t the rear of the property. :1 

!i 
seconded, Mr. Smith. carried unanimously. 

'I 
I, II 
(I 

DEFERRED CASES; 

JOHN C. AND NORMA JEAN HARLAN, to permit erect afwarehouse 
II 
I, 

25 feet from Center Street and 14 feet from M Avenue, part Lots 
II 

17 and 18, Section 1, Dowden Center, Mason Di (General Business) 
I: 

Mr. Swayze represented the applicant. He gave the background of this 

'I 
case, saying that in 1953 a mill work office w established here by 

Mr. Harlan. 'rhis property has been subdivided and resuhdivided, but 
II 
!I center Street has never been more than a 25 ft unimproved lane. It is 

! 
dedicated only to the end of this property. I the future this may 

continue on, Mr. Swayze stated, as a connectin street into another 

sbbdivision, but at present it is only a half block long. 

Now, Mr. Harlan needs more space for his paint addition. This would 

be a 40' x 70)' bUilding to be used especially for storing his millwork 

and assembly work. He is also requesting a sm 20'x 26' building 

addition to be used as a paint room. They wis to come within 25 ft. 

of Center Street and closer than that to the 4 ft. side street, about 

14 ft. 

There are other businesses in the area, the ow of which have 

indicated they have no objection to this encro Mr. swayae 

insisted that this addition would be an improv to the neighborhood. 

He presented a petition signed by 13 people in the immediate area 

asking that this request be granted. 

Mr. Swzyae stated that a precedent for this setback has already been 

already established in this area by Mr. Dove who in 1947 built the 

sheet metal shop. In 1951 this property was subdivided and Center 

street was dedicated; it was located within 24 ft. of Dove's building. 

He is asking a 25 ft. setback from Center St. Why distinguish between 
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DEFERRED CASES 

IB-Ctd. these two people? Mr. Sway~e asked. Mr. Dove was even allowed to add to 

his building withou~ getting a variance. The street was put in before 

the addition was put on to Dove's building. 'I'hat was an addition, 

Mrs. Henderson stated, but this, according to the plat, is a separate 

b uf.LdLnq , 

Under Section 6-12-g the applicant must show some exceptional topa-

graphic condition, Mr. Swayze noted. Here the lot is triangular in 

shape which precludes the applicant from any expansion unless he has a 

variance. It has not been shown that this would in any way adversely 

affect the neighborhood and there is no plan to put the street through. 

Parking would be provided along Center Street at the front and back 

of the building. 

Mr. Schumann expressed the opinion that the parking as shown is not 

desirable (it would be necessary to back out into the street to turn.) 

Mr. Lamond objected to the encroachment on the corner and too much 

bUilding for the lot. 

Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case to view the property. Seconded, 

I 

I 

Mr. James Miller came before the Board asking a rehearing in the Little 

League case granted by the Board at the previOUS meeting. 

Mr. Miller stated that he lives at 4111 North Westmoreland, acrosS 

from the project, that he was present at the last meeting and gave 

testimony. However, he claimed that many ~n~ply and loud talking, profane 

youngsters had been playing on this property since the case was granted. 

After considerable discussion of Mr. Miller's complaints and his 

difficulties, the members of the Board expressed sympathy with his 

problems and while they considered them unfortunate they could see I 
no evidence which would justify Deopening the case. The matter was closed.,I 

, 

II I 
The meeting adjourned. 

I 
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AprU 28, 1959 i 
The regular lIeeUII9 of the Fairfax county 

'I Board of zoning Appeal. w•• h.1C:J..:~On Tuesday. 
April 28, 1959 at 10100 a.m. in the Board II 
ROClII, Fairfax County Courthouse. All 
members were present; Mrs. L.J. Henderson. t{5"/ 
Jr.. ChalX'JUJl. presiding. 

:1 

1-

I 

I 

I 

I 

The meeting was opened w1th • prayer by Mr. Lamond. 
il 

NEW CASES: 

SCANWBLL LABORATORIES, INC., to permit operation of a scientif1c researeh il 
1.'1 

laboratory, property off Franeonia Road, Route 644, westerly adjacent to 1. 

springfield E8tate8, Section 1. Lee District, (General Buslness) il 
I' 
" 

Mr. Lamond told the Board that this case had been reviewed by the Pl&nlllng :1 

COllllli.81on at 1ts meeting of April 27 and had recommended that the case i 
I. 

be granted. calling attention to the fact that this use is propoSed in a 
II 

General Business district and therefore would not be subject to the 
I 

provisions r1 the MellN'r amendment pertaining to setbacks. etc. 

Mr. Shoemaker. representing the applicant, presented. the following letter :1Ii 

describing the operations of the laboratory and their needs, 

I 
"April 27. 1959 II 

Planning Ca-aission 
Fairfax Courthouse II 
Fairfax. Virginia 

Gentlemenl II 

Scaowell Laboratories was organized _n4 incorporated under the I laws of the state of Virginia on 15 December 1958 to conduct 
research and development in the field of antennas and related 
components. The company presently oceupi.s 1400 sq. ft. of II office and laboratory space in the Arlinqton-Fairfax Saving_ II 
and Loan Association building located at 363 W. Lee Highway. 
Fairfax. Virginia. 

II 
I, Mr. William E. Matthews. 6408 Brook.ide Drive, Alexandria. 

Virginia. has under construction a. modern. brick bUilding 
(60' x 80') off Franconia Road, Springfield, Virginia on a 
parcel of land extending 325' N~rth of the socony MObil oil I 
Company Station and extending ISO' West of Section 1 of II 
Springfield Estates. 

il Sc.nwell LAboratories is interested in lea.ing the above II 
building frcxa Mr. Matthews for use as an antenna research and I: 
development laboratory. The facility would be used for con
dueting antenna studies. as well as the desi9'l1. development. 
fabrication and evaluation of experimental models. Scanwell I 
Laboratori•• would not cause Any objectionable noise or odors ,I 

a. the result of this scientific work. 
II 

We believe that this type of laboratory would be an .sset to II 
Fairfax County and to the Springfield area in particular. Ii 

,I 
(S) L.E. Shoemaker 

Vice President" Ii 

Mr. Shoemaker alao aade it plain that no Manufacturing would take place 

in this operation. that they build models only. Their work is purely 'I 
Ii, 

experimental -- no IUSS production a 

Mr. Lamond cautioned that the applicant must provide adequate parking. Mr_:\
II 

II 
" 
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NEW CASES~ 

ShoeaMker atated that they would uae the apace between the bu11ding aneS 

the f111ing station on the adj oln1hCJ property. They w111 have about 

20 employees. 

Mr. Lamond moved that the application of Scanwell Laboratoriea, Inc. 

for a use permit to operate a scientific re.earch laboratory be approved. 

Seconded, Mrs. carpenter. Carried unanimously. 

II 

Since the Board was ahead of schedule. Mr. Mooreland atated. th&t he 

had had a complaint aqalnst a widow (a practical nur••) who 18 boarding 

four elderly wceen in her home. They are all 80 year. of &ge, or older. 

They are not patient., ahe has no nursing care. No sign 1. displayed. 

The wCXDen are simply living there. The question baa been asked ",hebher 

application should be made for a convalescent hoae. 

The Board agreed that the woman who wa. caring for the.. people is 

filling a great need in the county; they did not consider a permit 

necessary. 

II 

2- PmrLLIS M. PAKENHAM, to permit operation of a dancing school in dwelling. 

Lot 13, ROW'. Addition to Lee Boulevard Height. (425 Row Place), Maaon 

District. (Suburban Residence Claa. 2) 

Mr. pakenhul repre.ented the applicant. This dancing .chool wa. 

graated a one year permit by the Board in October of 1958, Mr. Pakenluua 

told the Board. The term i. completed in May 1959 and in order that 

the pupils may know that the school will definitely be continued in 

the fall they are asking extension of the permit now. 

I, Mr. Mooreland atated that his office had received no complainU of the 
I: 

Ii School. 
'I 

:1 
I 

Mr. pakenham called attention to the fact thAt the people whom they 

':, notified of thia hearing are all near neighborS and all have stated that 
'I 

II, they have no objection to continuance of the school, no traffic 

I: problems have been generated and they do not feel that the school 18 

I' 
I detrimental to their property or to the neighborhood. 

The school is open from 12:30 to 5:30; apprax~tely 60 pupils total. 

The pupils are scheduled in groups, arriving in car poola • They started 

with 40 pupila in october and may have aa JUny as 80. It i8 e.U.mated 

that this require. only about 12 cars a week in addition to normal 

home operation. The classes have no .are than 8. 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 



NEW CASES: 

The cl•••es vary, one day they hold only one e1 ••• , other days they run 

from either 2:30 to 5:30 or from 12:30 to 5:30. 

There were no Objections. 

I 

I 

3-

I 

I 

I 

Mr. Barnes moved that this use permit to operate a dancing school be 

extended for the period of the Pakenham's re81dency,-ln be house at 

425 RO'rf Place and the permit 1s granted to the applicant only. 

This 1s granted because there have been no complaints against the 

operation of this school and it does not appear that this adversely 

affects the neighborhood. Seconded, Mr. Sftl1th. Carried unanllllOu81y. 

II 

H. GRANVILLE WILEY. to permit division of lot with Ie88 area than 

allowed by the ordinance, on west side of #676, rear of Chapel Hill 

Subdivision, Providence District. (AgricUltural) 

Mr. Wiley explained that he haa a one acre tract with two houses on it. 

He would divide the acre so each house would have approximately one-half 

acre. Each house has ita own well and septic. Mr. Wiley stated that 

his purpose in requesting the division is so he may sell one of the 

houses. A 15 foot right of way runs to the back lot. One house has 

been here for 32 years, the other 11 years. They were on one-half 

acre Iota which conformed to the zoning in this area before the Freehill 

Amendment. 

Mr. SchWDAnn stated that Mr. Maurice Fox, Mr. waple and Mr. VerUn smith 

had expected to be present in Mr. Wiley'. behalf, at this hearing, but 

were uMble to get here. Mr. Wiley i. on the mail route in the area 

in which Messrs. Fox, Waple and SIIlith live and. has been for many years. 

The Federal Government says he must live in the area in which he works. 

He would move to the area in which he works if he can sell this house. 

People in this area are very eager to keep Mr. Wiley on this route. 

Mr. Barnes moved that the application of Mr. Wiley, to permit division 

of one acre into two one-half acre lots, as shown on plat presented 

with the case dated March 25, 1959 be granted as one of theae houses 

was here long betore the Ordinance, and because Mr. Wiley must move 

in order to live in the territory in which he is now carrying mail. 

This division of the property would not be a detriment to the health 

or welfare of the community, and it 1s understood that the surveyor 

will show on the linen of this plat that this variance is granted as 

of this date. This shall be done before the property is conveyed. 

Seconded, Mr. Smith. All voted for the motion. e*apt>'-Mr$''': c:darpenter 
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NEW CASES i: II 
,I 

3-Ct d oli who refrained frcm voting .tating that she had not seen the property I 

and did not know the section, W"ell enough to vote. Motion carr-ied. 
I 

II 
Ii II 

'15'1 II 

I: 

4- MAX SINGLETARY, to permit erection of garage 11 feet from side property 
II 

II I I line, Lot 30. section 1, River Oaks, Dranesville District. (Rural 

Residence Clas. 2.) 

Mr. Singletary explained that the house he proposes to put on this 

lot 1s too wide to allC7ll/' for a garage and 1ItlU1 meet setback: requlreaents. I 
He had planned to put on a carport but the people on the adjoining 

lot do not want the carport; they think it would not be\'ln keeping with 

the house nor with the neighborhood. They would rather have the en-

croachment of a qar&g'ej however, the lot 1$ practically level" .lop;tll1~n 

slightly to the rear. and Mr. Singletary admitted that a garage could 

be located in the back yard. 

Mrs. Henderson stated that in her opinion there was no justification 

for granting this. she could see no hardship. 

Mr. Singletary said the hardship was his conscience; he did not want 

to put a 10 ft. carport on a $35,000 home. A garage in the back yard 

would not be convenient nor would it conf~ to the house plan. I 
Also he noted that the septic system is at the rear which would interfere 

with the garage. He does not wish to go into an area and build something 

whieh the people in the community thought would be detrimental to them. 

He thought a 12 ft. garage might be satisfactory. 

Mr. Single tary showed the plan of the house pointing out that a 10 ft. 

carport would be too narrow and out of proportion and completely 

inadequate. He was unable to buy property from the lot next door .a 
that is built upon. He was willing to settle for either a 12 ft. carport 

or a garage. 

Mrs. Carpenter moved that the application of Max Sinqletary be denied 

as according to the zoning Ordinance this is not a hardship case and the I 
Board can see no reason for granting the request. seconded., Mr. Smith. 

Carried unanimously. 

II 

I 5- LOUIS AND DORIS MENSH, to permit erection and operation of a service 

station and permdt pump islands 25 feet from the right of way line 

of Huntington Avenue. Part Lot 3, Div. of Joseph P. and Elizabeth 

Kleckner Property, Mt. Vernon District. (General Business) 

Mr. Bmmett from Sinclair 011 Company represented the applicant. Mr. 



 

s-cee, 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

NEW CASES 

Mooreland aaked the Board to defer this ca•• until the applicant can 

come 1n with a plat which w1l1 show that thia buttne.. will not cut 

down on the parking space for the apartments which adjoin this property 

at the rear. The apartments have a right of 25% coverage. He sU9gested 

that a plat be pre.ented showing the adjoining property with parking. 

I, This wa. a two acre tract which haa been dlvldec1 into three lots, Mr. 

Mooreland stated and while the apartments are loeated on general business 

zoning, they can cover only 25% of the land. 

They have plats showing that this division would leave a 20.000 sq. ft. 

area for apartment house, Mr. Mensh atated. however, he did not have 

that plat with the case. 

Mr. Lamond moved to defer the case for presentation of the plat showing 

the adj oining property defer two week.. Seconded. Mr. smith. 

Mr. Everhart, owner of Huntington Apartment., .tated that they have 

90 families living in their garden type aparbaents, which property 

border. this proposed f11ling station property on three .ide.. He 

objected to a filling station on this lot. saying it would be highly 
:1 

undesirable and a nuisance in a residential area. It would be depreciatin1 

to property values and to his busine.s. He noted that there are nine othe~ 

filling stations near here, all of which are struqqling for busine••• 

Another aparbaent or an office building would be in ke.ping with the 

area, Mr. Everhart continued, but a filling station would be a nuisance. 

Mr. Hensh recalled that when this property wa. zoned for general 

busineas uses in 1951 it was planned to bave a filling station along 

with stores. They bought this property with that in aind.. The Board 

of SUpervisors had considered the proposed us.s when the property w.a 

zoned. Then it waa thought that a shopping center would go in here, 

Mr. Everhart recalled, but it was found that the area would not support 

stores, 80 they stqpped the commercial development and put in apartments. i 

They have plans for more apartments. This is a quiet residential 

neighborhood of apartments and semi-detached hemea, it i8 not suitable 

for cOIIlIIlercial developaent. 

Mr. Mensh wa. of the opinion that the increa.e in traffic In this area 

since 1951 would make this a good area now for commercial u••a, 

especially for the purchas. of gasolIne. 

Mr.. Henderson pointed out that this land Is zoned for coaaercial u.es 

and if residential development invades business 80ning they muE live with 

Ute conaequences. However, she thought the Board should aee the plat of 



 

II 
NEW CASES 

I:,I 
s-ees. the adjoining property. Mr. Mush objected to • delay. 'I 

Mr. Mooreland. and Mr. Mensh discussed the penl1t for the apartments. ILf>C, 
Mr. Lamond a180 suggested that the Board should know something of 

Ii 

I be State Highway plan for this area. Mr. Mensh was asked to show Lot I 
3 on his plat. II 

Motion carried to defer to May 12. I 
II 

II 
6- BLUM"S INC., to permdt erection and operation of a service station ,! I II! 

and to permit PWIlp islands 25 feet from Street right of way lines, 
!I 

Part Lots 51 and 52, Rock Taraace Subdivision, Mason District. (General 

I
I: 

Busine.s) 

Ii 
Mr. Burnett and Mr. Tolbert represented the applicant. This are. has 

il been c<:llaercially zoned for several years, Itt,. .Burnett stated, it 

II is surDOUDded by business zoning. '!'here is only one other f1111ng 
" :1 

station in the immediate area. He i8 asking the same pump i81and 

setbacks as granterl dm the fl1linq station near this property, 25 ft. ! 
The Highway Department has made no request for street widening. Mr. Ii 
Burnett noted that they show a proposed outlet on Gorham Rd. which ,I 

I, 
9111 be used when that road is improved. I 
The use i8 compatible with the area, Mr. Burnett pointed out, the I 
property adj oins the airport propertYI the general character of the I: 

area bas been established for a long time. il 
, 

There were no objections from the area .. 

Mr. Lamond moved to grant aause permit to Blum·. Inc .. to per-1t i 
erection and operation of a filling station as shown on plat presented 

with the case, dated April 7, 1959, prepared by Merlin McLaughlin. 

This 18 granted for a filling station only.. Seconded, Mr .. Barnes. 

Mrs. Henderson asked if the Board has granted a 25 ft. setback for 

the pu1Ip islands on the Sunset Manor filling station. Since no one was 

entirely Bure, Mr.. Lamond amended his motion to state ~ith setbacks I 
for the pump ielands allowed to be the same as granted on that of 

Cities Service on S8IIlinary Road.· Mr. Barnea accepted the addition .. 

Carried unanimously. 

I 1/ 

7- HOLLIN HALL VILLAGE, INC., to permit operation of a research laboratory 

sw corner ot rort Bailt Rd., ae , 629 and Shenandoah Rd.. (Rollin Hall 

Village Shoppinq center) Mt. Vernon District (General Busin.ss) 

Mr. LuIIOnd stated that the PlalUling Comm.1ss1on lit its lIeeting of April 
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April 28. 1959 
II 

NEW CASES 
II 

27, 1959 recommended to the Board of Zoning Appeals that this ease be 7-Ctd'll 
granted. 

The follO'oflng statement from Mt. Vernon Research Laboratory was read: 

"April 2. 1959 •
" 

We list below the purposes for which we will use apace leaeed 
in the Hollin Hall Village Shopping Center I 

l. General office work 
2. Engineering des1gn and drafting, including handling of 

cla.aified documents. 

• 
3. Light electronic teats and assembly work 
4. Light model shop work 
5. PhySical research employing vacuum system and electronic 

measuring devices 
6. No explosives, propellants or highly volatile chemicals are 

involved. 

Iii (8) Mount Vernon Reseuch Lab." 

I;Mr. Monk was present repreeenting the research company. st.tlng that most 

~Of this space which they are leasing will be occupied bf offices with 

some space devoted to laboratory work. They will operate in the 70' x 34 I 

basement of the existing building. They will have both front and rear 

entrances. The ceiling is sound proofed and plastered. They will employ 

• maxiIQum of ten peepl'.. The shopping center area contains ample parking 

I

• 
Ispace to include this business. 

!Mr. Price told the Board that five Planning Commission members saw this 

I I buildinq. They found 

,I to this laboratory on 

isale. bueiness. The 

perDlit was unanimous, 
I 

' There were no obJ ections from. the area. 
[ 
I Mr. Lamond moved that the application of Hollin Hall Village. Inc. to 

I" 

ii' 

i operate a research laboratory be approved; it is understood that the I 

!buSiness will be conducted on the lower level of the Hollin Hall Shopping ! 
I Center bUildings. Seconded, Mr. Barnes. Carried unanimously. 

• 8-

• 

it well located for thOe purpose. The shop next 

the lower level is occupied by a radio and television II 

recommendation to recommend the granting of this I' 

Mr. Price conclud.ed. 

II 

MARY I. LLEWELLYN, to permit erection and operation of a kindergarten and 

elementary school thru fourth grade, property on southwesterly side of 

Great Falls Street, approximately 970 feet south of Magarity Road, Route 

650, Dranesville District. (Suburban Residence Class 1) 

Mrs. Lois Miller represented the applicant, locating the property and 

pointing out that the school is to be operated on a 4.5 acre tract. The 

building proposed to be bUilt, a floor plan of which was presented with 

the case, will contain approximately 5,000 sq. ft. of floor space as 

well as liVing quarters for the manager. The school will be conducted 
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for kindergarten and the first four grades. It will be about a $65,000 

investment. 

The old house now on the property will be removed. 

This school is located very near several subdivisions which, Mrs. Miller 

pointed. out, should be a good location. They will have two classrooms 

in the basement and one on the first floor to be used when necessary. 

They plan to have 20 children to the room. (total capacity 80 children) 

This school will be dondueted on a half-day session basis for the present 

time. They plan a "pick up" service. The school will be named "Bonnie 

Brook School". 

Mr. John Dickmeyer, who lives on Dlmi Road stated that he was present 

representing 75% of the land owners immediately adjacent and near this 

property. A letter from these five people was read. 

Mr. Dickmeyer questioned why the four people immediately adjacent to 

this property were not notified of this hearing. However, it was 

determined that the applicant had met all requirements of notification. 

Mr. Dickmeyer obj ected saying that the intent of the Ordinance was to 

notify interested people. That was not done, he charged. They know 

very little about this project, he continued. All in this area have 

substantial investments in their homes and they feel they should know 

what is planned on property which would affect their homes in one way 

or another. He hoped they would not have to look out on a parking lot. 

Mr. Clinton D'young agreed that Mr. Dickmeyer, he was concerned over 

encouragement of other business in this residential area. 

Most homes in the area are on lots ranging from 1/2 to 3/4 acre. It 

was noted that zoning in this area would permit 12,500 sq. ft. Iota. 

Mrs. Llewellyn stated that she plans a brick. caIE cod. house, it will 

resemble a dwelling. Pupils will be in school only during the morning 

from 9:00 to 12:00. They are not sure at the present time if they will 

have a pick-up service. 

Me. Barnes moved that the application d M. I.kLlewellyn to erect and 

operate a kindergarten and classes through the fourth grade be granted 

to the applicant only. as shown on plat presented with the case, dated 

March 27, 1959 prepared by O. C. Paciulli. It is understood that this 

school will be run from 9:00 to 12:00 and that it will be approv~y 

the Health Dept. and Fire Marshal and all other county ordinances and 

regulations pertaining and that the applicant is required to furnish 

adequate parking on the premises. This is granted as it does not appear 

that this would aQversely affect the use of neighboring property. 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 
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II 

Mr. Smith seconded the motIon to grant. carried unanimously. 

il 

~~LEAN CITIZENS ASSOCIATION. to permit erection and operation of a service il 

station and to permit pump islands 35 ft. from right of way line of Rt. 12" 

property on east side of Rt. 123 just north of 33 ft. road leading to II 

II 
the school property, Dranesvilla District. (General BusinesB) 

Mr. Shands represented the applicant. 
il 

Mr. Schumann showed a map which included this entire area, intersection j 
of Rt. 123 and Old Dominion Drive, in all directions. He also indicated tie 
carper property on which a filling station was approved SUb~ect to approva 

of location of the islands and entrances. Mr. Schumann suggested that if II 

this case 1s approved it be subject to the bUilding being placed well 

il 
back on the property and the pump islands 35 ft. from the line as shown 

II 

on the plat he presented, in order that they can accomplish free movement II 

for a right turn lane. This would continue the lane from the filling I 
station on the adjoining property. 

II 
Mr. Brittingham from the Sun 011 Company was present and stated that While!1 

he was not an engineer. he believed the company would go along wi th this. :11 

Mr. SchlUllann suggested that this qrantimg be made subject to approval 

'I 
by the Planning COI'llDlls81on and the Highway Dept. for exits and entrances. :1 

It was noted that this property requested for rezoning 18 the strip I, 

which was originally excluded in the zoning, for street widening. The 

I,1 

Highway Department has no deftn! te plans for improvement or for purchase 

of right of way in this area. il 
I, 

Mr•• carpenter called attention to the fact that school property lies i 

~ediately to the rear of this lot. She suggested that the company be 

required to put up a fence across the rear line as a barrier against I 

children cutting through the station. Mr. Btittingham agreed. to this. 

There were no objections from the area. 

Mr~.Lamond moved that the application of McLean Citizens Association to 

permit erection and operation of a filling station on this property be 

apppoved. It is understood that the pump islands will be placed at 

least 35 ft. from the property 11ne and this is granted subject to the 

report of the Planning Staff and subject to the approval of the Planning 

Staff and the Highway Department for entrances and exits. It is also 

granted provided an adequate fence be place~d across the back of the 

property: seconded. Mr. Barnes. cartied un..nlmously. 

II 

9-Ctd. 

9-

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 
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:1 DE&'ERRED CASES 

1- liMELPAR, INC., to permit bUilding 6 to be used for scientific laboratory, 
Ii 
" 

:;N. E. corner of Leesburg Pike and Hardin Street, Mason District. (General 
I 
:18u81n888) 
II 
I:Mr. Brandon Marsh represented the applicant. (He came with pansies for 

illthe three 1 Belies. ) 

!IThiS 1s the same application which was brought before the Board some 
!I 
iltime ago; it involves adequacy of parking. Mr. Marsh showed picttires 

ilof the plant and the parking space used for the other bUildings on 

i
Ii Columbia Pike. 

:IMr. Schumann stated that the parking for these bUildings has been of 
I 

"ilconSiderable concern to the Planning Staff. The Staff has studied 

I,It h e parking plan submittec;l by lotelpar and hal JUde it. few changes. He 

"II showed the map indicating parking as approved by the Staff. 

i 
I!Mr. Schumann sugg••ted that if this is approved it be made subject to 
I' 
I'the following conditions: that the number of employees on the premi8es 

!!shall not exceed 590. unless more- parking space is provided: that the 

Ii" liparking spaces be mark.ed on the hard surfaced lot in accordance with 

"lithe parking plan prepared by the Planning Staff, accomplished within 90 

!,dayS oft;occupan9Y of the bUilding (No.6), and that entrances to Rt. 7 

i'and Hardin St. and the location of the curb on both soads be subject 

i,to approval of the Highway Dept. and the Planning Staff. Such entrances 

land curbs to be installed within 90 days of occupancy of Building No.6. 

ilMr. Lamond moved that the application of Melpar. Inc. to permit use of 

liBUllding No. 6 for .cientific laboratory puepoeee be approved with parking 

" to be in accordance with Planning Staff's report: !irestrictians 

'IIIThat the number of employees on the pr_i8es shall not. exceed 590 

II 
:iunless more parking space is provided; that the parking spaces shall be 

! 

imarked on the hard surfaced lot in accordance with the parking plan 

!i 
:,prepared by the Staff. this to be accomplished within 90 days of occupancy 
'I 

ilof Bldg. No.6: and that entrances to ae , 7 and Hardin St. and the location 

I 
!'of the curb on both roads be subj ect to approval of the Virginia Department 
!'r Highways and the Planning Staff. Such entrances and curbs to be 

!linstalled within 90 days of occupan~ of the bUilding (No.6.) 
Ii 

l:seCOnded, Mr. Barnes. Carried unanimously. 

11// 
2- If. H. POLADIAN. to permit operation of a day camp for YMCA, Residue ~arcel 

'i 
p, Penn Daw Village. (westerly end of Poag st.) Lee District. (Suburban 
:I 

:resldenCe) 

! 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 



 

I 

I 

I 

DEFERRED CASES 

2-Ctd l This case was deferred to view the property. 

Mr. Lamond stated that he had received word from the Bayliss family 

who own property adjoining Mr. Poladian and who were reported at the last 

meeting to be opposed to this case. The Bayliss family now stated that 

they signed the petition opposing this use when they did not fully 

understand what was proposed. They now wish their name stricken from the 

opposing petition. 

Mr. Lamond moved that this application for a day camp be approved with 

be following limitations: that no use shall be made of the area within 

150 ft. of the rear property line of the homes on Breezy Terrace, and 

that the use of the property be restricted to a ballfield and develop-

ment shall take place on the flat part of the land near the 8tream~ and 

also on the adjoining land across the stream; the balance of the land 

may be used for nature walks and nature studies. 

Other members of the Board objected to the 150 ft. restriction on the 

area adjoining homes on Breezy Terrace, therefore Mr. Lamond changed 

this to read 100 ft. from the rear property line of the homes on Breezy 

Terrace. 

This property along the 100 ft. strip adjOining the Breezy Terrace 

homes shall be left in its present state. 

It 1s understood that this day camp will be permitted to run for eight 

I 
3-

I 

weeks, five days a week, from 9:00 a.m. until 4z30 p.m. And there shall 

be no overnight camping except during the perlhod of clearing the land, 

getting it in readiness for use. 

It is also understood that at least one counselor shall be provided for 

each ten boys and the counselors shall be at least 17 years of age 

or older in order to qualify. 

This is granted for a period of three years after which time the use 

shall be subject to review by this Board. Seconded, Mr. Barnes. 

Carried unanimously. 

II 

JOSEPH A. PROVENZANO, to permit two doctors to maintain an office in 

residence, Lots 13 and 14, Beverly Milnor, on Falls Church-Annandale Rd. 

and Beverly St., Palls Church District. (Suburban Residence c&ass 1) 

Mr. William Hanabarger represented the appl1l1lnt, in the absence of 

Mr. Creiqh. Mr. Hansbarger asked that the case be deferred until the 

adoption of the Pomeroy Ordinance as he thought the new ordinance .s 

proposed would take care of this 8i tuation. 



 

 

 

iID::::~-~A:::- II 

IIII s-ees. ilMrs. Henderson pointed out that the new ord 18 a lODq-ti•• from 

Ii adoption and the .econd doctor 1s there; wh will the B~c:d do about him? I! 

ij:Mr. Hansbarger suggested that he be allowed to reIDain for the present, Ii 

:Ithe only obJectionallle thing about the situa he argued, is the parking III 

I. 
i!lot. Actually the people in the area have no objection to the doctor's II 

II office as such. :1 
" 

"II 
I! If the Board would defer this case fot six m Mr. Hansbarger continued.: 
i 

Iby that time the Ordinance would surely be adopted, and this could be I 
, I , 

:1settled 0 "II 

:Itt was ma4e clear that the second doctor sh h~ve no identification in I 

I' 

It
I 

he way of a sign if he is to remain. 
II 

I: 
,'I
" 

Mr. Lamond suggested that the Board had been adopting parts of the 
I II 

II Pomeroy ordinance, especially parts which a pertinent and for which 
,I 
!! 

!; there is a great need. It 18 not unlikely that the provision covering I, 

"I 

i t h i s type of operation may be lifted out of the new ordinance and incorporaied 
I 

the present ordinance. It would hardly be fair, Mr. Lamond state~ II iiinto 

:1 :to stop this man when within a short time hi operations might be made to 
II 

!Ioonform to the ordinance. 
I 

ilMrs. Henderson agreed that it would not be fair to Mr. Hansbarger not II 

II to defer this for the new ordinance, since the Board has deferred ma.ny 
!' II 
:1 other cases for the same purpose. 

Ii 
:;IIMr. Lamond moved to defer this case pending the outcome of the Pomeroy 

I, 

i,ordinan:!e with the provision that there wil be no identification for 

i, the second doctor. :1 " 

Ii 

1The opposition discussed this further, the large parking lot, and the 
'I, 

ildoctor'8 large practice, which they claimed made an unpleasant impact 
I, 

Ii upon the area. II 

:1 It was brought out that under the Pomeroy O Dr:'-. Provenzano would 

'I 
II be allowed to have two employees. Ii 

I' 

I!:Mr. Mooreland stated that he had been inform by the C aal1:h's 
:1, 

" 

i!Attorney and members of the Board of Superv that those things which Ii 

[I are nO'ot in violation, but which will be corr by the Pomeroy Ordinance II 

"I: should be held in abeyance. If a warrant w served on this man today, ': 

I 'I 
!i it would not be acted upon. it would wait fo the Pomeroy Ordinance. 

I 

,IMr. Barnes seconded this motion. Mr. Lamond added to the motion that the 
Ii 

II wing used Ifior office space must not be chang in other worda, the Board 
Ii 

II would not allow further expansion. Mr. Barn agreed to this addition. 
II 

I
!.Motion carried unanimouslY. 

II 

il 

II 
1 
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Apru. ;i6, 19~9 

DEFERRED CASES 

s- I. and HILDA KATZ. to permit erection of an offlce building on property 

line of Elm street and 13 ft. from Electric Avenue. Lot 6 and part lot 

5, Block 4. Ingleside, Dranesville Distriet. {General Business} 

I The Planning Commission requested deferral of this for further study of 

this property. The Board agreed to this deferral without motion. 

II 

5- MRS. C. L. CRIM, to permit duplex dwelling to remain &s erected, Lots 25 

and 27, Wellington Subdv., (35 Northdown Rd.) Mt. Vernon District. I 
(Rural Residence Class I) 

6- PAUL J. ZIRKLE, to permit two family dwelling to remain as erected. 

Lot 3A. Resub. Lots 2. 3 and 4. Block 2, Pimmit Park Addition to El Nida. 

corner of 8itt Avenue and Seventh streets, Dranesville District. 

(Suburban Residence class 1) 

7- ANNIE E. MUCH, to permit conversion of existing single family dwelling 

to two family dwelling on with less frontage and area than allowed by 

the Ordinance, on west side of Route 712, 1/4 mile north of Rt. 236, 

Mason District. (Suburban Residence Class 3) 

All of these cases were deferred until June 23 upon request from Mr. 

I Schumann. 

I 

4- JOHN C. AND NORMA J. HARLAN, to permit erection of warehouse 25 ft. from 

Center st. and 14 ft. fro. Moncure Ave., Part Lots 17 and 18, Section 1, 

Dowden Center, Mason District. (General Business) 

Mr. Roy Swayze represented the applicant. .I.'he Board had viewed the 

property. 

Mr. Swayze stated that the Highway Department has said that they do not 

think Moncure street will be cut through to Columbia Pike, it 1s not 

used at present and if there is a plan to make it a usable street, no 

one knows when that will be, however, Mr. 5m1th stated that the road is 

now being used as a cut-off. 

I 

This is a matter of outgrowing a building, the same thing as a family out

growing a house, Mrs. Henderson observed. If the man cannot expand withou~ 

too much variance, he must move. 

Mr. Swayze contended that this is purely a jurisdictional matter, one WhiC~ 

the Board can handle. 

Mrs. Henderson objected to deliberately locating a building within 14 

ft. of a dedicated street. 

Mr. Schumann suggested that this may be a chance to cut off some of 

the traffic at the crowded intersection, he thought the street should not 

'+00 



II 

Ii April 28, 1959 

DEFERRED CASES 

!! 
4-9td1'",be vacated. Mr. Schumann asked that this case be deferred to the first 

!,mtting in Mayor at least not beyond May 26. Mr. Lamond 80 Moved; seconded, 

II'! Mr. smith. All voted for the deferral except Mrs. Henderson who voted 

'no. as she thought the 
"Icarried. 

ease should be denied at thiS time. Motion 

j II 

Mrs. L. J.(Henderson, Jr. 
Chairman 

I 

I 

I 

I 
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MiV12. 1959 

The regular meeting of the Fairfax county 
Board of zoning Appeals was held on Tuesday. 
May 12, 1959 at 10:00 a.m. in the Board 
Room of the Fairfax County courthouse, 
all members present: Mrs. L. J. Henderson, 
Jr., Chairman, presiding. 

NEW CASES: 

- 1- JEAN H. WHEELER. to permit operation of a nursery school in present dwelling~ 

Lot 21, Blak 56. Section 17, Springfield (7506 Lauralin Place), Mason 

District. (Suburban Residence) 

Mrs. Wheeler told the Board that she had notified all of her neighbors - of this hearing and theY have agreed that they have no objection to the 

nursery school. Mrs. Wheeler stated that these children (15) come three 

days a week; Monday. Wednesday and Friday from 9:00 to 12:00. They are 

transported in car pooisl no more than three cars are used for the 

transportation. The children are very young -- three and four years. 

She has no plan to expand the school. She started the school mostly becaus~! 

of her own children. 

The Fire Marshal has inspected the house and made certain requests for 

changes. Those changes have been made, but the Fire Marshal's office 

has not yet made the final inspection. (Letter from Fire Marshal collaborat~~g 

these statements 1s on file with the records of this case.) 

Mr. Lamond moved that the application of Jean H. Wheeler to operate a 

nursery school in her present dwelling, 7506 Lauralin Place. Springfield, 

be approved with the understanding that the regulations of the Fire 

Marshal and other County agencies applying to this use be complied with. 

This is granted to the applicant only. Seconded, Mrs. carpenter. Carried 

unaninously. 

II 

2- MISTER DONUT SHOP, to permit donut shop closer to Street lines than allowed 

by the Ordinance~ south triangle of U. s. #1 and Old U. S. #1. Mt. Vernon 

District. (Rural Business) 

Mr. Robert Duncan and Mr. Kemp represented the applicant. This is a 

tr~angUlar shaped piece of ground. Mr. Duncan pointed out and while it 

is di~ficult to put a business on it and meet setbacks. it is a very 

valuable location and should be put to some good use. This would appear 

to be the highest and best use. There is a large brick structure now on 

the property whiFP Will be removed and replaced by this modern structure 

which will occupied by Mr. Donut, a chain restaurant operating from 

Maine to Florida and selling only coffee, milk. donuts and the like. 



 

 

 

II N~ CASES 

IjiMr. 2-Ctd. Duncan noted that they have submitted alternate locations for the 

1 building; both, however, require variances. 

I'Mr. Duncan suggested that the reduction in setback from old u, s , #1 is 

:1 not of great impal:ance as that road is little used now. It has become 
I 

ii not much more than an alley; it is merely an old by-pass which goes no 

I: 
II place and is not used as access to any other area. 
I: 

Ii Mrs. Henderson suggested re~~{;~ the shape of the store so it could 
Ii 

'I come nearer to conforming in setbacks. Mr. Kemp said it would be difficult 

las this is the standard store they are using which includes 17,000 sq. ft. 

I!Ii It would be almost impossible to get full utilization of the bUilding 
I 
I 
~iwithout this amount of space. They have already cut the size of the store 

;il by over 1500 sq. ft. They have tried many ways of locating the building 

i on the property, but cannot come up with anything that does not require a 
',I 

I: variance. This bUilding contains 16' x 40' of selling space and a 38' x 32' 

I! kitchen, smaller than the other bUildings up and down the coast. Mr. 
:1 

:1 Kemp explained that they had bought a small triangle of ground at the 

Ii entrance and eliminated the road between this property and the motel 

Ii next adj oioing . 
I' 
I'Mrs. Henderson stated that the land is simply too small for the building. 
! 

!!Mr. Dan Smith suggested limiting the kitchen space further by bringing 

Ithe flood in from the Alexandria place. 'Phese businesses are under 
I 

il different management, entirely separate leases, Mr. Kemp answered, that 

Ii would never do. 

I!I The amount of parking was quee t roned, but Mr. Kemp explained that this is 

Ii a fast operation; people stay a very short time and they never neee an 

Ii accumulation of many cars. 

I:The Board members made suggestions for location of the building. bringing 

!iit forward, reducing the size, turning it to parallel the rear line; still 

II
)the Board considered the necessary variance too much. 

[Mr. Mooreland stated that if the property back of Old U.S. #1 is developed, 

i
ithey would use that street for access. 

liThe only solution the Board could offer was for the applicant to withdraw 

II 
! the case and put in for a rezoning of the property to general business. 

I Th a t would allow a 35 ft. eeebeck from both roads. Then for the applicant I 
lito come in with' var-aance from the 35 ft. setback which the Board might 

Ilconsider more favorably. 

!IMr s . Abernathy, owner of this property and of the motel adjoining. asked 

just what this procedure would entail. 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 
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NEW CASES 

Asked if she could not take out some of her cabins to give Mr. Donut 

more space, Mrs. Abecnathy answered that she could not do that as it 

would jeopardize her loan. 

Dr. DarrOW who owns property back of this site, objected to this setback. 

stating it would ruin his entrance to "Skyway Market", his business. 

It was also stated that old U.S. #1 1s used as an entrance to Hollin 

Hall and Ho~lln H~lls subdivisions. 

Mr. Duncan and Mr. Kemp agreed to withdraw the application and re-submit 

it after they have had the land rezoned. 

Mrs. Carpenter moved that the Board approve the withdrawal. Seconded. 

Mr. Barnes. Carried unanimously. 

II 

MISTER DONUT STORES, INC., to permit erection of two signs with larger 

than allowed by the Ordinance, (Total area 339 sq. ft.). south trian9~e 

of U.S. #1 and old U.S. #1, Mt. vernon District. (Rural Business). 

Mr. Lamond moved that this application be deferred until the property 

has either been put up for rezoning and resubmitted to th~oard, deferred 

indefinitely. Seconded, Mr. Barnes. Carried unanimously. 

II 

RICHARD G. WIGGIN. to permit erection of dwelling 30 feet from Linda 

Lane, Lot 49B, Section 4, Pleasant Ridge, Falls Church District. (Suburban 

Residence Class 2) 

Mr. Wiggin. who is an architect, brought a small scale model of his home 

shOWing contours of the ground and a small replica of his house located 

as required by the zoning ordinance. Mr. Wiggin said he did not wish 

to raise the house level as the property has a 12 ft. drop and the slope, 

together with the very lovely trees in the front yard. which he wishes 

to preserve, make a perfect setting if the house is kept close to the 

ground. He is trying to retain as much as POSSible of the natural 

landscape. The neighbors on both sides have no objection to this setback. 

Mr. Wiggin showed the relative position of both houses on adjoining 

lots indicating that his house would not appear to be out in front of 

the other houses because of the jog in his front line. 

Asked how the drainage on this steep lot would be handled, Mr. Wiggin said 

he would take the surplus water from the front on down to the stream 

at the rear of his house, about 60 ft. away. The stream 1s an the other 

side of the sewer line. The sewer easement would be about 50 ft. from 

his house. 



 

 

 

,!INEW CASES 
II 

4-Ctd. !iMr. Lamond questioned 1£ this house could be in a flood plain; Mr. Wiggin :1 

;Isaid he did not knOlof. but he thought not. The elevation is sufficient to 
!i 'f" g

"i: 
[conr.ine any flood plain to the streambed. il 
,! 

:1 It was noted that the main projections beyond the setback restriction line II 

II,are the little four foot projections in front and the roof. I: I 
,I 

i: 
'1:IMrpla'inLammoonrde thought the condition of the stream and the possible flood 

I'I important than the setback. He suggested that Public works 

!: should be asked to check the flood plain area to assure the fact that 

" I lithe house would not be subject to flooding. 

IIMr. Lamond moved to defer action on the case of Mr. Richard Wiggin pending 

ij a report from Public Works indicating where the flood plain is located 
,I

lion this lot. Seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. (Defer to June 9.) Carried 

I 
:: unanimous Ly , 

;:IJrtrs. Henderson also asked that it be shown on the plat where the sewer 

~easement is located. The Board agreed that that should be shown. 

kl

5- i!KARLOID CORPORATION. to permit lbperation of a biological laboratory 

!i (research and development) property on northerly side of Route 7. opposite 

:IRoute 676. Dranesville District. (AgriculturU.) 
I 
'I I 
I,iA letter was read from HI. Lytton Gibson asking the Board to defer this 

lease until June 9 a8~,;Mr. Hazelton could not be present until that time. 

iMr.I 
Lamond so moved; seconded. Mrs. carpenter. Carried unanimouslY· 

k/
I 

6- i:HOMES OIL REALTY COMPANY. INC., to permit relocation of a pump island 
i 

:120 feet from Foest Drive, Parcel 2. Block 1, Barley Fdrms, Mt. Vernon 

l,District. (Rural Business) 

IIMr. Homes said he had gotten a variance from U.S. #1 but they moved the 

;i
[k e.r caene tank for diesel oil not realizing that they would need a variance 

i: 
"Ifrom Forest Drive, which, although it is a 50 ft. dedication. is not used 

ias a thoroughfare. They have been granted a 31 ft. setback from U.S. #1. 
1'1 I 
liMr. Mooreland told the Board that a drainage problem exists here wlil..toh 

~was reported to his office. The inspector went to check the drainage and 
I 
'I 
ildiscovered the pump island which was being installed too close to Forest 

I!Drive, and that no permit had been requested for this pump island. I 
I'
I!Mr. Duran whose property adj oins this tract obj ected when Mr. zcmee 

II[improved Forest Drive. Mr. Homes had filled on Forest Drive to such an 

Ii 
!iextent that it turned the water onto the property across Forest Drive. In 

ltime of flash floods that property is badly flooded. 
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NEW CASES 

There is a drainage problem here. Mr. Mooreland explained, because the 

land is all very low and level and water is practically always puddling. 

With so much land, Mrs. Henderson suggested that this pump island could 

easily be located some other place where it would conform. This tank 

is mostly for their own use, Mr. Homes answered; it is in a convenient 

place for customers who can back up to the pump and fill a five gallon 

tank without taking it out of the car. 

It was noted that there are actually three parcels50f land here; 

a restaurant is on the parcel immediately adjoining; Mrs. Henderson 

thought the plat should be more detalle~ showing everything on the 

property. 

However. Mr. Lamond called attention to the fact that the Board was 

concerned only with the filling station and the requested variance. 

He noted that Mr. Homes had put in curbs to keep people from driving in 

from Forest Drive. 

Yet this man has located his pump island 20 ft. from Forest Drive, without 

a permit. when it ahould be 50 ft., it was pointed out. 

The situation as Mr. Homes is planning it, Mr. Lamond suggested, is 

very convenient for people patronizing the place; the island is out of 

the way of the other pump islands and it is on an ~nimproved street 

where there is no entry. No one uses the street nor takes care of it 

except Mr. Homes. He has spent a considerable ~ount on improving 

conditions and is not creating anything of a hazard. 

Mr. Lamond moved that the application of Homes Oil Realty Company to 

permit relocation of a pump island within 20 ft. of Forest Drive be 

granted because it would not adversely affect neighboring property and 

because Mr. Homes has done a considerable amount of improving to this 

particular area. Seconded. Mr. Barnes. 

For the motion: Messrs.Lamond, Smith and Barnes. 

Against the motion: Mrs. carpenter and MrS. Henderson. Motion carried. 

RICHARD FERRANTI, to permit operation of a kiddie ride through the month 

of September 1959. NW corner of Bland street and Brandon Avenue,(L~nch 

Shopping Center) Mason District. 

No one was present to support the case, therefore it was placed at the 

bottom of the list. Mrs. carpenter so moved; seconded, Mr. Lamond. 

Motion carried. 



 

 

I 

I! 
ilNEW CASES 
I! 

8- !IMILDRED F. WALLACE, (Suburban School. Inc.f to permit operation of a summer 

liday camp in connection with private school, property at the end. of Colfax L(7D 
IIAvenue. 6000 Colfax Avenue, (Suburban Residence Class 2) Mason District. 

:1 Mrs . W<.l.llace presented the foltowing statement of her intentions: 

',I "STATEMENT FOR PRESENTATION TO 

BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS, COUNTY OF FAIRFAX, VIRGINIA, 
ON MAY 12, 1959 

BY MILDRED F. WALLACE (SUBURBAN SCHOOL, INCORPORATED) 

I am here to request a special exception to permit the operation of a 
Summer Day camp in connection With Suburban School. Some of you will 
recall that I appeared before the Board on February 25 of last year 
for a special exception to permit the operation of a private school 
at 6000 Colfax Avenue. That application was approved by the unanimous 
vote of the Board and I thought that the special exception granted was 
all that I needed for a private school to be operated on a 12-month 
basis. 

I have examined the statement which I read to the Board at that time, 
and I find this: 

~Our plan of operation Would be substantially similar to 
that followed at Busy Bee (Busy Bee Child care in Aurora 
Hills, Arlington) in that the school would be closed on 
weekends and all government holidays.' 

By that statement, I intended to convey the idea of a 12-month 
program in that I stated we planned to be closed on weekends and 
government hOlidays, and not that we planned to be closed on weekends, 
government holidays and during the summer months. 

In fact, we opened the school for the first time during the summer of 
1958 and we operated under Summer Camp Permit no. 152, issued by the 
Commonwealth of Virginia. We have complied with all requirements 
of the State and County Health, Fire andiWelfare Divisions. 

Suburban School is in an ideal location for a summer day camp. We have 
six acres of park-like plaY9round at the dead end of Colfax Avenue. 
We are located very near Bailey's Crossroads, which is rapidly 
becoming one of our largest business areas, and several of dur 
children have parents employed in that section. We are within a 
short distance of manybusinesses and traffic arteries, yet completely 
off the "beaten path" -- in an ideal location for the safety and 
welfare of the children. 

At the hearing on February 25, 1958, the Board's summation, as it 
appears in the record, indicates that the logical location for any 
school is in a residential neighborhood. Our school has the addi
tional advantage of being in a residential neighborhood yet in a 
location which preserveS privacy both for its neighbors and itself. 

I would like to emphasize a statement which I made at the February 25 
hearing, which is that many of the children are from homes where 
both parents work. or from homes where one parent is dead. In 
either case. care is needed for such children during the hours of 
a normal work day. This condition is not limited to the winter 
months only. but thesechildren must be cared for the year round. 

This year, the need for this type of care will be far greater in our 
area than last, because one school nearby, despite its earlier adver
tising of a summer day camp program, has decided to close for the 
summer. The director of this school has asked if he could refer 
parents to us since h.school will not be able to accommodate them. 
Actually, we are alreadY operating at the peak of our small capacity. 

There was never any question ~. our minds that we had authority from 
the Board for a 12-month operation as a private school until we 
applied for a bUilding permit for a SWimming pOOl. 

I 

I 

I 

I 
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NEW CASES 

Several months ago my husband and his brother, who is a swimming pool 
builder and distributor of swimming pool equipment, went to the Health 
Department and discussed its requirements with Mr. Boland. Mr. Boland 
informed them that th~lans must be submitted to his department, and 
after approval there, the bUilding permit would be obtained from Mr. 
croy's office. 

A few weeks later the plans were submitted and approved by the Health 
Department, but when presented to Mr. croyle office we were informed that 
they firstjmust be Approved by Mr. Mooreland's office (Zoning.) 
At Mr. Mooreland's office our file was removed, and when he noted that 
the Certificate of Occupancy read "Private School". he indicated that 
the matter would have to be taken up with this board, which would meet 
in about two weeks from that date. 

This completely unforeseen circumstance created a serious pcblem. My 
brother-in-Iaw's schedule was such that he had to start construction 
immediately or de~y all operation until late summer -- which would have 
meant no SWimming pool this summer. We, therefore, for this reason 
decided to apply for the bUilding permi t in our names, ,~-a8 ·tb,owners 
of the property. 

I attended the Board meeting to which Mr. Mooreland referred, anticipating 
that I Would have an opportunity to be heard on this matter at that 
time. When this matter had not come up by 4:00 I went to Mr. Mooreland's 
office to inquire about its status. I was then told that the matter had 

I been discussed informally With the Board and that an application would 
'I have to be made for this hearing. Mr. Mooreland was then very helpful 
\ in assisting me in the preparation of this application. 

I[ If you have any questions, I will be happy to try to answer them." 

IMrs. Henderson said the only complaint she had heard of this project 

]was of the traffic on colfax Road which is a very naroow high-crown 

r oad . Otherwise. Mrs. Henderson stated that in her openion this is an 

I'Iideal location for a school. 

IMrs. wallace answered that they have no school buses, that they transport 

~the children in their two volkswagons and two of the teachers come in 

land out once a day with their cars. Their volkswagons make about ten 

trips a day total. One parentl,brings her child. Otherwise just the normal 

flow of traffic comes to their home, deliveries and their own guests. 

There are four other houses on Colfax Road. Mrs. wallace continued, 

which also have a normal flow of traffic. This is such a secluded area 
I( 

that the only traffic on the road is that generated by the home owners 'I 

themselves, with the few extra cars coming in for school purposes. The 
I, 

I' 

traffic is actually far less than normal traffic flow in a subdivision. II 

Mrs. wallace also pointed out that a Mr. Saunders is contemplating purchase 

of another part of the Godwin property for development purposes. 

The traffid is actually far less than normal traffic flow in a subdivision. 

lffthis deal is consummated there will be another 50 ft. outlet adjoin~ng 

the Wdllace property~ and which they could use. 

They have an enrollment of 40 chileren operating from 8:30 to 4:30 five 

days a week. They cannot take more children with their present facilities; 

they are only filling vacancies. Since they have been operating for the 

y 7/ 
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ri r 8-Ctd 0r full year they will carryon the same operations this summer as last. 

I.,. The only change will be the swimming pool which they are constructing. 

]Actually having the swimming pool will lessen the traffic as last year I

I "II they carried the children to another pool for swimming, which did create 

i: 
!- more coming and going. 

1\ They had two parties last year during the summer. The children came 
I' 
II mostly from Mason District, Springfield, and south Arlington. 

i: Mrs. wallace also called attention to the fact that the land back of them 
Ii I 
;1 may be purchased by the County for a park, it is so designated on the 

I'Ii publ!" facilities map. 

,I There were no objectors present. I 
1\:Mrs. wallace explained that the summer program would be merely a contlnuati 

fo£ the winter except for the addition of swimming instruction and classes 
'I 
I, in crafts. They also have special classes during the summer for children 
, 

iiwho need to be brought up to the class level. 
i! 
I;, Since the only objection aeeree to be to the traffic, Mrs. Henderson 
,I 
[i suggested that Mrs. Wallace instruct her drivers to take great care on this 
'j 

Iinarrow road. 

ii Mr. Lamond moved that Mrs. Miitdred F. Wallace be allowed to operate this I il 
II summer day camp in connection with her private school which she is now 

:: operating at 6000 Colfax Avenue as it does not appear from the information 

I: 
:, before the Board that this would adversely affect neighboring property. 

iThis is granted to the applicant only. Seconded, Mr. Barnes. Car~ied 

, 

Iiunanimously. 

9- I: FAIRFAX COUNTY FALLS CHURCH BRANCH OF YMCA. to permit operation of a' 
, 

~recreation area. property at corner of Prince William Drive and Route 236, 

:1Providence District (Rural Residence Class II) 

!IMr. Roger Sutton. Assistant secretary to the YMCA discussed the case along 

jiWith Mr. Dehn, Executive administrator. Mr. Sutton explained that this is 
, 

:ia lease agreement for use of this property for 12 months as a family ceneee .] I 
:1~IIMr. Sut~on presented the following statement: I 

"From the Fairfax County-Falla Church YMCA Branch of the YMCA 
of the City of Washington 

A. Lawrence R. Dehn. Executive administrator of the YMCA,Family 
I 
" Center, having 34 years in the various program and leadership I 

activities of the YMCA. Church, Boy Sco uts and Industry. With 
,i administrative and Financial background in the above as well as 
II Cancer Fund Drives and community Chest and United Fund campaigns. 

Has held several positions of Honor in various organizations and 
II 

has served in many ways the groups listed above. 

I 
, B. The Fairfax County-Falls Church YMca is an Association of 

thoughtful personJ.(Men, Women, BOys and Girls) who have banded 
I' 
I 

11 
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together for a realization of the finest and best in life, endeavoring 
to create, plan and carryon worthwhile programs which will help 
meet the spiritual, mental. social and physical needs, concerns 
and interests of its rnembeEship and the community. 

9-Ctd. 

C- A planning Committee has been formed to evaluate and prepare 
4ctivities that will not create a nuisance or caase undue noise 
and confusion. As the location of our County office, superviston 
will be available for the safety of the neighborhood and this 
should make surrounding property more valuable. 

I 
D- A $60.00 family;memhership will be issued. 350 families~bave aSked 
to participate. This 1s a yearly membership dnd will allow 
for fall and winter activities, benefiting their children the 
year round. Programs are for all ages. Properly trained leader-
ship will supervise each program. A Committee of Management 
consisting of Citizens of Fairfax County and Falls Church, 
oversee the functioning of this program through the Executive. 
Boys and Girls in other areas will receive benefits because of 
better training of leadership at the Center. Leadership is 
assigned to groups of 10 to 15 in certain activities. During 
the summer months, day camp, tennis, softball and swimming will 
be important. About 75 are in day camp, 60 in tennis, 50 1n 
softball and 200 in swimming. Proper leadership at the pool will 
be on a schedule and under a superVisor; Attention of the equipment 
will be hourly. All Health Department standards will be met. 
Toilet facilities are adequate in the house and at the pool. 
No open food is served. Vending machines will be used and paper 
cups will be supplied instead of glass bottles. Trash will be 
collected each week and will be kept in suitable container. Grass 
will be mowed weekly as needed. Signs to be erected will be 
decorative and appropriate to the surrounding area. 

I 
E- The YMCA Family Center will be open Monday thru Sunday after 
school closes with a regUlar schedule for all ages!,; and sex. 
Opening at 9:00 A.M. and closing at 10:00 P.M. 

I sunday opening will be from 1:30 P.M. till 8:30 P.M. approximately. 
Special programs will be scheduled such as water ballet, diving 

I, and swimming competition. " 

il 
II The house located on the property will be ueed for headquarters and 

Ioffices. The property is fenced. They have ample space for parking 
I' 
III as this is an area of 4.6 acres. They hope to purchase this property, 

I'Mr. Dehn stated, and make it their permanent headquarters for the 

county. 

Mr. Dan Smith moved that the application of Fairfax County-Falls Church 

Branch of YMCA for permit to operate a recreation area at the corner of 

Rt. 236 and Prince William Drive be granted because it does not appear 

that it Would adverselY affect the adjoining property nor property in 

I the area and it does not appear that it would adversely affect the 

welfare of the county. Seconded, Mr. Barnes. Carried unanimously. 

II 

HERBERT A. L. FACCHINA, to permit erection of dwelling 38 ft. 6 inches 

I 
10-

from Arbor Lane, Lot 60, Section 3, River Oaks, Dranesville (Rural 

Residence Class 2) 

Mr. Henry Mackall represented the applicant. Mr. Mackall presented a 

topographic map of this portion of River Oaks Subdivision indicating 

the situation of this lot and the need for a variance. 
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lO-Ctd.! Mr. Mackall read the following letter from Dr. Kennedy: 

"Dea:r Mr. Mackall: 
Due to the topography of the above named lot it is necessary 

that the sewa~e disposal system be installed on the east 
portio~f this lot. i 

If we can advise you further please let uS know. 
(S) Harold Kennedy, M.D." 

Mr. Mackall pointed out that the lot is very large and would allow 

SUfficient room to comply with all setbacks, if it were not necessary 

to locate the septic system as requested by Dr. Kennedy. This is the 

low side of the lot, the only location feasible for proper drop into 

the septic field. 

The topography in this area is rough and all lots are large, but are 

restricted in house location because of the contour of the ground. 

This house contains 12,510 sq. ft .. ; it is attractive and is well placed 

on the lot from the standpoint of ground area. 

There were no objections from the area. 

Unless this 1s granted. Mr. Mackall pointed out, they would have to 

put up an 18 ft. house which would detract from the type of house they 

are building on these lots. 

Asked if the house could be moved a little to the east to make it 

conform. Mr. Bartol Ray stated that there is about a 20 ft. drop in 

this lot and if the house were moved farther east it would be difficult 

to locate the house. 

Mr. Mooreland noted that if the houses on Lots 61 and 59 were set back 

the required 50 ft. this house would ~-be out 9£ line at the required 

setback. He did not think the setback requeseed would adversely 

affect the other lots. 

It was agreed that the topographic condition and the letter from 

Dr. Kennedy were reasons of hardship. 

Mr. Barnes moved that the variance requested by Mr. Facchlna for permit 

to locate dwelling 38 ft. 6 inches from Arbor Lane be granted as shown 

on plat of River Oaks Subdivision, Lot 60. Section 3. due to the 

topography of the lot and also because of the letter from Dr. Kennedy, 

Health officer. dated May 12, 1959 regarding location of the septic 

system. Seconded, Mrs. carpenter. Carried unanimously. 

II 

I 

I 

I 

I 
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I 

SHELTERED OCCUPATIONAL CENTER OF NORTHERN VIRGINIA, to permit operation 

of a vocational guidance center and occupational training fo~ mentally 

retarded and handicapped children, property at south intersection 

Route 694 and Route 684 at Odricks Corner, Dranesville District. 

(Agricultural) 

Mr. C. Nlckmar, Chairman of the Executive Committee and Mr. Frank 

Hillman, Director of Vocational Center in Arlington came before the 

Board. 

Mr. Roy Swayze, representing a group of citizens opposing this use, 

asked the Board to speak for a few minutes in the interests of saving 

time. On behalf of his clients he asked that the Board defer this ca~ 

at which time full evidence could be presented. 

This is a colored area, Mr: SWayze stated, and the people in this 

vicinity are very eager to maintain the good character of their 

neighborhood: they are very active civiclY~ 

They have purchased the property (nine acres) immediately across from th~' 

proposed shelter for a civic center and recreation center. Many ~,' 

people in the neighborhood are greatly concerned over this development. !I 

Several do not live in the area, although they own property. Since Ii 
I 

they did not know of this hearing until May 8, when the property 

was posted, those not living in the area have not had the opportunity 

to present their opposition, some do not even know of it. Mr. 

Swayze said he was contacted only this day to present their opposition. 

He could not notify all the people concerned, but since there will 

be substantial opposition, he would like time to organize the opposition. 

It was pointed out that all legal requirements hdd been met, advertiSing 

and posting. 

While thySoard agreed that people living in che immediate area were 

more concerned than non-resident property owners, it was suggested 

that it was unfair to impose a use in a neighborhood without a full 

hearing before all concerned and without all having been advised of 

the proposed project. 

About ten people living in the immediate area were presentl' in 

opposition. Five were present favoring the project. 

Mr. Lamond suggested that since it is known that there is substantial 

opposition they should get together and make an effort to resolve some 

of the differences before this case comeS back to the Board. 
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Mr. Nickmar said they wanted people in the area to know their purpose; the 

would welcome the opportunity to explain their plans to the people. 

'rhey do not want future opPOSition. They believe this project will 

enhance the community rather than detract from it. 

Mr. Lamond moved that the case be deferred until May 26, during which 

time the applicant and the opposition will discuss the project. 

Seconded, Mr. Barnes. carried unanimously. 

II I 
FLINT HILL PRIVATE SCHOOL, to permit erection and operation of a school 

and a private school recreational area, property on easteDV side Route 

671 at intersection Route 665, Centreville District. (Agricultural) 

Mr. Hugh and Mr. Nicholson represented the applicant. 

This school is now operating just outside of Oakton on Route 123. Mr. 

NichOlson recalled to the Board; they take pupils from kindergarten 

through high school. The school has been operating for a number of 

years without opposition. They conduct a summer day camp, having an 

enrollment of 400 children. One of the activities of the school is 

horseback riding. They now have the horses on rented ground. They 

do not know how long that property will be available and since they I 
are getting more and more cro~ed on their own land they h~ve contracted 

to bUy a portion of the Mannice Fox farm where they will keep their 

horses and will conduct the sWlIIBer day camp. They can shuttle back 

i 
and forth easily between the two tracts as the Fox farm is only about five 

minutes from the school administration buildings. They may in the future 

move all of their activities to th~oX farm, but for the present, Mr. 

Nicholson said he would build his own home there which may in time be 

used as the administration building. They will also build a large 

stable. This tract comprises about 103 acres. 

There were no objections from the area. 

Mrs. carpenter moved that the application of Flint Hill Private School I 
be granted to permit construction and operation of a school and private 

school recreational area, on property located on the easterly side of 

Route 671, at intersection with Route 665, as it does not appear that 

this use would adversely affect the use of neighboring property. I 
Seconded, Mr. Lamond. Carried unanimously. 

, II 

ARLINGTON AUTO BODY COMPANY, to permit operationaf an auto repair and body 

shop, Lot 10, Section 1, Dowden Center, Mason District (General Buiness) 
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Mr. Beone represented the applicant. This would be rented out for 

painting and repair of small foreign cars, Mr. Seone explained. He 

also stated that he had 100% cooperation from all the neighbors and 

property owners on the street. The bUilding will be of masonry construc-

tion and Mr. Seone said he realized that no storage of wrecked cars 

would be allowed. 

Mr. Cerney and Mr. Peterman who will do the body work and painting were 

present. 

Mr. Seone was of the opinion that this would clean up this corner; the 

business operations would be under roof and both Mr. Cerney and Mr. 

peterman agreed that there would be no storage of wrecked cars. 

Asked 1f another business would be put on this lot, Mr. Seone answered 

that this operation would occupy 50 ft. x 117 ft. and that he would 

put up another building. 

Mrs. Henderson questioned sufficient parking area for two businesses. 

These men will employ four body men and three painters along with office 

help, probably eight employees. Mr. seone figured they could park in 

front within the 35 ft. setback. 

It was noted that the only access to the rear of the property is through 

~e building. The Board questioned adequate space for their operations 

and parking plus parking for the eight employees. 

It was suggested that this operation should have an area of at least 

100 ft. x 117 ft. and should have access to the rear of the building 

other than through the building. 

Mr. Schumann said that the Land Planning Office had also been concerned 

about the parking space. He suggested deferring the case for two weeks 

to give the Land Planning Office time to work up a plan to show how the 

property can pDovide off street parking. 

Mr. Lamond so moved -- that the case be deferred until May 26 as 

suggested by Mr. Schumann. (Mr. Schumann said they Would get together 

with the applicant.) seconded. Mr. Smith. Carried unanimously. 

II 

PEGGY M. ARRITT, to permit operation of a nursery and kindergarten, on 

north side of Spring Good Avenue and westerly adjacent to Lot 9. 

springwood Subdivision. Dranesville District. (Agricultural) 

[ ,+ I I 

I 
, 

I, 

ill{ 77 
I 
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I
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I 
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I[ 

MrS. Arrltt showed pictures of her home which would be used for the school.l 

she stated that it is her plan to operate frem 9:00 to 12:00 with from ! 

12 to 15 children. They have a 1096 sq. ft. basement where the school 
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will be conducted. Adequacy of the building hs been discussed with the 

Fire Marshal and they will meet all County requirements. The well and 

septic are adequate. The, lot is sUfficiently large to permit off-street 

parking. The children will be brought by their parents. While they have 

a large play yard at p~esent, this may be enlarged. 

Ii There were no obj ections from the area. 

~ Mrs. carpenter moved that the application of Peggy Arritt to operate a 

nursery and kindergarten on the north side of Spring Wood Avenue be 

granted with the understanding that the applicant cQmply with the require-

ments of the Fire Marshal and the Health Department. 

Seconded, Mr. Barnes. Carried unanimously. 

II 

RAYMOND BELL, to permit division of lots with less area than allowed by 

the ordinance, Lots 29 and 30, Section I, Beulah Heights, Providence 

District. (Rural Residence Class 2) 

Miss Mary Bell, Attorney and Mr. Bell appeared before the Board. 

Miss Bell gave something of the background of these lots, explaining that 

the subdivis~on was put on record in January 1946 and Lots 29 and 30 were 

recorded in April of 1951. At a later date lots 29 and 30 were divided 

again, leaVing an area between a house is built on the easterly part of 

Lot 30. 

This area was zoned at that time for one half acre lots, but neither 

Lot 29 nor 30 nor the area between conformed to the area requirement. 

The Town of Vienna has stated that they will furnish sewer and water to 

these lots. The lots in the Town are smaller, in the neighborhood 0~2,500 

sq. ft. Since these lots border the Town this reduction in area has 

little bearing on other lots in the County. The creation of a legal 

lot between 29 and 30 would establish a fatt sized lot, and would strai~hte 

out the area along the county line and the Town. The lots are all wide, 

haVing a frontage of 135 ft. plus. Miss Bell stated that no variances 

would be needed for the homes to be built on these lots. 

There were no objections from the area. 

Mr. Smith moved that the application of Raymond Bell be granted to permit 

the division of Lots 29 & 30, Sec. I, Beulah Heights, with less area than 

required by the Ordinance; this property is presently zoned Rural Residence 

class 2 in accordance with the residential plan adopted by the Board of 

Supervisors. This is granted in accordance with plat presented with the cas 

dated April 17, 1959. Granted under Section 6-12-g of the Ordinance. 

seconded, Mr. Barnes. Carried unanimously. 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 
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ARLINGTON COUNCIL OF GIRL SCOUTS, to permit operation of a day camp, on 

north side of Route 620, Braddoek Road, easterly adjacent to Centreville 

School property, Centreville District. (Agricultural) 

MXS..Askegaard represented the applicant. This tract, containing approxi

mately 19 acres was given to the Council by Mr. Ed Holland, M:a Askegaard 

told the Board, for the pw,;pose of conducting a day camp. 

Mrs. Askegaard read the following statement of their intentions. 

"This plan as to development is an unofficial estimate. We will not 
be able to plan the exact location of Cillllp sites, shelter, well, 
toilets, etc. until we consult with our National Camping Advisor 
and get competent engineering advice. 

RougbW, our nUlllber of units should be from 4 to 6, with each 
one talting care of from 16 to 20 girls. 

We hope to develop this site as little as possible (that is, leave 
the trees as 11111ch as possible) in keeping with good camping 
standards. Another idea in the minds of some of us is to have 
a screen of trees around the cillllp, and fence it if financially 
possible. 

Day camping is the primary purpose. That means the girls will 
come out for the day and go bac:k. home at night. There will be 
some-tent camping for older units who want to bring out pup 
tents for overnight camping. At preeent we plan no peJ;111anent 
cainp sites for longer rangeepamping. 

(s) Mildred 13. Askegaard, Pres."

They plan one counselor for each eight girls, the counselors to be 21 

years or older. This is set up for Arlington County only. The regi

stzration is approximately 4800. Mrs. Askegaard made it plain that their 

plans, location of camp sites and all facilities will meet requirements 

of the National Camping Adviser of the Girl Scou.as. At present it is 

likely that they will have six sites: they will have no more than 80 

girls at-the grounds at one time. Camping will take place from 10 to 

3 for four or five days a week, with no activity on weekends. 

Mr. Smith stated that in his opinion this project was ve:ry worthwhile, it 

is proposed to be located in a rural area, no banes are n-r and there 

appear to be no opJections to it. 

Mrs. Carpenter moved to grant a use permit to the Arlington Council of 

Girl Scouts to operate a day camp located on the north side of Braddock 

Road, easterly adjacent to the Centreville School, as this does not 

appear that it would adversely affect neighboring property. Seconded, 

Mr. Barnes. Carried unanimously. 

II 

w. w. OLIVER, to permit erection of one triangular sign (total area 747 

sq. ft.) on southerly side of Rt. 7, approximately 300 ft. northerly 

from Route 244, at Bailey•s Crossroads, Mason District. (General Business) 
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l7-Cd. Mr. Jack Stone represented the applicant. He displayed an overall 

i pi~ture of the shopping center and the relative location of the sign, 

pointing out that this sign is of the same pattern as that used on the 

Hot Shoppe. The sign has an overall height of 60 ft. 

They have asked the triangular sign rather than back to back as they 

need to attract motorists coming from three directions. They would 

Iagree to turn the illumination off whenever the Board says, Mr. stone 

volunteered, and they could reduce the square footage to 200 sq. 

ft. per side if the Board thought the size objectionable, but they 

need the three sided sign to overcome the knolls and to attract traffic 

on the three approaches to the intersection. The sign must also be 

high to be in full vision of the traveling public. These shopping 

centers are becoming very competitive, Mr. Stone stated, and they 

must have attractive signs and s.fficient sign area. 

Mr. Lamond called attention to the shopping center at Hollin Hall 

Village which is dignified and adequate without the large garish 

signs which add a honky-tonk atmosphere. 

Mr. Lamond moved to send this application back. to Mr. Stone for 

revision and reduction, something thejBoard could approve; not to 

exceed 250 sq. ft. of totallsign area. 

Seconded. Mrs. carpenter. 

Mr. Lamond suggested a back to back sign with 250 sq. ft. A lengthY 

discussion followed, Mr. Stone insisting that anything less than 200 sq. 

ft. for each sign on the tripod would be completely inadequate; that the 

back to back sign"/Would eliminate one entire traffic artery, which he 

II fel t they much reach because of such active competition in shopping 

I' centers. 

Mr. Lamond withdrew his motion; MrS. carpenter agreed. 

Mr. Smith suggested taking out the background. 

Mr. Stone asked for a total of 500 sq. ft. 

Mr. Lamond moved to deny the case; seconded, Mrs. Carpenter. Mdi.on 

carried unanimolSly. More discussion followed, Mr. stone claiming the 

Board had taken an unrealisttc attitude, that the owner is entitled to 

reasonable identification for his shopping center. Mr. Lamond moved to 

reconsider the case. seconded, Mr. Smith. Motion carried. 

Mr. Dan Smith moved that a permit be granted to w. W. Oliver with one 

double faced sign not to exceed 225 sq. ft. per side or a triangular 

sign not to exceed 135 sq. ft. per face. Seconded, Mr. Barnes. 

ytO
I 

I 

I 

I 

I 
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17-Ctd For the motion: Mr. Smith and Mr. Barnes. 

Against the motion: Mr. Lamond, Mrs. carpenter and Mrs. Henderson 

Motion lost. 

I In view of the Board's refusal for the large Acme sign at Hollin Hills 

shopping center they have worked out attractive and adequate signs, Mr. 

Lamond noted; he thought the same thing could be done here. 

No further motions were made; refusal of the lost motion by Mr. Smith 

I was considered denial of the case. 

II 

18- HOLMES RUN ACRES RECREATION ASSOCIATION, to permit extension of pool 

facilities, 86.431 sq. ft. formerly Lot 7, Block 1. Holmes Run Acres, 

Falls Church District. (Suburban Residence Class 2) 

Mr. Eugene Powell, member of the Board of Directors. represented the 

applicant. Mr. Irrnan, Vice President, was also present. This recrea

tional facility has been established for some time, operating under 

a non-profit corporation. They wish now to expand their facilities. 

The present facilities consist of a pool 75 ft. x. 30 ft., a wading 

pool and bath house. The additional pool will be 75 ft. x 40 ft. and 

I they will enlarge the bath house facilities. Both pools will be fenced. 

Parking space (15,000 sq. ft.) allows for 56 cars; since approximately 

300 people live within walking distance of the pool it is believed the 

56 car parking area is sufficient. 

The parking lot has never been used to capacity except when they have 

had a special swim meet when many spectators have been present. That 

happens only two or three times during the summer. 

At present, 270 families use the facilities. With this expansion 

they will take in up to 350 families. Their original charter alloed 

for 1000 members but they have no intentionnof expanding to that number. 

Nineteen persons were present favoring this extension and no objections. 

I Mrs. carpenter moved to grant the application of Holmes;Run Acres 

Recreation Association for the requested extension of pool facilities 

! with the understanding that sufficient parking space will be provided on 

the property and that there will be no parking on Holmes Run Road. 

I Seconded, Mr. Lamond. Carried unanimously. 

II 

DEFERRED CASES 

1- LOUIS AND DORIS MENSH, to permit erection and operation of a service 

station and permit pump islands 25 feet from the right of way line of 

Huntington Avenue, Part Lot 3, Div. of Joseph P. and Elizabeth Kleckner 
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property, Nt. Vernon District. (General Business) 

Mr. Mensch presented a plat showing the entire proposed develppment on 

this property, pointing out that the additional area be~.n the parking 

lot and the lease line of the filling station which could be used for park 

or for play area. 

A letter from Huntington Apartments was read opposing this filling 

station as an undesirable nuisance, depreciating to property values, and 

out of keeping with a residential neighborhood. also citing the many 

filling stations nearby which are not profitable. 

Mr. Mensh stated that he could not put apartments on this property and 

compete with Hung1ngton as that apartment was built under an old loan from 

FHA and the rents are very low. He could not meet those rents. They 

will build the one unit with eleven apartments. but could not go further 

with apartment construction. They feel that the fil11ng station will 

be something of a buffer between the apartments and noisy Hun~in9ton 

Avenue. 

Mr. Mooreland stated that the parking shown on the plat meets with approva 

of his office, however, he asked that if this is granted. that it be 

written on the plat that this is a lease line and not a dividing line for 

sale purposes. If this property is Bold, it comes under Subdivision 

control. Mr. Mensh stated that the dividing line between the filling 

station property and the apartment property is definitely a lease 

line only. 

Mr. Lamond moved that the application of Louis and Doris Meneh to erect 

and operate a service station be granted with the property line at the 

rear designated as "lease line" and that the pump island be allowed to 

come within 25 ft. of the right of way line of Huntington Avenue. This 

is granted for a filling station only and there shall be nO sborage or 

resting place for trucks or any other business on this property; this 

is granted as per plat dated May 9, 1959 prepared by Rodgers Brothers 

and Associates. Seconded, Mr. Smith. 

For the motion; Messrs. Lamond, Smith, Barnes and MrS. carpenter. 

Mrs. Henderson refrained from voting saying she did not like to see a 

filling station next door to apartments, but when an apartment locates 

in a business zone, it does so knowing practically any qrpe of business 

may spring up around it. 

JOHN C. AND NORMA J. HARLAN, to permi t erection of warehouse 25 ft. 

from Center st. and 14 ft. from Moncure Ave. part Lots 17 & 18. Sec. 1. 

Dowden Center, Mason District. (General Business) 

9 I 
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z-cea. I Mr. SWayze represented the applicants. Whlle waiting for Mr. Schumann 
I 
, 

I 

to return to the room, Mr. Mooreland read a letter from the Nt. Vernon 

Yacht Club ,asking if they could store gas for the convenience of their 

members. This was not included in the granting of the application. 

I 

Mr. Mooreland asked if the Board would allow sale of gas to members or 

should the Club make application to th~oard for this additional use. 

Most Yacht Cluq8 do sell gas, Mr. Lamond noted, to their members. It is 

a great convenience; it should be allowed, he suggested, but should be 

I 

done under the control of the Board. Therefore, Mr. Lamond moved that 

a new application be required. but it was the understanding of the Board 

that this sale of gas would be to members only. No second to this motion, 

but it was generally agreed to by the Board. 

~. Schumann pointed out the fol~owing facts in this case: Setback 

requirements from Center Street are 35 feet; this application asks 

for a 25 ft. setback. The required setback from Moncure Street is 

40 ft.; this application requests 14. 

The Planning Commission discussed this at length, Mr. Schumann stated; 

they were of the opinion that Moncure St. might serve as a by-pass 

for the Baileys Crossroads intersection some time in the future. But, 

he continued. the real question is not the by pass, it is the setback. 

The Commission asked why not observe the required setback here the 

same as in any other general business district. How can the Board 

grant a large variance here and deny it in other cases? This is a i 

26 ft. variance. Why, Mr. Schumann asked. is this so different as to 

require this variance? The Board has jurisd~ion (page 96) to grant I 
variances in case of topography or other extraordina~y conda.crcne , !I· 

II What extraordinary or exceptional condition exists here? Mr. schumann !, 

l ii 
asked. It is an angle. Is that basis for the Board to amend the ordinance~ 

Mr. Schumann thought not. If the setback requirement is wrong. then the il 

Ordinance is wrong and should be amended by the Board of Supervisor s , 
iii 

The Planning Commission recommended to deny the case. 
i 

Mr. Schumann again quoted from the ordinance saying the ordinance does 

require that the Boa~d state its full reasons for granting a variance 
! 

I I (page 92 paragraph 6). This is a questio~f principle, not a personal 

II matter, Mr. Schumann continued. The Board cannot go along with a 

I p.r:opSJfuy owtleer. Mr. sahumann continued, who wants to come closer to 

:1 a street right of way line Just because he wants to do so. 

i Mr. Swayze insisted that the Commission did not make the statements which 

Mr. Schumann had just made. They merely toOk a unanimousl vote against 



 

 

 

 

 

DEFERRED CASES 

2-Ctd. the granting, but practically without comment. 

If the Board has no authority to grant this, then there is no reason to hay 

a Board of zoning Appeals, Mr. swayze argued. There are more reasons to 

grant this than simply the fact that the man wants it. The status of this 

:street is an important question. It stops at this property and there is 

no assurance that it will ever be continued further. but it might some day 

[90 on to columbia Pike and therefore become an important link, but if a 

(iby_paSS of Baileys Crossroads is ever planned, this would not be it-- the 

Jentrance into Columbia Pike is too dangerous and it is too close to the 

jlintersection. Traffic-wise this would ~eBent an even greater problem Ithan that which exists. 

'I Here we have a street that really does not exist, Mr. Swayze went on, and 
i 
Iwe have a man who wants to put his land to its highest and best use. asking 

~a variance on a dead-end street. These are extenuating circumstances. 

II Mr • SWayze calls this "extenuating circumstances" Mr. Mooreland stated, 

ihe could pull almost any subdivision plat and find one or more situations 

just like this: there is nothing extenuating about this corner. 

Mrs. Henderson asked if Mr. swayze had considered vacating the street. 

Mr. Swayze answered that he had but h~ not considered it seriously as he 

knew Mr. Schumann would oppose it before the Board of Supervisors. (Mr. 

Schumann agreed that he would oppose such a proposal) 

Mrs. Henderson asked Mr. Swayze to explain the hardship in this case. 

The man finds himself hemmed in with streets that do not exist; the setback 

has no meaning. The man wants to stay in the area, his holdings are here 

and his business established: he is held back by a mere technicality which 

the Board of Zoning Appeals can relieve; he is stifled as it is. 

Mr. Lamond suggested that Mr. Swayze take this back to his client with the 

thought of planning a building which would mo~ nearly conform to require,
Iments, something that would not take an amendment to the Ordinance to 

handle. 

The discussion continued at length. with suggestions that the applicant 

consider a triangular shaped bUilding which could be adapted to the lot 

Iwith a 35 ft .. setback from Center street and if the paint shop were cut 

off the corner of the building, Mr. Smith agreed that something should be 

done if possible, ~or Mr. Harlan, but nothing like the request in this 

application. Seconded, Mr. Barnes. (Defer to May 26.) 

For the motion: Messrs. Smith, Barnes and Lamond. Mrs. Carpenter and 

Mrs. Henderson voted against the motion for the reason that in their 

opinion the proper action to take was denial as no exceptional condition no 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 



 

i z-cea, i hardship were shown. Motion carried to defer. 
! 

II 
I 

NEW CASES: 

I The case of Richard Ferranti was deferred to May 26 as no one was present 7-ctd. 

to support the request. 

: II 

!Mr. Mooreland told of a series of letters and copies of letters receved 

I ! in his office regarding compliance of the American Legion Post No. 176 

'with the Board's motion of November 10, 1958. ~he complainants are members 

of the springvale Civic Association. The trees to be planted as a buffer 

screen were, according to the Board'S motion to be in place by May 1, 1959. 

i The Association contended that the planting as they request it. has not 

r i 
been done and they are not liVing up to their contract. II 

Mr. Mooreland suggested that the Post make formal application for extension i 
of time in the planting. 

'I 
The Board agreed that that is the prOper procedure. 'Ii, 
Mr. Smith said he would like to see the property before the hearing on the I 

I extension. 

I II 

iMr. Mooreland reported to the Board that the Dodd Medical BUilding is 

: completed and it does not observe the setbacks granted by the Board of 
i 

I Zoning Appeals. The Board agreed that the setbacks be approved as they 

I exist. 
! 

.II 

Mr. Mooreland read a letter from Mr. Bright, neighbor to the Max Singletary I 

house which variance the Board denied at a recent hearing, asking the Board! 

to reppen the case for a rehearing. Mr. Bright considered the carport 

il 
a detriment to his prpperty. He wished the Board to consider granting a 

garage. II 

'of O;j 

I The Board recalled that there was an alternate location for a garage on 

I this property and therefore no reason to reopen the case. It had been I 
'I given full consideration at the public hearing. I, 

I 

II i I Mr. Schumann read a letter from Mr. Richmond whose variance was granted in 

October 1958. Mr. Richmond has been afraid to start his construction 

until he knows the location of the highway. It has not yet been located 

and he has no assurance of just where it will go. Mr. Richmond asked 

an extension of time to start his construction. 



II 

Mr. Smith moved to extend the time for one year; seconded, Mr. Barnes. 

Carried unanimously. 

The meeting adjourned. 

:/.-< <1:.-j.f;1 J.;;.'. H u. Ly 9='2"'"= 
Mrs. L. J.1Henderson, Jr. 
Chairman 
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