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Agenda
June 22,2026 Franconia-Springfield Advisory Group Meeting 

• Guest speaker: Major Lowery, Commander, Franconia District Police 

Station— Discussion on public safety in the study area. 

• FCDOT update on transportation efforts in the study area and status of 

the transportation analysis.

• Briefing on Engagement Feedback Summary and Next Steps 



FCDOT Presentation



Frontier Drive Overpass Pedestrian Lighting 



Advisory Group: CBC Charette Summary

•Redevelop underutilized sites like surface parking, 
Brookfield Plaza, and southern CBC retail.
 
•Southern CBC is better suited for commercial or 
mixed use than residential due to I-95 proximity.
 
•Northern centers could support edge multifamily 
housing to strengthen retail and commercial uses. 

•The Residential Node concept is more cohesive 
and walkable, with opportunities for public space.
 
•Commerce Street should remain the primary CBC–
TSA pedestrian and bike connection. 



Advisory Group: TSA- West Charette Summary

•Redevelopment near the TSA/GSA areas could support residential 
and mixed use but requires improved infrastructure and access. 
Frontier Drive extension could help address circulation and 
connectivity issues.

 
•The Michaels/Subway/Sheehy area could support housing with 
structured parking.
 
•Concepts B and C were preferred for long-term housing potential, 
especially mixed-use development with gathering spaces.

 
•Existing businesses west of Frontier Drive should remain, with 
moderate building heights compatible with nearby neighborhoods. 

•The Loisdale Court area should include mixed-use options and 
improved access beyond the current single entry/exit. 

•Greater building height is more appropriate near the train tracks 
than adjacent to residential areas. 

•Housing additions should include stronger pedestrian connections 
and walkability improvements. Improving circulation and reducing 
traffic delays is a key priority. 
 



Advisory Group: TSA-East Charette Summary

• Thinking that entire area north of Walker Ln. would all 
be residential. Characters would blend with 
neighborhood – on each end the heights would be a bit 
smaller to taper.

• Blend of first floor commercial space to serve residential 
use.

• Access in and out may be an issue so connections to Fleet 
Rd. necessary

• Hotel is a good idea, potential reuse of office buildings

• Keep the Class A office, because not much new office 
being built. 

• Like green space in Concept C and green space between 
residential and railroad.   



Engagement Feedback Summary

ENGAGEMENT FEEDBACK SUMMARY
FRANCONIA –  SPRINGFIELD VISION PLAN

May 15, 2026



Concept A

CONCEPT A
A Focus on Strategic Infill

▪ Very strong support for 
walkable mixed-use 
corridor, enhanced 
streetscape, and 
pedestrianized street 
network

▪ Somewhat strong support 
for infill development and a 
town square

▪ Moderate support for a 
public gathering space



Concept A

CONCEPT A
A Focus on Strategic Infill



Concept B

CONCEPT B
A Focus on Connectivity and Green Spaces

▪ Very strong support for green 
open spaces, programmed 
plazas, and walkable 
streetscapes

▪ Strong support for a local 
street network with 
pedestrian scale and 
connectivity to transit 
facilities and beyond

▪ Moderate support for 
increasing multifamily 
residential over time

▪ Minimal support for micro-
transit



Concept B

CONCEPT B
A Focus on Connectivity and Green Spaces



Concept C

CONCEPT C
A Focus on Neighborhood Nodes

▪ Strongest support for 
designed plazas for 
gathering, public 
amenities, and a finer, more 
walkable street network

▪ Strong support for 
transforming lots and 
consolidating parking

▪ Moderate support for 
adding multifamily over 
time

▪ Moderate support for 
adding mixed-use



Concept C

CONCEPT C
A Focus on Neighborhood Nodes



Overall feedback

OVERALL FEEDBACK
Favored Concepts

Feedback varied across the 
concepts, with many ideas from 
Concept A receiving strong 
support.

Respondents showed favoritism 
towards specific elements from 
all concept plans, and choices 
varied based on context.

The Preliminary Plan’s design 
should pull elements from each 
concept to forge a cohesive 
vision that reflects the feedback. 

The following ranked topics 
should be considered when 
finalizing the plan…



Overall feedback

OVERALL FEEDBACK
Favored Topics

GREAT

▪ Enhanced Streetscapes

▪ Pedestrian-Friendly Streets

▪ Walkability

▪ Green Open Space

▪ Programmed Plaza

▪ Nature Preservation

GOOD

▪ Infill Development

▪ Consolidated Parking

▪ Town Square

▪ Public Gathering Spaces

▪ Connectivity

▪ Public Amenities

OKAY

▪ Multifamily Residential 
Development

▪ Mixed-Use Development



Area Specific Feedback

AREA SPECIFIC FEEDBACK
CBC

Land Uses

▪ People are okay with mixed-
use and multifamily 
development but have 
reservations about the 
impact to existing life.

Parks/Public Space

▪ People generally support 
parks and open space, but 
there seems to be some 
uncertainty as they become 
more programmed and 
connected to development.

Mobility/Connectivity

▪ People generally support 
greater walkability, 
connectivity, and enhanced 
streetscapes; however, they 
do not want to worsen 
traffic or link new 
development to existing 
residential developments.



Area Specific Feedback

AREA SPECIFIC FEEDBACK
TSA West

Land Uses

▪ People are okay with 
increasing commercial and 
residential development, 
but they are hesitant about 
quantities and impacts.

Parks/Public Space

▪ People are supportive of 
parks and green space 
development, particularly if 
it enhances new 
construction development, 
connects existing assets, 
and/or buffers the highway.

Mobility/Connectivity

▪ People generally support 
greater walkability, 
connectivity, and enhanced 
streetscapes, but they do 
not want to worsen traffic 
or link new development to 
existing residential 
developments.



Area Specific Feedback

AREA SPECIFIC FEEDBACK
TSA East

Land Uses

▪ People are okay with 
development but less 
supportive overall. They are 
hesitant to increase density 
but will support it when 
done mindfully regarding 
impact on existing 
development. 

Parks/Public Space

▪ People generally support 
larger green spaces that 
serve as development 
buffers over programmed 
plaza-like development.

Mobility/Connectivity

▪ People are supportive of 
better connectivity and 
enhanced streetscapes, but 
there is hesitancy about 
increasing traffic volumes.



What the Feedback is Telling Us

Strong Support for: 

•More parks and green open space

 

•Programmed plazas and gathering places

•Enhanced streetscapes

 

•More walkable, pedestrian-friendly streets

 

•Better connections between destinations 

•Nature preservation and green buffers 

Feedback More Nuanced around: 

•Level of Change 

•Scale of new development

•Neighborhood transitions

•Traffic and parking

21 



Franconia-Springfield: Transit Supported Mixed-Use Area

• Springfield Community Business Center

• Franconia-Springfield Transit Station Area 

• Metrorail/bus, VRE, Fairfax Connector, Commuter Garage, & Regional 
Access

• Major retail, employment, and institutional

• Large surface parking areas, aging buildings and underutilized parcels



Intensity as a Tool to Deliver Public Benefit

Strategically located intensity, implemented over time can help 
support:

• Reuse of surface parking for parks, plazas, streets, and buildings

• Structured or shared parking

• More people within walking distance of shops, transit, and open space

• Active ground-floor retail and services

• Investment in sidewalks, crossings, trees, lighting, and public amenities

• Long-term maintenance and activation of civic spaces



Next Steps

• Developing Preliminary Plan based on:
– Community Feedback

– Advisory Group Feedback

– Staff Comments 

– Consultant Work

• Tentative Date for AG meeting, August 31, 2026

• Community Presentation of Preliminary Plan
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