From Ed Nenstiel

Fairfax County Park Authority

MEMORANDUM

Donald Lederer : . ' Date . Aﬁril 11, 1984

Py

Subject Deerlick Park Preliminary Master Plan

Recommendation: ‘7//
e
The Park Authority move to send the Deerlick“pérk preliminary
to public hearing. AR
N
. Statement; ‘ ;ﬁf'

~ The preliminary master plan and report is -attached.

. A
The preliminary master plan which has been developed shows an
and parking for 48 cars, a court games area consisting of two
1/2 multi-use court, 1 practice tennis court, a tot lot, play
picnic area, a 9 station fitness course and a soccer/football

master plan’

entrance road
tennis courts,
apparatus area,
field. The

parking lot, tennis courts, multi-use court and soccer/football are to be

lighted. ~An asphalt path system connects all facilities within the park to
each other as well as Braddock Road, Dalton Road and Mathew Place.
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INTRODUCTION

A.

Identification and Purpoée

This report presents the master plan‘recommendations‘for development of
Deerlick Park, a 19.66 acre community park located at 6825 Braddock Road
in Springfield. :

Master Plan Process

Master Planning is the process of arranging manmade and natural objects

on the land in an orderly fashion so as to create an orderly and functional
*

park. Master plans are made for each park before any construction is done.

Development of the facilities on the Master Plan may take place over an

extended period of time, (five, ten, or more years), depending on the size

of the park.*

The Preliminary Master Plan for Deerlick Park is based on a thorough
analysis of site conditions and evaluation of the recreational needs

and preferences of residents in the surrounding area. This report outlines
the information and conclusions utilized in preparation of the Preliminary
Master Plan, including: ' .

- background information

- existing site conditions

- user requirements

- analysis and recommendations
— concept plan development

The Preliminary Master Plan is accompanied by construction and maintenance
cost estimates, a cost benefit study, and phasing recommendations.

Park Classification

The existing and proposed system of Fairfax County parks attempts to

establish full opportunity for all residents and visitors to make constructive
use of their leisure time through the provision of recreational and cultural
programs within safe, accessible and enjoyable parks. Additionally, the

park serves as the primary public mechanism for the preservation of environ-
mentally sensitive land and water resources and areas of historic significance.

. Parklands to be acquired shall ' usually be classified as community park,

district park, county park, natural and passive park, - stream valley park,

and historical park. However, the list is not restrictive since citizen
needs, both present and future, may require acquisition of combination park
types or ones that differ from all of the categories listed above. It is

also true that the typical types of facilities listed under each park category
are neither all-inclusive nor mandatory. All of these park categories and
recreational facilities are important in a well-rounded park system and must
be provided if Fairfax County is to continue to provide a desirable living
environment for its citizens. ' :

Definition from FCPA Manual, Sept. 1975




1, Community Park

A community park, the most frequently occurring park catagory, is
designed to provide for daily relief within an urban setting.
Community parks are therefore oriented towards a few hours of
activity for passive or active purposes. They are designed to
emphasize short term visits and are convenient and often accessible
by foot or bicycle for after school, after work or weekend actlvities
with parking. The criteria for the selection of this

type of park are flexible so as to allow for. a maximum of local o
citizen comment on the selection, design, development and operation .
of the site. Community parks are the smaller ones serving the
county's numerous neighborhoods and generally range in size up to
twenty-five acres. Facilities often provided in fully developed
community parks may include playgrounds, tot lots, athletic fields,
open play areas, basketball courts, benches, walks, gandens, picnic
areas, tennis courts, shelters with restroom/concession facilities,
parking, trails and lighting where necessary. They can be wooded,
suitable for passive uses. ‘

" II.  PLANNING CONTEXT

A. Location.

Deerlick Park is located at 6825 Braddock Road in Springfleld Vlrginia
in Lee Supervisor District.

.B. Service Area and Population Data

" The primary service area is the general area where most of the park's
" frequent users live. For 'a community park, the radial distance is about
3/4. mile from the center of the park. This distance is considered a-
maximum for convenient pedestrian or bicycle access. It is further
-defined by physical constraints-or barriers preventing a person from

. conveniently reaching the park, such as highways or impassable streams.
The secondary service area of 1 1/2 mile radius from the park's center is.
considered to further define recreational deficiencles. If a facility is

- adequately available in-the primary service area but is deficient in the .
secondary service area, then it may be necessary to include it at the park.

"4C. Acquisition Background

The four parcels comprising what is now Deerlick Park were at omne time e
’, considered for residential purposes by a land development company. In
-.late 1978, the Park Authority expressed interest in acquiring:the parcels

for parkland. In March 1979, the Fairfax County Planning Commission
approved the Park Authority's application to acquire the 20+ acres, and
in June 1980, the purchase of the four parcels was completed

s s el o+ e e g = PR U

. .J’ R PR S A U - : Lo :.:wéz,_:&, ac = - A;,‘.;-,- t,;x-f;"*r:rv
Parcel ' Puréhase . Cost Per  Previous Date B '
- 8ize .Price~ - Acre . Owner ‘ Recorded - --- -
1,54 Ac-  § 62, 88Q448 $40,837 . Poff 5+«13+80 :
6.25 $254,536.73 $40,726 Kinchelog - 5+13<80 5
4,62 .$233,355.45  §$50,510 Budd- 6<19<80 o R
7.25 $354,469,60  $48,892 Smarr - 6<20-82 Lo

19. 66 Ac $905,251. 26%

°

Includes $232,500 in federal funds received through Vlrginla Comm1351on of
OQutdoor Recreatlon for acquisition purposes at Deerlick Park.
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Available Fupds

There is currently $140,111 ayailable for deyelopment at Deerlick.Paﬁk

from the 1982 Bond Referendunm, .

Adjacent Land Use

Single family homes (Edsall Park) are found along the eastern boundary
of the park. There are new single family homes (Braddock Oaks) being developed
on the southern boundry between the park and Edsal Road. To the west there
are single family homes (Leewood and Springfield Manor subdivisions) on

large lots, a school, and a warehouse facility. Braddock Road borders the

park on the northern side.

Existing Site Conditions

1. Configuration and Current Use

The nineteen acre site is presently undeveloped, although the
network of existing foot trails indicates passive recreational use,

There are no existing structures or equipment. Large junk itém$
such as washers are scattered throughout the site.

The shapé of the site is irregular, dictated by the boundaries of
surrounding developed property. . :

2. Topography L : ’

The -everall topography of the site is relatively flat, with most
slopes in the 0-5% range. The northern-edge and middle of the site
have some areas with 5-107 slopes away from Braddock Road; small
~ areas of 107 or greater slopes are found near the northern, southern,
~and western boundaries. ‘

- The highest point on the site is the northwest cormer. A low, poorly
drained area exists along the eastern edge, with the lowest point
located at the southeastern corner. - ' R

3. Soils L
Site soils include Fairfax, Glenville, and Worsham. Fairfax silt
loam soils, found in the northern and central areas, are suitable
for intensive park uses. The Glenville soils, found on lower side
slopes, have seasonally high water tables but are generally well
drained and would be suitable for recreational use except for short
periods following heavy rains. Worsham soils, found along the
eastern and western edges, have seasonally high water tables which
would restrict recreational activities for long periods during
the rainy seasons. (for complete soil report, see appendix)

4, Vegetation

The majority of the site is covered with mature hardwood trees, including
red maple, sweetgum, oak, and tulip poplar. The understory is quite

open with the exception of the area along Braddock Road. Flowering dogwood
is abundant. Several very large oak-trees are sc§ttered through the wooded
area. :
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User Requirements

An open area of high brush occurs in the northeastern corner of the

park. Heavy undergrowth, with poison ivy and honeysuckle, is found
in the wooded areas along Braddock Road.

Utilities

Sanitéry sewer, water and electricity is located along Braddock Rd:., and _
through the residential areas to the west, south and east of the park. There
are no utilities in the park at this time. '

Vehicle and Pedestrian Access

Matthew Place and Dalton Road provide vehicle access to
the park. Braddock Road extends along the northern boundary. The
Fairfax County-wide trail plan extends east and west on the north

side of Braddock Road and north and south on the east side of Backlick
Road. ‘

1'

Nearby Parks and Schools

Within a 3/4 mile radius of the park site are the following parks
and schools and their associated recreation facilities:
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Based on an estimated population of 5320 people within thé,3/4 mile
service radius, the following facility standards apply:

FCPA Facility Standards as Related to 3/4 Mile Area

FCPA Existing . Existihg, _
Facility Needed Park - School Surplus/
Facility Standard Facilities Facilities Facilities | Deficiency
Tot lot 1-500 people 11 2 2 -7
Baseball 1-6000 people 1 o 2 +1
Softball 1-3000 people 2 o 5 +3
Tennis _ 1-1200 people 4 o .2 -2
Basketball/ - ' .
" multi-use 1-500 people 11 o 4 -7
Swim pool 1-15000 people 0 ) ) )
Golf course - 1-25000 people o o o} e}
Soccer 1-1500 people 4 o) 2 ~2
Within a 1 1/2 mile radius of the park site are all of the
above parks and schools plus the following:
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Based on an estimated population of 20,192 people living within’

_the 1 1/2 mile radlus, the follow1ng fac111ty standards apply

FCPA Facility Standards
as Related to 1 1/2 Mile Area

FCPA

‘ Existing Existing
_ Facility Needed Park : School. Surplus/
Facility Standard Facilities . Facilitiés.. TFacilities .. Deficiency
Tot lot 1- 500 people 40 6 8 - =26
~ Baseball 1-6,000 people 3 0 6 ' +3 .
Softball 1-3,000 people 7 1 13 +7
Tennis 1-1,200 people 17 2 10 =5
Basketball/ ' .
multi-use 1-500 people 40 2 17 =21
Swim pool 1-15,000 people 1 * 0. -0
Golf course 1-25,000 people 1 1 0 -0
“Soccer 1-1,500 people 14 0 10

-4

% Just outside the 1 1/2 mile radius at Wakefield Park.

2.

Community input

The Community Information Forum, held May 27, 1982, was attended by
approximately 40 area residents. Forum participants generally favored |
moderate development of.the park, although concerns were expressed . o
regarding safety, supervision, and adequate buffering for the homes .

‘located adJacent to the park

A large proportion of participants expressed apprec1atlon of the

wooded, natural state of the Deerlick Park site and opposed clearlng
of trees for playlng fields. :

'The northern area of the site was viewed as most suitable for
. intensive development.

Facilities desired included tot lots, tennis
courts, picnic tables, and limited parking areas. Nature trails and
fitness trails were proposed for the balance of the site with minimal -
disturbance of existing vegetation. Night. time activities and
lighted facilities were generally opposed. A complete report of: the -
meeting and a compilation of letters and petitions received by the
Fairfax County Park Authority after the meeting has been included in -
the appendix.

County Agency Comments
Selected planning agencies, both within the county and the Park
Authority have provided comments and input regarding the development

of this park. The following is a brief summar of their observatioms.

Fairfax County Soil Survey Office has suggested that soil types occnring

on the site, rate between limited and. suitable for development of -
recreation facilities.

: Falrfax County Department of Recreation and Communlty Servlces says

that they would like to see the site developed with active recreatlon
facilities including 3 soccer/football fields, 2 baseball/softhall fields,
parking, a multi-use court, tennis courts, playground, practice tennis
caurt, restrooms, picnic area and trails, '




111,

R Park Authority's Conservatlon Division suggests that there are no
unlque interpretive features on the site but that trees should be

preserved wherever feasible and that minimal interpretive programming
may occur.

Fairfax County Office Comprehensive Planning indicates that there is
nothlng of any historical interest regarding the site,

ANALYSIS AND CONCLUSIONS

Deerlick Park is a wooded site which is suitable for active and passive
recreatlonal use.

The park is situated in a residential area; no significant changes in‘
population size or character are anticipated, Because there are* several
other recreational facilities in the vicinity, the park primary service

- will be limited to a 3/4 mile radius and a secondary service area of 1 .1/2

miles.

The open, natural woods which cover the majority of the site are a valuable

. recreational resource which should be disturbed as little as possible. ‘Intemsive

Iv.

development should take place in the northern area of the site, taking advantage

of existing open areas and minimizing tree removal. Poison ivy and trash clean-
up is needed throughout the site. o

The topegraphy and soils found on most of the site are well suited for.

‘recreational use; no severe development constraints exist. The low area in

the southeast corner of the site should be left in its natural state to avoid
drainage and storm runoff problems. *

Vehicle access should be limited to the Braddock Road side: of the park, Pedestrian
access points from Matthew Place and Dalton Road; and a public access easement )

from Edsal Road across church property to the park is. to be provided by the

developer for area residents to the park. Measures to prevent pedestrian
traffic through private yards would be appreciated by adjacent property owners.

. PARK PROGRAM AND CONCEPT PLAN ' | : g | .. s

The components of the progfam for Deerliek Park are:

Intensive activity areas
Soccer/Football ’

Wooded passive use/buffer areas
Circulation/Fitness/Nature trail system

0O 00O

"Alternative concept plans tested the possible locations and - functlonal relatlonships

of the program components. Thé concept plans selected for further development are
included in the report.

’

- 15 -




Summaries of the analysis for each schematic and for the recommended schematic are
as follows: : :

Schematic A:

a.

Vehicle entrance
into park.

Tot lot and play

and parking located near Braddock Road w1th 1ittle intrusion

apparatus area well grouped for shared supervision.

Picnic shelter not desired by majority of Forum participants.

Picnic areas too

scattered, too far for each assessibility.

Intensive trail system, but hard to cross park.

Minimal disturbance of vegetation.

Schematic B:

a.

Vehicle entrance
into park.

Picnic areas too

Tot lot and play'

picnic site.

-Tennis . is easily

and parking located near Braddock Road with little intrusion

scattered, too far for easy accessibility.

apparétue areas are too far to permit use associated with

accessible from parking aree; ,

- 16 -
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.Selective cutting unnecessary over such a wide area.

Picnic shelter not desired by majority of Forum participanfs.
Intensive trail system, but hard to cross park.-

Tennis courts help to meet demand in area. -

Schematic C:

No parking, may limit accessibility for many residents due to busy streets.

Facilities too far to permit visibility from main roads (security consideration).

Picnic shelter not desired by majority of Forum participants.

Picnic areas too scattered, too far for easy accessibility.

Tot lot and play apparatus area well grouped for shéred supervision.
Several isolated seléctively cut areas not needed,

Tennis courts help to meet demand in area.

Selected Schematic (Modified A)

ae:

Vehicle entrance and parking relocated to west, away from houses east of
the park.

Two tennis courts added (as in B and C).

Add combination half tennis practice/half multi-use court.

" Include only 1 picnic area without shelter, closer to pérking area for easy

accessibility.
Maintain tot lot and play apparatus area close together and open to view.
Provide a more direct pedestrian trail from Matthew Place and Dalton.Rbad;

Add 1 soccer/football field in northwest corner to help allev1ate field
shortage in area.

PRELIMINARY MASTER PLAN DESCRIPTION

A.

Intensive Activity Areas . ,

These areas will include two lighted tennis courts with adjacent lighted
half-practice courts/half multi-use court, play apparatus area for school
children, a tot lot for pre-school children, benches and game/picnic tables.
For ease of access and maximum visibility, they will be located near the
proposed entrance from Braddock Road to the park Lighted parking will be
provided for 48 cars.
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VI. -

Soccer/Football Field

A regulation size soccer field (360' x 225'). which can also accommodate a -
football field is provided and will be available for organized team sports
and provide a large open play area for the park.

Wooded Passive Use/Buffer Area

The existing woods will be preserved as a passive use area occupying
approximately 75% (4.6 acres of .development) of the park. The woods will
provide an enjoyable setting for the nature and fitness trails and will
serve as a buffer zone for adjacent residences.

Circulation/Fitness Trail System

A fitness trail will provide pedestrian circulation through the park, .
connecting the access points and the various facilities. Fitness stations
(nine) will be located along the trail. The 8' wide trail will also
permit access by service vehicles; a vehicle barrier at each point of
access will prevent private vehicle use.

Planting

Existing shade trees will be supplemented with additional plantings in the
area of intensive development near Braddock Road. The entrance, parking
area, tot lot, and court facilities will be appropriately landscaped with
plant material that is compatible with the existing vegetation.

ESTIMATED—USER LEVELS

The number of users is based on an examination of similar facilities in the
region and from past experiences in planning recreational facilities.

The estimation of the number of activity days of park use, ¢where a user
day is one person taking part in one activity on a particular day); peak
time is usually considered to be a summer day; Sunday at 2 p.m. is purely
an assumption. The total estimated number of users of Deerlick Park is
42,390/year. ' '

A,

' The criteria used for estimating. the number of users 'is. as follows:

Tennis ~ based on 15 players per court per day for 175 day season
(3 players/court x 5 hours/day): 15 persons x 2 courts x 175 days
= 5,250 users/year. .

Tennis Practice - based on 5 players for 175 day season: 5 persons x 175
days = 875 users/year.

Multi-Use Court - primary use is for non-organized play and is based on
a nine month period with 10 persons per day: 10 persons x 275 days =
2,750 users/year. : :

Apparatus Play Area (School Age) - year round usage with an estimated
10 children/day: 10 x 365 days = 3,650 users/year.

Tot lot (preschool) - year round usage with an estimated 5 users/day:
5 x 365 = 1,825 users/year.

<
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F. Picnic Area - Picnicking is estimated at four persons per table with
heaviest use on weekends between April and October. The turnover is
estimated at ‘two per day per table. Six tables are assumed for the
area. 6 tables x 4 person/tables 2 turnovers x 180 days = 8,640 users/
year.

G. Soccer/Football Field - Estimated 6 month season with 5 practices/weék
estimated 45 users x 8 games x 22 weeks. Plus 25 users x 5 practices x
22 weeks = 12,100 users/year. '

H. Fitness Trail - year round usage with an estimated 20 users per day:
20 x 365 = 7,300 users/year.

ESTIMATED USER LEVELS

Est. No. of
Activity Number of Users/Year Vehicles/Year
Tennis (lighted) 5,250 _ 2?100
Tennis Practice Court (lighted) 875 350
Basketball/Multi-Use Court 2,750 : © 1,100
Soccer Field (lighted) B 12,100 4,840
Picnic Area 8,640 3,456
Tot Lot 1,825 730
Play Apparatus 3,650 1,460
Fitness Trail . v . 7,300 2,920
TOTAL 42,390 16,956

NOTE: One vehicle estimated for every 2.5 persons;

According to Fairfax County Transportation Department the ayverage daily
traffic colume is 16,441 vehicles (per day)., Based on the estimated
number. of vehicles/year as indicated above, this would add about 45
vehicles per day to the present traffic volume on Braddock Road.
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VII. DEVELOPMENT COST ESTIMATE

A, FACILITY . QUAN, UNIT UNIT;_P_RICE TOTAL FACILITY TOTAL
Tennis Courts (2) : .
Clearing CW2 Acre $ 2,850 $. 570
Grading- 150 c.y. $ 6/c.y. $. 900
Tennis Court 4 2 ea, LS $30,000 $60,000
Fencing - 10' ht. 300 1.f. $20/1.f. $ 6,000
Landscaping LS LS LS $ 2,000 |
Lighting 4 ea. $3,000 $12,000
Subtotal - 81,470
20% Contingency $16,294 :
Total Tennis Courts $§ 97,764
Practice Tennis/Multi-Use Ct. (1)
Court LS LS $15,000 ©$15,000
‘Clearing .1 Acre $ 2,850 S 285
Grading 50 c.y. $6/c.y. $ 300
Fencing-10' 150 1.£.. $20/1.£. $ 3,000
Landscaping LS LS LS . $ 1,000
Lighting . 2 . ea. $3,000 $ 6,000
Subtotal $25,585
20% Contingency $ 5,117 .
Total Practice Tennis/
Multi-Use $ 30,702
Soccer Field
Clearing 2,75 Acre $2,850 - $7,837
Grading : - 13,300 S.Y. $1.10/S,Y. $14,630
Seeding - ' - 13,300 S.Y, $1.10/S.Y. $14,630
Seating : LS LS LS $ 3,000
Goals 2 ea. $1,500 $ 3,000
Landscaping LS LS LS , $ 5,000
Subtotal ' $48,097
. 20% Contingency $ 9,619 ‘
Total Soccer Field v 3 $ 57,716
Picnic Area , Co
Tables ‘ 8 ea. " $350 $ 2,800
Clearing 3 Acre $2,850° § . 525
Grading : 50 C.Y. $6/c.y. $ 300
Landscaping LS LS LS $ 1,500
Subtotal $ 5,125
20% Contingency $ 1,025
Total Picnic Area o $ 6,150
Tot Lot :
Site Preparation LS. ‘ '$ 1,000
Play Structure 1 . LS LS ’ $28,000
Grading 50 c.Y., $6/c.y. $ 300
Play Surface _ - LS ’ $ 4,000 .
Subtotal ' $32,300

20% Contingency $ 6,460
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FACILITY I . QUAN. UNIT  UNIT PRICE  TOTAL FACILITY TOTAL

Play Apparatus Area

Site Preparation L.S. $ 1,000
Play Structure L,S. . $28,000
Grading : 50 c.y. $6/c.y. $ 300
~ Play Surface - L.S. o $ 4,000
Subtotal 1 $33,300
20% Contingency $ 6,660
Total Play Apparatus
Area ‘ $ 39,960
Fitness Par Course
. 9 Station LS L.S. L.S. $ 7,500
Subtotal $ 7,500
207% Contingency - $ 1,500
- Total Fitness Course . $ 9,000
' Pathway - Gravel 8' width
Surfacing - 3" 4600 L.F. $7.80/L.F. $35,880
Site Preparation- 4600 L,F, $2,50/L.F. $11,500
Grading 100 c.y. $6/c.y, $ 600
Clearing CWT Acre $1]750 $ 1,225
Landscaping - LS LS LS $ 5,000
Subtotal - 854,205
20% Contingency $10,841
Total Pathway ' $§ 65,046
Parking Lot _ L
~ Clearing 1 Acre $2,850 $ 2,850
Grading 500 C.Y, $6/c.y., $ 3,000
Gravel Base 6" 1950 SV $3.25/s.y. $ 6,337
Lighting : 2  ea. $3,000 $ 6,000
Surfacing A 1950 S.Y, $12/s.y. $23,400
Curbing Q00  L.F,  $12/1,f.  $10,800
Landscaping _ : LS LS LS © §.5,000
Subtotal $57,387
20% Contingency $11,477
Total Parking Lot . § 68,864
Total Facility COSES « o » o s o o o v o v o 0 o 0 o 0 o o v s o s . $ 413,962
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FACILITY QUAN, UNIT UNIT PRICE TOTAL ‘ FACILITY TOTAL

B. UTILITY FEES, PAYMENTS &

"PERMITS
o VEPCO . ' ' $ 2,584

o VDH&T : , S . 202

Total Utility Fees, _
Payments & Permits : $ 2,786 § 2,786

C. DESIGN/ENGINEERING FEES

) *
13% x Total Facility Cost $ 53,815
Total Design/Engineering Fees ' $ 53,815 $ 53,815

D. CONTRACT ADMINISTRATION

1. Plan Review (1%) $ 4,140

2. ‘Inspection (8%) ) $ 33,117

3. Site Plan Review (2650) . $ + 2,650

4. Contract Administration (2%) . '$ 8,279

5. As-Built Survey (2809) $ 2,809
Total Contract Administration $ 50,995 $§ 50,995
TOTAL COST ESTIMATE § 521,558

VIII. COST VS, BENEFITS

With 5320 people living within the primary service radius, and with the

. estimated development cost of $521,558, the total development cost amounts
to $98.04 per person, During the first 20 years of the parks operation,
the cost per person, per year will be $4.90. :

With an estimated 42,390 persons using the park per year, there would be

an estimated potential of 847,800 persons using the park during the first

20 years after its completion, This translates into a cost of ,62 per person
per visit. ' :
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IX.

DEVELOPMENT PHASING SCHEDULE

‘The totel facility cost estimate. of $413,962 exceeds persent end future funding

from the 1982 Bond Program. As a result, the construction of facilities will
occur in several phases.: : S

A. Recommended Phase I ~ Funding Available: - $140,111

1. TFacility Development

e Parking (20'caré) $ 28,695
e Partial tot lot $ 16,766
e Partial play apparatus area $ 25,000
e 8' wide gravel trail $ 23,000
e Picnic area $ 6,150
e Open play for athletics $ 35,000
Total Facility Development $ 113,911
2. Project Administration
e Design/engineering, 13% $ 14,809
e Inspection, 8% - $ 9,113
e Contract administration, 27 $ 2,278
Total Project Administration $ 26,200
Total Estimated.Cost for Phase T
Development : ’ $ 140,111

B. Recommended Phase II - Funding Available: None Programmed
1.. Facility Development

40,169

e Complete parking $
e Complete tot lot $ 21,994
e Complete play apparatus area $ 14960
e Complete soccer field $ 22,716
e Tennis courts (2) $ 97,764
e Tennis practice/multi-use ct. $ .30,702 -
e Complete trails $ 62,746
e Fitness course ' $ 92,000
Total Facility Development $ 300,051

2. Project Administration

e Design/engineering fees (13%) $ 39,007

‘e Inspection (8%) - $ 24,004
e Contract administration (2%) 8§ 6,001
Total Project Administration ~~ §$ 69,012
Total Estimated Cost for Phase II Development . § 369,063
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ANNUAL MAINTENANCE COST*

Improvement

Tennis Courts

Lights for Tennis Courts
Tennis Practice Court
Multi-Use Court

Soccer Field

Picnic Area

"Tot Lot

Play Apparatus
Physical Fitness Trail

Parking Lot

% Prepared from Productivity Report # 11-1975 (10/75 rev. 6/77)
by Office of Research & Statistics and FCPA. TFigures updated

to 1/83..

*% Mowing/Maintenance Schedule:

A
B
C

n

Unit/Size Class**

.2 Acre

6 @ 30' ht,
.1 Acre -
.1 Acre

2 Acres

.3 Acre

.2 Acre ’
.2 Acre -
4600 L,F.
50 cars

vs)

oW W > W W

=
(o]
ct
W
=

once each 7 = 14 days
once each 14 - 30 days
once each year

- 928 -~
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‘your parks...

6-~29-82
FATRFAX COUNTY PARKAUTHORI_~. . £03C ZUMIMERRD,, ANNANDALE, VA. 22003

 TO: ALL FOLKS INTERESTED IN FUTURE -2

ol

{1
3
HU

ZEERLICK PARK

FROM: DAVID JILLSON, LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT

SUBJECT: WHAT WE HEARD AT THE DEERLIZX FZRK F-BLIC FORIM/INFORMATION EXCHANGE

The following pages reflect what infcr—a<ion .__.s been ‘gathered from the community

to date. If any of our notes appear zat = cz==2r, slease call or write us to
correct the record.

We have much work to do before a prel;:.ﬁ:;a:*z —=ster plan will be aired later this
year for further review and comment >y ti= coc—=unity at large.

Thanks for your interest and :.deas- k“'la. xeex you informed.

DEERLICK PARX PUBLIC FORWINFORMATICE EZ:":.A'.‘?:-__'; = SUMMARY

HELD: May 27, 1982 at 8:00 p.m. in t:-é 2Ten ¥=x Park Elementary School cafeteriaz

ATTENDEES: Lorraine Foulds (Mason Districs s::es_entative), Fred Crabtree
(Centreville Dist. Rep.), and Xanct Cuddy (Mt. Vernon Dist. Repe.)
from the Fairfax County ==xk 2utchozity Board; Joseph Downs, Director,
and Louis Cable, Assistant DizectsT; Dcnald Lederer, David Jillson, .
Daryl DePrenger, Chris Bogert, EC Zenstiel, and lauren Bisbee from
the FCPA Design staff; Ql:=n A_'_le.r. =nd Gene Biglin from the FPCPA
Conservation Division sta<Z; Zen.Gmsior from the Fairfax County Recreation

Dept.; and approxmately 420 cizize=s reoresenting themselves and such

groups as: Bren Mar Park C.A., '-all Park C.A., Indian Spring/Clearfield
C.A., Spring Valley Fores= C.2., —:=acolnia Park C.A., Leewood HOA, and
the Boy Scouts, Diana Rizh z=Z Je=es Hiller , consultants from Land
Desig'n/Research, Inc., alss aTsenisd, : ‘ v

Mr, Cable welcomed the citizens and ex=la:zei The f£orum procedure and its place in

the planning process. He explained 2=zt »& =2c0s o come away with.a wealth of thoughts
for staff to work with, in addition == gather:-g a2iZditicnal information, and come

back here later in 1982 and bring scze prsliz:==zrv ideas on how the  park should be

[FE L Vs

master planned. If the citizens have £izicz=z_ thcoughts or want to change their
thoughts after tonight, they can cai:l itz in within the next 30 days. He also
asked that they notify others, not he—-e tz-ig==, thzt may wish to comment. At the

Close of the meeting, Mr. Cable explz:=e< =zzT the ICPA will send out a summary of the
facts gathered at the forum.

(L]

Mr. Cable asved the citizens to zake z =c==ns —z Lcz¥ at ‘the park ideas that were

,'cf-ered by the children of Bradcock Tlsmezzary Sshocl
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Using transparencies, David Jillson gave a quick overview of the pafk ihcluding:
location, access, slopes, soils, and vegetation., Slides of the site showed the
drainage channel on the east side, foot trails, ground cover, and trees.

Following this, four groups were organized for discussion. This agenda was suggested
to each group: -

1. Brainstorming

a. Silent generation E
b. Reound robin listing . ‘ '

2. Discussion/Special Concern Listing
3. Ranking

a. Individual
b. Group

The following information summarizes the results of the discussions within these groups:
YELLOW TEAM
Pacilitator: Lee Stephenson ' Recorder: Larry Francis

LIKES - TOP FIVE PRIORITIES

1. PLAXGaOUNDS "FOR PRESCHOOL AND ELEMENTARY -
2., CONTROLLED ACCESS AROUND BORDERING HOMES - HEDGE TO SEPARATE PARK FROM PRIVATE LAWNS
3. PICNIC AREA WITH SHELTER
4. NATURE TRAILS . :
5. SIDEWALK ON BRADDOCK ROAD

Likes = Complete Listihg and Voting Count

A. Clean up and clear underbrush = 9 points -

B. Picnic area - 8 pts.:

. C. Playground = tot lot (elementary and preschool) = 18 pts.

D. Pathway to shopping center from Dalton Road - 3 pts.

E. Nature trails - 14 pts.

F. Picnic area with shelter - 15 pts.

G. Parking area - 6 pts.

BE. Fitness trail - 6 pts.

I. Nature study program - area or markers - 4 pts.

J. Controlled access - hedge or other planted buffer area - 17 pts.
K. Path lighting (low) - O pts.

L. Gate for parking area (night-time contro’) {Community volunteer control) - 1 pt.
M. Three entrances = Matthew, Dalton, Braddock Roads and parking

" Also: Edsal Road development -~ 9 pts.

N. Tennis courts - lighted - 4 pts.

0.  Basketball/multi-use court - 1 pt.

P. ‘Multi-purpose play field - 0

Q. Amphitheatre ~ special events area - 4 pts.

R. Resgtrooms =~ 0

'S. Supervised activities - 0

~m

T. Horseshces - 0

e e
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YELLOW TEAM, continued

‘Likes - Complete Listing and Voting Count, continued

Volleyball - 2 pts.

Camping by permit - O

Limited night access - 1 pt.
Bicycle parking = 0

‘Sidewalk on Braddock Road - 12 pts.

DISLIKES - TOP FIVE PRIORITIES

NO CONNECTING STREETS THROUGH' PARK
NO NIGHT ACCESS

NO SOCCER FIELD

NO MAIN ENTRANCE ON DALTON ROAD

NO BRIGHT LIGHTS NEAR HOUSES

Dislikes - Complete Listing and Voting Count

A,
B.
c.
D.
E.
F.

No connecting street through park = 31 pts.
No main entrance on Dalton Road - 22 pts.
Soccer field - 23 pts.

No large play field - B pts.

No bright lights near houses - 10 pts.

No night access - 25 pts.

SPECIAL CONCERNS " =~ °~ o -

AA.
B.
c.

D.
b

e

F.
G.
H.
I.

S d.

K_'

Facilitator: Chris Bogert Recorder: Don Clark

SECURITY/SAFETY INCLUDING PEDESTRIAN AND AUTO ACCESS FRQ¥ BRADDOCK AND BRADLICK RDS.,

TRAFFIC LIGHT AT MATTHEW PLACE & BACKLICK ROAD
COST OF SUPERVISED RECREATION ACTIVITIES

HOW TO LIMIT USE OF PARK - KEEP FOR LOCAL COMMUNITY
NO MOTORBIKES

DON'T OVERDEVELOP

RETAIN TREES AND NATURAL CHARACTER

HANDICAPPED ACCESS

" SIDEWALX ON BRADDOCK ROAD, OTHER PEDESTRIAN ACCESS

VISIBILITY FROM BRADDOCK ROAD ~ FOR PLAY AREAS (SO POLICE CAN SEE IN)
PUT IN STURDY EQUIPMENT SO IT DOESN'T BREAK ALL THE TIME

‘GREEN TEAM

o N
« 0

LIXES - TOP FIVE PRIORITIES

LIGHTED TENNIS COURTS

NATURAL SETTING

HIXE/BICYCLE TRAILS : -
PZRCCURSE WITH WOOD CHIPS OR NATURAL SU?FAC~ (EXERCISE COURSE)
VEHICULAR ACCESS FROM BRADDOCK ROAD (SM7LL PARKING)




GREEZN TEAM, continued

Likes ~ Complete Listing and Voting Count

A. .Hiking trails or bicycling trails - 14 pts.

B. Lighted tennis courts - 18 pts.. :

C. Vehicular access from Braddock Road - 8 pts. :

D. Exercise course - trail (wood chips/natural) =- 11 pts.
E. Pond in SE corner - 1 pt.

F. Tot lot (for young kids) - 2 pts.

'G. Large open play area - 5 pts. : '
- H. FPence along residential areas (esp. Bostwick) - 5 pts.
I. Small (i.e. 10) parking lot off Matthew Place - 3 pts.
J. Natural setting - 17 Dts.

K. Picnic tables and grills - 4 pts.

- L. Basketball court - 1 .

M. Perimeter trail - 5 pts.

N. Trails from Dalton - 0

O. Trash cans - 0

P. 'Restroom, drinking fountain - 0

Q. Sand volleyball court with net -~ 1 pt.

R. Lighted access to lighted facilities = 3 pts.

S. Leave existing trails - 1 pt. ,

T. Maximize buffer to residential areas - S pts.

3

DISLIKES - TOP FIVE PRIORITIES

l. NO VEHICULAR ACCESS AT DALTON ROAD (TRAIL OKAY)
‘2. NO BASEBALL/SOCCER FIELDS

3. NO LARGE STRUCTURES THAT ATTRACT CROWDS

4. NO DUPLICATION OF EDSAL SCHOOL FACILITIES

5

- NO ACTIVE OR LIGHTED FACILITIES NEAR RESIDENTIAL AREAS (KEEPY SUBSTANTIAL BUFFER

- BETWEEN RESIDENTIAL AREA AND PARK FACILITIES) '

" pislikes - Complete Listing and Voting Count

A. No vehicular access at Dalton -~ 19 pts.

B. Avoid large structures that would attract crowds - 16 pts.
C- - ) . - oo .

D. 'No asphalt trails - 4 pts,

.

E. . No lighted (or active) facilities near residential areas =.7 pts.

F. No duplication of Edsal School facilities - 8 pts, .
G. No soccer/baseball field - 17 pts. '

H. No access from Braddock - 5 pts.

I. No parking -4 pts.

SPECIAL, CONCERNS

A. MINIMAL CLEARING - LEAVE BULK IN NATURAL SETTING

B. MAXIMIZE BUFFER AROUND DEVELOPED AREA (TO PROTECT RES. AREAS) -
C. PLACE DEVELOPED AREA IN NORTH PART :

D. LACK OF YOUNG ADULT FACILITIES

E. 'LEAVE EXISTING TIAILS

F. ADEQUATE MAINTINANCE

et
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BLUE TEAM

‘Facilitator: EAQ Nenstiel Recorder: Sheila Harrison

LIKES = TOP FIVE PRIORITIES

3

2.
3.
5.
5.

NATURE TRAILS THROUGHOUT (like those on Rooseyelt'zéland), NON-ASPHALT
WITH IDENT. SIGNS FOR TREES, ETC.) ‘ ‘

'KEEP THE TREES

FITNESS TRAIL
PICNIC TABLES, BENCHES AND BBQ GRILLS (NOT SHELTERED)
UNDEVELOPED AREA

Likes - Complete Listing and Voting Count

A.

B.

c‘
D.

Tennis courts (2) - 8 pts., .

Picnic tables - benches = BBQ ~ 15 pts.

Keep trees - 17 pts. :

Fitness trail - 16 pts.

Nature trail (Roosevelt Island) - 33 pts.
Tot/play area (natural construction, wood) = 7 pts.
Tree and plant identification - 11 pts.
Undeveloped area - 12 pts.

Soccer field - 5 pts.

Park benches - 3 pts.

Parking lots (3) - 1 pt.

Sidewalk access. (along Braddock Road)'- 6 pts.,
Trash cans - 3 pts.

Braddock vehicular access only with gate - 3 pts.
Walk-to park only - 10 pts. ' -

DISLIXES - TOP FIVE PRIORITIES

.

Vi W=
.

- BUILDINGS (PERMANENT) .

NO VEHICUtAR ACCESS FRCOM DALTON RD.
SOCCER FIELD
ACTIVITY FIELDS (ANYTHING INVOLVING LAND CLEARINu) ‘AND COURTS

~t oy

LIGHTS

Dislikes - Complete Listing _and Voting Count

Ut G ) by
.

Restrooms - 6 pts.

Soccer field - 29 pts.

Activity fields and courts = 17 pts.

Lights = 12 pts. ' .
No vehicle access from Dalton Road - 36 pts.

Swimming pool = 1 pt.

Basketball courts - 1l pts. ,

Vehicular access from Matthew Place ~— 3 Pts.
Parking lots — 9 pts.

Picnic pavillion - 4 pts. .

Asphalt sidewalks within park = 7 pts.
Buildings = 15 pts.

e |
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RED TEAM, continued -

SPECIAL CONCERNS

A.
B.
c.
D.
E.

TRAFFIC SAFETY FOR NORTH SIDE (CROSSING EDSALL ROAD) . - :
ENFORECEMENT .OF PARK RULES (DRUGS, INCLUDING ALCOHOL) , MOTORIZED MVEHICLES"
CLEAN UP: TRASH, UNDERBRUSH, DEAD AND FALLEN TREES

SUFFICIENT BUFFER ZONE TO SEPARATE PARK FROM BACKYARDS :

PARKING AND TENNIS SHOULD BE PLACED AWAY FROM EDSALL PARK SUBDIVISION

* » »

SUMMARY OF LETTERS WE HAVE RECEIVED:

*1. Two residents of Leewoods (across Backlick Road from the Matthew Place entrance)

x3,

**5‘

EET T N,
- L

*These letters were rea
Tl b o

expressed a great interest in the park's development, which should include:
shaded tot lot with baby. swings, picnic tables, park benches, barbeque grills,

sidewalks around park's perimeter, and a pedestrian crosswalk at Matthew Place
with a "Walk/Don't Walk" light. '

Little River Soccer Club would like a balanced development of the park to
represent the community's varied needs and interests for active and passive
areas. There is sufficient level area to accommodate at least 3 or 4
regulation or near~regulation soccer/football fields and baseball diamonds.

It is felt that the park's size can allow for development of playing field
areas while leaving a significant portion remaining for passive purposes.
With such play fields, it would be neceésary to provide  adequate parking also.

Edsall Park. Civic Association favors minimal destruction of trees and the
landscape under any development plan. At a meeting attended by 40 to 50
residents, park development was discussed. All persons supported the following
items: (1) opposition to athletic fields (soccer, ballfields, etc.);

. (2) general clean-up of site; (3) improve existing trails and build new trails,

including fitness trail; (4) picnic tables, fireplaces, and benches. Additionally,
the Association favors other development which does not require extensive '
clearing or grading, if such development is not located near Edsall Park

community. Braddock Road or Matthew Place are preferred points for vehicle

access; Dalton Road is not desired for vehicle access. Approximately 80% of the
residents at the meeting desired tennis courts and tot lot/play area. There was

‘general, though mixed, opposition to basketball courts (65% against) and.
restrooms (55% against).

Two Edsall Park residents expressed a numbesr of concerns: (1) several residents
adjoining the park would like a hedge to define the park boundary; (2) activity
fields should be located at the west end ¢f the park; (3) cleared area near
Braddock Road should be re~forested and not used as an‘activity'field; (4) no
asphalt roads; (5) remove masses of poison ivy along park perimeter,

Sixty~three residents on Bostwick Drive and Dalton Road signed a petitidn urging
that Dalton Road not be used as a vehicle access soint. They would rather not have

athletic fields, but if fields are to be part of the master plan, they would prefer -

a location in the west portion of the park. They are concerned about the "noise

pollution" from crganized athletic eventi.
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SUMﬂARY OF COMMENTS/IDEAS RECEIVED FROM STUDENTS AT BRADDOCK ELEMENTARY SCHCOL:

. Flowers

Slide

See~saw
Swings/¥ing=swing
‘Trees '
Merry-go-round
Jungle-gym

. .
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SUBRJECT

REFERENCK

FAIRFAX COUNTY, VIRGINIA
»lﬂEﬁﬂC”1A$ﬂDUhl

Don Lederer, Superintendent of Design’ PA™ October 7, 1982 .
Fairfax County Park Authority - . :

Edward R. Chatelain, Historical Archaeologis%jéi???}
Fairfax County Archaeological Survey .

Archaeological Survéy of Deerlick Park
Memo dtd March 9, 1982, same subject

An archaeological survey was conducted of Deerlick Park in responsé to

the stakeout announcement of September 22, 1982. No evidence of poten-
tially significant archaeological sites was located in the areas of .
planned construction. However, a prehistoric site is located within
the boundaries of the park (attached). Therefore, we would appreciate
your notifying our office when construction begins so that we can con-
duct spot inspections of ground disturbed during construction activity.
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Fairfax County Archeological Survey

Preliminary Site Report ( 71-447
t . . ‘

Site Name: o | Site Number: 44FX 532.,

Map Reference: ' (USGS, Fairfax County) ) .

Annandale. QUAD: U.T.M. zone 18 Easting 51035 , Northing 42-9769
Fairfax Quad 71-4 , VA: Grid zone North, Eastzng 2,375,600 . Ncrth;ng 418,900

BERUZES BERIIEED RS oz bz

R Tvoe of Site: Prehistoric

1. time period- Not determined

2. function- Not determined
3. importance-: Not determined
owner/address: . Tenant/address: Informanﬁ/address:

Fairfax County Park Authority
4030 Eummer Road
Annandale, Va. 22003

Attirude toward investigation: Favorable

remarks: - T . S

Partially disturbed by eroded motor bike trails. "

1. condition of site-
v

2. observations-
obse ° Site is on an upland plateau at the headwaters spring of a small

“‘creek which eventually drains into Cameron Run and the Tidewater Potomac. The site .
lies on the Piedmont-Coastal Plain boundary

2

Approximately five quartz flakes were observed om the surface ih the motor bike
paths.

-

Tecorter: Mike Johnsom, Archaeclogist: Datef 3/26/82
Fairfax County Archaeological Survey ’




vChris Bogert, Landscape Architect

. ” FCPW/M oave June 9, 1982
FROM: Leon4rd B. Gunsior, Assistant Director ' :

- Recreation and Community Services
FILE NOt : . . :

sossers  Master Plans'for<§§§§§EE§§;,Saratoga School Site, Poe Terrace %

-

and Villa D'Este Par

NN A IE

REFERENCEs

After reviewing subject sites the following recommendations are sub-
mitted for your consideration: ’ . L

1. Deerlick Park, a wooded site with gentle slopes, should be developed .
for active as well as passive outdoor recreational activities. It
is suggested that three (3) soccer/football and two (2) softball/
baseball fields be developed in the northern and eastern portions of
the property with adequate parking and restrooms. 1In addition, threej}
(3) tennis courts with a practice court, a multi-use court (basket-
‘ball/volleyball), a creative children's apparatus area with adjacent

picnicking facilities and hiking trails should be placed on this

property. ‘

Saratoga School/Park, a partimlly wooded, relatively level site,
. Should be developed to offer active and passive recreational activi-
tids. - It is suggested that three (3) soccer/football fields, two (2)
baseball/softball fields and adequate parking facilities be placed in
the northern and central areas of the site; a multi-purpose court,
two (2) tennis courts, playground with timber form apparatus and pic-
nic area should be placed nearby in the eastern portion of the property.
Trails should be included on this site. o

3. At Poe Terrace Park, a gently sloping, small parcel of land thickly
tangled with brambles, grasses and scattered trees, ssuggest develop-
ment of an open play/practice soccer field, a multi-purpose court '
with an adjacent apparatus and picnic area. Appropriate.attention
should be given to the hazardously steep banks of the Indian Run near

‘Hillbrook Drive.

4.. At Villa D'Este Park suggest retaining most of the site in its natural
- state except for appropriate trails and limited development in the
western portion of the property to include an.open play drea, multi-
use court, apparatus and picnic areas. , . :

At present .there is an inadequate sﬁpply of soccer fields to satisfy
community needs. Any additional soccer facilities which can be developed
-at the Deerlick and Saratoga sites or other park lands anywhere in the
County will assist greatly in our efforts to provide minimum practice
opportunitiecs to all programs. Lo

LBG/dm

cc: Louis A, Cable, Assistant Director, FCPA .
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TO:

FROM: -

FILE NO¥
/

sUBIECTS

REFERENCK:

FAIRFAX COUNTY. VIRGINIA

- MEMORANDUM

David Jilléon, Landscape Architect .

Fairfax County Park Authority Darx March 15? 1982

Larry K. Johnson .
Fairfax County Sqil &c tist
Soil Survey of Deerlick Park

Tax Ref. No. 71-4-001-32, 33, 39, 40

The referenced park site is delineated on the enclosed scil survey
map. Three general soil conditions are shown by soil series and
approximate soil boundary limits of each. These boundaries are
usually transitional over a-distance of several feet and on this
site correspond to topographic contours and landscape position.

The general soil characteristics of each area are as follows:

1.—711331 Fairfax Serieég:

4

The soils within this unit are on the highest landscape position

and are suitable.for intensive park uses. Most areas of this unit
have a fragipan or dense layer at 20 to 30 inches below ground

surface. Perched water tables occur above the pan for brief periods
‘after heavy rains but would have negllglble effect on normal park

activities.
2. 10Bl Glenville Series

The soils within this unit are on lower sideslopes and have
seasonally high water tables at about 12-18 inches. These soils

- will not have an adverse:affect on normal park use, except during

and for short periods after extended rainy periods.

'3, 8A+ Worsham Series

The soils within this unit have seasonally high water tables
near the surface during and for several days or weeks following
periods of significant rainfall. Intensive park uses would be .
restricted because of wet and soft ground conditions. Filling
or artificial drainage would be required for year-round intensive
use.

im0 e
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Falrfax County . Park Authority

M E M O R A N D U W™

‘To: Dave Jillson , : ‘ Date: 3-23-82
From: Gene Biglin ﬁ

Subject: Site Survey - Deerlick Park

Deerlick Park is a 19.6 acre parcel of land located at

. 6825 Braddock Road in Springfield, Braddock Road borders to
the north, Edsal Road is to the south and Backlick Road lies
to the west. Single family homes can be found to the east of
the site and undeveloped forest land lies between Edszl Road:
and the park. Large lots with single family homes as well as
one school and a warehouse are on the west between the park

and Backlick Road. Access can be gained from Mattew Place off
of Backlick Road and from Dalton Road which.can be reazched from
‘either Braddock or Edsal Roads.

Topography of the site is relatively flat with some very
i . gentle slopes. The water table in this area appears to be very
| . high and much of the site may stay moist all year.

: The area apparently was once a pine forest which is now
being replaced by hardwood trees. Most of the forest presently
consists of Red Maple, Sweetgum and Tulip Poplar trees (6-12
inch d.b.h.). FPockets of large Virginia Pines still exist but
are being taken over by grape vines and competition from decid-

_uous trees. One very large oak (species to be determined) with
2 d.b.h. of + or - 48 inches is.located off of Dalton Road.
Throughout .most of the site the understory is relatively open and
consists of young Red Maple, Flowering Dogwood, Sweetgum and
American Beech. :

Trash in the form of Wwashers, dryers, car bodies and tires
can be found throughout the site. Some well worn foot trails
are present and there is evidence of light use by motorbikes.
There are alsc inany man-made holes on the property, These holes
vary from 3 to 6 feet in diameter and are from 1 to 2 feet deep.
Their purpose and origin are unknown, ‘ ~

: The site has relatively little diversity in its plant 1ife
and, as a result, it is not an extremely productive wildlife erea.
The forest habitat should, however, provide good nesting and roost-
ing cover for a variety of birdlife, One active crow's nest was.
discovered during this survey. If the area stays wet throughout
the spring, it 1s probably a productive breeding zrea for amphib-
ians.. : :

B e, o b

The park has minimal interpretive programming value tut could
be used for a number of trail walks during each year, :

cec Aldricdze,
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‘The fqllowing'information ls to be obtaiﬂod'by'aedigned personnel in the prepafntion of -
requested reports from the Conservation Divlision for in cluaslon in the Master Planning
process. A copy.of thia information will ba: forwarded with any such reporte.

I. -GENERAL_INFORMATION °

Site Name_ Deerlick Park Tax Map # Jl—ui Acres_19.6 'Mpg.}DletfiotAnnanﬁa]e i
Street Location/Access_ 6825 Braddock Rd.: : }
Naturalist District__I ’ ___Planner Assigned__Jillson i
"IT. NATURALFEATURES | e Lo | |

‘A, Rate on the followlng chart ‘with a scale of 0-4 the domlnance of natural features
~ (vegetation type) and uaing the same scale, the potential of public use. ‘

l atures o Scale Potentlal Use
. ;Aeethetic Wildlife Interpretive Recreation

S s

>

RVt e

Coﬂifer Foxést
Hardwood Forest 75% | 2 - 2 - - 2
' Mixed Torenot 259 2 : 'H .2 2

Open Fleld ) ' T
Managed Fleld
‘Revertinp.Field N ) —_— : -
Stream Vallev ) ' .
Marsh

e

YA SrRPy agih

P S eSS

<l s

Rererr e sians o g

Swamp
Pond/Lake .
Other ‘

\,
- et

’

e \l

Note any particular items deemed important regarding IIA. _
Parts of the area may stay wet for much of the year, - T




' Descriptiomy ' .

P
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. | ' o . - Page 2

-

IT. Cont. ' , BN

\ ]

B. - Using established soils data, provlde d listing of dominant soll serles on the Bite

and a brief description of characteristics.

Soil Serles 1 ;%;XZZZZ¢¢VVL 12 - 13
I — 15 ' . r 6 -

C. Topography: Provide a brief deaoription of the topography of the slte.

Relatfvely flat with very,geﬁtle slopes. . . ‘.

i

III. Environmental Problems .o ' : ‘ ' . '

On a scale of O0-4 (4 indicating major problem), rate the- following environmental -
conditions (problems).

Condition Known - Suepected- Unknown
frosion . ' | o - .
‘ater Quallity - B
Impact (Human) 1
Litter R - _ .
Yandallam ] ; L . .
[llegal Use ‘ 1 : _ .
Other ' ; - '

.-Note nny particular 1nformation deemed important regardlng III.

~A" few well wsed tralls are on the site,
-There is evldence of 1light 'use by motor bikes. ' '
-Tr ash (automobiles, tires, dishwashers,<etc ) can be found scattcred Lhroughout

L 4
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| | NP | Blaordind AT EDANIRITAT 20 LT T Re o UBBDE T Sy . ——

. | _ . . ; SITE AbbLbeLNJ.‘ :
.o D o .o Page 3 A

v,  OTHER» Indicate by oheckmark those items which apply toiithe eite/hrea

On-gite featuree ' Adjaoent lande - * * Nearby ParklendTFacilitieB (1 mile)
Ronds  , - Open space . Tennlis X Tralls x_*
" Tralls X Sing. Fam, Homes X . Ballflelds Walkways
Public Easement Townhouses : T Playground X Swimming
Housges . Apartments g Tot Lot X Nature Tralls
Other Bulldings - " Business ‘X Picenic X' - Cons, Area X
¥ Private Dump X - School X + "Multi-Use Ct. __-. “‘Other
. . : Shelter X basketball b’
¥*01ld trash 1s scattered throughout. : Restrooms _ open’ play X
: ' .o Lo~ ST . Parking Lot X tennls practicé x
I .o - : . Fishing ' .
- . _ . . . Boating . .
Briefly describe initia) ‘impressions of the site: ggsi of these facilitles are at Backlick
. , - . ark, :

Even. aged stand of hardwoods, Red'Maple, Sycamore
and Tulip Poplar.

Briefly deﬂcribe any speoial featuree of the eite:

Parts. of the site may stay wet for most of the year.

-

Rocommended public use (recreational/interpret1ve)|

-open~ may be limited 1n some areas because of .

wetnes§.
Recommended further actione (COnservation Divlsio_ln

Nédne

Baselline Surve{
Interpretive Plan
Managed Cons.Area:

}x.

Gmsrmn——
Prmm———

Thie report will be Iiled with a cover memorandum by the senlor gtafs member aeaigned to g
tho slte surxrvyy. Coples of the report/memorandum wlll be furnished thei Division Superintendent, |
Chief Naturallst, Naturalist District files. Original report/memorandum will be forwarded ‘ .

to the Planner assigned to the project (by name).

’ - 7 « .
) o Site Survey Completed 3 22-82 éfi;;;;;g;}éa«_ :
BY : .

DATE
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' Annandale, Virginia 22003

7017 Leestone Street

Springfield, Virginia 22151
May 21, 1982 ‘

Mr. David Jillson

Landscape Architect -
Fairfax County Park Authority
4030 Hummer Road ‘

Dear Mr. Jillson: ‘
This is in reference to Deerlick Park, 6825 Braddock Road, Sprlngfleld.

We are residents of Leewoods, -the 195-unit townhouse community directly
across Backlick Road from the Matthew Place entrance to the park, Given our

location and the fact that there are some forty children aged five and under

and, perhaps, another dozen or so in elementary school in the development,
we have a very great interest in the development. of this park area,

Some of the features that we would like to see incorporated in the park
include the following: a shaded tot lot, similar to that at Backlick Park,
but with more swings--including baby: swxngs--and, again, Dlenty of shade
(those metal sliding boards become searing hot in the sun)i picnic tables:
park benches; barbeque grills; sidewalks around- the circumference of the
park; and a crosswalk across Backlick Road at Matthew Place with a crossing
light that would remain green for vehicular traffic until and unless buttons
were. pushed by pedestrians wishing to cross Backlick Road from either side.

Thank you for your consideration of these ideas., We look forward to years

' of enjoyment of Deerlick Park.

Slncerely,

7q1,), ﬁ )71,1,.\ ~é“) «\,(’,—. _5'11/«44

Mr. and Mrs. Robert J. Sweeney

7
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© ¢ALSO MEMBER OF D.C, BAR

|D)ECH. WELTHER & NICHOLS
’ ATTORNEYS AT LAW

.(l/ sUITE 202

7700 LITTLE RIVER TURNPIKE

y , L3 ANNANDALE. VIRGINIA 22003
. JBERT W. DECH - ' - ] TeLIPHONE
FREDERICK : WELTHER® ° : . . (703) 750.30%0
PAUL F. NICHOLS : . . N

Ma : PRINCE WILLIAM COUNTY
y 25, 1982. . . (703) 491.5716

Mr. Louis A. Cable

Assistant Director

Fairfax County Park Authority
4030 Hummer Road

Annandale, Virginia 22003

Re: Information Forums; Deerlick Park, Lee Magisterial
District, 6825 Braddock Road, Springfield, Virginia
(19.6 acres, more or less) ,
LITTLE RIVER SOCCER CLUB RECOMMENDATION

Dear Mr. Cable:

Please be advised that the undersigned is a member of the
Board of Directors and "Field Director" for Little River Soccer
Club. = In preparation for the upcoming Information Forums wherein
certain citizen input will appropriately be considered, on behalf
of Little River Soccer Club, it is conscientiously recommended
that the Park Authority give serious attention and consideration
to a balanced development of the referenced area so that the varied
needs and interests of the community will be represented in both
active and passive development of the tract. L :

‘ I+ has become increasingly apparent that there is a tremend-
ously growing need in Fairfax County for increased development of
organized playing areas and ball fields, which also should be able
to utilize the approximate $159,000.00 remaining in capital improve-

‘ments from the 1977 bond referendum. As I understand the con-
figuration and topographic features of the referenced tract, there

" is a sufficient level area which could accommodate at least three
or four regulation or near regulation soccer fields/football fields
and baseball diamonds, realizing, of course, that timber on the
site would have to be removed. In view of the fact that there are
approximately 19.6 acres of the tract, utilization of a portion of
the tract for developed playing-field areas would appropriately
allow a significant remaining portion to remain as passive develop-
ment in keeping with the verified interests of "naturalists". Of
course, beyond the development of the playing fields would necess-
arily require adequate parking to maximize full usage of the
facilities, both with the athletic events and with activities
associated with the natural state.of the tract. :




B b ks

L)

Mr . Louis A. Cable ' - May 25; 1982
Page Two ' ' C

"My understanding from residents of the general surrounding
area of the Braddock and Backlick intersections is that at present
the subject tract has been used as an area dumping grounds for
grass clippings, old shrubs, discarded bottles, various forms of
trash, and trail areas for dirt bikers. As aforestated, a balanced .
development between active and passive interests would greatly en-
hance the utilization of that beautiful tract in order to accommodate
the interests of the tremendously growing number of athletes, yet at
the same time preserving the natural state of a large portion of the

"tract for the beneficial use and appreciation of the "naturalists".

The Park Authority's considerations along the above lines will be
greatly appreciated. ' .

With best regards,

FLW: pc
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\\Edsall Park Civic Association
, SPRINGFIELD, VIRGINIA 22151 |
ORGANIZED IN 1958

May 27, 1982

Mr. David Jillson

Landscape Architect

Fairfax County Park Authority
4030 Hummer Road

Annandale, Virginia 222003

Dear Mr. Jillson:

The Edsall Park Civic Association, representing the community
that is most directly concerned about the development of Dearlick
jﬁgjg, is very much interested in the planning of this park.

Edsall Park is a community of about 460 single family homes. It
is located on Edsall Road between Backlick Road and 395, with the
northern park of the community directly adjoining the east side
of the Dearlick Park site. The Association has worked for the
establishment of the park and the acquisition of the site, and

' naturally feels a responsibility regarding how the park will be )
- developed.

Following the distribution of Park Authority notices on the

‘May 27 forum to all Edsall Park residents, the Civic Association
met.on May 24. The meeting was attended by 40 to 50 residents
and the development of the park was discussed. o

There was an active‘interchaﬁge of ideas and concerns about the
use of the park at the meeting. Overall, minimal destruction of
trees and landscape was strongly favored in any development plan.

For example, there was unanimous opposition to any development

plan that would include soccer, or similar, athletic fields (such
facilities are available 2 blocks away at Edsall Park School) or
structures such as a picnic pavillion. All persons at the meeting
did favor: : '

- a general clean-up of the site, including under
brush. ‘ ’

- the improvement of existing trails, and building of
new trails, including a jogging fitness trail. '

" - the building of picnic facilities (tables end fire
places) and benches. ' ‘




f ARLERPRR : }

Beyond this, the Association favors additional development that
would not require extensive tree removal or earth moving, provided
that such development is located in those parts of the site not-
adjoining Edsall Park. Vehicle access to any developed areas in

. the park would be preferred from Braddock Road or Matthew Place.

The Civic Association does not favor vehicle access to ‘the park
at Dalton Road because this would draw. traffic thru Edsall Park.
Additional developments desired by those Edsall Park residents
at the ClVlc Association meetlng were:

Tennis Courts - favored by 80% of those present.
Tot lot/play area - favored by 80% of those present.
In regard to similar types of developments there was'general'

though mixed, opposition to basketball courts (65% against) and
restrooms (55% against). Basketball courts are available at

Edsall Park School.

The Edsall Park Civic Association worked for the acquisition of
the park site and hopes that the community needs and concerns

~we have identified will be given full consideration in the prepra-

tion ‘of the preliminary master plan.

Sincerely,

Koo A m

Norman A. Slader
Vice President

NAS: kw v , i 7%?;,2/5—/ /(/b

" cc Mr. James F. Wild, Chairman, Fafrfax County Park Authority

Ms. Barbara B.Clark, Fairfax County Park Authority




| Fairfax County Park Authority

6722 Bostwick Drive
Springfield, va. 22151
June 18, 1982 L

|

1 L,030 Hummer Road

3.“n1ndale, va. 22003

Dear PRriends at the Park Authority--

My husband and I have lived in Edsall Park on the frlnge of
what is to become Deerlick Park for almost 25 years, since our
nouse was built.

We'd like to thank the Park Autnorlty first, for acquiring the
land, and second, for the way in which Edsall Park residents have
been encouraged to express their wishes as to what should be done

. with the park.

We attended the meeting last month and were 1mpressed with the
way it was organized and the fact that everyone was given many
opportunities to say wnat they'd like.

"Since our group ran short of time toward the end of their
planning sessions, there was not enough time to vozce some of our
concerns and hopes; tnerefore we are putting them in this 1etter.~

(1) Ve understand it's not Park Authority policy to put up a :
fence; however, those of us who live along the park's perzmeter would
appreciate a hedge to define the boundaries, so our yards don't -
become an extension of the park.

(2) At the meeting some peopie expressed desires for certain
activity fields. If these are to be included in the park, we'd
appreciate it if they could be located at the west end near the'-
church. ST

(3) rnere is a cleared area on Braddock Road - this was for-
merly wooded. When the county widened Braddock Road, they cut down
many fine trees to make an area they could use for parklng their

" equipment.

Je hope this will be re-forested and not used as an activity

field as it is quite close to our property line and that of our
. neighbors. .

Ve hope there will not be any aspnalt roads. Many of us are

"au or nearing retirement age and not as ‘agile as we used to be ‘when

it comes to dodging fast moving bicycles.
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- (5) pinally;”would.it be poésible‘for the Park‘AuthOrity to ,
remove the masses of poison ivy which grow along the perimeter where

parkland borders our property. It climbs our fence .and is a constant
problem. co '

We are both extremely allergic to poison ivy. Ve dén't like to

‘use sprays because of the birds. Some of this ivy must be a hundred
years old - it has a trunk like that of a young tree :

Again, many thanks for Deerlick!

R Lind '
. S0

Irving Lin
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b).ul Project Detsafl Sheet.

Fairfax County Park Authorxty(

. Form 1b ’
Park _Deerlick 14303 : ' o :
c Date Prepared Sept. 1983 Priority: Countywide DI 46 Acquisition - Deasign/Devel nt__ X
District [pp Master Planned No " District "M Prepared by & Division E:'N/Desig:p" T
] —— o7 -
PROJECT Play apparatus area (lz ¥ 55
Open Play Area for Athletics (1)M. 2. 3, . A, S. |- 6. 7. 8. | 9. 10. 1. 2, 13.° 14,
Picnic_Area (1} Nature trafl Total Increase/ FY 1984#|REQUESTED| INCREASE |PARK AUTH | ! ?
{1000 1f] and tandscaping ¢ Park Estimate ‘ (Decrease) | PRIOR | FY 1983 | CURRENT | FY 1984 | (DECREASE)|FY 1985 ! ‘ o Future
urrent | Revise Col.2-1) | YEARS | ACTUAL | APPROVED|REVISION . 1- i
i — | I (Col ) l (Col. 7 6)ixuzqur.sr in 1986 | FY 1987inr 19aa|n l989|¥e|r(ﬁ
02 COUNTY , 12,008 | 12,018 N , 6,563, 6,273, 5,455 ! (818) | i . | )
EASEHENTS, | ] 1 I T [ 1 . 1 t i T 1
03 um-or—wugv I[ 3,623 ). 3,623 1 i ;3,623 | ! i { I I | |
- J T ; I f { —
04 PLAN REVIEW ) 15,661 | 15,661 | L. l I 3,576! - 8,000 , 1,038 l {6,952) y 8,269 | 2,768 | l | 1
05 & SURVEY cm%:?ualoq | 5.075 L 5.07 \ ! I : ! l ! ' ; |
- iS5, | 5,075 ) 6, . i
~—TESICN/ENGINEERING 1 | — 5000} 2,097 | (3'903Li | 2,078 f f {
06 & SURVEY - OUTSIDE iJg aas__,__u.ass i f i £.85) i 15 ooo_i 13,018 . _(1.982) | J i ' | ]
. . ) ‘
07 CONSTRUCTION = COUNTY | | L 1 N \ . l : | ! | , :
I i | | | | J i | I
08 CONSTRUCTION - OUTSIDE  p &6 ) . : ; -0- l |-
Cd-luiar lqg,szs fm 764 i i 98 104,038 { 0 Inm 838) {104.478 | i I i '
09 PAYMENTS, & PERMITS 1 1 1 1 . | ! | | i N |
10 FIXED EQULEMENT \ L 1 ] I ] . 1 t
I T ] 1 = t ] : I 1 { i t
11 ADMINISTRATION ' i R l i | ] | [ | !
' : { 1 - I L ! ] ! T ' 1 t
12 CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT . g i . 1 | | a;l ! l |
; . - L 1 ) - ! . )
TOTAL 160,822 !wo,m O ! .| 20,11 J140;11 4 21,618 ) (118,493) 112,747 | 5,746 | i I 1
. : N . 1 *As of Carryover
PROJECT DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION/PHASING:
o . - . Total Seven Year Estimate ’
Locations 6825 Braddock Road, Springfield, VA - $ 140,011
. o ) . (Acquisicion § )
size: 19.6595 (Developuent $ 140,111 "~ )

Service Area: 3/4 mile

vescription: Development

Completion: 1986 . o
Commitment: Approved in the 1977 Bond Referendum

o

Since this site is being master planned and the specific deficiencies are not refined, the improvements to be considered for this future park may
include: Master Plan FY'84: Detail design FY'84; Contract FY'85: - Apparatus Area (1), Open Play Area for Athletics (1), Picnic Area (1), Nature
Trail (1,000 1f) and landscaping. The funds projected for {mprovements will initiate the planning processes and will create seed money for planning,
design, and development of phased improvements depending on the outcome of the master plan process. The project was slected by the Park Authority,
based on the Park Advisory Committee activities, staff recommendations,and the citizen participation process.

Completion Schedule(s)/Targets: (By Quarter) . .
Acquisition, Starts “Pre Haster Plan, Starts 4Q/FY'83 " ~Detafl Design, Starts _ 2Q/FY'84 -Bid Advertisement 2Q/FY'85

. Acquisition, Final - ~Pre Haster Plan Bearing 84 ~Datatl Design, Final 2Q/FY 85 ~Contracp Avard  _3Q/FV'B§

) i éﬁZEi'E} — ~Contract Final —78257'82 )

~Haoter Plan Adoption

L

’




