
M E N  

F a i r f a x  C o u n t y  Park  Author i ty  

R A N D O M  

T o  s  Don Lecierer D a t a :  12-13-7 

£ 
F r o m :  Ed Nenstiel 4/MA 

Subject: Mt. Eagle Park Master Plan 

ZtrPL?mxaenclation: 

Park Authority move to send the Mt. Eagle Park Preliminary 
Master Plan to public hearing. 

Statement: 

The preliminary master plan has been prepared by the Park 
Authority staff based upon a detailed analysis of off-site 
as well as on-site factors. In addition, input from potential 
users was solicited through meetings held with leaders of area 
civic associations. 

The plan is partially based up on a donation of fill material 
for the site which Is to come from the contractor working on 
the adjacent Metro property. Attached Is a copy of the preliminary 
master plan and report. 

EN/sh 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

The existing and proposed system of f airi ax County 
p a r k s  attempts to establish full opportunity for all 
reel dents and visitors to make constructive use 
their leisure time through the provision of recreational 
and cultural, programs within safe accessible and 
eniovable parks. Additionally, the park system serves 
as the nrimary public mechanism for the preservation 
of environmentaliy sensitive land and water resources 
and areas of historic significance glands to be 
acquired shall usually be classified in one of the 
categories listed below. However, the list nJ 
strictive since citizen needs, both present and furture, 
may require acquisition of combination park types o 
ones that differ from all of the categorie s ed 
below It is also true that the uypical types of 
facilities listed under each category are neither all-
inclusive nor mandatory.. All of.these park categories 
and recreational facilities are importa „ . f 
rounded park system and must be v*nV 
County is to continue_to provide a desireable liv_ng 
environment for its citizens. 

A community park, the most fre^ue^y ef^ 
category, is designed to P^0Vlde. therefore 
within an urban setting. Community pa ssive Qr 
oriented towards a few hours of actirxtj _P - short 
active purposes. They are designee to emphasize oh 
i-prm visits and are convenient and often access_D_c 
feoot oi weyole for after school after work or weekend 

f ive^acre sf^hac ill tie s^ ft en^rhihdhn fully developed 
community parks may include playgrounds tot lots 
athletic fields, open play, areas, basketbal. r ' 
benches, walks, gardens, picnic are . narking 
shelters with restroom/concession lacilities pargfoded, 
trails and lighting where necessary. They can be wooae 
suitable for passive uses. 

Master planning is the process of ^10^so af 
natural objects on the land m an oraerly fashion so 
to create an orderly ^d functional park. A -ster^la^ 
is a guide and can be changed^ Master pians^a ^ 
each park before any construction is do ̂ ^ ̂ ^ ^ 
0f t ~ n - 'hr. ' the 1 *z:.r plan i sa 
an er_ r.ixoc of" time U'ive, ten r 
depei Pin_ or he --ae of the park. 

This master plan report is desWned to supplement the 
master plan in explaining the ^hodology and rationale 
which went into the design of tms park. 
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II. OBJECTIVES • 

The major goals of this plan are: -

A. To develop the site into a useable, community 
recreation space. 

B. To provide a distinctive community focal point for 
typical suburban subdivision. 

C. To produce a plan for the development of a community 
park. 

It is with these basic premises that the lairfax County 
Park Authority has undertaken to master plan Mt. Eagle 
Park. 

111• LOCATION (Tax Map 83-3) 

Mt. Eagle Park is a + 12 acre parcel located In the 
Mt. Vernon Magisterial District at the intersection 
of Fort Drive and Rixey Drive in Alexandria, VA. 

The site is bounded on the north by Huntington sub­
division of single family homes, on the west by the 
Huntington Metro Station, on the south by Fort Drive 
and on the east by Bellehaven Towers apartments and 
a parcel of undeveloped land. 

The site was leased from the Washington Metropolitan 
Area Transit Authority on July 20, 1977 for a 5 year 
period at the .rate of $13,850 per year. In the event 
that a purcha.se agreement Is reached, between Washington 
Metropolitan Area~Transit Authority and. the Park Authority 
onion" to the exolratlon of the lease, then half of the 
rent paid can be applied toward the final purchase prune. 
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IV, SITE ANALYSIS 

A. ACCESS 

Mt. Eagle Park can be reached from North Kings Hwy. , 
by turning east on Fort Drive. Access to the park 
is primarily from Fort Drive. 

B. MAN-MADE ELEMENTS 

1. Structures 

The site is half open field, and half wooded. 
The only structure on the site is the remains 
°f an^ asphalt driveway, which cuts across ̂tlie 

2. Utilities 

Water, electricity and sewage are all available in 
the neighborhood surrounding the park. These 
utilities are available to the park site at 
Blaine Drive and at Fort Drive. 

C. NATURAL ELEMENTS 

1. Topography 

A slope study of the park indicated that the park 
has rolling topography with slopes ranging from 
less than 5% to greater than 15% on the northern 
side . 

2. Elevations 

A difference in elevation of fourty five feet 
occurs on the site. 

3. Soils 

Hyattsville fine sandy loam Is a deep brown, well 
to moderately well drained fertile soil that 
occurs along upper drainageways in the higher 
Coastal Plain areas of the county. It has a brown 
thick loam surface soil and yellowish brown to 
strong brown loam to fine sandy clay loam subsoil. 
It is formed from materials that have washed 
principally from the Lunt and Wayside soils of 
the Coastal Plain region of the county. It is 
easy to work and conserve, productive of many crops 
and is strongly acid. (pH 4.5 - 5.2) 

Beltsville silt loam (37) is a light colored, 
moderately well drained soil that is formed on high 
lying marine terraces. It has a grayish brown to 
yellowish brown surface soil about 7 inches thick, 
a strong brown silty clay loam subsoil and hardpan 
between 16 and 24 Inches beneath the surface. Surface 
runoff is medium to slow, and internal drainage is 
very slow. This soil overlies the old land surfaces 
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of the Glenelg and Appling soils in most places. 
Workability if fair to poor, permeability is slow 
to very slow and productivity is fair. It Is very 
strongly to strongly acid. (pH 4.5 - 5 • 5 ) * The 
soil is fair for road subgrade materials and poor 
to very poor for septic tank drainage fields. 

Sassafras fine sandy loam (54) is a well drained, 
deep friable soil that has a brown fine sandy loam 
surface soil and a strong brown to yellowish red 
fine sandy clay loam subsoil. It is underlain 
mainly by sandy materials of marine origin. 
Productivity under good management is good to excellent, 
and workability is excellent. Natural fertility is 
medium to low, and the soil is strongly acid. 
(pH 5.0 - 5.5) The soil is good for septic tank 
drainage fields and road subgrade materials. 

Kempsville loam (56) is a light colored well to 
moderately well drained soil that has developed 
on the higher lying marine terraces. It has a 
light brownish-gray to yellowish-brown surface soil 
about 7 inches thick, a yellowish-brown to yellowish-
red fine sandy clay loam subsoil 25 to 34 inches 
thick. There is a distinct fragipan layer that has 
developed 32 to 38 inches below the surface. It 
ranges from 3 to 8 inches In thickness. Workability 
is good and permeability is moderate. The fragipan 
reduces the permeability of the lower subsoil. It 
Is very strongly acid (pH 4.5 - 5 • 5) • This soil 
rates good for road subgrade material, supporting 
large buildings and marginal for septic tank sewage 
disposal systems. 

This soil (6l) is a shallow to moderately deep, 
highly variable, light colored soil of the high 
lying Coastal Plain terraces. It contains round 
water worn gravel and cobbles and is underlain by 
beds of gravel, sand, silt and clay soil materials. 
It is well to excessively drained and low in natural 
fertility and organic matter. It is strongly to very 
strongly acid. Workability is very poor and product­
ivity is low to very low. (pH 4.5 - 5 • 5) • It is fair 
for septic tank drainage fields, heme sites, and road 
subgrade materials. Slopes above 25/° are not feasible 
for septic tank installation. 

Marine clay deposits (118) are unstable Marine clay 
soils which are frequently subject to slippage and 
movement. Any development on this soil should be 
undertaken with extreme caution and in compliance 
with applicable Fairfax County codes. 
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4. Vegetation 

The site is approximately half wooded half open 
field. The trees are for the most park Virginia 
Pine and mixed Hardwoods. For a more complete 
vegetative analysis see appendix "A". 

D. OFF SITE INVENTORY 

1. Area Land-Use Patterns 

The area surrounding the park ranges in use from 
R-4 single family to R-30 high density apartments. 
There Is also a 0-5, neighborhood retail commercial 
district as shown on the zoning map on page lb. 

It should also be noted that the Huntington Metro 
site which bounds Mt. Eagle park on the west is 
to be developed per the plan shown in appendix 
"!> " . 

User input 

Questionnaires were not distributed to the community 
by action of the Park Authority on April 18, 1978. 

In order to solicate input from potential users, 
meetings were held with leaders of the Jefferson 
Manor, Fairhaven and Huntington Civic Associations 
U I I  N U I  J .  _ L  C -  {  3  _ Ly (  o and a  .1.8. s  t 01 (iGsirco. p  R T K  
facilities was developed ( 
follows: 

1. Picnic Area 
2 . Open Shelter 
3. Hike/Bike Trail 
4. Tennis Courts (Lighted) 
5. Multi-Use Courts (Lighted) 
6. Baseball fields (Lighted) 
7. Apparatus & Tot Areas 
8. Parking 
9- Restrooms with Storage 
10. Adult Area 

3. Area Recreational Activities 

Within a 3/4 mile radius of Mt. Eagle Park are 
a number of parks and schools which contain various 
active recreational facilities as follows: 
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Baseball Field • • 2 2 

Basketball Court • • 2 1 

Playground 9 • 2 2 

Softball Field • 

Tot Lot 9 • 

Hiking Trail 9 • 

Conservation Area 9 
Parking 9 
Picnic • 

Restroom | • 

Shelter • 

Basketball Goals 

Soccer Field J 
1 1 

Blacktop Area f 1 1 
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The following recommendation is taken from the 
County's Comprehensive Plan for Planning 
Sector MY1: 

A 15 acre tract within the planned Huntington 
Metro Station site should be reserved for park 
purposes, to provide sorely needed park facilities 
in this high density area and to buffer the Metro-
related activities from adjacent low-density 
development. 

A trail or walkway system connecting such 
residential areas and park areas to the Metro 
station should be included In the overall devel­
opment pattern relating to Metro so that the 
provision of residential structures and roadways 
will not in any way foreclose pedestrian access 
to either the upper or lower station access. 
Pedestrian access to the Metro station from 
Huntington Avenue residential areas is to be 
provided by sidewalk along Huntington Avenue 
rather than across the Huntington triangle. 
A sidewalk on both sides of the street is recommended, 
In addition to a pedestrian overpass to link 
development on both sides of Huntington Avenue. 

5- County Trail Plan 

The approved County-Wide Trail Plan shows no 
proposed trails in the vicinity of the park. 

6. Reports on Planned Development 

The following agencies were contacted and asked 
to review the preliminary master plan: 

PARK AUTHORITY COUNTY 

•Conservation Police 
• History litihSr and Rescue 

« Recreation 
Office of Comprehensive 
Planning 

•Conservation - park consists of typical Virginia 
Pine, Transitional Meadow and Hardwood Forests. 

•History - existing mound on site may have been 
part of Civil War Defenses around city. 

•Recreation - provide active recreation facilities. 

The full reports appear as part of the appendix. 



PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT 

Program development was based upon the following items: 

A. SITE ANALYSIS 

Based upon a detailed analysis of off-site as well as 
well as on-site factors, including man-made elements, 
natural elements, area land-use patterns, etc., the 
conclusion is that this site should function as a 
central community focal point with relatively active 
recreational facilities. 

B. USER INPUT 

As indicated In the table on page 11, the community's 
developmental perferences in ranking order are as follows: 

1. Picnic Area 6. Baseball Fields (Lighted) 
2 . Open Shelter 7. Apparatus & Tot Areas 
3. Hike/Bike Trail 8. Parking 
4. Tennis Courts (Lighted 9. Restrooms with Storage 
5- Multi-Use Courts (Lighted) 10. Adult Area 

C. WMATA DEVELOPMENT 

The Washington Area Transit Authority (METRO) which 
owns the land on the western boundry of the park 
site has tentatively agreed through the contractor 
George Hyman Co., to provide the park site with 
fill material and other related site work items as 
follows: 

1. Grading of the site. 
2. Seeding of all disturbed areas. 
3. Storm detention structures. 
4. Base course for entrance road, parking lot, 

tennis courts and practice tennis court. 

These developmental items would be provided at the 
Mt. Eagle site with no charge to the Park Authority 
and have an estimated value of well over $50,000. 
(see appendix "H") 
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D. DJUIOGRAPHICS OP cEn/ICL AREA 

An analysis of socio-economic, population, age-sex 
distribution, marital status factors etc. was 
extracted from the county comprehensive plan as 
seen in appendix !;D". 

;E. 1977 BOND PROSPECTUS 

The 197.7 Bond Prospectus indicated the following: 
Development ideas include athletic fields, adult 
area, trails, landscaping, open play, picnic and 
playground areas plus tennis and 0 •* Basketball courts. 

If aXXht'dted for Teasxr: - ses thru 
1982. $70,000 is available for development of the 
master plan. 

VI. PLANNING DESIGN DESCRIPTION 

A. PARKING 

An entrance road and parking lot with a capacity of 
95 _ cars is ̂ shown off of Port Drive and Bangor Street. 
This lot will be located so as to provide easy access 
to the park facilities. 

B. TENNIS COURTS/TENNIS PRACTICE AREA 

Two tennis courts and two tennis practice areas are 
shown near the parking lot. These courts will be 
fenced and lighted and include a small seating area. 

C. PLAY APPARATUS AREA 

This area will contain a few pieces of well designed 
wooden play equipment for active play. It will have 
a few pieces of tot equipment as well as some for 
older children. 

D. PICNIC AREA 

Ten picnic tables and grills will be scattered among 
the trees between the tennis courts and parking lot. 

E. MULTI-USE COURT 

A standard multiple use court for basketball and 
volleyball is shown adjacent to the tennis courts. 

P. BASEBALL FIELD 

A^ baseball field with a 60' baseline and 275' outfield 
will be developed in the open area in the" middle of the park. 

G. TRAILS 

Trails and walkways will be developed as shown on the 
plan in orcxer to tie all facilities together as vre] 1 
a,s to form a xink with the surrounding community. 
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SCREENiNG 

Heavy landscape screening will he developed on^th. 
western boundry in order to screen out the Metro western 
facilites 

VII. USER LEEEIE 

The number of users is based on an examination of similar 
facilities in the region and from past experiences m 
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 Sunday at 2 p.m.) is purely an assumption. 

Activity 
No. User Days/Year 

7 arm 
A. Tennis Courts 7 film 
B. Baseball _ 5nnpi 
C. Play Apparatus Area 
D. Multi-Use/Basketball Court q unn 
E. Picnic Area —2 

? 7 2 6 0 
Total potential use ^ ' 

Potential persons/year = 18.173 
(One persons equals 1.5 users) 

A. TENNIS CENTER 

Based on 20 players per court per day for 175 day 
season.(the average number of players per^court 
per day Is higher than those figures founa in the 197 
Tennis Court User Survey, (prepared^ for the FCPA 
Aug. 1976), because of the use of lights enabling 
night play. 

20 plays x 175 days x 2 courts - 7,000 user days 
500 players for practice wall = 500 
Total =' 7,500 

B. BASEBALL 

Primary use of the baseball field will^probably be 
from organized recreation leagues. This assumes 
a four month season with the field being used two 
times per day., seven days per week, and 35 persons 
per game, not Including spectators. 

C. PLAY APPARATUS AREA 

While it Is difficult to determine the frequency of use 
of the play apparatus area, it may be safe to estimate 
1000 children/year. 

D. MULTI-USE/BASKETBALL COURT 

The multi-use court Is one basketball court for 
unorganised play. A nine month season and 10 persons 
per day. 
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E. PICNIC AREA 

Picnic area is estmated at four persons per table with 
heaviest use on weekends between April and October.^ 
The turnover is estimated at two per day and 10 tables. 

VIII. DEVELOPMENT COST ESTIMATE 

The approximate costs for the implementation of those 
developmental items not provided by Metro at Mt. Eagle 
Park are as follows: 

A. PARKING LOT & ENTRANCE ROAD 

22® wide road , 500® § 17/LF 
(asphalt only) $ 8,500 
45 spaces (asphalt only) L.S. $10,375 
Line Painting L.S. $ 200 

Subtotal $19,075 

B. TENNIS COURTS 

Two courts (surfacing only) L.S. $30,000 
Lighting, L.S. $13,170 

Subtotal $43,170 

C. TENNIS PRACTICE AREA 

Two courts (surfacing only) L.S. $ 6,24-5 
Lighting LS 4,200 

Subtotal $10,4-45 

D. PLAY APPARATUS AREA 

Four pieces play equipment 
§ $1500® ea. $10,000 
Woodchip surface LS • $ 2,000 

Subtotal $12,000 

E. MULTI-USE/BASKETBALL COURT 

One court LS $11,900 
Lighting LS $ 4,800 
Earthwork LS $ 750 

Subtotal $17,450 

F. PICNIC AREA 

Tables 10 @ $210 ea. $ 2,100 
Grills, 10 § $105 ea. $ 1,050 
Garbage cans, $105 ea. $ 525 

Subtotal $ 3,675 



Backstop a skinned infield 

H. TRAILS 

6! wide gravel 1875 @ 6.50/LF 

I. LANDSCAPE PLANTING 

Evergreen trees, 36, % $100 ea. 

Subtotal 

$0.24.102 
$ 24,820 

GRAND TOTAL ^8 s 9 22 

COST VS. BENEFIT 

The total estimated cost for the park is $148,922 (There 
are about 12,600 people living in a 3/4 mile radius. 
Using these figures, the expenditure per person equals 
about $11.81 

Benefits generated depend on many factors. There is one ̂ 
observation relevant to park development today. Increasing _ 
densities in neighborhoods, emphasis on the reduced consumption 
of energy and the increasing costs of recreational travel 
and determinants that tend to force people to stay at home ̂ 
or use recreational facilities that are close to home.^ This 
will obviously become more prevelant In the future. It-
seems that the park planners responsibility is ̂ to provide 
the populations with attractive and quality-oriented parks 
that stimulate improved lifestyles which are close and 
convenient to sue. From this viewpoint, the costs of 
Implementation vs. the benefits are more than justified. 

OPERATING & MAINTENANCE COSTS 

The following figures are derived from a productivity 
report "Cost and Work Guidelines for Park Maintenance and 
Operation" prepared by the Community Development Branch, 
Office of Research and Statistics and the Fairfax County 
Park Authority, dated October 1975 and revised June 1977 
for a one year period. 

A. Parking lot (45 cars) 
B. Tennis courts 
C. Practice tennis 
D. Play apparatus area 
E. Picnic area 
F. Multi-Use Court 
G. Baseball field 
H. Trails 

$ 2,500 

$12,187 

$ 3,600 

$ 3.600 

Total 
20% Contingency 

$ 375 
$ 1,900 
$ 700 
$ 1.282 
$ 760 
$ 373 
$ 5,852 
$ 540 



XI. PHASING 

There Is approximately $70,000 for development and implemen­
tation of the master plan. This money Is available 
immediately. Since the overall cost of Implementing che 
master plan is about $149,000, it Is obvious that not 
all facilities can be developed at this time. Therefore, 
a ranking of development priorities follows: 

Phase I 

Parking lot and ent: 
Play apparatus area 
Picnic area. 
Baseball field 
Screen planting 
Multi-use basketbal 

Total Phase I 

Phase II 

Tennis courts 
Tennis practice 
Trails 

ranee road (Asnhalt) $19,075 
$12 .000 

"675 $ 3 
$ 2,500 
$ 2 " r  J  600 

1 court $17,450 

$58,300 

$43,170 
$10,445 
$12,000 

Total Phase II $53,615 
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Design 

From: Gary Roisum 

Subject: Mt. Eagle Park (Tax Map 83-3) 

Per your request, the following is a brief description of vegetation 
found in the above mentioned park which will assist you in preparing 
the preliminary master plan for the park. 

The park consists of three general vegetative types: 

1 Southern third—predominantly Virginia Pine (avg. 6' - 12' DBH) 
lightly mixed with white oak/red oak species. The understory 
primarily consists of white oak/American beech saplings and 
Jananese honeysuckle. 

2. Central third—transitional meadow consisting primarily of 
blackberry, sumac, black cherry, oak saplings and interspersed 
with a variety of introduced plantings such as boxwood, eastern 
red cedar and southern magnolia (one). Over a dozen apple trees 
were found on the northern edge of this meadow. The apple trees 
are getting on with age and improper pruning techniques were 
observed on the trees, thereby resulting in a diminishing yield 
of fruit. 

3. Northern third—tulip poplar/white oak/red oak dominant association 
(6iE - 15" DBH) with the understory consisting of black cherry, 
red mulberry and Japanese honeysuckle. 

The vegetative composition of the transitional meadow and adjacent 
forest edge communities offer very good food and cover for resident 
wi 1 dl i fe. 

cc. Aldridge 
Beckner 
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Q»3fi£2; -27, 197S* Mr, Fat*I*®e* «a* 1 ®«t V&UJ TopresKmtativea'©f 
;-Jfe£fet^«s Manor, Palrfeavea and jBiaatbagtea' Civic Associativa* to ; 
:-Msw&& ^utt'.their thoughts -mto «lto regards to- facilitls# .' • 
•v'wios placed mi the Kg* Eagle Paris* . Prewwt* K&t&mtltm • 
.Steele (274«C597 or 6620)j Jady * * Jme&M tow«TV • 
C9&9*4514}>. Presideafc «f JfefiEtww ifsstor C, A, f $«s|assJa. J*. 
Jr.. -CMA & - -3679. office* 74S~3*9$ feecc)*. Fresideat off - . 
sail earri*-3aart«» <4f7-l7$5 w>rk *.96&*4423 h&m}* President Huntingtoa 
C.A. Mr, Faferitageir excised ifeo aastoe ptaanlag that vo g» 
Ifcrongk and this nftfttlsg was in place of the t£&estie»naire* therefore 
catting 3M0®a a J the tlsaa to do the sg&ster plaa*-
At this tfcae, • JcfiTcttMn Stater rosily did not have a list, Falrhavei* 
had $&© following list «&£ch is juat abont in order of prietS£ie*S, 

i,-' •• • Picnic area ' '-'pip--1 

?. %*» skoltor * ;. :". 
3, Bike/hike trail « probably gravel 
4, Ttanaia ccarto#'. lll^tod^ 

Jiaitl-cco courts,, liglsfcsd - -n; j '^d,Ip 
«*'••'•; CossMn?^ softball/Utfcie iea#s« fields,, lighted , 
7, Apparafcus aad-tofc.areas v. ' " • "' : ' 
-3,-;,'-::.' Packing area wltb: the cotosnce frost ISorfe Kiag® il^,„v;^-;^:;. 

..'•"- Sestroose «lttrstorage sr«s • . _ " *" 
"10,:- ! ' M»lfc'«re»'wi£b v&MX* hottswhaee : 
•Stole* The total peck to W* lit* eM# iucladiag--tetoila.. 

ifcmtlngtooC.A. list mm tbm am* list idtfc wghesl* <a tenuis • • •. 
as4 ballf&ld* *lth sp to feet tenuis cosrtfe «ai tessais practice 
areas. • 

S® alao di"sc«ss«d tlsst *c sfesmld leak 1st® tin tor sled areas . 
If possible sad possibly overlaying fcotoall/seccor fl«lc!s. 
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Ed Heastlel 
Page 2 ~ ••...•'• 
kkgr t* «?&•'• 

At this' iisac, soccer is not too prevelant aad they sort of felt 
that it wold not grow that ranch, . They ere wry In teres ted i» 
having this parks, having these facilities placed in the perk ®*4 
realizing am of tim restraints, .Thayfelfc the lights were quite 
important and that tits' people, surrounding the park or adjacent to it 
wanted lights in the area because titer® has Been quite & bit of • 
vandalism,- 'Jith regards to the entrance off of Sctfek Msgs Highway* 
wa all felt that, this ©ay be iw^sifele bet that we should look at 
it and that probably if we can»o#gais this entrances ifhtcH1 4«a*h , . 
feel that we cat-snot* we- should strive- to have it in off of fort 
Drive as high op or as-close to-Kerth Kings Hdy, »$ possible,., 
k'a discussed the reqnest fro© MlTEQ to place- fill materiel in--the 
park and all felt that this should wait until we have the master 
plan,'. Qm of the things which shoal* ha dose in order to better 
"explain the fill material is to do man cross sections to- show 
what would happen*. They are wry fearful that something life©, 
this could increase their stoma sewer problems that they now haw 
and that apparently a consulting fit® will be working on in the 
wry near future, 1 told the© that we would like.' to know what the 
consulting fisa.ia planning with regards to run off from the sit&;-••• 
because the County says water ©ask stay in# or ho put Into# original 
drain swales and this ®@«as that ®a the north aide it would he into 
the Blaine 'Drive area and on the south side into the Fort Drive -area, 
at the place where it takes a sharp bend to the- south. They would 
also- like, to make sure it can he cheeked by ell proper agencies. 

Their arose a little confusion with regards to- Dick. Jones memorandum 
to- M*. Falringer regarding the cost of the- property, X a© -to get 
with Dick to have this strains toned out* X Ma also to get to Mr, 
Fat singer the as(lasted "time for getting the plan to the Park Authority 
They all felt that Mt* Eagle School would fee the heat place to hold 

• the public hearing, ' .-/-p, . dAAgV 

DFL/sh AnV-; ' ;-'cS^V'' AAA 
* - - /Ay-Af^-AA" A- -- A\~ 

ccs CI can fatsteger, FCFA Hoard 
Louis Gable* Asst. Director 
James Lowery# Jefferson Masor Ca 
Benjamin Sayae# Jr, Fslrhaven CA, ......... >-
Carrie Barton# Ht»tiagton CA . . ;. 
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The following demographic data taken from the county comprehensive 
plan is for Area IV of which this park is a part. More 
specifically, it is located in the Mt. Vernon Planning Sector of 
Area IV. 

Most of the demographic characteristics of Area IV are fairly 
representative of the entire County. 

The area is an older area of settlement, and thus Is somewhat 
more densely populated than the rest of the County. 

The major differences between this area and the remainder of 
the County arise from the stability of this area and its very 
slow rate of growth. 

Population and Density 

Area IV, as a whole, has been growing more slowly than the entire 
County for the last decade and a half. In the period 1970 to 1975 
that differential increased. While the County grew over b% a year 
Area IV grew at only slightly more than 1% per year. 

However, the growth pattern within Area IV is quite variable. In 
the Lower Potomac Planning District, the population has actually 
decreased slightly since 1970. This reduction of persons has 
resulted from the countywide trend of declining household size. 
In Lower Potomac, the smaller number of persons in each housing 
unit has not been counteracted (as it has in most other parts of 
the County) by an increased number of units. 

On the other extreme is the Springfield Planning District which 
has grown nearly Q% a year since 1970. This Is a much faster 
rate than that for the County as a whole. 

The population density varies substantially within Area IV. 
Mount Vernon, the most densely populated district, Is three 
times as densely populated as the County as a whole. On the 
other hand, Lower Potomac is less than half as densely populated 
as all of the County. 

Household Size 

Area IV is also representative of the entire County with respect 
to household size. Both had an average household size in 
occupied units of 3.5 persons per household in 1970 and by 1974, 3 
persons per unit. In Area IV, household size declined the same 
amount In that period. 

Household size, however, varies substantially within the area, 
with Mount Vernon Planning District having by far the smallest 
average size. This reflects the large percentage of rental units 
in this district. 
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.Racial Composition ,, 

Area IV had over 6^00 blacks living in it in 1970, forming 
i\% of the total population- This ̂proportion is slightly higher 
than the countywide average of 3 - % black. 

Whereas the total population of Area IV was growing at an 
average annual rate of 5% from I960 to 1970, the black population 
was growing only 2% a year. Thus, while Area IV had a^large 
black population, it grew more slowly than did the entire County's 
black population, which grew 3% a year in that period. 

In fact, if Lower Potomac Planning District were not considered, 
the black population grew at about 3% a year in the remaining 
districts of Area IV. This consideration is useful because of 
the distorting effect of the institutional populations of Fort 
Belvoir and Lorton in the Lower Potomac Distirct. It appears that 
blacks were moving into Area IV, although at a relatively slow 
rate. 

Age-Sex Distribution 

The median age of Area IV increased slightly from I960 to 1970. 

In Lower Potomac and Springfield, the median age actually decreased 
slightly. Although both these districts had a smaller proportion 
of very young children in 1970 than in I960, the lower median age 
was caused by relative increases in young persons: Those aged 15 
to 24 in Lower Potomac and 10 to 19 in Springfield. 

The large differential between the median ages of men and women 
did not change much in this period, even increasing slightly in 
Springfield. 

Marital Status 

The distribution of adults according to their marital status in 
Area IV is significantly distorted by the large proportion of 
single males in the Lower Potomac Planning District. The data 
In the following table show the proportion of adults in each 
marital category; figures In parentheses leave out the Lower 
Potomac Planni^(nj District. 

There is only slight variation in marital status within this 
planning area, with the exception of the one district. On the 
whole, the single and married persons are fairly evenly distributed 
in this area. 

Socio-economic Characteristics 

With a median family Income of $14,400 in 1969, Area IV fell 
significantly below the countywide level of $15,707• ihe income 
levels within the area were dissimilar; only Springfield Planning 
District had a higher median income level than the County as a 
whole. 

The same relationship held with educational levels as with income 
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levels. Adults living in Springfield District had, on the 
average, completed the most years of school, and those in Lower 
Potomac had completed the fewest. 
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i  ! . - 0 \AR D ^  H A L L .  BRISTOL.  BRISTOL DISTRICT 

HORACE.  0  rp .A U N .  RO A N O K E ' ,  SALE"-! DISTRICT 

T H OMAS R  GLASS ,  LYNCHBURG.  L YNCHBi'RG DISTRICT 

MORRILL M CR O WE.  R I C HMOND.  RICHMOND DISTRICT 

WILLIAM T  ROOS.  YORKTOWN.  SUFFOLK DISTRICT 

WILLIAM T .  ROBINSON.  WEST PO I N T,  FREDERICKSBURG DISTRICT 

WILLIAM B .  WREN CH .  SPRIN G FIE L D .  CULPEPER DISTRICT 

ROBERT S  LANDES.  STAUNTON.  STAUNTON DISTRICT 

T.  RAY HASSELL.  I l l .  CH ES A P EA K E.  AT LARGE-URBAN 

CHARLES S .  HOOPER,  JR . ,  CRE WE .  AT LARGE-RURAL 

COMMONWEALTH of VIRQINIA 
D E P A R T M E N T  O F  H I G H W A Y S  &  T R A N S P O R T A T I O N  

1 2 2 1  E A S T  B R O A D  S T R E E T  
R I C H M O N D ,  2 3 2 1 9  

September 28, 1978 

LEO E .  BUSS t R .  HI  
DEPUTY COMMI S S I ONE R S  CHIEF  ENGINEER 

T .  ASHBY NEWBY 
DIRECTOR OF  ADMINISTRATION 

J .  M .  W R AY,  JR .  
DIRECTOR O F  OPERATIONS 

J .  P .  R O Y ER,  JR .  
DIRECTOR OF  PLANNING 

P .  B. COL DiRON 
DIRECTOR OF  E NGINE E R ING 

H.  R .  PER KINSON,  JR .  
DIRECTOR OF  PROGRAM MANAGEMENT 

IN REPLY PLEASE R EFER  TO 

P. 0. Box 429 
Fairfax, VA 22030 

Mr. Ed Nenstiel 
Fairfax County Park Authority 
4030 Hummer Road 
Annandale, Virginia 22003 

Re: Mt. Eagle Park - Route 241 

Dear Mr. Nenstiel: 

Pursuant to your letter of August 17, 1978, this office reviewed the 
preliminary plan relative to the above-mentioned park. 

Me feel an entrance on Route 241 as shown on your plan would not 
safely serve the motoring public with the chance of conflicting flow between 
the proposed entrance and Fort Drive. An entrance on Fort Drive opposite 
Bangor Drive would be a more logical location for the Mt. Eagle Park entrance. 

If we can be of further assistance relative to this project, please 
advise. 

Very truly yours, 

R. W. h'eidertnan 
Assistant Resident Engineer 

RWH:mvd 
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FAIRFAX COUNTY, VIRGINIA 

KEk'fORANDUM 

TO: 
Joseph P. Downs, Director 
Fairfax County Park Aut November 9, 1978 

FROM: 
J. Larry Fones, Director A 
Recreation & Community Services 

FILE  NO 

aUBUSCTl  Mt. Eagle Park - Preliminary Master Plan 

RCFERENCB 

The (1) softball field, (2) tennis courts, (2) practice tennis courts, 
(1) multi-purpose basketbal1 court, (1) picnic area, play apparatus area, 
parking lot and trails, as included in the preliminary master plan for the 
subject park, would constitute good use of said parkland. Preservation of 
any historic embattlements and construction of access paths should be 
strongly considered. 

Inclusion of a soccer field is recommended in addition to the develop­
ment of the above facilities. 

cc: '•'Edward Nens tiel, Landscape Arc'ni tect, FCPA 
CSAD 
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F r o m :  B r i a n  A1 exander, Se rator 
History Division 

To : Ed Nenstiel 
Design Division 

D a t a :  1 1 /  3 0 / 7 8  

Subject: Mt. Eagle Park [83-3) 

I inspected the Mt. Eagle site today and have the following comments: 

o I talked with Mr. Fred Theis, a local resident who has made a 
study of the area, and it is his opinion that the "mound" was 
the site of a battery between Civil War Forts Farnsworth and 
O'Rourke (see attachment). 

o There are some interesting features which give Mr. Theis' theory 
some validity. The location of the site, of course, is one which 
is literally surrounded by Civil War forts. The area we are 
discussing probably was a 1 ink in a series of batteries connecting 
forts for the defense of Washington (see attachment). 

o Running alongside the mound are a series of intermittent plateaus 
about 15' x 15' every 25' or so. Mr. Theis suspects that these 
were used as heavy armament implacements. 

o The battery would pretty much align itself with other known 
fortifications as indicated on the attached map. 

o The earthworks are in the neighborhood of 12-15 feet high, 
under heavy cover of trees. 

o Surface survey was difficult because of heavy cover of trees. 

o It would be my opinion, based on these observations, that Mr.Jheis 
is probably correct and that additional work (Phase I Reconnaissance 
Survey) by the County Archaeologist may be advisable. 

BA:cmm 
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Fairfai vJounty Park Authority 
4030 Hummer  Road ,  Annandale ,  Vi rg in ia  22003 

Telephone  (703)  941-5000 

Director 
J o s e p h  P .  D o w n s  

Assist ant-Directors 

L o u i s  A .  C a b l e  
J a m e s  A .  H e b e r l e i n  December 7, 1973 

Authority Members 
F r e d e r i c k  M .  C r a b l r e e  

C'ruirrrran 
E s t e l l e  R .  H o l l e y  

Wc Chairman 
L y l e  C .  M c L a r e n  
Secretary-Treasurer 

N  C ' A ' I  o n  W .  E d w a r d s  
G l e n n  B .  r a t z i n g e r  

C a l v i n  H i l l  
J o h n  M a s l e n b r o o k  

R o b e r t  D .  M o s s  
j e a n  M .  S k o r u p s k i  

J a m e s  F .  W i l d  

Mr. William Barotti 
The George Hyman Construction Co. 
4930 Del Ray Avenue 
Bethesda, MD 20014 

Dear Mr. Barotti: 

The Fairfax County Park Authority staff has received approval to 
proceed with the final stage of negotiations for placing fill 
material in Mt. Eagle Park. Prior to this we have forwarded 
information and requirements which the George Hyman Construction 
Company has reviewed. The following conditions shall be met • 
prior to allowing any fill material to be brought onto Mt. Eagle 
P ark: 

1. An engineered site plan duplicating the one given to the 
Fairfax County Park Authority on Thursday, August 3, 1978 
shall be completed so that the original can be copied by 
normal printing methods. Fairfax County Park Authority 
will require a mylar of this before work can proceed. 
All work will be performed in a safe, workmanlike manner 
and in such fashion as will not damage or endanger facilities 
of the Authority and" others on the land. 

2. The facilities shall be constructed in accordance with all 
applicable County, State and Federal ordinances and laws, 
and the Contractor will obtain the approval of all appropriate 
governmental agencies for the proposed facilities . 

3. The George Hyman Construction Co. shall obtain from Fairfax 
County a "Grading Permit" and any other pex-mits before work 
begins. 

4. All topsoil shall be stripped stockpiled and respread on 
the new fill area. 

5. All fill material shall be cle an, free of topsoil, organic 
matter, roots, large stones and any debris or material that 
will not compact and will not pass Fairfax County Park 
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Mr. William Earotti 
Page 2 
December 7, 1978 

Authority inspection. 

6. All trees shall be disposed of off of Mt. Eagle Park in a 
manner which is approved by all State and local regulations. 

7. All finished grading shall be to the grades as shorn on the 
site plan, true and where grades change be gradual. 

8. Seeding shall be as per specifications, "Section 225, Seeding 
and Sodding" pages 225-1, 225-2, 225-3 as supplied by The 
George Hyman Construction Co. with one change as follows: 
2.1 Materials: A. 2. a. "Sow this mixture at the rate of 
1300' pounds per acre" are a part of this agreement. 

9. The entrance road and parking area shall be prepared and 
completed with a base course as follows: Sub-Ba_s_e_: 
Construction of the sub-base shall be in accordance with Section 
308 of the current VDH & T Road and Bridge Specifications and 
the Rough and Fine Grading Section of these specifications. 
Base Course: The base course shall be six inches of VDH 
SpecT"209 type I 21A material and may be spread and compacted 
in one layer. 

10. All work is subject to Fairfax County Park Authority's 
inspection at any time. In the event any part of the work 
does not meet any requirements of FCPA's agreement, the work 
in question will be corrected or work will stop until the 
requirements are met. 

11. The George Hyman Construction Co. will provide Fairfax County 
Park Authority with a Performance Bond valued at 100% of 
the estimated cost of work to be done (attached is a sample 
of Fairfax County Park Authority form). This cost agreed 
upon by both parties and is as follows ($ 

; ,) 

In the event the George H)rman Construction Co. does not complete the 
work as per this agreement, the Performance Bond will be used to 
complete the work to the satisfaction of Fairfax County Park Authority. 

12. Work shall begin within weeks after signing of this 
agreement and shall be completed within (weeks) 
months. 

13. The applicant agrees to indemnify and save harmless the Authority 
and its agents from any and all responsibilities, damages and 
liabilities which may arise during the life of this agreement 
and which may be caused by the acts or omissions of the 
applicant. 
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. William Barotti 
ge 3 
cember 7, 1978 

All work must be performed in such manner so as to protect 
the health, safety, general welfare and property of persons 
using Authority property. The applicant shall comply with 
the following: 

a. Adequate safety provisions must be made in connection 
with the construction of the applicant's facilities. 

b. Adequate on-site and off-site vehicular traffic and 
pedestrian circulation must be maintained for Authority 
activities, services and fire protection. 

c. No material or equipment shall be placed or stored 
outside of the area covered by the easement, right of 
way or permit without written permission of the Director. 

d. Existing on-site and off-site drainage must be maintained 
at all times. Ordinance and/or regulations as indicated 
on approved site plans regarding control of run-off water 
siltation and erosion, shall be strictly complied with. 

e. The Contractor shall immediately correct any hazardous 
situation which may result from its acts or omissions 
on the construction of its facilities on Authority 
property. 

The Fairfax County Park Authority-, Development Division 
(AC703-941-5000) shall be notified by the contractor or 
his agent of: 

a. Scheduled preconstruction meetings (minimum 3 working 
days notice). 

b. Entry into Authority holdings for the purpose of construe 
tion activity (minimum of 3 working days notice). 

c. Notice of intent to vacate Authority holdrngs upon 
completion of construction, including final revegetation 
(5 working days notice). 

The tennis courts and tennis practice area shall be prepared 
and completed as per item 9 of this agreement. 

The storm detention area shall be sized so as to accommodate 
all storm water run off generated by the proposed paved areas 
of the tennis courts and tennis practice areas, multi-use 
court and parking area, as well as all disturbed areas, in 
order to satisfy Fairfax County off-site requirements. 

R r\ -a  a  vi ri -v XT 



Mr. William Barotti 
Page 4 
December 7, 1978 

18. If any changes are to be made to the Fairfax County approved 
plans they shall be noted separately and made a part of this 
agreement. 

If this agreement meets with your approval, please complete items 
11 (as agreed upon) and 12 and sign both copies. Return one copy 
to Fairfax County Park Authority. 

Louis A.  Cable 
Assistant Director 
Fairfax County Park Authority 

Representative 
George Hyman Construction Co. 

DiTte" Date 

DFL/ rnlb 

cc: Jim Heberlein, Asst. Director 
Jay Jorgensen, Supt. Development 
Susie Frey, Supt. Administration 
Don Lederer, Supt. Design 



Dec. 7, 1978 

ATTACHMENT TO AGREEMENT 
MT."EAGLE PARK 

THE GEORGE HYMAN CONSTRUCTION CO. 

The following changes to the approved Fairfax County Mt. Eagle 
Park site plan shall be made: 

1. The existing mound area in the vicinity of the tennis courts 
is felt to be a part of a Civil War battery between Forts 
Farnsworth and O'Rourke and shall be saved. The Park Authority 
has new grading in this area. 

2. In conjunction with Item 1 above, a catch basin shall be 
constructed where shown and the George Hyman Construction 
Co. shall provide sizes for it and the pipe to it, _ -
The catch basin shall be Fairfax County DI-1 and the pipe 
ending shall have a flared end section on it. 

3. The parking area has been relocated to the south per attached, 

4. The George Hyman Construction Co, shall supply a mylar of the 
Fairfax County approved Mt. Eagle Park site to which they will 
make the appropriate grading and parking area changes and return 
to George Hyman Construction Co. for the catch basin and pipe sizing 
and storm detention area resizing and final approval by Fairfax 
County. 


