)
APPLICATION FILED: October 27, 1988 (PCA/FDP)
. January 17, 1995 (SE)

PLANNING COMMISSION: June 29, 1995
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS: Not Scheduled

June 22, 1995
STAFF REPORT

APPLICATIONS PCA 84-L-020-7/FDP 84-L-020-4
(Concurrent with SE 95-L-010)

LEE DISTRICT
APPLICANT: Albert J. Dwoskin, Trustee
PRESENT ZONING: PDH-4
PROPOSAL: Proffered Condition Amendment (PCA) and

Final Development Plan (FDP) to allow
change in site access and layout for
approved local serving commercial and
institutional center and approval of a
special exception to permit fast food

restaurants.
PARCEL(S): 100-1 ((1)) 10B
ACREAGE: 8.9 acres
OPEN SPACE: 27%
FAR: 0.24
PLAN MAP: Residential at 3-4 du/ac
MODIFICATIONS/WAIVERS: Modification of transitional screening

requirements and waiver of the barrier
around the site periphery have been
requested.
SPECIAL EXCEPTION: Category 5: Fast Food Restaurant
STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS:
Staff recommends denial of PCA 84-L-020-7. However, if the Board of

Supervisors approves PCA 84-L-020-7, staff recommends that approval be
subject to the execution of proffers consistent with those contained in Appendix 1.
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Staff recommends denial of FDP 84-L-020-4. However, if the Planning
Commission approves FDP 84-L-020-4, staff recommends that it be subject to the
Board of Supervisors approval of PCA 84-L-020-7 and to the Proposed
Development Conditions contained in Appendix 2.

Staff recommends denial of SE 95-L-010. However, if the Board of
Supervisors approves SE 95-L-010, staff recommends that it be subject to the
development conditions contained in Appendix 2.

It should be noted that it is not the intent of the staff to recommend that the
Board, in adopting any conditions proffered by the owner, relieve the
applicant/owner from compliance with the provisions of any applicable
ordinances, regulations, or adopted standards.

It should be noted that the content of this report reflects the analysis and
recommendation of staff; it does not reflect the position of the Board of
Supervisors.

For information, contact the Zoning Evaluation Division, Office of
Comprehensive Planning, 12055 Government Center Parkway, Suite 801,
Fairfax, VA 22035-5505, (703) 324-1290.

Reasonable accommodation is available upon 7 days advance notice.
For additional information call (703) 324-1334.
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PROFFERED CONDITION AMENDMENT
" PCA 84-L-020-07

PCA 84-1-020 -07 ALBERT J. DWOSKIN, TRUSTEE
FILED 10/27/88 PROFFERED CONDITION AMENDMENT
PROPOSED: SHOPPING CENTER
APPROX. 8.91 ACRES OF LAND; DISTRICT - LEE
LOCATED: NORTH SIDE TELEGRAPH RD. NEAR ITS JUNCTION
WITH BEULAH ROAD
ZONING: PDH-4
OVERLAY DISTRICT(S):
MAP REF 100-1- s01/ /0010-B

FORT BELVOIR
MILITARY

RESERVATION
38-v-024 : sea (1B (i-1)
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PROFFERED CONDITION AMENDMENT
" PCA 84-L-020-07

PCA 84-1-020 -07 ALBERT J. DWOSKIN, TRUSTEE
FILED 10/27/88 PROFFERED CONDITION AMENDMENT
PROPOSED: SHOPPING CENTER
APPROX. 8.91 ACRES OF LAND; DISTRICT - LEE
LOCATED: NORTH SIDE TELEGRAPH RD. NEAR ITS JUNCTION
WITH BEULAH ROAD
ZONING: PDH-4
OVERLAY DISTRICT(S):
MAP REF 100-1- s01/ /0010-B

NGFIELD

us

w1 A 10

GOVEANMENT o T
FETANA ot Ea s
a0 = o
L o E 2, S pe
- N

o,
SR Ca, -+
. i MAYO 5‘1',’07
~ PRy
CanyUSew g,
2y €0,
00 e TME 51

S oar,
s pa ©
oyen | . S g
B Q B
S T B
<2
DAL

H& GOVERNMENT

%,
- ’d',r %
)
o PR S O IS
« o . SN
2 o einca S9%
PEULLERTON,
- B -
@
2 20y,
iég%”a
2
a H
g2*. 23
BOSTON & -
i:—“iuo *®

&
Soa TRALEE
D:

3t in

T
.
wofl
SyOow?
. H
g )

""" bavison
AIRFIELD




HGEND

PN MwO

HOE bor e v .X

IR

NV S

Rt TN s AL B

0000 0o Y0 0 VT LA S D VT I R s P 6 et
50 4 A 0 4 . VN e 080 04 0 V118 A 4 VOl O,
114 BV (LA e B LA TR B P T

L sile AR v Bk 1 B LA AT N8 P 1 Sl
o) sona " s

48 Lam O ol cnare s v Tt
i Pl 1 0 et = o0 SO

: YTV
» St
R e v

MO AL N R M R § % B R
LY PRIy eyt )

TR NINTIR A W* YEY

-
W e .

Forithody S-SR
R Y iS4y Mo BMRRE b aRe WL

|~a--.--wunn| ey R B -
wemauw
CUTL TN PRI TS

vate

0 \\; s sew u.umum
N (L) Lt
Y-

AL 8 VRS
IVUTHI CMp AAD G0 ) N PABM AR (14 VTN NN
Rt by

[N T

—avarenw - -
e U b

ey

PRYRITNIRN .

UMY AL el PV
. ' e s
- . -

IR W R ACHRIL ey

oy
e

e T v
Wi mt s i

LANDSDOWNE

FAIRFAX COUNTY, VIRGINIA e

VICINEIY MAP
17 =2t

PROPOSM D INTRANO
oo ) N B / UL ey
, sulln’ul) ‘ ‘,‘,":
" / :
-« PRUPONED Pl mlmul -—1—~—\ ,
LIMITED vuh “LE e (ts

—~ AREAYSLHBH O (Y
CONCEPIUNE IR NETOPMENT 11N
AMENDAIE NG

PROPOM D INITR AN
(RIGHE IN RGO ONIY

TABULAHON

P I RSN

[LPVTONEAE nine
.
[V SRRt o
waun .
IR M
W - owil
N O M

J "“ ] v Cemtvnes

[ T T Y L Ty P R IR PR T T

NP IINTREIT N

Bioshans dsiin

DTN N
™ ey
PR R Y RO e AR EAN L MM N e
YT

P TR
LS R IR
luma

XYY

P ETTI

KIN b oin i
amyree KEV s

Ky R
wmemy b L

Archarrts
Yaaers
Planner

o e

v | @ Dewberry & D
~’ ‘:(llmhmmvd Fartan VA 220

"2

CDPY N

APPLIE AL HON NO)

z
>3
=
s
zZ
<
z
<
Y

DA ELOPME

SCEPI L

" DWOVN/LANDSDOWNE

(5 B
DB/ LN
KL XN
24




o’ o’

SPECIAL EXCEPTION APPLICATION FINAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN

'SE 95-L-010 - FDP 84-L-020-4

FDP 864-L-020 -04 ALBERT J. DWOSKIN, TRUSTEE

WOSKIN, ALBERT J., TRUSTEE
FILED 10/27/88 FINAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN
PROPOSED: SHOPPING CENTER

SE 95-L-010
8.91 ACRES OF LAND; DISTRICT - LEE

D
FILED 01/17/95 FAST Foop RESTAURANTS

ZONING DIST SECTION: 06-010S
ART 9 CATEGORY/USE: 05-11 APPROX.
8.90 ACRES OF LAND; DISTRICT - LEE LOCATED: N. SIDE TELEGRAPH RD. NEAR ITS JUNCTION
LOCATED: TELEGRAPH ROAD WITH BEULAH RD.
ZONING: PDH-4
ZONED PDH-4 PLAN AREA 4 OVERLAY DISTRICT(S):
GVERLAY DISTRICT(S): MAP REF 100-1- 701/ /0010-8
TAX MAP 100-1- /01/ /0010-3
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SPECIAL EXCEPTION APPLICATION

SE 95-L-010

SE 95-L-010 DWOSKIN. ALBERT J., TRUSTEE
FILED 01717/93% FASY FOOD RESTAURANTS

ZOMING DIST SECTION: 06-0108

ART 9 CATEGORY/USE: 05-11

8.93 ACRES OF LAND; DISTRICT - LEE

LOCATED: TELEGRAPH ROAD

ZONED PDN-4 PLAR AREA ¢

OVERLAY OISTRICT(S):
TAX MAP 108-1- /017 /0010-0

L5 roRT BELVOIR

MILITARY

RESERVATION

Sesll

FDP 86-L-020
FILED 10/27/08

FINAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN

FDP 84~L-020-4

ALBERY J. DWOSKIN, TRUSTEE
FINAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN
PROPOSED: SHOPPING CENTER

APPROX . 8.91 ACRES OF LAND; DISTRICT - LE
LOCATED: N. SIDE TELEGRAPH RD. NEAR ITS JUNCTI
wiTH BEULAN RD.

ZONING:  PDM-4
OVERLAY DISTRICT(S):

- 108-1=- 701/ /0010-8




A GLOSSARY OF TERMS FREQUENTLY
USED IN STAFF REPORTS WILL BE
FOUND AT THE BACK OF THIS REPORT

DESCRIPTION OF THE APPLICATION

The applicant, Albert J. Dwoskin, Trustee, requests approval of a Proffered
Condition Amendment application (PCA 84-L-020-7), a Final Development Plan
application (FDP 84-L-020-4), and a Special Exception application (SE 95-L-010)
on a 8.91 acre parcel of land located in the northwest quadrant of the intersection
of Telegraph Road and re-aligned Beulah Street in the Landsdowne
Development. The site encompasses Sections 58 and 59 of Landsdowne.

In PCA 84-L-020-7, the applicant seeks to amend existing Kingstowne
proffers 111, 127, and 129 of the proffers dated June 17, 1985 which were
adopted in conjunction with approval of RZ 84-L-020 by the Board of
Supervisors. The proposed amendment to Proffer #111 is to proffer a revised
CDP as it affects these sections of Landsdowne to modify the distribution of uses
on the site and to propose changes in access to the site from that originally
approved. A copy of this portion of the approved CDP for Landsdowne is
attached in Appendix 6 which shows the site developed with local serving
commercial use in Section 58 and institutional use in Section §9 with all access
from Morning Glen Lane to the north. The proposed modifications locate both
commercial and institutional uses in both Sections and provide all access from
Beulah Street and Telegraph Road with no access from Morning Glen Lane
except to a parking lot adjacent to the proposed child care center. Proffers 127
~and 129 contain commitments to transportation improvements on both Telegraph

Road and Beulah Street, specifically dedication of right-of-way and provision of
easements, which the applicant proposes to modify to reflect current VDOT
plans. A discussion of the transportation issues related to this application will
follow in the Transportation Analysis section. No other changes to the previously
executed proffers are proposed.

No Final Development Plan (FDP) has previously been approved for this
site. In FDP L-020-4, the applicant proposes development of the site with a
shopping center containing a total of 89,200 square feet of gross floor area
consisting of the following uses:

shopping center 56,500 square feet

drive-in bank 3,500 square feet
service station with quick service food store - 1,600 square feet
public library ' 15,000 square feet
child care center 12,600 square feet

The proposed FAR is 0.24. Note #19 on the FDP/SE Plat discusses gross
floor area and states that the buildings may have cellar space(s) but that "those
areas within a cellar that are not used exclusively for storage or for mechanical
“equipment shall be included as gross floor area”. Twenty-seven percent (27%) of
the site is proposed to be open space. The proposed child care center is
designed to have a maximum daily enroliment of 180 children. A total of 405
parking spaces are proposed. The proposed public library will be located in
Building #6 in the southernmost part of the site. Access to the site is proposed
from both Beulah Street and Telegraph Road with the main entrance on Beulah
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Street and right-in/right-out movements only on Telegraph Road. Access to a
nine (9) space parking lot adjacent to the child care center play area is proposed
from Morning Glen Lane.

In FDP L-020-4, the applicant also requests modifications of the transitional
screening and barrier requirements specified in Article 13 of the Zoning
Ordinance along all sides of the site. The specific modifications requested will be
discussed in detail in the Zoning Ordinance Provisions section of this report.

In SE 95-1L-010, the applicant seeks approval of a special exception to allow
fast food restaurants which are a Category 5 Special Exception use in the PDH
~districts. Note 12 of the applicant’s combined FDP/SE Piat states that one or
several fast food restaurants will be located within Buildings 2, 5, and/or 6 and
that they will have a combined maximum gross floor area of 12,500 square feet
with no drive-thru facilities. Draft Proffer #10 (Fast Food Restaurants) states that
no fast food restaurant shall exceed 3,500 square feet in size and that there will
be no drive-through facilities. It further states that there will be no more than one
fast food restaurant selling primarily ready-to-consume hamburgers or fried
chicken and lists other fast food type restaurants which would be permitted.

The applicant’s proposed draft proffers, staff proposed development
conditions for the FDP, proposed development conditions for the fast food
restaurants, the applicant’s affidavit, and statement of justification are presented
in Appendices 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5, respectively.

Applications in the PDH District must comply with the provisions of Sections
16-101 and 16-100 of the Zoning Ordinance, among others. A fast food
restaurant is subject to the General Standards for all Special Exception uses in
Sections 9-006 and to the standards of Section 9-501, among others. Copies of
applicable Zoning Ordinance provisions are contained in Appendix 7.

LOCATION AND CHARACTER OF THE AREA

The Kingstowne mixed use development, including Landsdowne, is
comprised of approximately 1100 acres located generally south of Franconia
Road at its intersection with South Van Dorn Street, on both sides of South Van
Dorn Street, extending southward on both sides of Kingstowne Boulevard and
Kingstowne Village Parkway to Beulah Street. The development is zoned PDH-4,
PDC and |-4 and approved to include up to 6,101 dwelling units, and
nonresidential office, retail and local shopping center uses. The Landsdowne
development is located in the northwest quadrant of the intersection of Beulah
Street and Telegraph Road and was approved to include up to 620 residential
dwelling units, recreation facilities, and a shopping center consisting of
local-serving commercial and institutional uses on the subject site.

Surrounding Kingstowne are a number of residential neighborhoods which
were, for the most part, existing prior to the approval of RZ 84-L-020. Most of
these neighborhoods consist of single-family detached units, generally ranging
from 1-4 dwelling units per acre. They are generally stable and are planned to
continue as relatively low density residential areas. A major exception to the low
densities surrounding Kingstowne is the development known as Manchester
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Lakes, which is located between Kingstowne and Beulah Street and zoned
PDH-8. It is developed at approximately eight dwelling units per acre and
includes a shopping center at the intersection of Manchester Lakes Boulevard
and Beulah Street. There are also several public uses adjacent to Kingstowne;
the largest of these are Edison High School to the north and Hayfield High School
to the southeast, and Greendale Golf Course to the east. The Hilltop debris
landfill abuts the southern portion of Kingstowne and is east and north of the
subject property. When the landfill reaches capacity and ceases operation, it is
planned for private recreation use and possibly small areas of residential
development.

To the north of Landsdowne is the residential development of Island Creek
zoned PDH-4. It is approved at 3.99 dwelling units per acre and is in the early
stages of construction. An area planned and generally used for industrial
pu%)oses is below Landsdowne to the west, in the lower elevations leading down
to Cinder Bed Road and Long Branch. South of Landsdowne is Newington Park
and the single-family detached neighborhood of Hunter Estates. The northern
edge of Fort Belvoir is across Telegraph Road to the southeast.

The subject property is a vacant 8.9 acre parcel of land located in the
northwestern quadrant of the intersection of re-aligned Beulah Street and
Telegraph Road. Across Beulah Street from the site is the Hilltop Sand and
Gravel property, part of which is being developed for a Little League ballfield.
The property on the east is zoned PDH-4 and consists of common open space for
Section 4 of Landsdowne. The property to the north is Section 2 of Landsdowne
and is developed with single-family attached residences. A 130 foot wide VEPCO
easement runs along the northern site boundary. To the south, across Telegraph
Road, is Fort Belvoir which is zoned RC.

BACKGROUND

On June 17, 1985 the Board of Supervisors approved DPA C-448-2 and
RZ 84-L-020 which collectively covered the development known as Kingstownse.
DPA C-448-2 amended the development plan approved in 1976 for a project
known as "New Franconia” and RZ 84-L-020 added land to the PDH-4 District
approved for "New Franconia". RZ 84-L-020 also rezoned a portion of the PDH-4
District to the PDC and |-4 Zoning Districts. Both DPA C-448-2 and RZ 84-L-020
were approved subject to proffers dated June 17, 1985. The Kin?stowne
development based on the 1985 rezoning encompassed approximately 894 acres
of land in the PDH-4 District which included a shopping center, approximately
125 acres in the PDC District, and approximately 26 acres in the I-4 District. The
Kingstowne shopping center, the PDC and the I-4 areas constitute the Towne
Centre located at the intersection of South Van Dorn Street and Kingstowne
Boulevard. The total number of dwelling units approved for the development was
5,712.

The Conceptual Development Plan approved in conjunction with the original
Kingstowne rezoning was a general "blob" plan which depicted the locations of
development sections, roadway network, major open space areas and
recreational facilities, and indicated the type and number of units and parking
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spaces in each section. Final Development Plans were approved for 44 of the
55 sections of the Kingstowne Development concurrently with the June 17, 1985
approval of DPA C-448-2 and RZ 84-L-020. Although FDP approval was not
granted for eleven sections, a conceptual layout and design of these sections was
incorporated into the approval of DPA C-448-2 and RZ 84-L-020 for illustrative
purposes. The limits of clearing and grading depicted on the illustrative
development plans historically have been used as guidelines in the evaluation of
any subsequent development plan approvals.

Additional land known as the Bank’s property was incorporated into the
Kingstowne development with the Board of Supervisors’ approval of RZ 85-L-101
and DPA C-448-3 on April 7, 1986. This action rezoned 36.41 acres from the R-1
to the PDH-4 Zoning District and added an additional 182 residential units.

Pursuant to the February 23, 1987 Board of Supervisors’ approval of
RZ 86-L-033 and DPA C-448-4, an additional 41.46 acres known as the Young
Property were added to the Kingstowne development and incorporated into the
1985 approved Conceptual Development Plan. This action added an additional
207 townhouse units.

Pursuant to the proffers accepted in conjunction with the above rezonings, an
overall trails system and landscaping treatments were approved for the
Kingstowne development. The approved landscape plan includes landscape
treatments for development bay entrances, unit entrances, internal open space,
and parking lots. All development within Kingstowne must conform with the
proffered trails system and landscaping plans.

The subject property consists of Sections 58 and 59 of Landsdowne which
contain a total of 8.9 acres. The property has not been developed and contains
large areas of trees and scrub vegetation. The site contains steep slopes and
problem soils.

The approved development plans and executed proffers for these rezoning
applications and all subsequent amendments are on file with the Office of
Comprehensive Planning. A reduction of the most current Conceptual
Development Plan for the subject property is presented in Appendix 6, as are
copies of those proffers relevant to the current applications.

PROVISIONS OF THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

The application property is located in the Newington Community Planning
Sector (S6) of the Springfield Planning District in Area IV. An assessment of the
proposal for conformance with the land use recommendations of the
Comprehensive Plan should be guided by the following citations from the Plan as

~ well as those contained in Appendix 8.

On page 368 of the 1991 edition of the Area IV Plan as amended through
March 9, 1992, under the heading "Recommendations, Land Use," the Plan
states:
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"7. The Lehigh Area is bounded by Beulah Street on the east, the Long
Branch of Accotink Creek on the west, the Amberieigh subdivision on
the north, and the Hunter Estates subdivision on the south. The
following general policies apply to development in the Lehigh Area
which is north of and does not include the Hunter Estates subdivision:

. Promote a balanced planned development community that will
serve as a showcase community and future focal point of the

County.

. Plan residential densities within the planned development
community to a maximum overall average of 3-4 dwelling units per
acre with bonuses, as appropriate. . . .

. Compatible land use and streetscape design should occur
throughout any development.

. Protect stable adjoining neighborhoods through use of compatible
densities, unit type, design or natural features (e.g., trees,
topography) which effectively screen or buffer incompatible or
adverse uses. . . .

. Promote a complete network of hiking, biking, and riding trails to
be incorporated into the development plan for the area. Facilities
should be provided for safe and convenient pedestrian access to
and from residential neighborhoods and commercial areas. . . ."

The Comprehensive Plan map shows that the property is planned for
residential use at 3-4 dwelling units per acre.

STAFF ANALYSIS

The Proffered Condition. Amendment application (PCA 84-L-020-4), the Final
Development Plan (FDP 84-L-020) application, and the Special Exception
(SE 95-L-010) will be addressed together in the analysis below, with distinctions
made where appropriate.

Description of the Propo Development Plan

The applicant has submitted a separate proposed Conceptual Development
Plan Amendment (CDPA) and a combined Final Development Plan (FDP)/Special
Exception (SE) Plat on two separate sheets which show development of the site
with a proposed shopping center which includes a public library and child care
center, among other uses.

The applicant has submitted draft proffers which propose to render null and
void and to supercede Proffers 111, 127, 129 of the previously approved proffers
- for the subject site which are those dated June 17, 1985, approved with
DPA C-448-2 and RZ 84-1L-020.
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Proffer #111 which proffered substantial conformance with the CDP as
revised on May 30, 1985, is replaced by Proffer # 2 which proffers conformance
with the CDPA which is dated May 23, 1985. Draft Proffer #3 proffers that
development of the site shall be in conformance with the Final Development
Plan/Special Exception Plat, dated May 23, 1995.

Proffer #127 of the previously approved proffers commits the devsloper to
dedicate right-of-way for realigned Beulah Street as shown on the CDP for
Landsdowne and to provide additional right-of-way for construction of a right turn
lane and transition lane by others. It also provides for grading and construction
easements. The applicant’s Draft Proffer #6 provides right-of-way dedication for
Beulah Street in accordance with VDOT Project Plan NO. 0613-029-309, C504
and provides construction and ancillary utility easements.

Proffer #129 of the previously approved proffers provides for dedication of 45
feet of right-of-way on Telegraph Road with temporary construction easements.
Draft Proffer #5 provides right-of-way to a width of 71.5 feet from the centerline of
Telegraph Road and temporary construction and ancillary utility easements.

The above modifications to previously approved transportation improvements
will be discussed within the Transportation Analysis section of the report.

The Conceptual Development Plan Amendment (CDPA) and Final
Development Plan/ Special Exception Plat (FDP/SE Plat) submitted with this
application are presented on two sheets and were prepared by Dewberry and
Davis and are dated December 22, 1994, as revised through June 16, 1995.

The CDPA is the first of the two sheets and shows Sections 58 and 59 of
Landsdowne within a bold line with a redistribution of the local serving commercial
and institutional from that shown on the original CDP (See Appendix 6) so that
both uses are represented in each of the sections. Previously, Section 58 was
shown developed with only local serving commercial use and Section 59 was
designated for institutional use. The proposed modification reflects the location of
the public library in the southernmost building and the child care center in the
northwest corner of the site. In addition, the originally approved CDP shows
access to the center from Morning Glen Lane which is located to the north in the
residential portion of Landsdowne. The proposed modification to the CDP shows
the main entrance to the center from Beulah Street with right-in/right-out only on
Telegraph Road. The only part of the center which can be accessed by vehicle
from Morning Glen Lane is a nine (9) space parking lot adjacent to the child care
center play area. There are no other changes proposed to the CDP.

Sheset 2 is the combined FDP/SE Plat and shows a shopping center layout
developed with six (6) buildings. Buildings 1, 2, 3, and 5 are located along the
northern and western sides of the site. Building 1 is shown as a drive-in bank
containing 3,500 square feet. Building 2 contains 9,600 square feet and is
proposed to contain shopping center uses. Building 3 is shown as a two-story
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child care center with associated play area and is located in the northwest corner
of the site. Directly north of the play area is a proposed parking lot containing
nine (9) parking spaces which is intended to be used primarily by Landsdowne
residents dropping children off at the day care center. Building 5 containing
28,000 square feet is the largest building and is located along the western side of
the site. It is proposed for shopping center uses. Building 6, located in the
southern portion of the site, contains 18,900 square fest of shopping center use
in its upper level. The proposed public library containing 15,000 square feet is
shown in the lower level. The front door entrance into the proposed library is on
the south side, facing Telegraph Road. Building 4 is proposed as a service
station with six (6) pump islands and a 1,600 square foot quick service food store.

The total amount of gross floor area proposed is 89,200 square feet which
results in a FAR of 0.24. Twenty-seven percent (27%) open space is provided.
Note 7 on Sheet 2 states that building footprints may be increased or decreased
in size by a factor of 10% so long as the maximum gross floor area, minimum
open space area, and the minimum dimensions to the peripheral lot lines are
maintained. Note 19 states that cellar space in the buildings may be developed;
however, cellar space that is not used exclusively for storage or for mechanical
equipment shall be included as gross floor area.

Note 12 on Sheet 2 states that the primary use of Buildings 2, 5, and 6 will be
a shopping center which will contain a mixture of the following secondary and
special exception uses:

bank teller machines

business service and supply establishments
“community uses

eating establishments ‘
fast food restaurants (total maximum GFA of 12,500 sq. ft.)
financial institutions

health clubs

institutional uses

light public uses

offices

personal service establishments

public uses

quasi-public uses

quick service food stores

repair service establishments

retail sales establishments

vehicle light service establishments

veterinary hospitals

Note 12 also states that one or several fast food restaurants are proposed whose
combined total gross floor area will not exceed 12,500 square feet and will have
no drive-through facilities. Draft Proffer #10 states that no fast food restaurant
will exceed 3,500 square feet in size and that there will be no more than one fast
food restaurant selling primarily ready-to-consume hamburgers or fried chicken.
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Primary access into the center is shown on Beulah Street. A right-in/right-out
access is located on Telegraph Road near the site’s western boundary. A parking
lot containing nine (9) parking spaces is located north of the child care center play
area which is accessed from the cul-de-sac at the southern terminus of Morning
View Lane. The parking lot does not have a vehicular connection to the rest of
the center. A total of 405 parking spaces are provided which are primarily located
in the central portion of the site. Approximately 136 spaces are located south of
Building 6 which, because of the site topography, is at a lower elevation than the
rest of the center. These spaces would primarily serve the proposed public library
in that building. Note 4 states that stormwater management and BMPs will be
provided off-site in the common open space area west of the site. In the event
that this area cannot fully satisfy stormwater management and BMP requirements
and additional measures are needed, either underground facilities will be
provided on-site in a location and design to be established during site plan review
if such is in substantial conformance with the FDP or a FDPA will be filed.

Note 6 on Sheet 2 states that the entire site will be subject to clearing and
grading. Landscaping proposed consists of deciduous, ornamental, and
evergreen trees along the site periphery and within the parking lot and low
growing hedges at the periphery of the parking lots. As transitional screening is
required around the entire site, a detailed discussion of landscaping will be
contained in the Zoning Ordinance Provisions section.

Land Use

Comments by the Planning Division of OCP are presented in Appendix 8.
The Comprehensive Plan map shows the subject site planned for residential use
at 3-4 dwelling units per acre. Landsdowne was rezoned to PDH-4 and approved
with approximately 620 dwelling units with the subject area designated for
ancillary commercial and institutional use. Staff continues to believe that a
commercial center on the subject site in support of the residential community is
an appropriate use. Staff concern during the review of this application has
focused on the need for the applicant to present a design and justification for the
center which demonstrate that it will serve primarily the needs of the residential
community as specified in Sect. 6-106 of the Zoning Ordinance. The center no
longer provides vehicular connection to the community which it was approved to
serve and is now oriented to and accessed from Beulah Street and Telegraph
Road. The applicant’s initial submission did not provide adequate pedestrian
connections to the neighborhood. The most recent development plan provides a
sidewalk connection between the center and the cul-de-sac at the southern end
of Morning Glen Lane and provides a nine (9) vehicle parking lot in the
northwestern corner of the site near the child care center which is accessed from
the cul-de-sac. The parking lot was added primarily to assist residents from the
neighborhood utilize the child care center. The development plan provides
improved access between the neighborhood and the center; however, a vehicular
connection which would allow Landsdowne residents to drive to the center without
using Beulah Street is highly desirable and has not been provided.
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, Also of issue in the Land Use Analysis is the number of fast food restaurants
proposed in the application. The applicant's initial submission proposed at least
three (3) fast food restaurants with a combined total gross floor area of 12,500
square feet. Staff concern was that this number of fast food restaurants may not
be consistent with the PDH District which specifies that the center should
primarily serve the needs of the neighborhood with which it is associated.
Excessive traffic generation was also a concern. In discussions with the
applicant, it was pointed out that the Zoning Ordinance definition of "fast food
restaurant” encompasses "any establishment which provides as a principal use,
the sale of food, frozen desserts, or beverages in ready-to-consume state for
consumption either within the restaurant, within a motor vehicle parked on the
premises, or off-premises...". As such, many uses which are by definition "fast
food restaurants” do not generate heavy traffic and are typically local serving. In
response to staff concerns, the applicant has subsequently proffered that no more
than one (1) fast food restaurant serving primarily ready to consume hamburgers
or fried chicken will be located in the center. The remaining fast food restaurants
may be delicatessens; sandwich shops; pizza parlors; bagel or donuts shops; ice
cream, frozen yogurt or frozen dessert stores; rotisserie or grilled chicken shops;
and other similar uses. The applicant’s draft proffer addresses, at least in part,
staff's concern by limiting to one (1) the number of fast food restaurants which
typically can be expected to generate the most traffic. In addition, more than one
(1) fast food restaurant serving primarily hamburgers or fried chicken would not
be consistent with the Ordinance requirement that the commercial uses be
designed todserve primarily the needs of the neighborhood with which the center
is associated.

Other issues cited in the Land Use Analysis concern open space and
landscaping. The applicant's most recent submission at the time the Land Use
Analysis was written showed improved landscaping from the original development
plan; however, staff recommended that further improvements in the form of
hedges around parking areas and foundation plantings around buildings should
be provided. In addition, consistent architectural treatment of the front and backs
of the buildings was recommended to improve compatibility with the
neighborhood. The applicant's most recent development plan shows low growing
hedges at the periphery of the parking lots adjacent to both Beulah Street and
Telegraph Road. The applicant's draft proffers commit to traditional style
architecture "of the quality and character depicted on the illustrative drawing
entitled Landsdowne Center" and to a color scheme of earth tones with roof
shingles similar in color to those of the Landsdowne community. The proffer
states that all elevations of the proposed drive-through bank and child care center
will be finished in the same material as the front. For the other buildings,
specifically Buildings 2, 5, and 6, the proffer states that the rear shall consist
primarily of dryvit, which, according to the applicant, is a material that resembles
stucco. The rear of Building 2 will be screened by proposed landscaping.
Adjacent to the rear of Building 5 the applicant proposes a row of large evergreen
trees which will eventually provide screening of the building which is located
twenty (20) feet from the property line. However, Building 6 has two fronts and
no rear. One front faces the central parking area and the other faces the south
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parking lot and Telegraph Road and, therefore, will be highly visible. In addition,
Building 6, because of the topography, will be two-story as illustrated in Section
A-A’ on Sheet 2 of the development plan. Further, no foundation plantings are
proposed along this side of the building. Staff believes that, at a minimum,
landscaping should be provided along the rear of Building 6 to soften its
appearance from the parking lot and from Telegraph Road. A development
condition to that effect has been proposed and is contained in Appendix 2. A
development condition is also proposed which requires the use of consistent
architectural style and colors throughout the center and requires all buildings to
have four (4) finished sides to avoid the appearance of the backs of buildings.

The Locational Guidelines for Child Care Facilities are cited in the Land Use
Analysis and all six (6) of the recommendations have been met in this
application. The Health Department will evaluate the proposed center and make
a determination on the maximum number of children to be enroiled and the type
and amount of facilities required.

The location and design of the drive-through bank generally fulfill the
Guidelines for Drive-Through Windows and Other Drive-Through Facilities
contained in the 1990 Policy Plan as long as the landscaped buffer proposed is
adequate to buffer the use from the adjacent residential community. The
applicant’s development plan shows a landscaped area approximately twenty-five
(25) feet wide north of the drive-through windows and stacking lanes planted with
large evergreen trees. Staff has proposed a development condition to allow the
Urban Forester to request supplementation of this area if the proposed plantings
~ do not appear adequate to provide effective year-round screening.

In summary, the applicant's most recently submitted development plan and
proffers address most of staff's previous issues. The major issue which remains
is the fact that majority of the proposed center cannot be accessed by vehicle
directly from the residential component of the Landsdowne development.

Environment

Comments by the Environmental and Heritage Resources Branch of OCP are
presented in Appendix 9.

The only issue discussed in the Environmental Assessment is that of tree
cover. The current application proposes to clear the entire site. Many areas of
the site contain only replanted pine trees; howsever, there are some existing
stands of mature hardwood trees which could be saved if the current proposal
were modified. The applicant has stated that because of grading that will be
needed within the site and in conjunction with transportation improvements, tree
preservation is not realistic. The applicant also states that the CDP which was
approved showed preservation of wooded areas in other parts of the
development in recognition of the fact that this site would be developed more
intensively with the commercial and institutional uses. The applicant’s latest draft
proffers state that "reasonable efforts shall be made to attempt to protect an
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existing large Chestnut Oak tree located in the vicinity of the day care play area”.
This tree is not shown on the development plan; however, given the fact that this
area is near the periphery of the site adjacent to the neighborhood, its
preservation would be highly desirable and should be pursued in coordination
with the Urban Forester. With the exception of the one tree, staff is of the opinion
that tree preservation is not a realistic goal for this site. .

Transportation

Comments by the Office of Transportation are presented in Appendix 10 and
consist of a Transportation Impact Analysis, dated June 2, 1995, and a
Transportation Impact Addendum, dated June 20, 1995. Transportation issues
will be summarized in this section in the general order in which they are
presented in the Addendum and on page 7 of the original Memorandum.

PCA 82-L-020-7

reet access. The proposed change to the previously approved CDP
deletes the connection from the shopping ‘center to the residential community.
The applicant has stated that this change is proposed in response to opposition to
the connection and perceived cut-through traffic by residents of Landsdowne.
According to the OT Memo, trips to the center will be shifted from Morning Gien
Lane to View Lane and then to Beulah Street where vehicles will travel for
approximately 600 feet before entering the center at its main entrance. The short
trips and related turning movements will intensify traffic and congestion on Beulah
Street and impact the flow of through traffic. Since no residential units front on
Morning Glen Lane and the roadway was sized to accommodate both the local
traffic and traffic to the retail center, staff believes that the connection to the
whole of the center should not be eliminated. This remains as outstanding issue.

FDP 84-L-020-4/SE 95-1.-010

Provision of Satisfa Assur hat Traffi ue he Beulah Str
Site Entrance will not Block the Through Lane of Beulah Strest or Impair Traffic
Movement on Tglegraph Road. In the Transportation Impact Analysis, dated
June 2, 1995, the Office of Transportation discussed a number of flaws which
staff believed existed in the applicant’s traffic study, including inaccuracies in the
applicant’s trip generation estimates and inadequate data on existing and future
traffic volumes contained within it. Subsequent to publication of the Analysis, OT
staff met with the applicant and representatives from VDOT and was advised that

VDOT had accepted the applicant’s traffic study. Given the above, this is no
longer an issue.

Progressive Flow Analysis along Beulah Street. The applicant’s analysis for

the intersections of Beulah Street with View Lane, the site entrance, and
Telegraph Road are all based upon signalized operation of these intersections.
According to the memo, OT requested the applicant to provide additional analysis
to determine to what extent, if at all, progressive flow can be achieved through
these intersections. At the time the OT memo was written, no additional
information had been submitted by the applicant. The Transportation Impact
Addendum indicates that VDOT has approved the applicant's analysis; therefore,
this issue is no longer outstanding.
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~ Signalization or Phasing of Development. Since the levels of service shown
in the applicant’s analysis are based on the assumed signalized operation of the

three intersections adjacent to the site, staff believes that the applicant should
commit to modify the signal design and hardware at the intersection of Beulah
Street and Telegraph Road as needed, and either to install a traffic signal at the
intersection of Beulah Street and View Lane concurrent with development of the
site, or to phase development of the site so that non-RUPs are not issued until
such time as the intersection is signalized. A commitment is also needed to
provide for the interconnection of these three signals in order to provide
coordinated operation. If any of these improvements are provided by VDOT or
the County prior to site development (in anticipation of development of the site),
the applicant should commit to reimburse the County or VDOT for the cost of
these improvements. This issue has not been resolved as the applicant has not
made a commitment to provide for the signalization of the Beulah Street/View
Lane intersection or to phase development so that Non-RUPs are not issued until
signalization has occurred.

Frontage Improvements along Beulah Street and Telegraph Road. Although

the draft proffers commit to provide right-of-way dedication for the
widening/realignment of Beulah Street and Telegraph Road, there is minimal
commitment to aid in the construction of these roadways. Draft proffer #7
provides for a cash contribution of $227,000.00 for road improvements which, in
the opinion of OT, is not adequate and does not include the cost of frontage
improvements along Beulah Street or Telegraph Road. Frontage improvements
are typically required by the Site Plan Ordinance and, in the opinion of staff,
should be proffered by this applicant. Therefore, this issue remains unresolved.

Dedicgjign and ancillary easements along Telegraph Road in accordance

with VDOT project plans. Draft proffer #5 provides for right-of-way dedication
along the Telegraph Road frontage to a maximum of 71.5 feet from the existing
centeriine. The roadway will be improved along a new design centerline and the
width of additional right-of-way varies from station to station. As such, it is
unclear whether 71.5 feet is sufficient in all cases. Therefore, staff suggests that
the applicant should commit to provide right-of-way dedication and easements per
the VDOT project plan cited in the OT Memo.

On-Site Circulation. The application proposes a service station with a quick
service food store to be located adjacent to the Beulah Street entrance. OT
previously had concerns about potential conflicts between the service station and
the site entrance and suggested that the site design be modified to eliminate the
conflict. The OT Memo cites Note 7 on the applicant's development plan which
previously allowed for major re-design of the site as long as the maximum floor
area, minimum open space and minimum dimensions to the peripheral lot lines
are maintained. The applicant has modified the note so that no more than a 10%
increase or decrease in building footprint can occur. Therefore, issues of on-site
circulation have been addressed. '

Pedestrian access into the site from Telegraph Road. According to the Office

of Transportation Memo, although a trail is provided along the Telegraph Road
frontage, no pedestrian access into the site is shown. The applicant’s revised
development plan addresses this issue which is noted in the Transportation
Addendum.
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Channelization needed in order to limit the Telegraph Road access to a
right-in/right-out operation. The applicant’s traffic study is based on the
right-in/right-out operation of the Telegraph Road entrance, there previously was

no commitment from the applicant to provide for channelization as needed to
achieve the right-in/right-out access. The applicant has revised this issue in the
latest development plan and in Draft Proffer 17.

Modification of notes on the applicant’s development plan. The OT Memo
cites some of the development plan notes as problematic. Note #7 has previously
been discussed. Note #12 had previously stated that a minimum of three (3) fast
food restaurants would be located in the center. Revised Note 12 states that
"one or several fast food restaurants” will be located within Buildings 2, 5, and/or
6. The applicant has proffered that only one (1) of the fast food restaurants will
sell "primarily ready-to-consume hamburgers or fried chicken." Note 19 had
stated that cellar space would be utilized; however, it had not stated to what
extent and for which uses. In response to staff concern, the note has been
revised so that cellar space not utilized for storage or mechanical equipment will
be included in the gross floor area of the site and will be parked in accordance
with Ordinance requirements. Staff believes this issue has been resolved.

In summary, the issues of the lack of a local street connection to the center,
signalization at Beulah Street and View Lane, and failure to commit funds for
frontag'e improvements along Telegraph Road and Beulah Street remain
unresolved. _

Public Facilities

Comments indicating that water and sewer service are available are
contained in Appendices 11 and 12. The Department of Public Works
Memorandum is contained in Appendix 13 and states that the applicant should
ensure that stormwater management and BMPs can be provided on the adjacent
parcel as proposed. The Memo recommends that the applicant show a potential
area on-site for stormwater management in the event off-site detention is not
feasible. Note 4 on the applicant's development plan states that if the adjacent
parcel cannot be used to provide stormwater management and BMPs, either
underground facilities will be provided on-site or a FDPA will be filed. The Fire
and Rescue Department Memorandum in Appendix 14 states that the application
will meet fire protection guidelines when a proposed fire station becomes fully
operational.

There is no letter from the Fairfax County Health Department with a review of
the applicant’s preliminary application and floor plan for the proposed child care
center. Given the fact that the Health Department has not completed a
preliminary review, staff has proposed a development condition which limits the
number of children enrolled in the center to the number approved by the Health
Department or to maximum daily enroliment of 180 children.

ZONING ORDINANCE PROVISIONS

The subject property is located in the PDH-4 District and is, therefore, subject
to the provisions of Article 6, Planned Development District Regulations and to
the General and Design Standards contained in Section 16-101 and 16-102,
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among others. The Special Exception application for fast food restaurants is
subject to the General Standards for all special exception uses in Sect. 9-006 and
to the Standards for all Category 5 Uses and Additional Standards for Fast Food
Restaurants in Sect. 9-503 and 9-505, among others. Copies of applicable
Zoning Ordinance requirements are contained in Appendix 6.

PCA 84-1-020-7 and CDPA 84-L.-020-3

The proposed revision of the CDP and proffers as they relate to the subject
site is consistent with the existing Kingstowne proffers with the exception of the
changes discussed above which are the subject of these applications. All
previous relevant provisions of the existing proffers are carried forward in the
proposed amended proffers and PDH is still an appropriate district.

In the opinion of staff, however, the applicant has not demonstrated how the
proposed revision of the CDP which deletes access to the Landsdowne
community to the proposed center meets the PDH District standard for secondary
commercial uses contained in Par. 6 of Sect. 6-106 which states that secondary
uses of a commercial nature except Group 6 outdoor recreation uses and offices
shall be "designed to serve primarily the needs of the residents of the planned
community in which they are located". The approved CDP showed the center
with access from the residential community to the north and no access on Beulah
Street or Telegraph Road which was consistent with the intent of the Ordinance
for the commercial component of the PDH District to function as local serving.

Par. 6 of Sect. 6-106 contains the requirements for determining the total land
area which can be devoted to commercial and office uses as secondary uses in
the PDH District. In the PDH-4 District, 400 square feet of commercial/office per
dwelling unit may be allowed. According to the applicant's development plan,
Landsdowne was approved for a total of 620 units; therefore, 248,000 square feet
- or 5.69 acres can be developed as secondary commercial and office uses. The
area includes, in addition to the gross floor area of buildings, all at-grade
off-street parking and loading areas connected with the use. The applicant’s
proposal includes 5.6 acres of commercial and office uses and 2.9 acres of
institutional use, which includes the public library and child care center. The total
site area available for development is 8.5 acres based on a site of 8.9 acres with
road dedication totalling 0.4 acres. Therefore, the applicant’s proposal includes
the maximum area allowed by Ordinance for commercial and office use.

FDP 84-L-020-4

A Final Development Plan must meet the General and Design Standards
contained in Sections 16-101 and 16-102 of the Zoning Ordinance for Planned
Development Districts.

The first General Standard requires substantial conformance with the
Comprehensive Plan. The Comprehensive Plan recommendation for
Landsdowne, which includes both the residential and commercial/institutional
components, is residential development at a density of 3-4 dwelling units per
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acre. The commercial/institutional use is proposed as secondary to the
residential use which it serves. As previously stated, staff does not believe that
the applicant has demonstrated how, with no vehicular connection between the
residential neighborhood and the proposed center, the proposal is in
conformance with the Plan. '

The second General Standard requires that the design of the proposed
development result in a more efficient use of the land or a higher quality site
design than could be achieved in a conventional district. The most comparable
conventional district in which the proposed center could develop is the C-5
(Community Retail Commercial) District. With the exception of the rear yard
requirement of twenty (20) feet in the C-5 District which Building 2 does not meet,
the center could be developed in the C-5 District. In staff's analysis, the proposed
design is of at least equal quality to what could be achieved in the conventional
district and, therefore, staff believes this second standard is met.

The third General Standard requires that the design of the proposed
development protect and preserve the natural features of the site. The subject
site contains scattered areas of trees which are not proposed to be preserved
because of site grading. According to the Environmental Analysis in Appendix 9,
it would be desirable if some areas of trees can be saved. The applicant has
proffered to attempt to preserve one tree; however, additional tree save on this
site is not reasonable because of the extensive grading which will be required.
Therefore, this standard has been addressed. :

The fourth General Standard requires that the proposed development be
designed to prevent substantial injury to the use and value of existing surrounding
development. The proposed development provides landscaping along all the
street frontages. The western side of the development is adjacent to an area of
common open space. The northern side of the site is adjacent to the
Landsdowne community; however, a 130 foot wide VEPCO easement provides a
separation between the uses. In this area the applicant proposes the installation
of approximately twenty-five (25) feet of landscaping. Staff has proposed a
development condition to require supplemental plantings if the Urban Forester
determines that the plantings shown on the development plan will not provide
adequate screening. Staff has also proposed a development condition to require
foundation landscaping along the rear of Building 6 which is visible from
Telegraph Road and is not landscaped on the applicant’s development plan.
Given the above, staff believes this standard has been met.

The fifth General Standard requires that a planned development be located
in an area where transportation, police and fire protection and other public :
facilities and public utilities are available and adequate for the proposed use. As
indicated in the analyses above, adequate public utilities exist to serve the subject
site. It is staff's judgment that the fifth General Standard is therefore met.

The sixth General Standard requires that the planned development provide
coordinated linkages among internal facilities and services as well as connections
to major external facilities and services at a scale appropriate to the
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development. The proposed center provides for pedestrian and vehicular
connections within the site which are generally satisfactory. However, because of
numerous transportation issues discussed in the Transportation Analysis, the
connections to external facilities are not provided at a scale appropriate to the
development. Therefore, this standard has not been met.

The design standards cited in Section 16-102 of the Zoning Ordinance
require, in Par. 1, that at the peripheral lot lines, the buik regulations of the
proposed development and landscaping and screening provisions generally
conform with the provisions of the most comparable conventional district. Par. 2
addresses the parking and open space Zoning Ordinance requirements. Par. 3
stipulates that streets and driveways generally conform to applicable County
regulations and standards. Par. 4, emphasizes provision of recreational
amenities.

The bulk requirements of the C-5 Zoning District, the most comparable
conventional district to the proposed development, require rear yards not less
than 20 feet which have not been met in this application for Building 2 which is
located approximately 15 feet from the property line. All other bulk requirements
are met along peripheral lot lines. Staff is of the opinion that the application has
addressed this requirement.

Transitional Screening 3 and Barrier E, F, or G are required between a
drive-in bank and single-family attached dwellings. The requirement is applicable
along the eastern half of the northern property line. In this location, the applicant
requests a modification of the screening requirement and waiver of barrier,
pursuant to Par. 1 of Sect. 13-304 which states that transitional screening and
barriers may not be required between uses that are to be developed under a
common development plan or series of development plans within a PRC District
or a common site plan. The applicant’s justification is not applicable to this site
which is not within a PRC District or part of a common site plan which includes
the residential development. The required amount of screening is fifty (50) feet.
The applicant proposes twenty-five (25) feet of landscaping with no barrier. Staff
has proposed a development condition which requires this area to be
supplemented if the Urban Forester determines it will not provide adequate
screening as proposed. A 130 foot wide VEPCO easement exists between the
northern site boundary and adjacent residences. The applicant has submitted a
sections sheet which showed a proposed berm located on the VEPCO easement
and additional landscaping on the berm. The berm and landscaping would
require VEPCO approval. Par. 3 of Sect. 13-304 states that transitional screening
may be modified where the building, a barrier and/or the land between that
building and the property line has been specifically designed to minimize adverse
impact through a combination of architectural and landscaping techniques. With
the addition of a landscaped berm in the easement, staff would support the
requested modification, pursuant to Par. 3. Absent that, staff finds no justification
for the modification of transitional screening and waiver of barrier between the
proposed drive-in bank and the neighborhood. The applicant has now proffered
to the Sections Pian which shows the berm and supplemental plantings in the
easement, subject to approval of the Landsdowne Community Association and
Virginia Power and/or other easement owner. Therefore, staff supports the
requested modification.
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Transitional Screening 1 and Barrier D, E, or F are required between a child
care center and single-family attached residences. The application proposes a
child care center and play area along the northern portion of the western site
boundary. The applicant requests a modification of transitional screening and
waiver of barrier, pursuant to Par. 1 of Sect. 13-304, previously cited. As
discussed above, Par. 1 is not applicable to this site. The applicant requests a
modification of the requirement and proposes 22 feet of landscaping consisting of
large evergreen trees between the proposed child care center and the property
line and approximately 12 feet between the play area and property line.
Twenty-five feet are required. A waiver of the barrier requirement is also
requested, although a fence will be required around the play area. The child care
center is adjacent to common open space in the Landsdowne development. The
applicant has proffered that all elevations of the day care center will be finished in
the same building material as the front. Given the above, staff supports the
requested modification of transitional screening, pursuant to Par. 2 of Sect.
13-304, which states that where the strict provisions of this Part would reduce the
usable area of a lot due to lot configuration or size to a point which would
preclude a reasonable use of the lot, transitional screening and/or barriers may
be waived or modified by the Director where the side of a building, a barrier
and/or the land between that building and the property line has been specificaily
designed to minimize adverse impact through a combination of architectural and
landscaping techniques.

Transitional Screening 1 and Barrier D, E, or F are required along the
remainder of the northern and western property lines and along the entire
southern and eastern sides of the site. The applicant requests a modification of
screening and waiver of barrier along the north and west, pursuant to Par. 1 of
Sect. 13-304 which, as discussed previously is not applicable to this site. Staff
supports the requested modification in screening and waiver of barrier in these
locations, pursuant to Par. 2 cited above. The northern side of the site is
adjacent to the VEPCO easement in which the applicant has proffered to install a
berm and additional landscaping.

The applicant requests modification of transitional screening requirements
and waiver of the barrier along the south and east, pursuant to Pars. 7 and 9 of
Sect. 13-304 which state that transitional screening and barriers may be waived
or modified when the adjoining property is used for any public purpose other than
a school or hospital and where adjacent property is used for any use permitted by
the Board of Zoning Appeals or the Board of Supervisors as a special permit or
special exception use except nursery schools, day care centers, schools of
general and special education. The property to the south is zoned RC and is
developed with Fort Belvoir. To the east is land zoned R-1 developed with a Little
League ballfield. Along the south and east the applicant proposes landscaping
consisting of large deciduous trees and a hedge to screen the parking lot. Staff
supports the requested modification and waiver as justified by the applicant.

In summary, staff supports the modifications of transitional screening
requirements and waiver of barrier, as noted on the FDP/SE Plat, subject to
development conditions. It is staff's evaluation that the proposed development
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conforms with the bulk regulations and the landscaping and screening provisions
of the most comparable conventional districts at the peripheral lot lines. The
design standard specified in Par. 1 is therefore met.

In accordance with Pars. 2 and 4 of Sect. 16-102 of the Zoning Ordinance,
the applicant is providing twenty-seven (27%) percent open space which exceeds
the twenty (20%) required by the Zoning Ordinance. The applicant proposes to
provide 406 regular parking spaces plus 4 loading spaces, as required by Article
11 for this use. Any sign provided will be required to conform with Article 12 of
the Zoning Ordinance. Staff has proposed a development condition to require all
signs to meet Zoning Ordinance requirements. The applicant’s development plan
shows pedestrian connections on both street frontages with a connection to the
ce?t?_r Ijrom Beulah Street. With the above, Pars. 2 and 4 of Sect. 16-102 are
satisfied.

The proposed service station is subject to review under the Additional
Standards for Automobile-Oriented Uses, Car Washes, Drive-In Banks, Fast Food
Restaurants, Quick Service Food Stores and Service Stations. The first of these
standards requires that the use shall have the same architectural features on all
sides or be architecturally compatible with the building group or neighborhood
with which it is associated. The applicant has not submitted architecturals for the
service station. The draft proffers address architecture and compatibility for all
buildings but the service station. Staff has proposed a development condition to
require that the service station be constructed of the same building materials and
utilize the same colors as the rest of the center; therefore, with this development
condition, this standard has been met. The second standard states that such a
use shall be designed so that pedestrian and vehicular circulation is coordinated
with that on adjacent properties. The Office of Transportation Addendum in
Appendix 9 states that the previously identified potential conflicts between the
entrance to the service station and vehicles waiting to exit the site onto Beulah
Street has now been addressed. Therefore, the second standard has been met.

A child care center must also be evaluated against the Additional Standards
for Child Care Centers and Nursery Schools contained in Sect. 9-309 of the
Ordinance. A copy of this Section is contained in Appendix 6. The application
meets the requirements of Par. 1 of the Section by providing an outdoor
recreation area. There are no calculations to show the size of the space or how
many children could use it at any one time. The play area is not located in
required front yards and is utilized exclusively as a recreation area. Since this
site is located within the PDH District, there are no required rear or side yards.
Par. 2 requires indoor recreation space in accordance with Chapter 30 of The
Code. In accordance with Par. 3, the proposed child care center with an
enroliment of 180 is located on a collector street. Par. 4 requires the use to be
located to permit the pick-up and delivery of children which this application
provides. Par. 5 states that no use shall be permitted unless it is determined by
the County Department of Health Services that the location does not pose any
hazard to the health, safety and welfare of the children. The Health Department
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has not completed review of the proposed child care center; therefore, there is
not a letter in the report giving preliminary approval to the location or capacity of
the child care center. Staff has proposed a development condition to require
conformance with Health Department regulations and recommendations. |,
therefore, appears that the Additional Standards have been satisfied.

SE 95-L-010

Fast food restaurants are a Category 5 Special Exception use when located
in the PDH District and are subject to the General Standards contained in Sect.
9-006, the Standards for all Category 5 Uses in Sect. 9-503, and to the Additional
Standards for Automobile-Oriented Uses, Car Washes, Drive-In Banks, Fast Food
Restaurants, Quick Service Food Stores and Service Stations.

To satisfy the General Standards for all Special Exception Uses (Sect. 9-006)
the applicant must demonstrate that the request is in harmony with the
Comprehensive Plan; in harmony with the general purpose and intent of the
applicable zoning districts; will not adversely affect the use or development of the
neighboring properties; and that the pedestrian and vehicular traffic associated
with the proposed use will not be hazardous or conflict with the existing and
anticipated traffic in the neighborhood. In addition, the applicant must provide
landscaping and transitional screening, open space, utilities, drainage, parking,
loading spaces, and signs in conformance with the Ordinance.

The requirements of General Standards 1-3 have previously been discussed
as they relate to the entire application. Staff does not believe the applicant has
demonstrated conformance with the general purpose and intent of the PDH
District which is that it be secondary to the residential use which it serves. Since
the proposed fast food restaurants are "in-line" and not freestanding uses,
General Standard 4 requires that the proposed be such that pedestrian and
vehicular traffic associated with the use will not be hazardous or conflict with the
existing and anticipated traffic in the neighborhood. As discussed in the
Transportation Analysis and Addendum in Appendix 10, the application does not
provide a direct vehicular connection between the center and the residential
community which will result in increased traffic on Beulah Street. Without this
connection the potential to create conflicts with anticipated traffic in the area of
the site remains an issue. Therefore, this standard has not been met. The
remaining provisions of this section have been met. Landscaping and screening
are adequate, open space has been provided as required, adequate parking and
lc;alc\iingI ar192provided, and signs will be required to conform with the requirements
of Article 12. '

in summary, staff believes that General Standards 2 and 4 have not been
met. .

Sect. 9-503 requires conformance with lot size and bulk regulations and with
. performance standards specified. It also requires site plan submission in
accordance with the provisions of Article 17. The application meets the
requirements of this Section.
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Sect. 9-505 requires fast food restaurants to have the same architectural
features on all sides or to be architecturally compatible with the building group or
neighborhood with which it is associated and to be designed so that pedestrian
and vehicular circulation is coordinated with that on adjacent properties. The
proposed fast food restaurants are "in line" and not freestanding buildings. As it
applies to these restaurants, the provisions are satisfied in this application.

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Conclusions

The applicant requests approval of three concurrent applications, Proffered
Condition Amendment application PCA 84-L-020-7, Final Development
Plan FDP 84-L-020-4, and Special Exception SE 95-L-010 to permit the
development of a commercial center with retail and institutional uses with a FAR
of 0.24. Proposed institutional uses include a child care center with a maximum
daily enroliment of 180 and a 15,000 square foot public library. A service station
with a quick service food store and a number of in-line fast food restaurants are
also proposed. The applicant requests modification of transitional screening
requirements and waiver of the barrier around the entire site which staff supports,
with implementation of proposed development conditions.

It is staff's evaluation that the application has not demonstrated conformance
with the Comprehensive Plan or how it meets the use limitations for the PDH
District which state that secondary uses of a commercial nature shall be designed
to serve primarily the needs of the residents of the planned development in which
they are located. In addition, there are unresolved transportation issues as
elaborated on in that section of the staff report.

Recommendations

Staff recommends denial of PCA 84-L-020-7. However, if the Board of
Supervisors approves PCA 84-L-020-7, staff recommends that approval be
subject to the execution of proffers consistent with those contained in Appendix 1.

Staff recommends denial of FDP 84-L-020-4. However, if the Planning
Commission approves FDP 84-1-020-4, staff recommends that it be subject to the
Board of Supervisors approval of PCA 84-L-020-7 and to the Proposed
Development Conditions contained in Appendix 2.

Staff recommends denial of SE 95-L-010. However, if the Board of
Supervisors approves SE 95-L-010, staff recommends that it be subject to the
development conditions contained in Appendix 2.

It should be noted that it is not the intent of the staff to recommend that the
Board, in adopting any conditions proffered by the owner, relieve the
applicant/owner from compliance with the provisions of any applicable
ordinances, regulations, or adopted standards.
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It should be further noted that the content of this report reflects the analysis

and recommendations of staff, it does not reflect the position of the Board of

Supervisors.
APPENDICES
1. Draft Proffers
2. Proposed FDP Development Conditions
3. Proposed SE Development Conditions
4. Applicants’ Affidavits
5. Applicants’ Statement of Justification
6. Previously approved CDP and excerpted proffers
7. Zoning Ordinance Provisions
8. Land Use Analysis
9. Environmental Analysis
10. Transportation Analysis
11 Water Authority Comments
12. Sanitary Sewer Analysis
13. Department of Public Works Utilities Planning and Design Memo
14. Fire and Rescue Memorandum
15. Gilossary of Terms
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CDPA 84-L-020-3
A.J. Dwoskin, Trustee
June 22, 1995

DRAFT PROFFERB

Pursuant to Section 15.1-491(a) of the Code of Virginia

(1950 as amended), the applicant hereby proffers to develop the

subject property in accordance with the following conditions,

provided the Board of Supervisors approves CDPA 84-1-020-3 and

SE 95=1~010 and the Fairfax County Planning Commission approves

FDP 84-1~020-4, all as proffered herein. For the purpose of

these proffers, the term "Developer" refers to the applicant -

herein, his successors or assigns.

Proffer Numbers 111, 127, and 129 of the Proffers in RZ

84-L~020, DPA C-448-2 are hereby rendered null and veoid
and superseded by the proffers set forth herein. All
other proffers remain in full force and effect on the
property, subject to the conceptual development plan
amendment and final development plan proffers stated

herein.

Conceptual Development Plan. Development of the
portion of property effected by this conceptual
development amendment shall be in conformance with the

plan entitled "Conceptual Development Plan," Dwoskin/

1:\DATA\CLIENT\02\02195\303\PROFFERS.22
9:31am ‘

06/22/95
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3. Final Development Plan. Development of the property
shall be in conformance with the Final Development Plan
entitled, "Final Development Plan, Special Exception
Plat," Dwoskin/Landsdowne Centre (“FDPA/SE"),'Sheet 2

| of 2, prepared by Dewberry & Davis, last revised as of

June 16, 1995,

4. Minor Modifications. Pursuant to paragraph 4 of
Section 16-403 of the Zoning Ordinance, minor modifi-
cations from the FDP may be permitted as referenced on
the FDP or as further determined by the Zoning Admini-

strator.

5. Telegraph Road (Route 611). The Developer shall
dedicate and convey in fee simple to the Board of
Supervisors right-of-way to a width of 71.5 feet from
the existing centerline along the Telegraph Road
frontage of the property as represented on the CDPA/
FDP/SE Plat subject to Virginia Department of Trans-
portation ("VDOT") approval in accord with VDOT project
no. 0611~029-303, C503. Such dedication and conveyance
shall be made upon demand by Fairfax County or VDOT, or
at fhe time of site plan approval, whichever occurs
first. All density related to such dedidation is
hereby reserved pursuant to paragraph 4 of Sect. 2-308

of the Zoning Ordinance. Associated temporary

1:\DATA\CLIENT\02\02195\303\PROFFERS. 22
06/22/95 9:31am : 2
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construction easements and ancillary utility easements
shall also be granted at no additional costs, provided
said easements do no proevent the devalopment of the

subject property as proffered.

Beulah Btreet (Route 613). The Developer shall
dedicate and convey in fee simple Lu the Board of
Supervisors right-of-way for Beulah Street along the
frontage of the subject property in accordance with
VDOT Project Plan NO. 0613-020-309, C504. such
dedication and conveyance shall be made upon demand by
Fairfax County or VDOT, or at the time of site plan
approval for the first section of this development,
whichever occurs first. All density/intensity related
to such dedication is hereby reserved pursuant to
paragraph 4 of Section 2-308 of the Zoning Ordinance.
Associated temporary construction easements and
ancillary utility easements shall also be granted at no
additional costs, provided said easements do not
prevent the development of the subject property as

proffered. -

Transportation Contributions. At the time of site plan
approval, the Developer shall provide a cash contribu-
tion to VDOT of $227,000 for Beulah Street/Telegraph

Road improvements and traffic signalization, as

11\DATA\CLIENT\O2\02195\303\PROF FLRG. 22
9:31am 3

06/22/95
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determined by VDOT. Additionally, the Developer shall
provide VDOT either payment for the construction of a
deceleration lane into the center from Telegraph Road
or shall construct such improvements subject to VDOT’s
approval. Using the Board of Supervisors date of the
subject CDPA/FDP/SE as a base date, the contribution

payment shall be adjusted in accord with the Construc-
tion Cost Index as publicized in the Engineering News

Record by McGraw Hill at the time of payment.

8. Traffic 8ignal. The Developer shall install a traffic
signal on Beulah Street at the site’s entrance, subject
to VDOT approval. The timing of this signal will be
coordinated with the traffic signal pr&posed at the

intersection of Beulah Street and Telegraph Road.

9. Non-residential use permits shall not be issued for
subject property uses until the realignment of Beulah
Street from View Lane to Telegraph Road is open to the

public for traffic.

10. Fast Food Restaurants. Fast food restaurants shall be
limited to in-line locations in Building Nos. 2, §
and/dr 6. No fast food restaurant shall exceed 3,500
square feet in size and no drive-throughs will be

permitted. There will be no more than one fast food

I£\DATA\CLIENT\O2\02195\303\PROFFER6.22
06/22/95 9:31am 4
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restaurant selling primarily ready-to-consume ham-
burgers or fried chicken, Other restaurants which
qualify under the Fairfax County 2oning ordinance as
ntast food restaurant," but do not sell primarily
ready-to-consume hamburgers or fried chicken are not
subject to the above limitations; these include, but
are not limited to, delicatessens, submarine sandwich
shops, pizza parlors, bagel shops, donut shops, ice
cream yogurt and frozen dessert stores, rotisserie or

grilled chicken and bakeries, etc.

11. Public Library. The Developer shall provide 15,000
square feet of building space (shell construction) for
public library purposes. The Developer shall provide
this space to the Fairfax County library system rent
free, for a twenty (20) year term (unless otherwise
reduced by Fairfax County), subject to charges for
utilities and a pro rata share of real estate taxes as
may be applicable, insurance, and the common area
maintenance costs. Additionally, the County shall be
granted the right to exercise two (2), ten (10) year
options at the following rental rates plus utilities,
and a pro-rata share of real estate taxes, insurance
and common area maintenance costs, as referenced
above): 1) the first ten (10) year option, if
exercised, shall be at fifty percent (50%) of the then

12\DATA\CLIENT\02\02195\303\PROFFERS. 22
06/22/95 9:31aa 5



JUN 22 95 U9i4gMN HEL FU FFA o4 Laow

v V

rarket rental rate and 2) the second ten (10) year
option, to be exercised consecutively shall be, at
seventy-five percent (75%) of the then market rental
rate. The library shall be located in Building No. 6.

' The issuance of a building permit for the construction
of the library shell shall occur prior to, or concur-
rent with, the issuance of shell permits for Building
Nos., 2, 3, 5 and 6. Construction of the library shell
will be completed prior to the issuance of Non-Residen-
tial Use Permits (Non-Rups) for tenants located in

Building Nos. 2, 3, 5 and 6.

12. Architecture and Landscaping; The architecture of
Building Nos. 2, 5 and 6 shall be: 1) a traditional
style (including gable features along the roof line),
2) of the quality and character depicted on the
illustrative drawing entitled "Landsdowne Center",

3) generally

consisting of a combination of dryvit with brick and/or
block trim, glass storefronts, and asphalt shingle
roofs. The color scheme shall be earth tones, and the
shingles shall be similar in color to those of the
Landsdowne residential community. The rear elevations
of Building Nos. 2 and 5 shall consist primarily of
dryvit. Building No. 6 shall contain‘two primary

frontal elevations, one facing the Telegraph Road side

1:\DATA\CLLENT\02\02195\303\PROFFERS. 22
06/22/95 9:31am 6



JUN €2 "95 Ui daHMt A 'A‘ FEXA DelaIey P

of the center and the other facing the Beulah Street
side. All elevations of the drive-through bank and
day care that adjoin the residential community will be
finished in the same building material as the front
elevations of each building and shall be harmonious
with other buildings in the center. Landscaping shall
be of the quality and character shown on the FDP;
Modifications to the architecture or landscaping shall
be permitted subject to the administrative apprdval of

the Lee District planning commissioner.

13. Off-8ite Buffering. Supplemental landscaping and
berming shall be provided on the Landsdowne residential
property in general accord with the Plan entitled
“Landscape Pond #2 and Landscape Enhancements", dated
December 24, 1994, as revised through May 10, 1995.
Said plan is attached hereto as Exhibit "A" and the
Sections Plan prepared by Dewberry and, Davis dated
February 7, 1995, subject to the approval of the
Laﬁdsdowne Community Association and Virginia Power
(and/or other easement owner if that be the case). The
supplemental landscaping and berming is identified on

the Sections Plan as “proposed".

14. Tree Protection. Reasonable efforts shall be made to

attempt to protect an existing large chestnut oak tree

1:\DATA\CL [ENT\02102195\303\PROFFER6. 22
06/22/95  9:31am 7
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located in the vicinity of the day care play area.
However such attempts shall not require the Developer
to redesign its FDP and it is recognized that preser-

vation may not be possible.

Storm Water Detention Facility Construection and
Maintenance. The Developar will be responsiblec for
constructing improvemente to exicting stormwatex
detention facilities located within the Landsdowne
Community Aasoqiation common open space to accommodale
the Developer’s detention needs in addition to the
capacity currently provided for the Community Associa-
tion., The exisling stormwater detention facilities
that will be lmproved are the pond lying north ot
Morning Meadow Drive and the pond lying south of
Morning Drive as depicted on Exhibit "A", Said
construction shall be subject to County requirements
and the granting of any additional easements that may
be necessary by the Landsdowne Community Association.
Uﬁon the construction of said improvements, the
maintenance of these stormwater detention facilities
that will jointlyAserve Landsdowne Centre and the
Landsdowne Community Association shall be subject to
County requirements and mutually acceptable maintenance
agreements with the Landsdowne Community Association.

If for whatever reason, stormwater management cannot be

12\DATA\CLIENT\OZ2\02195\303\PROFFERS. 22
9?:31mn 8
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accommodated in the existing facilities located with
the Landsdowne Community Association comﬁon open space,
it will be accommodated on-site and the development
plan may be subject to minor modifications to enable

such accoemmodation.

16. child care. Prior to the issuance of a Non-Rup for the
child care center, Health Department approval for the
use shall be obtained. Maximum daily enrollment shall
be determined by the Health Department; however, in no
-case shall maximum daily enrollment exceed 180
children. The maximum number of employees on the site
at any one time shall be twenty (20). The hours of
operation for the child care éenter'shall be limited to
6:30 a.m. to 9:00 p.m., Monday through Friday and 8:00

a.m, to 5:00 p.m. Saturday.

17. Telegraph Road Entrance. Channelization and/or signage
shall be provided at the site’s entrance at Telegraph

Road as may be needed to limit the access to the site

13\DATA\CL IENT\02\02195\303\PROFFERG. 22
06/22/95 9:31em 9
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to. a right in/right out operation subject to Depart-

ment of Environmental Management (DEM) and VDOT’s

approval.

Albert J. Dwoskin, Trustee

1:\DATA\CLIENT\02\02195\303\PROFFERS . 22
06/22/95 9:31am 10
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5:00 p.m. Items - PCA-84-L-020-7 - ALBERT J. DWOSKIN, TRUSTEE
SE-95-L-010 - ALBERT J. DWOSKIN, TRUSTEE
Lee District

On Thursday, June 29, 1995, the Planning Commission voted 9-0-1
(Commissioner Byers abstaining; Commissioner Koch not present for the votes;
Commissioner Palatiello absent from the meeting) to recommend to the Board of
Supervisors the following actions:

1) approval of PCA-84-L-020-7, subject to the
proffers dated June 29, 1995;

2) approval of SE 95-L-010, subject to the
development conditions contained in Appendix 2
of the staff report dated June 22, 1995;

3) modification of the transitional screening
requirements and a waiver of the barrier around
the site periphery.

The Commission also voted 9-0-1 (Commissioner Byers abstaining;
Commissioner Koch not present for the vote; Commissioner Palatiello absent
from the meeting) to approve FDP-84-L-020-4, subject to the Board of
Supervisors' approval of PCA-84-L-020-7, and the proposed development
conditions contained in Appendix 2 of the staff report, modified as follows:

—--- amend Condition #12 so that the hours of
operation of the service station shall not
exceed 6:00 a.m. to midnight.



Planning Commission Meeting
June 29, 1995
Verbatim Excerpts

PCA-84-L-020-7 - ALBERT J. DWOSKIN, TRUSTEE
FDP-84-L-020-4 — ALBERT J. DWOSKIN, TRUSTEE
SE-95-L-010 -~ ALBERT J. DWOSKIN, TRUSTEE

After Close of the Public Hearing

Chairman Murphy: The public hearing is closed; recognize Mr. Sell.

Commissioner Sell: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I am sure everyone will note the
application was filed on October the 27th, 1988, so it's been around for a
while. But then again, the SE wasn't filed until January the 17th, 1995.

This is a case that has been under a microscope in Lee District, really, since
about 1983 when the Kingstowne, the original Kingstowne application was
approved. And it was shown in conceptual form and we did not do a final
development plan in 1985 when Kingstowne was rezoned. There are a lot of good
things about this application. The main one, in my mind, being the Fairfax
County Library system will get a free 15,000-foot, or rent-free, they will pay
their share of taxes and conmon open space and that sort of thing, for a
20-year period with an opportunity to renew that if they so choose. We need a
permanent library facility badly in the Kingstowne/Landsdowne area and this
case will help us realize that goal. It will not only help us but it will
enable us to realize that goal. The people in the community are there now;
they weren't in '85 when Kingstowne was approved. And they are there now and
obviously they are not real thrilled about the idea of a lot of traffic coming
through their neighborhood to get to the shopping center. And in there, if
you could put up the map, the area map, of Landsdowne, I could try to discuss
a little bit exactly what the —- if you see on the left of your screen there,
Morning View Lane? Slide it over just a tad. That connects directly to
Island Creek to the north. And it's a straight shot down Morning View Lane
from Island Creek into, on a public street, into a cul-de-sac which then
connects to a private street which is Morning Meadow Drive. You can go that
way, if you have an access into the shopping center and into the other public
street, Morning Glen Lane or you could come down Morning View to View and over
and down on a public¢ -- no, no, no, no, down, on a public street and then
connect into the shopping center. So that the people who live along Morning
Meadow Drive are concerned that since View Lane is a straight shot down that
people will go all the way down and then hang a left on a private drive and
try to work their way into that shopping center. And I'll tell you, that
would be a sticky wicket at best. It is a private street and it would be
difficult. And of course Morning Glen Lane is through the middle of the
community and it will attract traffic from the north and people are concerned
about that and I think justifiably so. So the Landsdowne community has worked
very hard with the applicant and the land use committee on this application
and has come to the conclusion, given the issues of buffering and screening,
the library, the, the off-site landscaping that is going to be done in a
separate agreement, as far as this application is concerned, the considerable
landscaping on the site, child care center and neighborhood facilities, that,



APPENDIX 2
STAFF PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT CONDITIONS
June 22, 1995
FDP 84-L-020-4

If it is the intent of the Planning Commission to approve Final Development
Plan FDP 84-L-020-4 for secondary uses of a commercial nature and offices in
the PDH District, pursuant to Sect. 6-103, on property located at Tax Map Parcel
100-1 ((1)) 10B, staff recommends that the Planning Commission condition the
approval by requiring conformance with the following development conditions:

1.

Development of the subject site shall be in substantial conformance

with the combined Final Development Plan/ Special Exception Plat
(FDP/SE Plat) entitled Dwoskin/Landsdowne Centers, prepared by

S)ewb1eéry1 Snd Davis, dated December 22, 1994 and revised through
une 16, 1995.

Prior to issuance of a Non-Residential Use Permit (Non-RUP) for the
child care center, Health Department approval for the use shall be
obtained. Maximum daily enroliment shall be determined by the Health
Department; however, in no case shall the maximum daily enroliment
exceed 180 children. The maximum number of employees on the site
at any one time shall be twenty (20).

Hours of operation for the child care center shall be limited to 6:30 a.m.
to 9:00 p.m. Monday through Friday and 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.
Saturday.

The types of items which may be sold in the service station quick
service food mart shall be limited to prepackaged items which are
normally sold from vending machines, including coffee and similar hot
beverages, cakes, pies, soft drinks, juices, dairy products, prepackaged
sandwiches, snack food items, e.g., pretzels, potato chips, etc.,
cookies, assorted gum, cigarettes and tobacco products and similar
items. No groceries, other than as above, shall be permitted. Food
preparation and the use of microwave ovens shall not be allowed. No
alcoholic beverages shall be allowed to be sold. The marketing of
video tapes or video machines shall not be allowed on the premises.
These restrictions, however, shall not limit the sale of
automobile-related products under the definition of service station.

All signage utilized on the site shall be in conformance with Article 12 of
the Zoning Ordinance.

Architectural style and colors shall be coordinated throughout the
center and shall be similar to those used in the adjacent residential
community, as determined by DEM. The buildings shall be constructed
with substantially similar building materiais and colors utilized on all
sides, subject to the approval of DEM. It is understood that the rear of
the buildings may not be identical to the other sides; however, materials
and colors used on the rear will be representative of those used on the
other sides in order to provide continuity and to avoid the appearance
of an unfinished rear wall.
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10.

11,

12.

13.

The transitional screening area located on the north side of the site
adjacent to the proposed drive-in bank and Building 2 shall be
supplemented with additional plant materials, as determined necessary
by the Urban Forester in order to provide adequate screening which
satisfies the intent of Article 13.

All trash dumpsters or trash compactors shall be fully enclosed with
wooden or masonry walls compatible with the rest of the center and
shall be constructed with a gate which can be locked. In addition to the
trash dumpsters/compactors shown on the FDP/SE Plat, one (1) or
more recycling containers shall be located in the center. Recycling
containers shall be enclosed in a manner similar to dumpsters or
compactors described above, subject to approval of DEM.

The south side of Building 6 shall be landscaped with foundation
plantings which enhance the view of the building from the parking lot
and Telegraph Road, as determined necessary by the Urban Forester.

The outdoor play area located adjacent to the child care center in
Building 3 shall be enclosed by a fence which is either black or green
vinyl link or compatible with the rest of the center in color and materials,
subject to the approval of DEM.

The service station quick service food store shall not exceed 1,600
gross square feet in size.

The hours of operation of the service station shall not exceed 6 a.m. to
11 p.m., seven (7) days per week.

Pursuant to Par. 6 of Sect. 6-106, the maximum total land area,
including all at-grade off-street parking and loading areas, utilized for
commercial and office uses, shall not exceed 5.7 acres, as shown on
the FDP/SE Plat. At such time as the 15,000 square foot space and
the associated parking area shown on the FDP for public library use is
no longer used as a library, as set forth in the proffers, that space shall
only be used for other institutional uses as may be permitted under the
Zoning Ordinance since, pursuant to Par. 6 of Sect. 6-106, the
maximum allowable land area for secondary uses of a commercial
nature and offices (i.e. 400 square feet per dwelling unit) is already
allocated on the CDP/FDP for such uses.



APPENDIX 3
PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT CONDITIONS

SE 95-L-010
June 22, 1995

If it is the intent of the Board of Supervisors to approve SE 95-L-010
located at Tax Map 100-1 ((1)) 10B for use as fast food restaurants pursuant to
Sect. 6-105 of the Fairfax County Zoning Ordinance, the staff recommends that
the Board condition the approval by requiring conformance with the following
development conditions which supercede all previous conditions on this property:

1. This Special Exception is granted for an runs with the land
indicated in this application and is not transferable to other land.

2. This Special Exception is granted only for the purpose(s),
structure(s) and/or use(s) indicated on the special exception plat
approved with the application, as qualified by these development .
conditions.

3. This Special Exception is subject to the provisions of Articie 17,
Site Plans. Any plan submitted pursuant to this special exception
shall be in conformance with the approved Final Development
Plan/Special Exception Plat entitied Dwoskin/Landsdowne Center
and prepared by Dewberry and Davis, which is dated December
12, 1994 as revised through May 23, 1995 and these conditions.

4. A total maximum of 12,500 gross square feet may be developed
as fast food restaurants to be located in Buildings 2, 5, and/or 6
only. No restaurant shall exceed 3,500 square feet in size.

5. No fast food restaurant shall have any drive-through facilities.

6. Only one (1) of the fast food restaurants shall sell primarily ready
to consume hamburgers or fried chicken.

7. The hours of operation of the fast food restaurants shall be limited
to 6:00 a.m. to 11:00 p.m. Monday through Thursday, 6:00 a.m. to
1:00 a.m. Friday and Saturday, and 6:00 a.m. to 11 p.m. Sunday.

The above proposed conditions are staff recommendations and do not
rBeﬂetét the position of the Board of Supervisors unless and until adopted by that
oard.

This approval, contingent on the above noted conditions, shall not
relieve the applicant from compliance with the provisions of any applicable
ordinances, regulations, or adopted standards. The applicant shall be himself
responsible for obtaining the required Non-Residential Use Permit through
established procedures, and this Special Exception shall not be valid until this has
been accomplished.
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Pursuant to Section 9-015 of the Zoning Ordinance, this special
exception shall automatically expire, without notice, thirty (30) months after the
date of approval unless the use has been established or construction has
commenced and been diligently prosecuted. The Board of Supervisors may grant
additional time to establish the use or to commence construction if a written
request for additional time is filed with the Zoning Administrator prior to the date
of expiration of the special exception. The request must specify the amount of
additional time requested, the basis for the amount of time requested and an
explanation of why additional time is required.



-~ APPENDIX 4
:f REZONING AFFIDAVIT
DATE: June 9, 1995
(enter date afficavit is notarizes)
1. Roni Robins . do heresy state that I am an
(enter name of appliCant or authorizeg agent)
(chack cne) [ ] applicant
(x] applicant's authorized agent listed i{n Par. l(a) below qg' l:l"{‘{;’

in Application No(s): FDP 84-1L-020-4; PCA 84-L-020-7

(enter County-assignes asolication numoertsl. ¢.9. AZ 33-v-001)

and that to the best of =y knowledge and belief. the following information is true:

w

1. (a). The following coastitucss & listing “of the names and addrasses of all
APPLICANTS. TITLE OWNERS. CONTRACT PURCEASERS and LESSEES of the land
described in the applization. and if any of the forsgoing is a TRUSTEE®. each
BENEFICIARY of such ¢rust. and all ATTORNEYS and REAL ESTATE BROKERS. and all
AGENTS who have actsd oz behalf of any of the foregoing with respect to ths
application: .

(NOTE: All relationships to the application listed above iz BOLD print ars to be
disciosed. Multiple relationships may be listed together. e.g., Attorney/Agent.
Contract Purchaser/Lessee. Applicant/Title Owner. etc. For a multiparcal
application. list ths Tax Map Number(s) of the parcel(s) for sach owner,)

RKAME : ADDRESS RELATICNSHIP(S)

{enter first name, mtodle (entar numoer, street. {enter applicadie relatione
1n1t1al & Tast name) city, state & 2p code) tatos 1istad tn S0LD sdeve)
Albert J. Dwoskin, 3050 cChain Bridge Road. 1200 Applicant/Owner/Trustee for
Truscee - Pairrax, VA 22030 the penetfit of Landsdowne

Centre Limited Partnership

A.J. Dwoskin & 3050 Chain Bridae Road. #200 Agent for Applicant/Owner
¢ Associates, Inc. pairfax, VA 22030 :
——Baent - _Roni Robins
1 j=d cant 3050 _chai T 200 Ficiary
§ rairfax, VA 22030

Agent -~ Albert J. Dwoskin

~Dexberry & Davig 8401 _Arlingtop Houlevard Engineers/Agents __________

Pairfax. A 22031
Agent - Philip G. Yates

(chesx 1f applicadle) | X} Thare ara mors reslaticnships to be listad and Par. 1(8) ix
contizusd oa a "Special Excspticn Attaciment to Par. 1(3)" fornm.

e List as follows: (name of trustee), ITrustes toi- (name of trust. if agguca.bh!. for
the bensfit of: (stats name of each beneficiary).

'\'.ﬂ $LA=1 (7/27/39)



A
Rezoning Attachment to Pt 1(a) Page 1 of 1

X DATE: June 9, 1995
(enter cate affiggvit ig na(u\zn)‘ qS-_ J27"(r'
..fot An;;at;on No(‘): FDP 84"1‘-020—4; PCA 84'L—020-7
(enter County-sssignes applicstion numoer(s))

(NGI: All rslaticnships to ths application are toO be disclosed. Multipls
relaticninips may be listed togethar, e.g.. Attorney/Agent. Contract
Purchaser/Lessee. Applicant/Title Owner, etc. Tor 8 multiparcel application.
1ist the Tax Map Number(s) of the parcel(s) for esach owmer.)

ME ADDRESS RELAIINSHIP(S)Y
(enter 71752 name. middle (enter mumoer, street, (enter spplicanie relatione
1n1L32) L a5t name) city. state & 219 cooe) SRS 113888 1 SOLD 1n Par. 1(8))

Hazel & Thomas, P.C. P.O. Box 12001 Attommevs/Agants
Palls Church, VA 22042 -
Agents - Robert A. Lawrence
Gravson P. Hanes <
John H. Poote
John I.. McBride
Thomas W, omith, TIT
Peqqy Keves (pPlanper)

Venable, Baetdier & 2010 Corporate e, $400 B IEn Lo Al DRIl e
Howard McLean, VA 22102 JASsociates, Tne,

Agent - John G. Milliken

11 rati 2112 Maleady Dri o Laki : Liand
Consulbiing Herndon. VA 22070
Agent. John P. Callow, Sole Proprietor

checx if aoplicanle) | J IRers are oors relationships tO be listed and Par. 1la) is
‘ continusd further on a "Spscial Excsption Attachment to Par.

1ta)" form.

*\ ferm SLA-dttacni(a)=y (7/27/1%)



~ )
REZONIXG AFFIDAVIT Page Two-
hY
1% DATE: June 9, 1995 ,
(enter Aate affidavit 1§ notarizes) qg, ‘)\7{)’

for Application No(s): FDP 84-L-020-4; PCA~_8_4—L—020-7
) (enter County-es3ignes application numoer(s))

—ee—

1. (B). Tha following constitutes a listing*® of <hs SHAREHOLDERS of all
corporaticns disclosed in this affidavit vho own 10% or mors of any class of stock
issued by said corporation. and where such corporation has 10 or lass sharenolders.. s
listizy of all of ths sharzholdars:

(NOTZ: Inzlude sole propristorships herein.)

CORPORATICN INTORMATION

NAME & ADTRESS CF CORPORATICN: (enter comiete name & numoer. street. city. stite 4 219 code)
Aul. Dwoskin & Associates, Tnc,

3080 _Chain Aridge Road, $200
Eairfax, va_ 22030

DESCRIPIION OF CCRPORATICN: (checx gpg statesent)

ere are 10_or less sharsholders, and all of the sharsholders are listed below.
{ 1 Shere are more than 10 shareholders. and all of the shareholders owming 103 or
more of any class of stock issusd by said corporation are listed below.
[ 1 Tare ars more than 10 sharsholders, but no_shareholder owns 103 or more of any
class of stock issued by said corporation., and no sharehoiders are listed below.

RAMES CT THE SHAREHDLTTIRS: (enter first nams. siadle tattial, 1ast name & t12le
Albert J. Dwoskin (sole shareholder)

temecx tf asplrcasie) [ x] There is more torporation imformation and Par. 1(b) is comtinuad
on a "Special Ezcaptiocn Affidavit Attachment 1(d)" form.

\
N

*® All listings which isclude partnsrships or corporaticas must be broksn down
succesgively until (a) only individual perscns are listed. or (B) ths listing for a
corporation having more than 10 sharsholders has 0o sharsholder owning 103 oF aon‘ot
any class of thas stock. Use footnots mabers to designate partnerships o
corporations vhich have furthar l{stings o an attachzmant pags. and rsfersnce ths
sazs footaote maxbers on the attachzent page.

‘\'ﬂ $ta-d (7/27/30)



Rezoning At{tachment to Pangr 1(b) Page 1 of 1

i
\ TATE: Iune 9, 1995
(enter cite &4ff71GQavit 15 notarizes)

as - 1271~
for Application No(s): FDP 84-L-020-4; PCA 84-T.-0207
{enter County-essigned application numoer(s))

KAME & ADDRESS CT CSRPORATICN: (enter comiste name & Aumser. street. CIty, stats & 21 cose)
Hazcl s Thomas, »°.C, :

P_O.__Nnx 12001
Palls Church, VA 22042

DESCRIPIION OF CIRPORATION: (check gng stalement)

[ ] There are 10 or less sharsholders, and all of ths sharsholders ars listed besiow.

bod  There are more_than 10 sharsholders, and all of the sharehsldars owning 10% or
wore of any class of stock issued by said corporation ars listed beslow.

[ ] There-ure more than 10 shareholders. Hut no shareholder owns 103 or nors of any
class of stock issusd Ly said corporation, and 5o _shareholders are listed delow.

REAMES CF THE SEAREHOLSERS:  (enter rirst nase, middle tnitial & last name)
William G. Thomas

KAME & ADDRETS CF mfxw: (enter compiete name & numcer, street, City, state & Iip cose)

DESCRIPTICN CF CCRPCRATICN: (checr gog statement)

{ ] <here are 10 or less sharsholders. and all of the shareholders are ligtcd below.

) [ ] There are more than 10 snareholders. and all of the sharsholders owning 10% or
zore of any class of stock issusd by said corporatiocn are listad bslow.

[ ] There are more than 10 sharsholdsrs. but no sharsholder owns 10X or more of any

class of stock issued by said corporation. and no shareholders are listed below.

MES OF THE SHAREROLDERS: (esater first nams. sigdle init1al & last news)

AN

(checx if applizasie) [ ] Thers is more corporation iaformation and Par. 1(b) is comtinusd
further on a "Special Excspticn Attachment to Par. 1(b)" form.

form SCA«Attacni(bl~1 (7/27/89)

\
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REZONING | AFFIDAVIT ' Page Thoee
V! DATE: June 9, 1995
(enter cate affidavit 13 notarized) qg~ }'27.(.,

for Application No(s): FDP 84-1,~020-4; PCA 84-1.-020-7
(enter County-assignes application numoer(sl)

e e e e e e e e T S T

1. (c). The following constitutss a listing*® of all of the PARTNERS. both GENERAL
and LIMITED, in any pertnersnip disclosed in this affidavit:

, PARTNERSHIP INFORMATICN
PARTIERSHIP NAME & ADDRESS: (enter complets name & numeer, strest, city, state & zip code)
JLandsdowvme Centre Limited Partnershio

030 Chain Bridga Road, 1200
Lajirfax UA_ 220130

(checx 1f applicasie) [ ] Ths above-listed partneiship has no limited partners.
NAMES AND TITLIS OF THE FARINLRS (enter first name, miadle unun. last name & t1tls., e.¢.

General Partner., Limited Partner. or General and Limited Partner) .
~GENERAL_PARTNFR: LIMITED PARTNERS (cont:d)
Albert J, Dwoskin —Shizin Assari :
—Jobn P. s Elizabeth C. Weeks
LIMITED PARTNERS: —OMS_Enterprises 4
—DI..Joscph Dwoskin __Steven S. snider
——Marc _Ccraspi Mr. 5 Mrs, John P, cCorrenti
——=Bernice gGarchik Mr. s Mre. Haxne. L. . Day
Prank W. & Juliette P. Tucker Boggarm S. Setty
sociates + BSL Enterprises 5 °
SSM Partners III < H&S Investors General Paz—tneraru.pb
Richard E. Curtis, Trustee far Richard Shirley B. Capian, Trustee for. Capian
. Curtis Revocahle Trust for the rrust for the benefit of: Ellen Susan
benefit of: Richard B. Curtis, Jr.: Ppstein: Lawrence Neil Caplan: Richard
e NiL1ip James Curtis: Christine Louise Steven Caplan
Curtis: Mark Steven Curtis: Joan Jerome snider .
e ELADCES CRXTIS ioa.G ik T fo
Sobertson Zanily Poundation for the benefil ofs
Iohn 0. Galdsmith, Trustee and Theodore W
———aaG0ldsmith, Trustee for Elsa Maver JAMSHE Limited Partnership
—0ldsmith Irrevocabie Trust for the Michael Young
———henetit gf: Plsa #, Goldsmith Theodore J. Wessel
Charles A. & Sophia B. Youna —Hugh Waoie
Logise A. Caporaletti John B, LeBarton

Garchik Universal rimited Partnership Robert A. Solomon

Michael Ochsman
Farhad & Lilv Assari Elizabath C, Heeks
(chacx 17 applicasiel [x] Thare is more partnership information and Par. l(e) is continued
oo a "Special Exception Affidavit Attachzmant l(c)” form.

E

e Au listings which include partnarships or corporations mt be broksn down
successively uneil (a) oaly individual persons are listed. or (b) the listing for a
corperation having more than 10 sharsholdars has no sharsholdsr owning 103 or sors of
any class of the stock. Use footnote mmbers to designate partnerships or
corporations which have further listings on an attaciment pags. and nfcnm ths
sams footnots numbar: on ths attachmant Pags.

t\'“ SChe1 (7727739}
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Rezoning Attachment to P 1{¢c) Page 1 of i3

! DATE: June 9, 1995 _
{enter cate afficavit 13 notarized) as‘ )37{,’
for Applicazion No(s): FDP 84-1-020-4; PCA 84-1-020-7

(enter County-sssigned application numoer(sl)

PARTNIRSHIP NAME & ADDRESS: (complete sntsr nume & numoer. strest. city, stite & 219 cooe)

Landsdowne Centre [imited Partnership
<080 Chain Bridge Raoad, $£200
Pajirfax VA 22030

. (edeex 9f agplicaste) [ ] The above-iistad partmsrship has no limited cartners.

KAMES AND TITIIS CP THE PARTNERS: (eater 1rit name, middle nitial, 1ast name & title, e.¢.
General Partner. Limited Partner, or Genersl and Limited Partney)

LIMITED PARTNERS (cont‘d):
—Sazrelyn June Gordon

Twan £ Gray

Plajnae M uUnireanvy
Richard P. Robertson
phillip P, _Harrover

~Sillian. C. Glascock

Raoni Robins

Russell Boothbv

Larry Rodgers
James R, Woodrow

(chacx 1f applicasie) (X¥ Thare is mors partnership informacion and Par. 1(&) u.ceau‘md
furthar on a "Special Exception Attaciment to Par. l(e}” form.

Form sLa-Attacni(c)=V (7/27/39)
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. Rezoning Attachment to Par (€} Page _2_of :13_

R SATE: Tupe 9, 1995 |
) (enter cate sffigavit 11 notarizedl q§,}27_o/
for Applizaziza No(s): FDP_84-1-020-4;: PCA 84-1,-020-~7
‘ (enter County-essigned application numer(s))
L PACTIRSET? NAME 5 ADCRESS: (comolete snter name & aumoer. strest, Sity, 3tata & I1p cosel

SRS AgsQriates  ~q/ fandy carchik
Clark FPnetarneycac Trr

1800, 013 canroasayn gggdknethesda. MD 0B

{checx 1f asslizasie) [ ] Tha above-iisted parzaership has ns lizited pareners.

KAKES ARD TTooS (F THRE PARITNERS: (enter firtt nasm, middle MIt1aY, a5t name & t1t14. ¢.¢.

General Partner. Limited Partner, or General and Limited Partner)
GENERAL DSARTNERS: : : '

Sangdy carchit
Stephen Garcrilk

LIMITFD orpmaoOD.
Rerc o se Carchik

(chect 1f ssplicaale) (XN Thers is mOTs partoarship information amd Pas. l(e) is comtisuad
: fursnsr on 4 "Spscial Excsptioa Attacoment to Par. 1(e)” form.

L )

Porm STi-attzent(e)-t (7727739} :

A\ :

o



“Rezoning. Attachment to Par~oA(c) Page 3 of :13_

i DATE: June 9, 1995 |
(enter cate sff10svit 1t notarizagl - qg/ l;"t«/

for Appiizazion No(s): FDP _84-L-020-4; PCA 84-L-020-7
(enter County-essigned 4pgltcation nunnruu

PARTKIRSHIP NAME & AICRESS: (comolete enter nams & numoer, streel. City. state & X1p cose) |
2 55M Partners ITI, c/o Steven S, Snider, t<eg

1624 Foxnail Road, N.W,

washinaton, N .C NnQg7-~-3n29

(checx 1f asplicante) [x] The above-iisted partmarship bas no limited vareners.

KAMES AKD TITU5S [P THE PARTNIRS: (enter first nams, migdle n1t131. 125t name & titls. e.9.
General Partner. Limited Partner, or Genersl and Limited Partney)
GENERAL PARTNERS: .

Steven S. Snider

Daniel Snider

Jerome Snider

Tawrence Sniydev

: -
f applicasie) e 13 DOTs parthecship informacticn and Par. 1(e) u.mtw
(ensex 17 applica (o4 The g "S?l:i&l Txception Attachment to Par. l{e)” for=.

13

form SLA-Attacnitg)=} (7737/39) -

\ ‘ .
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Rezoning Attachment to Par. .(€) Page _4 of .13
-1
\ DAXE: June 9, 1995 _ _
{enter cats afficavit 13 aotarizead) . q; - D‘]—(,_
for Applizazicn No(s): FDP 84-L-020-4; PCA 84-1-020-7

{enter County-e551Qne0 40P11CaLION numeril))

PARTRIRSHIP NAME & ADDRESS: (comolete snter name b sumosr. Strssi. :ity. Stite & Zip cose)
Garchik Universal Limited Partnershio

c/o _Sandv Garchik, Clark FPotorprices, oG
7500 ﬂlg Georgetown Boad,. Sarboada uD AR A4

(check 1t aspiicatie) [ ] The above-listed partnership has ns limited parzners.

IOMES ARD TITLYS OF THE PARINIRS: (enter first samm, mtddle iattial, 125t name & title. e.¢.

General Partner. Limited Partner, or General and Lizited Partner)
GENERAL PARTNERS:

Sandv Garchik -
Stephen Garchik

[IMTTPN DARTNFRE.
Svdnev GCarchik
-——lossica Carchik

(eneex 17 agplicadle) (©Of Thers i3 mors partnsrship iznforzaticn and Par. 1(€) is.cga:;wa
fussnsr on a "Spscial Excsption Attachmant to Par. 1(e)® Zam=.

L Y

form SLR-Attachl(g)=1 (77277291

\

o
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Rezoning Attachment to Par™{(c) ©Page 5 of 13

DATZ: June 9, 1995
(enter cate afficavit 15 notarized)

| as - Ixt+
for Applicazizn No(s): PDP 84-~L-020-4: PCA 84-I-020_-7
(enter County-essignee application nummerisl)

PARIXIZSHIP NAME & ADDRISS: (comolete enter name & numeer, strest. city, state & 219 cose) '
OMS Enterorises

c/0 Ravmond .J. Shelesky, Trusres
10625 Jones Street, $30XA, Pairfax. VA _°2030

(checx 1f asplicante) [ ] TRe above-listsd partasrship has mo limited sareners.

OMES ARD TITLYS OF THE PARTNIRS: (enter firtt asm., middle Initial, 135t name 4 t1itle, e.g.

General Partner. Limited Partner. cr Genersl and Limited Partney)

GENFPPLY, DARTNER-
Ravmond J. Sheieskv .

LIMIT®Y PARTNERS -
RAroara Dbl ocicy
Pranmya M NNl nn Tr
Tiylia N __"Aninn
William AH. Metecalfe

A N
-Barpara Metcalfe

(eneex tf agslicasle) (X4 Thears 15 mors partnership inforzmation and Par. 1(6) u_ccmanmd
further on A "Spscial Excspticn Attachmant to Par. 1{e)* fomm.

%

Porm SLA-AtLacnllC)=1 (7727789}

i)\

"
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) \ Rezoning Attachment to Par. 1(c} Page _g_of 13

¢ DAZE: June 9, 1995
(enter cate affidavit 13 notarized)

Qs - Y714~
for Appliczsizcn No(s): FDP 84-L-020-4; PCA 84-1,-020-7
(enter County-essignes 29plication numoerts))

PARTEIRSHI? KAME & ADCRISS: (comolete enter nams & sumoer. 3trssi. Cily. 3tate & 21 cose)
RGI, _Tnternricac

C/70 Bruce Auerpacn, Generad Partner

433 Paramus Road. Paramus, NJ 07652

(check 1t assitcastel [ ) Tha above-listed partnership has no limited vartmers.

IDMES ARD T°T°TS P THT PARINERS: (enter first nass. mi06le n1t1al, 1ast name & title. e.¢.
General Partner. Limited Partner. or General and Limited Partner)
GENERAL PARTNER: )

Brpgce Averbach

ILIMITeN DLRTNPRSE.
Larrv Auerpacn

Steven Auernach
Marilvn Auerpach
Rubin Auerbachn

(ehscx if asplicasie) (X§ Thers is mors partansrship informacion and Par. 1(¢) is continusd
furshar on 4 "Special Ixcspticn Attachment to Par. l(e)” for=m.

form SL2-dttacatic)-! (7/27/8%) .

\ .



\ 4

Rezoning . Attachment to Par™i(c) Page 7 of 13
? DATZ: June 9, 1995 o
(enter cale sff18avit 13 notarizes) . aS - l)?»{}-‘

for Applicazion No(s): FDP 84-1.-020-4;: PCA 84-1-020-7
(enter County-essignes application numoeri(s)i

¢ PARISERSHIP NAME & ADCRESS: (comsiete enter name & mumoer, jtresi. £i1ty. 3tate & 1D cose)
H&S JInvestors General Partnership

c/o Gravson P, danes, Hazel £ Thomas. . D.C
PO, Rox 12001 calle Church YA 22042

(checx 1f asplicadle) [0} The above-listed partmership has po limited varsners,

AMES ARD TITLIS OF THE PARINERS: (enter first namm, mtgdle 1n1ttal, 185t name & titls. 4.9

General Partner. Limited Partner. or Genersl and Limited Partner)
GENERAL PARTNERS:

Gravson P. Hanes '
— S —— »
Eleanor Shelton

(ensck 1f ssplicasle) (D Thars i3 ©OTs partnsrahip x:#emuca and Par. 1l{ec) is.mwd
fursner oo a "Special Excaption Attactment to Par. l(e)° for=.

form SIA-Attacni(C)-1 (7727789}



.. - . ~

~
Rezoning Attachment to Pss. 1(c} Page 8 of 13
\\ DATE: June 9, 1995 '
(enter date sff1gsvit 135 acLarizsdl ag ) ‘)v{#/
for Applicazicn No(s): PDP 84-L-020-4; PCA 84-1,-020-7

{enter County-essignes 42011533100 numeris))

5 PARIKIRSHIP NAME & ADDRESS: (comolete enter nams & mumesr. straet. £ity, $tite & Iip cose)
JAMSHE Limited Partnership

c/0 P. Richard Zitelman, General Partner
1750 Rocxville Pike, $#20. Rockville, MD 20852

(ehecx 1f aspiieasie) [ ] Ths above-listad partmarship has po limited sarensrs.

AMES AKD TITTSS (OF THET PARTNIRS: (enter firtt aemm. mtédle tn1t1], a5t name & title, e.¢.

General Partner. Limited Partner, or General and Linited Partner)
GENERAL PARTNER:

P. Ricnard Ziteiman

LIMITED PARTNERS:
P. Richard Ziteliman
e
Cindv Kramer Zitelman
Cindv Kramer Zitelman, Custodian for .
shelby fave Zitelman.. Jaclyn llcos
- z;;;;man‘ Amy M!gh:}‘a Zj:ﬂlﬂ#n

(cnscx 1f applicasie) [Xf Thare i3 mors partnarzhip information and Par. 1(c) is continusd
fgreher on 4 "Spscial Exception Attachmant to Par. l(el” form.

1 3

form SIA-Attacnif{t)-! (7/32/29) -

A



. N’ Rezoning Attachment todr. 1(¢) Page 9 of 13
DATE: June 9, 1995
(enter gate affrdavit 4§ notarized) q —
YS-NT4~

for Applicazion No(s): FDP. 84-L-020-~4; PCA 84-L-020-7
(enter County-assigned apolrcation numer(s))

x’mmup NAME & ADDRESS: (complete entar name & numeer, straet. city, state & 210 tode)
IRES GIRLS LIMITED PARTNERSHIP, c/o

P Richard Zitelman. G.P.

1750 Rockville Pike #Z20

Rockville, MD 20852

(checx of appltcaste) [ ] The above-listed partnarship has pno limited partners.

KNMES AND TITLES OP JAE PARINERS: (enter first name. mtédle ‘A1tial, Yast name
. - : . ¢ titie, e.9.
General Partner, Limited Partner, or General snd .imited Partner) !
GENERAL PARTNER:
P. Richard Ziteiman

«=LIMITED PARINERS

Cindv Kramer Zitelman, custodian LOT
Shelbv Fave Zitelman
Cindv Kramer Zitelman. Custoailan IOr
Jaclyn Tlene Zitelman
Cindy Kramer Zitelman. Custodian for
Amy Michelle Zitelman

(ehacx 1f applicanle) [xd There is mora partnership information and Par. 1{e) is continuad
further on & "Special hctytaa Attaciment to Par. 1(c)” form.

Form SCA-attsentlcl-1 (7/27/8%)

\ .



- - . ~~

| ~
. Rezoning Attazchment to Par. i(c) vpage 'O of 13
N DATE: June 9, 1995 | .
{enter cate 47f1Gavit 13 notarizsal QS— ';7“0’
for Applizazica No(s): FDP_84-L-020-4; PCA 84-1-020-7

(entar Countyesssignes 4dplicatton numoer(s})

PARINIRSHI? HAME & ADCKIESS: (comolete entsr namm 4 mmesr. itrest, City, 18ats & 21p cose) -
_gggberrv & Davis

840) Arlinaton Boulevard

Bairfax, za 22031

(ehecx tt assiicasiel [ x] The above-listsd partznarship has no limited sareners,

RAMES ARD TI225S CF THE PARINIRS: (enter first aams. mtddle tnttial, 135t name ¢ title. e.9.

Genersl Partner. Limited Partner, or General and Limited Partner
MANAGING GENERAL PARTNER: :

Sidnev U. Dewoerry

GENERAL PARTNERS:
Barrv R, Dewpberrv
R .
- RMT 'imited Partnersnip *

“SPECIAL CENERAL TANTNERS:
-.—Bavxu P. Babip
Jonn r. FOWLeC, L%
-, Dan M. Pleasant
O "
Dennis M. Couture
Andrew C. Smith

—ldrry J. Keller

(ensex 1t appitcssie) {3 Thars is mors partnership informaticn and Par. l{e¢) is continued
fursher on a "Special Ixcepticn Attachment to Par. 1(e)" form.

L 8

form sI2-Attacniie)-t (7722/29) :

o



| ezoning Attachment to Par{(c) Page _ll of 13_

R
‘\\ DAZZ: June 9, 1995

(enter cate affrdavit 13 aotarized) ‘18’» |Q7 ,L___
for Applicazion No(s): __FDp 84-1,-020-4; PCA 84-1-020-7
(enter County-ess1gnes 4pp)ication nummerisl)

PARCHERSHIP NAME 5 ADDRESS: (comolete enter nama & numosr, street. City, 3tale & x1p cose)’
8 .
RMT l.imited Partnership

g‘o Faren S. Crand pre,  Seneral Dartner
107907 “iileyr O0nagd rnakton YA 7124

(cheex 1f asplicanie) [ ] Ths above—iisted partmarship has no lizited vartners.

, . 1. a8t name & title, e.6.
KAMES AXD TITIYS O TEE PARINIRS: (eatar first nsmm, midsie initia

General Partner. Limited Partner. or General and Limited Partner)
GENERAL PARTNER:

Karen S. Grand Pre

LIMITFEFND DARTYPRS.

Michael S. Dewberrv Trust, Reva A. Dewberry Trustee..vichael S . Dawbersy Sole o
R N

beneficiarvy
; ey
Thomas h. :ggwog;u "‘:Hﬁ:- m!mn 'S W
beneficiarvy

ghecs nors renership snformatisn and Par. 1(¢) is continusd
‘ s (3 :::-:;c:‘ca a "Sp;ual Fxoeption Attachment to Par. 1(e)” fomm.

]

Perm tLAeAttacnl{c)~! (7727730}

\



~

~~
. Rez"“i“g_ Attachment to Par. .(c) vPage _ 12of I3
\\‘ DATE: June 9. 1995 .
(enter cate affidavit 1§ notarizsd) qg- \l‘l‘fﬁ
for Applicazizn No(s): ppp 84-1,-020-4; PCA 84-L-020-7

(entar County~ess1gnas 451 1CaL100 numoerts))

PARINERSHIP KAME 5§ ADDRESS: (cowolete enter namms & numeer, strest. city. statk & Itp coee)”
venable., Baetdier & Howard

2010 Corporate Ridge, 1400
McLean, VA 22102

(eheck 1f aspltcasis) [x] Tha above-listsd partnarship has no limited careners,

YAMES AND TITIIS OF THE PARINERS: (enter first sems. midele nittal, Tast name & title. e.¢.
General Partner. Limited Partner. or Genersl snd Lizited Partner)

GENERAL PARTNERS: GENERAL PARTNERS (cont'‘d):
L M
Robert G. Ames

Lars E. Anderson *  panl ™ Glasggow

James K. Archibald Joel ™ rnldherg

Jeffrev P, Avres Jan K. Guben

Constance R. Baker John M__Gurley

Maurice Baskin cynthia M, Hahn
—teoneth C, Bass, I —Daxid I, Heubeck

-Egbeggp. Bedell M. Ting i1} TTIY

A,

Jﬂﬁ:ﬂh 5 alﬂﬁk Gary. apath

«—S0n8ra. . Block ‘ Robert A, Hoffman
- R
Yy * Plizabeth C. HoOne 11

b2l D, Borden —dohn B, Howard
—letiichacl Brannan.
M" M CE"" M
-—lada doward Carey —dBXL0rmanJdackson,.,
—banianin B, Clxilotes Seorge d . Johnston

James A. Cole Nathaniel B, Jones, Jr.

L A
: Douglas D. Connah, Jr. Bruce H. Jurist

R S e
A. Samuel Cook

Thomas J, Kelly, Jr.
Bryson L. Cook Brigid E . _Xenney
Robert A, Cook Thomas J. lenney, Jr.
Jehn. L. coonay z2
~$illian 0. Coston Mitcheil Kilkin
—Eathlean G..cox ~David G. Lane
—lARS3. B, Cunhic, N, Peter Lareau
C. Carev Deelev, Jr. pavid J. lLevenson
William D. Dolan, TTI N Wi Jr.
George C_ Doub. Jr. . emdloXander L Lewis, III
David D, Downes Linda L. Lord
—James A, Dunbar «Rokert £, Madden
Jeffrey A. Dunn : Thomas I Madden
Ellen P. Dyke Le23ige Marvel
David M. Pleishman Staniey Mazaroff ‘
~H._ Russell Frisby, Jr, william J. Mccarthy

Susan K. Gauvey Christopher R. Mellott

(ensce if applicasis) (X Thers is mors partasrship ixformation and Par., 1(¢) is continusd
furznar on & "Specisl Ixcsptics Attachment to Par. 1{el” foem.

ferm STa-attseni(e)=t (7/27/89) -



N
. Rezoning Attachment to Par™1(c) Page _13 of :L3

y DATE: June 9, 1995
(entsr Sais arfigavit 13 AOLArixed)

as - 74
for Applicazion No(s): PDP 84-1-020-4; PCA 84-L-020-7
{enter County~essignes application numoer(s))

PARIEISHIP KAME & ADDRESS: (comolets enter namm & aumosr, jtrset. 2ity, stitla & Z1p coee) '

Venable, Baetjer & Roward
2010 Corporate Ridge, 1400

MclLean, VA 22102

{ehecx 1f applicadlel [x] Ths above-listed partnarship has no limited sartners.

JAMES AND TIIIES OF THT PARINIRS: (enter first asm, stddle 1n1tial, 125t name & title. e¢.¢.
General Partner. Limited Partner. or General and Limited Partneg)

GENERAL PARTNERS (cont*d): GENERAL PARTNERS (cont*d):
Lee M. Miller - G. Stewart Webb, Jr.
:T-a-mes R. Myers * pPdward L. Wender

-—derbert R Q'Conor, T1Y Joseph C. Wich., Jr.

—2ax.Sinl. Oppenbeizer N. Frank Wigqins

——GASLgs 2. . Banas ~James £, Horzrall
Reter P DAYRiS.. ~James D. HCight
Thomas P. Perkins, IXX Alan D, Yarbro
LMary P Pivec Johp B Z24pk 1YY

133130 W6 N1 . D & we=defobert Zinknan.,
David K. . Rice -=Herbert B 0'Congr, JIr

—tichacl schatzow.. 3 . waMilliam D, Quapies
Barhara B Sohlaff - Darrell R, VanDeusen

: 2 jowic]
Paul A. Serini B John A _Rohects .
James L. Shea Babert G. cSmith
Kevin L. Shepherd -—Plxard. r  Slynn, I
Joe A. Shull John L. eayiick, Ir
Joel Z. s_ilver R.d. Whittlesey
Craig E. Smith John G. Milliken
Berbert Grooms Smith, TIT Michael BE. Davis

P. Dudlex stagles‘ Jr.

Judson W. Starr
Patrick J, Stewart
—David T, Stitt

Nell
Panl P..Strain.
~B002ld ¥, Tavior

t

EEE

Ir

Arieli vannier
Tan D. Volner
Robert L. Waldman ] *

William L. Walsh; Jr.

I

Richard .. Wasserman .

{cascx t¢ applicssie) (X Thers is mors parcascship informacion and Par. l{c) is continusd
fusshar on 4 "Spescial Ixception Attachment to Par. l(e)” form.

3

Torm SCA-attacnt(g)=1 (7/27/89) . *

»"



N
Rezoning Attachment to Par. 3 Page ] of 1

N DATE: - _m_gl 1995
(enter date affidavit 13 notarizec) qs. 13’74,,

for Application No(s):  FDP 84-L-020-4; PCA 84-L-020-7
(enter County-sssignes application numoerts))

<Sharon Bulova - Lease.of 11215 D Lee Highwav. Fairfax. VA April lst, 1995
—thru Navembher 30, 1995 in the amount aof S1.202 00 ner manth (S9.616.00)

(checx 1f apsitessie) [ ] Thare ars mors discicsures to be listed for Far. 3 and Par. 3 is
continusd furthsr on a "Special Excaption Attachment to Par. 3*

I : *

'\l’n sta-attacniel (7/727/39)



. o REZONING AFFIDAVIT ~ - Page Four

DAIE: June 9, 1995
(enter date affidavit is notarized) q; _ ,)7.1}.J

for Application No(s): FLP —T,— 4 : —Tu— _7
(enter County-assigned apolication numoer(s))

2. That no member of the Fairfax County Board of Supervisors or Plamning Commission or
any member of his or her immediate household owns or has any financial intersst in
the subject land either individually, by ownership of stock in a corporation owning
such land. or through an interest in a partnership owning such land.

EXCIPT AS FOLLOWS: (NOTE: If answer is ncne, enter "NONE" on line below.)

!Ol‘le

(check If applicadle) | | Thers are more intsrests to be listed and Par. 2 is continued on
a "Rezoning Attachment to Par. 2" form. '

3. That within the twelve-sonth period prior to the filing of this application. no
mamber of the Fairfax County Board of Supervisors or Planning Commission or any
sember of his or her immediate household. either dirsctly or by wvay of partnership in
which any of them is a partner, employee, agent. or attorasy, or through a partner of .
any of them, or through a corporation in which any of them is an officer, director.
ezployee. agent, or attorney or holds 103 or more of the cutstanding bonds or sharss
of stock of a particular class, has, or has had any business or financial
relationship., other than any ordinary depositor or customer relationship with or by a
retail establishment, public utility, or bank, including any gift or donation having
a valus of 3200 or more, with any of those listed in Par. 1 above.

EXCEPT AS FOLLOWS: (NOTE: If answer is none, enter "NONE" en line below.)

Michael Freg - Lease oI bUho Centreville Crest Tane, centreville, VA
i v 3 in the amount of . per

Janth (S8.500 00}

(checx 1f applicadle) | | Thers are more disclosures to be listead and Par. 3 is continued
' on a "Rezoning Attachment to Par. 3" form.

4. That the information contained in this affidavit is complets and that prior to each
and every public hearing on this matter. I will reexamine this affidavit and provide
any changed or supplemental information. including business or financial
relationships of the type described in Paragraph 3 above, that arise on or after the
date of this application.

WITNESS the following sigmature: A, J. Dwoskin & Associates, Inc.
- Ratpn

By:
(eheck m)y Applicant xx] Applicant's Authorized Agent

of Development & Leasing
(type or print first name, middle 1a1t1al, last name & title of signee)

Subscribed and sworn to before me this ﬂ day of June .19 95 . in
the state of _yirginia .- é,ﬁ.z R
My commission expires: 9&&/_;@ /97é . Notary Public

‘\lm A2A-1 (7727/89)



N

SPECIAL EXCEPTION AFFIDAVIT

DATZ: June 9, 1995
(enter cate affigavit 13 notarizes)

1. Roni Robins
(enter name of applicant or suthorized agent)

. do hereby state that I am an

(chack ons) [ ] applicant
{x] applicant's authorized agent listed in Par. 1l(a) below

43 - 414~

in Application No(s): SE 95-L-010

(enter County-assignec application n_nr(s). e.g. B2 38-v-001)
and that to the best of my knowledge and belief, the following information is true:

W_w

1. (a). The folloving constitutes a listing "of the names and addresses of all
APPLICANTS. TITLE OWNERS. CONTRACT PURCHASERS and LESSEES of the land
described in the application. and if any of ths forsgoing is a TRUSTEE®, each
BENEFICIARY of such trust. and all ATTORNEYS and REAL ESTATE BROKERS. and all
AGENTS who have actsd on behalf of any of ths foregoing with respect to the -
application: .

(NOTE: All relationships to the application listed above in BOLD print are to be
disclosed. Multiple relationships may be listed together. e.g., Attorney/Agent.
Contract Purchaser/Lessee. Applicant/Title Owner, etc. TFor a multiparcsl
application. list the Tax Map Number(s) of the parcsl(s) for esch owner.) -

RAME : ADDRESS
{enter first name, micdle (enter numder, street.

1012121 & last name) city, state & 21p code)
Albert J. Dwoskin, 3050 Chain Bridge Road, $#200

Trustee - Pairfax, VA 22030

RELATIONSHIP(S)
(enter applicadlie relation-

ships 11sted in BOLD sdeove)
Applicant/Owner/Trustee for

the benefit of Landsdowne

Centre Limited Partnership

A.J. Dwoskin & 3050 Chain Bridge Road, $200

Associates, Inc. Pairfax, VA 22030

Agent for Applicant/Owner

——Bdsnt. - _Roni Robins

-Landadowne.Centre. 3050 _cChain Rridge Road,. $200
i ip Fairfax, VA 22030

Bepeficiary

Agent - Albert J. Dwoskin

2401 _Arlington Boulevard

Engineers/AAents oo

~le¥berry & Davis
Pairfax, VA 22031

Agent - Philig G. Yates

(check 1f appltcasie) [ x] Thsre are mors ralationships to De listed and Par. 1(a) is
continusd on a "Special Exception Attachment to Par. 1(a)" form.

® List as follows: (name of trustee), Trustee for (name of trust. if applicable). for

the benefit of: (state name of each beneficiary).

Form STA=1 (7/27/39)



Speciwe Exception Attachment to L . 1(8) Page 1 _ of 1

DATE: June 9. 1995 _
(enter cate affigdavit 1g notarized) QD' LH'('V

- i .
for Application No(s): SE_95-1.-010.
: (enter County-assignes application numoer(s))

(NOTE: All relationships to the application are to be disclosed. Multiple
relaticnships may be listed togethsr. e.G.. Attorney/Agent, Contract
Purchaser/Lessee. Applicant/Title Owner. etc. For a multiparcel application.
1ist the Tax Map Number(s) of the parcel(s) for sach owmer.)

KNME ADDRESS RELATIONSHIP(S)

(enter first name. middle (enter mamoer, street. (enter applicanie relatien-
nit1al & last name) city. state & 2ip code) $h10s 113ted 1n SOLD ta Par. 1(3))
Hazel & Thomas, P.C. P.0O. Box 12001 _ Attornevs/agqents

Falls Church, VA 22042
Agents - Robert A. Lawrence
Grayson P. Hanes <
John B. Poote
John L. McBride
Thomas W, gSmith, IIT

Pegqy Reves (Planner)

Venable, Baetijer & 2010 Corporate Ridge. 2400 Agent for A T . Dwoskin S
Howard McLean, VA 22102 Associates, Inc,

Agent - John G. Milliken

Liansportation. Consuliantem

. Consulting Herndon, VA 22070
Agent: John F. Callow, sole proprietor

(checx \f asplicanie) | | There are mors relationships to be listed and Par. l(a) is
continued further on a "Special Exceptiom Attachment to Par.

1ta)" Zorm.

‘\'ﬂ'l Sta-Attacni{a)-} (7/27/39)

?



- A {

—~ _
SPECIAL EXCEPTION AFFIDAVIT Page Two-
DATE: June 9, 1995 ,
(enter gate affigavit 1s actarized) QS’-L”.,{,
LX .
for Application No(s): QP 95-1.-010Q

(enter County-assignes application numoer(s))
W
1. (b). The following constitutes a listinge** of the SHAREHOLDERS of all

corporations disclosed in this affidavit who own 10X or mors of any class of stock

issued by said corporation. and vhere such corporation has 10 or less shareholders. 3
listing of all of the shareholders:

(NOTE: 1Includs sole propristorships herein.)

CORPORATICN INFORMATION

JAME § ADDRESS CT CORPORATICON: (enter complete name & numder, street. city, state 4 21p code)

Aadla. Dwoskin & Associates, Tnc,

4050 _Chain Bridge Road, $200
Pairfax VA 220130

DESCRIPIICN OF CORPORATION: (cheex gge statement)

[ There are 10 or less sharsholders. and all of the sharsholders are listed below.

[ ] Thers are more than 10 sharsholders. and all of the sharsholders owning 103 or
more of amy class of stock issued by said corporation are listed below.

[ ] <Thers are mors than 10 sharsholders. but ne _sharsholder owns 10% or more of any
class of stock issued by said corporation. and no_shareholders are listed below.

RAMES CF THE SHARTHOLDERS: (enter first name, middle initia), last name & title
Albert J. Dwoskin (sole shareholder)

(checx 1f applrcanie) [ x] There is mors torporation inforrmation and Par. 1(b) is continued
on a "Special Excapticn Affidavit Attachment 1(D)" form.

AY

** A1l 1listings which include partnerships or corporaticns must be broksn down
successively until (a) emly individual persons ars listed. or (b) the listing for a
corporation having mors than 10 sharsholders has no shareholder owning 10X or more of
any class of the stock. Use footnots mmbers to designate partnerships or
corporations which have further listings on an attachzent page., and reference the
sanme footnots numbars on the attachment page.

V\'“ $EA-1 (2/27/39)



e——

Specine Exception Attachment to Pv- 1(b) Page 1__ of 1

DATE: June 9, 1995

(enter cate affigavit 1s notarized) . qs [“ !

for Application No(s): SE _95-1,-010

(enter County-sssigned apolication aumoer(s})

JOME &L ADDRESS OF CORPORATICN: (enter cowplete name & numoer. strest. city, stite & Zip code)
Hazel & Thomas, P.C,

PO _Raox 12001

Palls Church, VA 22042

- DESCRIPTION OF CORPORATION: (checx gne statement)

{1
fd

L1

There are 10 or less shareholders., and all of the sharsholders are listed below.
There are more than 10 sharsholders, and all of the shareholders owning 10% or
gore of any class of stock issued by said corporation are listed balow.

There-are more than 10 shareholders. But no shareholder owns 10X or more of any
class of stock issued by said corporation. and no shareholders are listed below.

AMES OF THE SHAREHOLITRS: (eater first name, mtddle int1tial & last name)
wWilliam G. Thomas .

J\ME & ADDRESS OF CORPORATION: (enter complete neme & numcer. street. £ity, state & 210 code)

DESCRIFTION QF CORPORATICN: (check gne statement)

{1
{1

(1]

There are 10 or less shareholders, and all of the shareholders are listed below.
Thers are more than 10 sharsholders. and all of the shareholders owming 10% or
sore of any class of stock issued by said corporation are listed below. '

There are more than 10 sharsholders, but no sharcholder owns 102 or more of any
class of stock issued by said corporation. and no shareholders are listed below.

IAMES OF THE SHAREHOLUERS: (enter first nams, mtddle initial & last name)
X

(checx 3f applicasie) | ] There is more corporaticn information and Par. 1(b) is continued

I

further on & "Special Exception Attachment to Par. 1(b)" fora.

form STA-Attacnl(B)=-1 (7/27/19)

\



P amY

SPrCIAL EXCEPTION AFFIDAVIT

DATZ: Jupe 9,

_ —~
Page Three

1995

(enter cate sff18avit 1 notarizeg)

for Applization No(s): SE _95-1,-010

4s - 44

(enter County-assigned agplication numoer(s))

Wm%

1. (e).

The following constitutss a listing*e® of all of the PARTNERS. both GENERAL

and LIXITED. in any partnership disclosed in this affidavit:
| PARTNERSHIP INFORMATICN '

PARINERSEI? NAME & ADDRESS:
Landsdowne Centre .imited Partnership

(entar complete name & numoer, street, city, state £ 21D cooe)

1050 Chain Bridge Road, $200

Rairfax. va 22030
(cheex 1f appiicasie) [ ] The above-listed partnefship has no limited partners.
NAMES AND TIZLES OF THE PARINERS (enter first nsse. sigdie 1n1tial, last name & titla, e.§.
General Partner. Limited Partner, or General and Limited Partner) .
~GENERAL_DARTNPR: LIMITED PARTNERS (cont'd)

Albers I, Dwogkin ~2hirin Assari

~alohn P, & Elizabeth C, Heeks

LIMITED PARTNERS: ises 4
——DI._Jo3cph Dwoskin —Steven S. snider
-—Marc Crespni My, enti
Mrrhik M. Mﬂ T‘ Da:Y

Prank W. & Juliette P. Tucker ~Boggarm S. Setty

ssociates
SSM Partners III <
Richard E. Curtis, Trustee for Richara
E. Curtis Revocable Trust for the
benefit of: Richard E. Curtis, Jr.:

“"BSL Pnterprises 5 -
H&S Investors General Partnershxﬁb

Shirley B. Caplan, Trustee for. Capian
Trust for the benefit of: Ellen Susan

ggstein: Lawrence Neil Caglan: Richard

Phillip James cCurtis: Christine Louise

Steven Caglan

Curtis: Mark Steven Curtis: Joan

Jerome Snider

. .

Robertson

W_f_w&—
PWM

Trustee and Theodore

C. Goldsmith, Trustee for Elsa Mayer
Goldsmith Irrevocable Trust for the
W

ldsmith

JAMSHE Limited Partnershxg E

Michael Young
Tres Girls Limited Partnership®

Charles A. & Sovhia H. Youna
Louise A, Caggtaletti

Hugh Waple
John E, LeBarton

Garchik Oniversal Limited Partnership -

Michael Ochsman
Parhad & Lily Assari
(checx 1f sppiicanie)

-—Robert A. Solomon
—mlxce D, Boole

—Blizabeth C, Heeks
(x] Thers is mors partnership information and Par. l(c) is contizusd

on & "Spscial Ixception Affidavit Attachment 1l(c)* form.

*® All 1ligtings which include partnsrships or corporations must be brokea dowm
succsssively until (a) only individual persons are listed, or (b) the listing for a
corporation having mors than 10 shareholders has no sharsholdar owning 10% or mors of
any class of the stock. Use footnots mmbers to designats partnerships or
corporations which have furthsr listings ca an attachment pags, and rsfarencs the
sams footnots mumbars on ths attachment page.

ferm S$LA-1 (7/27/39%)
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Special Exception Attachment to PuT. 1(c) Page _1 of 13

DATE: June 9, 1995
(enter oate affidavit 1§ notarizea) QSLH—{V
for Applicazion No(s): SE 95-L-010

(enter Coynty-assigned application numer(s))

PARTNIRSHIP NAME & ADDRESS: (complete enter name & numoer, strest. City, stite & z1p code)

Landsdowne Centre [imited Partnership
2020 _Chain Bridge Road, 2200
<Lairfax. va_ 22030

(check 1f applicasie) [ ] The above-listed partnership has no limited partners.

KAMES MAND TITIIS OF THE PARTNIRS: (enter first name. micddle 1nit1al, last name & title, e.g.
General Partner. Limited Partner, or General and Limited Partner)
LIMITED PARTNERS (cont’'d): )
—dLoliyn _June Gordon
rynn FE. Gray
Plaine M valreany

Richard P. Robertson
—lhillip F, Harrover
—Hilliam C, Glascock

Roni Robins

- Russell Boothby

Larry Rodgers
——uldmes R, Woodrow

(ehace 1f applicasie) [ Thers is mors partnership informaticn and Par., l(c) is continued
further on a “Special Exception Attachment to Par. 1(c)” form.

Ferm STA-Attacni(e)-V (7/27/89)
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~~
. Special zxception Attachment to Pa. 1(c) Page _2_of 13

cnnpm——

DATE: Jupe 9, 1995
(enter cate afficavit 13 notarizes)

qs 4~
for Application No(s): SE_95-1.-010
(enter County-etsignes application numeris))

PARTNKIRSHIP NAME & ADDRESS: (corolete entar name & aumoer. strati. £ity, 1iate & Tp cose) '
SRS Associates, co/ cSandy Garchik

Cclark Enterprises loc

-2500.01d Ceargotawn.BRoad, Dethesda, MD 20013

(check 1f agplicasie) [ ] The above-listsd partnsrship has no limited sartners.

KAMES ARD TITIYS COF THE PARINIRS: (enter first name. mtddle 1012131, 125t name & title. e.¢.
General Partner. Limited Partner, or General and Limited Partner)
GENERAL PARTNERS: o
———andy. Garchik

—Steohen Garchik -

LIMITED PARTNER:
——BEIRice Carchik

(chsex 1f applicadle) [©4 Thars is mors partnership information and Par. l(c) is contizusd
further oo & "Special Ixcsption Attaczment to Par. l(e)” form.

%

form STA-attseni(g)-1 (7/27/8M)



Special™zXception Attachment to Pang 1(c) ©Page 3 _of :13

DAIL: _June 9, 1995 ,
(enter ocate afficavit 13 notarizee) qg LH«{y
for Application No(s): SE _95-L-010-

(enter Countyesisignes 49plication numoeris))

PARTINIERSHIP NAME 5 ADDRISS: (comolete enter nams & mumesr. stresi. city. state & ITip cose)’
2 gsM Partners III, c/o Steven S, Snider, Esg

1624 Foxhall Road, N.W,

washinaton, DG e 00070029

(check 1f agplicadie) [x] The above~listed partnsrship has no 1imited sareners.

TOMES AKD TITLYS OF THT PARINIRS: (enter first ssms, middle ni1t4al, last name & titls, e.¢.
General Partner. Limited Partner. or General and Limited Partner)

GENERAL PARTNERS:

Steven S. Snider °

Daniel Snide;

Jerome Snider

—Lavrence sSnidar

(chsce 17 applicanie)
further on a "Special Ixcsption Attachmeant to Par. l(e)” form.

13

ferm S$CA-attacni(el-1 (7727780

(=% Thsre is mors partnership informaticn and Par. 1(¢) is contiousd

»*
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. Special txception Attachment to Par .(¢) Page _4 of 13

DAIE: Jyne 9, 1995
(enter date afficavit i3 notarizes) ’ aS"H‘O’

for Applicaticn No(s): SE 95-L-010 .
(enter County-asgigned 4pplication numaer(s))

PARTHIRSHIP NAME & ADDRESS: (comolete enter nams & mumosr, itrsst. City, stits & X1p cose)’
Garchik Universal Limited Partnership

c/0 Sandv Garchik, Clark Enterprices, Inc
7500 ﬂlg ggg:gg;gn Boad . RethesdaMp 20814

(check 1f applicasie) [ ] Thas above-listed partnership has no limited cartners.

TAMES ARD TITLYS OF THE PARINIRS: (enter first sasm, mtddle a1t4al, 135t name & title. e.¢.

General Partner. Limitsd Partner, or General and Limited Partner)
GENERAL PARTNERS: :

sandv Garchik
Stenhen Garchik

el MIIED EARINERS.
e——sxdoney. Garchik
—lossica Carchik

(ensex 1f agplicasie) (X3 Thers is cors partnership information and Par. 1(¢) is continued
further on & "Spscial Exception Attachment to Par. l(e)" form.

L )

Porm SCA-Attacni(e)-V (7/22/789) *

\



. Special gceptior_x Attachment to Parxw<(c) Page _>_ of 13 __

DATT: June 9, 1995 :
(enter cate affigavit 13 notarizes) - Q§ \'H'(/"

for Applicazion No(s): _SE 95-L-010
(enter County-assignes application aumer(s}i

PARTHERSHIP KAME & ADDRESS: (comolete enter nams & numoer, jtreet. City, state & Tto cose)
4 OMS Enterorises

c‘o Ravmond .J. Shelesky, Trustee
10625 Jones Street, $301A, Pairfax, VA 12030

(check 1f asplicasie) [ ] TRe above-listed partnarszhip has no limited partners.

KAMES AXD TITLIS OF THE PARTNIRS: (enter first seme, mtdfle 1712431, 138L name & t1tle. 6.¢.

General Partner. Limited Partner, or General and Limited Partner)
GENFRAT, PARTNER - .
Ravmond J. Sheleskv

LIMITED PARINERS.
Bi;hara A __Sheleskvy
" Prapncis T oninn, Ir

TIunlie D __Auinn

William H. Metcalfe
R AR

.Barbara Metcalfe

(eneex 1f agplicasie) [Xj Thers is mors partnsrship information and Par. 1(c) is continued
fusther on a “Spscial Exception Attaciment to Par. l(c)” form.

L}

Porm Sta-attazai(e)-t (7/27/39)



~ Py
Special .xception Attachment to Ps: 1(c) Page _g_ of _LJ

DATZ: - June 9, 1995
(enter cate affidavit 13 notarized)

S PARINERSHIP NAME & ADDRESS: (comolets entsr nams & cumoer, strest. City, state & 21p cose) '

[
cso Bruce Auerpach, General Partner

353 Paranus Road, Paramus, NJ 07652

(chack 1f agpitcadie) [ ] The above-listed partnership has no limited partners.

TOAMES AXD TITLIS OF THE PARINIRS: (entsr first same. middie nit181, 1ast name & title. ¢.0.
General Partner. Limited Partner. or General and Limited Partner)
GENERAL. PARTNER: .

—BIugce Ayerbach

Qe
Larry Auerbach
Steven Auerbach
Marilyn Auerbach
Rubin Auerbach

(enecx 1f sppiicanie) (XY Thars is zors partnership information and Par. 1(€) is continued
further on & "Special Exception Attacimsent to Par. l(e)* form.

L )

form STAeAttachlle)-l (7/27/89)



. Syecill\fxceptiop Attachment to Pay 31(c) ©Page 7 of :13

DATE: Jupe 9, 1995

(enter cate 8ff1gavit 13 NOlarized) : q S - L.H O

for Applicatzion No(s): SE 95-1-010
(enter Countyeassignes application numoeris))

¢ PARINERSHIP NAME 5 ADDRESS: (comolete enter name & numoer. strest. city, state & I1p cose)’
H&S Jnvestors General Partnership

c/o Gravson P, Hanes, Aazel & Thomag, P C,
P.O. Box 12001 . Falls Church, VA 22042

(chack 1f asplicatie) [xx The above-listed partnarship has no limited partners.

TAMES ARD TITILIS OF THE PARTNERS: (enter first aams. middle nitial, last name & title. e.g.
General Partner. Limited Partner, or General and Lizmited Partney)
GENERAL PARTNERS: -

Graxson P. Hanes

Eleanor Shelton

(checx 1f applicasle) (X3 Thare is mors partnership information and Par. 1l(e) is continued
further on a “Special Excsptics Attachmant to Par. l(e)” form.

*

_Perm SCA-Attacnitle)-l (7/27/39)
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i Specia) Exception Attachment to P. . 1(c) ©Page _8 of 13
DATE: June 9, 1995 )
(enter cate aff10avitl 13 notarizas) : qg . LH{"’

for Applicazion No(s): _qgp 0o5-1,-010
(enter County-assignes &pplication numoer(s))

7 PARIKIRSHIP NAME & ADDRESS: (comolete enter name & numeer. jtraet. city. stats & TVp case)’
JAMSHE Limited Partnership

c/0 P. Richard Zitelman, General Partner
1750 Rockville Pike, $20, Rockville, MD 20852

(chece 1f appticasie) [ ] The above-listed partnarship has Q_Linm_n_zz_ug

JAMES ARD TIILYS OF THE PARINERS: (enter first snamm. middle n1tial, last name & title, s.9.

General Partner. Limited Partner. or General and Llnitcd Partner)
GENERAL PARTNER:

P. Richarad Zitelman

LIMITED PARTNERS:
P. Richard Zitelman
-
Cindy Kramer Zitelman
Cindy Kramer Zitelman, Custodian for
shelby Bave. Zitelman,. Jacivn llens

M

man

(ensex 1f applicasie) (T Thare is mors partnership informaticn and Par. l(¢) is cocatinued
further on a “Spescial kccpuoa Attachment to Par. l(ei” form.

%

form SKA-Attacni(e)=1 (7/27/89)
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Specm Exczptiox; Attachment to ?'a’r 1(¢c) Page 9 o 13

DATL: June 9, 1995 |
(enter cite affirdavit 1g notarized) qs ‘-H\-b.,
for Applicazion No(s): SE 95-L-010

(enter Countye-assigned application numser(s))

PARTNERSHIP NAME & AﬁDRBS' (complete entar nam § numder :
. . straet. c1ly, stat
8 TRES GTRLS LIMITED PARTNERSHIP, c/o 7 ¢ & X0 cace)

b Richard Zitelman, G.P.
1750 Rockville Pike i

Rockville, MD 20852
(check 1f agpltcaste) [ ] The above-listed partnership has no limited partners.

KAMES AND TITLES OP TRE PARTNIRS: ' (enter first nsmp. mtddle 1R1R121, Yast mame & t1
. : . . tle. e.9.
General Partner, Limited Partner. or General and Limited Partner) o
GENERAL PARTNER: ~ . .

P. Richard Zitelman

LIMITED PARINERS:

Cindy Kramer Zitelman, Custodian Ior

Shelbv Fave Zitelman

—ifdy Kramer Zitelman, Custodian ror

Ilene Zitelman

Cindv _Kramer Zitelman, Custodian ror

et cm— Amy Michelle Zitelman

(chace 17 applrcasie) [x There is more partnership information and Pac. 1(c) 38 co.x.\:inucd
further on a "Special Exception Attachment to Par. l(c)” form.

fore SCA-attacnti(c)-1 (7/27/89)

\ .



~~ -~
. Special =xception Attachment to Pax 1(c) ©Page 10 of _13_

DATE: _ Jupne 9. 1995%
(enter cate affigavit 13 notarizss)

35+
for Applicszzion No(s): SE 95-1.-010

(enter County-assignes 4pplication numoer(g))

PARTHERSHIP NAME 5 ADDRESS: (comolets enter nams & mumoer, street. city, state & 2ip cose)
JDewberrv s Davis

840]1 Ariinaton Boulevard

Jairfax, VA 22031

(ehacx 1f agpiicatie) [ x] The above-listsd partnsrship has ;o limited partners.

KAMES ARD TITILYIS OF THE PARINERS: (enter first sams. mtddle 1nit1al, 1last name & title, s.¢.

General Partner. Limited Partner, or General and Limited Partner)
MANAGING GENERAL PARTNER: a

Sidnev O. Dewberry

GENERAL PARTNERS:
Barrv K. Dewberry

L -
KMT Limited Partnership L

SPE E Kot
R ———— .~ a—

.Davia P. Habib

Jom P. FowIer. il
TR R

Dan M. Pleasant

or N
Dennis M. Couture
Andrew C. Smith

by J,. Keller

tenecx 1t spsiscasie) (X There is more partnership information and Par. l(¢) is centinued
further on & "Spscial Xxception Attachmant to Par. ile)” form.

k]

ferm $Th-Attatni(g)-1 (7/27/89) :

A



. Specialﬂceptiux_x Attachment to Par_d(c) Page _U of .13

DATE: June 9, 1995
(enter dale affrgavit 13 notarized)

CfS«LHtQ

for Applicazion No(s): SE 95-L-010.

(enter County-assigned applicatton numaeril}}

PARTHERSHIP NAME & ADDRESS: (complete enter nams & numosr, straet. City. state 4 219 cose)
RMT Limited Partnership

c/o Raren S. Ccrand Pre, Geperal Partper

10707 Miller Road. Oakton, UA_ 22124

(chack 1f applicasle) [ ) Tha above-lizted partnarship has no limitsd vartners.

KAMES ARD TITLIS OF THE PARTRNIRS: (enter first sams. stddle tnttial, 125t nems & title, g.¢.

General Partner. Limited Partner. or General and Limited Partner)
GENERAL PARTNER: :

Karen S. Grand Pre_

LIMITED PARTNERS.

Michael S. Dewberrvy Trust, Reva A

ava DWWW

beneflcxaty

wwuom TmusteeThonas. L. Dewberry sal

beneficiary

(enecx 1f applicadle) (X Thers 13 more partnership information and Par. 1(¢) is continued

further on 4 "Spscial Exception Attachment to Par. l(e)" for=.

h )

form STA-Attachl(g)-t (7/27789)

K\



~—~
-~
. Special .xception Attachment to Pa. 1(c) Page _12 of _13,

DATE: Inne . 9..1995
(enter sate sff18avit 13 NOLarizss)

qs -4+~
for Applicasicn No(s): SE95-L-010 .
(enter County-sssigned appiication numoer(s})

PARINERSHIP NAME & ADDRESS: (comolete enter nasm & numoer. strest, ctty. state & Ttp cowel’
venable, Baetijer & Aoward

2010 Corporate Ridge, 2400
ML VA 22102

({ehecx 1f applicasle) [x] The above-listsd partnership has no limited partners.

JAMES AXD TITLYIS OF THE PARINERS: (enter first nams, mtddle intttal, last name & title, ¢.§.
General Partner. Limited Partner. or General! and Limited Partner)

GENERAL PARTNERS: GENERAIL PARTNERS (cont‘'d):
Robert G. Ames

— —220ald B.. Glancz.

Lars E. Anderson S __Paul T. Glasgow

James K. Archibald Jgel T Galdberg

Jeffrez P. Avres Jan K. Guben

constance H. Baker John M. Gurley

Maurice Baskin —_—ynchia M, _Hahn
—feineth C, _Bass, IIY Ravid I, Heubkeck,
—Bobert P, Bedell M. King A{1l._III
——l25800. G Bl ack Garvy. M. Hoath
—Sandra g, Blaock Robert A. Hoffman

ot 1. Ralger. I : Elizabeth C. Honevywell

Neal D. BRorden John B, Howard
~lediichacl Rrennan. Elizabeth B Qughes
~B0thony M. Carex.. - Jeffrey L. Ihoen, .
-aldla. Hoyard carey —AR¥_Bexman.Jackson,
-Beniamin B, Civilot+i I tan

James A. Cole Nathaniel E. Jones, Jr.

Dougqlas D. Connah, Jr. ruce Jurist

A. Samuel Cook ' Thomas J, Relly, Jr.

Bryson L. Coock : Brigid r, Renney

Robert A, Cook Themas J,. Renney, Jr.
—lohn F. Cooney ~—leffrey D, Enowleg
dhlliam D, _Caoston : Mitchell Kilkin
MG £ax _D“E—E-?-—Lrane

ip N. Peter Lareau

ARG5S B Cunk
C. Carevy Deelez‘ Jr.
william D. Dolan‘ 111

—pavid J. Levenson

John H, lLewin, Jr.

George C. Doub, Jr. . —Alexander I, Lewis, IIX
M

David D. Downes
James A. Dunbar

Rohert E. Madden
Jeffrey A. Dunn , T den
Ellen P. Dyke L. Paige Marvel
David M. Pleishman Stanley Mazaroff

Russell Prisby,; N Wwilliam J. McCarthy
Susan K. Gauvey

Christopher R. Mellott
(enecx 1f applicasie) (XY Thers is mors partnership informaticn and Par. l(¢) is continued
further on & "Special Ixcspticn Attaciment to Par. 1(c)” form.

£ 3

ferm SLA-Attacat{e)-3 (7/27/89)
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. \Syeci:l\fx:eptiox} Attachment to Pawns1(c) Page 13 of _1_?__

DATE: June 9, 1995
(enter cate affigavit 13 notarized)

a4+

for Applicasion No(s): _SE _95-L-010
{enter County-ss3igned application numer(s)}

PARIEIRSHIP NAME & ADDRESS: (comolets enter name & aumder, strast. Sity, stats & ztp cosel’
Venable, Baetjer § Howard

2010 Corporate Ridge, %400
McLean, VA EIOL

(chack 1f appitcasie) [xx The above-listed partnsrship has no limited partners.

AMES AXD TITLIS OF THE PARINIRS: (enter first mams, mtdsle nitisl, a5t name & t1tls. e.§.

General Partner. Limited Partner, or General and Limited Partner)
GENERAL PARTNERS (cont’d): GENERAL PARTNERS (cont'd):

Lee M. Miller - G. Stewart Webb, Jr.
James R. Myers * Edward L. Wender
—Herkert R, Q'Conor. III Joseph C. Wich, Jr.

—iZ.Stul Onnenheiner N__Frank Wiggins
—Gegrge P Panpas —sames P, Horrall
i —alanes. D, Hright

Thomas P. Perkins, IIXY
L R T

Alag D . Yarbhro

- Mary F. Pivec

John H,. Zink,. ITY

=il_Bobert Zinkman

David F. _Rice -—derhert R 0rConaor. o
—tichacl Schatzou —uiilian D, Quarics,
«=BArbaLAE.Schlats ~-Darrell R, vanDeusen

; L Jeffrey L. Radowich

Paul A. Serini John A Roberts

James L. Shea -Robhert G..Smith

Kevin L. Shepherd v Edward r __Glynn. JIC

Joe A. Shull xlick, JIr.

Joel Z. §1lver
Craig E. Smith
Herbert Grooms Smith, I

LI
P. Dudley Staples, Jr.
Judson W. Starr
Patrigk g Stewart
gavid T..Stitt
Nell B, Strachanp

k2Bl B, Strain

. [o) . LB Y BB ML V. 13T <

ameBLUCE B Titlus,

—Boger. .. Titus,
Qﬁpipl N C. . Tracy, JIr

~hIiel vannier

-lan D. volner

elObert I Waldman .

—Nilliam L. Walsh; Jr.

Richard L. Wasserman ’

(ehecx 17 applicadie) [ Thers is mors partnership information and Par. 1(¢) is coatinusd

furthar on & “Spscial Excaption Attachment to Par. 1(e)” formm.

L 3

D.&5. Whittlesey
John G. Milliken
Michael H. Davis

_ Porm STA-attacnite)=d (7/27/39) .
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Special Exception Attachment to Par. 3 pPage _) of

DATE: June 9, 1995
(enter cate affigavit 13 notarized) [{E "”])
for Application No(s): SE 95-L-010

{enter County-assignes application numoer(s})

Sharon Bulova - Lease of 11215 D Lee Highway. Fairfax. VA April lst. 1995
~—thru Navember 30..1995 in the amount of S1.202 (00 ner manth (S9.616.00)

(check 1f agplicasie) | ] Thare are more disclosurss to be listed for Par. 3 and Par. 3 is
continued further on a “"Special Excsption Attachment to Par. 3°
fornm. ' :

13 - [

\I\'“ SLA-Attacny-1 {7/27/89)



e’ v’

SPECIAL EXCEPTION AFFIDAVIT ‘Page Four
‘ DATE: June 9, 1995 )
'Y (enter gate affidavit 1s notarized) ' lfs;- Lf'-{r/
» -for Application No(s): _ . SE 95-L-010

(enter Lounty-assigned application nuwer(s))

2. mt no mnbu' of the }‘urfu County Board of Supcx'vuo:s or Planning Camuuon or
any sember of his or her immediate household owns or has any financial interest in
the sudbject land either individually, by ownership of stock in a corporation owning
such land, or-through an interest in a partnership owning such land,

EXCEPT AS FOLLOWS: (NOTE: If answer is none, enter "NONE" on line below.)

None

(check 1f applicadle) | ] There are more interests to be listed and Par. 2 is continued on
. & "Special Exception Attachment to Par. 2" form.

L o e o ]

3. That within the twelve-month period prior to the £iling of this application, no
member of the Fairfax County Board of Supervisors or Planning Commission or any
msnber of his or her immediate household, either directly or by way of partnership in
which any of them is a partner, omployu. agent, or attomcy. or through a partner of
any of them, or through a corporation in which any of them is an officer, director.
employee., agent, or attorney or holds 10X or more of the outstanding bonds or shares
of stock of a particular class, has, or has had any business or financial
relationship, other than any ordinary depositor or customer relationship with or by a
tetail establishment, public utility. or bank, includinq any gift or donation having
8 value of $200 or more, with any of those listed in Par. 1 above.

EXCEPT AS ?OI.LOWS° (NOTE: 1f answer is none. enter "NONE" on 1im bclov ).

ich 1 —
r.30,.1995 in the amount of $1 062 50 pox.
—~nonth ($8.500.00)

(enack 1f applicadle) [ | There are more disclosures to be listed and Par. 3 is continued
* on a "Spocul }:xccptzon Attachment to Par. 3" form.

- v g -y P S T R e e et - > o — o~ — B e R R L O e i e S e ety

4. That the aafomtaon contained in this affidavit is cmlcto and that prior to sach
and every public hearing on this matter, I will reexamine this affidavit and provide
any changed or supplemental information, including business or £financial
relationships of the type described in Paragraph 3 above, that arise on or after the
date of this application.

WIINESS the following signature: A.J. Dwoskin & Associates, Inc.

By: &&W

(check one) [ ] Applicant  Xx Applicant's Authorized Agest

(type or print first name, micdle 1nitial, last name & title of signee)

#A
Subscribed and svorn to befors me this _L_}__ day of __ Tune . 1995 ., in
the state of _Vir ini . ééz /Q &W
My commission expires: Vm 30,/99 ¢ . . Notary Publif/

t\v'om SEA-1 (7/27/89)




~ — APPENDIX 5

REcevED

OB o e »annipg
JAN 3 1995 Albert J. Dwoskin, Trustee
DPA 84-L-020-3
ZONING EVALUATION D1viS1ioN

STATEMENT OF JUSTIFICATION

The applicant requests approval of an amendment to the
proffered conditions and the conceptual development plan to
modify the acceés to the coﬁmercial and institutional land bay.
Aé currently approved, the only vehicular access to the
commercial and institutional land bay is from the Landsdowne

residential neighborhood on Morning Glen Drive.

The approval of the proposed amendments wquld provide
vehicular access to the site from a full crossover at.Beulah
Street and a right-in/right-out on Telegraph Road. Pedestrian
access is proposed from Morning Glen Drive. The applicant is
also requesting VDOT approval for parking spaces off of the
Morning Glen Drive cul-de-sac to facilitate the drop off of
neighborhood children who will be attending the planned day care

facility.

VDOT is currently in the process of completing construction
plans for improvements to Beulah Street and Telegraph Road in the
vicinity of the site. VDOT’s advertisement date for public bids
on these plans is scheduled for spring of 1995, and construction
will commence sometime in early summer. VDOT has reviewed the
applicant’s proposed access and roadway design modifications to
its Beulah Street and Telegraph Road intersection improvement

plans and find them to be fully acceptable in terms of safety,



traffic capacity and control. The applicant’s proposal provides
the following advantages, which are depicted on an associated

graphic:

. The proposal eliminates the potential for cut-through
traffic adversely impacting the Landsdowne residential
community. The proposal provides alternative access to
the site from a full crossover intersection with Beulah
Street and a right-in/right-out entrance on Telegraph
Road. By avoiding vehicular access from Morning Glen,
the proposal mitigates problems associated with
commercial and institutional cut-through traffic. (The
proposal also mitigates the potential impact of added
traffic to a narrow, privately maintained street within

the Landsdowne residential community.)

. A full crossover on Beulah Street at the site’s
entrance (with a traffic signal the applicant intends
to fund) will allow for the full coordination of
traffic movements throughout the area. All traffic
flows between the shopping center and ball fields
(across Beulah Street) will be fully coordinated.
Also, the traffic signal at this location can be timed
to create traffic flow breaks along Beulah Street that
will facilitate turning movements to and from the

Landsdowne residential community onto Beulah Street.



J The proposal disperses traffic traveling to and from

the site. All site traffic is no longer forced through

the Morning Glen intersection with Beulah Street.

Instead, traffic is dispersed directly onto Beulah

Street and Telegraph Road. Thus, traffic volumes

moving through the intersection of Beulah Street and

Telegraph Road and the intersection of Beulah Street

and Morning Glen Drive are reduced.

The timing of the approval of this applicatibn is critical

to ensure the efficient accommodation of desirable changes into

VDOT’s plan

design process and to minimize the potential for

subsequent disruption of traffic flows through the intersection

resulting from retrofit construction.

If the
accommodate
to dedicate

required to

applicant receives the required County approvals to
the proposed access changes, the applicant proposes
additional right-of-way and to provide VDOT the funds

design and construct the proposed roadway improvement

modifications and a signal at the intersection of Beulah Street

and Telegraph Road. These commitments will be detailed in an

associated proffer statement.

The proposed amendment is justified because it complies with

appliéable provisions of the Comprehensive Plan and the Zoning

Ordinance.

The access change will protect the residential



character of the existing Landsdowne neighborhood. Protecting
residential neighborhoods is an important tenet of both the
Comprehensive Plan and the Zoning Ordinance. The following
applicable provisions of the Comprehensive Plan and the Zoning

Ordinance will be satisfied by the approval of this application:

1. On pages 17-18, Concept for Future Development and Land
Classification System, the section on Suburban

Neighborhoods:

. under LAND USE GUIDELINES, Transitions/Neighborhood

Stability, Guideline No. 16 states:

"The following guidelines should be applied to new
development and redevelopment within or adjacent to
Suburban Neighborhoods involving either a significantly
higher intensity or a change in use .... (second

bullet):

. Gain primary access from major or secondary
thoroughfarés which do not traverse adjacent
stable residential areas, and take other measures
as necessary to minimize cut-through traffic

affecting lower density areas."



under TRANSPORTATION GUIDELINES, Roadways, Guideline

No. 1 states:

"Residential streets should be designed to provide for

a sufficient number of connections between

‘neighborhoods to maximize neighborhood use of internal

roads and minimize travel on arterials. However, these
connections should be designed to minimize through

traffic."

~also under TRANSPORTATION GUIDELINES, Pedestrian

Connections, Guideline No. 7 states:

"Reliance on the automobile should be reduced by
encouraging the provision of pedestrian accessible

community-serving retail and support uses ...."

In addition to satisfying the Comprehensive Plan policy
guidelines, the applicant will satisfy the intent of the

applicable Area IV guidelines on page 370 by:

dedicating additional rights-of-way necessary (approved
CDP dedication is inadequate to accommodate planned

intersection improvements) :;



providing significant contribution to construction of
roadway improvements and traffic signalization
(original proffers made no contribution to Beulah

Street and Telegraph Road improvements):; and

providing "plan designs that create safe and harmonious
vehicular and pedestrian access, especially in areas

where high vehicular traffic volumes may exist."

The amendment will satisfy the intent of the PDH district
regulations. Under Article 6, PLANNED DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT
REGULATIONS, Paragraph 6 of Section 6-106 of the Zoning

Ordinance sates:

"Secondary uses of a commercial nature except Group 6
outdoor recreation uses and offices shall be designed
to serve primarily the needs of the residents of the
planned development in which they are located, and such
uses, including offices, shall be designed so as to
maintain and protect the residential character of the
planned development and adjacent residential

neighborhoods as well ...."

In addition to the Proffered Condition and Development Plan

Amendments, the applicant is requesting approval of an associated

Final Development Plan. The plan proposes local serving



commercial uses, a public library and a day care center. The
details of the proposal are currently being worked out with

Fairfax County’s Library Services staff.

Bys mﬂiﬁw

Robert A. Lgwyrence, Esquire
Agent for Applicant




G.

H.

A

RECEIVED
UFFICE OF COMPREHENSIVE PIANNING

JAN 3 1995

ZONING EVALUATION DIVISION

Albert J. Dwoskin, Trustee
Zoning Map Ref. No. 100-1((1))
Parcel 10B

December 30, 1994

APPLICANT’S STATEMENT

Type of Operation:

Hours of Operation:

Estimated Number of Patrons:

Number of Employees:

Qualifications of Applicant:

Traffic Impact:

Vicinity to be Served:

Proposed Architecture:

Fast food restaurants not to
exceed a combined total
maximum gross floor area of
12,500 square feet.

Monday - Thursday:

6:00 a.m. - 11:00 p.m.
Friday - Saturday

6:00 a.m. - 1:00 a.m.
Sunday

6:00 a.m. - 11:00 p.m.

Approximately the same number
of patrons as by right
secondary uses.

Approximately the same number
of employees as by right
secondary uses.

Operators of these fast food
restaurants will have
substantial experience in the
operation of fast food
restaurants.

Approximately the same traffic
impact as by right secondary
uses.

Two mile radius.

Generally the same
architecture as other in line
units within the shopping
center.

The proposed use conforms to the provisions of all
applicable ordinances, regulations and adopted standards.



J. Any hazardous or toxic substances utilized on site shall
utilized, stored and/or disposed of in accordance with
applicable Federal, State and Local regulations.



Landsdowne Centre Site
PCA/CDPA 84-1.-020

History

e The property was rezoned to PDH-4 as part of the overall Landsdowne conceptual
plan in June of 1985. The conceptual development plan depicted local serving retail
and institutional uses for the 9+ acre site and all access was provided to the
commercial site via Morning Glen Drive.

e Asencouraged by the PDH zoning, roadway connections, pedestrian connections,
storm drainage and other utility needs were planned for coordination throughout the
residential land bays and with the commercial site.

e The PDH zoning is a two step process which requires the approval of a final
development plan for all landbays. The final development plans for all the residential
landbays were approved at the time of the June 1985 rezoning. The final development
plan for the commercial section was not submitted at that time.

e During the 1988-1991 period, A. J. Dwoskin & Associates worked with the
community to develop a final development plan. A series of meetings were held with
Supervisor Alexander, Carl Sell, members of the Landsdowne Community, Armstrong
Management, and County staff. At that time a fire station was need in this area and
was shown on our plans.

e During the 1991-present period, A. J. Dwoskin deferred action on the shopping center
plans. The fire station found another site.

e Other in the changes the public facility environment include:

e VDOT’s scheduled construction of improvements to Beulah Street and
through the Telegraph Road intersection. Construction of these improvements
are scheduled to commence in June/July of 1995, and.

e the need for a neighborhood/community library.



Landsdowne Community Association Meeting February 28, 1995

Landsdowne Neighborhood Commercial Proposal

e The currently proposed draft final development plan depicts a neighborhood retail and
service center, a neighborhood library, a day care, a bank and a gas station with a
convenience retail sales area. Vehicular access is from Beulah Street and Telegraph
Road. Pedestrian access is provided from Morning Glen Drive.

e The building square footage by potential use categories is provided below:
Neighbor. retail, service, restaurant, professional & medical type tenants-56,500 sf
Bank with drive-through 3,500 sf
Gas station with retail area 1,600 sf
Subtotal 61,600 sf
Child care 6.300 sf
Subtotal 67,900 sf

Library 15.000 sf
Total 82,900 sf
FAR .21

¢ VDOT has determined that crossover spacing and access to the site are acceptable and
that traffic lights can be coordinated throughout the area.

Proposed Public Commitments

e Work with Landsdowne Community to address its concerns.
¢ Construction of library facility and long term, no rent charge to the County.

e Contribution to Beulah Street and Telegraph Road construction including traffic light
at site.
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APPLICANT’S BTATEMENT

A. Type of Operation:

B. Hours of Operation:

c. Estinmated number of
children:

D. Estinated nmumber of
employees:

E. Estimate of traffic impact
of the proposed use:

F. Vicinity or general area to

be served by the use:

G. Description of building
facade and architecture:

H. A listing of all hazardous
or toxic substances:

Albert J. Dwoskin
FDP B4-L-020~4

FOR CHILD CARE CENTER

Child care center

6:30 a.m. to 9:00 p.m., Monday
through Friday: 8:00 a.m. to
5:00, Saturday

Maximum attendance - 180

20 emplovaas

Sporadic traffic with peak
periods of traffic on weekdays

" between 7:30 a.m. and 8:30

a.m. (50 vehicles) and 5:20
p.m. and 6:30 p.m. (60
vehicles)

Landsdowne and Kingstowne

Building materials to be
determined

The applicant is presently
unaware of any hazardous or
toxic substances that would be
generated, utilized, stored,
treated and/or disposed of on
site

T. The proposed use conforms to the provisions of all
applicable ordinances, regulations, adopted standards and

any applicable conditions.



Landsdowne Centre
- Summary of County/VDOT Issues and Applicant's Commitments
May 11, 1995

Library
1)County staff will not permit internal pumping of sewer from the lower level of building no., thus

the applicant cannot accommodate the desire of Library Services to have a kitchen on the lower
level.

Applicant’s Commitment

o Applicant will has committed to provide a long term lease to Library Services at no rent
charge, with the County only having to cover CAM, insurance, real estate taxes, utilities if
any and its normal operating expenses. The estimated present value of this lease is over
$2.1 million ( assuming a $12/ft base rate for 15,000 sf, escalating at the rate of inflation, for
a 25 year term, discounted at 10%). V

¢ Provide a vanilla shell building consisting of approximately 15,000 sf total including the
provision of elevator service from the lower level to the upper level and provision of space
for bathrooms and a small kitchen on the upper level (unless the county provides permission
to provide a kitchen downstairs).

Land Use
1) Orientation & Interparcel access

e Comp. Plan General Policy talks about design that is sensitive to residential development,
i.e. is adequately buffered and avoids cut through traffic. It would be inappropriate from a
compatible use standpoint(noise, traffic, visual impacts) focus the orientation of the shopping
to the residential community. (Specific plan policy references are attached.)

¢ The residents are totally against a vehicular connection to the center.

Applicant’'s commitment

o The applicant has provided pedestrian connections and nine (9) parking spaces from the
Morning Glen cul-de-sac for the residents to use---enough for the residents convenience but
not enough to encourage impacts from outside of the neighborhood.

« Neighborhood centers typically consists of uses that provide convenience oriented goods
and services. The uses include uses that the Fairfax County ordinance defines as fast food
but are not ordinarily considered to be fast food, such as ice cream parlors, yogurt stores,
donut shops, bakeries, coffee shops, sandwich shops, pizzerias, bagel shops, mom and pop
dinners, etc. The applicant is requesting permission to accommodate these uses.

Applicant’s commitment

o The applicant will proffer to limit the total amount of area devoted to these uses to 12,500 sf,
no freestanding or drive-through uses, and limit the individual store size to not larger than
3,500 sf feet. Additionally the applicant will proffer: “There will be no more than one fast
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Landsdowne issues and Commitments May 16, 1995

Page 2

food restaurant selling primarily ready-to-consume hamburgers or fried chicken. Other
restaurants which qualify under the Fairfax County Zoning Ordinance as “fast food
restaurants:, but do not sell primarily ready-to-consume hamburgers or fried chicken are
not subject to this limitation; these include, but are limited to, delicatessens, submarine
sandwich shops, pizza parlors, bagel shops, donut shops, ice cream yogurt and frozen
dessert stores, rotisserie or grilled chicken and bakeries, etc.

Tlr hR nf n |nlnm rvi i n h' rlrmn frn
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Applicant's Commitment

See cross-sections for extensive landscape buffering for property boundaries adjoining the
Landsdowne community. Also we are proposing 10 ft high berm in VEPCO easement
provided the residents want and VEPCO approves). The closest building to the closest
residence is 205 feet away and would be screened by the proposed berm in the VEPCO
easement.

Hedges will be added to the street frontages to shield parking areas on Beulah and
Telegraph Road.

The applicant will be constructmg the center with a combination of brick trim, dryvit (stucco),
glass and shingles. The color of the center both front and back will be earth tones, which
together with extensive landscaped buffers proposed will do much to camouflage the
existence of buildings. s1rp 2o Tl 7/«f

There will be no rear access, loading or lights on the rear of buildings.

4) Buffering of Drive-Through Bank

Applicant's Commitment

A 25 ft landscaped buffer is proposed on site to buffer the drive-though. The bermining and
landscaping proposed in the VEPCO easement will further enhance the buffering.

The applicant is requesting modifications of any required buffer in favor of the applicant’s
proposed landscaping treatments and the existing uses adjoining the property--extensive
open space on the west, the VEPCO easement on the north, and the ball fields on the east
and Ft. Belvoir on the south.

Environmental

1)I_ee_$_a_e

Extensive tree save was provided with the overall Landsdowne CDP--over 30% of the entire
125 acres was placed in open space.

Much of the shopping center property is covered in scrub pine, which is not considered to be
quality vegetation. Additionally, much of the natural vegetation in the buffer areas would not
provide adequate screening if preserved.

In order to deal with the on site grades and tie back into the improvements on Beulah Street
and Telegraph Road, the site must be graded.

Transportation

The applicant has not received the transportation report.

The applicant notes that transportation commitments were made at the time of the original
CDP approval in the amount of $14 million for the approval of Landsdowne and Kingstowne.
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Landsdowne Issues and Commitments May 16, 1995
Page 3

The applicant is not proposing an increase in intensity from that previously proffered and
thus believes that any additional commitments should be related to impacts associated
with the access change only.

Applicant’'s Commitment
e right of way dedication ----estimated value is between $75,000 and $100,000, including
sufficient right of way to improve the design over earlier scenarios.

e a cash contribution to VDOT a total of $227,000 to be used in the manner VDOT wishes.

Originally VDOT had requested that the applicant provide a cash contribution of
$217,000 in order to complete the deal. The $227,000 included the full funding for the
traffic light at Beulah and Telegraph Road ($95,000)and right of way acquisition for Ft.
Belvoir($17,000)for plan changes ($20,000), construction of improvements related to the
access changes ($95,000 estimated by VDOT). The applicant believes that it is
excessive to require the applicant to fund the entire traffic signal at Beulah and
Telegraph Road since the applicant’s contribution to traffic impacts at this signal is
limited as compared to impacts from other sources. The applicant instead prefers that
VDOT take a portion of the funding for the traffic light at Beulah and Telegraph Road
and use it to fund a traffic light at View Lane and Beulah Street in the event that VDOT
believes a signal should be provided there. However, the applicant does not feel
responsible for providing such as light at View Lane since the applicant is only proposing
to provide minimum direct access from its day care use.

« The applicant will provide a traffic signal at its entrance on Beulah Street and Telegraph
Road.

The overall contribution of the applicant for transportation improvements (in addition to
the $14 million originally proffered with the Landsdowne and Kingstowne applications ) is
approximately $300,000, exclusive of right of way.

Including the library, transportation improvements associated with the FDP and the berming and
landscaping the applicant proposes to provide in the VEPCO easement the applicant estimates
his commitments to have a value of approximately $2.7 million.
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character of the existing Landsdowne neighborhood. Protecting
residential neighborhoods is an important tenet of both the
Comprehensive Plan and the Zoning Ordinance. The following
applicable provisions of the Comprehensive Plan and the Zoning

Ordinance will be satisfied by the approval of this application:

1. On pages 17-18, Concept for Future Development and Land
Classification System, the section on Suburban

Neighborhoods:

. under LAND USE GUIDELINES, Transitions/Neighborhood
Stability, Guideline No. 16 states: V

"The following guidelines should be applied to new
development and redevelopment within or adjacent to
Suburban Neighborhoods involving é;ther a significantly
higher intensity or a change in use .... (second

bullet):

. Gain primary access from major or secondary
thoroughfares which do not traverse adjacent
. 4
stable residential areas, and take other measures
- J')

as necessary to minimize cut-through traffic

affecting lower density areas."
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under TRANSPORTATION GUIDELINES, Roadways, Guideline

No. 1 states:

‘"Residential streets should be designed to provide for

a sufficient number of connections between
neighborhoods to maximize neighborhood use of internal
roads and minimize travel‘on arterials. However, these
connections should be designed to minimize through

traffic."

also under TRANSPORTATION GUIDELINES, Pedestrian

Connections, Guideline No. 7 states:

"Reliance on the automobile should be reduced by

encouraging the provision of pedestrian accessible

—

- community-serving retail and support uses ...."

In addition to satisfying the Comprehensive Plan policy
guidelines, the applicant will satisfy the intent of the

applicable Area IV’guidelines on page 370 by:

, .
dedicating additional rights-of-way necessary (approved
C - I
CDP dedication is inadequate to accommodate planned

intersection improvements):



.
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. providing significant contribution to construction of
roadway improvements and traffic signalization
(original proffers made no contribution to Beulah

Street and Telegraph Road improvements); and

. providing "plan designs that create safe and harmonious
vehicular and pedestrian access, especially in areas

where high vehicular traffic volumes may exist."

3. The amendment will satisfy the intent of the PDH district
regulations. Under Article 6, PLANNED DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT
REGULATIONS, Paragraph 6 of Section 6-106 of the Zoning

Ordinance sates:

. "Secondary uses of a commercial ngpure except Group 6
outdoor recreation uses and officés shall be designed
to serve primarily the needs of the residents of the
planned development in which they are located, and such
uses, including offices, shall be designed so as to
maintain and protect the residential character of the
planned development and adjacent residential

,
neighborhoods as well ...." ‘

J'l
In addition to the Proffered Condition and Development Plan
Amendments, the applicant is requesting approval of an associated

Final Development Plan. The plan proposes local serving



commercial uses, a public library and a day care center. The
details of the proposal are currently being worked out with

Fairfax County’s Library Services staff.

By: %'

Robert A. Lawrence, Esquire
Agent for Applicant
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traffic consultant (employed at the cost of
the developer or its successor Or SUCCessors)
which achieve the projected level of trip
generation shall be implemented and maintained.
Developer agrees that the peak-hour traffic
generation from the office and industrial
uses for the subject property shall at no
time exceed the total projections set forth
in the Kellerco traffic study dated February 5,
1985, as modified by memo dated February 12,
1985. If vehicle counts taken by the County
or VDH&T indicate that these projections are
being exceeded, the actions described in
paragraphs a and b shall be implemented and
no additional building permits shall be
issued within the I-4 District unless the
developer can show that, through the use of
additiénal TSM actions, that said projections
will not be exceeded by the issuance of said

additional building permits.

V. LANDSDOWNE DEVELOPMENT PLAN CONDITIONS

A. Conceptual Development Plan Proffered Conditions

111.

Plan.

Development of the subject property shall be in
‘substantial conformance with the Conceptual
Development Plan as revised May 30, 1985 (Sheet D-1).

Densities shall not exceed those depicted on the
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alternatives become available. The escrowed
funds will be held by Fairfax County in
interest-bearing escrow accounts. In the
event that a temporary access road becomes
permanent, the escrowed funds, plus any
interest thereon, for said temporary access
road, shall be refunded forthwith to the
developer.

d. wWhenever land is to be dedicated or acquired
for roads, said dedication or acquisition
shall include necessary grading and construction
easements. A

e. In instances where inconsistencies exist
between said FDPs and these proffers, these
proffers shall govern, and roads shall be
constructed as set forth herein.

127. The developer will dedicate the right-of-way for
realigned Beulah Street as shown on the Conceptual
Development Plan for Landsdowne. At the proposed
intersection for the new alignment for the inter-
section of Beulah stieet Extended and Telegraph

- Road, additional right-of-way will be provided for

eventual construction of a right tutn lane and a

transition lane by others. Grading and construction

easements will also be provided for this road
construction. Easements and dedications will be

provided at the time of final plat review.
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128. The curbing bn the southern side of the entrance
to Landsdowne has not been provided so as to allow
flexibility for the eventual alignmentyof Beulah
Street. Funds that would have been spent on this
curbing will be escrowed with Fairfax County for
consttuction at a later date or placed in a general
fund for use at other locations directly related
to Kingstowne, as may be determined by the Office
of Transportation.

129. The developer will dedicate right-of-way 45 feet
from centerline along the Landsdowne frontage of
Telegraph Road, together with temporary construction
easements.

Recreational Facilities

130. Trails not dedicated to the Fairfax County Park
Authority will be provided as shown on Exhibit C
attached hereto. Trail sections within Landsdowne
which are open to the public, but not dediéated
to, nor accepted for maintenance by, the Fairfax
County Park Authority, shall be maintained by the
LHOA.

131. Recreational facilities shall be in substantial
conformance with the Conceptual and Final Development
Plans attached hereto. |

132. All recreational facilities shall be owned and
operated by the Landsdowne Homeowners Association,
other than the pools, and shall be available to
all residents of Landsdowne.
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APPENDIX 7

Amend Article 6, Planned Development District Requlations, Part
1, PDH Planned Development Housing District, Sect. 6-106, Use
Limitations, by revising Par. 6 to read as follows:

6. Secondary uses of a commercial nature except Group 6
outdoor recreation uses and offices shall be designed
to serve primarily the needs of the residents of the
planned development in which they are 1located, and
such uses, including offices, shall be designed so as
to maintain and protect the residential character of
the planned development and adjacent residential

neighborhoods as well. In order to accomplish these
purposes:
A. Commercial and office uses shall be conducted

within a completely enclosed building with no
outside display except those uses which by
their nature must be conducted outside a
building.

B. When located within the same building as
residential uses, commercial and office uses
shall be limited to the lowest two (2) floors.

C. The maximum total 1land area, including all
at-grade off-street parking and loading areas
in connection therewith, devoted to commercial
and office |uses, except Group 6 outdoor
recreation uses, shall be as follows:

(1) PDH-1 through PDH-4: 400 square feet
of commercial/dwelling unit.

(2) PDH-5 through PDH-20: 300 square
feet of commercial/dwelling unit.

(3) PDH-30 and PDH-40: 200 square feet
of commercial/dwelling unit.

However, the Board may allow an increase in
the commercial land area if there is a single
commercial area proposed to serve two or more
contiguous PDH Districts which are planned and
designed as a single planned development and
which are zoned concurrently. The Board may
approve such an increase with the concurrent
approval of a conceptual and final development
plan which shows the layout, uses and
intensity of the commercial 1land area. In

such instance, the 1land area devoted ¢to
commercial use may be based on the total
number of dwelling units in the PDH Districts,
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provided, however, that the resultant
commercial 1land area shall not exceed twice
that which would have been permitted otherwise
for the individual PDH District in which the
commercial land area is located.

In no instance, however, shall office uses occupy more
than ten (10) percent of the total gross floor area.

Amend Article 16, Development Plans, Part 4, Procedures for the
Review and Approval of All P Districts Except the PRC District,
Sect. 16-401, Conceptual Development Plan Approval, by revising
Par. 8 to read as follows:

8.

In approving a conceptual development plan, the Board
may authorize a variance in the strict application of
specific zoning district regulations whenever:

A, Such strict application would inhibit or
frustrate the purpose and intent for
establishing such a zoning district; and

B. Such variance would promote and comply with
the standards set forth in Part 1 above.

In no 'case, however, shall the maximum density
provisions wunder the PDH District and the maximum
floor area ratio provisions under the PDC District, be
varied or modified.

This amendment shall become effective on December 14, 1993 at
12:01 a.m.

GIVEN under my hand this 13th day of December, 1993.

Vb=

NANCY ]
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors




SPECIAL EXCEPTIONS 9-006

(a) the notice shall include the letter of request with
all attachments as submitted to the Zoning Ad-
ministrator, a statement that the request has been
submitted, and where to call for additional infor-
mation; and

(b) the notice shall be sent to the last known address
of the owners, as shown in the real estate assess-
ment files, of all property abutting and across the
street from the site, or portion thereof, which is
the subject of the request, and shall be delivered
by hand or sent by certified mail, return receipt re-
quested.

The request for an addition submitted to the Zoning Administra-
tor shall include: an affidavit from the requester affirming that
the required notice has been provided in accordance with the
above; the date that the notice was delivered or sent; the names
and addresses of all persons notified; and the Tax Map references
for all parcels notified. No request for an addition shall be consid-
ered by the Zoning Administrator unless the affidavit has been
provided in accordance with this paragraph.

When it is determined by the Zoning Administrator that a modlﬁeauon isnotin .
substantial conformance with the approved special exception, such modification
shall require the approval of an amendment to the special exception in accord-
ance with Sect. 014 below or a new special exception.

9-005 Establishment of Categories

For purposes of applying specific conditions upon certain types of special exception
uses, and for allowing special exception uses to be established only in those zoning dis-
tricts which are appropriate areas for such uses, all special exception uses are divided
into categories of associated or related uses, as hereinafier set forth in this Article 9.

9-006 General Standards

In addition to the specific standards set forth hereinafter with regard to particular
special exception uses, all such uses shall satisfy the following general standards:

1.

2.

Supp. No. 31, 10-12-93

The proposed use at the specified location shall be in harmony with the adopted
comprehensive plan.

The proposed use shall be in harmony with the general purpose and intent of the
applicable zoning district regulations.

The proposed use shall be such that it will be harmonious with and will not ad-
versely affect the use or development of neighboring properties in accordance
with the applicable zoning district regulations and the adopted comprehensive
plan. The location, size and height of buildings, structures, walls and fences,

. and the nature and extent of screening, buffering and landscaping shall be such

that the use will not hinder or discourage the appropriate development and use
of adjacent or nearby land and/or buildings or impair the value thereof.

The proposed use shall be such that pedestrian and vehicular traffic associated
with such use will not be hazardous or conflict with the existing and anticipated
traffic in the neighborhood.

9-7



9-006

9-007

9-008

9-009

Supp. No. 31, 10-12-93

FAIRFAX COUNTY ZONING ORDINANCE

5. In addition to the standards which may be set forth in this Article for a particu-
lar category or use, the Board shall require landscaping and screening in
accordance with the provisions of Article 13.

6. Open space shall be provided in an amount equivalent to that spec1ﬁed for the .
zoning district in which the proposed use is located.

7. Adequate utility, drainage, parking, loading and other necessary facilities to
serve the proposed use shall be provided. Parking and loading requirements
shall be in accordance with the provisions of Article 11.

8. Signs shall be regulated by the provisions of Article 12; however, the Board may
impose more strict requirements for a given use than those set forth in this Ordi-
nance.

Conditions and Restrictions

In addition to those standards set forth in this Article, the Board, in approving a spe-
cial exception, may impose such conditions and restrictions upon the proposed use as
it may deem necessary in the public interest to secure compliance with the provisions
of this Ordinance and to protect the viability of the implementation of the adopted
comprehensive plan. Such conditions or restrictions may include but need not be lim-
ited to a time limitation on the length of the exception in accordance with the
provisions of Sect. 008 below and may require the posting of a guarantee or bond in a
reasonable amount by the applicant.

Time Limitations, Extensions, Renewals

In addition to the time limits set forth in this Article, the Board may require, as a con-
dition of the approval of any special exception, that it shall be approved for a specified
period of time; that it may be subsequently extended for a designated period by the
Zoning Administrator; or that it may be periodically renewed by the Board. The pro-
ﬁgﬁdmmﬂeWmmmdmmupmmmeommzand
ow.

Unless otherwise stipulated by the Board, a specified period of time shall com-

mence on the date of approval of a special exception.

Application for a Special Exception

1 An application for a special exception may be made by any property owner,
owner of an easement, possessor of the right of entry under the power of eminent
domain, lessee, contract purchaser, official, department, board or bureau of any
government or their agent.

2. The application shall be filed with the Zoning Administrator on forms provided
by the County. The application shall be complete, and shall be accompanied by
those submission requirements set forth in Sect. 011 below, such specified infor-
mation as may be required for a given category or use, and such additional
information as may be required by the Board. The application shall be accompa-
nied by a fee as provided for in Sect. 18-106. No application shall be deemed to
be on file with the County until all requu'ed submissions have been presented.
All applications shall be subject to the provisions of Part 1 of Article 18.

3. The Zoning Administrator shall transmit a copy of every special exception to the
Planning Commission. The Planning Commission shall hold a public hearing
on each application and shall make recommendations on each application set-
ting forth any conditions or restrictions for consideration by the Board.

9-8



Supp. No.30,1-26-93

SPECIAL EXCEPTIONS - 9-503

C-6 District: Limited to uses 6,9, 11, 12, 17, 19, 20, 22 and 23 -

C-7 District: Limited to uses 1,2, 6,9, 11, 12, 14, 17, 20, 22 and 23 ,
C-8 District: Limited to uses 2,6, 9, 11, 12, 14, 17, 19, 20, 22, 23 and 26
C-9 District: Limited to uses 1, 6, 9, 11, 14, 17, 20, 22 and 23

I-1, I-1, 1-2, I-3 Districts: Limited to uses 10 and 17

I-4 District: Limited to uses 10, 16, 17 and 26

I-5 District: Limited to uses 10, 16, 17, 23, 24 and 26

I-6 District: Limited to uses 10, 16, 17, 23, 24 and 26

Category 5 uses may be allowed by special exception in the following districts:

" R-ADistrict: Limited to use 19

R-P, R-C Districts: Limited to uses 15, 17 and 19

R-E, R-1 Districts: Limited to uses 10, 12, 15, 17, 19 and 27
R-2, R-3, R-4 Districts: Limited to uses 5, 12, 15, 17, 19 and 27
R-5, R-8 Districts: Limited to uses 5, 12, 15, 17 and 27

R-12, R-16, R-20 Districts: Limited to uses 12, 15 and 27

R-~30 District: Limited to uses 12, 15, 17 and 27

R-MHP District: Limited to uses 12, 15 and 27

PDH and PDC Districts: Limited to uses 11 and 27
PRC District: Limited to use 27

C-1 District: Limited to uses 10 and 27

C-2 District: Limited to uses 6,9, 10 and 27

C-3, C-4 Districts: hmtedtousesG 9, 10, 14, 18, 21, 22 and 27

C-5 District: Limited to uses 236, 11, 12, 15, 17, 20, 21,&8d 27

C-6 District: Lu(:ingdtouses2 3,4,6, 11 14, 15 17 18, 20, 21, 23, 25, 27
an

C-7 District: Limited touses 2, 3, 4,6, 7, 8, 10, 11, 15, 17, 18, 20, 21, 23, 25,
26, 27 and 30

C-8 District: hmtedtouses2346710 11, 15, 16, 17, 18, 20, 21, 23, 24,
25, 27 and 30

C-9 District: Izgmxtedtousesz 3,4,6,10, 11, 17, 18, 20, 21, 23, 25, 26 and

I-I, I-1 Districts: Limited to use 27 -

I-2 District: Limited to uses 9, 14, 15, 18, 22 and 27

I-3 District: Limited to uses 3, 6, 9, 14, 15, 16, 18, 21, 22, 26, 27 and 29
I-4 District: Limited to uses 3, 6, 9, 14, 15, 18, 19, 21, 22 and 27

I-5 District: Limited to uses 3, 6, 9, 11, 14, 18, 19, 20, 21, 23 and 27
I-6 District: Limited touses 3,6,7,1 11, 13 18, 19, 20, 21 23 and 27

4

Standards For All Category 5 Uses

In addition to the general standards set forth in Sect. 006 above, all Category 5 spe-
cial exception uses shall satisfy the following standards:

1

2.

3.

Except as qualified in the following Sections, all uses shall comply with the lot
size and bulk regulations of the zoning district in which located.

All uses shall comply with the performance standards specified for the zoning
district in which located.

Before establishment, all uses shall be subject to the approval of a site plan pre-
pared in accordance with the provisions of Article 17.
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2. The Advisory Board, in making its recommendations, and the Board of Supervi-
sors, in deciding on the issuance of such an exception, shall specifically consider
whether or not:

A.  There is a demonstrated need for the proposed facility, in the loca-
tion, at the time, and in the configuration proposed. Such
consideration shall take into account alternative facilities and/or
services in existence or approved for construction, and the present
and projected utilization of specialized treatment equipment avail-
able to persons proposed to be served by the applicant.

B.  Any proposed specialized treatment or care facility has or can provide
for a working relationship with a general hospital sufficiently close to
ensure availability of a full range of diagnostic and treatment serv-
ices.

C.  The proposed facility will contribute to, and not divert or subvert, im-
. plementation of a plan for comprehensive health care for the area
proposed to be served; such consideration shall take into account the
experience of the applicant, the financial resources available and pro-
jected for project support and operation, and the nature and
qualifications of the proposed staffing of the facility.

3. All such uses shall be designed to accommodate service vehicles with access to
the building at a side or rear entrance.

4 No freestanding nursing facility shall be established except on a parcel of land
fronting on, and with direct access to, an existing or planned collector or arterial
street as defined in the adopted comprehensive plan.

5. Nobuilding shall be located closer than 45 feet to any street line or closer than
100 feet to any lot line which abuts an R-A through R-4 District.

6. In the R-E through R-5 Districts, no such use shall be located on a lot containing
less than five (5) acres.

7. For hospxtals the Board of Supervisors may approve additional on-site signs
when it is determined, based on the size and nature of the hospital, that addi-
tional signs are necessary in order to provide needed information to the public
and that such signs will not have an adverse impact on adjacent properties. All
proposed signs shall be subject to the maximum area and height limitations for
hospital signs set forth in Article 12. All requests shall show the location, size,
height and number of all signs, as well as the information to be displayed on the
signs.

Additional Standards for Child Care Centers and Nursery Schools

1. In addition to complying with the minimum lot size requirements of the zoning
district in which located, the minimum lot area shall be of such size that 100
square feet of usable outdoor recreation area shall be provided for each child
that may use the space at any one time. Such area shall be delineated on a plat
submitted at the time the application is filed. ‘

For the purpose of this provision, usable outdoor recreation area shall be
limited to:

A.  That area not covered by buildings or required off-street parking
spaces.
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B.  That area outside the limits of the minimum required front yard, un-
less specifically approved by the Board in commercial and industrial
districts only.

C.  Only that area which is developable for active outdoor recreation pur-
poses.

D.  An area which occupies no more than eighty (80) percent of the com-
bined total areas of the required rear and side yards.

For each person enrolled, indoor recreation space shall be provided in accord-

-ance with the provisions of Chapter 30 of The Code.

All such uses shall be located so as to have direct access to an existing or pro-
grammed public street of sufficient right-of-way and cross-section width to
accommodate pedestrian and vehicular traffic to and from the use as deter-
mined by the Director. To assist in making this determination, each applicant,
at the time of application, shall provide an estimate of the maximum expected
trip generation, the distribution of these trips by mode and time of day, and the
expected service area of the facility As a general guideline, the size of the use in
relation to the appropriate street type should be as follows, subject to whatever
modification and conditions the Board deems to be necessary or advisable:

Number of Persons-: Street Type
4.75 Local
76-660- . Collector
660 or more Arterial

All such uses shall be located so as to permit the pick-up and delivery of all per-
sons on the site.

No such use shall be permitted unless it is determined by the County Depart-

ment of Health Services that the location does not pose any hazard to the health,
safety and welfare of the children.

9-310 Additional Standards for Private Schools of General Education and
Private Schools of Special Education..

L

Supp. No. 31, 10-12-93

In addition to complying with the minimum lot size requirements of the zoning
district in which located, the minimum lot area for a private school of general

education shall be of such size that:
A. 200 square feet of usable outdoor recreation area shall be provided
f:;deach child in grades K-3 that may use the space at any one time,

B. 4303quarefeetofusableoutdoorrea'eaﬁonareashallbeptovided
for each child in grades 4-12 that may use the space at any one time.

Such usable outdoor recreation area shall be delineated on a plat submit-
ted at the time the application is filed.
For the purpose of this provision, usable outdoor recreation area shall
be limited to:
A. That area not covered by buildings or required off-street parking
spaces.
B.  That area outside the limits of the required front yard.
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Additional Standards for Amusement Arcades

1.

Such a use shall not be located closer than 1000 feet to any school. In addition,
except when located under the roof of a shopping center, such a use shall not be
located within 100 feet of any adjoining property which is in an R district.

Such use shall be established only after approval by the Board of a plan setting
forth acceptable rules for the operation of the establishment. Such plan shall
specify (a) procedures to preclude gambling and loitering; (b) regulations re-
garding the use of the establishment by school age children; and (c) procedures
for the enforcement of the rules.

In addition, the Board shall impose such conditions and restrictions as it may
deem necessary to assure that the use will be compatible with and will not ad-
versely impact the adjacent area. Such conditions and restrictions may include,
but need not be limited to, the following:

A.  Hours of operation. |

B. Number of adult attendants required to be on the premises at all times.

C.  Size of the establishment and the number of amusement machines.

Additional Standards for Automobile-Oriented Uses, Car Washes,

Drive-in Banks, Fast Food Restaurants, Quick-Service Food Stores and
Service Stations

1

2.

3.

In all districts where permitted by special exception: -
A.  Such ause shall have on all sides the same architectarral featares or shall
be architecturally compatible with the building group or neighbarhood
with which it is associated.

B.  Such a use shall be designed so that pedestrian and vehicular circulation
is coardinated with that on adjacent properties.

In the C-3 and C-4 Districts, in addition to Par. 1 above:

A, All such uses, except drive-in banks, shall be an integral design element
of a site plan for an office building or office building complex containing not
leas than 35,000 square feet of gross floor area.

B. Such a use shall have no seperate and exclusive curb cut access to the

There shall be no outside storage or display of goods offered for sale.

Service stations shall not include any ancillary use such as vehicle ar tool

rental, and shall be limited to the servicing and retail sales of products

used primarily by passenger vehicles.

E.  Servicestationsshall not beused for the performance of major repairs, and
shall not inchude the outdoor storage of more than two (2) abendoned,
wmdneda'in@aahhvabidesmthesiteﬁrmethansevmtyhtwo(ﬂ)

hours, subject to the limitation that there shall be no dismantling, wreck-
ing or sale of said vehicles or parts thereof In addition, in no event shall
any ane (1) abandoned, wrecked or inoperable vehicle be stared outdoors
for a period exreeding seventy-two (72) hours.

In the C-5 and C-6 Districts, in addition to Par. 1 above:
A.  There shall be no outside storage or display of goods offeved for sale.

oo
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Service stations shall not include any ancillary use such as vehicle or tool
rental, and shall be limited to the servicing and retail sales of products
used primarily by passenger vehicles.

Service stations shall not be used for the performance of major repairs, and
shall not include the outdoor storage of more than two (2) abandoned,
med:eda'mopa'ahleve}ndesmtheuteﬁrmm'ethanseventy-two(ﬂ)
hours, subject to the limitation that there shall be no di . wreck-
ing or sale of said vehicles ar parts thereof. Inaddmon,mmeventshall
any one (1) abandoned, wrecked or inoperable vehicle be stored outdoars
for a period exceeding seventy-two (72) hours.

4. In the C-7, C-8 and C-9 Districts, in addition to Par. 1 above:

A

B.

C.

In the C-7 or C-9 District, there shall be no outside storage or display of
goods offered for sale.

Service stations shall not be used for the performance of major repairs, and
shall not indude the outdoor starage of more than four (4) abandoned,
wrecked ar inoperable vehicles on the site for more than seventy-two (72)
hours, subject to the limitation that there shall be no dismantling, wreck-
ing or sale of said vehicles ar parts thereof In addition, in no event shall
any one (1) abandoned, wrecked or inoperable vehicle be stared outdoars
for a period exceeding seventy-two (72) hours.

The outdoor area devoted to any ancillaryuse such as vehide ar tool rental
shall be limited to the area so designated on an approved site plan.

5. In the I3, I-4, I-6 and I-6 Districts, in addition to Par. 1 above:

A

D.

E.

All such uses, except drive-in banks, shall be an integral design element
of a site plan for an industrial building or building complex containing not
less than 30,000 square feet of gross floor area.

In an1-3 or 14 District, there shall be no outside storage or display of goods
offered for sale.

In an I3 or I4 District, service stations shall not be used for the perfarm-
ance of major repairs, and shall not inchude the outdoar storage of more
than four (4) abandoned, wrecked or inoperable vehices on the site for
more than seventy-two (72) hours, subject to the limitation that there shall
be no dismantling, wrecking or sale of said vehides or parts thereof. In
addition, in no event shall any one (1) abandaned, wrecked or i

vehide be stored outdoors for a period exceeding seventy-two (72) hours.

No Building Permit shall be approved for such a use unless a Building
Permit has been approved for the related industrial building(s).

The outdoor area devoted to any ancillary use such as vehicle or tool rental
shall be limited to that area so designated on an approved site plan.

6. In the PDH and PDC Districts, in addition to Par. 1 above:

A

Supp. No.30,1-25-93

In the PDH District, fast food restaurants may be permitted only in
accordance with the provisions of Sect. 6-106 and the following:

(1) Such use may be permitted only upon a finding by the Board
that the planned development is of sufficient size to support
the proposed use, and that the use is designed to serve
primarily the needs of the residents of the development.
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(2) Such use shall be designed and located so as to maintain the
intended secondary nature of the use, and so that the associ-
ated impacts, including but not limited to associated on-site
and off-site vehicular traffic, noise, odors, and visual impact,
will not adversely affect the residential character of the devel-

(3) All direct vehicular access to the use shall be provided via the
internal circulation system of a commercial area of the PDH
development, which commercial area shall contain not less
than three (3) non-automobile-related commercial estab-
lishments.

(4) The proposed development shall provide cdlearly designated

: pedestrian facilities for safe and convenient access from sur-
rounding residential and commercial uses. _

B. In the PDC District, fast food restaurants may be permitted only in
- accordance with the provisions of Sect. 6-206. .

Additional Standards for Commercial Recreation Restaurants

1

2.

3.

All such uses shall be designed and operated as a combined use for family-ori-
NopersmunderlSyemd'ageshaleepmm’ﬁedto&equentthep:mses’ un-
less accompanied by a parent or guardian. | |

The sale and consumption of food, frozen deserts or beverages shall be limited to
the premises. Notwithstanding the above, the establishment may provide a
carry-out service provided that such carry-out service is clearly not the principal
business of that portion of the establishment devoted to the sale and consump-
tion of food, frozen desserts or beverages.

The recreation portion of the establishment shall not be advertised or operated
as a separate fadlity. :

Any areas devoted primarily to mechanical and/or electronic operated games
shall encompass no more than twenty-five (25) percent of the total gross floor
area of the establishment. -

Additional Standards for Convenience Centers

1

No convenience center shall be approved in a neighborhood or subdivision
which has been recarded or recorded in part prior to the effective date of this Or-
dinance. In addition, no convenience center shall be located on a lot adjacent to
existing dwellings, unless such center was represented on an approved develop-
ment plan. ‘

The approval of a special exception for a convenience center shall be subject to
the approval of a development plan prepared in accordance with the provisions
of Sect. 16-502:

No convenience center shall be located within a distance of one (1) mile from
any other similar retail commercial use.

Uses within a convenience center shall be limited to retail sales establishments,
personal service establishments and quick-service food stores oriented to serve
the residents of the immediate neighborhood.

In no event shall the gross floor area of a convenience center exceed 2000 square
feet.
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Amend Article 16, Development Plans, by revising Parts 1, 2 and
3 to read as follows: ‘

PART 1

16-101

16-100 STANDARDS FOR ALL PLANNED DEVELOPMENTS

General Standards

A rezoning application or development plan amendment
application may only be approved for a planned
development under the provisions of Article 6 if the
planned development satisfies the following general
standards:

1.

The planned development shall substantially
conform to the adopted comprehensive plan with
respect to type, character, intensity of use
and public facilities. Planned developments
shall not exceed the density or intensity
permitted by the adopted comprehensive plan,
except as expressly permitted wunder the
applicable density or intensity bonus
provisions.

The planned development shall be of such
design that it will result in a development
achieving the stated purpose and intent of the
planned development district more than would
development under a conventional zoning(
district.

The planned development shall efficiently
utilize the available land, and shall protect
and preserve to the extent possible all scenic
assets and natural features such as trees,
streams and topographic features.

The planned development shall be designed to
prevent substantial injury to the use and
value of existing surrounding development, and
shall not hinder, deter or impede development
of surrounding undeveloped ©properties in
accordance with the adopted comprehensive plan.

The planned development shall be located in an
area in which transportation, police and fire
protection, other public facilities and public
utilities, including sewerage, are or will be
available and adequate for the uses proposed;
provided, however, that the applicant may make
provision for such facilities or wutilities
which are not presently available.
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PART 2
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6. The planned development shall provide
coordinated linkages among internal facilities
and services as well as connections to major
external facilities and services at a scale
appropriate to the development.

Design Standards

Whereas it is the intent to allow flexibility in the

~design of all planned developments, it is deemed

necessary to establish design standards by which to
review rezoning applications, development plans,
conceptual development plans, final development
plans, PRC plans, site plans and subdivision plats.
Therefore, the following design standards shall

apply:

1. In order to complement development on adjacent
properties, at all peripheral boundaries of
the planned development district, the bulk
regulations and 1landscaping and screening
provisions shall generally conform to the
provisions of that conventional zoning
district which most closely characterizes the

particular type of development under
consideration.
2. Other than those regulations specifically set

forth in Article 6 for a particular P
district, the open space, off-street parking,
loading, sign and all other similar
regulations set forth in this Ordinance shall
have general application in all planned
developments.

3. Streets and driveways shall be designed to
generally conform to the provisions set forth
in this Ordinance and all other County
ordinances and regulations controlling same,
and where applicable, street systems shall be
designed to afford convenient access to mass
transportation facilities. In addition, a
network of trails and sidewalks shall be
coordinated to provide access to recreational
amenities, open space, public facilities,
vehicular access routes, and mass
transportation facilities.

- 16-200 PROCEDURES FOR REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF A PRC

DISTRICT

All proposed developments of a PRC District, as
permitted by the provisions of Part 3 of Article 6,
shall be subject to the following procedures for
review and approval.
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4. There shall be different barrier requirements as identified on the matrix,
which shall be provided as follows:

A. Barrier A shall consist of a 42-48 inch wall, brick or architectural
block faced on the side facing the existing use and may be required to
be so faced on both sides as determined by the Director.

B. Barrier B shall consist of a 42-48 inch solid wood or otherwise archi-
tecturally solid fence.
C. Barrier C shall consist of an evergreen hedge with an ultimate height

of at least 42-48 inches and planted size of 36 inches.

D. Barrier D shall consist of a 42-48 inch chain link fence and may be
required by the Director to have inserts in the fence fabric, to be
coated, or to be supplemented by trees and/or shrubs.

E. Barrier E shall consist of a 6 foot wall, brick or architectural block
faced on the side facing the existing use and may be required to be so
faced on both sides as determined by the Director.

F. Barrier F shall consist of a 6 foot high solid wood or otherwise archi-
tecturally solid fence. :

G. Barrier G shall consist of a 6 foot chain link fence and may be re-
quired by the Director to have inserts in the fence fabric or to be
coated.

H.  Barrier H shall consist of one row of 6 foot trees averaging 50 feet on
centers, such trees being a variety of types. This requirement may be
omitted in cases where the building is 6 feet or less from the property
line.

13-304 Transitional Screening and Barrier Waivers and Modifications

Transitional screening and barriers may be waived or modified by the Director in any
of the following circumstances. The Director may attach conditions to any waiver or
modification which would assure that the results of the waiver or modification would
be in accordance with the purpose and intent of this Part.

1. Transitional screening and barriers may not be required between uses that are
to be developed under a common development plan or series of development
plans within a PRC District or a common site plan.

2. Where the strict provisions of this Part would reduce the usable area of a lot
due to lot configuration or size to a point which would preclude a reasonable
use of the lot, transitional screening and/or barriers may be waived or modified
by the Director where the side of a building, a barrier and/or the land between
that building and the property line has been specifically designed to minimize
adverse impact through a combination of architectural and landscaping tech-
niques.

3. Transitional screening may be modified where the building, a barrier and/or
the land between that building and the property line has been specifically
designed to minimize adverse impact through a combination of architectural
and landscaping techniques.

4. The transitional screening yard width and planting requirements may be re-
duced as much as two-thirds (¥s) where the developer chooses to construct a
seven (7) foot brick or architectural block wall instead of the lesser barrier
indicated by the matrix. This wall may be reduced to a height of six (6) feet
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where the Director deems such a height will satisfy the purposes and intent of
this Part.

Transitional screening and barriers may be waived or modified where the
adjoining land is designated in the adopted comprehensive plan for a use which
would not require the provision of transitional screening between the land
under site plan and the adjoining property.

Transitional screening and barriers may be waived or modified where the
adjacent property is zoned to allow a use similar to that of the parcel under site
plan.

Transitional screening and barriers may be waived or modified where the
adjoining property is used for any public purpose other than a school or hos-
pital.

Transitional screening and barriers may be waived or modified when the ad-
Joining land is used for a sawmilling operation or for a wayside stand.

Transitional screening and barriers may be waived or modified where adjacent
residential property is used for any use permitted by the Board of Zoning
Appeals or the Board of Supervisors as a special permit or special exception use
except nursery schools, day care centers, schools of general and special educa-
tion.

Transitional screening may be waived or modified when the adjoining land is
an R district and is used for off-street parking as permitted by the provisions
of Sect. 9-609.

Transitional screening and barriers may be waived or modified where the
subject property abuts a railroad or interstate highway right-of-way, except
the Dulles Airport Access Road.

The Director may waive or modify the barrier requirements where the topog-
raphy of the lot providing the transitional screening and the lot being pro-
tected is such that a barrier would not be effective.

The Director may waive or modify the barrier requirements for single family
attached dwelling units where a six (6) foot fence has been provided to enclose
a privacy yard on all sides, and such fence is architecturally designed and
coordinated with landscaping techniques to minimize adverse impact on adja-
cent properties. :

Transitional screening and barriers may be waived or modified for any public
use when such use has been specifically designed to minimize adverse impact
on adjacent properties.

~ In affordable dwelling unit developments, where the strict application of the

provisions of this Article would preclude compliance with the provisions of
Part 8 of Article 2, transitional screening and/or barriers may be waived or
modified.

13-10



APPENDIX 8

FAIRFAX COUNTY, VIRGINIA

MEMORANDUM
TO: Barbara A. Byron, Director
Zoning Evaluation Division, OCP
' <;$44>)7;>c .
FROM: Bruce G. Doug})as, Chief
Environment & Development Review Branch, OCP
FILE NO.: 2106 (ZONING)
SUBJECT: i for: PCA 84-L-020-7
FDP 84-L-020-4
SE 95-L-010
Dwoskin/Landsdowne
DATE: 8 May 1995 ‘

This memorandum, prepared by Susie Leonard, includes citations
from the Comprehensive Plan that list and explain land use and
design policies for this property, and an analysis of the
development plan dated May 1, 1995. The applications request
approval of the final development plan for a shopping center in a
P-district to include at least three fast food restaurants, a
child care center, a service station and a drive-thru bank.
Approval of this application would result in a floor area ratio
(FAR) of .22. Possible solutions to address identified use and
design concerns are suggested. Other solutions may be acceptable,
provided they are also compatible with Plan policies.

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN CITATIONS:

The Comprehensive Plan is the basis for the evaluation of this
application. The 8.9-acre property is located in the Newington
Community Planning Sector (S6) of the Springfield Planning
District in Area IV. The assessment of the proposal for
conformity with the land use and design recommendations of the
Comprehensive Plan is guided by the following citations from the
Plan:

On page 368 of the 1991 edition of the Area 1V Plan as amended
through March 9, 1992, under the heading "Recommendations, Land
Use," the Plan states:

"7. The Lehigh Area is bounded by Beulah Street on the east,
the Long Branch of Accotink Creek on the west, the
Amberleigh subdivision on the north, and the Hunter
Estates subdivision on the south. The following general
policies apply to development in the Lehigh Area which is
north of and does not include the Hunter Estates
subdivision:
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Page Two

Promote a balanced planned development community that
will serve as a showcase communlty and future focal point
of the County.

Plan residential densities within the planned development
community to a maximum overall average of 3-4 dwelling
units per acre with bonuses, as appropriate. . .

Compatible land use and streetscape design should occur
throughout any development.

Protect stable adjoining neighborhoods through use of
compatible densities, unit type, design or natural
features (e.g., trees, topography) which effectively
screen or buffer incompatible or adverse uses. . .

Promote a complete network of hiking, biking, and riding
trails to be incorporated into the development plan for
the area. Facilities should be provided for safe and
convenient pedestrian access to and from residential
neighborhoods and commercial areas. . . ."

On page 41 under the heading "Locational Guldellnes for Child Care
Facilities," the 1990 Policy Plan states:

"In Fairfax County, as in other areas of the country,

there is an increasing need for high-quality child care
facilities. Such facilities should be encouraged throughout
the County to the extent that they can be provided
consistently with the following criteria:

1.

Child care facilities should have sufficient open space
to provide adequate access to sunlight and suitable play
areas, taking into consideration the size of the facility.

Child care facilities should be located and designed to
ensure the safety of children.

Child care facilities should be located and designed to
protect children from excessive exposure to noise, air
pollutants, and other environmental factors potentially
injurious to health or welfare.

Child care facilities should be located and designed to
ensure safe and convenient access. This includes
appropriate parking areas and safe and effective on-site
circulation of automobiles and pedestrians.
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5. Child care facilities in Suburban Neighborhoods should be
located and designed to avoid creating undesirable
traffic, noise, and other impacts upon the surrounding
community. Therefore, siting child care facilities on
the periphery of residential developments or in the
vieinity of planned community recreation facilities
should be considered.

6. Child care facilities should be encouraged in employment
centers to provide locations convenient to work places.
However, these locations should make provisions for a
safe and healthful environment in accord with the
guidelines listed above."

On page 43 under the heading "Guidelines for Drive-Thru Windows
and Other Drive-Thru Facilities,” the 1990 Policy Plan states:

"Drive-thru windows for commercial establishments and
other drive-thru facilities have the potential to cause
serious on-gite and off-gite traffic circulation problems. To
address these potential problems, drive-thru windows and other
drive-thru facilities should be approved only if the size and
confiquration of the lot are adequate to achieve a safe
drive-thru facility, parking circulation and pedestrian
system. All activity generated by the use must be
accommodated on the site. Noise, glare and other nuisance
aspects related to drive-thru facilities must not adversely
affect adjacent properties.™®

The Comprehensive Plan map shows that the property is planned for
residential use at 3-4 dwelling units per acre.

CHARACTER OF THE SURROUNDING AREA:

The wooded site abuts a trianqular piece of land that will become
an "island" when Beulah Street is extended to its new intersection
with Telegraph Road. The "island", planned for residential use at
3-4 dwelling units per acre, contains a detached residence in the
eastern portion and is approved for a ball field in the western
portion. Beyond it to the northeast is the Hilltop debris
landfill.

To the south, across Telegraph Road, is the northern edge of the
main base of Fort Belvoir.

Abutting the site to the west is open space which is part of the
overall Landsdowne residential development. - To the north are
townhouses which are part of Landsdowne. Like the subject
property, the rest of Landsdowne is planned for residential use at
3-4 dwelling units per acre "with bonuses as appropriate".
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PLANNING ANALYSIS:

This section characterizes land use and design concerns raised by
an evaluation of this site and the proposed use. Suggested
solutions are intended to remedy the concerns that have been
identified by staff. There may be other acceptable solutions.
Particular emphasis is given to opportunities to achieve
compatibility with adjacent uses and to create a more attractive
community. '

If the applicant modifies the application, and/or accepts or
proposes conditions comparable to the suggested solutions
discussed below, the proposed development will be in conformance
with the gquidance of the Comprehensive Plan.

Most of the Plan guidance which applies to Landsdowne (cited on
pages 1 and 2 above) was addressed in the initial rezoning which
created the PDH-4 district. As described in the Plan text and
shown on the Plan map, the area is planned for residential use at
3-4 dwelling units per acre "with bonuses as appropriate”.
Landsdowne was approved with approximately 620 dwelling units and,
in its southeast corner, an area shown on the Conceptual
Development Plan (CDP) as "local serving commercial" in
conjunction with an area for institutional use. The retail and
institutional uses proposed in this application have therefore
already been approved in concept. However, some of the specific
design details and the overall orientation of the non-residential
area are of concern with the current proposal.

Overall Nature of the Proposed Shopping Center

Planned for residential use, Landsdowne was approved with a
ancillary commercial component at this location. The intent, as
discussed in the Zoning Ordinance for ancillary retalil use in a
PDH-zoned area, was that commercial uses designed to provide for
the needs of the development in which they are located could be
provided, thus promoting the creation of "balanced”" nelghborhoods
which do not overwhelmingly depend on automobiles. The
retail/commercial use is thus secondary to the residential use
which it serves. The current proposal, however, is visually and
functionally oriented toward Beulah Street and Telegraph Road
rather than the Landsdowne development. 1t is located on an
outside corner of the overall development, provides no vehicular
access between the residential portion and the shopping center
(except for parking for 9 cars in the northwest corner of the
site), and presents the backs of several buildings to its
Landsdowne surroundings. Pedestrian access from the southern end
of Morning Glen Lane (as well as along Beulah Street) has been
provided. Vehicular connections, which would allow Landsdowne
residents to drive to their center without using Beulah Street,
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would be highly desirable in order to ensure the local-sgerving
nature of the use.

Inter-related with the issue of functional and visual orientation
is a concern raised by the proposal's inclusion of "at least"
(Note #12 on sheet 2) three fast food restaurants totalling 12,500
square feet. The applicant should demonstrate that this number of
fast food restaurants (in addition to the quick service food store
associated with the service station) can be supported primarily by
the Landsdowne community. During discussions with the applicant,
the nature of the restaurants was described as being local
serving, akin to bakeries, delicatessens, bagel shops, etc. but no
commitment has been provided to that effect. A proffer
restricting the location of the fast food restaurants to buildings
2, 5 and 6, and limiting the maximum size of each to 3,500 square
feet, has been provided. It is still not clear that 4 fast food
restaurants (the note says "at least three" up to a maximum of
12,500 square feet, which exceeds 3 restaurants of 3,500 square
feet each) at this location can be characterized as being "local
serving".

e Promote a balanced planned development community that
will serve as a showcase community and future focal point
of the County."

This recommendation was addressed at the time of the original
rezoning.

"o Plan residential densities within the planned development
community to a maximum overall average of 3-4 dwelling
units per acre with bonuses, as appropriate. . . .®

This recommendation was addressed at the time of the original
rezoning.

‘e Compatible land use and streetscape design should occur
throughout any development.®

Assuming that the overall Landsdowne landscape and streetscape
plans will apply to this development, this recommendation was

addressed at the time of the original rezoning.

ne Protect stable adjoining neighborhoods through use of
compatible densities, unit type, design or natural
features (e.g., trees, topography) which effectively
screen or buffer incompatible or adverse uses. . . ."

Although the approved CDP implies that some open space and/or tree
save was to occur around the sections shown for local serving
commercial and institutional use, the Ordinance provisions allow a
certain maximum amount of non-residential square footage which
appears to preclude preservation of existing vegetation. Open
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space already provided by Landsdowne to the west of the site
provides a buffer in that direction. Recently-submitted Sheet #3,
showing cross sections from Landsdowne, shows a berm in the
Virginia Power easement which, assuming it can be implemented,
will further shield the residential uses from the shopping

center. Further improvements in the form of increased landscaping
(e.g. hedges around parking areas, especially along Beulah Street
and Telegraph Road and foundation plantings around the buildings)
and consistent architectural treatment of the front and backs
(i.e. finished backs) of the buildings would increase
compatibility with the site's surroundings.

"e Promote a complete network of hiking, biking, and riding
trails to be incorporated into the development plan for
the area. Facilities should be provided for safe and
convenient pedestrian access to and from residential
neighborhoods and commercial areas. . . ."

The FDP provides for internal pedestrian circulation as well as

connections to Landsdowne to the north and a pedestrian crosswalk
to the future ball field to the east.

Locational Guidelines for Child Care Facilities

"1. Child care facilities should have sufficient open space
to provide adequate access to sunlight and suitable play
areas, taking into consideration the size of the
facility." :

The proposed child care center is located on the edge of the
commercial use, on that portion of the site closest to residential
uses. A play area is provided. The Health Department may wish to
comment of its sufficiency.

"2. Child care facilities should be located and designed to
ensure the safety of children."

Located in the northwest corner of the site, significant
circulation problems that could threaten the Bafety of the
children do not appear to exist.

"3, Child care facilities should be located and designed to.
protect children from excessive exposure to noise, air
pollutants, and other environmental factors potentially
injurious to health or welfare."

Again, the location on the edge of the site supports this
recommendation. Proximity to the Virginia Power easement should
be addressed in other analyses.
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"4. Child care facilities should be located and designed to
ensure safe and convenient access. This includes
appropriate parking areas and safe and effective on-site
circulation of automobiles and pedestrians."

As in #2 above, this recommendation appears to have been met.

"5. Child care facilities in Suburban Neighborhoods should be
located and designed to avoid creating undesirable
traffic, noise, and other impacts upon the surrounding
community. Therefore, siting child care facilities on
the periphery of residential developments or in the
vicinity of planned community recreation facilities
should be considered.”

This recommendation has been fulfilled.

"6. Child care facilities should be encouraged in employment
centers to provide locations convenient to work places.
However, these locations should make provisions for a
safe and healthful environment in accord with the
guidelines listed above."

Although not of a scale that can easily be characterized as an

"employment center," locating the child care center in conjunction
with the shopping center may provide for similar conveniences.

Guidelines for Drive-Thru Windows and Other Drive-Thru Facilities

The location and design of the drive-thru bank appear to generally
fulfill the guidelines cited on Page 3 above. A buffer 25 feet
wide if provided between the drive-thru windows and the northern
edge of the site. The applicant should, however, demonstrate that
the landscaping in that buffer will be substantial enough (in size
and volume) to effectively screen the commercial use.

BGD:SL
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FAIRFAX COUNTY, VIRGINIA
MEMORANDUM

TO: Barbara A. Byron, Director
Zoning Evaluation Division, OCP

/EL¢u4 {
FROM: Bruce c%is%ﬁazg?, Chief

Environment and Development Review Branch, OCP

FILE NO.: ZONING 2077
SUBJECT: ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT for: SE 95-L-010
Albert J. Dwoskin PCA 84-1L-020-7
FDP 84-1.-020-4
DATE: 2 May 1995

This memorandum, prepared by John Bell, includes citations from
the Comprehensive Plan that list and explain environmental
policies for this property. The citations are followed by a
discussion of environmental concerns including a description of
potential impacts that may result from the proposed development as
depicted on the development plan dated 01/24/95. Possible
solutions to remedy identified environmental impacts are .
suggested. Other solutions may be acceptable, provided that they
achieve the desired degree of mitigation and are also compatible
with Plan policies.

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN CITATIONS:

The Comprehensive Plan is the basis for the evaluation of this
application. The assessment of the proposal for conformity with
the environmental recommendations of the Comprehensive Plan is
guided by the following citations from the Plan:

On page 93 of the 1990 Policy Plan, under the heading
"Environmental Resources", the Comprehensive Plan states:

"Objective 11: Conserve and restore tree cover on developed and
developing sites. Provide tree cover on sites
where it is absent prior to development.

Policy a: Protect or restore the maximum amount of tree cover
on developed sites consistent with planned land use
and good silvicultural practices.

Policy b: Require new tree plantings on developing sites which
were not forested prior to development and on public
rights of way."
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ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS:

This section characterizes the environmental concerns raised by an
evaluation of this site and the proposed use. Solutions are
suggested to remedy the concerns that have been identified by
staff. There may be other acceptable solutions. Particular
emphasis is given to opportunities provided by this application to
conserve the County's remaining natural amenities.

Tree Cover
Concern:

The approved CDP for this site indicated that existing tree cover
would be saved on portions of the subject property. The current
application indicates that the entire site will be cleared and
graded. While there are large areas on the site which currently
support only replanted pines there are also some existing stands
of mature mixed hardwoods which could be saved with some
modifications to the current proposal.

Suggested Solution:

The applicant is encouraged to provide on-site tree save areas
which include efforts to save specific trees or. clusters of tree
cover on the subject property. The applicant should develop a
tree save plan in cooperation with the Urban Forester's Office in
the Department of Environmental Management (DEM). A final
determination on the most appropriate landscaping/tree save for
this site will be made by the Urban Forester's Office.

BGD:JRB
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Site Analysis Section '
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Transportation Impact Addendum
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SE 95-L-010; A.J. Dwoskin
Land Identification Map: 100-1 ((1)) 10-B

June 20, 1995

Transmitted herewith are the comments of the Office of Transportation with respect to the
referenced application. These comments are based on plans made available to this Office dated
June 16, 1995 and proffers dated June 17, 1995.

Issues identified in the summary of this Office's report of June 2, 1995:

1. Provision of a local street connection between the proposed secondary retail/institutional use
land bay and the residential land bays of the subject site.

 This issue remains outstanding.

2. Provision of satisfactory assurances that traffic queues at the proposed Beulah Street site
entrance will not block the through lane of Beulah Street or impair the movement of traffic
on Telegraph Road.

» The Virginia Department of Transportation has signed off on the traffic study analysis for

this site.
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3. Provision of a progressive flow analysis and commitments as needed to ensure that minimal
disruption of traffic will result from the proposed additional signals along Beulah Street.

* The Virginia Department of Transportation has signed off on the traffic study analysis for
this site.

4. Commitment to provide signalization at the intersection of Beulah Street and View Lane
when warranted, or to phase site development so that the signal will be in place prior to the
issuance of non-RUPS for the proposed uses.

* The traffic analysis for the intersection of Beulah Street and View Lane is based on this
intersection being signalized. To date no commitment has been made by the applicant to
provide for the signalization of this intersection.

5. Provision to fund frontage improvements along both the Beulah Street and Telegraph Road
frontages, or to reimburse the cost of these improvements if constructed by VDOT or the
County prior to development of the site.

» This issue has not been addressed. Although the applicant has proffered $227,000 for
Beulah Street/Telegraph Road improvements, this does not include the cost of frontage
improvements along the site's Beulah Street and Telegraph Road frontages. Frontage
improvements are required by the Site Plan Ordinance and are typically
required/proffered at the time of zoning,

6. Commitment to provide dedication and ancillary easements along the Telegraph Road
frontage in accordance with the VDOT project plans 0611-029-309, C504.

 Proffer 5 addresses this issue. However, the project number should be included in the
proffer for reference.

7. Modification of the proposed site development to improve the on-site circulation adjacent to
the proposed service station and convenience market. ‘

» The development plan addresses this issue.
8. Provision of a sidewalk connection into the site along the proposed Telegraph Road entrance.

» The development plan addresses this issue.
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9. Commitment to provide channelization as may be needed in order to limit the Telegraph
Road site access to a right-in/right-out operation.

» The development plan addresses this issue.
10. Modification of the development plan notes.

 This issue has been addressed by the applicant.

AKR/akr/kal/n:akr/rz841020

cc: John Winfield, Deputy Director, Design Review Division, Department of Environmental
Management
Katharine D. Ichter, Chief, Highway Operations Division, Office of Transportation
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SUBJECT: Transportation Impact
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Traffic Zone: 1103
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DATE: | June 2, 1995

The following comments reflect the analysis of the Office of Transportation. These comments
are based upon review of the proposed conceptual and final development plans and special
exception plat made available to this Office dated December 22, 1994, with revisions to May 23,
1995, draft proffers dated May 26, 1995, and a traffic impact analysis dated August 9, 1994, with
an attachment dated May 23, 1995, which reassigns traffic based on the revisions to the
development plan.

The applicant is seeking to eliminate the local street access to the secondary retail center and
institutional uses accepted with the PDH-4 zoning approval, and to establish all access to these
secondary uses via the two adjacent arterial roadways. This Office cannot recommend that the
application be approved in its current form. This Office could support the application if the
issues identified below are satisfactorily addressed.

TRANSPORTATION ISSUES

Numerous transportation issues remain outstanding with the subject applications. One primary
issue is the deletion of vehicular access to the residential community which the use is to serve.

In addition, this Office cannot concur with the conclusions of the applicant's traffic study due to
major concerns with the fundamental assumptions and the lack of supporting data. Other issues
include the failure of the applicant to commit to provide or fund frontage improvements along
either the Telegraph Road or Beulah Street site frontages of the proposed retail center; failure to
provide requested information concerning the progressive flow of traffic along Beulah Street;
inconsistencies between the traffic study and proffered commitments; potential traffic movement
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conflicts at the proposed Beulah Street entrance; the need for pedestrian access into the site from
Telegraph Road; the need to phase development of the site in the event that the roadway
improvements and signalization by others, anticipated by the applicant to be operational, are not
completed within the anticipated time frame; and failure to commit to dedicate right-of-way per
the VDOT project for the improvement of Telegraph Road.

Local Street Access

The revised development plans propose to sever the previously approved connection to the
residential land bays of this development. Although it appears that this change is proposed in
response to the requests of some residents of the community, severing this road connection will
not enhance local traffic circulation or the operation of Beulah Street. Severing the roadway will
not eliminate trips between the residential land bays and the commercial element. These trips
will be shifted from Morning Glen Lane to View Lane, and then for approximately 600 feet
along Beulah Street. Residents returning from the center will be forced to turn left onto Beulah
Street and then turn left again into View Lane. During the p.m. peak, many of the drivers
making these left turns onto and from an arterial may have small children in their vehicles since
the applicant has stated that the proposed day care is intended to primarily serve the residential
sections of this development.

These short trips and related turning movements will intensify the traffic movements and
congestion on Beulah Street and impact the flow of through traffic on the arterial. There are no
residences which front on Morning Glen Lane. Since this connection was an element of the
original development plan and site plan approval and the roadway was sized and constructed as
a 38-foot wide roadway in order to serve both the local traffic and traffic to the retail center, the
proposed development plan should be revised to reinstate this connection.

Traffic Impact Study

This Office cannot concur with the finding of the applicant's transportation impact evaluation
due to the numerous issues noted below.

Inaccurate Trip Generation Data. The representation of the proposed site uses is inaccurate and
results in a significantly lower trip generation data base. The study utilizes a trip generation
estimate for the site which consists of a day care center, a bank, library, a smaller service station,
and general retail uses. Applying the Institute of Transportation Engineers published trip
generation data for these uses, the applicant's revised analysis is based on total site trip
generation volumes of 313 vehicles in the a.m. peak hour and 840 trips during the p.m. peak
hour. This analysis does not consider that the applicant is proposing numerous very heavy trip
generating uses such as the service station with quick service food store, which appears to have
the capacity to fuel 12 vehicles at any given time; and one major and various smaller fast food
restaurants. Trip generation analysis by this Office is presented elsewhere in this memorandum.
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The analysis from this Office considers only one major fast food use, but it should be recognized
that a doughnut shop or a pizza delivery service could significantly increase the peak hour trip
generation estimates. Based on the above parameters, this Office anticipates that the proposed
uses may generate 490 trips in the a.m. peak hour and 1,085 trips during the p.m. peak hour.

Inadequate Base Data and Overly Optimistic Assumptions. The traffic study provides no
existing traffic volume count data for any of the intersections studied, but bases all analysis on
projected year 2001 volumes. A 1994 VDOT count at the intersection of Beulah Street and
Telegraph Road indicates that the existing volumes on several approaches were greater in 1994
than projected by the applicant for 2001. In addition, there is no indication that the traffic study
allowed for additional future trips from the approximately 1,040 dwelling units currently being
constructed adjacent to the subject site, or the additional development currently under
construction on nearby sections of the Fort Belvoir Military Reservation. As such, both the
volume data estimates for the proposed development and the projected adjacent arterial street
volumes do not appear to accurately reflect future traffic conditions.

The analyses for the intersections of Beulah Street and View Lane, Beulah Street and the
proposed site entrance, and relocated Beulah Street and Telegraph Road are all based on the
signalized operation of these intersections. First, signalization of the proposed Beulah Street/site
entrance intersection may not be appropriate due to the relatively close proximity of the signals.
Second, staff has specifically requested that if the applicant continued to base the transportation
analysis on the signalization of these three intersections, further analyses be provided to
determine to what extent, if at all, progression can be achieved along Beulah Street. No
information has been provided concerning the ability to achieve progressive flow through the
intersections.

Lack of Commitment. Since acceptable levels of service are based on the assumed signalized
operation of the three intersections adjacent to the site, the applicant should commit to modify
the signal design and hardware at the intersection of Beulah Street and Telegraph Road as
needed, and to either install a traffic signal at the intersection of Beulah Street and View Lane
concurrent with development of the site, or phase development of the site so that non-RUPS are
not issued until such time as the intersection is signalized. A strong commitment is also needed
to provide for the interconnection of these three signals in order to provide coordinated
operation. If any of these improvements are provided by VDOT or the County prior to site
development (in anticipation of development of the site) the applicant should commit to
reimburse the County/VDOT for the cost of these improvements. Such commitments have not
been provided.

Inaccurate Geometric Parameters. The geometric parameters utilized in the traffic study appear
to be inaccurate. It is the understanding of this Office that realigned Beulah Street will not be
extended into the Fort Belvoir reservation within the same time frame as VDOT proposes for
completion of realignment and widening outside the Post. Therefore the intersection of
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realigned Beulah Street and Telegraph Road will likely operate as a Tee intersection at such time
as the proposed retail center opens. No queuing analysis or intersection operation scenario was
evaluated with a Tee intersection configuration. In addition, the analysis indicated two approach
lanes on the ball field approach to Beulah Street opposite the proposed site entrance. This
approach is designed as a single lane approach.

Lack of Backup Data for Queue Analysis. The traffic study on Figure 4 delineates the minimum
required left turn lane storage needed for each left turn lane in the study area. No queuing
analysis work sheets or summary were provided as indicated in the text, and the distance allotted
each queued vehicle was not identified. Information is not provided as to whether these
minimum turn lane requirements are based on the average queue or the maximum queue lengths.
An evaluation of the through movement queue length is equally important to ensure that access
to the left turn storage lanes is not blocked whenever the traffic signal for the through
movements is red. Also remember that these queue length conclusions are based on very
optimistic site generated and background traffic volumes at best.

Questionable Distribution of Trips. Note also that although the proposed retail and institutional
uses are to be secondary uses for the planned residential community, the applicant's traffic
impact analysis indicates that between 73 and,74 percent of the trips associated with the
proposed center will be drawn from other locations. Given the type and magnitude of the
proposed uses, these distribution assumptions may be valid. However, these patterns indicate
that it is questionable whether this use is truly secondary in nature to the underlying residential
zoning.

Development Plan

Various specific transportation issues remain with the development plan as presently submitted.
The applicant is proposing a large service station with convenience mart to be located
immediately adjacent to the Beulah Street entrance. Whenever three vehicles are queued to exit
the site, the first entrance to the service station will be blocked. Once this access is blocked,
vehicles destined for the service station and the other retail uses will easily queue into Beulah
Street. The site design should be modified to eliminate this potential conflict.

Although a trail will be provided with the reconstruction of Telegraph Road, no pedestrian
access into the site is provided from Telegraph Road. All retail development should provide
pedestrian access into the site from adjacent arterials. Pedestrian access should be added into the
site adjacent to the Telegraph Road entrance.

Although the traffic analysis is based on the right-in/right-out operation of the Telegraph Road
entrance, there is no commitment on the part of the applicant to provide for channelization as
may be needed to achieve right-in/right-out access. The applicant should commit to provide
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channelization as necessary to achieve the right-in/right-out operation in the event that a raised
median has not ben constructed along Telegraph Road prior to the site development.

Development plan notes number 7 and 18 afford almost total redesign options for the site so long
as the maximum floor area, minimum open space and minimum dimensions to the peripheral lot
lines are maintained. These notes should be deleted, with modifications as permitted in the
Zoning Ordinance and as further discussed in the draft proffers.

Draft Proffers

Lack of Frontage Improvement Commitments. Although the draft proffers strengthen the
commitment to provide right-of-way dedication for the widening/realignment of Beulah Street
and Telegraph Road, there is minimal commitment to aid in the construction of these roadways.
Access to realigned Beulah Street is necessary in order to support the intensity of development
proposed by the applicant. Draft proffer 7 provides for a cash contribution of $227,000 for
Beulah Street/Telegraph Road improvements. The proposed cash contribution to address the
outstanding transportation impacts associated with the subject application is not appropriate or
adequate. In order to partly mitigate the transportatiog impacts to the motoring public and to
adequately serve the subject site, left and right turn lanes be should be provided on Beulah Street
and a right turn lane should be provided on Telegraph Road at the proposed site entrances. In
addition, modifications to the Beulah Street/Telegraph Road intersection may be necessary in
order to facilitate the construction of adequate storage lanes for site traffic both at the site
entrance and the intersection. The applicant should commit to provide these improvements or to
reimburse VDOT for the cost of the improvements in the event that construction occurs prior to
site development.

Insufficient Traffic Signal Commitments. The applicant's draft proffer for signals only commits
to provide a signal at the site entrance and to coordinate the timing of that signal with the signal
at Beulah Street and Telegraph Road. As noted above, signal modifications to the signal at the
Beulah Street/Telegraph Road intersection will be necessary in order to interconnect that
intersection with the site entrance signal and any signal at View Lane. The applicant should
commit to provide signal modifications to the traffic signal at Beulah Street and Telegraph Road
as may be necessary, provide for interconnection of the signals, and commit to the installation of
a signal at the intersection of Beulah Street and View Lane, or to phase the site development
until this signal has been installed by others.

Insufficient Right-of-way Dedication. Draft proffer number 5 provides for right-of-way |
dedication along the Telegraph Road frontage to a maximum of 71.5 feet from the existing
centerline. The roadway will be improved along a new design centerline and the width of
additional right-of-way varies from station to station. The applicant should commit to provide
right-of-way dedication and easements as per VDOT project 0611-029-303, C503.
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Trip Generation

Because of the spectrum of options and the combination of uses permitted with the existing
zoning and proffered plan, a realistic trip generation range cannot be developed. However,
detailed below are the trip generation characteristics for each of the proposed uses. It is
recognized that a lesser number of overall trips may be generated due to multiple stops within
the center.

Trips Per

Proposed Uses AM. Peak Hour/P.M. Peak Hour
3,500 gsf national chain fast food restaurant 130 a.m. vph/140 p.m. vph'?
Service station with convenience mart 120 a.m. vph/160 p.m. vph™
Day care center for 180 children 85 a.m. vph/130 p.m. vph'™
15,000 gsf library 15 a.m. vpl/ 70 p.m. vph*
3,500 gsf bank with drive through windows 30 a.m. vph/150 p.m. vph®
53,000 gsf retail center 110 a.m. vph/435 p.m.vph*

Total 490 a.m. vph/1,085 p.m. vph

! These trip generation estimates are based on data from Trip Generation, 1995 Update to the Fifth Edition, Institute
of Transportation Engineers, and utilize the following parameters.

a. Trip rate per 1000 gsf for fast food restaurants without drive through windows (ITE LUC 833). Since the
applicant identifies 12,500 gsf of fast food restaurants, these rates reflect four fast food restaurants at 3,125
gsf each.

b. Trip rate per fueling position for a service station with convenience mart and 12 fueling stations (ITE LUC
845).

c. Trip rate per number of children for a day care facility ITE LUC 565).

? These trip generation estimates are based on data from Trip Generation, Fifth Edition, Institute
of Transportation Engineers, 1991, utilizing the following parameters. "
a. Trip rates per 1000 gsf for a library (ITE LUC 590).
b. Trip rates per 1000 gsf for a bank with drive through windows (ITE LUC 912).
c. Trip rates per 1000 gsf for shopping centers (ITE LUC 820).



PCA 84-L-020-7, CDPA 84-L-020-3 ‘
FDP 84-1.-020-4, SE 95-L-010 -7- June 2, 1995

Summary of Issues

This Office cannot recommend approval of the subject application unless the following issues
are adequately addressed.

1.

Provision of a local street connection between the proposed secondary retail/institutional
use land bay and the residential land bays of the subject site.

Provision of satisfactory assurances that traffic queues at the proposed Beulah Street site
entrance will not block the through lane of Beulah Street or impair the movement of traffic
on Telegraph Road.

Provision of a progressive flow analysis and commitments as needed to ensure that minimal
disruption of traffic will result from the proposed additional signals along Beulah Street.

Commitment to provide signalization at the intersection of Beulah Street and View Lane
when warranted, or to phase site development so that the signal will be in place prior to the
issuance of non-RUPS for the proposed uses.

Provision to fund frontage improvements along both the Beulah Street and Telegraph Road
frontages, or to reimburse the cost of these improvements if constructed by VDOT or the
County prior to development of the site.

Commitment to provide dedication and ancillary easements along the Telegraph Road
frontage in accordance with the VDOT project plans 0611-029-309, C504.

Modification of the proposed site development to improve the on-site circulation adjacent to
the proposed service station and convenience market.

Provision of a sidewalk connection into the site along the proposed Telegraph Road
entrance.

Commitment to provide channelization as may be needed in order to limit the Telegraph
Road site access to a right-in/right-out operation.

10. Modification of the development plan notes as detailed in the above text.
AKR/CAA/n:CAA/pca84102

CC:

John Winfield, Deputy Director, Design Review Division, Department of Environmental
Management ‘
Katharine D. Ichter, Chief, Highway Operations Division, Office of Transportation
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RECEIVED
OFFICE gF CCHPRERENSIVE PLANNING
FAIRFAX COUNTY, VIRGINIA 171995
MEMORANDUM ZONING EVALLATION piyision
TO: Staff Coordinator ‘ DATE: March 14, 1995
Zoning Evaluation Division
Office of Comprehensive Planning
FROM: Gilbert Osei-Kwadw( cting Chief
System Engineering and Monitoring Division
Office of Waste Marjagement
SUBJECT: Development Plan Analysis
REFERENCE: Application No. PCA 84-L-020-7/

FDP 84-L-020-4/SE 95-L-010
Tax Map No. 100-1-((1))-0010-B

The above referenced Proferred Condition Amendment, Special

Exception Application, and Final Development Plan will not impact

the use of sanitary sewer facilities.

GOK/jh



FAIRFAX COUNTY, VIRGINIA

RECEIVED
A
MEMORANDUM OFFICE OF COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING

10: Barbara Byron, Director DATE:.,
Zoning Evaluation Division “1 171995

Office of Comprehensive Planning
Z0NING EVALUATION DIVISION

FROM: John W. Koenig, Director
Utilities Planning and Design
Department of Public Works

SUBJECT: Rezoning Application Review

Name of Applicant/Application: D\N'OSKIMJI ALBELT ). TEYSTEE
Application Nuwer: AS-L- 0]0 B4-L-020-4 B4-L-020~- T
Type of Application:  SE Fbp PCA
Information Provided
application:  NES
Development Plan: NES
Other: STATEMEBENT OF JOSTIEICATION
Date Received in UPRDD: 3 -9Q -AS
Date Due Back to OCP: 3-5-9%5
Site Information
o Llocation: 100 -\- 0col- 0O\O—-B
o Area of Site: PB.9] oaclresS
0 Rezoned from: PDU-4 | to
0 MWatershed/Segment: _ ACCOTINK ; AcCoTIniA
I. Drainage
0 Master Drainage Plans: PBRA D TAP =HoewsS cuivelT AT pau/uaro,d
Toad To Be Pefenced. Accomdk SeimerT PreodecT b.

o UP8DD Ongoing County Drainage Projects: Nove

o UPEDD Drainage Complaint Files:
Yes Z No Any downstream drainage complaints on file

pertaining to the outfall for this property?

If yes, Describe:

o Other Drainage information: [\)OM/

APPENDIX 13



“RE: Rezoning Application Rev

it. Trails:
_ Yes ,Z No

If yes, Describe:

Page -2-

Any Trail projects pending funding approval on
this property?

Yes v’ No

If yes, Describe:

Any funded trail projects affected by this
rezoning?

t11. School Sidewalk Program:

Yes !{ No

1f yes, Describe:

Any sidewalk projects pending funding approval or
on the School Sidewalk Program priority list for
this property?

Yes “’//No

If yes, Describe:

Any funded sidewalk projects affected by this
rezoning?

IV, Sanitary Sewer Extension and Improvement (E&1) Program:

Yes !{ No

If yes, Describe:

Any existing residential properties adjacent to or
draining through this property that are without
sanitary sewer facitities?

Yes _
if yes, Describe:

Any ongoing E&! projects affected by this rezoning?

V. Other UP&DD Projects or Programs:
Yes L~ No

+

If yes, Describe:

Any Board of Road Viewers (BORV) or Fairfax County
Road Maintenance Improvement Projects (FCRMIP)
affected by this rezoning?

Other Program Information:

o




| - v’

RE: Rezoning Application Review Page -3-
Application Name/Number : A\bu{\L‘Dwnakm,T(er LSE 95',[/0/0: EDP SJC/IC*ODO’L/
_ o LA 8L -020-7
*eekex  UTILITIES PLANNING AND DESIGN DIVISION, DPW, RECOMMENDATIONS  ¥xwwxwk

Note: The UP&DD recommendations are based on the UPADD involvement in the below {isted programs and
are not intended to constitute total County input for these general topics.

DRAINAGE RECOMMENDATIONS: A PPLICADT To 10500e THAT SToriM WATER MARAGEMELT

_AMD AEST MaAGEMEDT PRACTI(ES cA+) BE PAm)incD ois THE ADYACERT PRRAEL #5

[MOATED [ OTE 4 ow FDP. _Botn FRoM #a) o6 /SERY el 54/,—440412,4-—“5%
STAUAPe DT, OTHELW.SE APPLIGANT To SNnow/ A PoTemTiAC RLeR o3 ivE 1) THE

(EVEMT pEE-$(TE Dc—re-uTanr/ s  cAawier Be Accorsro OATED ,
TRAILS RECOMMENDAT IONS: NYoOW) @

SCHOOL SIDEWALK RECOMMENDATIONS: ™Dpved €

SANITARY SEWER E&1 RECOMMENDATIONS:

YES ,Z NOT REQUIRED Extend sanitary sewer l|ines to the development boundaries on
the sides for future sewer service
to the existing residential units adjacent to or upstream from
this rezoning. Final alignment of the sanitary extension to be
approved by Depariment of Public Works during the normal
Department of Environmental Management plan review and approval
process.

Other E&1 recommendations:

OTHER UP&DD PROJECT/PROGRAM RECOMMENDATIONS: ™NJO A

UP&ND Internal Sign Off by: .
Planning Support Branch (Ron Kirkpatrick) WJIZ&
Public Improvements Branch (Walt Wozniak) A

Stormwater Management Branch (Bill Henry) H‘\

JWK/crt(1631E)

cc: Gordon lLawrence, Coordinator, Office of Safety, Fx. Co. Public Schools (cc only if SW Recommendation made)
cc: Jerry Jackson, Chief, System Analysis Section, Office of Waste Management, DPW

cc: Bruce Douglas, Chief, Environmental and Heritage Resources Branch, Office of Comprehensive Planning

cc: David Marshall, Chief, Public Facilities and Services Branch, Office of Comprehensive Planning



APPENDIX 14
FAIRFAX COUNTY, VIRGINIA
MEMORANDUM P,

% 0/'5.;&'\6
March 17, 1995 . %%;

Y/ W

2 27

TO: Barbara A. Byron, Director %%% 4)
Zoning Evaluation Division 4@%9
Office of Comprehensive Planning G

FROM: Christine Anderson (246—4677)/a¢
Research and Planning Section
Fire and Rescue Department

SUBJECT: Fire and Rescue Department Preliminary Analysis
Proffered Condition Amendment _84-1L-020-7/Final
Development Plan Amendment 84-1-020-4/Special
Exception 95-1-010

The following information is submitted in response to your
request for a preliminary Fire and Rescue Department analysis for
the subject Proffered Condition Amendments:

1. The application property is serviced by the Fairfax
County Fire and Rescue Department Station

#$05 Franconia.

2. After construction programmed for FY 1995, this
property will be serviced by the fire station planned
for the _Kingstowne area.

3. In summary, the Fire and Rescue Department considers
that the subject rezoning application property:

a. currently meets fire protection guidelines.

X b. will meet fire protection guidelines when a
proposed fire station becomes fully
operational.

c. does not meet current fire protection
guidelines without an additional facility,
however, a future station is projected for
this area.

d. does not meet current fire protection
guidelines without an additional facility;
however, a station location study is
currently underway, which may impact this
rezoning positively.
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APPENDIX 15

~ GLOSSARY ‘
This Glossary is provided to assist the public in understanding
the staff evaluation and analysis of development proposals.
1t should not be construed as representing legal definitions.
Refer to the Fairfax County Zoning Ordinance, Comprehensive Plan
or Public Facilities Manual for additional information.

ABANDONMENT: Refers to road or street abandonment, an action taken by the Board of Supervisors, usually through
the public hearing process, to abolish the public’s right-of-passage over a road or road right-of way. Upon abandonment,
the right-of-way automatically reverts to the underlying fee owners. If the fce to the owner is unknown, Virginia law
presumes that fee to the roadbed rests with the adjacent property owners if there is no evidence to the contrary.

ACCESSORY DWELLING UNIT (OR APARTMENT): A secondary dwelling unit established in conjunction with and
clearly subordinate to a single family detached dwelling unit. An accessory dwelling unit may be allowed if a special
permit is geanted by the Board of Zoning Appeals (BZA). Refer to Sect. 8-918 of the Zoning Ordinance.

AFFORDABLE DWELLING UNIT (ADU) DEVELOPMENT: Residential development to assist in the provision of
alfordable housing for persons of low and moderate income in accordance with the affordable dwelling unit program and
in accordance with Zoning Ordinance regulations. Residential development which provides affordable dwelling units
may result in a density bonus (see below) permitting the construction of additional housing units. See Part 8 of Article 2

of the Zoning Ordinance.

AGRICULTURAL AND FORESTAL DISTRICTS: A land use classification created under Chapter 114 or 115 of the
Fairfax County Code for the purpose of qualifying landowners who wish to retain their property for agricultural or
forestal use for use/value taxation pursuant to Chapter 58 of the Fairfax County Code.

BARRIER: A wall, fence, earthen berm, or plant materials which may be used to provide a physical separation between
land uses. Refer to Article 13 of the Zoning Ordinance for specific basrier requirements.

BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES (BMPs): Stormwater management teclmiques or land use practices that are
determined to be the most effective, practicable means of preventing and/or reducing the amount of pollution generated

by nonpoint sources in order to improve water quality.

BUFFER: Graduated mix of land uses, building heights or intensities designed to mitigate potential conflicts between
different types or intensities of land uses; may also provide for a transition between uses. A landscaped buffer may be an
area of open, undeveloped land and may include a combination of fences, walls, berms, open space and/or landscape

plantings. A buffer is not necessarily coincident with transitional screening.

CHESAPEAKE BAY PRESER VATION ORDINANCE: Regulations which the State has mandated must be adopted to
protect the Chesapeake Bay and its tributaries. These regulations must be incorporated into the comprehensive plans,
zoning ordinances and subdivision ordinances of the affected localities. Refer to Chesapeake Bay Preservation Act, Va.
Codc Section 10.1-2100 et seq and VR 173-02-01, Chesapeake Bay Preservation Area Designation and Management-

Regulations.

CQLUSTER DEVELOPMENT: Residential development in which the lots are clustered on a portion of a site so that
significant environmental/historical/cultural resources may be preserved or recreational amenities provided. While
smaller lot sizes are permitted in a cluster subdivision to preserve open space, the overall density cannot exceed that
pemitted in the zoning district if the site were developed as a conventional subdivision. See Sect. 9-615 of the Zoning

Ordinance.

COUNTY 456 REVIEW PROCESS: A public hearing process pursuant to Sect. 15.1-456 of the Virginia Code which is
used to determine if a proposed public facility not shown on the adopted Comprehensive Plan is in substantial accord
with the plan. Specifically, this process is used to determine if the general or approximate location, character and extent
of a proposed facility is in substantial accord with the Plan.

dBA: The momentary magnitude of sound weighted to approximate the sensitivity of the human ear to certain
{requencies; the dBA value describes a sound at a given instant, a maximum sound level or a steady state value. See also

DENSITY: Number of dwelling units (du) divided by the gross acreage (ac) of a site being developed in residential use;
or, the number of dwelling units per acre (du/ac) except in the PRC District when deusity refers to the number of persons

per acre.

DENSITY BONUS: An increase in the density otherwise allowed in a given zoning district which may be granted under
specific provisions of the Zoning Ordinance when a developer provides excess open space, recreation facilities, or

affordable dwelling units (ADUs). etc.



DEVELOPMENT CONDITIC . »: Terms or conditions imposed on a development by the Board of Supervisors (BOS) or
the Board of Zoning Appeals (BZA) in connection with approval of a special exception, special permit or variance
application or rezoning application in a "P" district. Conditions may be imposed to mitigate adverse impacts associated
with a development as well as secure compliance with the Zoning Ordinance and/or conformance with the
Comprehensive Plan. For example, development conditions may regulate hours of operation, number of employees,
height ol buildings, and intensity of development.

DEVELOPMENT PLAN: A graphic representation which depicts the nature and character of the development proposed
for a specific land area: information such as topography, location and size of proposed structures, location of streets
trails, utilities, and storm drainage are generally included on a development Slan. A development plan is s submission
requirement {or rezoning to the PRC District. A GENERALIZED DEVELOPMENT PLAN (GDP) is a submission
requircment for a rezoning application for all conventional zoning districts other than a P District. A development plan
subnitted in connection with a special exception (SE) or special permit (SP) is generally referred to as an SE or SP plat.
A CONCEPTUAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN (CDP) is a submisston requircment when filing a rezoning application for a
P District other than the PRC District; a CDP characterizes in a gencral way the planned development of the site. A
FINAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN (FDP) is a submission requirement following the approval of a cot}cep(ual development
plan and rezoning application for a P District other than the PRC District; an FDP further details the planned

development of the site.  See Article 16 of the Zoning Ordinance.

EASEMENT: A right to or interest in property owned by another for a specific and limited purpose. Examples: access
eascnient, utility easement, construction easement, etc. Easements may be for public or private purposes.

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY CORRIDORS (EQCs): An open space system designed to link and preserve natural
resource areas, provide passive recreation and protect wildlife habitat. The system includes stream valleys, steep slopes
and wetlands. For a complete definition of EQCs, refer to the Environmental section of the Policy Plan for Fairfax

County contained in Vol. 1 of the Comprehensive Plan.

ERODIBLE SOILS: Soils that wash away easily, especially under conditions where stormwater runoff is inadequately
controlled. Silt and sediment are washed into nearby streams, thereby degrading water quality.

FLOODPLAIN: Those land areas in and adjacent to streams and watercourses subject to periodic flooding; usually
associated with environmental quality corridors. The 100 year floodplain drains 70 acres or more of land and has a one

percent chance of flood occurrence in any given year.

FLOOR AREA RATIO (FAR): An expression of the amount of development intensity (typically, non-residential uses)
on a specific parcel of land. FAR is determined by dividing the total square footage of gross floor area of buildings on a
site by the total square footage of the site itself.

FUNCTIONAL CLASSIFICATION: A system for classifying roads in terms of the character of service that individual
facilities are providing or are intended to provide, ranging from travel mobility to land access. Roadway system
functional classification elements include Freeways or Expressways which are limited access highways, Other Principal
(or Major) Arterials, Minor Arterials, Collector Streets, and Local Streets. Principal a;tenals are designed to
accommodate travel; access to adjacent properties is discouraged. Minor arterials are designed to serve both through
traffic and local trips. Collector roads and streets link local streets and properties with the arterial network. Local streets
provide access to adjacent properties.

GEOTECHNICAL REVIEW: An engineering study of the geology and soils of a site which is submitted to determine
the suitability of a site for development and recommends construction techniques designed to overcome development on

problem soils, e.g., marine clay soils. _

HYDROCARBON RUNOFF: Petroleum products, such as motor oil, gasoline or transmission fluid deposited by motor
vehicles which are carried into the local storm sewer system with the stormwater runoff, and ultimately, into receiving
streams; a major source of non-point source pollution. An oil-grit separator is a common hydrocarbon runoff reduction

method.

IMPERVIOUS SURFACE: Any land area covered by buildings or paved with a hard surface such that water cannot seep
through the surface into the ground.

INFILL: Development on vacant or underutilized sites within an area which is already mostly developed in an
established development pattem or neighborhood.

INTENSITY: The magnitude of development usually measured in such terms as deasity, floor area ratio, building height,
percentage of impervious surface, traffic generation, etc. Intensity is also based on a comparison of the development
proposal against environmental constraints or other conditions which determine the carrying capacity of a specific land
area to accommodate development without adverse impacts.

Ldn: Day night average sound level. It is the twenty-four hour average sound level expressed in A-weighted decibels;
the measurement assigns a "penalty” to night time noise to account for night time sensitivity. Ldn represents the total
noise environment which varies over time and correlates with the effects of noise on the public health, safety and welfare.
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LEVEL OF SERVICE (LOS): An estimate of the effectiveness of a roadway to carry traffic, usually under anticipated
peak traffic conditions. Level of Service efficiency is generally characterized by the letters A through F, with LOS-A
describing free flow traffic conditions and LOS-F describing jammed or grid-lock conditions.

MARINE CLAY SOILS: Soils that occur in widespread areas of the County generally east of Interstate 95. Because of
the abundance of shrink-swell clays in these soils, they tend to be highly unstable. Many areas of slope failure are
evident on natural slopes. Construction on these soils may initiate or accelerate slope movement or slope failure. The
shrink-swell soils can cause movement in structures, even in areas of flat topography, from dry to wet seasons resulting
in cracked foundations, etc. Also known as slippage soils.

OPEN SPACE: That portion of a site which generally is not covered by buildings, streets, or parking areas. Open space
is intended to provide light and air; open space may be function as a buffer between land uses or for scenic,
environmental, or recreational purposes.

OPEN SPACE EASEMENT: An easement usually granted to the Board of Supervisors which preserves a tract of land in
open space for some public benefit in perpetuity or for a specified period of time. Open space easements may be
accepted by the Board of Supervisors, upon request of the land owner, after evaluation under criteria established by the
Board. See Open Space Land Act, Code of Virginia, Sections 10.1-1700, et seq.

P DISTRICT: A "P" district refers to land that is planned and/or developed as a Planned Development Housing (PDH)
District, a Planned Development Commercial (PDC) District or a Planned Residential Community (PRC) District. The
PDH, PDC and PRC Zoning Districts are established to encourage innovative and creative design for land development;
to provide ample and efficient use of open space; to promote a balance in the mix of land uses, housing types, and
intensity of development; and to allow maximum flexibility in order to achieve excellence in physical, social and
economic planning and development of a site. Refer to Articles 6 and 16 of the Zoning Ordinance.

PROFFER: A written condition, which, when offered voluntarily by a property owner and accepted by the Board of
Supervisors in a rezoning action, becomes a legally binding condition which is in addition to the zoning district
regulations applicable to a specific property. Proffers are submitted and signed by an owner prior to the Board of
Supervisors public hearing on a rezoning application and run with the land. Once accepted by the Board, proffers may be
modified only by a proffered condition amendment (PCA) application or other zoning action of the Board and the hearing
process required for a rezoning application applies. See Sect. 15.1-491 of the Code of Virginia.

PUBLIC FACILITIES MANUAL (PFM): A technical text approved by the Board of Supervisors containing guidelines
and standards which govem the design and construction of site improvements incorporating applicable Federal, State and
County Codes, specific standards of the Virginia Department of Transportation and the County’s Department of
Environmental Management.

RESOURCE MANAGEMENT AREA (RMA): That component of the Chesapeake Bay Preservation Area comprised of
lands that, if improperly used or developed, have a potential for causing significant water quality degradation or for
diminishing the functional value of theogeesource Protection Area. See Fairfax County Code, Ch. 118, Chesapeake Bay
Preservation Ordinance. .

RESOURCE PROTECTION AREA (RPA): That component of the Chesapeake Bay Preservation Area comprised of
lands at or near the shoreline or water’s edge that have an intrinsic water quality value due to the ecological and
biological processes they perform or are sensitive to impacts which may result in significant degradation of the quality of
state waters. In their natural condition, these lands provide for the removal, reduction or assimilation of sediments from
runoff entering the Bay and its tributaries, and minimize the adverse effects of human activities on state waters and
aquatic resources. New development is generally discouraged in an RPA. See Fairfax County Code, Ch. 118,
Chesapeake Bay Preservation Ordinance.

SITE PLAN: A detailed engineering plan, to scale, depicting the development of a parcel of land and containing all
information required by Article 17 of the Zoning Ordinance. Generally, submission of a site plan to DEM for review and
approval is required for all residential, commercial and industrial development except for development of single family
detached dwellings. The site plan is required to assure that development complies with the Zoning Ordinance.

SPECIAL EXCEPTION (SE) / SPECIAL PERMIT (SP): Uses, which by their nature, can have an undue impact upon or
can be incompatible with other land uses and therefore need a site specific review. After review, such uses may be
allowed to locate within given designated zoning districts if appropriate and only under special controls, limitations, and
regulations. A special exception is subject to public hearings by the Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors
with approval by the Board of Supervisors; a special permit requires a public hearing and approval by the Board of
Zoning Appeals. Unlike proffers which are voluntary, the Board of Supervisors or BZA may impose reasonable
conditions to assure, for example, compatibility and safety. See Article 8, Special Permits and Article 9, Special
Exceptions, of the Zoning Ordinance.

STORMWATER MANAGEMENT: Engineering practices that are incorporated into the design of a development in
order to mitigate or abate adverse water quantity and water quality impacts resulting from development. Stormwater
management systems are designed to slow down or retain runoff to re-create, as nearly as possible, the pre-development
flow conditions.
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SUBDIVISION PLAT: The enymneering plan for a subdivision of land submi.ed to DEM for review and approved
pursuant to Chapter 101 of the County Code.

TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT (TDM): Actions taken to reduce single occupant vehicle automobile
trips or actions taken to manage or reduce overall transportation demand in a particular area.

* TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM MANAGEMENT (TSM) PROGRAMS: This term is used to describe a full spectrum of
actions that may be applied to improve the overall efficiency of the transportation network. TSM programs usually
consist of low-cost alternatives to major capital expenditures, and may include parking management measures,
ridesharing programs. flexible or staggared work hours. transit promotion or operational improvements to the existing
roadway system. TSM includes Transportation Demand Management (TDM) measures as well as H.O.V. use and other
strategies associated with the operation of the street and transit systems.

URBAN DESIGN: An aspect of urban or suburban planning that focuses on creating a desirable environment in which to
live. work and play. A well-designed urban or suburban environment demoustrates the four generally accepted principles
of design: clearly identifiable function for the arex: easily understood order: distinctive identity; and visual appeal.

VACATION: Refers to vacation of street or road as an action taken by the Board of Supervisors in order to abolish the
public's right-of-passage over a road or road right-of-way dedicated by a plat of subdivision. Upon vacation, title to the
road right-of-way transfers by operation of law to the owner(s) of the adjacent properties within the subdivision from
whence the road/road right-of-way originated.

VARIANCE: An application to the Board of Zoning Appeals which secks relief from a specific zoning regulation such
as lot width. building height, or minimum yard requirements, among others. A variance may oaly be granted by the
Board of Zoning Appeals through the public hearing process and upon a finding by the BZA that the variance application
meets the required Standards for a Vanance set forth in Sect. 18-404 of the Zoning Ordinance.

WETLANDS: Land characterized by wetness for a portion of the growing season. Wetlands are generally delfincated on
the basis of physical characteristics such as soil properties indicative of wetness, the presence of vegetation with an
affinity for water, and the presence or evidence of surface wetness or soil saturation. Wetland environments provide
water quality improvement benefits and are ecologically valuable. Development activity in wetlands is subject to
permitting processes administered by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

TIDAL WETLANDS: Vegetated and nonvegetated wetlands as defined in Chapter 116 Wetlands Ordinance of the
Fairfax County Code: includes tidal shores and tidally influenced embayments, creeks, and tributaries to the Occoquan
and Potomac Rivers. Development activity in tidal wetlands may require approval from the Fairfax County Wetlands
Board.

Abbreviations Commonly Used in Staff Reports

A&F Agricultural & Forestal District PDC Planned Development Commercial
ADU Affordable Dwelling Unit PDH Planned Development Housing
ARB Architectural Review Board PFM Public Facilities Manual
BMP Best Management Practices PPRB -Permit, Plan Review Branch
BOS Board of Supervisors PRC Planned Residential Community
BZA Board of Zoning Appeals RMA Resource Management Area
COG Council of Governments RPA Resource Protection Area
CBC Central Business Center RUP Residential Use Permit
¢ CDP Conceptual Development Plan RZ Rezoning
DEM Department of Environmental Management SE Special Exception
DDR Division of Design Review, DEM SP Special Permit
DP Development Plan : TDM Transportation Demand Management
DPW Department of Public Works TMA Transportation Management Association
DU/AC  Dwelling Units Per Acre TSA Transit Station Area
EQC Environmental Quality Cormridor TSM Transportation System Management
FAR Floor Area Ratio UP & DD Utilities Planning and Design Division, DPW
FDP Final Development Plan UMTA  Urban Mass Transit Association
GDP Generalized Development Plan vC Variance
GFA Gross Floor Area VDOT Virginia Dept. of Transportation
HCD Housing and Community Development VPD Vehicles Per Day
LOS Level of Service VPH Vehicles per Hour ]
Non-RUP Non-Residential Use Permit WMATA Washington Metropolitan Area Transit
ocp Office of Comprehensive Planning Authority
oT Office of Transportation ZAD Zoning Administration Division, OCP

PD Planning Division ZED Zoning Evaluation Division, OCP



SPECIAL EXCEPTION APPLICATION
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SE 95-L-010
FILED 01/17/9S

TAX MAP
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DWOSKIN. alBERT J.. TRUSTEE
FAST FOOD RESTAURANTS
ZONING DIST SECTION: 06-010S
ART 9 CATEGORY/USE:  05-11

8.90 ACRES OF LAND; DISTRICT - LEE
LOCATED: TELEGRAPH ROAD
ZONED POH-4 PLAN AREA 4
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FINAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN

FOP 84-1-020 -04
FILED 10/27/88
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FDP 84-L-020-4

ALBERT J. DWOSKIN, TRUSTEE
FINAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN

PROPOSED: SHOPPING CENTER
APPROX. 8.91 ACRES OF LAND; DISTRICT - LEE
LOCATED: N. SIDE TELEGRAPH RD. NEAR ITS JUNCTION
WITH BEULAH RD.
ZONING: PDH-4
OVERLAY DISTRICT(S):
100-1- 701/ /0010-8
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FAIRFAX COUNTY WATER AUTHORITY

8560 Arlington Boulevard - P. O. Box 1500
Merrifield, Virginia 22116-0815
(703} 698-5600

MEMORANDUM March 13, 1995
RECEIVED
OFFICE OF COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING
TO: Staff Coordinator (Tel. 324-1250) K16 1995
Zoning Evaluation Division-Suite 800 '
12055 Government Center Parkway ZONING EVALUATION DivisioN

Fairfax, VA 22035-5505

FROM: Planning Branch (Tel. 698-5600 ext. 384)
Engineering and Construction Division

SUBJECT: Water Service Analysis, Rezoning Application SE 95-L-010
FDP 84-L-020-4

The following information is submitted in response to your request for a
water service analysis for the subject rezoning application:

1. The application property is located within the franchise area of the
Fairfax County Water Authority.

2.  Adequate water service is available at the site from existing 8&30-inch
mains located at the property. See enclosed property map.

3. Depending upon the configuration of the onsite water mains, additional

water main extensions may be necessary to accommodate water
quality concerns.

Attachment
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