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DARTMOUTH PLACE
Planning Commission Meeting
April 1, 2003
ISSUE: - Consideration of a request for a development special use permit amendment

to construct a fence with a storage area within a conservation area.

APPLICANT: Dartmouth Place Homeowners Association
by Wallace Christner

LOCATION: 201 North Quaker Lane

ZONE: R-20/Residential

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION, APRIL 1,2003: On 2 motion by Mr. Dunn, seconded by
Mr. Komoroske, the Planning Commission voted to recommend denial of the development special
use permit amendment, with deletion of condition #34. The motion carried on a vote of 5-2, with
Mr. Wagner and Mr. Robinson voting against the motion to recommend denial.

Reason: A majority of the Planning Commission generally agreed with the staff analysis. Members
of the Commission noted that the project was originally approved subject to the conservation area
and its restrictions, and believed that it would be a very bad policy to allow residents to ignore these
restrictions for their own personal reasons and that the City should be very strict generally in the
enforcement of conditions enacted to protect the conservation easement. A majority of the
Commission also expressed a desire to have more conservation easements included as part of
development approvals. Some members of the Commission acknowledged that this was a very
contentious case when it was originally approved and that the importance of having a conservation
easement was part of the reason for which the Commission approved the project. In speaking against
the motion, a minority of the Commission members questioned interpreting a fence as a prohibited
structure, because in many instances although structures are prohibited in required yards, there is an
exception for fencing. In the future, when conservation easements are proposed, the dissenting
members indicated that they would recommend against conservation easements which do not allow
property owners the right to enclose their private property. As an alternative, it was suggested that
the Commission should not create quasi-public land that homeowners cannot fence, but rather create
public space that prohibits fences and other structures.

Speakers:

Ms. Karla Gayer, 1301 Dartmouth Road, represented the application, and read into the public record
a letter to the Planning Commission, dated April 1, 2003, in support of the request to amend the
development special use permit to allow fencing within the conservation easement.




Mr. Wallace Christner, 1301 Dartmouth Road, represented the HHome Owners Association on the
application, which had voted 5 to 1 to support of the application.

Mr. Robert Koch, 201 North Quaker Lane, spoke against the application. As the adjoining property
owner with contiguous ownership of land within the conservation easement, he stated that the
fencing within the conservation easement has disrupted and destroyed the intended natural state of
the area within the conservation easement. ‘

Mr. James Henriksen, 151 North Quaker Lane, spoke against the application. He stated that the
developer had agreed to certain conditions as part of the development special use permit approval
and the preservation of the remaining natural woodland area was a very important aspect of
community support for the project. To undo those agreements diminishes the value of community
input and substantially changes the intended benefits of preserving the natural characteristic of the
woodlands area by allowing fences within the conservation easement. He also indicated that he was
speaking on behalf of Mr. Richard Hobson who was unable to attend the public hearing.

Mr. Charles McAleer, 1303 Dartmouth Road, spoke in support of the application. He agreed with

the applicant’s position that their young children needed the security of the fencing.

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION, MARCH 4, 2003 : The Planning Commission noted the
deferral of the request.

Reason: The applicant failed to comply with the requirements for legal notice.

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION, FEBRUARY 4, 2003 : The Planning Commission noted
the deferral of the request.

Reason: The applicant failed to comply with the requirements for legal notice.
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends denial of the applicant’s request to modify the special use permit amendment
request. However, staff is recommending a new condition as follows:

CONDITION DELETED BY THE PLANNING COMMISSION

NOTE: Previously approved conditions 1-33 for Dartmouth are included in the Appendix.
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BACKGROUND

On December 22, 1998, City Council approved a development special use permit (DSUP#98-0015)
for Equity Homes, L.P., to construct five (5) single-family homes. The project was approved as a
cluster development, retaining an existing home located along North Quaker Lane and redeveloping
the wooded and vacant portion of the lot which contained a number of mature trees. The subject site
is zoned R-20/Single Family Residential, is situated among existing townhouses of Quaker Hill to
the east, single family homes along Coventry Lane and Quaker Lane to the north, and a large lot
containing a single family residence to the south. Home construction has been fully completed and
the project has been occupied for approximately 14 months. The applicant’s,
Mr. and Mrs. Wallace Christner, owner of one of the lots within the development, 1301 Dartmouth
Place, arc requesting an amendment to the special use permit to allow fencing within a
“Conservation Area’as designated on the approved development plan. The Dartmouth Place Home
Owner Association is co-applicant on the application and requesting that placement of well-
maintained woodpiles be permitted within the conservation easement.

The proposal to provide fences within the conservation easement is inconsistent with condition #33
(ID(2) of the Dartmouth Place special use permit approval, which states:

II. Tree Conservation Area (“Conservation Easement™) at the rear lots of two (2), three (3) and six
(6) Dartmouth Place shown on the Cluster Development Plan and Subdivision Plat shall be
governed by the following:

1. The Conservation Easement is intended to be an area maintained in its natural condition
with respect to leaf litter and other ground covering vegetation, understory vegetation and
shrub layer. Notwithstanding the foregoing, selective trimming, pruning and removal of
invasive vegetation that does not alter the natural character of the Conservation Easement
shall be permitted.

2. Within the Conservation Easement there shall be no construction or placing of buildings
or structures, no filling, excavating or change to the natural topography of land.
Notwithstanding the foregoing, Equity shall have the right to install a sanitary sewer line
connecting lot Six (6) Dartmouth Place to the public sanitary sewer in Dartmouth Place in
the area designated proposed easement on the Cluster Development Plan. In addition, the
owner of 251 North Quaker Lane shall have the right to install a sanitary sewer line in the
proposed easement.

3. Except as may be necessary for the prevention or treatment of disease, the removal of dead
or damaged trees or other good husbandry practices and after consultation with the City of
Alexandria Arborist, no mature trees shall be removed from the Conservation Easement.
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This condition was from a proffer written by the developer of the project that was incorporated as
a condition of the development approval by City Council at the request of the neighborhood. The
language has been incorporated into the Dartmouth Place “Declaration of Covenants, Conditions,
Easements and Restrictions for Dartmouth Place.”

On November 7, 2000, staff received a written request from the office of Hart & Calley on behalf
ofthe Mr. and Mrs. Christner requesting a clarification of the term “prohibition of structures” within
the conservation area because “Structure” had not been clearly defined as to prohibiting “fences”.
Staff advised the attorney that fences are considered structures pursuant to the zoning ordinance and
are not permitted within the conservation easement, and that no change to the language of the SUP
condition could be approved administratively by staff but would require approval by the City
Council.

In conducting a final as-built site plan inspection sometime in late 2001, staff noticed that a four foot
high rear yard fence enclosure located atop a slope at 1301 Dartmouth Place appeared to be
encroaching into the conservation easement. Staff later requested and received a revised as-built
site plan from the Engineer of record for Dartmouth Place which in fact confirmed that the fence had
been built approximately 9'-12' into the conservation easement. Prior to notifying the owners of a
possible violation, a subsequent site inspection--on another matter--uncovered installation of a
second four-foot fence enclosure on the remaining portion of the rear yard contained within the
conservation easement. Staff issued a citation for the fence violations on October 1, 2002. The
Christner’s inquired about what would be needed for fencing to be located within the conservation
easement. Staff informed the applicant that an amendment would have to be filed for City Council
consideration to modify the condition prohibiting structures within the “Conservation Area.”
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The proposed amendment request by Mr. and Mrs. Christner seeks to modify the provision on
restriction of “Structures” within the conservation easement as contained in condition #33 (II}(2) of
the approved development plan for Dartmouth. In addition, the Home Owner Association is
requesting that well maintained woodpile storage be permitted within the conservation easement.

STAFF ANALYSIS:

City Council specifically added the language of the proffer conditions to the development approval
for Dartmouth Place at the request of the surrounding neighborhood, including the condition
restricting structures within the conservationarea. The proffer conditions, including the limitations
on structures, were clearly identified and documented within the Home Owner documents and
presented to each prospective purchaser who should have been aware of the restrictions. Inaddition,
the Christner’s were specifically notified that fencing was not permitted in the Conservation area
under the SUP approval prior to their constructing the fencing. The applicant explains that the
portion of the rear yard contained within the conservation easement is relatively flat and desirable
as a safe and secure play area for their children and dogs, but a fence was necessary so that to restrict
access over to Quaker Lane through the adjoining rear yard of the property at 120 North Quaker Lane
(Lot 6).

Staff believes the prohibition against structures in the Conservation area, in combination with the
other proffer conditions, was intended to ensure that the Conservation arca be maintained as a natural
area, with no disturbance to existing vegetation. In assessing whether the condition should be
changed to allow fences or to allow the woodpiles requested by the Homeowner’s association, staff
considered whether these intrusions into the conservation area were likely to negatively impact the
conservation area. Constructing fence structures within the conservation area could potentially
impact trees, although if significant care were taken in the placement of the fence and its footings,
it should be possible to construct a fence with little impact on the surrounding vegetation. As the
Christner’s have already constructed their fence, any damage that might be caused by constructing
the fence has already occurred, and little is to be gained by removing the fence.

However, aside from the immediate damage that could occur from construction of fence structures,
the City Arborist has indicated that long-term use of portions of the conservation area for active
usable open space could have detrimental impacts on the ecosystem of the conservation area. And,
to the extent the area is fenced in, staff believes there will be a natural tendency for the use of the
area to be intensified over time as evidenced by the installation of play equipment within the
conservation easement. Therefore, staft does not recommend approval of the applicant’s request to
fully enclose the conservation easement for the purpose of making it a usable open space. Staff is
willing to support retention of the original fence encroachment, but with a condition that once its in
need of replacement, that it not be replaced within the conservation easement, but shall be removed
and replaced outside of the limits of the conservation easement.
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Woodpiles

Staff has no objections to allowing the storage of woodpiles within the conservation area, we do not
believe it is prohibited by the current language of the condition because woodpiles are not structures
or a permanent condition. However, the woodpile must consist of trees that have been felled within
the conservation easement, as authorized by the City Arborist.

STAFF: Eileen P. Fogarty, Director, Department of Planning and Zoning;
Kimberley Johnson, Chief, Development;
Gregory Tate, Urban Planner.
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APPENDIX

The following conditions are carried forward from DSUP#98-0015.

1.

Any inconsistencies between the various drawings shall be reconciled to the satisfaction of
the Directors of Planning and Zoning and Transportation and Environmental Services.
(P&Z) (DSUP 98-0015)

The final site plan shall include a sheet that clearly states permitted and proposed zoning
requirements (net/gross floor areas, height, yard setbacks, etc.) for each individual lot. This
information sheet shall be attached to all building permit and addendum request (including
deck permits). (P&Z) (DSUP 98-0015)

Limit the proposed area of clearing to the proposed limits of grading in order to increase the
number of trees to be saved on the site. It is not necessary to clear each lot to the maximum
area available for the construction of houses and optional decks. On the final development
site plan identify specific areas where the limits of clearing can be adjusted to preserve
additional trees as identified below, to the satisfaction of the Directors of P&Z and RP&CA:

a) at the southwest corner of lot 1;

b) between lots 1 and 2 behind the houses;

c) at the northwest corner of lot 2:

d) along the north side of lot 3;

e) northeast corner of lot 5 between the house and the road and;

f) between lots 4 and 5 on the east side. (RP&CA) (P&Z) (DSUP 98-0015)
Adjust the ultimate build-to envelop for each lot to reflect the areas restricted from clearing
and grading to preserve additional trees as identified by the City Arborist. (P&Z) (DSUP 98-
0015)
The applicant shall provide tree protection for existing trees in areas shown as “limits of
disturbance” to the satisfaction of the Director of P&Z and the City Arborist. A plan for tree

protection approved by the City Arborist shall be included and approved with the final site
plan. (P&Z) (DSUP 98-0015)




10.

11.

DSUP #2001-0052
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Provide additional street trees on both sides of Dartmouth Road to establish a line of trees
spaced no more than forty feet on-center. (RP&CA) (DSUP 98-0015)

The proposed cul-de-sac hammerhead turnaround shall be relocated to within the
development area to the satisfaction of the Directors of P&Z and T&ES. (T&ES) (P&Z)
(DSUP 98-0015)

Changes to the footprints of individual units, including decks and future additions, may be
approved by the Director of P&Z so long as the following criteria are met:

- the side and rear yard setbacks (excluding decks) shall be a minimum
maintained distance of 25" along the perimeter of the project site;

- improvements do not effect designated “limit of disturbance™ areas as denoted
on the final site plan;

- the width of the openings between units (combined side yards) is not decreased
from that shown on the plan;

- no decks are provided above the first floor;

- the maximum net floor area within the development area shall not exceed
30,115 square feet;

- no parking shown on the plan is eliminated; and
- no trees designated for preservation shall be impacted. (P&Z) (DSUP 98-0015)

Show all utility structures, including transformers, on the final development plan. All utility
structures (except fire hydrants) shall be clustered where possible and located so as not to be
visible from a public right-of-way or private street. When such a location is not feasible,
such structures shall be located and screened to the satisfaction of the Director of P&Z.
(P&7) (DSUP 98-0015)

All fences and walls visible from the public right-of-way or adjacent residential properties,
including retaining walls, shall be designed and treated to the satisfaction of the Director of
P&Z. (P&Z) (DSUP 98-0015)

Submit building location survey for Planning staff approval when applying for certificate of
occupancy permits for each unit. Location survey shall show all improvements on the lot
mcluding landscape materials shown on the final development plan. (P&Z) (DSUP 98-0015)
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12, The applicant shall submit final "as-built" plan for the development prior to applying for
certificate of occupancy permit for any of the last two dwelling units. (P&Z) (DSUP 98-
0015)

13.  The applicant shall submit a homeowner's agreement (HOA) for approval by the City
Attorney, prior to applying for the first certificate of occupancy permit. Such HOA shall
include the conditions listed below, which shall be clearly expressed in a separate section of
the HOA. Also, such section within the HOA shall include language which makes clear that
the SUP conditions listed shall not be amended without the approval of City Council.

A) Exterior building improvements by future residents, including above ground decks
not included on the approved plans or different from the approved plans, shall require
the approval of the Director of Planning and Zoning and must be consistent with the
special use permit conditions.

B) All required landscaping and screening, including trees and landscaping in the
common areas, shall be maintained in good condition.

C) No ground disturbing activity shall occur within the “limits of disturbance” areas or
drip-line areas of trees preserved as a condition of this special use permit.

D) The principal use of the individual garages shall be for passenger vehicle storage
only. (P&Z) (DSUP 98-0015)

14.  Submit a corrected final subdivision plat showing the following information as required by
11-1700:

a) surveyors certificate statement per 11-1709 (B)(3);
b) zoning and ownership of adjacent parcels;

c) space for signature approval block;

d) existing lot areas;

e) lot dimensions, and

f) gross area in acres.

The final subdivision plat shall be consistent with the final development plan, and shall be
recorded prior to approval of any building permits. (P&Z) (DSUP 98-0015)

10




15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.
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The applicant shall attach a copy of the final released site plan to each building permit
document application and be responsible for insuring that the building permit drawings are
consistent and in compliance with the final released site plan prior to review and approval
of the building permit by the Departments of Planning and Zoning and Transportatlon and
Environmental Services. (P&Z) (DSUP 98-0015)

Provide on-site B.M.P., the private pond mentioned in the plan is owned by others and is not
formally recognized as a stormwater quality Best Management Practice. (T&ES) (DSUP 98-
0015)

Show the location of the proposed B.M.P. and show all of the site’s impervious area draining
to the B.M.P. (T&ES) (DSUP 98-0015)

The storm water Best Management Practices (BMP) required by this project shall be
constructed and installed under the direct supervision of the design engineer or his/her
designated representative. The design engineer shall make a written certification to the City
that the Best Management Practices are constructed and installed as designed and in
accordance with the approved final site plan. In addition, aggregate layers and collector pipes
may not be installed unless said engineer or his/her representative is present. (T&ES) (DSUP
98-0015)

Show an appropriate environmental site assessment statement. (T&ES) (DSUP 98-0015)

Provide a two phased erosion and sediment control plan and narrative. (T&ES) (DSUP 98-
0013)

Show size, type, and class of storm and sanitory sewers. (T&ES) (DSUP 98-0015)
Provide a minimum 22 feet emergency vehicle easement.(T&ES) (DSUP 98-0015)
Provide for a permanent emergency vehicle turnaround. The preliminary development plan
shows an emergency vehicle turnaround easement marked as temporary. (T&ES) (DSUP

98-0015)

The designated E.V.E. located outside of the property line shall be approved by the adjacent
property owner. (T&ES) (DSUP 98-0015)

The City standard of the minimum private street wide is 26 feet. Provide 30 feet wide street
on the entrance of Dartmouth Road to accommodate parking along one side of the street.
(T&ES) (DSUP 98-0015)

11




26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.
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Show the existing and proposed strect lights and site lights. (T&ES) (DSUP 98-0015)

Indicate type of fixture, and show mounting height, and strength of fixture in Lumens.
(T&ES) (DSUP 98-0015)

Provide manufacturer’s specifications for fixtures. (T&ES) (DSUP 98-0015)

Provide lighting calculations to verify that lighting meets City standards. (T&ES) (DSUP
98-0015)

Consult with the Crime Prevention Unit of the Alexandria Police Department regarding
locking hardware and alarm systems for the homes. (Police) (DSUP 98-0015)

Consult with the Crime Prevention Unit of the Alexandria Police Department regarding a
security survey for the sales and construction trailers. (Police) (P&Z) (DSUP 98-0015)

The applicant shall make a contribution to the Housing Trust Fund in the amount of $0.50
per gross square foot, payable at sale to the end user. (Housing) (DSUP 98-0015)

REPRESENTATION MADE BY THE APPLICANT AT THE PLANNING COMMISSION
MEETING: The applicant shall enter into a legally binding private agreement with the
neighbors to address the proffers contained in the letter from Duncan Blair dated November
25, 1998.

The following proffers contained in the letter from Duncan Blair dated November 25,1998
are hereby incorporated as conditions for this development project:

L. Architectural Guidelines to govern construction and use of lots One (1) through Five (5)
Dartmouth Place.

A. Original construction architectural guidelines.
1. Architectural Style: All homes will be two story “traditional” or “colonial “.
2. Maximum height: Thirty-five (35") feet.

3. Front facades: Brick, stucco or a stone.

12
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Sides and rear facades: Siding. Brick, stucco or stone shale be available as
purchaser options. No exposed foundation walls above grade. No completely
“flat” rear facades, there must be articulation created by a bay window, chimney
or “bump out” to break up the rear facade. Not less than fifty (50%) percent of
the windows on the side and not less than fifty (50%) percent of the windows in
the rear facade shall be detailed with shutters or architectural treatments.

Chimneys: Brick or stucco chimneys only. No vinyl sided chimneys are
permitted. “Bump outs” which enclose direct vent fireplaces may be vinyl siding.

Roofs: Dark color architectural shingles only. Equity is currently using
CertainTeed 25 year shingles of the following colors : Shadow Black, Greystone,
Weathered Wood and Homestead Slate. If Equity changes brand or colors of
shingles, colors similar to the above will be used. Cedar shakes are also allowed.

Exterior colors: All homes to be one of Equity’s standard color packages, or
equivalent. These packages do change from time to time depending on
availability of the components (i.e. paint, siding and brick).

Siding: No siding may be narrower than 6% and must be beaded vinyl siding,
wood or products with an appearance similar to wood.

On lot landscaping: Front yards will be professionally landscaped. A budget of
at least $2,000 will be provided to each home for landscaping to be planted by

Equity.

. Architectural Guidelines lots One (1) through Five (5) Dartmouth Place to be
included in the Homeowners Association Declaration of Covenants Conditions and
Restrictions for Dartmouth Place (“HOA Covenants™) which will be recorded prior
to the first lot sale and which are to be approved by the City Attorney as accurately
reflecting these conditions in a manner that runs with the land and which is
enforceable by all lot owners.

1.

2.

Maximum height: Thirty-five (35" feet.

Chimneys: Brick or stucco chimneys only. No vinyl sided chimneys are
permitted. “Bump outs” which enclose direct vent fireplaces may be vinyl siding.

Siding: No siding may be narrower than 6% and must be beaded vinyl siding,
wood or products with an appearance similar to wood.
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4. Decks: restricted to rear yards only.

5.

Exterior Lighting: Exterior lights may not be directed outside of lot boundaries
and will be directed downward.

Fences: All fences, other than those installed by Equity, must be approved by the
Homeowner’s Association. No fences may be constructed to extend further
forward from the rear property line than the distance from the rear property line
to the rear corners of the house. All fences shall be painted or stained,
maintained and replaced by and at the expense of the individual homeowner.
Equity shall install at its expense one (1) foot south of the north property line of
99 North Quaker Lane a five (5") foot high chain link fence painted black as
depicted on Exhibit B between points X and Y on Exhibit A, and shall make
available to the owners of adjacent Lot 151 North Quaker Lane (151 North
Quaker Lane™) an allowance of $1,350 for contribution of a fence and/or
screening.

II. Tree Conservation Area (“Conservation Easement”) at the rear lots of two (2), three (3)
and six (6) Dartmouth Place shown on the Cluster Development Plan and Subdivision
Plat shall be governed by the following:

L.

The Conservation Easement is intended to be an area maintained in its natural
condition with respect to leaf litter and other ground covering vegetation,
undetstory vegetation and shrub layer. Notwithstanding the foregoing, selective
trimming, pruning and removal of invasive vegetation that does not alter the
natural character of the Conservation Easement shall be permitted.

Within the Conservation Easement there shall be no construction or placing of
buildings or structures, no filling, excavating or change to the natural topography
of land. Notwithstanding the foregoing, Equity shall have the right to install a
sanitary sewer line connecting lot Six (6) Dartmouth Place to the public sanitary
sewer in Dartmouth Place in the area designated proposed easement on the
Cluster Development Plan. In addition, the owner of 251 North Quaker Lane
shall have the right to install a sanitary sewer line in the proposed easement.

Except as may be necessary for the prevention or treatment of disease, the
removal of dead or damaged trees or other good husbandry practices and after
consultation with the City of Alexandria Arborist, no mature trees shall be
removed from the Conservation Easement.
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I11. Landscape Buffering

IV.

1.

In addition to the natural perimeter tree and wooded buffer areas, Equity will
install additional landscaping to supplement the natural buffer as specified in
Exhibit A shown as “TreeSave Area” on the landscape plan prepared by Design
Scapes, Inc. attached as Exhibit A. Equity will observe and comply with the
proposed limits of clearing and grading shown on sheet 4 of 5 (the “Landscape
Plan”™) dated August 1998, prepared by R. C. Fields, Jr. and Associates and filed
with this SUP Application. Maintenance and replacement if necessary of this
additional landscaping shall be at the expense of the Homeowner’s Association
following a two year period of maintenance guaranteed by Equity.

The portions of the TreeSave Area shown on Exhibit A for which no
supplemental plantings are shown are believed to contain existing natural tree
growth sufficient to provide adequate screening of adjacent properties. If
construction in fact alters the final border of the TreeSave Areas to reduce those
areas or natural screening therein, or if such existing natural tree growth is
determined to be insufficient by the Director of Planning and Zoning and the City
Arborist exercising reasonable judgment and discretion, Equity shall plant
additional trees as buffers to replace the natural screening destroyed, removed or
damaged, or to supplement the screening determined insufficient.

Equity acknowledges that the proposed sanifary sewer easement to serve 201 and
251 North Quaker Lane reflects only the general location of the proposed sewer
lines. Equity shall exert best efforts to minimize damage to existing trees and
shrubs in the construction and placement of those sewer lines.

Future Extension of Dartmouth Place (private road) for Future Development of Tax
Parce] 61.01 04 06, 99 North Quaker Lane (“99 Quaker Parcel”). Equity has
provided for the future extension of the Dartmouth Road private right-of-way to
accommodate the future development of the 99 Quaker Parcel provided:

1.

2.

The 99 Quaker Parcel is developed by single family houses.
Dartmouth Place terminates in a cul-de-sac and does not provide through

motorized access to North Quaker Lane or any other public or private right-of-
way with such access to North Quaker Lane.
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3. The owner or redeveloper of the 99 Quaker Parcel, its successors or assigns (“the

99 Quaker Owner™) constructs the extension of Dartmouth Road and/or public
utilities without cost to the owners, their successors and assigns of Lots One (1)
through Five (5), Dartmouth Place to City standards equivalent to that of
Dartmouth Road serving Lots One (1) through Five (5) and grants an
ingress/egress easement to the city of Alexandria and owners of Dartmouth Place
reflecting the same. Upon such extension the 99 Quaker Owner shall have rights
to use Dartmouth Road on an equal status with the owners of Lots One through
Five Dartmouth Place.

The 99 Quaker Owner agrees, if requested by the owner of either Lot One (1) or
Lot Four (4) Dartmouth Place, to remove the portion of the existing hammerhead
turnarounds of lots One (1) and Four (4) Dartmouth Place, and to resod and
construct a standard residential driveway on the area formerly improved by the
hammerhead turnaround on those two lots.

The 99 Quaker Owner shall indemnify and hold the owners of Dartmouth Place,
their successors and assigns, harmless from any loss or damage, including
damage to the paved surface of Dartmouth Place, as a result of its construction
of the extension of Dartmouth Place to the 99 Quaker Parcel of the private road
as specified in paragraph IV3 above.

V. Homeowners Association Documents

1.

These conditions shall be embodied in covenants recorded among the land
records of the City of Alexandria, executed by Equity and by the trustees under
any deed of trust or other encumbrance secured by Lots One (1) through Six (6)
Dartmouth Place. The HOA Covenants, together with the Homeowners
Association Corporate Articles of Incorporation and By-Laws (“HOA Corp.
Documents”), shall contain a method of assessment of dues and imposition of a
lien on Lots One(1) through Six (6) for collection thereof, to obtain sufficient
funds to maintain, and if necessary, replace the additional landscaping specified
in Paragraph Il and Dartmouth Road as a private street. The HOA Covenants
and HOA Corp. Documents shall be approved by the City Attorney as complying
with the SUP conditions before issuance of any construction permits.

These conditions shall be specified to be covenants real and the benefit and
burden thereof shall run with the land and may be enforced at law or equity by
owners of Lots One (1) through Six (6), Dartmouth Place. (Representation made
by the applicant at the Planning Commission meeting of 12/01/1998) (City
Council) (DSUP 98-0015)
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Legend: C - code requirement R - recommendation S - suggestion F - finding

Transportation & Environmental Services:

No comments

Code Enforcement:

No comments

Health Department:

No comments

Police Department:

Planning and Zoning staff edited this finding for clarity.

F-1  Concur with applicant’s request.

Historic Alexandria (Archacology):

No comments

Parks & Recreation {Arborist):

F1.  The existing fence has been extended to the limits of the property line and the conservation
easement, significantly beyond the limits of the fence that was reviewed at earlier meetings
with the residents. The enclosure of the conservation easement by the fence promotes the
active use of this space, which can have a detrimental effect on the area. The enclosure of
this area is fundamentally opposed to the intent of establishing this area as a conservation

easement.
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F.2  The conditions of the original SUP should not be changed to permit the construction of
buildings, fences or other man made structures within the conservation easement.

Planning and Zoning modified this condition for clai‘ity.
R1.  The new section of fence should be removed to the previous limits. All play equipment and
amenities should be removed from the conservation easement area outside of the previous

limits. At such time that the first fence section is replaced, it shall not be permitted to be
replaced within the conservation easement.
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APPLICATION for v
DEVELOPMENT SPECIAL USE PERMIT with SITE PLAN
DSUP # 2002-0052
PROJECT NAME:  Durfnovih Place

PROPERTY LOCATION: _ Davtmouth Ro od (ﬂﬁ/ N Lusrer 28 )

TAX MAP REFERENCE: €1.0 | - 0% .02 O ZONE: R 20
APPLICANT Name:  Wa/lace C hyisfumer /Oq/:f-ﬁau% Plice Hdﬂecwred‘fqﬁjo&k .
Ly
Address: N
: x

PROPERTY OWNER Name: Wy llace . hvisfnes”

Address: 130 Dartmos/*h I’Zdac/,, A fsanhrie VA Za:«/y'-}:s
SUMMARY OF PROPOSAL: p\efuor/“ Procdi Lication £ DSup # 98995 :3”
3
MODIFICATIONS REQUESTED: M 4.l {V NSUP 4o olloww 7lsement of (E

1 .
P—Pr\fe_ 4‘@9’ uJan y”rle; ILn {'ansérdqﬁ-h arfeq &8 gig’p/ds/do( L/y +ha_

Horegwnars Associosan

SUP’s REQUESTED:

THE UNDERSIGNED hereby applies for Development Site Plan, with Special Use Permit, approval in accordance with the
provisions of the Zoning Ordinance of the City of Alexandria, Virginia.

THE UNDERSIGNED, having obtained permission from the property owner, hereby grants permission to the City of
Alexandria to post placard notice on the property for which this application is requested, pursuant to Article X1, Section 11-301 (B) of
the 1992 Zoning Ordinance of the City of Alexandria, Virginia.

THE UNDERSIGNED also attests that all of the information herein provided and specifically including all surveys, drawings,
etc., Tequired of the applicant are true, correct and accurate to the best of his knowledge and belief.

%//aze Chsisfaor /Dartmertt Ploce  Home sumess ol '5% /§P€_¢ /7”64&(

Print Name of Applifant or Agent ,4—550 ok ” Signature

1301 Darduevtt Red. 703 §23 5122
Mailing/Street Address Telephone # Fax #

A ferardrin VA 2220 ¥ Worenber 39 2002
city and State Zip Code pate

DO NOT WRITE BELOW THIS LINE - OFFICE USE ONLY

Application Received: Received Plans for Completeness:
Yee Paid & Date: $ _ Received Plans for Preliminary:

ACTION - PLANNING COMMISSION:

ACTION - CITY COUNCIL:

07/26/99 p-\zoning\pe-applformsiapp-sp2
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Attachment to Application for Development Special Use Permit with Site Plan

Signatures:

Co-Applicant

DARTMOUTH PLACE HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, INC.

R. Anthowy Saljado

Print Name of Officer

President avd D mifor

Title
IQO‘L 04_{1."!'\\:&-{"' Road

Mailing/Street Address
Alcmdng, A 2231y
City and State Zip code

R Qb St

“Signature

202 - Y¥- 3000 207 -2y~ 2069

Telephone # Fax #

‘ﬁw 3, 2002

RO

Pate




Development Special Use Permit with Site Plan (DSUP) # 2@0&305\5‘ -

All applicants must complete this form.

Supplemental forms are required for child care facilities, restaurants, autorﬁobile oriented uses and
freestanding signs requiring special use permit approval. ' :

1.  The applicant is the (check one):

}{ Owner [1 Contract Purchaser

[] Lessee '?d Other: Ha«.e N o A~5§ac Ja 7(710-—1

State the name, address and percent of ownership of any person or entity owning an interest in the
applicant, unless the entity is a corporation or partnership. in which case identify each owner of more
than ten percent. :

If property owner or applicant is being represented by an authorized agent such as an attorney,
realtor, or other person for which there is some form of compensation, does this agent or the
business in which the agent is employed have a business license to operate in the City of Alexandria,

[1 Yes. Provide proof of current City business license }
[1 No. The agent shall obtain a business license prior to filing application,
if required by the City Code.
A/




Narrative Description
Summary of Request

The Co-Applicants understand that the Dartmouth Place development is subject to the
terms and conditions of Development Special Use Permit No. 98-0015 (the “SUP”) and
that amendments to certain provisions of the Declaration of Covenants, Conditions,
Easements and Restrictions for Dartmouth Place (the “Declaration”) may require
approval by City of Alexandria, including Article VI, Section 8 thereof. The Co- -
Applicants therefore hereby request that the City of Alexandria approve an amendment to
the SUP and provide any necessary approval for the Dartmouth Place Homeowners
Association, Inc. (the “HOA™) to amend the Declaration to provide that the term
“structures” as used with respect to the “conservation area” does not include (1) fences
that are no greater than 4 feet high, and (2) well-maintained woodpiles, in both cases as
are approved from time to time by the HOA’s Board of Directors.

The City of Alexandria has advised that the SUP prohibits structures including fences and
woodpiles from being placed in the conservation area described below, and the
applicable portions of Article VI, Section 8, of the Declaration currently provide as
follows:

“8. Conservation Area. Those portions of Lots two (2), three (3) and (6)
designated as a Conservation Area on the recorded subdivision plat of the
Property as shown on Exhibit B shall be subject and govemed to the
following:

1. The conservation area is intended to be an area maintained
in its natural condition with respect to leaf letter and other ground
covering vegetation, understory vegetation and shrub layer.
Notwithstanding the foregoing, selective trimming, pruning and removal
of invasive vegetation that does not alter the natural character of the
conservation area shall be permitted.

2. Within the conservation area there shall be no construction
or placing of buildings or structures, no filling, excavating or change to the
natural topography of the land. ....”

Discussion

Dartmouth Place is a small development of five new houses that was constructed at the
west end of Dartmouth Road, and home construction was completed approximately 14
months ago. An older house is situated on lot 6. Certain areas of the backyards of lots 2,
3 and 6 were designated as a “conservation area,” which was “intended to be an area
maintained in its natural condition with respect to leaf letter and other ground covering
vegetation, understory vegetation and shrub layer.” Wlth respect to the request, the Co-
Applicants have noted the following:




1. The area designated as the conservation area constitutes a substantial portion of
the backyards of lots 2, 3, and 6.

2. Because of the severe slope of most of the yards of lots 2 and 3, the portions of
the backyards of lots 2 and 3 designated as conservation area include most of the
relatively level areas of such lots.

3. Prior to the development of Dartmouth Place, the entire north side of the
conservation area was and remains bordered by fence; partially by a 6-foot privacy fence -
and the remainder by wire fencing in poor condition and the southwest portion of the
conservation area is bordered by a wire fencing in poor condition

4. The portion of the conservation area within lot 6 has been mowed as lawn by its
present owner and not maintained in its natural condition except for the last year in which
time such area has served primarily has a debris field and storage area for construction
machinery and supplies for the substantial addition being made to the existing house on
lot 6.

5. The backyard of lot 3 is within approximately 200 feet of busy Quaker Lane and
presents a substantial safety hazard to children and pets that may venture west from the
boundaries of lots 2 or 3, including children and pets that may reside in other parts of
Dartmouth Place.

6. The felling of several trees in the conservation area created a large amount of
wood and other debris, the magnitude of which required the creation of woodpiles in
order to maintain the wood 1n a safe and presentable condition.

7. The Co-Applicants note that the owner of Lot 3 has consulted with the City
Arborist and has been informed that the installation of a fence with the characteristics
described above would not adversely affect the natural condition of the conservation area.

8. The owners of 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5 have requested the amendment of Article VI,
Section §(2), of the Declaration to permit the HOA’s Board of Directors to approve, from
time to time, fences not greater than four feet in height and woodpiles in the conservation
area, and accordingly the HOA has begun the process of approving such an amendment.

Based on the above, the Co-Applicants believe that the amendments described above are
in the best interests of the HOA generally and the owners of lots 2 and 3 in particular
because such amendments will greatly increase the safety of all residents of the HOA
generally and Jots 2 and 3 specifically. The Co-Applicants further believe that such
amendments will enhance the appearance of lots 2 and 3, thereby benefiting the HOA,
and that such amendments do not adversely affect the stated purpose of the conservation
area, which is “to be an area maintained in its natural condition with respect to leaf letter
and other ground covering vegetation, understory vegetation and shrub layer.”

Proposed Amendment

AR




The Co-Applicants respectfully request the City of Alexandria to approve the
amendment of the applicable provision of the SUP and to provide any necessary approval
for the HOA’s amendment of Article VI, Section 8(2), of the Declaration by adding a
new sentence to the applicable provision of the SUP and at the end of Article VI, Section
8(2) of the Declaration as follows:

In addition, notwithstanding the foregoing, the term “structures” as used with
respect to the Conservation Area shall not include (a) any fence not greater than forty-
eight inches in height (excluding posts, which shall not be greater than fifty-four inches
in height), and (b) well-maintained woodpiles, in both cases as approved by the Board of
Directors of the Association from time to time.

A




ALEXANDRIA DEPARTMENT OF
PLANNING AND ZONING
301 King Street, Room 2100
Alexandria, Virginia 22314

NOTICE OF VIOLATION

YOU ARE CHARGED WITH VIOLATING THE
ALEXANDRIA, VIRGINIA ZONING ORDINANCE

]%Z | [Pz g neeaaRY
Datéd ticket served Day of Week Tim M

Location of Violation: 229l AFAFRTT/NOWUTH
AR, AL
Ord. Section:

Description of Violation: Eﬁﬂlﬂ@—m—m
CELENATED CONTERVETEN ASES
R erd X 7 2l

CeAHTITION, T

Penalty §: 9.0
& st O 2nd

] 3rd/MORE |
IF THE VIOLATION 1S NOT CORRECTED BY

oY, ) 2200 AN ADDITIONAL MONETARY

PENALTY WILL BE ASSESSED.

iD Number

| personally observed or investigated the commission of the
violation noted above andfor violation was based upon signed
aftidavit.

j\_') VIOLATORS COPY - WHITE
CITY ATTORNEY COPY - YELLOW
(/‘ FINANCE COPY - PINK
PLANNING AND ZONING COPY - ORANGE

F-PC-0001

NOTICE SERVED ON:

NV TNER WAL A
NAME: LAST FIRST MIDDLE
M PROPERTY OWNER
OO0 comPanNy
NAME
POSITION
[ oTHER

12 A

ADDRESS _
CITY/TOWN STATE ZIP
SIGNATURE DATE

! hereby acknowledge receipt of this Notice of
Violation. Signature is not an admission of guilt.

[0 PERSON REFUSED TO SIGN DATE

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Eﬁﬂailed/posted a true copy of this notice to the last
known home or business address of the respondent
or the respondent’s agent

A

ame of Person or Business Served

120 ERARTHAOUTH R,

Address of Service

- s ?V‘A‘
City/State

(] Posted true copy of this notice at the site of the
infraction i,

The undersigned states that he/she is an employee
of the City of Alexandria Departrment of Planning

and Zoning and knogws this Certificate of Service to
be true to the bestfof his/her knoyvled

Signature
"4 2 Print Namp 2
Date Phone # - -

WARNING

YOU ARE REQUIRED TO RESPOND TO THIS NOTICE
OF VIOLATION WITHIN 156 DAYS OF THE DATE OF

SERVICE {N ONE OF THE FOLLOWING WAYS

TICKET NO 2 7 1 O

1. TO PAY PENALTY AND WAIVE YOUR RIGHT TO A
HEARING:

* Check the "Admit Violation" or "No Contest” box
below;

= Make personal check, cashier’'s check, certified
check or money order payable to City of Alexandria.
Do not send cash through the mail;

* Print viclation notice number on the check or money
order;

» Payment may be made by mail, or in person, at the
Treasury Office, City Hall, 301 King Street, Room
1510, Alexandria, Virginia, between the hours of
8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m., Monday-Friday, phone 703-
838-4949.

2. TQO REQUEST A COURT HEARING:

* Check the "Contest in Court” box helow and;

{a} Mail this completed notice to the Office of the
City Attorney, City Hall, Suite 1300, 301 King
Street, Alexandria, Virginia, 22314; or

{b) Appear in person or by an authorized represent-
ative, at the above address between the hours of
8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m., Monday-Friday, phone 703-
838-4433.

* If you wish to contest this violation a date will be set
for trial in the General District Court of Alexandria,
Virginia. Failure to appear in court on the date set
for trial, unless prior approval has been granted by a
judge of that court, will result in the entry of a
default judgement against you.

3. TO CONTEST THE INTERPRETATION QF THE
ORDINANCE:

* You have the right to appeal the interpretation of the
zoning ordinance upon which this violation is based
to the Board of Zoning Appeals within 30 days in
accordance with 15.2-2311 of the Code of Virginia,
The interpretation shall be final and unappealable if
not appealed within 30 days.

FOR INFORMATION CONCERNING THIS TICKET CALL
PLANNING AND ZONING AT 703-838-4688

FAILURE TO RESPOND AS PROVIDED ABOVE WiLL RESULT
IN THE ISSUANCE OF A SUMMONS TO APPEAR iN COURY

AND ANSWER TO THE VIOLATION FOR WHICH THIS NOTICE
WAS ISSUED

YOU MUST COMPLETE AND SIGN THIS
CERTIFICATION:

Clapmit vioLtaTion CINO conTEST [3CONTEST IN COURT

Name (print)
Street Address
City

State Zip .

i hereby certify under penalty of law, that | have
answered as indicated above, and corrected or made
substantial efforts to correct the violation that | have
admitted or for which | have pleaded no contest.

Signature

F-PLN-0071 {7/00}
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EXHIBIT NO. __ o2 /o
Y-12-03

TRANSACTIONAL DISCLOSURE STATEMENT
UNDER STATE AND LOCAL GOVERNMENT CONFLICT OF INTERESTS ACT
for Members of Alexandria City Council
and of Other City Boards and Commissions and for
City Officers and Employees
Virginia Code § 2.2-3115(G)

Name: ’-DC\\J\.J. G— SPE..Q.L

Member of: = City Council (City Office or Department)

(Board or Commission)

Transaction: 1 Q0 Docket/Agenda Item i=/0 Meeting Date

(Other)

Nature of Personal Interest Affected by Transaction:
T \'\ML k. bwsine.ss r'e.\o=\~l..~ d)\~'{) bu:h' \}\A.N\J\s.-—\s
ha  o-re clén-&d'\\; afle de 3 \)1 Hy weMer

I declare, in light of my above-described personal interest in the identified Transaction (check
one of the following):

a. x That T am required to disqualify myself from participating in the Transaction.

b.

4

That, although I am not required to disquality myself, I have nonetheless elected to
disqualify myself from participating in the Transaction.

That I am a member of a business, a profession, an occupation or a group, all the
members of which have a personal interest in the Transaction, and that I am able to
participate in the Transaction fairly, objectively and in the public interest.

Date

Si gnatu%e

Jizfo3 W& 4‘/(\

CAWINDOWS\TEMPc.notes.data\CONFLCT TRANSACTION DISCLOSURE FORM.wpd




EXHiBIT NO. 3. - | 1O
§-12-023

Wallace E. Christner and
Karla D. Gayer

1301 Dartmouth Road
Alexandria, VA 22314

April 1, 2003

Alexandria Planning Commission
Alexandria City Council

Mayor of the City of Alexandria
301 King Street

Alexandria, Virginia 22314

Ladies and Gentlemen:

We are writing this letter to explain our position for installing a fence in our
backyard at 1301 Dartmouth Road in an area that is designated as a conservation area
(the “Conservation Area”) and to identify what we believe are inaccuracies included in
the report of the planning and zoning commission staff (the “Report”) regarding the

fence.

Before we purchased our home in November 2000, we realized that the backyard
was only one house away from busy Quaker Lane. Because we were concerned abouf the
safety of our young children and pets, we asked the builder 1f; we would be permitted to
install a fence in our backyard. We inquired about being able‘;[:;) mstall a fence because
the site map showed a portion of our backyard marked as a “conservation area.” The
builder stated that we could install a fence because the backyard was our private property
and not a public access area or easement like the common area next to our front yard.
The purpose of the Conservation Arca was to preserve the area in its natural state and

encourage tree growth.




After this explanation, we called the City Arborist and asked him to explain the
Conservation Area to us during January of 2000. He told us that a fence was allowable in
the Conservation Area because a fence was not a structure. A structure such as a storage
shed was not allowed as this could harm tree roots. A fence would not cause any
significant damage to tree roots and therefore was allowable. We were not advised that

any additional approval was required and went forward with the sales contract.

During the Summer of 2000, while our home was being built, we noticed that
there had been significant trespassing in the Conservation Area part of our backyard,
evidenced by large amounts of trash, beer bottles and other debris that did not seem
associated with home construction. In fact, our back neighbor was in the habit of
mowing the lawn in our portion of the Conservation Area as if it was his property.
Additionally, because of our concern for safety being so close to Quaker Lane, we asked
the builder to install the backyard fence as part of the construction process as they had

done for the home across the street.

At this point {(late summer of 2000) the builder was reluctant to construct the
fence and suggested for the first time that we would have to check with the City to
determine if a fence was allowed. We and our real estate ;ié‘e'nt made several call and
inquiries with the City and began to receive conflicting advice aiaout whether a fence

would be allowed in the Conservation Area.

Ultimately, we hired the law firm of Hart & Calley to inquire about the fence.
Hart & Calley identified that the Declaration of Covenants and Restrictions for our

development (the “Declaration™) said that the buildings and other structures were not




allowed in the Conservation Area. To clarify the issue, they prepared a letter for the City
to countersign indicating that a fence would not be considered a structure. Our
information from Hart & Calley was that a City representative told them that the City
would consider a fence a structure and would be allowed only if the Declaration was
amended. Although we did not agree with this interpretation, we noted that the
Declaration allowed amendment upon affirmative vote of 75% of the members of the
Homeowners Association. This meant we needed to have five of the six homeowners in
agree that a fence would not be treated as a structure for purposes of the Conservation

Area.

We closed on our property in November 2000 and constructed a fence that
enclosed our back yard except for the Conservation Area, but with gates that led into the
Conservation Area. We determined where the Conservation Area was based on survey
markers then on the property. The Report refers to the part of this fence bordering the

Conservation area as Fence 1.

We support the idea of the Conservation Area and began planting trees and
bushes in an attempt to make a natural safety barrier for our children and dogs. We also
wanted to grow more vegetation when we realized that the bilﬁf‘fef the Conservation Area
was actually a former suburban garden and lawn that was had beeﬁ overrun by invasive
vines and poison ivy. Unfortunately, because the Conservation Area is shady, the planted
trees and bushes have not grown significantly and have not created an effective border.
We also discovered that wire fencing in poor condition already ran alongside the north

border of the Conservation Area, but was not an effective barrier.




Fence 1 proved to be unsatisfactory for additional reasons. The gates were
inadvertently left open potentially allowing our youngest child and dogs to wander on to
Quaker Lane. In fact, our neighbors behind us to the north twice had to capture our
puppy .as it was wandering onto Quaker Lane and suggested we completely fence the
yard. Second, we had problems with trespassers coming onto our backyard, a situation
that was compounded when our neighbor directly behind us began to construct a very
large addition to the back of his house and workers would dump large piles of debris and
cut down trees within the Conservation Area close to our backyard. Finally, the tragic

events of September 11, 2001, emphasized the need to insure the safety of our family.

By early winter of 2002, all the homeowners in our association had moved in and
we inquired with them if they would agree to the fence being constructed. They all
agreed with the exception of Lot 6 (our neighbor in back) and we then knew we had
enough support to amend the Declaration if necessary to clarify that the term structure did
not include a fence. Again, we inquired with the City concerning the fence. We were
instructed to speak to Jeff Bird because he was actively involved with the development of
Dartmouth Place. He confirmed that he would not consider a fence to be a structure

becuase it would not harm the Conservation Area.

We installed a short 4 foot fence around the perimeter of the Conservation Area in
late spring of 2002 (called Fence 2 in the Report). Last fall, we were notified by
Planning and Zoning that we needed to submit an application for amendment to the
Special Use Permit in order to retain Fence 2. With the overwhelming support of our

adjacent neighbors and homeowners association, we submitted the application.




The Report recommends denying the Fence because long term use for active
usable open space could have a detrimental impact bn the ecosystem. We were informed
verbally by Mr. Tate that he thought we would ruin the conservation area by allowing it
to be part of our kids play yard. Never had this been stated as a reason not to allow the
fence and we are not aware of any restrictions or ordinances saying that our children
cannot play in our backyard. Nevertheless, we have not and do not intend to allow our

children to play in the Conservation Area.

We fully support the concept of the Conservation Area and have no intention of
harming it. We have planted approximately 25 additional plants including a large maple,
elm, oak trees and evergreens in the Conservation Area portion of our back yard.
Importantly, the area contains tall grass and weeds infested with ticks and mosquitoes
which as everybody knows potentially harbor Lyme Disease and West Nile Virus.
Obviously, our children would not be allowed to play in the Conservation Area. As it is
one of the few relatively flat areas, we do enjoy occasionally strolling through the area,
not playing in it. We also need access to the Conservation Area to water the new plants

and treat any diseased or damaged trees.

We were surprised that the Report stated that children’s ‘play equipment had been
installed in the Conservation Area. As our neighbors can attest, wé have never installed
any playground equipment in the Conservation Area. The only equipment we can
imagine that could have been observed in the area was a portable baseball throwback
screen that our landscaper inadvertently moved to the Conservation Area this winter.

This was promptly moved out the Conservation Area when noticed.




We would like nothing better then to have the Conservation Area become a thick
vegetative screen against the view and noise on the Quaker Lane side of our property, but
such a screen will take some time to grow. The fence has not harmed the Conservation
Area and we have no intention of harming the Conservation Area. We would even
welcome official monitoring by the City and/or the homeowners association to insure that

the Conservation Area is preserved.

In summary we wish to emphasize that during these troubling times of terrorists,
snipers and war, the fence has only been an added means of security for our family. We
shudder to think about the possible harm that may occur to our young family if we are
forced to remove the fence, especially when the fence has no adverse effect on the stated

purpose of the Conservation Area.

Sincerely yours,

Bz s Wele Doy

Wallace E. Christner and Karla D. Gayer




APPLICATION for te

DEVELOPMENT SPECIAL USE PERMIT with SITE PLAN
DSUP # 2002 -0052

PROJECT NAME: __ (actasuth Place
PROPERTY LOCATION: __ favtmouth Ko wd (ﬂf?/ . é)uﬁ,eb?lgé?-)

TAXMAP REFERENCE: € [:0 |- 0,00 0% ZONE__R2O

APPLICANT Name: Wul[lace C } Vs fer I/Dg mosth p[q'ce Horecowners Aﬁ@u’q F

Address:

PROPERTY OWNER Name: Wy llgce £ hvlsfae

Address: |30 ( Lartmostt, Ro=d A aancdr i , VA 22314

SUMMARY OF PROPOSAL: Re(@m i Mok Ll cation AL _DSuP # G- deis

DARTMouTs [F2acE

MODIFICATIONS REQUESTED: _M 4.f’ f/v DSUE 4o plloww J1oienond~of

K
Ponce Hnd woo] ples ia canservatin. ates as appros/ed b/y tha

Honeow~arss A-s56ciar'an

SUP’s REQUESTED: _

THE UNDERSIGNED hereby applies for Development Site Plan, with Special Use Permit, approval in accordance with the
provisions of the Zoning Ordinance of the City of Alexandria, Virginia.

THE UNDERSIGNED, having obtained permission from the property owner, hereby grants permission to the City of
Alexandria to post placard notice on the propesty for which this application is requested, pursuant to Article X1, Section 11-301 (B) of
the 1992 Zoning Ordinance of the City of Alexandria, Virginia.

THE UNDERSIGNED also attests that all of the information herein provided and specifically including all surveys, drawings,
etc., required of the applicant are true, correct and accurate to the best of his knowledge and belief.

%/Igce Chtlstaer S Dartrett_ Floce Home susers el 'F% /fﬁ’e_a ﬂ%clcz(

Print Name of Applifant or Agent 58 creafle, signaturd
130¢ Dardoevtt Red- . 703 §235/22
Mailing/Street Address o . . Telephone # . Fax #
A fetardrin VA 22020 Y Vosenfor 39200
City and State. . '~ EZip Code . Date S
== NQ NOT WRITE BELOW THIS LINE - OFFICE USE ONLY
Application Received: Received Plans for Completeness:

FecPaid & Date: § Received Plans for Preliminary:

ACTION - PLANNING COMMISSION: _ 4/1/03 “Recommerid Denial 5-2

ACTION - CITY COUNCIL: 4/12/03PH-Z5RE

. 0712699 pieoninglpo-applormsiapp-sp2
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2008:PUBLIC HEARING MEETING — PAGE 5

REPORTS OF BOARDS, COMMISSIONS AND COMMITTEES (continued) - - ‘

Planning Commission (continued)

?ﬁﬁﬁ DEVELOPMENT SPECIAL USE PERM!T #2002-0052
201 N QUAKER LA
DARTMOUTH PLACE

Public Hearing and Consideration of a request for a development specaal use
permit amendment to construct a fence with a storage area within a conservation

area; zoned R-20/Residential. Applicant: Dartmouth Place Homeowners
Association, by Wallace Christner. . SR

COMMISSION ACTION: Recommend Denial 5-2 |

Councilman Speck declared that he has a materlal financial relatlonshlp on both

sides of this issue; therefore, he disqualified himself.
|

wood does not have to come }ust from trees in that area.
Councif Action:

ORDINANCES AND RESOLUTIONS

11. P'ubllc Hearing, Second Reading and Final Passage of an Ordinance to adopt
the Eisenhower East Small Area Plan as a chapter of the 1992 Master Plan of
the City of Alexandria. {#19 4/8/03} [ROLL-CALL VOTE]

City Council finally passed the Ordinance upon its Second Reading and Final
Passage. ORD. NO. 4293
Council Action: - ‘ :

12.  Public Hearing, Second Reading and Final Passage of an Ordinance to amend
the map and text of the Zoning Ordinance of the City of Alexandria to impiement

the Eisenhower East Small Area Plan Chapter of the 1992 Master Plan of the

City of Alexandria. [#20 4/8/03] [ROLL-CAIL.L VOTE] -

City Council finally passed the Ordinance upeon its Second Reading and Final
Passage. _ ‘ ORD. NO. 4294 ‘
Council Action: ‘

13. (& Public Hearing, Second Reading and Final Passage of an Ordinance to .

amend the fire prevention reguiations in the City Code to establish a fire
protection system retesting program. [#21 4/8/03] [ROLL-CALL VOTE]

City Council finally passed the Ordinance upon its Second Readlng and
Final Passage. o ORD. NO. 4295

(b) Consideration of Resolution authorizing the establishment of fees to cover

the costs of the Fire Protection System Retesting Program, in the amount

of $20 per quarter hour per employee. [ROLL-CALL VOTE]

City Council adopted the Reso!ut:on RES. NO. 2067
Councu Action:

- o é |
City Council overturned the Planning Commission recommendation and granted ,
_the special use permit; the applicant's attorney has stipulated that there is not going to
be any active recreation within the conservation district; and if there is a wood pile, the ‘

i
i
i
-
1
i
i
|




SPEAKER’S FORM

PLEASE COMPLETE THIS FORM AND GIVEIT TQ THE CITY CLERK
BEFORE YOU SPEAK ON A DOCKET ITEM

DOCKET ITEM NO. _/'C

PLEASE ANNOUNCE T INFORMW SPECJFIED BELOW PRIOR TO SPEAKING.
1. NAME: % (2 /,/ N
2. ADDRESS: X~ 6 4 %Wﬂ

TELEPHONE NO. 7225 7¢-5")5/) g nvam ApDRESSS/F, 4/C CAR 12

3. WHOM DO YOU REPRESENT, IF OTHER THAN YOURSELF?

W

4. WHAT IS YOUR POSITION ON THE ITEM?

FOR: ;- AGAINST: OTHER:

5. NATURE OF YOUR INTEREST IN ITEM (PROPERTY OWNER, ATTORNLEY,
LOBBYIST, CIVIC INTEREST, ETC.): )

6. ARE YOU RECEIVING COMPENSATION FOR THIS APPEARANCE BEFORE
COUNCIL? YES | NO

This form shall be kept as a part of the Permanent Record in those instances where financial interest
Or compensation is indicated by the speaker.

A maximum of 5 minutes will be allowed for your presentation. If you have a prepared statement,

please leave a copy with the City Clerk.

Additional time, not to exceed 15 minutes, may be obtained with the consent of the majority of the
Council present, provided that notice requesting additional time with reasons stated is filed with the
City Clerk in writing before 5:00 p-m. of the day preceding the meeting.

The public normally may speak on docket items only at Public Hearing Meetings, and not at Regular
Meetings. Public Hearing Meetings are usually held on the Saturday following the second Tuesday
in each month; Regular Meetings are regularly held on the Second and Fourth Tuesdays in each
month. The rule with respect to when a person may speak to a docket item can be waived by a
majority vote of Council members present, but such a waiver is not normal practice. When a speaker
is recognized, the rules of procedures for speakers at public hearing meetings shall apply.

In addition, the public may speak on matters which are not on the docket during the Public Discussion
Period at Public Hearing Meetings. The Mayor may grant permission to a person, who is unable to
participate in public discussion at a Public Hearing Meeting for medical, religions, family emergency
or other similarly substantial reasons, to speak at a regular meeting. When such permission is
granted, the rules of procedures for public discussion at public hearing meetings shall apply.

Guidelines for the Public Discussion Period

*  All speaker request forms for the public discussion period must be submitted by the time the
item is called by the City Clerk.

*  No speaker will be allowed more than S minutes, and that time may be reduced by the Mayor or
presiding member.

*  If more than 6 speakers are signed up or if more speakers are signed up than would be allotted
for in 30 minutes, the Mayor will organize speaker requests by subject or position, and allocate
appropriate times, trying to ensure that speakers on unrelated subjects will also be allowed to
speak during the 30-minute public discussion period. '

*  Any speakers not called during the public discassion period will have the option to speak at the
conclusion of the meeting, after all docketed items have been heard.
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