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SITE PLAN REVIEW COMMITTEE MEETING SUMMARY 

 

750 N. Glebe Road/Mazda Block – BF Saul  
Site Plan Review Committee Meeting #3 
March 7, 2016 
Planning Commissioners in Attendance: Nancy Iacomini, Steve Cole, Jane Siegel, James Schroll, 
Rosemary Ciotti, Ginger Brown 

 

 

MEETING AGENDA 
The third meeting of the Mazda Block SPRC included informational presentations from staff and 
the applicant, and then a discussion on transportation.  Staff provided a brief review of the work 
with the applicant on determining and analyzing alternatives for site access, and provided 
information on mode share reduction for urban/suburban grocery stores near transit in the 
metro area.  Staff also provided background information on pedestrian routes, bike routes, 
transit routes, and carsharing. The applicant then provided a presentation on the nine site 
alternatives developed and a ranking of alternatives.  The committee then discussed each of the 
alternatives.  At the end of the meeting, the SPRC chair asked each committee member to 
summarize their opinions on the alternatives and state if they had a favored alternative.  
 
SPRC DISCUSSION 
 
Discussion on staff presentation: 

• Will meters on Seventh Street N. change?  Answer: No.  
• Have there been traffic counts for the N. Glebe Rd. Harris Teeter?  What about Trader Joe’s?   

o Community members have conducted traffic counts for the Harris Teeter. 
o Staff and the applicant believe that the N. Glebe Rd. Harris Teeter is not an applicable 

comp. because of its suburban form.  
• Why isn’t the Wilson Boulevard frontage gaining any sidewalk width? 
• Off-peak parking on N. Glebe Rd. is a concern because of the dooring issue for cyclists.  Staff 

should work with VDOT on installing bike lanes on Glebe.  
 
Discussion on alternatives: 

• Would a hypothetical deceleration lane remove parking?  Yes, it would remove off-street parking.  
• Would traffic exiting from the garage ramp on Seventh Street N. cause a back-up on Seventh St. 

causing people to cut through Tazewell instead?   
o Not likely, as the queueing won’t be too bad at Seventh.  

• What proportion of spaces are dedicated to Enterprise? 
o 33 spaces, including 6 carsharing spaces and 2 washing station spaces 

• Would the applicant agree to performance monitoring? 
• What is the reduction in daily trips if less parking is built? 
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o Staff: can’t say precisely, but it would result in a reduction of trips.  
o Applicant: more parking than required is provided because that is what grocers want.  

• Could the Mazda Block project get closer to the ratio approved for Clarendon Center? 
• How come there are such large variations on the trip numbers between the different alternatives? 

o Because one car can make more than one trip if they have to clear multiple streets to reach a 
destination.  

• Is there some configuration that could reduce the size of the curb cuts on Seventh Street N.? 
o Curb cuts for parking and loading could not be combined due to conflicts between the two 

types of vehicles.  
• Would residential spaces be shared with retail, or are they physically separated? 

o Physically separated 
• Would the residential entrance be open 24 hours?   

o Yes 
• Why wasn’t the dry cleaner curb cut considered for access?  

o Because of operational problems for cars and trucks exiting onto Glebe 
• Would Tazewell be two-wayed? 
• Concern about the loading dock being open and the impact to the community of loading dock 

workers taking smoke breaks on Seventh Street N.  
• How many cars can queue on Seventh Street N.? 

o Roughly 20 
• Is there room in the loading dock for repair people/delivery drivers, in addition to 

residential/retail loading? 
• What are the proposed hours for loading 
• Is the loading dock curb cut as close to the intersection with Glebe as possible?  Yes.  
• Is there any queueing without the deceleration lane on Glebe Rd.? 

o This will be dependent on the garage layout 
• Concern about headlights shining into TOB houses 

o Applicant is studying a gradual ramp and an angle by which this could be mitigated.  
 
Wrap-up (comments and preferences on alternatives): 

• Alternative 5 appears to be the best solution for the neighborhood.  Tazewell should be kept as 1-
way 

• Alternative 5 is preferred.  
• Alternative 5 because it provides the least number of circulating trips 
• There needs to be a bike lane on Glebe 
• Alternative 5 is the best alternative.  Remain concern about mode split assumptions.  Remain 

concerned about how the garage is designed so that queueing on Glebe does not occur.  
• Original proposal and Alternatives 5 work, however concerned about the curb cut Glebe and its 

impact on pedestrians 
• Very concerned about impact to pedestrians on Glebe as a result of a curb cut and access 
• Supports TDM 
• Alternative 5 is preferred  
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• The conflict is between the neighborhood and Glebe Rd.  Alternative 5 is a compromise 
• Concern about conflicts with pedestrians at Glebe Rd. curb cut in Alternative 5, however it is still 

the best option.  
• Alternative 5 is the best option 
• Concern about conflicts with pedestrians with Alternative 5, but the devil is in the details.  Leaning 

towards Alternative 5, but concerned.  
• Alternative 5 is the best option for the neighborhood 
• Very concerned about the curb cut on Glebe and the potential conflicts with pedestrians.  Support 

Original proposal.  
• Alternative 5.  Would like to see the discussion concentrate on the treatment of the curb cut to 

mitigate impacts.  
• Concern about the possibility of 2-waying Tazewell; support Alternative 5, then the Original 

proposal.  
• Two-waying Tazewell is not a good idea.  
• Alternative 5, but concerns about curb cut on Glebe 
• Alternative 5 is the least bad option 
• Alternative 5 
• Alternative 5 
• Very disappointed in staff because they are giving the developer everything they’ve asked for.  

This is the only example in Arlington County where a loading dock will be across from residential 
uses.   

• Disappointed with the alternatives because none show utilizing the existing alley.  
• Concerned about the loading dock on Seventh St.  Unhappy about the continued impacts to 

Seventh St.  
• Alternative 5 is the best alternative.  
• The grocery store is driving all the impacts.  It’s unlike office and residential development.  


