
 

Zoning Committee of the Planning Commission (ZOCO) Meeting Summary, April 8, 2014.  

PC Members in Attendance:  Nancy Iacomini (ZOCO Chair), Steve Cole  Staff: Deborah Albert; Richard Tucker 

Others: Larry Mayer, Stuart Stein, Matt Roberts, Sara Mariska.    
 

Proposed amendments to Map 34-1.  Staff presented an overview of proposed 

amendments to Map 34-1 including update to Line A around Radnor/Fort Myer Heights; 

Properties included in SP #402 and 430; and other technical edits.  The following 

comments were made by ZOCO members, who were joined in discussion by other 

community members identified above.  Discussion included the following comments: 

Comments from ZOCO members 

 Why have a purple line (Line A and Line B together) on the map at all if the blue 
line (Line A) has higher restrictions?  Staff responded that Line A and Line B have 
different provisions. 

 Why include Line A on the north side of Radnor/Fort Myer Heights instead of on 
the south side of Rosslyn? 

 If following suggestions made by Radnor/Fort Myer Heights regarding the 
placement of Line A would not cause the rest of the map to be redrawn, why not 
just do what they asked? 

 The following requests for additional information were made: 
o Show exhibits about how the Ordinance is applied to roofline signs 
o Identify the underlying zoning on Arlington Boulevard 

 

Comments from others: 

 A suggestion was made by a Radnor/Fort Myer Heights resident that Line A 
should be placed adjacent to commercial areas.  If it is not placed there it would 
be different from other places in the County and would afford the Radnor/Fort 
Myer Heights community with less protection. 

 A Radnor Fort Myer Heights resident asked if the intent of Line A is to protect 
residents, and suggested that the problem is that the Ordinance does not 
preclude a sign from being visible, rather it is dependent on a specific angle; the 
methodology does not work here whereas it works everywhere else in the 
County. 

 Where a sign is subject to the Zoning Administrator’s approval, it would be helpful 
to understand how the Zoning Administrator would respond in certain cases. 

 

Zoning Ordinance Update Phase IIB Review.  There was no discussion of this item.  

 One question was raised:  if counting patios in coverage when higher than 8” from 
existing grade is a new practice? 


