
 

Zoning Committee of the Planning Commission (ZOCO) Meeting Summary, May 6, 2014.  PC 

Members in Attendance:  Nancy Iacomini (ZOCO Chair), Steve Cole, Inta Malis  Staff: Deborah Albert; 

Richard Tucker Others: Andy Van Horn, Lucia de Cordre, Stuart Stein, Stan Karson, Makayah Royal.    
 

Proposed amendments to Map 34-1.  ZOCO reviewed a proposal to remove the 

prohibition on signs above a height of 50 feet within Rosslyn Central Place.  ZOCO 

members were joined in discussion by representatives of JBG, Rosslyn BID, Radnor/Fort 

Myer Heights, and National Park Service (GW memorial Parkway), as listed above. 

Discussion included the following comments: 

Comments from ZOCO members 

 The staff presentation appears to identify that the principle existing problem is 
that sign restrictions in Central Place are inconsistent and removing the 
restrictions would be good 

 It is concerning that there was no focus in the staff presentation on conclusions 
the County Board reached on the issue of signs in Central Place that led to the 
current restriction 

 A request was made for staff to summarize the County Board view expressed in 
the urban design resolution for Rosslyn Central Place, and staff confirmed that the 
sign restrictions were included in the Zoning Ordinance and in site plan 
conditions, but were not included in the resolution.    

 An inquiry was made as to whether there has been a proposal for specific signs, 
and if there roofline were determined to be somewhere below the top of the 
building, would this be a workable location.  The JBG representative indicated that 
JBG envisions signs at the top of the building and confirmed that if placed there, 
they would not be visible from the observation deck;  other locations on the 
building would be difficult because there are few locations below the top that 
would not be blocking occupiable space.  

 Speculation that the reason there is no place other than the top of the building 
where a sign could be accommodated is because the Ordinance did not allow 
signs. 

 One particular building should not determine the rule regarding determination of 
a roofline.   

 The amendment should be reviewed broadly and should not based on specifics of 
signs that may be proposed on a specific building 

 The observation deck is a community benefit recalled to be valued at $1.5 million, 
and therefore the County has a specific interest in this building more so than if it 
was entirely private.  Even if there was a rule there may be a reason for an 
exception for this building due to its high public value, and the following should 
be considered: 1) Would a sign have an adverse impact on the benefit; and 2) is 
there an adverse impact on the rest of Central Place (while we can protect the 



observation deck from its own sign, how do we prevent signs on nearby buildings 
from adversely impacting the observation deck) 

 Property owners like to talk about distinguishing architectural features that do 
not count against height;  what needs to be considered is if the observation deck 
is an architectural feature. 

 It has been disappointing that other subsequent actions around Central Place 
have already begun to erode the view shed from the observation deck. 

 The following requests for additional information were made: 
o What would be permitted on the Central Place Office building if the 

restrictions were lifted; at what height would signs be allowed; where is 
the main roofline of this building? 

o How is the main roofline determined when the roof of a building is at an 
angle. 

o If there is an actual proposal it would be helpful to see it and would like to 
know if alternative locations would be acceptable to the applicant 
 

Comments from others: 

 A Radnor/Fort Myer Heights representative indicated that there is a good reason 
for Central Place to have unique sign regulations, including that these buildings 
are the tallest in the County; they face the monumental core; and the restrictions 
were part of a negotiation that included architecture and additional height.  
Removing the restriction would change something already agreed upon.  The 
resident expressed sympathy to JBG [a property owner in Central Place], and 
indicated they are a great corporate citizen and recognized the need to market to 
tenants 

 The GW parkway representative indicated that they would want to be in 
consultation to review any potential impacts on the view shed.  Perhaps there are 
alternative locations other than the top of the building where signs could be 
placed and not be visible from Memorial Bridge and the Parkway.  The interest of 
the GW Parkway is to protect the view shed, not to prohibit signs. 

 

Brief recap on proposal to amend Map 34-1.  Staff gave a brief overview of the proposal to 

amend Map 34-1 that was discussed at the April 6, 2014 ZOCO meeting.   

 A Radnor/Fort Myer Heights resident suggested that a sign deemed to be facing 
away from the neighborhood based on the Ordinance may still be visible from the 
neighborhood.  The line proposed by staff is inconsistent because throughout the 
map, there is a Line A in places adjacent to S-3A property, just as the line 
proposed by Radnor/Fort Myer Heights is adjacent to S-3A property. 

 

Zoning Ordinance Update Phase IIB Existing and Finished Grade.  There was no discussion 

of this item. 


