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Long Range Planning Committee Meeting Summary 
June 23, 2015; 7:00 pm  
2100 Clarendon Blvd. 311  
Topic:  Washington Vista Special General Land Use Plan Study 
PC Members in Attendance: Steve Cole (LRPC Chair), Nancy Iacomini, Ginger Briggs Brown, Chris Forinash, Eric 
Gutshall, James Schroll, Rosemary Ciotti 
Staff in Attendance: Margaret Rhodes, Anthony Fusarelli, Kelly Cornell, Peter Schulz 
Members of the Public in Attendance: Tad Lunger, Will Weaver, Jan Johnson 
 

 Introductory and opening remarks were provided by LRPC Chair Steve Cole. The purpose of the meeting was 
for staff to provide background information on the proposed General Land Use Plan amendment and three-
dimensional modeling to help the LRPC evaluate planning issues related to the subject area. 

 Margaret Rhodes and Anthony Fusarelli made a presentation which was followed by LRPC discussion. 

___________________________________________________________________________________________ 

LRPC Comments 

 One commissioner asked how the heights of the three-dimensional models were calculated.  Staff responded 
that the heights are based off the Nash Street elevation, so the heights would actually be lower if they were 
calculated off the average site elevation.  The buildings will appear lower from Colonial Terrace, due to the 
change in topography, than from Nash Street. 

 One commissioner asked how tall the first floor elevations are in the models.  Staff responded that a 15-18’ 
first floor is shown, but that the first floor elevation does not necessarily need to be that tall. 

 Several commissioners were interested in the current and future plans for the unbuilt public alley near the 
site.  There appears to be a plan for it to be built out as a pedestrian pathway.  

 One commissioner noted her concern that this potential General Land Use Plan (GLUP) amendment could 
establish a precedent for other sites.  Would a change here imply a change for other properties in the area? 

 Another commissioner asked if the RA6-15 site plan with bonus model is taller than the townhouses on Key 
Boulevard.  Staff responded that the buildings on Key Boulevard adjacent to the site are effectively 
multifamily buildings and that the Colonial Terrace buildings are higher than the largest building modeled on 
the subject site due to the topography. 

 One commissioner wanted to know if the RA6-15 site plan with bonus model represents the maximum that 
could be achieved under site plan.  Staff confirmed this. 

 This same commissioner asked whether there are other “Low-Medium” Residential sites adjacent to the 
Rosslyn Coordinated Redevelopment District.  Staff said that this area along Nash Street is the only such area. 

 One commissioner noted that she is always looking for boundaries for transitions and that this site could 
potentially be distinguished from others given its topography (not on the Colonial Terrace plateau) and its 
location near the Rosslyn Coordinated Redevelopment District.  Colonial Terrace is a preservation area, 
though. 

 One commissioner said that the most recent Rosslyn sector plan calls for this area to remain housing and the 
proposed GLUP category would provide for housing. 
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 Another commissioner said that it is important to remember that there is a 400’ building just across Nash 
Street and that even if a new building was constructed on the subject site, residents of Colonial Terrace would 
still see that 400’ building. 

 Another commissioner reiterated that the topography works in favor of the proposed change on this site 

 Four commissioners stated that they are comfortable with the proposed GLUP amendment. 

 One commissioner said that he is willing to let the proposed amendment move forward, but noted that if it 
does move forward, one corner of the Colonial Terrace area, which is currently all “Low-Medium” Residential, 
would have a different GLUP category.  The GLUP is our fundamental policy document. 

 Another commissioner said that the GLUP offers guidance, but the zoning, which is the legal framework, 
already is the RA6-15 that corresponds to the proposed GLUP category.  Is there even a need for a GLUP 
amendment? 

 Another commissioner said that she is still torn because the GLUP is the expression of what we want to see 
and there was a proposed downzoning in the earlier Rosslyn sector plan.  There are also a lot of mature trees 
and associated greenery on the site now.  She recommended that staff’s memorandum include a discussion 
of the topography on this site as a unique, constraining element. 

 One commissioner asked where there are other sites zoned higher than their GLUP category.   

 In conclusion, seven out of the seven commissioners indicated that they were comfortable with the proposed 
GLUP amendment. 
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