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Rohini Winters <rohinicdfm@yahoo.com>
Friday, May 8, 2020 6:36 PM
David Tarter; City Clerk; Planning
Sally Cole
West End Park Letter objecting to WASHINGTON GAS BOXES AND EASEMENT
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

VPIS President <vpis.president@gmail.com>
Friday, May 8, 2020 4:58 PM
City Clerk; City-manager; Paul Stoddard; Carly Aubrey; Gary Fuller
VPIS: Comments on West End Park Easement for Washington Gas
VPIS West End Park Easement Final 2020 0508.pdf

Notice: External E-mail.
.
Please find attached the comments of the VPIS Board of Directors on the proposed easement for
Washington Gas in West End Park.
Attached;
Thank You;

The Falls Church Village Preservation and Improvement Society
VPIS.President@Gmail.com
www.VPIS.org
.

The Falls Church Village Preservation and Improvement Society
May 8, 2020
The City of Falls Church
City Manager, Planning Commission and
Recreation and Parks Advisory Board Members
300 Park Avenue
City of Falls Church, VA 22046
SUBJECT: Easement for Relocation of Washington Gas Regulator to West End Park
Dear City Manager, Planning Commission, and Recreation and Parks Advisory Board Members:
The Village Preservation and Improvement Society has long stood for the preservation of our
historic and environmental assets, including trees, open space and the beauty and usability of the
City’s parks. After viewing the materials online, and having had no opportunity to discuss the issue of
the relocation of the Washington Gas Regulators to West End Park, we have the following comments:
1. It is difficult to understand why the developers have been unable to find a placement for the
Regulators on the ten-acre project itself. It is doubtful that this need was unexpected at the time the
plans were made, and therefore we see little basis for placing it outside the project itself. This is
particularly true when the city’s rare parkland and open space is being used.
2. We request the City delay its approval of the plans for one week to permit time for VPIS
representatives to meet virtually with staff to understand some of the details. Many of the details
are not clear, such as tree losses, saves and replacements; the details of the landscaping and entrance
feature replacements and materials; and the site plan concepts. It appears 13 trees may have to be
removed.
3. Approval of the easement, without some statement of expectations of the details for the Site Plan
amendment to West End Park, puts the City at a significant disadvantage and keeps citizens in the
dark as to what the agreement is to be.
4. Considering the value of land in the City, including the financial and aesthetic value of park
property, we have not seen a financial justification or compensation amount either for relocating this
utility outside the new commercial development area or for departing from the plan at the time of the
land sale.
Sincerely,

/s/Mark Gross, Member of the Board of Directors
On behalf of the VPIS Board of Directors

Falls Church Village Preservation and Improvement Society, PO Box 6824 Falls Church, VA 22040
WWW.VPIS.org

VPIS.President@Gmail.com
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

City Clerk
Friday, May 8, 2020 2:59 PM
Carly Aubrey
FW: Public Comment - West End Park Easement

Forgot to add you.
From: City Clerk <CityClerk@fallschurchva.gov>
Sent: Friday, May 8, 2020 2:56 PM
To: City-council <City-council@fallschurchva.gov>; City-manager <City-manager@fallschurchva.gov>;
City-attorney <City-attorney@fallschurchva.gov>; Paul Stoddard <PStoddard@fallschurchva.gov>; Gary
Fuller <gfuller@fallschurchva.gov>
Cc: City Clerk <CityClerk@fallschurchva.gov>
Subject: Public Comment - West End Park Easement
Please type your comment in the box below.
Dear City Council, City Manager Wyatt Shields, and Principal Planners Paul Stoddard, Greg Fuller and Carly Aubrey:
I write to express my strong opposition to granting an easement in West End Park to Washington Gas. Removal of multiple
trees and bushes under the current proposal would be very detrimental to the Park and neighborhood. We need this park!
Demand for the Park’s amenities will only increase once the Mill Street project opens its multiple living spaces.
West End neighbors fought hard to prevent residential development in the Park over 20 years ago. We were relieved and
grateful to our City government for their decision to retain and improve the parkland. I cannot understand why the City
government now considers West End Park available for business interests. I urge the City and Washington Gas to seriously
consider other alternatives and that the City not grant an easement in the Park.
Madeleine Smith
320 Grove
Your Information
Name
Madeleine Smith
Fax Number
Email Address
Mad.smith77@gmail.com
Preferred Contact Method
Email (please provide above)

Celeste Heath, CMC
City Clerk
City of Falls Church
300 Park Ave, 303E
Falls Church, VA 22046
(703) 248-5014

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Lisa Varouxis <lisa.varouxis@verizon.net>
Friday, May 8, 2020 2:57 PM
Carly Aubrey; Gary Fuller
Paul Stoddard; slyon@fallschurchva.gov
Washington Gas Regulator Station comment

Notice: External E-mail.
After many years (decades?) of trying to save, then improve, the open space that is now West End Park,
the residents of the north west section of the city finally have a nice park – one that is attractive and
frequented by many, to include parents of young children, dog walkers, skating enthusiasts and nature
lovers. Now that area is once again being threatened by the city, this time for the relocation of the
Washington Gas regulator station that currently resides on the George Mason High School property.
The failure to plan for the relocation of the gas regulator station to somewhere near their existing
location, and to secure an easement, while negotiating for development of that area is shameful. Now
the city is rushing to find a place to move the regulators so development can begin and the only place
they deem viable is a strip along the western edge of the park.
My objections include:
1. To accommodate the relocation, a 2400 square foot (20’ x 120’) section of the park will be lost
to the easement.
2. The loss of the lush plants and trees that exist within the proposed easement area.
3. The moving of the bench currently within the boundaries of the park closer to the heavily
trafficked Broad Street, reducing the serenity one might gain from relaxing on the bench.
4. The plantings proposed to replace those that will be lost will not be of the same lushness or
height, even after a few years of growth.
5. The forfeiture of parkland to industrial use when the city’s property yard, already industrial, is
nearby.
6. The loss of some of the landscaping completed by the city, at a high expense (over $500,000?),
approximately five years ago.
7. Concern over how vehicular access to the regulator station by Washington Gas would occur, and
how often.
It is difficult to read the site plan provided on the city’s web site and I cannot tell if the park will be
reduced to one entrance on the south side. Nor can I find a description of what the proposed
replacement sign.
I do not think this proposal was well advertised, or enough time given, for all citizens to provide
comment. Living adjacent to the park, I received the letter just one week prior to the request for
comment period ending and my neighbors further up Grove Avenue, on Chestnut Street or in other
areas of the city received no notice. I believe the request for comment period should be a minimum of
two weeks, with broad advertisement of the proposal and notification to boards whose members are
not appointed by council. It is not only the citizens of the northwest section of the city who will be on
the losing end if this proposal is approved.

Cordially,
Lisa Varouxis
301 Grove Avenue

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Madeleine Smith <mad.smith77@gmail.com>
Friday, May 8, 2020 12:47 PM
Gary Fuller; Carly Aubrey
Opposition to easement in West End Park
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Dear City Council, City Manager Wyatt Shields, and Principal Planners Paul Stoddard, Greg Fuller and
Carly Aubrey:
I write to express my strong opposition to granting an easement in West End Park to Washington Gas.
Removal of multiple trees and bushes under the current proposal would be very detrimental to the Park
and neighborhood. We need this park! Demand for the Park’s amenities will only increase once the Mill
Street project opens its multiple living spaces.
West End neighbors fought hard to prevent residential development in the Park over 20 years ago. We
were relieved and grateful to our City government for their decision to retain and improve the parkland.
I cannot understand why the City government now considers West End Park available for business
interests. I urge the City and Washington Gas to seriously consider other alternatives and that the City
not grant an easement in the Park.
Madeleine Smith
320 Grove Ave

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Kathy Kleiman <kathy@kathykleiman.com>
Friday, May 8, 2020 11:11 AM
David Tarter; Wyatt Shields; Carly Aubrey; Paul Stoddard
A better place for Washington gas regulator
WEP Pic 1.jpg; WEP Pic 2.jpg; WEP Pic 3.jpg

Notice: External E-mail.
Dear City Mayor Tarter, Members of City Council, City Manager Shields, Paul Stoddard and Carly Aubrey,
I write because West End Park is finally back to life. The renovations of five years ago are now complete. We lost a
lot of trees then, and a lot of the buffer for the Park and the neighborhoods nearby to W. Broad Street. But the trees
have filled it and once again act to block noise of the car wash, bright lights of Broad Street at night, and pollution and
noise of the cars (when we have traffic). Plus the beautiful plantings between the car wash and park path have finally
filled in and they are a joy. Daffodils, then tulips, and now white, yellow and purple flowers to help the Community
enjoy the Spring and ride out the pandemic.
But that buffer of trees and those plantings will be destroyed if the plans go through and I must protest and express
my strong objection. West End Park is a poor location for Washington Gas’ new boxes and its 20 foot by 120 foot
easement which will destroy many trees and new plantings. You are being asked to approve a huge easement for a
small park – and a swath of destruction of new and beautifully planted properly – when a more industrial location (or
the development site itself) is the much more appropriate place to put this utility.
If I read the diagrams correctly (and I have checked with the City):
-

- We will lose 13 trees! This is virtually the entire buffer between car wash and the old Curry’s.

-

- We will lose almost all plantings, including the plethora planted by the City a few years ago in an
extraordinary gift after the massive fight to save West End Park almost 20 years ago.

-

- We will relinquish irreplaceable land and space in this small park – the only one easily-accessible to
several hundred children and hundreds of adults.[1]
It is the 13 trees I worry most about in our “Tree City.” We lost many more trees than planned during the park
renovation in this far area of the park. Their health was not good and they were removed – along with the buffer they
provided. Now the trees that are left have finally filled out nicely and again operate to beautify the park and block the
light and sound of W. Broad Street to the park and my neighbors. In these difficult times, it is nice to have the old
peace, quiet and darkness back in the evenings. The fuller trees again offer the respite that they did for the decades
before the more recent renovation. The proposal plans offer no replacement of 77% of these trees with other trees;
when they are replaced by lower plantings, the light, noise and pollution will (again) come flooding in. Further, the
beauty of the City’s carefully planted flowers will be lost.
I do not think destroying this part of West End Park makes sense. The residents of the West End have enough
disruption in our lives already. Our work from home and our Zoom calls are constantly disrupted by the noise of
hammering and more nearby. The park is our respite and our sanctuary.
Surely there is a better place to put the large 20*120 easement Washington Gas seeks, and a better place to disrupt
than the West End Park, and a fairer distribution of construction and renovation across the community. The Property
Yard is closer to the new site, and a much better location than a park.
The West End has enough disruptions – let’s keep the beloved buffers of the Park, and the quiet and beauty finally
restored to the Park as its plantings have come in. In these times, we need our parks, in addition to our
developments.

Best,
Kathryn Kleiman
203 Grove Avenue
Attachments: Pictures of West End Park by car wash taken on 5/7/2020

[1] “Easily-accessible” as defined by the City some time ago meant reachable by children (and adults) without
crossing a major or busy street.
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Sent:
To:
Subject:

J H <jules.hammy@gmail.com>
Thursday, May 7, 2020 9:32 PM
Carly Aubrey; Gary Fuller
West End Park
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Dear City Council, City Manager, Planning Director Paul Stoddard and Principal Carly Aubrey,

I write because I think West End Park should not be disrupted by cutting down trees and plants.
The trees provide a buffer for the Park and the neighborhoods nearby to W. Broad Street. They
are acting to block the noise from the car wash, the bright lights of Broad Street at night, and
pollution and noise of the cars.
Children really enjoy the nature in this park while using the play equipment and skate park. It is a
beautiful little neighborhood that will be ruined by Washington Gas placing new boxes and 20 foot by 120
foot easement. Please remember that there will be a large new city development going up there that will
improve the economics to the city, but create more traffic and an urban feel to the
neighborhood. Destroying the nearby park is too much for this small area to take on at once. There must
be a better, more industrial, and more appropriate place to put it.
Thank you for your kind consideration in this important matter.
Julianne Hamilton
208 Grove Ave
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Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Dave Mercer <dave.mercer@verizon.net>
Wednesday, April 29, 2020 6:37 PM
Carly Aubrey
grove-avenue@googlegroups.com
Site Plan for Washington Gas
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Dave Mercer
207 Grove Ave
Falls Church,
22046-2408

VA
29 April 2020
Mr Carly Aubrey
caubrey@fallschurchva.gov
Planning Division
Falls Church City

The city took the property from Mrs Draper by zoning it park to assure she
could not get full value. The city them tried to use it for other purposes and
the locals objected, so grudgingly the city put a “park” there, then
discovered the community actually wanted and used it, so they made it
nicer. If I understand, the plan it is to ruin as much of the park as possible
to facilitate a commercial development at the high school. I think the city
council and your office have shown contempt for the people who use the
park and I don’t like it. The city is putting a huge high rise at the end
of grove, made the Grove Ave parking of 2 hours a joke by not enforcing
it (if someone calls then the city will check in 2 hours {so a person might
easily be there all day normally} is what the police told a neighbor). As an
additional offence, the city modified the end of Grove to make it harder to
turn onto or off of the street, and moved a part of West Street to make it
difficult to drive, and dangerous for pedestrians. I do not expect any
amount of complaining will stop the relocation as it was at the City’s
request, and the city has shown that the people on Grove Avenue don’t
have influence with the City. But I wish you would not actively try to
degrade the park.

Dave Mercer

Virus-free. www.avast.com

From:
Sent:
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John Murphy <john.burns.murphy@gmail.com>
Wednesday, April 29, 2020 6:34 PM
Carly Aubrey
Comments and questions about Site plan application 2020-0069
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Dear Carley,
Thank you for the letter informing me about the relocation of the Washington Gas regulator station to
West End Park. I tried to review the materials on the City website but still have a couple of questions.
First, I assume that vehicular access will be required to maintain the equipment. Will the access point
be off West Broad Street and what impact will that have on the park entrance? Will there be a curb cut
on West Broad to allow vehicle access?
Second, if there is vehicular access for maintenance, will there be vehicular access restrictions so that
this does not become a parking place for the park?
Finally, a commercial regulator station is not an allowed used in an R district. City zoning maps show
West End Park as zoned R1-B. City code allows City-owned water and sewerage pumping stations and
reservoirs only.
Commercial utility facilities such as a regulator station for gas, are not on the list of permitted uses or on
the list of conditional uses permitted by a special use permit in an R district under City code. How is this
proposed use allowed in an R district?
Thanks again for the letter and I look forward to hearing from you.
John

