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Ilene Muhlberg

From: Angela Brackett on behalf of CountyBoard
Sent: Wednesday, December 07, 2011 3:34 PM
To: Ilene Muhlberg
Subject: FW: County Board meeting of Dec. 10, 2011:  Agenda Item No. 29:  Amendments to sign 

ordinance 

FA‐saturday's meeting 
 
Angela Brackett 
Administrative Asst. 
County Board Office 
2100 Clarendon Blvd., Suite 300 
Arlington, VA  22201 
703-228-3121 
 
From: Bernard H. Berne [mailto:bhberne@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, December 07, 2011 1:29 AM 
To: CountyBoard; Christopher Zimmerman; Jay Fisette; Mary Hynes; Walter Tejada; Barbara Favola 
Cc: CountyManager 
Subject: County Board meeting of Dec. 10, 2011: Agenda Item No. 29: Amendments to sign ordinance  
 
Re. Arlington County Board Meeting of December 10, 2011 
  
Agenda Item No. 29:   
 ZOA-11-04. 
Amendment to the ACZO, §§ 20 (Appendix A) and 34 to permit one temporarysidewalk sign (up to 7 sq. ft. 
per side) per entrance for establishments within “C”, “M”, “RA4.8”, “RA-H-3.2”, “R-C”, Public, and 
Special Districts that have a direct entrance to the sidewalk, to be placed outside of the required clear 
walkway; to define “commercial message”, “establishment”, “landscape and utility zone” and “temporary 
sidewalk sign”; to permit up to four square feet of commercial messages on each umbrella within 
permitted outdoor cafes; and to permit one building or projecting sign per garage entrance to a 
garage available for parking by members of the general public during certain hours. 
 
Board members: 
  
I request that the County Board not adopt the portion of the amendment that will permit sidewalk signs.  It 
will be impossible to stop business establishments from placing signs in illegal locations.  Code 
Enforcement does not have sufficient personnel to do this.  Further, sidewalk signs will add a great deal of 
clutter to commercial areas.  This will lower property values.  You won't see sidewalk signs along Fifth 
Avenue in New York City.  There is a good reason for this. 
  
Sidewalk signs help businesses that erect the signs.  They disadvantage competitors that don't erect such 
signs.  They do not produce net revenue to the County. They only help establishments that create clutter. 
  
Further, the proposed amendments have the following defect: 
  
Lines 72 through 83 of the proposed amendments state: 
  
4) Sidewalk signs shall be permitted only on sidewalks where there is an existing minimum six-foot clear 
walkway (an unobstructed area serving as circulation space for pedestrians). In order to provide adequate 
clearance for pedestrians and persons with visual and mobility disabilities, such signs shall not be placed 
within any required clear walkway for the site, and shall be located either entirely within two feet of the 
building face, or within the landscape and utility zone such that there is at least one footbetween the sign and 
the edge of the curb (on sidewalks where there is no landscaping, sidewalk signs may be placed within 
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fourfeet of the edge of the curb if such placement maintains the clearwalkway required in 
this subparagraph); 
  
Note the provision describing the placement of signs on sidewalks where there is no landscaping.  On such 
sidewalks, the amendment permits the placement of signs within four feet of the curb or within two feet of 
the building face.  
  
Therefore, if a sidewalk is ten feet wide and lacks landscaping, one business establishment can place a sign 
nearly four feet from the curb. The establishment next door can place a sign almost two feet from the 
building face.  The two signs can be very close to each other, as they advertise different establishments. 
  
The sidewalk in front of each establishment will have a six foot clear area. However, people won’t be able to 
walk, cycle or travel in a wheelchair in a straight line unless they are in the middle four feet of the sidewalk.
  
The County Manager apparently intends that the clear area on the sidewalk will be six feet in 
width.   However, in actuality, the effective clear area will be only four feet in width if the two signs are 
close to each other.  A four foot wide sidewalk is clearly insufficient in a commercial area.  Even if the signs 
are not close to each other, people will not be able to travel in a straight line unless they are in the middle of 
the sidewalk. 
  
Please therefore revise the language of the above provision when you consider the proposed amendments.   
  
Thank you. 
  
Bernie Berne 
4316 N. Carlin Springs Road, Apt. 26 
Arlington, Virginia   22203-2035 
  
  



-----Original Message-----
From: mkd23@verizon.net [mailto:mkd23@verizon.net]
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2011 7:16 PM
To: CountyBoard
Subject: WEBSITE COMMENT: signage -- ATTN: countyboard

The following comment has been submitted from the Arlington County Website:

Name : Mariy Davis

Submitter's E-Mail Address : mkd23@verizon.net

Subject : WEBSITE COMMENT: signage -- ATTN: countyboard

Comments : I just heard about the meeting tonight to discuss revisions to the County's policy on
business signs. I strongly oppose the use of sandwich boards. I worry that they will impede pedestrian
traffic, create a hazard to pedestrians who would be injured if one falls over. I also believe they would
impede sight lines for drivers who are driving in congested areas and need to be able to see clearly
without distractions and obstructions. The sandwich boards would especially be a hazard when driving
uphill when the 3-1/2 foot height would be even higher to the driver. There is already a problem with
election signs that obstruct and distract.

Thank you.

mailto:mkd23@verizon.net
mailto:[mailto:mkd23@verizon.net]
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