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Tourism pays big
dividends for city

Visitors generated 523.1M
in taxes last year

BY MELISSA QUINM

Wisiors opened therr wal-
lets tor the tune of 5771 million
in Alexandria lost vear, city
lourism ofhcials sand during
their anmual summit last week.

COut-of-towners”  spending

up 8.1 percent from 20}

also raised 3231 million
fior city coffers, Officials with
the Alexandria Convention and
Visitors Association released
Lhe new ‘lgllm'a, l;nl1:|1||-:,'|;l m
comjunciion with the Virginia
Tourisim Corp, and ULS, Travel
Association, on September 27,

While the money gencrated
for city tax revenue increased
from year to year, Alexandria
fiell im the rankings among Vir-
ginia’s mwost popular  tourist
destinations, The city ranked
among the  five municipali-
ties enjoving the most spend-
ing generated from tourism in
2000, weording to the report
released lost week.

But the city fell o Mo, 6 in
2001, below Aclington, Fair-
fax, Lowdoun and Hearico
counties locally, Sull ACWA
officials don't see nearhy mu
nicipalities oz a threat o Alex-

andia’s allure

“ A lewamden 15 a ot smaller
thi Arfmgion and Fuirfax in
terms of popelation, the num-
her of hetels and the geogr
e owren covered,” said Merre
Muoeris, director of public af-
fairs fior ACWA. I do not think
wee would position ourselves as
competing with them.”

Along with bolstering the

There's

‘ no doubt
we have a lot of
unique qualities
and have a unique
charm where no
one in Northern
Virginia can
compete with us.”

-Merrie Morris

city's hank account., visitog
spending kept more than 6,000
people employed in Alexan
dria, officials said, Anmd that
Ii_|.'uu' o nod account For seg-
somal employment, sad Eliza-
beth  McLawghlin, the  state
lOunsEm agency s vice  presi-
dent of research.

ACVA  officials  [nunched
sgveral imitiatives  this  year
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.'||-'|||.:|| al :|'Il:1:u'li|'|$ even mang
visilors, like a revamped oor-
1am websiie and ‘iupln:ruh\'r'\

-inaugural Fashion®s Might Cht

event. Mayor Rill Ewille wooeed
another change new  ban-
ners on king Sirect — as one
of the organization's most sue-
cessful projects in recent years.
City council and the may-
or increased ACWA's  fiscal
2003 budget by S100L000 in
b RIS [1¥] I|||.' :1\\|||.'i:|.|il.:-|:|'\
confineed success, The mon-
ev, bMomis said, is earmarked
for holiday amd spring adver-
nsing.
“There's no doubt we have
a ot af unigee gualioes and
fave a unique charm where no
ok 111 Meorthern Virginue cun
compete with us,” she sud.
[xespite o small drop in
state  rankings,  Alexandna
oulpeced Virginia and North-
em YWirginia during the past
five years, boasting a 22-per-
cent increase in visitor spend-
ing since WA, H_y sonirasl,
fraveler \|\|.'|'||.|i|||_; ieTeased 9
percent during the same pe-
riod in the state and region
“Aovisilor ust owanis @
complele expenence,” Morris
said. “People from Arlingion
even say “We wish we had an
Oild Town,” and people are go
i.rl_l.' to coike 1o Alexandria be
camse of ths"
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Local Historic Districts
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b [1 Parker-Gray Historic District
[] Old & Historic Alexandria District

>[ HISTORIC DISTRICT BOUNDARIES

Boundaries effective: November 18, 2000
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Alexandria circa 1863
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Alexandria Growth
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Growth of Alexandria By Annexation
from Alexandria: The Town Plan, by George C. Schott, Jr., 1976, p.ii
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HISTORIC ALEXANI
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Resource Comparison
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Resource Comparison
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Resource Comparison

Old & Historic District
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Work Group Composition and Process

Nine member group appointed by the Parker-Gray BAR

Two members of the BAR

Two representatives from the West Old Town Citizens Association
Two representatives from the Braddock Station Civic Association
One local builder/developer

One representative representing the Black History Museum

One sustainable design expert/architect

Seven meetings between February and October 2012

19 hours of spirited discussion

Public testimony at each meeting

Significant changes to the zoning ordinance, BAR Design Guidelines |-
and policies, and City Code

@: P-G Work Group Recommendations 10.24.2012




Work Group Recommendations

Three Fundamental Changes

1. Hierarchy of Elevations

2. Architectural Classification (Period of local
Architectural Significance)

3. Hierarchy of BAR Regulation

GSRLEX,
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Hierarchy of Elevations

Street-facing
elevations
Non-street-facing
elevations

Corner house
exceptions
Rear yard
exceptions
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SICIET s YR M C\VETI[o gl Street-facing vs. non-street-facing elevations

Corner — two street-facing elevations Non-street-facing side elevation

g
e

Non-street-facing
side elevation

Non-street-facing
Rear elevation
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SIETEI (s MSEC\YElgl Corner Houses (two street-facing elevations)
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Hierarchy of Elevations

Rear elevations
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Local Period of Architectural Significance REEEENRSEIoJ]iR il
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Hierarchy of BAR review

Three level hierarchy of review

1. BAR approval at a public hearing (B)

2. Staff administrative approval (S)

3. No BAR review of any kind (N)
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SIETE el g VA MY RE (AVIE\WAl BAR Approval Required (B)

« Some, but not all, street-facing alterations (antennas and vents over
a certain size, shutters and permanent planters)

 New construction on street-facing elevations (balconies, door hoods)

» Accessory structures over 50 square feet in the S|de yards of corner
buildings e e N

 Continued BAR approval of
painting of unpainted masonry
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ST e g VA M=V RE VI Staff Administrative Approval Required (S)

« Many alterations on pre-1932 buildings (doors, solar
collectors, shutters, fences, windows, roofing, siding)

....—._ .-.

PG
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ST e g VA M=V RE VI Staff Administrative Approval Required (S)

« Some new construction (accessory structures) and site
features (fencing, retaining walls)

« Some demolition (fences)
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SIETE el g VA MY RE (VI No BAR Review (N)

Most alterations on post-1931 bundlngs (windows, doors,
chimneys/flues, shutters)

Some alterations on pre-1932 bildihgs (dors lights
chimneys/flues on rear slopes)
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SIETE el g VA MY RE (VI No BAR Review (N)

« New one-story additions in the rear yard
- l‘

 Demolition necsary for nene—story additions or fences
on post-1931 buildings
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Authority

Zoning Ordinance changes — Section 10-200
Certificate of Appropriateness
 Permit to Demolish

City Code changes T
. Encroachments e

10.24.2012



Next Steps

« Questions and feedback from the BAR and the =
public

« Continue to identify and resolve conflicts

 Prepare required changes to zoning ordinance
and city code for City Council approval

 Create new design guidelines for Parker-Gray
e Public outreach

*return to BAR 6 months after the final changes
are adopted by City Council
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