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From: Clyde Miller <cmiller1017@verizon.net> 
Subject: Conduct of Planning Commission Hearing 5 Nov 
Date: November 21, 2014 12:54:39 AM EST 
To: Board of Supervisors <ClerktotheBOS@fairfaxcounty.gov>, Planning Commission 
<plancom@fairfaxcounty.gov> 
Cc: Sharon Bulova <chairman@fairfaxcounty.gov>, Penny Gross <Mason@fairfaxcounty.gov>, 
Tamara Derenak Kaufax <tdkaufax@fcps.edu>, Sandra Evans <ssevans@fcps.edu> 
 
To:  All Members of Board of Supervisors 
 All Members of Planning Commission 
 
Ref:  5 November 2014 Public Hearing on PA 2014-I-B2 
 
The purpose of this e-mail is to object respectfully, but strenuously, to the conduct of the 5 
November Planning Commission public hearing on the plan amendment regarding Baileys 
Crossroads Community Business Center (PA 2014-I-B2).  Significant concerns regarding the 
amendment had been raised with the Planning Commission in writing by community members 
several days prior to the hearing, among them a nine-page comment that I submitted on 1 
November.  While the commissioners appeared largely unfamiliar with the nature or gravity of 
the concerns raised, they dismissed them and approved the amendment 
unanimously.  Consequently, a plan amendment concerning a suitable location for a public 
elementary school inappropriately has advanced from the desk of the sponsoring supervisor to 
the Board of Supervisors for approval with no meaningful review by either the affected 
communities or the Planning Commission.  What, after all, was the purpose of the hearing? 
 
In my written comment and hearing statement, I raised two objections to the approval of PA 
2014-I-B2.  The first was that the site is not suitable for an elementary school.  The second was 
that the plan amendment has not been vetted with the affected communities. 
 
Drawings submitted by the applicants (Fairfax County and Avalon Bay) propose that the five-
story school building, with outdoor play area only on the roof of the garage, would be located 
only 20 feet from the curb of six-lane Columbia Pike. It would be separated from the facing five-
story apartment building only by a one-lane fire road, and there appears to be no place on the site 
or surrounding area where the proposed 950 students plus staff would be able to stand clear of 
the building in the event of a fire.  Remarkably, during the hearing, no one debated the 
legitimacy of these concerns.  The principal rebuttals from commissioners were along the 
following lines: 
(1)  What School?  No one says that a school will be built on the site. We don't know what the 
school people (FCPS) will do? 
(2)  What Six-Lane Columbia Pike?  While it is true that Columbia Pike is planned to be 
widened to six lanes, there is no immediate plan to begin construction. 
(3)  Garfield Elementary School is on six-lane Old Keene Mill Rd, which splits the attendance 
area.  We have had schools on six-lane roads. 
(4)  Change the Site Layout.  Maybe the school will not be constructed as shown on the 
applicant's plan and the concerns will go away. 
The PA 2014-I-B2 amendment of the 2010 Bailey's plan language allows only one 
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redevelopment option, an apartment building and a public school.  Moreover, the staff report 
states at the top of page 5 that a "public elementary school would be constructed" on the site. 
Clearly, the county's intention is to build the school and, in time, the school would be on a six-
lane road.  A look at the Garfield school Web site and a phone call to the office revealed that the 
attendance area lies entirely south of Old Keene Mill Road (NOT split by the road), and all 
children are bussed to the school.  The Garfield example does not demonstrate the suitability of 
the proposed site on Columbia Pike.   
 
The second concern that I raised during the hearing was that the amendment proposal has not 
been reviewed with the affected communities in a process that would have allowed concerns to 
be resolved among residents and county officials.  The staff report was published on the 
commission Web site on 23 October and fast-tracked to a hearing on 5 November.  The only 
community exposure to the amendment prior to publication was a briefing of the final proposal 
two days earlier to a small group at the monthly meeting of the Bailey's Crossroads 
Revitalization Corporation.  Supervisor Gross's Land Use Committee was briefed on the 
amendment on 28 Oct, three days after publication.  The School Board was first told of the 
proposal to build a school on the SE Quadrant at a work session on 10 Nov, five days after the 
commission approved the amendment.  The School Board, of course, is responsible for selecting 
sites for public schools.  On 27 Oct, I submitted a written request for a one-month hearing delay 
in order to allow the community time to review the proposal.  On 28 Oct, I made the same 
request verbally of Commissioner Hall and was refused out of hand.  Delay requests were not 
granted. 
 
The substantial unresolved concerns that were raised before and during the hearing are the 
product of the county's failure to vet the proposal with the community.  While I am disappointed 
by the dismissive treatment the concerns received during the hearing, I empathize with the 
commissioners.  They should not be asked to unanimously approve proposals that have not been 
vetted with principal stakeholders.  A Planning Commission hearing is not the place to talk 
through the means by which 950 elementary school students plus staff would escape a burning 
five-story school building hemmed in on three sides by roads filled with emergency vehicles and 
a parking garage on the fourth.  My hope during the hearing was that the commission would send 
the proposal back to county staff with instructions to address the concerns with the community. 
On what basis did the commissioners so easily dismiss the community's concerns and 
unanimously approve the plan amendment? 
 
Our democratic government is founded on the principle that we the people engage in matters that 
concern us.  Fast tracking plan amendments to the Planning Commission and Board of 
Supervisors without consultation with stakeholder communities violates that principle.  The 
county needs to balance the prerogatives of officials with effective opportunities for citizens to 
participate in the management of our communities and schools.  The Implementation/Plan 
Monitoring/Citizen Participation section of the Policy Plan states that "citizen participation is the 
foundation of the planning process in Fairfax County."  Please make it so. 
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Sincerely, 
 
Clyde A. Miller 
 
Land Use Lead 
Holmes Run Valley Citizens' Association 
 
3436 Skyview Terrace 
Falls Church, Virginia 22042 
(Fairfax County) 
 
CC: 
School Board Chairman Tamara Derenak Kaufax 
Mason District School Board Representative Sandra Evans 
 


