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SE 2009-SU-002 — CENTREVILLE DAY SCHOOL/CENTREVILLE UNITED METHODIST
CHURCH

After Close of the Public Hearing

Vice Chairman Alcorn: I’ll close the public hearing; recognize Commissioner Murphy for action
on this case.

Commissioner Murphy: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. | was told, someone mentioned to me that —
and I know it wasn’t the pastor, but someone said if this application were approved, they were
going to rename the church St. John the Commissioner Church. I don't know whether that’s true
or not, but I want to thank the pastor for coming out and Mr. Roberts for coming out. Ms. Miller
did a great job. We never had these problems when this church was in the Springfield District,
but then in 1990, when it went over to Sully District, | guess everything, you know, just went on
a different tack. But | agree with what Mr. Hart said and I certainly agree with what Mr. de la Fe
said. I’m not sure if it is a good idea — or it isn’t a good idea to penalize the church for this gross
oversight that could fall in the lap of the developer and the County. And why go back and forth
and play ‘Who Shot John” and “Pin a Rose’ on anybody? Let’s just forget about that
development condition for the time being. If the Board wants to impose that kind of a financial
responsibility on the church, they could do it when it gets to the Board, but | intend to knock out
development Condition Number 8. This is a great church. As a matter of fact, one thing that Mr.
Hart did mention, in the original church before it moved, this was the church where we had the
first meeting of the Centreville Core Study Community Meeting with the community out there to
really put down the future of Centreville centered on the intersection of Route 28 and 29 and
then how it blossomed out from there to build the community of Centreville as we know it today.
And that first meeting was at the Methodist Church when it was on Braddock Road at a dead-end
street before it moved to this new location with the Petersen Companies or with Hazel Petersen
or however that worked out. It’s always been, as Mr. Roberts said, a community magnet.
They’ve always been great with their outreach programs, stretching out to the community and
making sure that the church was the center of activity for community as well as spiritual needs.
And we really do appreciate that and all the activity you’ve done out in the Centreville area for
the citizens of that part of the County. This application has the support of the West Fairfax
Citizens Association Land Use Committee. And earlier this evening I received an email from
Carol Hawn, a dear friend, Carol Hawn, from the old Hawn community, in support of the
application. They’re one of the close communities to this facility. And we’re glad to see we’re
having someone out in the Centreville area putting in more recreational facilities. That’s a great
boon for the children in that area and for the community at large. There is also an amendment to
one other development condition that | will read, but it has to do with phasing on Development
Condition Number 4, and I’ll read that when I go into the verbatim. So, Mr. Chairman, | would
MOVE THE PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMEND TO THE BOARD OF
SUPERVISORS THAT IT APPROVE SE 2009-SU-002, SUBJECT TO THE PROPOSED
DEVELOPMENT CONDITIONS, DATED MAY 12™ AND AS AMENDED: IN
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DEVELOPMENT CONDITION 4, IT WOULD NOW READ, “IMPROVEMENTS
INCLUDING THE PROPOSED LANDSCAPING DEPICTED ON PARCELS 14A AND
14A1 SHALL NOT DISTURB MORE THAN 250 SQUARE FEET AT ANY ONE TIME,
AND BE PHASED PROVIDED THAT ALL TRANSITIONAL SCREENING AS DEPICTED
ON THE SE PLAT SHALL BE COMPLETED PRIOR TO THE ISSUANCE OF THE
BUILDING PERMIT FOR THE PROPOSED COVERED PICNIC PAVILION.” ALSO, |
WOULD DELETE DEVELOPMENT CONDITION NUMBER 8, WHICH CALLS FOR

THE DONATION. AND | WOULD ALSO ADD THE APPLICANT, because he made the
commitment this evening, THAT BEFORE THIS GETS TO THE BOARD, YOU FASHION A
DEVELOPMENT CONDITION FOR THE BIKE RACKS, which I think everybody would like
to see happen out there since a lot of people, including the children, will be biking to this
location.

Vice Chairman Alcorn: That motion’s made. Is there a second?
Commissioner Lawrence: Second.

Vice Chairman Alcorn: Seconded by Commissioner Lawrence. Any discussion? All those in
favor of recommending that the Board of Supervisors approve SE 2009-SU-002, subject to the
proposed development conditions dated May 12", 2009, and modified as articulated by
Commissioner Murphy, please say aye.

Commissioners: Aye.
Vice Chairman Alcorn: All those opposed? That motion carries. Commissioner Murphy.

Commissioner Murphy: Mr. Chairman, | MOVE THE PLANNING COMMISSION
RECOMMEND TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS THAT IT APPROVE A
MODIFICATION OF THE TRANSITIONAL SCREENING REQUIREMENT ALONG
THE SOUTHERN, WESTERN, AND EASTERN BOUNDARIES IN FAVOR OF THE
EXISTING VEGETATION AS DEPICTED ON THE SE PLAT; THAT IT APPROVE A
MODIFICATION OF THE BARRIER REQUIREMENT ALONG THE WESTERN
BOUNDARY IN FAVOR OF THAT DEPICTED ON THE SE PLAT AND AS
CONDITIONED; AND IT APPROVE THE WAIVER OF THE BARRIER REQUIREMENT
ALONG THE SOUTHERN AND EASTERN BOUNDARIES IN FAVOR OF THAT
DEPICTED ON THE SE PLAT AND AS CONDITIONED.

Commissioner Sargeant: Second.
Vice Chairman Alcorn: Seconded by Commissioner Sargeant. Any discussion? All those in favor

of the motion to deal with transitional screening and barrier requirements as articulated by
Commissioner Murphy, please say aye.



Planning Commission Meeting Page 3
May 14, 2009
SE 2009-SU-002

Commissioners: Aye.
Vice Chairman Alcorn: All those oppose? That motion carries.
1

(The motions carried unanimously with Commissioner Litzenberger recusing himself;
Commissioner Hall absent from the meeting.)
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