Confederate Names Task Force
Recommendation Report

December 2021

l. Mission:

In 2020, the Board of Supervisors (BOS) requested that the Fairfax County History Commission
create an inventory of Confederate-related street names, monuments, and public places in
Fairfax County; research legal and financial implications of possible name changes; and seek
input from other county entities. Based on the information generated by the History
Commission and presented to the BOS, they chose to establish a diverse community Task Force.
There were also groups of community members who expressed concerns about the
appropriateness of these names, which also prompted the Board of Supervisors to come up with
the following statement.

“In Fairfax County, our diversity is our greatest strength and it’s important that we honor
and celebrate that diversity,” said Fairfax County Chairman Jeffrey C. McKay in a
statement. “We cannot ignore what the Lee and Lee Jackson Memorial Highway names
represent in our community and especially to our African American neighbors. The
Confederate Names Task Force, which includes a diverse group, will examine and make
recommendations on how both roadways can better reflect our values as we chart a
positive path together for the future.” (Chairman Jeffrey McKay)

1l Purpose of the Confederate Names Task Force

In July 2021, the Fairfax County Board of Supervisors established the Confederate Names Task
Force (CNTF) “to review the names of Lee Highway (U.S. Route 29) and Lee-Jackson Memorial
Highway (U.S. Route 50), and to make recommendations to the Board on, (a) whether to change
the names of one or both roadways, and (b) if such a recommendation is made, provide
recommendations on proposed alternative names.”

The Task Force was also tasked to develop an outreach process that would engage the
community. The process would include, but would not be limited to, forums, to secure
community input on whether to change the names of these two roadways and provide the
implications of any name changes.

In the Board meeting materials dated July 13, 2021, it was noted that “in addition to its
deliberations, the task force will seek public input as it prepares the recommendations. The task
force will also be asked to coordinate its deliberations with the efforts of neighboring
jurisdictions considering changes to the names of the same roads.”


https://www.fairfaxcounty.gov/transportation/confederate-names-task-force
https://www.fairfaxcounty.gov/transportation/confederate-names-task-force

Ill. Confederate Names Task Force (CNTF) Process

The CNTF held 11 meetings, both remote and in person. The thrust of each meeting was as
follows:

On August 16, 2021, the CNTF discussed the procedure for remote participation, the
meeting logistics, and saw videos about The One Fairfax Policy and the Virginia Freedom of
Information Act (VFOIA).

On September 13, 2021, Brent Tarter, research historian, author, and Senior Editor at the
Library of Virginia, made a presentation entitled “Historical Context: Decisions in the
Commonwealth — Then and Now.” After his presentation, the CNTF finalized our ground
rules concerning how we would conduct ourselves for the rest of the task force meetings.

On September 20, 2021, the CNTF received an update on the plans for community feedback
and engagement. We decided to have several community listening sessions to hear directly
from Fairfax County residents. The CNTF established a Community Outreach subcommittee
to design a broader community engagement strategy that included briefings in supervisory
magisterial districts. The CNTF also discussed the History Commission’s report that was
shared with the Board of Supervisors on December 7, 2020. Finally, the CNTF discussed the
characteristics of the community that were most valued and identified our key principles.
The specific key principles can be found in the meeting minutes for September 20, 2021.

On September 28, 2021, the Community Outreach subcommittee met to identify the goals
of the community engagement activity and develop an outreach strategy that would
maximize public participation and feedback.

On October 7, 2021, the Community Outreach subcommittee met again to review and
finalize the survey to the greater community, determine a publicity strategy, outreach, and
community listening sessions.

On October 10, 2021, the Community Outreach subcommittee presented their work to the
CNTF, who voted to approve the outreach process. We also had a presentation on what
decisions and approaches had been implemented by surrounding jurisdictions. Although we
listened to the plans of adjacent jurisdictions to change the names of these highways in
their counties, the CNTF did not allow the plans to affect our point of view.

On October 18, 2021, the CNTF finalized the public engagement strategy and received a
briefing on the cost implications of changing the street names (though we were reminded
that those costs were the responsibility of the BOS, and not ours, as we made our
recommendations). We ended the meeting by developing the criteria to be used to come up
with alternative names, if the CNTF recommended name changes.

On November 8, 2021, the CNTF reviewed and discussed the community feedback received
thus far from the community survey, social media, and emails. (We were also reminded that
this was a nonscientific survey. There was no sampling associated with the survey that
would allow the results to be extrapolated to the larger community). We then reviewed the
conversation from October 18, 2021, meeting about the principles important to us when



considering highway names. Finally, we took a “pulse check” to see where each of us stood
on the question of whether to change the highway names. Please note: the entire
community outreach and communication strategy will be defined at the end of this section.

On November 30, 2021, the CNTF received an updated presentation on community input
(provided in Section IX — Appendix A), voted to recommend to the BOS to change the names
of both roads, and began discussions of possible suggestions for name replacements. We
also chose a committee to draft our final Task Force report to the BOS.

On December 13, 2021, the CNTF reviewed the lists of alternative names; discussed the
positives and negatives of each choice; and voted on the top five for each highway. We also
reviewed, discussed, and voted on the outline of the final draft Recommendation Report
Outline that would be used to build the final recommendation report to the BOS.

On December 20, 2021, the CNTF discussed and voted on aspects of the contents contained
in the final draft recommendation report and the dissenting opinions. There were several
motions that were voted on and approved. Specific information can be found in the meeting
minutes for December 20, 2021, which were captured and are included in the link below.

All the minutes of each of the CNTF meetings can be found at:
https://www.fairfaxcounty.gov/transportation/confederate-names-task-force

Public Outreach and Community Feedback

The CNTF public outreach subcommittee developed a public outreach strategy to solicit
feedback from the community on the Task Force work. In total, the Task Force received more
than 23,000 responses from the public through this outreach effort. A summary presentation of
the public input received can be found in Appendix A Community Input Summary. The
strategy, along with the public feedback received through a survey; emails; phone calls; social
media; letters; and community listening sessions, can be found at
https://www.fairfaxcounty.gov/transportation/confederate-names-task-force. The CNTF Public
Engagement Sub-group strategy can be found in Appendix B Confederate Names Task Force
Public Engagement Sub-group. It is important to note that the survey conducted as part of the
CNTF public outreach efforts was nonscientific meaning there was no scientific sampling done
that would allow the results to be extrapolated to reflect the sentiments of the entire Fairfax
County community.

1 Please note that the Public Input Summary presentation from November 30, 2021, in Appendix A does not
include the final count and breakdown of all email comments received. The final count and breakdown of email
comments received is as follows:

Emails received Keep the names |Change the names [No opinion/unclear

1,010 725 285 0



https://www.fairfaxcounty.gov/transportation/confederate-names-task-force
https://www.fairfaxcounty.gov/transportation/confederate-names-task-force

IV. Voting status of whether to rename Lee Highway and Lee-Jackson Memorial Highway

Following the final presentation on the community input in the November 30 meeting, a
Confederate Names Tasks Force member made the motion to make a recommendation on
whether to change the name of Lee Highway. Discussions were shared by members of the Task
Force as to their thoughts for their final decisions. The results of the vote to change the name of
Lee Highway are reflected below:

Figure 1: Recommendation to Rename Lee Highway

Decision Number of votes
Approved 20
Opposed 6
Abstained 0

The Task Force then moved forward and made the motion to vote on the recommendation on
whether to change the name of Lee-Jackson Memorial Highway. Once again, discussions were
shared by the members of the Task Force as to their thoughts for their final decision. The

results of the vote to change the name of Lee-Jackson Memorial Highway are reflected below:

Figure 2: Recommendation to Rename Lee-Jackson Memorial Highway

Decision Number of votes
Approved 19
Opposed 6
Abstained 1

Details regarding the specific discussions and the names of those who voted to approve, oppose
and abstain can be found in the November 30, 2021, meeting recording
https://www.ebmcdn.net/fairfax/fairfax-cable-viewer-cc-r-

embed.php?viewnode=Confederate Naming 11 30 2021.

V. Alternative Names Process

Based on the majority votes received from the CNTF to change the name of both Lee Highway
and Lee-Jackson Highway, the CNTF would now be challenged with determining the alternative
names they felt might best represent the Fairfax County constituents at large. The Task Force
was then presented with a process for narrowing down specific names per each task force
member.

The Task Force members received a listing of the top 100 names that were suggested by
respondents to the countywide survey, ranked according to those names suggested most often.
Taking into consideration the names suggested in the survey responses, as well as their own
ideas, Task Force members suggested their top two alternative road name preferences (two for
Lee Highway and two for Lee-Jackson Memorial Highway) along with their rationale for those
names and sent this information to staff.

Staff compiled the list of the alternative road names submitted by the Task Force members and
sent this aggregate list with rationale to the Task Force members. Task force members were


https://www.ebmcdn.net/fairfax/fairfax-cable-viewer-cc-r-embed.php?viewnode=Confederate_Naming_11_30_2021
https://www.ebmcdn.net/fairfax/fairfax-cable-viewer-cc-r-embed.php?viewnode=Confederate_Naming_11_30_2021

Figure 5 reflects the votes by which the CNTF approved the slate of Alternative Names for Lee

Highway (Route 29).

Figure 5: Votes to accept Alternative Names for Lee Highway (Route 29)

Votes to accept Alternative Names for Lee Highway (Route 29) Votes
Approved 19
Opposed 1
Abstained 2

Figure 6 lists the CNTF Recommended Top Five Alternative Names for Lee Highways (Route 29).

Figure 6: Recommended Top Five Alternative Names for Lee Highway (Route 29) in Order of

Votes Received

Recommended Top Five Alternative Names for Lee Highway (Route 29) Votes
Cardinal Highway 13
Route/ Highway 29 12
Langston Boulevard/Highway 6
Lincoln-Douglass Highway 6
Fairfax Boulevard/Highway 5

Figure 7 reflects the votes by which the CNTF approved the slate of Alternative Names for Lee-

Jackson Memorial Highway (Route 50).

Figure 7: Votes to accept Alternative Names for Lee Jackson Memorial Highway (Route 50)

Votes to accept Alternative Names for Lee-Jackson Memorial Highway (Route 50) Votes
Approved 19
Opposed 0
Abstained 3

Figure 8 lists the CNTF Recommended Top Five Alternative Names for Lee-Jackson Memorial

Highway (Route 50).

Figure 8: Recommended Top Five Alternative Names for Lee-Jackson Memorial Highway (Route

50) Order of Votes Received

Recommended Alternative Highway Names for Lee Jackson Memorial Highway Votes
(Route 50)

Little River Turnpike 16
Unity Highway 12
Route 50 6
Fairfax Boulevard 4
Blue & Gray Highway 3

Finally, having taken the steps to recommend renaming two of the most important roads in

Fairfax County, the Task Force urged the Board of Supervisors to consider making this the last
such Task Force instituted for the purpose of renaming highways. This is said not because there
are no other streets in the County that could be considered for having their names changed,




but, because doing so in a “top down” manner risks having future changes become a divisive
exercise with an undetermined ending that could lead to unpredictable costs to Fairfax County
taxpayers, its residents, and its business owners. The Task Force supports and encourages local
citizens to use the existing processes found on the County’s website to change street names
they find troublesome.

VI. Final Comments

The CNTF Chairwoman and members would like to thank Chairman McKay and the Board of
Supervisors for trusting and nominating them to participate in a process that provided the
opportunity to work in the spirit of the One Fairfax Policy. We knew the task of recommending
alternative names for Lee Highway (Route 29) and Lee-Jackson Memorial Highway (Route 50)
would reveal personal and emotional moments and differences of opinion. We needed to
thoughtfully consider keeping the existing names or changing the names to accommodate the
equity initiatives and growing diversity in Fairfax County. The final recommendations contained
in this report meet the existing BOS policies and we recommend their adoption.

Please be advised, four Dissenting Opinions have been included in Appendix C Dissenting
Opinions. They reflect the opinions of those CNTF members who either opposed or abstained
from voting in favor of the name changes for Lee Highway and or Lee-Jackson Memorial
Highway.

VIl. Conclusion

As the decision of the CNTF is to recommend the BOS change both the existing names of Lee
Highway (Route 29) and Lee-Jackson Memorial Highway (Route 50) was approved, the Task
Force recognizes that if the BOS approves the recommendations, there will likely be major
impositions upon the residences, businesses, and communities along these corridors of Fairfax
County. Itis our hope the Board of Supervisors would consider providing financial assistance to
those affected by the name change.



VII.

Listing of Confederate Names Task Force Members

The following table lists the names, Magisterial Districts, and affiliations of the Confederate
Names Task Force members:

Representative District Organization (if applicable)
Evelyn Spain Chairperson Fairfax County Planning Commission
Alex Berke Providence District | N/A

Bunyan Bryant

Mason District

N/A

Michael Champness

At-large

Fairfax County Transportation Advisory
Commission (TAC)

Richard Correia

Braddock District

Random Hills Civic Association

Elizabeth Crowell

At-large

Fairfax County Park Authority

Robert H. Floyd Braddock District N/A
Shirley Ginwright Mount Vernon Communities of Trust
Barbara Glakas Dranesville District | N/A

Edwin Henderson

Providence District

Tinner Hill Heritage Foundation

Isham Lamba

At-large

N/A

Jeanne Leckert

Braddock District

Marymead HOA

Jenee Lindner

Springfield District

Friends of the Historic Fairfax Courthouse

Susana Marino

At-large

Northern Virginia Hispanic Chamber of
Commerce

Blake Myers

Springfield District

Bull Run Civil War Roundtable

Peyton Onks

Springfield District

N/A

Marvin Powell

Sully District

Small Business Commission

Cheryl-Ann Repetti

Sully District

History Commission

Roni Robins

Braddock District

A.J. Dwoskin & Associates

Sue Kovach Schuman

Providence District

History Commission

Paul Sheppard

Providence District

First Baptist Church of Merrifield

Tim Thompson

At-large

Fairfax Federation of Civic Organizations

Julie Park Tsui

Providence District

N/A

Jevon Walton

Braddock District

N/A

Ed Wenzel

Springfield District

Trustees of the Kearny & Stevens
Monuments at the Ox Hill Battlefield Park

Philip Wilkerson

Braddock District

N/A

Phylicia Woods

Providence District

Women's Commission

IX. The Appendices
A. Community Input Summary
B. Confederate Names Task Force Public Engagement Sub-group
C. Dissenting Opinions



Appendix A

County of Fairfax, Virginia

Community Input Summary

Confederate Names Task Force Meeting
November 30, 2021

Anna K. Nissinen

Chief of Communications, Marketing and TDM Programs
Fairfax County Department of Transportation

Department of Transportation 'CDOT
Serving Fairfax County
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County of Fairfax, Virginia

Important Considerations

« Public outreach process from Oct. 13 through Nov. 12, 2021.
« Process was not scientific nor statistically significant.

* Input received provides a data point for Task Force’s
consideration.

* Nearly 23,000 respondents provided input through:

— A survey in English, Spanish, Korean, Viethamese, Farsi,
Urdu and Arabic (online and print).

— Phone calls, emails and letters.

— In-person and virtual community listening sessions.
— Social media.

Department of Transportation 'CDOT
Serving Fairfax County
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CNTF Community Input Summary - Engagement

Platform Number of
Engagements

Survey respondents 21,820%

Emails 983

Social Media 484

Phone calls 380

Letters 34

Listening sessions 21

* Languages breakdown: English (online) - 21,513; English (paper) - 100; Arabic - 1;
Chinese - 67; Farsi - 3; Korean - 49; Spanish - 73; Urdu - 2; Vietnamese - 12.

Department of Transportation ¥ CDOT
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#a%)) County of Fairfax, Virginia

Platform Keep the names |[Change the names |No opinion/unclear
Survey
Route 29 11,652 8,032 354
Route 50 10,904 7,960 456
Phone calls 333 47 0
Letters 29 5 0
Listening sessions 6 9 6
Emails* 435 158 0
Social Media 141 54 289
Total 23,500 16,265 1,105

* To-date, County staff has reviewed 593 of the 983 email comments received.

CNTF Community Input Summary — Keeping/Changing Names

Department of Transportation

Serving Fairfax County
or

for 30 Years and More



County of Fairfax, Virginia
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CNTF Community Input Summary - Impacts

Online Survey Responses (English) Po:li(teir\yely Positively| Neutral | Negatively Ne;Iaet::,/ely
How would keeping the name affect you or your community
(economically, socially, etc.)?
Route 29 5,813 2,289 | 5,106 | 3,656 2,731
Route 50, 5,468 2,199 | 4,714 | 3,376 2,814
How would changing the name affect you or your community
(economically, socially, etc.)?
Route 29| 3,566 3,337 | 3,654 | 3,393 5,445
Route 50| 3,432 3,167 | 3,494 | 3,021 5,234
Department of Transportation ¥'CDO

Serving Fairfax County




County of Fairfax, Virginia

CNTF Community Input Summary — Alternative Names

e There were more than 30,000 survey responses for
alternative highway names as respondents could enter up to
five name suggestions for both highways.

e The following graphics provide an idea about some of the
most frequently used word combinations in the responses to
the questions asking for alternative names.

e The current highway names were removed from the list as

the question was asking respondents to provide alternative
names suggestions.

Department of Transportation 'CDOT
Serving Fairfax County



County of Fairfax, Virginia

Lee Highway/Route 29 (n>100)

route 29 -
laving highway -

harriet tubman -
colin powell -
fairfax highway -
john lewis -

grant highway -
freedom highway -
lincoln highway -
powell highway -
tubman highway -
lewis highway -
mildred loving -
abama highway -
fairfax boulevard -
douglas wilder -
langston boulevard -
luther king -
frederick douglass -
washington highway -
martin luther -
liberty highway -
virginia highway -
barack obama -
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County of Fairfax, Virginia

Lee-Jackson Memorial Highway/Route 50 (n>100)

route 50 -

river turnpike -
harriet tubman -
colin powell -
fairfax boulevard -
loving highway -
john lewis -
freedom highway -
lincoln highway -
fairfax highway -
fairfax blvd -
tubman highway -
grant highway -

powell highway -

mildred loving -
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Questions?

Department of Transportation 'CDOT
Serving Fairfax County
for 30 Years and More




Confederate Names Task Force
Public Engagement Sub-group

Proposed Public Outreach and Communication Strategy
October 11, 2021
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Public Engagement Sub-group Membership

* Evelyn Spain, Chair
* Shirley Ginwright

Teamworh

* Barbara Glakas RCcigpefQote
elle
* Jenee Lindner o
Collaborative

* Blake Myers Compromise

Respect
e Marvin Powell O?—IQ-Gﬁonhs

e Sue Kovach Shuman

* Jevon Walton
e Ed Wentzel




Proposed Strategy

e Public Engagement Sub-group collaborated to develop a proposed
outreach and communication strategy and accompanying materials, and
approved the package at its meeting on Tuesday, Oct. 7, 2021

e Timing
» Launch of strategy on Wednesday, Oct. 13, 2021
» Public comments accepted through Friday, Nov. 12,2021
» Initial feedback provided to the Task Force on Monday, Nov. 8, 2021

e Five Ways for the Community to Provide Input

1.

iAW

Take a Survey — online; paper copies available in libraries and District Offices
Email Comments
Mail comments

Call Us
Attend One of Four Listening Sessions



Proposed Strategy

* Proposed Community Listening Sessions

Thursday, October 28,2021,7-8:30 p.m.
» Providence Community Center, 3001 Vaden Dr, Fairfax, VA 22031

» Public Transit Access: Metrobus Route 2B; After 7 p.m. Fairfax Connector Routes 630,
640, 650

Saturday, October30,2021,10-11:30a.m.
» Fairfax County Government Center, Board Auditorium
12000 Government Center Pkwy, Fairfax, VA 22030
» Public Transit Access: Metrobus Routes 1C. Fairfax Connector Routes 605, 621,623

Monday, November1,2021,7-8:30 p.m.
» Virtual Webex

Thursday, November4,2021,7-8:30 p.m.
» Sully District Governmental Center, 4900 Stonecroft Blvd, Chantilly, VA 20151
» Public Transit Access: Fairfax Connector Routes 642, 640




Proposed Strategy

e Communication Activities

e Confederate Names Task Force Web page and link from the County’s Confederate
Names Topic Web page — will include an introduction to the Task Force and
overview of the highways
Direct Mail Post Card — sent to all Fairfax County residential addresses
Media and Press Outreach — press release and proactive pitches with local media
Social Media — Facebook, Twitter, Nextdoor, Instagram, YouTube
Community and Business Organizations Lists Distribution

e Communication and Outreach Toolkit
This toolkit will include the content that can be used for newsletters, and web and
social media. It will be provided to:
e Members of the Confederate Names Task Force
e Members of the Board of Supervisors
e Fairfax County Government Community Outreach Committee Staff (all County
agencies)
e Fairfax County Neighborhood and Community Services (NCS)
e Fairfax County Economic Development Authority (FCEDA)
e Fairfax County Department of Economic Initiatives (DEI)




Questions? Comments?

Proposed Public Outreach and Communication Strategy
October 11, 2021



Fairfax County Confederate Names Task Force
Community Outreach and Communication Strategy

Timing of Strategy Execution

e Launch on Wednesday, Oct. 13, 2021
e Input accepted through Friday, Nov. 12, 2021

5 Ways for the Community to Provide Input

[y

Take a Survey Online at fairfaxcounty.gov/transportation/confederate-names-task-force
(in English, Spanish, Korean, Vietnamese, Chinese, Arabic, Farsi, Urdu)
Hard copies will be available at Fairfax County libraries and District Offices

2. Email Comments DOTConfederateNamesTaskForce@fairfaxcounty.gov

3. Mail Comments Fairfax County Department of Transportation
4050 Legato Road, Suite 400, Fairfax, VA 22033

4. CallUs Fairfax County Department of Transportation, 703-877-5600, TTY 711

5. Attend a Listening Session

Thursday, October 28, 2021, 7-8:30 p.m.
— Providence Community Center, 3001 Vaden Dr, Fairfax, VA 22031
— Public Transit Access: Metrobus Route 2B

Saturday, October 30, 2021, 10-11:30 a.m.
— Fairfax County Government Center, Board Auditorium
12000 Government Center Pkwy, Fairfax, VA 22030
— Public Transit Access: Metrobus Route 1C; Fairfax Connector Route 605

Monday, November 1, 2021, 7-8:30 p.m.

— Join Online:
https://fairfax.webex.com/fairfax/onstage/g.php?MTID=e0c5594bc080cc6ce62b19b3f6f
9cfc3a

— Join by Phone: 1-844-621-3956 (toll free); Access Code: Access code: 2339 357 4472

Thursday, November 4, 2021, 7-8:30 p.m.
— Sully District Governmental Center, 4900 Stonecroft Blvd, Chantilly, VA 20151
— Public Transit Access: Fairfax Connector Routes 640, 642

Page 1 of 2


https://fairfax.webex.com/fairfax/onstage/g.php?MTID=e0c5594bc080cc6ce62b19b3f6f9cfc3a
https://fairfax.webex.com/fairfax/onstage/g.php?MTID=e0c5594bc080cc6ce62b19b3f6f9cfc3a

Fairfax County Confederate Names Task Force
Community Outreach and Communication Strategy

Communication Activities

Confederate Names Task Force Web page (and link from the County’s Confederate Names
Topic Web page):
o Text introduction with an accompanying video clip
o Links to surveys in multiple languages
o Instructions for the other ways to provide input, including listening sessions
information

Direct Mail Postcard
o Mailed to all residential households in Fairfax County (English, Spanish and Korean)
o Directs people to the various ways to provide input

Media/Press Outreach
o Fairfax County Office of Public Affairs NewsCenter article
o Fairfax County Department of Transportation media list distribution
o Targeted pitches to local reporters

Social Media
o Facebook, Twitter, NexDoor, Instagram, YouTube

Community and Business Organization Lists
o One Fairfax Community Assets List (100+ organizations)
o Fairfax County Commuter Services Outreach List (1,600+ employers)

Communications and Outreach Toolkit

A Communication and Outreach Toolkit will be made available on Wednesday, Oct. 13, 2021,
for community and partner agencies to use to promote the various public input options. This
toolkit will include the content described above that can be used for newsletters, web, and
social media, and will be provided to:

e Members of the Confederate Names Task Force

e Members of the Board of Supervisors

e Fairfax County Government Community Outreach Committee Staff (all County agencies)
e Fairfax County Neighborhood and Community Services (NCS)

e Fairfax County Economic Development Authority (FCEDA)

e Fairfax County Department of Economic Initiatives (DEI)

Page 2 of 2



Fairfax County Confederate Names Task Force Community Input Survey

Fairfax County Confederate Names Task Force Overview

In July, the Fairfax County Board of Supervisors established the Confederate Names Task Force (CNTF) to
review the names of Lee Highway (U.S. Route 29) and Lee-Jackson Memorial Highway (U.S. Route 50),
and to make recommendations to the Board on, (a) whether to change the names of one or both
roadways; and b) if such a recommendation is made, provide recommendations on proposed alternative
names. Both highways were named or renamed for Confederate Generals between 1919-1922. Some
community member concerns about the appropriateness of these names prompted the Board of
Supervisors to establish the CNTF to review the issue. The work of the Task Force will be concluded by
the end of 2021. Final decisions on the roadway names be made by the Board. Provided below are brief
overviews of each highway and the basis for their names. You can learn more about the Fairfax County
Confederate Names Task Force at https://www.fairfaxcounty.gov/transportation/confederate-names-
task-force

Highway Overviews

Lee Highway (U.S. Route 29) in Fairfax County

e The highway sections under consideration consists of 14.11 miles of US 29 in Fairfax County in
two sections (split by the “Lee Highway-Fairfax Boulevard” combined section within the City of
Fairfax)

e Lee Highway, named for Robert E. Lee in 1919, was one of more than 100 named “auto trails”
and coast-to-coast routes that linked existing roadways and were established and named at the
dawn of the automobile age.

e Lee Highway was designed to traverse southern states between Washington DC and San Diego
and Lincoln Highway was established to traverse northern states between New York and San
Francisco

e InVirginia Lee Highway includes sections of US 29, US 211 and US 11 to Chattanooga, TN where
the highway continues west to San Diego

e  Much of the original highway transiting southern states is still known by the name "Lee
Highway”, some other jurisdictions in Virginia have announced changes to the name.

Lee-Jackson Memorial Highway (U.S. Route 50) in Fairfax County

e The highway section under consideration consists of 8.43 miles of US 50 from the City of Fairfax
through western Fairfax County (US 50 is named Fairfax Boulevard within the City of Fairfax and
is named Arlington Boulevard in eastern Fairfax County)

e From the City of Fairfax to Aldie (Loudoun County) US 50 follows the original roadbed of the
Little River Turnpike, originally a private “macadamized” toll road built between 1801 and 1806
from Alexandria to Aldie - it became a public road in 1896, named Little River Turnpike.

e Lee-Jackson Memorial Highway was named for Robert E. Lee and Thomas “Stonewall” Jackson in
1922.

Fairfax County is committed to nondiscrimination on the basis of disability in all county programs, services,
and activities. Reasonable accommodations will be provided upon request. For information, call Fairfax County
Department of Transportation,703-877-5600 phone and TTY 711.
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e Many Civil War battles and skirmishes were fought at locations along or near the Little River
Turnpike in Fairfax County — including Jackson’s flank march east down the Little River Turnpike
after the 2" Battle of Manassas and the ensuing Battle of Ox Hill. This battle, fought on
September 1, 1862, near West Ox Road and the Little River Turnpike, pitted Lee’s and Jackson’s
forces of the Army of Northern Virginia against elements of three divisions of the US IX and IlI

Corps.

Fairfax County is committed to nondiscrimination on the basis of disability in all county programs, services,
and activities. Reasonable accommodations will be provided upon request. For information, call Fairfax County
Department of Transportation,703-877-5600 phone and TTY 711.
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Fairfax County Confederate Names Task Force Community Input Survey
October 13, 2021-November 12, 2021

1. Whatis your home or business zip code? (Answer required)
e Fill In response

2. Isyour current home or business located on Route 29 (Lee Highway) or Route 50 (Lee-
Jackson Memorial Highway)? (Answer required)
e Yes
e No

3. What is the nearest intersection to your home or business location in Fairfax County?
(Answer required)
e Fillin response

Route 29 - Lee Highway

4. Currently the section of Route 29 in Fairfax County is named Lee Highway. Which
statement describes your opinion on the future of the street name:
e The name should remain Lee Highway
e The name should be changed
e No opinion

5. If you answered that the name should be changed, what alternative name would you
suggest: (up to 5 answers)
1. 2. 3.
4. 5.

6. Please provide any other comments on the possible renaming of Route 29 for the
Confederate Task Force recommendation:

7. How would keeping the current name of Route 29 affect you or your community (economically,
socially, etc.)?

Positively Very positively Neutral Negatively Very negatively

8. In what way would keeping the current name impact you or your community?

9. How would changing the name of Route 29 affect you or your community (economically, socially,
etc.)?

Positively Very positively Neutral Negatively Very negatively

Fairfax County is committed to nondiscrimination on the basis of disability in all county programs, services,
and activities. Reasonable accommodations will be provided upon request. For information, call Fairfax County
Department of Transportation,703-877-5600 phone and TTY 711.




Route 29 - Lee Highway (Continued)

10. In what way would changing the name impact you or your community?

Route 50 — Lee-Jackson Memorial Highway

11. Currently the section of Route 50 in Fairfax County is named Lee-Jackson Memorial
Highway. Which statement describes your opinion on the future of the street name:
e The name should remain Lee-Jackson Memorial Highway
e The name should be changed
e No opinion

12. If you answered that the name should be changed, what alternative name would you
suggest: (up to 5 answers)
1. 2. 3.
4, 5.

13. Please provide any other comments on the possible renaming of Route 50 for the
Confederate Task Force recommendation:

14. How would keeping the current name of Route 50 affect you or your community (economically,
socially, etc.)?

Positively Very positively Neutral Negatively Very negatively

15. In what way would keeping the current name impact you or your community?

16. How would changing the name of Route 50 affect you or your community (economically, socially,
etc.)?

Positively Very positively Neutral Negatively Very negatively

17. In what way would changing the name impact you or your community?

Fairfax County is committed to nondiscrimination on the basis of disability in all county programs, services,
and activities. Reasonable accommodations will be provided upon request. For information, call Fairfax County
Department of Transportation,703-877-5600 phone and TTY 711.




Should Lee Highway (Route 29) and
Lee-Jackson Memorial Highway (Route 50)
in Fairfax County be renamed?

i{Deben renombrarse Lee Highway (Ruta 29) y
Lee-Jackson Memorial Highway (Ruta 50) en el
Condado de Fairfax?

Fairfax 7} 2E|2| Lee Highway (291 = &)2}
Lee-Jackson Meniorial Highway (50tH =&)9|
0|2 "H Aol of SL|N}?

We want to hear from you!

iQueremos saber de usted!
Lo|e gl o|AZE EX ASL|CH




The Fairfax County Confederate Names Task Force is seeking the public’s feedback on
whether Lee Highway (Route 29) and Lee-Jackson Memorial Highway (Route 50) in
Fairfax County should be renamed:

Fairfax County Department of Transportation PRSRT STD
4050 Legato Road, Suite 400 U.S. POSTAGE

Fairfax, VA 22033 PAID
> Fill out the online survey at PERMIT 722

fairfaxcounty.gov/transportation/confederate-names-task-force MERRIFIELD VA

» Email comments to DOTConfederateNamesTaskForce@fairfaxcounty.gov

» Mail comments to Fairfax County Department of Transportation,
4050 Legato Road, Suite 400, Fairfax, VA 22033.

» Call us at 703-877-5600, TTY 711.
Public input will be accepted until November 12, 2021

El Grupo de Trabajo de Nombres Confederados del Condado de Fairfax estd buscando
comentarios del pablico sobre si Lee Highway (Ruta 29) y Lee-Jackson Memorial
Highway (Ruta 50) en el Condado de Fairfax deben ser renombradas.

» Complete la encuesta en linea en
fairfaxcounty.gov/transportation/confederate-names-task-force FxRxXXXXXXECRWSSEDDM**%**

» Envie comentarios por email a

DOTConfederateNamesTaskForce@fairfaxcounty.gov RESIDENTIAL CUSTOMER

» Envie comentarios por correo a Fairfax County Department of Transportation,
4050 Legato Road, Suite 400, Fairfax, VA 22033

» Lldmenos al 703-877-5600, TTY 711
El aporte publico se aceptara hasta el 12 de noviembre de 2021

Fairfax 7H2E| &5 AY 0|8 EfA T EA = Fairfax 7H2E|2| Lee Highway

(2981 = &) 2t Lee-Jackson Memorial Highway (508 = =)2| O[S & H-Z 80}

StEX[of st tiEel o AS ot AFLICH:

> 0llM 220l M2 TAS ZHYSHAIR.
fairfaxcounty.gov/transportation/confederate-names-task-force

> o|Ag O|HYE HLH7| DOTConfederateNamesTaskForce@fairfaxcounty.gov

» 2|A HEL{7| Fairfax County Department of Transportation,
4050 Legato Road, Suite 400, Fairfax, VA 22033.

» T3} 703-877-5600, TTY 711.
270 oA 20214 118 12YNX| SR EIL|CE.

Visit the Task Force web page now.

Visite la pagina web del Grupo de Trabajo ahora.
X3 AT EA HHO|X| S WESHHAL.

Fairfax County Department of Transportation (FCDOT) ensures nondiscrimination in all programs and
activities in accordance with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and the Americans with Disabilities Act
(ADA). To request this information in an alternate format, contact FCDOT at 703-877-5600, TTY 711.




TO: Evelyn Spain, Confederate Names Ta&skce (CNTF) Chair 12 December 2021
SUBJECT: Dissenting Opinion — CNTF Recommendations

During its 30 November 2021 meeting, the CNTF voted 20-6 and 19-6 (with one abstention) to
recommend to the Fairfax County Board of Supengg$BOS) changing the names of Lee Highway and
Lee-Jackson Memorial Highway, respectively.

The authors, here undersigned, prepareddisiment for public record; the Fairfax County
Board of Supervisors (BOS), and Commonwealth Transportation Board. Our objective is to provide a
clear explanation for dissenting to the Fairfax Co@iyfederate Names TaskrEe (CNTF) decision to
recommend renaming Lee Highway and Lee-Jackson Memorial Highway.

We, the authors, served on the CNTF, and we agree completely with all other members of the
CNTF on several important details. Unanimously execrate slavery and denounce any glorification of
this abhorrent institution—especially the use of Coefate leaders as symbols to promote racial inequity
or injustice. We acknowledge our communities arepeotect, but we do not believe the United States of
America, Virginia, or Fairfax County are inherenticist—quite the opposite, we believe Fairfax is a
welcoming place to live. We believe all membeirshe CNTF volunteered their time and energy in a
sincere effort to improve their community, which israhble. At times passionate opinions were shared
during the CNTF, and we are very grateful to celieagues who carefully respected the opinions of
others and who were opéo genuine debate and different opinions.

The following outlines the justifications for our decision to vote “no” to recommend renaming.
Very respectfully,

Robert H. Floyd
CNTF Member, primary author

CF: Kristi Dooley, Malcolm Watson, Dr. Juliette Shedd

Enclosure



Executive Summary

We, the authors here undersigned, voted ‘tadhe Confederate Names Task Force (CNTF)
recommendation to rename Lee Highway (Routea?@) Lee-Jackson Memorial Highway (Route 50).
Public feedback was decisive: 57% of the puldgponses opposed renaming. We feel our duty is to
represent the public’s interest, and the public’s @gkis not in favor or changing these names. We
believe the $1M to $4M required to rename thesertvads would be more effectively spent pursuing a
community engagement project (e.g. an African-American Heritage Trail, a museum, and/or new historic
markers). We believe changing these road namesgevilivisive and ill received by a majority of those
impacted while providing minimal substance to bgrlee community. Several CNTF procedural issues
also influenced our decision. Communications were never consistentlsnoiaged, and community
engagement was suppressed because postcards Bainfaw residents were frequently received after
listening sessions concluded. MHeMmore, the demographics of the CNTF did not accurately reflect the
demographics of Fairfax County; specifically, Hispanic, Asian-American, and other non-African-
American minorities were underrepresented. THmesurvey received low participation, 200
responses, from non-English speaking minority commagitiut within this sample size respondents
were overwhelmingly in favor of keeping the namekhere is public perception—as indicated in emails
received and articles published in local media—the CINTiRtended to provide “political top-cover” for
the Board of Supervisors (BOS). This issue wdngddetter resolved as a ballot referendum. Public
feedback opposed to renaming reveals three prieddenthemes: 1.) Respondents do not want Fairfax
County to spend tax dollars to rename highways; 2.) Many feel inconvenienced by the impact changes
will have on their homes and businesses; and 36 nitist frequent comment was this action “erases
history.” The majority of the CNTF disregarded offhand the “erase history” concerns because schools
will continue teaching Civil War history. Wip not agree with thiassessment because the “erase
history” comment should be considered in contexhhe events Statewide as well as by Fairfax County
since 2017. Furthermore, demonstrations in the last several months indicate a significant portion of
citizens have meaningful concerns about school cluncand how American history is taught. Finally,
it is a fact many citizens still regard Robert E. Lee and Stonewall Jackson as icons in American history for
their military leadership and tactical successes. Fairfax County cannot be an “inclusive” society without
acknowledging these opinions exists amongst its ciizand respect the prevailing public opinion.



Public Opinion & Survey Results

Results were decisive: over 57% of the pul#gponses were opposed to renaming. The CNTF
received 41,260 survey result opinions, emailgetywand miscellaneous messages on social media—
making this one of the largest public responses in Fairfax County history.

Public Outreach  Keep the Change the No Final Results not
Results Names Names Opinion/Unclear provided to the CNTF
Survey Responses 22,556 15,992 810 0
(Total)
Route 29 11,652 8,032 354 0
Route 50 10,904 7,960 456 0
Phone Calls 333 47 0
Letters 29 5 0 0
Listening Sessions 6 9 6 0
Emails 435 158 0 340
Social Media 141 54 289 0
TOTAL = 23,500 (57%) 16,265 (39%) 1,105 (3%) 390 (1%)

The results of these public information campaigns are clear. A member of one of the BOS staff
reported in over a decade she could count on onethamtimber of times citizens asked to rename roads
named for Confederate leaders. We feel the CNa&§ selected to represent the public’s interest, and the
public’s interest is not in favor or changing these names.

Cost & Community Impact

During CNTF debate, a frequent discussion point was that African-American history—
specifically enslaved Americans—was already erased. On this point, all members of the CNTF
unanimously agree, and we urge without any kegem that Fairfax County—indeed all of America—
should take action to remedy this tragedy. Priiliam County, for example is developing an African-
American history trail, and we encouragerfé County to pursue similar projects.

We believe the $1M to $4M required to rename these two roads would be much more effectively
spent pursuing a project similar to the one in Prince William County. If not an African-American Trall,
other ideas include a new network of historical markers or investment in museums.

Furthermore, renaming roads and removing oreeof history in favor another does not “tell
the whole story;” it only serves to antagonize one group of citizens while marginally benefitting others.
From the beginning, the CNTF stated unequivocally #sird to be “inclusive.” We all agree inclusivity
requires us to make room for people of all racesdges, sexual orientations, ftimlal leanings, and those
who have a different historic or cultural backgrounduo own. Fairfax County’s mantra should be to
build new monuments and hame new streets to represeryone, and not to destroy or rename; these
actions are divisive and marginalize citizens who fieeir opinions are not valued. Add more, not less.

1 Source: Fairfax County Dept. of Transportation report provided 30 November 2021 at the CNTF meeting.
2 At the 30 November 2021 CNTF meeting, the results of 390 emails were still outstanding and not provided as data
to the CNTF.



Considering the survey results, public feedback, and the imposition on business and residents
located on both highways (e.g. updating addresses, social media, websitege dtelieve changing
these road names will be divisive and ill received by a majority of thgseiad by this changehile
providing minimal substance to benefit the communResources should be allocated elsewhere.

Task Force Mismanagement

Failure to Engage Businesses Residents Directly Impacted

Name changes will impact approximately5frivate residences and 665 businesses along Lee
Highway and 50 private residences and 221 businesses along Lee-Jackson Memorial Hihevay.
CNTF survey and postcards were issued to these nésjdeit the CNTF made no targeted effort to pole
the opinions of the 687 businesses that will bgaiated. A few respondents to the CNTF survey
identified themselves as business owners who opposed the changing the names, one even claiming that
“Lee-Jackson Memorial Highway” provided nameagnition and others voiced potential impacts to
payroll, shipping, and routine operations. It is wrong to impose this change upon businesses that are still
recovering from the impacts of COVIDHxd combating rapid inflation.

Communication Difficulties

From the onset, a prevailing CNTF objective was to ensure every member’s opinion was “heard.”
We unanimously agreed communication as key to success. To prevent inadvertently creating an
impromptu meeting subject to Freedom of Infatimn Act (FOIA) requests, the CNTF facilitators
instructed task force membersdend all communications to a single Fairfax County employee point of
contact (POC). From the beginning, communications weverconsistently disseminated. This
problem is on record, and was discussed repeatediyiftyated members of the task force. We will not
speculate on the reasons for the communication breakdaw it is a fact we sent the POC multiple
articles and letters which were atihever disseminated to the rest of the CNTF or required subsequent
emails before they were shared.

Despite having record level survey respongseperson communication with the public was also
problematic. The postcards sent to Fairfax residents were frequently regiégrdidtening sessions
were concluded, which is reflected by the sparctgqgigation. One of the authors of this dissenting
opinion never received this postcard. Fairfax lilwsinconsistently provided access to the survey in
paper format. These concerns are a matter of prddard, were acknowledged by the CNTF facilitators,
and can be corroborated by testimony progidethe 8 November 2021 CNTF meeting.

Demographic Concerns

One of the great benefits of living in Fairfax Couigt the widespread diversity and integration of
cultures from around the World and United States. We all benefit from learning from each other, sharing
experiences, culture, food, and life experiencesfottimately, based on the information provided by
Fairfax County the diversity of our community was natoportionally represented on the CNTF.
Specifically, Hispanic, Asian-American, and other non-African-American minorities were
underrepresented on the CNTF.

3 Fairfax County Times: “Confederate Names Task Feotes to change highway names” by Heather Zwicker
(https://www.fairfaxtimes.com/articles/fairfax_countyrfdederate-names-task-force-votes-to-change-highway-
names/article _5e09403c-592a-11ec-9¢15-0bd91e3bd36k.html

4 https://www.fairfaxcounty.gov/demographics/fairfax-county-general-overview
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Fairfax County

Demographics Population Percent Population
White, Not Hispanic 594,603 51%
Black, Not Hispanic 111,150 9%
Asian/Pl, Not Hispanic 224,138 19%
Hispanic/Latino 191,404 16%
Other, Not Hispanic 50,552 4%

Total = 1,171,847 100%

Source: https://www.fairfaxcounty.gov/degraphics/fairfax-county-general-overview
To encourage maximum public participation)ine surveys were available in multiple
languages. Two hundred (200) responses vezreived from non-English speaking minority
communities, and respondents to the survey were overwhelmingly in favor of keeping the names.

Non-English Responses

Language Keep the Names Change the Names No Opinion
Arabic 1 0 0
Chinese 57 2 2

Farsi 1 2 0
Korean 49 6 1
Spanish 55 9 1

Urdu 1 1 0
Vietnamese 12 0 0

Total = 176 (88%) 20 (10%) 4 (2%)

If we are willing to accept 200 responses represent an accurate survey of the non-English
speaking community, then the pubtionsensus is even greatade-not change the nameslowever, if
we conclude that 200 responses—a comparatively low sample size—does not accurately represent the
non-English speaking community, we are left wittethpotential conclusions: 1.) either the CNTF
failed in its obligation to engage this comniyn2.) the non-English speaking community has no
opinion, or 3.) a combination of both.

Ms. Susana Mariano, CNTF member, presidadt@EO of the Northern Virginia Hispanic
Chamber of Commerce voted “no” to changing names.

Furthermore, at least four of the 26 tasiceomembers (15%), identified themselves as having
professional ties to represent the NAACRe-want to stress this is a GOOD thing¥e honor and
respect the work the NAACP has accomplished sinamitseption. It is possible other members may
have ties as well, and should be equally acknowledged for their good work. The NAACP also has a well-
established position against the use of ConfederateeSland Monuments, and only represents the 9% of
the County’s African-American population—not 15% of the County.

So far as we are aware, no member of the CNTF identified themselves as representatives of
Asian/Pl, or other minority organizations. No TRmembers identified themselves as representatives of
the non-English speaking communities, which wereratelmingly opposed to changing the names.
Furthermore, no member identified him or herself as representing a legitimate (i.e. not a hate group)



Southern heritage organization (eagverified 501(c)(3) charity such as the The Sons of Confederate
Veterans).

Pro Forma Political Top Cover

On 29 October 2021, The Fairfax County Tifsblished an article with the tagline: “Chairman
McKay hints name changes are a done deal.” This article fomented perception the CNTF is a pro forma
pretense to provide “political top-cover” for the BOS. The survey results clearly indicate this will not be
a universally supported decision to rename these rdaahsils received from the public periodically
requested this added as a ballot referendum—ansemitiechoed during the CNTF proceeding on several
occasions. In recent years, the B@S been reticent to poll pubic ominion the topic of Confederate
history in Fairfax County.

It is a mistake not to acknowledge the pubkepticism behind the legitimacy of the CNTF.
Changing road names will have significant impacttencitizens of Fairfax County, and creating the
CNTF provides a “buffer” between the BOS and the cizeegatively impacted by this change. We will
not speculate on the BOS decision to create the CNTF rather than pursue a county referendum, but for
State-wide context, in the past 12 months votersria different Virginia counties passed by super-
majority votes to maintain the Confederate Monuméntkeir counties. Many more monuments have
been re-erected at cemeteries and on private propEngse are not the actions of racist extremists—
these are grass-roots efforts by groups of citizens to\éagimia history. By comparison, rather than put
the question to public referendumhetFairfax County Park Authorityoted to abort the 2017 Ox Hill
Battlefield monument project and have not appoitiedcitizen committee they voted to establish to
resolve the “wording on the monuments” they fowtjectionable. These two monuments remain in
storage at an undisclosed location. In 2020BBOS directed to remove the Marr Monument.
Monuments are important for their historic and edwceti context, but they have marginal impact on the
day-to-day lives and operations of residentslauginesses. Road names do have a greater immediate
impact, and there are citizens who believe the B&8lve to rename these twaads is an effort to
promote political solidarity rather than act in the public’s best interest.

Historic Significance

Erasing History

A review of the public feedback opposedd¢aaming reveals three predominate themes that
oppose renaming these roads: 1.) Respondents do not want Fairfax County to spend tax dollars to rename
highways; 2.) Many feel inconvenienced by the impact changes will have on their homes and businesses;
and 3.) the most common comment was this action “erases history.”

We acknowledge the Fairfax County BOS hasdikeretion to obligate funds toward projects
with negative impacts to residents and businesses. However, we feel obligated to elaborate on the third
comment, that renaming “erases history.”

In isolation, if renaming two roads were thaly instances of historic reshaping in the United
States and Fairfax County, we would not give credémtiee claim Fairfax County is “erasing history.”
However, these claims carry greater weight wharsiciered in context with other recent events in

5 Fairfax County Times: “Fairfax County says it wants to hear for public on the names of two major roadways” by
Heather Zwickerkttps://www.fairfaxtimes.com/articles/fairfax_waty/fairfax-county-say#-wants-to-hear-from-
public-on-the-names-of-two-major/article 43fbbe3c-3822-11ec-9648-bbfalaf7703c.html
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Fairfax and across Virginia. In 2017 JEB Studigh School was renamed and the Ox Hill monument
project was cancelled. In 208 Marr Monumentvas removed, and residents have witnessed Civil
War Monuments vandalized with anti-policy hate-speech, destroyed, cut in half, melted down, and
otherwise removed. To date, no displaced manirim Commonwealth or Fairfax County possession
has not been re-erected at a battlefietnetery, or placed in a museum.

The sum-total of these eventslans why citizens believe Faisfa&County is “erasing history.”

The majority of the CNTF offhandedtisregaded this position claiming schools will continue to
teach the history of the Civil War and the deedsalfdt E. Lee and Stonewall Jackson. We hope this is
true; however, we are all aware of the controversy surrounding school curriculums in the lead up to the
2021 Virginia Gubernatorial election. It is nqipropriate to rehash concerns over school curriculum
here other than to acknowledge that public opimioas not universally share the CNTF’s faith in our
schools continuing to teach the history of the Civil War and American history in general.

Southern Perspective of Confederate Leaders

We wish to conclude with some perspectixplaining why Southerners often still admire Robert
E. Lee and Stonewall Jackson. The institution of slavery was so evil, and in retrospect the thought of
dividing the United States so heinous that postbelluthCléntury Southerners who suffered economic
ruin and more than % of the male population dead desperate for something to be proud of, and this
sentiment still exists today. Placing asidephbétics around the war, Generals Lee and Jackson were
tactically and strategically brilliant, and military aeades around the world still study their campaigns.

Furthermore, Lee’s post-war example mada one of the most important figures in
reunification of the Nation. Many Southerners wantedotatinue to fight a gorilla war for years, but he
refused, and many followed his examp@eeturn to the Union. After ¢hwar, Lee also used his influence
to encourage peace between thees, expelling white students from Washington College for harassing
African-American citizens in Lexington.

Consider also what the Virginia Museum of History & Cultsays: “Those who argue that
[Lee] chose to fight for slavery rather than againstrit] that this is all one needs to know about Lee, lose
sight of the extent of the sacrifice that he made. His decision was not about defending slavery; it was
about doing what he thought was right.”

No one is required to agree with any of thigrpretation of history, but Fairfax Courdgnnot
be an “Inclusive” society without acknowledging theginions exists amongst its citizens. To be very
clear, we believe the overwhelming majority of Fairfax County residents respect the rights of all mankind,
and admiring flawed historical figures such as Lee Jawkson does not equate to racial insensitivity.

Very respectfully,

SREHUW + )OR\G -HQHHDUQBAENHGENWDYD3IH\WRQ 2QNV  (GZDUG

VLIQDWXUHYV DIIL[HG

5 https://virginiahistory.org/learn/histical-book/chapter/reconciliation
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