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Edward Grimsley

Congress
And
Manassas

‘Using millions of the
taxpayers’ dollars to keep
tux-producing commercial
project off land the nation-
al parks people do not
consider historical enough
to.save will not make-sense
to some people.’

CONGRESS’ BRILLIANCE as keeper of the
national purse has rarely been more gratify-
ingly demonstrated than by its recent vote to
expand the Manassas National Battlefield
Park in Virginia’s Prince William County. All
of us should be highly impressed by the acuity
the nation's legislators displayed in recogniz-
ing the necessity for committing the federal
government to this multi-million-dollar pro-
gram, the essentiality of which still escapes
many people of only average intelligence.

That it is a most worthy cause must simply
be accepted, for Congress surely would not
waste $413 million of the taxpayers’ money,
which is what the program might cost when
all direct and indirect expenses have been

a ®tablulated. Would it? Congress' objective is to

prevent desecration of the land involved by
the development of a tax-producing, job-gen-
erating complex of offices, shops and resi-
dences. Remember that this is sacred ground,
hallowed not because it was the scene of any
Civil War battles but because Gen. Robert E.
Lee once pitched his tent on it. From that spot
he and other Confederate greats may have
peered through spyglasses at the actual bat-
tlefield beyond.

Some critics who lack Congress’ acumen

will point out that the Interior Department’s.

experts have never considered this particular
tract historical enough to include in the Na-
tional Battlefield Park. Nor did Congress
think the land sacred enough to add to the
park when it voted to extend its boundaries in
1880, But historical significance is not always
easy i0 grasp. It was not until residents of the
area started thinking about all the traffic and
other activities the proposed complex would
gererate that they recognized the sanctity of
the land and launched a crusade to persuade
Congress to save it. Some cynics will always
question their wisdom, grumbling that if hav-
ing served as the site of some general’s head-
quarters is enough to make a piece of land too
sacred to build on, vast sections of the South
must be transformed into parks, an undertak-
ing no more justified than buying up all the
houses George Washington slept in and con-
verting them into museums,

Some nitpickers will even argue that Con-
gress could have spent that $413 million much
more constructively. That amount would have
financed four-year educations at good public
colleges for about 15,000 young men and wom-
en. Some know-it-alls will suggest that distrib-
uting the money in scholarships to memorial-
ize the Civil War would have been especially
pleasing to Lee, who spent the last years of his
life in education, as president of what is now

Washington and Lee University. For $413 mil-
lion Congress could have saved about 2,000
lives by financing that many liver transplants
at the geing rate. Or Congress could have
established a fund to finance the rescue of 400
pairs of whales, at about $1 million an opera-
tion, trapped in the ice in Alaska. freeing them
to go off to die of natural causes, such as from
harpooning by Japanese Ahabs. For only $300
million, Congress could have financed the con-
struction of a new Coast Guard icebreaker, to
go with the one the Guard now has, which
would make it unnecessary for the United
States to rely on Soviet icebreakers in future
whale-rescue missions.

But suppose Congress wished to keep all
that money in the Washington area. Well,
instead of spending it to protect some Prince
William County citizens from the irritations of
commercial development, smart alecks might
suggest, Congress could have used the money
to protect innocent Washingtonizns from drug
gang shoot-outs. Continuing outbreaks of vio-
lence between rival gangs have made life
miserable for ghetto dwellers. For $413 mil-
lion, Congress could have hired an army of
additional policemen for Washington. Or
bought bullet-proof vests for just about every

- inner-city resident in the nation’s capital.

Critics of Congress will be rebutted by peo-

ple who think parks are as essential as police-
men, ebpecially when a park will enhance the
quality of the park advocates’ lives and in-
crease the value of the park advocates’ prop-
erty. Of course, many if not most of Congress’
critics will agree that parks are necessary and
desirable. and that the government is justified
in spending public funds to estzblish some
oases of beauty and to preserve historical

- sites even if some livers do not get transplant-

ed, some kids do not get to go to college and
some whales do not get rescued. But these
people will argue that growing urban counties
like Prince William do need at least a few
commercial activities to produce taxes to
help pay for schools and other public services
that even park lovers need. Using millions of
the taxpayers' dollars to keep a tax-producing
commercial project off land the national
parks people do not consider historical enough
to save will not make sense to some people.

But Congress knows what it is doing, and
that's all that matters, It deserves our grati-
tude. And our help in its endeavors. Anyone
knowing the location of a house George Wash-
ington might have slept in, or at which he
might have paused for directions to a house he
slept in, should notify his congressman imme-
diately.
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. SAVE THE BATTLEFIELD
"7 T COALITION nox 110, cATHAREIN, VIGINIA 320 15

¢ Movember 21, 1988
Dear Friend of Manassas Battlefield:

We thnugh_i you would be interested in the atlached letter explsining what has ha ppened to
date in our efforts to save the battlefield.

During the course of the battle you wrote an excellent letler to the editor regarding this
controversy. We hope , after reading our Mov 16thletter and the other materisls enclosed, you
might find time to reply to the enclosed editorial by Ed Grimsley, Richimand Times.

Grimsley's first pro Hezel editorial appesred in the Richmond Times on June 19th, two
days before the Public Hearing before the House Subcomrniftes on Parks | regarding the
Mrazek, Andrews, Wolf Bill to scquire the Willism Center tract . it was printed shorily after .
Hazel had hired { reportedly for six figures plus), the most poswerful lobbyist on the Hill, J. D.
Williams. Williams did his work well, almost simultaneously other downstste Yirginia papers '
wrote pro - mall editorials, identical in form and substance to that printed in the Richmond
Times, even using the same phrases. All of therm , spouted verbstim, the Hazel / Prince
William County fictions. The Times June 19th editorial was conveniently reprinted in the Wall
Street Journal justintime to hit the Congressmen’s desks the morning of the June 2 1st
Congressional hearings on the Hill. The Richmond Times in four subszquent editorials,
reiterated the same hslf truths and distertions, namely:

1."The Tand was of no historical significance. ~ . Fourteen of the most
prominent historians in the nation, with impeccable credentials, heve all attested to the
historical significance (Exhibit 4). the Commonwesalth of Yirginia, Division of Historic
Landmarks, has declared it eligible for the National Registry of Histaric Places. (Exhibit B).

And Hazel /Peterson’s own historian, commissioned by H/P, at citizen request, to make an £
historical report on the tract, has dismissed as "ludicrons” their assertion that it was “ just a
place where Lee pitched his tent.” (Exhibit C.)

2." Experts have never considered this particular tract histerical enough to
include in the National Battlefield.™ Unequivocally refuted by the Chief Historian of the
National Park Service,{ Exhibit D)

_ 3." Congress did not think the Tand importan"t enough to add to the park in
its 1980 expansion bill.” When the Director of the Park Service requested this tract be
included in the bill,at the 1977 costof $ & million dollars, the local qoverning bedy , by |
public resolution, declared they would™ never withdraw their opposition to the expansion bi]li." if
this tract was included.( D&E)

4." Residents didnt object to it being on historical land until they started
thinking about all the traffic , pollution, etc. tha!:a huge regional mall would
bring. © The fact is that the Fr. Wm. Plsnning Commission, recommended denial of the

-

Planned Mixed Development ordinance Haze) souaht, 83 did the Supervizor representing the 3
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district in which the park is located , and a standing- room- only group of civil war buffs and
.historiana, who attended every public hearing on the H/P rezoning , objected loud and clear to
‘its impact on the historic tract and the adjacent Manassas National Battlefield Park. Anyone can
vedrify this by listening to the tapes of the hearings and reading the local nws accounts. Citizens
of the county, as well as the Superintendent of the Park , spent nine months negotiating with the
developersin ah effort to see that the development did not adversely affect the park . All of their
good faith efforts went for naught when the developers snnounced they would build a huge
mall -unplanned, unwanted, unneeded- & breach of the public trust. (Exhibit F ,Gand H).

5. Where does Grimsley get his $ 413 million cost guestimate? Thisis even
more than the County’s highly speculative and greatly blosted estimate of $155, 396, 395. it
was probably gleaned from the same source as all his other information- the develober !
Someone should inquire how he arrived at this $413 million figure. Surely he didn't pull it
out of thinair?? But given the ease with which Mr.Grimsley accepted, without question,

without research , and without documentation, information received from the developer and/ or

Pr Wm County, perhaps he did.

6. In another of his unresearched editorials Grimsley asserts that despite
all the polls and petitions that showed Yirginians overwhelmingly opposed the
regional mall and prefered tqr have the federal government take the land and add
it to the park that the voters theinselves elected a “generally pro-growth
supervisor™ {Cole). Had Grimsley resd Cole's campsign litersture, read news reports of
his public pronouncements, he would have known that Coles constituents voted for him because
of his promise toabide by the adopied slow growth comprehensive plan for this area, his
promise to take steps to protect the Manassas National Battlefield Park, his repested sssurances
he would do something to alleviste the gridlocked traffic situstion in our district, caused by too

much growth. He turned out to be one of those politicians of the "promise them everything, give

them nothing " school. He ignores the comprehensive plan , would have glasdy psved over the
" entire battlefield to accomodate Hazel, and welcomed the addition of 85,000 more cars from the
proposed mall on roads already carrying far in excess of capacity. Cole bears a strong
resemblance to the Tammany Hall politician who preofessed that , " Raping is a crime- unless
you rape the voters a million at a time!”

. Anon! We hope these materials motivate youto write another of your excellent letters
to Editor Grimsley at the Richmond Times . If you do, we would so sppreciate & copy.

Gratefully Yours,

'2 ""“"‘-b ‘é"(‘]a&a_/
Annie Snyder
Chairman

-
-
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November 16, 1988
. Dear Friends, Members, and Supporters,

Late last January, shocked and outraged by Hazel/ Peterson Cos. announcement they
would build a huge regional shopping mall on the historic tract adjacent to the Manassss National
Battlefield Park, we declared “wel fight it with everything we've got®. A few days later Post
columnist Yardley responded, “right though certainly you are, your “everything” is nothing."
He went on to admonish us that " the deck hes been stacked against you by the County Board of
Supervisors, which clearly is hand in glove with the developers” , asserting that ,” The United
States belongs not to the people but to those with the cash and the clout,and .......... those 1ucky
few are the developers.”

- = =1 1]

The William Center tract became a part of the Manassas National Battlefield Park on
Friday November 11th when President Reagan signed the bill passed by Congress to expand the
Park and save the 1and for past, present and future Americans.

No one knows better than yew do that it was an uphill battle all the way. No one know's
better than we how quickly you “rallied behind the Yirginians™ and responded to our plea for
help. The outpouring of concern came from thousands in every state in the Union, and from tens
of thousands in Yirginia. Saving the Battlefield evoked the greatest grass roots response toa
preservation cause in decades. You called, you wrote and you asked “YYhat can we do to help?”
¥e sent a list of eight things you could do. Youdid them all, often writing a few weeks later to
ssk ~ What more can | do?" You gave your time, your money, your talents, your services.
There are no words to tell you how touched we were by your letters and your offers of help,
how much they reenforced our deter mination to win the "Third Battle of Manassas = .

Our opponents had the whole hearted cooperation of five of our seven local supervisors
who had sold out to the developers in January, for the promise of larger tax revenues than they
would have received from the campus like office park we were told would be built.. At no place
in the public record was a regional shopping mall indicated as an appropriate use, or even
suggested a3 a possibility. The developers deceived us and our supervisors betrayed the
citizens of Prince William. One local columnist , confessing to be a "big proponent of economic
growth = summed it up for us all " This is not an economic growth question. It is a question of
right and wrong.” We screamed foul at the lack of due process and petitioned for a public
hearing. Our locsl governing body turned a deaf ear. All they could hear were the cash registers.

Bob Y¥ebb, an editor for the Washington Post, wrote of the “Tragedy at Manassas:
Paving Over the Past™ that, “The federal government must get back into the business of
protecting the national heritage. Markers and visitor centers and forlorn appeals to county
supervisors are not enough. YYe must be able to tread the ground , to see the past in our mind's
eye, to sense the historical moment, even the grimmest , as at Second Manassas....."

The Manassas National Battlefield Park belongs to a1l Americans , hundreds of thousands of whom
exercised their first amendment right “to petition the Government for a redress of greivances.”
Congress responded by getting back into the business of protecting the national heritage .

Sure there were dark days, always brightened by the petitions you collected and mailed to
us and the encouraging letters you sent with them. The last tally was more than 80,000. They
still come. As a result of the petitions and the thousands of letters you wrote to your
Congressmen and to your U.S. Senstors , Congress not only saved the battlefield park from
incompatible development but saved this historic, hallowed tract for future generations.

A bill to expand the Manassas National Battlefield Park and acquire the 1and , drafted by
Congressmen Micheel Andrews of Texss'25th District, Robert Mrazek of New York's 3rd ,Frank
Wolf of Yirginia's 10th, and supported by French Slaughter of Yirginia's 7th , was passedin
the House{308-98) August 10th . They and Congressman Bruce Yento of Minnesota's 6th,
Chairman of the House Sub Committee on Nationsl Parks and Public Lands, and a1l of their staffs,
put forth & herculean effort to accomplish this. Senator Dale Bumpers of Arkansas, Chairman of



the Senate Sub Committee on Public Lands, National Parks and Forests took on the monumental
job of shepherding the Battlefield Bill through the Senate

It was largely because of Senator Bumpers’ considerable efforts, and that of his staff’s,
along with the help of Yirginia Senators Warner and Trible, that the bill passed the Senate
{50- 25 ) on October the 1 1th. Bumpers offered it as an amendment to the Tax Correction Bill.
when it passed he said "I've been in Congress 14 years and this counts among the four or five
top things |'ve ever done.” All of these gentlemen, deserve the deep and abiding gratitude of
Americans, past, present and future. On Yeterans Day, President Reagan signed the Tax
Correction Bill and the property became federal parkland.

Inorder to stop the bulldozers and acquire the land before any more destruction took place,
the bill provided for a rarely used” legislative taking™ which mandated that the tract become
federal property the day the bill passed , the price to be negotiated later. All sorts of
guestimates have been made 83 to the cost, ranging from the county tax department’s appraised
value of 13.6 million to a pro-Hazel Washington Times speculative " half a billion.”

The ¥ashington Post, interviewing Hazel after the bill hed passed the Senate, reported that
“Hazel deter mined that, compromise or no, it was in his interest to reise the price of the
¥illiam center tract by doing a3 much work as quickly ss posssible™, and quoted him as deciding
" If they're coming after me, they're coming after me in the most expensive way possible.” On
the day the president signed the bill, noting that the government will owe interest on the value
of the property until it presents a check Hazel , who passes the property on his way from his
4,000 acre farm to his Fairfax office, commented: " As | ride by the property tonight, | can look
at an investment drawing interest- compounding quarterly.”.

What is it werth? The News Courier of Charleston , SC. editorislized ™ Who is going
to put & dollar amount on the nation’s heritage? Whet is the legacy of the past worth? Thousands
of men spilled their life's blood on that hallowed ground...... They never once thought about the
cost. What is their sacrifice worth to us and to the generations who come after us? *

Oh to have the time to compile, and the postage to mail, pages and pages of all who
volunteered and their pro bono contributions : legal firms, 1awyers, public relations firms and
individuals , data processing experts, economists, artists, musicians, graphic artists , ad
people , printers, accountants, television , theater and radio stars, reenactors, writers,
historians{ professional and amateur), veterans, engineers , traffic analysts lobbyists, sign
peinters , carpenters, painters, mep makers, researchers- just about every tslent conceivable;
those who took on the work of getting out mailings, keeping records and press clippings, counting
the petitions and tallying them by states, copying and filing all the letters, answering the
phones, filing, replying to every letter, acknowledging every contribution, doing the publicity,
organizing and working at the rallys, writing letters to newspapers and elected officials ,
circulating petitions.There were financial contributions from trusts and orgenizations; from
over 2500 citizens , the rich and the poor and the in - between .

For the first four months , when we had little or no money, every volunteer dug in their
own pockets to finance postage, telephone calls, and sll the myriad expenses involved in getting
organized . People and businesses everywhere donated items for our three local fund raising
auctions, for our rallies. Eight solid months on every weekend , Coslition volunteers menned the
table at the Park and at dozens of other events here, in DC , Pennsylvanis, Maryland,and sround
the country; giving out infor mation about our plight, getting petitions signed,raising funds by
selling infor mational bumper stickers, T shirts, buttons, hats, casseties, posters . Over three
hundred organizations joined us in the battle, 30 of them national. If we had to put a price tagon
professional pro bono services, on the volunteer hours, the goods and money donated to save the
battlefield , the total would be mind boggling. We end the fight poor but solvent , thenks to all
who have contributed so much.

Jonathan Yardley you are just plain wremg!! The United States does not belong to those
with the "cash and the clout” . It still belongs to "we , the people”.

Yery Gratefully Yours,

By N fookine  Quuir prydo~

Betty Renkin, President Annie Snyder, Chairmen
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August 31, 1988
i .
Hon. Dale Bumpers
United States Senator
SD,229 Dirksen Senate Office Building
Washington,D.C. 20510-0401

Dear Senator Bumpers:

The proposed 542 acre "William Center" development immediately. adjacent oo i
Manassas National Battlefield Park in Prince William County, Virginia, poses an
unprecedented threat to one of this nation’s most significant historic sites
The development, which includes a 1.2 million square-foot shopping mall, will
consume critical sites associated with the Second Battle of Manassas,’ and wltﬁ
its attendant traffic, noise, and pollution, will destroy Manassas Netional'
Battlefield Park as we know it. i

e

T

The William Center tract played a vital role in the Second Battle of Manassas.
From his headquarters on this property, General Robert E. Lee, joined at times by
‘Generals Thomas J. "Stonewall" Jackson, James Longstreet and J.E.B. Stuart,
directed one of the South’s most decisive victories, one that opened'the way for
the” Confederacy’s first invasion of the North. The tract also encompasses ‘nearly
one-fourth of the Confederate line during the battle. This portion of the:
Confederate line set the western dimension of the battlefield and severely. .
limited the Federal’s ability to maneuver successfully (hence the two episodes of
fighting on the William Center tract). Moreover, it was from here on August 30,
1862 that James Longstreet launched his battle-winning counterattack--an attack
that twice the size of "Pickett’s Charge" at Gettysburg and far more successful.
And it was on this property that during and after the battle, both North'and' -
South set up field hospitals to treat some of the nearly 15,000 men wounded
during Second Manassas.

.Just as disturbing as the loss of this historic ground is the impact this
development will have on the adjacent National Park. Immediately across the road
from the development is the Brawner Farm, where Wisconsin'’s and Indiana’s - “Iron
Brigade" and Virginia's "Stonewall Brlgade“ opened the battle in bloody
stalemate; there the development will impose mightily on a pristine, hallowed
landscape. Traffic from the up-to 80,000 people per day who will visit the mall
will choke the already hard-pressed roads through the park. And that traffic
will breed noise, signs, lights and pollution that will impact virtually every
.inch of the battlefield. 1In short, the entire character of the battlefield w111
be changed. It will be sapped of its evocative and educational power

We, the undersigned historians and scholars, strongly urge you to pursue vaULSl-
tion of the William Center tract with all possible speed. Manassas Battlefield
must be preserved. At the same time, we urge you to install the mechanisms :
needed to protect Manassas and our other national parks from future intrusive -
development, for without such action what is happening now at Manassas will
merely foreshadow the fate of all our refuges of haldowed ground and natural

beauty. The responsibility to preserve these placeg rests with this generation;
_the power to preserve them rests with you,

S{ncerely, ' : '
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Dr. James M. McPherson

Edwards’ Professor of American History
Princeton University

Author, Battle Cry of Freedom
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Emdry M omas, Ph.D.
Professbt of History
University of Georgia

Author, The Life of J,E,B Stuart
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Former Chief Historian NPS
Author, Gettysbur The Second Da
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Dr. Gary M. Gallagher
Professor of History
' Pennsylvania State University
Author, Stephen Dodson Ramseur
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.William C. Davis
- Exeec, Editor, Historical Times
Author, Battle at Bull Run

William A. Frassanito
Historian,, Gettysburg, PA
Author, Gettysburpg: A Journey in Time
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Dr. Richard J. Sommers
Chief Archivist-Historian

Military History Institute
Author, Richmond Redeemed

‘Richard éiiuf{j,

LMJ RF Ao

. James I. Robertson
C.P..Hlles Professor of History
Virginia Tech.

Author, General A.P, “Hill
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" Russell F, Weigley, JD.

Distinguished University Professor
Temple Univorsity
ise howe g Lieutenénts

i
Professor of History i

North Carolina State University
Author, John Bell Hood
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Stephén W. Sears
Historian, Norwalk, CT
Author, George B. McClellan
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Alan T. Nolan

Chair, Board of Trustees

Indiana Historical Societyﬁ
Author, The Iron Brizade
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Robert K. Krick
Historian, Fredericksburg, VA
Author, Lee'’s Colonels

JohnEJ Hennessy :

Former Historian, Hanassas _NBP
Author, Second Battle of Manassas
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By RICHARD LEIGI
JM Staff Writer

Disagreement continues to rage
over why the William Center tract
has not been included in past ex-
pansions of the Manassas National
Battlefield Park.

Mall opponents hold that the land
was not included in a 1980 expansion
because of opposition by the Prince
William Board of County Super-
visors and by members of Congress
who acted under pressure from the
supervisors.

‘However, county officials have
held that the Department of the In-
terior, historians, and members of
Congress deemed the property of not
sufficient historical value to merit
inclusion in the 1980 expansion.

Central to the wrangle is a 1.2
million square foot regional shopp-
ing'mall planned for construction as
the:centerpiece of the 542-acre Wil-
liam  Center mixed development.
Hazel-Peterson Cos. plan to develop
the'mall jointly with the Edward J.
DeBartolo Corp.

While Board of: County Super-
visors Chairman Kathleen Seefeldt,
a Prince William supervisor since
1976, denied that the panel pressured
Congress to omit the parcel from the

'1980 expansion, she said the county’s
stand to reserve it for economic
development had been well known

for yearsand was a ‘‘given.”

W rding to National
Park Service Hu i
e 1980 park expansion bill would

dall
enate committees withoul the ex-
&lusion _of the present William

Center tract and two others

Tspecilically because of oppositi
E’E .EEE Prince William Board of
ounty Supervisors.”’

The Egra “violently opposed"

inclusion of the Marrioll Lract,
.Bearss said. ‘“The only way it got out
of committees onto the floors' of
both houses was for these properties
to be excluded, he said.

Park service maps showing
desired areas of acquisition included
the Marriott tract, which later
became the William Center tract,
through 1979, Bearss said.

Anne Snyder, chief of the anti-
mall Save the Battlefield Coalition,
said Congress excluded the parcel
from the 1980-expansion ‘‘solely and
only” because the supervisors ref-
used to withdraw their opposition to
the bill otherwise.

On the other side, “'I can't recall
any discussion or focus" on the

Marriott Expansion

Marriott Corp. Llract, which later
became the Williamn Cenler Lract,
during discussions leading up to the
1980 expansion, Seefeldt said.

“The focus of the discussion was

on whether all of the Brawner tract
should be included’’ because of
possible conflicts with the alignment
of the proposed Va. 234 bypass, not
fixed at the time. The final bill in-
cluded all of the Brawner Farm, she
said.

Exclusion of the William Center
“never became a major focus of
discussion — it was sort of a given,"”
she said.

The 1980 expansion bill was a
compromise whose “archilecl” was
Sen. John Warner, R-Va., Seefeldt
said. *'The conclusion they reached
was that the Marriott tract was not
of sufficient historical significance,
in the view of the Congress al the
lime,”" Scefeldl said Wednesday.
‘“That was clearly stated by Warner.
They looked at it carefully, and they
felt that including the tract would
not be justified. The county cer-
tainly agreed."

Seefeldt referred to remarks by
Warner during the Sept. 3, 1980,
hearing before a Senate subcom-
mittee on the 1980 park expansion,
published in the Congressional
Record,

That expansion bill ““‘maximizes
historical and environmental con-
siderations and minimizes economic
loss to private landowners and to the
community,"” Warner said then.

““Most historians agree these

three parcels —- the Stone Bridge,
the Wheeler tract, and the Brawner
Farm -- are the most significant
historical acreage nol now in the
park,” Warner said during the
hearing. “I have sought the advice
of Civil War historians and the
consensus is thal all historically
significant land will be protected™”
by the bill by inclusion in the park.

In the early 1970s, the National
Park Service began Lo assemble a
list of properties it wished to include
in an expansion bill, including the
William Center, said county Plan-
ning Director John Schoficld.

The county went on record thal
while it favored expansion of the
park, it would nol support inclusion
of whal is now the William Cenler
land, the Battlefield Business Park,
and Parkridge Office Mark,

In 1974 and 1976, first Rep. Stan
Parris, then Rep. Herb Harris,
succeeding 8th District con-
gressmen, each unsuccessfully in-
troduced bills to expand the park,
Bearss said.

The first bill, Snyder said, was
introduced in order to protect the
park from further incompatible
development in the area in the wake
of Marriott Corp.'s plans for a theme
park there.

Those two bills excluded the -

Marriott tract because rezoning had

already been approved for the
theme park. by Prince William
County, said Snyder.

Parris introduced the first park
expansion bill because “‘the county
had approved and welcomed with
open arms Marriott's proposal to
put a monstrous theme park adja-
cent to the park,” according to
Snyder, *'Until then, only farms had
surrounded the park, but many key
historic sites were not within the
park, among them Stone Bridge,
Brawner Farm, Portici, and the
Marriott tract.

“The park service was concerned
that all of these sites would be de-
veloped and lost forever," Snyder
said. “'So it came up with a plan to
expand the boundaries and include
these properties before the Prince
William governing body moved to
allow development on them."

After a lawsuit succeeded in
striking down the 1974 Marriott
rezoning on grounds of improper
public notices in 1977, the county
offered Marriott an opportunity to
reapply for ils rezoning, which it
declined, said Schofield.

After the Marriott Corp. aban-
doned plans to build a park on the
land, the park service attempted
to tack the Marriott tract onto the
park expansion bill.

Although the park service had not

formally recommended including
the Marriott tract previously to that
time, it believed the land should be
included, according to William
Whalen, then chief of the service, in
aJune 23, 1977, internal memo.
“‘While the inclusion of the tract
was not included in the depart-
mental recommendation, we con-
tinue to feel that inclusion of Lhis
property is crucial to the future
protection and management of the
park's resources,” according to

oveR
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1980 Expansion

Whalen’s memo. ‘‘Several signifi-
cant events with regard to the
Marriott tract have taken place
since our original recommendation.
The Marriott Corp. has abandoned

.its original proposal to put a theme

ark on the property.

“In the wake of their pullout, the
county commissions have recom-
mended that the property be used
for an industrial park or as a race
track if and when the state of
_Virginia legalizes horse racing. The
,development of the Marriott prop-
erty in any of these fashions will
inake management of the park ex-
tremely difficult. By acquiring this
property at a cost of $5 million, we
will be able to expand the park to its
Jogical boundaries.”
: However, a May 10, 1977, resolu-
tion by the supervisors pledged
them to oppose inclusion of the
Marriott tract.
+ According to the resolution, ‘“‘a
member of the board was informed
in Congressman Harris’ presence
that the Department of Interior in-
tended to have the bill amended to
fake the entire Marriott tract, and to
place control of a future Va. 234
bypass north of Interstate 66 en-
tirely within control of the
Department of Interior ...

“Therefore, the Prince William
Board of County Supervisors cannot
and will not withdraw its opposition
to any expansion that includes the

Marriott tract ... or that jeopardizes
the county’s ability to provide roads
necessary to service industrial de-
velopment and the citizens of Prince
William County.”

Harris introduced a park expan-
sion bill once again in 1980. Once it
came out of committees in both
houses, the Marriott tract, Stony
Ridge, and another tract were not
included, said Bearss.

Asked whether the supervisors
worked to-ensure that no park ex-
pansion included the present Wil-
liam Center land, Schofield said,
“That would be a fair statement.”

Now, a bill that would call for a
“legislative taking' of the William
Center, closing of Va. 234 and U.S. 29
within the park, and $30 million
toward alternate road construction
is set for consideration by the House
Public Works and Transportation
Committee soon. It is then expected
to pass the full House.

Warner has called for Senate
hearings on the William Center
controversy, and has said he will
sponsor a bill that would buy, at a
minimum, Stuart’s Hill, the William
Center site of Confederate Gen.
Robert E. Lee’s headquarters dur-
ing the Battle of Second Manassas.
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Annie Snyder, second from left, joined supporters Saturday for a tour of the newest addition to-
the Manassas National Battlefield Park. WEDNESDAY-THURSDAY/NOVEMBER 16-17, 1988

People’s victory

T IS A RARE OCCASION when ordinary folks take

up a fight against the entrenched political establish-
ment, a large portion of the business community and a
determined, successful developer.

It is even more rare when they walk away from that
fight with all the marbles.

One of those most rare happenings took place last
week, however, when President Reagan signed legisla-
tion that immediately added the William Center tract to
the Manassas National Battlefield Park.

It was an amazing victory for the thousands ofordinary
folks who believed alarge regional shopping mall wasin-
appropriate for the site upon which thousands of other
Americans were killed and injured in a civil war that
split our nation apart but also enabled it to be whole
again. . )

One private lady, Annie Snyder, began that fight and
marshaled the interest and resources that brought vic-
tory. Nobody in their right mind would call Mrs. Snyder
ordinary — she is most extraordinary — but she shows
what can be done when people are determined.

Congratulations to Annie Snyder and all the unknown
and famous people who worked so hard to preserve this
hallowed land. _

It was a battle that had to be fought and a victory that -
had to be won.



g
21247, [4001

. :“mﬂpqlﬂmjﬂqmm

i

SUDIUIS.

paieuop Gunuiigd

SN v
b

[
s

_ Aaqi

SUNDAY, ApniL 3, 1988

Bhetashingtonost

A Great Battle
“Was Fought
At Stuart’s Hill

- Don't listen to the developers.

Theres a heated dlspute just now over the
proposed William Center mall to be built next to
the Manassas National Battlefield Park. You'll
hear some proponents claim that this high visibil-
1ty commercial enterprlse poses no threat to the
" battlefield, that it is sited on land of very little
-~ historical SIgmﬁcance. Don’t listen to them. A
. great ‘battle was fought on and around this tract

. in August 1862.

Prince William County, which approved the
rezoning of this land for commercial use, required
- the developer, Hazel/Peterson Co., to provide

5 , historical and archaeological studies and, to the
- extent possible, establish historic markers and
trails .to memorialize points of interest on the
- property. Hazel/Peterson contracted with an inde-
‘pendent cultural resource and management con-

X sulting firm to perform this work. A team of
. professional historians and archaeologists was as-
“sembled, of which I was the principal investigator
of Civil War military activity on the William Center
“tract,’

“The research revealed much that is interest-
“ing about the site—its prehistoric and historic
‘occupation, as well as important insights into
“'settlement patterns and land use. Clearly, how-
i-ever; it is the well-known and thoroughly docu-
mented (in numerous books, as in my own
, report) Civil War connection that has generated
the outrage over the proposed mall.

. The historical record shows that fighting be-
gan near the property in the late afternoon of
.Aug. 28, 1862, at the Brawner Farm just north
of Rte. 29. Federal troops advancing along the
road took up positions on the tract, and numer-
‘ous wounded found sanctuary there, Regimental
-surgeons in a field hospital located 400 yards
south of the road treated many of. the seriously
wounded until the early hours of Aug. 29, when
federal troops marched off the field toward
Manassas. Dead and wounded were left scat-
tered across the northern portion of the tract.

In the morning, federal troops returned to the
.area and engaged Confederate regiments on
ground immediately to the east and south of
Stuart’s Hill—the highest elevation on the prop-

erty and soon to be Robert E. Lee’s headquar-
ters for the remaining two days of the battle.
Intermittent skirmishing and heavier fighting
took place there during the day. By early after-
noon, Confederate Gen. James Longstreet’s wing
of the army arrived and deployed across the
midsection of the tract. In the late afternoon
rebel units on the property attacked eastward
into areas now protected by the National Park.

On Aug. 30, as severe fighting continued along
Stonewall Jackson’s positions north of Route 29,
Longstreet’s divisions remained in position on
the tract. In the late afternoon, as the last
attempt to break Jackson’s line failed, Lee,
from his headquarters on Stuart’s Hill, or-
dered Longstreet’'s men forward in a massed
assault that, amid scenes of heroism and sacrifice
on both sides, drove the federal army from the
field.

Although my report drew no conclusions as to
the significance of the action here vis-a-vis other
Civil War battlefields, it should nevertheless
be obvious that momentous events either oc-
curred on or were directed from the Hazel/Pe-
terson property. The location of Lee’s or any
army commander’s headquarters during a major
engagement of this type is worthy of preserva-
tion,

Moreover, this site has been known as Stuart’s

Hill ever since the war because of the Confeder-
ate cavalry commanders’ presence there during
the battle. The story of Stuart’s famous nap on
the hill is retold in every book written about him.
Longstreet’s grand attack, which originated from
the property on the last day of the battle, was in
every respect the equivalent of Pickett’s charge
at Gettysburg the following year—and infinitely
more successful.

The destruction of these historic sites would be
serious enough, but much worse would be the
disastrous effects a major shopping mall would
have on the National Battlefield Park. Overbur-
dened park roads, visual blight and the inevitable
peripheral development would separate the park
from it's natural setting and thus destroy the
historical integrity of even the protected parts of
the battlefield,

Development can take place in an orderly
fashion that serves the needs of the present
while preserving the best from the past. Howev-
er, all Americans should demand a stop to
mindless, anarchical growth that devours our
historical roots and places our national heritage
in jeopardy for the short-term benefit of a
privileged few.

—James A. Schaefer

EXRW\8\T C,

81027 VINIDYIA ‘NIdYVHLYD ‘011 XO4 NOLLI’IVO:) ) >

A

':.-*1_-‘_?:-';1

e J
; \

QA LLIVE THL JAVS



~ =R

LNt =

C!\s:unr"

ODMNALD L, WHITE
‘Viee Craliman

| MOTIO

NAT2 L AL S5E5

9250 a2 Ava .'m\_.,
ALICE E, & ~PRIE

S

- SECOND: BYRD
i .

; _ |
[ & .- L i 1o Ay T T TS b MarT Y 0 L1 it ‘1I':.. i
:.' RE: EXPANS TON-MANASSNE H/\Il“fl'_‘)d\ ); O]\..I.IED:‘.I’." dgh : ‘.
i GRAW LNPRESSING COwlliuinn 0HoH L TLON . i a*
| , - : g ]
& BE' IT RESOLVED thal the Prinac Willian Boarg of Ccunty i
\ ‘ :
1 Supervisors does hereby acgrce Lo send a telegyam to Congxessman :
| |
i Herb Harris, Congressman Philip Rurion, and Secxetarxy of lntcrlj
!
: I
: or Cecil D. Andrus, staling the follow Jng |
% The Boaxrd of Supervigétu of Prince Wil iam go?nuf ave \
: informed thatl, Congrasaman llarxris has uxuch 118 Battle-,
" field expansion bill Lo cxcliude the Marxiott Propexrty i
‘. from the Manassas BRatllcefield Pa rk Expansion and tha? E
3= - - this bill was a;pp:.ov-.—.d by & subcom n‘\ll..\..c-‘...- of the Cowx saittes
1 TNO’T’E.’ | on Interior and fnsular Affairs: _The :.:rc] agrees with |
; i the bill's reguirxement that all: parcels in the noxith-
MeaariarIT |i east quadfanL othexr than the
]

| TRaeT
‘: i nowd>
Hazey/

Pe#=*96“}

L Cas,

VOorE:

_-‘.pa:n'.f;,:-.on that aincluaacs

EXH\GIT-E.

e e na R R

22119

ety e (J':.‘H A B

Vi,

FIRANIGGSASG, JraTa v

F O R J'Jt\":"" LLY

ARG S, FHL O
15 nu Vi,

N AU e

(O

fet L LT

LTS

T CLAE W T00

H May ...1.0:
b TE
Res . No.

1937

vneelexr Tract be included
by scenic'easement xathex: than f¢e acguisition.. This
would ordinarily pcrmlL the aoard to withdraw its c
position to the bill.” Recent events

indicate that such

lieelting
PI=09=24,

1
v1thdr1ua1 would be foolhaxdy, howevex, since a member |
. d was informed in Congressmian Haxxis' pre—
sence that the Department or lntexioX intended to have

he bill amendcod to Cake CHe SNclle HerTLlLOCE. Cract, and i
to place contro mtare 2t. " DBypass noxth of Rt.:
.66 entirely within control oZ

The .Department indicated obthzx
Congressman Harxis' bill
fore,

the Prince William

1nLcntlons contrary to
rr::t,c,nt.ly anpx;oved.
Board of Countiy: Supervisors

S

the Department of Interior,

r
o There-

cannot. and will not withdraw 1ts opposition to any ex-

the Marzioll tract or the acaui-
sation of pawvcaels in the northeast qu—\drant of RE. 234
“and. =66 by fec acguisition or that jeopardizes tho

- Counly's ability to provide roads naecessarxy Lo servics
industrial development and the citizens of Prince L_l~
lidm'COunty.

AYES: Byrd, Donnelly,
NAYS: NWens.
NRBSENT DURING

Meedvwies, HzConal :

Szalecldl,

Whita, tiaol,

I
i
I
|
i
i
|
i
i
|
i
i
1
1
i
I
i
|

VOTIs: Kons.
] o~ Mfovmation: ,_/;; ECIRRTIR IED @ ﬁ)l"r‘“«\"r .
= (,g_a'm Q i\tir onr Al I
*."e . 3 NN L = i J
e TR 5 L) P ESACAL ‘i-&f-;,, ‘\'3';"‘ s‘l'.r"‘f T T I IR T T T T e ek _./..,(._r,'_ {_-'.,__I;_;{‘j_,/ LY r.-‘-, L_ //:;‘ " A £
= L T et T P PtTr ,_._-;__;__)"’«"‘l:!"ﬁ-v‘ urrﬁﬂ--.-----.-—-

e P L

e



MONDAY, FEBRUARY 8, 1988

MANASSAS, VA

25 CENTS

'\.‘b. .‘.‘f

By EDWARD T, HEARN
JM Staff Writer
Prince William Planning Com-
missioner Frank Milligan was
recently asked a pair of questions —

G Did Hazel/Peterson Cos. say in 1986
4 2irwad~ it planned to build a regional shop-
ping mall? Did he believe the
o 'P k'c company obtained the proper zoning
for a mall? o
P‘?—‘ WM., “I would say no and no,” said

Milligan, an 11-year commission
member and the panel's new
chairman. “I certainly didn't vote
for a regional mall.”

But a regional mall is what the
county is getting, a huge project
warmly embraced by County Ex-
C 0 wv L 'S /o % ecutive Robert Noe and the Board of

County Supervisors.
Last- week, Hazel/Peterson an-
nounced plans to build a 1.2-
: million-square-foot mall on the
- company's William Center proper-
ty. The tract is adjacent to
Manassas National Battlefield
Park.

Unlike the top county officials,
some planning commissioners and
Gainesville area residents are upset
about the mall. They say the mall
was never planned and a few say the
company should apply for a rezon-
ing.
According to county officials,

Hazel/Peterson can go foward with

the mall. But to prevent future

land-use bdttles, the Planning

Commission wants to tighten the

language of the zoning ordinance

that applies to William Center.

In Nov. 1986, Hazel/Peterson ob-
-tained zoning under a newly-created

 Planned Mixed-use District cate-
gory, allowing the company to build
up to 560 houses and 2.9-million-
square-feet of non-residential con-
struction.

One of 16 permitted uses by right
in the PMD is. retail construction.
That gives the company the
authority to build the mall, Planning
Director John Schofield said.

But Milligan and other planners
are scratching their heads about the
regional shopping mall because they
thought Hazel/Peterson intended to
build a corporate park — a wooded

.campus of glass and steel building
for high-tech, white-collar workers.

“‘Obviously, there is a great dif-
ference of opinion of the goals and

@!aumw:‘

intents of the PMD zoning ordi-
nance,” said Gainesville Commis-
sioner Richard Hefter, a strong
opponent of the regional mall.

Hazel/Peterson officials ac-
knowledged that they did not tell the
county during the 1986 rezoning
period about a plan to build a mall.
That's because they didn't have
mall plan until recently, when they
were approached by Ohio-based
Edward J. DeBartolo Corp.

“It fell out of the sky,” said John
T. (Til) Hazel, a Hazel/Peterson
principal. ‘‘DeBartolo called us and
said we have watched your property
and it looks like the place tobe.”

A joint venture between the two
companies, the mall is scheduled to
open in 1992. A study for Hazel/
Peterson estimated the William
Center would create 10,000 jobs and
net the county $180 million in the
first 20 years-

At the intersection of Interstate 66
and the proposed Va. 234 bypass,
William Center is viewed by county
officials as key factor in getting the
bypass built. Noe has proposed, as a
1988 referendum item, spending $10
million to build the bypass from 1-66
to Balls Ford Road.

Although Milligan and Hefter say
the county was unable to plan for the
mall, they don’t plan to mount a
campaign to block the project.
Milligan said he's more concerned
about the process than the result. He
said that in the end the shopping
could be the best thing, but he wants
the county to have more say in what
gets built.

“I think we can take a look at the
PMD and try to get more controlling
language in there,"” Milligan said. *'1

Charradw ot SP*'
Covnty Plewnncrg

~ Mall Plan Prompts Planners to
" Reexamine Zoning Ordinance

think its important to strengthen
this ordinance so we know what's
comingin." .=

Coles Supervisor Terry Spellane,
the former commission chairman
who voted against William Center,
said that the idea ol shopping mall
never crossed his mind. He agreed
the PMD needed reworking.

“The PMD has to be looked at so
that something like that doesn’t |
happen in the future,” Spellane said.

When Spellane and other officials
speak about the future, they have at
least one project in. mind — the
Anden Group's proposal to build
5.000 houses and 20-million-

square-feet of office space in the
Cherry Hill area near Dumfries.

The California-based developer is
seek PMD zoning for its 2,000-acre
project. And commissioners'want to
review the plans with care, even
though Anden has put pressure on.
the cqunty to expedite its application
because of contractual agreements,

“I don't see any neced for us-to
jump backward through hoops to
meet their time limits,” Milligan
said. 1 A

“I think we would be doing a great

-disservice to 200,000 people if we

spent less than 90 days looking at -
this thing,” Commissioner Harol
Dutton said.
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.., official co‘fmfgff‘lme and zccused the
,,‘ Hazel-Pe r'son,_Cos - developers of
i~ the William"* ‘Center mall of deceiv-

,', ing the. plkbh_c dunng its rezomng or;

3 the 542-acre ractis

Co"

i“g‘;’séld Monday that’the devel-

s;g\’opet' used a,loophole in"the zoning : :

dinance to recewe acceptance of
a:;lt:he_r)]'oject

U

ok “I’ve been saying that for a long

" »time,? aJénkirsssaid«Tuesday mor-

.rmng “It's probably a de facto
rezoni.ng i S
‘. ;q-l 88151 that t.he wngmal

rezoni

—~dde’ {é’loﬁme‘dt“‘and had not
i‘p»edcmcaally indicated a mall on the
- an -
© 1441 'hink. there’s:been a lot. of

ii'msrﬁ:epre,sentat.um,’.' hesaid.-
.+Barg:said that the present board
has:been forced into:an. awkward -
posmon ‘over the mal.l issue because -
the Iour members who took office in

Ja

.ﬁbnefedfﬁ'tﬁé‘i‘éz&ﬁiﬁ@“ roposal o
=RIn 19868 pjars,,pf' \,the
Wﬂham sCenti trach eived ap- °
=4 proval t{voh gog‘planned imixed-use

~distri , callst for inmimerous

uses mcludmg a developer plan for a -

campus-hke office park. :
But in “January. the developers
«requested a‘stegional ma\ll on the
. “'s:te,‘ 'acceptabfe under*the orngmal
ll;ezomng applicahon ‘but“vastly
d.li'ferent ‘from ;the: ot'f1ce park ini-
'al!yproposed o e R
At that time;: four of the board s

MR et

*“Neabsco Supervisor John Jenkins © -
mid " W oof.lbﬁdge \Supervisor Hilda ;

.-ErI'U e e

eqz,for ‘mixed-use, ; ~

”zfi’r‘jr‘“ﬁ&d"‘ffé S bben adéquately | "

} J enklﬂs E‘“hpM

Say County

seven members had taken office —
Barg, Coles Supervisor Terrence
.Spellane, Gainesville Supervisor
.Robert Cole and Brentsville
Super\nsor William Becker,

1fOur hands are tied,’” Barg sa;d
“I feel I'm listening to Lhe people.”

Barg explained that the people are,

overwhelmlngly opposed to the mall

obligation to echo their sentiments.
“I don't think they objected to the

original rezoning,” she said, “‘but

they feel they've beendeceived. |
. ‘I would like lo see the developer

work out the problems with the1
people,” Barg continued. ““I don’t
feel up to fighting Til Hazel s bat-
tlﬁ "

Becker said Tuesday morning that :

he would have preferred seeing an

.office park rather than a mall on the
land. Yet Becker said that the land

- needs to be used to generate tax
revenues, regardless of whether it’s
-anoffice park oramall.

o1 ‘We want that area for devel-
opment" Becker said. ‘“There is
_nothing we can do about it anyway.
We ]ust havc Lo let nature take 1ts

course.’

Jenkins said he would like to see
the county receive $15 million in
road improvements to alleviate
traffic problems around the bat-
tifield and have 150 acres of the mall
site donated as a possible satellite
campus of George Mason Univer-
sity.

County officials have been ad-

balance the tax base

and. as an elected official it is her '

. wocating mall development to bring ::
in needed commercial revenues tct-"

Contmued from A-1

Executive Larry Hughes nor County
Attorney John Foote would com-."
ment on thé newest developments
All questions were forwarded. to .
County Executive Robert S. Noe Jr..: i
who could not be reached  for

comment. e
In related matters, Rep Frank
Wolf, R-Va., has proposéd a .bill :

: callmg for the federal govemmenl:

to immediately buy the 542" acru
The rarely-used method;*'called ., *
legislative taking; will be axscussedi
at a series of hearings’ today on.
Capitol Hill. -

- In addition, Wolf is pTOposiné
amendment to thatbill ‘that would

close off traffic alorig Va. 234'and -

Va. 29 running through the bat-
‘tlefield and would divert motorists

along a -proposed  federally- built,
bypaSs '

ore
il

E However, ne ither Deputy Cuunt*. 2
Yar See Barg, Jenkins on A-2.
Lo e SAVE THE BALULEFIELD
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1 County Complex Court, Prince M\:llnm Virginia 22192-9201 BOARD of COUNTY SUPERVISORS
. (703) 335-6600 Metro 631-1703 | : :

-

P
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‘Kathleen K. Seefeldt, Chairman . -
. : ; : ‘John D. Jenkins, Vice Chairman

.Hilda M, Barg .
; A ’ William J. Becker )
NEABSCO DISTRICT : s Robe:rl 12 Cole ik Ll {0
.. ]ohn D )enkins Edwin C. King
: June 14, 1988 Terrence Spellane %
‘sl: g .,; A
.._‘,Mr. Robert S. Noe,: Jr.
County Executive ] : :
.+County of Prince William ' : : : Wi .
1. County Complex Court . RS Huo
_Pr:.nce WJ_‘LlJ.am, V:_rgmz.a 22192 B :

'I‘hJ_s is in reply to your letter of June 10, 1988 pertalmng to the
draft proposed statement to the House Interior Subcommittee on National
-Parks and Public ILands for the June 21, 1988 hearing.

‘T was a member of the Board of County Supervisors when the original

‘request for rezoning was.passed by Resolution #86-61 on November 18, 1986.

I can assure you that I voted for the rezoning for a Planned-Mixed Use .

_'Distr:.ct ‘(PMD) which included restrictions on building heights to 45 feet, -
open space requirements and 100 foot buffers between the Battlefield and -

‘;commercial buildings. At the time I voted on this matter, I believed that “

_the publ:.c and the Northwest Citizens Association were in agreement with
-;; ‘the rezoning and that none of us envisioned that a regional mall would be
built on the:property.’ It was not until January 1988 that I learned that
‘Hazel/Peterson planned to construct a 1.2 million square foot shopping mall,

3 73fnu_'l_'l.:|,*on squarefeet of ot.her non-residential units, including office
and-‘hotel units and*540 units of residential housing. Unfortunately, P T
,because of Vlrg:lm.a law regarding land use, our citizens have had no, off::.cnal 12
v--publ:Lc forum in which they can present *:_he:Lr ~riewsi'on ithe s:.gm.flcant ‘changes’ \
iinvolved “in this land use issue. Because of this, the citizens of Prince
William County feel that the Hazel/Peterson Corporation.has used a bait and

‘switch tactic to obtain a more favorable land use without having to adhere < 3
to the stxuctured land use approval process.

e The outcry of the citizens has reached the national level and several .
ngressmen have attempted to intervene. While I abhor the tactics of
Congressmen Robert J. Mrazek from New York and Michael A. Andrews from Texas
swhich purporl: to hold the county hostage to congressional sanctions, I likewise
ee merJ.t in the proposal presented by Congressman Frank R. Wolf of Virginia.
+I resent and reject the notion that Congress should be involved in this matter,
-but ‘I understand why they have intervened and I support the peoples' rlght to.
public input in this instance.

"o
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4 . With that in mind, I now find myself and the Board in the awkward

,' 'jposi:bzl.cn of trying to negotiate the best possible proffer for the use of -
thig tract of land should it be taken by the Federal Govermment. I believe
‘that our testimony to the House Interior Subcommittee on National Parks

i and Piblic Lands should provide that we will support the acquisition of the ;
 ‘iHazel/Peterson tract by the Federal Government if they will dedicate and,.
. pass ‘title for 150 acres of the tract to Prince William County for the .
" purpose of estagblishing a college or university and also contribute

R | K gt

‘ “$15 million for road improvements which will relieve the traffic load on »
-Routes 234 and 29 which' traverse the Battlefield. ¥

iy In view of the position which I have taken in this letter and in prior. "

- Bxecutive Sessions of the Board, I request that the proposed testimony be 2
changed accordingly. For example, I believe that it is inaccurate to say '

-:-in.Paragraph 2 of the section The Need for Econamic Development that the e

"o Prince William Board of County Supervisors so strongly supports the

William Center project." While I do support the original rezoning, I g
“‘cannot’ support use of the tract for a regional mall until the citizens of . &—
Prince William County have been given the opportunity to provide public = -
input through the established land use process.
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