Mayor Silberberg and Members of City Council:

Seminary Hill Association, Inc. (SHA), has reviewed and wholeheartedly supports the position of the Alexandria Federation of Civic Associations expressed in the May 31, 2016 letter “Proposed City Charter Amendment Regarding Special Use Permits.”  

On June 9, 2016, SHA’s Board of Directors voted to strongly urge you to reject City staff's proposal to "[o]nly require Planning Commission approval for all non-development SUPs."

Respectfully submitted,
[bookmark: _GoBack]/s/
Nancy R. Jennings
President, SHA
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Alexandria Federation of Civic Associations

May 31, 2016

The Hanorable Mayor ard Members of Counci)

The Honoralsle Members of the Planning Commission
Gty of Alexandria

301 King Sireat

Alexandria, Vieginia 22314

Subj: Propased Gity Charter Amendment Regarding Spacial Use Pamits

Desr Mambers of the City Gouncil and Piznaing Cormmission:

The Alexandria Fedansiion of Givio Assosiafions (AFGA), by & unanimous vole at s May 25,
2018 membsrship mesting, strangly opposes the staffs proposal that the City Charler be
amendsd to delete the City Counci's rasponsibity for the review and approvel of "use-tased”
Speciai se Permits

Ve Believe that ihe ulimate sesponsibilty for use based, non-devatapment Specisl Lise Permils
should remain with the City Counch, a5 i has since Alexanddiz frst adopted the SUP zoning
system, and as would coniinue 1o b ina cass for all other types of SUPs. Teminating the
process without final revisw and approval by the City Craunci woLld result in only a modest
efficiency—shostaning the sequerice by 3 matter of onfy a few days—bul would remove entirely
the opporturity for lnterested pastivs and iizens to participete in a review by their siscted
govering bady. These decisions afiect Alexandiia resiants and Alexandriz residants have an
impact on these dacisions through those representatives

The Gity Counci not inng ago adopted what was described as “binding mity policy” on civic
engagement, siating its purposs to be “to ensure that public participstion ir the formulation of
City pushie policy shali be welcomed and ancouraged” at a1 levels, citing the benefiis of such
engagerment in improving putiic understanding of and support for public policy decisiens,
“resuling in confidence in the quity of the public decision making process” and “reinforcing
mutual trust between the communily and City govaramant.” The City should now seek to
maintain and invigorate sfiective public particization in its pubtic policy decision-making pracess
rather than moving so quickly ta curial it

The Planning Commission serves as an edvisry body 1o Sty Councit and is well-suited to that
responsibiliy. We note inat meny SUPs are handled at the sdministrative fevel, and we have
taken o position an the proposed changes to add more to that number. But if an SUP warranls
the leve of review, consideration, and judgement represented by & public budy, it should
ulimately be the hody elected by and most directly accountable to the nespie.

Sinceraly,

Bl
Roy B BYA, Ch-Chalc
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