
ITA / Courthouse East Public Meeting Comments 
October 10, 2017 
6-8pm, Building 19, Rooms A & B 
 
 

• I feel very strongly that the development density for Courthouse area should 
remain at the existing guidelines of 1 house per acre. The 35 house plan would 
be a much better model. 53 homes in that area is way too many! – M.H. Moore 

• As we develop is the use of water from Lake Gaston being considered? Will that 
water last forever? I think that to continually slide the green line forward until all 
rural area is gone, is an unsound idea where the environment is concerned. 
Quick backward thinking for 2017. 

• Page 20 of the Master Plan – with a drainage and flood problems already 
existing with a budget that can only provide for 15-20 years to “fix” why are we 
continuing to develop which will mean creating new pump stations (new pump 
stations c pg. 20) and repairs (upgrading) to existing sanitary sewer system? 

• Please take care of our existing flood problems. (Drains, pipes, etc.) first. And not 
in 15-20 years. 

• I do not like the mixed use concept for municipal campus. This is already 
happening around the campus. To change the campus itself to increase the 
density would negate the historical value and aesthetics. I do not want to change 
it to look like Town Center or downtown Norfolk. The mixed use fits there in more 
urban area. 

• Cluster Development Alternative – too much density for this area. While I like this 
concept, it would be more fitting father north, e.g. Independence / PA / Salem. It 
does not belong in the courthouse area; negatively impacts the area 
infrastructure. Should adhere to Transition Area guidelines of 35 units. Worried 
about stormwater being further impacted. 

• Some dis-satisfaction w/the density planned for the new courthouse 
development. A very fragile environment for 50 houses. Hate to see the historic 
district turned into a housing development. 

• When an idea is being developed for an area and suddenly it becomes a part of 
the existing ITA study, I am a little surprised! AMAZING 

• Use of Kellam House for the purpose of events, weddings and other planned 
functions will draw more interest in the area while allowing the community to 
enjoy the natural charm and beauty of the property. 

• How do people know about these public hearings if not for reading Princess 
Anne Independent Newspaper (NOT the ONLINE version) would not have 
known. – Dianna Howard 

• Back Bay already floods and flows north more density will flood areas north of 
ITA – Dianna Howard 
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• Seems to me mix use at the Municipal Center taking away surface parking for a 
mixed use residential density is a bad idea. Why create more development where 
there is no drainage. – Dianna Howard 

• More employees for all these centers increasing Park & Rec breaking the backs 
of residents in taxes what is the cost no one said # of more employees or cost to 
build. – Dianna Howard 

• Stop, just stop!! Agenda 21 – sustainable development of high density urban 
centers – this encroachment of “cluster, mixed use” is destroying our rural 
communities – (cannot read name of signature) 

• Would it be easier to take the Princess Anne East property that is in the TA out of 
the TA? This would allow one to develop at whatever density one wants, which is 
not in keeping with the TA guidelines. – W Brown, (757) 650-2806 

• Why are we not focused on stormwater management of existing neighborhoods 
instead of out in the woods? This is the wrong priority. – Reid Greenmun 

• This is buying a large screen TV and inground swimming pool when the roof is 
leading and your house is falling down!!! What on Earth are you thinking?! 
People lost their homes due to flooding. 

• How can the public comment without any cost estimates and knowing how this 
will be paid for? These “public input” sessions are useless without that 
information. – Reid Greenmun 

• What happened to the Green Line? STOP residential development south of 
Indian River Rd. The transition area is a violation of the Green Line. 

• Transition area – 1 house per acre, “compact development” – one is in Pungo! 
Other at the municipal center. 

• Our city has misplaced priorities. We have zero need for spending tax funds and 
staff hours on non-essential development at “North Landing Park” and the (?) 
Agricultural Research and Education facility. – Reid Greenmun 

• I don’t believe the East Courthouse area should receive any “special” zoning to 
allow for much smaller lots. – North Landing Park seems like a good idea. Good 
to have river access north of Munden Point. 

• Relocating Public Works from Rosemont & Dam Neck to new location is a good 
idea. Public housing in Courthouse campus is a bad idea. 

• The city plans look promising to a revival of the courthouse area. The change to 
more dense development and good planning can make for a great place to live, 
work and play. 

• Weddings and other events at the Kellam House would be a wonderful way to 
keep the old home active and part of the history of the area. 
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Citizen Comments: 

 

There was significant concern about additional development and where storm water will go. The citizen 
who expressed the most concern lives in the Holland Road area north of the ITA. 

There was concern expressed about jet noise and especially its impact on the Biotech campus. 

The citizens wanted to know how much this is going to cost them. 

One person asked if the City’s water supply can meet the demand from additional development that 
might occur in the ITA. 

The citizens at our station did not seem to like the concept of a little higher density for Courthouse 
East.  One said he preferred larger lot size and suburban arrangement. 

There also was not much support for the mixed use concept to be added to the Municipal Center.  They 
basically said they didn’t think it was a good idea.  They noted that the businesses around the Municipal 
Center seem to be struggling. 

They seemed to like the North Landing Park in the southern part of the ITA, although one citizen said the 
City has a number of parks that are underutilized, so questioned the cost factor. 

There were questions about what will happen to the City property near Rosemont when those functions 
get moved to the proposed Municipal Services Facilities area. 

ITA Plan Review: 

The rep from UDA said he probably wanted to incorporate the information about the Virginia Beach 
Courthouse Village and Municipal Center Historic District having been placed on the Virginia Landmarks 
Register (September 21, 2017) and is expected to be placed on the National Register of Historic Places in 
two to three months.  Page 40 of the plan would be a good place to fit this in. 

Page 58 of the plan (History of Courthouse East) has incorrect information in the first paragraph.  As 
noted previously on page 40, the area became the county seat in 1823.  The earlier courthouses were 
located elsewhere in the county prior to then.  The courthouse does not date back to the 17th century. 
Built in 1822 (and first used January 1823) it dates to the first quarter of the 19th century. 

 
 

 


