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CITY OF VIRGINIA BEACH 
HISTORICAL REVIEW BOARD 

MEETING MINUTES 
 

WEDNESDAY, April 21, 2021 
4:00 P.M. 

 
VIRTUAL MEETING VIA WEBEX 

 
APPROVED MAY 19,2021 

 
Members Present 
Dick Poole - Vice Chair, Brian Facemire, Steve McNaughton, Mary Ann Schmidt, Jim Vachon 
 
Members Absent 
Josh Canada (note: he connected at the beginning of the meeting and then lost connection), Lynn 
Hightower, Damian Seitz 
 
City Staff Present 
Mark Reed, Jenizza Badua, Carolyn Smith  
 
Others Attending 
Megan Mowins, Katie Paulson, Clay Dills, Gerrie West 
 
The meeting was called to order at approximately 4:00 p.m. by the vice-chair, Dick Poole.  He 
asked the members to review the minutes from the March 17, 2021 meeting. Mary Ann Schmidt 
made a motion to approve the minutes as presented. The motion was seconded by Steve 
McNaughton. The minutes were approved unanimously. 
 
Certificate of Appropriateness Application #21-7 - Megan Mowins, owner, Mint Salon – 
Wall-mounted sign in existing sign box – 3157 Virginia Beach Boulevard, Suite 103, GPIN 
14970572200000 – Francis Land Historic and Cultural District  
 
Mark Reed introduced the application for a new sign for a business at 3157 Virginia Beach 
Boulevard in the Francis Land House district. He said that it is for Mint Salon and is proposing 
to insert a new sign in an existing internally illuminated box sign. He described the sign as black 
lettering on a white background and showed an illustration of it in the slide presentation.  He also 
showed current photographs of the location and noted the use of temporary sign banners by this 
and other businesses in the shopping center. 
 
Mr. Reed noted that this is typical of existing signs in the district and said that staff is 
recommending approval of the Certificate of Appropriateness. He asked Megan Mowins if she 
had anything else to add about her application. She did not have anything to add. 
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Mr. Poole opened up the item for discussion by the Review Board.  He commented on the 
internal illumination, which is contrary to the sign guidelines. He said he knows there are others 
in this district that have this and for today it is fine. He said we will need to address that in the 
new guidelines. 
 
There was no additional discussion and Steve McNaughton made a motion to approve as 
presented. Brian Facemire seconded the motion. There was no further discussion. The Historical 
Review Board voted unanimously to approve the application as submitted. 
 
Certificate of Appropriateness Application #21-8 - Nimmo United Methodist Church – 
Expansion of existing building with four separate additions and related improvements – 2200 
Princess Anne Road, GPIN 24140549070000 – Nimmo Church Historic and Cultural District 
 
Mr. Reed introduced the next hearing item, which is a proposal in the Nimmo Church district by 
the Nimmo Church to construct several additions.  He showed several diagrams to illustrate the 
existing building and the proposed additions, which would occur on all four sides. 
 
He noted that the new Fellowship Hall addition would be 2,940 square feet; the Choir Room 
addition would be 430 square feet; the Administrative Office addition would be 687 square feet; 
and the Welcome Center addition would be 1,500 square feet.  Mr. Reed also provided elevations 
of each side of the church to illustrate how the new additions would look, as well as artist 
renderings of the Welcome Center and Fellowship Hall. He then showed some existing 
photographs for the building’s elevations. 
 
Mr. Reed presented a slide that showed the evolution of the building from a drawing of how it 
looked in 1791 through 1991 showing a progression of its expansion and change.  He noted that 
the steeple had been constructed in 1893 on the front of the church. 
 
Mr. Reed then reviewed the materials that were proposed for the additions including asphalt 
shingles, hardieplank siding, storefront windows and divided light windows, trim and columns. 
He then moved forward with the staff recommendations. 
 
Administrative Office Addition – Staff recommended approval of this section as proposed.  He 
noted that this addition blocks more of the view of the original historic section of the church and 
is continuing the progression to envelope it with expansion. 
 
Choir Room Addition – Staff recommended approval with the following considerations: 

• Removal of the proposed brackets as a decorative element that is replicated from the 
historic section of the church.  Mr. Reed said that the addition needs to be distinguishable 
from the historic section. 

• Removal of the proposed cross from this addition as it replicates the cross at the top of 
the steeple and detracts from the impact of that historic element. 

 
Fellowship Hall Addition – Staff recommended approval with the following considerations: 

• Redesign of entrances on east and west elevations that have the round coupled columns 
that are out of character for the church. 
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• Removal of the proposed brackets as a decorative element that is replicated from the 
historic section of the church.   

 
Welcome Center Addition – Staff recommended denial and said that it was their opinion that 
nothing should be built in front of the steeple, which is a defining characteristic of the church. 
Mr. Reed said this would further envelope the historic church building in additions.  
 
Mr. Reed turned the floor over to Clay Dills to discuss the proposed project on behalf of the 
applicant. Mr. Dills said it is not the intent to replicate the historic brackets on the new additions. 
He said they can make them more contemporary compatible and less ornate. Mr. Reed said that 
could be acceptable, especially on the Fellowship Hall, but not on the Choir Room.   
 
Mr. Dills said the columned entries for the Fellowship Hall are the primary entry points. He said 
the tower at the end was more for of a ceremonial feature desired by the church and functions as 
egress. Mr. Dills suggested that they could reduce the scale of the columned entrances and look 
at square columns instead of round.  Mr. Poole agreed that changing the proportion and scale and 
converting to square columns could solve the issue.  Mr. McNaughton said he agreed.  Mr. Poole 
also said a simplified bracket is the direction we need to go. 
 
In discussing the Welcome Center, Mr. Dills said that they are trying to stay under the elevations 
set by the previous additions. He said there could be an additional foot or so that the elevation 
can be reduced. Mr. Dills then discussed the difficulty in placing the Welcome Center in another 
location due to the need to accomplish reasonable functionality for flow from the entrance into 
the sanctuary. He said they had looked at all of the options and the location proposed is the only 
one that works. 
 
Before Mr. Reed turned the item over to the Review Board chair to coordinate discussion, he 
noted that Mary Ann Schmidt needed to make a statement for the minutes.  Mary Ann Schmidt 
said  
she had been advised by the City Attorney that there is no conflict of interest, but she stated that 
she is a member of Nimmo Church. 
 
Mr. Poole opened the item up for discussion. Mr. McNaughton asked Mr. Dills to discuss the 
potential implications of shifting the Welcome Center addition in the direction of the proposed 
ramp. Mr. Dills said the more you move it away from the church the more it contributes to the 
current issues of flow and access to the sanctuary space. Brian Facemire asked about lowering 
the profile of the addition below a third. Mr. Dills said it is still an option for them, but they will 
need to consider impacts on building systems. Mr. Poole said on the other hand you don’t want 
to create too flat of a room. 
 
Mr. Poole initiated a question about the family bath space, which is in the historic section of the 
building. Mr. Dills said there is a strong desire from the church for that location. Mr. Poole 
suggested it could potentially be located in the space labeled as Library/Meeting with some 
alterations. 
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Mr. McNaughton asked staff if there were any concerns about the design or materials for the 
Welcome Center or if it was just the location in front of the steeple.  Mr. Reed said it was some 
of both.  He noted that the design was out of character for the district and the church is 
essentially the only building in the district to compare it to.  Mr. Dills said their proposal is 
purposefully contemporary compatible. He said in the informal review there was strong 
reservations about windows with divided lights, the ornamentation, and the lack of transparency. 
 
Mr. McNaughton asked if there could be some redesign that might be less modern.  Mr. Dills 
said that some sort of middle ground between the initial design and the current one could be 
possible with the church’s approval. Katie Paulson noted that the previous design related more to 
the existing modern additions than to the historic section. 
 
Mr. McNaughton made a motion not to approve but for the architect to provide revisions for the 
three additions that staff was recommending approval with design changed for the Columned 
entries, the brackets, the location of the family bath and the cross. 
 
Mr. McNaughton asked staff if there was potential for a redesign of the Welcome Center to be 
considered with placement in front of the steeple.  Mr. Reed said that the Board could request the 
applicant to defer the item pending submittal of a redesign.  He said that was essentially Mr. 
McNaughton’s motion for the other three additions. 
 
Mr. Reed then brought up on the screen a rendering of the earlier design that has been presented 
previously in an informal meeting.  He was able to put that image on the screen side by side with 
the current proposed design.  Mr. Poole noted that the new design protrudes more from the 
church. Mr. McNaughton said the earlier design appears more subordinate to the steeple. He said 
the proportions seem to pay a little more homage to the church. 
 
After brief discussion, Mr. Poole said he thinks we have approval for part of this and then we are 
looking for a redesign of the Welcome Center. Mr. McNaughton reiterated his motion to include 
redesign of the Welcome Center.  It was seconded by Mr. Facemire.  Mr. Reed requested 
clarification if the motion is to approve the three additions subject to redesign and submittal of 
the elements that have been identified for change.  Mr. McNaughton agreed. 
 
Mr. Dills asked if the motion was to find a middle ground between the two designs for the 
Welcome Center. Gerrie West asked for clarification about the ramp and whether it should be 
covered or uncovered. There was some discussion among Review Board members.  There was 
additional discussion about the Welcome Center and its location in front of the steeple. Mr. 
Poole revisited the motion and Mr. Dills asked for clarification of it included revisiting location 
of the Welcome Center addition. The Review Board said it did. 
 
Mr. Reed reviewed the motion as approval of the three proposed additions, the Administrative 
Offices, the Choir Room, and the Fellowship Hall, subject to resubmittal and approval of details 
related to the ornamentation of brackets and entrances on the Fellowship Hall (redesign) and the 
brackets and cross on the Choir Hall (remove).  He said the Review Board is requesting that the 
applicant defer action on the Welcome Center addition pending submittal of a revised design. 
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The motion was seconded by Brian Facemire. Mr. Poole called for a vote. The motion was 
approved with no objections. 
 
Staff Update 
 
Mark Reed provided a staff update on a number of items 
 
Mr. Reed provided some photographs of the completed Deck and Railing replacement at the 
Lynnhaven House Education Center.  He noted that the composite deck looks good and that he 
thought the Board made the correct decision to go back with the wooden railings.  He pointed out 
that a portion of the decking shows the ends for the boards, which reveals the composite nature 
of the planks.  Mr. Poole asked if they could put in a board to fix that.  Mr. Reed said he would 
make that request. 
 
Mr. Reed discussed the public meeting that was held the previous Thursday for the Design 
Standards and Review Guidelines project.  He said there were 35 people in attendance. Mr. Reed 
said the draft outline was delivered to him today and he will send it out to the Steering 
Committee and the Review Board with comments due back to him on May 5. 
 
Mr. Reed said that a draft outline for the Historic Preservation Program Strategic Plan has been 
reviewed by staff and the Steering Committee. He said there will be an online survey that should 
go live next week and will be up until May 16. 
 
Mr. Reed mentioned the Hotels multiple property documentation (MPD) and the Jefferson 
Manor Motel Apartments National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) nomination and said that 
the MPD was approved by the state on March 18 and Jefferson Manor was listed in the Virginia 
Landmarks Register. That has now been sent to the National Park Service for listing in the 
NRHP. 
 
Mr. Reed discussed other NRHP Nominations and Preliminary Information Forms (PIF)s that are 
in process. He said there are two nominations – L & J Gardens and Seatack – both of which are 
being partially funded by a National Park Service Historic Preservation Fund Underrepresented 
Communities grant and are historically African American Communities. Mr. Reed said that PIFs 
have been initiated for Chesapeake Beach and the Newsome Farm Cemetery. He noted that the 
PIF is to determine the eligibility of a resource or a district 
 
Mr. Poole asked if there was any old business or new business.  There was none. 
 
Mr. Poole asked for a motion to adjourn. Mr. Facemire presented a motion to adjourn. Mr. 
McNaughton seconded the motion. The motion was approved unanimously. 
 
The meeting was adjourned at 5:45 p.m.  

 


