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CITY OF VIRGINIA BEACH 
HISTORICAL REVIEW BOARD 

MEETING MINUTES 
Approved August 18, 2021 

 
WEDNESDAY, JUNE 23, 2021 

4:00 P.M. 
 

VIRGINIA BEACH CONVENTION CENTER, 1000 19TH STREET, SUITE 5 
 
Members Present 
Damian Seitz, Chair, Dick Poole, Vice Chair, Josh Canada, Steve McNaughton, Mary Ann Schmidt, 
Jim Vachon 
 
Members Absent 
Brian Facemire, Lynn Hightower 
 
City Council Liaison Present 
Barbara Henley 
 
City Staff Present 
Mark Reed 
 
Applicants Attending 
Dylan Diefenbach, Bob Kellam, Mitchell Peters, Willie Cooper, Carl Hebert (Public Works), 
Greg Schmitt, R.J. Nutter, Bill Mortorff 
 
Public Attending 
Bob Longworth, Sue Patrick, Donna Franken, Louis Jones 
 
The meeting was called to order at 4:02 p.m. by the chair, Damian Seitz.  He asked the members 
to review the minutes from the May 19, 2021 meeting. Mr. Seitz said he had a correction to a 
word on page 5.  He noted that in the fifth paragraph the word “internal” should be “external.”  
Mark Reed said he would make that correction. Steve McNaughton made a motion to approve 
the minutes as amended. The motion was seconded by Dick Poole. The minutes were approved 
as amended by a unanimous vote.  
 

• Certificate of Appropriateness Application #21-13 - 2400 Princess Anne Road 
Investments, LLC – McDonald’s; Building and Site improvements, including roof 
replacement; 2432/2436 Princess Anne Road, GPIN 14948390740000 – 
Courthouse Historic and Cultural District 

 
Mark Reed introduced the application for various building and site improvements for the 
McDonald’s restaurant located on Princess Anne Road in the Courthouse District. He noted that 
the majority of the work is replacement, including the roof, security and accent lighting, patio 
metal railing, three wall signs with the golden arches, menu board, painting of trim and siding 
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and a new storefront window. He noted that the applicant had provided two examples of the 
accent lighting for the Review Board to select their choice. He said staff is recommending 
approval. 
 
Mr. Dylan Diefenbach was in attendance representing the applicant.  Damian Seitz asked if the 
arches signs on the walls are externally illuminated.  Mr. Diefenbach said they are. 
 
Josh Canada made a motion to approve the application with use of the Hinkley Edgewater accent 
lighting fixture.  Steve McNaughton seconded the motion.  There was no additional discussion.  
The motion was approved by a vote of 6 – 0. 
 

• Certificate of Appropriateness Application #21-14 - Peter Industries, LLC – 
Biggby Coffee; Building and Site improvements, including new signs; 2422 
Princess Anne Road, GPIN 14949218960000 – Courthouse Historic and Cultural 
District 

 
Mr. Reed introduced the application for various building and site improvements for a Biggby 
Coffee operation in a former bank building located on Princess Anne Road in the Courthouse 
District. He noted that some of the proposed work is new and some is replacement of existing. 
He said that the Facebook page for Biggby Coffee has generated a lot of excitement from local 
residents originally from Michigan. 
 
Mr. Reed noted the following proposed building improvements: repaint all wood trim PPG1196-
7 orange poppy with front door painted black; construct dumpster/trash enclosure with three 
sides made of brick to match the building and a chain link fence painted orange poppy; replace 
existing drive through window with a single pane sliding window with a dark bronze metal 
frame; replacement or removal of all light fixtures with LED lighting; a freestanding internally 
illuminated menu board; a freestanding monument sign utilizing an existing base between the 
building and street; a banner sign attached above the front doorway; an internally illuminated 
directional sign on a post; and a large sign on the outside wall of the drive thru where an ATM 
had been installed. 
 
Mr. Reed noted that the proposed wall sign in the former ATM location exceeds the maximum 
size allowed for a sign and noted that it represents an oversized and overstated franchise sign that 
the Sign Guidelines recommend against.  He said staff recommends denial of this sign and 
suggested that the applicant could put a smaller sign with the “B” logo on the perpendicular wall 
that faces the street. 
 
Mr. Reed said staff is also concerned that the monument sign and banner sign as proposed may 
also represent oversized and overstated franchise type signs.  He said staff recommends that the 
height of the letters for each be reduced to no taller than one foot and the other sign elements be 
reduced in scale accordingly.  He also recommended that the banner sign letters be done in 
orange on white and eliminate the black outline for the lettering. 
 
Mr. Reed said that staff also recommends that the directional sign be externally illuminated 
instead of the proposed internally illuminated sign. 
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Bob Kellam spoke on behalf of the applicant. He said that they need to fill the hole in the wall 
left by the removal of the ATM machine. He said it currently has a painted board covering it and 
they need to improve that aesthetic. He suggested that they could do a sign that is just the 
international symbol for coffee. 
 
Mr. Kellam said that there simply is not enough space in the grassy strip between this property 
and the adjacent property to externally illuminate the directional sign. He said it needs to be 
internally illuminated. 
 
The Review Board discussed the paint colors.  Damian Seitz said that there would be too much 
orange and did not agree with the Staff Report assessment of it blending in with the brick. He 
said the combination with the proposed black door area would be garish.  It was suggested that 
just the fascia board be painted in the orange poppy and the door and other areas retain the 
existing beige color. 
 
Bob Kellam said that they are okay with painting just the fascia board orange and leaving the 
rest, including the door, the beige color.  
 
Josh Canada noted that the proposed light fixtures look better than the old ones. 
 
Mr. Seitz addressed the infill for the ATM cavity. He said he would prefer brick but could accept 
a panelized infill that would be similar in style to the front door panels. 
 
There was some discussion about the directional sign.  Steve McNaughton said he favored 
external illumination to be consistent with the guidelines.  Mr. Canada said that the signs are 
primarily black, and the internal illumination would not be overly bright. 
 
Mr. Canada made a motion to approve the application as presented on condition the ATM panel 
cavity is filled with a painted wood panel, the orange poppy paint is only used on the fascia 
board on the building, and the banner signs are limited to letters that are no taller the one foot in 
height, other sign elements are scaled accordingly and the banner sign has orange letters with no 
black outline.  The motion also stated that the directional sign may be internally illuminated as 
shown.  Dick Poole seconded the motion.  There was no additional discussion. 
 
The Historical Review Board approved the motion by a vote of 5 to 1.  Mr. McNaughton 
dissented due to the internal illumination of the directional signs being inconsistent with the sign 
guidelines. 
 

• Certificate of Appropriateness Application #21-15 - City of Virginia Beach 
Department of Public Works – Building 2; Exterior Renovations; 2405 
Courthouse Road, GPIN 14948149580000 – Courthouse Historic and Cultural 
District 

 
Mr. Reed introduced the proposed changes to the Operations Building, also known as Building 2, 
at the City’s Municipal Center.  He noted this is in conjunction with the City of Virginia Beach’s 
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repurposing of the building to become the Police Department’s first precinct building among 
other related uses. He said the internal renovations are underway and the changes to the interior 
are designed to match up with internal layouts.  He noted that most Review Board members are 
familiar with Building 2 since they used to meet there. 
 
Mr. Reed noted that much of the proposed project focuses on changes to the building’s entrances 
and a reorientation from the previous north/south entry to an east/west arrangement.  He said that 
the primary entrance will be on the east façade and that this placement contributes to the 
aesthetic of the access and entry approach to the nearby new City Hall building. 
 
Mr. Reed discussed the reconfiguring of the north and south entrances, including removal of 
access steps and ramps and regrading and altering the landscape on those sides of the building. 
These will now be staff only entrances and portions of the previous access areas will be 
converted to patio areas. 
 
Mr. Reed discussed the installation of fencing and vehicular and pedestrian gates for the loading 
dock area on the north side and the recently constructed parking area on the west side. The 
security fencing is eight-foot tall aluminum ornamental spike-topped picket fence painted black. 
He noted that the loading dock roof will be replaced with slate gray standing seam metal. 
 
Mr. Reed explained the proposed changes to the west façade entrances.  He noted that the 
existing entrance in the center of the building will be renovated to include columns and a portico. 
It will be similar to the entrance on the east side, but on a much smaller scale. A ramp to the 
doorway is also proposed to be constructed. 
 
He also discussed the new entrance that will replace a window opening on the basement level 
and will require closing a window opening on the first floor. This will include new construction 
of a columned porte cochère and a connecting covered walkway to the new entrance. 
 
Mr. Reed described the changes to the east façade, which will function as the public entrance. He 
noted that this previous staff only entrance was at the top of a berm that covered the tunnel 
between Buildings 1 and 2.  The tunnel was demolished as part of the new City Hall project.   
 
The proposed entrance enhancements include a three-bay wide and two-story tall portico with 
engaged columns/pilasters.  The portico extends about seven feet out and is supported by four 
square fluted columns with capital and base. The entrance will be accessed from a paved plaza 
area via concrete steps.  Mr. Reed noted that the location, scale and decorative nature of the 
proposed portico will fit well with the scale of Building 2, will complement the design and scale 
of the new City Hall building, and will enhance the public approach to City Hall. 
 
Mr. Reed noted that a new entrance is also proposed on the north side of this primary entrance at 
the basement level. It has a proposed similar design and scale as the renovated entrance on the 
west side with a portico and two columns. Mr. Reed said it is staff’s opinion that this entrance 
design is overdone for a secondary or limited access entrance at the basement level. He said the 
placement of the portico and columns draw too much attention to this entrance and may compete 
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unnecessarily with the main entrance.  He said staff recommends that this be redesigned to 
remove the columns and portico and go with a simpler entablature and crown. 
 
Mr. Reed noted that there is expected to be lettering on the east façade to identify the building 
and is expected to be eight-inch tall individual metal letters.  He said that was not submitted for 
approval with this application.   
 
Mr. Reed discussed the proposed lighting.  There are two decorative fixtures proposed for the 
east façade for the two inner columns.  He said it is a ball in basket design and noted that a white 
ball light with the word POLICE on it is often associated with police stations.  He said that two 
of these fixtures are also proposed for the two columns at the west entrance.  Mr. Reed noted the 
several entrances will have recessed down lights in the soffits in a light wheat color to be similar 
to the paint scheme. 
 
Mr. Reed noted that there is a proposed skylight for the roof of Building 2.  He said that they are 
constructing an atrium in the interior to be illuminated through the skylight. The installation of 
the skylight will require some modifications to the ridge that transects the top of the roof that 
will not be visible from ground level.  The skylight will be made of translucent white Kalwall 
panels with aluminum framing. It will have a hipped roof shape and a north south orientation.   
 
Mr. Reed showed s graphic of the projected visibility of the skylight above the roofline. He noted 
that it is projected there will only be certain areas around the building where the top of the 
skylight will be visible, mostly at some distance away from Building 2.  He noted that it would 
be desirable if they could adjust the design to eliminate any visibility from ground level.  
 
Willie Cooper of Clark Nexsen and Carl Hebert of the City of Virginia Beach Public Works 
Department spoke on behalf of the applicant. Mr. Hebert said the project was designed by 
Moseley Architects and MEB will be doing the construction. 
 
Mr. Cooper said they are mitigating the tall walls on the north side with berming.  He noted that 
they tried to downplay the lighting with the down light fixtures. He said that they tried to match 
elements from City Hall, such as the windows. Mr. Cooper said they would have no problem 
with making adjustments to the east side basement entrance. 
 
Mr. Cooper addressed the skylight and said it has a powerful impact as a symbol for the project. 
He noted that it is very modern and is symbolic of the rebirth of Building 2.  He said that they 
made an effort to minimize its visual impact. 
 
Damian Seitz read the following statement into the meeting minutes: 
 
Pursuant to the Virginia Conflict of Interests Act, Sections 2.2-3115(F), Code of Virginia, I make 
the following declarations: 
 

1. I am executing this written disclosure regarding the Historical Review Board’s 
discussion and vote on the application of the City of Virginia Beach for a 
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certificate of appropriateness for Municipal Center Complex Building 2, which 
is located at 2405 Courthouse Drive, Virginia Beach, VA 23456. 

 
2. Clark Nexsen is one of the applicant’s service providers with respect to this 

application. 
 

3. I am an employee of Clark Nexsen, and its address is 4525 Main Street, Suite 
1400, Virginia Beach, Virginia 23462. 

 
4. I will abstain from participating in the Board’s consideration of this application.      

 

I respectfully request that you record this declaration in the official records of the Historical 
Review Board. Thank you for your assistance in this matter. 
 
Dick Poole presented a motion to approve the application as presented with the condition that the 
proposed basement entrance doorway be redesigned to be less elaborate.  The motion was 
seconded by Josh Canada.  There was no discussion. 

The Certificate of Appropriateness was issued upon a vote of 5 – 0 with Mr. Seitz abstaining. 

• Certificate of Appropriateness Application #21-10 – Royal Farms; 
Construction of Convenience Store, Fuel pumps and canopy, Car Wash and 
associated signs and equipment; Corner of Princess Anne Road and General 
Booth Boulevard, GPIN 24140508440000 – Nimmo Church Historic and Cultural 
District 

 
Mr. Reed introduced the proposed Royal Farms convenience store, fuel canopy and car wash 
new construction in the Nimmo Church District.  He noted that this project was presented to the 
Review Board at its May 19 meeting. He said the Review Board suggested numerous design 
changes for the proposed project and the applicant has addressed most of those requested 
changes. 
 
Mr. Reed said that they have made adjustments to the site layout by closing off one of the 
entrances from Princess Anne Road and moving the proposed car wash structure farther away 
from the adjacent Nimmo Church property. He showed slides of the revised drawings for the 
convenience store showing the all brick façade on all sides with a single course line of accent 
brick around the building at the water table level.  He noted that the ice and propane vending has 
been moved around to the side with a wing wall to screen the storage containers. He pointed out 
the canvas awnings instead of the previously proposed metal ones.  He said they did not remove 
the cupola as had been suggested. 
 
Mr. Reed said they had reduced the amount of accent color considerably, but still retained it in 
the gable area of the storefront and above the car wash entrance and exit. 
 
Mr. Reed noted that the revised proposal includes brick columns for all pillars supporting the 
fuel canopy. 
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He said that the sconce lighting on the car wash is now uniform, employing just the gooseneck 
lamp. 
 
Mr. Reed then addressed site signage.  He noted that all of the signs related to the car wash had 
been simplified, generally with just two colors and no additional graphics, such as water 
droplets.  He also said that all of these signs, including the menu board, are now proposed to be 
externally illuminated.  
 
Mr. Reed said that the other site signage, including the directional signs at the entrances and the 
wall signs for the store and fuel canopy are now proposed to be externally illuminated. He noted 
that the applicant has still proposed that the freestanding sign along General Booth Boulevard 
with the business name and fuel prices be internally illuminated.  Mr. Reed said staff is 
recommending that this sign should be externally illuminated per the sign guidelines. 
 
Mr. Reed said the proposed material for the gate for the dumpster enclosure has been changed 
from chain link with tan vinyl slats to a composite material.  It is proposed in the Weatherwood 
color and a sample of the material was shown.  Similarly, the proposed fence material has been 
changed from a somewhat glossy tan vinyl to a composite material by Sherwood. A sample of 
this material was shown. 
 
Mr. Reed said that the applicant has made significant adjustments and has responded to most of 
the recommendations from staff and from the Review Board. He said staff recommends approval 
with the condition the freestanding fuel price sign be externally illuminated. 
 
R.J. Nutter spoke on behalf of the applicant.  He noted that the first site plan did not illustrate the 
trees very well that will provide a good vegetative buffer between this parcel and the Nimmo 
Church parcel.  He said they changed how that is represented on the revised site plan. He said on 
the site plan you can see that they are closing off the shared access. 
 
Mr. Nutter noted that they relocated the car wash on the site to get it farther away from the 
church. He said it is now over 300 feet from the church. He said the convenience store is 350 feet 
away from the church. 
 
Mr. Reed informed the Review Board that there are members of the public that have signed up to 
speak on this agenda item.  He called for Sue Patrick to come forward. 
 
Sue Patrick thanked the Historical Review Board and staff for reviewing the issue and preserving 
the history of the area. She said that the Review Board met on site and no one was allowed to be 
there, but Mr. Nutter met with the group. 
 
Ms. Patrick said she does not represent Nimmo Church.  She said it is good that the car wash has 
been moved farther away.  She said that between the Church and the store is a cemetery and that 
should be respected. 
 
Mr. Reed called Bob Longworth forward. 
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Bob Longworth said he is the cemetery director. He said that in August 2016 the Review Board 
approved a columbarium but made them move it from the proposed location so as not to block 
the view of the church from General Booth Boulevard. He said that church and community 
members will no longer want to use the cemetery and that will mean less funds coming into the 
church for care and the cemetery will get overgrown. 
 
Mr. Reed called Donna Franken forward. 
 
Ms. Franken said she appreciates the changes that Mr. Nutter noted have been made.  She said 
the main thing is that the proposed use for the land is not compatible. She said a funeral home 
would be compatible and even an office building would be compatible. 
 
Mr. Nutter came forward and asked to address some of the public statements. He said the June 4 
meeting was a public meeting and was advertised as such. He also noted that the land use issue is 
for City Council to decide. 
 
The Historical Review Board discussed the application.  Mary Ann Schmidt said that they did 
everything we asked them to do.  She noted that additional trees have been cut down in the 
vicinity of the district for the road project. 
 
Damian Seitz noted a pinch point on the site off of a corner of the store where there will be little 
vegetative buffer between the church property and the store. He asked if there is anything greater 
than the Category IV Buffer that is called for. 
 
Mr. Nutter said they can’t plant trees due to the utility easement.  He said they have discussed 
putting in shrubs that can be eight to ten feet tall. 
 
Steve McNaughton said he wished to withdraw his comment made at the May meeting about 
removing the cupola. 
 
Mr. Seitz, Mr. McNaughton and Dick Poole asked to go on record as stating that it is their 
opinion that this is not a compatible use for the site. 
 
There was some discussion about the proposed internally illuminated freestanding sign.  It was 
noted that it is along the roadway at a far end of the district. Josh Canada and Mr. Poole said they 
are okay with the sign being internally illuminated. 
 
Mr. Canada made a motion to approve the application as presented.  Mr. Poole seconded the 
motion.  
 
Mr. Seitz asked about having them add additional planting as a buffer.  Mr. Canada asked if that 
was the board’s purview.  Mr. Nutter said they will try to put in additional buffer plantings as 
may be allowed by the easement. 
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There was no additional discussion.  The Review Board voted 6 – 0 to issue a Certificate of 
Appropriateness for the project design as presented today. 
 
The meeting was adjourned at 6:06 p.m. 


