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LEXINGTON ARCH IT ECT URALREVIEW BOARD  

Thursday, August 4, 2022 at  5:00 P.M. 
Second Floor Conference Room, Lexington City Hall 

 300 E. Washington Street, Lexington, VA 
 

 AGENDA 
 

1. CALL TO ORDER 
 

2. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
 

3. APPROVAL OF MINUTES: 
A. July 21, 2022 Minutes* 

 
4. NEW BUSINESS: 

A. Elect Chairperson 
1) Nominations 
2) Motion & Vote 

 
B. Elect Vice-chairperson 

1) Nominations 
2) Motion & Vote 
 

C. COA 2022-16: an application by Sarah Dyer for a Certificate of Appropriateness for new 
signage for the Purveyors on Main business at 29 South Main Street, Tax Map # 23-1-
77, owned by Robert Agnor. 
1) Staff Report* 
2) Applicant Statement 
3) Public Comment 
4) Board Discussion & Decision 

 
D. COA 2022-18: an application by Trevania Cottrill for a Certificate of Appropriateness for 

the installation of a weather/traffic camera on the roof of the Bank of the James building at 
45 South Main Street, Tax Map #23-1-82, owned by Bank of the James. 
1) Staff Report* 
2) Applicant Statement 
3) Public Comment 
4) Board Discussion & Decision 
 

5. OTHER BUSINESS  
 
6. ADJOURN  

*indicates attachment 
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  Lexington Architectural Review Board 
  Thursday, July 21, 2022 – 5:00 p.m.  

Second Floor Conference Room 
Lexington City Hall 

MINUTES 
 
Architectural Review Board:   City Staff: 
Present: C. Alexander, Chair   Arne Glaeser, Planning Director 

A. Bartenstein    Kate Beard, Administrative Assistant 
J. Goyette     
R. LeBlanc, Vice-Chair 
E. Teaff 
     

Not Present: B. Crawford, Alternate 
  
CALL TO ORDER: 

Chair Alexander called the meeting to order at 5:01 p.m. 
 
AGENDA: 

J. Goyette moved to approve the agenda as presented and A. Bartenstein seconded.  R. 
LeBlanc suggested moving the elections of Chair and Vice-Chair to the end of the New Business 
section of the meeting and Board Members Goyette and Bartenstein agreed.  The agenda was 
unanimously approved with that amendment.  (R. LeBlanc / C. Alexander)  
 
MINUTES: 
 The minutes from the June 16, 2022 meeting were unanimously approved as presented. (C. 
Alexander / J. Goyette)  
 
CITIZENS’ COMMENTS ON MATTERS NOT ON THE AGENDA:  
 None 
 
NEW BUSINESS:  
A. COA 2022-08: an application by David Amory, NB+C agent for T-Mobile for a 

Certificate of Appropriateness to install four new Ericsson AIR6419_B41 antennas on 
the roof at 30 South Main Street, Tax Map # 23-1-188, owned by Ugo Benicasa. 
1) Staff Report – A. Glaeser reported that at its June 16, 2022 meeting, the Board voted to 

table further discussion of this application to allow the applicant to explore other potential 
“stealth” installation options for the four proposed additional antennas.  The applicant is 
now proposing to install the antennas inside a stealth chimney to be located on the roof of 
the penthouse at an additional height of 10.5 feet, rather than mounting them to the exterior 
of the building.  There are no proposed changes to the existing antennas.  The applicant has 
provided updated drawings showing proposed location and mounting details, as well as 
details for the proposed stealth chimney. 

2) Applicant Statement – Andy Smith, NB+C agent for T-Mobile, was present to answer 
questions and discuss the application.  C. Alexander noted that while email correspondence 
with the applicant indicated there was to be no change to the brackets for the 8 existing 
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antennas, the drawings clearly indicate their replacement.  She asked for clarification.  Mr. 
Smith stated the proposal was to have the existing antennas remain at their current locations 
and that he was not made aware of a request to change their mounts.  There was discussion 
about the possibility of housing the 8 existing antennas in the other existing chimneys once 
some existing equipment is decommissioned.  Mr. Smith indicated that would not be 
possible given size constraints.  R. LeBlanc suggested that should the Board decide to 
approve the proposal for the 4 additional antennas the motion should clearly specify that 
the approval does not include any modification to the existing 8 antennas or their mounts.  
Addressing the proposed new stealth chimney, C. Alexander said she believed the intention 
was for it to match the existing chimney.  R. LeBlanc indicated that she thought that would 
be acceptable.  She noted that the existing chimney does not appear to be fake and the size 
of the building is able to reasonably accommodate multiple chimneys.  A. Bartenstein 
stated his primary concern was that the chimney placement be logical.  The Board then 
reviewed the drawings and discussed the placement and dimensions of the proposed 
chimney as it would relate to the existing chimney.  Mr. Smith indicated that, provided the 
antennas fit, the chimney could be made to match the existing chimney.  He added that it 
would be hand painted to exactly match the brick and mortar of the building.  C. Alexander 
pointed out that the drawings provided for the proposed chimney were from a different 
vendor and the sizing did not match what was shown on the roof plans.  She requested that 
chimney dimensions be shown on the roof plans.  Board Members LeBlanc and Alexander 
indicated they thought it would not be necessary for the dimensions of new chimney to 
exactly match those of the existing chimney provided they were similar.  Responding to a 
question from R. LeBlanc, A. Glaeser confirmed that, given the age of the application, the 
Board could not postpone the vote for this application without the applicant’s agreement.  
It was then determined that the drawings provided for the proposed stealth chimney were 
not for the subject proposal, but for an earlier project for a different cellular provider.  C. 
Alexander said she understood that the intent may have been to provide the drawings as a 
reference, but that she would want to see plans for what would actually be built for the 
subject proposal.  A. Bartenstein asked for clarification of the actual height of the stealth 
chimney being proposed. 

3) Public Comment – None 
4) Board Discussion & Decision – R. LeBlanc moved to deny the application because 

there are too many plan details that are unclear, and to allow the applicant to submit 
a new application with clear details without having to pay the application fee.  E. Teaff 
seconded and the motion passed unanimously.  (5-0) 
 

B. COA 2022-13: an application by Tim Welsh for a Certificate of Appropriateness for 
exterior improvements at 9 North Randolph Street, Tax Map #24-1-6, owned by 
Goodman Properties, LLC. 
1) Staff Report – This is an application to approve a Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) for 

exterior improvements and painting at 9 North Randolph Street.  The application proposes 
the following improvements: 
• Removal of the storm door from the front entrance. 
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• Removal of the vinyl siding from the existing rear addition to the building to expose 
the wood siding beneath. 

• Replacing the modern, metal columns on the front porch with painted wooden column 
posts more in keeping with what would have existed in the 19th century. 

• Adding an entrance with a covered porch on the southern side of the building. 
• Upgrading and adding windows on the existing rear addition. 
• Installing wooden, picket fencing to screen the HVAC units per the zoning 

requirements. 
• Installation of (2) WAC Lighting Double Spot (WP-LED430) lights in white finish on 

the rear corners of the house, just below the roofline. 
• Painting the exposed wooden siding on the rear of the house and the new front porch 

columns Decorator’s White (OC-149) to match the brick façade. 
• Painting the roofs and windows Davenport Tan (HC-76). 
• Painting the entry door slab Wedgewood Gray (HC-146). 
• Construction behind the building of a limestone gravel parking lot with 8-10 parking 

spots.  The applicant will plant 1 tree every 40 feet along the edge of the parking lot in 
compliance with the zoning requirements for parking lots adjacent to other properties. 

Director Glaser clarified that the entrance to the driveway is to the left of the building and 
the parking lot would be behind it. 

2) Applicant Statement – Tim Welsh, applicant, said he and his wife own the property 
immediately to the north and one of the parcels to the rear of the subject property and are 
excited about the project.  He stated the house was built in 1828.  He indicated that they 
intend to use the downstairs as office space and possibly using the upstairs as residential, 
which is why they are proposing a separate, covered entry.  Responding to a question from 
R. LeBlanc, Mr. Welsh confirmed that there is only one existing window on the rear of the 
structure, which they intend to replace, and one door which will remain. 

3) Public Comment – None 
4) Board Discussion & Decision – J. Goyette moved to approve COA 2022-13 as 

presented.  R. LeBlanc seconded and the motion passed unanimously.  (5-0) 
 

C. COA 2022-14: an application by John Adamson to amend a previously approved 
Certificate of Appropriateness for exterior improvements at 115 West Nelson Street, 
Tax Map #23-1-52, owned by 115 West Nelson St, LLC. 
1) Staff Report – This is an application to amend a previously approved Certificate of 

Appropriateness (COA) for 115 W. Nelson Street.  A COA application for multiple exterior 
improvements to the property was approved by the ARB on March 3, 2022.  Since that 
time, the applicant’s proposal for the front entryway was not approved by the Department 
of Historic Resources (DHR).  For that reason the applicant is now proposing changes to 
the previously approved entryway, storefront, and entry door position (as shown on the 
updated front elevation).  He is also requesting approval of the paint color Shenandoah 
Taupe (AC-36) for the cornice, windows and storefront panels and the installation of a dark 
bronze, standing seam shed roof over the rear loading dock in lieu of the previously 
approved awning.   
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2) Applicant Statement – John Adamson, applicant, reminded the Board that the proposal 
approved in March included a recessed front entryway.  DHR’s concern with that proposal 
was that it was not true to the original, historic entrance to the building.  He indicated that 
DHR wanted the glass to all be moved to the front of the building, which presented some 
challenges with egress.  The current proposal is for 3 equal 5’ panels to the right of the 
center pilaster and 2 equal 5’ panels to its left with a 3’ wide door and a side lite that bridges 
the gap to appear as a third 5’ panel.  He proposed either installing an insulation panel or 
mail slot, painted the color of the other panels, in the bottom side lite to make it appear 
more balanced with the other panel molding.  He said that DHR’s other request was to 
make the store front glass panes as large, and with as few divisions as possible.  Responding 
to a question from A. Bartenstein, Mr. Adamson said the door had to be located to the far 
left given issues related to grade.  Responding to a question from J. Goyette, he stated the 
narrow bottom panel immediately to the right of the door could be a painted panel similar 
to the other lower panels rather than glass.  There was some discussion about altering the 
proportions/scale of the window panels/mullions in various ways, but ultimately the Board 
seemed to agree that only the bottom side lite should be modified to appear similar to the 
adjacent paneling.  Addressing the changes to the rear of the building, Mr. Adamson stated 
he has not seen an awning he likes the look of and believes the proposed shed roof will be 
easier to keep clean, maintained and attractive long term.  He proposed painting the new 
utility door gray to match the Dominion utility cabinet, electric meter and mesh screening, 
rather than white as was previously approved, and a dark bronze finish for the rear entry 
door to match the front entry, rather than the blue indicated in the updated drawing.  

3) Public Comment – None 
4) Board Discussion & Decision – R. LeBlanc moved to approve COA 2022-14 as 

submitted with the understanding that the lowest square portion of the side lite on 
the front of the building will contain an aluminum insert painted to match the 
adjacent panels; the standing seam shed roof on the rear of the building is accepted 
as proposed; the rear utility door will be painted to match the color of Dominion 
power cabinet; and the rear entry door will be the same as that proposed for the front 
entry.  J. Goyette seconded and the motion passed unanimously.  (5-0) 

 
D. COA 2022-15: an application by John Adamson for a Certificate of Appropriateness 

for exterior improvements at 35 North Main Street, Tax Map #17-1-29, owned by Annie 
P, LLC. 
1) Staff Report – This is an application to approve a Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) for 

multiple exterior improvements at 35 North Main Street.  Director Glaeser suggested the 
applicant explain the proposed improvements. 

2) Applicant Statement – The applicant, John Adamson offered the following: 
1. Front elevation: 

a. Installation of a new gas lantern above the door.    
b. Installation of lights on either side of the main entry door.  
c. Installation of a bluestone sill at the threshold of the entry door. 
d. Addition of an address plaque to the left of the door, similar to The Georges. 
e. New six-light mahogany entry doors painted Stratton Blue (HC-142). 
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f. Addition of lights to the existing sign bracket. 
g. Installation of a new sign on the existing bracket. 
h. Painting the keystones above the windows. 
i. Restoration of the screen louvres at the cornice line. 
j. Painting all wood trim Shenandoah Taupe (AC-36). 

 
2. South elevation: 

a. Installation of new gas lanterns on the pilasters. 
b. Repairing and repainting the grate in the sidewalk. 
c. Removal of the existing menu board. 
d. Removal of the electrical conduit from the side of the building. 
e. Repainting the balconies Shenandoah Taupe (AC-36). 

3) Public Comment – None 
4) Board Discussion & Decision – R. LeBlanc moved to approve COA 2022-15 as 

presented with three modifications: 1) the bracket and sign proposed for the corner 
of the building are approved provided they match the sign currently hanging from 
the Marshall Building on Main Street in every respect; and 2) a new application 
with additional detail must be submitted for approval of the sign over the front 
entrance door 3) and approval of the window film.  C. Alexander seconded and the 
motion passed unanimously.  (5-0)  A. Glaeser noted that the applicant did not provide 
details for the light fixtures proposed for either side of the entry door with the application 
but wished to share details about those proposed fixtures.  Mr. Adamson passed around a 
spec sheet for the Chara Square 12 outdoor wall sconce by Tech Lighting in black.  Mr. 
Adamson requested approval to install the sconces on either side of the entry door and 
balcony doors.  R. LeBlanc asked if the sconces were dark sky compliant.  Mr. Adamson 
said the sconces could be capped and would only provide down-light.  C. Alexander 
moved to approve installation of the Chara Square 12 sconces on either side of the 
entry door as shown on the application schematic with the understanding that they 
must be dark sky compliant and only provide down-light.  R. LeBlanc seconded and 
the motion passed unanimously. (5-0) 
 

E. Elect Chair and Vice-Chair 
 After receiving confirmation from Director Glaeser that the elections could be postponed, 
J. Goyette moved to postpone the elections for Chair and Vice-Chair until the August 4, 
2022 meeting.  R. LeBlanc seconded and the motion passed without objection. 
 
OTHER BUSINESS:  
 None 

 

ADJOURN: 
The meeting adjourned unanimously at 6:32 p.m. (E. Teaff / C. Alexander) 

 
 

    _______________________________________ 
    C. Alexander, Chair, Architectural Review Board 
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Staff Report                                  
Lexington, VA Historic Downtown Preservation District COA 

COA 2022-16 29 S. Main Street Signs 
 

 
 

Prepared by the City of Lexington Department of Planning and Development for the ARB Meeting on August 4, 2022 
Page 1 of 3 

Project Name New signage for Purveyors on Main 
  
Property Location 29 South Main Street 
     
Zoning C-1 (Commercial District (Central Business)) and Historic 

Downtown Preservation District 
 
Owner/Applicant H and K Properties (manager) /Sarah Dyer & Kali McLeod  
 

 
OVERVIEW OF REQUEST 

 
This is an application to approve a Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) for a new projecting sign 
and hanging sign for the Purveyors on Main business at 29 South Main Street. 
 

29 South Main Street existing conditions 
 

 
 

The proposed projecting sign, to be located at the front of the building, is a 45” by 28” oval sign made 
of illuminate with white lettering and graphics on a black background and hung from the existing 
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Lexington, VA Historic Downtown Preservation District COA 

COA 2022-16 29 S. Main Street Signs 
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bracket.  The proposed hanging sign, to be located under the roof covering the rear entrance to the 
building, is a 41” by 13” rectangular aluminum sign in black and white.  Neither sign will be 
illuminated.  Sign graphic and mounting hardware details are included in the application. 
 
ARB Considerations 
Section 420-8.5.A. (Historic Downtown Preservation District) requires a Certificate of 
appropriateness. No improvement, structural or otherwise, in the Historic Downtown Preservation 
District shall be located, constructed, reconstructed, altered, repaired or demolished unless a permit 
therefor is issued by the Zoning Administrator. No such permit shall be issued unless a certificate of 
appropriateness is issued for such purpose by the Architectural Board and unless the location, 
construction, reconstruction, alteration, repair or demolition thereof otherwise complies with the 
requirements of the Building Code and other ordinances and laws applicable and relating thereto.   
 
Section 420-8.6.B. (Historic Downtown Preservation District) directs the Architectural Review 
Board to consider the following factors to be evaluated before issuing a Certificate of 
Appropriateness (COA): 

1.  The historical or architectural value and significance of the building or structure and its 
relationship to or congruity with the historic value of the land, place or area in the Historic 
Downtown Preservation District upon which it is proposed to be located, constructed, 
reconstructed, altered or repaired. 

2. The appropriateness of the exterior architectural features of such building or structure to such 
land, place or area and its relationship to or congruity with the exterior architectural features 
of other land, places, areas, buildings or structures in the Historic Downtown Preservation 
District and environs. 

3. The general exterior design, arrangement, textures, materials, planting and color proposed to be 
used in the location, construction, alteration or repair of the building, structure or 
improvement and the types of window, exterior doors, lights, landscaping and parking viewed 
from a public street, public way or other public place and their relationship to or congruity 
with the other factors to be considered by the Board under this section. 

4. Any applicable provisions of the city’s design guidelines.  
(Applicable sections of the Lexington Design Guidelines are:  

Section IX.A & B Guidelines for Signs. on page IX-1) 
https://www.lexingtonva.gov/home/showpublisheddocument/1506/637661128242230000 

Section 420-8.10. (Historic Downtown Preservation District) states that the Board shall prescribe the 
character, type, color and materials used in the erection, posting, display or maintenance of signs 
permitted in the Historic Downtown Preservation District, and, in so doing, the Board shall give due 
consideration to the purposes of such signs and require that they be in harmony with the exterior 
general design, arrangement, textures, materials, color and use of the building or structure on or at 
which they are erected, posted, displayed or maintained and congruous with the purposes and 
objectives declared in 420-8.1, without defeating the purpose for which such signs are intended.  
 
The Board shall take all of the above factors into consideration when considering the application.  The 
Board shall not necessarily consider detailed designs, interior arrangement or features of a building or 
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Lexington, VA Historic Downtown Preservation District COA 

COA 2022-16 29 S. Main Street Signs 
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structure which are not subject to public view from a public street, public way or other public place 
and shall not impose any requirements except for the purpose of preventing developments 
incongruous with the historic aspects of the surroundings and the Historic Downtown Preservation 
District.  

Staff Recommendation 

Staff finds the proposed improvements meet the zoning criteria.  
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Lexington, VA Historic Downtown Preservation District COA 
COA 2022-17 Bank of the James Rooftop Camera Installation 
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Project Name Bank of the James Rooftop Camera Installation 
 
Property Location 45 South Main Street 
     
Zoning C-1 (Commercial District (Central Business)) and Historic 

Downtown Preservation District 
 
Owner/Applicant Bank of the James/Trevania Cottrill 
 

 
OVERVIEW OF REQUEST 

 
This is an application to approve a Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) for the already installed 
WMVision WxVision Model Pro2PTZ weather camera on the roof of the Bank of the James 
building at 45 South Main Street. 

 
45 South Main Street existing conditions 

   
 

The applicant describes the camera as a small, IP based, pan and tilt camera mounted on a galvanized 
pole.  The camera rotes 360 degrees and can tilt up and down.  The pole is on a non-penetrating 
mount on the roof of the building.  The camera and mounting plate are 10 inches long, 8 inches high, 
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Lexington, VA Historic Downtown Preservation District COA 
COA 2022-17 Bank of the James Rooftop Camera Installation 
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and 5 inches wide.  It is made of aluminum and painted white.  The mounting pole is 2.5 inches in 
diameter, 9 feet tall and gray in color.  The skycam feed is used by WSET.  The camera location was 
chosen to provide a good view of the downtown area and to promote Lexington to WSET viewers.   
 
ARB Considerations 
Section 420-8.5.A. (Historic Downtown Preservation District) requires a Certificate of 
appropriateness. No improvement, structural or otherwise, in the Historic Downtown Preservation 
District shall be located, constructed, reconstructed, altered, repaired or demolished unless a permit 
therefor is issued by the Zoning Administrator. No such permit shall be issued unless a certificate 
of appropriateness is issued for such purpose by the Architectural Board and unless the location, 
construction, reconstruction, alteration, repair or demolition thereof otherwise complies with the 
requirements of the Building Code and other ordinances and laws applicable and relating thereto.   
 
Section 420-8.6.B. (Historic Downtown Preservation District) directs the Architectural Review 
Board to consider the following factors to be evaluated before issuing a Certificate of 
Appropriateness (COA): 

1.  The historical or architectural value and significance of the building or structure and its 
relationship to or congruity with the historic value of the land, place or area in the Historic 
Downtown Preservation District upon which it is proposed to be located, constructed, 
reconstructed, altered or repaired. 

2. The appropriateness of the exterior architectural features of such building or structure to such 
land, place or area and its relationship to or congruity with the exterior architectural features 
of other land, places, areas, buildings or structures in the Historic Downtown Preservation 
District and environs. 

3. The general exterior design, arrangement, textures, materials, planting and color proposed to 
be used in the location, construction, alteration or repair of the building, structure or 
improvement and the types of window, exterior doors, lights, landscaping and parking viewed 
from a public street, public way or other public place and their relationship to or congruity 
with the other factors to be considered by the Board under this section. 

4. Any applicable provisions of the city’s design guidelines.  

The Board shall take all of the above factors into consideration when considering the application.  
The Board shall not necessarily consider detailed designs, interior arrangement or features of a 
building or structure which are not subject to public view from a public street, public way or other 
public place and shall not impose any requirements except for the purpose of preventing 
developments incongruous with the historic aspects of the surroundings and the Historic Downtown 
Preservation District.  

(Also see Section IV. F. Site Appurtenances on page IV-8 of the Historic District Design Guidelines) 

https://www.lexingtonva.gov/home/showpublisheddocument/1506/637661128242230000  

Staff Comment 

Staff finds the proposed improvements meet the zoning criteria.  
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