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LEXINGTON ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD  

Thursday, August 6, 2026 at 5:00 P.M. 
Second Floor Conference Room, Interim Lexington City Hall 

 539 E. Nelson Street, Lexington, VA 
 

 AGENDA 
 

1. CALL TO ORDER 
 

2. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
 

3. APPROVAL OF MINUTES: 
A. July 16, 2026 Minutes* 

 
4. NEW BUSINESS: 

 
A.  COA 2026-23: an application by Trez Sebrell for approval of a Certificate of 

Appropriateness for new signage at 13 S. Main Street, Tax Map #23-1-72A, owned 
by John Adamson.  
1) Staff Report* 
2) Applicant Statement 
3) Public Comment 
4) Board Discussion & Decision 
 

5. OTHER BUSINESS  
A. Discussion regarding residential district expansion and grant requirements.  

 
6. ADJOURN                        

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

   *indicates attachment 
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Lexington Architectural Review Board 
Thursday, July 16, 2026 – 5:00 p.m. 

Second Floor Conference Room 
Lexington City Hall 

 
MINUTES 

 
Architectural Review Board:          City Staff: 
Present:      Jessie Taylor, Chair                                 Brinsley Leadbetter, Administrative Specialist 
                   Ian Small, Vice-Chair                              Arne Glaeser, Planning Director 
                   Arthur Bartenstein 

       Caroline Alexander  
       Donna Schick, Alternate A 
       Stephen Lowe, Alternate B  

 
Absent:      Michael, Perry 
          

 
                         
 
CALL TO ORDER: 

J. Taylor called the meeting to order at 5:00 p.m.  
 
AGENDA: 
            The Board agreed to move agenda items A and B to the end of the agenda. It was also clarified 
that the minutes were from June 18 not June 16 as noted on the agenda. The agenda was unanimously 
approved as amended. (A. Bartenstein / I. Small)  

 
MINUTES:  

The June 18, 2026 meeting minutes were unanimously approved as presented. (C. Alexander / A. 
Bartenstein) 
 
CITIZENS’ COMMENTS ON MATTERS NOT ON THE AGENDA:  
 None. 
 
NEW BUSINESS:  
A. COA 2026-20: an application by Leona Rickerson for approval of a Certificate of 

Appropriateness for new signage at 17 S. Main Street, Tax Map #23-1-75, owned by 
Rockbridge Building, LLC. 

 
1)  Staff Report – A. Glaeser opened the discussion by stating that this is an application to approve a 

Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) for new signage for The Spice and Tea Exchange at 17 S. 
Main St. The applicant is requesting an aluminum vinyl projecting sign. It will say “The Spice & 
Tea Exchange” in font ITC Esprit bold. There will be a registered trademark symbol at the top right 
of the last ‘E’ in “Exchange.” The sign will be doubled sided and mounted with a chain on the 
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existing bracket. It will be 2.2 s.f. in display area and will be 1.5-2 in. in depth and will have a black 
satin finish.  

 
He stated that the second sign will be storefront lettering applied to the building header. It will be 
¼ in. or ½ in. thick acrylic or PVC lettering. It will also say “The Spice & Tea Exchange” with the 
registered trademark symbol. The font and color will be the same as the projecting sign. It will be 
blind stud mounted to the building and will be 15.28 s.f. in display area.  

2) Applicant Statement – Applicant Leona Rickerson was available to respond to questions. She also 
provided a sample of the material used for the lettering.  

3)   Public Comment – None. 
4)  Board Discussion & Decision – The Board agreed that everything looked great. I. Small made a 

motion to approve HD COA 2026-20 as presented. A. Bartenstein seconded, and the motion 
passed unanimously. (5-0)    

 
B. COA 2026-21: an application by Billy Templeton for approval of a Certificate of 

Appropriateness for new signage at 22 W. Nelson Street, Tax Map #23-1-89, owned by 
Michael Stearns. 
1) Staff Report – A. Glaeser stated that this is an application to approve a Certificate of 

Appropriateness (COA) for new signage for Old Head Records at 22 W. Nelson St. The applicant 
is requesting a projecting sign that is double-sided, expanded PVC, digitally printed, and UV sealed. 
It will say “Old Head Records” with the ‘O’ in “Records” being a record. It will also depict a black 
and white caricature of a man smashing a record over his head with a cream-colored background. 
It will be 8 s.f. in display area.  

 
 The second sign will be a wall mounted sign over the entrance. It will be mounted with industrial 

adhesive. It will have the same lettering as the projecting sign and will be expanded PVC and 
digitally printed in 4 sections, UV seal coated, and stud mounted over Tricorn Black painted fascia. 
It will be 11 s.f. in display area.  

 
 The tinted entrance door glass will feature a vinyl adhesive logo of the caricature with a QR code 

to the website and a clear background. It will be 1.4 s.f. with dimensions 10 in. W x 20.8 in H. The 
three side windows on Jefferson Street will feature vinyl adhesives. The far-left window will say 
“Listen-Buy Play” in white vinyl with dimensions 26 in. W x 8 in. H. The middle window will say 
“Coffee” in white vinyl with dimensions 21 in. W x 5 in. H. The existing “Lover” gold vinyl will 
remain. This will be 12 in. W x 2.5 in. H. The far-right window will say “We Buy Collections” in 
white vinyl with dimensions 26 in. W x 7 in. H. This will total 3.6 s.f. of vinyl.  

2)  Applicant Statement – Applicant Billy Templeton was available to respond to questions. He clarified 
that he is also hoping to change the color behind the wall mount sign to black instead of the current 
navy blue. He also noted that because of the hours, he likely will not sell coffee as originally 
planned.  He stated that he will also be selling used and new equipment.  

3) Public Comment – None.  
4) Board Discussion & Decision – Board members asked a few questions regarding the windows on 

the front of the building. S. Lowe noted future possibilities as a potential music venue and asked 
about the intended purpose of the brand logo. B. Templeton clarified that it was inspired after a 
Grateful Dead style logo. It was noted that the character of this logo adds some fun to downtown 
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as a college town. So far the business has been very successful. J. Taylor shared concerns about the 
‘coffee lover’ vinyl on Jefferson street and stated that it didn’t seem very cohesive. B. Templeton 
shared that after deciding not to serve coffee he is going to change the three windows to say ‘listen’, 
‘buy’, ‘play’ with one word on each window. The Board agreed that everything looked great. J. 
Taylor made a motion to approve HD COA 2026-21 with the amendment of the ‘listen’, ‘buy’, 
‘play’ on each window and ensuring that the wall is painted black. I. Small seconded, and the 
motion passed unanimously. (5-0)     

 
C. COA 2026-22: an application by Allen Pickens for approval of a Certificate of 

Appropriateness for new signage at 11 S. Jefferson Street, Tax Map #23-1-63, owned by Seth 
Goodhart.  

1) Staff Report – A. Glaeser stated that this is an application to approve a Certificate of 
Appropriateness (COA) for new signage for the Democratic Headquarters at 11 S. Jefferson Street. 
The applicant is requesting a vinyl window sign. It will say “LexRockBV Democratic HQ” in 
white letters with the font Bodoni MT on a blue background. It will be 6 s.f. in display area and 
blue and white color swatch samples are included in the application. 

2) Applicant Statement – The Co-Chair, Rene Hasey, and Treasurer, Dorothy Blackwell were 
available to respond to questions. They clarified that the sign will be on the interior of the glass.  

3) Public Comment – None.  
4) Board Discussion & Decision – There were a few concerns and questions about spacing. It was 

clarified that ‘LexRockBV’ would be lumped together and then a space before ‘dem’ and a space 
before ‘hq’. There was a thought to possibly stack the words. A. Glaeser noted that there is a 
zoning requirement for the sign to be a maximum of 6 s.f. It is up to the applicant to decide how to 
design and use the 6 s.f. It was suggested that the applicants do a paper mockup to confirm the 
spacing before investing in the vinyl. The Board then agreed that it looked good as long as the sign 
is three separate words. C. Alexander made a motion to approve HD COA 2026-22 as 
presented. A. Bartenstein seconded, and the motion passed unanimously. (5-0)    

D. Elect Chairperson  
1) Nominations – J. Taylor was nominated to serve as Chair. She declined the nomination. 

I. Small was nominated to serve as Chair. 
2) Motion & Vote – J. Taylor moved to elect I. Small as Chair. A. Bartenstein seconded and the 

motion passed unanimously. (5-0) 

E.  Elect Vice-Chairperson  
1) Nominations – M. Perry was nominated to serve as Vice-Chair. 
2) Motion & Vote – C. Alexander moved to elect M. Perry as Vice-Chair. J. Taylor seconded and 

the motion passed unanimously. (5-0) 
 

OTHER BUSINESS:  
 
A. Discussion regarding residential district expansion and grant requirements. 
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 A. Glaeser updated the Board with the information he gathered from representatives of DHR, 
including Michael Pulice and Aubrey Von Lindern. He noted the distinction between local historic 
districts vs. the State Register and National Register.  He reminded the Board that within the 
residential districts, the zoning regulations only permit the review of new main or accessory 
structures, or the demolition of new or accessory structures.  He noted that a clear answer from 
DHR about viewsheds is still being reviewed.  

 The Board agreed that discussing the boundaries should be their priority since these boundaries 
were established in 1972. They reviewed the Downtown Historic Preservation District Map and the 
Residential Historic Districts Map. Michael Pulice or Aubrey Lindern will be invited to join in on 
a future discussion and offer their guidance. The Board shared mixed opinions about viewsheds. 
Some were in favor and some found it too difficult to determine. The ARB has written letters in the 
past to new construction projects asking them to be mindful of the historic districts. Some Board 
members suggested expanding their purview in the residential districts to include more than 
construction or demolition of main or accessory structures, while also expanding the boundaries of 
the residential historic districts. 

  J. Taylor shared concerns as a realtor, noting that if the ARB considers properties in the viewshed, 
then she would have to inform clients that they technically must abide by the same regulations. C. 
Alexander suggested that properties in the viewshed simply would come in for ARB review, they 
don’t have to follow the historic guidelines, they are simply guidelines. She shared concerns about 
a property built near hers which has now lowered her own property value. She stated that they were 
in their legal right to not come to ARB for review, but they were touching the boundaries of the 
historic district. I. Small noted that the Board’s current ability to maintain historical integrity is very 
limited. He stated, for example, he could change all his windows and paint his house and there is 
nothing the ARB could do about it.  

 The Board agreed that they would like to expand the historic residential district and add additional 
purview for major alterations. S. Lowe suggested the goal be to preserve the ethos of Lexington 
rather than regulation. J. Taylor agreed that when speaking to clients, it can be phrased as an honor 
to preserve the historic character but the views become complicated when telling someone what 
they can and cannot do with their home. A. Glaeser also suggested that it may be difficult to require 
someone not in the district to come before the ARB because they don’t get the benefits of being in 
the district such as tax credits. A. Glaeser said he would reach out again to DHR about the ability 
to do a true viewshed ordinance for historic properties in Virginia. He also clarified that anything 
in the downtown preservation district, including anything on the exterior such as colors, signs, and 
awnings comes before the ARB. For the residential historic districts, the only review the ARB has 
is construction of a main or accessory building or the demolition of a main or accessory building. 
If an historic, residential building gets an addition, it does not come before the ARB. The Board 
would like to close the additions loophole through the zoning ordinance. They agreed if they want 
to change the ordinance, they should really reconsider everything else they want purview over. It 
was suggested to possibly use the GIS software to determine viewsheds. A. Glaeser also reminded 
the Board that there will have to be funding for the surveys to expand the district. Additionally, the 
Board agreed that there should be public buy-in before they start the process. J. Taylor excused 
herself at 5:55 and I. Small filled in as Chair. The Board agreed that expanding the boundaries in 
increments might be the best suggestion. A. Glaeser noted he would send the Board a link to the 
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National Register Bulletin in regard to defining boundaries. I. Small noted that by expanding the 
district, it also opens homeowners up for possible grants for remodels. A. Bartenstein also stated 
that there could be pushback from perspective buyers knowing that they might be subject to any 
regulation. A. Glaeser noted that the state and local historic boundaries do not have to match 
exactly. He also said he would forward his correspondence with DHR to the Board.  He suggested 
the ARB start with the process of including additions to their purview. This discussion will continue 
at their next meeting.  
 

 
ADJOURN: 

The meeting was adjourned at 6:12 p.m. (C. Alexander / A. Bartenstein) 
 

    _______________________________________ 
    J. Taylor, Chair, Architectural Review Board 
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Lexington, VA Historic Downtown Preservation District COA 

COA 2026-23  Exterior Improvement to the Rockbridge Building 
 

 
 

Prepared by the City of Lexington Department of Planning and Development for the ARB Meeting on August 6, 2026 
Page 1 of 3 

Project Name Paint storefront doors   
 
Property Location 13 S. Main Street 
     
Zoning C-1 Commercial/ Historic District 
 
Owner/Applicant Grand Building, LLC/Trez Sabrell  
 

 
OVERVIEW OF REQUEST 

 
This is an application to approve a Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) for the painting of the two 
storefront doors for the Ladles and Linens shop at 13 S. Main Street.  The Architectural Review 
Board has reviewed proposed improvements to the Rockbridge and Grand Buildings several times 
and a prior approval allowed the storefront entry doors in the Rockbridge Building to be painted 
Off-Black (Farrow and Ball No. 57). The applicant is now requesting the two storefront doors be 
painted Amalfi Blue (Sherwin Williams #HGSW6783) in order to coordinate with the store’s 
updated logo.  A paint sample was included with the application. 
 

Rockbridge Building (13 S. Main St.) existing conditions 
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Lexington, VA Historic Downtown Preservation District COA 

COA 2026-23  Exterior Improvement to the Rockbridge Building 
 

 
 

Prepared by the City of Lexington Department of Planning and Development for the ARB Meeting on August 6, 2026 
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Southeast elevation drawing (February 21, 2025) 
 

 
 

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 
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Lexington, VA Historic Downtown Preservation District COA 

COA 2026-23  Exterior Improvement to the Rockbridge Building 
 

 
 

Prepared by the City of Lexington Department of Planning and Development for the ARB Meeting on August 6, 2026 
Page 3 of 3 

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.  
(Section VII. Guidelines for New Construction & Additions beginning on page VII-1, and 
  Section X. Guidelines for Painting beginning on page X-I). 

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

 
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.  

Staff Recommendation 

Staff finds the proposed improvements meet the zoning criteria.  
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