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Salisbury Historic District Commission 
 

STAFF FINDINGS 
 

Meeting of January 28, 2026 
 

Case Number:      #26-01 
 
Commission Considering: Replacement- Front Porch Columns 
 
Owner Name: Hudson Health Services Inc 
Owners Address: 1505 Emerson Avenue 
 Salisbury, MD 21801 
 
Applicant Name:     Leslie Brown/Kelly Pullen 
 
Applicant’s Address: Same as owner 
 
Agent/Contractor:     N/A 
 
Subject Property Address: 108 Walnut St. 
 
Historic District:      Newtown Historic District 
 
Use Category:      Residential 
 
Zoning Classification:     R8 – Residential 
 
Structure / Site Description: 
 

Built Date:     1920 
Enclosed Area: 2,820 sq. ft. (SDAT Real Property 

Database) 
Lot Size: 5,096 sq. ft. (SDAT Real Property 

Database) 
Number of Stories:    2 

 
Contributing Structure:    Contributing 
 
Wicomico County Historic Survey on file: No 
 
Nearby Properties on County Survey:   Yes 
 
Properties included below but not limited to:  

• WI-153-1 
• WI-153 



• WI-62, Dr. Cawry House 
 

Explanation of Request: The applicant is seeking to amend a prior approval for porch repairs. The 
initial approval stated that replacement columns must be milled and match the look of original 
columns. The applicant instead replaced the columns with a different substrate that was not milled 
to match the originals. 
 
Areas of Historic Guidelines to be considered: 
 
UNIVERSAL GUIDELINES 
 
Guideline 1: Preserve Significant Historic Features 
 

a. Avoid the removal of historic architectural features and materials. Historic architectural 
features include large scale characteristics, such as roof form and fenestration patterns; as 
well as small scale features like moldings, brackets, columns, and other examples of 
skilled craftsmanship. A reasonable effort should be made to retain existing historic 
building materials, including brick and stone masonry, wood shingles and siding, stucco, 
etc.  

b. Materials and additions which were installed at a later date than the original building 
construction which may have since gained significance should be retained. 

 
Guideline 3: Restore Significant Historic Features 
  

a. Whenever feasible, historic materials and details should be restored. Restorations of 
historic buildings should be completed under the direction of architects or professionals 
with specialized skill in building restoration and preservation.  

b. Inappropriate coverings, such as vinyl siding applied over historic wood siding, should be 
removed and the underlying material repaired or replaced with siding which mimics the 
appearance of the historic material as closely as possible.  

c. Non-historic alterations should be removed to restore the historic appearance. This may 
include re-opening infilled windows or replacing inappropriate vinyl porch posts with 
new turned wood posts to recreate the porch’s historic appearance. Such changes should 
be supported by physical evidence, historic photographs or other documentary evidence. 
Where no evidence of the appearance of the original feature exists, a simple design 
consistent with the scale and massing of the building and surrounding area is generally 
preferred.  

d. Historic alterations that have achieved significance in their own right should be retained. 
 
Guideline 4: Make Sensitive Replacements 
 

a. If replacement is required, replace as little historic material as possible with matching, 
compatible replacement materials.  

b. Replacement parts should match the original as closely as possible in size, shape, 
detailing, and material. 

 
GUIDELINES FOR RESIDENTIAL PROPERTIES 
 
Guideline 55: Restore Historic Porch Features 
 



a. Maintain the historic porch or stoop when feasible. Keep wooden surfaces painted and 
keep up with general maintenance.  

b. If repair or rehabilitation is necessary, keep as much of the historic materials in place as 
possible. Maintain the porch’s design, proportion, and ornament to the greatest extent 
possible.  

c. Replace missing porch posts and railings where necessary. Match the size, shape, profile, 
proportion, and spacing to the original features.  

d. Use of synthetic replacement materials may be allowed if the new material closely 
approximates the size, scale, texture, and overall appearance of the historic feature. 

 
STAFF COMMENT: 
 
Staff recommends denial based on the fact that the original columns are one of the most important 
historical features of the house. Guidelines 1, 3, 4, and 44 indicate that historic porch features 
should be retained and restored wherever possible. The applicant received prior approval to 
replace the porch and columns but the columns were to be milled to replicate the original columns 
(Attachment 1 – Original CoA).  It is also noted that the porch was not required to be tongue and 
groove in order to minimize expenses due to the cost of the milled columns (Attachment 2 – 
Minutes, Highlighted on Page 2). 
 
Evaluation Criteria:  
 
Pursuant to Section 17.52.040 A & B of the Salisbury Zoning Code, it is the duty of the Historic 
District Commission to review and make determinations on all applications to construct, alter, 
reconstruct, move or demolish a site or structure within a Historic District whenever “exterior 
changes are involved which would affect the historic archeological, or architectural significance 
of a site or structure, any portion of which is visible or intended to be visible from a public way.” 
In reviewing an application and plans, the Commission should consider review criteria, and may 
decide as to which of said Criteria are applicable.   

 
Staff Findings Prepared By: Henry Pearson 

Infrastructure and Development 
125 N Division Street, Suite 304 

Salisbury, MD 21801 
(410) 548-3170 

Date: January 5, 2026 



Salisbury Historic District Commission 
Certificate of Approval 

Description of Work: Alterations 

Presenting Case: Kelly Pullen 

Motion: Lisa Gingrich Second: Lynne Bratten 

Amendments to Proposal: 
1. Replace the columns with milled columns matching the original columns and located

over the piers, as close to the original location of the columns as possible.
2. Replace the porch railing in kind
3. Synthetic trim board to be added around the perimeter of the deck to conceal the end

of the deck board and cover the pressure treated framing.

Decision: Approved as amended. 

THIS DECISION WAS MADE IN ACCORDANCE TO PROVISIONS OF 
CHAPTER 17.52 OF THE SALISBURY MUNICIPAL CODE. 

SHDC Vice Chairman Date 

SHDC Secretary Date 

Every certificate of approval and any permit arising as a result thereof shall become invalid unless the work 

on the site authorized by such certificate of approval or permit is commenced within one year after its issuance, 

or if the work authorized by such certificate of approval or permit is suspended or abandoned for a period of 

one hundred eighty (180) days after the time the work is commenced. The commission is authorized to grant, 

in writing, one or more extensions of time, for periods not more than one hundred eighty (180) days each. 

The extension shall be requested in writing and justifiable cause demonstrated. 

Case # 24-22 Meeting Date: 11/20/2024 Address: 108 Walnut St 

12/2/2024

Attachment 1

Mobile User



Salisbury Historic District Commission 
November 20, 2024 

 
The Salisbury Historic District Commission met in regular session on Wednesday, November 20, 2024. The 
meeting took place at 125 N Division St Room 301 with attendance as follows: 
 
COMMISSION MEMBERS PRESENT   CITY OFFICIALS PRESENT 
Scott Saxman, Chairman – Not Present   Laura Hay, City Attorney- Present 
Matt Auchey, Vice Chairman – Present      Betsy Jackson, Infrastructure & Development- Present 
Lynne Bratten - Present      
Brad Phillips- Not Present    
Margaret Lawson- Present     
Brenden Frederick – Present (Zoom) 
Lisa Gingrich – Present 
              
 
1. CALL TO ORDER – Mr. Matt Auchey called the meeting to order at 7 p.m.   

 
2. ROLL CALL - Each member of the Commission introduced themselves for the record. The Chairman 

explained the procedure of the meeting to all applicants and administered the oath en masse to all persons 
intending to testify.    

 
3. APPROVAL OF MINUTES – The minutes were amended to strike a paragraph that was related to structural 

concerns which is outside of the purview of the Commission. Ms. Bratten made a motion to accept the 
minutes of the regular meeting held on October 23, 2024 as amended. Ms. Margaret Lawson seconded the 
motion and the motion carried (5-0).  

 
4. PUBLIC INPUT – Members of the public are welcome to make comment at this time, subject to a time 

allotment of two (2) minutes per person. 
 
5. CONSENT DOCKET - None 
 
6. OLD BUSINESS – None 
 
7. NEW BUSINESS-  

• #24-23 – 309 E Main St. – Alterations – Mr. Brandon Fletcher of Becker Morgan Group brought his 
application to the Commission for alterations to replace cladding and an entry roof at 309 E Main Street. 
The staff findings were read into the record. 

 
Brenden Frederick recused himself from the hearing due to his association with Becker Morgan Group.  
 
Mr. Fletcher stated that they would be replacing the cladding with a new EIFS and replace one shed 
style entry roof with a gable style entry roof. Mr. Auchey commented that the proposed EIFS 
replacement was almost in kind and due to the building being more modern and non-contributing he 
didn’t have any concerns about the proposal.  
 
Ms. Gingrich made a motion to approve the application as submitted. Ms. Bratten seconded the motion 
and the motion carried (4-0, Mr. Frederick abstained). 
 

• #24-22 – 108 Walnut St. – Alterations – Mr. Kelly Pullen brought his application to the Commission 
for alterations to repair and replace porch and decking at 108 Walnut Street. The staff findings were 
read into the record. 
 
The structure had not yet been determined to be either contributing or non-contributing, so the 
Commission considered the structure. Using the Contributing Structure Checklist (Exhibit A), it was 
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determined that the structure is approximately 90% in tact with the original structure and that most of 
the features are contributing. Ms. Bratten made a motion to deem the structure contributing based on 
the findings of Exhibit A. Ms. Gingrich seconded the motion and the motion carried unanimously (5-
0). 
 
Mr. Pullen indicated that the purpose of the repair and replacement was due to the porch and decking 
rotting. His proposal is to use PVC and Trex composite materials to minimize maintenance. 
 
Ms. Gingrich expressed disappointment that the columns were not saved. Mr. Pullen said he would be 
willing to change to round columns, but Ms. Gingrich pointed out that the round columns would not 
have the same detail as the original columns.  
 
Mr. Auchey said that the guidelines do allow for synthetic replacements but that they need to match 
and PVC has not been historically approved for contributing structures. Round columns would not 
match because the columns are tapered and that is part of what makes this house so special and he 
would not be comfortable allowing replacements that do not mimic that tapered look. He would also 
like to see the columns located back over the brick piers. Mr. Auchey said that the preference is for 
tongue and groove version of Trex flooring, but he considers the color and width to be appropriate.  
 
Mr. Pullen stated that he would be willing to get the columns milled and go back to the wood railing. 
 
Ms. Bratten stated that they would normally recommend tongue and groove replacement. Mr. Kelly 
stated that tongue and groove and milling columns significantly increases the price. Mr. Auchey stated 
that he would be willing to allow the Trex proposed if the replacement columns are milled because they 
are the most important part of the house.  
 
Mr. Auchey stated that he did receive an email of concern from a neighbor but that the concerns in the 
email have been addressed in the hearing. 
 
It was decided by the Commission and agreed by the applicant that the application will be approved 
with amendments. Ms. Gingrich made a motion to approve the application with the following 
amendments: 

1. The columns are replaced with milled columns matching in look and location over the piers; 
2. Wood railing is to be replaced in kind; 
3. Synthetic trip board to be added around the perimeter of the deck to conceal the end of the deck 

board and cover the pressure treated framing.  
      Ms. Bratten seconded the motion and the motion carried (5-0). 

 
8. Adjourn the Meeting-   

Ms. Bratten made a motion to adjourn the meeting. Ms. Gingrich seconded the motion.  The 
Commission voted unanimously to adjourn the meeting. 

 
This is a summary of the proceedings of this meeting.  Detailed information is in the permanent files of each case 
as presented and filed in the City of Salisbury, Housing & Community Development Department. 
 
 ____________________________   _________________________ 
  Matthew Auchey, Vice Chairman                 Date 
 
 ____________________________    _________________________ 
  Amanda Rodriquez, City Planner      Date  

Henry Pearson
Highlight
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Salisbury Historic District Commission 
 

STAFF FINDINGS 
 

Meeting of January 28, 2026 
 

Case Number:      #26-03 
 
Commission Considering: Alteration- Window Closure 
 
Owner Name: Tom and Linda Grier 
Owners Address: 320 N. Division St. 
 Salisbury, MD 21801 
 
Applicant Name:     Same as owner 
 
Applicant’s Address: Same as owner 
 
Agent/Contractor:     N/A 
 
Subject Property Address: Same as owner 
 
Historic District:      Newtown Historic District 
 
Use Category:      Residential 
 
Zoning Classification:     R8 – Residential 
 
Structure / Site Description: 
 

Built Date:     1840 (SDAT, Scanned PDF) 
Enclosed Area: 1,902 sq. ft. (SDAT Real Property 

Database) 
Lot Size: 11,220 sq. ft. (SDAT Real Property 

Database) 
Number of Stories:    2 1/2 

 
Contributing Structure:    Contributing 
 
Wicomico County Historic Survey on file: Yes, WI-110, Todd House 
 
Nearby Properties on County Survey:   Yes 
 
Properties included below but not limited to:  

• WI-591, Dr. Samuel A. Graham House, Ralph H. Grier House 
• WI-13, Gillis-Grier House 



• WI-427, Irving Powell House 
 

Explanation of Request: The applicant is seeking to remove a window from the first-floor kitchen 
of the house. The kitchen itself was added to the original structure in the 1940s. The house recently 
sustained extensive fire damage and is in the process of being repaired. The applicant is seeking to 
close the wall entirely and remove the window during the repair process. All other repairs are to be 
done in kind and are not the subject of this application. 
 
Areas of Historic Guidelines to be considered: 
 
UNIVERSAL GUIDELINES 
 
Guideline 1: Preserve Significant Historic Features 
 

a. Avoid the removal of historic architectural features and materials. Historic 
architectural features include large scale characteristics, such as roof form and 
fenestration patterns; as well as small scale features like moldings, brackets, 
columns, and other examples of skilled craftsmanship. A reasonable effort should be 
made to retain existing historic building materials, including brick and stone 
masonry, wood shingles and siding, stucco, etc.  

b. Materials and additions which were installed at a later date than the original 
building construction which may have since gained significance should be retained. 

 
Guideline 17: Retain Historic Windows 
 

a. Maintain or restore the historic shape, size, alignment, pattern, and details of existing 
historic windows, particularly those in upper stories of commercial properties.  

b. Do not infill window openings or cover existing historic windows. 
c. Consider reopening windows that are presently blocked, if your budget allows. 

 
Guideline 18: New Window Openings and Infill  
 
Altering window openings in historic facades alters the building’s historic appearance 
significantly, and is typically not appropriate, but may be considered in some situations.  
 

a. Avoid placing new openings on the front facade.  
b. If new openings are required for additional light, consider placing them on the rear or 

side elevations of the building or installing a skylight on a non-visible roof slope.  
c. Avoid infilling existing window openings on the front facade.  
d. Where recent changes have altered historic window openings, restoration of the historic 

configuration and materials is encouraged. 
 
GUIDELINES FOR RESIDENTIAL PROPERTIES 
 
Guideline 49: Façade Configuration 
 
As described in Section 3’s Architectural Style Guide, there are several building types 
associated with American residential architecture. These forms are often the most 



recognizable character defining feature. The building’s overall form, as well as the 
facade’s order and arrangement must be maintained.  
 

a. Maintain the historic compositional principles of historic dwellings. Maintain 
large scale building elements such as the roof shape, order of bays, and symmetry 
or asymmetry.  

b. Maintain the general historic layout of the façade, including the window and door 
pattern of the house. Avoid adding or removing openings on the front façade of 
the dwelling.  

c. Maintain stylistic ornamentation. Avoid removing or replacing hallmark 
architectural features, such as trim and other woodwork. 

 
 
STAFF COMMENT: 
 
Staff recommends approval of the window removal and wall closure. Historic Guidelines 1 and 
17 recommend against removing historic windows. However, this window is part of an addition 
that was not part of the original structure. The window in question is substantially smaller than 
the five primary windows on the front façade and is not front facing, nor is it visible from the 
street. The materials used to close the wall will be the same as used throughout the exterior of the 
home. 
 
Evaluation Criteria:  
 
Pursuant to Section 17.52.040 A & B of the Salisbury Zoning Code, it is the duty of the Historic 
District Commission to review and make determinations on all applications to construct, alter, 
reconstruct, move or demolish a site or structure within a Historic District whenever “exterior 
changes are involved which would affect the historic archeological, or architectural significance 
of a site or structure, any portion of which is visible or intended to be visible from a public way.” 
In reviewing an application and plans, the Commission should consider review criteria, and may 
decide as to which of said Criteria are applicable.   

 
Staff Findings Prepared By: Henry Pearson 

Infrastructure and Development 
125 N Division Street, Suite 304 

Salisbury, MD 21801 
(410) 548-3170 

Date: January 8, 2026 



WI-110 

Todd House 

 

Architectural Survey File 

This is the architectural survey file for this MIHP record. The survey file is organized reverse-

chronological (that is, with the latest material on top). It contains all MIHP inventory forms, National 

Register nomination forms, determinations of eligibility (DOE) forms, and accompanying documentation 

such as photographs and maps. 

Users should be aware that additional undigitized material about this property may be found in on-site 

architectural reports, copies of HABS/HAER or other documentation, drawings, and the “vertical files” at 

the MHT Library in Crownsville. The vertical files may include newspaper clippings, field notes, draft 

versions of forms and architectural reports, photographs, maps, and drawings. Researchers who need a 

thorough understanding of this property should plan to visit the MHT Library as part of their research 

project; look at the MHT web site (mht.maryland.gov) for details about how to make an appointment. 

All material is property of the Maryland Historical Trust. 

 

Last Updated: 08-29-2003 



WI-110 
Todd House 
Salisbury 
Private 

C. 1840-50 

Known for the past century as the Todd house, this two-story, three-bay frame 

dwelling was relocated to this site during the second quarter of the twentieth century. 

Exterior architectural features indicate that this center hall/single-pile dwelling was 

erected during the second quarter of the nineteenth century, probably around 1840-50. 

It was part of a larger dwelling that stood along North Division Street. Beaded 

weatherboards and a dentiled cornice are two exterior features that distinguish the 

exterior elevations. The house is one of a handful of pre-Civil War structures that 

stand in the Newtown Historic District. 



MARYLAND IDSTORIC PRESERVATION PLAN INFORMATION 

RESOURCE NAME:. __ T_o_d_d_H_o_u_s_e ___________ _ 

MARYLAND IDSTORICAL TRUST INVENTORY NUMBER: WI-11 O 

MARYLAND COMPREHENSIVE PLAN DATA 

1. Historic Period Theme(s): Architecture 

2. Geographic Orientation: Eastern Shore 

3. Chronological/Development Period(s): Agricultural-Industrial Transition 
1815-1870 

4. Resource Type(s): Dwelling 



>- . 

_,aryland Historical Trust • t [ 

State Historic Sites Inventory Form 

1. Name (indicate pref erred name} 

historic 

and/or common Todd House 

2. Location 

street & number 320 North Division Street 

city, town Salisbury 

state Marv land 

3. Classification 
Category 
__ district 

-X- building(s) 
__ structure 
__ site 
_object 

Ownership 
__ public 
---4 private 
_both 
Public Acquisition 
_in process 
_ being considered 
~-not applicable 

_vicinity of 

county 

Status 
_x_ occupied 
_ unoccupied 
_work in progress 
Accessible 
_K_ yes: restricted 
_yes: unrestricted 
_no 

Survey No. WI-110 

Magi No. 

DOE _yes no 

congressional district 

Wicomico 

Present Use 
_ agriculture 
_commercial 
_ educational 
_ entertainment 
_ government 
_ industrial 
_military 

_ not for publication 

First 

_museum 
_park 
_ private residence 
_religious 
_ scientific 
_ transportation 
_other: 

4. Owner of Property (give names and mailing addresses of~ owners) 

name 

street & number telephone no.: 

city, town state and zip code 

5. Location of Legal Description 

courthouse, registry of deeds, etc. Wicomico County Clerk of Court liber 

street & number Wicomico County Cour+house folio 

city, town Salisbury state MD 21801 

6. Representation in Existing Historical surveys 

Maryland Inventory of Historic Properties 

date 1972 _federal -~tate _county _local 

depository for survey records Maryland Historical Trust 

city, town Crownsville state MD 21032 



7. Description 

Condition 
_excellent 
_Xgood 
_fair 

Check one 
_ deteriorated _ unaltered 
_ruins ~altered 
_unexposed 

Check one 
~ original site 
- moved date of move 

Survey No. WI-110 

Prepare both a summary paragraph and a general description of the resource and its 
various elements as it exists today. 

Located off North Division Street at the end of a short lane is a two-story, three­
bay frame dwelling that was relocated on the property around 1920 from a site 
along North Division. The house faces south with the gable roof oriented on an 
east/west axis. 

Estimated to date around 1840-50, the two-story, three-bay center hall 
frame dwelling is supported on a low brick foundation, and the steeply pitched 
roof is covered with asphalt shingles. The exterior is largely clad with beaded 
weatherboard siding, aside from the gable ends which have a layer of shingles. 
Attached to the west gable end is a single-story kitchen wing. 

The south elevation of the main block is a three-bay facade with a center 
entrance and flanking six-over-six sash windows. The six-panel front door, a 
replacement, is topped by a three-light transom. Sheltering the entrance is a 
neoclassical front portico. The gable roof is supported by slender square posts. 
Six-over-six sash windows, framed by ovolo molded backhand surrounds, light 
the first and second floors. Stretching across the base of the roof is a boxed 
cornice trimmed with a dentiled bed molding. 

The east gable end is dominated by an exterior brick chimney of twentieth 
century construction. Six-over-six sash windows flank the chimney stack on each 
floor. The attic is lighted by smaller sized six-over-six sash windows. The edge 
of the roof is finished with an extended eave. 

The west gable end is partially covered by the single-story kitchen wing, 
which is sheathed with beaded weatherboard siding. The kitchen is covered by a 
low pitched gable roof covered with asphalt shingles. Rising against the gable 
end of the main block is an exterior brick chimney. Six-over-six sash windows 
piercethe gable end. 

The rear (north) wall is defined by an asymmetrical fenestration of six­
over-six sash windows. 

The interior was not seen. 



8. Significance Survey No. WI -11 0 

.-eriod 
_ prehistoric 
_ 1400-1499 
_ 1500-1599 
_ 1600-1699 
_ 1700-1799 
----X 1800-1899 
_1900-

Specific dates 

Areas of Significance-Check and justify below 
_archeology-prehistoric _community planning _landscape architecture_ religion 
_ archeology-historic _ conservation _ law _ science 
__ agriculture _economics _ literature _ sculpture 
_K_ architecture _ education _ military _ social/ 
_ art _ engineering _ music humanitarian 
_ commerce _exploration/settlement _ philosophy _theater 
_ communications _ industry _ politics/government _transportation 

_ invention _other (specify) 

Builder/ Architect 

check: Applicable Criteria: 
and/or 

A B xc D 

Applicable Exception: A B C D E F G 

Level of Significance: national state Xlocal 

Prepare both 
support. 

a summary paragraph of significance and a general statement of 
Known for the past half century as the Todd house, this two-story, three-
bay frame dwelling was relocated to this site during the second quarter of 
the twentieth century. Exterior architectural features indicate that this center 
hall/single-pile dwelling was erected during the second quarter of the 
nineteenth century, probably around 1840-50. It was part of a larger 
dwelling that stood along North Division Street. Beaded weatherboards 
and a dentiled cornice are two exterior features that distinguish the exterior 
elevations. The house is one of a handful of pre-Civil War structures that 
stand in the Newtown Historic District. 

history and 



9. Major Bibliographical References Survey No. WI - l l O 

1 O. Geographical Data 
Acreage of nominated property ________ _ 

Quadrangle name ______ _ Quadrangle scale 

UTM References do NOT complete UTM references 

ALi.J 111 I I I I I I ew I I I I I I I I 
Zone Easting Northing Zone Easting Northing 

c LLJ .__I .__I ..____........ oUJ I I I I 
E L.Ll ._I ....... I _.__. __ F LJ_j I I I 
G L.Ll ._I ...... 1.........., __ HLI_J I I I 
Verbal boundary description and justification 

List all states and counties for properties overlapping state or county boundaries 

state code county code 

state code county code 

11. Form Prepared By 

name/title Pau 1 B. Touart, Architectural Historian 

organization Private Consultant date 3/15/99 

street & number P. 0. Box 5 telephone 410-651-1094 

city or town Westover state Maryland 21871 

The Maryland Historic Sites Inventory was officially created by 
an Act of the Maryland Legislature to be found in the Annotated 
Code of Maryland, Article 41, Section 181 KA, 1974 supplement. 

The survey and inventory are being prepared for information and 
record purposes only and do not constitute any infringement of 
individual property rights. 

return to: ryland Historical Trust 
Shaw se 
21 State e 
Annapolis, Mary 
(301) 269-2438 

MARYLAND HISTORiCAL TRUST: 
D'1C?tJ:~co 

:cc :. . . _ ;--:-'f PLACE 
'::-?(;.,\'iiS''/iL;,E,, 'J 21032-2023 

5.l.4-7600 
PS-2746 
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