
Salisbury Historic District Commission 
 AGENDA 

__________________________________________________________________________________ 

Times shown are approximate. The SHDC reserves the right to adjust the agenda as circumstances warrant. 
The SHDC reserves the right to convene in Closed Session as permitted under the Annotated Code of Maryland, General 

Provisions Article, Section 3-305(b). 
 

 

 
Wednesday, February 25, 2026 at 7:00 pm 

Government Office Building Room 301 
 
 
 
1. 7:00 P.M. - CALL TO ORDER – Brenden Frederick, Chairman 
 
2. ROLL CALL 
 
3. APPROVAL OF MINUTES – January 28, 2026 
 

PUBLIC INPUT – Public members are welcome to comment at this time, subject to a time allotment of 
two (2) minutes per person. 

 
5. CONSENT DOCKET – To be determined at the meeting 
 
6. OLD BUSINESS –   

• #26-01* – 108 Walnut St. – Alterations – Column Replacement (Continuation) 
 
7.  NEW BUSINESS –  

• #26-02 – 202 Elizabeth St. – Alterations – Window and Grille Replacement 
• #26-04* – 220 N. Division St. – Alterations – Lead Paint Coverage 
• #26-05 – 309 Park Ave. – Alterations – Fire Escape Replacement 
• #26-06 – 311 Park Ave. – Addition – Garage 

 
*The structure has been deemed a contributing structure by the SHDC 
*The structure has been deemed a non-contributing structure by the SHDC 
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Salisbury Historic District Commission 
January 28, 2025 

 
The Salisbury Historic District Commission met in regular session on Wednesday, January 28, 2025. The 
meeting took place at 125 N Division St, Room 301, with attendance as follows:

COMMISSIONERS 
Brenden Frederick – Chairman – Present 
Matt Auchey – Vice Chairman – Present 
Margaret Lawson – Commissioner – Present 
Lisa Gingrich – Commissioner – Present  
Brad Philips – Commissioner – Absent 
Harvey Evans – Commissioner – Present 
 

CITY OFFICIALS  
Laura Ryan – City Attorney – Present 
Henry Pearson – Associate Planner – Present 
Zack White – Associate Planner – Present 
Betsy Jackson – City Planner – Present 
Nick Voitiuc – DID Director – Present 
 
 

 
1. CALL TO ORDER – Mr. Brenden Frederick 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 meeting procedure to all applicants and administered the oath en masse to all 
persons intending to testify. 

 
3. APPROVAL OF MINUTES – Ms. Margaret Lawson made a motion to approve the October minutes, 

seconded by Ms. Harvey Evans. The motion was brought to vote and approved.  
 
4. PUBLIC INPUT – Members of the public are welcome to comment, subject to a time allotment of 

two (2) minutes per person. 
 
5. CONSENT DOCKET – None. 
 
6. OLD BUSINESS – None 
 
7. NEW BUSINESS – 
 
Case #26-01 – 108 Walnut S. – Alterations – Column Replacement  

Mr. Henry Pearson read the staff report. The applicant was seeking retroactive approval for 
columns he had installed on his porch at 108 Walnut St. The applicant had previously come 
before the commission in November 2024 to request approval to replace the porch and porch 
columns at the property. At this meeting, the commission recommended that the applicant 
replace the columns with milled columns that replicated the originals. It was noted that the 
commission allowed the applicant to forego the more expensive tongue-and-groove flooring 
due to the cost of procuring milled columns. The applicant instead installed non-milled wooden 
columns on the porch. Staff recommended denial of the application due to the fact that the 
milled columns were one of the most important historical features of the house. 
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Mr. Kelly Pullen stated that he had contacted five suppliers in search of milled columns and 
each one said that they could not provide them. He stated that he installed the closest wood 
columns that he could find. 

Mr. Matt Auchey stated that the railings on the porch were installed backwards. Mr. Pullen 
agreed and stated that he spoke with the city building inspector and that he would turn them 
around. Mrs. Lisa Gingrich stated that she did not believe the railings matched the originals. Mr. 
Auchey stated that they were original, but needed to be reversed.  

Mr. Auchey asked if the applicant had looked for the columns at salvage yards. Mr. Pullen 
stated that he had only contacted suppliers. Mr. Harvey Evans stated that the applicant could 
take one of the original columns to a woodshop and have them make it, or buy a lathe and do it 
himself. Mr. Pullen remarked that that would be too expensive. Mr. Evans asked if the applicant 
had been able to find any replicas. Mr. Pullen stated that he had not.  

Mrs. Gingrich asked if the applicant had attempted to ask suppliers to replicate the columns. 
Mr. Pullen stated that he had contacted multiple suppliers and all of them had told him that 
they could not make them. Mr. Auchey stated that he is not OK with what has been done, but 
he is willing to find a pre-manufactured option that works. Mrs. Gingrich asked for clarification 
on all of the materials and products that the applicant had supplied. Mr. Pullen responded that 
he provided the product literature that was given to him by the supplier, and that not all of the 
material provided in the application was used.  

Mrs. Gingrich stated that she was not a fan of what has been installed, and that the existence of 
the same type of columns on other homes does not imply that the applicant is allowed to install 
those columns.  She referred back to some of the options provided in the application and stated 
that those would be preferrable. She stated that the applicant had previously agreed to get the 
columns milled to match the originals. 

Mr. Frederick stated that they either needed to find a compromise or require that the applicant 
find a woodworker to mill the columns. He acknowledged that this would be expensive but that 
the commission does not necessarily need to consider the cost. Mr. Auchey stated that the 
existing columns have too much detail and are not at all accurate. He stated that the old 
columns were wider than the existing columns.  

Mr. Evans asked if the applicant was able to find any composite or synthetic columns that 
matched. Mr. Pullen responded that he had not been able to find any.  

Mr. Auchey stated that he will vote to deny what has been installed but is open to finding 
another option that mimics the simplistic nature of the original columns. Mr. Pullen stated that 
he did not want to play a guessing game or buy something that he can’t use. He asked that the 
commission give him ideas or options for what he can do. The commissioners deliberated on 
various types of materials, shapes, and sizes. Mr. Auchey summarized the commissions’ opinion 
that they are OK with 5-inch wide round or square columns with a decent bottom and top. Mrs. 
Gingrich stated that she would prefer round columns. Mr. Pullen replied that he would prefer 
square columns as they are easier to install.  
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Mr. Pullen stated that he could contact suppliers for options. Mr. Auchey asked if he could 
come back next month, to which Mr. Pullen said he could. The commissioners stated that they 
were comfortable with wood or non-wood material so long as the look more closely matched 
the original. Mr. Frederick stated that the columns should be simple and not take away from the 
rest of the house. 

Public Comment: None 

Motion and Vote: 
Motion: Mr. Auchey made a motion to continue the case to next month and asked if the 
applicant would agree to come back next month with samples. Mr. Pullen agreed. 
Second: The motion was seconded by Mrs. Gingrich. 
Vote: The motion was brought to vote and approved unanimously. 

 
Case #26-03 – 320 N Division St – Alterations – Window Closure 
 

Mr. Pearson read the staff report. The applicant was seeking to remove a window from the first 
floor of the house. The window was not part of the original structure and was added with an 
addition in the 1940’s. It was not a front facing window nor was it visible from the street. Staff 
recommended approval of the application as submitted. 
 
Mr. Auchey stated that he had no issue with the application and that the removal of the 
window would be an improvement. Mr. Frederick agreed, stating that the window was 
competing with the five primary windows and was not aligned with them or the door frame.  
 
Motion and Vote: 
Motion: Mrs. Gingrich made a motion to approve the application as submitted. 
Second: The motion was seconded by Mr. Auchey. 
Vote: The motion was brought to vote and approved unanimously. 
 

Discussion – Shore Walls Mural Festival – Brandon Bell 
 

Mr. Pearson introduced Mr. Brandon Bell and the Shore Walls Mural Festival. Mr. Bell 
approached the table along with Mr. Bret Davis.  
 
Mr. Bell read a prepared statement introducing the Shore Walls Mural Festival. He described 
the program as a non-commercial public art festival. They were not there to seek approval but 
just to gather feedback on the process. The dates will be May 26-30. They will be painting 3-4 
properties in the downtown area. These were: 
 
- 146 W Market St (Old Market St. Books) 
- 100 E Main St. 
- 100-110 Circle Ave. 
- 308 E Main St. 
- Interior Parking Garage Stairwell 

 
Mr. Davis said that they are planning to do this festival every year. They plan to repaint some 
walls and find new properties to paint. The commissioners asked for details on which walls will 
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be painted and Mr. Davis clarified. The commissioners discussed the locations of the properties. 
Mr. Davis stated that they do not intent to paint the front facing facades of the buildings.  
 
Mrs. Gingrich asked what the murals will consist of. Mr. Bell responded that they have not 
determined that, but they want to touch on the city’s heritage and history. Mr. Frederick stated 
that art is subjective and it is not the purview of the commission to decide what art is 
acceptable. Their job is to determine what the canvas will be. Mr. Auchey stated that the 
specific location of the buildings is important. If the building had already been painted, it will be 
easier. Mr. Frederick suggested that they need to submit an application for each building and 
they will determine each one on its own. 
 
Mrs. Gingrich said that she does not want every building in the area painted and she does not 
want to see neon colors. Mr. Frederick stated that they cannot control what colors are used. 
Mr. Davis asked if the properties they discussed are good candidates. The commissioners 
discussed the properties further. Mrs. Gingrich stated that murals should add to the historic 
character of downtown. 
 
Mr. Davis discussed plans to have QR codes on the murals that will provide information about 
the mural and the historic nature of the buildings. The goal is to increase foot traffic in 
downtown. Mr. Davis said that they do not need more murals of water fowl. They want to pay 
homage to the history of the area but in a way that is more interesting.  
 
The commissioners asked if they could paint a temporary material on the wall. Mr. Davis stated 
that the installation of material on a wall would be more damaging to the structure than paint.  
 
Mr. Davis asked about painting a private sidewalk in the historic district. Mr. Frederick said that 
everything on a property within the historic district is within their purview. The commissioners 
discussed the concept of a downtown color palette. Mr. Frederick said that they do not want to 
do that as it is difficult to do properly and enforce. Mrs. Laura Ryan stated that they can talk to 
administration about removing the color palette from the city code. Mr. Frederick said that a 
sidewalk is technically in their purview but that they are not particularly interested in regulating 
concrete sidewalks. 
 
Mr. Frederick asked what the ribbon-cutting date for the murals will be. Mr. Bell said it would 
be May 30. The commission discussed when Mr. Bell would return to apply, and the commission 
said he should come by April. Mr. Pearson asked whether each property would be a separate 
application. Mr. Frederick said he can do one application for all properties.  
 
Mrs. Gingrich asked about enforcement of violations. The commission discussed and 
determined that it is a code enforcement issue that can be addressed through the city.  
 

Adjournment: 
There being no further business, Mr. Auchey moved to adjourn the meeting, which was 
seconded by Mrs. Gingrich, which was brought to a vote and approved unanimously. 
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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 Department of Infrastructure 
and Development. 
 
 
 ____________________________   _________________________ 
 Brenden Frederick, Acting Chairman                  Date 
 
 
 ____________________________    _________________________ 
 Henry Pearson, Associate Planner      Date  



Salisbury Historic District Commission 
 

 
Hearing Notification 

 
Hearing Date:     January 28, 2026 
 
Time:       7:00 pm 
 
Location:  Government Office Building  

125 N. Division Street  
Salisbury, MD, 21804 
Room 301  

 
Case Number:     #26-01 
 
Commission Considering: Alteration- Porch Column 

Replacement  
 
Owner’s Name:   Hudson Health Services 
 
Applicant Name:     Leslie Brown/Kelly Pullen 
 
Agent/Contractor:     N/A 
 
Subject Property Address:    108 Walnut St. 
       Salisbury, MD 21801 
 
Historic District:      Newtown Historic District 
 
Use Category:     Residential 
 
Acting Chairman:      Brenden Frederick 
 
HDC Staff contact:     Henry Pearson 

Associate Planner 
       (410) 548-3170 



Jan 9 2026
December 19 2025 26-01





















































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 

Attachment 2



 2 

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









Salisbury Historic District Commission 
 

 
Hearing Notification 

 
Hearing Date:     February 25, 2026 
 
Time:       7:00 pm 
 
Location:  Government Office Building  

125 N. Division Street  
Salisbury, MD, 21804 
Room 301  

 
Case Number:     #26-02 
 
Commission Considering: Alteration- Window Replacement 
 
Owner’s Name:   Edwin and Edear Maignan 
 
Applicant Name:     Renewal by Andersen 
 
Agent/Contractor:     N/A 
 
Subject Property Address:    202 Elizabeth St. 
       Salisbury, MD 21801 
 
Historic District:      Newtown Historic District 
 
Use Category:     Residential 
 
Acting Chairman:      Brenden Frederick 
 
HDC Staff contact:     Henry Pearson 

Associate Planner 
       (410) 548-3170 



Salisbury Historic DistrictCommission 
125 N. Division Street 
Room 304 
Salisbury, MD 21801 
(410) 548-3170/ fax (410) 548-3107 

 
Permit Application 
$150 Fee Received (date) 

Date Submitted: 12/22/25   
Date Accepted as Complete: 2-4 months from 
approval  
Subject Location: 202 Elizabeth St  
Application by:Renewal by Andersen  
Applicant Address: 761 5th Ave King of Prussia, Pa 19406  
Applicant Phone: 610 228 2659  

Case #:  
Action Required By (45 days):  

Owner Name: Edwin &Edear Maignan    
Owner Address: 202 Elizabeth St   
Owner Phone:410 330 2128    
Owner Email: maignanedwin15@gmail.com  
  

Work Involves:   XAlterations  New Construction  Addition Other  
 Demolition  Sign  Awning Estimated Cost  

DESCRIPTION OF WORK PROPOSED (Please be specific. Attach sheet if space is inadequate) Type of 
material, color, dimensions, etc. must accompany application. If signs are proposed, indicate material, 
method of attachment, position on building, size and front lineal feet of building, size and position of all 
other signs on building, and a layout of the sign. 

Replace 7 Double Hung and 1 Springline with same style and grille pattern units with Renewal by Andersen Fibrex units.  See 
packet for more information. 
 
 
 
Are there any easements or deed restrictions for the exterior of this property? If yes, submit a 
letter from the easement holder stating their approval of the proposed work.  Yes No 

Do you intend to apply for Federal or State Rehabilitation Tax Credits? If yes, have you contacted 
Maryland Historical Trust staff?  Yes No 
If you have checked “Yes” to either of the above questions, please provide a copy of your approval 

letter from the Maryland Historic Trust along with this application. 

See Reverse Side for DOCUMENTS REQUIRED TO BE FILED WITH APPLICATION 
All required documents must be submitted to the City Planner, Department of Infrastructure and Development at 
least 30 days prior to the next public meeting. Failure to include all the required attachments and/or failure of the 
applicant or his/her authorized representative to appear at the scheduled meeting may result in postponement of the 
application until the next regular scheduled meeting. If an application is denied, the same application cannot be 
resubmitted for one year from date of such action. Please be advised that members of the Salisbury Historic District 
Commission or staff, may visit the subject property prior to the scheduled meeting date to familiarize themselves with 
the project. 

The Salisbury Historic District Commission Rules and Regulations and Design Guidelines are available for review in 
the office of the Department of Infrastructure and Development for the City of Salisbury as well as on the city’s 
website: www.ci.salisbury.md.us. 

 
I, or my authorized representative, will appear at the meeting of the Salisbury Historic District Commission 
on (date). 

I hereby certify that the owner of the subject premises has been fully informed of the alterations herein proposed and 
that said owner is in full agreement with this proposal. 
Applicant’s 
Signature  Debbie Vandewater for Renewal by Andersen Date  12/22/25  

 
 _   _  

Application Processor (Date) Secretary, S.H.D.C. (Date) 

http://www.ci.salisbury.md.us/


 
 
 
A. The completed application form. 

B. The application fee of $150. Checks can be made out to the City of Salisbury. 

C. Site plan, if applicable. 

D. Scaled and measured detailed drawings, including, but not limited to, plans and 
elevations of the proposed alterations or improvement, or in the alternative, a 
scale mock up. 

E. For an existing structure, color photographs of the structure showing all 
elevations, the area to be altered, close-ups of architectural detail and the area 
in the immediate vicinity (the property to the immediate left and right of subject 
property) 

F. For a proposed new structure, photographs of the subject site and all buildings 
in the immediate vicinity. 

G. All photographs shall be printed on 8½ x11 paper, however, you may put 
several photos on one page, and each shall be labeled with a description of the 
contents of the photograph. 

 
H. Samples of materials or copies of manufacturers product literature. 

I. The applicant shall deliver one (1) complete application and attachments to the 
City of Salisbury, Department of Infrastructure and Development, 125 N 
Division Street, Room 304, Salisbury, MD. 



 

 

 

December 22, 2025 

 

To Whom It May Concern at Salisbury Historic: 

 We are proposing the following work at the home of Edwin Madigan 202 Elizabeth St. 
Salisbury, MD 21801 

Details about the new units are as follows:  

All units will be our proprietary Fiber EX material. All grille patterns will match existing 
patterns. 

7 Renewal by Andersen Double Hung units.  The units will be white exterior and have 
truscene screens.  The 2 units that are on the sides of the springline will have a grilles 
between the glass in a pattern of 4 wide 2 high in the top sash and no grilles in the bottom 
sash.  The other 5 double hungs will not have grilles. 

1 Renewal by Andersen Springline with grilles between the glass in a pattern matching 
what is currently in the unit, 4 wide 4 high with 3 spokes and 1 hub. 

Azek will be used for exterior casing and PVC crown molding will be sent to match exterior 
look. 

 

 The new units have been measured to fit within the existing openings; there is no need for us to 
alter the size of the existing openings. During the installation process it is common practice for 
us to inspect the opening after the existing unit is removed in order to ensure that the area 
surrounding the units is in good shape. Any rot or damage found during that process will be 
addressed during the installation. Any and all debris created during installation will be handled 
by our crew and cleaned up before we leave the property. I am including pertinent information 
from our catalog for your review. If you need anything further, please do not hesitate to contact 
me. 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 



 



 

Grille pattern will remain the same 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

Grille patterns will remain the same 

 



 

Proposing to remove grilles from this unit.  



 

 

Proposing to remove the grilles in these units. 

 



 

 

Proposing to remove the grilles in these units. 



 

 



 



 



 



 

 

 



Salisbury Historic District Commission 
 

STAFF FINDINGS 
 

Meeting of January 28, 2026 
 

Case Number:      #26-02 
 
Commission Considering: Replacement- Window Units 
 
Owner Name: Edwin and Edear Maignan 
Owners Address: 202 Elizabeth St. 
 Salisbury, MD 21801 
 
Applicant Name:     Renewal by Andersen 
 
Applicant’s Address: 761 5th Ave, King of Prussia, PA 19406 
 
Agent/Contractor:     N/A 
 
Subject Property Address: 202 Elizabeth St. 
 
Historic District:      Newtown Historic District 
 
Use Category:      Residential 
 
Zoning Classification:     R8 – Residential 
 
Structure / Site Description: 
 

Built Date:     1910 
Enclosed Area: 2,148 sq. ft. (SDAT Real Property 

Database) 
Lot Size: 11,120 sq. ft. (SDAT Real Property 

Database) 
Number of Stories:    2 

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

• WI-247, Morris-Holloway House 
• WI-252, Thomas H. Tilghman House 



• WI-8, Poplar Hill Mansion 
 

Explanation of Request: The applicant is seeking to replace 8 window units; 7 Double-Hung and 
1 Springline. The windows will consist of Fiber EX Material. The Springline Unit and 2 Double-
Hung Units on the front of the building will have replacement grills matching the originals, while 
the other 5 units will have the grills removed. 
 
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 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. 

 
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. 

 
GUIDELINES FOR RESIDENTIAL PROPERTIES 
 
Guideline 51: Replacement Windows for Residential Properties 
 

a. Where window replacement is necessary, the new window should match the historic 
window in size, type, glazing pattern, and profile.  

b. The number of window panes and the approximate muntin and mullion profile should 
match the historic window.  

c. Removable, snap-in, or “between the glass” muntins are not historically appropriate.  
d. Maintain the historic window opening size and surrounding trim.  
e. Do not alter the size of the historic window opening to accommodate larger or smaller 

windows.  
f. Do not remove or cover surrounding trim, including wood and masonry details.  
g. Maintain the window type. For example, do not replace double-hung windows with new 

casement windows, or replace casement windows with fixed windows. 



Windows  
 
The replacement of original windows with new windows is a common issue in historic 
districts throughout the country. While the best option is always to properly maintain and 
preserve your existing historic wood windows, when replacement is necessary there are 
several options available.  
 
Wood  
 
Replacement of an existing historic wood window with a new wood window matching 
the dimensions and configuration of the original is considered a replacement in-kind.  
 
Aluminum Clad  
 
Aluminum clad windows are wood windows with an aluminum facing on the trim, 
sashes, and muntins. Aluminum clad windows have been approved by the Commission 
for replacement of historic windows in cases where the historic windows are deteriorated 
beyond repair and where the replacements match the original in size, proportion, and 
configuration. Aluminum clad windows typically have an anodized or baked enamel 
finished and are not paintable, which is can be a drawback.  
 
Vinyl Clad  
 
Vinyl clad windows are similar to aluminum clad windows, in that they are wood 
windows with a vinyl facing. Vinyl clad windows may be appropriate for use in 
properties constructed in the mid-20th century, on nonvisible elevations, and on non-
contributing properties in Salisbury’s historic districts. Like aluminum clad windows, 
vinyl clad windows are not paintable.  
 
Vinyl  
 
Vinyl windows are made of PVC (polyvinyl chloride) and are a commonly proposed 
replacement window. Vinyl windows are problematic for use in historic districts, 
however, as they are not available in proportions or finishes that are compatible with 
historic buildings. Because of the way the product is made, vinyl windows have narrow 
stiles and rails on the sashes which do not match the thicker proportions typically found 
in historic windows. Vinyl windows are not paintable, and are the least durable of the 
window types listed here. They tend to fade and warp with UV exposure and have a 
typical lifespan of only ten to fifteen years. Like vinyl clad windows, vinyl windows may 
be appropriate for use in properties constructed in the mid-20th century, on non-visible 
elevations, and on non-contributing properties in Salisbury’s historic districts.  
 
Composite/Fiberglass  
 
Composite windows are made of a mix of materials, typically fiberglass and wood fibers. 
Fiberglass windows have a matte finish as compared to vinyl windows, and are available 



in proportions that mimic historic windows. Many composite windows are paintable, and 
are a good lower-cost option for residences in historic districts. 
 
STAFF COMMENT: 
 
Staff recommends approval on the condition that all window grills are replaced. Given that grill 
replacement is possible and the application proposes maintaining the grills on the front windows, 
the existing grills should be replaced in every window, pursuant to Guidelines 1, 4, and 17. The 
proposed Fibrex material is an approved substitution according to the Substitute Replacement 
Materials Guidelines. 
 
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: October 02, 2025 





Salisbury Historic District Commission 
 

 
Hearing Notification 

 
Hearing Date:     February 25, 2026 
 
Time:       7:00 pm 
 
Location:  Government Office Building  

125 N. Division Street  
Salisbury, MD, 21804 
Room 301  

 
Case Number:     #26-04 
 
Commission Considering: Alteration- Window Replacement 
 
Owner’s Name:   Parisa Gholamvand 
 
Applicant Name:     Same as Owner 
 
Agent/Contractor:     N/A 
 
Subject Property Address:    220 N. Division St. 
       Salisbury, MD 21801 
 
Historic District:      Newtown Historic District 
 
Use Category:     Residential 
 
Acting Chairman:      Brenden Frederick 
 
HDC Staff contact:     Henry Pearson 

Associate Planner 
       (410) 548-3170 





















Salisbury Historic District Commission 
 

STAFF FINDINGS 
 

Meeting of February 25, 2026 
 

Case Number:      #26-04 
 
Commission Considering: Alterations – Window Trim 

Replacement 
 
Owner Name: Parisa Gholamvand 
Owners Address: 26593 Riverbank Rd. 
 Salisbury, MD 21801 
 
Applicant Name:     Parisa Gholamvand 
 
Applicant’s Address: Same as owner 
 
Agent/Contractor:     N/A 
 
Subject Property Address: 220 N. Division St. 
 
Historic District:      Newtown Historic District 
 
Use Category:      Apartments 
 
Zoning Classification:     OSR – Office and Service Residential 
 
Structure / Site Description: 
 

Built Date:     1920 
Enclosed Area: 4,306 sq. ft. (SDAT Real Property 

Database) 
Lot Size: 10,251 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-62, Faith Community Church 



• WI-420, Jackson Memorial Building 
• WI-14, Dr. Humphrey’s House 

 
Explanation of Request: The applicant is seeking to replace the wooden window casings on all 
window units with AZEK casings. 
 
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 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. 

 
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. 

 
GUIDELINES FOR RESIDENTIAL PROPERTIES 
 
Guideline 51: Replacement Windows for Residential Properties 
 

a. Where window replacement is necessary, the new window should match the historic 
window in size, type, glazing pattern, and profile.  

b. The number of window panes and the approximate muntin and mullion profile should 
match the historic window.  

c. Removable, snap-in, or “between the glass” muntins are not historically appropriate.  
d. Maintain the historic window opening size and surrounding trim.  
e. Do not alter the size of the historic window opening to accommodate larger or smaller 

windows.  
f. Do not remove or cover surrounding trim, including wood and masonry details.  
g. Maintain the window type. For example, do not replace double-hung windows with new 

casement windows, or replace casement windows with fixed windows. 
 



Windows  
 
The replacement of original windows with new windows is a common issue in historic districts 
throughout the country. While the best option is always to properly maintain and preserve your 
existing historic wood windows, when replacement is necessary there are several options 
available.  
 
Wood  
 
Replacement of an existing historic wood window with a new wood window matching the 
dimensions and configuration of the original is considered a replacement in-kind.  
 
Aluminum Clad  
 
Aluminum clad windows are wood windows with an aluminum facing on the trim, sashes, and 
muntins. Aluminum clad windows have been approved by the Commission for replacement of 
historic windows in cases where the historic windows are deteriorated beyond repair and where 
the replacements match the original in size, proportion, and configuration. Aluminum clad 
windows typically have an anodized or baked enamel finished and are not paintable, which is can 
be a drawback.  
 
Vinyl Clad  
 
Vinyl clad windows are similar to aluminum clad windows, in that they are wood windows with a 
vinyl facing. Vinyl clad windows may be appropriate for use in properties constructed in the mid-
20th century, on nonvisible elevations, and on non-contributing properties in Salisbury’s historic 
districts. Like aluminum clad windows, vinyl clad windows are not paintable.  
 
Vinyl  
 
Vinyl windows are made of PVC (polyvinyl chloride) and are a commonly proposed replacement 
window. Vinyl windows are problematic for use in historic districts, however, as they are not 
available in proportions or finishes that are compatible with historic buildings. Because of the 
way the product is made, vinyl windows have narrow stiles and rails on the sashes which do not 
match the thicker proportions typically found in historic windows. Vinyl windows are not 
paintable, and are the least durable of the window types listed here. They tend to fade and warp 
with UV exposure and have a typical lifespan of only ten to fifteen years. Like vinyl clad 
windows, vinyl windows may be appropriate for use in properties constructed in the mid-20th 
century, on non-visible elevations, and on non-contributing properties in Salisbury’s historic 
districts.  
 
Composite/Fiberglass  
 
Composite windows are made of a mix of materials, typically fiberglass and wood fibers. 
Fiberglass windows have a matte finish as compared to vinyl windows, and are available in 
proportions that mimic historic windows. Many composite windows are paintable, and are a good 
lower-cost option for residences in historic districts. 
 
STAFF COMMENT: 
 



Staff recommends approval of the application on the condition that the AZEK casings that are 
chosen closely mimic the existing casings. The current casings are relatively simple and should 
be able to be replicated by AZEK casings. Historic district guidelines allow for the replacement 
of window trim, and PVC materials are one of the allowed materials in the guidelines for 
properties constructed in the Mid-20th Century.   
 
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: October 02, 2025 





Salisbury Historic District Commission 
 

 
Hearing Notification 

 
Hearing Date:     February 25, 2026 
 
Time:       7:00 pm 
 
Location:  Government Office Building  

125 N. Division Street  
Salisbury, MD, 21804 
Room 301  

 
Case Number:     #26-05 
 
Commission Considering: Alteration- Fire Escape Replacement 
 
Owner’s Name:   Mohammad S. Malik 
 
Applicant Name:     Same as Owner 
 
Agent/Contractor:     N/A 
 
Subject Property Address:    309 Park Avenue 
       Salisbury, MD 21801 
 
Historic District:      Newtown Historic District 
 
Use Category:     Residential 
 
Acting Chairman:      Brenden Frederick 
 
HDC Staff contact:     Henry Pearson 

Associate Planner 
       (410) 548-3170 



















Salisbury Historic District Commission 
 

STAFF FINDINGS 
 

Meeting of February 25, 2026 
 

Case Number:      #26-05 
 
Commission Considering: Alterations – Fire Escape Replacement 
 
Owner Name: Mohammad S. Malik 
Owners Address: 1301 Alps Dr. 
 McLean, VA 22102 
 
Applicant Name:     Same as Owner 
 
Applicant’s Address: Same as Owner 
 
Agent/Contractor:     N/A 
 
Subject Property Address: 309 Park Ave. 
 
Historic District:      Newtown Historic District 
 
Use Category:      Residential 
 
Zoning Classification:     R-8 – Residential 
 
Structure / Site Description: 
 

Built Date:     1900 
Enclosed Area: 6,106 sq. ft. (SDAT Real Property 

Database) 
Lot Size: 7,007 sq. ft. (SDAT Real Property 

Database) 
Number of Stories:    2 

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

• WI-524, Daniel J. Wheaton House 
• WI-363, Theodore Parsons House 



• WI-644, John D. Williams House 
 

Explanation of Request: The applicant is seeking retroactive approval for the replacement of a 
fire escape on the side of the building. The structure is made of unpainted wood and consists of 
stairs and platforms. It is located on the side of the building behind a projection and is not visible 
from the street. 
 
Areas of Historic Guidelines to be considered:  
 
UNIVERSAL GUIDELINES 
 
Guideline 5: Safety Codes and Accessibility  
 
All buildings must comply with Salisbury’s safety codes, and handicap access must be provided 
to residents or visitors as needed. This can be achieved without compromising the integrity or 
significance of historic buildings.  
 

a. Compliance with health and safety codes and handicap access requirements must be 
achieved with minimum impact to the historic character of buildings within Salisbury’s 
Historic Districts.  

b. When permitted by law, fire escapes or fire towers should be placed at the rear or on a 
non-visible side of buildings  

c. Access ramps should be designed to be as unobtrusive as possible, and whenever possible 
should be installed in a manner that is reversible and does not permanently impact the 
historic building features. For example, an access ramp installed on top of an existing 
historic porch so that if it is removed in the future, the porch will be restored to its 
historic appearance. 

 
Guideline 15: General Painting Guidance  
 

a. Generally, wood surfaces should be painted.  
b. Unpainted masonry surfaces should remain unpainted. 

 
Guideline 35: Additions 
 
Although it is not impossible to add a story or more to historic buildings, it is normally more 
difficult to avoid adverse impact to the building’s original design, character, and detailing.  
 

a. Consider the issue of structural strength and ability to carry another floor. This issue 
should be addressed by a qualified structural engineer.  

b. Whenever possible, an addition should be placed at the rear of the main building.  
c. Additions should be constructed in materials compatible with those used in the original 

building. This does not mean that the same materials have to be used.  
d. Frame additions can be added to brick and stucco buildings successfully.  
e. Additions should not duplicate the architecture and design of the main building but 

should pick up overall design “cues” from the main building, such as window 
proportions, overall massing and form, and type of ornamentation.  

f. Avoid changes that obscure, damage or destroy significant characteristic features of an 
existing building or historic district.  



g. New additions should be compatible with existing historic buildings in terms of scale, but 
should be visually different from the original to avoid creating a false historic 
appearance. Additions to historic structures should be identifiable as a new addition to an 
original building.  

h. New additions should be subordinate to the main building. This can be achieved by 
making the addition smaller in scale than the main building, or by keeping the roofline or 
parapet below that of the main building. 

 
 
STAFF COMMENT: 
 
Staff recommends approval on the condition that the structure is painted an appropriate color 
where possible. The structure is on the side of the house, but is behind a projection and is not 
visible from the street, which conforms with Guideline 5b. Guideline 15a states that wood 
surfaces should be painted. Painting the structure will likely improve longevity and protect from 
rot which is important for both aesthetic and safety reasons.  
 
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: October 02, 2025 





Salisbury Historic District Commission 
 

 
Hearing Notification 

 
Hearing Date:     February 25, 2026 
 
Time:       7:00 pm 
 
Location:  Government Office Building  

125 N. Division Street  
Salisbury, MD, 21804 
Room 301  

 
Case Number:     #26-02 
 
Commission Considering: Alteration- Garage Addition 
 
Owner’s Name:   Noah Karengo 
 
Applicant Name:     Same as Owner 
 
Agent/Contractor:     N/A 
 
Subject Property Address:    311 Park Avenue 
       Salisbury, MD 21801 
 
Historic District:      Newtown Historic District 
 
Use Category:     Residential 
 
Acting Chairman:      Brenden Frederick 
 
HDC Staff contact:     Henry Pearson 

Associate Planner 
       (410) 548-3170 



















Salisbury Historic District Commission 
 

STAFF FINDINGS 
 

Meeting of February 25, 2026 
 

Case Number:      #26-06 
 
Commission Considering: Alterations – Rear Garage Addition 
 
Owner Name: Noah Karengo 
Owners Address: 311 Park Ave 
 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:     R-8 – Residential 
 
Structure / Site Description: 
 

Built Date:     1860 
Enclosed Area: 2,432 sq. ft. (SDAT Real Property 

Database) 
Lot Size: 9,451 sq. ft. (SDAT Real Property 

Database) 
Number of Stories:    2 

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

• WI-589, Greenleaf J. Hearn House 
• WI-524, Daniel J. Wheaton House 



• WI-644, John D. Williams House 
 

Explanation of Request: The applicant is seeking retroactive approval for the construction of an 
addition to a garage structure in the rear of the house. The addition consists of two extensions off 
of the existing structure. The applicant has stated that the roofing materials and exterior will match 
that of the existing structure and the house. All load bearing materials are to consist of pressure 
treated lumber. The intent of the addition is to provide shade and it will not contain electrical, 
plumbing, or HVAC services.  
 
Areas of Historic Guidelines to be considered:  
 
UNIVERSAL GUIDELINES 
 
Guideline 13: Match Existing or Historic Siding  
 

a. Where full-scale siding replacement is necessary, match the historic or existing siding on 
the building. Keep the details (width of wood boards, shingle size, corner and seam details, 
etc.) consistent with the historic appearance.  

b. When replacing non-historic siding that was inappropriately applied, chose an appropriate 
replacement that is consistent with buildings of the type, period, and architectural style.  

c. Do not cover historically uncovered masonry surfaces with siding. Siding applied to 
masonry surfaces has the potential to hold moisture and cause damage to the underlying 
wall. 

 
Guideline 24: Roofing Material Design Guidelines  
 
In-kind replacement of roofing materials is always preferable to replacement with a new material, 
however, this is not always feasible. Standing seam metal in copper, tin, or terne coated steel are 
traditional materials which can be replaced with new versions provided that they are flat and of a 
uniform color and texture. Asphalt, asphalt shingles, and mineral fiber slate may be appropriate 
substitutes for many traditional materials.  
 

a. Retain and repair the historic roof material when feasible.  
b. Where replacement is necessary, match the historic materials as closely as possible in terms 

of material, size, color, and pattern.  
c. Requests for substitute roofing materials will be reviewed on a case-by-case basis.  
d. When asphalt shingles are used to replace wood or slate, heavy weight architectural 

shingles which provide depth and variation, and which match the shape of the historic 
materials, are preferred.  

e. Roofing materials on additions should match or mimic the material on the main body of 
the historic building.  

f. Roofing materials on new construction should be consistent with the prevalent roofing 
material on surrounding buildings.  

g. Repair of isolated sections of a roof must match the existing tiles in material composition, 
style, size and color. 

 
Guideline 35: Additions Design Guidelines  
 
Although it is not impossible to add a story or more to historic buildings, it is normally more 
difficult to avoid adverse impact to the building’s original design, character, and detailing.  
 



a. Consider the issue of structural strength and ability to carry another floor. This issue should 
be addressed by a qualified structural engineer.  

b. Whenever possible, an addition should be placed at the rear of the main building.  
c. Additions should be constructed in materials compatible with those used in the original 

building. This does not mean that the same materials have to be used.  
d. Frame additions can be added to brick and stucco buildings successfully.  
e. Additions should not duplicate the architecture and design of the main building but should 

pick up overall design “cues” from the main building, such as window proportions, overall 
massing and form, and type of ornamentation.  

f. Avoid changes that obscure, damage or destroy significant characteristic features of an 
existing building or historic district. 

g. New additions should be compatible with existing historic buildings in terms of scale, but 
should be visually different from the original to avoid creating a false historic appearance. 
Additions to historic structures should be identifiable as a new addition to an original 
building.  

h. New additions should be subordinate to the main building. This can be achieved by making 
the addition smaller in scale than the main building, or by keeping the roofline or parapet 
below that of the main building. 

 
GUIDELINES FOR RESIDENTIAL PROPERTIES 
 
STAFF COMMENT: 
 
Staff recommends approval of the addition. The structure is in the rear of the property and is not 
visible from the street, consistent with Guideline 35b. The siding and roofing match that of the 
original garage and the main house, consistent with Guidelines 13 and 24e.  
 
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: October 02, 2025 
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