
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, April 22, 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 – March 25, 2026 
 

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

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

• #26-11 – 129 Broad St.* – Additions – Garbage Area Enclosure and Solar Screens 
• #26-12 – 405 Park Avenue – Alterations – Driveway Widening 
• #26-13 – 101 Oakdale Rd. – Alterations – Window Replacement 
• #26-11 – 124 E Main St.* – Additions – Sign 
 

7.  DISCUSSION 
• Application Requirements 
• Rules of Procedure 
 

*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 
March 25, 2025 

 
The Salisbury Historic District Commission met in regular session on Wednesday, March 25, 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 – Present  
Harvey Evans – Commissioner – Present 

Luis DaSilva – Commissioner – Present 
 
CITY OFFICIALS  
Laura Ryan – City Attorney – Present 
Henry Pearson – Associate Planner – Present 
Scarlett Liberto – Associate Planner – 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 – Mr. Brad Phillips made a motion to approve the February minutes, 

seconded by Mrs. Lisa Gingrich. 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 –  
 
Case #26-04 – 220 N. Division St. – Alterations – Lead Paint Coverage/Window Replacement – 
Continuance 
 

Mr. Frederick asked if the applicant is proposing an AZEK casing. The applicant agreed. Mr. 
Frederick said that they were concerned about the window sill replacement. Mrs. Gingrich asked 
what materials were used. She said that they used AZEK for everything. She said the AZEK looks 
like wood. Mr. Evans asked if the sill is one continuous piece. The applicant said that they took 
the entire window out and replaced the sill. Mr. Frederick said that they need to evaluate the 
appearance of the window from the exterior. Mrs. Gingrich asked again if they had nailed the sill 
to the outside. The applicant said that they made it into one piece. She said that there are 40 
windows on the property and 10 have had the sills removed. Mr. Evans asked if she is going to 
remove the rest of the sills. The applicant said she would like to because they are rotting.  
 
Mr. Frederick asked if she will remove all the trim on the remaining windows and replace it with 
what is on the example. She said that she wants to if they allow her. Mr. Phillips said that he 
does not have a problem with the sill replacement so long as the sills is not just tacked on. Mr. 
Frederick asked if they will approve the mockup and understand that this will require all 
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windows be replaced to match the mockup. Mrs. Gingrich mentioned that the mockup is 
different than what is existing on the house on the other windows.  
 
Mr. Frederick said that they can approve the mockup, approve it with conditions, or require the 
applicant to return the windows to what was originally there. Mr. Frederick asked for a motion 
for any of those options. He said that the approval should be amended to require all of the 
windows on the building. The applicant said that that is what she wants to do after they paint 
the building. 
 
Mr. Phillips made a motion to approve the application subject to the amendment that all 
windows are done in the exact same fashion as the window mockup that was submitted. Mrs. 
Lawson seconded the motion.  
 
Public Comment: None 
 
Motion and Vote: 
Motion: Brad Phillips 
Second: Margaret Lawson 
Vote: Unanimous, Matt Auchey and Luis DaSilva obstained 

 
7. NEW BUSINESS – 
 
Case #26-02* - 202 Elizabeth St. – Alterations –Window Grill Replacement 

 
Mr. Pearson began reading the staff report. The property was not determined to be 
contributing, so Mr. Auchey read through the checklist to determine if the structure is 
contributing. Mr. Auchey made a motion to deem the structure contributing, seconded by Mrs. 
Gingrich. The structure was determined to be contributing.  

 
Motion and Vote: 
Motion: Matt Auchey 
Second: Lisa Gingrich 
Vote: Unanimous 
 
Mr. Pearson finished reading the staff report. Mr. Frederick said that he agrees that the grills 
should be replaced on all windows. He said that he is concerned that they are proposing 
replacing the grills with “grills between the glass” which is not appropriate, and that they should 
instead be replaced with the full divided light grills. Mrs. Gingrich said that they could also do 
exterior grills. Mr. Frederick said that of the options that they have, the full divided light grills is 
the only option. Mr. Auchey agreed. Mr. Auchey made a motion to approve the application with 
the condition that the “full divided light grills” are installed instead of the proposed “grills 
between the glass” and that the grills are installed on all windows.  
 
Motion and Vote: 
Motion: Matt Auchey 
Second: Lisa Gingrich 
Vote: Unanimous 
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Case #26-06 – 311 Park Avenue – Additions – Rear Garage Addition 
 

Mr. Pearson began reading the staff report. The structure had not been determined 
contributing, so Mr. Auchey went through the checklist. Mr. Auchey made a motion to 
determine the structure contributing. Mrs. Lawson seconded the motion. 
 
Motion and Vote: 
Motion: Matt Auchey  
Second: Margaret Lawson 
Vote: Unanimous 
 
The applicant stated that he was willing to make any changes to the structure to ensure that it is 
acceptable. Mr. Phillips stated that he was concerned that the structure wouldn’t be approved 
by the city. He asked who is building it. The applicant said that he is building it and the city came 
out to give him a stop work order but that he needed historic approval first. Mr. Phillips said this 
proposal is obscuring the historic garage and is not typical. He said that he is concerned that the 
city is not going to give him a permit anyways and that this goes against the guidelines. 
 
The applicant said that he can reduce the size if needed. Mr. Phillips asked what the applicant is 
planning to do with the space. The applicant said that he intended to use it for storage. Mr. 
Evans asked if he could use a storage trailer instead. Mr. Auchey said that the swinging doors on 
the garage add character to the house. He said the doors that are there now kill the character of 
the house. The applicant said that he has the original doors. Mr. Auchey said that building off of 
the front if a no-go for him. He would have preferred that he buy a shed versus destroying the 
garage. Mr. Auchey asked if the side addition was there already. Mrs. Gingrich said that the 
applicant had built that as well. Mr. Auchey said that a thoughtful addition could have been 
acceptable but the way that this was done is not acceptable.  
 
The applicant said that he could make any necessary modifications. Mr. Auchey said that this 
will be a lot more involved than he realizes. He asked if the applicant could instead get a pre-
built shed. The applicant said that he already has built some of the structure so he would prefer 
the current structure. Mr. Auchey said that if he wants to salvage what has been done, he needs 
to come back with plans done by a contractor showing how he will return the look of the front 
of the carriage house to its original character and construct a thoughtful side addition.  
 
Mrs. Gingrich said that there is no drawing or photo of what it will look like once it is finished. 
She said that there is no coherent historically appropriate design and that is looks like a shanty 
addition. She said that she does not see how it could be restored and that there is no design to 
the structure. She said that these will be permanent changes. She said that the additions do not 
line up with the existing structure and that the additions look like shanties. 
 
Mr. Frederick said that the structure will not be approved as submitted and that there are no 
simple modifications that can change that. He said that the addition out of the front would need 
to be significantly changed and that the swinging front doors would need to be reinstalled. He 
would need drawings from a contractor showing exactly what would be built, and even then it 
would be a slim chance of approval. He said that the side addition has a better chance of 
approval but that it is not acceptable as it is now. He said that he would need to speak to a 
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contractor to provide drawings. He said that he recommends that the applicant take the original 
doors and put them inside to protect them. He said that they can continue the case if the 
applicant thinks he can get a contractor by next month to show precisely what he intends to 
construct, or the applicant can withdraw the application and resubmit when he is ready.  Mrs. 
Ryan advised the applicant that he cannot resubmit the application within a year if it is denied, 
and that he can withdraw the application and resubmit. The applicant asked if he needs to do 
anything in the meantime. Mr. Frederick said that no work can be done in the meantime before 
his application is resubmitted, and that he should protect the doors and whatever else he can.  
 
Mrs. Gingrich emphasized that the application is for retroactive approval of the first addition 
and approval for the front section. She said that there is no design of what he has done that she 
considers historically appropriate. She said that there will need to be some major changes. Mr. 
Frederick asked what the applicant would like to do. The applicant decided to withdraw the 
application. Mr. Frederick asked if they will need to redetermine if the structure is contributing. 
Mrs. Ryan said that the motions were separate so they will not need to revote on that aspect. 
Mrs. Ryan recommended that the applicant contact the city as they will need to see progress on 
the structure. 

 
Public Comment: 
 
Motion and Vote: 
Motion: No motion, application incomplete.  
Second:  
Vote:  

 
Case #26-08 – Multiple Locations – Additions – Shore Walls Murals 
 

Ms. Scarlett Liberto approached the table and read the staff report. Two of the locations had 
not been determined contributing. Mr. Auchey read through the checklist for 308 E. Main St. He 
made a motion that the property be determined non-contributing. Mrs. Lawson seconded the 
motion. Mrs. Gingrich asked if the front of the building was painted. The commissioners 
responded that it is not. Mrs. Gingrich said that the unpainted brick contributed to the historic 
nature. Mr. Auchey agreed but said that the design is not historic.   

 
Public Comment: None 
 
Motion and Vote: 
Motion: Matt Auchey 
Second: Margaret Lawson 
Vote: Unanimous 
 
Mr. Auchey went through the checklist for 120 E. Market St. Mr. Auchey made a motion to 
determine the property non-contributing. Mrs. Gingrich and Mr. Phillips said that they disagree 
and think that it is contributing. Mrs. Gingrich said that it has the vibe of an older building with 
its details. Mr. Auchey reevaluated the structure using the checklist. He made a motion to 
determine the structure contributing. Mrs. Lawson seconded.  
 
Motion and Vote: 
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Motion: Matt Auchey 
Second: Lisa Gingrich 
Vote: 6-1, Mrs. Lawson voting nay 
 
Ms. Liberto finished reading the staff report. The staff report stated that the book building was 
not painted, but Mr. Auchey stated that it was in fact painted. Mr. Auchey stated that he has no 
issue with the three painted surfaces. He said that the unpainted surface at 100 E. Main St. is a 
later addition and is not historic. Mr. Evans agreed that it is a later addition. Mr. Frederick said 
that it is an alley and is not a part of the primary façade. He said that the position of the mural is 
as important at the material. Mr. Auchey said that he would prefer the mural be painted on the 
brick surface instead of a bolted on structure. 
 
Mrs. Gingrich said that she is concerned with the size of the murals and that they could take 
over the downtown area. She reference the sign on the Ross building takes over downtown. Mr. 
Frederick pointed to other old cities that have murals that are five-stories tall. Mrs. Gingrich said 
that she thinks those are too large as well. Mr. Frederick said that these surfaces can always be 
repainted and that he is fine with all of them. Mr. Phillips said that he thinks that walls always 
look better with murals. Mr. Auchey made a motion to approve the application as submitted; 
Mr. Phillips seconded. Mrs. Gingrich asked if they have any say over the content of the murals. 
Mr. Frederick said that they do not. 
 
Public Comment: None 
 
Motion and Vote: 
Motion: Mr. Auchey 
Second: Mr. Phillips 
Vote: 6-1, Mrs. Gingrich voting nay. 
 
In parting, it was confirmed that the applicant will not need to come back to the commission to 
get approval or comments on the designs.  

 
Case #26-09 – 106 Elizabeth St. – Addition – Rear Stair Replacement 
 

Ms. Liberto read the staff report. The structure had not been determined contributing. Mr. 
Auchey went through the checklist. Mr. Auchey made a motion to determine the structure 
contributing.  

 
Public Comment: None 
 
Motion and Vote: No motion, application incomplete. 
Motion: Matt Auchey 
Second: Lisa Gingrich 
Vote: Unanimous 
 
Ms. Liberto finished the staff report. The applicant said that they need to replace the stairs for 
safety. She said that she is okay with replacing the railings with wood. Mr. Auchey said that he 
has no issues and the fact that the applicant is okay with wood railings makes it easier. Mr. 
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Auchey made a motion to approve the application with the amendment that the railings will be 
wood. Mr. Phillips seconded. 
 
Public Comment: None 
 
Motion and Vote: 
Motion: Mr. Auchey 
Second: Mr. Phillips 
Vote: Unanimous 
 

Case #26-10 – 303 South Blvd. – Addition – Fence 
 

Ms. Liberto read the staff report. The structure had not been determined. Mr. Auchey read 
through the checklist. He made a motion to determine the structure contributing. Mrs. Gingrich 
seconded.  
 
Public Comment: None 
 
Motion and Vote: 
Motion: Mr. Auchey 
Second: Mrs. Gingrich 
Vote: Unanimous 
 
Ms. Liberto finished the staff report. The applicant stated that they had no idea that they were 
in the historic district and needed to get approval. They have other vinyl fences near their 
backyard. Mr. Frederick said that this specific house was from an era where vinyl fences were 
more common. Mr. DaSilva said that the type of fence flows with the house. Mr. Auchey said 
that they normally deny vinyl fences but this house is unique. He said that it is so far back that 
they cannot see it. Mr. Frederick agreed that the type of house makes it more acceptable. He 
said that if they had come before constructing it, he would have approved it. Mrs. Gingrich 
asked how long the visible stretch of fence is. She said that the part that they have not yet built 
will be very visible. The applicant replied that the foliage will obscure it from view. Mr. Evans 
asked how much space will be between the fences and who will maintain it. They said that they 
will use a weedwhacker to maintain the area. Mr. Phillips agreed with everything Mr. Frederick 
said. Mr. Phillips motioned to approve the application as submitted. Mr. Auchey seconded. 
 
Public Comment: None 
 
Motion and Vote: 
Motion: Mr. Phillips 
Second: Mr. Auchey 
Vote: 5-2, Mrs. Lawson and Mrs. Gingrich voting nay. 

 
Mr. Phillips asked a question about a project on his property at 401 Pennsylvania Avenue. He has a 
garage that is about to fall apart and he needs to repair it. He wants to reface it, redo the roof, and 
wants to get rid of the man doors. He asked if they need to vote on whether the garage is contributing. 
Mr. Auchey said that if he is changing it, he has to come before them.  
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Adjournment: 
There being no further business, Mr. Evans moved to adjourn the meeting, which was 
seconded by Mr. Phillips, which was brought to a vote and approved unanimously. 
 
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:     April 22, 2026 
 
Time:       7:00 pm 
 
Location:  Government Office Building  

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

 
Case Number:     #26-11 
 
Commission Considering: Trash Enclosure & Solar Screens 
 
Owner’s Name:   Wicomico Presbyterian Church 
 
Applicant Name:     Mark Cotter 
 
Agent/Contractor:     N/A 
 
Subject Property Address:    129 Broad Street 
       Salisbury, MD 21801 
 
Historic District:      Newtown Historic District 
 
Use Category:     Church 
 
Acting Chairman:      Brenden Frederick 
 
HDC Staff contact:     Scarlett Liberto 

Associate Planner 
       (410) 548-3170 































Salisbury Historic District Commission 
 

STAFF FINDINGS 
 

Meeting of April 22, 2026 
 

Case Number:      #26-11 
 
Commission Considering: New Construction – Build trash 

enclosure & install solar screens on 
windows of Fellowship Hall 

 
Owner Name: Wicomico Presbyterian Church 
Owners Address: 129 Broad Street 
 Salisbury, MD 21801 
 
Applicant Name:     Mark Cotter 
 
Applicant’s Address: same as owner 
 
Agent/Contractor:     N/A 
 
Subject Property Address: 129 Broad Street 
 Salisbury, MD 21801 
 
Historic District:      Newtown Historic District   
 
Use Category:      Church 
 
Zoning Classification:     Office & Service Residential 
 
Structure / Site Description: 
 

Built Date:     1859 
Enclosed Area: 8,371 sq. ft. (SDAT Real Property 

Database) 
Lot Size: 52,325 sq. ft. (SDAT Real Property 

Database) 
Number of Stories:    NA 

 
Contributing Structure:    Yes 
 
Wicomico County Historic Survey on file: Yes; WI-21 
 
Nearby Properties on County Survey:   Yes  
 



Properties included below but not limited to:  
• WI-151, Birch Brae Apartments 
• WI 14, Dr. Humphreys House 
• WI 153-1, House 

 
Explanation of Request:  
 
The applicant is seeking approval to install solar-blocking screens on 6 West facing and 1 North 
facing windows of their Fellowship Hall. The ground floor of this building is an event space used 
frequently by the church. The applicant would like to install solar window screens incased by white 
aluminum. These window screens would help cool the space in the summer months. 
 
The applicant would also like to construct an enclosure along the west facing brick wall of the 
cemetery for their rolling trashcans. The enclosure will be constructed of 4x4 posts and 1x4x4 
planks. The enclosure will have a hinged gate facing the entrance of the cemetery, setback about 
4’ from the concrete walkway. The trash enclosure will have a flooring of unmortared brick pavers 
that will extend out to the concrete walkway. 
 
Areas of Historic Guidelines to be considered: 
 
UNIVERSAL GUIDELINES 
 
Guideline 1: Preserve Significant Historic Features 
Each style of architecture has a distinctive set of details which contribute to the overall 
character of the building. 

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 8: New Exterior Walls 

a. For additions to existing structures, select building materials that are in keeping with 
materials used on the primary building. 

b. For new construction, select building materials that are in keeping with materials 
used on the block. 

c. For masonry walls, use bricks of similar size, color, and texture to those used 
historically. Concrete block and jumbo brick are not appropriate to the character of 
the Downtown Historic District. 

d. Wood surfaces were historically painted. Unpainted wood surfaces are not 
historically appropriate, and are not durable. 



 
Guideline 15: General Painting Guidance 

a. Generally, wood surfaces should be painted. 

b. Unpainted masonry surfaces should remain unpainted. 

 
Guideline 32: General Landscaping 

a. New decks, patios, swimming pools, and playground equipment requiring a 
permanent foundation should be situated in the rear of properties rather than at the 
front elevation. Where appropriate, these additions should be screened from view 
with landscaping or vegetation. Additions of this type require a COA. 

b. Historic landscaping features should be maintained and preserved as any other 
historic feature on the property. The removal of historic landscaping features, 
including front lawns, hedge rows, and mature trees should be avoided. 

 
Guideline 34: Fences, Retaining Walls, and Gates 

a. Maintain and preserve existing historic fences. 
b. When replacement is necessary, in-kind replacements are the first choice. A simple 

fence in a style that compliments the surrounding architecture may also be 
appropriate. 

c. Designs for new fences must be complimentary to the surrounding architecture, and 
must comply with existing zoning code. 

d. Automatic security gates may be permitted, provided they are properly located and 
comply with existing zoning requirements. They must be appropriate to the design of 
any existing fence or the style of the historic building. 

 
Guideline 36: New Construction 

a. New structures should be similar in form, scale and height to the surrounding 
structures. 

b. New structures should be placed on existing vacant lots whenever possible, and 
should match the setback of surrounding structures. The vast majority of properties in 
the Downtown Historic District have little to no setback: the front of the building is 
positioned at the edge of the sidewalk. 

c. Parking lots or parking structures should be placed at the rear of the lot whenever 
possible. Ideally, access to them should be from a side street to lessen the number of 
curb cuts along main streets. 

d. New buildings should be compatible with adjacent structures in terms of massing, 
proportion, size, and scale. 

e. New buildings should be oriented to face the street rather than turned inward, skewed 
or oriented at angles to the existing street grid. 

f. Services such as delivery or trash removal should be handled from alleys that pass 
through the middle of the block or otherwise located on a non-visible elevation. 



g.    Blank or windowless walls on the front façade or street side are not appropriate. 
 

 
GUIDELINES FOR COMMERCIAL PROPERTIES 
 
 
Guideline 39: Replacement Windows for Commercial Properties 
 

a. Where window replacement is necessary, the new window should match the historic 
window in size, type, glazing pattern, and profile. The number of window panes and 
the approximate muntin and mullion profile should match the historic window. 

b. Removable, snap-in, or “between the glass” muntins are not historically appropriate. 
c. Vinyl windows are generally not manufactured in historic proportions and are not 

appropriate replacement windows for historic properties. Aluminum, aluminum clad 
wood, and fiberglass are appropriate replacement materials and may be approved if 
the appearance is complimentary to the existing historic windows and architectural 
style. 

d. Maintain the historic window opening size and surrounding trim. Do not alter the size 
of the historic window opening to accommodate larger or smaller windows. Do not 
remove or cover surrounding trim, including wood and masonry details. 

e. Maintain the window type. For example, do not replace operable windows such as 
double-hung windows with fixed windows. 

 
STAFF COMMENT 
 
The staff would like to recommend approval for the trash enclosure adjacent to the parking lot 
and cemetery. As the enclosure will be constructed of wood, painted per Guideline 15, and have 
a brick paver flooring to match with the walkway of the cemetery. The brick pavers will connect 
to the concrete path to the parking lots, creating easy access for people as well as for moving the 
trashcans in and out.  
 
The solar screen on the windows of Fellowship Hall comply with the Guidelines. They are a 
temporary addition that could be removed at any time, the same way as a typical window screen, 
because of this the staff would like to recommend approval.  
 
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: Scarlett Liberto 

Infrastructure and Development 
125 N Division Street, Suite 304 



Salisbury, MD 21801 
(410) 548-3170 

Date: March 17, 2026 



WI-21 

Wicomico Presbyterian Church 

 

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 
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WI-21 
Wicomico Presbyterian Church 
Salisbury 
Public worship 

1859, 1910 

Prominently situated on the north side of US Route 50 in the center of Salisbury is the 

Wicomico Presbyterian Church, a building that blends a mid 19th century Romanesque 

Revival sanctuary erected in 1859 with a Colonial Revival front designed by the 

Baltimore architectural firm of Owens and Sisco and erected in 1910. Centered on the 

front wall is a multi-storied entrance tower topped by an octagonal broach spire. The 

main body of the church dates from the mid 19th century and has a series of round arched 

windows and brick corbelling on the east and west sides. The interior was extensively 

remodeled during the early 20th century, but ren:narts of the original decorative painting 

remain in places. Mid to late 20th century additions have been attached to the back of the 

building. 

Wicomico Presbvterian Church traces its orh?:in and earlv worshio in this reQ:ion to 
J '-' .,, J. ._ 

the early 1670s. The first three church buildings were located on sites west of Salisbury, 

initially on a site in the vicinity of Upper Ferry and then on two parcels of land along 

Rockawalkin Creek. The congregation remained at the second Rockawalkin site until the 

early 19th century when it was decided that a town church would be much more 

convenient to a growing congregation in Salisbury. In 1830 a single-story, gable-from 

frame building was erected on a lot donated by Mrs. Sarah Huston of Poplar Hill. The 

initial town church stood near the intersection Poplar Hill Avenue and Church Street until 

1838 when it was moved to the present church site on Broad Street. 
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w1~21 

Page 2 

The steady growth of Salisbury during the pre-Civil War years encouraged the 

Presbyterians to erect a new brick church in 1859 during the pastorship of Reverend 

J. T. H. Waite. Measuring 43' across by 65' deep, the Romanesque inspired building 

included a four-story entrance and bell tower in front and a polygonal lecture room to the 

rear. The interior was embellished with elaborate paint decoration. The contract for the 

brick church was executed under the guidance and skill of W. Angelo Powell for a little 

more than $4,000. 

By the turn of the twentieth century the 1859 building was no longer large enough 

to accommodate an expanded congregation. In 1908 it was decided that the church 

would be enlarged by adding 30' to 40' in front and introducing a new entrance tower. 

The addition and redesign of the front was accomplished by the Baltimore architecural 

firm of Owen and Sisco and the work was executed by Salisbury contnctor Thomas M. 

Slemons. Further additions to the church facilities were made in 1941 and 1958. 



MARYLAND IDSTORIC PRESERVATION PLAN INFORMATION 

RESOURCE NAME: __ W_i_c_o_m_i_c_o_P_r_e_s_b...;:y;....t_e_r_i_a_n_c_h_u_r_c_h ________ _ 

MHT INVENTORY NUMBER:_w_r_-2_1 ___ _ 

MARYLAND COMPREHENSIVE-PLAN DATA 

1. Historic Period Theme(s): Architecture 
Religion 

2. Geographic Orientation: Eastern Shore 

3. Chronological/Development Period( s ): 

4. Resource Type(s): Church 

Industrial/Urban Dominance 
1870-1930 



~ Survey No. WI-21 

Maryland Historical Trust 
MARYLAND INVENTORY 0~ . 

HISTORIC PROPERTIES gi No. 

State Historic Sites Inventory Form DOE _yes no 

1. Name (indicate preferred name} 

historic Wicomico Presbyterian Church 

and/or common 

2. Location 

street & number 129 Broad Street 

city, town Salisbury _ vicinity of 

state Maryland county 

3. Classification 
Category 
_district 
__x__ building(s) 
_structure 
_site 
_object 

Ownership 
_public 
_x__ private 
_both 
Public Acquisition 
_in process 
_ being considered 
--2Lnot applicable 

Status 
~occupied 

_ unoccupied 
_ work in progress 
Accessible 
~ yes: restricted 
_ yes: unrestricted 
_no 

congressional district 

Wicomico 

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

_ not for publication 

First 

_museum 
_park 
_ private residence 

x religious 
_ scientific 
_ transportation 
_other: 

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

name Trustees of Wicomico Presbyterian Church 

street & number 129 Broad Street telephone no.: 

city, town Salisbury state and zip code Maryland 21801 

5. Location of Legal Description 

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

street & number Wicomico County Courthouse folio 

city, town Salisbury state MD 21801 

6. Representation in Existing Historical surveys 

title Maryland Inventory of Historic Properties 

date 1972 _federal ~state _county _local 

4posltory for survey records Maryland --Historical Trust 

city, town Crownsville state MD 21032 



7. Description 

Condition 
_excellent 
~good 
_fair 

Check one 
_ deteriorated _ unaltered 
_ruins ~altered 
_unexposed 

C~eck one 
_ original site 
_moved date of move 

Survey No. WI-21 

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

The Wicomico Presbyterian Church is located at 129 Broad Street in the center of 
Salisbury, Wicomico County, Maryland. The single-story brick church faces south with 
the gable roof oriented on a north/south axis. 

Built in 1859 and extensively reworked in 1910, the rectangular single-story mid 
19th century brick church is laid in eight-course common bond, and the steeply pitched 
roof is covered with slate shingles. The front of the church was redesigned and enlarged 
in 1910. The early twentieth century facade is laid in stretcher bond with an entrance 
and bell tower rising in the center. Attached to the back of the building is a series of 
brick additions that have expanded the Sunday School and administrative offices. 

The south (main) facade is a symmetrical elevation with a center double door 
entrance incorporated within a broad, round arched opening filled with a colored glass 
transom. The entrance arch is fitted with a keystone, and the door sill is marble. Fixed 
in the southeast comer of the tower is a large marble datestone inscribed, "Wicomico 
Presbyterian Church, Organized 1683-1690, Erected 1859, Rebuilt 1910." 
On each side of the tower are round arched window openings spanned by triple tiered 
rowlock arches. The second level is marked by round windows in each side with a 
keystoned brick border highlighting each opening. The comers of the tower are 
accented with brick quoins. Rising atop the second story of the tower is an octagonal 
drum pierced by round arched louvered openings in each side. Skirting the perimeter of 
the tower is a Colonial Revival balustrade with large square newel posts topped by ball 
finials. Rising atop the drum is an octagonal broach spire with a bell-curved base. 
Piercing the wall to each side of the tower are large round arched window openings 
filled with colored glass. The comers of the church are accented with quoins executed 
in the same brick as the church. 

Each side of the church is marked by a series of six round arched sanctuary 
windows filled with colored glass. The individual bays are defined by plain brick 
pilasters, and at the over each window is a row of corbeled brickwork. The southeast 
comer of the church features a large stone date plaque inscribed, "Wicomico Church, 
A.D. 1859." The base of the side walls is embellished with a stepped watertable. 

The north gable end of the mid 19th-century church is largely covered by a mid 
20th century brick addition. The edge of the roof is flush and trimmed with a molded 
barge board. 

The interior has been extensively remodeled during the 20th century. Remnants 
of mid 19th century decorative painting survives in a few areas. 



8. Significance Survey No. WI-21 

Period 
_ prehistoric 

- 1400-1499 
1500-1599 

_1600-1699 
_1700-1799 
----.x1800-1899 
~1900-

Areas of Significance-Check and justify below 
_ archeology-prehistoric _ community planning 
_ archeology-historic _ conservation 
_ agriculture _economics 
_l architecture _ education 

_ landscape architecture __x religion 
_law _science 
_ literature _ sculpture 
_ military _ social/ 

_art _engineering _music humanitarian 
_theater _commerce 

_ communications 
_ exploration/settlement _ philosophy 
_ industry _ politics/government 
_invention 

_ transportation 
_other (specify) 

Specific dates 1859, 1910 Builder/ Architect 

check: Applicable Criteria: A B __EC D 
and/or 

--.--
Applicable Exception: A B c D E F G 

Level of Significance: national state x local 

Prepare both a summary paragraph of significance and a general statement of history and 
support. 

Prominently situated on the north side of US Route 50 in the center of Salisbury is the 
Wicomico Presbyterian Church, a building that blends a mid 19th century Romanesque 
Revival sanctuary erected in 1859 with a Colonial Revival front designed by the 
Baltimore architectural firm of Owens and Sisco and erected in 1910. Centered on the 
front wall is a multi-storied entrance tower topped by an octagonal broach spire. The 
main body of the church dates from the mid 19th century and has a series of round arched 
windows and brick corbelling on the east and west sides. The interior was extensively 
remodeled during the early 20th century, but remnants of the original decorative painting 
remain in places. Mid to late 20th century additions have been attached to the back of the 
building. 

Wicomico Presbyterian Church traces its origin and early worship in this region to 
the early 1670s. The first three church buildings were located on sites west of Salisbury, 
initially on a site in the vicinity of Upper Ferry and then on two parcels of land along 
Rockawalkin Creek. The congregation remained at the second Rockawalkin site until the 
early 19th century when it was decided that a town church would be much more 
convenient to a growing congregation in Salisbury. In 1830 a single-story, gable-front 
frame building was erected on a lot donated by Mrs. Sarah Huston of Poplar Hill. The 
initial town church stood near the intersection Poplar Hill Avenue and Church Street until 
1838 when it was moved to the present church site on Broad Street.1 

The steady growth of Salisbury during the pre-Civil War years encouraged the 
Presbyterians to erect a new brick church in 1859 during the pastorship of Reverend 
J. T. H. Waite.2 Measuring 43' across by 65' deep, the Romanesque inspired building 
included a four-story entrance and bell tower in front and a polygonal lecture room to the 
rear. The interior was embellished with elaborate paint decoration. The contract for the 
brick church was executed under the guidance and skill of W. Angelo Powell for a little 

1 Slemons, Mrs. J. Williari£;·wicomico Presbyterian Church, Salisbury, Maryland (1683-
1959), p. 11. 

2 Ibid. p. 13. 



9. Major Bibliographical References Survey No. WI-21 

1 O. Geographical Data 
Acreage of nominated property ________ _ 

Quadrangle name ______ _ Quadrangle scale ______ _ 

UTM References do NOT complete UTM references 

ALU I I I I I I I I I 
Zone Easting Northing 

cLLJ ~I_.__. __ __._! ~I_.__.__.__~ .......... 
E L_J I I ._I .......__..___._ __ 

GL.J I I ~I...._..__._ ..... ........., 
Verbal boundary description and justification 

B w .__I ~' ....._) _.____,I I I I I 
Zone Easting Northing 

oliJ .__I~'~~-'~' ......... ~--.......... 
F L...i.J I L-1 ...&........L___.__.....,_......., 
H l...i.J 

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 Paul B. Touart, Architectural Historian 

organization Private Consultant date 5/18/98 

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: Maryland Historical t 
Shaw House 
21 State c· e 
Annapo · , Maryland 21401 
(3 269-2438 

MARYL.AND HISTORICAL TRUST 
OHCP/DHCD 

100 COMMUNITY PLACE 
CROWNSVILLE, MD 21032-2023 

514-7600 

PS·2746 



-

-

8.1 SIGNIFICANCE 
Wicomico Presbyterian Church, WI-21 
129 Broad Street 
Salisbury, Wicomico County, Maryland 

more than $4,000. 3 

By the tum of the twentieth century the 1859 building was no longer large enough 
to accommodate an expanded congregation. In 1908 it was decided that the church 
would be enlarged by adding 30' to 40' in front and introducing a new entrance tower. 
The redesign of the building was accomplished by the Baltimore architectural firm of 
Owen and Sisco and the work was executed by Salisbury contractor Thomas M. 
Slemons.4 Further additions to the church facilities were made in 1941 and 1958. 

The Wicomico Presbyterian Church is a highly important architectural ~nd 
historical site in the City of Salisbury. It deserves listing in Category A, which identifies 
buildings that must be preserved. 

3 Ibid. p. 15. 

4 Salisbury Advertiser, April 30, 1910. 



WICCMICO PRESBYTRIAN CHURCH in Salisbury, Maryland, before it was remodedlE'd. 
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, G;,;; fu,,T.i,;;gGo.xt., &:~ -No. 47 Mam St. 
'.HLLIS AND SON, Wholesale and Retail 
a.len in Groceries, Provitiom:, Notiom, Gilling· 
inc, Wood and Willow.w&re., F11hing Tack.le, 
ton and Manilla Rope, Corn-meal, &:c. No. 70 
in Street. 
U YJll4li, Dealer in Groceries, Tobacco, 
tions and General Mercbandile. No. 69 Main - :sa!tors. 
J'DL KA.LONE, Editor of the "Sallsbarr 
.verti~ 

BE: litnr ond Publisher of the " Eutern 
= 

!'nit :De&ler. 
:, CATHELL, De&ler in, and Grower of Small 
uits. Salisbary, Md. 

Eotel. 
!( 'rllACT, Proprietor of Ille •'l'minlala Ho­
i, n also of the "Atlantic Hocel," "Oceu. City.'' 

~· 

\, o ... ;: 
\ ,·\~ 

\I·. I 
I', 

-· ~-;,-and Retail Dealer in .ur- r ,.,......,.. -­
faced Boards, House-framing, ~-bouds, Oak 
Lumber suitable for Vessel Material, G::i Wol­
nnt, Oak ond Cherry Hubs, Balusters, New Posts, 
Fence Pickets, Past Caps, Flower Vases, B""':f 
Handles Spinning Wheels, Pumps. Turmog 
all Kinds and Styles of Woodand Iron a Sxc:WtJ. 
Wool carded from July lSt to October 31st. ,\Jio 
Manufacturer of Flour, Meal a~~. Feed StuJt w-.. 
c:omico Falls Mills, No. 2 Mill Street, Salilbwy, Md. 

Klll& 
GEO W LEONARD, Farmer and Proprielrir of 

&w .;,d Grist Hill. Res. and mill 4f milea DGltb 
of Salisbury. . "' 

10Blf WILLlAXS, Farmer and Pf?Prietor 
Saw and Grist Mill S miles north of Salisbmy. 

CHIO. B. W. lt'D'ARlt, Farmer and ~ al 
H Ruark Milli" 3 miles north of Salisbluy. Res. 

11. ~~asoKs, Proprietor or s. s. Mill, " 
miles west of Salisbury on Wicomico Ri-ycr, Al8C> 
Proprietor o( Marine Railway. 
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3. FOR LIBRARY OF CONGRESS USE 

4. NOTABLE FEATURES, HISTORICAL SIGNIFICANCE AND DESCRIPTION OPEN TO PUBLIC 

3 bays wide and six deep 

Interior 
dark wood pews 
dark wainscot 
8 front windows same 
4 back ones with figures 

facade (back of church -- 2 large stain glass windows and 
double doors with stain glass transom 

wood ceiling supported by [see sketch on M. Bourne's hand­
written notes] 

Pulpit 
Reader's chair flanked by two chairs on platform table on 

floor level 
organ in large 

door 
behind chair and directly opposite 

wall ~ plaster to look like 
rope-like design around windows 

5. PHYSICAL CONDITION OF ~TRUCTURE Endangered tJQ Interior ~o·~ Exterior "I<>•> ~t 

wood ceiling 

~ 6. LOCATION MAP (Plan Optional) 

3. PUBLISHED SOURCES (Author, Title, Pages) 

INTERVIEWS, RECORDS, PHOTOS, C:TC. 

I 

[continued on reverse side] 

7. PHOTOGRAPH 

19. NAME, ADDRESS AND TITLE OF RECORDER 
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MD. HISTORICAL TRUST 
BOX 1704 
ANNAPOLIS, MD. j21404 

DA TE OF RECORD ~.._ i \ C\, l 0 
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WI-21 

Wicomico Presbyterian Church 

Facade 
tower in middle between two wide stain glass windows 
heavy frieze below pediment. 
tower has double door with fanlight ~ round windows 
in center of tower 
balustrade and top 
atop a slate roof 

tall louvered cupola with spire 

erected 1859 -- rebuilt 1910 

Original building was four bays deep. The two bays and facade 
nearest street were built in 1910 
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Salisbury Historic District Commission 
 

 
Hearing Notification 

 
Hearing Date:     April 22, 2026 
 
Time:       7:00 pm 
 
Location:  Government Office Building  

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

 
Case Number:     #26-12 
 
Commission Considering: Addition – Driveway Widening 
 
Owner’s Name:   Vernal Adlain 
 
Applicant Name:     Same as Owner 
 
Agent/Contractor:     N/A 
 
Subject Property Address:    405 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 April 22, 2026 
 

Case Number:      #26-12 
 
Commission Considering: Alterations – Driveway Widening 
 
Owner Name: Adlain Vernal 
Owners Address: 206 E Isabella St. 
 Salisbury, MD 21801 
 
Applicant Name:     Adlain Vernal 
 
Applicant’s Address: Same as owner 
 
Agent/Contractor:     N/A 
 
Subject Property Address: 405 Park Avenue 
 
Historic District:      Newtown Historic District 
 
Use Category:      Residential 
 
Zoning Classification:     R-8 Residential 
 
Structure / Site Description: 
 

Built Date:     1942 
Enclosed Area: 2,009 sq. ft. (SDAT Real Property 

Database) 
Lot Size: 5,984 sq. ft. (SDAT Real Property 

Database) 
Number of Stories:    2 

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

• WI-599, Hooper S. Miles House 
• WI-425, Bethesda Church House 



• WI-460, Marion V. Brewington House 
 

Explanation of Request: The applicant is seeking retroactive approval for the widening of an 
asphalt driveway on the side of the home. 
 
Areas of Historic Guidelines to be considered:  
 
UNIVERSAL GUIDELINES 
 
Guideline 33: Walkways, Driveways, and Parking Lots 
 
Walkways, driveways, and parking lots are integral features within all of Salisbury’s historic 
districts. Their location, materials, and overall appearance on the property and within the 
streetscape is a historic feature that contributes to the district as a whole and should be retained 
and preserved. Historic Districts where single-family residences are converted to multi-family. 
Within the Historic District are small surface parking areas for religious buildings and a few 
commercial properties. Surface parking areas are not contributing features, but impact the 
character of the historic district. 
 

a) Avoid altering the original layout, size, dimensions, textures, and materials of historic 
walkways and driveways.  

b) Walkways and driveways that have fallen into disrepair should be repaired rather than 
replaced wherever possible. 

c) Concrete is the recommended material for new sidewalk construction. The material and 
pattern of the exiting sidewalk within the block should be maintained.  

d) Establishing a new pattern using concrete pavers, red or yellow brick may be appropriate 
if it is compatible with the historic quality of the street and will be reviewed on a case-by-
case basis. 

e) Sidewalks must provide curb cuts per code and ADA guidelines.  
f) Historic walkways which have been lost or altered may be restored based on existing 

documentation of the original design, or if no documentation is available, a new feature 
may be designed to be compatible with the overall historic layout of the property. The 
new design should be compatible with the location, configuration, dimension, scale, 
materials, and color of the historic property and the surrounding district.  

g) Walkway and driveway materials and colors should be consistent with those used 
historically, including brick, flagstone, and gravel. Concrete and asphalt are other options 
which are potentially appropriate.  

h) Construction of new parking lots for subdivided residential properties should be avoided, 
or located at the rear or side of the property. Provide a landscaped buffer to screen the 
parking area from view. Plant material should be no more than 42” in height in order to 
screen the vehicles but still allow for visual access into and from the lots.  

i) For commercial or institutional parking, the overall effect on the character of the 
surrounding area must be considered. Locate parking lots away from the primary 
elevations – the rear or side of the property is usually ideal. Provide a landscaped buffer 
to screen the parking area from view. Plant material should be no more than 42” in height 
in order to screen the vehicles but still allow for visual access into and from the lots. 

 
STAFF COMMENT: 
 



Staff recommends approval of the application as submitted. The expansion was minor and did 
not alter the character of the driveway or front yard. The space that was paved over was dirt with 
no historical or architectural significance. The materials used match what was there before. 
 
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: 

Time:  

Location: 

Case Number: 

Commission Considering: 

Owner’s Name: 

Applicant Name:  

Agent/Contractor:  

Subject Property Address: 

Historic District:  

Use Category: 

Acting Chairman:  

HDC Staff contact: 

April 22, 2026 

7:00 pm 

Government Office Building 
125 N. Division Street  
Salisbury, MD, 21804 
Room 301  

#26-13 

Window Replacement 

Gilberto Guevara & Ruth Menjivar 

Same as Owner 

N/A 

101 Oakdale Road 
Salisbury, MD 21801 

Newtown Historic District 

Residential 

Brenden Frederick 

Scarlett Liberto 
Associate Planner 
(410) 548-3170

















FRAMER REPORT

Phone:
Fax:

QUOTE TO:

1012070
QUOTE#

QUOTE DATE
5/12/2025

Phone:
Fax:

Lowe's Salisbury #0424
2606 Salisbury Blvd.
Salisbury MD 21801

410-546-6300
410-546-6314

100-1 2

None Assigned

DESCRIPTION QTYLINE #

Comments:

PRODUCT: Series 7400 Replacement Double Hung White / White 
Vinyl Sizes
GLASS: LowE-2, Single Strength, Argon, Intercept Spacer
SASH: White
ROUGH OPENING: 36-in x 46-in

UNIT DIMS: 35.75-in x 45.75-in
OPERATION / VENTING: Operating
SCREEN: Standard Screen , White , 1/2 , Fiberglass Mesh
HARDWARE: White Hardware , Double Locks
INTERIOR CASING:

Egress: No 3.93 Sq. Ft. , Net Clear Opening Height: 18 , Net Clear  
Opening Width: 31.5

UValue: 0.3 , SHGC: 0.31 , VT: 0.56 , PG: R-PG50 ,  DP±: 50 , STC: 27 , OITC: 21

IMPORTANT: PRODUCT 
VIEWED FROM EXTERIOR

Oakdale

CONTACT PROJECT NAMEQUOTE # QUOTED BY

Comments:

1012070 Oakdale

QUOTE NAME

scrowley

6of1PagePrint Date: 3/25/2026 9:32 AM



Oakdale

CONTACT PROJECT NAMEQUOTE # QUOTED BY

Comments:

1012070 Oakdale

QUOTE NAME

scrowley

200-1 2

None Assigned

DESCRIPTION QTYLINE #

Comments:

PRODUCT: Series 7400 Replacement Double Hung White / White 
Vinyl Sizes
GLASS: LowE-2, Single Strength, Argon, Intercept Spacer
SASH: White
ROUGH OPENING: 32-in x 58-in

UNIT DIMS: 31.75-in x 57.75-in
OPERATION / VENTING: Operating
SCREEN: Standard Screen , White , 1/2 , Fiberglass Mesh
HARDWARE: White Hardware , Double Locks
INTERIOR CASING:

Egress: No 4.58 Sq. Ft. , Net Clear Opening Height: 24 , Net Clear  
Opening Width: 27.5

UValue: 0.3 , SHGC: 0.31 , VT: 0.56 , PG: R-PG50 ,  DP±: 50 , STC: 27 , OITC: 21

IMPORTANT: PRODUCT 
VIEWED FROM EXTERIOR

300-1 1

None Assigned

DESCRIPTION QTYLINE #

Comments:

PRODUCT: Series 7400 Replacement Double Hung White / White 
Vinyl Sizes
GLASS: LowE-2, Single Strength, Argon, Intercept Spacer
SASH: White
ROUGH OPENING: 40-in x 58-in

UNIT DIMS: 39.75-in x 57.75-in
OPERATION / VENTING: Operating
SCREEN: Standard Screen , White , 1/2 , Fiberglass Mesh
HARDWARE: White Hardware , Double Locks
INTERIOR CASING:

Egress: Yes 5.91 Sq. Ft. , Net Clear Opening Height: 24 , Net Clear  
Opening Width: 35.5

UValue: 0.3 , SHGC: 0.31 , VT: 0.56 , PG: R-PG25 ,  DP±: 25 , STC: 27 , OITC: 21

IMPORTANT: PRODUCT 
VIEWED FROM EXTERIOR

6of2PagePrint Date: 3/25/2026 9:32 AM



Oakdale

CONTACT PROJECT NAMEQUOTE # QUOTED BY

Comments:

1012070 Oakdale

QUOTE NAME

scrowley

400-1 1

None Assigned

DESCRIPTION QTYLINE #

Comments:

PRODUCT: Series 7400 Replacement Double Hung White / White 
Vinyl Sizes
GLASS: LowE-2, Single Strength, Argon, Intercept Spacer
SASH: White
ROUGH OPENING: 36-in x 54-in

UNIT DIMS: 35.75-in x 53.75-in
OPERATION / VENTING: Operating
SCREEN: Standard Screen , White , 1/2 , Fiberglass Mesh
HARDWARE: White Hardware , Double Locks
INTERIOR CASING:

Egress: No 4.81 Sq. Ft. , Net Clear Opening Height: 22 , Net Clear  
Opening Width: 31.5

UValue: 0.3 , SHGC: 0.31 , VT: 0.56 , PG: R-PG50 ,  DP±: 50 , STC: 27 , OITC: 21

IMPORTANT: PRODUCT 
VIEWED FROM EXTERIOR

500-1 2

None Assigned

DESCRIPTION QTYLINE #

Comments:

PRODUCT: Series 7400 Replacement Double Hung White / White 
Vinyl Sizes
GLASS: LowE-2, Single Strength, Argon, Intercept Spacer
SASH: White
ROUGH OPENING: 36-in x 46-in

UNIT DIMS: 35.75-in x 45.75-in
OPERATION / VENTING: Operating
SCREEN: Standard Screen , White , 1/2 , Fiberglass Mesh
HARDWARE: White Hardware , Double Locks
INTERIOR CASING:

Egress: No 3.93 Sq. Ft. , Net Clear Opening Height: 18 , Net Clear  
Opening Width: 31.5

UValue: 0.3 , SHGC: 0.31 , VT: 0.56 , PG: R-PG50 ,  DP±: 50 , STC: 27 , OITC: 21

IMPORTANT: PRODUCT 
VIEWED FROM EXTERIOR

6of3PagePrint Date: 3/25/2026 9:32 AM



Oakdale

CONTACT PROJECT NAMEQUOTE # QUOTED BY

Comments:

1012070 Oakdale

QUOTE NAME

scrowley

600-1 3

None Assigned

DESCRIPTION QTYLINE #

Comments:

PRODUCT: Series 7400 Replacement Double Hung White / White 
Vinyl Sizes
GLASS: LowE-2, Single Strength, Argon, Intercept Spacer
SASH: White
ROUGH OPENING: 32-in x 46-in

UNIT DIMS: 31.75-in x 45.75-in
OPERATION / VENTING: Operating
SCREEN: Standard Screen , White , 1/2 , Fiberglass Mesh
HARDWARE: White Hardware , Double Locks
INTERIOR CASING:

Egress: No 3.43 Sq. Ft. , Net Clear Opening Height: 18 , Net Clear  
Opening Width: 27.5

UValue: 0.3 , SHGC: 0.31 , VT: 0.56 , PG: R-PG50 ,  DP±: 50 , STC: 27 , OITC: 21

IMPORTANT: PRODUCT 
VIEWED FROM EXTERIOR

700-1 1

None Assigned

DESCRIPTION QTYLINE #

Comments:

PRODUCT: Series 7400 Replacement Double Hung White / White 
Vinyl Sizes
GLASS: LowE-2, Single Strength, Argon, Intercept Spacer
SASH: White
ROUGH OPENING: 32-in x 48-in

UNIT DIMS: 31.75-in x 47.75-in
OPERATION / VENTING: Operating
SCREEN: Standard Screen , White , 1/2 , Fiberglass Mesh
HARDWARE: White Hardware , Double Locks
INTERIOR CASING:

Egress: No 3.62 Sq. Ft. , Net Clear Opening Height: 19 , Net Clear  
Opening Width: 27.5

UValue: 0.3 , SHGC: 0.31 , VT: 0.56 , PG: R-PG50 ,  DP±: 50 , STC: 27 , OITC: 21

IMPORTANT: PRODUCT 
VIEWED FROM EXTERIOR

6of4PagePrint Date: 3/25/2026 9:32 AM



Oakdale

CONTACT PROJECT NAMEQUOTE # QUOTED BY

Comments:

1012070 Oakdale

QUOTE NAME

scrowley

800-1 2

None Assigned

DESCRIPTION QTYLINE #

Comments:

PRODUCT: Series 7400 Replacement Double Hung White / White 
Vinyl Sizes
GLASS: LowE-2, Single Strength, Argon, Intercept Spacer
SASH: White
ROUGH OPENING: 32-in x 46-in

UNIT DIMS: 31.75-in x 45.75-in
OPERATION / VENTING: Operating
SCREEN: Standard Screen , White , 1/2 , Fiberglass Mesh
HARDWARE: White Hardware , Double Locks
INTERIOR CASING:

Egress: No 3.43 Sq. Ft. , Net Clear Opening Height: 18 , Net Clear  
Opening Width: 27.5

UValue: 0.3 , SHGC: 0.31 , VT: 0.56 , PG: R-PG50 ,  DP±: 50 , STC: 27 , OITC: 21

IMPORTANT: PRODUCT 
VIEWED FROM EXTERIOR

900-1 1

None Assigned

DESCRIPTION QTYLINE #

Comments:

PRODUCT: Series 7400 Replacement Double Hung White / White 
Vinyl Sizes
GLASS: LowE-2, Single Strength, Argon, Intercept Spacer
SASH: White
ROUGH OPENING: 32-in x 38-in

UNIT DIMS: 31.75-in x 37.75-in
OPERATION / VENTING: Operating
SCREEN: Standard Screen , White , 1/2 , Fiberglass Mesh
HARDWARE: White Hardware , Double Locks
INTERIOR CASING:

Egress: No 2.67 Sq. Ft. , Net Clear Opening Height: 14 , Net Clear  
Opening Width: 27.5

UValue: 0.3 , SHGC: 0.31 , VT: 0.56 , PG: R-PG50 ,  DP±: 50 , STC: 27 , OITC: 21

IMPORTANT: PRODUCT 
VIEWED FROM EXTERIOR

6of5PagePrint Date: 3/25/2026 9:32 AM



Oakdale

CONTACT PROJECT NAMEQUOTE # QUOTED BY

Comments:

1012070 Oakdale

QUOTE NAME

scrowley

WE APPRECIATE YOUR BUSINESS!

6of6PagePrint Date: 3/25/2026 9:32 AM



Salisbury Historic District Commission 
 

STAFF FINDINGS 
 

Meeting of April 22, 2026 
 

Case Number:      #26-12 
 
Commission Considering: Alterations – replace existing windows 
 
Owner Name: Gilberto Guevara & Ruth Menjivar 
Owners Address: 26903 Crooked Oak Lane  
 Hebron, MD 21830 
 
Applicant Name:     same as owner 
 
Applicant’s Address: same as owner 
 
Agent/Contractor:     N/A 
 
Subject Property Address: 101 Oakdale Road 
 Salisbury, MD 21801 
 
Historic District:      Newtown Historic District   
 
Use Category:      Residential 
 
Zoning Classification:     R10 - Residential 
 
Structure / Site Description: 
 

Built Date:     1966 
Enclosed Area: 1,550 sq. ft. (SDAT Real Property 

Database) 
Lot Size: 15,244 sq. ft. (SDAT Real Property 

Database) 
Number of Stories:    1 

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

• WI-669, Baltimore, Chesapeake & Atlantic Railroad Corridor 



• WI-595, Samuel F. M. Adkins House, Bebee House 
• WI-261, Charles Bethke House 

 
Explanation of Request:  
 
The applicant is seeking approval for the windows that they replaced without prior approval. The 
applicant states that they do not want to make any changes to the style or dimensions of the 
windows, claiming they are the same windows that were there previously. They are also seeking 
approval to fix the trim around the outside of the front window, as well as the soffit, directly above 
this window.  
 
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 2: Repair Rather than Replace 
 

a. Repair existing historic features wherever possible.  
b. Use appropriate, approved technical procedures for cleaning, refinishing, and repairing 

historic materials. Make sure your contractor has experience with appropriate techniques. 
 
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. 
 

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. (For 
guidelines on storefront windows, see the Storefronts Guidelines in the following 
section). 

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: Retain Historic Windows 
 

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. 
 
STAFF COMMENT 
 
The staff recommends denial based on the removal of the windows which held much of 
the historic character of this home. The new windows are already installed on the home, 
the applicant is retroactively applying for approval of this project. The windows they 
installed are vinyl and are missing the muntins that were on the original windows. 
Guideline 51 states that removable, snap-in or “between the glass” muntins are not 
appropriate. 
 
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: Scarlett Liberto 

Infrastructure and Development 
125 N Division Street, Suite 304 

Salisbury, MD 21801 
(410) 548-3170 

Date: March 18, 2026 





Salisbury Historic District Commission 
 

 
Hearing Notification 

 
Hearing Date:     April 22, 2026 
 
Time:       7:00 pm 
 
Location:  Government Office Building  

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

 
Case Number:     #26-14 
 
Commission Considering: Sign 
 
Owner’s Name:   Matthew Phillips 
 
Applicant Name:     Same as Owner 
 
Agent/Contractor:     N/A 
 
Subject Property Address:    124 E Main St 
       Salisbury, MD 21801 
 
Historic District:      Downtown Historic District 
 
Use Category:     Commercial 
 
Acting Chairman:      Brenden Frederick 
 
HDC Staff contact:     Scarlett Liberto 

Associate Planner 
       (410) 548-3170 



















Salisbury Historic District Commission 
 

STAFF FINDINGS 
 

Meeting of April 22, 2026 
 

Case Number:      #26-14 
 
Commission Considering: Sign 
 
Owner Name: IM Properties 4 LLC 
Owners Address: 310 N Central Ave 
 Laurel, DE 19958 
 
Applicant Name:     Matthew Phillips 
 
Applicant’s Address: 20874 Sussex Hwy 
 Seaford, DE 19973 
 
Agent/Contractor:     Phillips Signs 
 
Subject Property Address: 124 E Main Street 
 Salisbury, MD 21801 
 
Historic District:      Downtown Historic District   
 
Use Category:      Business uses and offices 
 
Zoning Classification:     CBD – Central Business District 
 
Structure / Site Description: 
 

Built Date:     1973 
Enclosed Area: 5,038 sq. ft. (SDAT Real Property 

Database) 
Lot Size: 4,620 sq. ft. (SDAT Real Property 

Database) 
Number of Stories:    2 

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



• WI-211, F. Leonard Wailes Law Office 
• WI-585, Salisbury News & Advertiser Building 
• WI-273, Colonial Building (Hearne & Bailey Law Office) 
• WI-12, Wicomico County Courthouse 

 
Explanation of Request:  
 
The applicant is seeking approval to place signs on the exterior of the building. All the signs are 
nonilluminated. They would like to place a 24” x 36” double sided sign, on green vinyl on a hanging 
sign bracket off to the left side of the front door. Along the front of the building, they would also 
like to install a 10” x 170.5” stud mounted, white lettering above the front door of the building. The 
last sign they would like to install is a replacement of the parking signs that will match the two 
signs previously described. There will be two 12” x 18” replacement parking signs with white 
lettering on a green background, made of aluminum and vinyl on the rear side of the building. 
 
Areas of Historic Guidelines to be considered: 
 
GUIDELINES FOR COMMERCIAL PROPERTIES 
 
Guideline 45: Sign Placement 
On most downtown buildings, a continuous brick ledge or corbelling is used to separate 
the second floor and above from the entry-level storefront below. This space is ideal for 
sign placement, as it was often created for this purpose. In some instances, newer 
buildings contain areas above the highest windows for signage. 

a. Signs must not obscure or hide significant historic features or details. 
This includes windows, cornices, and architectural trim. 

b. Projecting signs must be located no less than eight feet above the 
sidewalk. 

c. Signs should be mounted to historic masonry buildings through the 
mortar joint, rather than through masonry units wherever possible. 

d. Non-permanent painted or adhesive signs (for example, vinyl cling signs) 
may be installed on the interior of storefront windows or on the upper 
story windows of multi-story commercial buildings. 

e. Signs shall not be placed above the roof-line of any building in the 
Downtown Historic District, as per the zoning ordinance. 

f. Awning signs are permitted. 
 
STAFF COMMENT 
 
The staff would like to recommend approval for the installation of all four signs. The 
style and color match the character of the surrounding area. All the signs are also all 
nonilluminated and comply with Guideline 45. 
 
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: Scarlett Liberto 

Infrastructure and Development 
125 N Division Street, Suite 304 

Salisbury, MD 21801 
(410) 548-3170 

Date: March 19, 2026 
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