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Salisbury, North Carolina

The Historic Preservation Commission for the city of Salisbury met in regular session on Thursday, February 10, 2005, in the Council Chambers at the City Hall, 217 S. Main St.

The meeting was called to order by the Chairman, Charles Paul.  In addition to 

Mr. Paul, the following members were present: Raemi Evans, Ronald Fleming, Mike Fuller, Anne Lyles, Jeff Sowers, Kathy Walters, Wayne Whitman, and Michael Young.
Certificates of Appropriateness

Michael Young informed the body that due to the contents of a letter that he wrote, addressed to Pastor Griffis of the First United Methodist Church, he must recluse himself from discussion, deliberation, and voting on the church’s request to the Commission.  He apologized to the members of the Commission, the United Methodist Church, and all concerned parties for his error and misjudgment. 

H-02-05      117, 119, 121 W. Fisher St. – First United Methodist Church, owner 

Dave Collins, applicant - Certificate of Appropriateness for demolition of listed buildings for church expansion

Charles Paul reminded commission members that the request was tabled at the last meeting and required a motion to remove from off the table.  Jeff Sowers made the motion, Wayne Whitman seconded the motion, and all members voted AYE.
Dave Collins, applicant, was sworn to give testimony for the request.

Mr. Collins testified that the church does have some studies underway but they would like to go ahead and get the approval for the demolition so that whatever they decide to do would not be hampered by a long waiting period.  

Charles Paul reminded Mr. Collins that there was an option for keeping the request on the table and credit would be given for the time that it is on the table.  However, Mr. Collins said, “if we can go ahead and get the approval we can stop the letters, we can start the cooperation.”  In response to a question from the Chair, Mr. Collins said they did not have any new evidence to present and wanted the Commission to rule on the presentation as given in January.  

Kathy Walters asked if any discussions for alternatives had taken place between the church, Commission members and\or other opponents of the demolition, as was recommended at the January meeting.
Mr. Collins said no one present at the January meeting in opposition had made any attempt to contact him; nor had he contacted the Foundation or anyone else.  He explained that the church’s committee is a volunteer group so he assumed that if anyone really wanted to seek a solution they would have gotten in touch with him.  
In response to Kathy Walters’ question as to whether or not the church would be amenable to meeting with a subcommittee (1 or 2 volunteers from the Commission) Mr. Collins stated that they are open and willing to have friendly discussions, but reminded the Commission that they had taken some personal attacks that were unwarranted.  He stated that their job is to see that the church’s longer term objective is achieved - the growth of the church, which may or may not include remodeling the buildings. 

Janet Gapen stated that a Commission member would not be able to participate actively in a committee until a decision is made on the Certificate of Appropriateness.  She also explained that the entire time matter remains on the table would be included as a part of the delay period; there would not be an addition to it.

In response to a question from Jeff Sowers, Janet Gapen stated that a request for demolition cannot be denied unless it can be deemed as statewide significance, a provision, she said, which has not been used often to prevent demolition.  She has received a tentative word from the State Historic Preservation Office that the W. Fisher St. buildings probably would not qualify as having statewide significance.    
Jeff Sowers read from Salisbury’s Vision 20/20 plan policy C-1  Policies for older community areas as follows:   the preservation rehabilitation appropriate adaptive reuse of older commercial properties shall be encouraged, such rehabilitation shall respect their original architecture and fabric of the building; destruction or demolition of desirable older commercial structures shall be avoided.  However, Charles Paul stated that provision could not be used to prevent the demolition either

Jack Thomson, Managing Director for Real Estate, Historic Salisbury Foundation, informed the Commission that he had an offer of assistance for the church.  In giving a brief history of the Foundation, Mr. Thomson stated that the Foundation has a revolving fund that purchases, stabilizes and sells historic buildings to sympathetic buyers which has already saved over 80 buildings.  He offered the following solutions that could ensure preservation of the building:  (1) to identify an architectural firm that has good experience with adaptive reuse projects, which is a process where the property might be used in a different way that would still preserve its place in the streetscape and neighborhood and (2) to help find a sympathetic buyer for the property who will recognize the important heritage of the buildings.  He stated that if the church would decide to sell there has been potential interest shown.  Mr. Thomson said, “the Foundation would like the church to know that you do have options and we can help you with them.”
With no other questions or additional comments, the Chair called for a motion.
He reminded the Commission that the request could not be denied; however, they did have the option of delaying the demolition for up to 365 days; credit would be given for time since the request was heard in January.

Kathy Walters made the following motion:  “I move that the Commission find the following facts concerning Application #H-02-05 – that Dave Collins, applicant for 1st United Methodist Church, owner of 117, 119, 121 W. Fisher St., appeared before the Commission and sought a Certificate of Appropriateness to demolish the listed buildings for church expansion; that Jack Thomson appeared before the Commission to offer assistance from the Historic Salisbury Foundation, this request should be granted with a 365-day delay dating back to January 13, 2005 based on The Secretary of Interior Standards for Rehabilitation and Chapter 5 Demolition, pages 64-65, Guidelines 1 and 2 of the Non-Residential Historic District Design Guidelines; therefore, I further move that a Certificate of Appropriateness for Application H-02-05 be granted with a 365 demolition delay dating back to January 13, 2005 to Dave Collins, applicant for 1st United Methodist Church, owner of 117, 119, 121 W. Fisher St. to demolish the buildings.”
Jeff Sowers seconded the motion.  Commission members Charles Paul, Jeff Sowers and Kathy Walters voted AYE; Commission members Raemi Evans, Ronald Fleming, Anne Lyles and Wayne Whitman voted NO.  

The Chair called for another motion; there was none.

Charles Paul stated that the request has to be acted upon within 180 days.  He said, “we could put it back on the table if anyone wants to table it.”   He stated that the only options would to be to table for up to 180 days or to approve it.

Kathy Walters read the entire Chapter 5.1  Demolition from the Non-Residential Design page 64.  After which, she stated, “at this point about the only thing we can do is try to establish a cooperative working relationship with the involved parties.” 
Charles Paul then called for an alternative motion, stating again that the options would be either to table or to approve with a 365-day delay.  He explained that after the ruling is made then the Commission would be free to cooperate with the applicant and other concerned parties in order to actively seek negotiation to find a means of preserving the building. 
Kathy Walters made the second motion as follows: “I move that the Commission find the following facts concerning Application H-02-05 – that Dave Collins, applicant for First United Methodist Church, owner of 117, 119, 121 W. Fisher Street, appeared before the Commission and sought a Certificate of Appropriateness to demolish the listed buildings for church expansion; that Jack Thomson appeared before the Commission to offer to work cooperatively with the church on alternatives, this request should be granted with a 365-day delay dating from January 13, 2005 based on The Secretary of Interior Standards for Rehabilitation, and Chapter 5 – Demolition, pages 64-65, guidelines 1 and 2 of the Non-Residential Historic District Design Guidelines; therefore, I further move that a Certificate of Appropriateness for Application #H-02-05 be granted with a 365-day delay  which would expire January 12, 2006, to Dave Collins, applicant for First United Methodist Church, owner of 117, 119, 121 W. Fisher Street, to demolish the buildings detailed in the application.”
Wayne Whitman seconded the motion; all members voted AYE.

H-04-05     315 E. Council St. – Wallace Realty, owner; Jayson Barber, applicant – Certificate of Appropriateness to (1) saw cut 5 ft. opening in existing wall and finish cut ends with cement capping (2) install 5 ft. wide brick walk to extend existing pad to driveway (3) selectively trim Crepe Myrtle tree which is next to proposed walk (4) install additional spot lights along side of bar to better illuminate walk to parking area (5) taper walk to driveway with asphalt over existing curb – POSTPONED

H-06-05      130 W. Kerr St. – Rodney Queen, owner – Certificate of Appropriateness for new office building
Rodney Queen was sworn in to give testimony for the request.  
As staff presented slides to show the site plan, Rodney Queen testified that he has met all of the landscape and parking requirements.  Wendy Spry confirmed that the site plan meets all of the zoning requirements.  Slides were shown of the subject property which was noted as being located next to a church.  Wendy Spry stated that comments from DRAC included concerns about the roof line of the proposed building.  She showed slides of neighboring property roof lines for comparison.  
Michael Young stated that there was also a concern for lot orientation.  He noted that the site plan shows the building would be situated at the back of the lot with parking on the corner.  He read the following new construction guidelines from Building Background and Orientation on Lot:  In downtown, buildings should be oriented toward the street with the main pedestrian access in the front.   If parking is to be included in the design of a new construction project, it should be located in the rear of the building or in an interior portion of the block.  Access to parking can be from alleyways, side streets, or other parking areas.  
Michael Young stated that since the proposed building is on a corner, it just seemed that the building should be located on the corner of Church & Kerr and not on the church’s property line.  
In response to a question from the Chair who asked how far from the church the building would be located, Rodney Queen referred members to a slide of the church, pointing out the church’s dividing lot line wall, he stated that the proposed office would be 5 ft. away from the lot line; to which the Chair said, “I think that would look terrible.”
Rodney Queen commented that the zoning in that area allows for a zero lot line.  

Jeff Sowers asked if there was any reason that the structure could not be placed on the corner with the parking lot between the office and the church.  Mr. Queen stated that it would be inconsistent with the existing structures along Kerr St.  He said, “I see it being more out of place pulled to the front than it would be where it is now.”

Charles Paul stated that in his opinion it would not be appropriate to have a contemporary building next to the church without a visual buffer.  Jeff Sowers stated that a proper location of the building would be more appropriate than right next to the church.

Jeff Sowers noted that some of the proposed elements of the façade were not in compliance with the guidelines.  He named the vinyl shutters, the casement windows, and the building cornice.  

Rodney Queen asked that the Commission tell him what they would like to see and he would make the necessary changes to his plan and come back for approval.  Changes requested were as follows:  

· Wood shutters, historic in design (present picture)
· Double hung wood windows; not opposed to a fixed window if it looks like it is double hung (present picture)
· Architectural style columns
· Present shingle and brick samples (both were presented at the meeting)
· Front elevation should face Kerr St. at the corner with parking area behind it which would involve the necessity to put in an additional rear entrance on rear elevation

· Color:  White
In response to Rodney Queen’s question as to whether trim could be used around the windows rather than shutters, Jeff Sowers said that trim would be fine.  

Rodney Queen said he would go by the criteria given and then come back to the March meeting for approval.
H-07-05      225 W. Innes St. – The Maxwell Chambers Trust, owner; 

Randy Hemann, applicant – Certificate of Appropriateness for renovations to 

existing structure and addition of deck/stage 

Randy Hemann was sworn to give testimony for the request.  Staff presented slides.
Mr. Hemann, in his presentation of the proposed plans for renovations to the Bell Tower, informed the Commission that the project has been approached very carefully in order to preserve its integrity.  It was a desire to have a more functional building that could be used more than one time a year – New Year’s Eve.   He stated that with that thought in mind, Chris Bradshaw came up with the idea of a deck/stage addition.  
Mr. Hemann referred Commission members to a letter submitted by Paul Fomberg, Restoration Specialist with the State Historic Preservation Office.  

He informed the Commission that the openings along the 4 sides of the tower are presently filled with wood framing and chicken wire in order to prevent pigeons and other animals from entering the building. However, it had failed to keep out the moisture which has caused problems with the tower’s wooden structure inside.  Paul Fomberg stated in his letter, “I would recommend that a Black frame be used rather than a dark Brown anodized fame as specified in the project description, so that the opening “reads” as a void to the greatest extent possible.”  In response to a question from the Chair, Mr. Hemann said that there were 9 openings on each of the 4 sides which were there to transmit sound of the bell out of the tower.  He informed the Commission that the tower’s bells probably would not sound as loud because the openings would be closed in; however, there would still be some vents at the top that remain.
From the slides, Mr. Hemann pointed out a hole in the bottom of the Bell Tower, which he described as its only source of ventilation.  He stated that upon the recommendation of Mr. Fomberg, a floating deck would be built that would allow ventilation to go in from the front rather than back-filling the area between the wing walls and pouring a slab on top.   Vents would be installed along the curved front of the stage so that the existing ventilation underneath the structure would not be impaired or eliminated with the deck construction.  
Mr. Hemann testified that the railings for the stage would be a close match to railings at the existing gazebo.  The brick, he said, has yet to be chosen but the goal is to try to compliment the tower’s brick without matching it. He said they had not considered the idea of sealing the brick in response to a question from Mike Fuller.
Charles Paul suggested that Mr. Hemann come back before the Commission for approval of the brick whenever that decision was made.  Mr. Hemann agreed to do so.
In response to a question from Michael Young regarding steps only up to up the stage, Mr. Hemann said that in his opinion, the stage being open all the way across does not help its functionality of the stage, nor did they want to mimic the front of the building with steps that go all the way across the front.  He said they want to be contemporary and compatible but still differentiate from the original.  Jeff Sowers suggested the use of granite caps on the steps.  Mr. Hemann thought that suggestion to be a great idea.
Mr. Hemann testified that the only proposed change in the landscaping would be the addition of two 7 or 8 ft. tall light poles located within the landscaping in front and side of the planted area that would light the entire tower.
Mr. Hemann said in response to a question from Wayne Whitman that there would not be a need for handicap accessibility because the tower is not considered a public building.
Anne Brownlee, 400 Lantz Ave., was present to express her concerns of the Bell Tower.
Ms. Brownlee stated that she thinks the project should have the active involvement of a historical consultant to give advice as the construction proceeds.  In response to her concern Mr. Hemann said Paul Fomberg had been actively involved in the planning process; however, he would not be involved in the supervision of the construction because that is not his role in the State Historic Preservation Office.  

Ms. Brownlee also voiced her concern in the construction of the attached stage which she said would alter the structure.  She suggested other alternatives for a stage which included a non-attached free-standing stage, a portable and temporary stage, as well as a self-contained stage in a trailer.  
Ms. Brownlee further stated that the Bell Tower is an important part of the city’s heritage and efforts to preserve it should be done without destroying its historical integrity.
Jack Thomason, Managing Director of Real Estate for Historic Salisbury Foundation, said his concern was that if a permanent stage is constructed there should be a “bona fide construction joint” that would clearly distinguish the old from the new.

With no one else present to speak in support or opposition of the request, Michael Young made the following motion:  “I move that the Commission find the following facts concerning Application #H-07-05 – that Randy Hemann, applicant for the Maxwell Chambers Trust, owner of 225 W. Innes Street, appeared before the Commission and sought a Certificate of Appropriateness to renovate the existing structure and construct a deck stage, that Jack Thomson of Historic Salisbury Foundation, appeared before the Commission to support the request and make comments, that Anne Brownlee gave her thoughts to the Commission; this request should be granted based on The Secretary of Interior Standards for Rehabilitation for Rehabilitation and Chapter 3.2 – New Construction – Additions, page 50, guidelines 1-7; Chapter 3.3 – Rear Decks, Terraces & Rooftop Decks, page 5, guidelines 1,2, and 4; Chapter. 2.4 – Materials and Details – Windows & Doors, pages 30-31 guidelines 1-4,6 and 8; Chapter 4 – site Features & District Setting – Lighting, page 61, guidelines 1-6 of the Non-Residential Historic District Design Guidelines; mitigating factors:  that a granite cap be used on the stair and stair walls and that the application be amended to include the recommendation from Paul Fomberg’s senior branch state historic preservation office; therefore, I further move that a Certificate of Appropriateness for Application #H-07-05 be granted to Randy Hemann, applicant for the Maxwell Chambers Trust, owner of 225 W. Innes St. to make the changes detailed in the application.”

Ron Fleming seconded the motion; all members present voted AYE.

H-08-05      327 W. Innes St. – First Presbyterian Church, owner; James Norman and Dave Jordan, applicants  – Certificate of Appropriateness for construction of a Memorial Columbarium and removal of 1 Willow Oak tree

James Norman and Dave Jordan were sworn to give testimony for the request.  
Staff presented slides as Mr. Norman pointed out the site location of the proposed construction at the western entrance to the church courtyard.  The columbarium will be 20 ft. by 36 ft, 5 ½ -ft. tall with 152 double niches.  It will be brick veneer to match existing church and columns, and brick caps will match the caps on the columns. Bronze plaques will be located in the corners, and brick pavers will be located on the interior floor.  A wrought iron gate will match the wrought iron fence.  

Mr. Norman testified that an Oak tree, shown on the slide, would have to be removed for the construction.  He said the tree is at least 2 ft. in diameter.  Wendy Spry informed the Commission that Mark Martin, the city’s Landscape Manager, did not have a problem with the tree’s removal.
In response to a question from Anne Lyles, the applicants testified that small dogwoods would be planted back.  Charles Paul commented that a similar tree should be put back.  
In response to a question concerning landscaping, Mr. Norman stated that the landscaping would be tied in with the existing landscaping.  
Jeff Sowers asked if another layout had been considered in order to save the Willow Oak tree.  He said the removal of the tree would definitely upset the rhythm of trees along S. Fulton St. 
Mr. Jordan said they did not want to chance the big tree falling on the columbarium or to have the roots from the tree getting under the wall of the columbarium.  
There was no one present to speak in support or opposition to the request.

Wayne Whitman made the following motion:  “I move that the Commission find the following facts concerning Application 3H-08-05 – that James Norman and Dave Jordan, applicants for First Presbyterian Church, owner of 327 W. Innes St., appeared before the Commission and sought a Certificate of Appropriateness to construct a Memorial Columbarian and remove one Willow Oak tree, that no one appeared before the Commission to support or oppose this request; this request should be granted based on The Secretary of Interior Standards for Rehabilitation and Chapter 3.1 – New Construction, pages 46-49, guidelines 1,3-5 and 6-16; Chapter 4 – Site Features and District Setting – Lighting, page 61, guidelines 1-6; Chapter 4 – Site Features and District Setting – Landscaping, page 59, guidelines 1-5 of the Non-Residential Historic District Design Guidelines; therefore, I further move that a Certificate of Appropriateness for Application #H-08-05 be granted to James Norman and Dave Jordan, applicants for First Presbyterian Church, owner of 327 W. Innes St., to make the changes detailed in the application.”

Mike Fuller seconded the motion; all members present voted AYE.

H-09-05      109 N. Lee St. – Fisher Realty, owner – KKA Architecture, applicant 

Certificate of Appropriateness for facade improvements:  new Galalume metal roofing, matching metal awnings, decorative wall-mounted lighting fixtures, anodized Black aluminum storefront doors and windows, and exterior signage; site improvements:  new landscaped courtyard side entrance with ADA ramp and

metal decorative railings

Jeff Sowers stepped down from his seat on the Commission to present the request.
Jeff Sowers and Chuck Harriss were sworn to give testimony for the request.

Following a question and discussion as to whether Mr. Sowers could present the case, the Chair ruled that since Mr. Sowers would not have a vote on the approval or denial then his participation in the presentation of the request would be all right.  
Staff presented slides as Mr. Sowers presented the proposal for renovations to the former Salisbury Tractor Building.  He pointed out the existing west elevation which adjoins the Chamber building, and the north elevation which is area for the proposed courtyard.  Continuing through the slide presentation, Mr. Sowers showed the location for the new storefront doors and windows.  He presented samples of the metal awnings and of the new metal roof which would replace the existing asphalt shingles.   A picture brochure was shown of the proposed decorative galvanized Gray light fixtures.  
In describing the proposed signage, Mr. Sowers stated that though the request is for a roof sign, the sign will not be not be above the highest point of the roof, which would not be allowed per the zoning ordinance.  He said it is probably a parapet sign rather than a roof sign. Mr. Harriss explained that each tenant would not have their own sign, but rather one sign with the words, “The Tractor Building.”  This one sign would take the place of 3 different business names, he said. 

In response to a question from Michael Young who inquired if the sign would be lighted, Mr. Harriss said there is enough ambient lighting in the Chamber’s parking lot so the sign would not need to be lighted.  The building’s existing painted signs, though now faded out, would remain.  Mr. Harris testified that the sign would not be destroyed or restored.
Mr. Sowers continued by testifying that the existing guard rail on the wall would remain and the new steps and ramp would mimic the existing.    
Wendy Spry stated that the area proposed for the courtyard is city of Salisbury property.  Mr. Harris testified that they would be making a proposal to the city once it is determined what part of their property would be needed.  He said the city has indicated a strong willingness to help.  He said the proposed courtyard would include heating, and air conditioning units which cannot be located on the pitched roof.  
Mr. Sowers described the landscaping plan.
Michael Young asked if utility lines were still located on top of the building.  Mr. Harris stated they had already been removed.

Wendy Spry read the comments from DRAC.
Joe Morris was present to speak in support of the request.

Mr. Morris also expressed his concern about the heating and air units being located behind the existing concrete wall, which is visible from Depot St., and how they might be visible when viewing the tile mosaic (a project of the Salisbury Community Appearance Commission).  He said he hoped they could be concealed so as not to take away from the mural.  He suggested the possibility of it being sunken.  

Mr. Harris stated that Joe Morris’ concern had been theirs as well.  
Charles Paul suggested that they get together and work on that and come back to the Commission, along with plans for the 4th elevation and the signage.

There being no other comments or questions, Michael Young made the following motion:  “I move that the Commission find the following facts concerning Application #H-09-05 – that Jeff Sowers of KKA Architecture and Chuck Harriss, applicant for Fisher Realty, owner of 109 N. Lee Street, appeared before the Commission and sought a Certificate of Appropriateness to make façade improvements – new Galalume metal roofing, matching metal awnings, decorative wall-mounted lighting fixtures, anodized Black aluminum storefront on doors and windows and exterior signage; and site improvements – new landscaped courtyard side entrance with ADA ramp and metal decorative railings, that Joe Morris appeared before the Commission to support this request; this request should be granted based on The Secretary of Interior Standards for Rehabilitation and Chapter 2 – Changes to Buildings – Storefronts, pages 20-22, guidelines 1-7; Safety & Accessibility, page 41, guidelines 1-6; Utilities & Energy Retrofit, pages 42-43, guideline 7 0f the Non- Residential Historic District Design Guidelines; mitigating factors:  the applicant will came back for approval of south elevation, and bring options for the screening and mechanical elements; therefore, I move that a Certificate of Appropriateness for Application H-09-05 be granted to Chuck Harriss and Jeff Sowers, applicant for Fisher Realty, owner of 109 N. Lee Street to make the changes detailed in the application.”  
Kathy Walters seconded the motion; all members present voted AYE.

H-10-05       506 S. Church St. – Barry & Rodney Rymer, owner – Certificate of Appropriateness for window sash replacement and front porch repairs

Rodney Rymer, owner and Cherrathee Hager, contractor, were sworn to give testimony for the request.  

Ms. Hager testified that the front porch was in a deteriorated condition, with the porch leaning into the house. The windows, she stated, were in various stages of deterioration and disrepair, with broken window panes and sashes, nor would they go up or down.   

Ms. Hager informed the Commission that neither she, as contractor, nor the owner, had thought to request the Commission’s approval before work was done.  She testified that the windows have already been installed with double-hung sashes, and wood construction.  The porch was also replaced using the same tongue and groove materials.  

She presented pictures to show before and after repair, and a complete outline of what had been done.

Ms. Hager apologized to the Commission for her error, which was an over-sight, and said she has learned from her mistake.  She said, “the work has been done, the house is safer, securer, and in better condition than it was before.” 
In response to Kathy Walters’ question of whether the grids were snap-in, Ms. Hager said the grids were in between the panes.  She further testified that 6/6 grids were ordered but 9/9’s were sent in error.  There are grids that could be attached to the outside but would be cost prohibitive.   She said approximately $4,000 has already been spent to change out the windows.
Charles Paul explained to Ms. Hager that there was no problem with the porch repair; however, the windows would not have been approved.  

Kathy Walters advised Ms. Hager that a previous owner had the same house over 50% vinyl sided by the time it was brought to the attention of the Commission but had to remove the siding, repair the holes and paint the wood.  She said the Commission at that time did go by the guidelines.
The Chair ruled that application should be tabled until more research could be done.  Commission members agreed.
Barry Rymer, owner, spoke to the Commission to apologize for the errors made.  He said he bought the house out of foreclosure and did not know it was in the historic district.  His only objective, he said, was to make the house look nice and then rent it.

Jeff Sowers made the motion to table the request, seconded by Kathy Walters; all members voted AYE.
H-11-05      130 W. Council St. – St. Luke’s Episcopal Church, owner; 

Steve King, applicant – Certificate of Appropriateness for trimming and 

dead-wooding 4 trees; select trimming

Dick Martin, Jr. Warden at St. Luke’s and Steve King, A-1 Tree Service, were sworn to give testimony for the request.

Staff presented slides which showed the large Willow Oak tree in the yard of the church.  Mr. Martin testified that there is significant dead wood in the tree that needed attention ass well as others on the property.
Mr. King pointed out a large dead leader in the middle of the big tree that needed to be removed.  He testified that the crown of the tree would not be reduced in any way; there would only be selective lateral cuts made.  The largest cuts, he said, might be 3-4 inches in diameter, but most would be very small.  

Mr. Martin said that dead limbs would be removed from the other trees in order to prevent the liability of someone being injured from falling limbs in the church yard.
Mr. King testified that pruning for the smaller trees would be the same as the big one; there would be no crown or height taken out of them.
Joe Morris spoke in support of the request.  He reminded Mr. King and Mr. Martin of the lighting protection system in the large tree and asked that precautions be taken if a part of it should have to come out.
Ronald Fleming made the motion as follows:  “I move that the Commission find the following facts concerning Application #H-11-05 – that Steve King, owner of A-1 Tree Service, and Dick Martin, Jr. Warden at  St. Luke’s Episcopal Church, owner of 130 W. Council Street, appeared before the Commission and sought a Certificate of Appropriateness to trim and dead-wood four trees, and do select pruning, that Joe Morris, city of Salisbury, appeared before the Commission to support with commentary; this request should be granted based on The Secretary of Interior Standards for Rehabilitation and Chapter 4.3 – Landscaping & Streetscape – Landscaping, pages 59-60, guideline 1 of the Non-Residential Historic District Design Guidelines; no mitigating factors; I, therefore, move that a Certificate of Appropriateness for Application 3H-11-05 be granted to Steve King, applicant for St. Luke’s Episcopal Church, owner of 230 W. Council St., to make the changes detailed in the application.”
Mike Fuller seconded the motion; all members present voted AYE.

Committee Reports

Minor Works:  Wendy Spry presented the list of approved minor works.  There were no questions from Commission members.

Request for called meeting:  Wendy Spry informed the Chair that Lea Campbell, owner of several houses in the North Main Historic District, was present to request a called meeting in order to get approval for work that is pressing on her houses and needs approval before March meeting.  She said if it rains everything in the houses could be destroyed because of the condition of the existing metal roof.
The Chair ruled that he did not have sufficient information to make a decision for a called meeting.  He advised Ms. Campbell to get more information to Wendy Spry and he would then make a decision. 

Notes from Janet Gapen:    Janet Gapen informed the Commission that the Tree Board would be involved in a re-write of the Tree Ordinance.  She said they are in the process of forming a committee and would like to have 2 HPC members, along with 2 members from the Community Appearance Commission.   Jeff Sowers and Michael Young volunteered to be on the committee.
Anne Lyles informed the Commission that quite a few trees in the Brooklyn South Square District were recently “butchered” by Duke Power.

Minutes

The January minutes were approved as submitted in a motion by Kathy Walters, seconded by Mike Fuller, and members voting AYE.
Adjournment
There being no other business to come before the Commission, the meeting was adjourned.








______________________







Charles Paul, Chair







_______________________








Judy Jordan, Secretary
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