
 
MINUTES 

Easton Historic District Commission 
Easton, Maryland 

 
July 23, 2012 

 
Members Present:

 

 Kurt Herrmann, Chairman, Adam Theeke, Vice Chairman, Lena Gill, Janet 
Gregor, John Sener, Robert Arnouts and Mark Beck.  

Absent
 

:   

Mr. Herrmann called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m. 
 
The minutes of the previous meeting were approved. 
 
Opening statement given by the Chairman. 
 
The Commission operates under the authority granted to it by section 701 of the Town of Easton 
Zoning Ordinance. And, I hereby open the record of the public hearing on cases heard this 
evening and, in accordance with our legal responsibilities, I enter into the record the following 
items: notice of the public hearing, adopted design guidelines, resumes of commission members 
and any consultants used by the Commission, records of any previous meetings, and any letters 
to the Commission on a case. 

 
The decisions of the HDC may be appealed within 30 days of approval.  
General Order of the hearing of Applications 

 
• Introduction of the application by the presiding officer 
• Presentation by the applicant or his agent 
• Questions by members of the Commission 
• Public comment 
• Petitioner rebuttal 
• Discussion and consideration by the Commission 
• Decision motion and statement of Basis for Decision 
• The applicant may withdraw the application at any time up to when the vote is taken 

 
A Certificate of Appropriateness shall lapse upon the expiration of the corresponding Building 
Permit. For applications that require a building permit but for which none is issued, this 
Certificate of Appropriateness shall lapse six (6) months after its issuance. In the event a 
building permit is not required, the Certificate of Appropriateness shall lapse six (6) months 
from its issuance if substantial work is not underway. For good cause shown, this period may be 
extended by the Commission. 

 
I will now entertain a motion to accept the agenda for this evening. 

 
The agenda for the July 23, 2012 meeting was approved (6-0).  Motion by Mr. Theeke, seconded 
by Mrs. Gill. 
 
Consent Docket Approvals
 

 - None 

Staff Approvals
 

 - None 

 



OLD BUSINESS:   

 
44-2012    204 E. Earle Avenue   Kim Marks, Applicant. 

This application is for the removal of a cedar tree on the NE corner of the property.  At the July 
9th meeting, the HDC tabled this application to give them time to visit the site to look at the trees 
exact location and visibility.  The Commission suggested the applicant prune the lower portion 
of the tree instead of removing the tree.  The applicant withdrew the application.  
 

 
5-2012  1 E. Dover Street   Charles Goebel, Architect. 

The applicant would like to relocate and replace the third floor window facing east.  Mr. Goebel 
explained the window will match the existing windows previously approved for the rest of the 
third floor.  The window opening is currently covered by plywood and the previous agreement 
had been to brick it up.     
 
Upon motion of Mr. Theeke seconded by Mr. Beck the Commission voted 7-0 to approve the 
applicants request to replace the third floor window.    
 
The application meets the Guidelines on Page 52, R1 and Page 51, R2.  
 

 
NEW BUSINESS: 

 
39-2012    303 S. Aurora Street   Philip Bernot, Owner. 

The applicant would like to repair the damaged porch.  The house is currently clad in vinyl 
siding.  The porch ceiling was dry wall.  In order to lighten the load in the ceiling the ceiling the 
applicant would like to use a vinyl siding which looks like a tongue in groove wood ceiling in the 
porch ceiling.  It will be painted to match the house.    
 
Upon motion of Mrs. Gill seconded by Mr. Sener the Commission voted 7-0 to approve the 
application as submitted.  
 
The application meets the Guidelines on Page 58, R1. 
   

 
46-2012 18 S. Higgins Street   Asbury United Methodist Church. 

Mr. Sener recused himself from this application.  The Church would like to replace 2 windows as 
well as repair and paint the steeple.  In regards to the steeple as long as the work is done with in 
kind materials the Commission was favorable.  The circular window is missing..They wish to 
replace to match existing.  The windows will be replaced to match existing in kind.     
 
Upon motion of Mr. Theeke seconded by Mr. Beck the Commission voted 6-0 to approve the 
application as presented.  
 
The application meets the Guidelines on Page 51, R1 & R2. 
 

 
48-2012    123 S. Aurora  Street  John Dodson, Owner. 

This application is to construct a new fence around the remainder of the rear yard.  There will be 
a gate on each side of the house.  The fence will connect to the back façade.  Fence will be 
unfinished cedar.     
 
 
 
 



 
Upon motion of Mr. Theeke seconded by Mr. Beck the Commission voted 7-0 to approve the 
application as submitted. 
 
The application meets the Guidelines on Page 32, R4. 
 

 
49-2012    319 August  Street   Adam Theeke, Contractor. 

Mr. Theeke recused himself to represent the owner of subject property. This application is to 
remove second floor deck/rail and replace it with the previous roof structure.  The owner Brian 
O’Hanlon explained they would like to remove the deck and restore as well as restore some 
existing sills.  The dormer structure will remain, but the door leading to the deck will be replaced 
by a window or a solid wall.  The gutter system will continue along the new roof. 
 
Upon motion of Mrs. Gill seconded by Mr. Arnouts the Commission voted 6-0 to approve the 
application as submitted.  
 
The application meets the Guidelines on Page 46, NR 3.  
 

 
Items from the Commission  

• Mr. Herrmann discussed with the Commission expectations of Commissioners, 
preparedness for meetings, as well as the importance of the Commissions need to stay on 
track while reviewing the application before them in an effort to keep the meeting 
moving in a timely manner. Mr. Herrmann stressed the importance of the HD Guidelines 
during a meeting and prior when reviewing an application. 

 
• Mr. Smith was present at the meeting to discuss the Historic District Survey Project that 

was done by the Washington College GIS lab and Sherri Marsh-Johns.  Mr. Smith stated 
the survey included 990 properties.  Each survey is labeled contributing or non-
contributing.  A 3-D Google sketch up model was also created for 125 properties.  The 
Commission was very pleased with the outcome of the survey.        

 
The meeting was adjourned at 7:50 p.m. by motion of Mr. Arnouts seconded by Mrs. Gill.  
 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
Stacie S. Rice 
Historic District Secretary  


