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MIUTES 

 

FEBRUARY 2, 2015 

 

 

The regular monthly meeting of the Oxford Historic District was called to order by the chairman, 

Thomas Costigan, on Monday, February 2, 2015, at 7:00 p.m., in the meeting room of the 

Oxford Community Services Building. 

 

Other commission members in attendance were Suzanne Litty, James Deerin, Patricia Ingram, 

and Jennifer Stanley.  Also in attendance was Clerk-Treasurer Cheryl Lewis. 

 

The minutes of the meetings of November 3, 2014 and December 1, 2014 were approved and 

accepted as distributed. 

 

The following permits were reviewed by the commission: 

 

1. Permit #14-55, David Poe, 301 N. Morris Street, replace window on second story, north 

side of house.  Mr. Poe was represented by his contractor, Ron Carrion.  Mr. Carrion 

presented photos of one damaged window, on the north side of the Poe resident, that the 

owner wanted to replace.  The commission members agreed that both the sash and trim 

were damaged beyond repair.  A motion was made to approve the application with the 

stipulation that the new window match the other windows in in the house, in appearance 

and number of panes in the sash.  The motion was seconded and unanimously carried 

with all in favor. 

 

2. Permit #15-01, David and Lynn Carroll, 107 Tilghman Street, repair front, side and rear 

porch; paint wood surfaces white and replace wood decking with composite in grey, 

similar to current color.  Mrs. Carroll explained to the commission that the wood material 

used on their porches was decaying and they were looking to replace the wood with a 

composite material, to be as close to the same grey color as that which currently exists on 

the wood decking.  She also noted that they needed to repaint the trim on the posts of 

their porches and that the color would remain white.  Mrs. Ingram made a motion to 

approve the application as submitted.  The motion was seconded by Mrs. Stanley and 

unanimously carried with all in favor. 

 

3. Permit #15-02, Benedicte Christensen, 204 Tilghman Street, install vinyl picket fence 

around perimeter of rear and right side of property.  Ms. Christensen explained to the 

commission her need for a fence in order to contain her dog.  The vinyl fencing she was 

looking to install would be located in the back of her yard and would have two gates on 

either side.  In order to install it, three locust trees in the yard,  that are either dying or 

falling down, would have to be removed and would be replaced with 4 new trees. 

Currently there exists on the right hand side of Ms. Christensen’s property (facing 

towards Morris Street) an existing non-traditional, non-painted fence, belonging to her 



neighbor.  It had been found that part of the fencing belonging to her neighbor was placed 

on Ms. Christensen’s property and had been moved but that the main corners of that 

fence were still located on her property.  Ms. Christensen made a suggestion to her 

neighbor that she would replace his fencing with her new, proposed fencing, on the 

property line in order to save him from having to move his fence again.  However, the 

neighbor was not receptive to the suggestion.  As a result, she was proposing to the 

commission to install her vinyl fencing 3” into her property line as she could not easily 

come off the neighboring fence, which is beginning to decay, and needed some room for 

any maintenance that may need to be done to the fencing in the future.  The double 

fencing would occur just on that one side.  The purpose for requesting a vinyl fence is 

because the area in which the fencing would be placed is a very wet area.  It would not be 

highly visible.  Administrator Lewis spoke stating that Ms. Christensen  was at the 

meeting on her recommendation and could put the fence anywhere on her property she so 

desired.  She added that she did not want to create a maintenance problem for Ms. 

Christensen and that the vinyl fencing would have more durability as well as hiding her 

neighbor’s non-conforming fence that is not painted.  Mrs. Stanley asked if Ms. 

Christensen had looked at a more traditional picket width as there were not many fences 

in town with a picket width as narrow as what Ms. Christensen was requesting.  Ms. 

Christensen responded that she didn’t have any strong views on the matter and if there 

was a vinyl picket that had a wider width, she would be happy to choose it.  Mr. Deerin 

added that the fencing would be less obtrusive if it had wider pickets.  Mrs. Stanley made 

a motion to agree with the fence proposal and that the commission would like her to bring 

a sample of a wider picket and that it could be reviewed at the office.  The motion was 

seconded by Mrs. Ingram and unanimously carried with all in favor. 

 

4. Permit #15-03, David Urbani, 220 S. Morris Street, request to add heat pump to service 

covered porch.  No one was present to explain the application.  A question arose as to 

which heat pump, in the brochure provided, that the applicant wanted to install.  Ms. Litty 

was particularly concerned as she is the neighbor who would be facing the unit.  It was 

agreed by all members present to table the application until the owner is available to 

present the permit. 

 

5. Permit #15-04, Timothy Wilson, 214 South Street, demolition of dining room, sun room 

and kitchen; construction of two story addition and sun porch; renovation of existing 

exterior.    Mr. Wilson explained his plans involving the demolition of three step-down 

back sections of his house and replacing them with a two-story addition that would 

conform to the town’s zoning setbacks.  The existing box-like front portion of the house 

would remain and the old windows, facing the street, would be saved.  The plan for the 

siding on the old, front portion of the home would be to have it removed, sheathing 

added, and covered with hardy plank.  Along with the addition, the finished house would 

also have a one story back porch.  The members had a problem with part of Mr. Wilson’s 

proposed demolition plan – in particular, a small section just beyond the front “box” (that 

section of house that Mr. Wilson was planning on keeping) that is original to the house 

that they would like to see preserved.  Mr. Deerin presented an old Sanborn Fire 

Insurance map that showed the house’s configuration at the turn of the century.  Mr. 

Deerin expressed his concern that the mass of the proposed addition is going to be  



visible from South Street in terms of what is on that street now, which are small houses, 

one after the other.  Mr. Wilson suggested that the commission come out to his property 

and look at what he has staked out for the proposed project.  He was of the opinion that it 

would blend in with what is around him and would not be bigger than the existing house.  

Mr. Deerin agreed that the group should definitely go out and look at it as he felt the 

drawings did not give the right perspective.  It was agreed to table the permit for now and 

that Mr. Wilson and Mr. Costigan work together to come up with a date for the 

commission to go out and view the property.  Administrator Lewis added that she wanted 

the commission to realize that Mr. Wilson was working to make everything conform to 

the current setbacks and that part of the problem is that the house, as it exists now, is 

angled right towards the neighboring property line.  

 

This concluded the review of building permits. 

 

A consultation was held with residential designer, Timothy Kearns, with regards to 208 

Factory Street and his client’s desire to have some screening of their pool equipment.  The 

owners have a swimming pool with their pool equipment located on the south, facing a wall.  

The owners would like to relocate the pool equipment so that they can use that south area of 

the lawn along the length of their pool to place chairs and to sit in the sun.  After some 

discussion, the members of the commission suggested to Mr. Kearns that the owners consider 

moving their pool equipment into their garage.  This would require that a trench be dug to 

connect the equipment to the swimming pool.  There was also some discussion about moving 

the equipment to a nearby location and hiding it with a fence or some sort of small structure, 

but, in general, the commission members preferred the garage location. 

 

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

 

Lisa Willoughby 

Assistant Clerk 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 


