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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
333 Broadalbin Street SW, P.O. Box 490; Albany, OR 97321 Phone: 541-917-7550 Fax: 541-917-7598 

www.cityofalbany.net 

STAFF REPORT 
Historic Review of Exterior Alterations (HI-05-17) 

HEARING BODY LANDMARKS ADVISORY COMMISSION  

HEARING DATE Wednesday, August 2, 2017  
HEARING TIME 6:00 p.m.  
HEARING LOCATION Albany City Hall, Council Chambers, 333 Broadalbin Street SW 
 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

This staff report concerns a Historic Review of Exterior Alterations application for alterations to the house 
at 707 Broadalbin Street SW, which is a Historic Contributing landmark in the Monteith National Register 
Historic District.  The applicant proposes to partially remove and reconstruct the attached garage on the 
south side of the house with a smaller structure that is set further back from the street.  Proposed 
alterations also include restoring the window bay that will be exposed with the removal of the garage 
along that portion of the house.  The analysis in this report finds that, as conditioned, the proposed 
alterations satisfy applicable review criteria.  
 
GENERAL INFORMATION   
DATE OF REPORT: July 26, 2017  

FILE: HI-05-17  

TYPE OF APPLICATION: Historic Review of Exterior Alterations to partially remove and 
reconstruct attached garage and to restore window bay on south side 
of house 

REVIEW BODY: Landmarks Advisory Commission  

OWNER/APPLICANT: Mark Spence; 707 Broadalbin Street SW; Albany, OR 97321 

ADDRESS/LOCATION: 707 Broadalbin Street SW 

MAP/TAX LOT: Linn County Assessor’s Map No. 11S-03W-07BB; Tax Lot 11700 

ZONING: Hackleman-Monteith (HM) District with Historic /HD Overlay 
(Monteith) 

PROPERTY RATING: Historic-Contributing, Monteith National Register Historic District 

 
NOTICE INFORMATION 
 
On July 10, 2017, a Notice of Public Hearing was mailed to property owners within 300 feet of the 
subject property.  The hearing notice was also posted on the subject site as of the date of this staff report. 
No public comments have been received to date.   
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STAFF ANALYSIS 
 
REVIEW CRITERIA 
 
Section 7.150 of the Albany Development Code (ADC), Article 7, establishes the following review 
criteria (in bold italics) for Historic Review of Exterior Alterations applications.  Only one of the review 
criteria must be met for the application to be approved. 
 
ADC 7.150 Exterior Alterations Criteria.  For applications other than for the use of substitute 
materials, the review body must find that one of the following criteria has been met in order to approve 
an alteration request.  
 
(1) The proposed alteration will cause the structure to more closely approximate the historical 

character, appearance or material composition of the original structure than the existing 
structure, OR 

 
(2) The proposed alteration is compatible with the historic characteristics of the area and with the 

existing structure in massing, size, scale, materials, and architectural features. 
 
ADC 7.150 further provides that the review body will use the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for 
Rehabilitation as guidelines in determining whether the proposed alteration meets the review criteria.  It is 
noted that alterations to buildings participating in Oregon’s Special Assessment of Historic Property 
Program also require review and approval by the State Historic Preservation Office; however, no 
alterations to participating buildings are proposed in this instance.   
 
The analysis below represents findings related to the applicable review criteria from ADC 7.150.  These 
findings are followed by the evaluation of the Secretary of Interior Standards (identified in italics).  Staff 
conclusions and recommended conditions of approval are presented after the evaluation of the Secretary 
of Interior’s Standards.  
 
FINDINGS OF FACT 
 
1. Historical Character of the Building and Area.  The house at 707 Broadalbin Street SW is a Historic 

Contributing landmark in the Monteith National Register Historic District.  The subject property is 
located near the eastern boundary of the District at the southeast corner of Broadalbin Street and 
7th Avenue, with the house and its attached garage facing Broadalbin Street to the west.  The District 
is characterized by single-family homes of various styles constructed between 1849 and 1945.  
Attached and detached single-car garages and other outbuildings are found in the district and are 
generally set further back from the street than associated dwellings with less visual prominence.  The 
typical dimension for period garages is 12 feet wide by18 feet long.  
 
Per the Historic Resource Survey form, the c. 1915 Bungalow style house has 1.5 stories with lap 
siding and 8-over-1 double-hung windows as the primary window type.  Decorative features include 
exposed rafters on the porch, knee braces, tapered columns, transom windows, and an exterior 
chimney on the north side.  No alterations are noted on the historic survey, but Sanborn Fire 
Insurance Map record and historic photos included in the applicant’s submittal substantiate that the 
existing attached garage was added sometime after 1949.  Both the 1925 and 1949 Sanborn Maps 
show a smaller detached garage that is set further back from the street.  The existing garage measures 
12.5 by 28 feet wide (350 square feet) with a flat roof, and is set back approximately 20 feet from the 
front property line, four feet from the south property line, and ten feet from the east property line.   
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2. Proposed Exterior Alterations – Generally.  The applicant proposes to partially remove and 
reconstruct the existing attached garage with a 200 square-foot structure that is set further back from 
the street and to restore the bay of three windows that will be exposed by removal of the garage from 
that portion of the house’s south wall.   
 

3. Massing and Scale.  The proposed reconstructed garage will adjoin the house for 11 feet of its 18-foot 
length and will be structurally separate with its own load bearing wall and 5/8 drywall on the interior.  
A six-foot portion of the existing garage’s south wall will be retained for a bay on the south side of 
the reconstructed garage.  The structure will be 10.5 feet wide in the front and widens to 12.5 feet 
where it abuts the house and has a bay on the south side.  The roof pitch of the structure will mirror 
the roof above the front porch of the house and will be ten feet high at its peak before sloping to the 
rear of the garage. 

 
4. Materials and Design.  The proposed reconstructed garage will incorporate distinctive architectural 

details from the porch area of the main house (knee braces, exposed rafters, barge board, beadboard 
soffits, molding, roof pitch, and cedar siding with the same reveal as the existing house).  The wood 
windows and rear door from the existing garage are proposed to be reused.  The existing garage door 
will be replaced by a carriage-style door identical to the door on the garage at 827 Ferry Street, with 
the top third glazed with 12 divided lights, and 12 wood panels below.  (See Attachment B.15).  The 
bay of windows that will be exposed on the south side of the house will be restored in its original 
form.  Existing window elements will be preserved and restored and missing elements will be 
replicated.  The restored window bay will be identical to the window bay on the north side of the 
porch, except that the center section will have only the upper 8-over-8 window and siding below.  
(See Attachment B.4 Photo B and Attachment B.5 Photo C).  All paint colors and exterior materials 
will match the existing house.  

 
5. Article 3, Development Standards.  The Hackleman Monteith (HM), zoning district has a minimum front 

yard setback of 20 feet for garage vehicle entrances and a minimum interior yard setback of five feet, 
except for detached garages with walls up to eight feet tall, which have an interior yard setback of three 
feet.  Additions to legal nonconforming garages may not encroach any further into the interior setback than 
the existing structure.  The portion of the existing garage that will be retained is set back four feet from 
the interior property line to the south.  New portions of the structure will be set back five feet from the 
interior property line and do not encroach into the setback.  As proposed, the new structure will 
comply with the applicable setback standards established in Article 3 of the ADC.   

 
6. The applicant’s submittal includes a narrative with a detailed description of the proposed alterations, 

the purpose of the alterations, and how they will be more compatible with the historic character of the 
structure and help restore its historic appearance.  The narrative also includes photos of existing 
building features, site plans, and other illustrations of the reconstructed garage (Attachment B). 

 
EVALUATION OF THE SECRETARY OF INTERIOR’S STANDARDS FOR REHABILITATION 

ADC 7.160 The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation. The following standards are to 
be applied to rehabilitation projects in a reasonable manner, taking into consideration economic and 
technical feasibility. 

 
ADC 7.160 (1) A property shall be used for its historic purpose or be placed in a new use that requires 
minimal change to the defining characteristics of the building and its site and environment. 

ADC 7.160 (2) The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of 
historic material or alteration of features and spaces that characterize a property shall be avoided. 
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ADC 7.160 (3) Each property shall be recognized as a physical record of its time, place and use. Changes 
that create a false sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural features or architectural 
elements from other buildings shall not be undertaken. 

ADC 7.160 (4) Most properties change over time; those changes that have acquired historic significance 
in their own right shall be retained and preserved. 

ADC 7.160 (5) Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship 
that characterize a historic property shall be preserved.  

ADC 7.160 (6) Deteriorated historic features shall be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity 
of deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature shall match the old in 
design, color, texture, and other visual qualities and, where possible, materials. Replacement of missing 
features shall be substantiated by documentary, physical, or pictorial evidence. 

ADC 7.160(7) Chemical or physical treatments, such as sandblasting, that cause damage to historic 
material shall not be used. The surface cleaning of structures, if appropriate, shall be undertaken using 
the gentlest means possible. 

ADC 7.160(8) Significant archeological resources affected by a project shall be protected and preserved.  
If such resources must be disturbed, mitigation measures shall be undertaken. 

ADC 7.160 (9) New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy historic 
materials that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old and shall be 
compatible with the massing, size, scale, and architectural features to protect the historic integrity of the 
property and its environment. 

ADC 7.160(10) New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a 
manner that if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its 
environment would be unimpaired. 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

7. Building Use (ADC 7.160(1)).  The property has been used as a single-family residence and will 
continue in that use.  No incompatible changes to the character-defining elements of the building, its 
site, or its environment will occur.  The proposed alterations are consistent with standard 
ADC 7.160(1).  
 

8. Historic Character and Distinctive Features (ADC 7.160(2), (4), (5), and (6)).  The existing attached 
garage is the only building feature that will be removed.  All other features of the house will be left 
intact with missing features restored or duplicated.  The garage was constructed after the 1849-1945 
period of significance for the Monteith Historic District and does not possess historic materials or 
distinctive features that contribute to the historic character of the property.  It is attached along 28 feet 
of the south wall of the house and covers a window bay and basement window like the original 
windows that exist elsewhere on the house.  Altering the garage and restoring the bay of windows as 
proposed will preserve and restore the historic character of the south wall of the house without 
adverse impacts to exterior features or spaces that characterize the property, or impairing its form and 
integrity.  The proposal is consistent with standard ADC 7.160(2), (4), (5), and (6). 

 
9. Historic Record (ADC 7.160(3)).  The reconstructed garage structure is designed with materials and 

architectural features found elsewhere on the house and compatible features salvaged from the 
existing garage.  The bay of three windows that will be exposed on the south wall of the house will be 
restored to match its historic appearance, which is practically identical to the window bay on the north 
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side of the front porch.  No conjectural features or architectural elements from other buildings or time 
periods are proposed.  The proposal is consistent with standard ADC 7.160(3).  

 
10. Compatibility of Exterior Alterations and Additions (ADC 7.160(9) and (10)).  Removal of the 

existing garage will not adversely affect the historic integrity of the house.  The new features on the 
reconstructed garage structure will be compatible with and differentiated from the house and will 
restore the original character of the south wall of the house.  The essential form and integrity of this 
historic building and its environment would be unimpaired in the event that the reconstructed garage 
structure is removed in the future.  The proposal is consistent with standard ADC 7.160(9) and (10). 

 
11. Guidelines ADC 7.160(7) and (8)) are not applicable.  No chemical or physical treatments or soil 

disturbance of note is proposed.  Per the historic survey, there are no known archaeological resources 
on the site.  

 
CONCLUSIONS 

 
1. The proposed alterations will not compromise the existing proportions and scale of the house or 

negatively impact its character-defining features.  
 

2. The proposed garage alterations conform to the applicable development standards for the Hackleman 
Monteith (HM), zoning district in ADC Article 3. 
 

3. The reconstructed garage will be consistent with period garages with respect to size, scale, and 
massing and subservience to the house.  
 

4. The materials, design, architectural details, and craftsmanship of the reconstructed garage will match 
the house and will be scaled to the structure.  
 

5. The proposed carriage style garage door design with multi-paned windows is compatible with the 
Bungalow style and the historic character of the house.  

 
6. The proposed garage alterations are more consistent with the historic appearance and character of the 

house because it will incorporate features from the house and it will more closely approximate the 
size, scale, massing, and location of the detached garage that historically existed on the property.  
 

7. The proposed garage alterations will be compatible with the historic characteristics of the area and 
with the existing house in massing, size, scale, materials, and architectural features.  The 
reconstructed garage will meet Criterion ADC 7.150(2) with Condition of Approval 1 and 2, which 
will ensure the garage is reconstructed as proposed and in accordance with applicable requirements.    

 
8. The proposed garage alterations will expose historic windows and will restore the historic character 

and appearance of the south side of the house.  The window bay on the south wall of the house is a 
distinctive historic feature of the house and its restoration will cause the building to be closer to its 
original character and appearance.  The proposal to restore and replace missing features of the 
window bay on the south wall of the house will meet Criterion ADC 7.150(1) with Condition of 
Approval 1 and 2, which will ensure the window bay is restored as proposed and in accordance with 
applicable requirements.  
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OVERALL CONCLUSION 
 
The application for Historic Review of Exterior Alterations satisfies all of the applicable standards and 
review criteria with adherence to the conditions outlined in this report. 
 
OPTIONS FOR THE LANDMARKS ADVISORY COMMISSION  
 
The LAC has three options with respect to the subject application: 
 

Option 1:    Approve; 
 
Option 2:    Approve with Conditions; or 
 
Option 3:    Deny 

 
Staff Recommendation 
 
Based on the analysis in this report, staff recommends the Landmarks Advisory Commission pursue 
Option 2 and approve the application with the conditions of approval provided below. 
 
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 
 
Condition 1  The proposed alterations shall be as described and depicted in the application materials 

and staff report.  (The wood siding, roof pitch and overhang, and other architectural 
details for the reconstructed garage structure shall match those on the house.  Windows 
and doors shall be wood and framed with the same details on the house.  The garage door 
facing the street shall be a carriage-style door glazed with 12 divided lights in the top 
third and solid wood panels below.  The window bay on the south side of the house shall 
be preserved and restored in its original configuration, and practically identical to the 
window bay visible on the north side of the porch, except that the center section will have 
only the upper 8-over-8 window and siding below.  All exposed wood shall be painted or 
treated to match the house.) 

 
Condition 2 The applicant shall obtain required building permits associated with the proposal.  Work 

associated with the proposal shall comply with the Building Code, as adopted and 
amended by the State of Oregon; and other applicable state and local codes and 
ordinances related to building, development, fire, health, and safety, including other 
provisions of the Albany Development Code.  

 
ATTACHMENTS 
 
A. Location Map 
 
B. Applicant’s Submittal 
 
C. Historic Resources Survey Form 
 
D. Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps 
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Historic Review of New Construction 
	

707 BROADALBIN ST. SW, ALBANY OR  97321 
Mark Spence 
June 28, 2017 

• PROPERTY & PROJECT INFORMATION
	
1. Historic District: Monteith 
2. Historic Rating: Historic Contributing 
3. House Architectural Style: Bungalow  Constructed: ca. 1918 

 
4. Narrative Description of Project: 
The proposed project will replace an attached a 350 (12.5’ x 28’) sq. ft. non-historic garage (ca. 
1950s-early 60s) on the south side of 707 Broadalbin St. SW with a smaller structure that is set 
further back from the street. The new structure will be 200 sq. ft., will incorporate distinctive 
architectural details from the porch area of the main house (knee braces, exposed rafters, barge 
board, bead-board soffits, moulding, roof pitch, and cedar siding with the same reveal as the 
existing house). The garage door will be carriage style with windows (twelve divided lights) on 
the upper panel. Wooden, single pane windows will be salvaged from the current structure and 
re-used. All paint colors and exterior materials will match the existing house (a 1918 two-story 
bungalow). 
The main reasons for replacing structure are three-fold: 

1. To expose three historic windows on the northwest side of the house that have been 
covered since the non-historical structure was built 50-60 years ago. These windows will 
be visible from the street, and they will restore the original character and function of this 
part of the house. 

2. To provide a close approximation (within current zoning setbacks) of the original 
garage—in terms of scale and position on the property— that existed in 1925).1 

a. Property still has most of an original concrete garage pad that is flush with the 
property line (at SE corner). It is presumed that a simple gable-roofed or shed-
roofed garage once existed here. The original driveway curbs are set at the south 
property line, which further supports this interpretation. Given current setback 
requirements, it is not possible to build a detached, pitch gabled roof with a 3-foot 
separation from the house. (Any smaller separation would make construction 
impossible, and appear awkward. Such a project would also require the heavy 
costs of tearing out and replacing a historically appropriate driveway that was put 
in ca. 2005, the removal of landscaping, and re-positioning the driveway skirt and 

																																																								
1 The concrete pad for the original garage is set at the southeast property line, and the outline of that structure shows 
up in the 1925 Sanborn Map. 



adjoining sections of sidewalk. In short, logistics, appearance, and costs make this 
option impossible.). 

Secondary reasons include: 
1 The desire to have a structure that is more sound, with load bearing studs along the north 

side of the structure. 
2 To have a garage with an impermeable green roof and a small garden that can be seen 

from the kitchen and breakfast nook, but not from the street or the front yard.2 
3 To expose a basement window, and thus allow natural light into an area of the house that 

we are using more frequently.  

• REVIEW & CRITERIA RESPONSES
  

1. Within Monteith District	
a. The development does not affect any unifying development patters such as 

sidewalk and street location. The development does meet all development 
requirements regarding setbacks, building coverage, and orientation to street.	

b. The size and scale of the structure is appropriate to a historic garage (ca. 1920s). 
The craftmanship will completely reflect that of the original house. As is the case 
with historic garages, details will match the house but some features (knee braces, 
rafters, and roof overhang) will be scaled to the structure.	

 
 
Following Materials: 
 

1. Photos: 
a. Street View 
b. Interior of current structure, showing covered window openings. 
c. Photoshop representation of proposed window restoration. 
d. Current Porch Details to be Utilized in the Proposed Structure. 
e. Image of property and existing garage structure from Google Streetview 
f. Photoshop rendering of proposed modifications (scale seems slightly off). 
g. Image of house, ca. 1950, prior to construction of garage structure. 

2. Site Plan: 
a. Current Conditions 
b. Proposed Modifications 
c. Detail of New Structure’s Footprint 
d. South Profile of Proposed Structure 
e. CAD Illustration of South Side of Proposed Structure  
f. CAD Illustration of West-facing Frontage I 

																																																								
2 As noted in subsequent materials, the structure will have a forward sloping roof that replicates the pitch and 
structure of the porch roofline, while the north side of the structure will have an overhanging roofline with brackets. 
This will ensure the small garden will only be visible from the kitchen while presenting the appearance of a 
complete full-roof from all public vantage points. –but screened from all exterior vantage points. 
	



g. CAD Illustration of West-facing Frontage II 
h. CAD Illustration of Rear 

3. Review Criteria Findings of Fact 
  



• Photos 
A. Street View 

 

 
 

B. Interior of current structure 
 

 
Note: Shows most of two sashes and the basement window. Large window in lower right is the 
original 8-over-8 window that will be between the sashes, and is currently being restored. 



C. Appearance of Exposed Windows 
 

 
Note: Image is Photoshop version of windows on the north side of the porch –with the large, 
lower (middle) sash filled in with photoshopped siding. (The large, lower center sash was not 
part of the original house design for the window configuration on the side of the house that is 
now mostly covered by the garage structure.  the south wall that is currently covered by garage 
structure. The restored windows on the south of the house will be the exact same dimensions as 
the existing windows depicted here –as was the case prior to the 1950s/60s. 
 
 
  



D. Current Porch Details to be Utilized in the Proposed Structure. 
(These include braces, exposed rafters, exposed rafters, barge board, bead-board soffits, 
moulding, 21 degree roof pitch, and cedar siding with the same reveal as the existing house.) 
 

 

 



E. Image from Google Streetview, August 2016. 
 

 
 
 

F. Photoshop Rendering of Finished Structure (scale seems a bit off) 
 

  



G. Image (ca. 1950), with no attached garage structure visible through the porch 
openings, or behind the porch.  

 

 



• Site Plan 
1. Current Conditions 

 

 
  



2. Proposed Modification 
• Image shows footprint of current structure (in textured brown), overlain by footprint of  
  proposed structure (translucent blue). Position of exposed windows in bright blue line. 

 

 
 
Notes: The structure presents a 10.5-foot frontage. This is in keeping with the dimensions of a 
historic garage (typically 10.5’ by 18’). The one-foot separation between the house and the 
structure extends for 3’, which is the maximum accessible length for placing siding along this 
north-side indentation. In the northeast corner of the structure, there is a two-foot indentation in 
the foot print. This allows for a 5-foot wide access to a crawl space beneath the rear-of-the house 
extension. 



3. Detail of New Structure’s Footprint 
 

 



    4. South Profile of Proposed Detached Structure 

 
 

 
5. CAD Illustration of South Profile 

 
 
Note: Windows do not reflect the final design (See Image D). 



6. CAD Illustration of West Frontage I 

 
 
 

7. CAD Illustration of West Frontage II 
 

                         
Note: Gives sense of false front with roofline, as well as overhang along the south side. 



8. CAD Illustration of Rear 
 

 
 

  



 
9. Proposed Garage Doors 

 

 
 
Note: Proposed structure will use these exact same doors (with double 3-over-3 window 
configuration, wooden doors, and similar door trim. This image is from 827 Ferry St. 
SW. This structure was approved by the Historical Review Commission a few years ago. 
This structure also has a 10.5’ wide frontage. I still need to obtain the manufacturer’s 
information from the homeowner, but have spoken with her about my project. We intend 
to paint the doors for the proposed project at 707 Broadalbin with the same color as the 
basement siding of the main house (Sherwin Williams Pewter Green: SW 6208)—rather 
than the color of the main-body of the house (Sherwin Williams Rookwood Blue Green: 
SW 2811), which is the situation with the current doors. 

  



• REVIEW CRITERIA RESPONSES 
 
1) Criteria for Residential alteration. [None directly apply to this project, so I have addressed all 

three.] 
a) The structure to be altered is attached to the house, but it is not residential, it is not 

historic, nor does it possess historic character. The alteration will take all of its design 
cues from the residential structure, and will use the same materials used on the existing 
(ca. 1918) house. 

b) Historic photos demonstrate that the structure to be altered did not exist before 1950. 
c) The proposed alteration is visible from the street, but it will be set back further and is less 

obtrusive. The proposed alteration will reveal two original windows that have been 
covered for more than 50 years. Consequently, these restored features will become a key 
element of how the house is seen from the street. 

2) Criteria for Non-Residential alteration 
a) The proposed alteration is compatible with the historic characteristics of the area and 

with the existing structure in massing, size, scale, materials, and architectural features. 
 
• Findings of Fact 
 
1) Site Characteristics/Historic Features.  The subject site is a 4,747 square-foot lot on the 

southeast corner of 7the Ave SW and Broadalbin Street SW. The property is developed with 
a ca. 1918 Historic–Contributing residence in the Monteith National Register Historic 
District. The Historic Resourse Survey describes the house as a “one and on-half story wood 
frame building with lap siding, gable roof with porch extending entire length of front of the 
house. Gabled roof dormer on upper level. Has exposed rafters on porch [and dormer]; 
brackets on upper elevation.” The Historic Resource Survey makes no mention of the current 
garage structure (which had been on the site for @ 3 decades at the time of the survey). 

 
Sanborn Fire & Insurance Maps 
 

2)  Structure Location and Setbacks. The current structure adjoins the south side of the 1,800 sq. 
foot residential structure, and utilizes the house as a load bearing wall. The set-back along the 
South property line is 4 feet, and approximately 10 feet from the rear or East property line. 
The front, or West side of the structure is flush with the main-body of the house –and the 
beginning of the porch. The frontage from the street is approximately 20 feet from the front 
property line/sidewalk. 
 
The proposed structure will have setbacks of 5, 4, and 5.5 feet from the South property line, 
and approximately 5 feet from the rear/East property line. The setback from the front 
property line/sidewalk will be approximately 30 feet. The proposed structure will adjoin the 
house, for 11 feet of its 18-foot length. This section will have its own load bearing wall, and 
the interior will be sheathed in 5/8 drywall per City Building Code for a detached properties 
that abut another structure. The south wall of the proposed structure will retain six-feet of the 
current structure, which will be configures as a six-foot shed dormer. 
 



All of the details and setbacks conform with building and and zoning codes for the 
Hackleman Monteith District. However, it is important to emphasize that the proposed 
structure is smaller (and closely corresponds to historic garage dimensions of 10.5’ x 18’), is 
further from the street, and is located much closer to the site of the garage that is indicated on 
the Sanborn map. Furthermore, the façade closely approximates historic garages in the scaled 
replication the architectural details from the main house. Lastly, the project will remove a 
flat-roofed, rectangular structure that detracts from the visual appeal of the property (as a 
plaing, rectangular, flat roofed structure that is flush with the front of the house and presents 
metal doors of not particular style. The new structure will be appropriately scaled to the main 
residence; the greater setback will correspond to staggered massing of bungalow styled 
homes, and will reveal a unique and interesting window configuration that can be seen from 
the sidewalk and street. 
 
Finally, as noted earlier, the design, craftsmanship and building materials of the proposed 
structure will reflect and complement the historical character of the house and other buildings 
in the District. This will be true of the trim work, the cedar siding, the wooden garage doors, 
the salvaged and restored windows of the current structure, and the use of a wooden half-
window door in the rear of the structure –as well as the restored windows on the south side of 
the house. 

  



Historic Review of Exterior Alterations Submittal Checklist (Addenda) 
 
5) The proposed project will replace an attached structure (approx. 350 sq. ft.) on the south side 
of the house at 707 Broadalbin St. SW. The structure is neither original nor historic in character, 
covers original architectural details of the house, and is not integrated with design of the house. It 
has served as a garage since it was built in the 1950s or early 1960s. The structure will be 
partially removed and reconstructed so that it sits further back from the street. The new structure 
will be 200 sq. ft., will incorporate architectural details of the main house (primarily the front 
porch roof-line, trim, and finish work), and will expose two historic windows that have been 
covered since the 1950s or 1960s. All exterior materials will match the existing house (a 1918 
two-story bungalow): cedar clapboard siding with the same reveal, roof braces (proportional to 
the smaller scale of the garage), roofing material, and soffits. Wooden, single pane windows (that 
are probably older than the garage) will be salvaged from the current structure and re-used. They 
will be framed with the same details on the original house. The garage door will be carriage style 
with windows (twelve divided lights) on the upper panel. Part of the south wall will be retained 
on its concrete footings, at the current 4-foot setback from the adjoining property. The rest of the 
south side of the garage will be situated at a 5- and 5½-foot setback.  
 
Though adjacent to the house, the new structure will have a new load bearing wall on its north 
side. Consequently, it will fit the Building Department’s criteria of a detached structure. Because 
of its size (200 sq. ft.), and the fact that it is well-within current set-back requirements, the 
detached structure will not need a building permit. (Since the old metal roof will be removed, it 
is expected that a limited demolition permit will be necessary.) The north wall will be drywalled 
to meet fire-code requirements. The load bearing wall will also allow for a more stable structure 
and a load bearing roof (with an impermeable EPDM covering) that can support a small planted 
area that will be visible from our kitchen window (but not from the street). 
 
 
 
 
 

	
	



OREGON INVENTORY OF HISTORIC PROPERTIES
HISTORIC RESOURCE SURVEY- ALBANY

HISTORIC DISTRICT

COUNTY:  Linn

HISTORIC NAME:   None ORIGINAL USE:   Residence
COMMON NAME:   None

CURRENT USE:    Residence

ADDRESS: 707 Broadalbin St. SW CONDITION:   Good

ADDITIONAL ADDRESS:    NONE INTEGRITY:   Good MOVED?   N

CITY:  Albany DATE OF CONSTRUCTION:    c. 1915

OWNER:  Donald& Ann Craig THEME 20th Century Architecture
CATAGORY: Building STYLE:   Bungalow

LOCATION Monteith Historic District ARCHITECT UNKNOWN
MAP NO:   I 1 S03 W07BB TAX LOT:    11700 BUILDER:   UNKNOWN

BLOCK:  52 LOT N/A QUADRANGLE Albany ASSESSMENT:    N

ADDITION NAME:    Original Platt ORIGINAL RATING:   Compatible
PIN NO:   1 1 S03 W07BB 11700 ZONING HM CURRENT RATING:    Historic Contributing
PLAN TYPE/SHAPE:   Rectangle NO. OF STORIES:    1. 5

FOUNDATION MAT.:  Concrete BASEMENT Y

ROOF FORM/MAT.:    Side gable PORCH:  Recessed

STRUCTURAL FRAMING:  Balloon

PRIMARY WINDOW TYPE:      8/ 1 double hung

EXTERIOR SURFACING MATERIALS:     Lap siding

DECORATIVE FEATURES:

Gable dormer( W), Knee braces, exposed rafters, tapered columns, exterior chimney( N), Transom windows

EXTERIOR ALTERATIONS/ADDITIONS:
None

NOTEWORTHY LANDSCAPE FEATURES:
None

ADDITIONAL INFO:

None

INTERIOR FEATURES:
None

LOCAL INVENTORY NO.:   M.229 SHPO INVENTORY NO.:   None

CASE FILE NUMBER: None



OREGON INVENTORY OF HISTORIC PROPERTIES
HISTORIC RESOURCE SURVEY- ALBANY

MONTEITH HISTORIC DISTRICT - PAGE TWO

NAME: Donald& Ann Craig T/R/S: T11- R3W-S07
ADDRESS: 707 Broadalbin Ave. S. W. MAP NO.: 11- 3 W-7BB
QUADRANGLE: Albany TAX LOT: 11700
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GRAPHIC& PHOTO SOURCES: Albany Community Development Planning Division & Tanya Neel.



1925 SANBORN MAP



1949 SANBORN MAP
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