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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-08-17) 

 

HEARING BODY LANDMARKS ADVISORY COMMISSION   

HEARING DATE Wednesday, October 4, 2017   

HEARING TIME 6:00 p.m.   

HEARING LOCATION Albany City Hall, Municipal Court Room, 333 Broadalbin Street SW  

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

This staff report concerns a Historic Review of Exterior Alterations application to construct a six-foot by 
17-foot addition on the back side of the house at 1140 Calapooia Street SW, which is a Historic 
Contributing landmark in the Monteith National Register Historic District.  The proposed addition is 
designed to match the materials and features of the house in dimension and design, with reuse of existing 
materials where possible.  The analysis in this report finds that, as conditioned, the proposed alterations 
are compatible with the historic characteristics of the area and existing structure in accordance with the 
applicable review criterion in Albany Development Code (ADC) 7.150(2). 
 

 

GENERAL INFORMATION   
DATE OF REPORT: September 26, 2017  

FILE: HI-08-17  

TYPE OF APPLICATION: Historic Review of Exterior Alterations addition on the back of the 
house.  

 

REVIEW BODY: Landmarks Advisory Commission   

OWNER/APPLICANT: Michael and Deborah Burner; 1140 Calapooia Street SW, Albany, 
OR  97321 

 

ADDRESS/LOCATION: 1140 Calapooia Street SW  

MAP/TAX LOT: Linn County Assessor’s Map No. 11S-04W-12AD; Tax Lot 17700  

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

 

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

 
NOTICE INFORMATION 
 
On September 6, 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 1140 Calapooia Street SW is a Historic 

Contributing landmark in the Monteith National Register Historic District.  The surrounding historic 
district is characterized by single-family homes of various styles constructed between 1849 and 1945.  
The house is located near the southern boundary of the District at the northwest corner of Calapooia 
Street and 12th Avenue SW.  The house faces Calapooia Street to the east with a breezeway attached 
to a garage to the rear, which faces 12th Avenue.   
 
Per the Historic Resource Survey form, the circa 1920 Bungalow style house has one story and 
horizontal board siding.  The survey form does not note any decorative features or alterations apart 
from identifying the associated detached garage as a non-contributing structure.  Architectural 
features typical of the bungalow style include a cross-gable roof,  a projecting gable porch with 
tapered wood columns on brick piers, carved knee braces, decorative sawn bargeboards on the front 
and south elevations, eight-over-one and twelve-over-one wood double-hung windows, corner boards, 
and a water table and cap.  Exterior alterations include a breezeway between the back side of the 
house and garage.  
 

2. Proposed Exterior Alterations. The applicant proposes to construct a six-foot by 17-foot addition on 
the back side of the house to accommodate a closet and shower in an existing bedroom and bathroom. 
The addition is proposed to extend six feet back from the rear of the house, with the north wall inset 
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more than a foot south than the north wall of the house and a gable roof that extends from below the 
peak of the existing cross-gable roof on the house.  
 

3. The addition is proposed on the rear of the house in a location that is largely not visible from adjacent 
streets, except when viewed along 12th Avenue from in front of the breezeway that connects the back 
of the house with the detached garage.   
 

4. The west wall of the house where the addition is proposed currently has an eight-over-one wood 
window, a smaller single-light fixed window, and a three-light basement window, with siding and 
trim like that found elsewhere on the house.  Existing siding and trim are proposed to be reused on the 
addition where practical.  As proposed, the existing three-light basement window will be removed 
and the opening enclosed with the construction of the stem wall and foundation for the addition.  The 
applicant intends to retain the portion of the wall with the fixed window intact within the interior of 
the building and to remove the eight-over-one wood window for reuse in the addition, if possible.  
 

5. The applicant indicates that the proposed addition will incorporate the same materials and features 
that are found on the house, including composition shingle roofing and horizontal cedar siding above 
and below a water board and cap that has the same three-inch reveal and finish of that on the house 
and solid wood windows and trim. Four windows are proposed on the addition, including an eight-
over-one and a smaller single-light window on the west elevation that are substantially the same as 
the windows that currently exist, a six-light attic window on the gable end, and an eight-light closet 
window on the north side of the addition.  The new windows are proposed to be solid wood with 
double panes that match the dimensions, design, profile, and trim of the existing single-pane windows 
to the extent possible.  The proposed addition also includes exterior downcast metal light fixtures of a 
simple design.  Condition 1, listed at in the conclusion of this report, ensures the windows will be as 
proposed or substantially similar.  

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

interior yard setback of five feet for single-story dwellings and minimum front yard setback of 15 feet. 
Consistent with these standards, the proposed addition is set back more than nine feet from interior 
property lines and more than 28 feet from front property lines.  

 
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. 

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.  
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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 archaeological 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 the 
proposed alterations will make the house more functional for that use.  No incompatible changes to 
the character-defining elements of the building, its site, or its environment will occur to accommodate 
a new use.  The proposed alterations are consistent with standard ADC 7.160(1).  
 

8. Historic Character and Distinctive Features (ADC 7.160(2), (5), and (6)).  The addition is proposed in 
on the rear of the house and for the most part is not visible from surrounding streets.  The small size 
of the addition and its design and location on the building avoids the removal of historic materials and 
preserves the distinctive features on the main elevations facing the street that characterize the 
property.  Features that will be removed, such as windows, siding, and trim, are like those found 
elsewhere on the building where they will be preserved and remain prominent along with the more 
significant features that characterize the property, such as the front porch, decorative bargeboards, 
and knee braces distinctive of the Bungalow style.  Materials, where the addition is proposed, will be 
reused or left intact on the interior where possible.  The proposed addition avoids the removal of 
historic material and preserves the features and spaces that characterize the property and Bungalow 
style.  The proposal is consistent with ADC 7.160(2), (5), and (6). 

 
9. Historic Record (ADC 7.160(3)).  The proposed addition incorporates the features that are found 

elsewhere on the house and simple exterior light fixtures that are consistent with the Bungalow style.  
No conjectural features or architectural elements from other buildings or time periods are proposed.  
The proposal is consistent with ADC 7.160(3).  

 
10. Compatibility of Exterior Alterations and Additions (ADC 7.160(9) and (10)).  The addition is 

proposed in an inconspicuous location on the house with the least impact to character-defining 
features.  The proposed addition incorporates siding, windows, trim, roof materials and other features 
that match the remainder of the house.  It is smaller in scale than the main portion of the house and is 
designed to be inset from the northwest corner of the house with a projecting gable roof that 
differentiate the addition as a “bay” or “bump out” from the original part of the house, with the 
original roofline and footprint remaining prominent.  The essential form and integrity of this historic 
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building and its environment would be unimpaired in the event that the addition is removed in the 
future.  The proposal is consistent with standard ADC 7.160(9) and (10). 

 
11. Guidelines ADC 7.160(4), (7) and (8)) are not applicable.  The addition is not proposed in part of the 

house that is known to have been altered and the site is not known to contain significant 
archaeological resources and no chemical or physical treatments or excavation of note is proposed.   
 

CONCLUSIONS 
 

1. To be approved, the proposal must demonstrate conformance with at least one of the criteria in ADC 
7.150.  The proposed addition does not satisfy Criterion ADC 7.150(1) because it will not cause the 
structure to more closely approximate the historic character, appearance or material composition of 
the original structure than the existing structure. Therefore, the proposed alteration must satisfy the 
compatibility criterion ADC 7.150(2) to be approved. 

 
1. The small size of the addition and its design and location on the rear of the building minimizes the 

removal of historic materials and avoids impacts to the Bungalow’s character-defining features.  
 

2. The proposed additions conform to the applicable setback standards for the Hackleman-Monteith 
(HM), zoning district in ADC Article 3. 
 

3. The materials, design, architectural details, and craftsmanship of the proposed addition match the rest 
of the house and will be scaled to the structure.  

 
4. The proposed addition will not compromise the existing proportions and scale of the house or its 

character-defining features.  
 

5. The proposed addition will be compatible with the historic characteristics of the area and with the 
existing house in massing, size, scale, materials, and architectural features.   

 
6. The proposed alterations will meet Criterion ADC 7.150(2) with Condition of Approval 1 and 2, 

which will ensure it will be constructed as proposed and in accordance with applicable requirements.    
 

OVERALL CONCLUSION 
 
The application for Historic Review of Exterior Alterations satisfies 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 
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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, windows, trim, roof design, and other architectural details visible 

on the exterior shall have the same materials, design, dimensions, and finishes as 
those that remain on the house.  

• New siding shall be horizontal and solid wood, have the same dimensions and 3-inch 
reveal, and be placed above and below a water table and cap.    

• New windows shall be solid wood and shall match or be substantially similar to the 
dimensions and design of the existing windows on the house. Windows may be 
double-paned.    

 
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 
 B.1-B.3  Application Narrative and Description 
 B.4-B.8  Applicant’s Plans and Drawings 
 B.9-B.20 Applicant’s Photo Summary 
 B.21-B.24 August 30, 2017, Email to Staff Confirming Proposal Details 
  
C. Historic Resources Survey Form 
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Adams, Shawna

From: Mike Burner [Mike@teclabsinc.com]
Sent: Wednesday, August 30, 2017 9:22 AM
To: Adams, Shawna
Subject: RE: Historic Review application clarifications needed for 1140 Calapooia addition (City file 

HI-08-17)

Yes 
 

From: Adams, Shawna [mailto:Shawna.Adams@cityofalbany.net]  
Sent: Wednesday, August 30, 2017 9:21 AM 
To: Mike Burner <Mike@teclabsinc.com> 
Subject: RE: Historic Review application clarifications needed for 1140 Calapooia addition (City file HI‐08‐17) 
 
Thanks Mike. I understand you also plan on putting the siding below the water board even though the plans don’t show 
that detail. Is that correct? 
 
Thanks for the quick responses. This is what was needed to complete the application so we can proceed with scheduling 
the hearing on the October 4th.  It is advisable that you attend. We are required to send out public notice of the hearing 
20 days in advance and to post a sign on your site with information about the hearing a week prior to the hearing. You 
will get a copy of the notice with hearing details. 
 
 
Shawna	Adams	
Planner II / City of Albany Community Development 
333 Broadalbin Street SW, Albany OR 97321 
541.791.0176  
 
 
 
 
 

From: Mike Burner [mailto:Mike@teclabsinc.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, August 30, 2017 9:03 AM 
To: Adams, Shawna 
Subject: FW: Historic Review application clarifications needed for 1140 Calapooia addition (City file HI-08-17) 
 
 
 

From: Mike Burner  
Sent: Wednesday, August 30, 2017 9:02 AM 
To: Mike Burner <Mike@teclabsinc.com> 
Subject: RE: Historic Review application clarifications needed for 1140 Calapooia addition (City file HI‐08‐17) 
 
Hi Shawna; Yes we are going to preserve that water board and put that back on. That’s funny I couldn’t think of what 
that might be. Just thought that was considered molding or trim. Yes that will be reused as long as they can get it off 
without busting it up. No matter what that will look like the rest of the house. I am sure that is cedar too. 
 

From: Mike Burner  
Sent: Wednesday, August 30, 2017 7:53 AM 
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To: 'Adams, Shawna' <Shawna.Adams@cityofalbany.net> 
Subject: RE: Historic Review application clarifications needed for 1140 Calapooia addition (City file HI‐08‐17) 
 
Existing Windows: We are going to reuse the existing bedroom window that is there. The Existing Bathroom window 
that is there now will be hung on a half wall that will be separating the bath tub and shower. We will shop for an exterior 
window that matches the other window. If for some reason we have to use different window it will be all wood. The trim 
will be cedar and the siding will be cedar which is what it is now. The basement window will not be reused. The addition 
does not extend to the other bedroom or the basement door. 
 
Siding and Trim: All the Trim and Siding is cedar. If it is possible we are going to see if they can use the existing siding as 
long as they can save it. If not we will use cedar for all Trim and siding. Not sure what water board is but if you are 
talking about the green board that is used in bathrooms yes we will be using that in the shower area. Other than that if 
you were to take the siding off there is nothing right now underneath the siding so it will get sheeted with the proper 
sheeting and Tyvek paper for a water barrier and then the siding will be put back on it. Fascia will be cedar too. When 
the addition is done it will look like it’s been there the whole time.  
 
Stem wall and Basement door: The addition will be built on a footer. The stem wall for the rest of the house is framed 
2x4s 3’ft. high from ground level. Of course the basement has stem walls but we will not be extending the basement out 
under the new addition. The new addition does not extend anywhere near the basement door. 
 
Future Shop: This is not in the plans at all. 
 
Roofing: The roofing is composition shingle. We just had the roof replaced 2 years ago and we will be using the same 
company that put the new roof on. Dabellas out of Portland. 
 
Hope I’ve answered everything for you and it was very nice meeting you too. Thank you. 
 

From: Adams, Shawna [mailto:Shawna.Adams@cityofalbany.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, August 29, 2017 5:57 PM 
To: Mike Burner <Mike@teclabsinc.com> 
Subject: Historic Review application clarifications needed for 1140 Calapooia addition (City file HI‐08‐17) 
 
Mike,   The  City  has  completed  a  preliminary  review  of  your  Historic  Review  of  Exterior  Alterations  application  to 
construct an addition on your house at 1140 Calapooia Street. Based on our phone  conversation about  some of  the
details about your proposal,  I think  just a few clarification are needed to provide the  information needed to complete 
the application for the Landmarks Advisory Commission to evaluate the proposal’s consistency with the review criteria
at ADC 7.150(2) and  the Secretary of  Interior’s Standards  for Rehabilitation at ADC 7.160.   Below,  I have outlined  the 
clarifications needed below in hopes that you will find all of the questions simple and easy to answer. Please do give me
a  call  if  that  is  not  the  case. With  these  clarifications we will  be  able  to  proceed with  the  review  and  schedule  a
Landmarks Hearing.  If you are able  to get me  responses by  tomorrow,  that would be  just  in  time  for  the October 4th

Landmarks Meeting. The next meeting after that would be November 1st.  

 

Existing and Proposed Openings and Windows:  

 

Your written  narrative  indicates  that  all  proposed  features will  “match”  the  house  and  that  “double  framed wood
windows are proposed that will match the panes of the original windows”.  The application also indicates that Anderson 
400  Series windows  are  preferred. However, my  understanding  is  that Anderson  400 Windows  are  vinyl  clad wood 
windows rather than solid wood and it is unknown how they compare to the existing windows on the house otherwise. 
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Please clarify whether solid wood windows are proposed and the extent to which the proposed windows might differ 
from the windows on the house (dimensions, design, panes, trim, etc).  

 

Your written  proposal  indicates  that  no  features will  be  altered  that  have  any  historic  significance  or  character.   It 
appears  that  the  addition will  cover  or  require  the  removal  of  one  6‐over‐1  double  hung window,  one  single  pane 
casement  window,  and  one  triple  pane  basement  casement  window.   Also,  the  proposed  windows  shown  on  the 
elevation drawing for the west wall of the addition appear to match the general size and dimensions of two windows 
that are currently on the west elevation of the house.  Have you or are you considering reusing them on the addition?
Under what  circumstances do  you  intend  to  reuse  the windows or  to  install new ones  instead? Which of  the  three
windows will be left in place, removed, or reused? Please clarify your intent and rationale for any windows and trim that
will be removed and not reused. Reuse of the windows is not necessarily required to meet the approval criteria but since
the Secretary of Interior’s Standards address the removal and reuse of historic material these questions are relevant and
important considerations to address and reuse is certainly encouraged. 

Siding and Trim:  

 

The drawings do not show the waterboard or siding underneath it.  The narrative indicates that the proposed siding and 
all moldings will match those on the house. Does this include the waterboard and siding beneath it?  Please also clarify 
the extent of siding and trim (waterboard) that will be removed to accommodate the proposed addition and whether it 
will be re‐used.    

 

Stem Wall, Basement door:   

 

It is unclear from the narrative, drawings, and photos what exterior alterations are proposed to the basement, basement
door, and  foundation  for  the new addition. Are any  changes  to  the basement door proposed? The basement  itself?
What is proposed with respect to the stemwall noted on the elevation plans? To what extent will any of these effect the
exterior appearance of the house?  

Future Shop Building: The application materials make note of a future shop or outbuilding.  This may require a separate
Historic Review of New Construction application depending on size and does not appear  to be proposed at  this  time.
Please confirm.  

  

Roofing: Is the existing roof material wood or composition shingle? 

 

 

It was nice meeting you in person at the Planning Counter this afternoon.  Please do not hesitate to call if I you have any 
questions, concerns etc. 

 

Shawna	Adams	
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Planner II / City of Albany Community Development 
333 Broadalbin Street SW, Albany OR 97321 
541.791.0176  
 

 

DISCLAIMER: This e-mail may be a public record of the City of Albany and may be subject to the State of Oregon 
Retention Schedule and may be subject to public disclosure under the Oregon Public Records Law. This e-mail, including 
any attachments, is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential and privileged information. 
Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure, or distribution is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please send a 
reply e-mail to let the sender know of the error and destroy all copies of the original message. 
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Oregon Historic Site Record

LOCATION AND PROPERTY NAME

address:    1140 Calapooia St SW historic name:

Albany, Linn County current/other names:

assoc addresses: block/lot/tax lot:

location descr twnshp/mg/sect/gtr sect:

PROPERTY CHARACTERISTICS

resource type:       Building height( stories):   1. 0 total elig resources: 1 total inelig resources:   1

elig evaluation:      eligible/contributing NR Status: Listed in Historic District

prim constr date:    c. 1920 second date:   date indiv listed:

primary orig use:    Single Dwelling orig use comments:

second orig use:

primary style:       Bungalow( Type)       prim style comments:

secondary style:  sec style comments:

primary siding:      Horizontal Board siding comments:

secondary siding:

plan type:   Bungalow architect

builder.

comments/notes:

GROUPINGS/ ASSOCIATIONS

Survey/Grouping Included In: Type of Grouping Date Listed Date Compiled

Albany Monteith Historic District- Boundary Expansion Listed Historic District 11/ 13/2008 2007

Farmstead/Cluster Name:   

SHPO INFORMATION FOR THIS PROPERTY 1
NR date listed:      106 Project(s)

ILS survey date:     SHPO Case Date Agency Effect Eval
RLS survey date:    01/ 18/ 2007

Gen file date:

ARCHITECTURAL/ PROPERTY DESCRIPTION

Includes expanded description of the building/property, setting, significant landscape features, outbuildings and alterations)
Assoc Rscs: non- contributing garage

HISTORY

Chronological, descriptive history of the properly from its construction through at least the historic period- preferably to the present)

RESEARCH INFORMATION

Title Records Census Records Property Tax Records Local Histories

Sanbom Maps Biographical Sources SHPO Files Interviews

Obituaries Newspapers State Archives Historic Photographs

City Directories Building Permits State Library

Local Library:  University Library:
Historical Society:      Other Respository:

Bibliography:

Oregon Historic Preservation Office 1 of 1

Attachment C.1



HISTORIC PAINT COLORS AWARD
Deborah and Mike Burner, 1140 Calapooia Street

Debbie and Mike Burner and their children Meagan, Garrett and Taylor moved to

Albany in 1989.  After a couple of attempts at trying to purchase a home in one of the
historic districts, they finally found the right one in 1994.  The Burners first spotted their

turn of the century historic bungalow style Cross House on a Christmas tour of historic
homes.

Since moving in, the Burners have rebuilt the north and south walls that were rotting.
They temporarily lost their fireplace because of this but have plans to add a period
fireplace and mantel soon.  The Burners have also replaced missing dividing walls and
restored ceiling beams.  Mrs. Burner plans to use the old bricks from the replaced walls

to put in a brick patio.  She says their "house is in progress."

When it came to selecting paint colors, Mrs. Burner spent time driving around the
neighborhood looking at historic paint color combinations for ideas.  She saw a

combination of colors that she liked on a 4th Avenue historic home and went to the
paint store.  The colors she decided on are Zeus for the siding (the green) and Cheddar
for the trim.  The doors are finished in a New England red.  Debbie knew these colors

would look good, and it does!  The new paint really accents the defining overhanging
eaves and exposed rafters.  Before repainting, the bungalow was all white with a red
painted windows, so this is a completely new look for this historic home.  We think the

home looks wonderful, great job to the Burners!
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