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Notice of Decision

Historic Review of Exterior Alterations
Replacement of Exterior Stair and Front Porch

HI-13-21

August 26, 2021

Proposal:

Reconstruct front stairway, rebuilt in the 1990’s, to bring it closer to the 1920’s
version seen in an original photograph with code baluster space and lattice side
panels. Also, reconstruct front porch, reworking the porch balustrade to match the
1920’s photo, enhancing the original character of the house.
Community Development Director (Type I)
Rusty Van Rossmann; 526 Fifth Avenue SW, Albany, Oregon 97321
928 Ferry Street SW, Albany, Oregon 97321
Linn County Assessor’s Map No. 11S-03W-07BC; Tax Lot 3500
Monteith Historic District

Review Body:
Applicant:
Address/Location:
Map/Tax Lot:
Zoning:

On August 26, 2021, the Community Development Director granted APPROVAL with CONDITIONS of the
application referenced above. The City based its decision on the project’s conformance with the review criteria listed
in the Albany Development Code (ADC) Section 7.270(1) under (a) and (b). The supporting documentation prepared
by the applicant and relied upon by the City in making this decision is available for review at City Hall,
333 Broadalbin Street SW, Albany, OR 97321. For more information or questions, please contact Planning Supervisor
Scott Whyte at 541-971-7561.
This notice of decision is the final written decision of the City. Appeals of a Type 1 decision go to circuit court.
This land use decision shall expire three years from the date of approval unless an extension has been filed before the
expiration date, and subsequently granted approval pursuant to ADC 1.083.

signature
on file
_______________________

Community Development Director

Approval Expiration Date: August 26, 2024

Conditions of Approval
Condition 1

All work shall be completed in accordance with the applicable building code requirements.

The issuance of this permit by the City of Albany does not eliminate the need for compliance with other
federal, state, or local regulations. It is the applicant’s responsibility to contact other federal, state, or local
agencies or departments to ensure compliance with all applicable regulations.
Attachments: Applicant’s submittals
cd.cityofalbany.net

Historic Review of Exterior Alterations Request
Permit # B-0960-21
928 SW Ferry, Albany, Oregon
Rusty van Rossmann
Just Call Rusty CCB228848
6/14/2021

Property & Project Information
1) Historic District: Monteith
2) Historic Rating: Historic Contributing
3) House Architectural Style(s): Queen Anne
4) Construction Date: 1895
5) Please describe the proposed alteration(s) and the purpose of the alterations: Front
stairway, rebuilt in the 1990’s, is damaged due to age and rot. This build was not
sympathetic to the style of the house (2x6 treads, square balusters, repurposed newel
posts, T-111 siding, etc.) This structure to be taken down and replaced.
Stairs: The owners propose to rebuild the stairway for safety reasons and to bring it
closer to the 1920’s version seen in an original photograph. Although the original
stairway curved outward towards the newels, the extra cost is prohibitive so the new
build will be straight in keeping with the current look.
Porch: The owners propose to rework the porch balustrade to match the 1920’s photo
to enhance the original character of the house.
It is understood that approval would be needed for this historic rework due to potential
baluster 4” spacing code non-compliance.

Review Responses:
Community Development Director Criteria:
a. There is no change in historic character, appearance, or material composition from
the existing structure.
Facts: Appearance will be closer to the historic character than the current stairs.
Materials will be sympathetic to the original structure (all wood within cost allowances)
E.g.: 5/4”x10” bullnosed treads with returns, cove molding, and turned balusters.
Facts: Appearance of the porch Balustrade will be closer to the 1920’s original. Square
balusters in a modified Chinoiserie pattern simulating the pattern seen in the
photograph.

Conclusion: Both Stairs and Porch would change towards a more historic matching of
the character of the house.
b. The proposed alteration materially duplicates the affected exterior building
features as determined from an early photograph, original building plans, or other
evidence of original building features.
Facts: The proposed alteration is based on an early photograph to duplicate the exterior
building features as much as is financially possible.
Conclusion: The photograph is being used as a guide to bring back the look of the stairs
and porch. The completed alteration is planned to be similar to the original but without
the curving section towards the newels.
c. The proposed alteration is not visible from the street.

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

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.
Fact: Property is being used as a home which is its historic purpose.
Conclusion: This criterion is met because the purpose of the property has not been
changed.
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 the property
shall be avoided.
Fact: 1990’s front stairway to be removed and replaced with a new stairway similar to
the original depicted in a 1920’s photograph.
Fact: Front porch balustrade to be reworked to match design depicted in the 1920s
photograph.
Conclusion: This criterion is met because the historic character of the original property is
being retained and preserved. Removal of 1990s stairway and balustrade will allow for
replacement by elements more in keeping with the historic character of the original
property.

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.
Fact: Stairway plan will not duplicate the original seen in the photograph. No curve
towards the newels, balusters will be similar but not duplicated.
Fact: Porch Balustrade will mimic the historic pattern but adjusted towards meeting
safety code. Top and bottom rails will be similar to, but not duplicate, original.
Conclusion: This criterion is met because the planned alterations will be evident as new
work and recognizable for the historic record of the home.
4. Most properties change over time, those changes that have acquired historic
significance in their own right shall be retained and preserved.
Fact: 1990s stairway was not built with historical integrity in mind. The 2x6 treads are old and
unsafe. Newels that were used for the 1990s version came from another historic
property (or from inside the home) and were not correctly attached. Porch balusters,
while turned, do not reflect a sympathetic representation of the original structure.
Conclusion: This criterion is met because the 1990s stairway and porch balustrade have
not acquired historical significance.
5. Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of
craftsmanship that characterize a historic property shall be preserved.
Fact: No changes to the original construction involving distinctive features are planned.
No distinctive finishes, techniques or examples of craftsmanship are present in the
1990s stairway and porch balusters.
Conclusion: This criterion is met because no distinctive features, finishes, and
construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship that characterize this property
are planned to be altered.
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. Replacements of missing features shall be substantiated
by documentary physical, or pictorial evidence.
Fact: A 1990s stairway and porch balusters are not considered historic contributing.
Conclusion: This criterion is met because no historic contributing features are to be
removed.

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.
Fact: No surface cleaning of historic components is planned.
Conclusion: This criterion is met because no surface cleaning will be performed on
historic components.
8. Significant archaeological resources affected by a project shall be protected and
preserved. If such resources must be disturbed, mitigation measures shall be
undertaken.
Fact: No significant archaeological resources (if any) would be disturbed based on the
approved construction plans.
Conclusion: This criterion is met because no archaeological resources shall be disturbed.
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.
Fact: No exterior alterations will destroy historic materials that characterize the
property. New stairway work will be differentiated from the old through a straight tread
run rather than the historic curved run toward the newels.
Fact: Porch balusters will differentiate from the original (as seen in the photo) through
closer adherence towards 4” safety code (if deemed necessary).
Conclusion: This criterion is met because no historic materials that characterize the
property will be destroyed. New construction will differentiate from the historic build.
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 [ADC Section 7.160]
Fact: Stairway attaches only at front of porch. Balusters can be removed between posts.
Removal of these elements will not alter the essential form if required in the future.
Conclusion: This criterion is met because the elements can be removed in future while
maintaining the essential form and integrity of the historic property.

928 SW Ferry Photographs:

1920s photo showing slight curve towards the newels and distinctive porch Balustrade. Cove molding,
5/4” bullnosed treads, returns on Treads, Similar newels, turned balusters on stairs, and lattice side
panels are to be included in the proposed rebuild.
The curve will not be included allowing for a straight, more cost effective, construction.

Current Stairway and porch: Front view showing damage, misapplied newels, and double 2x6s for
treads.
Turned porch balusters to be replaced to more closely match historic photo.

Current Stairway: North view showing non code baluster spacing and T-111 side panels.

View Shown: East facing porch rail (142”) post to post
North facing porch rail (51”) post to post.

