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APPROVED:  September 6, 2006 

 

      
 

 

CITY OF ALBANY 

 LANDMARKS ADVISORY COMMISSION 

 Municipal Court Chambers 

Wednesday, July 12, 2006 

 6:30 p.m. 

 

 MINUTES 

 

 

Members present:     Linda Herd, Michele Harris, Oscar Hult, Roz Keeney, 

Heidi Overman, and Dave Pinyerd   

     

Members absent:       Tom Hinkley          

 

Staff present:       Community Development Planner II Anne Catlin,   

Administrative Assistant Shirley Lindsey  

 

Others present:       Larry & Judy Christophersen, Rebecca Bond (Albany 

Visitors Association Liaison)   

      .   

CALL TO ORDER 

 

The Landmarks Advisory Commission meeting was called to order at 6:37 p.m. by Chair Heidi Overman.    

 

CONTINUED QUASI-JUDICIAL PUBLIC HEARING 

 

HI-08-06:   519 5th Avenue SW, owners Larry & Judy Christophersen are requesting to construct a new 

garage, 32’ wide by 25’ deep. 

 

Chair Overman called the continued public hearing to order at 6:38 p.m. and asked for Planner Catlin’s 

report: 

 

Staff Report:  Planner II Anne Catlin noted that the staff report was presented at the May 3rd meeting and 

this was a continuation of that public hearing, so she would not repeat the information.  Catlin reviewed the 

criteria for constructing the proposed garage and indicated that the owners were present to provide more 

detailed information.  Since she had not received the plans prior to distributing the meeting notice, she 

included a drawing she prepared based on the latest plans and the Landmarks recommendations.  Catlin also 

indicated that she wrote a letter to the Christophersens noting additional design recommendations provided 

by the Landmarks through e-mail (included in the agenda packet as Exhibit A).   

 

Catlin invited owner Larry Christophersen to present his architectural designs to the group (an original set of 

which are attached to the agenda as Exhibit A).  Christophersen indicated that he thought the items discussed 

had been incorporated into the design.  He referred to the required maximum lot coverage of 60%, and 

indicated that the house and proposed garage will only cover 44% of the lot.  Catlin noted that this was a 

zoning requirement.  

 

Commission Discussion 

 

General discussion ensued about the project and questions about the drawings were posed both to the group 

and to Christophersen. Catlin suggested the Landmarks Advisory Commission (LAC) indicate tentative 

conditions on each design item as they deliberated.  
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Regarding the garage height, it was noted that the wall height is proposed to be 13 feet (it was 9 feet on the 

last plan).  Catlin expressed concern that the garage not be taller than the house.  The house is 21 feet tall.  

Christophersen said the garage is currently about 20 feet tall with a 7 over 12 roof pitch.  

 

Regarding the roof pitch, the Landmarks group would prefer that it be 8 over 12 to match the house, which 

would add less than a foot to the garage height, but still a little bit shorter than the house.   

 

The LAC decided to condition that the total height of the garage could be the same as the house, matching 

the roof pitch, as long as the garage is not taller than the house.  The consensus of the group was that the 

windows and door on the south side were acceptable as proposed.   The windows and (human) doors are fine 

as proposed, including the clerestory windows. 

 

Regarding siding and trim, it was noted that the siding will match the siding of the house. In response to a 

question, Christophersen indicated he is not using Hardy plank, but cedar siding, as it was less expensive.   

The LAC noted that the corner boards on the garage should match what is on the house. 

 

Catlin asked the LAC if they thought the setback for the one-car shed-roof portion of the garage, shown as 6-

inches, was adequate.  She envisioned it being set back further. After some discussion, the members thought 

that the 6-inch setback from both the south and north corners was enough to break up the building. 

 

Hult expressed concern about the double-car garage door position; it is not centered under the gable.  There 

was some discussion about the garage doors and their style. The LAC determined that the garage doors 

should not be vinyl and should be a carriage house style, but left the design to the owners.  The group would 

like to see the garage doors centered, not offset.   

 

Catlin asked Christophersen to describe the plans for restoring the front porch, which used to extend across 

the full width of the house.  She distributed the case file pictures so the LAC could see the house.  As an 

aside comment, Catlin noted that she had just today mailed a letter to everyone who had received 

rehabilitation grant funding with a request for an update on the progress of their project and the extent to 

which the funds had been, or would be, expended in order to determine how many grant dollars might be left 

to assist other projects.  She hopes there will be a little bit of money to offset the costs of replacing the vinyl 

windows on the front of the house. 

Christophersen showed the LAC a picture of a house similar in style to his house with a shed-roof front 

porch that extends the full length of the house (attached to the agenda packet as Exhibit B).  Catlin said the 

porch would not have balusters, only columns, due to being close to the ground. 

Commissioner Dave Pinyerd noted there was not a lot of room for a pitch to the shed roof due to the second-

story windows.  Hult noticed that the frieze board above the windows had been notched, indicating the 

windows might have been moved down. A discussion of the second-story window locations resulted. The 

LAC suggested that the windows should be raised to the notch that is apparent in the file photos.  

Christophersen indicated that he already has the windows and framing, so was not sure about raising them to 

a different height.  

Catlin summarized the tentative conditions of approval for the garage: 

1. The roof pitch shall be 8 over 12 to match the pitch of the roof on the house. 

2. The height of the garage shall not exceed the height of the house. 

3. Windows shall be provided as shown on the plan (quantity, location, and general design).  Windows and 

the south-side door shall be wood and trimmed with wood similar in dimension to the trim used on the 

house.  (Note:  Decorative molding at the top of the windows is not necessary.)  

4. The garage doors shall be a carriage house style – with no specific design conditioned.  The garage doors 

may not be vinyl.   
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5. The two-car garage door should be centered under the gable of the two-story portion of the garage.  

6. With the exception of the conditions above, the garage shall be constructed as shown on the plans, which 

provides for a two-car garage with a gable roof and a one-story, one-car garage with a shed roof that is 

inset at least 6-inches from the south and north edges of the two-story portion of the garage. 

Catlin said she had informed the Christophersens of her Sanborn map research on the house.  The maps show 

that a front porch extended across the full width of the house.  Upon hearing this news, the Christophersens 

would like to rebuild the front porch. 

Christophersen presented a picture of a porch from a similar house.  The porch would have a shed roof and 

simple columns. No balusters or railing would be needed because the porch is very close to the ground. 

The LAC liked the idea and agreed to approve the new front porch with the following conditions: 

1. The front porch may be reconstructed to run the full width of the house, as shown on earlier Sanborn Fire 

Maps. 

2. The porch roof shall be shed-roof design and the columns shall be simple in design with chamfered 

corners.  

3. The porch shall not have balusters (due to its low height) and the porch flooring shall be tongue and 

groove or finger-jointed wood that runs perpendicular to the house.  

Chair Overman closed the public hearing at 7:13 p.m. 

 

Commission Decision   

 

Commissioner Michele Harris moved to approve the new garage and front porch with the conditions outlined 

above.  Hult seconded the motion.  The motion passed unanimously. 

INTERN PROJECTS  

 

Kitchen Workshop Planning  

 

Melissa Stoller indicated that she had personally visited with everyone holding their kitchens open for the 

kitchen workshop tour, which includes:  the Hults, the Silbernagels, Judy Craig, and Kate and Rod Porsche.   

 

Discussion of where to start the tour, the time of day to begin, and how long to run the tour were covered by 

the group.  It was agreed that the kickoff will begin at Whitespires Church.  The date is August 12, from 

10:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m.  Materials can be picked up with registration beginning at 9:45 a.m. at the Church.  

Catlin noted that she is planning to be at the Church to answer questions and get people started out.   

 

Commissioner Roz Keeney suggested adding Cindy Kastl’s or Jody Kruse’s kitchens, if they are willing.  It 

was agreed after some discussion that a fifth kitchen be added to disperse the group a little more evenly. 

Catlin also agreed to try to track down Bungalow owner Shaun Cooper, to see if he would allow his original 

kitchen to be added to the list.     

 

Melissa provided the LAC members with a contact e-mail address:  MAS1000@comcast.net. She is working 

on a newsletter that would be mailed to historic district residents in early August.  The deadline for getting it 

to the printers is July 24 or 25.   

 

OTHER BUSINESS:    

 

Catlin gave an update on the following historic reviews projects:  
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• 805 5th Avenue SW – They want to extend the garage toward the street by 15 feet, using the 

same south-facing walls and matching design and materials.  LAC supported staff doing this 

review. 

 

• 405 1st Avenue NW – The design of the egress stairs for this property have changed due to 

Building Code requirements. 

 

• 817 Ferry Street SW – The owners received a rehabilitation grant to restore the missing balusters 

and newel posts.  They are having a hard time determining the appropriate design and finding 

someone to make them.  Catlin distributed a page of sample newel posts and balusters and asked 

the LAC to provide input on their preferences between two designs for balusters and newel posts 

selected by the owners and Allen Nelson.  (Attached to the agenda packet as Exhibit C.)  

 

• SHPO Grant – Catlin distributed a spreadsheet showing the status of grant expenses. (Attached 

to the agenda packet as Exhibit D.) 

 

Keeney suggested taking a picture of the Landmarks Advisory Commission for the newsletter.  It was the 

consensus of the group that a picture would be appropriate and they would discuss it further.   

 

NEXT MEETING 

 

Catlin also indicated that since no new cases have been filed that need the LAC’s attention, it will not be 

necessary to meet on August 2.   

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 

The meeting adjourned at 8:02 p.m. 

 

 

Respectfully submitted,       Reviewed by 

 

Signature on file        Signature on file 

 

Shirley Lindsey        Anne Catlin      

Administrative Assistant       Planner II 
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