
 

APPROVED:  November 1, 2006 

 

CITY OF ALBANY 

 LANDMARKS ADVISORY COMMISSION 

 Municipal Court Chambers 

Wednesday, October 4, 2006 

 6:30 p.m. 

 

     MINUTES 

 

 

Members present:  Chair Heidi Overman, Oscar Hult, Roz Keeney, Dave Pinyerd and Michele Harris

   

Members absent:   Linda Herd and Tom Hinckley 

 

Staff present:   Community Development Planner II Anne Catlin 

 

Others present:  Angel Guaman, Linda and Rob Harris, John Hood-Fysh, Joe Vincent, Rebecca Bond 

(Albany Visitors Association), Dan Bedore and Zack (last name not given; resides at 

626 5
th

 Avenue SE)  

      

CALL TO ORDER 

 

The Landmarks Advisory Commission meeting was called to order at 6:33 p.m. by Chair Heidi Overman.    

 

APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES 

 

The minutes of the August 2, 2006, meeting were presented for approval.   

 

Commissioner Roz Keeney moved to approve the August 2 minutes, as written, seconded by Commissioner 

Oscar Hult.  The motion passed unanimously.    

 

PUBLIC HEARING 

 

HI-15-06, 615 4th Avenue SW.  Overman called the public hearing to order at 6:34 p.m. and asked about ex 

parte contacts or site visits.  Two members reported visiting the property.  Overman called for the staff report. 

 

Planner Anne Catlin said she received a letter from Kevin Ostby in support of the application, an email from 

Tamalynne Hult opposed to the application, and an email from Dan and Deb Conway also opposed to the 

request. A letter from the Conways was also submitted. (All letters are attached to the minutes as Exhibits A 

through D.) She explained the substitute materials request was to replace six original wood windows with vinyl 

windows.  In order to approve the use of substitute materials on historic contributing buildings, the existing 

windows have to be deteriorated beyond repair, and repair or replacement with wood windows is cost 

prohibitive.  If these tests are met, then the window shall match the existing windows in dimensions, shape, and 

profile. In this case, the vinyl windows have already been installed and the original wood windows were thrown 

away. 

 

The house is a historic-contributing resource in the Monteith National Register Historic District.  The house is a 

Craftsman style constructed around 1910. The house has a wrap-around porch and second floor balcony on the 

east side.  Missing decorative features of the building include a small leaded-glass window on the front façade, 

exposed rafters, Tuscan column porch supports. The porch walls were originally sided with siding to match the 

house.  

Catlin said that file pictures from 1996 show windows missing on the front and the porch and columns along the 

east side.  It appears the building was vacant for some time. A letter to the State Historic Preservation Office 

from the owners in 1996 states they “carefully dismantled the porch as the beams that supported it had severe 
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dry-rot.” They saved all of the supporting pieces and siding for reuse.  Staff does not know when and if the 

porch was rebuilt by the 1996 owners and what work was completed by them and then by subsequent property 

owners.  The property has since been removed from the Special Assessment program.  

Sometime after 1995, the porch was rebuilt but does not look like it did originally. Vinyl windows were installed 

where the windows had been removed, including in the location of the leaded-glass window. Historic approval 

was not obtained for these alterations. 

Catlin said the current owner bought the house recently and proceeded with additional repairs. He replaced the 

windows with severe dry rot and kept those that were repairable. He did not know the new vinyl windows 

needed review because the house already had some vinyl windows and several neighboring houses (owned by 

the Ostbys) also have vinyl windows and siding.   

She explained the location of new vinyl windows put in by the applicant:  three on the west side, two on the 

back (north side), and one on the east side in the balcony area. Four of the windows replaced were standard one-

over-one windows with the “lambs tongue” extensions at the end of the top rails. One small single-light window 

on the west side and a kitchen window on the back side of the house were also replaced.   

 

If any original windows exist, they should be repaired and installed. Apparently the windows were not saved. 

Catlin said that new windows must approximate the existing siding, windows or trim in placement, profile, size, 

proportion, and general appearance. Three of the new windows fit in the existing openings and approximate the 

original one-over-one windows. The small west side window was enlarged to match the other west side 

windows. The windows, however, do not have the rail extensions. All windows will be trimmed with the 

“window caps” to match the original trim. She feels the four one-over-one windows approximate the general 

appearance of the original windows, with the exception of the rail extensions. Painting the vinyl windows would 

make them more compatible with the house and remaining wood windows.  

The back kitchen window and the second-story window openings were modified and “slider windows” were 

installed. The two slider windows are not compatible with the house style, and the fake muntin grid between the 

glass is also inappropriate.  Catlin recommended both of these windows be replaced with windows that match 

the size and style of the original windows, including restoring the original window opening size. 

Catlin also recommended discussing improvements the new owner might be willing to make to the house to 

restore some of the original Craftsman character and details to the house. In particular, the small front window 

next to the front door should be replaced and the porch repairs should restore the Craftsman details. 

In summary, Catlin recommends approval with conditions of the four one-over-one vinyl windows (three on the  

west side and one on the back side) and denial of the two side-by-side slider windows (one on the back and the 

second-story slider window.)   

 

Public Testimony 

 

Owner Angel Guaman said he bought the house two months ago. He was told the house was not historic. He did 

not realize vinyl was not allowed because the house already had six vinyl windows and several other houses on 

the block contain vinyl windows.  Guaman said that while his helpers were working on the house (he was not 

present at the time), Commissioner Oscar Hult walked by and told them the vinyl windows needed approval and 

to go to the City to talk to Anne Catlin about the issue. Guaman came to City Hall the following morning to find 

out the rules and procedures and turned in his review application soon after. 

 

Guaman said that he does not have all of the resources to do everything he would like to the house, but is trying 

to make it livable. He would like to keep the vinyl windows. He plans to finish them with trim to match the 

original trim. He also plans to paint the house and needs to repair dry rot on the porch.  He plans no other major 

alterations to the house. Guaman later said he thought the staff report’s recommendations were reasonable and 

hoped the Commission would go with them. 
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Linda Harris, who lives across the street at 404 Calapooia Street SW, testified that she was opposed to the use of 

vinyl windows as it sets a precedent for continuing to allow them.  

 

Commission Deliberation and Decision   

 

Commissioner Roz Keeney said she was glad the house was being fixed up and applauds Guaman for taking on 

the project. She asked if there were other repairs needed on the house.  Guaman responded that he plans to repair 

holes in the plaster on the interior and replace a few walls.  

 

Hult asked Guaman if he planned to live in the house. Guaman responded no, that it was divided into three 

apartments on three floors and explained the layout of the house and that stairs are also needed to the second 

(top) floor. 

 

Keeney asked how the property was zoned. Catlin said it was zoned Historic Downtown (HD) and that 

apartments were permitted. She said the area had been zoned for apartments prior to being zoned HD. 

 

Hult said he was concerned with allowing the vinyl windows to stay. The Commission cannot ignore the issue. 

The vinyl in use on the Ostby properties was put on a decade a go. The Commission denied their request for 

vinyl siding the last time they came in. He said we cannot judge the house on decisions made a decade ago. 

 

Keeney asked if Hult feels all six new vinyl windows should be replaced with wood windows. Hult said he 

thought all of the vinyl windows, including the ones put in previously should be replaced. Keeney and others 

thought they could not require work done by previous owners to be redone. 

 

Commissioner Michele Harris feels that historic homes should not have vinyl windows and would like to work 

with homeowners to remove vinyl windows as she feels homeowners will feel pride from their neighbors if they 

were to do so. She feels the proposed vinyl windows are not exactly the same as the original windows and also 

suggested working with the realtors to make sure new historic homeowners know what they are buying. Harris 

said she moved to Albany from out of state and knew Albany was known for its historic homes and specifically 

wanted to live in one. She would like the Commission to be able to help so that restoration is a win/win situation 

for everyone. 

 

Keeney said that value is added to homes by doing appropriate restoration. 

 

Hult gave the example of the house at 404 Calapooia, which was restored and the wood windows saved. It sold 

for quite a bit of money.  He feels the Ostby properties that are for sale are not selling because they have vinyl 

windows and siding. 

 

Commissioner Dave Pinyerd asked if the vinyl window under the porch was required for egress. If so, he would 

be willing to allow that window to stay. 

 

Overman said that in an ideal (historic preservation) world, there would be no vinyl. She did not feel the 

Commission could force removal of something that was pre-existing. She felt it important to focus on anything 

visible from the public right-of-way, which includes the west, front and east sides. Given salvage windows are a 

possibility, she felt the windows installed by Guaman on these sides should be replaced with wood windows. 

 

Guaman said that salvage windows may be cheaper, but he had a hard time finding windows to fit the existing 

openings as all of them were different sizes. He had to special order the vinyl windows. 

 

Pinyerd suggested that the Commission work with Guaman to replace the slider windows within one year and 

the remaining vinyl windows within three years. 
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Keeney proposed another option of requiring the front windows to be replaced and allowing the vinyl windows 

on the back to stay, as they are not visible from the street.  

 

Hult said he was willing to “ignore” the basement and back side windows if all of the other vinyl windows, 

including ones installed by previous owners, were replaced. He was okay letting the opening size of the new 

west side one-over-one window that replaced a smaller window to stay the same.  

 

Keeney thought the windows on the front and east sides were the most important for replacement. She could live 

with the vinyl windows on the west and back sides.  

 

Hult motioned to deny the request for vinyl windows, and to require the wood windows that match the original 

windows be installed. 

 

Pinyerd said Oscar’s motion gains nothing on the front façade.  

 

Keeney said if the Commission were to go with the motion, it would take time to replace the windows.  

 

Hult said the Commission could offer incentives to remove the windows on the front façade. 

 

Pinyerd seconded Hult’s motion with the idea that it might take over a year for the windows to be replaced and 

that grant funding might be available.  

 

Keeney was not sure one year was enough time to replace the windows. Guaman agreed as it will cost money 

and take time to find the right windows. He feels the Commission’s motion was pretty tough and sends a signal 

that they would prefer not to see houses repaired. 

 

Overman closed the public hearing at 7:45 p.m. 

 

Keeney again said she had no problem allowing the vinyl windows on the back side to remain, in trying to be 

reasonable.   

 

Catlin said that approvals are good for three years. Hult noted the request was being denied. Catlin did not think 

the Commission could put a time frame on the window removal. The City’s Code compliance team would work 

with the applicant on a timeframe to remove the windows. Catlin will check on whether or not the Commission 

can put a timeframe for removing the windows into the motion. She also said there need to be findings for 

denial. 

 

The motion to deny the vinyl window request was voted on. The motion was approved unanimously.   

 

Catlin asked the Chair if she would be willing to move the next public hearing to the end of the agenda, given 

the applicant was not present. Overman agreed. 

 

REAL ESTATE COMMUNITY DISCUSSION 

 

Catlin introduced realtors John Hood-Fysh and Joe Vincent as realtors that do a lot of business in the historic 

districts. Keeney added that Vincent previously served on the Landmarks Advisory Commission. 

 

Catlin said she wanted input on how to better inform realtors about the historic preservation regulations.  

 

Vincent said that a lot of materials are handed out and there is misrepresentation occurring. He feels that 

whatever information is distributed should be easily available to anyone.  Vincent said that the documents 

prepared by the appraisers and title companies give a buyer no idea that they are buying a home in a historic 

district. Often the appraisal is first seen at closing. 
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Vincent thought that a brochure describing the benefits of being in the historic district would be helpful. He 

feels the brochure should explain why the historic districts are of benefit to the entire community. Repetition is 

also necessary. 

 

Catlin said she had various brochures available that could be easily modified. She hoped an information or 

welcome packet could be distributed to listing agents and those interested in buying the home, as well as new 

home owners.  

 

Vincent suggested the packet be given to the seller as they are legally obligated to disclose the historic district 

information. 

 

Hood-Fysh said he thought the more information that can be given to the realtors, the better, so that the property 

can be properly represented. 

 

Catlin asked if a preservation class or lecture to realtors would be helpful. Vincent and Hood-Fysh said that 

realtors need continuing education credits and thought it was a good idea. They also suggested the topic be put 

on realtor conference agendas. 

 

Catlin asked if information could be distributed on the realtors’ email listserve, if approved. 

 

It was suggested that Catlin and/or Commissioners be invited to tour historic homes when the realtors do their 

tour. Catlin asked if it would be helpful to offer to tour historic homes with the listing agent, to point out the 

noteworthy features of the house and selling points from a preservation perspective. 

 

Catlin thanked the realtors for their input and said she hoped to keep the conversation and ideas going. She will 

work on preparing some information that could be distributed on the realtors’ email list, as well as in packet 

forms.   

 

OTHER BUSINESS 

 

626 5th Avenue SE. Catlin said the owner of this house has removed a pair of original windows on the front 

façade as well as on the west side; and the window openings have been modified. The owner installed second-

hand aluminum-clad windows. Catlin distributed pictures of the house prior to the original windows being 

replaced and pictures of the new windows, which are attached as Exhibit E. She noted that in the front window 

is not centered under the gable and that the photographs show the original opening sizes and locations. Catlin 

has talked to the owner and informed her that changing the window opening sizes would need historic approval, 

as well as new windows.  

 

The owner’s boyfriend, Zack, was present to talk about the issue. He said the windows came out in pieces. 

Three of the windows had Plexiglas rather than glass in the rails and there were no frames around the windows. 

 

Catlin asked for clarification as she thought the windows themselves seemed to be in good condition when she 

made a site visit.  Zack clarified that the window sill was rotten, noting you could put your finger through them, 

but that the window sashes were okay. 

 

Hult said the windows are not the same as the original windows. 

 

Zack said that they plan to center the new windows, but could not without modifying the opening size again, due 

to the roof over the porch. He said they are insulating the house, wanted insulated windows, and did not want 

window weight pockets. 

 

Hult explained that the weight pockets could be insulated and that weights could be replaced with springs. 
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After some additional discussion, Catlin said it seemed that the Commission was not willing to approve 

modifying the window openings and thought it would be a waste of money and time for them to turn in an 

application for such a request. She recommends the homeowners restore the original window openings and 

windows and noted the issue was a Code compliance case. 

 

Hult and Harris offered to volunteer to rebuild the window frames and restore the windows and openings. 

 

Zack suggested that the Landmarks send out a newsletter to homeowners.  Catlin responded that she mails an 

newsletter out at least twice a year, which notes that window replacement requires review. 

 

PUBLIC HEARING 

 

HI-18-06, 222 1st Avenue SW.  Overman called the public hearing to order at 8:45 p.m. and asked about ex 

parte contacts or site visits.  All members are familiar with the Flinn block buildings.  Overman then asked for 

the staff report. 

 

Catlin said she recommends approval of the request to restore the recessed entry to the second floor and 

rehabilitate the restaurant façade to make it look closer to what it did originally. She referenced the historic 

photograph attached to the staff report.   

 

Catlin said that the drawing by Robert Dortignacq included in the staff report was not the most current drawing, 

and noted the notes to the drawing were not submitted as well. She had not yet received the latest drawings and 

details, but discussed the details with Dortignacq on the phone. The storefront windows and transom windows 

would be restored with appropriate trim to match the trim on the other intact storefront windows. The base of the 

storefront windows will be about 18 inches and will be wood. 

 

The public hearing was closed at 8:50 p.m. 

 

After some discussion, Keeney moved to tentatively approve the request, subject to review of the latest drawings 

by Dortignacq.  Pinyerd seconded the motion. The motion passed unanimously. 

 

OTHER BUSINESS 

 

Catlin distributed a drawing (Exhibit F) by Robert Dortignacq of the east portion of the Cusick Bank building on 

1st Avenue next to the Flinn block buildings.  The owners are working on restoring some of the character to the 

building and will be turning in an application soon. They want to know if the Landmarks would consider either 

aluminum-clad wood windows or painted fiberglass windows on the second floor. 

 

Overman said she might consider the fiberglass windows.  All said they would like to see a wood-clad fiberglass 

window before agreeing to allow them on historic buildings. 

 

Hult said he would be willing to consider other window materials if additional historic features were restored on 

the building. 

 

Catlin said she would pass the input on to the owners.  

 

NEXT MEETING 

 

The next meeting is November 1, 2006. 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 

The meeting adjourned at 9:05 p.m. 
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Respectfully submitted,        

 

Signature on file 

 

Anne Catlin      

Planner II 
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