
 

APPROVED June 6, 2007 

CITY OF ALBANY 

LANDMARKS ADVISORY COMMISSION 

City Hall Municipal Court Chambers, 333 Broadalbin Street  

Wednesday, May 2, 2007 

6:30 p.m. 

 

MINUTES 

 
Landmarks Commissioners present: Linda Herd, Tom Hinckley, Oscar Hult, Roz Keeney, Heidi 

Overman, and Dave Pinyerd 

 
Landmarks Commissioners absent: One vacancy 

 

Staff present: Planner II Anne Catlin, Urban Renewal Coordinator Kate 

Porsche, and Administrative Assistant Mohava Zinserling 
 

Others present: 17 others were in the audience. 

 
CALL TO ORDER 

 

Chair Oscar Hult called the meeting to order at 6:31 p.m. 
 

ROLL CALL 

 

APPROVAL OF THE April 4, 2007 MINUTES 
 

Commissioner Linda Herd moved to approve the minutes, as written. Commissioner Tom Hinckley 

seconded the motion, which passed 6:0. 
 

QUASI-JUDICIAL PUBLIC HEARING, Case File Number HI-10-07 (236 1
st
 Avenue SW) 

 

Hult called to order a public hearing on Planning file HI-10-07, which is a request to restore transom 
windows above the storefront windows on the front facade. 

 

Declarations: 
 

Commissioners Herd and Roz Keeney noted that they had made a site visit. 

 
Staff Report: 

 

Planner II Anne Catlin said the request is to rehabilitate the exterior façade of a historic-contributing 

resource in the Downtown Commercial National Register Historic District and to convert a window to a 
doorway on the back facade. No written testimony or comments had been received regarding this 

application.  

 
This building was constructed as an addition to the J.W. Cusick & Co. Bank around 1900. The exterior of 

the building has been altered over time. The owners propose to restore the transom windows over three 

window bays on the front faced. They also propose to convert a window to a doorway on the back alley 
side of the building. The door would include a transom window opening similar to one above an existing 

doorway adjacent to the proposed opening. No distinctive or unique features remaining on the building 
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will be altered or removed with the proposed alteration. The proposed alterations to the front façade will 

cause the structure to more closely approximate its historic character as shown in the attached historic 
photograph. The proposed new alley-facing door is compatible with the historic characteristics of the 

building. 

Catlin felt the review criteria were satisfied and recommended approval with conditions. 

 
Applicant Testimony:  

 

Owner Thad Olivetti expressed willingness to answer questions about the proposed alterations. He stated 
that the storefront windows of the antique store space were also part of the application. 

 

Public Testimony:  
 

Urban Renewal Coordinator Kate Porsche stated that CARA was extremely excited for this project. She 

recommends it highly, and CARA supports the project. 

 
Chair Hult closed the public hearing at approximately 6:47 p.m. 

 

Commission Discussion:  None. 
 

Commission Action: 

 
Keeney moved that the Landmarks Advisory Commission approve the exterior alterations to rehabilitate 

the front façade of the building as submitted per the drawings, with the addition of the other two bay 

windows. Herd seconded the motion, which passed 6:0. 

 
QUASI-JUDICIAL PUBLIC HEARING, Case File Number HI-07-07 (626 5

th
 Avenue SE) 

 

Hult called to order a public hearing on Planning file HI-07-07, which is a request to replace three pairs of 
original wood windows with new aluminum clad wood windows. 

 

Declarations: 

 
Herd, Heidi Overman and Dave Pinyerd noted that they had made a site visit and Hult stated that he had 

driven by the site. 

 
Staff Report: 

 

Catlin reported that this home is in the Hackelman Historic District. Because this house is rated historic 
contributing, new windows, and the use of substitute materials would only be allowed if the original 

windows are deteriorated or damaged so that they cannot be repaired and finding materials that would 

match the original windows is cost prohibitive. She received some pictures of the windows and 

encouraged the Applicant to bring the windows to the LAC meeting so that the condition of the windows 
can be evaluated.  

 

One letter in support of the application was received from Casey Harris regarding this case and Catlin 
asked that it be submitted into the record. No other written testimony or comments have been received. 

 

Catlin said the house is a Bungalow style. Decorative features of this house include open eaves and 
exposed rafters with knee braces and Tuscan porch columns. She then explained the location of the 
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windows that were replaced (in the north, west and south gables on the second floor) and showed pictures 

submitted by the owner of one window. She thought the sills looked like they were in need of 
replacement but could not determine the condition of the windows from the photographs. 

 

Caitlin said the set of windows on the front and back sides were approximately 45 inches high by 55 

inches wide for the pair. The new windows are proposed to be slightly taller and narrower at 47 inches 
high by 51 inches wide. The style of the new windows and general appearance is similar to the original 

windows. She added that the back windows are not visible from the street. 

 
Catlin said that the new windows in the west-facing gable are 63 inches tall by 48 inches wide. She 

showed a photograph that indicates the new windows are narrower than the original windows by at least 

ten or twelve inches, and taller by two-boards of siding. The “before” photographs in the file indicate that 
all of the windows might have been the same size. Catlin thinks the west windows are the same size as 

those in the east-facing gable.   

 

Catlin said that proportion and size of the new windows in the west gable are different than the original 
windows. 

 

Applicant Testimony:  
 

Owner Mary Simon submitted pieces of the windows, but could not identify from which window the 

pieces were originally from and what part of the window they were. She stated that she was not aware that 
she had to come before the Landmarks Advisory Commission regarding the replacement of the original 

windows. 

 

Public Testimony:  
 

Kate Porsche, a resident of the Monteith Historic District, gave testimony regarding the preservation of 

Albany’s historical buildings and districts by coming before the Landmarks Advisory Commission and 
following the responsibilities that comes with owning a historical home. She concurred that these older 

homes tend to have high-energy costs and are difficult to keep warm in the winter. Porsche thought the 

north-facing windows generally approximated the size of the original windows but that the west window 

was out of proportion and did not fit the character of the home. 
 

Pamela Chambers of Alsea spoke regarding the lack of information available to prospective buyers of 

historical homes. Catlin rebutted the testimony of the Applicant as she remembered notifying the 
Applicant during a site visit in July that if the windows were not the same size that the project would have 

to come before the Landmarks Advisory Commission.  

 
Chair Hult closed the public hearing at approximately 7:44 p.m. 

 

Commission Discussion: 

 
The Commission discussed the application in detail, deciding to make separate motions for each window 

as each window could be judged individually against the approval criteria.  

Hult said the minutes from the October 2006 Landmarks meeting indicate that the owner’s husband, 
Zack, stated that the window sashes were okay, but the sills needed to be replaced.  

 

The Commission discussed whether the windows were deteriorated beyond repair to meet the review 
criteria and then if the proposed windows approximated the original windows in size and design. 
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In general, the Commission concluded that the new front and back windows are close in size to the 

original window, and kept the overall character of the historical home intact, but there was still concern 
that there was not enough evidence to document the condition of the window and warrant the use of 

substitute materials.  

 

The LAC concluded that the replacement windows in the west gable are very different in size and 
proportion to the original window and are not in keeping with the character of the Bungalow.  

 

Commission Action: 
 

Pinyerd moved that the Landmarks Advisory Commission approve the replacement of the back windows 

because they are not visible from the street and approximated the size and appearance of the original 
window. Keeney seconded the motion, which passed 6:0. 

 

Keeney moved that the Landmarks Advisory Commission approve the replacement of the front windows 

because they meet the basic size of the original window and does not alter the character of the house style. 
Overman seconded the motion, which was hung at 3:3. After further discussion, the Landmarks Advisory 

Commission re-voted and the motion passed 4:2, with Herd and Pinyerd voting against the motion. 

 
Pinyerd moved that the Landmarks Advisory Commission approve the replacement of the west-facing 

windows. Hinckley seconded the motion, which failed 0:6. Keeney then motioned to deny the request for 

the new windows on the west side because the proposed window size is not compatible with the house 
size, the window is visible from the street, and the request is for substitute materials. Herd seconded the 

motion. The motion passed, 6:0. 

 

QUASI-JUDICIAL PUBLIC HEARING, Case File Number HI-02-07 (628 9
th

 Avenue SW) 

 

Hult called to order a public hearing on Planning file HI-02-07, a request to replace 19 original wood 

windows with vinyl windows. 
 

Declarations: 

 

Commissioners Herd, Overman, Hult and Keeney noted they had made a site visit regarding this 
application. 

 

Staff Report: 
 

Catlin reported that no written testimony or comments on the proposed use of substitute material from 

those in the notice area were received.  
 

The owners want to replace 19 windows on a house listed in the National Register of Historic Places with 

vinyl windows. The primary window type on the house is a two-over-two wood window. There have been 

previous alterations to the house that include the addition of aluminum siding and shutters, the porch 
railing and a carport (which was removed).  

 

Catlin explained that this historical house is a historic-contributing house in the Monteith National 
Register Historic District. Substitute materials would only be allowed if the original windows are 

deteriorated or damaged so that they cannot be repaired and finding materials that would match the 

original windows is cost prohibitive. 
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Catlin said that after reviewing photographs of all 19 windows that she determined that in general, they 

were in relatively good condition with one or two windows needing a little more repair than standard 
maintenance. While Catlin felt the windows were not deteriorated beyond repair, she reviewed findings 

for the additional criteria for the use of substitute materials. 

 

Catlin said the proposed windows are a one-over-one window style. While the one-over-one window style 
is the most common window style found on Albany’s historic homes, the style is not the same as the 

original two-over-two windows found on the subject house. They do not approximate the profile and 

general appearance of the original windows.   
 

Catlin said the window style proposed to be replaced - a two-over-two double-hung - is an unusual 

window type for Albany. Only six of about 750 buildings on the Local Historic Inventory built before 
1940 have two-over-two vertical light windows. The Code says that unusual examples of craftsmanship 

may not be replaced with substitute materials. So, even if the windows were beyond repair and warranted 

replacement, the new windows would have to be wood and replicate the original window style.   

 
Catlin then explained that one of the back windows is a modern “box” bay window that was likely 

installed within the last 10 years. Because the window is not compatible with the historic character of the 

house, she supported replacing this window with the proposed windows. Additionally, she thought the 
upstairs window on the back side of the house, which is not visible from the street or the canal was a one-

over-one window, which is not an unusual window type – and she thought the proposed new window met 

the review criteria for this particular window. 
 

Applicant Testimony:  

 

Owner Steve Veilleux stated that they appreciate the historical significance of the home, but that they 
needed to improve the livability of the home and reduce heating costs. They want to maintain the 

historical integrity of the house, and know the proposed window style does not match the original in 

design but is compatible with other historic windows and homes in the area.   
 

Owner Alina Veilleux says the home is always cold and drafty and they dress in layers all winter and 

have blankets hung throughout the home to help reduce the drafts and cold air. The Applicants were led to 

believe that these windows could be placed on historical homes as the company that sold the windows to 
them stated that they installed windows on historical homes before. They are liable for the entire cost of 

these windows regardless of whether or not they are approved to use them for the window replacements. 

The Applicants also expressed willingness to see if they could try to put a muntin on the windows to 
represent the appearance of two-light windows. Veilleux has tried unsuccessfully to reach contractors to 

get bids to repair and install the original windows. 

 
Public Testimony:  

 

Carrie Black stated that she prefers a colder home, but that this house is too cold for her.  

 
Aurelio Ortega explained that the home is too cold to visit. He stated that he tries to help however he can, 

and has attempted to weatherize the home to help his family.  

 
Rose Pumphrey feels terrible for her grandchildren and says they always have colds as a result of the 

cold, drafty home.  

 
Rick Wilcox of Springfield, who does restoration professionally, believes that the windows are likely 

repairable but can understand why they may want to replace the original windows.  
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Rusty VanRossman sympathized regarding the drafts and cold temperatures families with older homes 
must endure as he also has an older home, but he feels the integrity of the historical districts should 

remain intact, especially the unusual windows.  

 

Kate Porsche noted that a majority, 80 to90 percent of heat loss in a home can be caused by sources other 
than the windows. She feels the original window style is unique and should be retained. She believes that 

with support from neighbors and organizations in the area, the original windows could likely be repaired 

and reinstalled inexpensively. 
 

Hult closed the public hearing at approximately 9:20 p.m. 

 
Commission Discussion: 

 

The Commission discussed the replacement of the 19 windows. Hinckley questioned what tactics the 

salesperson used to convince the family to purchase these triple-pane windows.  
 

In summary, the Commission agreed that the Code is very clear; unusual windows (the two-over-two 

windows), may not be replaced with those of substitute materials. As the kitchen bay window and the 
one-over-one window on the back are likely not original, to the proposed windows meet the review 

criteria for these two windows.  

 
Commission Action: 

 

Herd moved that the Landmarks Advisory Commission approve the replacement of the box bay window 

and the one-over-one window on the back side of the house. Keeney seconded the motion, which passed 
6:0. 

 

Hinckley moved that the Landmarks Advisory Commission deny the replacement of the remaining 17 
windows because the windows did not meet the review criteria. Overman seconded the motion, which 

passed 6:0. 

 

Rick Wilcox pointed out that if the fee included installation that the contractor may be liable.  
 

Everyone agreed that they wanted to contribute to the repair of the original windows. 

 
REVIEW OF RESIDENTIAL REHABILITATION GRANT APPLICATIONS 

 

The Commission agreed to award Mr. Moline with a matching grant up to $600 for replacing the front 
porch flooring. 

 

The Commission agreed to award up to $1,800 to Melanie Lomoro to build a front porch across the front 

of the historical home located at 238 7
th Avenue SE. 

 

PRESERVATION AWARDS AND ACTIVITIES 

 
The Preservation Awards and Activities are scheduled for May 23rd. There was a brief discussion 

regarding this event. 
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It was noted by Catlin that she will be hosting a Historical Fences workshop on May 12th at 10:00 AM at 

the Whitespires church. There will be a walking tour following the workshop. 
 

NEXT MEETING DATE   

 

The next meeting of the Landmarks Advisory Board is scheduled for Wednesday, June 6, 2007, at 6:30 
p.m. 

 

ADJOURNMENT 
 

Hearing no further business, Chair Hult adjourned the meeting at approximately 9:33 p.m. 

 
 

Submitted by                  Reviewed by 

 

Signature on file      Signature on file 

 

Mohava Zinserling      Anne Catlin 

Administrative Assistant                  Planner II 
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