
 

APPROVED:     March 11, 2009 

CITY OF ALBANY 

LANDMARKS ADVISORY COMMISSION 

City Hall Municipal Court Chambers, 333 Broadalbin Street  

Wednesday, November 5, 2008 

6:30 p.m. 

 

MINUTES 
 

Landmarks Commissioners Present: Linda Herd, Oscar Hult, Derryl James, Roz Keeney, Heidi 

Overman, Dave Pinyerd and Robyn van Rossmann 

 

Landmarks Commissioners Absent: None 

 

Staff present: Planner II Anne Catlin, Administrative Assistant Sheena Dodson  

 

Others present: 3 other present 

 

CALL TO ORDER 

 

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

 

APPROVAL OF THE September 3, 2008 MINUTES 

 

Motion: Commissioner Derryl James moved to approve for the September 3, 2008, minutes as amended. 

Commissioner Linda Herd seconded it. Motion passed unanimously with Commissioners Roz Keeney and 

Dave Pinyerd abstaining. 

REOPEN PUBLIC HEARING (HI-09-08): 317 1st Avenue SW 

 

Hult called the public hearing on Planning File HI-09-08 regarding restoration of the building at 317 1st 

Avenue SW, to order.   

 

Declarations 

 

Hult asked if any of the Commissioners wished to declare a conflict of interest, report a site visit, or an ex 

parte contact.  Commissioners Heidi Overman and James reported site visits. Hult has driven by. 

 

Staff Report 

Planner II Anne Catlin referred to handouts from the applicants providing details on the renovation (Exhibit 

A). She noted that the LAC approved replacing the metal windows located on the backside upon the State 

Historic Preservation Office’s (SHPO) approval. The applicants have not been able to find a suitable metal 

replacement window. The SHPO has agreed to allow the windows with the condition that if the Federal Park 

Service does not allow them, then the windows will be removed. She noted that tonight, the LAC would 

evaluate details on the rest of the alterations to the building.  

Catlin reviewed the proposed alterations. She noted that the marble bulkhead below the storefront windows 

is proposed to be replaced with fiberglass reinforced-concrete panel. The panels would resemble painted 

wood in a design that is similar to other designs on Bergraff buildings. Catlin noted other alterations include 
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repairing deteriorated features and restoring missing or altered features using historical photographs.  

Catlin concluded her report saying that the owners’ project goals are to restore and repair the building back 

to its 1920s appearance. She recommended approval of the restoration project.  

APPLICANT’S TESTIMONY 

William Ryals, 935 Jones Avenue NW, stated that the back door is original to the building. He gave a brief 

description of the door’s current state and the proposed changes that have been discussed with the SHPO in 

trying to keep the original door.  

Ryals noted that he hoped to put the flag pole back up.  

Ryals stated that there were 79 proposed items submitted to the SHPO, with more than 60 items relating to 

the interior. Catlin asked if the SHPO had approved the items. Ryals said there were 5 or 6 of the proposed 

items that were a concern. He would email a copy of the list to Catlin. He stated that the only exterior 

concern of the SHPO’s was the door because the submittal had not explained what would be taking place. He 

commented that the SHPO was more concerned with the interior items. He planned to keep the LAC up to 

date with information as the project progressed. 

Ryals said one thing from the last meeting that needed to be addressed was the support structure for the front 

awning. He said that the structural engineer, working on the project, did not want chains and thought a rod 

would not work due to the length of the extension. They are trying to find a steel section or a double channel 

that would have the rigidness needed not to buckle in the middle. He is trying to keep it narrow but strong 

enough to resist uplift.  

Herd asked if the awning could be cantilevered. Ryals wasn’t sure if it could be. They do not know what is in 

the building walls until they uncover the Mezzanine level. Pinyerd said the building was probably built with 

a heavier awning originally and he was hopeful for good support for what the applicant will be putting on. 

Ryals agreed, their awning would be much lighter than the original, and said that he had been in a few 

buildings similar to this one and had seen a steel beam. 

Herd asked for confirmation that the awnings stood out 8 feet from the building. Ryals said that the center 

part was 8 feet and other parts were running out 6 feet.   

Pinyerd asked if there was an awning proposed in the back, and an awning was originally in the back. Ryals 

said that there were some indications on the paint that there was something on the back but there are no 

photos for the back. He is going to assume that it was similar in character to the front. He said that if there 

were any photos of the back of the building available that would be great. Keeney asked if there were any 

photos of Bergraff’s other buildings to see the backs. No one had seen any.  

Hult stated the JC Penny building in La Grande is very similar. Catlin suggested calling them and asking if 

there was an awning in the back. 

Testimony in favor: None 

Testimony against: None 

James asked about the cornice in the front, what the material would be, and what it would look like. He asked 

if they had settled on a profile for the corners and material. Ryals said they were going to use a bent metal 

shape to accomplish the top corners. They are still working on the details of that because it is a high wall and 



Albany Landmarks Advisory Commission 

Wednesday, November 5, 2008 

3 

has had some structural erosion over time. They are using detailed, up close photographs to determine the 

profile. Ryals said the original cornice was much more substantial than what is there. Pinyerd asked what 

Ryals meant by substantial. Ryals said the original looks like it protrudes 3 to 4 inches, approximately 50 

percent larger. It is hard to tell by the photos what material was used, so they have decided to fabricate the 

cornice out of metal for longevity. He said it was most likely what it was. Pinyerd asked if there were ghost 

lines Ryals could pick up. Ryals said no. He said there was erosion and it looks to have been replaced in the 

40s and matches the awning and metal panels. He said the original wood was torn off at that time.  

The public hearing was closed at 6:59 p.m. 

Commission Discussion 

Herd asked the LAC members for their opinions regarding the fiberglass reinforced concrete panels 

resembling original wood. She has nothing against it but is unfamiliar with the product. Keeney stated the 

material was allowed and is common on historic buildings. Pinyerd said that the bulkhead was visible and he 

would prefer wood, but since they are recreating something not there, the proposed fiberglass panels would 

duplicate a typical bulkhead and would be longer lasting. 

Catlin said that if it was painted, you wouldn’t be able to tell. Herd asked if the material could withstand 

wear and tear. James said it is concrete and fiberglass is high density. Hult said that it was far superior to 

vinyl, which is what most people would try and use. Keeney said it was probably stronger than a wood 

product. 

James asked if anyone wanted to discuss staff’s recommendation on the balusters proposed for the back 

steps. Pinyerd stated that the simpler suggestion was perfect. Hult agreed. 

Keeney asked if the JC Penny sign was on the back. Ryals said that there was an additional sign on the back. 

They are not planning on restoring that sign. He remembers it from childhood but there are no historic 

pictures of what it looked like. Catlin noted the need for signage to meet the Development Code. Ryals said 

that there is a marquee sign that sticks out from the building and they do not feel that it is appropriate for the 

building. He said they are thinking of having an overall sign in the back. He said in the front, under the 

awning, to have some that hang down that are more pedestrian oriented.  

Ryals said the JC Penney sign was in everyone’s collective memory and that they would like to bring it back 

and bring character to the building. Herd stated that there is no JC Penney in the building and the sign 

becomes a building identifier. Catlin explained the current sign code.  

Keeney said that she doesn’t feel like a building identifier should be counted as a sign. Herd suggested that 

the identifying signs be addressed differently in the historic districts than in a brand new building. She 

expressed her feelings of having signs that reflect the original name of the building. She believes an identifier 

is separate from signage. Catlin said she would do some research to see if the code has an exemption for 

building names.  

Hult asked if there is a process for an appeal for an exemption for signs. Catlin would check to see if it would 

come under a variance. She did not believe that it usually worked for the number of signs. Ryals said that 

there was a lot of signage painted on windows. He said it would be a vintage feel. Catlin said that the City 

does not regulate those so long as they do not cover 50 percent of the glass. 

MOTION:  Overman moved to approve the project with a condition that the railing for the back stair is a 

simple design. James seconded. Motion passed unanimously.  
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DESIGN GUIDELINES BROCHURES 

Catlin reviewed the draft of the design guidelines brochures: new construction, rehabilitation standards for 

existing structures, and fences. She said other brochures were not ready. She said the brochures would be on 

the internet and people can either print them out or go to a specific topic.   

Catlin stated she wanted to go through each brochure and get input on the format and level of content. She 

welcomed ideas for visuals and other detailed comments. She stated that Herd had recommended a 

subcommittee to work on the details. She suggested the LAC leave a copy with their notes and staff would 

compile all the comments and incorporate them into the design guidelines. 

Herd suggested to break up fences for someone who wanted to put up a fence but didn’t know what kind. 

Catlin said that she could be more specific. Pinyerd suggested coming up with a few examples.  

Catlin suggested that she could put in more information on fences and break it out for front and back yard 

fences.  

Pinyerd said that in general, the new construction handout looked pretty good. He recommended the 

brochures be consistent in formatting. Keeney agreed. Pinyerd said that in the new construction brochure, the 

bold heading, with the bold centered statement, was easier to read. Keeney agreed it was easier to read and 

grasp.  

Catlin referenced page six of the alterations brochure. For porches; she noted the format, and tried to keep 

clean, include information, and show some pictures. She tried to use columns and Hult’s suggestion of 

bulleting most of the content. She used “acceptable” and “not acceptable” pictures for each. Some of the 

pictures didn’t work out with the columns. She will spend more time formatting but for now she wanted 

feedback on content level, format and the LAC recommendations.  

Keeney noted that Catlin was using “compatible” and “not compatible” in the new construction brochure and 

“acceptable” and “not acceptable” in the other. She recommended using standardized wording. Catlin said 

that with new construction, the Code uses “compatible with the neighborhood”. She did not think 

“acceptable” was the right word for new construction. James affirmed that “compatible” is a more acceptable 

term for new construction. Herd asked if people would realize that “incompatible” is not acceptable. Keeney 

said that was a good question as this was supposed to be about guidance. Her preference is that the same 

terminology be used for both. Catlin stated that most people would not be using both documents. Keeney 

recommended having the definitions of the terminology used; i.e. “compatible” means this, “acceptable” 

means this. Pinyerd stated that Catlin had a good example of what makes a new building “compatible”. 

Catlin said language could be added that says the LAC will not approve buildings that are not compatible and 

add information about the review process. 

Catlin said another problem is obvious examples are obvious but more often they are dealing with subtle 

details. She hopes to get more pictures.  

Catlin asked if there were any specific comments for the new construction brochure. Herd recommended 

adding roof pitch to the discussion on roof shapes. 

Pinyerd made the following suggestions: 

• Make the first sentence, “a new building should contribute to the character”, stronger. Hult 

recommended using the word must. Others agreed.  



Albany Landmarks Advisory Commission 

Wednesday, November 5, 2008 

5 

• He cautioned against referencing other documents early in the document. 

• Under orientation, to add one of the centered bold statements. He said people loved repetition and it 

leads them through. On page 2, move the graphic. 

• The headings to be in different colors.  

Herd recommended having something interactive on the internet where people could change the colors and 

see what something looks like.  

Overman said that pictures convey a lot.   

Pinyerd said to add at least a 6-12 pitch for Bungalows. Keeney said to say approximately 4-12. Catlin asked 

if they wanted to illustrate the most common roof forms. She suggested a sheet with visuals as a standalone 

handout. Herd thought it was a good idea.  

 

Catlin recommended that Rusty van Rossmann do some drawings. Herd said maybe at the end to have a list 

of where to find these houses. Overman said that it would be good to have a mix. James commented that 

photocopies of drawings are clearer than photos. Catlin said the brochures would be quality documents.  

 

Hult wanted something regarding chimneys.  

 

Keeney didn’t think that the drawings in the window section were acceptable. Catlin recommended drawings 

of window styles. She said they could do “acceptable glazing” and “not acceptable glazing”. Keeney 

recommended more detail in the window section. Overman recommended a good photograph of a good 

window and a bad window. Keeney agreed windows are important. Hult recommended a location of bad 

windows.  

 

Hult recommended leaving white space on pages. Catlin asked if there were other topics the LAC wanted to 

cover. Pinyerd suggested solar panels. Keeney asked about Oregon City’s guidelines. Catlin said she 

referenced them, and used their table formats but they did not have very many pictures.  

 

NEXT MEETING DATE   

 

The next meeting of the Landmarks Advisory Board is scheduled for Wednesday, December 3, 2008, at 6:30 

p.m. 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 

Chair Hult adjourned the meeting at approximately 7:30 p.m. 

 

 

Submitted by      Reviewed by     

          

Signature on file     Signature on file 

 

Sheena Dodson       Anne Catlin 

Administrative Assistant     Planner II 
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