
 

 

     APPROVED: July 6, 2011 

         CITY OF ALBANY 

LANDMARKS ADVISORY COMMISSION 

Municipal Court, 333 Broadalbin Street 

Wednesday, May 4, 2011 

6:30 p.m. 

 

                MINUTES 

 

Landmarks Commissioners Present: Oscar Hult, Trent Jacobs, Erin Johnson, Roz Keeney, 

and Keith Semmel 

Landmarks Commissioners Absent:  Dave Pinyerd and Heidi Overman 

Staff present: Planner II Anne Catlin, Administrative Assistant I 

Sheena Dickerman 

Others present: 2 others present 

CALL TO ORDER 

Chair Hult called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m.  

APPROVAL OF THE April 6, 2011 MINUTES 

Chair Hult tabled the approval of the April 6, 2011 minutes until the next scheduled Landmarks Advisory 

Commission (LAC) meeting in June.  

QUASI JUDICIAL PUBLIC HEARING:  HI-4-11, 905 5th Avenue SW:   

Hult called the public hearing on HI-4-11, a request for new construction of a 1,600-square-foot garage, 

to order at 6:32 p.m.  

Declarations 

Commissioner Keeney declared that she drives by the location and used to live next to the house. 

Commissioner Jacobs stated that he walked by the front and the alley side of the property. Commissioner 

Semmel announced that he has worked on the house. Hult said he lives in the neighborhood and walks by 

but has had no contact with the property owner or neighbors regarding the application.  

Hult explained the meeting procedures.  

Staff Report 

Planner II Anne Catlin summarized the written staff report. She explained the application was a request 

for new construction and described the review criteria for new construction in the Monteith and 

Hackleman Districts.  

This is a double lot. The main house is a 1940 Colonial Revival one-story house with wide shake siding, 

multi-light windows and gabled roof. A portion of the house straddles the property line between the two 

lots. The request is for the accessory building to be on the second property. The proposal is to locate the 

accessory building 20 feet from the alley to the north to allow parking. This will be 40 feet from the 
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adjacent property.  

The house is approximately 1,850 square feet. The proposed building has a 1,100-square-foot print. It is 

based on the building designed by the Christophersens. The design attempts to break up the scale from the 

front by having a wing to the east side that is recessed from the south side (facing 5th Avenue). The 

building will be setback enough to allow a future dwelling to be located in front. The design includes 

windows in the gable to break up the scale and provide orientation to the street.  

Catlin noted that the building will not be very visible from the street due to the existing landscaping. She 

added that since the building will be located on a separate property, it is not necessary to match it to the 

house.  

The applicants provided two alternative designs – one with wood lap siding, the other with shingled 

siding. The windows proposed are multi-light to compliment the house. The applicants have incorporated 

windows on the west and east sides. A balcony is proposed on the north (back) side in one design, 

windows in the other. 

Catlin commented that there are not many shingled houses in Albany as they are usually used as 

decorative treatment in the gables. The lap siding would be more compatible with a future house on the 

property as well as materials that are used in the district.  

The use of wood materials, the gable roof, and the size of the structure is compatible with other houses in 

the area.  

Catlin shared that an adjacent property owner mailed a letter (see agenda packet) with some concerns. 

One concern was that the two-story structure and location would allow the applicants to see into their 

backyard. She noted that the first design uses windows and the second design uses a balcony. She added 

that accessory buildings are allowed to be a lot closer to the rear property line than the proposed 20 feet. 

The neighbors thought the lap siding would be more compatible with houses in the area.  

Catlin recommended approval with conditions. 

Applicant Testimony: 

Enrique Roldan-Modrak, 909 5th Avenue SW, Albany, read his letter (Exhibit A).  He noted that both 

designs were to be identical, except for the siding material and a slight difference in the building 

footprints (the size of the one-story wing). They want an architecturally pleasing structure, and put the 

one-story wing on the side closest to their house. They feel the balcony adds visual charm, and he noted 

that there are others in the districts. They hope to grow plants on it. They like the look of wood. 

Staff rebuttal Catlin asked Roldan-Modrak (Modrak) if they intended to have shingle siding to match that 

on the house. Modrak said he would be open to shingles that match those on the main house.   

Commission Discussion 

Keeney asked if the applicant would still have a garage door if he used the version with the shingles. 

Modrak replied he was undecided between the two options. Dorothy Willams, the other applicant, replied 

that the second version would not have a garage door. Modrak added that there would be a deck on both 

versions.  

Catlin thought a blending of the two designs would be compatible and suggested the applicants determine 

exactly what features they want and come up with one design.  
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Hult clarified that the design should use the same siding type throughout. He stated that balconies are not 

normally seen on garages.   

Modrak stated that he was open to suggestions. He likes the natural look. Semmel asked if Modrak would 

like to match the shingles from his house with the accessory building. He added that the materials could 

be purchased unprimed. Modrak replied yes. He added that he was more concerned with the architecture. 

Williams affirmed that they were open to suggestions from the LAC. Discussion ensued.  

Keeney pointed out that the balcony faces the alley, not the street, and only the neighbors using the alley 

would see it.  

Modrak noted that it cantilevers out 6 feet. 

Jacobs noted that most balconies are over something else rather than being cantilevered, but since it does 

not face the street, he feels the design is acceptable. He added that the overall construction of the building 

meets the review criteria.  

Keeney asked for clarity regarding the final design – using “straight” shingles. She noted that most of the 

buildings are painted in the district.  

Modrak was indecisive between the two designs. He pointed out that there was a house on 6th Street that 

has bigger shingles, placed in a straight line, with no paint. He has seen cedar lap siding with a 

preservative that looked decent.  

Jacobs pointed out that unpainted siding would help “gray out” the building. Modrak agreed and that was 

his intent.  

Hult closed the public hearing at 7:12 pm. 

Commission Action 

Motion: Keeney moved to approve the second design, with either lap or shingle siding with approval 

from Anne for final choice.  

Discussion followed regarding Modrak’s preference between the two designs.  

Hult tabled the discussion and directed Modrak to bring a final design to the net meeting. Hult reopened 

the hearing and continued it to June 1, 2011.  

Jacobs asked for clarification that the LAC was reviewing the application because it was new construction 

or a neighborhood concern. Catlin explained it was practice for most new construction over 100 square 

feet to be reviewed by the Commission.  

ANDRUS HOUSE NATIONAL REGISTER NOMINATION (EXHIBIT B) 

Catlin stated that State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) wanted to know if the LAC had any 

comments on the nomination. She asked the LAC if they wanted to write a letter in support of the 

nomination to the state.  

Keeney commented that the public likes the building because it is unique, and there had been many 

published newspaper articles.  

Johnson asked if the articles should be sent to SHPO to help support the nomination. Keeney said it was 
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featured in the last newsletter. Johnson suggested sending a copy of the newsletter to show the 

community’s interest in the project.  

Catlin will draft a letter on behalf of the Commission for Hult to sign.  

RESIDENTIAL REHABILITATION GRANTS 

Catlin stated that there is $8,500 to award in grant funding. Hult reminded the group that replacement 

windows were a priority.  

Catlin handed out photos of the projects at 839 4th Avenue and 1114 Washington Street (Exhibit C).  

Discussion followed about allocation of the funds. The decision was to fund a percentage to all of the 

projects, with window repair projects receiving a higher percentage.  

OTHER BUSINESS 

Catlin reviewed preservation month activities:  

 May 17, 2011, is the first “everything you wanted to know about historic buildings” symposium;  

 The window shop will be held at the Senior Center on May 21st; and 

 Preservation awards will be Wednesday, May 11, 2011, at the City Council meeting. 

Keeney shared information about the publication Restoria from Astoria. Discussion followed about how 

to get more involved with the “Friends of Historic Albany”.  

NEXT MEETING DATE  

The next meeting of the Landmarks Commission is scheduled for June 1, 2011, at 6:30 p.m. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Chair Hult adjourned the meeting at approximately 8:19 p.m. 

 

Submitted by      Reviewed by     

   

(Signature on file)     (Signature on file) 

Sheena Dickerman     Anne Catlin 

Administrative Assistant I    Planner II 

 

 


