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         CITY OF ALBANY 

LANDMARKS ADVISORY COMMISSION 

Council Chambers, 333 Broadalbin Street 

                 Wednesday, February 1, 2012 

                6:30 p.m. 

 

                MINUTES 

 

Landmarks Commissioners Present: Kate Foster, Oscar Hult, Trent Jacobs, Jessica Pankratz, 

David Pinyerd, and Camron Settlemier   

Staff present: Anne Catlin, Planner II, David Martineau, Planner III, 

Bernadette Feyerherm, Administrative Assistant    

Staff absent: Keith Semmel 

Others present: 3 others present 

CALL TO ORDER 

Chair Hult called the meeting of the Landmarks Advisory Commission (LAC) to order at 6:31 p.m.  

INTRODUCTIONS 

Chair Hult introduced our newest LAC Board member, Jessica Pankratz to the Board. 

APPROVAL OF THE November 2, 2011 MINUTES 

Motion:   Foster moved to approve the November 2, 2011 minutes as written. Jacobs seconded it. Motion 

passed unanimously.  

QUASI-JUDICIAL PUBLIC HEARING: HI-17-11. 424 Montgomery Street SE 

Chair Oscar Hult called the public hearing on HI-17-11, a request for solar panels on the south-facing 

roof, to order at 6:34 p.m.  

Declarations: None. 

Staff Report: Planner III David Martineau summarized the written staff report.  It is an application to 

install 14 solar panels on the south-facing side roof on a historic-contributing resource located within the 

Hackleman National Register Historic District. Notices were mailed to surrounding property owners on 

January 20, 2012. As of 5:00 p.m. on the day of the meeting, the Planning Division received one written 

comment from Marvin and Cheryl France supporting the proposed exterior alterations. 

The subject dwelling was constructed circa 1903 in the Queen Anne Vernacular style. The character 

defining features are located on the front/east and north sides of the house. The application is for 

permission to place a solar panel array on the back portion of the south-facing roof of the main house. It is 

the only location on the property that gets enough sunlight due to shade from trees and other structures. A 

portion of the south side roof is visible from the street in the winter and from across the street for a short 

stretch when leaves are on trees. According to the applicant, the array will lay flat on the roof over the 

rear portion of the house. The panels will have limited visibility from the street and can be installed and 

removed without altering the character defining features of the historic resource. 
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Originally, the panels were to be black with black frames, but these panels are now out of stock and no 

longer available, according to a memo from the applicant dated January 24, 2012. The applicants looked 

more closely at their roof color and found that it was a blend of colors, primarily grey and brown. Their 

solar panel contractor suggested a panel that was black with silver frame. This particular panel is 

illustrated in the January 24
th
 memo, and labeled “Figure 2”. If this panel is available, the applicants 

believe it would be more compatible with their roof than the black on black model. 

The applicant developed findings of fact that were incorporated by reference and attached to the staff 

report. The first set of criteria from Section 7.150 of the Development Code address exterior alterations 

and look particularly at whether or not the proposed alteration will cause the structure to more closely 

approximate the historic nature of the original structure and if it is compatible with the historic 

characteristics of the neighborhood. 

The second set of criteria contains a list of ten standards for rehabilitation developed by the Secretary of 

Interior and adopted in Section 7.160 of the Development Code. These are to be applied in a reasonable 

manner and not all will be relevant to this proposal. The applicant believes standards number 2, 5, 9, and 

10 apply in this case and staff concurs. 

 

Summing up the key findings, staff stated that there will be no removal or alteration of historical 

characteristics of the house. The features that define the historic character are located on the front and 

north sides of the house.  There are no distinctive features on the roof where the panels are proposed to be 

installed; the panels will be mounted on the roof without requiring any alterations of the roof; they will be 

of proportionate scale to the roof and the house.  Due to the height of the house and its location on the 

site, the side roof line is not visible from the sidewalk along the front of the house.  The panel location is 

partially visible only if you cross the street for a short distance (see Page 3 of the applicant’s submittal).  

A maple tree on the neighboring lot will further obscure the view for much of the year. Finally, as the 

applicants stated in their revision memo, their roof is more brown and grey in color, therefore black 

panels with silver frames will likely blend in more than if they were able to acquire the black on black 

ones.  
 

In conclusion, staff concurred with the applicants on the following items:  

1. The historic character of the property will be retained and preserved. The character defining features of 

the house will not be altered or removed. 

2. The solar panels are proposed on a secondary facade, located away from the front of the house, and 

will have limited visibility. 

3. The scale, design, and location of the solar panels make them compatible with the house. 

4. The panels can be removed without altering or damaging the house or its character defining features. 

 

Staff recommends approval of the exterior alteration of an historic structure to install solar panels on the 

south-facing roof with one condition: The placement of 14 solar panels, measuring 16 feet high by 16 feet 

wide, shall be located on the roof as shown on the applicant’s preliminary diagrams. 

Applicant Testimony 

 

Rich Catlin, homeowner and applicant, 424 Montgomery Street SE – He explained they were trying to 

increase the sustainability of their house.  The one feasible spot to place the panels was on the roof. The 

installer informed them that the panels they originally selected were no longer available (black on black) 

so they chose a panel whose appearance is close to the color of their roof.   

He said the panels will be located to the back of the side roofline, and only visible from a few locations.  

They selected the layout option that would allow the panels to be located furthest from the front of the 
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house.  

 

Foster asked if they had considered tiles that may become part of the roof. Catlin said these tiles have not 

been on the market long enough and testing is still being done. Additionally, they’ve reroofed their house 

six years ago and are hoping not to replace shingles.  

 

Pinyerd referred to Figure 2 of the memo and asked if they’re looking at silver on the whole unit or just 

silver lines on the edge that can be seen from the ground? Installation will have a silver edge per Catlin.  

Settlemeier asked if it is possible to paint the edges of the solar panels to closely match the color of the 

existing roof since he’s concerned the silver edges will be visible. Catlin responded that the edging may 

not paint very well but will ask the contractor.  

 

Foster asked if the black on black panels are available from another source. Catlin said it is available in 

the market, but not available from the program.  

 

Hult made an observation that the silver is actually a ‘gray’ rather than silver. Jacobs added that over 

time, it will patina.  

 

Jacobs made reference to the 16x16 foot panel array area asking if it would enable them to add another 

panel in the future. Catlin affirmed.  

 

Laura LaFond, homeowner, 322 4
th
 Avenue SE – She expressed interest in historic preservation. She is 

concerned about the future and the use of fossil fuels for energy. She questioned why this proposal is 

looked upon with magnification and satellite dishes are allowed.  Let’s be very careful with our decisions. 

Anne Catlin, homeowner and co-applicant, 424 Montgomery Street SE – She also responded to some 

questions regarding the change in panel design. She stated that the company suggested the black on black 

design thinking it might fit in into the historical character of their home. They were not given a variety of 

panel designs to choose from. She had concerns about how the edge will look like, but feels the grey on 

black panel (the 240 model) will be more compatible with their roof colors. As the homeowner, she wants 

to limit the visibility of the panels.  They have not heard from the contractor as to other panel options or 

solar  contractors. She stated that they are willing to do what they can in order to make the panels fit in. 

Staff Rebuttal: Martineau said energy is a big issue for our future and anything people can do is a good 

thing.  

Hult closed the public hearing at 7:02 p.m. 

Commission Discussion 

Jacobs said that the mass and scale of the panels fit with the house. They are a new feature on the house 

and the edge detail is part of the new feature. He said that the suggested condition of approval that 

specifies the 16-foot by 16-foot area may limit expansion in the future.  It was noted that the request is 

only for panels in the specified area and not for future expansion. 

Commission Action 

Motion:   Jacobs made a motion to approve the proposal as submitted, regarding the proposed exterior 

alterations.   Pankratz seconded it. The motion passed unanimously. 

OTHER BUSINESS 

Election of Officers – Pinyerd was asked if he’s interested to continue his post as co-chair of the LAC 

Board; he stated in the affirmative. Hult is willing to chair the Board.  
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Motion:   Jacobs moved that Hult and Pinyerd remain as chair and co-chair; Settlemeir seconded. The 

motion passed unanimously. 

Catlin provided the following updates: 

 New Commissioner - Catlin announced that Semmel is resigning. She asked for suggestions for a 

new LAC member. Catlin recommended Jeff Simon, a contractor. Hult suggested Larry Preston 

as a viable candidate. 
 

 Meeting Time – She asked if a new meeting time is more preferable so as not to conflict with 

members’ personal time. None of the LAC members at this point have any problems with the 

meeting schedule. 
 

 2751-2753 Salem Avenue SE (Planning File Hi-15-11): The applicants posted the house for 

relocation on Craigslist within 120 days from the notice of decision and the applicant has 

submitted an alternative design to develop the site without removing the house. A copy of the 

Craigslist advertisement was provided along with diagram. Nobody has been seriously interested 

in it as of yet. 
 

 409 1
st
 Avenue SW: Thad Olivetti has removed the “cheese grater” to uncover the front façade. 

He will submit a historic review application for exterior alterations when he has the plan for the 

storefront.  
 

 Heritage Excellence Award Nominations: Catlin submitted an award nomination for Roz Keeney. 

Oscar Hult submitted one on behalf of the Monteith Historical Society. Hult also submitted one 

for the Penneys Building. 
 

 Settlemeier reported on the dwelling he was doing a research on 937 5
th
 Avenue SW. He said a 

1944 aerial survey shows a different house was previously on the property. This substantiates the 

owner’s claim that the house was constructed in 1947. Catlin will contact the owners. 
 

 Foster made a suggestion regarding the potential code changes about the demolition denial. She 

said that we might get more public support by rewording it to make it a conditional approval if 

the applicant finds a place to move the dwelling to.  
 

 Strategic planning session – The group brainstormed on what they want to accomplish in the next 

18 months in preparation for funding requests for the program. The discussion included ideas for 

education and outreach, incentives, and preservation planning.  

NEXT MEETING DATE  

The next meeting of the LAC will be scheduled in March 7, 2012. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Chair Hult adjourned the meeting at approximately   8:30 p.m. 

Submitted by      Reviewed by     

   

(Signature on file)     (Signature on file) 

Bernadette Feyerherm     Anne Catlin 

Administrative Assistant     Planner II 


