
 

APPROVED: April 4, 2012 

 

         CITY OF ALBANY 

LANDMARKS ADVISORY COMMISSION 

Council Chambers, 333 Broadalbin Street 

                 Wednesday, March 7, 2012 

                6:30 p.m. 
 

                MINUTES 
 

Landmarks Commissioners Present: Oscar Hult, Trent Jacobs, Jessica Pankratz, David 

Pinyerd, and Camron Settlemier   

Landmarks Commissioner Absent: Kate Foster 

Staff present: Greg Byrne, Community Development Director; Anne 

Catlin, Planner II, Bernadette Feyerherm, Administrative 

Assistant    

Others present: Two others present 

CALL TO ORDER 

Chair Hult called the meeting of the Landmarks Advisory Commission (LAC) to order at 6:30p.m.  

APPROVAL OF THE February 1, 2012 MINUTES  

Motion:   Jacobs moved to approve the February 1, 2012 minutes as written. Pankratz seconded it. 

Motion passed unanimously.  

QUASI-JUDICIAL PUBLIC HEARING:  HI-03-12. 336 Ninth Avenue SW (Moved to top of Agenda) 

Chair Hult called the public hearing on HI-03-12, a request to replace side and rear egress stairs on 

Central School with metal stairs to meet code at 6:32 p.m.  

Declarations:    Hult drove by and looked at the project. 

Staff Report: Catlin summarized the written staff report.  Notices were mailed to surrounding property 

owners on February 24, 2012. No response was received. Staff distributed a copy of the east elevation 

drawing from Burgraff’s original drawings of the school which the applicant provided. She stated that the 

original design for the stairs is very similar to what the applicant is proposing except the newel posts at 

the top and bottom of the stairs have caps. 

Staff stated the proposal meets the review criteria because it causes the structure to more closely 

approximate its historical character and is compatible with the building.  

Staff recommends approval with two issues to consider. First, the finished color of the stairs shall be 

determined by the Landmarks Commission. Secondly, recommends a cap on the posts to resemble the 

original. 

 

Applicant Testimony 

Jesse Grant, GLS Architects, 1415 Pearl Street, Eugene, OR  97401, applicant. He agreed with the two 

issues Catlin brought up and stated they are willing to work with the colors. He also added that the caps 

on the newel posts are workable and he is happy to get the Board’s input on the matter. 
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Chairman Hult declared the public hearing closed at 6:40 p.m. 

Commission Discussion 

Jacobs spoke to get clarifications on recreating original architecture based on the Secretary of the 

Interior’s Standards. Hult stated that it is not an actual restoration and the applicant’s plan was an 

approximation. Catlin agreed. She added that it is a very simple, common design. The material is different 

and the design meets the building code requirement. Hult stated it won’t be out of line to put caps on the 

newel posts, maybe in a different design. However, he doesn’t see any reason to require the caps. From an 

architectural perspective, Jacobs noted that the stairs are more compatible with the building architecture 

with caps on the posts.  

Commission Action 

Motion:   Jacobs made a motion to approve the request to replace the side and rear egress stairs at Central 

School with metal stairs to meet code with the following conditions of approval. Settlemier seconded it. 

The motion passed unanimously. 

1. The new stairs shall be finished in black. 

2. The posts shall have a cap with a horizontal element to reflect the American Renaissance 

architectural style of the building and roof cornice.   

QUASI-JUDICIAL PUBLIC HEARING:  HI-01-12. 436-456 Second Avenue SW 

Chair Oscar Hult called the public hearing on HI-01-12, a request to replace and remove metal windows 

in 1960s building addition and replace the wood band at cornice at 6:46 p.m. 

Declarations:  Hult saw work being done in the building and talked with the applicant about the windows 

and suggested for him to talk to staff and possibly SHPO about whether alterations to the 1960s addition 

required review. Pankratz and Jacobs bought some antique furnishings when it was an antique store. 

Staff Report: Catlin summarized the written staff report. Notices were mailed to surrounding property 

owners on February 24, 2012. At the time the staff report was completed, no response was received. 

The proposed alterations are to a 1960s addition to a historic building. The addition is on a separate tax lot 

and there are separate walls. Because there was no evidence of it being constructed as a separate building, 

exterior alterations are subject to historic review.  

The first request is for the use of substitute materials - to replace the two metal windows on the front 

facade with vinyl windows of the same size. The Albany Development Code has two tests: is the building 

historic, and are the windows damaged beyond reasonable repair. The addition is out of the time period of 

significance for the district and the applicant demonstrated that the windows were failing and had taken 

immediate steps to address the damage. The windows fit into the original openings and the frames will be 

painted to complement the original part of the building. They will resemble other storefront windows in 

the historic district once these are painted. The substitute materials request satisfies the review criteria. 

The next alteration proposal is to replace the two metal windows on the back side of the building. They  

were also failing and were removed and blocked in to avoid further water damage.  The original window 

openings have been modified over time. The openings are evident with the mortar. The concrete masonry 

unit (CMU) block matches the CMU construction of the addition. 

The second exterior alteration request is to replace the cornice band that wraps around the addition and 
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the east side of the original building. It is unknown whether the band dates to the addition. It needs to be 

replaced because of water damage and dry rot. The applicant does not want to wrap the band back around 

the building for the following reasons: he prefers to do something on the front façade only to keep water 

out of the CMU block and a design that would be compatible with the historic character of the district; 

and since the building is on the property line, he has to get an easement for the east side. Catlin reviewed 

a few options, including two A-frame options, or a simple board to cover the CMU blocks. She noted the 

applicant is open to suggestions for a design that might be more compatible with the 1907 brick building.  

Staff recommended approval with the condition that the vinyl windows be painted and that the cornice be 

simple in design (simple block or a narrow version of an A-frame).  

 

Applicant Testimony 

Travis Klein, 456 2
nd

 Avenue SW, applicant. He concurs with the staff’s statement as far as putting 

something back up in the awning. He is completely open and compliant to suggestions and agrees to have 

the windows painted.  Pinyerd noted the proposed design is a “pent” roof. 

Hult asked Klein how tall he wants the pent roof to be. Klein said it would 14-inches tall and would 

extend 12-inches from the wall. Klein suggested going back to a six-inch depth to blend in with the 

surrounding buildings. There is a four-inch wide hole that needs to be covered according to Catlin.   

Jacobs asked if the pilasters are integrated into the wall, and if Klein would consider flashing over the 

tops. Klein answered ‘yes’ to both. There was discussion about paint colors, and using paint to minimize 

the appearance of the pilasters. 

Hult likes the idea of the pent roof as it will protect the windows, door, and the tops of the pilasters.  

Jacobs asked what material was proposed on the slope. Klein said he had considered the 3-tab shingles. 

Jacobs made reference to one of the Secretary of Interior Standards that says additions should not detract 

from the original architecture. Jacobs commented that a simple horizontal band will actually blend in 

better and be less distracting from the historic building. He further suggested that the openings at the top 

of the pilasters be flashed over, and paint everything in a color that downplay them.  

Settlemier agrees that the cornice band should be simple so attention is not drawn to it. Pinyerd asked if 

the band could be the location of signage. Catlin suggested signage to the applicant and also a canvass 

awning. She said that she could work with the applicant on a simple design for now. He may need to 

come back in the future for other projects.  Hult closed the public hearing at 7:15 p.m. 

Commission Action 

Motion: Pinyerd made a motion to approve the application to replace the metal windows in 1960s 

building addition and replace the wood band at cornice with the following conditions of approval.   

Settlemier seconded it. The motion passed unanimously. 

1. The vinyl windows shall be painted. 

2. The cornice band and capping of the CMU pilasters shall be simple in design and approved by 

staff. 

QUASI-JUDICIAL PUBLIC HEARING:  HI-02-12, 404 Calapooia Street SW 

Chair Oscar Hult called the public hearing on HI-02-12 to order at 7:17 p.m. 

Declarations:    Hult walks and drives by the house every day but has not talked to the applicant. 
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Staff Report: Catlin said the application is for an exterior application to extend the roof eave to over a side 

door on a corner property that is visible from the street. Notices were mailed to surrounding property 

owners on February 24, 2012. No response was received. 

The slope of the eave overhang would match the slope of the existing eave and would extend just enough 

to cover the landing.  The drawings submitted by the applicant’s contractor show a wall to match the front 

porch. However, the applicants would prefer no wall. The roof would be supported with six-inch by six-

inch posts to match the front porch post dimensions. The proposal is compatible with the existing 

structure and will not compromise its integrity. Staff recommends approval as submitted.  

 

Applicant Testimony.  None. 

 

Hult declared the public hearing closed at 7:20 p.m. 

Commission Discussion  

Pinyerd confirmed that the applicant does not want any sort of siding on the structure, but just the posts. 

Catlin answered that it is the preference. They may want to do the west wall next to a small landscaped 

area. Staff said it’s a stoop and not a porch. The alteration will extend just far enough for the posts to 

support it. Pinyerd asked if the six inch by six inch posts were proposed just to keep it in scale. Catlin 

answered in the affirmative.  

Jacobs supports the design with the rail to match the front porch but, if they want to keep the wall, had 

suggestions to reduce it to sitting height. Hult agrees that as a stoop, it should not require any kind of a 

wall. Jacobs recommended bringing in some of the detailing from the front. He also added it would look a 

little odd for the columns to run all the way to the ground exposed. Jacobs suggested a corner board at the 

base would add a sense of completion to the columns.  Staff said that she could recommend the design to 

the applicants. 

Commission Action 

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

alterations.  Jacobs seconded it. The motion passed unanimously. 

SOUTH ALBANY AREA PLAN PRESENTATION 

Greg Byrne, the Community Development Director, was introduced to the board and presented the South 

Albany Area Plan. He briefed the LAC members about the area plan for South Albany that is in process. 

The project is to create a plan to give south Albany a special place, a neighborhood of choice. The study 

area’s dimension is about the size of downtown Albany. The purposes of the project are many. In the next 

twenty years, as many as 1,200 new households and 1,370 jobs in the area are expected. The capacity of 

the area exceeds that by 2 or 3 times, depending on how it is developed. The City’s looking at 40 to 50- 

year build out in the area. He distributed a handout on the historical resources in the project area (Exhibit 

A) and reviewed them, noting the Gerig homestead property’s potential. 

Byrne extended an invitation to the Board to attend the March 13 workshop at 6:30 p.m.   

OTHER BUSINESS 

Catlin provided the following updates: 

 Catlin provided the board a copy of the budget that she submitted to SHPO. She expects to hear 

from SHPO before April. 
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 The notes from the previous brainstorming session were distributed. She recommended further 

discussion at next month’s meeting and discussing preservation activities for May and July.  

 Next month will be a policy discussion on cell towers, solar, and wind in the historic districts.  

 She asked the LAC to consider rehabilitation grant priorities.  

NEXT MEETING DATE  

The next meeting of the LAC is scheduled for April 4, 2012. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Chair Hult adjourned the meeting at approximately 7:52 p.m. 

Submitted by      Reviewed by  

(Signature on file)     (Signature on file)     

Bernadette Feyerherm     Anne Catlin 

Administrative Assistant     Planner II 
 


