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CITY OF ALBANY 

LANDMARKS ADVISORY COMMISSION 

Santiam Room, 333 Broadalbin Street 

Wednesday, March 6, 2013 

6:00 p.m. 

               

MINUTES 

 

Landmarks Commissioners Present: Oscar Hult, Jessica Pankratz, David Pinyerd, Larry Preston, Bill 

Ryals, Camron Settlemier, and Jolene Thomson 

Staff present: Anne Catlin, Lead Long Range Planner; Mary Gaeta, Senior Code 

Compliance Inspector 

Others present: Rebecca Bond, Albany Visitors Association 

CALL TO ORDER     

Chair Oscar Hult called the meeting of the Landmarks Advisory Commission (LAC) to order at 6:01 p.m.  

INTRODUCTION OF NEW MEMBER 

Anne Catlin introduced Jolene Thomson to fellow LAC members.  Thomson explained her interest in joining LAC. 

She feels that historical integrity is very important; which is why she and her husband moved to Albany, despite it 

not being convenient to their jobs.  She expressed her hope that she could participate towards maintaining that 

historic integrity. 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES:  

Motion: Pankratz moved to approve both the November 7, 2012 and January 2, 2013 minutes.  Preston seconded 

the motion. The motion passed unanimously.  

REHABILITATION GRANT SCORING CRITERIA REVIEW 

Catlin directed attention to the copy of the grant scoring sheet that was used last year showing the projects and the 

priorities they were given. There is a very small pot of rehabilitation grant funds to draw from this year – 

approximately $6,500 – and there are often more requests for money than is available. Scoring the grants, and 

explaining to applicants why their projects scored as they did, makes it necessary to have clear criteria to measure 

against each request.  

Ryals asked if the amount of funding is the same every year and how that amount is determined. Catlin applies for 

money from the State every two years. That money also covers all program expenses, including mailing 

newsletters, education and training, and special projects like hiring a consultant to write a national register 

nomination, for example.  

The money has been dwindling down to $14,500 for two years; $9,000 of that was allocated to the rehabilitation 

grants with $3000 going towards a consultant.  Catlin approached Kate Porsche to see if Central Albany 

Revitalization Area (CARA) might be willing to fund some of the rehabilitation projects, but that doesn’t appear 

likely at this time.   

Albany is becoming a Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Entitlement community. The Hackleman 
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District is in the lowest income neighborhood, and historic preservation is an eligible project in terms of housing 

rehabilitation. Catlin will send a survey to Commissioners to include preservation projects in the possible project 

list (for example, lead paint abatement could be funded). Several years ago, CARA sponsored a one-time blight-

removal loan to owners of properties that had blighted conditions. A percentage of the loans are forgiven for each 

year an owner resided in the house as a way to promote home ownership. Perhaps a similar type of program could 

return in the future.  

Regarding the rehabilitation grants, Pankratz asked whether the Commission should try to make a splash with 

putting all of the money into one big project or instead focus on a number of smaller ones. Pankratz would prefer to 

fund repairs that are structural or historically significant rather than to pay people to paint their houses. Catlin stated 

that funding priorities have changed to meet needs.  For example, last year, it was decided to give window 

restoration a higher priority, so those projects were offered a 75% grant as opposed to the standard 50%. Projects 

that score highest include those that will remove incompatible features and restore historic integrity.  The most 

common maintenance project has been repairing front steps.  Since many of these stairs are no longer original, this 

has offered an excellent opportunity to improve the “first experience” for a visitor or passerby.   

Three applications had been received to this point. More applications are expected.   

Preston noted that some applicants are concerned because they were informed that a variance could be required (to 

front setbacks for front stairs) and applicants weren’t sure if this would make them unable to qualify for funding.  

Conditions have changed at some properties, preventing owners from rebuilding stairs as they had originally been 

constructed.  Catlin suggested that those applicants come in to speak to her.  The application deadline is March 22; 

a newsletter with the grant information was mailed; and a press release has been sent out.  The application is 

available online. 

Ryals had questions regarding the criteria to be used.  He feels that while these grants are beneficial to the 

neighborhoods, to urban renewal, and the restoration/preservation of Albany; the process is intimidating to most 

people – and difficult. He fears that we may limit our ability to effect change, not on purpose, but by building a 

series of hurdles that intimidate applicants. He questions the benefit of pouring all of the money into a few big, 

visible projects if a whole neighborhood is blighted? Ryals suggested going to CARA to ask for yearly support of 

this grant program.    

Catlin will look into approaching CARA for support. For example, focused investment of CARA funds and perhaps 

some CDBG money may make more of an impact in the Hackleman District; which has a larger percentage of 

absentee landlords, more properties that need help, and lower-income residents. Signs posted in front yards of 

properties that have undergone funded improvements help make the public aware of the impact the program is 

making in changing their neighborhoods for the better. 

A discussion followed over ways to approach CARA with a proposal and how to manage funding should it be 

granted. Catlin noted that CARA is supposed to address blight, so the projects proposed should target blight 

removal. A larger pot of funds may be able to better focus on CARA’s overall goals and strategic improvements, 

while smaller funding amounts from State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) might be able to focus on windows, 

etc.  There is CDBG money for housing rehabilitation for low income homeowners.  Concentrating new funding in 

a defined area and then letting people know about it could expand its effectiveness.   

The group reviewed last year’s scoring method of grant projects. Hult noted that there are always a lot of ties. 

Different weighting options were discussed. Catlin reminded commissioners that scores could be awarded up to and 

including the highest number of points allowed for a particular criteria. Perhaps valuing P1 as 10 points, P2 as 8 

points, and P3 as 7 points would be beneficial and raising the window repair/rehabilitation score to 3 would make 

the process easier. Also, those who have applied before as well as those who have been awarded grants before 

would be tracked to distribute the funds as fair as possible. 

Catlin will make a scoring sheet for this year’s projects and mail the grants out a week in advance. 
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PRESERVATION MONTH PLANNING 

May is National Preservation Month. Activities in the past included tours of First and Second Avenues, tours of the 

Hackleman and Monteith Districts, restoration/repair workshops, an architectural scavenger hunt, a coloring 

contest, tables/banner at the Wine Walk, and booths at the Albany Farmers’ Market.   

Pankratz offered to sponsor an LAC table at the Wine Walk to be paired with a winery.  The table will be manned 

in three shifts.  

Hult plans on leading a First Avenue tour on May 13 and a Second Avenue tour on May 14.  Both will start at 5:30 

PM.   

On May 9 and 10, the Oregon Heritage Conference is being held in Portland at the Architectural Heritage Center.  

An email will be sent remind people of this conference.  There are funds available to pay for registration. 

Preservation awards will be presented at the City Council meeting either on May 8 or May 22.  This means that 

next month (April), members will have to announce nominations for these awards.  Catlin asked Commissioners to 

think of possible nominees.   

Another architectural scavenger hunt can be planned for spring/summer. 

Historic preservation activities for kids such as a coloring contest were planned in the past, however submissions 

dropped off the second year and Catlin missed the window to distribute information through the school district. 

Catlin asked about holding another window restoration workshop. If it is City-sponsored, an ADA-accessible site 

would required (a level driveway is fine). Catlin will ask Chris Gustafson if he would be willing to do another 

workshop. Preston suggested finding a sponsor such as Parr Lumber – perhaps a workshop could be held at a 

commercial location.  Possible ideas for workshop projects were discussed. 

Rebecca Bond noted that the Historic Summit is being scheduled for mid to late May and the Monteith Society 

plans to help with Big Pickup (usually the first weekend in May). 

On April 20, there is the Procession of the Species parade in downtown.  Hult suggested Landmarks put up some 

sort of display at the farmers market on that Saturday explaining how preservation is the greenest form of building. 

A Heritage Tree tour or program was suggested.  Catlin will ask City Forester Craig Carnagey what is being done 

this year. 

HISTORIC OVERLAY ORDINANCE REVIEW  

Commissioners previously discussed what items should be exempt from historic review.  Catlin would like to look 

at the process and determine how to move more things to staff-level review and figure out an easier way to decide 

about substitute materials.   

Due to the hour, it was decided to move this discussion to a future meeting. 

 

Ryals felt it was important to encourage people to bring forward projects and to reward them for good ideas.   

Catlin stressed the need to apply flexibility in the code fairly and to assess everything fairly.  Having a clear set of 

criteria will make this easier for both applicants and the Commission.   

Many applicants have little to no idea about costs, steps to take, etc.  A workshop on how to prepare a project 

proposal may demystify the process and encourage people to bring their preservation project ideas forward. Catlin 

also suggested a brochure that would walk people through the process. 
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Potential CARA funding was again brought up as well as the need to put together a presentation to accompany the 

proposal for funding assistance.  Catlin suggested inviting Porsche to a future LAC meeting. 

NEXT MEETING DATE  

The next meeting of the LAC is scheduled for April 3, 2013 at 6:00 p.m.  

ADJOURNMENT 

Chair Hult adjourned the meeting at approximately 7:29 p.m. 

 

Submitted by      Reviewed by     

 

Signature on File    Signature on File 

     

Mary Gaeta      Anne Catlin 

Senior Code Compliance Inspector   Planner III 


