
 
 
 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 
 

CITY OF ALBANY 
LANDMARKS ADVISORY COMMISSION 

 
MUNICIPAL COURT ROOM 

Albany City Hall, 333 Broadalbin Street SW 
 

Wednesday, August 3, 2016 
6:00 p.m. 

 
AGENDA 

 
 
 

1. CALL TO ORDER 
 

2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 

3. ROLL CALL 
 

4. PUBLIC COMMENT 
 

5. PUBLIC HEARING 
a. HI-10-16; Historic Review of Exterior Alterations 

 
6. OTHER BUSINESS 

 
7. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

a. July 6, 2016 
 

8. NEXT MEETING DATE  
a. TBD 

 
9. ADJOURNMENT 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

The location of the hearing is accessible to the disabled. If you need special accommodations to attend or 
participate, please notify the Human Resources Department in advance by calling 541-917-7500. 

www.cityofalbany.net 

Rules of Conduct for Public Hearing 
 

1. No person shall be disorderly, abusive, or disruptive 
of the orderly conduct of the hearing. 

2. Persons shall not testify without first receiving 
recognition from the presiding officer and stating 
their full name and residence address. 

3. No person shall present irrelevant, immaterial, or 
repetitious testimony or evidence. 

4. There shall be no audience demonstrations such as 
applause, cheering, display of signs, or other 
conduct disruptive of the hearing. 

http://www.cityofalbany.net/




  

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
333 Broadalbin Street SW, P.O. Box 490; Albany, OR 97321 Phone: 541-917-7550 Fax: 541-917-7598 

www.cityofalbany.net 

STAFF REPORT 
Historic Review of Exterior Alterations (HI-10-16) 

HEARING BODY LANDMARKS ADVISORY COMMISSION  

HEARING DATE Wednesday, August 3, 2016  
HEARING TIME 6:00 p.m.  
HEARING LOCATION Albany City Hall, Municipal Court Chambers, 333 Broadalbin Street SW 
 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

This staff report concerns a Historic Review of Exterior Alterations application to add two attic windows to the 
house at 321 9th Avenue SW, which is a Historic Contributing house in the Monteith National Register Historic 
District. One window is proposed on the south gable end facing 9th Avenue, and the other is proposed on the 
west-facing gable end in place of the existing attic window. Both windows are proposed in order to satisfy 
building code bedroom egress requirements. Analysis in this report finds that, as conditioned, the proposed 
alterations satisfy applicable review criteria.  
 
GENERAL INFORMATION   
DATE OF REPORT: July 27, 2016  

FILE: HI-10-16  

TYPE OF APPLICATION: Historic Review of Exterior Alterations to replace a wood attic window on 
the west side of the house and to add a wood attic window on the south side 
of the house in order to meet egress standard.  

REVIEW BODY: Landmarks Advisory Commission  

OWNER/APPLICANT: Mike Tingue; 321 9th Avenue SW; Albany, OR 97321 

ADDRESS/LOCATION: 321 9th Avenue SW 

MAP/TAX LOT: Linn County Assessor’s Map No. 11S-03W-07BB; Tax Lot 2800 

ZONING: Hackleman-Monteith (HM) District with Historic /HD Overlay (Monteith) 

PROPERTY RATING: Historic-Contributing, Monteith National Register Historic District 

 
NOTICE INFORMATION 
 
On July 13, 2016, a Notice of Public Hearing was mailed to property owners within 300 feet of the 
subject property. The hearing notice was also posted on the subject site as of the date of this staff report. 
No public comments have been received to date.   
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STAFF ANALYSIS 
 
REVIEW CRITERIA 
 
Section 7.150 of the Albany Development Code (ADC), Article 7, establishes the following review 
criteria (in bold italics) for Historic Review of Exterior Alterations applications. Only one of the review 
criteria must be met for the application to be approved. 
 
ADC 7.150 Exterior Alterations Criteria. For applications other than for the use of substitute 
materials, the review body must find that one of the following criteria has been met in order to approve 
an alteration request.  
 
(1) The proposed alteration will cause the structure to more closely approximate the historical 

character, appearance or material composition of the original structure than the existing 
structure, OR 

 
(2) The proposed alteration is compatible with the historic characteristics of the area and with the 

existing structure in massing, size, scale, materials, and architectural features. 
 
ADC 7.150 further provides that the review body will use the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for 
Rehabilitation as guidelines in determining whether the proposed alteration meets the review criteria. It is 
noted that alterations to buildings participating in Oregon’s Special Assessment of Historic Property 
Program also require review and approval by the State Historic Preservation Office; however, no 
alterations to participating buildings are proposed in this instance.   
 
The analysis below presents findings related to the applicable review criteria from ADC 7.150. These 
findings are followed by the evaluation of the Secretary of Interior Standards (identified in italics). Staff 
conclusions and recommended conditions of approval are presented after the evaluation of the Secretary 
of Interior’s Standards.  
 
FINDINGS OF FACT 
 
1. Historical Character of the Building and Area. The house at 321 9th Avenue SW is a Historic 

Contributing landmark in the Monteith National Register Historic District. Per the Historic Resource 
Survey form, the 1915 Bungalow style house has 1.5 stories with balloon framing, lap siding, and 4-
over-1 double-hung windows as the primary window type and no alterations of note. Decorative 
features include exposed rafters, knee braces, tapered porch supports, patterned brick porch bottom, 
and patterned brick chimney on the west side. Features not specifically noted on the survey form 
include a cross gable roof with a gabled porch and 3-over-1-light windows as a smaller secondary 
window type. There is a half-story attic window on the west-facing gable that also has a 3-light 
design and a similar half-story attic window on the east-facing gable end.   

 
2. The house is located mid-block on the north side of 9th Avenue SW across from Central Elementary 

School, near the southeast extent of the Monteith Historic District. The District is characterized by 
single-family residential development dating from 1849 to 1945. Bungalow style houses are common 
in the district and commonly have original or period half-story windows, with or without shed or 
gable dormers to provide additional upper floor headroom. Typically, period half-story windows do 
not meet current building code egress dimension requirements.  
 

3. In 2015, the applicant submitted building permit plans to convert the half-story attic into living space that 
includes two bedrooms and a bathroom. Final building permit approval is on hold pending Historic 
Review of Exterior Alteration approval for egress windows.  
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4. City Building Department staff confirm that the State Building Code requires emergency escape and 
rescue windows for safety in each of the bedrooms. Egress windows must have a clear opening that is at 
least 20 inches wide and at least 24 inches tall. A clear net opening shall be 5.7 square feet (5 feet for 
windows at grade floor) and the window sill shall be no more than 44 inches above the floor level. This 
translates roughly to a minimum 24-inch wide by 36-inch tall casement window when accounting for the 
portion of the opening available for egress; a double-hung window would need to be larger to provide for 
the same net opening area for egress. 
 

5. The applicant proposes to install two custom wood 3-over-1-light casement windows for half-story 
bedroom egress. One is proposed on the main south gable end facing the street and the other is 
proposed on the west-facing gable end in place of the existing attic window. The proposed windows 
swing inward and measure 24 inches wide by 36-inches tall on the inside and 26.5 inches wide by 
39.5 inches tall on the outside. The applicant indicates that the windows have been designed to match 
the existing windows and that the proposed windows will be trimmed and painted to match the other 
windows on the house. 

 
6. The applicant’s submittal includes a detail of the proposed window design and elevation drawings 

showing the general location and dimensions of the proposed windows relative to the existing 
windows. The design detail and elevation drawings do not include dimensions and trim details for the 
existing windows or trim details for the proposed windows for comparison. The design detail is not 
drawn to scale; the window in the detail is more than twice as tall as it is wide whereas the proposed 
window has 1:1.5 width to height ratio. As depicted in the elevation drawings, the width to height 
ratio is closer to the actual ratio proposed, and is generally comparable to the existing windows in 
size, proportions, and design.  

 
7. Typically, upper story attic windows and basement windows are simpler in design than main floor 

windows in bungalow style houses, and lack window caps or other trim details found on main story 
windows. Condition of Approval #1 is recommended to ensure the proposed windows will have trim 
that matches the other half-story attic windows.   

 
8. The proposed egress window on the south gable end will be highly visible from 9th Avenue; the 

existing window on the west gable end that is proposed to be replaced is not visible from most 
vantage points along the street. 
 

EVALUATION OF THE SECRETARY OF INTERIOR’S STANDARDS FOR REHABILITATION 

ADC 7.160 The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation. The following standards are to 
be applied to rehabilitation projects in a reasonable manner, taking into consideration economic and 
technical feasibility. 

 
ADC 7.160 (1) A property shall be used for its historic purpose or be placed in a new use that requires 
minimal change to the defining characteristics of the building and its site and environment. 

ADC 7.160 (2) The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of 
historic material or alteration of features and spaces that characterize a property shall be avoided. 

ADC 7.160 (3) Each property shall be recognized as a physical record of its time, place and use. Changes 
that create a false sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural features or architectural 
elements from other buildings shall not be undertaken. 

ADC 7.160 (4) Most properties change over time; those changes that have acquired historic significance 
in their own right shall be retained and preserved. 
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ADC 7.160 (5) Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship 
that characterize a historic property shall be preserved.  

ADC 7.160 (6) Deteriorated historic features shall be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity 
of deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature shall match the old in 
design, color, texture, and other visual qualities and, where possible, materials. Replacement of missing 
features shall be substantiated by documentary, physical, or pictorial evidence. 

ADC 7.160(7) Chemical or physical treatments, such as sandblasting, that cause damage to historic 
material shall not be used. The surface cleaning of structures, if appropriate, shall be undertaken using 
the gentlest means possible. 

ADC 7.160(8)  Significant archeological resources affected by a project shall be protected and preserved.  
If such resources must be disturbed, mitigation measures shall be undertaken. 

ADC 7.160 (9) New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy historic 
materials that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old and shall be 
compatible with the massing, size, scale, and architectural features to protect the historic integrity of the 
property and its environment. 

ADC 7.160(10) New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a 
manner that if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its 
environment would be unimpaired. 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

9. Building Use (ADC 7.160(1)). The house will remain in residential use. The proposed alterations will 
make house more functional for its intended use with minimal impact to the defining characteristics 
building and its site and environment. The proposed window alterations are consistent with standard 
ADC 7.160(1).  
 

10. Historic Character and Distinctive Features (ADC 7.160(2), (4), (5), and (6)). The applicant’s 
proposal generally retains and preserves the historic character and distinctive features of the house 
and avoids the removal and alteration of historic materials. The proposed alterations are the minimum 
size required to achieve egress standards for the upstairs bedrooms in the half-story attic area. As 
shown in the application materials, the size and placement of the windows are historically 
sympathetic. Removal of historic fabric will be minimized and will not compromise the overall 
historic character of the house. The affected fabric will be isolated to window opening and include 
only siding and one attic window that is largely not visible from the street. Installing the windows or 
removing them in the future would not alter exterior features or spaces that characterize the property, 
or impair its form and integrity. The proposal is consistent with standard ADC 7.160(2), (4), (5), and 
(6).  

11. Historic Record (ADC 7.160(3)). The applicant proposes to create attic egress windows of a design 
that is appropriate to the age and style of the house; no conjectural features or architectural elements 
from other buildings or time periods are proposed. The proposal is consistent with standard ADC 
7.160(3).  
 

12. Compatibility of Exterior Alterations (ADC 7.160(9)). The proposed window alterations are 
compatible with the historic character of the bungalow style house and will not destroy historic 
materials that characterize the building. The windows will be wood and are comparable to the 
existing windows in regard to scale, proportions, and design. The proposed 3-over-3-light design is 
similar to the smaller and less prominent windows on the house and the windows would be trimmed 
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and painted to match the other windows on the house. With a slightly different size and scale than the 
first floor windows or period half-story attic egress windows, the "new" windows will be 
distinguishable as a later alteration. The proposal is consistent with standard ADC 7.160(9). 

13. Guidelines ADC 7.160(7), (8), and (10) are not applicable because the proposal to install windows 
will not involve chemical or physical treatments of the building, soil disturbance, or new additions. 

 
CONCLUSIONS 
 
1. Only one of the review criteria in ADC 7.150 must be met for the proposed alterations to be 

approved. 
 

2. Criterion ADC 7.150(1) is not met because the proposed windows do not cause the building to be 
closer to its original character and appearance. Therefore, the proposed alterations must satisfy the 
compatibility criterion ADC 7.150(2). 
 

3. The addition of half-story attic windows on the front and west gable ends is consistent with the 
bungalow style and the residential character of the surrounding historic district.   
 

4. The proposed windows will be compatible with the other windows on the house with respect to size, 
proportions, style and materials, with wood trim matching the trim of the existing half-story attic 
windows on the building.   

 
5. The proposed alterations will not compromise the existing proportions and scale of the house or 

negatively impact its character-defining features.  
 

6. The proposed exterior alterations are compatible with the characteristics of the area and existing 
house. 
 

7. Given the above findings and conclusions, the proposed exterior alterations meet compatibility 
criterion ADC 7.150(2) with the conditions provided in the Staff Recommendation section of this 
report. The conditions will ensure the proposed alterations will be carried out as proposed.  

 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
 
The LAC has three options with respect to the subject application: 
 

Option 1  Approve; 
 
Option 2  Approve with Conditions; or 
 
Option 3  Deny 

 
Based on the analysis in this report, staff recommends the LAC pursue Option 2 and grant APPROVAL 
of the application with the conditions of approval provided below.   
 
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 
 
1. Except as conditions of approval dictate otherwise, the proposed windows shall be as described and 

depicted in the application materials and staff report (wood materials, 3-over-1-light casement 
windows, wood trim and paint matching the other windows on the house, etc.).  
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2. The new windows shall have trim that matches the profile and dimensions of the trim for the existing 
attic windows.  
 

3. The applicant shall obtain required building permits associated with the proposal. Work associated 
with the proposal shall comply with the Building Code, as adopted and amended by the State of 
Oregon; and other applicable state and local codes and ordinances related to building, development, 
fire, health, and safety, including other provisions of the Albany Development Code.  

 
MOTION 
 
Based on the staff recommendation, the following motion is suggested. 
 

I MOVE that the Landmarks Advisory Commission APPROVE WITH CONDITION(S) the 
Historic Review of Exterior Alterations application to replace the attic window on the west 
side of the house and to add an attic window on the south side of the house at 321 9th 
Avenue SW, as described in the application and staff report for planning file HI-10-16. This 
motion is based on the findings and conclusions, in the July 27, 2016 staff report to the 
Commission, and the findings made by the Commission during deliberations on this matter.  

 
ATTACHMENTS 
 
A. Location Map  
B. Applicant’s Submittal and Correspondence 
C. Historic Resource Inventory Survey Form 
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Washington St.
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Location Map:  321 9th Avenue SW (HI-10-16)
The City of Albany's Infrastructure records, drawings, and other documents
have been gathered over many decades, using differing standards for
quality control, documentation, and verification. All of the data provided
represents current information in a readily available format. While the data
provided is generally believed to be accurate, occasionally it proves to be
incorrect; thus its accuracy is not warranted. Prior to making any property
purchases or other investments based in full or in part upon the material
provided, it is specifically advised that you independently field verify the ¯ July 5, 2016

Planning Division
City of Albany - 333 Broadalbin St. SW, Albany, Oregon 97321 (541) 917- 7550
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From: Mike Tingue
To: Adams, Shawna
Subject: RE: HI-10-16 Completeness Review letter for 9th Ave window alteration at
Date: Tuesday, July 5, 2016 3:17:26 PM
Attachments: image001.png

 Yes he said the inside is actually 3x2. The outside is 39.5 inches by 26.5 inches. Basically
 adding 3 1/2 inches vertically and 2 1/2 inches horizontally.

Mike

-----Original Message-----
From: Adams, Shawna [Shawna.Adams@cityofalbany.net]
Sent: Tuesday, July 05, 2016 02:59 PM US Mountain Standard Time
To: Mike Tingue
Subject: RE: HI-10-16 Completeness Review letter for 9th Ave window alteration at

Hi Mike, Do you have anything for me from Mckenzie?
 
Thanks much,
 
 
Shawna Adams
Planner I / City of Albany Community Development
333 Broadalbin Street SW, Albany OR 97321
541.791.0176
 
 
 

From: Mike Tingue [mailto:mike.tingue.tft1@statefarm.com]
Sent: Friday, July 1, 2016 12:01 PM
To: Adams, Shawna
Subject: RE: HI-10-16 Completeness Review letter for 9th Ave window alteration at
 
Yes let me see if I can’t get ahold of McKenzie with Stayton windows for the inside measurements
 

From: Adams, Shawna [mailto:Shawna.Adams@cityofalbany.net]
Sent: Friday, July 01, 2016 12:00 PM
To: Mike Tingue <mike.tingue.tft1@statefarm.com>
Subject: RE: HI-10-16 Completeness Review letter for 9th Ave window alteration at
 
Thanks Mike. Am I reading correctly that the measurements for the windows are from the outside of
 the trim? Or?
 
 
Shawna Adams

mailto:mike.tingue.tft1@statefarm.com
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Planner I / City of Albany Community Development
333 Broadalbin Street SW, Albany OR 97321
541.791.0176
 
 
 

From: Mike Tingue [mailto:mike.tingue.tft1@statefarm.com]
Sent: Friday, July 1, 2016 11:58 AM
To: Adams, Shawna
Subject: RE: HI-10-16 Completeness Review letter for 9th Ave window alteration at
 
Shawna,
 
This is the best I could do under the circumstances, there’s no way a contractor or architect would
 be able to get these back to me in a timely fashion.  I took a measurement of one of the windows
 from the architect’s drawings and it was 48’’ x 36’’.  Which was close enough for me not being an
 expert.  I basically arts and crafted it into the spots they will go (drawings attached).  On the front,
 the 4’x3’ shows that it’s a bit large, but we clearly have room for a 3’x2’.  His drawings also did not
 depict the details in the windows of the house, most are 3/1, so I scribbled that in.
 
Let me know if you need anything else.
 
 
 
   Mike Tingue
   State Farm Agent
   Providing Insurance and Financial Services
  36 Irving Road
   Eugene, OR
   Office: 541.688.2905
   Fax: 541.688.0323
   www.MikeTingue.com  

   
 
 
 

From: Adams, Shawna [mailto:Shawna.Adams@cityofalbany.net]
Sent: Thursday, June 16, 2016 3:00 PM
To: Mike Tingue <mike.tingue.tft1@statefarm.com>
Subject: RE: HI-10-16 Completeness Review letter for 9th Ave window alteration at
 
There is a 10-day appeal period from the date the notice of decision is mailed (within 5 days by code,
 usually the Thursday or Friday after the hearing), which is extended to the next business day if it
 falls on a weekend/holiday. Generally, building permits must be submitted after the appeal period.
 In some cases we can accept permit applications before the appeal period passes with a release
 form signed by the applicant/owner.
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Shawna Adams
Planner I / City of Albany Community Development
333 Broadalbin Street SW, Albany OR 97321
541.791.0176
 
 
 

From: Mike Tingue [mailto:mike.tingue.tft1@statefarm.com]
Sent: Thursday, June 16, 2016 2:52 PM
To: Adams, Shawna
Subject: RE: HI-10-16 Completeness Review letter for 9th Ave window alteration at
 

So if approved august 3rd, how long do we have to wait to get started?
 

From: Adams, Shawna [mailto:Shawna.Adams@cityofalbany.net]
Sent: Thursday, June 16, 2016 2:48 PM
To: Mike Tingue <mike.tingue.tft1@statefarm.com>
Subject: RE: HI-10-16 Completeness Review letter for 9th Ave window alteration at
 
Mike, Thanks for this information. Based on a cursory review, it looks like it has most if not all of the
 information needed to complete the application and proceed with the staff evaluation and public
 notice. I will give it a thorough review in conjunction with your initial submittal as soon as I am back
 in the office on June 27 to confirm whether or not additional information is needed. The next

 possible hearing date is August 3rd.  As long is your application is complete by July 5th  we would be
 able schedule your application for that hearing date.
 
Shawna Adams
Planner I / City of Albany Community Development
333 Broadalbin Street SW, Albany OR 97321
541.791.0176
 
 
 

From: Mike Tingue [mailto:mike.tingue.tft1@statefarm.com]
Sent: Thursday, June 16, 2016 2:29 PM
To: Adams, Shawna
Subject: RE: HI-10-16 Completeness Review letter for 9th Ave window alteration at
 

1.        The application indicates that a “functioning” wood window is proposed instead of the
 existing side attic window, and a “custom” wood window is proposed in the front of the
 house.  Would the new window on the front of the house also be an attic window?

The new window would be a bedroom window as we have converted our unused
 attic into two bedrooms/one bath.  The “functioning” of the proposed existing
 window is to provide a fire escape as the existing window does now open.
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2.       Will the proposed windows be casements or sash windows?  How does the proposed
 window size and design compare to the existing attic window and the other windows
 proposed on the side of the house each window will be located?  Will the trim match the
 trim of the existing attic window?  Will they be multi-pane windows, and if so, how does the
 design compare to the existing attic window relate to the first floor windows?  Will the
 windows be painted to match the other windows? 

Due to limited available space for egress.  The proposed windows would be 3 over 1
 pane, casement windows that would swing inward for opening and functionality.  All
 windows, trim and paint would are designed to match the rest of the house. 
 

3.       With respect to the secretary of the interior standards, are there alternatives that would
 provide for upstairs egress without affecting the street-facing façade or necessitating the
 removal of the existing attic egress window?

The only other option for egress would be to add dormers to the side of the house. 
 Dormers are 3-4 times the cost of the proposed plans and in my opinion would
 significantly change the façade of the existing structure much more than a window. 

 
 
***graphic attached*** the proposed windows would be 36 inches tall and 24 inches wide.  They
 would be made of Douglas fir 3/1 casement designed to look like a double hung from the outside. 
 
 
   Mike Tingue
   State Farm Agent
   Providing Insurance and Financial Services
  36 Irving Road
   Eugene, OR
   Office: 541.688.2905
   Fax: 541.688.0323
   www.MikeTingue.com  

   
 
 
 
 
 

From: Adams, Shawna [mailto:Shawna.Adams@cityofalbany.net]
Sent: Thursday, June 16, 2016 2:04 PM
To: 'mike@miketingue.com' <mike@miketingue.com>
Subject: HI-10-16 Completeness Review letter for 9th Ave window alteration at
 
It was nice to hear from you Mike. Attached is the completeness review letter that I mailed on May

 3rd. The letter explains the information that is needed to complete the application. Mostly, more
 information is needed that clarifies precisely what the alteration entails so that your proposal can
 be described and evaluated by the Landmarks Commission according to the approval criteria. I
 would be happy to meet with you or assist in any way I can. That would most likely be after June

http://www.miketingue.com/
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 27th since I leave town tomorrow.
 
 
Shawna Adams
Planner I / City of Albany Community Development
333 Broadalbin Street SW, Albany OR 97321
541.791.0176
 
 
 

DISCLAIMER: This e-mail may be a public record of the City of Albany and may be subject to the State of
 Oregon Retention Schedule and may be subject to public disclosure under the Oregon Public Records
 Law. This e-mail, including any attachments, is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may
 contain confidential and privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure, or distribution
 is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please send a reply e-mail to let the sender know of
 the error and destroy all copies of the original message.











OREGON INVENTORY OF HISTORIC PROPERTIES
HISTORIC RESOURCE SURVEY- ALBANY

HISTORIC DISTRICT

COUNTY:  Linn

HISTORIC NAME:   None ORIGINAL USE:   Residence

COMMON NAME:   None CURRENT USE:    Residence

ADDRESS: 321 9th Ave. SW CONDITION:   Good

ADDITIONAL ADDRESS:    NONE INTEGRITY:   Good MOVED?   N

CITY:  Albany DATE OF CONSTRUCTION:    c. 1915

OWNER:  Oscar Mikesell THEME 20th Century Architecture

CATAGORY: Building STYLE:   Bungalow

LOCATION Monteith Historic District ARCHITECT UNKNOWN

MAP NO:   I 1 S03 W07BC TAX LOT:   01700 BUILDER:   UNKNOWN

BLOCK:  68 LOT N/A QUADRANGLE Albany ASSESSMENT:    N

ADDITION NAME:    Original Platt ORIGINAL RATING:   Compatible

PIN NO:   11SO3WO7BC01700 ZONING HM CURRENT RATING:    Historic Contributing

PLAN TYPE/ SHAPE:   Irregular NO. OF STORIES:    1. 5

FOUNDATION MAT.:  Concrete BASEMENT Y

ROOF FORM/MAT.:    Front gable PORCH:  Gable

STRUCTURAL FRAMING:  Balloon

PRIMARY WINDOW TYPE:      4/ 1 double hung

EXTERIOR SURFACING MATERIALS:     Lap siding

DECORATIVE FEATURES:

Tapered porch supports, patterned brick porch bottom and patterned brick chimney west side, knee braces, exposed rafters

EXTERIOR ALTERATIONS/ADDITIONS:

None

NOTEWORTHY LANDSCAPE FEATURES:
None

ADDITIONAL INFO:

None

INTERIOR FEATURES:

None

LOCAL INVENTORY NO.:   M. 168 SHPO INVENTORY NO.:   None

CASE FILE NUMBER: None



OREGON INVENTORY OF HISTORIC PROPERTIES

HISTORIC RESOURCE SURVEY- ALBANY

MONTEITH HISTORIC DISTRICT - PAGE TWO

NAME: Oscar Mikesell T/R/S: T11- R3W-S07

ADDRESS: 321 Ninth Ave. S. W.      MAP NO.:11- 3W-7BC

QUADRANGLE: Albany TAX LOT: 1700
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GRAPHIC& PHOTO SOURCES: Albany Community Development Planning Division & Tanya Neel.



271.     321 Ninth Avenue SW

Significance:    Compatible

Use:    Residence Present Owner:    OscarAMikesell

321 Ninth Avenue SW

Tax Lot:      11- 3W- 7Bt- 1700

Description:

One and one- half story wood frame house with gabled roof and front porch with gable
roof,  with pillars resting on brick foundation.    Straight bay on side.    Interior

chimney and new exterior chimney on side of house.
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APPROVED:  DRAFT 

CITY OF ALBANY 
LANDMARKS ADVISORY COMMISSION 

City Council Chambers 
333 Broadalbin Street 

Wednesday, July 6, 2016 
6:00 p.m. 

MINUTES 

Commissioners Present: David Abarr, Keith Kolkow, Kerry McQuillin, Larry Preston, Jolene 
Thomson 

Commissioners Absent:  Cathy LeSeur (unexcused), Bill Ryals (unexcused) 

Staff Present: David Martineau, Lead Current Planner; Shawna Adams, Planner I; 
Rachel Kutschera, Administrative Assistant I. 

CALL TO ORDER 

Vice Chair Jolene Thomson called the meeting to order at 6:07 p.m. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

ROLL CALL 

PUBLIC COMMENT 

Candace Ribera, representing Scott and Spencer Lepman.  Ms. Ribera is asking for direction regarding a 
condition of approval granted in 2014 for work on the Fortmiller Building. They are having a very 
difficult time meeting the condition for garage doors without embossed wood grain.  All door companies 
are telling them that embossed grain is the best way to go because it makes the door stronger and non-
embossed steel doors don’t exist.   

Thomson asked that the issue be brought back to staff to review further, and be put on the agenda for the 
next meeting.  Discussion followed.  Preston commented that there are other materials than steel, and he 
would be happy to assist her in searching.  Planner Martineau said that staff could also assist with 
alternatives.  

QUASI-JUDICIAL PUBLIC HEARING - HI-11-16; Historic Review of New Construction 

Thomson opened the public hearing at 6:17 p.m. 

Declarations by the Commission: 

Conflicts of Interest:  None  
Ex Parte Contact:  None 
Site Visit:   Preston, Kolkow, and McQuillin pass the site every day. 
Abstain:   None 
Challenges:   None 
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Staff Report: 

Planner Shawna Adams provided a verbal summary of the case.  Staff-proposed conditions of approval 
were included for the Commission’s consideration (see Agenda Packet). 
 
Questions from the Commission:  

Abarr asked if the proposed windows and doors had already been obtained.  The applicant said yes, and 
the siding is similar to the original house. 

Applicant Testimony: Monte Sorensen, 620 9th Avenue SW.  Mr. Sorensen said he has no questions or 
comments and feels the proposal is straightforward.  Preston asked how soon he planned to begin, and the 
applicant said as soon as possible. 

Testimony in Favor: None 
Testimony in Opposition: None 
Neutral Testimony: None 
Rebuttal Testimony: None 
Staff Response: None 
Procedural Questions: None 
 
Thomson closed the hearing at 6:28 p.m. 

Discussion and Decision:  

MOTION: Commissioner Kolkow moved to approve the land use application as conditioned in the staff 
report.  Commissioner Preston seconded.  A vote was taken and the motion passed 5-0. 

OTHER BUSINESS 

None 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

Abarr moved to approve April 4, 2016, minutes as stated.  Kolkow seconded.  A vote was taken and the 
motion passed 5-0. 

NEXT MEETING DATE 

August 1, 2016, 5:15 p.m. – Joint Meeting with the Planning Commission 
August 3, 2016, 6:00 p.m. – Landmarks Advisory Commission 

ADJOURNMENT 

There being no other business, the meeting was adjourned at 6:35 p.m. 
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Respectfully submitted, Reviewed by, 
 
  
 
Rachel Kutschera Shawna Adams 
Administrative Assistant I Planner I 
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