
APPROVED:  February 2, 2017 

CITY OF ALBANY 
LANDMARKS ADVISORY COMMISSION 

Municipal Court Chambers 
333 Broadalbin Street 

Wednesday, October 5, 2016 
6:00 p.m. 

MINUTES 

Commissioners Present: David Abarr, Keith Kolkow, Cathy LeSuer, Kerry McQuillin, Larry 
Preston, Bill Ryals, Jolene Thomson 

Commissioners Absent:  None 

Staff Present: Edie O’Neil, Administrative Assistant I, Bob Richardson, Planning 
Manager, Shawna Adams, Planner I, Anne Catlin, Planner III 

CALL TO ORDER 

Chair Ryals called the meeting to order at 6:02 p.m. 

PUBLIC COMMENT 

No public comment 

QUASI-JUDICIAL PUBLIC HEARING - HI-07-16 and HI-08-16; Historic Review of Exterior 
Alterations and Substitute Materials 

Ryals opened the public hearing at 6:04 p.m. 

Declarations by the Commission: 

Conflicts of Interest:  None  
Ex Parte Contact:  None 
Site Visit:  Larry Preston, Kerry McQuillin, David Abarr, Cathy LeSuer, Bill Ryals, Jolene 

Thomson 
Abstain:   None 
Challenges:   None 
 
Staff Report: 

Planner Anne Catlin provided a verbal summary of the case.  Staff-proposed conditions of approval were 
included for the Commission’s consideration (see Agenda Packet). 
 
Catlin confirmed there were no public comments following the Notice of Hearing. 
 
Catlin pointed out that the porch columns and brackets on the front porch were the only character defining 
features of the house. She also pointed out that only changes visible from the street would be addressed in 
this meeting. She stressed that each application is dealt with on a case by case basis, and this would not 
set precedent for other cases. She informed the commission that the missing paperwork from the packet 
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was warranty information from a window bid which was included as a supplemental add-in at the start of 
this meeting. The other supplemental information was a quote from Davis Glass provided at the start of 
the meeting. Catlin stated alterations would not alter any defining characteristics. She noted most of the 
other houses already had vinyl siding/windows approved in the 1990s. 
 
Questions from the Commission:   

Abarr wanted to know if vinyl windows were paintable. Preston said they were not because it voids the 
warranty. Catlin confirmed that the siding would be replaced. Ryals asked if vinyl was available in a style 
that would be consistent with the historic character of the house. Discussion followed. 

Applicant Testimony:  

Kevin Ostby stated that price differences were significant between vinyl and wood windows as stated in 
the quotes provided in the Agenda. He confirmed that he was planning on putting moldings on the top of 
the windows, not the bottom. He also stated his intent to restore and sell the house. He purchased the 
house in an attempt to prevent problems involving neighboring sites that he owns regarding squatting and 
trespassing in the house in discussion. 

Preston had questions regarding replacing sills. Ostby confirmed that the molding would be replicated. 
Preston advised Ostby to consider purchasing wood windows and installing them on his own in order to 
maintain historic character and cut costs. He stated he had reservations on approving vinyl windows as a 
precedent.  

Ryals asked if the applicant had questions for the commission. The applicant stated that he did not. 
 
Testimony in Favor:      
Jessica Pankratz stated that she worked with Catlin to take current measurements. She spoke in favor of 
several properties that the applicant had restored. She believes that the proposed vinyl windows would not 
take away from the historic character of the house. 
 
Testimony in Opposition:  
None 
 
Neutral Testimony:     
None 
 
Rebuttal Testimony:   
None 
     
Staff Response:          
None  
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Procedural Questions:        
None 
 
Ryals closed the hearing at 6:53 p.m. 

Discussion and Decision:  

Thomson stated she was concerned about setting a precedent, especially after consulting with previous 
members of this commission. McQuillin expressed concern as well. She wanted to know why wood 
windows were considered cost-prohibitive. Thomson concurred. Discussion followed. 

Abarr thanked the applicant for following the correct procedures in upgrading the house. 

Kolkow stated that by purchasing a historic home, the applicant should have known the expectations and 
costs that come with the responsibility of owning a historic home. 

Catlin explained how a home is rated historic contributing. 

MOTION: Commissioner Ryals moved to approve the land use application as recommended in the staff 
report.  Commissioner Kolkow seconded.   

Deliberation continued. Ryals stated that he meant to move to approve the application as recommended 
by staff with conditions. Commissioner Ryals moved to approve the land use application as recommended 
in the staff report with conditions.  Commissioner Kolkow seconded. 

A vote was taken, and the motion tied 3-3, with Ryals abstaining and Preston, McQuillin, and Thomson 
opposing. Ryals was advised that he must vote to break the tie. Ryals voted in favor. Motion passed 4-3. 

Thomson stated displeasure about the decision. Richardson suggested revisiting the issue at the next 
meeting. Ryals offered to explain his decision. Thomson felt like there was bias based on the fact that this 
home was an investment property. Ryals stated his decision was based on necessary compromises in order 
to restore properties.  

Preston left the meeting at 7:43 

Kolkow explained his vote was based on the evidence presented in this case, not as a precedent. Ryals 
stressed importance of commissioner’s roles as being fair, easy to approach, and trustworthy. 

Ryals thanked applicant for working so closely with staff.  
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OTHER BUSINESS 

Annual CLG Workshop Salem, November 2  

Adams encouraged commissioners to attend and to RSVP to her via email. Topics will include new rule 
five regulation affecting the Landmarks Advisory Commission procedures. 

University of Oregon, Sustainable Cities Initiative Project update  

Adams discussed the university’s partnership requirements. On October 25th she will be there to explain 
to the requirements to the classes. On October 28th there will be a tour with the students. On December 1st 
there is a final student presentation in Eugene. Adams will email a project description to the 
commissioners. 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

Ryals moved to approve the August 3, 2016, minutes as stated.  Kolkow seconded.  A vote was taken and 
the motion passed 6-0. 

NEXT MEETING DATE 

Kolkow asked if it was possible to move the November 2nd meeting date. Ryals wanted to meet next 
month to address issues and thoughts on decisions that have been made in the past. It was agreed to keep 
the November 2nd date at this time. 

November 2nd, 2016 

ADJOURNMENT 

There being no other business, the meeting was adjourned at 8:23 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, Reviewed by, 
 
Signature on file Signature on file  
 
Edie O’Neil Shawna Adams 
Administrative Assistant I Planner I 
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