
APPROVED:  November 2, 2017 

CITY OF ALBANY 
LANDMARKS ADVISORY COMMISSION 
Municipal Courtroom, 333 Broadalbin Street 

Wednesday, October 4, 2017 
6:00 p.m. 

MINUTES 

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

Commissioners Absent:  Jolene Thomson (excused) 

Staff Present: Shawna Adams, Planner II, Robert Richardson, Planning Manager, Edie 
O’Neil, Administrative Assistant I, Jessica Hensen, Deputy City 
Attorney 

CALL TO ORDER 

Chair Ryals called the meeting to order at 6:04 p.m. 

PUBLIC COMMENT 

No public comment 

QUASI-JUDICIAL PUBLIC HEARING - HI-10-17; HISTORIC REVIEW OF EXTERIOR 
ALTERATIONS AT 115 ELLSWORTH STREET SW TO INSTALL AN EXHAUST HOOD ON 
WALL FACING THE ALLEY 

Ryals opened the public hearing at 6:06 p.m. 

Declarations by the Commission: 

Conflicts of Interest:  None 
Ex Parte Contact:  Commissioner McQuillin stated she walked by and stopped due to the public 

hearing sign position in the window and spoke with the owner.  She said she did 
not discuss the case in detail, other than just basic facts.   
Chair Ryals stated he made a site visit and spoke with the applicant about where 
she wanted to place the exhaust hood.  
Commissioner Kolkow stated he spoke with the owner about her working with 
City. 

Site Visit:  Commissioner Preston stated he visited the site. 
Abstain:   None 
Challenges:   None 

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). 

Adams confirmed there were no public comments following the Notice of Public Hearing. 

Questions from the Commission:   

McQuillin referred to page 4 of the Staff Report (see agenda packet).  She inquired about whether 
guidelines for preserving distinctive characterizations were based on Staff discretion or state guidelines.  
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Adams stated that a building’s distinctive features are what make it unique, and these are usually street 
facing.  She pointed out that they are typically called out on historic surveys.  She explained building 
façade is usually the focus of distinctive characteristics.  

Ryals asked if the alterations would be reversible.  He suggested adding a Conditional of Approval to 
keep the window proposed for removal.  Adams explained that this would be difficult to enforce, but the 
applicant intends to do this anyway.  She pointed out that the intended placement was in an opening that 
enables it to be restored in the future. 

Commissioner Preston suggested making it set back instead of flush and using the same arch to make it 
easier to reverse in the future and preserve the brick. 

Applicant Testimony:  

Elizabethe Bobe, 115 Ellsworth Street SW.  Ms. Bobe stated that she intends to install a Type I exhaust 
hood to comply with the code in response to an inspection from the Fire Marshall which would allow 
them to continue operations and possibly open for dinner services.   

Ryals stated concerns about wanting the building to be viable in the future, specifically about how the 
new panel goes in.  He recommended insetting it or creating a new wood buffer to preserve the brick.  

Ms. Bobe asked how much of an inset she would need.  Preston recommended a set back 1.5 inches to 
preserve the arch.  

Testimony in Favor:   

None 

Testimony in Opposition:  

None 

Neutral Testimony:     

None 

Rebuttal Testimony:   

None 

Staff Response:          

None  

Procedural Questions:        

None 

Ryals closed the hearing at 6:24 p.m. 

Discussion and Decision:  

No Discussion. 

MOTION: Commissioner Kolkow moved to approve the land use application as conditioned and 
recommended in the staff report.  Commissioner Abarr seconded.  A vote was taken.  The motion 
passed 6-0. 
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Ms. Bobe stated she turned in a mechanical building permit yesterday. 

QUASI-JUDICIAL PUBLIC HEARING - HI-08-17; HISTORIC REVIEW OF EXTERIOR 
ALTERATIONS TO CONSTRUCT ADDITION ON THE BACK OF THE HOUSE AT 
1140 CALAPOOIA STREET SW 

Ryals opened the public hearing at 6:27 p.m. 

Declarations by the Commission: 

Conflicts of Interest:  None 

Ex Parte Contact:  None 

Site Visit:  Larry, Kerry 

Abstain:   None 

Challenges:   None 

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). 

Adams confirmed there were no public comments following the Notice of Public Hearing. 

Questions from the Commission:   

Ryals pointed out the existing structure has two windows in the subject location and asked if there was 
any thought to whether those would be removed and replaced.  Adams replied that the applicant was not 
aware they were able to reuse the larger window at first but now this is their intent.  The smaller window 
on the main floor would be left in place inside the window.  The basement window would be removed.   

Applicant Testimony:  

Deborah Burner, 1140 Calapooia Street SW.  Ms. Burner stated they have a clawfoot tub too close to the 
wall. They wanted to replace the tub but couldn’t because the bathroom was not up to code.  She 
explained that their plans were to bring it up to code and expand the space.  She stated the pocket window 
would be moved back to stay on the exterior of the house.  The large window in the back bedroom will be 
moved out with the back of the house.  

Commissioner McQuillin asked if the pocket window will still go up and down.  She also pointed out that 
the roofline runs perpendicular to the main roofline and asked if the new roofline would be same.  The 
applicant confirmed that the pitch would be the same. Ms. Burner explained how the siding would be 
installed (see agenda packet).  

Testimony in Favor: 

None 

Testimony in Opposition:  

None 

Neutral Testimony:     

None 
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Rebuttal Testimony:   

None 

Staff Response:          

None 

Procedural Questions:        

None 

Ryals closed the hearing at 6:42 p.m. 

Discussion and Decision:  

No discussion 

MOTION: Commissioner McQuillin moved to approve the land use application as conditioned and 
recommended in the staff report.  Commissioner Preston seconded.  A vote was taken, and the motion 
passed 6-0 

OTHER BUSINESS 

Adams informed the Commission about an upcoming CLG Workshop scheduled on October 17 (see 
handout).  She told them they must be registered by October 13 and asked that they let her know by 
October 11.  She stated the newest City planner, Laura LaRoque would be going.  

Richardson talked about the code audit project and pointed out that ADUs were identified as top priority. 
Adams explained current requirements.  Discussion followed.  

Adams stated she got a call from Candace Ribera from Scott Lepman’s office to extend an invitation of a 
hosted walkthrough of several buildings.  Staff Declined to avoid ex parte.  She advised the Commission 
that if they wanted to participate, they should do so in no more than groups of three to avoid an 
inadvertent public meeting.  

McQuillin stated she had two letters composed for homes on the market and to people buying homes. She 
asked how she should bring these forward.  Adams advised to pass them to her.  

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

McQuillin stated she had listened to the audio from the June meeting.  She said she thought there were 
themes that were not reflected.  Ryals suggested that rather than revising these minutes, she should state 
what she wants in this record for the current meeting.  Jessica Hensen, Deputy City Attorney validated 
this option, stating the minutes cannot be changed to what someone thinks they should say.  It was 
suggested that McQuillin write an addendum to add to agenda.  Preston suggested not approving this set 
of minutes at all.  Ryals stated he would like to adopt an addendum for the next meeting.  McQuillin 
stated she was not interested in submitting something just for the sake of writing something and wanted 
the Commission’s input.  She stated there were certain things repeated multiple times that were not 
included.  Hensen explained that the minutes not verbatim. McQuillin stated again that entire themes were 
missed and agreement was not clarified in the meeting.  Richardson replied that Staff is not clear on what 
she thinks is missing and said it would be helpful if she could write something to turn in.  Ryals pointed 
out that they did not have to vote if they did not want to.  Ryals, referring to the Ostby case presented to 
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the Commission in October 2016, stated that he needed more time to make a decision. Preston pointed out 
that the term “cost prohibitive” shouldn’t have been the focus and they should have taken more time to 
come to a decision.  McQuillin offered to write something reflecting what she thought should have been 
included in the minutes.  Richardson advised her to bring it to be included in the record and explained that 
it is not required to approve or accept it.  McQuillin stated she did not feel comfortable accepting the June 
minutes.  Ryals replied that they should accept them and have McQuillin submit a written statement at the 
next meeting.   

Commissioner Kolkow moved to approve the June 6, 2017, minutes.  Preston seconded.  A vote was 
taken, and the motion passed 4-2 with Commissioners McQuillin and LeSuer opposed. 

Commissioner Kolkow moved to approve the August 2, 2017, minutes.  Preston seconded.  A vote was 
taken and the motion passed 6-0. 

Commissioner Kolkow moved to approve the September 6, 2017, minutes.  Preston seconded.  A vote 
was taken and the motion passed 6-0. 

NEXT MEETING DATE 

November 1, 2017 

ADJOURNMENT 

There being no other business, the meeting was adjourned at 7:22 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, Reviewed by, 

 
Signature on file Signature on file 
 
Edie O’Neil Shawna Adams 
Administrative Assistant I Planner II 
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