
 
CITY OF ALBANY 

LANDMARKS ADVISORY COMMISSION 
 

MINUTES 
Wednesday August 7, 2019 
Council Chambers, City Hall 

Approved: November 6, 2019 
 
CALL TO ORDER              6:04 
Chair McQuillin called the meeting to order at 6:04 p.m. 
 
ROLL CALL 
Commissioners present:  Cathy LeSuer; Larry Preston; Keith Kolkow; Kerry McQuillin; Bill Ryals; Jolene 
Thomson. 

Commissioners absent: David Abarr, excused. 

Staff Present:  Laura LaRoque, Planner III; David Martineau, Planning Manager; Shelley Shultz, Administrative 
Assistant I. 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 6:05 
Commissioner Ryals moved to approve the July 10, 2019 minutes as presented.  Commissioner Thomsen 
seconded the motion, and it passed 6 – 0.  
 

SCHEDULED BUSINESS              6:05 

Business from the Public 6:05 
None 

Certified Local Government Check-In 6:06 
Kuri Gill, Certified Local Government (CLG) Program Coordinator with the State of Oregon explained the 
requirements for Historic Preservation for city government and the process for maintaining guidelines of 
historic surveys.  She checks in every four years to make sure cities are meeting baseline requirements. She 
thanked the LAC for their work.  Discussion followed on training opportunities and grants that may be available 
to conduct surveys, offer training, design assistance, matching funds, etc.; Kuri passed out information on these 
topics. Jason Allen in her office does a lot of surveys and may be available to come discuss and explain survey 
process.  She reminded the group they are excited and more than willing to help with the survey and engage 
community in the process in any way needed.  She said the check-in today showed we are on track and meeting 
all requirements 

Quasi-Judicial Public Hearings 6:25 
Land Use Files HI-18-18 and HI-10-19 
HI-18-18  Historic Review of Exterior Alterations to: 1) reconstruct the first floor and second floor porch; 2) remove four windows 
on the front (north) facade; 3) remove and relocate two windows on the rear (south) facade; 4) allow exterior mechanical ventilation 
vents on the east, west, and south facades on the first, second, and third floors; 5) construct a vestibule addition on the rear (south) 
facade; 6) replace the composition roofing shingles with steel or aluminum interlocking shingle panels. 
   



LANDMARKS ADVISORY COMMISSION MINUTES  Page 2 of 5 
August 7, 2019 
 

HI-10-19  Historic Review of Substitute Material Used for Siding, Windows, and Trim to: 1) replace existing vinyl lap siding 
on the east, west, and south façade of the building with smooth cement fiber lap siding; 2) replace all aluminum trim with wood 
trim; 3) replace existing wood attic windows on the north, east, and west façade with vinyl windows; 3) allow the use of composite 
flooring and ceiling material on the first and second floor porches and under the soffits. Chair McQuillin opened the public hearing 
at 6:14 p.m. 

Chair McQuillin opened the public hearing  at 6:25. 

Declarations by the Commission 6:25 
LeSuer, Preston, Ryals, and Thomson declared site visits. 

Staff Report  6:29 
Planner Laura LaRoque provided a verbal summary of cases HI-18-18 and HI-10-19. Staff-proposed conditions 
of approval were included for the Commission’s consideration (see agenda packet). 

Questions from the Commission 6:42 
LaRoque answered several questions regarding porch access and the difference between vinyl and wood 
windows. 

Testimony from the Applicant 6:49 
Scott Lepman and Candace Ribera with Glorietta Bay, LLC, gave a brief overview of the project and introduced 
Don Johnson and Kip Allen.  When Lepman purchased property, he was not aware that the structure was listed 
on the Local Historic Inventory and later found it was. The property had been neglected for years.  He also 
talked about interior remodeling that has been going on.  

McQuillin asked about the window replacement cost, wood vs vinyl.  Preston said wood is approximately one-
third more expensive.   

Testimony in Favor 6:58 
None. 

Testimony Against 6:59 
Cameron Settlemeier, FOHA, commends the applicant for the work they have done, but has concerns with 
using vinyl windows.   

Testimony Neutral 7:03 
None. 

Applicant Rebuttal 7:03 
Scott Lepman and Kip Allen explained the damage to structure and reasoning behind their decisions.  They are 
trying to do the right thing and preserve the integrity of the building. 

Staff Response 7:10 
None 

Chair McQuillin closed the hearing  at 7:10 

Discussion 7:10 
Concern was expressed over the siding and the use of substitute materials in HI-10-19.  
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Chair McQuillin reopened the hearing  for H I-10-19 at 7:28 

Questions from the Commission 7:28 
Candace Ribera described the stucco and siding on the front of the building that wraps around the sides.   

Ryals confirmed that this building was designed by renowned architect Charles Burggraf, and we are lucky to 
have it in Albany.  Ryals felt the existing siding should be replaced and made available to others.  He does not 
have any problems with project as proposed.   

Testimony in Favor 7:37 
None. 

Testimony Against 7:37 
None. 

Testimony Neutral 7:37 
None. 

Applicant Rebuttal 7:38 
Scott Lepman does not feel he should not suffer consequences for the previous owner’s mistakes; he is trying 
to resolve and rectify these conflicts.  

Various options were discussed on repairing or replacing existing siding. 

Ryals asked why they are not bringing back the original porch.  Lepman said that is an excellent idea. Don 
Johnson said that there were design issues that make this difficult, but it may be possible. 

McQuillin suggested closing this hearing and opening the other since this discussion is related to HI-18-18. 

Chair McQuillin closed the hearing  for H I-10-19 at 7:55 

Chair McQuillin reopened the hearing  for H I-18-18 at 7:55 

Declarations by the Commission 7:56 
LeSuer, Preston, Ryals, and Thomson declared site visits. 

Questions from the Commission 7:57 
None. 

Testimony from Applicant 7:58 
Scott Lepman and Don Johnson suggested adding a condition of approval regarding the addition of the 
“eyebrow” projection above the porch on the upper level of the building.    

Testimony in Favor 7:59 
None. 

Testimony Against 7:59 
None. 

Testimony Neutral 7:59 
None. 
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Staff Response 8:00 
LaRoque gave options on alternatives to conditions of approval for this project.   

Procedural Questions 8:00 
None. 

Chair McQuillin closed the hearing  for H I-18-18 at 8:01 

Discussion on HI-18-18 8:01 
Distinctive features of the building were discussed, along with ways to ensure the design elements are preserved 
to more closely resemble the original features through the conditions of approval. 

Motion 8:05 
Kolkow moved to approve land use cases HI-18-18 as conditioned in the July 30, 2019, Staff Report, with the 
added condition of architectural details to front porch as described in section 1.8 of Staff Report, Distinctive 
Features and Characters. Ryals seconded. A vote was taken, and the motion passed 6-0. 

Discussion on HI-10-19 8:07 
McQuillin reminded the group that decisions must be based upon findings in Staff Report; she expressed 
concern with the siding and windows, Thomson concurred. Discussion ensued on egress windows and safety 
issues. 

Motion 8:15 
Kolkow moved to approve land use case HI-10-19 as conditioned in the July 30, 2019, Staff Report. Ryals 
seconded.  Discussion continued. LaRoque read the conditions 1-7 recommended by staff on page 14-15 of 
the Staff Report to make sure that is what the motion is intended to include; Kolkow concurred. A vote was 
taken, and the motion failed 3-3.  Roll call was taken; Preston, McQuillin, Thomson opposed, LeSuer, Kolkow, 
Ryals in favor.  

The group resumed discussion on windows and siding.   

Preston said he is opposed to the nine vinyl windows. McQuillin and Thomson are struggling with the windows 
as well as the siding issue. Ryals suggested working with the building department and SHPO to retain the 
existing windows. Options for modifying conditions of approval were discussed. Thomson is still concerned 
with the siding issue. Kolkow explained that one of the reasons for replacing the siding in this manner is that 
it adds structural integrity to building.  Ryals is in favor of removing vinyl siding and if wood material underneath 
is not usable, then he suggests approval of hardieplank as a substitute material.   

Another motion was made by Kolkow to approve land use case HI-10-19 as conditioned in the July 30, 2019, 
Staff Report, with the additional conditions that the top four windows be replaced with wood and the north 
face windows be retained if possible. LeSuer asked for clarification on window wells, Preston said they are 
already in. Ryals seconded the motion and it passed 4-2, with McQuillin and Thomson opposed. 

Business from the Commission 8:42 
None 

NEXT MEETING DATE 8:42 
Next regular meeting is scheduled for Wednesday September 4, 2019.   
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ADJOURNMENT                8:42 
There being no other business, the meeting was adjourned at 8:42: p.m. 

Respectfully submitted,    Reviewed by, 
 
 
 
Shelley Shultz     Laura LaRoque 
Administrative Assistant I   Planner III 
 
 

           Signature on file            Signature on file
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