AGENDA
HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION

o

October 18, 2016
5:15 p.m.
2" Floor Council Chambers
1095 Duane Street ° Astoria OR 97103

CALL TO ORDER

ROLL CALL

MINUTES

a.

August 16, 2016

PUBLIC HEARINGS

a.

Exterior Alteration EX16-10 by Michelle Dieffenbach, Rickenbach
Construction Inc. for Buoy Beer to install two roll-up doors, install windows
in various locations, replace decking, add solar roof panels, and restore
original signage on an existing commercial building at 2 - 7th Street in the
A-2, Aquatic Two Development zone.

New Construction NC16-05 by Jack E Coffey, Jack E Coffey Construction
for Ken F. Thompson, to construct an approximate 900 square foot
detached garage adjacent to historic property at 3682 Franklin in the R-2,
Medium Density Residential zone.

REPORT OF OFFICERS

PUBLIC COMMENT (Non-Agenda ltems)

GUEST PRESENTATION

a. Clatsop Community College Historic Preservation Course Design Review
Process Questions & Answers

b. Lecture by John Goodenberger “Overlooked Astoria” on Astoria’s historic
resources and heritage

ADJOURNMENT

THIS MEETING IS ACCESSIBLE TO THE DISABLED. AN INTERPRETER FOR THE
HEARING IMPAIRED MAY BE REQUESTED UNDER THE TERMS OF ORS 192.630

BY CONTACTINGSHERRI WILLIAMS, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT, 503-338-5183.




HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION MEETING
City Council Chambers
August 16, 2016

CALL TO ORDER — ITEM 1:

A regular meeting of the Astoria Historic Landmarks Commission (HLC) was held at the above place at the hour
of 5:15 p.m.

ROLL CALL —ITEM 2:

Commissioners Present: President LJ Gunderson, Vice President Michelle Dieffenbach,
Commissioners Jack Osterberg, Paul Caruana, Mac Burns, Kevin McHone, and

Thomas Stanley.

Staff Present: Planner Nancy Ferber. The meeting is recorded and will be transcribed by
ABC Transcription Services, Inc.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES - ITEM 3(a):

President Gunderson asked if there were any changes to the minutes. There was none.
Commissioner Caruana moved to approve the minutes of June 21, 2016 as presented; seconded by

Commissioner Burns. Motion passed 6 to 0 to 1. Ayes: Vice President Dieffenbach, Commissioners Caruana,
Osterberg, Burns, Stanley, and McHone. Nays: None. Abstentions: President Gunderson.

PUBLIC HEARINGS:

President Gunderson explained the procedures governing the conduct of public hearings to the audience and
advised that the substantive review criteria were listed in the Staff report.

ITEM 4(a):

EX16-07 Exterior Alteration EX16-07 by Samuel E. Johnson to replace an existing garage door with
carriage doors, replace flat roof with gabled roof, and replace siding on an existing garage at
3774 Grand in the R-2, Medium Density Residential zone.

President Gunderson asked if anyone objected to the jurisdiction of the HLC to hear this matter at this time.
There were no objections. President Gunderson asked if any member of the HLC had a conflict of interest, or
any ex parte contacts to declare.

Commissioner Burns declared Dr. Johnson was a colleague, but he had not discussed the project with him. This
would not affect his decision.

President Gunderson said she drove by the property.

Vice President Dieffenbach declared she had spoken to the Applicant three or four years ago about projects on
his house. She believed she could be objective.

President Gunderson requested a presentation of the Staff report.

Planner Ferber presented the Staff report and recommended approval with conditions. No correspondence has
been received.

President Gunderson opened public testimony for the hearing and asked for the Applicant’s presentation.

Samuel E. Johnson, 3774 Grand, Astoria, thanked the Commission for taking care of the city. He has lived in
three historic houses, one in Portland that he restored, one on Davenport that he restored, and this one that he
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intends to restore. He thanked Planner Ferber for helping him through the process, which was much easier than
in Portland.

President Gunderson called for any presentations by persons in favor of, impartial to or against the application.
Seeing none, she called for closing remarks of Staff. There were none. She closed the public testimony portion
of the hearing and called for Commission discussion and deliberation.

Commissioner Osterberg agreed that the project met all of the criteria and the architecture would be of
appropriate size and scale.

Commissioner Stanley moved that the Historic Landmarks Commission adopt the Findings and Conclusions
contained in the Staff report and approve Exterior Alteration EX16-07 by Samuel E. Johnson; seconded by
Commissioner Burns. Motion passed unanimously.

President Gunderson read the rules of appeal into the record.

ITEM 4(b):

EX16-08 Exterior Alteration EX16-08 by Michelle Dieffenbach, Rickenbach Construction to add a 600
square foot addition on the west side of an existing historic single family dwelling at 500 Duane
in the R-2, Medium Density Residential zone.

President Gunderson asked if anyone objected to the jurisdiction of the HLC to hear this matter at this time.
There were no objections. President Gunderson asked if any member of the HLC had a conflict of interest, or
any ex parte contacts to declare.

Vice President Dieffenbach stepped down from the dais.
President Gunderson stated she drove by the property.
President Gunderson requested a presentation of the Staff report.

Planner Ferber presented the Staff report and recommended approval with conditions. No correspondence has
been received.

President Gunderson opened public testimony for the hearing and asked for the Applicant's presentation.
Greg Allen, 92771 Timberman Rd., Astoria, said he was excited to work on this project.

Commissioner Osterberg asked if the proposed entry door would match or be similar to the existing door or other
doors on the house.

Patti Breidenbach, 500 Duane, Astoria, said the proposed door would be of a different style because the existing
doors are not original to the house. She researched the time period and wanted to do something close to the
Craftsman style of 1906. The proposed door will let more light into the hallway. She confirmed the new door
would not match the existing door, but would match or be similar to the types of doors that were appropriate for
the original architectural character of the house.

President Gunderson called for any presentations by persons in favor of, impartial to or against the application.
Seeing none, she called for closing remarks of Staff. There were none. She closed the public testimony portion
of the hearing and called for Commission discussion and deliberation.

Commissioner Caruana said he liked that the addition would be separated from the house and the skylights
would not be seen.

President Gunderson said the house is surrounded by trees, so the skylights are a good idea.

Ms. Breidenbach noted there was already a skylight on the main structure.
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Commissioner Osterberg moved that the Historic Landmarks Commission adopt the Findings and Conclusions
contained in the Staff report and approve Exterior Alteration EX16-08 by Michelle Dieffenbach; seconded by
Commissioner Burns. Motion passed unanimously.

President Gunderson read the rules of appeal into the record.

Vice President Dieffenbach returned to the dais.

ITEM 4(c):

NC16-04 New Construction NC16-04 by Jorge and Heather Vazquez of Pelayos to install a tent canopy
for covered seating adjacent to food vending truck in the parking lot of an existing gas station at
1701 Marine Drive in the FA, Family Activities zone.

President Gunderson asked if anyone objected to the jurisdiction of the HLC to hear this matter at this time.
There were no objections. President Gunderson asked if any member of the HLC had a conflict of interest, or

any ex parte contacts to declare.

President Gunderson declared that she also serves on the Design Review Committee (DRC). The Committee
approved this project last week, but she did not believe that would impact her decision.

President Gunderson requested a presentation of the Staff report.

Planner Ferber presented the Staff report and recommended approval with conditions. No correspondence has
been received. She confirmed that approval of this request would allow the Applicant to take the tent down for
the winter and put the tent back up in the spring in the proposed location.

President Gunderson opened public testimony for the hearing, confirmed the Applicant was not present, and
called for any presentations by persons in favor of, impartial to or against the application. Seeing none, she
called for closing remarks of Staff. There were none. She closed the public testimony portion of the hearing and
called for Commission discussion and deliberation.

Commissioner Stanley confirmed the permit was necessary because the tent would be up for more than 30 days.

President Gunderson said the Applicant has done everything necessary. It was unfortunate that he had to go
through the DRC and HLC to get permits in addition to purchasing the tent. His cost to complete the legal
process far exceeds the cost of the tent.

Commissioner Osterberg agreed and said maybe this could prompt Staff to amend the Code. He found it difficult
to understand why the Building Code considered this tent a structure because it has no occupancy. He agreed
with the Staff report. This is a semi-permanent structure surrounded by historic structures and new construction
is not required to match anything. Additionally, the criterion encourages new construction to refrain from
matching. He understood the HLC was supposed to consider the scale, style, height, and architecture of
surrounding structures. However, he could not imagine requiring a tent or canopy to somehow replicate or match

a historic structure.

Vice President Dieffenbach agreed it was too bad this project had to be reviewed by the Commission. However,
she could think of numerous tent styles she would not find compatible in certain areas. Even though this
temporary tent is defined as a permanent structure, the HLC should be careful what it does with the Code.

Commissioner Caruana said the HLC did not believe the smoking structure at the Rosebriar was appropriate.
This tent will not withstand a storm because it is not constructed for the environment. When the tent stops
working, a tin version will likely be built. However, material changes would have to be approved. He believed the
tent should be taken down for at least one day out of every month just to avoid this process. He did not want to
approve this tent because the HLC did not approve the smoking structure at the Rosebriar. These structures
seem functional and temporary, but they are still in place 20 years later.
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Commissioner Osterberg said he did not expect this tent to be a long-term structure, nor did he expect it to be up
during the winter.

Commissioner Osterberg moved that the Historic Landmarks Commission adopt the Findings and Conclusions
contained in the Staff report and approve New Construction NC16-04 by Jorge and Heather Vazquez, seconded
by Commissioner Burns. Motion failed 3 to 4. Ayes: President Gunderson, Commissioners Osterberg, and
Burns. Nays: Vice President Dieffenbach, Commissioners Caruana, Stanley, and McHone.

Planner Ferber confirmed the Applicant could not have the tent up for more than 30 days. She has discussed the
options with the Applicant, who indicated he wanted a permanent location for his customers to sit and did not
want to bother with taking the tent down over and over. She and Director Cronin are considering Code
amendments related to umbrellas, tents, and sidewalk furniture. Tables with umbrellas would not be reviewed by
the HLC because they are not considered structures.

Commissioner Osterberg suggested Staff consider a 30-day permit with extension options that could be
approved administratively.

President Gunderson read the rules of appeal into the record.

STATUS UPDATES — ITEM 5(a):

Status report photographs are included for the following: NC15-08 for 726 27" Street by Dan Peters. The
project is complete or near completion and conditions have been met. This status report is for
Commission information.

REPORTS OF OFFICERS/COMMISSIONERS — ITEM 6:

Planner Ferber reviewed the update on a recent Oregon Supreme Court ruling on historic structures, which was
included in the agenda packet. She also noted the recently sold Flavel property would be nominated for a
Restore Oregon grant for fagade improvements. There would be no HLC meeting in September.

PUBLIC COMMENTS —ITEM 7:

ADJOURNMENT:

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 5:50 pm.

APPROVED:

Planner
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LSTAFF REPORT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

October 13, 2016

TO:
FROM:

SUBJECT:

HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION

NANCY FERBER, PLANNER
REQUEST FOR EXTERIOR ALTERATION EX16-10 AT EXISTING BREWERY

AND RESTAURANT TO INSTALLL TWO ROLL-UP DOORS, WINDOWS AT
VARIOUS LOCATIONS, EXTEND DECKING, ADD SOLAR PANELS, ADD POP-
UP ON LOWER ROOF, AND RESTORE HISTORIC SIGN

BACKGROUND SUMMARY

A. Applicant:

B. Owner:

C. Location:

D. Classification:

E. Proposal:

Buoy Beer Company
42 7" Street
Astoria OR 97103

Bornstein Seafoods, Inc.
PO Box 188
Bellingham, WA 98227-0188

#2 7t Street; Map T8N R9W Section 8CB, Tax Lot 700
Zone: A-2 (Aquatic Two Development Zone)

Secondary in the Downtown National Register Historic District

To install doors, windows, extend decking, restore sign, alter roof,
and add solar panels.

F. Previous Applications: EX15-05, Buoy Beer applied and received approval for

BACKGROUND

The Buoy Beer brewery and
restaurant began operation in
2014. As the brewery operation
has grown, the owners decided
that a grain silo was necessary,
similar to the silos at the Wet
Dog and Fort George breweries.

installing a grain silo in April 2015. CU13-05, Planning Commission
granted conditional use approval for an eating and drinking
establishment in September 2013. HD13-03, the owners applied for
Historic Designation, approved in August 2013.

) P : y .com

T:\General CommDev\HLC\Permits\Exterior Alteratiom\EX 2016\EX16-10 Michelle Dieffenabach for Buoy Beer 2 7th street\EX16-10 Final.doc



A 30’ x 12" metal tank silo is located on a leased portion of the RiverWalk on the south
side of the building near the main entrance and was installed after HLC granted approval
for this installation in April 2015. An additional proposal to add a 10’ x 5’ foot carbon
dioxide tank next to the existing grain silo adjacent to the 7" Street end was approved
December 15, 2015.

This proposal includes alterations to windows, roll-up doors, the addition of rooftop solar
panels, a pop-up roof feature, extending decking on the north fagcade, and restoring
original signage.

They are outlined on the following diagrams:

First Floor:

1a. Three new aluminum windows on the first floor north elevation

1b. Five new sliding windows on the first floor north elevation

2. Expanding decking and maintenance on deck on the west elevation
3a New roll up door on the first floor south elevation

3b. New aluminum glass door on the first floor south elevation

Second Floor:
4. Second floor two new windows north elevation
5. Pop-up rooftop area on southwest corner

Additional exterior renovations:

6. Rooftop solar panels
7. Historic sign restoration on west facade

2
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Iv.

PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT

A public notice was mailed to all property owners within 200 feet pursuant to Section
9.020 on September 23, 2016. A notice of public hearing was published in the Daily
Astorian on October 11, 2016. Any comments received will be made available at the
Historic Landmarks Commission meeting.

Note - This application includes a solar facility, which does not require review by the HLC,
however it does require notice to property owners pursuant to Article 16.030. In order to
streamline the review process, the permit review for the roof-mounted facility was
included in the public notice with the historic alterations.

APPLICABLE REVIEW CRITERIA AND FINDINGS OF FACT

A.

Section 6.050(B) requires that unless otherwise exempted, no person, corporation,
or other entity shall change, add to, or modify a structure or site in such a way as
to affect its exterior appearance, if such structure is listed or identified as a Historic
Landmark or as Primary or Secondary without first obtaining a Certificate of
Appropriateness.

Finding: The structure is listed as a Secondary historic structure in the Downtown
National Register Historic District. It was designated as a local landmark on
August 20, 2013. Its use as a fish processing facility was discontinued in 2006
while the restaurant/brewery opened its doors in 2014.

Section 6.050(C) states that the Historic Preservation Officer shall approve an
exterior alteration request if:

1. There is no change in historic character, appearance or material
composition from the existing structure or feature; or

2. If the proposed alteration duplicates the affected building features as
determined from a photograph taken during either the Primary or
Secondary development periods, or other evidence of original building
features; or

3. If the proposed alteration is required for the public safety due to an unsafe
or dangerous condition.

4. If the proposed alteration relates to signage in scale to the architectural
style of the building.

Finding: The proposed alterations are significant and require review by the
Historic Landmarks Commission.
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C. Section 6.050(D) requires that the following standards shall be used to review
exterior alteration requests. The standards summarized below involve the
balancing of competing and conflicting interests. The standards are not intended to
be an exclusive list, but are to be used as a guide in the Historic Landmark
Commission's deliberations.

1. Section 6.050(D)(1) states that every reasonable effort shall be made to
provide a compatible use for a property which requires minimal alteration of
the building, structure, or site and its environment, or to use a property for
its originally intended purpose.

Finding: The 21,317 square foot building was built for fish processing in
1924 as the New England Fish Company, and was converted and opened
as a brewery and restaurant in 2014. This proposal adds a pop-up roof
structure to support the business operations that is separate from the main
building. While the new structure does not directly support the original
intended purpose of the fish processing plant, it adds needed space for the
new industrial-like use for expanded brewery operations.

The additional exterior alterations including replacing and adding windows
provides needed business improvements while providing minimal alteration
of existing window openings. The business needs additional interior space
to operate forklifts and install brewing equipment. The deck work is for
maintenance and general upkeep, with intent to eventually create a
walkway around to the north elevation of the building while using minimal
alterations.

2. Section 6.050(D)(2) states that the distinguishing original qualities or
character of a building, structure, or site and its environment shall not be
destroyed. The removal or alteration of any historic material or distinctive
architectural features should be avoided when possible.

Finding: The applicant proposes to install aluminum windows and doors on
the north and south elevations. There are few distinguishing original
qualities on the south side of the building; it lacks significant architectural
details as the original use was industrial and utilitarian in nature. The site
was originally constructed as a wood building in 1924 and a large east
addition was constructed in 1942. The corrugated metal siding was added
during the 1950s at which time many of the window and door openings
were covered. The proposal will not cover any significant architectural
details.

The removal of siding is required to uncover and repair the historic signage
on the west fagade, the structure and site itself will not be destroyed.

8
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3. Section 6.050(D)(3) states that all buildings, structures, and sites shall be
recognized as products of their own time. Alterations that have no historical
basis and which seek to create an earlier appearance shall be discouraged.

Finding: No
alterations are

proposed to
create an earlier

or

removed to inspect the condition and potentlal to
repair and restore the “New England Fish
Company of Oregon” sign. Should
restoration be feasible, the applicant shall
submit a sign permit with the Community
Development Department.

Potential sign
restoration-siding for
removal

4. Section 6.050(D)(4) states that changes which may have taken place in the
course of time are evidence of the history and development of a building,
structure, or site and its environment. These changes may have acquired
significance in their own right, and this significance shall be recognized and
respected.

Finding: No features that have acquired significance will be altered. The

addition of a pop up roof will be of similar size, orientation and
match materials of the existing rooftop mechanical pop-up
areas. The additional roof pop up will be approximately 25’

=== at its highest point,

. with a low pitched

- roof of 2:12. The

| maximum height for

- structures for the

. A-2 zone is 28

Rooftop
pop-up

233 v wt

b, Section 6.050(D)(5) states that distinctive stylistic features or examples of

skilled craftsmanship which characterize a building, structure, or site shall
be treated with sensitivity.

Finding: The original building was extensively renovated in 2014. A grain
silo was added in April 2015. The proposal would be compatible with the
industrial nature and purpose of the building. The distinctive features and
massing will remain consistent. In addition to the exterior window and door
work, the applicant is proposing solar panels on the south western portion of
the roof.

9
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A total area of 39.1" x 64.5” is proposed for Ecosolargy Orion 1000 series
solar panels.

A site plan is below. At i
the time of the exterior - S S -
alteration submission, the =
solar permit form was
incomplete. Prior to
installation, the applicant
shall submit the required
building permits to install
the proposed solar W i
anels. 1
p :E —

o —

TPRlNS

ks
e [N MO = -

T
I
|

S |

=

Per Development Code
16.030 Zoning Permit
Review for Small Scale
Solar Facilities, “ Historic
design review is required
for any solar facility
located on a structure
designated as historic, or
is located in or adjacent to
a designated historic
district, or is located in an
area designed as a

Solar Panels

™ Qmount Solar Jacks
48"X 48" OC
£
o
Parapet wall
West facing
F:

significant scenic resource. —{s5 ]
For Type | Administrative |
Review Solar Permits, Il

historic design review shall
be processed as a Type | Certificate of Appropriateness in accordance with
Article 6. If it complied with the following:

a. Roof mounted Facilities:

1. Generate power for that structure; and

2. Are less than 25% of the roof area on which they are located; and
3. Are not on a primary elevation; and

4. Are not highly visible from a street scape.”

The applicant indicated the total roof area for the structure including the
new pop-up design is 21,591 square feet, 2,600 square feet is proposed for
paneling, which is less than 25% of the roof area on which they are located.
The panels will generate power for the structure, are not on a primary
elevation and will be hidden from view by the parapet wall. For both Section
6.050(D) (5) and 16.030 (3), the criteria for the solar panels has been met.
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6. Section 6.050(D)(6) states that deteriorated architectural features shall be
repaired rather than replaced, wherever possible. In the event replacement
is necessary, the new material should match the material being replaced in
composition, design, color, texture, and other visual qualities. Repair or
replacement of missing architectural features should be based on accurate
duplications of features, substantiated by historic, physical, or pictorial
evidence rather than on conjectural designs or the
availability of different architectural elements
from other buildings or structures.

Proposed doors
and windows

Finding: No architectural features are proposed to be
replaced. The industrial cannery style
will be retained on the exterior; the
treatment of the windows and doors
will be similar as previously
installations.

The proposed
doors are
aluminum
sectional doors
to match the
existing roll-up
door. The size
and scale I = 3 5 : = ‘,,'_ T T T
match the most recently installed doors during the last remodel, and will
maintain a compatible design. The larger roll up door is 14’ x 10’, with five

7 Days a Woek ;

pa_ne_IS’ Sim”ar_to the Panel/Section Guide

eXIStlng doors l_n the tap Door Width No.Panels  'Door Height No. Sections
room and brewing room. Up to 83" Wide 5 Up thru 81" VN
The smaller door is 10’ x 8'- 94" o 123" 3 82" © 101" S

5” with metal coiling. Itis 12'4" to 16'3" 4 102" to 12'1" 6
similar to the existing solid 16'4" 10 20'3" 5 122" o 141" 7
metal door used for material | 204" w0 237 6 142" w0 161" 8
access. 23'8" t0 242" 7 162" w0 18'1" 9
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The proposed sliding door on the north fagade is a Cascade Aluminum
Multi-Slide styled door. It will not be highly visible from the south (front)
facade of the building. Historically, there were several windows and large
roll up doors on
the north
elevation
for the

delivery ~ ::-f" e ; ": == il

and North Elevation

shippin < : i
bpINng g8 =8 = EH BH EF—

of fish and feed. This I
proposal uses Miitiiiidin il *ﬁﬂ Tﬂ fIﬂ IT‘I $$
contemporary designs of 2 e
windows and doors, but ;
allows for window/door
openings in the general = i
original area where they TR e
were historically located.

~

-1 West
i Elevation

The new windows will be the same size as the existing windows,
approximately 6'10” x 4’5”.

7. Section 6.050(D)(7) states that the surface cleaning of structures shall be
undertaken with the gentlest means possible. Sandblasting and other
cleaning methods that will damage the historic building materials shall not
be undertaken.

Finding: No surface cleaning is proposed.

8. Section 6.050(D)(8) states that every reasonable effort shall be made to
protect and preserve archaeological resources affected by or adjacent to
any project.

Finding: Archaeological resources, if any, will not be affected.

9. Section 6.050(D)(9) states that contemporary design for alterations and
additions to existing properties shall not be discouraged when such
alterations and addition do not destroy significant historical, architectural, or
cultural material, and such design is compatible with the size, scale, color,
material, and character of the property, neighborhood or environment.

Finding: The proposed windows and doors are not historic but are
consistent with the concept of a “working waterfront” and the industrial
nature of the building and the area. The addition of the solar panels are
compatible with the building and will not be highly visible, nor destroy any
character of the property as they are flush with the roof and not a
freestanding solar structure. The additional roof top pop-up will match the
existing pop-ups that create a look and feel of an industrial waterfront

12
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building. The pop-ups are contemporary in design, however allow for
continued use of an industrial site.

10.  Section 6.050(D)(10) states that wherever possible, new additions or
alterations to structures shall be done in such a manner that if such
additions or alterations were to be removed in the future, the essential form
and integrity of the structure would be unimpaired.

Finding: The proposed windows, doors, pop-up roof, and solar panels could
be removed in the future and the essential form and integrity of the
structure would be preserved. The restoration of the historic sign could be
covered again by siding if necessary.

The proposed deck maintenance and extension of the deck on the north
and west fagcade will be built to match the same appearance of the existing
decks on the west and west end of the building. It will blend in a consistent
appearance and allow for access by staff to the north elevation of the
building. Additional documentation for over water work shall be submitted
prior to obtaining any building permits. The applicant will need to address
mitigation efforts to avoid debris falling into the river for over water
construction work and other possible land use issues addressed in Article 4
and CRESO review.

Y. CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATION

The request as proposed meets the applicable review criteria. Staff recommends
approval of the request based on the Findings of Fact above with the following
conditions: The applicant shall obtain all necessary City and building permits prior to the
start of construction.

1. Significant changes or modifications to the proposed plans as described in this Staff
Report shall be reviewed by the Historic Landmarks Commission.

2. The applicant shall submit a sign permit and documentation for restoration work for a
certificate of appropriateness or higher level of review depending on the condition of the
sign once the siding is removed.

3. Should the design of the solar panels alter from what is reviewed by the HLC, additional
review by the Community Development Department and possibly the HLC may be
necessary prior to installation.

4. An updated elevation certificate, and if necessary, FEMA Flood Insurance Certificate
shall be submitted by the applicant for pre and post-construction.

5. Additional details for the maintenance on the west deck is required. The applicant shall
submit necessary documentation for review by the Community Development Department.
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EXTERIOR ALTERATION FOR HISTORIC PROPERTY
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FILING INFORMATION: Historic Landmarks Commission meets at 5:15 pm on the third Tuesday of
each month. Complete applications must be received by the 13th of the month to be on the next
month’s agenda. A pre-application meeting with the Planner is required prior to the acceptance of the
application as complete. Only complete applications will be scheduled on the agenda. Your
attendance at the Historic Landmarks Commission meeting is recommended.

Briefly address each of the Exterior Alteration Criteria and state why this request should be
approved. (Use additional sheets if necessary.):

1.

Every reasonable effort shall be made to provide a compatible use for a property which requires
minimal alteration of the building, structure, or site and its environment, or to use a property for
its originally intended purpose. ,
Toe \ouu'\c\tv';a\ was Msed Wi the east a3 a  caunexru. oo
XD na and PYopoescd Use  wil X be - expansiovy Le  te

bV‘CW\é axd SW\O\,\\CV‘ cxponsion o e w‘a_'mo%_&gtg_uxgnj:._

The distinguishing original qualities or character of a building, structure, or site and its
environment shall not be destroyed. The removal or alteration of any historic material or
distinctive architectural features should be avoided when possible.

Tre  Vwdustricd counie 6\‘U\\-c wil e wlained on e
cxtervior. Tace  teariment oF © Wwindows  ardt _deovs  will bbe
Heeded in e Same  wau  as thhe Rreviousl A instadledl

windows and Acovs. =
All buildings, structures, and sites shall be recognized as products of their own time. Alterations
that have no historical basis and which seek to create an earlier appearance shall be
discouraged.’
o altevottone are beie  made Yo creake  an
eav\vey Qe VOUNCG . =

Changes which may have taken place in the course of time are evidence of the history and

development of a building, structure, or site and its environment. These changes may have

acquired significance in their own right, and this significance shall be recognized and respected.
The owidung & a verd  simple  ipndushried ouwiding,

wrtn  \imnited > revicus ckﬁy\oe)c,s

Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship which characterize a building,
structure, or site shall be treated with sensitivity.
The Wui\dawer o, \ter U\ Littve Yo vio Artadls, on

e cxtevors

Deteriorated architectural features shall be repaired rather than replaced, wherever possible. In
the event replacement is necessary, the new material should match the material being replaced
in composition, design, color, texture, and other visual qualities. Repair or replacement of
missing architectural features should be based on accurate duplications of features,
substantiated by historic, physical, or pictorial evidence rather than on conjectural designs or the
availability of different architectural elements from other buildings or structures.

No avdhitectural featrwres il lbc aStecked

\Ob\\) the propogcd wovk.
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7. The surface cleaning of structures shall be undertaken with the gentlest means possible.
Sandblasting and other cleaning methods that will damage the historic building materials shall
not be undertaken.

Anu__ ymeta) 6\0\4\/\0\ ncedina do e ceplaced will vwe done
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8. Every reasonable effort shall be made to protect and preserve archaeological resources affected
by or adjacent to any project.

Tnewre axve wo ¥now  avdnaes\ooical escuxces  on  ov
vieoxr s oite. "

9. Contemporary design for alterations and additions to existing properties shall not be discouraged
when such alterations and addition do not destroy significant historical, architectural, or cultural
material, and such design is compatible with the size, scale, color, material, and character of the
property, neighborhood or environment.

The wnew windows angd  doors  wil be  the  Soume tueoe
and  nstelted i Yoe  foume wanoer  Wedros the Previous
vemodel.  The Scalde % design % compactoble.

10. Wherever possible, new additions or alterations to structures shall be done in such a manner that
if such additions or alterations were to be removed in the future, the essential form and integrity
of the structure would be unimpaired.
The new winndows, doors , walkwou, ond  Smedl yoof
Chownce wkih % conr be vemoucd W Hoe  Suhiare
withouy  affeci ng e m%c% i \—t:\) of e stvuclRave,

PLANS: A site plan indicating location of structure on the property and the
location of the proposed alterations is required. Diagrams showing the proposed
alterations indicating style and type of materials proposed to be used. Scaled
free-hand drawings are acceptable. The City may be able to provide some historic

technical assistance on your proposal.
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Nancy Ferber

From: Michelle Diefenbach <michelle@rcibuilds.com>
Sent: Wednesday, October 12, 2016 8:08 AM

To: Nancy Ferber

Subject: RE: Additional information for EX 16-10
Attachments: doc02647220161012080350.pdf

Nancy,

Please see below.

Michelle Dieffenbach
Rickenbach Construction Inc.

From: Nancy Ferber [mailto:nferber@astoria.or.us]
Sent: Tuesday, October 11, 2016 6:34 PM

To: Michelle Diefenbach <michelle@rcibuilds.com>
Subject: Additional information for EX 16-10

Hi Michelle,

I’'m hurrying to get HLC packets out, could you please confirm the following ASAP:

-size for the roll up door-I assume it’s the 3 panel version? The larger one, 14’ x 10, is a 5 panel glass roll up similar to
the one on the tap room or brewing room. The smaller one, 10’x8’-5”, is a metal coiling door, similar to the existing solid
metal door for fork lift and material access.

-size for the proposed windows The new windows will be the sa