NOTICE OF
DECISION

655 LIBERTY ST. SE, RM 305
SALEM, OREGON 97301
PHONE: 503-588-6173

PLANNING DIVISION
FAX: 503-588-6005

AT YOUR SERVICE

CITY OF ¢

Si necesita ayuda para comprender esta informacion, por favor llame
503-588-6173

ADMINISTRATIVE DECISION - MINOR HISTORIC REVIEW

'CASE NO. Historic Review Case HIS16-08MOD1 / Amanda No. 16-114574-DR

NOTICE OF DECISION DATE: August 17, 2016

REQUEST: Minor Historic Design review to modify the administrative decision
(H1S16-08) approving the replacement of an existing chain link fence with a newly
designed wood fence. The applicant is not proposing any changes to the previously
approved siding and window replacement on this contributing resource within the
Gaiety Hill/Bush's Pasture Park Historic District, on property approximately 0.12 acres
in size, zoned RS (Residential Single Family), and located at 540 Leffelle Street SE
(Marion County Assessor's Map and Tax Lot number: 073W34AB-02700).

APPLICANT: Kathleen Tinsley
LOCATION: 540 Leffelle Street SE / 97301

CRITERIA: Salem Revised Code (SRC) Chapter 230.025 (a) Siding; 230.025 (j)
fence

DECISION: Based upon the application materials deemed complete on Auguét 16,
2016, and the findings as presented in this report, the application is APPROVED.

FINDINGS: The applicant proposes to replace a fence on a historic contributing
resource. The applicant is proposing to amend the original request to extend the fence
an additional 19 feet in order to enclose the rear and side yards with fencing, and add
a gate. Staff determined that the following standards from SRC'230 are applicable to

this project:

Fénce

1230.025 (j) Fences. ‘Fences may be added to sites of historic contributing
bun|d|ngs prov:ded the fence will not result in the removal or destruction of site
features identified as significant on the historic resource inventory for the district.

(1) Materials. The fence shall be constructed of traditional materials that were
available during the period of significance.

-Finding: The applicant’s proposed replacement fence material is wood, a material

available during the period of significance, thereby meeting SRC 230.025 (J)(1)

(2) Design. Fences shall be no taller than four feet in the front yard and no
taller than six feet inside and rear yards. :

Finding: The applicant’s proposed fence will be no taller than six feet in the rear yard
and side yards, thereby meeting SRC 230.025 (j)(2).
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DECISION: Based upon the application materials deemed complete on August 16, 2016,
and the findings as presented in this report, the application is APPROVED.

C/ '\_._.i//?i(’ /'- H(’d‘-'( (

Kn‘nberll Frtzgerald AICP, Historic Presérvation Officer
Planning Administrator Demgnee

kfitzgerald@cityofsalem.net; Phone: (503)540-2397

This Decision becomes effective on, September 2, 2016. No work associated with this
Decision shall start prior to this date unless expressly authorized by a separate permit,
land use decision, or provision of the Salem Revised Code (SRC).

Application Deemed Complete: August 16, 2016
Notice of Decision Mailing Date: August 17, 2016
Decision Effective Date: September 2, 2016

State Mandated Decision Date: December 13, 2016

Attachments:

1. Vicinity Map

1. Applicants Submittal Materials
2. Proposed Fence Material

3. Decision HIS16-08

The rights granted by this decision must be exercised by September 2, 2018, or this approval
shall be null and void.

This decision is final unless written appeal from an aggrieved party is filed with the City of
Salem Planning Division, Room 305, 555 Liberty Street SE, Salem OR 97301, no later than
5:00 p.m., September 1, 2016. The appeal must state where the decision failed to conform
to the provisions of the historic preservation ordinance (SRC Chapter 230). The appeal must
be filed in duplicate with the City of Salem Planning Division. The appeal fee must be paid at
the time of filing. If the appeal is untimely and/or lacks the proper fee, the appeal will be
rejected. The Salem Historic Landmarks Commission will review the appeal at a public
hearing. After the hearing, the Historic Landmarks Commission may amend, rescind, or
affirm the action, or refer the matter to staff for additional information.

G\CD\PLANNING\HISTORIC\DECISIONS\2016\HIS 16-08MOD 540 Leffelle.Dec.doc



ATTACHMENT 1

Vicinity Map
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NOTICE OF
DECISION

SALEM, OREGON 97301
PHONE: 503-588-6173

555 LIBERTY ST. SE, RM 305
FAX: 503-588-6005

PLANNING DIVISION

AT YOUR SERYICE

CITY OF '

ATTACHMENT 4

Si necesita ayuda para comprender esta informacion, por favor llame
503-588-6173

ADMINISTRATIVE DECISION - MINOR HISTORIC REVIEW

CASE NO. Historic Review Case HIS16-08/ Aménda No. 16-105279-DR

NOTICE OF DECISION DATE: April 6, 2016

REQUEST: Minor Historic Design review of a proposal to replace existing south side
exterior siding with raked cedar shake siding, replace one existing south facing viny!

window with two double hung wood windows and replace an existing chain link fence
with a new wood fence on a contributing resource within the Gaiety Hill/Bush's Pasture
Park Historic District, on property approximately 0.12 acres in size, zoned RS
(Residential Single Family), and located at 540 Leffelle Street SE (Marion County
Assessor's Map and Tax Lot number: 073W34AB-02700).

APPLICANT: Kathleen Tinsley
LOCATION: 540 Leffelle Street SE / 97301

CRITERIA: Salem Revised Code (SRC) Chapter 230.025 (a) Siding; 230.025 (b)
Windows

DECISION: Based upon the application materials deenﬁed complete on April 5, 2016,
and the findings as presented in this report, the application is APPROVED.

FINDINGS: The applicant proposes to replace siding, windows, and a fence on a
historic contributing resource. Staff determined that the followmg standards from SRC

230 are applicable to this pro;ect

Siding

(a) Siding, Exterior Trim and Minor Architectural Features. Replacement of
siding, exterior trim, and minor architectural features of historic contributing
‘buildings shall be allowed only where the owner has attempted to repair the original
siding, exterior trim or minor architectural feature, but repair was determined to be
unfeasible due to poor condition of the original materials. If the trim or siding is not
original then every effort shall be made to replicate the original trim or siding; the
effort shall be substantiated by historic, physical, or pictorial evidence. If the trim
and siding cannot be replicated then it should be of a compatible design and

“material.

(1) Materials. The replacement materials are the same type and quality as the
original siding, exterior trim or minor architectural feature, or duplicate, to the
greatest degree possible, the appearance and structural qualities of the
material being replaced.

Finding: The applicént is proposing to install new rake cedar shake siding to replace

the existing shake siding that has deteriorated, thereby meeting SRC 230.025 (a)(1).




HIS16-08
April 6, 2016
Page 2

(2) Design. The replacement reproduces the appearance of the original siding, exterior trim
or minor architectural feature.

Finding: The applicant’s proposed replacement rake cedar shake siding reproduces the appearance
of the original shake to the greatest degree possible, thereby meeting SRC 230.025 (a)(2).

(3) Energy Efficiency. Improvements to improve energy efficiency are allowed, provided
the exterior appearance of the historic resource is preserved to the greatest extent possible.
Example: Adding additional insulation to attics, crawl spaces or basements.

Finding: The applicant is not proposing any improvements to improve energy efficiency; therefore
this standard is not applicable to the evaluation of this proposal.

Windows

230.025(b) Windows. Replacement of windows in historic contributing buildings shall be
allowed only where the owner has attempted to repair the original window, but repair was not
feasible due to the poor condition of the original materials. If the window is not original then every
effort shall be made to replicate the original window; the effort shall be substantiated by historic,
physical, or pictorial evidence. If the window cannot be replicated then it should be of a
compatible design and material.

(1) Materials. All features of the window, including the window frame, sash, stiles, rails,
muntins, lamb’s tongues and glass, are replaced with materials that duplicate, to the greatest
degree possible, the appearance and structural qualities of the original.

Finding: The applicant's proposed new window is wood, the material of the windows throughout the
resource when it was originally constructed, thereby meeting SRC 230.025 (b)(1).

(2) Design. Overall design of the window profile of all parts of the window shall reproduce
the appearance of the original window.

Finding: The applicant is proposing to replace an existing non-original vinyl window installed by the
previous owner which is 101” wide and 32.5" in height with two double-hung wood windows that are
25 5/8" wide and 40 7/8" in height. The windows will be installed side by side within the existing
opening with a 8" center trim piece separating the two windows. The opening will need to be made
slightly taller (8"), however the overall width of the opening will be reduced by 43". The proposed
replacement windows reproduces the appearance of the original windows of the home thereby
meeting SRC 230.025 (a)(2).

(3) Improvements to Create Energy Efficiency.
(A) The use of weather stripping, insulation, or materials to either repair or improve the
energy efficiency of shall be evaluated as means to achieve the desired energy efficiency
objectives prior to seeking authorization to replace a window.
(B) If an owner wishes to improve the energy efficiency of windows located on the primary
fagade, only energy efficiency measures that are removable and do not permanently alter
the resource, including, but not limited to, exterior storm windows and weather-stripping,
shall be used on the primary facade.
(C) If an owner wishes to improve the energy efficiency of windows located on a fagade
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other than the primary facade, measures that are removable and do not permanently alter
the resource, including, but not limited to, exterior storm windows and weather-stripping,
shall be used. Reuse of the original window frame and sash with replacement by glass
that maintains the overall design and appearance of the window is allowed. Example:
Replacement of single pane glass with new energy efficient double-paned glass is
permissible, so long as the window is in satisfactory condition, muntins are wide enough to
hold the double-paned glass, the double paned glass can be inserted into the original
window sash, there are only minor alterations to the overall design of the window, and the
double-paned glass is not visibly tinted or reflective.

Finding: The applicant is not proposing any improvements to improve energy efficiency; therefore
this standard is not applicable to the evaluation of this proposal.

Fence

230.025 (j) Fences. Fences may be added to sites of historic contributing buildings, provided the
- fence will not result in the removal or destruction of site features identified as significant on the

historic resource inventory for the district.

(1) Materials. The fence shall be constructed of traditional materials that were available
during the period of significance.

Finding: The applicant’s proposed replacement fence material is wood, a material available during
the period of significance, thereby meeting SRC 230.025 (j)(1).

(2) Design. Fences shall be no taller than four feet in the front yard and no taller than six
feet inside and rear yards.

Finding: The applicant's proposed fence will be no taller than six feet in the rear yard, thereby
meeting SRC 230.025 (j)(2).

DECISION: Based upon the application materials deemed complete on April 5, 2016, and the
findings as presented in this report, the application is APPROVED.

{imberli Fitzgerald, AICPHigtoric Preservation Officer
Planning Administrator Designee

kfitzgerald@cityofsalem.net; Phone: (503)540-2397

This Decision becomes effective on April 22, 2016. No work associated with this Decision shall
start prior to this date unless expressly authorized by a separate permit, land use decision, or
provision of the Salem Revised Code (SRC).

Application Deemed Complete: April 5, 2016
Notice of Decision Mailing Date: April 6, 2016
Decision Effective Date; April 22, 2016

State Mandated Decision Date: August 3, 2016
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Attachments: 1. Vicinity Map -
2. Applicants Submittal Materials
3. Proposed Fence Material

The rights granted by this decision must be exercised by April 22, 2018, or this approval shall be null
and void.

This decision is final unless written appeal from an aggrieved party is filed with the City of Salem
Planning Division, Room 305, 555 Liberty Street SE, Salem OR 97301, no later than 5:00 p.m., April
21, 2016. The appeal must state where the decision failed to conform to the provisions of the
historic preservation ordinance (SRC Chapter 230). The appeal must be filed in duplicate with the
City of Salem Planning Division. The appeal fee must be paid at the time of filing. If the appeal is
untimely and/or lacks the proper fee, the appeal will be rejected. The Salem Historic Landmarks
Commission will review the appeal at a public hearing. After the hearing, the Historic Landmarks
Commission may amend, rescind, or affirm the action, or refer the matter to staff for additional
information.
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