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

 

DECISION OF THE PLANNING ADMINISTRATOR 

 

HISTORIC DESIGN REVIEW CASE NO.: HIS18-22 

 

APPLICATION NO. : 18-113355-DR 
 

NOTICE OF DECISION DATE: OCTOBER 12, 2018 
 

SUMMARY: A proposal to replace siding on the south side of north dormer and 
roofing material on the east side of the D’Arcy-Moore (Deminna) House, c1920.  
 

REQUEST: Minor Historic Design Review of a proposal to replace damaged siding 
on the south side of the north dormer and remove and replace roofing material on 
the east side of the resource, starting from the top ridge, on the D’Arcy-Moore 
(Deminna) House, c1920, a historic contributing resource in the Gaiety Hill – Bush’s 
Pasture Park National Register Historic District, on property within the RS (Single 
Family Residential District), and located at 635 Church Street SE (Marion County 
Assessors Map and Tax Lot number 073W27AC02300). 

 

APPLICANT: Patricia and Roger Deminna 
 

LOCATION: 635 Church Street SE 
 

CRITERIA: SRC Chapter 230.025. Standards for historic contributing buildings in 
residential historic districts.  

 

FINDINGS: The findings are in the attached Decision dated October 12, 2018. 
 

DECISION: The Historic Preservation Officer, (a Planning Administrator Designee), 

APPROVED Historic Design Review Case No. HIS18-22 based upon the application 
materials deemed complete on October 10, 2018 and the findings as presented in 
this report. 
 

This Decision becomes effective on October 30, 2018. 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).  
 
The rights granted by the attached decision must be exercised, or an extension granted, 

by October 30, 2020 or this approval shall be null and void.  
 

Application Deemed Complete:     October 10, 2018 
Notice of Decision Mailing Date:  October 12, 2018 
Decision Effective Date:   October 30, 2018 
State Mandate Date:                      February 7, 2019 
 

Prepared by: Sally Long, Planner I, sjlong@cityofsalem.net; 503.540.2311 
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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., Monday, October 29, 2018.  

  
The notice of appeal must contain the information required by SRC 300.1020 and must 
state where the decision failed to conform to the provisions of the applicable code section, 
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 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. 
 
The complete case file, including findings, conclusions and conditions of approval, if any, is 
available for review at the Planning Division office, Room 305, City Hall, 555 Liberty Street 
SE, during regular business hours. 
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BEFORE THE PLANNING ADMINISTRATOR OF THE CITY OF SALEM 

 

HISTORIC DESIGN REVIEW CASE NO. HIS18-22 

DECISION 

 

 

IN THE MATTER OF APPROVAL OF ) MINOR HISTORIC DESIGN REVIEW 

HISTORIC DESIGN REVIEW )  

CASE NO. HIS18-22 )  

635 CHURCH ST SE )    OCTOBER 12, 2018 

  
  
In the matter of the application for a Minor Historic Design Review submitted by owner’s 
Roger and Patricia Deminna, the Historic Preservation Officer, (a Planning 
Administrator Designee), having received and reviewed evidence and the application 
materials, makes the following findings and adopts the following order as set forth 
herein. 
 

REQUEST 

 

SUMMARY: A proposal to replace siding on the south side of the north dormer and 
roofing material on the east side of the D'Arcy-Moore (Deminna) House, c1920.  
 

REQUEST: Minor Historic Design Review of a proposal to replace damaged siding on 
the south side of the north dormer located on the east façade, and remove and replace 
roofing material on the east side of the resource, starting from the top ridge, on the 
D'Arcy-Moore (Deminna) House, c1920, a historic contributing resource in the Gaiety 
Hill - Bush's Pasture Park National Register Historic District, on property within the RS 
(Single Family Residential District), and located at 635 Church Street SE (Marion 
County Assessors Map and Tax Lot number 073W27AC02300). 
 
A vicinity map illustrating the location of the property is attached hereto, and made a 
part of this decision (Attachment A). 

 

DECISION 

 

APPROVED based upon the application materials deemed complete on October 10, 
2018 and the findings as presented in this report. 

 

FINDINGS 

 
1. Minor Historic Design Review Applicability 
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SRC230.020(f) requires Historic Design Review approval for any alterations to historic 
resources as those terms and procedures are defined in SRC 230.The Planning 
Administrator shall render a decision supported by findings that explain conformance or 
lack thereof with relevant design standards, state the facts relied upon in rendering the 
decision, and explain justification for the decision. 
 
2. Analysis of Minor Historic Design Review Approval Criteria 
 

Summary and Background: Due to its poor condition caused by a water leak, the 
applicant is proposing to replace non-original wood lap siding on the south side of the 
north dormer, located on the east façade of the resource, with new, 5/8“ x 6” x 12’ 

Green Western Red Cedar Bevel Siding (Attachment C). The existing siding was 
installed during the 1980’s when the second story addition was added to the resource, 
therefore is non-original. The damaged siding has been subject to a water leak for the 
past three years and in order to properly weatherize the resource, the siding must be 
removed. Therefore, the applicant is proposing to remove the water damaged siding, 
install new siding, and caulk and paint the siding to match the material on the existing 
house as closely as possible.  
 
In addition, the applicant is proposing to remove the non-original existing roofing 
material on the east façade starting from the top ridge, install new roofing 15 pound 
synthetic felt undercoating and Landmark 30-year arch compositing roofing material 

(Attachment C), to match the existing material on the house as closely as possible. 
The proposal will also include inspection of the metal dormers roof and replacement of 
any loose screws and caulking where necessary.  
 
Staff finds that the applicant adequately demonstrated that this proposal complies with 
the applicable provisions of the Salem Revised Code (SRC) as follows: 
 
Criteria: 230.025 Standards for historic contributing buildings in residential 

historic districts.  
 

Siding 

230.025(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.  
 



HIS18-22 Decision 
October 12, 2018 
Page 3 

 

 

Finding: The applicant is proposing to replace water damaged non-original wood lap 
siding on the south side of the north dormer, located on the east façade of the 
resource, with Green Western Red Cedar Bevel Siding that measures 5/8“ in thickness, 
6” in width and 12’ in length. The new siding is of the same type and quality as the 
existing non-original siding, therefore, it duplicates, to the greatest degree possible, the 
material on the existing house. Staff finds that SRC 230.025(a)(1) has been met. 
 

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

Finding: The applicant is proposing to install Green Western Red Cedar Bevel Siding 

that measures 5/8“in thickness, 6” in width and 12’ in length. This new siding is 
compatible with the resource and matches the appearance of the existing non-original 
siding throughout the resource. Staff finds that SRC 230.25(a)(2) has been met. 
 

(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 alterations to improve energy efficiency. 
Staff finds that SRC 230.025(a)(3) is not applicable to the evaluation of this proposal. 
 

230.025 (e) Roofs.   
 

(1)  Materials. 

(A)  Historic specialty roofing materials, such as original tile, slate, or rolled composition 
roofing should be maintained in place whenever possible. 

 

Finding: No original historic roofing material remains on the roof of the D'Arcy-Moore 
(Deminna) House, however, the nomination documents do state the original roof was 

composition shingles (Attachment B). The applicant is proposing to replace the non-

original composite shingles with Landmark composite shingles (Attachment C), to 
match existing shingles as closely as possible. Staff finds that SRC 230.025(e)(1)(A) 
has been met. 
 

(B)  New roof materials should match the original materials in scale and texture as 
closely as possible.  Use of plastic or concrete simulated materials is not allowed. 
 

Finding: The applicant is proposing to replace the non-original composite shingles with 

Landmark composite shingles (Attachment C), to match existing shingles as closely as 
possible. This roofing is compatible with the existing resource, and staff finds that SRC 
230.025(e)(1)(B) has been met. 
 

(C)  Composition roofing is allowed as a substitute for wood shingles in a complete 
replacement. 



HIS18-22 Decision 
October 12, 2018 
Page 4 

 

 

Finding: The applicant is not proposing to replace the composition shingles with wood 
shingles, therefore this criteria is not applicable to the evaluation of this proposal.   
 

(D)  Imitation slate and wood are allowed as a substitute for original materials in a 
complete replacement. 
 

Finding: The applicant is not proposing to install imitation slate or wood as a 
replacement roofing material, therefore this criteria is not applicable to the evaluation of 
this proposal. 
  

(2)  Design. 

(A)  The original roof form and detailing shall be preserved. 
 

Finding: The applicant is proposing to retain the original roof form and detailing.  Staff 
finds that SRC 230.025(e)(2)(A) has been met. 
 

(B)  Original eave overhangs shall be maintained.   
 

Finding: The applicant is proposing to retain the original eave overhangs.  Staff finds 
that SRC 230.025(e)(2)(B) has been met. 
 

(C)  Cutting back roof rafters and soffits, boxing in exposed rafter tails, adding fascia 
boards where none existed, or otherwise altering the historical roof overhang is not 
allowed. 
 

Finding: The applicant is not proposing to cut back roof rafters or soffits and no new 
fascia boards will be added as part of this proposal. Staff finds that SRC 
230.025(e)(2)(C) has been met. 
 

(D)  To the extent feasible, inappropriate repairs or additions should be removed or 
corrected. 
 

Finding: The applicant is proposing to remove non-original existing roofing material on 
the east façade of the resource and replace it with Landmark composite shingles 

(Attachment C), starting from the top ridge, and installing new roofing material to repair 
damage caused by a water leak. The Building and Safety Department has reviewed this 
proposal and verified that no permits are required. The proposal does not include any 
correction of inappropriate repairs or additions, therefore Staff finds that SRC 
230.025(e)(2)(D)has been met.  
 

(3)  Solar Panels, Rooftop Mechanical Devices, and Skylights. Solar panels and 
other rooftop mechanical structures may be added to historic contributing buildings.    

(A)  Materials.  

(i)  Non-reflective glass and metal panels are allowed.  

(ii)  Reflective glass and plastic frames are prohibited. 
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Finding: The applicant is not proposing to install solar panels, rooftop mechanical 
devices, or skylights, therefore this criteria is not applicable to the evaluation of this 
proposal. 
 

(B)  Design.    

(i) Solar panels shall not alter the existing profile of the roof, and shall be mounted 
parallel to the roof plane on rear-facing roofs or placed on the ground in an 
inconspicuous location.   

 

Finding: The applicant is not proposing to install solar panels, therefore this criteria is 
not applicable to the evaluation of this proposal. 

 

(ii) Satellite dishes, TV antennae and other rooftop mechanical structures shall be 
installed so they are not visible from the street and do not damage or obscure 
significant architectural features of the resource.   

 

Finding: The applicant is not proposing to install satellite dishes, TV antennae or any 
other rooftop mechanical structures, therefore this criteria is not applicable to the 
evaluation of this proposal. 

 

(iii) Skylights shall be flat and shall not alter the existing profile of the roof.  
Bubble-type skylights are prohibited. 

 

Finding: The applicant is not proposing to install skylights, therefore this criteria is not 
applicable to the evaluation of this proposal. 
 

DECISION 
 
Based upon the application materials deemed complete on October 10, 2018 and the 

findings as presented in this report, the application for HIS18-22 is APPROVED.  
 

 
                     Kimberli Fitzgerald, AICP 

                          Historic Preservation Officer 
                                                                                       Planning Administrator Designee 

 
 
Prepared by: Sally Long, Planner I, sjlong@cityofsalem.net; 503.540.2311 

                     
Attachments: A. Vicinity Map 
 B. Excerpt from National Register Historic Resource Document 
 C. Applicant’s Submittal Materials 
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Application Deemed Complete:     October 10, 2018 
Notice of Decision Mailing Date:  October 12, 2018 
Decision Effective Date:   October 30, 2018 
State Mandate Date:                      February 7, 2019 
 
This Decision becomes effective on October 30, 2018. 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).  
 
The rights granted by the attached decision must be exercised, or an extension granted, by 

October 30, 2020 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., Monday, October 29, 2018.  

  
The notice of appeal must contain the information required by SRC 300.1020 and must 
state where the decision failed to conform to the provisions of the applicable code 
section, 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 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. 
 
The complete case file, including findings, conclusions and conditions of approval, if 
any, is available for review at the Planning Division office, Room 305, City Hall, 555 
Liberty Street SE, during regular business hours. 
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5/8 in. x 6 in. x 12 ft. Green Western Red Cedar Bevel Siding






