




 
 
 
 
 
 
11/2/2018  

Appeal of McMinnville Historic Landmarks Committee’s 10/22/2018 Decision.  
Committee denied application for a Certificate of Approval for replacement railings at 
219 SE Lincoln Street, McMinnville. This appeal submitted by homeowner Jeff Sauter and 
contractor Square Deal Construction Inc. 
 
Finding for Section 17.65.060(B)(2)(C): 
Committee’s findings for this criteria state: 

“. . . and features will be physically and visually compatible, 
identifiable upon close inspection, and properly documented for 
future research.” (Bold ours.) 

Homeowner and contractor are appealing these findings and believe the following findings should 
be made in support of the proposed project: 

● The proposed material is physically and visually compatible and already has been properly 
documented for future research.  

● The proposed railing looks and feels like wood and is virtually identical in design, color 
and texture of wood. It has been properly documented by municipalities and historic 
organizations across the Northeast as a superior method to preserving the beauty of 
historic landmarks. The composite railings and boards have been used in stellar historical 
renovation projects such as The Ocean House in Rhode Island, The Lindens House in 
Washington DC, and Miss Porter’s School in Farmington, Connecticut.  

● According to “The Use of Substitute Materials On Historic Building Exteriors,” published by the 
National Park Service, U.S. Department of the Interior, there are appropriate times to use 
substitute materials in preservation projects. For example, when there are “inherent flaws 
in the original materials.” There are definitely flaws in the original material. Ultraviolet light, 
moisture penetration behind joints, and stresses caused by changing temperatures quickly 
impair the performance of wood over time. It becomes unsightly over a relatively short period 
of time and can quickly reduce a grand historic resource to just a dilapidated old building.  

● The article continues, “...Substitute materials are being used more frequently than ever in 
preservation projects, and in many cases with positive results. They can be cost-effective, can 
permit the accurate visual duplication of historic materials, and last a reasonable time.” 

● And for those who argue that our forefathers would want only original materials, the article 
points out the tradition of using cheaper and more common materials in imitation of more 
expensive and less available materials is a long one. George Washington, for example, used 
wood painted with sand-impregnated paint at Mount Vernon to imitate cut ashlar stone. This 
technique along with scoring stucco into block patterns was fairly common in colonial America 
to imitate stone.  
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Finding for Section 17.65.060(B)(2)(F): 
Committee’s findings for this criteria state: 

“. . .Where the severity of deterioration requires repair or limited 
replacement of a distinctive feature, the new material will match 
the old in composition, design, color, and texture.” (Bold ours.) 

Homeowner and contractor are appealing these findings and believe the following findings should 
be made in support of the proposed project: 

● The proposed material matches the old in composition, design, color, and texture. 
 
 
Finding for Section 17.65.060(B)(2)(i): 
Committee’s findings for this criteria state: 

“… greater latitude is given in the Standards for Rehabilitation ….. to 
replace extensively deteriorated, damaged, or missing features using 
either the same material or compatible substitute materials  (Bold 
ours).”  

Homeowner and contractor are appealing these findings and believe the following findings should 
be made in support of the proposed project: 

● Rehabilitation allows compatible material.  
● Homeowner and contractor greatly appreciate the historic committee’s efforts to prevent 

inferior, visually-inapproprate and untested products from being slapped on historic landmarks 
and absolutely destroying their beauty, integrity and historical accuracy. However, the 
proposed product does just the opposite! As the historic landmarks in the Northeast can attest, 
the proposed product  greatly supports the committee’s goal of preserving beauty, 
integrity and historical accuracy.  

● Homeowner wants to provide an historically-accurate and beautiful rehabilitation of his home. 
He does not want, however - for himself or for future owners of the home - the 
economic burden and labor-intensive stress of having to repeat the task of replacing 
railing on an ongoing basis. As historical organizations and municipalities in the Northeast 
have proven, it is possible to enjoy the benefits of long-lasting, labor-saving materials while 
showcasing designs that are visually-accurate and greatly honor historic integrity. Neighbors 
and people in the community have already told homeowner how perfect the new railing looks 
on the old porch and thanked him for restoring the old home to its original grandeur.  
 
Please Consider Reasonableness 

● Homeowner and contractor respectfully request the historic committee to consider the 
documentation of this product already in place and reasonableness of their request and 
approve their application for a Certificate of Approval. 
 

           Attachments: 
● Neighbor Testimonies 
● Photographs of Home 
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