
Submitted by:

April and John Jenkins, 417 Madison St., Oregon City, OR 97045

Property:

Etta and Terry Miller House, 417 Madison St., Oregon City, OR 97045

List of Permit Approvals Sought:

Building permit for house addition

Description of Work:

The proposed project consists of two separate pieces. The first of these is the repair and replacement of decayed 
wood (decking, hand rail, steps) on the side entry porch. The second piece is the addition of a roof over this porch. 
The approximate time line for construction is two weeks, total.

Ideally, the deck repair and additions of the 4 new roof support posts would be allowed to be completed while we wait 
on the hearing for the roof stucture. This would insure the repairs could be done and the structure sealed up before 
the rainy season gets here. In the event that the Historical Review Board does not approve the roof addition, it is 
agreed that the posts will be cut back to the height of the handrail and removed.

The addition will be constructed in areas that will comply with MUC-1 property setbacks, and will not disrupt the 
existing landscape. The roof addition over the entry porch will serve two purposes:

  1. It will render the entry porch usable during times of inclement weather
  2. It will help protect the entry porch from the elements, helping to prevent decay due to excess moisture
 
We will retain the homes historic character by using double 1” x 6” lap siding, and historically appropriate paint colors. 
The proposed additions and replacements will enhance the historical integrity of the neighborhood, as well as follow 
the design aspects of the vernacular style. By using materials that match the originals and patterning the proposed 
roof after the existing architecture, the structure will retain its historic accuracy and appeal.

The front of the home, (Southeastern façade) is on Madison Street. The Northeastern façade of the home faces 5th 
Street. To the Northwest and Southwest are historical homes. The additions will increase the property value, as well as 
the livability of the home.

Historic Design Review Criteria and Narrative Response:

A. Except as provided pursuant to subsection I of this section, no person shall alter any historic site in such a manner 
as to affect it’s exterior appearance, nor shall there be any new construction in an historic district, conservation district,
historic corridor, or on a landmark site, unless a certificate of appropriateness has previously been issued by the 
historic review board. Any building addition that is thirty percent or more in area of the historic building (be it individual 
or cumulative) shall be considered new construction in a district. Further, no major public improvements shall be made 
in the district unless approved by the board and given a certificate of appropriateness. *This project requires historic 
review

B. Archaeological Monitoring Recommendation. For all projects that will involve ground disturbance.

C. For exterior alterations of historic sites in an historic district or conservation district, or individual landmark, the criteria 
to be used by the board in reaching its decision on the certificate of appropriateness shall be:

 1. The purpose of the historic overlay district as set forth in Section 17.40.010
     *The addition to the historic home, replacement of windows, and removal of existing window décor will continue
     to enhance the preservation of the historic resource.

 2. The provisions of the city comprehensive plan;
    *The comprehensive plan supports the preservation and enhancement of historic resources.

 3. The economic use of the historic site and the reasonableness of the proposed alteration and their relationship
     to  the public interest in the structures or landmarks preservation or renovation;
     *The property has been a single-family residence since construction in 1922. The addition will not only continue
     to support occupancy, but will enhance livability.

 4. The value and significance of the historic site;
     *The Terry and Etta Miller house was constructed in 1922. The house is significant for it’s age, style,
     and association with the surrounding historic homes.

 5. The physical condition of the historic site;
     *The condition of the property is good. The addition, as well as replacement of aluminum windows with wood
     will enhance the homes value.

 6. The general compatibility of exterior design, arrangement, proportion, detail, scale, color, texture, and materials 
     proposed to be used with the historic site;
     * The addition will be constructed to match the existing structure.
     All wood replaced or added will match original materials. Siding will match guidelines.

 7. Pertinent aesthetic factors as designated by the board;

 8. Economic, social, environmental, and energy consequences;
     *The addition to the home will not only add value to the home, but the occupants will be able to enjoy the side 
     entrance porch year-round instead of just during the dry season. It will also help protect the entry porch from
     excess damage due to rainfall.

 9. Design guidelines adopted by the historic review board.
     *The addition will use the same siding, flooring and roofing materials as the house.
     *New entry porch roof will match the 7/12 pitch of the house roof.
     *Paint will match historic guidelines.
     *No new landscaping is proposed.
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OREGON CITY HISTORIC RESOURCE SURVEY FORM

Street Address: 417 MADISON ST City: OREGON CITY

USGS Quad Name: Oregon City

Tow nship: 02S Range: 02E Section: 31 Tax Lot #: 13400

Date of Construction:

c. 1920

Historic Name:

Miller, Terry and Etta, House

*Current Name or Use:

Domestic - single dwelling

Associated Archaeological Site:

Unknown

Plan Type/Shape: Rectangle Number of Stories: 1.5

Foundation Material: Concrete Structural Framing: Unknown

Roof Type/Material: Cross gable / Composition shingle

Exterior Surface Materials Primary: Lap Secondary: Decorative:

Window  Type/Material: 9/1 and 6/1 wood double-hung

Exterior Alterations or 
Additions/Approximate Date:

Entry deck area

Historic Use or Function:

Domestic - single dwelling

Latitude: 45 21 13 N Longitude: 122 36 15 W

Moved? No

Number and Type of Associated Resources: None

Grouping or Cluster Name:

NA

Architectural Classif ication(s): Bungalow

GPS

Integrity: Excellent Condition: Good Local Ranking: Designated Historic Site

Potentially Eligible:

Not Eligible:

National Register Listed? No

Description of Physical and Landscape Features:

The large, rectangular bungalow  at 417 Madison Street is 1-1/2 stories w ith a gable roof.  The eave is unsupported by brackets but does have 
eave returns.  The front porch has truncated colossal posts on a solid rail. The bungalow  front door is f lanked by side lights.  The house is 
surfaced in narrow  bevel siding.  Window s are 6/1 and 9/1 w ood double-hung.  The kitchen cold cupboard vents still remain.  The exterior 
chimney on its south side is stepped.  A small garage buried at the curb is contemporary w ith the house's construction.  A rear entry deck has 
been built on top of it.

Statement of Signif icance:

This building w as originally ow ned by Terry and Etta Miller, w ho w as the daughter of  William A. Long, ow ner of Oregon City's f irst theater.  Long 
w as born in Kansas in 1869 and moved to Oregon City c.1890.  He w orked in the West Linn mill for 25 years before deciding to open his ow n 
business, the Star Theater and the Liberty Theater. Terry Miller, Long's son-in-law , played the organ at the silent movies show n at the Star.  The 
house remained in the Miller and Long families and w as occupied by Etta Miller throughout the historic period.

Map #: 22E31AD

Reversible/Potentially eligible individually or in district

Irretrievable loss of integrity

Intact but lacks distinction

Not 50 years old

Individually     or As a contributing resource in a district

Reversible/Ineligible as it lacks distinction

Altered (choose one):

Block: 109 Lot: 1

Survey Form Page 1 Local Designation # SHPO #

Researcher/Organization: Bernadette Niederer / HPNW Date Recorded: 4/6/2002

Address: 417 MADISON ST
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NEIGHBORHOOD MAP

Proposed Construction Area
• Total Area: 148.8 sq. ft. (12’ x 12 4”) 

Photo
Rendering

Of Proposed
Addition

417 Madison Lot
• Total Area: 148.8 sq. ft. (12’ x 12 4”) 




