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Porch Restoration
Porch Column Replacement

A. Summary: Restoration of the porch floor, steps, wingwalls, and brick foundation at 704
Normal Avenue, a contributing property in the Old North Normal Historic District. The
proposed restoration work may cause irreparable damage to the home’s two wooden porch
columns, so the applicant is seeking approval for their potential replacement.
B. Recommended Action: Conditional Approval
C. Background:
1. Property Information:
Applicant(s): Laura & John DiMascio
Owner(s):

Laura & John DiMascio

Location:

704 Normal Avenue

2. Property Description:
704 Normal Ave was designated a contributing property to the Old North Normal Historic
District by the Town Council in September of 2003 (Ordinance No. 4887). This one-story,
Craftsman bungalow was built in 1931 and features a front-clipped gable, wooden porch
columns, a southern addition built in 1986, and a northern, attached garage built in 1969. The
attached garage was originally constructed with a flat roof, but the homeowners/current
applicants modified the roof’s slope to better blend with the home’s original roof design prior to
the creation of the Old North Normal Historic District. In 2018, the homeowners got the
commission’s approval for enhancement to their garage’s main façade (CA-18-10-40 & -41).
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3. Description of Proposed Alteration:
The applicants are seeking approval to restore damaged elements of their front porch and steps
(pictures of current conditions attached). The applicants would like to tuckpoint and replace
crumbling bricks in their steps’ wingwalls and porch foundation with new, matching mortar and,
where necessary, replacement bricks. Additionally, they’re requesting approval to repair/repour cracked, crumbling concrete on the porch floor, steps, and wingwall caps. The applicants
last had the porch floor, steps, and wingwall caps repaired in 2000, but because of poor
workmanship by their contractor, were left with blotchy and uneven surfaces. To improve the
then-new, subpar concrete’s appearance, the applicants had the surfaces covered with a thick,
colored coating. This coating has now begun showing underlying cracks in the concrete.
As part of their porch’s restoration, the applicants’ prospective contractor has informed them
that their porch’s existing round, wooden columns may require replacement (see the attached
application for more explanation). If the columns are irreparably damaged or discovered to be
dilapidated while restoring the porch floor, the applicants are requesting approval for their
replacement with fiberglass (PERMACast) or wood columns of the same design and
dimensions. In their Certificate of Appropriateness application, the homeowners include
product information from PERMACast and an estimate for the cost of wood columns from an
online vendor. The applicants also reference the use of fiberglass porch columns for a
commission-approved project at 606 Normal Avenue (CA-04-03-02). In that 2004 approval, the
commission permitted the use of these fiberglass columns as replacements for non-historic,
metal porch columns (see attached photos). If the existing wood columns were found to not
require replacement as part of the larger porch restoration work, the applicants would leave
them in place.
4. Code Requirement for Certificate of Appropriateness: A Certificate of Appropriateness
is required because it involves the alteration of a structure or feature on the property that is
readily visible from a public right-of-way.
SEC. 15.16-5 – Certificate of Appropriateness
A. Certificate of Appropriateness. A Certificate of Appropriateness shall be required before
the following actions affecting the exterior architectural appearance of any landmark or
property within a historic district may be undertaken:
1. Any exterior construction, alteration, or removal requiring a building permit from the
Town.

SEC. 15.16-5 – Standards for Review
F. Standards for Review. In considering an application for a building or demolition permit or
for a Certificate of Appropriateness, the Preservation Commission shall be guided by the
following general standards in addition to any design guidelines in the ordinance
designating the landmark or historic district:
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5. 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 (paint or stain, on any surface that
has not been previously painted or stained shall comply with Standards of Review),
texture, and other visual qualities. Repair or replacement of missing architectural
features should be based on accurate duplication 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.
SEC. 15.16-2 – Design Guidelines for New Construction and Staff Analysis
E. Design Guidelines. Design guidelines for applying the criteria for review of Certificates of
Appropriateness shall, at a minimum, consider the following architectural criteria for
existing structures and new construction:
1. Height – The height of any proposed alteration or construction should be
compatible with the style and character of the landmark and with contributing
structures in a historic district.
The result of the applicants’ proposed repairs will not alter the height of any effected
feature – steps, wingwalls, or porch floor.
2. Proportions of Windows and Doors – The proportions and relationships between
doors and windows on facades visible from the street should be compatible with the
architectural style and character of the landmark and with contributing structures
within a historic district.
N/A
3. Relationship of Building Masses and Spaces – The relationship of a structure within
a historic district to the open space between it and adjoining structures should be
compatible.
N/A
4. Roof Shape – The design of the roof should be compatible with the architectural style
and character of the landmark and contributing structures in a historic district.
N/A
5. Scale – The scale of the structure after alteration, construction, or partial demolition
should be compatible with its architectural style and character and with contributing
structures in historic districts.
None of the proposed restoration efforts on the porch and steps will result in a change
to the style, character, or scale of the designated property. If the replacement of the
existing porch columns is required, the substitute columns will be of the same style
and dimensions.
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6. Directional Expression – Facades in historic districts should blend with other
structures with regard to directional expression. Structures in a historic district
should be compatible with the dominant horizontal or vertical expression of
surrounding structures. The directional expression of a landmark after alteration,
construction, or partial demolition should be compatible with its original
architectural style and character.
N/A
7. Garages and Driveways – Garages should be situated in a manner compatible with
garages located on contributing properties within a district. If attached, the garage
should be set back to the rear face of the home.
N/A
8. Architectural Details – Architectural details including materials, colors (paint or
stain color on any surface that has not been previously painted or stained shall
comply with design guidelines), and textures should be treated so as to make a
landmark compatible with its original architectural style and character and to
preserve and enhance the architectural style or character of a landmark or historic
district.
No architectural details will be adversely altered by the applicant’s proposed
restoration efforts to the porch floor and steps. The porch’s brick foundation and
wingwalls will be mindfully repaired using materials identical to the mortar and
bricks in place currently. Additionally, the replacement of the porch floor and
steps will be done with identical materials, but in a fashion meant to restore the
porch to its condition prior to the more recent, poor replacement efforts.
Concerning the porch’s existing columns, Town staff would suggest approval of a
like-for-like material replacement – wood for wood. Such a wood-for-wood
replacement, if even necessary, would likely qualify for Bone Grant funding based
on past decisions made by the commission.
Additionally, based on research into the ability to paint fiberglass and form
fiberglass columns to match historic column designs and dimensions, Town staff
asks the commission to discuss the appropriateness of this alternative material as a
suitable replacement for wood columns in general.
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Porch Restoration; Porch Column Replacement

606 Normal Avenue – Before & After (CA-04-03-02)

704 Normal Avenue
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