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Written Description of Physical Changes Proposed 

 

We propose to install cedar shingles on the locations of the house where new asphalt architectural 
shingles were previously approved and where they currently exist on the house.  These locations include 
all the roof over the two-story portion of the house and the roof over the one-story, hipped-roof wings.   
Please see drawings for further information about location of proposed cedar shingles.  The shingles are 
to be western red, pressure-treated cedar and are to have random widths but a consistent 5 ½” 
exposure.  The ridges are to be cedar and the valleys (only two and, because of the pitch and height of 
the roof, difficult to see from the street) are to be a “classic bronze” finished metal to give the 
appearance of pantinated copper. 

We propose to replace six existing columns on the front of the house with fiberglass/concrete 
composite columns made by HB&G.  The columns we propose to replace include: (3) all-wood columns, 
likely original to a 1920’s renovation; (2) replacement fiberglass/concrete composite columns; and (1) 
column with a wood shaft and wood capital, both of which may or may not be original to the 1920’s 
renovation, and a furniture-grade structural foam base.  The six new columns we propose are HB&G’s 
round tapered “PermaCast” columns, made of fiberglass-reinforced concrete shafts and furniture-grade 
structural foam bases and capitals.  Their details, dimensions, and profiles are of the simplified doric 
order (referred to as “Tuscan” by the product literature), and the profiles and dimensions of their base 
and cap are very similar to those of the existing wood columns.  The product cut sheets, provided as part 
of this application, demonstrate their similarity to the details of the existing all-wood columns.  The 
proposed columns’ base diameter (11.6”) is less than an inch less than the average of the three existing 
all-wood columns (12.5”), and their upper diameter (9.4”) is only slightly more than an inch less than the 
upper diameter of the existing all-wood columns (10.6”).   
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Applicable Design Guidelines 

 

Page / 
Standard # 

Topic Brief description of the applicable aspect of your proposal 

Page #79-82 / 
Standard #3.1 

Roofs, 
Gutters, & 
Chimneys 

This will be one of probably a number of roofing replacements over 
the history of the 180-year-old house.  Old photographs show 
evidence of a wood roof over the two-story portion of the house.  We 
believe the western-red cedar roof we propose will be similar to that 
roof.   

Page # 64-66 
Standard #2.1 

Wood The applicant believes there is an ongoing risk of water damage to 
the six columns which support the front porch.  The replacement, 
which happened at an unknown date in the past, of two of the six 
columns with fiberglass/concrete replacement columns points to a 
history of damage.  The water damage evident on the three existing 
all-wood (shaft, base, and capital) columns also points to a history of 
damage.  A past replacement of the base of the sixth column also 
points to a history of damage.  The shaft of this sixth column is wood, 
but it is 1” smaller in diameter than the three all-wood columns, 
which could be evidence of it also being a replacement column. 
 
The height of the porch, the relatively shallow eave, the details of the 
columns, which include horizontal surfaces on which water can sit, 
and the lack of significant pitch of the front porch floor have all likely 
led to water damage.  Some form of replacement will have to 
happen, as all of the existing all-wood columns show damage, either 
in their shafts, bases, or capitals, and much of the damage is beyond 
the scope of repair.   
 
The owner of the house would like easier to maintain and more 
durable columns, which are historically accurate except for their 
material.  The proposed columns would be painted to match the 
finish of the existing wood columns.  The applicant hopes Standard 
2.1.6 could allow for such a substitution.   

Page # 96-99 
Standard #3.6  

Porches, 
Entrances, 
& Balconies 

Please see description for “wood”, above. 

 



Photographs 

 

 

Photo, date unknown, showing circa 1876 Italianate-style renovation.  Upper roof appears to be wood 

shingle while the roof the over one-story wings appears to be metal.  Italianate, double columns can be 

seen on the porch. 



 

West elevation today, during renovation.  The house was renovated in the 1920’s in the colonial revival 

style, and the Italianate double columns were replaced at that time with classical-order single columns.  

Columns, for the purpose of this application, are numbered from left (north) to right (south): N3, N2, N1, 

S1, S2, and S3. 



 

Column N3.  Non-original replacement column.  Shaft is fiberglass/concrete composite and base and 

capital are furniture-grade structural foam. 



 

Column N3 base.  Furniture-grade structural foam base, lifted up to show how it slides onto shaft. 



 

Column N2.  Non-original replacement column.  Shaft is fiberglass/concrete composite and base and 

capital are furniture-grade structural foam. 



 

Column N2 capital.  Furniture-grade structural foam capital and base do not show any indication of 

needing repair. 



 

Column N1. Likely an original column from the 1920’s renovation.  All wood. 



 

Column N1 capital.  Holes in capital indicate where screw-driver probe test was performed and where 

significant rot was discovered. 



 

Column N1 base.  A screwdriver was able to be pushed well into the wood at the bottom left corner of 

the base. 



 

Column S1. Likely an original column from the 1920’s renovation.  All wood. 



 

Column S1 base.  Shows significant water damage.  Metal standoffs, at the four corners of the base, 

were employed at some point in the past in an attempt to allow air and water circulation under the 

base. 



 

Column S2.  Likely an original from the 1920’s renovation.  All wood.  A large split in the finger-jointed 

wood of the shaft can be seen on the right edge of the column. 



 

Column S2 capital showing water damage. 



 

Column S3.  Perhaps an original from the 1920’s renovation, however wood shaft is narrower than other 

wood shafts, capital is wood; the base is a replacement furniture-grade structural foam base. 
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Cedar shingle sample 

 

 

Cedar shingle example, similar to installation proposed 



COLUMN "N3".  NON-ORIGINAL
REPLACEMENT COLUMN.

FIBERGLASS/CONCRETE
COMPOSITE SHAFT WITH

STRUCTURAL FOAM BASE &
CAPITAL.

COLUMN "N2".  NON-ORIGINAL
REPLACEMENT COLUMN.

FIBERGLASS/CONCRETE
COMPOSITE SHAFT WITH

STRUCTURAL FOAM BASE &
CAPITAL.

COLUMN "N1".  LIKELY AN
ORIGINAL COLUMN FROM THE

1920'S RENOVATION.  ALL WOOD.

COLUMN "S3".  PERHAPS AN
ORIGINAL FROM THE 1920'S
RENOVATION, HOWEVER WOOD
SHAFT IS NARROWER THAN OTHER
WOOD SHAFTS.  CAPITAL IS
WOOD, AND THE BASE IS A
REPLACEMENT STRUCTURAL FOAM
BASE.

COLUMN "S2".  LIKELY AN
ORIGINAL COLUMN FROM THE
1920'S RENOVATION.  ALL
WOOD.

COLUMN "S1".  LIKELY AN
ORIGINAL COLUMN FROM THE
1920'S RENOVATION.  ALL
WOOD.
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COLUMNS TO BE 14 1/2" SQUARE 
AT BASE AND 12 1/2" SQUARE AT 
TOP AND TO HAVE TUSCAN CAP 
AND TUSCAN BASE
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