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APPLICANT:
MEG MCLAURIN AIA

Nature of Project: 
Expand 2nd level addition; 
alter windows on 2nd level addition;
construct 2 level screened porch; 
replace sleeping porch windows; 
replace slate roof.
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APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS – STAFF REPORT 
 
101-17-CA 418 S BOYLAN AVENUE 
Applicant: MEG MCLAURIN, AIA 
Received: 6/13/2017 Meeting Date(s): 
Submission date + 90 days:  9/11/2017 1) 7/27/2017 2)  3)  
 

INTRODUCTION TO THE APPLICATION 
 
Historic District: BOYLAN HEIGHTS HISTORIC DISTRICT 
Zoning: HOD-G 
Nature of Project: Expand 2nd level addition; alter windows on 2nd level addition; construct 2 

level screened porch; replace sleeping porch windows; replace portion of slate roof. 
DRAC: An application was reviewed by the Design Review Advisory Committee at its July 3 

meeting.  Members in attendance were Curtis Kasefang, Jenny Harper, and Dan Becker; also 
present were Meg McLaurin, Melissa Robb, and Tania Tully. 

Staff Notes: 
• COAs mentioned in the report will be available for review. 

 
APPLICABLE SECTIONS OF GUIDELINES and DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT 

 
Sections Topic Description of Work 
2.5  Roofs replace portion of slate roof 
2.7  Windows and Doors replace sleeping porch windows; alter windows 

on 2nd level addition 
2.8  Entrances, Porches, and Balconies construct 2 level screened porch 
3.2  Additions expand 2nd level addition; construct 2 level 

screened porch 
 

STAFF REPORT 
 

Based on the information contained in the application and staff’s evaluation: 
 
A. Expansion of 2nd level addition; construction of 2 level screened porch; alteration of 

windows on 2nd level addition is not incongruous in concept according to Guidelines 3.2.1, 

3.2.2, 3.2.4, 3.2.5, 3.2.6, 3.2.7, 3.2.8, 3.2.9, 3.2.10, 3.2.11, 3.2.12, and the following suggested 

facts: 

1* There are two trees whose roots may be impacted by the new foundation.   

2* The new foundation is proposed to be piers with a curtain wall to minimize impacts to the 

tree roots.  A tree protection plan was not provided. 
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3* The designation report describes the house as a “Colonial two-story Box; hip roof with hip-

roofed dormer. Projecting bay, left side first story and enclosed porch above.  Attached one-

story porch, full façade”. 

4* The existing rear additions appear to be original, or very early, service/sleeping porches, 

with a number of later alterations that served to enclose and extend them. 

5* The porches are utilitarian in design, located on the secondary rear facade. Some of the 

eaves and trim do not match the rest of the house. They are not a primary architectural 

feature determinant of the house's architectural style.  

6* The proposed screened porch addition is located on the rear non-character defining 

elevation of the house.  

7* The rear wall of the 2nd level addition will be a bank of wood multi-light casement windows 

similar to the existing sleeping porch. The north wall window will be removed and replaced 

with four small square windows like the ones on the first level. 

8* A hip roof is proposed to cover the new screened porch addition and the expanded 2nd level 

addition. 

9* A similar addition was approved in 2005 under COA 111-05-CA.  The application and 

certified record were included in the application. That application included an extension of 

the existing 2-level addition. 

10* Eave, siding, soffit, trim, paint colors and windows will match the existing.  Details and 

specifications for the new windows and eave construction were not provided. 

11* The screened porches are proposed to have a railing/knee-wall.  The drawings show 

horizontal siding and a question mark. 

12* Skylights are proposed on the roof of the new addition; details and specifications were not 

provided.  

 

B. Replacement of sleeping porch windows is not incongruous in concept according to 

Guidelines 2.7.1, 2.7.11, and the following suggested facts: 

1* Based on the Sanborn Fire Insurance maps from 1914 and 1950, the addition and sleeping 

porch on the south side were constructed outside the period of significance of the historic 

district.   
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2* Photographs show that the windows are inconsistent in light size and are ill fitting. 

3* The proposed new windows fit within the existing openings and are wood multi-light 

casement windows. Specifications and details were not provided. 

 

C. Replacement of a portion of the slate roof is not incongruous in concept according to 

Guidelines 2.5.1, 2.5.3, 2.5.4, 2.5.11; however, use of a substitute material may be incongruous 

according to Guidelines 2.5.4 and the following suggested facts: 

1* Slate is a historic roofing treatment distinctive to many properties in the historic district. 

2* The current slate roof does not display any patterning other than that inherent to the slate’s 

size and thickness. 

3* The roof deck is damaged and needs to be replaced; to do so will require removal of existing 

slates.   The application proposes to reinstall the slate on the east and south planes and use a 

slate-like architectural shingle on the north and west planes. 

4* Much of the west side of the roof will be covered by the roof of the new addition. 

5* Clear close photos of the existing slate roof were not provided. There is no evidence of the 

condition of the slate. 

6* Metal ridge caps are proposed to be retained. 

7* The Committee approved the replacement of a deteriorated slate roof with GAF Slateline 

roofing material at 710 McCulloch St. (087-04-CA) and at 402 Cutler Street (147-15-CA) 

under the 2001 design guidelines. Slateline is a fiberglass shingle product with a couple of 

layers and shadow lines that emulate slate. 

8* In addition to the above, replacement of slate roofs with a compatible substitute material has 

been approved by the commission in the past in cases under an earlier set of guidelines 

when the slate is irreparably damaged or deteriorating (603 S Boylan Avenue [078-97-CA]; 

516 E. Jones St. [001-97-CA); 608 S. Boylan Ave [176-96-CA]; 523 E. Lane St. [CAD-88-094]).  

9* The application requests to use either CertainTeed Grand Manor or GAF Camelot. 

10* Skylights are proposed on the north plane of the existing roof; details and specifications 

were not provided.  
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Pending the committee’s determination regarding use of a substitute roofing material, staff 

suggests that the committee approve the application, with the following conditions: 

 

1. That details and specifications for the following be provided to and approved by staff prior 

to the issuance of the blue placard: 

a. Tree protection plan prepared by an arborist certified by the International Society of 

Arboriculture; 

b. That the tree protection plan be in place prior to commencement of work and that it 

remain in place throughout construction; 

c. Railing/knee-wall design; 

d. Windows; 

e. Eave construction. 

2. That details and specifications for the following be provided to and approved by staff prior 

to installation/construction: 

a. Roofing material; 

b. Skylights. 
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