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May 5, 2020 feedback:  
 
On May 5th we discussed additions and accessory structures in the historic core of the village.  
 
The general consensus was that modern design should not overwhelm the historic character of the primary structure. Modern accessory 
structures or rear-additions might be acceptable, so long as they are a size, scale equal to or lesser than the original structure.  
Windows and rooflines shall be of a regular shape (no crazy angles or plopping a cube on the roof).  
 

 
1. This is a rear addition to a brick 
house. The all-glass middle addition is 
unlikely and aspirational for the cold 
Vermont climate. The third segment is 
open air decks, the top deck is slightly 
taller than the middle segment, but not 
taller than the original structure.  
 
Do the simple, clean lines of the 
addition compliment or detract from 
the original?   

 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 

2. We talked about this example for a while on May 5th. The 
addition looks like a barn. It is slightly taller than the original 
but uses simple angle and roof pitch, reminiscent of a gable 
barn. The siding and window shape clearly define the addition 
as new.  
 
The article explains the history of the original building, a 
tavern and includes many more photos:  
https://www.architectmagazine.com/design/historic-18th-century-
tavern-finds-new-function-through-restoration 
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3. The HAAC did not seem to like to 
union between the original and 
addition. It was described as if one 
building was eating the other.  

 

Brian, do you want this type of roof 
union would be called?  

 

Would it be more acceptable if the flat 
roof aligned with the eave or was below 
the eave?  

 

https://www.bobvila.com/articles/720-
combining-the-old-with-the-new/ 
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4. The black & white is a 
striking contrast. The 
white, a tradition style. 
The black, 
contemporary. The 
stairwell and front porch 
are prominent, which is 
one component we are 
looking for in the village.  
 
Is the style okay? What 
about the colors?  

 

 

https://socialhub.moderalofts.com/latest-articles/a-classic-queenslander-bungalow-gets-an-inky-new-extension 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



5. This is located at the University of 
Toronto. A large academic building was 
added on to a historic structure. While 
unlikely in the Village, this is a good 
example of what we DON’T want to see 
in the village – a modern structure 
overpowering the historic. The new 
addition is taller, and brings no original 
materials into the addition (wood & 
brick versus glass & metal). The 
addition is not stepped either, the flat 
façade seems extra imposing because it 
is not stepped back (for example, first-
level closer to the street, and upper 
two stories farther back).  
The only benefit is the historic 
structure is not entirely lost- though 
the old and new do not compliment 
well here, the old could’ve been razed 
entirely for the new building \.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

6. Should flat rooves be discouraged or prohibited in the village? What if the flat roof included usable outdoor space like a 
rooftop garden or patio? Both the original and modern addition use simple lines and materials.  

Flat roofs usually have some pitch to shed water and snow, but when done poorly could risk the integrity of the original structure if 
water sheds towards the house (bad design or bad construction). Should that be a consideration?  

 

 

 

 

 



7. Potential bylaw language, “Avoid flat roofs and complicated 
rooflines that do not shed water and snow well.” 

 

This article is about the replacement of a roof on a Victorian.  

 

John, do you have any thoughts from your experience with 
construction?  

 

http://www.fitzgeraldtimberframes.com/victorian_farmhouse_galvanized_standing_seam_roof.html 
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8. General feedback on May 5:  

The taller “box” overpowers the original building. There are more photos in the article- I think the angle used for this photo was 
designed to emphasize the addition and it seems disproportionately large from this angle. The middle addition uses a pitched roof, 
perpendicular to the original pitched roof to unify the new and the old. 

https://www.trendir.com/modern-extension-to-traditional-farmhouse/ 
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9. May 5th feedback:  

The general consensus was this type of addition could work well in the village. The new wooden accessory structure (think potential 
apartment unit or two) is set back from the original. With or without the middle addition it feels in size and scale, clearly subordinate 
to the original. The middle addition is done quite well with the transition from stone to glass. 

Note: the article linked below includes many more interesting examples: 

http://www.yr-architecture.com/modern-house-additions/ 

 

http://www.yr-architecture.com/modern-house-additions/


 

10. The cube plopped on the roof was not well received by the HAAC. While visually interesting, it overpowers the original structure. 
This is not desired in the Village.  

This may be acceptable outside the National Register and Additional Review Areas, perhaps? For example, Maple Street, Village 
Grove, Slate Barn? But the general consensus was this look is not appropriate for the historic core. 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

11. I find this to be a fascinating case study for the Village. Particularly homes that are put on the non-contributing list. The size and 
scale is not inherently different from the original. The new entry way, while quite modern, has more prominence and connection to 
the street than the original. It also creates a covered deck, which as we’ve learned in quarantine accessible outdoor space is very 
important. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

12. It seemed the HAAC’s consensus was the boxy black pop out 
was not ideal for the village. The first floor, on the other hand, was 
more visually appeal and checks the boxes for repetition of 
windows, prominent porch. Given the context clues of the fence 
posts facing inward, I believe this is the backyard and not front 
yard.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

13. This type of addition would not be 
compatible with the village because the 
rooflines contrast too much. This is a 
side addition Would this roofline be 
acceptable as a rear addition where 
minimally visible from the street? 

 

https://design-milk.com/a-lakeside-
cottage-gets-a-modern-addition-by-
anik-peloquin-architecte/ 
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14. This one caused quite a stir on May 5th. Should vertical 
additions to contributing structures are prohibited in the 
Village?  

Example language, “Vertical additions to non-contributing 
structures where the existing stories and new story are 
seamlessly integrated by  
- matching the existing materials and proportions 
original or,  
- a full renovation of the exterior   

 

This is a rendering; the engineering feasibility is 
questionable at best. But the bylaw language should 
prevent such vertical additions to historic structures that 
destroy their original character.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

15. This is a potential outcome of the bylaw language, “complementary but a product of its own era.”  

The modern metal addition uses the same height and roof pitched as the original. The dark metal provides a striking contrast. 
The eye can decipher the old from the new. The gabled end uses glass to bring in natural light and connect the interior to the 
outside. This was a side/rear addition.  

The architect’s goal was a barn. To me it has a more cathedral-like appearance, which could be interesting in the village given it’s 
history of churches converted into municipal buildings and non-religious gathering spaces. (Town Hall, Annex, and Old Brick 
Church) https://freshome.com/inspiration/contemporary-add-transforms-dutch-50s-farmhouse/ 

https://freshome.com/inspiration/contemporary-add-transforms-dutch-50s-farmhouse/

