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Should we restore
heritage home or keep
record of change?

No re ady—m ade Unfortunately, there is no
ready-made answer, since
dllSWer there are many factors to be

considered.

For instance, should a fea-
ture such as a recent porch
be removed in favour of one
that would be more in char-
acter with the original style
ofthe house? Or shnuld such
a later alteration be pre-
served for its own value and
contribution to history?

There are otherissues to be
resolved as well. They in-
clude whether there is archi-
tectural or historical evi-

Two different
approaches here
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The decision whether to re-

store a missing architectural
feature or to preserve an ex-
isting element is a dilemma
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King's Castle, Oakville as it looks today. Successive owners over the past 150 years made numerous changes,
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veranda on the front of the-
house,

each tailored to their particular requirements and desires. faced by many owners ofhis-  dence for a missing feature,
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.2 Y ——— older part of the house? L AN
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