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Introduction

The purpose of this report is to provide an ovewad the New Durham Meeting House—its
history, its physical evolution, its significanthrtectural features and its existing condition—in
order to guide future decisions for the building.

Now nearly 240 years old, the Meeting House islavaal fixture of the local landscape.

It reflects the untold hours of time and effort maitizens have invested in it, as for the most
part, the building is stable and structurally saufae roof and foundation are solid, and
assuming the building remains only minimally uséeé, interior framing sag is unlikely to move
any further. The town is fortunate in that it cakd the necessary time to determine best future
uses for the structure.

After sitting in poor condition for many years,pnvate ownership, the building was donated
back to the town in 1979. The following year, itsAsted on the National Register of Historic
Places. Not everyone supported town ownershipeobthlding, and in 1987 a warrant article
asked that it be burned. Fortunately, it did naspanstead, the town appointed two committees,
both overseen by the Town Historian, to overseetroation projects. The first, undertaken in
the late 1980s by a local volunteer group, entaigdiacing the roof, siding, exterior trim,
window frames and sash, and doors. The secondcproplved the grounds and included
developing the walking trail and restoring the poun

Another valuable advocate for the Meeting Houseldess the New Durham Historical Society.
Since its establishment in 1991, it has champidheduilding’s restoration, in part by raising
funds and applying for grants and keeping the pubhare of the building’s importance. The
Society has also held numerous events at, or oalfoefihthe Meeting House. In 2001, it
commissioned an architectural and collections assest for the building.

In late 2006, the town reinforced its long-term coiment to the Meeting House by creating the
Meetinghouse Restoration Committee composed of feittad individuals with areas of
expertise in restoration, building elements, sisprvation, grant writing, research, planning
and communication, and cultural event organizatibhe Committee’s charges include creating
a strategic plan for the building, and developing anplementing both a community use plan
and a long term maintenance plan.

One of the Committee’s first undertakings was tmgossion this report, funded part by the
Land and Community Heritage Investment Program (LCHIP) and in part by the Town of New
Durham. It provides a wide range of data to assist the tplan for the future of the Meeting
House. The chapter on its history helps understawdand why the building has physically
changed. The chapter on its architecture, whigtc®mpanied by photographs and measured
drawings, describes its existing appearance amdiits the specific extant character-defining
features from each construction era. The survexisiting conditions specifies what work items
need to be addressed, while the section on pragemguidelines outlines the recommended
treatment approach to achieve them. The reportledes with discussing how to mesh local
ideas for future uses with the needed work.
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It would be unrealistic to think that all of theat®d work could be accomplished immediately,
or that uses for the building will never changet Bthis report is used similarly to a road map,
it will ensure that all future decisions are infadhdecisions—ultimately the best decisions for
the Meeting House.
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History and Evolution of the Meeting House

Introduction

The New Durham Meeting House epitomizes the towirss
commitment to a public structure. It is also sigriht as the site of
the first services that the Free Will Baptist Chynehich was
formed in New Durham, ever held in a church builithe
importance of this event was recognized by the tagvparly as
the 1880s.

Located on a slight rise above Old Bay Road in wves once the
village of New Durham Corners, the Meeting Houss wa
constructed in 1770, with later substantial aliereg occurring in
1792 and 1838. Its appearance today largely refiectonversion
into a town hall in 1838. At that time, it was reéd from a two-
story structure to a single story. If the main ante was originally
on the southeast eaves side—which was typicald8rcl meeting
house design—it was relocated to the northeasedadnit, to face
the road, at this time as well.

Brief History of New Durham Corners

A Masonian grant first established the bounds of/Deirham in
1749. New Durham was a frontier town near the ssaghedge of
Lake Winnipesaukee, where the efforts to settleianptove the
land were under threat by the Native American pafpah in the
region, especially during the French and Indian3Va&he first
attempts to settle New Durham in the 1750s faibetause the
inhabitants did not fulfill the requirements of ttiearter. It was
not until the conclusion of the war that the regments were met.
The settlers petitioned for it and received thetgran 1762,
allowing them to govern themselv@$he name New Durham
reflected that many of the proprietors came frommHam, New
Hampshire. By 1775, the town’s population was upgs?

A plan for settlement was drawn up in 1750. Thenplas a

typical Masonian plan, delineated into near-equsithed
geometric lots separated by ranges, all superintgpose¢he
landscape without account of the topography. The givided the
town in two, creating two divisions of 100 lots kadhe purchaser
of lot #1 in the first division also gained lot #ilthe second.

It was common practice in early New England thidven grant
stipulate that the purchasers or settlers buildeatmghouse, carve
out a minister’s lot, and convince a set numbegetfiers to make

! New Hampshire Provincial and Sate Papers, vol. 28; vol. 7: 756; Catherine E. Orlowicz intew.
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the new town their home by building a house andawipg the
land. New Durham’s grant was no exception. It rezpithat the
town have a Meeting House built “for the Public &lup of God,”
within six years after the end of the French ardidn War, which
came in 1763.

In the center of the first (southern) division wére Minister’s Lot
(#9) and the Ministry Lot (#10). From Lot #10, tlosvn was to
carve out six acres on which to site a meeting éd@unsl school, as
well as a training field and a burial grouh@ihe town also later
located an animal pound there.
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Plan of New Durham, 1750
from New Hampshire Provincial and State Papeok 28, p. 102

With these structures, New Durham Corners becameehter of
civic life for the town in the 18and early 19 centuries. So

named because of the intersection of Main CountrgdRwith

Cross Center Road, the Corners also had taverradl, Smops,
residences and farnighe role of the Meeting House was twofold

2 New Hampshire Provincial and Sate Papers, vol. 28: 100.

% SeeNew Hampshire Provincial and Sate Papers, vol. 28: 102; Masonian Plans, Book 4: 84. Masofns,
Book 4: 84.

* Maps of 1806, 1856 and 1892.
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as the center of religious and civic life. Weddinfgserals,
Sunday services, town meetings, court trials amdngsonity
gath(grings were held there, as in meetinghousesghout the
state?

Map of New Durham, 1806, detail showing the Meetitause at center.
Collection of the New Hampshire State Archives

The Meeting House Years: Initial Construction

Warrant articles for a June 14, 1768 town meetmyew Durham
included a “vote relative to building a Meeting etthe present
year for the Public Worship of God in said towntaanother to
“choose a committee to build the same.” Theselagi@addressed
at a continuation meeting on July 11, 1768, passdtie town
“voted that the Meeting house in New Durham shalbhilt of the
following Dimentions Viz. 42 feet long & 35 feetde & 20 foot
Post with Proportionable timber fir for such a dinly.” A month
later, the town voted “to let out the meeting housBew Durham
to the lowest bidder To build. [And also] Votedtteach whole
right shall pay 20/ Lawfull money towards builditige meeting
house and other Incidental charges not taxed Heretb The
committee was still collecting that tax money ir627when Major
Thomas Tash and Ensign Jn’o. B. Hanson were chaoged
“receive the Meeting House and give the Dimensufribe
Window Frames.” There were to be “but twenty fivéendbw
Frames in the aforesaid Meeting House and thgbakes shall be
but 18 feet between joint§.”

A town-wide inventory in January 1770 notes, “Noltear is the
Meeting House Inclosed shingled & under floor Lardler pined
& window frames in and no more finished towardsAt similar

inventory from April 1770 listed “a Meeting Housat Lot No 10

5 Benes and Zimmerman, 1979: 2.

These records indicate that the
Meeting House was erected
and enclosed, with windows
frames installed, by early
1770. Within another two
years, and possibly earlier, the
town was using the building
for meetings; by then,
windows and sash would have
been in place. Both
documentary and physical
evidence suggest that the
interior of the building,
including permanent seating,
remained essentially
unfinished for another twenty
years.

The main entrance to the
building most likely was on
the southeast wall—the longer
eaves side—following
traditional 18' c. meeting
house design. This makes
even more sense when one
realizes that when the building
was erected, there was a road
that ran in front of the
southeast elevatidh.

6 “Chapter in the History of New Durham,” 1907: 3871. This article in the Genealogical Register fisaascript
“of a document...in the unindexed Court files at DoWwH...the original book of the proprietors of Newaibam,

from which these records were copied...is now misgiB§9].
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on six improved acres. Lot #9 still lacked any dungs,
suggesting that a minister’'s house was not yet.l®&yl then, forty-
one houses had been elsewhere built in town. BeMaf 1772,
New Durham’s public meetings were being held inNtezting
House.

Finishing the Meeting House: Pews, Pulpit and Porch

In 1791, the town finished the interior of the linlg after passing
warrant articles for building pews, a porch andibpp, and
accepting and altering the plan of the interiorcgsaln March of
that year, the town “voted to choose a committemaok and
number the pews in the Meeting house and drafama thlereof and
make return at next adjournment of this meetihmApril, the
plan was received and a special meeting was seidiion the
pews in June. Pews went to the highest bidders,wud own
pew privileges only. This was a common practice teddecision
of who sat where was both a political and finanoiz’°

A copy of this plan is not
known to have survived.

The new pew owners were responsible for havingéves In New Durham, it appears

cons_tructed within eighteen m_on_ths or their priyﬂe/va_s that each pew owner was
forfeited. Sums were to be paid in “merchantabl@evpine responsible for constructing
Boards or white oak lumber at Dover Landing atdheent his own pew, rather than just

Market price at or on the first day of April nexthe pews were toPaying the town a set sum to
be built “as nearly alike as the circumstancesachepew will have it built

allow and in the usual form of pews in Meetinghause Given the era, the main floor
general.*! A year later, the town included in its agendatéwvn pews would most likely have
meeting, considering “what order the town will takgegards to  been open-top box pews (such
the privileges of the pews in the galleries,” amdhat steps the ~ as those that are still extant in

. . . ., the Danville Meeting House),
town will take for the fixing the common seats Ive yalleries. so some basic guidelines and

The pew plan was accepted at that June me&ting. dimensions would have been
critical to ensure they all fit
together.

These town records indicate
that the gallery seating was of
two types: pews and
“‘common seats,” which may
have been benches. It further
appears that the town took
responsibility for installing the
latter, rather than selling them
off.

8 Catherine E. Orlowicz interview.

" New Hampshire Provincial and Sate Papers, vol. 28: 105 and 107.

° New Durham Town Records. March 28, 1791.

9 Benes and Zimmerman, 1979: 55-56.

™ New Durham Town Records: June 6, 1791; Wiley: 60.

12 New Durham Town Records: May 19, 1792, June 7, 1792, June 18, 1792.
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Fremont Meeting House, NH, constructed 1800
The design of these box pews, with their fairlynsler spindles, are likely
similar to those placed in the New Durham Meetirayst in 1791-92.

Photograph by Paul Wainwright

Sandown Meeting House, NH,

erected 1774 ﬂ
This view shows a typical late™

18" c. arrangement of box pew:
on the main floor. Note that th
gallery is fitted out with both
box pews and benches, as w.
likely the case at New Durham
From Snnott, Meetinghouse and™ &
Church in Early New England

(1963), p.57 l , Y
H «
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Rocky Hill Meeting House, Amesbury, MA, erected 1785
The bench shown in this photograph may well reserttise that were placed
in the New Durham Meeting House gallery. Note ftingilarity of the wainscot
to that in the New Durham building.

Photograph by Paul Wainwright

1792 was a year of major construction activityhia Meeting The 1806 map of New
House. That the Meeting House was crowded is evitem a ag;hsimwgﬁp;céz (t)*r‘%?]":egtg‘bﬁe
vote to _close the two doors at the ends of thedmglin order to end. as well as an eaves side.
fit additional pews in. thus following traditional

meeting house design. Both
this reference of the 1792
town meeting and the drawing
affirm that there was likely a
door on the other gable end
_ from the outset.

At one of the June meetings, the town also votedet out the

building of the porch to the Meeting house to thwdst bidder Porches—actually

and to be of the following dimensions namely itlsha 10 feet ~ €nclosures—were a common

wide by the Meeting house and 12 feet deep anRithge pole to Iﬁgt:gtzifﬁiitt'sg_hgﬁ;ers "
finished and completed in the following mannemg there shall the stairwells to the gallery.
be two doors below and one window in the front anghir of By placing them on the
Stairs of three flights and a door to enter in® gallery-and to be €xterior of the building, it

. . . . » freed up interior space for
shingled and clapboarded and underpinned in adeitaanner.” .. = pews. Meeting

New Durham Meeting House Historic Building Assesstweith Preservation Guidelines 8



George Davis won the bid to build the porch for 3®#ars."

Less than two weeks later, the town resolved ttie pulpit and
canopy be built according to that in Mr. Powers Meghouse in
Gilmantown™* and that the building of the pulpit, canopy;,
window, Deacon’s seat and stairs be completed mittie months
by Samuel Runnels and Josiah Edgerly for 98 dotfars

houses had either single-porch
stairwells, such as New
Durham appears to have had,
or twin porches, which were
placed on each gable end. The
single-porch form was
common in eastern and coastal
areas of New Hampshire and
Maine, but it also appeared
somewhat further inland,
including in areas south of
Lake Winnipesauke. For
instance, the town of
Middleton voted for a single-
stairwell porch in 1789. And
Wolfeboro voted to imitate
Middleton in 1792, the same
year that New Durham voted
to construct oné’

The “two doors below” likely
were two-leaf doors within a
single opening; the window
would have been above them.
The term “flights” actually
refers to “runs” on a flight, so
the stairs would have had
three turns as they extended
from the first to the second
story.

The depiction of the meeting
house on the 1806 map
(above) without a porch does
not necessarily mean it lacked
one. All of the buildings on
the map are drawn
stylistically, rather than
realistically. In addition,
adding the porch would have
meant a three-dimensional
representation—far harder to
draw. Similarly, the chimney
is probably artistic license, as
the building probably lacked
one as early as 1806.

13 New Durham Town Records: June 7, 1792. The shutting of the end doorsneapassed at the following meeting

on June 18

14 The above-referenced Gilmanton structure was d@i®apeetinghouse built in 1774, but taken dowa842 and

replaced with a new church building. (Garvin, 2002)
!> New Durham Town Records: June 18, 1792.

" Benes, 1979: 50. For more information on meetingkegorches, see Benes, 1979; Sinnott, 1963; arat&p

1938.

New Durham Meeting House Historic Building Assesstiveith Preservation Guidelines

9



Need for additional space prompted yet more chaimgie fall of
1792, when the town voted to remove the singingsseso the ~ Singing seats were elevated
galleries and reduce some of the alleys betweepets from Sgitefgrgié;hoa\}eNtﬁgn? “Imgm
three feet to two and a half. The broad alley dweddoor alleys the galleries” suggests they
were to remain unchanged. Finally, after the cotrguieof the were relocated, rather than
pews came the building of “the parsonage pew ang seats on taken out altogether.

the floor four in number and the placing of thdgrs.” Josiah

Edgerly also received this commission, for 13%:atsi® The term "alley” is

interchangeable with “aisle.”

“Pillars” would be the
columns that supported the
outer edges of the galleries. In
the New Durham Meeting
House, if the gallery was on
three sides, one column would
have been placed at each
interior bent, and two
additional ones along the
second and fifth bents, for a
total of six to eight. However,
since the building was later
dropped down to a single
story, there is no surviving
physical evidence of their
placement.

This finish work coincided with a revival in New Bham'’s

Freewill Baptist congregation, which was then ughmgbuilding.

In the 1780s, attendance at Freewill Baptist chseririces had

been dwindling, and there was a serious thredteoféct

disbanding altogether. In 1791, a new covenantmade. This

scheme for revival apparently worked, and the cegation grew

again, prompting a Freewill Baptist revival throoghNew

Hampshire and Maine. The restored religious istameay have

influenced the renewed interest in finishing thevNR2urham

Meeting Housé?

Town records from 1805, in mentioning the needdoher This 1805 reference is the
repairs to the meeting house, make specific reéerémJosiah ~ first—and only—time two

e Firmielni “ ” . porches are mentioned. Given
Edgerly’s finishing the “two porches” accordingtte contract the building's comparatively

with the town:® diminutive dimensions, a
single porch would be more
probable. Photographs of the
work undertaken in the 1980s
indicate the front gable end
never had a porch (and thus,

16 New Durham Town Records: September 22, 1792.

'8 Baxter: 28-29; Buzzell: 132-136.

19 New Durham Town Records, 1803-1821: 12, 13, 31, and 37. Edgerly was a local man \itemllon the Bay Road
and made a living as a joiner. He also held towsitfpms and a tavern license (Jennings, 1962: 84).
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Alna, ME, Ming House, built 9
This porch is similar to what could have adornes th
New Durham Meeting Hous@hotograph by Paul Wainwright

¥ -
s 4 2
Sandown Meeting House, NH, erected 1774
The pulpit, canopy, pulpit window, stairs leadinghe pulpit, and Deacon’s
seat below the pulpit are on the eaves side dftiilding, opposite the main
entrance, the typical placement in latd' t8meeting houses.
From Speare Colonial Meeting-houses of New Hampsh(t938), p.12

By 1803, the exterior of the building needed repHire town
voted “to strip all of the old and put on new gabapboard

likely, nor did the rear gable
end). If the clapboards along
the southeast and southwest
eaves wall are ever removed,
the question of where—and
how many—porches the
building had may well be
resolved. In the meantime, the
only clue is when the lower
board of the wainscot was
pried off during the course of
this study, two mortises in the
girt were revealed. Whether
they were holes for an entry
porch frame, or whether the
girt is even original will
remain a question until an
opportunity arises for a more
thorough physical
investigation.

A pulpit and canopy (also
called a sounding board) were
the most dominant interior
features of a meeting house.
They were often painted with
color and exhibited
architectural details, fabric
drapery and cushions. The
pulpit was generally located at
the center of the eaves wall
opposite the entrance. The
pulpit window, which often
had an arched upper sash, was
immediately above the pulpit,
midway between the first and
second stories.

In the New Durham Meeting
House, the most appropriate
location would have been on
the northwest eaves wall, as
the entrance was on the
southeast side, overlooking
the pound. The girt in the
middle bay of that wall is also
thicker, suggesting it may be a
replacement, added when the
pulpit window would have
been removed in 1838, when
the building was converted to
a town hall.

There is no record as to
whether any of this work was
ever completed.

New Durham Meeting House Historic Building Assesstiveith Preservation Guidelines 11



shingles cornerboards weatherboards window crowhisefvise
to canthe plates and put a cornice under the eaves akd ana
good hassom door with good hatcarer it.” George Davis again
received the commission to work on the buildings ffhase at
$130. In 1805, as already mentioned above, J&siglerly was
called in to finish the “two porches.”

The Meeting House lot also contained the Town Ppouere the
town corralled stray animals until owners couldsbenmoned.
Proposals for a pound first appear in town recordee 1790s.
After several postponements, it appears the powagifiwally
completed in 1809 by John Taylor. The specificatiamitten in
1808 indicate that the pound was to be 30’ squarelpsed by a
stone wall 6’ thick at the bottom, 2’ thick at ttegp and 8’ high,
“including a wooden leap one foot square,” withuffisient gate,
lock and key. It was to be at the “southerly patihe lot in front
of the Meeting house®®

Early Ministers & the Freewill Baptists

New Durham'’s first minister was Nathaniel Porter, a
Congregationalist, who accepted the post in Augtis773. In
1777, Rev. Porter resigned, after unreconciledutiespwith the
town over his salary. Two years later, the towruigid Benjamin
Randall to preach in the Meeting house. Randalllvaas in 1749
in Newcastle, NH. After coming to New Durham, hedme a
nationally significant religious leader in the RneleBaptist
movement. He came to serve New Durham by speaidhtion
from residents who had heard him speak as anatmeninister in
nearby towns. He moved his family permanently emNDurham
in 1778 and remained there until his death in 18R8ndall had
agreed to settle in New Durham with the provisd Heanot be
confined to any one church or community, but ratieetevery
person’s minister.” True to his word, Randall tiadefrequently
and extensively—Dby his own accounts, he traversg@3miles in
1807 alone—to minister to congregations around Nampshire
and Maine. He helped to establish churches in n@angs and
baptized converts throughout the afea.

As an adult, Randall joined first the Congregatlataurch and
then the Baptist. At about the time he came to @emham, he
split from the Baptist church to become an Evarsgdiater called
a Freewill Baptist. In 1780, near his home on NewwHam Ridge,
Randall and a handful of converts organized trst &nduring
Freewill Baptist congregation in the country. THest meetings

20 New Durham Town Records, 1803-1821.
21 Buzzell, 1827: footnote 25.

As already mentioned,
whether New Durham
received one or two porches
cannot be determined until the
siding is removed.

This reference to the location
of the pound in relation to the
Meeting House makes it all
the more likely that the
original entrance was on the
southeast eaves side, thus
placing the pulpit on the
opposite (northwest) wall.

New Durham Meeting House Historic Building Assesstiveith Preservation Guidelines
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were in the New Durham Meeting House and for soony fyears,
they continued to meet here sporadically. The hysbbthe
Freewill Baptist movement has focused on New Durharthe
cradle of the denomination. For that reason, anougquarterly
gatherings have taken place in the town since ¥792.

Other ministers preached in the Meeting House amantiwith
Randall. This was not uncommon, as a meeting heasdo serve
the townspeople, who often represented differingpdgnations’

The “Town House” _

Two events, which both coincidentally occurred ih98 Ma”%( Ner\lN Hamps?'r.e 4 dual

dramatically impacted the future course of the fgeHouse. s r‘;‘ﬁ;?osu;euas'gse P

That year, the New Hampshire legislature passed ¢heration number of years after passage

Act, which prohibited taxation to support ministezffectively of the Toleration Act. For
separating religious activity from civic. Many dfet state’s example, Washington's
meeting houses that were built for such dual piepdecame meeting house remained in

i : TS “ town ownership after 1819,
either churches for the primary denomination inriaw “town but the Congregational

houses.” 1819 also marked the year the FreewiltiBadinished  church continued to use it for
building a church on New Durham Ridge, near whieedr founder another twenty years before it

had lived and where the sect had first been orgdrépme forty  builtits own church. It was
years earlier. not until then that the pulpit
was removed from the

. . . . meeting house Likewise, the
Neither event had an immediate impact on the Mgetiouse, as  yeeting house in Pelham

it seems Freewill Baptist services took place ah bacations for a served the dual purposes for
period; other religious organizations likely coniénl to use the  twenty-three years, long after
Meeting House for services, as well as weddingsfanerals; and the 1819 mandate.

the town did not set about converting the buildimg a town

house for some time. As late as the 1850s, thdeesFreewill

Baptist minister, Rev. David L. Edgerly, noted sevémes in his

diary that he preached “at New Durham Corner,” a§ &s in the

Freewill Baptist Church at New Durham Ridge, wheedived®*

By 1831, New Durham residents began discussingtbdvepair

% There are many biographical sketches of Elder Riridcluding Baxter, 1957: 1-64; Fullonton, 18 Bales,
1914: 444-445Souvenir of the Centennial, 1892: 40-42; and Wiley, 1915. The earliest soisclwhn Buzzell's
1827The Life of Elder Benjamin Randall; Buzzell was a contemporary and a convert of Réiada@he records of
the Freewill Baptist Church begin with Randall’snistry in New Durham starting in 1780 and docuntaet
church’s meetings, services, correspondence armd witidental notes. The records, on microfilmhet NH State
Library and difficult to read, continue long affeandall’'s death. Of note, there are several pagee film of
“loose papers” that would be helpful to any reskame the building of the Freewill Baptist Churchidaw Durham
Ridge in 1818-1819.

% Buzzell (1827), e.g., mentions another ministek@w Durham (p. 92).

4 Edgerly’s diaries from 1848-1891 show a numbemegtings and services at several locations inatve and
neighboring area. They also list locations suckcimolhouses, the “Academy,” the “meetinghousefigps the
one at New Durham Corners). This propensity to stémiin several towns and locations is in the tiadiset by
Benjamin Randall, who traveled often, not bindimg$elf to a single congregation. (Baxter: 21-31zBall;
Fullonton; Wiley; et al).
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the Old Meeting house so as to answer to the parpba town
house.” Between 1831 and 1838, warrants appearaecty on
the town agenda to repair the “Old Meeting housel ‘anake it
“tenantable to do their town business in.” Howeeach year,
they were either vetoed or just passed over. Onepion
occurred in 1835, when the town voted not to retottze “Old
Meeting house” into a “Town House,” but insteade*thhabitants

of the town of New Durham do relinquish all theght to the Old The town never did turn the

building over to the pew

Meeting house in said town to the owners of theievsaid owners.
Town.” The original article clarifies the purposktioe act: “so that
the Pew holders may repair said house for publicship.” This mention of repairing the

building for public worship

. . . further suggests that there
The conversation of abandoning the Meeting Housgether were other denominations in

continued in 1836, when the town began to congidestructing a town using the Meeting House
new Town House elsewhere in town. The first wagaaime in at this time. For example, in
March that year: “to see if the town will vote telighe lot on 1836, there were two “regular
which the Old Meeting house stands or any part’afrid “to see ~ °rganized [religious]
if the town will vote to build a Town House.” Whiteese articles ,i?g('eevf,ﬁSB;n town—the

. . ptists and the
were passed over at the meeting, the town instetedithat the  oyaker<®
selectmen should appoint a committee to “draftieable plan for
a town house and make an estimate of the probapknee of
building the same and also to locate a spot tallsald house
upon.” This plan was accepted at the November mgebut any
further discussion of a town house was passedlaiarthat
meeting and again at the March 1837 meefting.

In the end, the measure to start anew was cast awsfevor of It remains unknown whether
substantially remodeling the Meeting House to switlern needs, e building was cutright
. above the first floor and again

and perhaps aesthetics. In 1838, the vote passatitite Old immediately above the gallery
Meeting house shall b_e cut down toa one-story damsl that the oo jevel, allowing it to drop
Selectmen shall superintend the doing of the sarddtat they onto—and thus reuse—the
shall cause said house to be repaired in a manffaiesnt and 1770s floor. Or it may have
comfortable to hold the annual town meeting in neatch.” The been cutright below the
fi : gallery level, thus reusing the
irst floor of the Meeting House was removed areldpper story gallery floor and infilling
was lowered and set upon the foundation, thus priesethe what had been the open area.
original roof system. The entrance was moved froensioutheast An ideal time to have
eaves side to the northeast gable end. The pulgitanopy were determined this would have
likely dismantled at this time in favor of the etkigy moderator's ~ Peen when the subflooring

) . and joists were replaced in the
box and speaker’s platform set into the southwedtad the

o ) late 1980s.
building opposite the new entrance.

% New Durham Town Records, 1827-1838.

% Jennings (1962) notes that there was a Quakefimgd®iuse in 1856 on New Durham Ridge and may baea
one elsewhere in New Durham in 1833 (p. 54). Thedtegational Church was established in New Durpear
to Benjamin Randall’s tenure, but it is unknown Howg that church continued (Stewart: 44). Lawrefi366)
notes three ministers currently preaching in Newham, but mentions only the Freewill Baptist denmettion (p.
338).

*" New Durham Town Records, 1827-1838.
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Such drastic remodeling of
meeting houses was not
uncommon in New Hampshire
in the 1820s-1850s. A
surprising number of two-
story buildings were cut down
to single-story structures once
they no longer served dual
purposes and became either a
town house or a church. The
alteration resulted in a
building more appropriately
sized for the town’s needs and
cut expenses for upkeep and
heating. In addition to the
practical reasons for such a
change, aesthetic motivations
Northeast (front) and southeast elevations, showiaduilding much as it were behind some of the

would have appeared after it was reduced to aesistgry in 1838. remodeling, as by the mid-19
Photographed ca. 1900. century, the Greek Revival
New Durham Historical Collection style, had taken hold. Greek

Revival buildings usually had
the main entrance in the gable
side of the building, rather
than the eaves side.

New Durham’s meeting house
was one of many that had its
entrance relocated thus. Some
towns took the remodeling
even further by physically
rotating the building to ensure
the gable end was prominently
oriented toward the road.

Other New Hampshire
meeting houses that were
reduced from two to one-story
buildings include those in
Belmont, Groton, Milton,
Plainfield (Meriden) and
Thornton; some of these
buildings were also rotated.

After ca. 1841, records and maps began to calvibeting House _

the “Town House,” reflecting the change in its steue and While the wall lath and plaster
function. In 1841 and again in 1844, warrant agschppear to “seeﬂg:iezgr?tg f;gsigﬂﬁﬁg}éze
if the town will vote to finish a small room in thewn house for  \hich are secured with
the use of the selectmen to assess taxes in.”tBo#s, the article wrought iron nails, are part of
was passed oveAt town meeting in July 1847, a motion to the original gallery finish,
“repair and finish” the Meeting House initially [ssl, allowing ~ 2dded in 1792. The boards in
for “lathing, plastering, putting in the windowsdha stove,” tghaell g;;dglnirzﬁgz ;"g:f;ilt;f
indicating that the interior of the single-storyusture was still window would have been, are
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unfinished. However, this vote was followed immeelia by a from this period, but must
motion to “reconsider the above vote.” Tolowing year, in have been relocated from
March, a vote passed to repair and finish the Medtiouse ﬁg%ﬁﬁ;'ﬁfﬁtg‘; perhaps
“under the directions and management of the Selattim

The Meeting House was likely used in this era fanppses in Town records make no
addition to town meetings. In 1864 a warrant agtisthough hmed”t'or; Whe”‘e(; ipe building
passed over—hints at additional potential useb@building: ad a stove (and thus,

N . ; 4 chimney) prior to 1847. Few
vote “to authorize the Selectmen to let the Towmstoin said meeting houses had stoves

town for public meetings, exhibitions, parties audh other prior to 1815, largely for fear
purposes as the Selectmen may think proffer.” of fire, but they were
gradually added between 1815
and 18407

In 1870, the debates of the 1830s were echoed whamants
appeared to “vote to sell the Town House and l@tnyr portion
thereof” and “to vote to buy a new lot and buildeav Town
House” with money raised by taxation. The issue passed over
that year, repeated in 1873 and again passedlavB876, the
town selectmen began to plead for the repair obtlhikeling “as a
matter of economy,” certainly more prudent thanwlhg it to fall
to ruin and then go into debt building a new tovaige “which,
necessarily will cost some $2500.” In 1883 and 1##&%e words
were finally heeded, and the Meeting House wasimegan their
annual report of 1884, the selectmen summarize pvitle that
the town had a positive balance at year end deagées major
demands, including completing the repairs on thetiig House,
which totaled $316.80. Expenses show purchaseadoml tosts
for shingles, lumber, ironwork, masonry, clapboasdsl paint.
“Thus,” the selectmen concluded, “we have not gmbserved a
building that will be useful to the town for mangars to come,
...but also one that is of great historical intetéstThey added the
caveat: “unless, since the town can boast of @sdom from debt,
the number of inhabitants should increase so it beeppme
necessary to furnish larger accommodations.” Taniedight would
prove true twenty-three years latér.

In 1907, New Durham erected a new Town Hall indéetion of
town known as Downings Mills or The Plains that leadlved
into the industrial and commercial center and trowhich the
railroad passed. The old Town House in New Durhamers
village now lacked a public purpose.

8 New Durham Town Records, 1841-1855 and 1856-1872.

% The selectmen end this sentence with “since ittvadirst Freewill Baptist church ever erectedteTfacts are
slightly incorrect however, as the building was amctedas a Freewill Baptist Church, but was rather thet firs
place the denomination practiced after forming78Q.

% New Durham Annual Reports, 1870-1876, 1883 and+188

32 Nylander, 1979: 87-88.
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Front (northeast) and northwest elevations, phajolged 1942. By this time, the

building was used for agricultural storage.
New Durham Historical Collection

In 1912, neighboring farmer Zanello D. Berry purséd the
Meeting House and its lot for $251. He used théding to store
farm equipment, and he or his successor addediagharn door
in the rear of the building, replaced the flooringd may have
undertaken slight interior modifications. In 1908e of Berry’'s
descendents, Lua Pike, gifted the building, thentpound and its
six-acre lot to the town. Shortly thereafter, thedilng House and
pound were placed on the National Register of kist®laces for
architectural significance and associations wittalo
government’

from National Register Nomination Form

31 Garvin et al, 1983: 6; New Durham Annual Repatl3 and 1979.
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From 1987 to 1990, a major town-led renovation cagp
rescued the building from oblivion. During the cesiof the
renovation effort, the roof, clapboards, exterront windows,
front door, and sill were replaced under the dicgcof master
carpenter Ernie Vachon. Berry’s sliding barn doasweplaced
with double doors and the opening reduced in $izeas not until
2003 that the clapboard replacement was compleaks to an
Eagle Scout project. With the exception of the ldoars, the
repairs removed materials associated with the mgétuse or
town hall years.

Foundation work undertaken by JR Graton and KewfmikR 2006
repaired the fieldstone foundation seen in histphiotographs,
adding 18 century spilt granite blocks in a few places.

New Durham Meeting House Historic Building Assesstiveith Preservation Guidelines

18



Sources Consulted

American Conservation Consortium, Ltd. “New DurhBlistorical Society Architectural and
Collections Assessment.” Fremont, NH: 2001.

Baxter, Norman AHistory of the Freewill Baptists. Rochester, NY: American Baptist Historical
Society, 1957.

Benes, Peter. “Twin-Porch versus Single-Porch B&dis: Two Examples of Cluster Diffusion
in Rural Meetinghouse Architecture,” @ d-Time New England vol. 69, nos. 3-4
(Winter/Spring 1979): 44-68.

Benes, Peter and Phillip D. Zimmerm&lew England Meetinghouse and Church: 1630-1850
(exhibit catalog). Boston: Boston University Prassl Currier Gallery of Art, 1979.

Buzzell, JohnThe Life of Elder Benjamin Randal Principally Taken from Documents Written by
Himself. Lumerick, ME: Hobbs, Woodman, 1827.

“Chapter from the History of New Durham,” Mew England Historical and Geneal ogical
Register, vol. 61 (1907): 359-371.

Edgerly, David LDiary of Rev. David Leighton Edgerly, New Durham, NH, 1848-1891. 3
volumes. Collection of the New Hampshire HistoriSakiety.

Free Will Baptist Church Records (1780-ca. 190@) &own Records (1827-1896) Microfilm #
987957. Collection of the New Hampshire State Lijpra

Fullonton, Joseph. “Early History of the Free Bspbenomination in New Hampshire,” Tine
Granite Monthly, vol. 1, no. 8 (1878): 277-279.

Garvin, James L. Electronic letter to Shery HaekJanuary 2002. On file at the New
Hampshire Division of Historical Resources.

Garvin, James L., Christine Fonda Rankie, et akekias for “New Durham Corners Historic
District National Register Nomination,” ca. 1983 @lle at New Hampshire Division of
Historical Resources.

Hengen, Elizabeth Durfee and Sarah Dangelas Hafélistory of the Pelham Town Common,”
report prepared for URS Corporation, 2007. In tledeCtion of NH Division of Historic
Resources.

Hurd, Duane HamiltorHistory of Rockingham and Strafford Counties, New Hampshire.
Philadelphia: J. W. Lewis, 1882: 658-660.

Jennings, Ellen Cloutmaiihe History of New Durham, New Hampshire. New Durham, 1962.

Langheld, Gretchen, “New Durham Meetinghouse anthBd National Register of Historic
Places nomination, 1979. On file at the New Hanmgsbivision of Historical Resources.

Lawrence, Robert Hhe New Hampshire Churches. Comprising Histories. Claremont, NH:
Claremont Manufacturing Co., 1866, p 338, 99.

Merrill, Eliphalet and Phinehas Merrill, Esthe Gazetteer of the State of New Hampshire
Exeter, NH: C. Norris & Co., 1817: 166-167.

New Durham Town Records and Annual Reports. 1768318ew Hampshire State Library and
New Durham Town Hall. Partially on Microfilm #987B®87961 at the State Library.

New Hampshire Provincial and State Papers, 40 vols. (Concord: State of New Hampshire, 1867-
1943).

Nylander, Jane C., “Toward Comfort and UniformiiyNew England Meeting houses, 1750-
1850.” New England Meeting house and Church: 1630-1850. The Dublin Seminar for
New England Folklife Annual Proceedings, 1979. Edited by Peter Benes. Pp. 86-100.

Scales, JohrHistory of Srafford County, New Hampshire and Representative Citizens. Chicago:
Richmond-Arnold Publishing Co., 1914.

New Durham Meeting House Historic Building Assesstiveith Preservation Guidelines 19



Sinnott, Edmund WMeetinghouse and Church in Early New England. New York: Bonanza
Books, 1963.

Souvenir of the Centennial Yearly Meeting of NH Free Baptists Association 1892.

Speare, Eva AColonial Meeting-houses of New Hampshire. Littleton, NH: Daughters of
Colonial Wars, 1938.

Stewart, Rev. Isaac O’he History of the Freewill Baptists. Dover: Freewill Baptist Printing
Establishment, 1862.

Walker, Joseph B. “Standing Order Meeting House Thie Granite Monthly, vol. 18 no. 1
(1911): 5-15

Wiley, Frederick LLife and Influence of the Rev. Benjamin Randall, Founder of the Free
Baptist Denomination. Philadelphia: American Baptist Publication Socjdt915.

Maps & Plans

1750 Plan of New Durham, Masonian Plan Book 4, @dlection of the New Hampshire
State Archives

1806 Map of New Durham, Collection of the New Hahips State Archives

1816 Map of New Hampshire by Philip Carrigain, Collection of the University New
Hampshire

1856 Map of Srafford County, New Hampshire by J. Chace, Jr., Philadelphia

1871 Atlas of Srafford County, New Hampshire, from Actual Surveys, by Sanford and Everts,

Philadelphia
1892 Town and City Atlas of the State of New Hampshire, Boston: D. H. Hurd & Co.

Photograph Collections

New Durham Historical Collection

New Hampshire Division of Historical Resources

New Hampshire Historical Society

Paul Wainwright Photography www.paulwainwrightphotaphy.com

Interviews
Catherine E. Orlowicz, Town Historian, February 200

New Durham Meeting House Historic Building Assesstiveith Preservation Guidelines

20



Additional Maps, Plans and I mages of the M eeting House

All maps and plans in this sectio T
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Detail of the 185Map of Strafford Coun, ' Chace, Jr.
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West eIeCéﬁon', 1979From National Rgiétér Nomination Form
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Labeled: “Raised enclosed area / Question if it @réginal pulpit or seating for town officials,” ¥9. New Durham
Historical Collection

Labeled: “Original door to front hall, 1987New Durham Historical Collection
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Labeled: “Sliding barn door [from when building] svased for storage of farm equipment,” ca. 1988y Durham
Historical Collection
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New Durham Meeting House Timeline

DATE EVENT
Plan of New Durham drafted. Lot 10 reserved foreelhg House, school,
1750 oL .
training field and burial ground.
1762 New Durham Charter granted and name incorgarat
1768 Town voted to start construction of Meetingubke.
1770 Meeting House completed (though lacked intémash).
1772 A town meeting (possibly the first) held in éiag House.
1779 Elder Randall called to preach in New Durham.
1791-1792 | Pews built in Meeting House.
1792 Pulpit and canopy built; singing seats in gallersnoved into galleries; gallery.
finished, including supporting columns and wainsparsonage pew built
1803 Clapboards, window & door trim, cornerboandd eornice replaced
1809 Town pound built next to the Meeting House.
1819 Tolera_tion Ac_t passed, sep_arating church and state.
Freewill Baptist Church built on New Durham Ridge.
First consideration to convert Meeting House intavih House (discussion
1831
veered back and forth for seven years)
1831-1838 \é\\/grrrant articles to repair the Meeting House cardily defeated or passed
1835 Town voted to relinquish rights to the Meetitmuse to the owners of the pews
Town decided to remodel Meeting House for Town Houiscluding cutting it
1838 a down to a single story
Entrance relocated to northeast gable end
Moderator’'s box & speaker’s platform likely constred
1848 Interior walls lathed & plastered; stove (&kdly chimney) installed
1847/48 Southeast end partitioned into two smalinm® and vestibule
1870 Town again considered selling the Meeting Houseeaxrdting new town hall;
S : -
thus only general maintenance undertaken on bygjldin
1883-1884 | Meeting House received major repairdapboards, masonry, roof
1893 Meeting House painted.
Town voted to build sheds near the Meeting Houséofon officers’ horses,
1903 : e
but the vote was indefinitely postponed.
1907 New Town Hall built at Downings Mills sectiohtown.
Neighbor Zanello Berry purchased the Meeting Hause lot, and used it to
1912 store farm equipment. He or his descendent addéidiag barn door to
southwest side and replaced floor boards.
1979 Berry’s descendents donated the Meeting Humeed and six acres to town.
1980 Meeting House listed on the National Registetistoric Places.
Meeting House substantially renovated: new fromityetioor, clapboards,
1987-1990 window sash & frames; rear barn door opening iediland new door
installed; re-roofed
2006 Meeting House foundation repaired.
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Architectural Description & Surviving Character-Defining Features

The New Durham Meeting House reflects three majas ef construction: 1768-1770 (building
was framed and enclosed), 1791-92 (pews, pulpipmpand gallery added), and 1838-48
(building cut down to a single story and partsraérior finish). Its current appearance reflects
that last era, although the frame dates from tiggr@al construction period, as does a small
amount of interior finish.

The following narrative describes the building’sremt appearance and identifies surviving
historic architectural features. All of the photaghs were taken between October 2007 and
October 2008.

Site

The Meeting House sits on an elevated, granitedenigthe south side of Old Bay Road in the
historic town center. It shares its six-acre pavaéh the 1809 town pound and the town’s first
burial ground. The lot is wooded, and trees gravselto the building. Walking trails wind
through the forest south of the building. An unghiaop drive accesses the building from the
road.

Approach from the s
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Exterior

The Meeting House is a 1 ¥ story, timber-frameding, five bays wide and three bays deep.
Constructed in 1768-1770 as a 2 ¥ story structheegurrent main story represents what was
once the upper level: in 1838, the first floor weas off, and the upper level lowered to the
ground. The building rests on a foundation that fisix of 19" century quarried granite block
and fieldstone. (The granite block was added in6200he roof is clad with asphalt shingles.
(Sometime between 1979 and 2001, a brick chimnéy avcorbeled cap projected from the
ridge, near the southwest gable end.)

Exterior materials and finishes reflects substangiaovation work undertaken between 1987
and 2000, at which time the clapboards, window sashtrim, and doors were replaced. Trim
consists of flat corner and fascia boards, and es#ndnd door casings.

Front (northeast) elevation. From the mid™1&. until the late 1980s, the front door had opl. (at right: detail
of a late 18 century photograph in the collection of New Hanifgshiistorical Society)
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Detail of rear (southwest) elevation. Double dodase from late 1980s, installed to infill a barrpeyopening
created in 1912. After the building was cut dowri838, there was a likely another window in thddte of this

bay, placed similarly to that on the opposite gadihel.

Front (northeast) and northwest elevat|ons
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L M
Detail of replacement siding and trim

Windows Each of the eaves sides has four windows, leaiagniddle bay blank. (In the late
18" c., an entry porch likely occupied this bay on $betheast side, and the pulpit window
would have been in the lower part of the wall ia tpposite bay explaining the two solid bays.)
The front (northeast) gable end has a single winshogach bay. The rear (southwest) gable end
has only one window, located in the far left bay.

All of the window frames and sash date from the [E380s. The sash are double hung, 12/12,
with 77 x 9” glass. The opening for the window frans slightly smaller than that which appears
in the late 19 photographs. (The photographs also show the aligimdows had somewhat
wider trim boards that abutted the eaves of thiing.) A single, early, twelve-light sash
survives in the building. Its muntin profile is neoakin to a 1792 date than 1770, suggesting at
least some window sash was replaced when the bgilchderwent major work in 1792. Since
the late 18 century photographs also depict 12/12 sash|ikesy the 1792 sash was retained
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when the building was cut down. This one survivsagh would serve as a useful prototype
should the existing windows ever need to be replacgin.

t left: detail of a replacemeﬁttwihao‘v.vf t rigetle surviving historic sash, likely from the 1@ .era

Doors: Two exterior doors are found on the building, ohtha front entry and one at the rear.
The entry door was installed during the late 19@d®vation, replacing a four-panel door that,
judging from historic photographs, likely datedrfrd 838, when the building was cut down to a
single story. The opening measures 34.” The rear,dehich also dates from the late 1980s, is
double-leafed. A wood platform with a simple ragiand two steps provides access. (Prior to the
late 1980s, there was an exterior, vertical-boaniting barn-type door here, set within an
opening that occupied the entire bay and accessadshballow ramp. That door was added in
1912, likely replacing a window.)

Interior
The Meeting House is entered from the middle ofrtbeheast gable end into a small vestibule.
On either side of the vestibule, there is a snwalht. Each of these three spaces was created in

1847 or 1848. The remainder of the interior is open space. What must be remembered is that
this entire space was the upper level of the gldintil 1838.
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Interior view looking south showing southeast aodtBwest (rear) walls. Interior posts are not origl. Wide
opening in far corner was created for a barn-typedin 1912.

Interior view looking west showing southwest (reamyl northwest walls. Interior post in foregroursdniot original.
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Interior view looking north, showing doorways irgmall front rooms and vestibule (partitoned offlisd 7 or
1848)

Framing: All of the posts and the plates are visible from ¢ginound level, and the roof system
from the attic. The posts correspond to the bugdifiour interior bents, although two inner
posts remain, both on the fourth bent. Perimetstgpare covered with plain boards, nailed with
cut nails, indicating the covers date from 1838&48. They were probably added in part to
finish off the building when it became a Town Hailhd in part to hide the holes for the wind
braces, which were removed at that time to incrbéasel room. In addition to the perimeter
posts, there are two interior posts, both on thetfobent. Neither is original.
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Interior view showing original (1769) posts an@id along eaves wall

The roof frame, which dates from 1768-69, cons$tsewn principal rafters, hewn purlins and
vertical sheathing boards. Of six pairs of rafters is replaced and others have been repaired.
Some of the sheathing boards are original and sthere been replaced.

We noted a mistake or two in the process of acgtualltting” the frame and its framing
components back in the late™&entury. The building was probably in the proaafss
construction when these mistakes were discove¥élden the framing system was “figured,”
each gable-end of the truss was short one corrdgppatud. Someone probably ran out to the
woods, cut a tree about the size and length needeidhen placed this “new” stud in the correct
mortise hole as the gable end framing was beingeate This new “last minute” stud would not
be noticeable to the public in the unfinished attic
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Roof framing system, showing original (1769) hewfters and purlins. The white patch shows an ahed had
gotten wet and may need to be repaired (or remlagith like material if it is not salvageable). Tledt vertical
brace is one that was added to keep the collairéin sagging. The sheathing boards seen in thisqunaph are
replacements.

Walls: Walls are covered with split/accordion lath, secuwith cut nails and, nearly
everywhere, plaster. In several areas, what islyl&é‘h century writing, as well as perhaps
some early 20 century writing, and drawings appear on the ptaste

An unpainted wainscot comprised of two horizontglbgitioned boards extends around the
perimeter of the exterior walls, including in theal rooms at the northeast end. The boards are
fastened with wrought iron nails, indicating thegtelfrom 1792, when the gallery was built. The
angled cap on the wainscot, however, is nailed authnails, and probably dates from 1848, ten
years after the building was cut down to a singbeysand at which time the walls were plastered
(with the existing plaster). The wainscot on thteiiior walls of the two small rooms was

installed in 1847 or 1848, when those rooms werttjosmed off.
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Detail of 1792 wainscot, showing also the 1838-188vainscot cap and post covers.

18" c. butterfly wrought iron nail found in wainscot

New Durham Meeting House Historic Building Assesstweith Preservation Guidelines 38



Detail of split/accordion lath on walls

Ceiling: The ceiling is split/accordion lath; none of thagter remain$ Cut nails hold the lath in
place to the ceiling joists, indicating the exigtreiling dates from either the 1838 or 1848
remodeling activity. (Oddly enough, there is nggibal evidence of an earlier plaster ceiling
and/or framing: the building has its original coltees, and there is no sign of joist pockets m th
ties. If the ceiling was above the ties, one waxgect to see a plaster shadow line—again
missing. Yet, a meeting house open to the roof é&amuld have been highly unusual.)

! The missing plaster is due to structural failWkhen the building was cut down in 1838, the townaeed the
wind braces, in order to acquire better head rdéowever, in so doing, they undermined the roofexystYears of
snow load pressure on the rafters, coupled witlwigight of the ceiling joists and lath, causeddbiing to flex
and ultimately break the plaster keys, makingsedgage and fall.
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Detall of ceiling, showing split/accordion lath afalsts

View of ceiling joists and lath, as seen from attic
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Floor: A new sub-floor was installed during the 1987-18&@ovation. When the building was
cut down, it was probably lowered onto the origigiedund level flooring system. (Logistically,

if they had removed the ground level floor systést,fthey would not have had a very good
surface from which to operate. Also, since the sddtwor had a gallery, they would have had to
patch in new framing and flooring in the open gr&éal1912, when the building became a barn,
some of the flooring was likely replaced.

Window & Door CasingsSome historic window casings survive, all datirapirthe 1830-40
period. They are flat, unpainted boards. Similaittg door casings leading into the three small
spaces at the northeast end of the building, détorg the late 1840s, survive; they, too, are flat
and unpainted.

1830-40s door casings located at doorways to sfrmit rooms and vestibule

Interior Doors: As late as 1987, mid-i”gcentury doors opened into the two small front reom
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Front hallway; note pole proppi
up roof.
Selectimen's Office, old lg‘

qe
Spring 1987 i

i= “,"‘l

le, photogrped ca. 1987. New Durham

5 ?,;;,." B ~ - - TR g g .
Mid-19" c. doors that once led to the two front rooms aestibu
Historical Collection

Additional Architectural Features:
= Chimney: Part of the chimney that serviced theetaemains at the southwest end of the
building. (It originally extended above the ridgi) It is constructed of brick and
plastered over. The chimney was in place by 184Bpamssibly earlier.
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Remains of chimney near southwest (rear) wall

= Stove openings: Two small, square openings aredfguthe northwest wall, indicating
individual stoves provided heat to each room. Tipe from each space would have
joined at some point before reaching the chimnéne dpenings probably date from
1848, when the rooms were created and a stovédlausta
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Looking northeast toward the two small rooms atftbet of the building. The square openings ondd ktove
pipes connecting the stoves in the small roomsthvélchimney on the southwest wall.

Moderator’'s box & Speaker’s platform: In the middfethe main room, near the
southwest wall, there is a wood moderator’s bois toughly finished, made of two
horizontal boards, an intermediary batten, andsalb@ard along the front face, and
vertical boards on the two sides. In front of grd appears to be the remnants of a
speaker’s platform. Both were probably built shoatter the building became the town
hall in 1838.

Seating: No historic seating survives, but rudirmenbenches existed around at least
parts of the wall perimeter as late as 1987. Phafygc evidence precludes dating them
from 1792, but they may have been installed dutiregl838-1847/48 renovation period.
Shadow lines of the benches remain visible.
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The benches that lined some of the outer wallvisible in this photograph, taken in 1987.

Moderator’s box with remnants of speaker'é pTatfdr
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Interior view showing moderator’s box at centettelor posts are not original.
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Existing Conditions Survey

Site

Trees on the southeast side of the building (betvwee building and the pound) and along the
southwest side are shading the building such Heaetis inadequate air circulation. This has
caused mildew to accumulate on the roof and siding.

Foundation

The existing foundation (unmortarted granite bloakd stones) rests on a combination of ledge
and soil. There are also areas of crushed storiehwiere added in 2006 to improve drainage.
Building elevation measurements taken around thidibg over the last two years suggest that
the foundation is reasonably stable.

In 2006, the town contracted with JR Graton andiiK&fe to repair the stone foundation. They
removed a portion of the original stone work arglaeed it with early 19 century split stones.
Photographic documentation from that time indicétes the building was “held in place” and
stones were removed and then replaced in areabatathifted or otherwise changed. Some
crushed stone was added to allow for drainage.

. kT
- - e )

The east corner ofthe Meeting House showing tis¢-p@06 foundation.

Because the siding, trim and windows had been ceglan the 1980s (and made plumb and
level), a full jacking of the structure was notrged out, as those sections would have to be
“released and/or removed” first. While the gooikf@ffort to stabilize the foundation in 2006
was successful, the jacking of the building wiill steed to be addressed so that the
posts/plates/rafters can be at the appropriatattas.

Structural Systems

Sills and floor joistsThe sills and floor joists have been repaired@anceeplaced over the years.
The only original members still in use may be sgpections of the sill. A new sub-floor was
installed during the 1987-1990 renovation. Whenhhilding was cut down, it was probably
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lowered onto the original ground level flooring®m. (Logistically, if they had removed the
ground level floor system first, they would not bawad a very good surface from which to
operate. Also, since the second floor had a galtegy would have had to patch in new framing
and flooring in the open area.)

Existing floor finish dating from ca. 1990

Posts, girts and plateIhese framing members appear to be in reasonahbition, although
there may be exterior surface damage to the “glétesiember that the building was cut-down,
so that we currently are looking at the origisatondloor sidewall framing).

Roof truss systems and purliddter the building was cut down to a one-story stmue, the
wind braces were removed from the interior of thddie bents (their original purpose was to
help brace and keep the collar ties in place). Wais done to create a typical, open meeting
space.

Physical evidence indicates that the ceiling wieslyilathed/plastered for the first and only time
during this period. The weight of the additionalling joists/lath/plaster, coupled with yearly
snow load pressure on the rafters, caused the tielato sag and the ceiling to flex, thereby
breaking the “keys” of the plaster, allowing thagikr to disengage and fall down.
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Attic roof system and bracing, with later additibbaacing.

Originally, the braces going from the top of thdlamatie to the rafters did not need to be pegged
since they were always under compression and ¢batéfore not fall out. However, once the
wind braces were removed from the middle bentsléasribed earlier) and the ceiling joists

were added and plastered, the roof truss systerpaosof its support. Therefore, while the
original brace did not require a pegged conneaiibare the collar tie meets the rafter
(particularly near the middle of the truss), therd configuration should have had a pegged
connection. The sagging of the collar ties fromvlegght of the additional ceiling joists, boards,
lath and plaster, as well as the removal of thedvaraces between the collar ties and posts, have
caused the other braces to drop out and new, Idnmgees were needed.
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Looking up at the joisrts and lath of the ceilindyere the plaster has fallen away.

The rafters appear to be in reasonably good camdi®ne rafter has been replaced and others
show a discoloration that indicates water damagerttay need to be addressed. The purlins
also appear to be in reasonably good condition sathe replacement/repair and discoloration
indicating potential repairs needed. Some of thénsuevidence deflection/sagging, which is not
unusual in an 8century building.

Roof Sheathing/Finishthe roof sheathing appears serviceable. One s&lbden replaced
recently. However, it, too, should be checked tiet ime the roofing is replaced. The existing
asphalt roofing does not appear to be leaking. agphalt shingles have been replaced more
recently on the southeast side. The northweststide/s more wear.

Exterior Architectural Elements

The exterior surfaces of the building (trim, windgwloors and clapboards) were replaced in the
late 1980s with new materials. The replacementiaanunits (frame and sash) are slightly
smaller than the original openings. A window sasimtl in the building is probably a second
generation sash (circa 1792), but could possibig ttathe original construction of the building.
This sash is important for two reasons. Firstelph define the sash configuration (twelve-over-
twelve) and also the individual glass size (7" x Becond, paint samples can help determine
the color history of the exterior and/or interiditioat sash. If the clapboards, windows and trim
are removed in the future, additional paint analysay be possible where paint may have
adhered to the original sheathing boards.
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Historic window sash

Interior Architectural Elements

The interior architectural elements appear to ttate the 1838 to 1847/1848 time period, which
is after the building was cut down to a one-stdnycture. The only exception is the perimeter
wainscot, which appears to be from ca. 1792. Theseds (unpainted or with a slight wash) are
held in place with hand wrought nails and in someas they are held in place with a mixture of
hand wrought and cut nails, which may indicate-ase of older material, including nails.

The interior post covers and perimeter wainscotarepunpainted and are held in place with cut
nails also consistent with the 1838 to 1847/1848.da
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A section of the first floor wall showing wainsedth cap and a covered post

Detall of a butterfly, wrought iron nail in the wecot

The configuration of the interior partitions an@ timoderator’s box (extant) and elevated
speaker’s platform (no longer in place) correspomits the 1847/1848 work relating to the
building being converted to town hall space.
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Looking southwest toward the moderator’'s box. Ndge the ceiling joists, seen where the plasterdisengaged.
Remains of the stove chimney can be seen in theradrthis image, above the moderator’s box.

The structural supports for the ceiling lath araspr are re-used water-powered sawn floor
joists that have been roughly split and then a#eddab the collar ties with cut nails. These floor
joists most likely were the floor joists from thallgries and were split and re-used after the
building was cut down to one story in 1838. Th# la attached to these added floor joists with
cut nails, and no earlier nail holes appear indlessling joists.

New Durham Meeting House Historic Building Assesshwith Preservation Guidelines 53



A view of the ceiling joists from above.

The chimney appears to date to 1847/1848 as wadl.small openings in each of the two smaller
rooms indicate a stove in each room. Each stovddimave its own stove pipe that exited
through the hole in the wall and then run alongd#iéng in the meeting room to connect
together before entering the chimney.

Looking northeast toward the two small rooms atftoet of the building. The square openings ondd k®ve
pipes connecting the stoves in the small rooms thélchimney on the southwest wall.
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Mechanical and Electrical Systems

There are currently no existing electrical, plunghiheating and/or cooling systems.

Electricity is supplied to a pole located outside building. When electricity is needed for a
function or event, a large extension cord is run the building. Historically, an exterior
outhouse would have provided the necessary bathemeommodations, oil lamps the
illumination and wood stoves and the pipes runm@iagss the ceiling would have provided the
heating. Cooling would have been accomplished lenoyg the windows on a hot day.

ADA
Current ADA access is through the door on the gaate end, facing the woods.
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Preservation Guidelinesfor Needed Wor k

Overall Approach to Treatment

Although the New Durham Meeting House was constédiat 1770, its present manifestation
reflects the last of three major renovations, flwbich dramatically altered its appearance: in
1792, galleries and an exterior porch were addedi888, the building was “cut down” to a
single story; and in 1847 or 1848 much of the intewas finished off. Today, with the
exception of the frame and most of the wainsca stirviving historic fabric dates from this last
period. Thus, it is the strong recommendatiorhefdonsultants that any future work, whether it
be exterior or interior, preserve the buildinghe 1838 -1847/1848 era.

Accordingly, we recommend that the work prograniofel The Secretary of the Interior’s
Standards for Preservaticas outlined below. In essence, protection, maariee and repair of
historic fabric is emphasized, while replacememisimized. If it becomes necessary to replace
a material, it should be replaced with like materia

Work Phases
Phase 1.
* Removethe trees on the easterly side of the building/éial the town pound) and the
southerly side (toward the woods) to allow for gesed air-flow and sunlight. This is
necessary to help dry out the building and corteetcurrent mildew situation.

* Provide ADA access with a removable ramp at the frontaarde.

At the moment, there are no other structural issh@&spose an immediate threat to the building.
However, this will change. A primary concern is tisk of further deflection in any of the roof
framing components due to their weakened statgatehtial snow loads. Measurements should
be taken three times: in the fall, in the winteranhthere is a snow load, and in the spring. With a
load of snow on the roof, the wood framing systeifhflex to some degree, but it should then
return to its pre-load fall condition. Over tinkeywever, sagging of the timbers can lead to
breaks. Monitoring the situation is critical andlided under the regular maintenance schedule
outlined below.

ESTIMATED COST: $6,300
TIME PERIOD: As soon as possible

Phase 2:

Due to the scope of the work, Phase 2 needs torbeleted as a whole. When undertaking these
major exterior repairs, approach the building asmaplete restoration project, following the
Secretary of the Interior’'s Guidelines for PresexyiHistoric Buildings

Exterior repairs need to precede any interior work.
Phase 2 work should include roof repairs and ne#froish, as well as new windows, doors,

clapboards, trim, etc. This work should be basetistorical documentary and physical
evidence. It should not include electrical or amtgrior work at this time. The entire process
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should be documented with drawings, photographyvaaeb.

ESTIMATED COST: $139,500 (with 10% contingency)
TIME PERIOD: When any major repairs are next neamtethe building

Specific work items are as follows, though not rsseeily in this sequence, as site conditions or
unknown building situations may require a differerder of work and/or additional steps.

* Document any/all important drawings/writing on the existimgerior plaster. (Even
though the work in this phase is limited to theegxitr, the interior plaster may
inadvertently be disturbed. Thus it is importardtttinis documentation occur first.)

* Develop a stabilization plan for the plaster based on afadevaluation of the existing
conditions by a preservation contractor with exgece with historic plaster prior to the
onset of any exterior work. (This process may negjthie removal of sections of plaster
that could either be re-installed at a later dateeoused as framed wall sections for
display. This would particularly apply to the drags/writing on the plaster, which are
high significance to the history of the building.)

* Remove trim/siding/windows (holes will be filled-in temparily).
NB: Take advantage of the time when the sheathiuiguthe clapboards is exposed,; it
provides the only opportune time to define morecisdy the actual location of the
porch(es) and the approximate size of the pulpidaw, as well as any other historic
features. For example, paint samples taken fronshieathing could help create a more
accurate color history of the buildinghus, we highly recommend that the project
manager and/or town historian, using this Building Assessment, analyze and document
all of the sheathing at thistime.

» Jack up the building

» Repair or replace sills where needed.

* Add additional stone work to the foundation as neddddl in the voids.

* Removethe jacks.

» Open up the roof system for appropriate repair/replacenadrére required. This would
include plate damage. This would also include reegjing fees for the roof truss
systems.

¢ Closethe roof back in.

* Prepareand install appropriate trim and corner boards (brushed adesdyback-primed
and painted).
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* Install a new 35-year architectural asphalt roof withdod water shield. Historically,
the roof would have had wood shingles. However,dwsltingles will cost more and have
a shorter life span.

* Prepareand install newly-made windows and sash that replicate th& 7@2 window
sash found on site and use old glass. Install reew filames and doors that match those
in historic photographs.

* Ingtall quarter-sawn spruce clapboards (brushed or sahdekprimed and painted
before installation).

» Paint a second coat over the whole exterior.

» Clean up site.
Phase 3:
Phase 3 includes renovating the interior with iag8ah, new plaster and finish floor and
outfitting the building with electricity. As withiase 2, the work needs to be completed as a

whole. The entire process should be documenteddr@vings, photography and video.

ESTIMATED COST: $120,800 (with 10% contingency )
TIME PERIOD: Following, or in concert with, Phage

Specific work items are as follows, though not rsseeily in this sequence, as site conditions or
unknown building situations may require a differerder of work and/or additional steps.

* Document the interior.

* Remove all non historic materiall ransfer all historical material to storage.

» Cover existing historical trim, etc., to help preventrdage.

* Remove the remaining ceiling plaster and lath.

* Repair and/or remove damaged wall plaster and/or lath. This is a sedbg-section
process—some sections may require removal of pesplaster, others both plaster and
lath. In some sections, the plaster may be stabiland retained.

» Install an electrical panel and wiring for the buildinghis would also be a good time to
explore the possibility of relocating the electimes across the road. It is not unusual to
have a power company help financially in a buildongject of this importance.)

* Install new lath ceiling.

* Insulatethe sidewalls. (Regardless of whether or not thkling is to be heated at this
time, this would be the best and most economicpbdpnity to install insulation.)
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* Install a vapor barrier in all sections where plasterldeen removed. This may be a
combination of 6 mil. plastic and/or vapor barpaint, taking into consideration areas of
plaster that may or may not be left intact.

* Repair and/or replace the interior trim with “like materials” where remed.
* Install lath in areas of the sidewall that have been redov
* Plaster the ceiling.

» Plaster or repair the sidewalls based on the outcome of the analysisrtaken in Phase
2. (In the smaller rooms and vestibule, this shan@ldlone in concert with the ceiling
plastering, as there is no trim in those areas.)

* Ingtall a new finish floor.

* Insulatethe area above the new ceiling.
» Paint areas where required.

e Clean up.

Total Project Cost

Phase #1, #2 and #3 are estimated at: $266,600 1@% contingencyyut excludingvater,
septic, plumbing and heating) or $317,000 (with 1d8stingencyand includingwater, septic,
plumbing, heating and electrical included withinaadition or an outbuilding)

NB: If water and a bathroom are added, it wouldess obtrusive and more economical to keep
them out of the existing building. Instead, a saf@building or an addition could house a
bathroom and small kitchen. This outbuilding/aduitcould be constructed at the same time or
at a later date, although it would be optimal t@nplor it as part of Phase 3. The best location for
the outbuilding/addition is off the rear (southwWesdtthe Meeting House.

On-going Schedule of Maintenance

Whether or not a major restoration occurs, resg@snonitoring and on-going maintenance are
always needed to ensure that small problems dbewame large ones. The following serves as
a guide:

* The building needs to be monitored/checked at kpase a year to make sure that the
building envelope remains weather-tight (i.e. reafjdows, doors, siding) and that the
structural issues described under Phase 1 do hatayse.

* Inthe summer, the building needs to be adequataiiilated, using seasonally secured
window louvers and leaving screened gaps in thedation.
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Potential Future Uses

Since 1987, the New Durham Meeting House has betawin ownership. After a major
renovation effort that was largely completed in @0te building has been used for occasional
special events, such as a Halloween haunted harisek crafts fair, historical performances
inside and along a walking trail, Christmas camplia few weddings, and at least one memorial
service. The good stewardship of the townspeomephal off, ensuring that the building is
stabilized and able to be used at some level.

A town-appointed committee oversees day-to-day igemant of the Meeting House—an
excellent arrangement as long as it remains aclive.committee recognizes that people must
be engaged in how the building is used and sustattevelop a sense of ownership—for its
future to be viable. To that end, it has recommdrtat future uses involve the community, be
family-oriented and have some tie to local histdagas include picnics, Easter egg hunts,
musical or theatrical events, re-enactments, aheriemporary or permanent exhibits or
displays of artifacts. All of these are very apprate.

Ultimately, the building’s future use will dependlarge part on whether an outbuilding or
addition with modern conveniences (water, sepgatland a small kitchen for at least heating up
meals, etc.) is added, and whether the interith@building is heated. If it is to be used for
historical artifacts, a climate control system dtddae installed in at that section of the building
(at a minimum).
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Appendix B:
Secretary of the Interior’'s Standards for Preservaton

1. A property will be used as it was historically,b® given a new use that maximizes the
retention of distinctive materials, features, sgaead spatial relationships. Where a
treatment and use have not been identified, a propdl be protected and, if necessary,
stabilized until additional work may be undertaken.

2. The historic character of a property will be retarand preserved. The replacement of
intact or repairable historic materials or alteyatof features, spaces, and spatial
relationships that characterize a property wilblveided.

3. Each property will be recognized as a physical i od its time, place, and use. Work
needed to stabilize, consolidate, and conservéimxikistoric materials and features will
be physically and visually compatible, identifialbigon close inspection, and properly
documented for future research.

4. Changes to a property that have acquired hist@mafecance in their own right will be
retained and preserved.

5. Distinctive materials, features, finishes, and tautsion techniques or examples of
craftsmanship that characterize a property wilpbeserved.

6. The existing condition of historic features will bealuated to determine the appropriate
level of intervention needed. Where the severitgaterioration requires repair or limited
replacement of a distinctive feature, the new natenll match the old in composition,
design, color, and texture.

7. Chemical or physical treatments, if appropriatd| p@ undertaken using the gentlest
means possible. Treatments that cause damageaddimaterials will not be used.

8. Archeological resources will be protected and presin place. If such resources must

be disturbed, mitigation measures will be undemake

For more information, visit the National Park See’s website for these standards:
http://www.nps.gov/history/local-law/arch stnds &tgh
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Measured Drawings
(scale may be slightly off in scanned images)

H !
L
BN
.T|,ﬂ T
1
250 o
e znsil
/: N
O

TR ST P S
Spavaq | T WL Spivaqav)o

i

1

|

]

i

i

|

!

i

f=1
i

| 1w
[ | =9
1

i

l

|

!

!

i

%
s DL

MRV,

: RE W7 A8
AT T SV

0 J0

(From) A2 o

” A e e . Wz w” w d b

New Durham Meeting House Historic Building Assessment with Preservation Guidelines 62



w ad _ﬁ |
| B m
| W8 ,m .
Iﬁ | Jﬂ AN

(S e, ‘u

! =

g HIH

N UL m.‘

1 _ u:.&. uﬁwum.

S pwaiReiddy

SHSw iyl |1y

SPR I I Y m:@u G TSN YPac

SPAW )2 A9I% Iy

New Durham Meeting House Historic Building Assessment with Preservation Guidelines 63



©

i

e
Sl

i

e SR

B =8

i

A

.N ua.w.—. d_adm.

New Durham Meeting House Historic Building Assessment with Preservation Guidelines 64



)
i
!
}
i
3
I
¢
I
i
t
H
1
i
i
{
i
i
t
}
{
|
i
¥
}
|
|
i
.
s
= |
r-
i
i
§
]
i
1
i
|
i
g
o, 1

0014
- ﬁ ~ 1 i ; Mg
I RSP SS—— - SRS o .
_\ aoom
|
|| |
lluuﬁ.wjd. % m m :O_.o_
—a B
g S _ A
(Roos Gwi vk go& ﬂﬁ‘\ﬁ,w&ﬁ%. SRR L L
rfrl k] Vg ¥
GV TVHIRS
WP T TS R 330 K A R ST
= 5 N aEG YTy ; W01=,01= T, ] .E:w. DA

+Sm£q.ﬂ :33 ‘_a:ﬁxu

New Durham Meeting House Historic Building Assessment with Preservation Guidelines 65



TIE e e = ]
# I W8 LT ‘ — i AR R e

3 s
: : ﬁ vm,: s!y_a}%,.ni
E R i R ¢ I e O Lo/ T S oy
¥ w2 N

P
8,70 T e hp

1
_m:ﬁ
_ g
)

!

|

Rz h) ——s

3545

3 e ﬁ ” IVaEEI0| ey

g
s

§

)

T — fape e A s
P

BT | S N W — )

A ...A | _ i . \hgbm mn.ﬁ“uﬂu
e 1| . I .wfrﬁ.lil..,ﬁ u_ §
: : e ...wum_..kmm“Wn-l...M«.J\m LY S VAN AL Jr A

New Durham Meeting House Historic Building Assessment with Preservation Guidelines 66



