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: On 2 June 1989, the Selectmen established a committee to

- study. the future of the then named Alvah Wilson House ’&he
. . follow1ng flndlngs and recommendatlons are the result of the
. commlttee s works to fulflll the goals and obJectlves adopted

: at that time.
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How does one ‘go about finding structures ...
worth saving? Recognizing the ways they are
hidden is a good start. ... Some are covered up
by the addition of inappropriate materials.
Most frequently, though, they are hidden by our
own blindness: our familiarity with their
presence, and our unfamiliarity with their
worth. (Wrenn and Mulloy, 1976, p.36)
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'HISTORY -

- Knowing a place better depends on knowing
something about its collective architecture, on
being able to look with some knowledge at the
guality of its de51gn and .construction. '
[such knowledgel can give the viewer an
understanding of a place that a history book
seldom does, because history is written
intimately, three dimensionally, upon the
environment. (Wrenn and Mulloy, p. 197)
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The farm was first settled in- 1810 by Jesse Thing, who bu11t .
‘a homestead, p0551bly on the site of the present 2 storey ell.

Benjamin Rowe, a brick makerf bought the property flve years
later, and it remained in the Rowe_fam}ly for almost.a cehtury.
Rowe, whoklived to be 100 years old, made the brick for{the
nearby Benjamin Jewett, Jr. House’and his own unusual cape -
(c1838) at the stream below the house. A villageylandmark for -
_years, it is referred to in many old deeds. (lllus. 1) ‘

The 150 acre farm, second 1argest ih the village, included
grain and hay fields, pastures, as well as a‘sugar bush on.thej
‘slopes‘of Mt Rowe, named for the family. In 1840 Rowe .
attempted to found a 511k 1ndustry, mulberry trees along the
fence survive to attest this failed effort.

Pine Grove Cemetery was established in the 1850's with the

death of Benjamin's great-grandson, Albanus. Simon Rowe



planted the pines to-hide thé grave ffom the daily view of his

wife, and four generations. of Rowes are. burled there. Upon

Slmon s dqath in 1908, the farm was bought by Ernest Sawyer. He

andlhis ﬁéﬁily operated a dairy farm on the property, still

- remembered by many in Gilford, until most of it was sold to the

Town in 1969. inulliéan, 1990) |
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ERESERVATIONTEFFECTS : ) -

One building is architecture, but two - ;
bulldlngs are a townscape. Gordon Cullen (cited’
ln Wrenn & Mulloy, 1976) i

\\_f/\vk\‘—f/ | :  -’ - | -

As tﬁe only house- in the village which dbes not . face Belknap
Mountain Road, the Rowe Houée is an historical, architectural
bopndaiy'petweep the_“yillage“ and "rural" dwéll;nés of
Gilford's.?ast. In 1988, it was evaluated by. David Ruell of

the Lakes Region Planning Commission in conjunction with the_

Gilford-School,bisttict Building Committee; and again in March
1989 by State Architectural Historian James Gérvin,:when the -
‘bulldlng was petitioned for demolltlon at Town Meetlng Their
reports are included in- entlrety at the end of the report°
51gn1f1cant quotes follow. |

. The architectural quality of the Wilson
.House may not be apparent to the casual
observer ... but it is a fine early cape,

~significant not for any elaborate ornament, but
.‘notable for its pleasing composition and
.details, good proportions and workmanship.-
-What makes the Wilson House unusual among the
‘early houses of Gllford, Belknap County, -and
the Lakes Region is its brick construction.
"Virtually all of the early buildings in the R
region were built of wood, and only a small
fraction were constructed of brick. ...a
windshield survey of the early buildings of
central New Hampshire made some years ago...
found only six brick capes, but 426 wooden
capes in the eleven towns of Belknap County.
In the thirty-two towns of the Lakes Region



. S there were 21 brick and 1336 wooden capes. ...
The numbers clearly indicate the extreme rarity

- : of brick capes. They are, in fact, rarer in

- ;the county and the reglon, than churches of the

same era. Any remaining early brick cape
- should receive especial consideration. :
Certainly, a restored Wilson House would be a
major asset to the historic Gilford village.
And its loss would be a great one for the
Gilford village Historic District. The Wilson
House, if the exterior is restored, would be an
attractive building, a -fine example of the
area's early architecture, a good
- representative of an uncommon bulldlng type,
and a unique reminder of Gllford's own past.’
(Ruell, 1988)

N

In March 1989, James L. Garvin reported:

. The house is unique in New Hampshire in.its

floor plan. The placement of four ch;mneys

-along the walls of a central hallway, in such a
manner as to provide fireplaces for four first
- floor rooms, is without parallel. Most brick
houses -of the period have their chimneys placed

‘ , against the outer walls on opposite .ends.

...the _house retains most of its original
interior features. These include the
staircase, door-and window trim, mantlepieces,
a multitude of unusual doors, hardware, and ‘-

-some window sashes. ...Tradition states that
the bricks for the Wilson House were burned on
the site by the builder, who was a brickmaker.
This tradition is strengthened by the presence
in the walls, chimneys, and cellar floors and
partitions of bricks from all parts of a brick
kiln, -as if the builder of the house were
trying to use up an entire "burning" of brick.
This makes the Wilson House an important
document of local technology and craftsmanship.
... The house is very important bulldlng, both
as part of Gilford Vvillage and as part of the
-broader arch1tectural heritage of New

' Hampshire.

In March 1991, Paul Mirski, a New Hampshire architect
specializing}in adaptive re-use, toured the building and

.grounds at the request of the Rowe Committee. Mr. Mirski



_reported.that

- The families which occupied the Rowe House : -
played an important part in framing Gilford's 4
present image and- character. Gilford's history
is rooted in agriculture. Industrial growth
formed and consoclidated elsewhere in .the

county. Gilford, until very recently, was a
town of rolling hills and dairy farms - in the -
very best tradition of a rural community. The
‘Rowe House ... [is] an important reminder of
that lost heritage ... {and] links Gilford's
‘past culture with its present development.
...The Rowe House is an exceptional brick
structure -and is in. very good condition. :...the
community needs to take a minute and learn more
about the potential of the property to link ’
present community life with its recent and
distant past.



STRUCTURAL INTEGRITY

In preservation, the beginning is to look ...
look up, look down looking at the elements
closely, inquisitively,. suspiciously,

. thoroughly. (Wrenn and Mulloy, p. 37)
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THE WOODEN ELL

‘Beginning in March 1991, members of the Rowe Committee began

a series of "architectural archaeology digs" in an effort to

establlsh ‘the age of the wooden ell and the dormers. A c. 1900

reproduced;for Gilford Public Library, shows the Rowé

House with a 1 1/2 storey.dormered ell,

postcard,

a "typical" open borch,

and the original out-éuildings._(lllus; 2) -
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Illus. 2 (from the collection of Robert Holman)



Various evaluations of the bui;ding:since 1988 reyealé@ hhat '
the basement of the eil appeared-earligr than that'pf the Epiék
bﬁfiding{ thus it séeméd possibiévthat it was the origiﬁéi }
’foqndatibp of. the Jesse Thing house, and perhaps element§ df
thét eai;iér‘structuie weré incorporéted in the present él;;

- Two aréas-ﬁere targéted for explo}étion: The wall adjoining
the brick structﬁre,-aﬁd the northﬁest corner of the ell; If
the ell . did contain éléments of Jesse Thing's housé, the;e

would be post and beam construction with gunstock posts,

windbraées, and riven‘lath. (Illus. 3,4)
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Il1lus. 3 (Hart and Hance, 1978, p.66)
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Illus. 4 (Sloane, 1965, p.26) .

"Unbuildiné" revealed ohat the ell was’newer fhan the brick
Euilding: th¢>end walltof:the Rowe House was behind the sawnr
,lath of tho ell, the door openlng had been chlseled through a
prev1ous wlndow which retained’ 1ts granite header, and the

framlng was balloon: all indicating later 19th century -

addition. (Illus. 5-8)
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This evidence, cohp;ed with the postcard, indicated thégjthe
first flbpf of the ell-was probably built-by Benjamin F. ér: |
Simgn Rowe, pgrhaps ;n the founéation o£ the Thing house;

Explqéatioﬁ of the éecond stbrey of the present ell‘reveéled
the'ériéinal_éttic floor, fraﬁing fo; the roof of the eariier 1
122 gll,‘and "beaver:board"; a wali material not in use until
the .early 20th century: (Illus;~9,10) "The presence of beaQer
board throughout areés of the dormer addiﬁions indicated that
theiell»had béen raised and the doimers constructed in the same
time period. 'The‘mostblikely builder was'Ernest Saﬁyer, after

1908. .~ o

Illus. 9
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Illus. 10
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A further guestion #émains-abbut tthchimney o£ the ell:
there is every indication that it was a iater addit}op;' It is
of cinderblock cantruction, none of the chimney area is
appropriately framed; neither in the basément, nor as it passes oo
throughfto the sécond floor. The briginél, mysterious, riven
iath of the £irs£ flooxiceiling had been sawn thfough, and no
support was provided the lath;tqausing major pléster and lath

failure.in the area of the chimney. (Illus. 11-13) -
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) .- THE BRICK HOUSE .~ - .

Ground Floor - -

Except for the replaced windows, entry d@ors,-kitchen area,

and added bathroom, the first f£loor of the-brick house . is

substantiallytintactr Although every chimney was:modified td

accomodate wood or coal stoves, the placement and surrounds of

three ;emain uhalteredu_ One fireplace, in‘the northwest room,
was sealed in 1954,'as evidenced by a New York Times page from.

December 8, 1954vfound stuffed in the flue opening. Andirons

were also in the fireplace. (Illus. 14)




The fireplaéejdpening in the southwest room was bricked,

plastered, paihfed, and later ply&ooded over; its hearth had

been removed.f(Iilus.rIS)

Illus. 15 Seuxhwest QQ‘”@lee‘ |

Bl B

<

The fireplace in the southeast room remains open, complete
with exposed hearth; but it, ;oo,‘shows evidence of a later

$tovepipe access. The northwest fireplace, in the former

kitchen, has been totally removed, and replaced with a chimney

to accomodate ajgtove. Removal of the carpeting in_this area

revealed a nariow board maple floor which replaced-the original

flooring as well as the former hearth. The material is .
consistent with early 20th century kitchén "remodelings" of the

area. (Illus. 16)
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All rooms but the center hall and pantry have dropped
ceilings; the walls of the bathroom are,beaver board, which

~dates its construction. ) '

THE SECOND FLOOR -

The dorméré~built by the Sawyer family changed a good
portion of the second floor plah. The east and west iooms of
the building are relatively easy to discern due to the presence

of original doors, traces of different partitions in the

floors, and beaver board. (Illus. 17,18)
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_The front hall staircaéé,

was later

Illus. 19

Illus. 20

enclosed. (Illus.

in all likelihood .originally

19,20)




The junction of the brick hoﬁse and the wooden ell revealed
possibly aﬁ~"unfinished" attic room due to the-plasterwork, -

evidence of a doorway, and containing the onlyroriginal 6 over

6 window oﬁ‘thé entire secdhd floor. (Illus. 21,22)

. | Do b, wwotw-
' on Gecdud {Loof.

Illus. 21
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Removal of the beaver board and "modern" 2x4s framiﬁg the
passageﬁffom the raised ellrfo the dormer areas also revealed
aﬁ architectural wonder: afédbstantial 13"x14" plate beam,
0ve;1aid b&'an egually stagée{ing 21 1/2nxe" roof‘platé, joined
by large wbdden pegs at regﬁlar intervals. Sucﬁ construction is
on)both ?he south and north 40' length of the building. |
Further examination revealed the 31" - 33" spacing of the

original roof rafters. (Illus. 23,24)
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. L : .. Dormer Roof - ]
i . The original slope of the roof can bé,discérned by the

:iflashing lines of the chimneys and the end wélls.(lllus.:25-27)

S it gl v

Illus. 26
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Consistently placed wedges along the ridge of the present
foof, the evidence- found in the materials,” and measurements of
the rafter spans led the "architectural archaeologists" to

conclude that the dormer roof was achieved by raising the

original cape roof. ~Furthermore, the saw patterns on the

_planking of the roof are unmistakable evidence that;it is

original to Benjamin Rowe's cape as well. (Illus. 28-30)
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A final charismatic note of dormer intriques was the presence

*of what is assumed to be "drying pegs": wooden hooks hung ‘along

the rafters, made

" described by Eric

from branch crotches in the tradition

Sloane. (Illus. 31,32)
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Illus. 31 (Eric Sloane,
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: Misqeilaneous Findings

Meésuremenf of the noith'doof (into the current milkioom)

reveéled that, in ail likelihood, the large graﬂite block

discoyeied this spring néxt to the milkroom was the béck step

to this door. . Examinatidn of the granite block—durrently at

the base of the "front porch" yielded evidence of a boot

scraper, indicating its position and importance to the front

entrance ofithe brick house. (Illus. 33)

Illus. 33 f
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- Finally, the presence of wrought iron brackets on the south

and north face of the house attest to the previous presence of

drains andldown—séouts"for the original structure. (Illus. 34)




RECOMMENDATIONS

I

- DISPOSITION R

.Given thé continued.coﬁtroversy which surfounds the Rer

" House, it is the_regommendation,of thercommittee that the
Selectmen define a rationale and proéess for returning thé
building to;compat§ble apd sympathetic:use, and develo§ a‘néw.
"charge fdr its~Rowe’HouseACoﬁmittee. S?ecifiéally, the

Selectmen need to address the following: why the building

should not be sdld,—the ienovation/restoration of the buildihg,
how tenants would be sought, andlthé‘térms of a potential
.1easer

: In order to protect tpé interiorAénd exte?ior of the Rowe
House, the committee further reéémmends that the renovétion,
~restoration be undertaken by the town throuéh the direction of
a re—defined Rowé—Committee,'wiFh an& costs being borne by,j
community effortéf(voluntger labor), fund—rgising,.and the
- terms of the leaéé{ rathex thgn'paséing the-responsibi;ity of
'Qork,to a tenant. With such premisés, the committee hés -
developed the following guidelines for use, renovation,

restoration, and process.

- 30 -



How dull it is to rest gnbdrnished; not to shine iniuse! — ':_ 8

Alfred, Lord Tennyson

S—"~N"

Because infrequently used buildings deterioriate rapidly,

~and are vulnerable to vandalism, it is the recommendation of

the committee that tﬁé buildiné should be occupied by a broupl -
or groups with relgtiVely little flow pf‘"cliéntS“ and/é stébie
office staff, which wﬁuld keep the bui}ding open and in use al?
year round. It is also recommended that only the first floor |
of the brick building be‘available fo;_generay use, in order to

retain and protect the integrity of the interior. The upstairs

-should be limited in~use‘and acceés. Restoration of the

building, both interior and exterior,AshouldAbé documenfed, and

done in conjunction with the N.H.;Division of Historical

Resources and the -Gilford Historic District Commission,

according to the guidelines adopted by the commission on March

26, 1991.

Grounds

The. locust and maple‘trees along Belknap Mountain Road and

- 31 -



the present driveway should be afforded attention: both negd
pruning, and interplanfing should be done since the maple ﬁreés

areﬂéuffering from age and, preSumably,~salt damage.

- 111

Restoration

At present; the Rowe House Qténds as its worst enémy: it is -
oveigrown'with inappropriate additions, and hés a recent
higtoryzof unsympathetic and uncémfortable use.

in order that this important building be again readilx
visiblérto all, it ié recomménded that thé dormers, second
floér of ell,:porch,fand entfy poi;h bé removed. While some
have voiced tﬁe opinion thatjfhé Rowe House be shozrn pf all‘
additions, it is the conclusion of. the Ro;e Committeeithat the
wooden ell be returned to its earlier 1 1/2 storey
cohfiguiation; together with the open, turn-of-the-century .

porch visible in Illustration 2. Becauée the junction of fhe
vbriqk'build%ng to the ell was chiseled through a window:i:
opeﬁing, repair would be difficult and bbyious. The
documentation. of the-postcard, the presénée of several eérly
20th cégtury éorches in the village, and the problem of

cleaning the brick which the west faced porch roofs have lined

for almost a century lead the committee to conclude that the

- 32 -



Rowe Houéevwould be better served by refiééﬁipg these
Significant episodes of its'past than returning it to the
conf}guratiqn which existed for relatively few years.
Furthermoré, whiie the Rowe’Committee has recomhended serious
restrictions on.fhe ﬁreatment of the brick house interior, it
is 1less stringeht,with the considerations o§ the ell, whose
contribution is 6n1y to exte}ior archﬁtectufe; The ell
interior has no features of siéhificanbe, but-the brick wall
should be left exposed in order to illustréte fﬁe'historical_
deveigpmen# of the bdildings. Its use could be any that would
have minimal impact on the traffic in the brick building.

The firét flpor of the wae‘House,needs relatively little
work. 1In 1988, specific requiiement§ for meeting buillding
codes were iisted,by John Bébula, Diréctor of the Department of
Planning and Lénd Use, and are included at the end oﬁ"the
committee report. In addition to the technical improvements

necessary, the committee recommends that ceilings which have

been tiled should- be }epaired; replaced windows should be

returned to their original wood muntihed 9/6, 6/6

configurations. Woodwork should be refinished, and walls
repaired and wéllpapered. The prominance of tﬁéjRowe family,

the period of the house, and no evidence of painf on the

original plaster would indicate that all walls were most likely

wallpaperéd. Heating and all other necessary pipes should be
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moved into. approprlate spaces available in chimney-side
closets.“ Radlators should be replaced with more eff1c1ent and -

unobstru51ve baseboard elementsy painted to match the woadwork.

Floors sheﬁid be refinished and painted, or cerpetediif they
need to be protected. All present fireplace openlngs and
khearths should be repalred and/or retained. The downstalrs
‘bathroom should have its beaver board replaced and be
refdrbished) The kitchen area should be provided speEial
considerarion: the previous~sink/dishwasher unit was cut . into
the or1g1na1 panelling and w1ndow frame, conceallng 1/3 of the-

window opening. Whether a convenience area should be contlnued

in this space will depend on the use eventually assigned.this

room.
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IV

. , - | PROCESS ;

It is the recommendatien of” the Rowe Committee that much
_prellmlnary work can and should be done to better reveal the
1nhezent charm of the building while "tenants" are sought the.
'temoval of the entry. porch,: the stripping of necessary areas of
-the interior,_and therrefurblshlng of the first floor. Most of
the work couldtbe accomplisheﬁ.with,volunteer labor, et little
or ne cost to the town; fund-raising activities could galvanize
enthﬁsiasm for, and support of; the building, Local businesses
suchias Boulia~Gorrell Lumber and Decorati;e Interiors have .
alreedy expteSsed considerable interest and assurea makimum

- co—operatidn in these efforts. A proposed time-table and

‘_ "cost" follows: -
Phase I
Removal of front porch, ell interior, acoustic tiles,

‘qarpeting, and beaver board from brick building. - Cost: access-

to ddmpster, Labor: volunteers.
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- 7 Phase II1-

Refurblshlng first floor of brlck building. - This work is
1 deemed necessary as preparatlon for occupancy by sultable ’
_"tenants". Materlels needed: replacement w1ndows, bathroom
and "ccﬁveniedce area" fixtures, insclatiod and_sheetrock
(ell), lighting fixtures, paint and wallbaper, ceiling ;epaic,
baseboard heating dhits, and other work necessary to meet )
curreht building codes. Costs could be ellayed by terms of

lease, volunteer labor, and fund-raising efforts.

o . . Phase IIi‘ : :

It is recommended that the removal of ddrmers, ell secocd
fioor, and wesc porch be left forllast. Because these -
structuces are interdependent, it is impossibie to eetimate'the
‘cost of this phase;until architectural drawings are prepared.
The preliminacy investigacions of the committee lead us to
cbnclude that-thislproject regquires further in—depthﬁanalysis
_rfor approprlate development. However, cleaning out and
f strlpplng the area in preparatlon for study and reconstructlon
" should mostly be dcne in phase I. Fund ralslng in conjunctlon
with the town and proposed tenant(s) could prqvide‘mcst, if not
~all, the monies necessary for this most costli aspect of the

Rowe House renovation, and matching funds from the National
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. 1> Trust for Hisforic‘Preservatioﬂ could, by then; be more readily

available. -~ - ‘ - -
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i , - . CONCLUSION T i

it is the opinion of €h§ committee that a community—based
_effort-to restore the waé;House would be véry desirable and
successful. Many~towns‘in the state~héve uhdertaken such wofk,
andighe benefits derived have not only been the savings of tax
ddllars, but, additionally, an increased seﬁse of pride in, and

undersfanding of, local heritage and history.
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State of New Hampshire Department of Libraries, Arts & Historical Resources 603-271-3483
Walker Building, 15 South Fruit St, Box 2043, Concord, NH 03302-2043 603-271-3558

3 March 1989

Report to: Gilford, N.H., Historic District Commission
Gilford, N. H., Board of Selectmen
Gilford, N.H., School Board N

From : James L. Garvin, Architectural Historian, New Hampshire
Division of Historical Resources

Re : The Alvah Wilson House

On March 3, 1989, I inspected the Alvah Wilson House at the invitation
of Ailleen Jensen, Chair, Gilford Historic District Commission.  During
my inspection, ‘I met with members of the Board of Selectmen, members

of the Historic District Commission, membérs of the School Board,
members of the administrative staff of the school system, and interested
citizens. The following report will attempt to assess the historic

and architectural importance of the Alvah Wilson House and to discuss
various options by which the dwelling mlght be preserved and made-
useful to the town.

SUMMARY: The Alvah Wilson House is a story-and-a-half brick dwelling
dating from the early nineteenth century. The house has undergone
several alterations over the years. Most changes have been additive
rather than subtractive, so that the house retains most of its original
features. The two areas of loss suffered by the house are 1) the

front and rear roof membranes, removed when shed dormers were added

to the building in the. late nineteenth century, and 2) the northeast
chimney, altered by removing an original fireplace during a kitchen
renovation, also in the late nineteenth cehtury.

Other alterations to the house have minimal effect on its architectural
integrity. ‘The house can thus be studied and evaluated as a little-
altered example of local constructlon. As such, the Wilson House has
several areas of significarce.

First, as far as my knowledge-extends, the house is unique in New
Hampshire in its floor plan. The placement of four chimneys along
the walls of a central hallway, in such a manner as to provide fire-
places for four first-floor rooms, is without parallel. 'Most brick
houses of the period have their chimneys placed against the outer
walls on opposite ends.

Second, the house retains most of its original interior features. These
include the staircase, door and window trim, mantelpieces, a multitude
of unusual doors, hardware, and some window sashes.
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“Third, the house is an example.of rural brick architecture. Brick
farmhouses dating from the early nineteenth century are not common.
"Information supplied by David Ruell of the Lakes Region. Planning
.Commission. suggests-that in the eleven towns of Belknap County, thers
are only six brick story-and-a-half houses, while no less than 426
such houses are built of wood. In the thirty~two towns of the Lakes
Region, there are only twenty-one brick capes, but 1,336 wooden ones.
These statistics alome point to the rarity of such houses and to the
architectural value of each one that survives.

Fourth, tradition states .that the bricks for the Wilson House were

burned on the site by the builder, who was a brickmaker. This

tradition is strengthened by the presence in the walls, chimneys,

and cellar floors and partitions of bricks from all parts of a brick -
kiln, as if the builder of the house wére trying to use up an entira '
"burning" of brick. This makes the Wilson House an  important documsnt

of local technology and craftsmanship. '

Fifth, the house has remained in excellent structural condition.

This means that its use for modern purposes would be cost effective,
since all funds spent on the house could be devotad to needed utilities
~and decoration rather than to correcting structurzl deficiencies. The
-cost per square foet of renovation of ;he'Wilson Hdouse would be greatly
less than the cost of angy practical form of new coanstruction. This is

especially true because the recent use of the building for town ofiices
has supplied it with a good electrical service and heating system.

To sum up the above, the Alvah Wilson House is richly deserving of
preservation and maintenance for several reasons, not least of which
is its location in the Gilford Village Historic District. The house
is an important part of the heritage of the local community. Its loss
‘would leave the village poorer, and would sadly weaken a past recor

of successful preservation of one of New Hampshire's most attractive
.villages. The loss of the Wilson House would also be a loss to the
state of New Hampshire as a whole, since the house is unique.’

STRUCTURAL EVALUATION: Suggestions have been made in the past that
the Wilson House, as an old strﬁcture,_;annot be made safe for modern
uses or be brought easily into conformity with life safety codes. I
‘have tried to evaluate the condition of the house with these concerns
in mind. I believe that the house is safe, or can easily be made so.

The Wilson House is in an excellent state of preservation. While
architectural changes made to the structure over the years convey the
impression of a buildiné that has been treated insemsitively, none

of these changes has affected the structural integrity of the house.

Most brick houses of the early 1800s show at least some sign of settlement
and cracking in the foundation and the brick walls above. No such

damage is visible in the walls of the Wilson House. The cellar is
remarkably deep, and its walls are built of large stones, carefully

split and well laid in mortar. Moreover, the house has a series of
interior basement walls of brick, and these help to provide an unusual



" The house shows some signs of water leakage. . Some of this (such as

" It has been suggested that the Wilson House might be made much more Lo
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.degree of support for the inmer partitions of the building. The chimneff

bases are very .well built brick vaults (arches) resting on deep footings.
Altogether, the care used during original construction has ensured that
the walls of the Wilson house are as sound today as when they were new..

.1t is easily possible to examine the first floor framing from the cellar.

This frame is composed of a few very large girders of hewn timber.

" Framing into these are a series of sawn joists. The entire first-

floor frame (except for a small area beneath the kitchen sink) is as
sound as when new. _ . ;

The joists used for the first floor, while large, are nearly square
in section and are placed 32" on centers. This means that the floor
departs in several respects from a standard modern wood-framed floor,’
in which joists are normally made of two- -inch-thick stock and are
placed 16" on centers. I have mo doubt that the floor membrane of
the Wilson House can sustain the live or dead loads of office use or

_other foreseeable types of occupancy. I would suggest, however, that

a structural engineer be asked to analyze the load-bearing capacity

: - of the floor in order to provide, a clear-statement of safe loading,
~and, if mecessary, to sugoest methods of relnforcoment

The framlng of the second floor (originally the attic) also appears
to consist of joists placed 32" on center. These run from the front
of the.house to the back, and are supported at about midpoint by load-

' bearing partitions between front and rear rooms on the first floor.

Thus, the clear span of these joists.is short. Again, however, it
would be advisable for an engineer to assess the capacity of this

- floor, espec1ally if long-range plans call for the intensive use of

the second floor.

an area at the southeast cormer) can be attributed to a former eaves gutter

* which apparently discharged water directly against the brick wall at
" this point. ©Other leakage has occurred around some of the chimneys.

Some of this was apparantly caused by rainwater running down the flues,
and some by leaks around the chimney flashing. It should be possible
to remedy any chimney problems by a few hundred dollars spent on -
repairs to the flashing.

attractive for future uses by removing some or all.of the additioms
that presently obscure the original design of the structure. These
additions "include the front porch, the side porch on the west, the

wooden rear ell, and the concrete block milk room addition. I will
discuss some of these options below, under RENOVATIONS.

Structurally, there should be little problem in removing either of

the two porches or the milk room addition. The porches are merely
built against the brick walls of the house, probably with one or

two ledger boards bolted into the brickwork within their roof structure.
The removal of the two porches, if thought appropriate, could probably
be done at an expense of $2,000% unless it proves difficult to break
up the concrete floor of the western porch.
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Similarly, the concrete block walls of the milk room addition are
merely butted against ;hé brick walls of the house. There should-
be relatively little difficulty in removing this additionm, again

assuming that its floor slab can be broken up without difficulty.

The question of removing the shed dormers and the two-story wooden

rear ell of the house is more complex. First, the roof of the ell

is. tied into the rear dormer. -While it might be possible to restore the
main roof to its original slope and still keep the ell, this would L

.

require some reframing at the intersection of the main and ell roofs. -
It would also be feasible to retain the rear shed dormer and remove
the front ome, at least as a first step toward restoring the original
lines of the house. It might even be possible to reduce the ell to
one story if that were thought preferable to wholesale removal.

A further consideration in the removal of one or both of the shed
dormers is the fact that the second floor now has several partitions
that were installed when the. dormers were added, perhaps a century ago.
Removal of the sheds and restoration of the original roof slope would
interfere with parts of ‘these partitions and with some of the doors
leading from rcom to room. Thus, removal of one or both dormers,

'if thought desirable, would have to-be coupled with some change in

the floor plan of the second floor and would probably_preclu&e any
further use of that floor for public purposes. Future public use of the
second floor will be severely limited in any case by lack of -handicapped
access to this level. Apart from changes in plan, the major diffi-
culty in restoring the roof to its .original slope would be the temporary
support of the original second-floor ceilings during the process of
cutting away the rafters of the shed dormers. The original ceilings

of the secord floor appear to be partly suspended from the newer ’
rafters of the shed dormers. -

RENOVATIONS: The Alvah:Wilson House can provide usable space--at the
very minimum, the 1,200 square feet of the first floor of the main
brick house--at practically no cost. The main requirements for.
returning the four main rooms .of the house-to use would be the com-
pletion of a small amount of deferred maintenance, mainly to stop

any further roof leaks. Acceptable heating, plumbing, and electrical
systems are already in place. The major missing element is handicapped
access, which could be provided through one of several doors; the
brick portion of the house has two rear (morth) doors, ome side (east)
door, and the front door on the south. If the west side porch were

retained, a wheelchair ramp could be installed under its roof.

There is a general perception that the qualities of design and
workmanship of the house are obscured by some of the additions—-—
particularly the shed dormers. Many think that the house would
assume its rightful placekas one of the most admired buildings in
the village and as a pleasant headquarters for various activities
if it were at least partly restoraed to its original appearance.

My suggestion would be that major renovations to the .building be
postponed until an agreed-upon long-range plan has been developed
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for the building. While it would undoubtedly be easier to rally

support for the permanent preservation of the. building if it were
returned to original condition, many would also complain that public
funds were being committed to renmovations that had no.certain benefit

to the town and no part in a master plan. I would suggest that once

the question of. preserving the house is settled, all interested parties’
begin to peetfto agree upon the role the structure will play in -
Gilford's future. I would suggest that major structural changes to

the building be postponed until a long-range plan is developed.

Meanwhile, however, the expenditure of a few hundred dollars per

room, and/or some volunteer labor, could make a great difference

in the attractiveness of the house. The Wilson House is generally .
in attractive condition. It suffers from the usual minor flaws and
imperfections of any old house, emphasized by soiled wallpaper and

0ld carpeting. ’ i
It would be a simple matter to remove the wallpaper and paint or :

repaper the walls in the main rooms. The wall-to-wall carpeting ' B
and its underlavment, having served their purpose, could be removed
and the ‘original floors repainted. A bit of simple-scraping would
reveal the approximate original paint color of the woodwork, and the
rooms could be returned to these colors.

It is hard to predict what might be found above the present ceilings
of Celotex, but it is likely that the original plaster, if it survives
at all, 1is in poor condition. If it is desired to return the ceilings
to their original appearance and if the plaster is found to be missing
or partly missing, it should be possible to replaster: the rooms at a
cost of a few hundred dollars per ceiling. The preferred method is

to retain the original split-board lath and nail expanded metal lath
to its underside. Fibered gypsum plaster can be applied directly to -
the metal lath. A single coat of plaster, smoothed as carefully as
possible with a hand trowel, will closely duplicate the slight undula-
tions of original work. The major difficulty in this work is finding
an experienced plasterer. '

For guidance in more extensive alterations, I would suggest that

the town plan to commit funds .to employ an architect experienced

in the renovation or adaptation of old buildings. "Regrettably, -the
New Hampshire Division of Historical Resources lacks the staff to
provide continuing advice to any municipality during the course of
renovations .to a public building. I attach a list of architects and
preséervation specialists who could provide more detailed and extensive
guidance if Gilford decides to adapt the Wilson House for future
needs. The advice of an experienced architect would be especially
valuable if the house were to become, for example, administrative
offices for the school system, a small meeting place, or headquarters
for special education. :

An architect could also provide aesthetic advice concerning the effects
of changing the appearance of the house, and structural advice in

areas affecting life safety codes or in changes to the floorplan. He
or she could also provide better cost estimates than can this report.
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ARCHITECTURAL HISTORY: This report has concentrated more on practical -
considerations of adapting the Wilson House than on its history. It 3
must be: repeated, however, that the house is a very important building,
both as part of Gilford Village and as part of the broader archltectural_
heritage of New Hampshire.

While local tradition dates the Alvah Wilson House at 1811, structural
and stylistic evidence within the dwelling point to a date of around
1830 or .a bit later. This.in no way detracts from the importance of
the house. Very few rural New Hampshire houses were built of brick
in the earlier decades of the nineteenth century, so the Alvah Wilson
House remains a rarity in its region. There was undoubtedly a house
on the land in 1811, but the. present brick dwelling appears to have
supplanted the orlglnal structure.

Among _the technological clues to a date of about 1830 are the use

of American bond for the brickwork of the walls and the use of plug
-drills in splitting the stone of the founddtion. Both the brick bond
and the stone splitting technique are characteristic’ of 1830 or -later.

Stylistically, the prevalence of Greek Revival mouldings and detailing
throughout the house points strongly to a date of 1830 or after. Such
details are seen in the mouldings around the window openings, the newel
and angle posts of the staircase, and the five- panel doors of the house.
The hardware, too, is typical of this period. Esnec1ally characterlstlc‘
are the pewter-handled Norfolk thumb latches on most doors. These are
‘often seen on Greek Revival houses both in cities and in the country.

As mentioned above; the Wilson House was built with unusuad skill.
The building probably remained essentially in original condition until
sometime in the 1880s or 1890s. At that time, it appears, the kitchen
was remodelled. ©Perhaps at the same time, the roof of the house was
raised by the construction of the shed dormers, and the partltlons of
the second floor were altered.

It is . hard to date the construction of the two-story wing at the

back of the house. Its foundation and first floor framing are cruder
than those of the main house, and actually appear earlier. On the
other hand, the subflooring of -the wing is circular sawn and appears
rather late. All of the doors and interior trim of the ell also

appear late--probably after the Civil War and possibly as late as

the remodellings to the main house. The ell needs further study to
determine whether it incorporates part of an earlier structure or whether
it is merely a late and rather crude appendage to the main house.

The Alvah Wilson House answers many questions concerning early nineteenth-
century brick architecture in the Winnipesaukee region. Undoubtedly,

many more clues and discoveries remain in the house, awaiting a fuller
investigation. The house has statewide importance, and the New Hamp-
shire Division of Historical Resources urges all interested parties to
continue to plan for the long-term usefulness of the structure.

Respectfully submitted,
James L. Garvin
Architectural Historian



Department of Public Works -
55 Cherry Valley Road
Gilford, New Hampshire 03246

Telcphoné:
. Public Works — 524-6284
Highway Dept. — 5244313

" Recreation Center of New Hampshire

nsheldon Morgan, Director

~FROM: . John Bobula, Building Official -
_SU?JECT: Wilson House assessment for proposed partlal use.

Based upon inspection'of.wilson House on~September 13, 1988, the following items -
‘were determined as a requirement for the use of the first floor in an assembly
use group: ' ' :

10.

- ceiling.

11.
12

13.

) Electrical panel in basement has some improperly terminated wiring,
. correct to NEC 1987. ‘

' Install backflow preventerxr on'FﬁW'supply pipe.

all levels of building must have active fire detection/alarm system. .

At least one entrance must be handicap accessible.

At least one bathroom must be handicap accessible.

" Lally coldﬁns may have to be added to provide floor structural capacity.

. Furnance installation shall pasé GPD inspection.

Diagnose cause of frequent pressure/overtemo. relief ~valve operatlon
at FHW unit. v - Y

Potable water supply'ﬁo pass applicable tests for public comsumption.

At kitchen: remove and reroute exposed 1/2" diameter copper ?iﬁe from

5

Install exit lights on first floor only.

‘'Post second floor as being off limits to public.

Designate one parking slot for wheelchair.

The above evaluatlon is based upon the following provisions of the appllcable
codes:
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_LIFE SAFETY ‘i:ODE .

9-1.1. 1 Ex1st1ng assembly occupancy may continue upon determlnatlon of

authorlty having jurisdiction. (Code ‘Official) B

BOCA Building Codé 1987

513.1

In a "Hlstorlcal Distric" code official has determlnant authorlty

and bulldlng code is “not mandatory

4/_1 4—/@&
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