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‘Just as the careful excavation of the earth can lead to the under-
standlng of a complex archaeologlcal site, so may a bulldlng be made to
yield up many aspects of its hlsrory through a similar process. Ihe Mott

House was a farm dwelling which a cursory inspection showed to have been

‘built in sevéral stages between the seventeenth and the twentieth centuries.

' : 3
In the fall of 1973, during the time that the grounds were being excavated,

the owner offthe housé brderad»it dismantled'and movéd " This .7 .-

' 4
nine-week process prov1ded an opportunity for the careful scrutlny of

the buildlng 1n a manner closely akin to that used by archaeologlsLb-—

A
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P g

the bu1fd;ng was disassambled part by.part, after each had been numbered_

" and recorded throﬁgh drawidgéﬁand phdtographs. As the sucéessivé'strath

6f-fhe fébric-were removed, it becaﬁe clear that thé his;ory.of the Bdildiné

was even more- complex fhan was apgarént at first. The house had achieved

its‘present form in four'major builds between the thifd quarter of the

17¢ and the middle of the 18C, and through 1nnumberab1e minor- alteratlons,

which continued until its abandonment in the mid- 19603._ It spoke eloquently

of . vernacular bulldlnc in Rhode Island durlnc 2 crucial period of 1ts .
naledal wor

history, and itgrevealed much about the Motts and their changing lifestste,

What I intend to do in this brief talk is to summarize the growth of the

house and to offer a few ideas about what it tells us_

thearmndarsaderrerld.,

.

o :
The house which stood intil November, 1973 began as a single-cell

story- and-a ~half building hbouc 16-by-16 or 16-by-20 feet. The sllce

2

-
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shows a probable plan. The ell was demolished early in tﬁe eighteenth

century and replaced by a two-story structure, but enough evidence remained

to suggest its former appearance. Whea plaster was removed ftom the former

north Eﬁterlor wall of the earliest surviving structure, orlglnal riven

clapboards were discoveréd. In these could clearly be read the

roof pitch of the original ell. The house was apparengiy a stonerender,

‘a type peculiar to Rhode Island. After the removal of its replacement,

a giece of sill embedded in the stonework of the chimnej base could be

- seen, suggesting that the base is the only surviving portion of the

P
original house, which may have looked :something like this.

(1]

A larger sxn01e-un1t structure was appended about 1680. It was

f}owt€&~ |nﬂ%3ﬂ0hhrruev=uoco

a two-story, éreme&-bulldinOﬂrrth a SLngle large room in each story,

and an enormous stone end chimmey. Careful measurement of the spacing

3 :
of the studs and rafter trusses revealed that there had once been a jetty

about 2L inches deep on the east end. This was an unusual,; though not

unkngég, feature in early New Emngland; most houses which had jetties

had them along the long side, or on both the long side and the gable end.

Desplte hard use and drastic alteratzons in the course of . : 300

& the

years, a.very large portion of/Priginal structure and decoration survived,

enabling us to make an accurate estimate of the house's earliest form.

) ‘
Each large room was decorated with vertical shadow-molded sheathing, and

15 :
with elaborate eyma or S-shaped moldingswalong the leading edges of the major

' -l
exposed structural members. A single summer beam ran the leagth of the

ground-floor hall, and a pair of studs supported shelves along the norﬁh

wall which hid the stonework of the ell chimney. The stairs probably

wound up in the southwest cormer of the chimney bay. |

In the second_stofy,

L§
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the tie beams which supported the roof structure were exposed to the
o . ' »

roo@ bel&w.

Only one poSsible window location could be determined, under the
eaves in tbe center of the south facade, as evidenced by a patch in the
sheathing. The studding and fenestrationm had otherwise been altered too
often to allow the discovet; of other openings._ Howe§er, pieces of window
frames and sash bars were reused freqﬁently as nailers in the reworked

19

walls of the house, and many fragments of diamond-shaped glass panes

and of lead eames ware recovered, particularly in the debris around the

chimney.

B3 wzo " .
In the attic, original unattached floor boards remained, with evidence

of the pit-sawing process clearly visible. In addition, it was discovared
to the delight of everyone involved that, in the alteration of the roof

2 - : . &
in the mid-18C, significant portions of the original roof framing

were left intact as rafters and bracing of the new covefing. There ware
originally four principal rafter trusses and thirteen closely spaced
purlins, or horizomtal members, let into channels in the backs of each.
rafter. One entire truss, most of a secoﬁd, and parts of a thiré
survived. The absence of Ehe fourth, and the fact that the east bay

was Zi inches”shorter than Eﬁe others, were among‘the elues to the former
existeﬁcg,of-a jetty. Alliof the purlins,survived,og the south plane

of the roof, Aéparently, 36~inch shingles, of which one was found in the
house, were nailed dire?tly to these purlins without the use of sheaathing

Zl .
boards, in a manner similar to that used in the Sputh into the present
- [ ¥ . N A - s »
Shewrg hease 1A Ny dliesan . Va N

- century. (In this‘slidg,one‘ can sce both an 18C and a later shingle

roof attached to light boards similar to the HMott House purlins.)
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During the time that the house stood in this form, partz%f its clap-

boards were renewed, revaaliﬁg that a leantgﬁtad been added to the ell

3

during its brief existence.
Around 1720-25, the second Jacob Mott (1661-1736/7) undertook
drastic alterations to the family house. A mature man when he iqherited
the farm in 1711/12 (Upton 1973), he had to accomodate several of his eight
children and probably his mother in the smali building. Ultimately, he
demolished the ell and replaced it with a two-story, single-pile building,
with a kitchen %eantgsit the reaf. |
This new section was very different from the earlier portions of the
house. Where they had been stu&¥}ramed, that is, with the interior and
exterior cladd;ao attached to llght vertical members set between the major
21 la +hes & - e 0‘\ Lov\\h’udﬂh“
posts, tlie new wing was plank framed. f£losely set vertical planks about
1} inches this and 12 to 18 inches wide, extending from the sill to the
upﬁarmost horizontal member were peggéﬁiat intervéls to the major structural
membérs,~in—ehéa=£§===e£==dﬁstru::ica. No stud;ﬁwere used, and the interior
and exterior covering were attached directly to the planks. The plénks
of the new section of the Mott House were covered with rivensclapboard
a section of these survived, reused as lath in a 1ater addition.

Though more commodious, the interior of the new house was, if anything,
than its predecessor.

less elaborate The surviving trim was mid- and late-18C. The only earlier

% .
decorative treatnent more refined than plaster walle and a plastered

cove or trimmer arch over the fireplace was a set of fine two-panel, raised-
panel doors. hung on foliated hinges. In addition, in the entrance of the

: . : At . ;
new wing was installed a winder stair to replace the one in the 1680

chimney bay. It was a closed-string stair with flat sawn balusters, ah
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~the &d2 size of the kitchen, an original leanto just = feet deepf was built

t
imitation peculiar to Rhode Island of the turned balusters of the so-called
: *

‘.acobean’ stair popular in the late 1l7th and early 18C in colonial

America,
!‘)u.'o ‘t .
When they-mede this addition, the Motts made extensive changes to
the older portion of the house, as well. The massive stone chimney was
: . 13 -
taken down, but the hearth remained (the large stones in the upper right

corner og the slide), and the chimney bay was set off as a separate room,

34 :
with timbers from the demolished ell used as joists. The ell's stone
13

chimney base was reworked, its flues rerouted, and brick second-floor

fireplaces and a stack were added. A large brick fireplace was built in

the kitchen, with the lintel also made from a reused timber probably
36 -
derived from the demolished structure. A doorway was cut from the kitchen

into the new chimney bay rooms of the 1680 house, and a three-batten

door hung in it. This was found'plastered over but intact during the

disassembly, 4

It was probably at this time that the jetty was removed, and the new
wing tied to the old by two 2l-inch long, inch-and-a-half diameter ifon

spikes, driven through the adjacent posts of the two buildings at second-

Y-
floor level.

The house existed in this form only for about 20 or 25 years. The

next owner, the third Jacob Mott, enlarged it still further. He removed

k4

' 7
the kitchen leanto and its adjacent shed, and put a two-story, full length .

addition across the rear. (mention line in planks) Evidently to retain
~ )
Snrier

’ : a9
on the 1d footings. A flooring system was constructed fro the new rooms,

N i . B2
but the old crude joists werc retained for the old kitchen. A wyngw roof

with a hip at the south.ewmd covered -the whole, aud the house, after many




changes, achieved the form it was to have until the end of its existence,

- A 41
9 & except for minor changes and for the addition of a kitchen ell in the

mid-19C.
Few houses have had so complex or rapidly changing a structural
few : :
history; have incorporated such different plan forms and structural

systems into a single building. We are fortunate im this house to be able

to see the response of one family to the changes around them.

The history of building in 17C New England is one of a transition

from a heterogeneéus assemblage of provincial English building types and
originating

Qechnologies, primarily but not exclusively in the southeast of England
to a group of relatively homogeneous provincial American architecturesa‘T— A2 W E AL
based more firmly in southeasﬁern traditions but imitatiﬁg neither them |
nor eath other exactly. (relevant are Deetz 1972 and GarQan 1951) Building even
within Bhode Island show!a regional differences, reflecting the origin
of the colony in two separate settlements--Rhode Islaﬁd in the south and
Providgnc;-Plantations in the north--and reflecting.in addition the colony's
ties to Connecticut and to Plymouth Colony, respectively.

This process of localization within Rhode Island was at its peak by
-the late 17th and early 18C, when the convergence of regional house types
and structural systems created a group of houses distinctly Rhode Island
throughout the colony. When the no-longer-extant ell and the 1680 wing
of the Mott House were built, the process waé well underway, but it was
not complete. Thé framing of the earliéstrsections of the house showed
strong affinities to annecticut, aand by extension Massachusetts Bay,

43

building pradtices in its use of a studdad frawe, downbraced from the posts

to the sills, in a manner similar to the framing of wany contewporary
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Conaecticut houses (Isham and Brown 1900 25) and 1n contrast to the

vertical-planked, upbraced frame which spread from Plymouth to northern

) AL
Rhode Island. Similarly, the Mott House had a principal rafter roof

. 47
with many small purlins, also found on occasion in southern Connecticut

(Kelly 1924: 10, 47, 48).

The pla;\ - of the house was theiroughly»squaret&single-cell Qariety'
"especially popular in southeastern New England well into the 18C. At
the Mott House, both of the early sections wére stongzenders, a house
type peculiar te Rhode Island, especially the northern part of the present‘
state, where they were usually plank-framed. So called because of their
usual massive eﬁposed stoné end chimne&s, which used to advantage some of
the few deposits of usable building stone in southern New England, they did
not always have sténeSans or use a one-room plan, but they were éll'per—

)

mutations of a single-cell concept.

The ) evolutiqn from single room to five-room plan postulated
by early students of New England building like Isham and Brown (1900) or
J. F. Kelly (1924), although now ri;ected-in that form, nevertheless con-
tinues to obscure the existence of the single-cell house in the . late

e N i MBS
17th and early 18th centuries as an independent building £es#m, not a
portion-of a largeflbu11d1no, possibly to be completed later, as were many
18C variations of the five-room plan. Raymond Wood-Jones, in his study
o: the Bahbury region of England (1963: 165 and ch. viii passim), draws
5.

artention to the large number of architecturally sophisticated, well-built
8 y p »

one-cell houses in his area. They seen not Lo be poor people's resideunces,

or surviving fragments of a larger building, but the dwellings of middling

people with limited spatial nzeds. 1lhis éuuyn&zﬁa;holﬁ;true, at least in
; ’?
part, for New Eugland as well. Most surviving ﬁanlo~cL11 houses are well-



built and often, as in the Mott House, w€ll-appointed.

Stone-end houses in Rhode Island, when they were en/uﬁ ed before about
1725, were not added to in such a way as to suggest the completion of a
I -~ two-room central chimney house. The latter was , in fact, a relatively

—~—,‘ -

o
,}3 modern abbreviation of the three- iuui:ppasant house of lowland England.

s
e

I i 56
) 911 jP/Snlth 1970: ). Rather individual cells were added to the
of the stone-endzar

far end or to the reaa, usually forming a cluster Ulth the plan of a

57 .
square divided into four cempartments. Each of these houses has grown
, 58
in that manner.

; ST e RE .

(2 The single-cell model predominated in Rhode Island until the end of .
the first quarter of the 13C, though the overall size and the size of the
exposed end chimney were oiten diminishad. At the samaz time, the plank-
frawed form of building moved southward and became common throughout the

state. The struggle betwean Providence and Newport for economic and

Ui

political dominance which was to be most intense at mid-century, and

which ended only with the®virtual destruction of Newport during the

the
R volution, was presaged and symbolized by the infiltration oﬁﬂPlymouth/
&
Providence structural syscem into the southern parts of tha colony .

beginning late in the 17C. Finally, planked houses were not unusual

even in Newport proper. “he eastern Massachusetts rocfing system, consisting
' bl
of prlnci al rafters and 2 to 5 common purlins, which dominated that
area by the end of the third quarter of the 17C also noved i to Rhode Islaund
as an adjuact of planked Zraming,

iand the maximum

6]

By the carly 18C, than, there existizd in Rhode I
“degree of local distinctiwvzsess in o vernacular architecture basad upon
1 N

plank framing, a principal-refter-and-nsurlins roofing system, and 2 single-cell

additive house wodel., T -r|L|LoIl” wus not A stabis ena, however, and



and near the end of the first quarter of the century, new planning ideas
from Connecticut and Massachusetts were affecting Rhode Island builders.
Specifically, the notion of a central chimney, double-pile house was

Lz ~
taking hold. The Mott House in its 1725 form represents a curious mixture

. of old and new features. Jacob Mott II's new house was still well within

17¢C

Rhode Island tradition., It was plank framed and had the eastern Massachusetts
rooi. It probably had casement windows, to judge from the form of a later
patch in the sheathing of the new wing. It is a cluster of square cells,
but with a difference. They are grouped around a central stack; -Mott

. .. . &3
was adding the old cells in a new way. He might, after all, have extended
the old chimney and added to the house in the fashion of the earlier
Arnold House. Instead, a great amount of work was undertaken to demolish
the great chimney and to rework the smaller 6ne, in ordar to group the

Tashions 1
roons clumsily around a central stack. The ncw ddeas—Fer house building
interested the flotts, though they didu't really understand them yet.
Jacob Mott III did. By the time he rebuilt the house, the symmetrical,

five-opening Georgian facade scheme (see Glassic 1972) had transformed
the central chimney house elsewhere in New England into the familiar

¢4 '
five-room-plan, two-story building which marks the landscape through-
cut present-day New England. It only reached Rhode Island in any numberss

. 5 . : ———

at mid-century; most of the earlier houses which now have that aspeet nPF;drquz
were reworked at mid-century. Jacob Mott III was well-avare of this new

fzshion, and he, too, went to great lengths to modernize his house. But

T2 was not a rich wman, and it is obvious that he did wmost of the work him-

szlf. The workmanship is crude, and it betrays an inexpericnced hand.

fo: roof is haphazardly rigesd; no two jeints are alike. Everything is

e



e e e - ] * Lb V
hacked and patched. In the end, he had created a wore or less stylish and

modern house. It had five bays of windows, a central chimney, and even a

fontewediras 7
hipped roof. He tried—for a five-room-type plan, with two fr .nt rooms,

Snd We Caume
an entrance lobb/, and a rear kitchea flanked by smaller rooms, He-aehiaved

coitia £ lse
=fw. Mott had with his own hands trans formad his Rhode Island vernacular

up-tr-dake
house into the new New England Georgian building, with av&ev0¥ plan, a

A
fashionable facade, and filled with painted callvas in imitation of the

finest 'turkey' carpets.
v

We have in the Mott House a paradox of sorts. The Motts of the fifty
yvears after 1675 lived in a wmaterial world which, if their house and those
of their contemporaries are clues, was highly localized. 1t most resembled
that of Plymouth, but there were important differences. Though frovincial
in the most restricted sense, their house was architecturally a fine one,
well-built, Qell—designed and handsomely decorated. This coincided with
the period of consolidation of the Motts' land holdings (Upton 1973). |
Growing throughout the 17C, by the time the first Jacob Motk died in
1711/2, the Mott Farm compgised aboﬁt 130 acres, the same acreages it
had in: 19q3, when it was first divided. Also in the early 18C,
Portsmouth distributed the last of its cormon lands. With the town
settled and the farm complete, the world of Portsmouth--or Warwick, or
Providence--must no loager have seemed sufflcient’to the Motts and thaisr

‘ G d

contemporaries. They reachad out_forruew =odels and new styles,hfor
new means of establiching their status in_the community. They found
them in part in the Georgian facade andﬁﬁhe larger houses of their
nore cosmopolitan countryaen in ecastern Massachusetts. Tha paradox
paople in thalr own milieu

is that the Motes, relatively important

b



11

e house bt

were not so in the broader society., In seeking after the strange new
fashions, they traded a handsome Rhode Island vernacular house for a

tract-house-Colonial version of the style which was replacing it.

change
The Motts were part of a mevemant which was substituting for local modes

a New England version of one more widely distributed.throii?out the
' . locally focuse '
Anglo-American world. A provincial vernacular outlook succumbed to
L '\ !‘ F. 3 L JA
Reqoneliy focades

a newer, populajﬂone.
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Drawing 1. Ruope Iseanp SEVENTEENTH CENTURY Houses.

4. Restored drawing of the Thomas Clemence House, Manton, c. 1680,

b. Restored drawing of the Thomas Fenner House, Plainfield Pike, 1677.
¢. Restored drawing of the Eleazer Arnold House, Lincoln, 1€87.

d. Drawing from mzmory of John Smith’s Stone Castle, Old Warwick,

1641-1793. (21
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studies nzar.the end of the nin:
“century. Although Isham’s date of 16353

42 : Old-Time New England

ably near the mid-ceatury, which pushes
the earliest date of vertical plank-frame
building back to the period of early scttle-

' FEAMmd.
ROGER MOW

w?

for the Roger Mowry house may be ques-
tioned on the basis of his method of dar-
ing on form and other imprecise char~

Ll =l T

1{ "[l-uu ey [T

»

LA

FIG. 3. FRAMING OF THE ROGER MOWRY HOUSE (CA.1653),
PROVIDENCE, RHODE ISLAND .
From Isham and Brown's Early Rhoade Islund Ho:uses, Plate 7.

ment, This corresponds to Isham’s date
for the carlicst house in Providence sl

standing wher, he hezan hiy pubiih

acteristics, he does provide a partially

messured drawing which indicates the

muanner in which the siagle-cell vertical
plank-frame story-and-a-half house was

~buile (Figs. 2, 3).
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1IV. Tue Cowies Housk.
- FAauneTon Ul

This house, or rather one half of it, stands on the western side
¢ the main street on the little rising ground just north of a brook
t the extreme southern end of the village. As our drawing shows,
¢ is 2 house of the class which includes the Porter and Gleason
.ouses—that is, it has a bracket at each post under the overhang.
Cwo only of these brackets now éxist, the third is not in its place,
nd the fourth was, of course, on the northern- half of the house
shich was cut away many years ago and moved a few feet further
jorth, where it now stands as a separate tenement—a rather
xaggerated reminder of the colonial fashion of bequeathing the
lifferent halves of a house to different persons. The entry still
amains on the southern house, but the chimney and stairs dis-
ppeared when the buildiag was cut in two. The present chimney

n each of the houses is new.
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\We urge the reader to study carefully the plans and sections
ihis house and especia!l}'. the perspective of its framing. which /

¢ give in Figure 10, The names of the rooms, which ccecur con-
antly in the . old~ inventories, and the terms * summer,” *Coirt,” , T
plate,” rafter” and so on, which will often ‘appear ‘i these agan b =
ages, are there clearly indicated; so that by a little study the F’ T3
sder will obtain a clearer idea of the typical house and of - the - 900 J\ o :

gain from many pages of text

. ; R P |
snstruction of it than he could L:\i,‘r\(\‘_\,ﬂr.b(‘i ISieousa 00 )

d from much repetition,
The present appearance

«cks its chimney and is rather dilapidated, but is still picturesque.

. has an overhang on the front and one in each gable, but none
In the

¢ either end in the first story as has the Clark housc.
aderside of the plate, which projects to receive a barge-board >

of the house is given in Figure 6. It

»
o

e s rers sty

ST~ FRRAINGTON :
FIGURE 30 &
. .
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58 The Early Domestic Architecture of Connecticut

Haven Colony, he says: “From the mention of thatchers, and the precautions tak
against fire, it may be inferred that these humble tenements (log houses) were roof
with thatch.” His inference is further strengthened by the existence of the office

chimney-viewer and by the frequent mention, in the early records of the colony, of t
men who held it. According to the Hartford records it was the duty of the chimne
viewers to examine the chimneys every six weeks in winter, and every quarter in summe
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and it is probable that the office very closely corresponds with that of the presen
fire-warden. Tt was, therefore, a post of importance and no mean responstbility, fo
way the safety of the community depended upon the vigilaace of these men. “Chi
viewers? were elected in Flartford until 1706. '

The use of many small purlins, which may originally have been thatch poles, in

structing the roof of the Moulthrop house is also signiﬁcant.'f‘oss‘xbly this honse

originally 2 thatched roof.

‘I'he drawing of the Governor Treat house, Milford, copied from one of Lamt
illustrations, shows a roof of extremely steep pitch. (Figurs 68.) Even making allow
for exaggerstion or faulty deaftsmanship, the angle of the roof must have been
sharp. The Hempstead housc of New London, the western part of which was bui

1623, is onc of the cacliest woolun houses standing to-day in the state of Connec!

The pitch of the original roof of this house, as may be seen in the attic, where the old ¢

cas fifteen inches to the foot, 2 very steep pitch. (Figure

rafters are still in place,
Mr. Ralph D. Smith, in information. furnished Bir, Palfrey for his history, states



Tugland

v which he had scen or gathered relie
* dese riptinns of shortly after their de.
ction’ Although Otis also mentions

dcnnl building in stone and hewn log,
deal plank was the most common

‘hod_used on'the Cape. This is borne

for a later period (¢, 1650-ca.1850)

rnest Connally’s study of the Cape

! house.'® The dates from 1639 10

15 which Outis mentions in relation to

structures with which he was familiar

e never been closely analyzed. Al

1igh his study of land titles may have

cated buildings of extremely early

, he presents little corroborative evi-

ce that the buildings standing on that

perty in the nineteenth century were
sssarily the same. However, in a few

s where further description is given

vhere he nates his method of dating

dings on construction evidence it may
id that he showed considerable
wledge of his locality. He tended to

:p houses built prior to ca. 1680 with

ain features not met with in dwellings

tructed after that date. Although out-

dly similar, “Both had heavy cornices,
front roof was shorter and sharper
the rear,” yet:

- ancient houses were lower in the walls,

fally in the chambers, and the sleepers of
swer foors were laid on the ground, leav-

:he large sills used in those days, project
.nto the room.??

where Otis describes the story-and-
If house of the earlier period as hav-
sosts five and one-half feet in the rear
n-to) with jearly twelve-inch pro-
ng sills adding to the headroom. He
contrasts the Jower height of front
i in the houses he considered earlier
thase of later buildings.®* \While cer-
eharacteristics such as projecting sills
aot necessarily an index of an early
ateenth-century  date, this feature

History of Plymouth Colony Architecture, 1620-1700

paving been found in dwellings huile ta-
ward the cad of the century, Ous’ dif-
{erentiation by ceiling or post heights was

Vl@ {7

[Co ndee 16 169

Lo

at the lateste,

41

varliest buildings may have actually been
bhuilt in the third quarter of the eentury

and those dated after 1680

PESTORED A

Rt P
"':::::'_gfzmﬁff}: - e JCALE- [l.
Loty 7} RoarR/ P b
1 i
7. ks : i- : i
; - 7-0%] -—-—-—)'lo. !
g A By
: ¥ S PAla
: fIRE L1 ooy : s - F:
: 1 S R
: té"‘o'n-i 17~z : It
: ! I .-
' ] : | R S )
E E 6?)?%&. E L
| RS Dock
r-i. D AR T FE _Q.!'_.?
' e : : I e .
B _
PResTT  ADDITION- R

FIG. 2. FLOOR PLAN OF THE ROGER MOWRY HOtUSE (Ca.1653),
PROVIDENCE, RHODE ISLAND
From Isham and Brown®s Early Rhele Istard Houses, Plate 3.

probably a good comparative index. With-

out smd\ ing either

Jand titles on which Otis based his.dat ng
his internal evidence suggests that h|>

may actually
the buildings or the

.\t.‘\l.:‘dult»
Otis" earliest structures, one realizes that
he recorded some buildings buile prob-

have been built slightly I \ter.

even after up-dating
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i EVOLUTION OF TIHE ENGLISII PEASANT HOUSE

)
t

. sming the day when a peasant built kis owh licuss
.. Lang before the new method had been adopted everywhere by
asants able to afford them—and it was presumably a rise jn

comes gradyaily extending throughout the country which pre.
made possibie the change in buildings—there began a sccond
hiouse improvement which was marked by the abandonment of
wpen te tire roof in favour of a house of two storeys throughout, By
it quarter of the sixteenth century there appears in south-cast
2 new louse-type which had a three-cell plan providing more or
ame amount of floor space as a Wealden house, allowing for the
went 'of the open hearth by a chimney stack, but having an upper
wicd along tie front (Fig. 72); and that this type represents the
ment and bringing up-to-date ol a Wealden house or its equivalent
t from the fact that the upper storey is no mere attic but a storey
cight.! How {ar it was influenced by town buildings, in which
: jetiies oy the street front were commen at an carlier date, is
i, and it can Lz argued that the continuous jetty was a logical step
carli rouses; logical in the sense of being the culmina.
of providing an unper floor throughout.? In
uctural type was relatively short-lived, for by
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L2 The nlan thus comprised three rooms, two of them, the hall
wowr, being heated by a single chimney stack, on one side of which
front deor cpening mto a iubby and on the other side a winding
i the third reom was a service room, not apparently divided into
and pantry but perhaps for 2 time serving both functions. This type
e sterey and attics or two storeys in the late sixteenth century,

¢ 10208 exampies with two storcys and attics can be found.
et 1o lock for seme considerabic change in the peasants’ mode
suplete transformaiion el their houses. Unfortun-
msclves tell us very little about how they were used,
ant question of how many people, and what sort
wde up the houschold we know practically nothing. One
lomesllerny i
1 of families, which in favourabie circumstances might reach back
iddie of the siuteenth century. Until then prabate inventories offer
s nbout how the chamber over the hall, which was the most
single innovation of the ceutury, was used. When the fourtcenth
slec hallef Stanton's Farm, Black Notley (Essex), had a chimncy-
first ficor built into it the large upper chamber was used then,
says has been, for storing farm gear, while inventories suggest that
age of corn and other produce was an important use for the uppsr
on.-Fremed Duildings of the We2ld, vp. 17 IL T orrester A The Timber Fran:ed Houses

. prizsed), o0, 7-8, citing sxamples from R.C.H.M,, Esxex
wn by [l R Sw ivided and Galleried Hall

e, fPriacy House, Marcham,
nland Coitages, i !
YN, Momuaaeuts Tiacatened <o o

roach may be through thic demographers’ recon-

hrst,

Fie. 9. Tlree internalechimney houses.
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e, The Cott, Bidderden, Kent. OF twe storeys throughout; all of on ebuild, but senvize wing
apparsatly not jettied at front, Entrance at lower end of hall, by opposite doors. Easly sixteenth

‘eeatury. Alter H. 8. Cowper, ‘Some Timber Framed Houses s o ) dArechaeologia Cantiera,

XXX {1913), pp. 3802, : i

b. ._.o.:.wﬁwwvmu:uma. Nillingshurst, Sussex. Two storcys, no jetty. The plan suggsts an
original loLiby entranee. Alcr R.CILMN., Aonunents ;a.&«a& oo Pe 02, :

¢. Viliolds, Tower £lill, Horsham Rural. A Iate (2673) and prrhaps a large example; ef.
Fig. 91. The Jnck of a service room is puszling. After R.C.HLM,, ibid., p. 02
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over, the original houses began to be en-
larged by doubling the unit or by extending
the main roof at the rear to provide a lean-to
behind the main house (Fig. 1).
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Figure 3. Elcazar A rrold House, Great Road,
Lincoln, 1687.

Ground storey plan. From Isham and Broewn,
EARLY KHODE ISLAND 1IOUSES, 1395.

Such a building type has 1o be understood
organically in terms of its particular strue-
ture and its various domestic uses. It has no
“design” which can be considered separately
from its organizsm. It can therefore be prop-
erly emulated only in idea and not in visual
appearance in a later age when methodds of
consiruction have quite changed and the re-
quirements of domestic life have heen unt =0
weel complicated perhaps —~ althougl that
is what ordinarily strikes one —— s whelly
reorgnized,. Perhaps if we could gra-p the
peid essentials of our own way of livins e
clearly as the settlers grasped theirs we

14

could achieve a comparuble schematic sim-

- plicity. But quite as much we need to re-
establish an equal directness of organic
expression in terms of whatever structural
methods are for us most economical. But we
are put off — the layman perhaps more than
the architect — by concepts of “style,” of
capitalized Architecture. As a result we are
largely incapable of conceiving visual qual-
ity in a building in any other terms than
those of surface design; indeed usually of
types of surface design borrowed from the
past and ill adapted to our own needs and
our methods of building.

Yet it is a mistake to consider seventeenth
century houses in any dogmatic sense as
“functional” architecture. Because their
builders were in general Puritans in religion
does not mean that they were concisusly
Puritaus in their aesthetics, as many men of
taste in the twentieth century undoubtedly
are. Their aesthetic delight, however, -—if
we may hypothesize in them a faculty which
we recognize but that they did not — came

first of all fromn essentials, from the quality

of the materials they used: the solid oak of
the skeleton, visible within; the sturdy
rubble of the chimneys; the neat regularity
of the clapboard sheathing; and the warm
feather-like covering of the shingled roofs.
'They admired the solid, the heavy, the well.
worked, which in terms of the materials they

used were the qualities most likely to give

good service. We may more appropriuntely
admice the thin, the light, the highly fin.
ished, which in terms of our newest materials
are most economical aud represent the best
craftsmanship. But their admiration. their
hypothetical aesthetic delight. was not lim-
ited to those things any wore than their taste
in elothes, which actually ran to strong and
autimnal colours, was lhnited to those grim
parments of grey and Hilaek in whiel nine-
teenth century actists, influeneed by a later

J R e ]
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Fig. 12. Sketch of typical plank construction observed in the tradi-
tional houses of Lower Cape Cod (author).

hewn sills, corner posts, plates, and girts (no studs). Sawn
planks twelve to eighteen inches wide are nailed vertically
to the outside face of sill and plate, and shingles, or some-
times clapboards, are nailed directly to the planks; inside,
riven lath and plaster are applied directly to the planks,
making a wall about three inches thick. Window frames
thus protrude on the exterior, visually announcing the
character of wall construction. Posts, plates, and girts are
exposed on the interior, also usually a ‘summer’ for inter-
mediate support of the garret floor. The roof consists ol a
series of simple hewn trusses with puclins (no rafters or
ridgepole). Solid planking is nailed at right angles to puz-
linsand plate, and to this sheathing the shingles are natled.
This system was gradually replaced by conventional frame:
construction. About 1850 Thoreau notes, *The modern
houses ave built of what is called “dimension timber™, im-
ported from Maine, all ready to be set up, so that coms
monly they do not touch it again with an axe.'” Timher
for the older houses was also probably imported, the Low-
er Cape having been stripped of any tall forests Lefore the
end of the eighteenth century. Thoreau reports the same:
t, . . they will tell you that large schooners were olice huilt
of timber which grew in Welllleet. The old houses, ulso,
are built of the timber of the Cape; but instead of the for-
ests in the midst of which they originally stood, barren
heaths . . . now stretch away on every side.’

2. Thoreau, Cupe Ced, 11, 4, this and the following.

Masonry construction on the Lower Cape is restricte
to chimneys, cellars, and foundatons:® all of brick (im
ported;). Stones, brought in as ballast, may have been usec
in the earliest buildings; but as Thoreau reminds us
*Stones are very rare on Cape Cod’, and in his time ‘vessel
had been forbidden to take them from the beach for bal
Jast.” He saw one instance of a house being underpinnec
with ‘rocks’, which had been collected with great pain
over many years. Bricks, on the other hand, were in stand
ard use by 1800 according to Dwight, who describes cel
lars exactly as you will find them today: small and circular
to prevent the sand from caving in the walls. Thoreat
accurately adds that they ‘are only from nine to twelv
feet in diameter, and are said to Le very cheap, since a tie:
of brick will suffice for a cellar of even larger dimensions
Of course, if you live in the sand, you will not require
large cellai to hold your roots.? :

A few building contracts survive from the flourishing
decades. The following may be regarded as fairly typical
It is an agreement between Andrew Cobb, mariner, anc
Thomas Paine 11, housewright of Truro, in 1843, for thi
construction of a house-and-a-half (now disappeared) of
Old County Road in South Truro.® The closest surviviag
approximation is the Cole-Wheeler House (fig. 6), whicl
was built about the same tirae nearby on Prince Valle
Road.?? For $450.00 Paine bound himself, ‘in good anc
workmanlike manner and according to the best of his at
and skill’, to:

. .. build and set up and finish all below the chamber floor, on
house or messnage of the dimensions and particular descriptior
following. Viz: Twenty-three feet squace on the ground finor, te
feet posts, hemlock timber and boarding boards, the roof and fron
side to be shingled with pine shingles, the two ends and back sid
with cedar shingles, finish che lower part of the house into one fzon
roora, one kitchen, two bedrooms, one butey, front and end entey
two Hights of stairs if needed and plain [sic] the boards for a cham
ber tloor, the front room and kitchea to be ceiled up to the windows
glass closet door in the front room, tron laeches for all the doors
seven by nine glass for all the windows, a common cellar under th
house with a cellar house outside. '

There is a stylistic development evident in the house
of the Lower Cape, although progressive differences ar
slight. The best indicator is the placement of windows.il
the south wall. In the oldest exaaples (fig. 4) the windoy
frames come directly under the box cornice; the wal
height is gradually raised, with the windows relativel

~

lower; by the 1830s the wall is normally about ten fee

0. Thoreau, Cape Cod, i, 154-135. Dwight, Travels, 11, 95.°

31. Deed Book 53, 261. The carpeater may have been the Thoma
Paine (1770-1860) who s buried, beside his wife Priscilla, in th
Methodist Cemetery, Truro. No likelizr candidate was available i
the other cemeteries or in the Vitel Reeords of the Toicn of Trur
Massachuselts to the Eud of the Year 1349 (Boston, 1935}, -

g2, This house was staudiag in 1850 whezn it was owned by Jo
seph Cole, who honght more property ‘upland under and aroun
where his dwelling hause now stands’. Deed Book 48, 52
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Fig. S. Standard \'ariaﬁ.ons of the Cape Cod house as revealed i;x the south elevation: (I to r.) house, house-

and-a-half, doublc-house (author). .
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Fig. 9. Standard variations of the gable observed on the Lower Cape (author

). The two at the left are characteristic of the

tumse and house-and-a-half; the two at the right of the double-house.
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=, 10. Cuok House, King's Highway, )

atugy {photo: Cervin Robinson for HABS). Reputedly occupied
workmen during construction of the Cape Cod lighthouse (High-
1d Light) in 1797. A double-house successively enlarged with ells;
w owned by Professor Roy J. Cook.

awn tight through the middle. In 1805 Thomas Hol-
wok and Solomon Higgins, both yeomen, conveyed to
Tomas Awood, mariner, ‘Al the Land that we now own
L. .. Welllleet on Bound Brook Island with all the wood
. said land, and half the Dwellinghouse now standing on
Ad Island where said Higgins now lives and dwells, ...
fere are also verbal accounts of houses being ‘flaked
own', namely, sawn apart and moved, from one place to
sother; and Rich mentions the frequent tremoval’ of
ouses in the 1870s. -

27. Re-recorded in Deed Book 2, 289 et seg. Courtesy of Mr.

‘eorge K. Riggiis.,

v o aart T - 4 Z e G : : s G r
Fig. 11. Hoxie House, Sandwich, mid-seventeenth century, under
sestoration in 1959, revealing plank construction (photo: Cervin
Robinson for HABS). 'E .

Structurally, the Cape Cod house is characterized by
*plank construction’” a seventeenth-century practice
probably introduced on the Cape by early settlers from
Essex County, particularly from the vicinity of Lynn. It
can be seen in the Cape’s oldest building, the Hoxte
House at Sandwich (fig. 11), and it persisted bevond the
middle ‘of the nineteenth century. Typically, the Cape
Cod house las a box-like frame (fig. 12) consisting of

28, Mare research is needed on this subject. A similar kind known
. . - i ] = = H o<
as 'box consiruction’ has persisted in the South, for the cheapest

buildings, well iato the twenticth century. Doubtless a common

origin could be found in late Tudor building practice.
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Drawing 19. Late Seventeentd anp Earuy Ewcrreenta Centuny
Ruooe IsLanp Houses.

a. \V:mmn-L)'m.\n-l Tazard House, 17 Broadway, Ncwport, before 1700,

b. House ac 36 Church Steer, Newport, with kicked-out raof Line nnld over:
b

lmnging boxed cornice.
¢. House on Division Streee. Newpore, wich overhanging boxed cognice.- -
d. Old Croade Tavern, c. 15¢c0, from Pawetucker, now caretaker's ludgc for.
the Eleazer Avnold House, Grear Road, S;\}'lcsx'illc. Lincolu,
c. Tripp House, Manton Avenue, c. 1723, with beehive oven, ’
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first two generations after the settlement
were like,

The meost satisfying in its present state is
undoubtedly the Eleazar Arnold house of
1667 on the Creat Road in Lincoln (Plate 1).
Even there the rear slope of the roof has
been raised, the ereat front gable is gone,
and an eighteenth century portal aud
double-hung sash windows replace the plain
battened door and the small leaded panes of
the original casements. But the magnificent
stone chimuey extending the full width and
height of the end wall, and the general niass
as defined by this ehimney and by the front
slope of the roof remain unaltered. Thus
the jmpression the building itself gives is
wot o very different from that we get from
the carefully restored model prepared by
Brown University students under the super-
vision of Professor Tavlor. (Tig. 2). Of the

T Fom opeprrpe Aress w0
RESTORATIGN® LEALTR AL
Figure 2. Eleazar Aencld House, Cread Road.
Lincaoln. 1657,

Perspective restoration. Fram Isham end Fieoen,
EANLY REEODY ISLAND JOUSES, 1605

carly interiors we can obtain a somewh
better image from the great ground stor
of the same Arnold house (Plate 2), or fro
the smaller restored room in the Cleme;
Weaver house on Yowland Road in E

Greenwich of 1679. ?
In general, however, to visualize the fit
stage of architecture in Rhode Island it
necessary to turn to modern books and

the various restored examples of the peric
in Massachusetts. Early Rhode Islar
Houses, published by Norman M. Tsham ar
Albert 1. Brown in 1893, a pioneer work,
the serious acchaeological study of Amerie:
Colonial remains, is still today a classic

the field aud full of information for the se
ous student. In it were brought together t!
vital data of mest of the early houses whi
still exist (although rarely even yet restor
to plausible seventeenth century counditior
as well us those of many other edifices whi
have since been destroyed. The apprec
tion of this early stage is not easy for tha
who must sce architeeture in a reasonal
authentic state in order to comprehend

But to those already familiar with the
stored seventeenth eentury houses in Ess
County, Massachusetts, whe will turn to t
adwmirable first chapter of Mrs. Antnine
Downing’s Early Homes of Rhode Isla
published in 1937, the general picture as
is known today should be clear enough: t
details need not be filled in again here.

is more important to stress the partieu’
significance of these structures and
wholly different enltural climate in whi
they existed {from anything the ciglteer
and nineteenth century knew. It is perlw
not wholly an illusion to believe that tl
cultural elinmte in architecture s becomi
oace wmore sympathetie and comprehensil
to us in the tweutieth century. With tr
understauding may come intelligent emu

tionn,
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SLIDES

Black out

Mott House, Feb. 73
Mott H. rear,‘Sept..73
Tyson and Upton
Crane.dismantling 17C portion (EHT)
Origiﬁal ell--plan
Stair hall clapboards
Irons H., Manton, RI
Chimney base

Original ell--elevation
1680 plan

1680 elevation

. Wyllys H., Farmingtoa, Ct.

EHT Sfer ding alone
Sheathing

Eﬂf—-lst floor lintel
EﬂT--hall
EHT~--chamber

Window glass

Attic floor boaxds

Original rcof--interior view

Landsdowne, Middlaesex Co., Va.--18C roof
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old clapboards
1680-1720 plan
1720 plan

EHT frame
plank frame .
interior corner, 1720‘23;&ﬁ;

Mowry H., Providence, RI, frame (Isham and Brown)
1720 clapboards

stairs being removed

Elisha Smith H., Stillwater, RI, stair

EHT hearth

.ell joists

chimney base
kitchen fireplace

batten door

1720 north elevation

plénked north end

buttery floor

mid-18C isomeﬂric view (Long)

mid-19C isometric view (Long)

17C chamber

Gleason H., Farmington, CT, frame (Isham and Brovn)
Elisha Smith H., Stillwater, RI, frame
Mott EHT roof exposed

CT roofing {(Kelly)

Roger Mowry H., Providence, plan (Isham and Brown)



" Arthur Fenner H,, Cranston, RI

- Jayes Gresn H,, Warwick, RI

H., Warren, RI

3 single-cell Hs., Banbury region, Eng. (Wood-Jones)
Yott H., 1680 elevatior |

Blake H,, Dorchester, M\, plan

St. John's, St. Mary's City, MD

. Eleazar Arnold H., Lincoln, RI

- Japes Green H.

Valentine Whitman H,, Limerock, RI

- Tripp H.,, Manten, RI (now Newport)

36 Gidley St., Newport RI
Winslow K., Marshiield, MA
1720 plan, Mott E.

2. Arnold IH.

H., Hingham M\

A, Ferner H.

Yott H,

Usquepsng, RI, k.

Mott H., final plan
Vott H., painted canvaa

1‘50 t H.
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