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This Historic Building Assessment of Trinity Episcopal Church in Claremont, NH has been funded in part by a 

2023 grant from the New Hampshire Preservation Alliance (NHPA).  The grant program receives support from 

New Hampshire’s Land and Community Heritage Investment Program (LCHIP).   The purpose of this assessment 

is to document the building history, evolution, and character-defining features, as well as to document existing 

conditions and provide a prioritized outline of recommendations with associated costs.   

 

North Country Architect was engaged in the fall of 2023 to perform the assessment and prepare the report.  An 

introductory site meeting to discuss the project took place on August 28th, 2023 with Roger Formidoni and 

William Quinn of the Trinity Episcopal Church.  A follow-up visit took place on December 20th, 2023. 

 

Trinity Church is a well-utilized building that is well-cared for by its community.   The building has been patched 

over the years but is overdue for larger-scale repair campaigns addressing areas of deferred maintenance.  The 

interior of the church is in relatively good condition.  Primary areas to be addressed pertain to the exterior 

envelope, specifically the Roofs, Chimneys, Exterior Perimeter Drainage, Foundation Brickwork, and the 

Sanctuary Roof Framing.  

Figure 1: Location of Trinity Episcopal Church in downtown Claremont, NH 
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Contextual Overview  
Trinity Episcopal Church is located at 120 
Broad Street in downtown Claremont, New 
Hampshire.  The Church was constructed in 
1852-53 during the first important period of 
the city’s development, ushered in by the 
Claremont Manufacturing Company in 1832 
and Monadnock Mills in 1843.  It is one of 19 
structures, and one of 5 churches, listed on the 
National Register of Historic Places, as an 
Historic Resource of Downtown Claremont & 
Lower Village (1978).   

Trinity Church is situated in Claremont’s downtown historical district and occupies one of the lots with large 
setbacks that surround ‘The Plain’ town common, today known as Broad Street Park, the triangular form of 
which was in place by 1851.  The structures surrounding the park are eclectic in style, mostly institutional in use, 
and are mostly of brick masonry construction.  Trinity Church is flanked by the Claremont Public Library built in 
1903 in Classical Revival style to the north, across Broad Street (previously Chapel Street), and by Goodwin 
Community Center constructed in 1884-5 in Richardsonian style to the south.1   
 
Early Church History  
The Union Episcopal Church (English Church) of Claremont, 

organized in 1771 but not built until 1800, was the first parish 

of the Church of England in western New Hampshire.2  It is 

the oldest surviving Episcopal church in New Hampshire and 

the state’s oldest structure built specifically for religious 

purposes.3  In the early 19th-century, as the industrial 

revolution moved the center of Claremont east, Union Church 

purchased an unused brick building on Broad Street, which 

became known as Trinity Chapel of Union Parish, to serve 

congregants in eastern Claremont. 4  According to one 

source, the brick building was built by a Mr. Fisher and was 

intended to house a circus and other similar amusements.5    

 
 
1 Dr. Richard M. Candee, Dr. Stephen J. Roper, Nancy Stack, “National Register of Historic Places Inventory – 
Nomination Form: Historic Resources of Downtown Claremont & Lower Village,” October 18, 1978 
2 “Of All Things…” The New Hampshire Churchman, 1963 - Trinity Church archives, History file 
3 Nell M. Bateman, “National Register of Historic Places Inventory – English Church / Union Episcopal Church,” 1979 
4 David B. McIlhiney, Rector, “Trinity Church and its Ornaments,” August 1988  
5 The Claremont Advocate, “A Sketch of Church History,” December 30, 1881, p.3 

Figure 2: Claremont NH; D.H. Hurd & Co. 1892 

Figure 3: Union (English) Church, West Claremont 
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Per another source, the octagonal (also referred 
to as 16-sided) brick building was erected in 
1814 by the Universalist, Baptist, and Methodist 
churches jointly as a meeting house and is 
depicted in a painting hung at the adjacent 
Claremont Public Library (Fiske Library).  Trinity 
Chapel of Union Parish held their first service in 
the brick chapel in 1822.6  The chapel was 
unheated, and congregants brought their own 
footstones.7  In 1843, Trinity Church separated 
from Union Church and, in 1852, Trinity’s 
Rector and Vestry opted to raze the brick 
chapel.    
 

Trinity Church hired architects Wills & Dudley of New York City to design a new “modern church” on the site. 
The new Trinity Church was designed in the ‘Stick-style’ with a basilica-type plan8 and constructed by Washburn 
& Nichols Builders of Albany, NY for a sum of $5,000.9  The cornerstone was laid on June 16, 1852, and the 
new church was consecrated on May 25, 1853, by Bishop Chase in the presence of the Diocesan Convention.10  

 
 
6 “Union and Trinity to Host Convention in May,” New Hampshire Churchman, May 1982 
7 “Of All Things…” The New Hampshire Churchman  
8 Dr. Richard M. Candee…“Nomination Form: Historic Resources of Downtown Claremont & Lower Village” 
9 David B. McIlhiney, Rector, “Trinity Church and its Ornaments,” August 1988 
10 “Important Dates in Trinity’s History” – Church Archives, History File 

Figure 4: Painting depicting octagonal brick chapel, at Fiske Library 

Figure 5: Trinity Church in its original form 
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Figure 6: 1910 Sanborn Fire Insurance Map 
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Figure 7: 1877 Bird’s Eye View of Claremont, A. Ruger 

Figure 8: 1877 Bird’s Eye, Close-up view of Trinity Church 
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Architects – Wills + Dudley 
Frank Wills (1822-1857) and Henry C. Dudley (1813-1894) were both British-born architects who met while 
working for John Hayward, a Gothic Revival architect based in Exeter, England. Wills moved to New York City 
in 1847, opened an architectural firm, and took Dudley on as a partner in 1851/52.  Wills was associated with 
the New York Ecclesiology society and in 1850 published ‘Ancient Ecclesiastical Architecture and Its Principles, 
Applied to the Wants of the Church at the Present Day.’   
 
The firm specialized in the design of Gothic Revival churches throughout New York and New England, North 
Carolina, as well as few scattered about the U.S. and the maritime provinces of Canada.  Interestingly, the vast 
majority of Wills & Dudley’s buildings are of brick or stone masonry construction, with Trinity Church in 
Claremont being a rare exception.  Most of their works are today listed on the National Register. 
 
Frank Wills died suddenly April 1857 while working on Christ Church Cathedral in Montreal.11   Dudley 
continued to work based in Brooklyn, NY as a sole practitioner, as well as partner in the firms of Diaper & 
Dudley and Dudley & Condit.12  In 1857, Dudley was one of the founding members of the American Institute 
of Architects (AIA) in New York City.  Dudley died in 1894.   
 
Selected Works 
Works of Wills  
Christ Church Cathedral (1845–53) in Fredericton, New Brunswick 
St. Anne's Chapel (1846–47) in Fredericton, New Brunswick 
The Church of the Holy Innocents (1848) in Albany, New York 
Grace Church (1849–52) in Albany, New York 
The House of Prayer (1849–53) in Newark, New Jersey 
St. Peter's Episcopal Church (1848–1860) in Spotswood, New Jersey 
Anglican Church (1850) in Burton, New Brunswick 
St. Peter's Church (1850–51) in Milford, Connecticut 
Chapel of the Cross (1850–52) in Madison, Mississippi 
 

Works of Wills & Dudley  
St. Mary's Church (1851) in Abingdon, Maryland 
Montgomery House (c. 1852) in Madison, Mississippi 
Holy Trinity Episcopal Church (1852–53) in Nashville, Tennessee 
Trinity Episcopal Church (1853–57) in Mobile, Alabama 
Christ Church (1853) in Napoleonville, Louisiana 
Holy Trinity Church (1853) in Claremont, New Hampshire 
St. George's Church (1853–54) in Flushing, New York 
St. John's Church (1853–58) in Troy, New York 
St. Michael's Church (1854) in Sillery, Quebec 
Christ's Church, Rye (1854–55) in Rye, New York 
St. John's Episcopal Church (1854–55) in Montgomery, Alabama 
Christ Church (1855–59) in Oberlin, Ohio 
Trinity Episcopal Church (1856-59) in Connersville, Indiana 
Episcopal Church of the Nativity (1857–59) in Huntsville, Alabama 
Christ Church Cathedral (1857–59) in Montreal, Quebec 
Saint George's (1856–58) in Portage-du-Fort, Quebec, Canada 

Works of Dudley (also Diaper & Dudley, Dudley and Condit) 
Trinity Church, Elmira, New York 1855 
Church of the Nativity, Union, South Carolina 1856–59 
Trinity Episcopal Church Complex, Mount Vernon, New York 1857 
Trinity Church, Natchitoches, Louisiana 1857–1860 
St. Mark's Episcopal Church, Hoosick Falls, New York 1860 
St. James' Episcopal Church and Parish House, Bronx, New York 1863 
Park-McCullough House, North Bennington, Vermont 1864 
Grace Church (Episcopal), Amherst, Massachusetts 1865 
Christ Episcopal Church, Red Wing, Minnesota 1868 
St. Peter's Episcopal Church Complex, Auburn, New York 1868 
Trinity Church Lansingburgh, Troy, New York 1869 
Church of the Holy Trinity and Rectory, Middletown, Connecticut 1870 
Trinity Episcopal Church, Tariffville, Connecticut 1872 
Carlheim, located north of Leesburg, Virginia 1872 
St. John's Episcopal Church, Waterbury, Connecticut 1873 
St. John's Episcopal Church and Rectory, Monticello, New York 1879 
St. Peter's Episcopal Church, Niagara Falls, New York 1880 
St. Paul's Cathedral and Parish House, Syracuse, New York 1884 
 

 
 
11 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Frank_Wills (architect) 
12 Letter Pat Dudley Rice to Trinity Church, 2001. Trinity Church Archives, History File 
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Frank Wills 
Frank Wills published his treatise on Gothic Architecture in 1850 and, as Trinity 
Church was designed in 1852, it is inevitable that his research influenced its 
design.  In his ‘Ancient Ecclesiastical Architecture and Its Principles, Applied to 
the Wants of the Church at the Present Day,’ Wills traces the development of 
Gothic Architecture, which he calls “Pointed Architecture” through five phases 
of development, examining the decorative elements and window forms 
characteristic of each phase.  Wills felt that beauty was often smothered by 
ornament, and advocated for the simpler First Pointed style.  Accordingly, the 
simple, thin, pointed-arch windows Wills designed for Trinity Church follow 
those of the First Pointed era.13   
 

Phases of Pointed Architecture, per Frank Wills: 
Saxon 1066 AD 
Anglo Norman, 1066-1216 
First Pointed, 1216-1272 
Second Pointed, 1272-1399 
Third Pointed, 1399-1509 

 
Wills also examined the characteristic “open timber roof” of gothic architecture, which he employed at Trinity 
Church.  
 

“We must not forget to mention the beautiful 
open timber roofs, which in Third Pointed are 
more excellent than in other styles owing to the 
flatness of the pitch, in many cases a tie beam 
was inserted, stretching from wall to wall: in 
others the tie beam was cut in the middle, its 
two ends was called hammer beams, and were 
supported by arched braces with the spandrils 
full of tracery. These hammer beams were 
sometimes carved in the form of angels. (See 
Plate 8.) In another place we will speak of the 
coloring of these roofs; suffice it here to say, 
they were adorned with all the gorgeousness of 
gold and heraldry, and were in perfect 
harmony with the rest of the work. It appears that as the skill of the mason declined, that of the carpenter the 
rather increased, and the former not unfrequently applied to the sterner material stone the principles of 
construction, which should never have been attempted upon anything but wood.”14 

 
 
13 Frank Wills. Ancient English Ecclesiastical Architecture and Its Principles Applied to The Wants of the Church at the 
Present Day. (New York: Standford and Swords, 1850), 41. 
14 Ibid, p43 
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Finally, Wills examined the floor plans of gothic churches in Europe, grouping 
them into five basic types.  The plan design he employed at Trinity Church 
appears to be in the vein of that he observed at Castle Donington, a 13th-
century church in Derby, England, with a northwest tower placement mimicking 
that of 14th-century St Martin’s Church in Herne, Germany.   
 

“The position of Tower varies, it depending upon no fixed rule excepting that it is 
never found at eastern extremity of Chancel. In the majority of instances the west end 
of Nave is the place assigned for it. It is (other things being equal) the most 
commanding situation. The west is essentially and symbolically the entrance front of 
a church; the font was always near the western door, and the main entrance was 
generally through the Tower. Unless then, there be an obvious reason for so doing, 
we think this custom should not be departed from…Only let circumstances and not a 
morbid love of the picturesque, govern its position, and we shall be following in the 
footsteps of the ancients, not blindly, but because we are imbued with their spirit.”15 

 
Frank Wills’ design for The House of Prayer in Newark, New Jersey is similar in form to that of Trinity Church 
Claremont, but with the tower placed at the east end of the church off the nave as opposed to the west at the 
end of the sanctuary.  Wills explained that the tower placement in Newark was due to the “peculiarity of the 
site” and in order to render the Tower as conspicuous as possible.  The House of Prayer was constructed of 
stone, with open roof of pine, for a sum of about $13,000. 16   

 
 
15 Ibid. p66 
16 Frank Wills. Ancient English Ecclesiastical Architecture and Its Principles Applied to The Wants of the Church at the 
Present Day. (New York: Standford and Swords, 1850), 115. 

Figures 9&10: Frank Wills sketch for The House of Prayer, Newark, New Jersey (1849) compared to Trinity Claremont (1852) 
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Stick-Style 
In 1852, upon razing their octagonal brick chapel, Trinity Church’s vestry prescribed that Wills and Dudley 
design a “modern church,” presumably in an attempt to distinguish from the Greek Revival style churches of the 
day.  While most of Wills & Dudley’s churches were built of stone or brick and would be considered Gothic 
Revival in style, Trinity Church at Claremont is unique in that it is constructed entirely of timber, and could 
potentially be categorized as ‘Stick-Style.’ 
 
The ‘Stick-Style’ was a late-19th-century High-Victorian architectural style considered to be a transitional style 
between Gothic Revival and Queen Anne, sometimes referred to as High Victorian Gothic for its use of the 
pointed arch.  It is more commonly seen in residential homes and is so named for its exposed timber frame 
façade elements, which evoke the medieval-era European half-timbering style.  As described by Rector David 
McIlhiney in 1988, Trinity Church was known locally as the “inside-out church,” and derided by those unaware 
of its architectural significance.  The Rector called it a “very successful adaptation in wood of the gothic 
principles, one of the finest such buildings surviving in New England.”17  Carole Rifkind, on Stick-Style, stated: 

“A “truthfulness” in expressing function and the nature of materials is a hallmark of this style.  “In wood, (the 
style is known) for its braggadocio display of skeletal structure – High Victorian Gothic is appropriately named 
the Stick Style.  Dramatic rather than literal, “Stick” expression emphasizes on the skin of the building the vertical-
horizontal relationships of its interior post-and-beam construction and the spiky, angular quality of its diagonal 
bracing…Stick Style massing tends to be complicated by towers, wings, and intersecting volumes.  The display is 
most effective at the roofline, with its multiplicity of gables which vary in size, shape, and pitch.”18  

St. Peter’s Episcopal Church in Spotswood, NJ, (1848-60) 
appears to be the only other wooden church designed by Wills 
or Dudley, with the exception of perhaps Wills’ Anglican 
Church in New Brunswick, Canada, about which little could 
be found.  Several wooden Stick-Style churches exist in New 
Brunswick and Nova Scotia, Canada.  As Wills lived in New 
Brunswick briefly on his way from England to New York City, it 
is possible that he drew some influence from the region.     

 
 
17 Ibid. 
18 Carole Rifkind. A Field Guide to American Architecture. (New York, NY: The Penguin Group, 1980), 64. 

Figure 11: St. Peter’s Episcopal Church in 
Spotswood, NJ, Wills and Dudley (1848-1860) 

Figure 12: St. Peter’s Episcopal Church in Spotswood, NJ 
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Trinity Church - Developments & Alterations 
The first documented alteration of Wills & Dudley’s Trinity Church took place around 1866, with the relocation 
of the organ and choir gallery to a new transept at the southeast corner. Also in 1866, the church bell was 
presented by brothers George and Lemuel Ide.  It weighed 1,057 lbs, cost $531.62, and was inscribed with 
the words "A call to prayer and praise and thanksgiving." 19 In 1871 the parish purchased the adjacent lot.  From 
1881-1885, a new chapel and choir room were constructed, with modifications to the roof.  A full interior 
renovation was also undertaken, funded entirely by subscriptions, including cleaning of carpets and refurbishing 
of woodwork. 20 A much-celebrated new organ was installed at this time, at the cost of $3,000.21   

 
Sometime between 1872 
and 1905, possibly during 
the 1880’s renovations, a 
new entry vestibule was 
constructed on the west 
façade shifting the main 
entry from the tower to the 
center of the sanctuary.  
 
A photo dated to 1905 by 
Rev. David Mchilney, shows 
the new west entry vestibule 
as well as modifications to 
the facade and roof at the 
new choir room.  Also 
evident in the photo is that 
the early-20th century paint 
color scheme comprised a 
dark accent color at the 
wood structural elements.    
 
In 1913, the parish house 
was built adjoining the back 
of the church and north side 
of the chapel, containing the 
ladies’ parlor, kitchen, and a 
stage.22 
 

 
 
19 Interview with Shelly Page of Trinity Church 
20 “Of All Things…” The New Hampshire Churchman, 1963 
21 The Claremont Advocate, “A Sketch of Church History,” December 30, 1881, p.3 
22 “Of All Things…” 

Figures 13 and 14: Trinity Church, ca. 1853 and ca. 1905  

Figures 15 and 16: Trinity Church, ca. 1853 and ca. 1905  
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The next major alteration to the building came with the loss of the corner tower and steeple to the great 1938 
hurricane.  The steeple was never replaced, despite a fundraising campaign by a dedicated ‘Steeple Club.’23  
Temporary repairs were made to the tower, including a new hipped roof matching the height of the main roof, 
but a full repair of the area was not undertaken until 1963.  

 
On the interior of the church, alterations were made to expand the altar and choir area.  In 1930, the large tri-
part window above the altar was moved to above the choir, and the present-day reredos and three small windows 
were installed. The reredos is thought to contain the only portrayal of God the Father in an Episcopal Church.24  
Windows were periodically replaced with stained glass memorials.  A rich history with descriptions of the 
memorials and other church ornaments was written by Rev. McIlhiney in 1989 and is found in the church archives. 

 
 

 
23 Trinity Church Claremont, NH: A Century of Growth, 1843-1943. (Claremont, NH: Trinity Church, 1943). 85 
24 David B. McIlhiney, Rector, “Trinity Church and its Ornaments,” August 1988 

Figure 17: Trinity Church before 1938 Figure 18: 1938 Hurricane damage Figure 19: Trinity Church with truncated tower, 1938-1962 

Figures 20 & 21:  Views of Trinity Church apse before 1930 Figure 22: Trinity Church apse 
1943 
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In 1941, plans were prepared by Irving & Casson – A.H. Davenport Co. 
of Boston with proposed alterations to the Chancel, which appear to have 
been only partially implemented.  Alterations to the Chancel appear to 
have been postponed and undertaken in the 1963 renovations.    
 
 
 
 
 
 

A booklet issued to church members in 1959 depicts the church 
in a state of general disrepair due to deferred maintenance and 
outlines the following needs with estimated costs: 
1. Repair rotted wood structural elements at north wall and bell 

tower; Replace loose bricks at foundation; Repair rotted 
structural beams; Paint exterior. - $10,000 

2. Restore 100+ year-old church organ - $11,000 
3. Private separate classrooms and toilet facilities to support 

expanding Church School - $12,000 
4. Repair partially collapsed Rectory garage; Equipment and 

study aids for Church School - $2,000 25 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
25 “To Meet Our Building Needs…” Trinity Church Archives – History File 

Figure 23: 1959 Booklet to the Congregation 

Figure 24: Deterioration at former tower 
buttresses, 1959 

Figures 25: Basement before and after, 1959 and 2023 
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Architect Robert Felson, AIA was engaged in 1960 and in 1962-63 a large repair and renovation campaign 
was undertaken.  Per Felson’s rendering, the northwest corner location of the damaged tower was reconstructed 
to match the southwest corner of the sanctuary.  Also during this renovation, an interior stage room was 
converted into the large kitchen, the basement was renovated to accommodate classrooms and storage, 
foundations were reinforced, and mechanical systems were upgraded.26  A large room was converted into two 
small offices for the Rector’s use.  It is presumed that the present-day asphalt shingle roofs date to this renovation 
campaign.27  A new organ was planned to be installed in 1963.  In 1975 the church office was rebuilt in 
memory of John C. Brooks.28  

 

 

 
 
26 “Union and Trinity to Host Convention in May,” New Hampshire Churchman, May 1982  
27 “Of All Things…” The New Hampshire Churchman, 1963 
28 David B. McIlhiney, Rector, “Trinity Church and its Ornaments,” August 1988 

Figure 26: Robert Felson, AIA - 1960 Rendering 

Basement Plan 1st Floor Plan 

Figure 27: Interior areas renovated in 1963 
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Based on a 1943 photograph of the interior of the sanctuary, it appears that the steel tension tie rods were 
installed after 1943, likely in the major 1960’s renovation campaign.   

In August 2010 an engineering evaluation of the Church was undertaken by Carl Goldknopf of G.V. 
Engineering, LLC, Keene, NH.  (See Appendix E)  The report addresses the exterior perimeter foundation 
masonry and drainage issues, siding, sill, and cladding, Sanctuary floor framing structural deficiencies, and the 
Sanctuary roof framing.  A full inspection of the basement was performed and, despite deteriorated exterior 
conditions, the basement and foundation walls were found to be dry.  The report does not include mention of 
the asphalt roofing or chimneys.  Recommendations included temporary shoring at the Sanctuary floor framing, 
repairs to foundation brickwork and perimeter splash pad, and a comprehensive structural evaluation of the 
Sanctuary roof framing.  According to building staff, of the recommendations, only the temporary shoring and 
floor structural repairs were undertaken.  Aside from these repairs, all conditions mentioned in the 2010 report 
continue to be problematic as of the 2023 inspections.   

In December 2016 a comprehensive building evaluation of the Church was performed by Steve Dupuis. (See 
Appendix E)  The report addresses the deteriorated asphalt and sheet metal roofing, chimneys, crosses, roof-
related rotted timbers, exterior trim and sill, remnants of knob and tube electrical wiring, broken stained glass 
windows, deteriorated exterior paint, and deteriorated office windows, with recommendations of repair for each 
item.  The report includes a rough estimate for recommended repairs of $100,000, including an estimate of 
$50,000 for replacing the entire roof with metal.  A hand-written addendum to the 2016 report described active 
roof leaks at the hall between Sanctuary and Office, as well as above the altar.  If any repairs were made they 
would have been only interim patches.  Both reports speculate about the structural integrity of the Sanctuary 
roof framing, with recommendation for further analysis.   

Figure 28: Interior view 1943 Figure 29: Interior view 2023 
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Timeline of Important Dates and Major Alterations 
 
1822   Octagonal brick chapel (built in 1814 by the Baptist, Methodist, and Universalist Societies) is consecrated 

as “Trinity Chapel of Union Parish” by Rev’d Alexander V. Griswold, Bishop of the Eastern Diocese 

1843 – Union Church relinquishes claim to Trinity Church 

1852 – Brick chapel demolished; Bishop Chase lays cornerstone of present church 

1853 – New Trinity Church consecrated by Bishop Chase 

1866 – Removal of organ and gallery, erection of transept for organ and choir at southeast; Bell installed. 

1871 – Parish purchases adjacent lot for future expansion 

1881 – New chapel and choir room constructed; Full interior renovation including cleaned carpets, refurbished 

woodwork; Roof altered at northwest corner of building, new organ and choir occupy robing room. 

1888 – Memorial Chapel dedicated 

1913 – Parish house constructed joining chapel and sanctuary 

1930 – High altar, reredos, three windows behind altar 

1938 – Hurricane damage, corner tower damaged and steeple falls; Tower repaired with lower hip roof 

1941 – Plans for alteration of Chancel 

1958 – Basement beneath Parish Hall renovated 

1962-64 – Large renovation campaign: Corner tower reconstructed to match SW walls of Sanctuary; Stage 

room converted to large Kitchen; Classrooms constructed in basement; Foundations reinforced.  

1975 – Church office renovation 

2010 – G.V. Engineering Evaluation & Report 

2016 – Steve Dupuis Evaluation 
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Diagram of Major Alterations 
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Architectural Description 

The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards prescribe the categorization of various spaces and elements of an 
historic property into those of primary, secondary, and non-historic.  Such categorization helps determine the 
appropriate scope of work.  At Trinity Church, the last major renovation / repair campaign was in the 1960’s, 
over 50-years ago, so spaces and elements introduced at that time and preceding it would be considered to 
have some historical significance.  
Primary spaces and elements are essential in conveying the historic and architectural character of a building. 
They are most often associated with the primary use or purpose for which the building was designed or used 
during its period of significance and can vary greatly from building to building.29  These should not be removed 
but repaired wherever possible.  If truly beyond repair they may be replaced, matching form, material, texture 
and color. 
Secondary spaces and elements are less critical in defining a building’s importance within its period of 
significance. They often still help define the building’s significance and character, but because of their size, 
location, or function their impact is not felt as strongly when progressing through the building.30 These spaces 
and elements may be altered if needed to improve functionality of the building.   
 
Site  
 
The main (west) façade church is set back approximately 90-feet from Broad Street, with a large, open front 
lawn, and the secondary street façade (north) is set back approximately 16-feet from Barber Street (formerly 
Chapel Street).  Broad Street Park is otherwise surrounded by institutional and commercial buildings.   
 

 
Site Plan 

 
 
29 https://www.nps.gov/subjects/taxincentives/interiors-identifying-primary-secondary.htm 
30 Ibid. 
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Concrete sidewalk to Broad Street;                
Flanking hardwoods 

North Parish entry - Asphalt entry ramp & handrail 
 
 
Character-Defining Features - Site 

Primary Features Secondary Features Non-Historic Features 

Large setback from Broad St. Park 
Large open grass lawn 
Mature trees along south property line 

Symmetrical flanking mature 
hardwoods with concrete sidewalk 
to Broad Street (earlier path was 
curved) 

Asphalt-paved parking and 
north ADA ramp & handrail 
Concrete splash pads 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

Concrete perimeter splash pads 

Accessible entry 
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Exterior 
Trinity Episcopal Church, composed of Sanctuary, Chapel, and Parish, is an L-shaped complex of buildings 
comprising timber structure on brick foundations, wood clapboard siding, wood Stick-Style façade elements, 
varyingly-sloped asphalt-shingled gable roofs accented with crosses, and gothic-style pointed arch windows and 
doors.  The Sanctuary nave, Chapel, Parish hall, and west entry vestibule feature steeply-sloped gable roofs 
with kicked eaves, while the aisles and remaining gable roofs are of shallower pitch and without kicked eaves.  
There are two tall brick chimneys.  

View of West facade 
 

     
View of Church from NW           View of East façade 
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 Close-up views of wood stick elements, eave brackets         East façade of nave 
 

Character-Defining Features - Exterior 

Primary Features Secondary Features Non-Historic Features 

• Verticality, Gothic-style massing 
• Stick-style exposed wood 

framing & half-timbering, 
buttresses, eave brackets, 
clapboard siding 

• Steeply sloped gable roofs with 
kicked eaves 

• Pointed arch windows 
• Pointed arch panel doors 

 

• 1960’s alterations – West office 
hall entry vestibule 

 
 

Standing seam roof patches 
East bulkhead 
Modified north parish entry door 

North façade – buttresses, wood Stick-Style ornamentation, pointed arch windows 
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Interior 
The major interior spaces, the Sanctuary (1853), Chapel (1881-85), and Parish Hall (1915) remain largely 
unchanged from their original states, with the exception of baseboard heaters introduced in the 1960’s, modern 
ceiling fans, and likely a few changes in paint colors.  The finishes, trim, wainscoting, windows, and doors are 
original.  The interior layout and finishes of ancillary rooms such as the kitchen, bathrooms, and basement 
classrooms remain largely unchanged from the 1960’s renovation.    

 

 
 

Sanctuary, looking east 

Sanctuary looking west Altar & Reredos Transept looking north towards choir 
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The detailing found at the Sanctuary (1853), Chapel (1881-85), and Parish Hall (1915), each built about 30-
years apart, can be seen as variations on a Gothic theme.  The Chapel mimics the Sanctuary’s Trefoil trim at 
the pointed arch windows, but the Parish hall of 1913 forgoes this trim completely with a mere pointed top. 
Each of the additions has its take on the buttress and Stick-Style patterning, with subtle differences from the 
original.  The wide-board wainscot of the Chapel matches that of the Sanctuary, as does the heavy cornice trim, 
that of the Chapel being even more robust.  Meanwhile the Parish Hall distinguishes itself with a standard 
beadboard-type wainscot and simple, thin cornice trim.   

Sanctuary (1853) interior and exterior, with Trefoil pointed arch window 

Chapel (1881) interior and exterior, with Trefoil pointed arch window 

Parish Hall (1913) interior and exterior, no Trefoil trim at the window heads 
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 Trinity Episcopal Church, Claremont, NH – Historic Building Assessment 
 
PART II. ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION & CHARACTER-DEFINING FEATURES 

26 

 

 
Character-Defining Features - Interior 

Primary Features Secondary Features Non-Historic Features 

Sanctuary, in entirety 
Chapel, in entirety 
Parish Hall, in entirety 
 

1960’s alterations 
1975 offices 
Basement classrooms 

Modern ceiling fans, throughout 

 Sanctuary looking west 

Interior entry to Sanctuary, view from offices

 
    

Office hallway Office 

 

Chapel, looking east

 
    

Ladies Room in Parish Hall, looking north North entry hall

 
    

Basement classrooms

 
    

Kitchen Basement storage hall
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CONDITIONS ASSESSMENT – OBSERVED CONDITIONS & RECOMMENDED REPAIRS 
Beth Miller, RA, LEED AP of NORTH COUNTRY ARCHITECT conducted visual inspections of the exterior 
envelope and interior of the building on August 25th and December 20th, 2023.  Access was provided by Roger 
Formidoni and William Quinn of Trinity Church.  The assessment includes Exterior Facades, Roofs, Windows 
& Doors, Interiors.  The assessment excludes Safety & Code Compliance, Fire detection and suppression, 
Hazardous-material identification and sampling, Mechanical, Electrical, Plumbing, Fire, Security Systems 
Testing, and Building Security.  Recent building evaluations were undertaken in 2010 by GV Engineering and 
in 2016 by Steve Dupuis. Most of the conditions cited in these reports are still present and should be addressed 
in the next repair campaign.   

EXTERIOR ENVELOPE 
SITE & DRAINAGE, FOUNDATIONS - OBSERVATIONS 
Along the west façade is a concrete apron that has collapsed and now slopes toward the building.  This has 
resulted in water draining towards the masonry foundation wall and accumulating, causing extensive biological 
growth and rising damp.  The rising damp has reached the siding resulting in rotted wood siding, potential rot 
at wood sills, rot at the base of wood buttresses, and peeling paint.  Condition of wood columns behind 
cladding was not observable.  

Deteriorated foundation at west façade  Deteriorated foundation at west façade 

Below close-up views of the buttresses adjacent to the main (west) entrance portray deteriorated, open mortar 
joints at brick and extensive biological growth at base of wood buttresses.   

Deterioration at buttress bases, west facade  Deterioration at buttress bases, west facade 
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At the east façade, the concrete apron has not collapsed and is sloped correctly away from the building.  
However, it is severely cracked and heaved.  The cracking could be caused by freeze-thaw cycles and/or 
encumbered expansion due to lack of expansion joints.  The exterior brick portion of the foundation wall has 
been painted with a grey paint, which could contribute to moisture accumulation if an improper (vapor 
impermeable) type of paint coating was applied.  Brick mortar joints are open and deteriorated throughout.  
 

       
Deterioration at buttress bases, west façade         Deterioration at buttress bases, west façade 
 
SITE & DRAINAGE, FOUNDATIONS - RECOMMENDATIONS 
Perimeter Drainage - Remove concrete splash pads and excavate a couple of feet.  Repair exposed foundation 
wall as needed.  Slope grade away from building.  Apply waterproofing membrane at foundation walls.  Fill 
in with gravel.  Optional – Include French drain system and/or rigid insulation along foundation wall prior to 
fill.   
 
Brickwork – Mechanically remove gray coating from brick foundations.  Clean all biological growth.  Use low 
pressure wash (under 500 psi) and mild detergent if needed.  Do not high-pressure-wash brick.  Cleaning 
procedures must follow Preservation Brief #1 linked in Appendix B.  Rake and repoint all mortar joints with 
appropriate mortar.  Selecting an appropriate mortar will depend on condition and type of existing mortar.  
New mortar must not be harder than surrounding brick, so should not be composed majorly of Portland 
cement binder, and may require some lime content.  If a new paint-type coating is desired for aesthetics it 
must be compatible with the brick masonry and vapor permeable/breathable.  Prosoco, Edison, Sika, and 
Cathedral Stone all produce suitable products.     
 
Wood Cladding and Siding – Remove all rotted portions of wood cladding and siding.  Replace rotted portions 
in kind with Dutchmen-type repairs.  If an entire length of siding or cladding exhibits rot it may be replaced 
entirely, in-kind.  Prepare wood surface, prime (2 coats), and paint.  Full repainting is recommended but is 
not a high priority item at this time.  Oil-based paint is recommended, but if only partial painting is undertaken 
the paint must match what exists, which is likely to be Latex-based.    
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ROOFS - OBSERVATIONS 
The roofing is mostly composed of green asphalt shingles, in some areas three existing layers, with an isolated 
area of metal standing seam roofing patch at the Parish house.  Some areas of the asphalt shingle roofing 
appear to be newer than others but the roofing throughout is deteriorated with delamination of shingle 
material, loss of granules, brittle shingles, black staining, biological growth, areas of missing shingles, and 
spalled shingles found littered around the lawn.  The standing seam copper patch is stitched together with 
pop-rivets without sealant applied at the seams, creating openings for water ingress.   
 
There are haphazardly placed sheet metal aprons at some eaves, valley flashings, and diverters, all of different 
types and times, installed at vulnerable areas and apparently in an overall attempt to improve drainage of the 
roofs.  Many of these vulnerable areas were created in the various iterations of alterations to the building, 
where new roofs were installed with little attention given to protection at roof plane junctures.  The worst of 
these is the roof of the Parish house, a large very shallowly-sloped plane with awkward details all around its 
perimeter, which directs water down towards the south wall of the nave.  The south transept also creates a 
few difficult drainage areas.   

        
Black-staining, deterioration at north roof planes                Deteriorated shingles at south roof planes 
 

    
Deteriorated shingles at rear addition   Black staining at north roof planes 
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Deterioration, loss of granules at kicked eave         Shingle debris throughout lawns 

 

      
         

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Isolated area of standing seam metal roofing at Parish; Water 
is directed at Nave wall.   

Dislocated shingles collecting at valley; Sheet metal 
improperly fastened and not sealed  

Sheet metal apron at awkward juncture; Roof wood rake & eave trim beneath shingle loss; Awkward drainage at south 
transept addition.    

Crosses are out-of-plane with 
deteriorated wood bases.     
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ROOFS - RECOMMENDATIONS 
In general, the asphalt shingle roofing is beyond its service life.  It is highly recommended that all roofing be 
replaced, and that existing layers roofing be removed to expose the wood sheathing.  Remove all roofing, 
repair/replace rotted portions of wood sheathing, trim, etc., install Ice & Water shield at eaves, install sheet 
metal drip edges where appropriate, install sheet metal flashing at all junctions of roof-to-wall (concealed 
behind siding), and replace roofing.  Replace cross bases.  Replacing all the roofing at once would allow the 
opportunity to fully inspect and repair the sheathing and exposed areas of structure.  Full replacement would 
also allow a comprehensive roof drainage design with solutions for the awkward junctures created by 
alterations over the years, such as strategically placed sheet metal crickets and diverters.    

It is difficult to tell from historic photographs whether the 1853 gable roofs were clad with wood shakes, slate, 
or metal.  The tower steeple was clad with metal but the gables were more likely to be clad with wood.  A 
photograph taken in the attic during the 2016 inspection appears to reveal remnants of cupped wood shakes.  
This inspection also revealed that previous re-roofing campaigns just roofed over the existing asphalt shingle 
layer, resulting in three extant layers.  If wood shakes and asphalt shingles are comparatively equal in weight 
at around 3 lbs per square foot, three layers of asphalt shingle would be three-times the load the roof was 
originally designed to bear.  This furthers the case for removing all asphalt layers.  In lieu of installing new 
asphalt shingles, if the preserved wood shingles in the attic can be verified, new wood shingles may be 
considered if not cost-prohibitive.  However, if low maintenance is preferred, a metal shingle resembling wood 
may be considered.   

Photographs from 2016 inspection show 3 existing layers of asphalt shingles; Wood shakes or shingles, exhibiting 
cupping, preserved within attic; Severe deterioration at wood eave trim.   

Photographs from 2016 inspection show complicated roof junctures and difficult drainage areas where Parish hall 
roof meets that of Sanctuary 
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EXTERIOR WALLS - OBSERVATIONS 
The two brick chimneys are in very poor, unsafe condition with spalled bricks and cracked, spalled cement 
copings, and openings at step flashing.     

      
The brick perimeter walls are in poor condition.  Replace all spalled/missing bricks in kind.  See Foundation 
section for recommendations.       

      
The wood siding has isolated areas of severe deterioration – rot and disintegration, staining, biological 
growth, paint loss.        
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Deteriorated wood cladding.  Deteriorated cladding around north entry has been clad with vinyl siding.  
Extensive biological growth is observed at areas of negative drainage and ponding.   

Window trim and windows exhibit varying degrees of deterioration throughout – rotted wood, loss of paint, 
cracked or missing panes.  Deterioration is more severe at the Chapel and Parish windows. 

EXTERIOR WALLS - RECOMMENDATIONS 
Repair of the brick chimneys is top priority because in the current state they are unsafe and present a safety 
hazard.  Replace spalled bricks and copings, rake and repoint mortar joints.  Alternatively, if in too severe 
condition they may be replaced from the roof line up.   

Repair brick foundation walls per recommendations in Foundation section.  Replace rotted portions of wood 
siding and repaint.  Window rehabilitation is recommended as a medium priority scope item.  
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ACCESSIBILITY - OBSERVATIONS 

The only accessible entrance is at the north Parish hall entry.  It is not ADA-compliant.  
There is one accessible bathroom and two small non-accessible toilet rooms. 

ACCESSIBILITY - RECOMMENDATIONS 
If standard ADA-compliant access is desired the church may consider installing a compliant ramp with landing 
and modifications to the entry door clearances.   
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INTERIORS - OBSERVATIONS 

      

 
Cracked, stained, bubbled plaster was observed in selective areas throughout the Sanctuary and Parish Hall.  Some 
areas of damage appeared to have resulted from leaks that are no longer active.  Most areas of damage correspond 
to complicated roof junctures / areas of improper roof drainage on the exterior.  Hairline plaster cracks at upper 
level windows in the Sanctuary are likely due to roof movement when stressed by wind or load. 
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INTERIOR - RECOMMENDATIONS 
Damaged interior finishes should be replaced.  This is 
included as a Low Priority item, as repairing the 
conditions that cause the damage are High priority.   

The Basement walls were inspected but, despite the 
severe deterioration of the buildings’ perimeter 
drainage, no sign of moisture ingress at the basement 
walls was observed.  

Staining and peeling paint was observed along the 
Chapel basement south wall.   

19th-century graffiti on the 
Organ Room wall should be 
preserved 

Water-stained ceiling tiles throughout the Basement are reported to have resulted from an interior plumbing issue that has 
since been repaired.  

View of Basement beneath Sanctuary 

Ceiling of the Organ room is 
painted blue, perhaps indicative 
of an earlier color scheme 
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SANCTUARY ROOF STRUCTURE - OBSERVATIONS 
Cracking throughout the Sanctuary roof timber structural elements was observed throughout.    
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Cracking throughout the Sanctuary roof timber structural elements was observed throughout.    
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 Ceiling structure has 
separated from wall approx. 
2" to expose lathe or roof 
strapping behind 

Cracking throughout the Sanctuary roof timber structural elements 

Diagrammatic Structural Plan documenting cracked timber structural elements observed in 2023 
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Below photos suggest that the steel tension rods in the Sanctuary were installed in the 1963 repair campaign, 
when the corner that was previously occupied by the tower was reconstructed for the second time.  The building 
likely incurred structural damage throughout in the 1938 hurricane, but particularly at the exposed, vulnerable 
Sanctuary roof.

 
 
 

 
 
 

Above left is a view of the tie rod piercing the center of a timber 
column and right is a view of that same tie rod fastened on the exterior 
with a flat square plate and bolt.   

Upper right and middle shows different views of the same column, with 
steel reinforcing installed.  This column is located in the corner of the 
original tower, which was reconstructed in 1963.  Below right, 
evidence of Dutchmen patch repair, also located in the corner 
occupied by the tower.  

Sanctuary 1943, no tie rod, column leaning outwards Sanctuary 2023 
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SANCTUARY ROOF STRUCTURE – COMMENTARY & RECOMMENDATIONS 
It is evident from the type of cracking observed 
throughout the Sanctuary roof framing that the 
structure is, or was at some time, experiencing 
stress beyond its capacity.  This could result 
from the structure being under-designed for the 
loads and/or a major stressful event like the 
collapse of the tower in the 1938 hurricane. It 
is possible that the tie-rods installed, likely in 
1963, were successful at counter-acting the 
excessive outward stresses.  There is no way to 
know if the cracks observed in 2023 existed in 
1963 and were the impetus for the installation 
of the tie-rods, or if any have worsened or 
appeared since.  Also, because many of the 
structural members are concealed by cladding 
on both the exterior and interior, and 
connections are concealed by ornament on the 
interior, it is not possible to easily determine the 
framing member sizes and types of connections 
in order to run a simple analysis.  On a positive 
note, the cracking is isolated to the framing 
members, only minor cracks in the plaster and 
minimally out-of-plane plaster walls were 
observed.      
 
Interestingly, in his treatise on Gothic churches, Wills states of open timber roofs, “in many cases a tie beam 
was inserted, stretching from wall to wall: in others the tie beam was cut in the middle, its two ends was called 
hammer beams, and were supported by arched braces with the spandrils full of tracery.” It is curious that no 
such lateral bracing element was included at Trinity Church, perhaps because Wills felt the roof pitch was steep 
enough as not to require lateral bracing.  Also interesting to note, all but one other of Wills & Dudley’s churches 
is constructed of stone with a wood framed roof.  It is possible, being accustomed to buttressing their timber 
roofs with more substantial stone, they may have underestimated the different material and structural 
characteristics of stone and timber.     
 
It is recommended that a thorough structural analysis be undertaken by an engineer experienced with timber 
framing or a timber framing specialist.  Some minimal destructive probes will likely be required, one at each 
type of connection.  If roof replacement is undertaken, this would be a good opportunity to use scaffolding 
access and opened roof areas to perform such an analysis.  In the meantime, a system of monitoring should be 
put in place, with each truss given a number and its cracks photographed and measured every year at minimum.   
 
 
 

Diagram of stresses acting on roof structure and joints to be 
examined further. 

Tie rods 



 Trinity Episcopal Church, Claremont, NH – Historic Building Assessment 
 

PART III. – EXISTING CONDITIONS ASSESSMENT 

42 

MECHANICAL & ELECTRICAL – OBSERVATIONS & RECOMMENDATIONS 
Oil-burning furnaces are reported to be relatively new and not in need of repair. The electrical system should 
be inspected by a licensed electrician and all obsolete wire be replaced so the system may be code-compliant. 
 

 
 

Oil-burning furnaces Organ blower 

Flexible ducts supplying heat to the first few pews 

Mix of modern, 2-wire, and old 
knot-and-tube wiring 
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RECOMMENDED WORK BY PRIORITY AND ESTIMATED COSTS 
The following preliminary cost estimate is provided for the purposes of planning, budgeting, and obtaining 
funding.  The recommended scope is based on preliminary visual inspections.  Upon further inspection, new or 
enlarged scope items and associated costs may be discovered.  As market forces are always changing, when 
scope is decided upon, detailed estimates should be obtained via quotes from contractors and manufacturers.  
A design contingency of 20% is always recommended when budgeting.  Sensitive, complex, or large-scale repair 
work should be undertaken by a Contractor with specialized experience in historic preservation, such as those 
recommended by NHPA. 
 
HIGH PRIORITY  
REPAIR BRICK CHIMNEYS - $10,000  
Rake and repoint mortar joints, replace missing/loose brick, replace cement chimney copings and washes, 
install ventilating metal caps, and replace step flashing where chimney meets roof.  
 
REPAIR BRICK FOUNDATION WALLS & PERIMETER DRAINAGE - $75,000   
• Clean biological growth and remove deteriorated coating from brick foundation walls.  Rake and repoint 

joints.  Replace missing brick.  If re-applying coating it must be vapor permeable and formulated for use on 
brick. 

• Excavate perimeter, repair foundation walls, re-slope grade away from building, install waterproofing 
membrane along foundation walls, infill with gravel.  Optional: Install French drain system and/or exterior 
rigid insulation for added protection.  

 
REPLACE ROOFS AND IMPROVE ROOF DRAINAGE (Approx. 100 SQ) - $125,000 
Remove all roofing to expose sheathing, perform selective repair of roof framing and sheathing.  Install new 
underlayment and new Ice & Water shield membrane at eaves.  Design comprehensive new roof drainage 
system consisting of new sheet metal aprons, crickets, diverters, valleys, and drip edges.  Replace deteriorated 
portions of wood fascia, soffits, rake boards, trim.  Install new roofing system – 1. Asphalt Architectural-grade 
shingles; 2. Cedar shake (Higher cost and maintenance needs); 3. Metal shingles (Higher cost, lower 
maintenance needs) Optional: Include exterior rigid insulation atop roof sheathing if load allows.  
 
STRUCTURAL EVALUATION OF SANCTUARY ROOF FRAMING - $10,000 
 
UPGRADE NON-CODE COMPLIANT PORTIONS OF ELECTRICAL SYSTEM - $50,000 
 
MEDIUM PRIORITY  
REPLACE ROTTED PORTIONS OF WOOD SIDING & TRIM, FULL EXTERIOR REPAINTING - $50,000 
 
REHABILITATE WINDOWS AT CHAPEL & PARISH - $50,000 
 
LOW PRIORITY / LONGER TERM 
INTERIOR FINISH REPAIRS AND PAINTING - $50,000 
 
UPDATE ADA-COMPLIANT RAMP AND ENTRY - $25,000 
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CONCLUSION 
 
Trinity Church is a beautiful building with a rich history and it has been an honor to prepare this report.  It would 
be a great benefit to the community to repair the building, maintain it well, and make it accessible to all.  A 
comprehensive plan for periodic inspection and maintenance of the building should be developed in order to 
ensure that it survives and thrives well into the future.    
 
North Country Architect is pleased to have had this opportunity to assist you and the parish of Trinity Church in 
the ongoing stewardship of this significant historic and community resource.  Please do not hesitate to contact us 
with questions or concerns regarding the building or project.  
 
Respectfully submitted,  
 
Beth Miller, RA, LEED AP 
Principal, North Country Architect, PLLC 
603-412-4480 
info@northcountryarchitect.com 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

mailto:info@northcountryarchitect.com
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APPENDIX B – Secretary of the Interior’s Standards  
 
The Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties 
National Park Service, U.S. Department of the Interior 
The Standards are a series of concepts about maintaining, repairing, and replacing historic materials, as well 
as designing new additions or making alterations. They provide practical guidance for decision-making about 
work or changes to a historic property. Applicants to the Land and Community Heritage Investment Program 
(LCHIP) and some other preservation grant programs must be willing to adhere to these Standards. The 
Standards are to be applied to specific rehabilitation projects in a reasonable manner, taking into consideration 
economic and technical feasibility. Of the four treatment approaches, the Standards for Rehabilitation apply 
to most buildings in current use. 
 
Standards for Rehabilitation 

1. A property will be used as it was historically or be given a new use that requires minimal change to its 
distinctive materials, features, spaces and spatial relationships. 

2. The historic character of a property will be retained and preserved. The removal of distinctive materials 
or alteration of features, spaces and spatial relationships that characterize a property will be avoided. 

3. Each property will be recognized as a physical record of its time, place and use. Changes that create 
a false sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural features or elements from other 
historic properties, will not be undertaken. 

4. Changes to a property that have acquired historic significance in their own right will be retained and 
preserved. 

5. Distinctive materials, features, finishes and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship that 
characterize a property will be preserved. 

6. Deteriorated historic features will be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity of deterioration 
requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature will match the old in design, color, texture 
and, where possible, materials. Replacement of missing features will be substantiated by documentary 
and physical evidence. 

7. Chemical or physical treatments, if appropriate, will be undertaken using the gentlest means possible. 
Treatments that cause damage to historic materials will not be used. 

8. Archeological resources will be protected and preserved in place. If such resources must be disturbed, 
mitigation measures will be undertaken. 

9. New additions, exterior alterations or related new construction will not destroy historic materials, 
features and spatial relationships that characterize the property. The new work will be differentiated 
from the old and will be compatible with the historic materials, features, size, scale and proportion, 
and massing to protect the integrity of the property and its environment. 

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction will be undertaken in such a manner that, if 
removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its environment would 
be unimpaired. 

 
More on the Standards and associated Guidelines, which offer general design and technical recommendations 
to assist in applying the Standards, can be found at: https://www.nps.gov/tps/standards.htm. Together, the 
Standards and Guidelines provide guidance and a framework for decision-making about work or changes to 
an historic property. 
 
 
 
 

https://www.nps.gov/tps/standards.htm
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APPENDIX C – Preservation Briefs  
 
https://www.nps.gov/orgs/1739/preservation-briefs.htm 
 

1. NATIONAL PARK SERVICE PRESERVATION BRIEFS -https://www.nps.gov/orgs/1739/preservation-
briefs.htm 
• Roofing for Historic Buildings  

https://www.nps.gov/orgs/1739/upload/preservation-brief-04-roofing.pdf 
• Cleaning and Water-Repellent Treatments 

https://www.nps.gov/orgs/1739/upload/preservation-brief-01-cleaning-masonry.pdf 
• Masonry Repointing 

https://www.nps.gov/orgs/1739/upload/preservation-brief-02-repointing.pdf 
• Controlling Moisture in Historic Buildings 

https://www.nps.gov/orgs/1739/upload/preservation-brief-39-controlling-moisture.pdf 
• Repair Historic Wood Windows 

https://www.nps.gov/orgs/1739/upload/preservation-brief-09-wood-windows.pdf 
• Paint and Historic Woodwork 

https://www.nps.gov/orgs/1739/upload/preservation-brief-10-paint-problems-exterior-woodwork.pdf 
• Making Historic Properties Accessible 

https://www.nps.gov/orgs/1739/upload/preservation-brief-32-accessibility.pdf 
 

2. WINDOW PRESERVATION STANDARDS - https://windowstandards.org/ 
 

3. HISTORIC NEW ENGLAND WHITE PAPERS - https://www.historicnewengland.org/preservation/for-
professionals-students/property-care-white-papers/ 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

https://www.nps.gov/orgs/1739/preservation-briefs.htm
https://www.nps.gov/orgs/1739/preservation-briefs.htm
https://www.nps.gov/orgs/1739/preservation-briefs.htm
https://www.nps.gov/orgs/1739/upload/preservation-brief-04-roofing.pdf
https://www.nps.gov/orgs/1739/upload/preservation-brief-01-cleaning-masonry.pdf
https://www.nps.gov/orgs/1739/upload/preservation-brief-02-repointing.pdf
https://www.nps.gov/orgs/1739/upload/preservation-brief-39-controlling-moisture.pdf
https://www.nps.gov/orgs/1739/upload/preservation-brief-09-wood-windows.pdf
https://www.nps.gov/orgs/1739/upload/preservation-brief-10-paint-problems-exterior-woodwork.pdf
https://www.nps.gov/orgs/1739/upload/preservation-brief-32-accessibility.pdf
https://windowstandards.org/
https://www.historicnewengland.org/preservation/for-professionals-students/property-care-white-papers/
https://www.historicnewengland.org/preservation/for-professionals-students/property-care-white-papers/
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REPRESENTATION IN EXISTING SURVEYS
TITLE

Clarcrnont l<": t io:vji Rrqi v
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01. >'O'i
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CITY, TOWN STATi
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DESCRIPTION

CONDITION

_ GOOD

*ATt
1

_UNf xrosro '.

CHECK ONE
_UNALTffttO

_ RUINS MOV'D DAT!,

Of SCHIBf THl PNLSENT AND ORIGINAL (IF KNOWN) PHYSICAL AWf A RANCF.

Tin- Cl,- ir»-fnont Multiple Mesource 5^urvey are.i occupies tlv portion oS Ihe t : ty «virfic",t developed 
/is Ihi- city fjn-w from a latr-IUth century conle.r vill.vjt 1 to an urh.jm/<\: if. Ji . •it'-jal community . 
lotaled in a volley throu'jh which the Sugar River f.iils toward the C<rme< ti; ,= River, the survey 
are.i is bounded portly by th<* Surpr River and the Monadnoi k Mills H .turic Cs strict ( a nomination 
|o the. National Hecjister in process) to the north, a strep r i«,o of land north, of fv'.jin Street to the 
VV<",t, .'irujthcr riive alonq Cf-ntr.-jl Street on the South, <m<j tli^ conccr.tr •<i\\<.n of corrunert. ial jnd in* 
:,t itutionnl resources octupyinr] "ff>o pKiin" boundrd by buifiv.in, F J lr-.T . .'jnf f Pine and Broad StreetiS. 
Ihir. areo cont.iins an historic district of 54 structures nnd two pubh paces as welt as 19 individ­ 
ual properties of outstanding circhitectural or historical significance.

"I he downtown historic district is prirruiri ly cofiirrt^rri.-?! and public in f >.;rv<r ?rr »•• ^Uiinfnn the hite- 
10th ,inij e;irly-2(.-th t < ( ntury t,c.il<- frcjm which it--, sif r iif it ,int <> is d-Ttv ;. Vhr C -.K-rr-sonl City M.ifl 
.»ru* Opf-r.'i M«.'U'.< k , previously listed on th< : Nation. H t^e/jister . is -j f<T-tr..i ! ft-.rsj;, of tfu1* district » It 
• n Is .r; the- terminus of OM<.- fn.njor avenue with its old town C'-srtiT.on ,-js v.t-il ,ifi orie corner of Tremonl 
S'j'i, ire's < onmicrt i.il t» v n!er'. While the p\<in of this district retlccJ^ ?.hf street pj'.UTn estdt>lishrd 
when ti srn,ij|<i r rur.jl v ill. H]f - -center clusler*'d H round the town-common on the pfdin, the existinq 
sic'e^-t-.c ,ipc- js the product of a o/'neraf rebuildiiuj wf>icti est.sbl ished a n^w comrvjerciiil core alon'j 
I'd ,r,.j).t '.-..tree? ,'-nd frc-i.tont cmu;ire at tiie lui<jht of the city's inuustri-il prosperity in the l.iM 
«1N-M t' - r of th<- 1 J'.« century vimi H .e first dec ad' v of Hie 20th century, Ji*fibinirv-; .'i '-.urirty of eclec» 
tir, Vittoritir) a-.l Nro-Cotoni.i! (.jf>i< ins , t'je.Sf pr <•( \< >min,mt ly t>rick bu;!i.1in^: : sh,»re Cf> rTimon f.icoJe 
lirn-s ,'iruj el< v.iti«»ns r.irv«in') from j-*\o to four stories, f'siblic 
!!ie c, i. on (I.it.-r cjll<-d i3fo-iJ L->tre«-l f'.srk} ar-,; more widely spaced on o and set b.u'k from
the. street. Thus, while less th.jn «i quarter of tne buildinrjs arc used for institutio'naf purposes 
they orcupy Yuu'iiy hj!f the land area of the district. Fully three quarters of the? buildings are used 
r o.nr.ierc i.Jly and share the remaining land area with a thin scattering of domesfL"' properties.

. !:ji|r|in']s nnd sites ̂ ontributincj to the ̂ charac ter of the district :

Description

ijroad Street £"<srk down common): triangular form by*18S1. Civil
Monument ]Hb9 t bandstand Id'JOandc. 1'AtiO,

City ri-ill and Opera House (uroad 5t.): 1890. Renaissance Revival, raised 
ground floor with Opera House above, clock tower f.icin*j Uroad btreet Park,

F^of ke/Court House (1o f^olice -Court): 19U9, yellow brick ar»d reinforced con­ 
crete, two stories, with corbel ltd brick cornice, p^dimented front proch *ith
brick piers.

Map & 
Survey Number

1.

2.

r ire St<jti©n (90 Broad Street): 1917, Georgian Revial, t«^o stories, 
brick, decorative sculpture of fire eqjiprnent beneath arch of paired second
story center windows.

5. jftst Church (100 Uroad Street): 1832 Late Kederaf, 1833 remodeled 
tu Victorian Gothic with added front tower, Stick style detail and patterned 
roof slates »

. „ .continued
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6. Claremont Public Library (110 Broad Street): 1903, Classical Revival, one 
story, projecting centra! pavilion with raised baserrent and rear eli.

7. Trinity Episcopal Church (120 Broad St.): 1652-3, early Stick Style, basilica 
plan with added chapel, corner tower none since 1938.

8. Goodwin Community Center (130 Broad Street): 1884-5, Richardsonian, 2 
story domestic building remodeled, hipped roof with pyramidal dormer bay, 
project inq 2 story corner bay, paired windows.

9. Post Office (140 LSroad Street): 1931, Georgian Revival, brick, }j story, 
flat hipped roof, open three-bay collonade.

10. Farwell Building (139 Broad St.}: c. 1830, Greek Revival, brick, 2 story
shoe shop, gable end to street, remodeled to house c. 1870 with added 2 story
bay window.

11. House (137 Broad St.): c. 1830, Greek Revival, brick, 2 story with added 
gambrel roof and dormers c. 1910, site of Town Clerk's Office, 1851.

12. Office (131 Broad St.): c. 1950, Neo-Colonia! Revival, 1 story and half 
gambrel attic.

13. American Legion (119 Broad St.): c. 1950, Modern, brick cube.

14. Heywood House (107 t3ro;»d St.): c. i860, Greek Revival, bracketed cornice, 
clapboard, 2 story with rear ell, added front proch 20th c.

16. Brown's block (< or. Tremunt and Pleasant): Greek Revival, brick, 2 story
with rjr-mito blocks between stories, granite fintelb.

17. Store (10 f 'ir.is.iMt St.): c. 18 l )0, brick, 2-slory in-fill withe. 1920addod 
windows and '-.torofront.

18. Store (12 Pleasant St.): c. 1920, wood, 2 story narrow in-fill.

19. Stowell Block (10-24 Pleasant St.): c. 1895, Commercial, 2 story, yellow 
brick facade with brownstone window sills, modern storefronts.
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20. Store (26-32 Pleasant St.): c. 1940, *\ \ story, brick, replacement,

21. R.-ind's Block (34-42 Pleasnnl St.): 1871 , Sccomj Empire, 4 story, brick, 
nonrly vertical mansard roof with deep cornice, casl iron columns in store­ 
fronts.

22. Store (44-46 Pleasant St.): c. 1890, 2 story, brick with wooden facade.

24. Goddard Block (54-62 Plt/as^m Si.): 1926, 3 story, brick and cast concrete.

25. Store ( 64-66 Ph.'.^ant St.): c. 1930, 3 story, brick with cast concrete
identical to Goddard Block,

26. Store (68-72 Plea'.ant St.): c. 1930's, 3 story, brick with marble decorative 
p. 3 no Is dnd trim.

27. Congregational Church (202 Pine St.): 1835, Gothic Revival, psrojecting Iwo- 
st.igo wooden tower over brick walls, remodeled 1871 , vestry edded c. 1895.

29. fHousc (16-18 Pine St.): c. 1840's?, Greek Revival, ciapbcard, 1 story, end
to street, possibly moved.

30. Store (65 Pleasant St.): c. 1920, 3 story, brick with concrete.

31. Store (63 Pleasant St.): c. 1950, 2 story wood veneer.

32. Latchis Theatre (51-61 Pleasant St.): c. 1930's, 3 story, brick with cast 
concrete facade, classical ornamentation.

33. Store and apartment block (39-43 Pleasant St.): c. 1900, 3 story, brick,
cornice.

35. Odd fellows Block (29-35 I 'lo.v-.-int St.): c. 1910, Classical Revival, 3 story,
brick, mrta! arid c.ist concrete facade with rjinnt ulder pillasters above the 
qround story t projecting corner bays, original cornice missing.

36. Hunton Block (15-25 Pleasant St.): 1690-92, 3 story brick and granite with
minor window alterations 2nd story, altered shopfronts.

37. Union Block (2-7 Pleas.int St., cor. 1 rrniont S'i«): 1888-89, Queen Anne 
cofi:?m--ri i.il d«.-siqn, 3 story, bri< k with brownstone and terra cotta trim 
intact above storof ronis , ruissing cornice.
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38. Maynard Block (4-8 Sullivan St.): 1899-1900, Classical Revival, 2 story,
brick, modillioned <. ornice, 3 triple sided window bays, upper story with neo­ 
classical orninncnt.it ion.

39. Indian H^iid LJnnk (14 Sullivan St.): 1963, rnodi-rn, brick, 1 story,

40. United Methodist Church (23-25 Sullivan St.): 1929, Late Gothic Revival, 
rubble masonry and cast concrete, corner tower, assyrnetrical plan.

41. Eagle Times (19-21 Sullivan St.): c. 1920, Classical Revival, brick, 2 story.

42. Cailey Block (1-7 Sullivan St., Cor. Tremont Sq, and Main): 1826, originally 
2 story brick silversmith's shop, 3rd story added 1878 as Fiske Free Library* 
5 sided plan defines western edge of Trernont Sq.

43. Shop/Apartments (14-18 Main St.): c. 1900, brick, 3 story, altered shop- 
fronts.

44. Shop/Apartment (2L'~/!8 Main St., cor. Franklin}: c. 1905, clapboarded, 
3 story, altered fenestration,

45. Tumble Inn Diner (1 Main St.): c. 1930, serial 778, Worcester (Mass.) Diner " * 
Co., 1 story, metal diner in orignat condition.

46. Hotel CLarcmont (18-34 Tremont Square): 1890-9,:!, Queen Anne and Colonial 
Revival, 3 oriqin.il Muries. with <V;h add^d after 1895 with towered stacks and 
Flemish b.'ifustradr of (~entr.il pavilion rn»l«icinq urirjinal large gable similar* 
to th.ti .ihovc ra'it * orrtf-r. Wfst tower- t.nf>p< v d by holl-shdped cupola, shingle 
sty!* 1 p»rc h wv.il rtuj.

47. Store (36-38 Trt'mont SqJ: c. 1080, Victorian (.-othic, 2 story, brick,
p«jint<-d wincJows aruj el.ihordte corbeled brickwork cornice, paneled pinnacles, 
remnant of iron crc-bt rail.

48. Dickinson Block (40-44 Trernont Sq.): c. 1896-1900, 3 story, brick with 
granite beltcourses and lintels, decorative corbeled brick cornice of local
vernacular design.

49. Fisher Block (6-8 Trernont Sq.): c. 1855, 2 story brick with granite pter 
and lintel storefronts, bracketed cornice»
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50. Perry's Block (8-18 Tremont Sq. ): c. 1857?, bHck, 3 s'o*~y, upper stories 
possibly added c. 1834 for Masonic Hall, site of 1350-60 cigar manufactory.

51. Store (20-26 Trrrnont Sq.): 1899-1904, 3 stor , brick, -with granite belt- 
course and lintels 2nd story, decorative corbekv brick cornice.

52. Rossiter's Block (26-28 Tremont Sq.): c. 1850, 4 story, brick lower two 
story with brownstone lintols, upper ciapboardod 2 stories added c. 1900.

53. Farwell Block (46-52 Tremont Sq.): 1854, 2 and 3 story, brick with granite 
piers and lintel shopfronts, missing cornice.

55. Claremont National Bank (58 Tremont Sq.): 1876, 2\ story* brick and granite 
late Victorian Gothic, remod< led c. 1930 with Colonial Revival details. :

56. Trernont Square: open space, lined with a continuous wall of masonry com­
mercial and civic buildinos, site of the 1600 Trvr^ont House hotel (burned 1879)» 
a larger square created If-.-O's by l^e siting of t-'-e C'arrn-^i Hotel a'XJ City
H3 .'.'."

Nonconforrning intrusions detracting from the integrity of the district; « 

15. Moody f s Barber Shop (103 Broad St.): c. 1960, 1 story brick, shed roof.

23. Marsori's Dept. Store (50 Pleasant St.): c. 1950, 1 story, brick and plate 
glass.

20. Bakery Thrift Shop (Pine St .): c. 1920, 1 story outbuilding remodeled with 
pyramid roof and cant i levered front canopy c. 1950's.

34, Shop (35 Plfvisnnt St.): c. 1920, 1^ story in-fill between larger structures.

The Low<-r Village survey area west of the historic district was initially created by industrial 
development arid accompanying land speculation in the ISJO's. Three east-west streets were 
laid out. Main Street linked the downtown area on the plains with the lower bridge (formerly 
approached via Sullivan and Union Streets). Around the bridge numerous industrial and com­ 
mercial sites were developed over the next three decades, while both private and industrial 
housing lined Main Street to the east and west. River Street parallels the Sugar River north 
of the bridge to Pearl Street and originally served the Claremont Manufacturing Company fac­ 
tories and housing. On a rid<jo overlooking the developing Lower Village were built private
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alonq Central Street, including a series of fine Greek Revival brick homos with 
temple-style porticoes. A Baptist Church early occupied the junrf.ion of Main rind Central 
Streets, between the factories, and the earlier town center.

I afje ',< .lie int.Justri.il rebuilding of Lower Villaqe bonan in the )H!' )S and continued into the 
first two decades of the 20th century. Most conspicuous of this s<-<' ond phas^ of construction is 
the Sullivan Manufacturing Company alonu Main Slrcot below the ;.\u sadnoi. k Milis Historic District 
with which it shares a common, continuous 4 story masonry facade. Across the lower bridge, 
the erection of the F :"recm,;in and OTJeil Cufnpariy woodworking shops after. 1633 parallels the re­ 
development of earlier industrial sites. Throughout Lower Village replacement of earlier struc­ 
tures occurred as new industrial and commercial tenements were buift to accommodate a new 
work force. Symbolic of the chanrjinq demography of Lower Village is the erection of St. Mary*s 
Hornan Catholic Church on Central Street and the renovation of the row of Greek Revival homes 
as St. Mary's School during this period.

I nd i v t > i u • C u 1 1 u r a R e sou r c e s i _n_ t f u • 1.. o w e r v ̂  y

LV M.ip & 
Survey No.

6.

7. 

15. 

34. 

46.

50.

• Description

Aaron H.jnson House (?.()! -3 Main St.): 1£H4, Greek Revival , clapboard, 
cj.ibie end entrance recessed with paired Doric columns m ant is, rear ell and 
attached carriaye shed.

House with store? (195 Main St.): c. 1830's, 2? story brick building, gable 
end to street, possibly site of Aaron Haven store, recent additions.

House (208 Main ST.): c. 1030, 2 j story, brick, end chimneys and center 
entrance with side-l ifjht :-, .

Simeon Hey\vood Store U 70 M.iin St.): c. I8i r-, >".reek [Revival, brick, 2j 
story, fj-ihle fMid to street with full porch under -;ii)ie.

Simeon Ide/'f rceni.in 6 U'fj<'il ini!u^.trial corr)p)e\ ( 1 69 Main St . ): 
e. IB'39, round brick, 2 story, rjr.jnitc \vtncj-nv trim, projecting brick CorntC6 

and flat roof, built for printinu plant .
b. 1883-4, brick, 2 story, Late Victorian corbelled cornice on facade.
a, c, f. 1883-89, 1^ and 2 story wooden shop, shed and storehouse.
d. date unknown, 3 story, possibly containing p.'jrt of 19th century wheelhouse.

Su'nr River Mill (IV.) M.iin St.): )655 t Greek Kevivnl, brick, 3 story grist­ 
mill, qrMnite lintels, end chimneys, centra! bay contains doors at each floor 
and ,i dormer with door and hoist above. 1866, Sawmill, wooden frame and 
clapboard, l] stories.
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62. Parmelee Btdg./Clarernont Bookstore (139-147): 1835, Gre.k i tvi\/a! ? brick, 
3^ story, double cornmcrt ial building, with party \vai!s ? stej.-.iK gables, 
granite lintels.

63. Tontine Building (133 Main Street): 1333-34, Greek Revival/Late Federal, 
brick, 2 story, granite lintels, end chimneys, added late 19th c. dormers, 
20th century rear addition,

71. Claremont Mfrj. Co. Tenement (99-101 Main St.): 1832-33, stone, 2 story 
double tenement, 1 story commercial addition in 20th century.

73. Clement & Rossiter Store/Claremont Mfg. Co. Office (40 Union St.): 1832-4, 
Greek Revival, bruk, l;/st«>rips, rc-resspd porch under elliptical arch in 
end -j.ible, ertdbolcony, 1 slory

84. Oouhh- i luu •.--.«• (24-2o Union St.): c. 1 L-30's , Gr» t k Isevix /jl/l ate T edernl ,
brick, 2 btory, alteration of fenestration in 20tti c., probably built for Cture- 
rnt>nt Mfrj. Co.

95. . P.C. Wa! I inqford House (45-57 Central St.): 1857-60, Greek Revival , 1y 
story cottage, clapboarded with heavy corner pilasters, bracketed cornice, 
cruciform plan.

97. Brickett House (39 Central Street): c. 1840, Greek Revival , brick, 2j
story, continuous cornice across gable end, with large metope details, side- 
hall plan with original front porch.

108. Charles Putnam House (36 Central St.): 1835-36 '

109. Simeon |dc I louse (20 Central St.): 183S-56.

110. Ormand Dutton House (16 (Vnir,,! St . ): 1335-56

1 hree of (t'f »<iin,jl ly) four templo form Greek Revival brick 
houses, 2 story, full 4 column Duric -portico, recessed side- 
entry, each wilh later additions and n;inor exterior alterations.

112. First Baptist Church (cor. Main & Central St.): 1833-34, Greek Revival, 
brick, gable end to street, remodeled 1872-3 with vestibule, tower, added 
chapel.
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114. . House (35 Central St.): c.. 18:55-36, Greek Revivni, UricK. end to street 
with full 3 columned-Doric port if u.

116. Sullivan Machine Company (Miin St.): 1808-90 through V_>2."'
c, d: office and machine shop 1o88-90, brick, or/ginally J story, with added

story after 1904, brick piors flush with corner towers. 
b. 1893, brick, 3 story, large windows between piers* 
a. 1913-25, reinforced concrete adciiton to 11Gb.

Although architectural and historic.il research have been completed within the survey area, no 
arc.heoloqic al investigation has been accomplishes!. The City of Claremo-it pi3rs, however, to 
explore its art henlogknl site potential through the Archeological Resource Center at the 
University of Now I Kimpshire.

1 he Multiple Resource,; Survey of downtown and Lower Village was dire( ted by Dr. Richard M. 
Oindee, a cultural and architectural. historian and adjunct Assistant Professor of the Historic 
Preservation Program in the Arnerk an and New England Studies Program, BnbU;r, university, 
Mr. Stephen J. Roper, architectural historian, Ph.D. candidate in Fino Arts at Boston Uni- 
v*;rsity, with wide suryoy experience with the Rhode Island Historic Preservation Commission 
prepared the accompanying maps from the field investigation conducted with Miss Nancy Stack, 
a city planner with the Northampton, Mass. Planning Department. Miss Stack is a graduate of 
Harvard University in city planning and an experienced cultural resources surveyor. This team 
delineated the bounds of the survey area, excluding several nearby residential neighborhoods to 
be locally surveyed, to conform to the City Center Re vitali;*ation ubjootives for the municipal, 
commercial and Lower Village arras. Major t< >po<ir\)phie features and the physical survival of 
evidence of first phase of industrial i/ation were used to determine- (he exact boundaries for the 
Lower Village survey area. Existing National Register nomination boundaries for the Monadnock 
Mills, and the concentration of commercial and munic ipal properties determined the bounds of 
the Downtown Historic District. •

Survey criteria: All existing buildings and structures were surveyed within the area and mapped 
on two sheets: the proposed downtou-n.hisi.x ic, district and the Lo^er Village area. Inventory 
sheet numbers refer directly to one (.if the-.*, nt.ip^'. Hach property was evaluated and keyed to 
four catenaries of significance based on-.their, integrity of location, design, setting, materials, 
workmanship, feeling and.asr,o< iation with the social, economic a^d cultural pattern of the city's 
historical development. "Outstanding" buildings or sites embody high architectural values, are 
often the product of architects or locally'important master builders, occupy prominent position, 
and retain a high proportion of exterior physical integrity. Only the buildings or complexes in 
this category wilhin the Lower Village survey area have-booh in< luded in this nomination. 
"Moderate" represents properties of lesser architectural value or structures where a significant
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.iltcr.iiion h,r, drMrnyrd '..nmo of itsintrnrity, t>Ml which contributes tu tf,o i.cn^o of iimo and 
l>l;ic-o. "Minor" indic.itcs buildings of all period;*,, which might not nu-ot the? ubuvo criloria indi- 
vidu.illy, but which contribute* to the; overqll-character of their location. "None Known" Is 
usod tf> d('i,ifirvito visunl intrusions, primarily of 20th c. origin, fur which neither architectural 

. nor historical 5.1 tjnificanc.c can bo found,. -•.--..

It is ff>rosoi;n that individual structure^ in thr catonory of "rnoder.ju-" significance may be up- 
nr.idrd on the basis of future research or that th<.-; v\hole Lower VilKuje survey area might appro­ 
priately constitute a new category pf National Register listing as a neighborhood for conserva­ 
tion purposes at some later date. The survey results, are designed to help implement these po­ 
tential changes by providing a planning tpol identifying the above-ground resources meeting 
existing criteria.
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STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

The historic resources of the Claremont downtown and Lower Village survey area represent a 
bi'inifkant sequence of industrial t commercial, institutional and residential development from 
1<JJO to 1 9JU . Two important periods of development -the first beginnino with the formation of the 
Clarefnnnt Manufacturing company in 183^, and the. second beginning, in the !880's witn industrial 
and commercial revitali/iitiun, - both were the product of conscious entrepreneurial real estate 
development by qroups of locally prominent citi/ens. ..

Although the layout of the municipal center of Clare'nont at "The Plain" around the town common, 
•or- Mro.id Strer-t f'ark, derives from the local ion of a meet inn, house t school, and cemetery there 
!>.'tween ]'/!>! and 17 1J7, tlie transforrTt,i t ion '.of Cl.irernont frf)rn a typical New England villane center 
t(j ,IM ihdijstr-i.il <:ity ben.in with the rxjymde.J u••...<> of w.itfr power of the Suonr River, a fall of 130- 
feet supplied hy L,ike Sun.ipee, with sites for up to nine clams. In 1832 the -Claremont Manufactur- 
irK) C;o;np.iny wos chartered with a rapila.fi/ntron of $1.00,000 with which its lo^al investors pur- 
cli.i-.<'d 15 acres of land erico.rnpaiisfnfj--most.0f tfie Lower ViMaqe survey area from Suh'ivan Street 
to the Su-j.ir Kiver, ns well ,is "four of the most valuable water falls in the viMa'jo." The company 
ore I its dire<.|ors« .i r . ii ifjivi'di i.'it'.,• en<i >'i< vd in wivie^preod r<-/il estate :,perul<ilit>u and development, 
l,jyi"cj out ('<•< ilr.jl, Miin -miJ Kiver Streets, 1 he. construe t ion of a «>tor-t .' f,^ fury for the manufacture 
of s.ttinnet .in'J p.'i|.n '• t with nssot i.'Hc-d houses firtd stores^ ied to the t. rt-dtfon in Jb3b of a second 
corpur-alion (I ne t',jper Fallb Company) by wealthy citizens of the older settlement fearful that the 
town's center would shift to the rapidly qrowinq Lc>wer Villane, Thib latter dttt-mpt at industrial 
development evolved into the Monadnoc k Mi Ms Company in 1843, an historic district earlier nomin­ 
ated to the Nation.tl Register which adjoins both the.downtown and Ltmer Village survey area. 
While the Claremont Company branched out injp printing, under the direction of its agent Simeon 
Ide, financial reverses during the depression qf 183? led the firm to sell off certain of its water 
povver sites to several new industries which erected specialized mills or factories along the river 
over the next three decades.

While commercial activity in the town surrounded T rernonf Square with livery stables and a number 
of individual business blocks by the Civil War, the rebuilding of this commercial area was, in part, 
the c-onsequefK e of <i voluntary orqanization est,)t>l r- h«-d in Iu08 as the ("l.iremont Gusiness Associa­ 
tion. Throu'fh its < ornmhtres on Htftail I r«ide t ; |-?.iilrH»,i<J^-,.ihd T ransi iorf dt ion , Streets and Uuild-* 
imfi its members advanced specific non-novernmental plans,' for the "advancement of the business 
prosperity" of the city. While many of its officers and members erected their own business blocks 
around the Su.uarr along Pleasant Street, the Association was directly responsible for the erection 
in I#90-91 of the. Hotel Claremont which terminates the vistas of the main avenues as the northern • 
wdll of the Square, In 1395 the Claremont City Ha11 and Opera Houiie replaced the earlier town 
meeting house, followed in the early twentieth century with the ro.I6c<i!ed Fiske Free Library and 
the city Fire Station along 13road Street. These public improvements were paralleled along

.. .continued
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Pleasant Street by new larqe seal Cv com mere jo if blocks which complrtt-d the solid streetscape i 
tiated in the proceeding dc'oadf?s. r% •,_ , , .-<•',•=•'••.'

Simultaneously with the redevelopment of the downtown and civic area., the manufacturing sites 
along the Suqar River entered a Si.oond- phase of new construct io 1 :. Like the cuns.nercial enter­ 
prises, inurh of this vv.r.v at '. umpl isl ted by •r»ioinb<;-rs or officers of thr Ckircmont Business Asso- 
ci.ition ami its Committee on I Vnwr *:snd .M.'irujfacto^i.es.; Its Vice 'resident during its formative 
yr.irs w.i--. the Treasurer of the Sullivan f'/.;j; '.hine ry •Cpmprmy , wfiarh r-epljccd its earlier 
woo<Ji-n -.jfrut litres in 1 <i>;S- UrKJ with.tlie fir-:.if of ^I'vrr.il tar<-je [trick shops. It was to the Asso- 
( i,»ti<>n ih.M C.U. VV.ibliburn proposed to reluc.ite his ^fioe tn-.i? iuf«u vtory from Natick, Massachusetts 
in lij'//7 iii return for loc.il ihvestrnent' irv "suH-ible f.ictpry nc ( om-noddtions" such as were soon 
erected on the site of the earlier Clarerngnt Mvinufdc turjnc'i stone factory. These new industries, 
,-r. w«'ll as a \voodworking firm in t-owerA'i II a.qc;.: that supplied the fine interior finish and stair­ 
cases for many of the commercial •. cipd I pub He bMJldings qt the turn of the century, generated cor­ 
porate arid speculative house constFucjtiqh f<pp an increasingly, immigrant tabor market which 
m.irki.-d their presence in Lower VU Iqge by a Romnn Ctjthplic church arid parochial school along 
Central btrfM-t . ; : : ^ ,>• ^ , T . ;

Areas of Significance and examples of buildings or structures related to each are cited by map 
number U V for Lower Villaqe Survey Area and Q for the. Downtown Historic District Map) and 
their historic name and construction ddte(s$: : - . . '

Architft tur e: Among tlie rrsoun.cos'pf thr survey iaren are several buildings of outstanding archi­ 
tectural merit in a variety of 19.tr>< ier)t.ury styles, While many were the work of local contractor^ 
architects who built and rernodel,e.d..yvithin nq act iye vernacular tradition, others were the prod­ 
ucts of trained architects from Boston,' Njew York City, and elsewhere, commissioned after de­ 
sign competitions. Most prominent- ainonq .thtv former group of lor -i( designers is f;-fira Beckwith, 
a rnemb'-r of the Claretricmt Business A.-SSOC Katipri = Commit tec? on Liuildings, who competed unsuc­ 
cessfully for the design of .Hotel Cl>aremont but V\ho acted as archit<'t:t for the 1863 remodeling 
of the LJnivorsalist Church (05) and the design of : 1890-2 Hgnton Block (Q36). Undoubtedly, many 
other public and commercial structures for whom no cJesiqner is known could be attributed to his 
hand. ; ' . • • > • - ;/^.-<i -Y.- 1 '••''• . • ' • -

Arnorui the churches in C.'lare-monl, (lie following are ea< h noteworthy for their architectural con­ 
tribution: . \r • : „* i : > V

D-5 Universali^t Church of the, living IV.o.r-d-, U332, .r^fnodeled 1833 
D-27 Congro»m ional Church, 1 035 , rrmodeled ,1871 
LV-112 First L3.]ptist Church, 1833-4, remodeled 1872-3 and c. 1960 
D-40 United Methodist Church., 10^9 ; .
S-7 Trinity Episcopal' Church, Wills & Dudley of N.Y.C. architects, 

Washburn & Nichuls, Albany , N.Y, , .builders, 1852-3
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Other structures outsMndinq for their ;ir« :hitecMJrr* tend to fall into two groups. One is a number 
of Grr<-k Revival commercial and dom(v..ti< ^trujC. lures including:

D-10
LV-73
LV-10S
LV-109
l.V-110
LV-1U
LV-97
LV-34

G. N. FVirwefl shoe . shop.; -0 18:50 V 
Claremont Mfq. Co. Of fit e (Uossiter £f Clement Store), 1832-34
Ch«-jrl<-s L. Puiriam ' ' ' 
Simoon Ido MOUSQ, 
Orm^nd Uutton Hnu 
35 Central Streot^c
39 Corstrvj! Strcct,c 
Hey wood Store, c.

.184p 
1835 '

7>i* 4 second group surrounds Tromont
d.ito from th<? 18JO-70 period, and are
the major elements nro the product of posta

D-A2 
U-49 
D-47 
D-37 
D-45

D-48 
D-2

forihn}|1ri Its m^ jor will (s or ^|f>er>s^ While several 
examples of 'C'wmmcrical design of that period, 
^rchitectup^l resurgehce^in Glaremont.

^878 for' Free Library

.1880

13/nloy lilock f : c. 1836i
Fisher L3lock,c. '1870
3b-38 Tremont Sq. , c.
Union Block, 18881*89;: A" ; :i;;r^
Hotel Clnremont (Moody Oulfding), William Malph Emerson of Boston,

architect, 1890-92 . 
Dickcnson Block, .c. 1900
Claromont City Hall/Qpera House, Chqrlcs A. Rich of Lamb 

architects, 1896 .(I isttl<?j pr* National Begis|er)
Rich, NYC,

co: In addition to the commercial buildlhn5 of outstanding architectural merit, there 
numerous examples of commercial architecture vvl nth reflect the two phases of Claremont's 
growth *js a retail center, including:

l.V-02
LV-63
D-f>3
D-SO
L)-H>
O-21
D-35
D-19
D-38
D-24
D-30
D-41
D-32
D-55

liuildrng'

ferry's .l.lh« k (Mjsonir I (aM) f ^ f 1tJ57 ! / ; 
Ur-ovvn's l.J|-<K-k f 1BOQ ; : ;.^- . : >; : . ; 
N.ind's Block (Uolmont Mbtfl), Jtl?? :.; ' ; : . 
Odd f ellows Ulock, c. 191Q ' -
Stowell Ulockj c. 189S :;;;:;:•/;• ; :
M, iyn.»rd block,- C. ta90-i.9fKK > ; , v : :: V
Godd.ird block, 1920 . •, .:;,' •. ; / ; -V.'- ' : : ,' :
65 Ploasaru Street, c, 1^0- :iQ:v : :/ : ,: -
Eagle Times Building, c. . V^O'&i . ' .
Latchis Theatre, c. VI 93Q-r4a/- .^'
Claremont N.jtiptial Bank, 1876, rempdclod <; 1930's.
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Community Planning: Claremont exhibits three inipp'pt'onf periods of town p.lannihg. The first in 
tin- lo< .ition of thr town common and the ' |,iyih>.| put of Uro.id Street for public and institutional uses 
w.is .:t« < omplished by town noveriiment iM-tw-'M 17'H ..m<.j 17'>7.. Hn- M J yiireet I 'nrk (L)-l) is the 
<<•rilr.il c ivi' open-ijp.K e with ilr; Ckil W.»r moitum? ft -ind ,» (.ohtiriu«-J M.nJitiun of ci b.jnd:.»t4ind 
sinco lh<; 1^'JO's. Tlie second mil jop pl«jr>'iir!'l • r.ffurt 'yv*j.tA cot-poratc-, ,llu- ' f>ubd'i vision of. the Clare­ 
mont Manuf.it. luring Company 1,'jnds which trc.'itfvj Lovver . yjM.-irje in tho VBJO's. Within a year of 
its founding "over sixty dw<?l I ing houses, besides a fovv sh(^ps and th* 1 Uaptist Church were 
built... on the fifteen acre lot." By the end of 1634 the. Company h.rj realised e prof it on its 
r<>al cstatf? s.ilcs along Main and Centra! Streot^, Thp |hjrd _ community planning effort was the 
final clovcloprnent of Pleasant Strcelj vind TroiTiont Square (D-5,6). The loss of an earlier hostelry 
located in the center of what became Tremont Square provided the opportunity after 1079 to re­ 
develop the area into a wide central pUzn and provide, through the activities of the Claremont 
liusim::,s A-.-.oc i.il ion , a ^Mjnifit ant t oinmerV lalhutf,.1 } (Dr^p) filong it:i northern edcje as a focal 
point opposite IM^.-isani Street, Thp t-u(mjn,ition of late 19th century design enclosing the 
Square was the 1 89b City H. ill and Opera, Hoifse (0-2,) which provided an important axial connec­ 
tion botwe.cn the commercial center nnd the tiviic cpre of the tpwn.

ln.tu-.try: Ifie Claremont Manufacturing Comply prodMCffcl paper as well as operating a printing 
TITablibhrrient under the direction of its ffrst agent f Sjm.eon Ide, While the entire Lower Village 
owes its development to this concern, the indjvidyal structures which survive that the company 
built include only:

LV-73 Clement & Rossiter Store (Claremont Mfg, Cp, Office), 1832-4
LV-71 Claremont Mfg, Co. stone tenement house, 1832-3
LV-62 Claremont Mfg. Co. Bookstprp, 1335
LV-63 Tontine Building, 183^-34
LV-04 24-26 Union Street, c,183p <

A unique contribution to the industrial re'-our res of Clarrrnont is Simeon Idc's printing shop, a 
round brick structure of two stories (I ViHlQe) htjilt in lUVf. Now p.u t of a larger industrial com* 
plex, its adjoiniruj buildings were built by tho fifrti of;J rf>em,'jn £/ O'Neill, manufacturers of 
stairs and architectural woodwork. In the 1RB1^4 brick wor>dworkiii.i shop (LV46b) were con- 
*,tructed mu< h of the interior finish for I fie, lar^e >t < ornmerf iil' and public buildings in the city, 
including the Clarernont Hotel and tho tipero I louse.,

The Sullivan Machinery Company complex (LV-11fi> ,lrfj) .conjoins the most significant industrial 
buildings in the survey area of the late ryinetoenth • ®n<$ early twentieth century resurgence in manu­ 
facturing. The earliest sections (IV-HO c .*n<i d) bgj.U' 1838^90 and remodeled gfter 1904 were 
the product of a merger of the earlier company .with a Chicago firm for the manufacture of diamond 
drills and mining equipment. Later additions continue the .scale of the first buildings with the 
changing vocabulary of early twentipH) century

The Sugar River Mill (LV-50), designed by the ehginepr Jphn Tyler 2nd, was erected in two
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sl."uj(.-s. Th«- first, a large brick Grpck ftrvival qrlst nilll was built in 1855. It was powered by 
eleven patented "Fyler Water Wheels/' . .ipyor it' J by the 'engineer , President of the Sugar River 
Paper Mill outside the survey, area. THe entire met.h«iHical system \va;j laid out by Tyler for 
eight run of stone and four flouring bolts, enabling the company to produce 10,000 bbls of flour 
a year. In 1866 a sawmill, of timber framed cpnstructipin was added to the building.

Politic s/Governrnort: The most significant landmark to civic government is the Claremont City 
Hall (U-2). In addition, there are several public buildings which contribute to the character , 
of tho area surrounding the? Broad Street Ha.rk >*§ the local governmental center. These include:

D-6 Public Library (Carnegie type),, H'.M. Francis & Sons, Fitchburg, Mass.,
architects, 1003 ' 

D-4 Central Fire Station, 19}?
D-9 ' U.S. f'ost Office, JarnefvA'. Wfetrtiore, Aclihg Supervising Architect, 1931 
O-3 Court M<iur,o/Police Station, 1920

1 w<j ni.tjor f>rcs<'fvat ion r-ffor-ts to rrvto^e »»?».J rehabilitate, the rity's cultural resources are I 
furn-ntly ui-firr vv/iy. 1 1«» (.' ity of Clart-rijoht is restoring the City I fall and Opera House, com- ;. ' 
binirui t LJA «md oltu'r fun(J : n«t tools. Inllio p.i'vt yf\ir, too, .the Hdt*..1 ! Clar<'rnon( (Moody Uuilding) ' t 
h.is undt'rqoni- nd-ijit iv«' uso rch.ibilit.it ion cr'fivortting the first floor to a bank, and is still in the ' ;• 
prut c^i-i of CMMvc.r tiru] uf>p<-r story r(>Hins. to offices; "I he conversion fi,-js proceeded along con- • 
st-rvat ivc I inos t rotuininfj original intc-rior woodvyork, tin ceilings , and other prominent archi— 
tf'dur.il flcnKTits. The survey of the- Multiple Resource Area itself is another preservation ' 
• i< livity, in Ihis c.iso sponsored by piili(lic ,iruj priv.jte interests, setting planning objectives ? 
for the rcvilnl i/.ilion of the corwm?rc i.il ar^ industrial sections of the city.

"lln 1 < hok.c of coiiil.)iriin«i tt»«- downt9wn .historic district .ind the Idcnt if K ation Of siqnificant sites 
in I uvv«-r Vill.xj*' was di<. t.itcd by the rritcri.i for. riotnindtion to tho National l^orjistor. The civic 
,in<i c-oniim.T-( i.il (iroprr! ir-s t>f tlie ciowntpwn ft.inrra iVflf-idontifyinn dr.trict of compatible archi- 
tci lur.il <^u.)l it i'.-^ , slurin'j.a c<^rnm<>n hi^lori^ .1) oy^lul ion, witli only minor intrusion. Lower 
Village, on tfic other h.ind, ronjoins a vilrl^iy "of < .bmtriprclal , industrial and residential buildings ; 
the most out-. Lindirv-} of which are srpar.jtt^d by othirrscjf moderate, minor or no known signifi­ 
cance. It was dfterminod here that .the idf-nl if (cat ton of all the resources in this survey area 
wotjld provide a planning tool for the pres*>rV'itiQn of its major features. The survey excludes 
tin.1 one adjoining cemetery fropi its bour^d s , but does include several church owned properties j 
for their architectural and historic assoc rational value .'is noted on the individual inventory forms, •: 
Those properties within the boundaries of the historic district have been considered as integral £ 
parts of that district by virtue of the important role church location played in the earliest period | 
of the town's development,

Tho results of tfiis survey will be intrgp^ltvd witfi ^eyc'f.'i'l other denugraphic surveys being con- 
ducted loc.illy, and the r-esults of tho arc hitec;turvil and historic ul survey delivered to the N.M. 
St. 'i to l-Ve'.f-rv.'it ion Offi< e for potential use*, in "envi.ron.me'nitft rov.ic-w, qrant-in-nid funding, and 
cv.-ilu.ition «)( c «-r tifir.it i.-n for T.ix Arl inrenf ives. Ihit* is the first step for a comprehensive 
plan for the future devrluprm-iit of CltjrCfnofit .
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property lines of the Library, Univers.illst X-hurT^i an<d'Cehtrai Fire Station, following the 
letter's northern property line to Broad Street. From 'this point the line crosses Broad Street 
and run?; north alonq the western edfje of the street to the southwest corner of Crescent Street, 
thence aloruj the southern edqe of C rose opt Street to '.3 point opposite the. southeast corner of 
the former Mo-vrs Molor Company property v.hirh lino it f< I lows <n r <,= -s Crescent Street to 
the nor ilH-.it. t ( orner of that properly on • Water ; Sf.r < <'t . Thence we-'.t alourj the southern edn<* 
of Water Street to ,"i point <>{•(»« i-,j lev the south-.', t'.t < orn»-r of 'tho for tii-T Joy Manufai turincj Company 
.i« i o ,-, Water Street .ni'l lh« fur aloM'7 it v« easier M j»ro}i<oity lino to ihc Su-vir IXiver, T hefH <• 
We'.t .iluM'i the river's southern bank l.ri.,0 poir it Oppinj.il '-the southe.! .t ( o'rner of the Duksta 
pru|H-rly( 1 -4 l.lrji St.) where the line r rrts'^rs tl t*' : 'r'i\ i-r and follows the eastern line of the 
,i)'.iU-.,|,i pr-operty tfj Sprinc; Street. I f-.cTu. i; ',iloruj jhe southern edqe *>f Spring Street to a point 
<!{.>[ xr,.it< the easternmost corner of the: BoMvi.j property wh,« re the iine crosses Spring Street 
<jn.J fotlosvs the fJushia property lifto west and n<>rth. " 1 l|,cnce alonrt the rear property lines of 
th" f>rc^xi rties between 183 'and 221 Main Strict to the northwest corner of the Qjellette property 
t it ;:2 1-223 Main St., thence south a.lohq the v\esfern line of that property across Main Street and 
weM ,-ilonr] the south(:rn edrje of Main "Sit reel to (!»e northwestern corner, of Dickerson property 
C^lb M.i'n Lit.), theme olc»rvi to western line to t)>e southwest corrx^r of that property. Thence 
.J|OM<) the re.jr lot line--, of < .irh prop'Tty frorn 1Mb ti> L'OO Main Str< <^t to the southeast corner 
of the Dunkiee House (;;<;;! M,jirr.3t.) x'vliercv ihr lin^» crosses t3rio f ii- Street ^jnd runs south along 
the we'.lef n hne of Ihe l - <-rh.irv» property^ (?.(> j"jr|<>;-;> St . ) to its son!t ,>\\ » -;-,t corner, thence alonq 
the Miulherri property lim"-, of e,»c h | >eopi;f ty het v\< en ;•'(} 'and 4 liri«Tr'- St., thence north alone) 
th" e.i'.tein (•'(•I 1' 1 <'f the I iruM.je--, pro|je.f t y 14-0 ( Sf !• v; . Si . ) "at rocis I i't in is. Street, thence cast 
,tloii<) the M'-I •. • in ed«fe <;f Hri.n«j'^ Str eel ,u "ri.i:.v, I. iift^vettc'Btreet .ui.1 ,ilunn the southern and 
e.r.tern liiu o! the Sedry properly (U^-1 11 l.,|f,>y ette St.) to the «.outhwosl corner of the Meywood 
More pt ojii-r ty, thence e,r t al.ofiQ tin? _si<Ju.lhef n .pr • t|jerty lin<> «jnd th •[ Tub and 170 Main Street

rn:ierty '( S I ,n tory St..). "Therx < seto the westerly line of the ! ' rrry..prn:ierty '( S I ,n tory St..). "Therx < seutfi alun9 the western line 
of properties from :;> to 19 f .K lory St . to the ^outhvve^f corner ../f ihe-lieirs of Kathy Shinkevich 
pr-opcr ly lirif to f .K [ory Street «md fmrlh on ( ,u lory Stre.i'l to /i pi-int opposite the SiV corner 
of the .Jol.r>:--<.n property ( 1 0-26 T actory St.), f r<>^-;,iri«j f act ory Street the line runs east along 
the southern line of the Johnson property acrijss the StuVir i^iver on a line with the southern 
property line of 24-2b Union St. to the* soulheast corner of /'that lot. Thence across Union 
Street to the s'-u1he,tst corner of Union and Genti at Street iippruxir-.itely 200 feet. Thence 
e.i vt .ile.M'i the sf-utlic«rn pro(,»ert y I ines pf 71! to. "^j.C.eMtr-i(| Strot't o ? ;J across Pearl St. Thence 
south on ( 'e.n I Si. to the southwest c orru-r of St. M-ary'a School, tii'.-:ic.o e.ist along the southern 
property lines of St. Mary's School , the proporiy of Nicholas C. |.'..jrro at the conrer of Central 
and Warn Streets, as well as 30-4Q Main Street, to the western property line of the United 
Methodist Church. Thence south along that western property line to Sullivan Street. Thence 
e.'ist atonq the northern side of -Suit I van Street across Franklin St ,, south along the eastern 
side of Franklin St. to tho southwest cornrn. of tjio Indian Head bank property. Thence east 
a I OIK} the southern property lines of the Indian Me,ad Bank and the Hutlon Block to the western 
proporiy line of the Odd f ellows blo< k (; ir)-r.iS Plyasant St.), Thenre south along the western 
lines of 20-i/i f 'le.isant Str<-et to i?i I u»ol Street , ihonco t-.ist gn Si hool Street across Mvasant 
:»tr<-et. lhenc«» sr>uth aloruj the eastern fade of i . '|.r .isant Jptroet to the c orner of
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alonq the- northern side of Pine Street and acros$
n side of Broad Street to the point of firr>t hp

Street. Thence south along the

Ar '.>i iy it^

1 ho IJ n A n I (, \\ n 1 1 i s t <\rt c [} I- . f r i r t i$ .ippnoxim-itoly i .40 acros at the iMstcrn end of the Multiple 
!•!• >our ;>- At rd. Its vi-ti> tt bour id.ir i.os tjro ' i.ciorilica-rup to a point ^n Crescent Street marking 
tho norlh.vt'si cornrr of KH- Hotol Cl;rrt'n>ont property, whence th»- line runs south along the 
vvf-.to-rn litio of that property and tho Tumble' Inn 'across Mi-pn i Street to the northwest corner 
of th" L3«-iih>y Block..' Thoncc? northwest alonc-j the southern side of N'/iin Street to Franklin 
Str<-cl to a point (jppositc the northeast corner of the United .Methodist Church property. Thence 
vvebt across FtMnkl in Street and along the northern boyndiiry of the United Methodist Church 
to its northwest corner where the -Historic District Ijnfe again becomes identical to that of the 
Multiple Resource Area. The Historic District LJTM reference points are:

AH ovwtrr-, of record dro listed on tho ac/:o»np.myiriq inventory 'forms, as are plat and lot ref- 
«T<-IIC <••,.)•,< -yr<l to tlu^ pr«;»p*iPty maps in Iho Tity Asser-so'r's- Qff.ic e. All property lines are shown 
un th« i .i« * i-rnp,ii.yin«) n of tin* noi.ii :in.ited l) Historic Distri< t,

within the Lower ll^'jr survey area nominated to the National Register 
I rwi-r'itory forms also st.itelhe plat and lot numbersare koyod to ttie inventory from numbers.,

of the property maps in the City Assessor's Qffice as substitutes for accompanying verbal des­
criptions. Inventory forms also provide current ovvners pf record.
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