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Several questions immediately arise. Which portion is
the original Hooper dwelling and can either portion be dated
stylistically? What happened to the house after 1691 to
require part of it to be replaced perhaps? Is either
portion on its original foundation?

Concerning the date of construction of the two portions
of the frame, the eastern frame does not contain any features
which pinpoint its date precisely. The plain chamfer and
stop on the exposed chamber beams (figure 22) was used over
a long period of time and only indicates a construction date
prior to the end of the era of exposed-beams in the second
quarter of the eighteenth century.

The western frame, however, does contain several
features which can be dated more exactly.' The plastering of
ceilings between the joists (as opposed to under the joists)
for which evidence exists in the western portion is, accord-
ing to Cummings, a pre-1690 feature.l5 The spacing of joists
increased during the First Period. The closer spacing of the
joists in the western portion of the house as opposed to the
eastern portion indicates an earlier date and among First
Period dwellings analyzed by Cummings, joists less than 18
inches apart are found only in buildings dating from before
1683.16

As to which portion is the original Hooper dwelling,

there is nothing in Richard Hooper's inventory to indicate

that his house was necessarily larger than a one over one



