












8. Stat-pm PTTh r»fSiqm '-Flcancae
Certifying officialhas considered the significance ofthis prĉ jerty in relation to
otherproperties: [ ] nationally [ ] statewide [x] locally

i^licable National Register Criteria [ ] A [ ] B [X] C [ ] D

Criteria Considerations [A] A [ ] B [ ] C [ ] D [ ] E [ ] F [ ] G

Areas ofsignificance
Architecture

Period ofSignificance
1859 -1898

CulturalAffiliation
NA

SignificantDates
1859, 1869. 1898

SignificantPerson
NA

Ardhitect/Builder
M r. Carrena -Architect
Soloam on G edney -Ru-iiHpr

State significance ofproperty, and justî criteria, criteria considerations, and areas
and periods ofsignificance noted above.

The M am aroneck M ethodistQ iurch is significantas an intactand distinctive exairple
ofG othic Revivalstyle ecclesieisticalarchitecture. Designed by a M r. Ceirreja ofNew
York (aboutvhom nothing m ore is known), the church was builtin 1859 by localbuilder
and îpwrît,Solom on G edney. An unukialfeature is the verticed. shiplapped siding
thatdoes notincorporate battens overthe joints.

The history oftfethodism in M am aroneck begins in 1771 vhen Joseph Pilm or, a New York
m inister, visited auid preached in New Rochelle (two towns to the west), and thatsam e
year, Francis Asbury, sentto the united States by John W esley, laterBishop Asbury, (1)
organized a society atNew Rochelle, and preached atseveralotherlocations including
W est Farm s, Î e and EastChester. O n Decem ber 19, 1771 he preached atthe old G riffen
Hom estead on vhatis know known cts O ld W hite Plains Road, about a m ile from the
com m unity's center.

O n Friday Iwentto Ifem aroneck had a large
congregation, and feltthe divine presence. M ary of
the people also feltthe power oftruth, and sunk
underthe word -itwas laid hom e to the hearts of
the people; butsom e contradicted and blasphem ed. I
believe G od has a work to do am ong the people in
this place. lord, keep m e faithful,watchful,
hurnble, holy and diligentto the end. Letm e sooner
choose to die than sin againstthee, in thou t̂,
word, ordeed. (2).

Although M ethodism was introduced in W estchester County priorto the Revolution, the
waryears saw a cessation in ary form alized wor̂ p. The early structure ofM ethodism
consisted ofregionalcircuits, thrcuĉ vhich itinerantclergy traveled preaching at
churches on the circuitas wellas atless form alsettings. Ety 1787 the New Rochelle
circuitwas founded in W estchester County. Itwas the third in the United States, but
the firstin W estchester County.

Afterthe warM am aroneck M ethodists enjoyed the services ofthese itinerant
preachers, butitwas notuntil1813, 42 years afterAsbury's firstservice, thata
perm anentM ethodistEpisccpalcongregation was organized in M am aroneck. (3). A m eeting
was held atthe hom e ofHester Sands, ofvhich this record exists:

Be itknown thaton the eîth day of;̂ ril,one
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In Septem ber 1896, vhen the earlierparsonage (origins unkncwn) was determ ined to be
in too poor a condition to repair. Trustee Bradford Rhodes, and his wife, Caroline,
generously offered to m atch ip to $3,000 in funds thatcould be obtained by subscription
fora new parsonage. The funds were nearly raised by the r̂ing of1897, and
construction began soon thereafter, si:5)ervised by a building com m ittee ofM r. Rhodes, R.
G . Brewer, W . E. Lyon and W . J. Cornell. The parsonage was form ally opened in July of
1898. The earlierparsonage was sold for$250.00 to John Palm ervho m oved ittwo blocks
away to Barry Avenue.

Althou^ the porch ofthe church house has been rem oved and ithas been resurfaced
with asbestos siding, itretains significantdetailing in its ColonialRevivalstyle
dorm ers and itsurvives in its originalsetting.

The currentparsonage, chi a separate parcelto the southwest, was purchased in 1928
foruse as a church center. In 1941, itwas converted to the pa20SCHiage and has
undergone substantialchanges since its pcuxhase, including having porches rem oved and
the application ofalum inum siding obscuring m uch ofthe originaldecorative elem ents.

The non-contributing church house garage, an extrem ely altered one-story, hip
roofed, alum inum sided building, was erected som etim e after1923 vhen itwas first
discussed in the m inutes and before 1941, vhen the parscanage was converted to a church
house.

Itis notsurprising thatm any ofthe nam es associated with the building ofthe
church and parsonage are those ofpecple significantin M am aroneck's history. Forem an
forthe church, Solom on G edney, was one ofa long line ofG edneys vho worked as
carp t̂ers and shipwrîts, having a îp yard on M ilton Pointin nearby Î e, and
possibly having one in Î e Neck. Thom as L. Rushm ore, a trustee in 1859, was a New York
City dry goods vholesalervho m oved to M am aroneck in 1856; serving as town supervisor,
schooltrustee, and later,village board president.

Bradford Rhodes, vho donated halfthe funds forthe parsonage, was the editorand
publisherofBankers M agazine and Rhodes' Journalon Barking, and was involved with the
fourxlLng the M am aroneck Bark. R. G . Brewer, a New York City Barker, was also a fourxaer
ofthe M am aroneck Bank. A lum ber, coaland hardware concern he founded in 1881 with
John F. Foshay (vhose fatherbecam e a church trustee in 1850, vhen there was an ipset
aboutallowing m en and wom en together in the Ch\arch) (7).) stillthrives a blcxk away
from the church.

Architecture

The M am aroneck M ethodistChurch is an distinguished exairple ofa G othic Revival
style wood fram e church, a type ofchurch construction thatwas pcpular forruraland
sm alltown churches beginning in the 1840s. The proliferation ofwooden G othic Revival
architecture, often called CarpenterG othic, was to a large extentin îred ly the
writing ofAndrew Jackson Downing vho wrote about and published the picturesque designs
ofarchitectAlexanderJackson Davis in two books Cottage Residences (1842), and The
Architecture ofthe Country House (1850).

Richard Lt>jchn, vho laterworked with his son, R.M . l̂jchn, was a noted nineteenth
century church architectvho pioneered the use ofboard and batten siding forchurches
in his m id-1840s designs, as wellas in his 1852 book, Uoichn's RuralArchitecture.
Upjdin was also wellknown forhis Trinity Church in New York City, distinguished by a
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single centraltcwer. M asonry in construction, itwas btiiltduring the years 1839 -
1846, and any New York architectwould have been fam iliarwith its G othic style. Itis
notsurprising, therefore, thatthe G othic Revivalstyle was chosen forIfem aroneck.

Thatthe M am aroneck church does notutilize battens overthe verticcilboard joints
is curious. Board and batten construction was popularbecaiase the covering oftcaigue
and groove joints with a nailed on batten provided a strong, weathertîtfacade. Ihe
carpenters ofthe Iftiited M ethodistChurch, however, were eilso shipbuilders (M am eironeck
is on a protected harbor and is stillthe hom e ofseveralworking ship yards), who would
have had experience in achieving strong, weathertîtseals withoutexteriorbattens.
Ihe width ofthe siding, four inches, is narrower than thattypically used forboard and
batten and would have been appropriate fora ship's hull.

Except forthe plain verticalsiding, the building is typicalofits type. Ihe
verge boeuds atthe raking eaves were ceirved in eui appropriately eoclesiasticcil,
stylized lancetm otif. Ihe wood window sash vitilized the pointed arch and tracery
e3 )̂ected in religious G othic Revivalbuildings. As Downing suggested, "O ne ofthe m ost
essentialprinciples in this style is the reosgnition ofthe arch, in som e m anner, in
ed.1 the principalopenings. In public buildings, allwindows and doors term inate i:pward
in the pointed arch" (8).

Unlike typicalG othic RevivalEpisccpalchurch plans in vhich sections such as the
chancel, apse, nave, transepts and entry were clearly delineated atthe interiorand
eoqjressed on the exterioras an a r̂opriate setting forcerem onialritual,the M ethodist
religion did notrequire such a hi< ŷ articulated plan.

Rather, sinplicity was m andated by the M ethodistphilosophy. Francis Asbury, Bîcp
ofthe M ethodistChurch in Am erica from 1784 -1816, proclaim ed, "Letallourchapels be
builtplain and decent, butno m ore expensive than absolutely unavoidable." (9) W hile
by the m id-nineteenth century M ethodistchurches, with belltowers and G othic windows,
were m ore ornam ented than theirunadorned, colonialancestors, theirplan still
reflected a siirple service.

Ihe chancelofthe Church m ay have been delineated on the exteriorwith its shallow
apse, vhich now is ensconced in the hallway leading to the 1869 addition, butno cither
interiordivisions were visible on the exterior. Resem bling a New England
Congregationalchurch with a rectangularm eeting room and centralbelltcweroverthe
entry, the exteriorbelies the interiorplan consisting ofan entry area flanked by
anteroom s leading to the nave, and the shallow apse.

Ihe delicate interiordetailwith its gracefulvaults, plasterwork, and G othic
arched m otifon rails, screens, and pews, is clearly the work ofexperienced carpenters.

Althou^ the G othic Revivalstyle was m osttypically associated with Episcopal
church structures, three period exam ples ofthe style designed forM ethodist
congregations appear in W estchester County. Ihe others are laterthan the M am aroneck
church, the United M ethodistChurch in M ountKisco (1868), and Iftiited M ethodistChurch
in Arm onk (1873). Both were builtby the sam e builder, Edward Dauchey, ofM ountKisco,
and were executed in the H î Victorian G othic style, typically a m ore exuberant
interpretation ofthe style. Ihey have com ertowers, pronounced entry porticos, and
theirhî degree ofornam ent fails to create the feeling ofstrength and sim plicity
possessed ly the M am aroneck rfethodistChurch.
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[ ] See continuation sheet

VerbalBoundary Description

The M am aroneck M ethodistChurch is located on an ĵproxim ately 1.6-acre, triangularly
shaped lot, in between the Boston PostRoad and Tcnpkins Avenue, justwestofthe two
roads intersection with Beach Avenue, in the Town oflye. Village ofM am aroneck,
W estchester County, New York (see attached tax m e )̂.

[ ] See continuation sheet

Boundary Justification

The boundary ofthe ncm inated prcperty coincides with the originalhistoric boundary of
the prxperty, less a 50 footwide parcelto the eastofthe church house, extending from
Tonpkins Avenue to the PostRoad, sold offin 1935, forparking foran adjacent
building.

[ ] See ccxttinuaticai sheet
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