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CHURCH BUILDINGS IN PROJECT

Johnson County:

15 Valley City Christian Church

16 Columbus Christian cChurch

22 Mount Zieon Christian Church

28 Kingsville Christian Church

35 Rock Spring Cumberland Presbyterian church
63 Christ Episcopal Church

69 Warren Street A.M.E. Church

74 Sacred Heart Church

79 First Preshyterian Church
131 LaTour Cumberland Preshyvterian Chuich
143 Quick City christian Church
155 New Liberty Presbyterian Church

Lafayette County:

3 Washington Chapel A.M.E. Church
31 St. Luke Evangelical church
39 Pleasant Prairie Church
96 Dover Christian Church
98 Dover Preshyterian Church
131 Waverly Christian Church
138 st. Thomas Presbyterian Church
207 McKendree Methodist Church
229 Auliville Christian cChurch

Pettis County:

7 Blackwater Chapel Methodist Church

14 Houstonia M.E. Church Scuth

73 Miller's Chapel Cumberland Presbyterian Church
79 Union Church

108 Stokes Chapel Methedist Church

169 Lake Creek Methodist Church

175 8t. John the Evangelist church

Longweood Presbyterian/Methodist Church

Saline County:

11E Fish Creek Baptist Church

12E First Baptist Church

13E Miami Methodist Church

13E Free Will/Union Hill Baptist Church
14E Second Baptist Church

23T Elmwood Methodist Church

23M New Prospect Baptist Church

37T™ Concord Christian Church

39M Zoar Baptist Church



SHOW-ME REGION CHUIRCH SURVEY, PHASE I {JOHNSON. LAFAYETTE, PETTIS 8 SALINE COUNTIES] 1993-134d
CHURCH NAME (HISTORIC) IHBT CHURCH NAME (PRESENT) Egﬁ?gigglé?N COUNTY | CITY(VIC.}  BATE FORM _SEfL;HG :ﬁﬁﬂp Hﬁ¥éh%hl INTEG|COND. COMMENTS
1. walley City Christian Church 15 (Ch=istian [Johmson  Walley CitylCa.1890s (CS N/ A No Wood Goed | F/F | Cutaway bays.
2.Calumbus Christian Church 16 | Community Christian Church Crristian Johnson Columbus  |Ca, 1870 |G 3-gisle 25 |Wood Exc G | Chancel zrea behind na"tgng
T3.pount Zion Christian Chureh 22 ! Mount Zion Christian Church Christian Johnsen  Dumnksburg 1856 LS 3-aisle lves  |[Metal/Mood Fair  E/6 | Cutaway bays.
4. Kingsviile Christian Church 28 (To be used as day care center} Christian Johnsen | Kingswille: 1880 |6 N/A No Wond Exe | City-cwned building,
S.Rock Spring Cumberland Presbyterian| 35 " Rock spring Gospel Tabernacle Frestyterian Johnsor  Hotden 1891 [ J-aisle Yag Wood Exc G |Qrnate vVictorian detailing.
6.Christ Episcopal Crurch 83 ° Christ Episcopal Church viscopal | Juhnsen | Warremsburq 1889  |al 3-aisie  [Yes  [Stone Exc r | 3hingle/Romanesque/Tudor .
7.Marren Strest AMUE. Church 89 Werren Street United Methodist rLME. Johnser | Warrensburg 1898 st Ctr, aisle |Yes |Brick Exe | EJG [Twatrefoil windows blackchure
3. 5acred Heart Church 74 Sacred Heart Church Latholic | dohnson Marreénsburqg 1887 LS 3-disle Yes  Brick Exc f  To be razed far parking ior,
§,.First Presbyterian Church 73 First Presbyterian Church Fresoyteriar Johnson | Holden 1381 35 4-2islg Yes  [Brick Exg E [Mest comolex church in group.
10.LaTour Cumbérland Présbyterian 131 laTour Presbyterian Church Presbyterian Johnson | LaTour 1889 55 3-aigle Yes |[Wood Eity G PUQTEEQ arch motif includes
L1.0uick Tity Christian Church 143 | Quick City Christian Church Christian Johnson | fudick City 1892 G J-aisle Yes? |doad ficad | G | Brackets under eaves.
12.New Liberty Presbyterian Church 155 | [(Harry Gudde's barn) iPreskyterian Johnscn  Denton 1885 [ NFA "o Wood Good | F/F | Entrance enlarqged;used as barn
13.kzshingter Chapel A.M.E. Church 3 Washington Chapel A.M.E. Church Taw g, Lafavette Mellington;Ca. 18805 'G J=aisle {ls} I Wooz Exc F/F  Proposed historical museéun.
14,54 . Luke Evangelical Church 31 | St.Luke United Church of Christ ‘Evangelical | Lafayettel Wellingror| 1897 (S E:g}g{sf tes  |Metai/kood Good| E ”&H”E”éjéngSSE;QEETT" are
15.#easant Prairie Church 39 . [Julius Dinse’s parn) Metn/Presby | Lafayette Napoleor |Ca.1875 |SE /A No  |[Wood Exe | a/F Leogd FrgLaTan detalling;
_18.Daver Ehristian Lhurch 96 Dever Christian Church ‘Christian Lafayettel Dover 1849 G ?Eiiglg‘ ¥es  Brick ( Fair| E/G | Imoressive antebellum interig
17 .Dover Presbyferian Church 98 5t.John the Baptist Cathalic ChurchiPreshyterian Lafayette Dover i 1858 T J-aisle ‘Yes Brick I /G E Anzing#ir§§§ﬁ§Eggﬁ§l{Eﬁamnle
12 Waverly Christian Church 131 Waverly Christian Church Wrristian Lafayettd Waverty 1858 It J-aisle iYes Brick | Gapd| E Snec%acu]ar Greer Rev .exarole.
i9.5%. Thomas Presbyrerian Church 138 {Gospel Truth Antiques) IBroshyterian Lafavatte Waverly | 1RB3  'T N/A o Brick Exg G Belativelv orin.Greek Revival.
2D Mcrendree Methodist Church 207 | McKendree United Methodist Church |Mothodist | Lafayette] Chapel kiT| 1888 & fz2isles ho |Wocd fopd| G [[rteresting oeinted winaows.
1A byille Christian Church 229 | Auliville Ghristian Church Christian | Lafayette Autlyille 1875 |43 3-aisle  [¥es 'Wood TGip [ p DnuSUST WINOOR SUrTOINds.
27 Blackwater Chapel Methodist Church| 7 Blarkwater Chapel Umited Methodist |“ethadist pettis | Durkshu s 1882 g5 %Ea;glg] Yes  VinylVWood Good| E FE?ﬁV ?Eg%l;:? remains despite
23.#oustonia M.E. Church South 14 | Houstamia United Methodist Church |Metnodist | Pettis  Houstemia Ca.l870 |55 3-aisle  ¥Yes  Wood G/F | Esg Mice tower wipell visinle.
24.MiTler's Chapel Cumberland Presby. | 73 | Miller's Chapal Preshyterian Chyrch IPresoyterian Psttis | Postal :Ca.18805 |G Ctr. aisle W |Wood £xc,| g UB00d ausiere exannle. fire
23.tnion Charch 79 Unign Church iVarious Pettis Postal iCa.1895 (S 3-aisle ¥Yes | Wood i Exc G [Round-arched BRTrance o sang,
26, Stokes Chapel Methodist Church 108 Stokes Chapel United Methodist ChurciMethodist Pettis Georgetown! Ca. 1895 | Octagonall Ctr.aisle [Yes |Wood IExc_ E UQE?R?1Eaﬁﬁg§?Q57 form wite
21.beke {reek Metrodist Church 189 lake Creek United Methodist Church 'Methodist i Pettis Emithtor l 1833 | 5E 3-aisle Yes  VinyVWood Good E #Hiztoric church campgrours.
Z8.531.John the Evanaelist Chwrch 175 St.Jehn the Evandelist Church ‘Lzzholic Pettis Bahner 1881 ' CS 3-aisie  Ves Viny]fHOD?EfG £ “gl;ipﬁswﬁ?:152§ﬂ§§$}jﬂgn.;,"
2%.Lengwood Presbyterian/Metnodist Ch Longwood Presbyterian Church Prash/Meth | Pettiz  Longwood 1871 A 3-alsle iYes Wood I GSF G CEAL%EE138}?EEtS§%ﬁ §E;Q&5?y_
10 Fisk (resx Baptist Church L1IE Fish {reek Baptist Church Eaotist Zaline . Gilliam | 1885 | A I-aisle |Yes |Wood Exe [E4G  0d balcory intact.
il.First Baptist Crurcn 12E | First Babtist Church zotist saline Miami €5 1852604 7 3-aisle  lves |V¥inylwood Faje £/ nema;Eigﬁ?“t ruined by viiyTi-
Iz.Miami Methodist Church 13 Miami Methodist Church Hetnodist | Salime | Miami 1869 | CS j-aisle  i¥es |Brick Exc £ ran'jah over esjrance, unetie
33 Free Will Colored Baptist Church  13FE | Union Hil1 Baptist Church ‘Bastist saline Saline Citf’a'}ggﬁ: [ N/ A [ Mo Hood Esc | P [former.giace cnuren in peor
__34.Second Bagtist Church 14 | Second Baptist Crurch Baatist Saline | Miami 1912 | 55 73 loney (Mo | Asbegdood Exe & otk century buitding.fncluded
15, Elawood Methodis® Church 237 | Elmwood United Methodist Church ‘Mezhodist | Satine Elmwond 1874 | fi fgi}glg] ¥t | Wood Ex¢ |E/G |Grange meeting rall upstairs
15, hew Prospect Baprist Church 23M New Frospect 3aptist Church ‘Bazrist S5aline Ayars i 1886 | R z;alile Yes Wand Exg | E/G UWE separate entranges inp-i-
17.Caqcord Christiar Church 37M ! Concord Christian Church iChristian ! S:line | Hardewan :(a.1B84° | 5 i.aisle I¥es | Wood RIF | E/B lExteniion spG11s main elecation
id.Zaar Baptist Church 30M | Zoar Baptist Church [Baotist , Saling | Maptonm iCa.1890% | A 3-aisle  [Yes |Wood . Gopd| 6 Pedimented front gable.

l-Gable-end, but architect-designed, net vernzoular buiiding.

Z-3umday schocl use enly.

d-Historically, & side-steapie church; steeple recently removed.

}-Was temple-frart form prigr o vinylization.
S-fate Estiratej: ;
p-Date fca. 1890 is based 2n newspaper article.

counkty 1

H

story says vresent bullding was constructed in 1840,

{ther sources say JA00.



SHOW-ME REGION CHURCH SURVEY, PHASE I

(JOHNSON, LAFAYETTE, PETTIS & SALINE COUNTIES)

CHURCH NAME {HISTORIC) INY. CHURCH NAME (PRESENT) b%:??%@ﬁIéﬁ? COUNTY
1. Valley City Christian Church 15 Christian |Johnson
2.Columbus Christian Church 16 Community Christian Church Christian Jehnson
3.Mount Zion Christian Church 22 Mgunt Zion Christian Church Christian Johnson
4.Kingsville Christian Church 28 | (To be used as day care center) Christian | Johnson
5.Rock Spring Cumberland Presbyterian| 35 Rock Spring Gospel Tabernacle Presbyterian Johnson
6.Christ Episcopal Church 63 | Christ Episcopal Church Episcopal Johnson
7.Warren Street A.M.E. Church 69 Warren Street United Methodist A.ME. Johnson
8.Sacred Heart Church 74 Sacred Heart Church Catholic Johnson
9.First Presbyterian Church 79 First Presbyterian Church Presbyterian Johnson
10.LaTour Cumberland Presbyterian 131 LaTour Presbyterian Church Preshyterian Johnson
11.Quick City Christian Church 143 Quick City Christian Church Christian Johnson
12.New Liberty Preshyterian Church  [1565 | {Harry Gudde's barn) Presbyterian Johnson
13.Washington Chapel A.M.E. Church 3 Washington Chapel A.M.E. Church AM.E, Lafayett
14.5t.Luke Evangelical Church 31 St.Luke United Church of Christ Evangelical| Lafayett
15.PTeasant Prairie Church 39 | {Julius Dinse’s barn} Meth/Presby | Lafayett
1&.Dover Christian Church 96 Dover Christian Church Christian Lafayett
17.Dover Presbyterian Church 98 St.John the Baptist Cathelic Church|Presbyterian Lafayett
18 Waverly Christian Church 131 Waverly Christian Church Christian Lafayett
19.5t.Thomas Presbyterian Church 138 | (Gospel Truth Antiques) Preshyteriad Lafayett
20.McKendree Methodist Church 207 McKendree United Methodist Church [Methodist Lafayet}
21.Aul1ville Christian Church 229 | Aullville Christian Church Christian | Lafayett
~22.Blackwater Chapel Methodist Church| 7 Blackwater Chapel United Methodist |Methodist Pettis
23.Houstonia M.E. Church South 14 Houstonia United Methodist Church |Methodist Pettis
24.Miller's Chapel Cumberland Presby. | 73 Miller's Chapel Presbyterian Church [Presbyterian Petiis
25.Union Church 79 Union Church Yarious Pettis
 26.5tokes Chapel Methodist Church 108 Stokes Chapel United Methodist ChurciMethedist Pattis
27.Lake Creek Methodist Church 169 Lake Creek United Methodist Church |Methodist Pettis
28.5t.John the Evangelist Church 175 St.John the Evangelist Church Catholic Pettis
29.Longwocd Presbyterian/Methodist Ch Longwood Presbyterian Church Presb/Meth | Pettis
30.Fish Creek Baptist Church 11E Fish Creek Baptist Church Baptist Saline
31.First Baptist Church 12E First Baptist Church Baptist Saline
32.Miami Methodist Church 13E Miami Methodist Church Methodist Saline
33.Free Will Colored Baptist Church |13E Unign Hi11 Raptist Church Baptist Saline
34.5econd Baptist Church 14E Second Baptist Church Baptist Saline
35, ETmwood Methodist Church 23T Elmwocd United Methodist Church Methodist Saline
36.New Prospect Baptist Church 23M New Prospect Baptist Church Baptist Saline
37.Concord Christian Church 37M Concord Christian Church Christian | Saline
38.7Zoar Baptist Church 39M Zoar Baptist Church Baptist Saline

l-Gable-end, but architect-designed, not vernacular building.

2-Sunday school use only.

3-Historically, a side-steeple church; steeple recently removed.

4-Was temple-front
b.Date ©€stimated.

6-Date (ca. 1890)




5) 1993.1994

v Jermvoe| oare | ror SN | RED | wlRta, (1wTclcons. COMMENTS

son  [Valley City|Ca.l890s |CS N/A No Wood Good | F/P | Cutaway bays. ,

;on Columbus |Ca.1870 (G 3-aisle Yes |Wood Exc G | Chancel area behind narthegjd
ison | Dunksburg | 1896 ¢S 3-aisle  [res [Metal/Nood Fair | E/G [Cutaway bays. )
;gon Kingsyille| 1880 G N/A No Wood Exc  |City-owned building,

ison | Holden 1891 G 3-aisle Yes |Wood Exc G |Ornate Victorian detailing,
5son Warrensburgd 1899 gl 3-aisle Yes |Stone Exc e |Shingle/Romanesque/Tudor.
sen | Warrensburq 1898 St Ctr. aisle [Yes |Brick Exc | E/G | Quatrefoil windows;b]ackchurE
ﬁson Warrensburg 1887 S 3-aisle Yes |Brick Exc E |To be razed for parking ]ot_l
1son | Holden 1881 |55 4-aisle  [Yes |Brick Exc | E |Most complex church in group.
\son | LaTour 1889 SS 3-aisle Yes [YWood E/G G [Pojnpied arch motif includes
ison | Duick City| 1892 G 3-aisle ves? [Wood Good| G [Brackets under eaves.

Eﬁn Denton 1885 G N/A No Wood Good| F/P | Entrance enlarged;used asbarr
ayettel Wellington|Ca.1880s |G 3-aisle No Wood Exc | F/P | Proposed historical museum.
yecid el Vingron] 188765 [TATEIET[fes | Wetal/wood cona] £ | VER00"S, 1 RasE 2T 1T ave
syettel Napoleon |Ca.1875 |SE N/A No |[Wcod Exc | G/F 1520 a8 g?ﬁ1g?nggtig}6gg;
ayettel Dover 1849 |G ?Eéigigj Yes |Brick Fair| E/G | Impressive antebellum interio
;}ette Dover 1858 [T 3-aisle  |Yes |[Brick E/G E ﬂdiigqgirqgggﬁegggqligﬁamplE
ayettel Waverly 1859 T 3-aisle Yes |Brick Good| E PBpectacular Greek Rev.example.
;yette Waverly 1853 T N/A No Brick Exc G Relatively orig.Greek Revival
yette Chapel HiT| 1888 |G 2zaisley  [No  |MWood food| G [nteresting pointed windows.
ﬁyette Aullville 1875 63 3.aisle Yes |Wood a/F e nusual window surrounds.

E%s Dunksburg 1887 S5 §a;3Lg) Yes [VinyVWood Good| E FJ?%y??%%%]éﬂ? remains despit:
tis | Houstonia |Ca.1870 |SS 3-aisle  |Yes |Wood 6/F | E/6 [lice tower w/bell visible.

tis | Postal  |Ca.1880s |G Ctr. aisle[No  [Wood Exc.| & [ood austere example. Fine
tis Postal Ca.1895 [CS 3-aisle Yes |Wood Exc G |Round-arched entrance to sanc
tis | Georgetown|Ca.1895 |OctagorallCtr.aisle [Yes [Wood Exc.| E Ppusuzl octagonal form with
tis Smithton 1883 | SE 3-aisle Yes |VinylVWood Good| E [Historic church campground.
tis | Bahner 1881 |CS 3-aisle  [Yes |VinylMoog E/G | E Malls as well as celling,
tis | Longwood 1871 |4 3-aisle |Yes [Wood 6/F | 6 [‘GhudildiIgistasald fo hawe,
ine Giliiam 1885 [ G 3-aisle Yes |Wood Exc |E/G | 01d balcony intact. |
ine Miami Ca 1852604 ah 3-aisle Yes |Vinyl/Wood Fair|E/G emE;%igE?nt ruined by vinyTi
ine | Miami 1869 | €S 3-aisle |Yes |Brick Exc | E_ | 2p'jghE over, enfrance,Tunett
ine | Saline City}? 18885 | cs N/A No |Wood exc | P [Former.black church in poor
ine | Miami 1912 | SS 53}3?',2) No |Asbeg/tiood Exc [ G |20t century building,Tnclude
ine | Elmwood 1874 | A c3alsles Iyes [wood Exc [E/G [Grange meeting hall upstairs.
ine | Avers 1886 | 77215%  [Yes [Weod Exc | E/G [Two separate entrances inpri-
ine | Hardeman [Ca.1884° |4 3-afsle  [Yes |Wood G6/F |E/G |[Extension spoiis main elevatic
ine | Napton €a.1890° | % 3-aisle  |Yes |Wood Good| G |Pedimented front gable.

front form prior to vinylization. .
ted. A coJ%ty history %ays oresent building was constructed in 1840.

190) is based on newspaper article, Other sources say 1860.



SURVEY FINDINGS AND ANALYSIS

INTRODUCTION

Part I

With the exception of the Saline County church buildings, all of
the other buildings in the survey group were visited by the
researcher within the past eight vyears. As expected, some of
these buildings had fallen on hard times but the most significant
structural changes were not due to neglect. Rather, they
resulted from congregations' efforts to provide cost-~efficient,
long~term protection by covering their buildings with vinyl
siding. Although carefully chosen and well-applied vinyl siding
can be relatively nondisruptive, its use usually invoclves
simplification and the removal of architectural detailing.

Obviously buildings which are relatively simple and austere to
begin with are least affected by vinylization. Buildings with
relatively complex exterjor surfaces, however, are unquestionably
diminished by the addition of wvinyl siding. One problem is that
toe much original detailing is simply removed rather than

sheathed. Ancther problem is that when original detailing 1is
"replicated" in wvinyl, the pattern of the vinyl is often
different from the original. Apparentiy, vinyl forms and

patterns are much too limited for the variety of architectural
detail that is enccountered. It is usually easier for workmen to
remove detailing than to try to cover it with the available
material, Churches select vinyl firms--probably on the basis of
low price more often than not--and trust them to do "what is

hest . ®

Since church buildings are not eligible for 1listing in the
Naticnal Register of Historic Places unless their primary
significance is architecture, artistic distinction or historical
importance, the presence of vinyl or metal siding presumably
eliminates from consideration such ctherwise fine Pettis County
examples as Blackwater Chapel (#7), Lake Creek Methodist (#169),
and 5t.John the Evangelist (#175).

Architecturally, the range of buildings in the survey group is
substantial. At one extreme is the ca. 1859 Waverly Christian
Church (#131, Lafayette Co.}, a magnificent Greek Revival example
with a temple front, and the architect-designed Christ Episcopal
Church (#63, Johnson Co., 1899) and Holden's First Presbyterian
Church (#79, Johnson Co., 1881). At the other end of the
architectural spectrum are simple, austere buildings such as
Miller's Chapel Cumberland Presbyvterian Church (#73, Pettis Co.)
a relatively unaltered rural example apparently erected in the



1880s. With the exception of a few relatively complex,
architect-designed church buildings in incorporated areas, most
examples in the study group are fairly simple gable-end and
center-steeple types in rural locations.

Several denominations are represented, but denomination was a
nonfactor in selecting buildings for the study group.

Represented are buildings originally used by the A.M.E., Baptist,
Catholie, Christian, Episcopal, Evangelical {(United Church of
Christ), Methodist, Presbyterian and Cumberland Presbyterian
denominations; one building is currently used by Pentecostals.
Some buildings were erected by one denomination and later used by

a different denomination. Other buildings were shared, with
Methodists and Presbyterians the two most likely denominations to
jeintly own a building. Probably the largest Christian

denomination not represented is Lutheran, not because there are
ng fine Lutheran church buildings within the survey area but
because they were not quite as ¢ld as other examples.

The larger city c¢hurches have their own pastors, hut several
churches in the group are served by pastors who divide their
services among three or four individuwal churches. Some church
buildings in the group have been closed for years and are simply
deteriorating, others are '"on the brink® due to dwindling
memberships, and a few have been converted to other uses such as
antigque store, day care center and barns. Services may be held
only once or twice a year in barely wviable churches. 1In one "on
the bhrink" example, the adult members have lost interest, moved
away or died and only a Sunday school is offered.

Half a dozen of the still-active churches probably will be closed
within five vyears. At least two of the old churches are likely
to be replaced by new buildings--the 1881 Sacred Heart Church in
Warrensburg (#74), and the 1871 Longwood Presbyterian Church
(# 1. Cbviously, the prospects for long-term preservation of
many of these buildings are not good.

Part IT

Despite high hopes at the beginning of the project, the
researcher was unable to determine the denomination of church
buildings by external design features, although one or more
denominations c¢ould cften bhe eliminated.

Roughly half of the buildings in the study group are locked when
not in use, a response to the spread of vandalism and theft into
rural America. Those denominations that make a point of not
looking their buildings probably do so out of a desire Vto
provide shelter and a place to go for those needing prayer,"
according to Rev. Earl Albers, pastor of the Immanuel Lutheran
Church northwest of Knob Noster. Immanuel Lutheran was
considered for the survey until it was learned that the present



building was erected in 1942, on the stone foundaticn of a razed
19th century church building.

IDENTIFICATION AND SELECTION OF PROPERTIES

In the Show-Me Region, church buildings had been surveyed within
the context of wvarious other surveys but no church-specific,
architectural study of primarily vernacular buildinagas had heen
conducted prior to the present project. The original plan was to
include only churches built prior to 1881, hut in consideration
of the condition of available buildings, the time-frame was
expanded to include several later buildings, as will be discussed
below. Although this was anticipated in the research design, the
time-frame was expanded somewhat more than had been expected but
there were no significant deviations.

For this project, the preliminary list of church buildings was
compiled from computer printouts supplied to Show-Me Regicnal
Planning Commission by the Historic Preservation Program in July
1992, The printouts were based on existing survey forms and
National Register nominations for properties in the Show-Me
Region of Johnscn, Lafayette, Pettis and Saline Counties. Thus
histeoric properties which, for whatever reasons, were never
inventoried were not in the state's computer. Consedquently, it
ig recognized that a small number of these uninventoried historic
church buildings may have been worthy of the project and might
have been included if they had been identified earlier. In
Johnson, Lafayette, and Pettis Counties, historic church
huildings were not inventoried if research teams had doubts ahout
their integrity or architectural significance, or simply
considered them to be heonhistoric by mistake. 1In Saline County,
surveying apparently was somewhat less comprehensive but
otherwise a few worthy buildings probably were missed for the
same reasons as those mentioned.

Initially, only churches built through 1880 were to be included
in this phase of intensive church surveying. The exact number to

be surveyed was not determined at this point. Based solely on
the printouts, however, 35 or more seemed a reascnable goal
pending additional research. The region's several NR-listed

churches of course were not considered for the project.

As expected, additicnal research indicated problems with some of
the tentatively selected church buildings concerning dating or
the extent of alteraticns. While it would have been possible to
survey 35 or more pre-1881 church buildings within the region,
several of those in the printout were considered too altered to
be registrable,. Consequently, the list of tentatively selected
buiidings was expanded to include good examples of later
churches, at first through 1889 and ultimately through 1899. The
emphasis was on relatively simple rural examples as opposed to
architect-designed urban churches.



A "church selection" meetinhg with Lee Gilleard of the Historic
Preservation Program staff was scheduled for October 29, 1993.
Earlier in October, several churches were visited and
pPhotographed by the researcher, and contact prints were made.

The wvisited/photographed churches included all of the Saline
County church buildings listed on the printout as constructed
through the i1880s, plus a few others in Johnson and Lafayette
Counties. At the October 29 meeting, photographs, contact prints
and other pictorial material were examined in an effort to arrive
at a "final" survey list. At this time several church buildings
were eliminated and others were placed on reserve status, to be
surveyed at the discretion of the researcher if problenms
developed with any of the "final" 35.

summary: Identification and Selection

Ultimately, church buildings were selected for the survey on the
basis of age and their potential for registration. Bacause it
was expected that research during the project would result in
more acscurate construction dates {which in some cases would
eliminate Dbuildings from consideration in this phase of the

survey), a reserve list was also compiled. While a sincere
effort was made to select 35 exemplary buildings for the proiect,
the subjectivity of the selectors must be recognized. Also, it

gshould be remembered that only previcusly inventoried church
buildings were considered. If a church building was not written
up initially for any reason by the various researchers who
conducted architectural surveys in the Show-Me Region, then it
had virtually no chance of being considered for the current
project. {An exception was the Longwood Preshyterian Church,
which was noted but not inventoried by the present researcher who
was also the primary researcher in the Pettis County survey.)

PERSONNEL
The church survey was conducted by Roger Maserang, historic
preservation coordinator for Show=-Me Regional Planning
Conmission, under the auspices of Lee Gilleard, sSurvey

coordinator for the Missouri Historic Preservation Program.



RECOMMENDATIONS

Early in the project, it became apparent that the nomination
prospects are good for several of the church buildings, either
individually or as individual properties within a multiple
property format.

At least four or five of the churches with Greek Revival or other
classical styling should be considered for individual nomination
in ¢onjunction with a proposed multiple property nomination of

antebellum and immediate postbellum resources in the Show-Me
Region: the 1859 Waverly Christian Church {#131), the 1853
former S5t. Thomas Presbyterian Church {#138), and the 1858 former
Dover Presbyterian Church (#98), all in Lafayette County; the
1869 Miami Methodist Church (#13E), in Saline County; and
possibly the ca. 1870 Columbus Christian Church (#16}, in Johnson
Ccounty. Until recently, the Miami First Baptist Church (#12E,
Saline Coc.) was a fine frame example of a Greek Revival church
building but the recent simplification ©f +the primary elevation
in connection with the addition of vinyl siding has probably made
it unregistrable.

Apart from their architecture, four c¢hurch buildings are
significant for their African-American heritage. Presumably
these buildings could be nominated individually or in c¢onjunction
with a multiple property nemination of area church buildings.
The oldest of these is apparently the Washington Chapel A.M.E.
Church (#3, Lafavette Co.), a c¢a. 1880s frame building with a
loft for the circuit-riding pastor. The others are Miami's
Second Baptist Church {#14E) and the Free Will/Union Hill Baptist
Church {#13E), both in Saline County, &and the Warren Street
Metheodist Church (#6%), in Johnson County. Unfortunately, the
Free Will/Union Hill Baptist Church is 1in such deteriorated
condition that nomination would be problematic.

The largest group (the primary focus cof the survey) consists of
relatively simple old, wvernacular church buildings in a rural
setting. Typically modest frame structures with a gable roof and
ornamentation usually absent or moderate, these church buildings

were constructed in a few basic forms: gable-end, center-
steeple, side-steeple, and steepled-ell. These and other forms
are described below, under Associated Property Types, Further

evaJuation is necessary by the state staff, but a list of good
vernacular examples is likely to include the Columbus Christian

Church (#1686, Johnson Co.), Kingsville Christian Church (#28§,
Johnson Co.), Rock Spring cCumberland Presbyterian Church (#35,
Johnson Co.}, Washington c¢Chapel A.M.E. Church ({(#3, Lafavette
Co.), Miller's Chapel Presbyterian Church {(#73, Pettis Co.),
Union Church (#79, Pettis Co.), Fish Creek Baptist Church (11E,
Saline Co.}, Elmwoced Methodist Church (23T, Saline Co.} and New
Prospect Baptist Church (#23M, Saline Co.), among others. These
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and other examples might be considered for a thematic (multiple
property) nomination, as well as individually.

Of architect-desidned church buildings not mentioned in the above
recommendations, especially fine examples include Holden's First
Presbyterian Church {(#79), Warrensburg's Christ Episcopal cChurch
{#63), 8acred Heart <Church (#74), and Warren Street Methodist
Church (#6%), and Pettis <County's Stokes Chapel Methodist Church
(#108), among others. The emphasis during the first phase was on
relatively simple, vernacular buildings but there are numerous
other architect-designed church buildings in the region including
some complex, brick and sandstone examples in Sedalia. Several
of these would be surveyed if a second phase is conducted.



ASSOCIATED PROPERTY TYPES

Placement of the tower cor steeple {or the lack of one} determines
the classification of most of Missouri's rural vernacular
churches which are typically gable-roofed. Thus 34 of the 38
church buildings in the project group <c¢an be categorized

according teo four basic, steeple-related forms: gable~end,
center-steeple, side-steeple, and steepled-ell. Three of the
churches exemplify a fifth form which is based on the c¢lassical
organization of its primary facade into a "temple-front." A

sixth church form (twin-tower} was not represented by any
churches in the project group, althcugh there are examples of the
form within the survey area of Johnson, Lafayette, Pettis and
Saline Counties. A seventh church form--octagonal--is very
uncommon, hut an example {(Stokes Chapel, #108, Pettis Co.) was
included. In addition, stylistic references, particularly Geothic
Revival and Greek Revival, are present in many examples.

Regardless of form, to be listed in the National Register of
Historic Places, a church building must be significant for its
architectural or artistic values, or it must be representative of
important historic or cultural trends, and it must sufficiently
reflect its historic appearance.

If a miliiple property nomination is prepared, probably the most
efficient approach would be to describe the buildings according
to the forms represented, and then discuss how Gothic Revival,
Greek Revival, c¢lassical or other stylistic elements are
expressed within each form or property type. If individual
nominations are prepared without reference teo a cover document,
then intensive discussions of form and whatever stylistic
elements are present will of course be necessary in each case.

The following forms or property types are present within the
survey group:

PROPERTY TYPE: GABLE-END CHURCH BUILDINGS

Approximately half (18) of the churches in the_project group are
gable-end buildings. This is not surprising, since the gable-end
form is most common among Missouri's rural vernacular churches.
This is the simplest form, essentially a gable-end building with
an entrance in one gable end and no tower--although a small tower
or cupola may straddle the main roof near the front of the

building.

Gabie-end church buildings in the project group are: thngon
County~-Columbus Christian Church (816}, Kingsville Chrlst;an
Church (#28), Quick City Christian Church (#143), Christ

Episcopal Church (#63), New Liberty Presbyterian Church {(#155})
and Rock Spring Cumberland Presbyterian Church {#35); Lafayette
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County--Aullville Christian Church {#229), Dover Christian church
{#96), McKendree Methodist Church (#207), and Washington Chapel
A.M.E. Church (#3); Pettis County--Longwood Presbyterian Church
(# 1}, and Miller's Chapel Cumberland Presbyterian Church {#73):;
and Saline County--Fish Creek Baptist Church {#11E), New Prospect
Baptist Church (#23M}, Concord Christian Church (#37M)}, Elmwood
Methodist cChurch (#23T), Miami's First Baptist cChurch (#12E), and
Zoar Baptist Church (#39M).

Aullville Christian Church (#2229, Lafayette Co.) 1is a gable-end
building in 1its present form, but historically--and until
recently--it was a side-steeple building. Whether it would be
more appropriate or useful to discuss it as a gable-end building
rather than as a former side-steeple building is debatable. In
any case, it 1is probably unregistrable in its present form.
Technically, Christ Episcopal Church (#8683, Johnsen Co.) is a
gable-end building but it is architect-designed rather than
vernacular. It would not be appropriate to discuss it as a
gable-end building. Miami’'s First Baptist Church {#12E, Saline
Co.) is a gable-end building today but until recently it was a
temple~front example before pilasters across the main elevation
fell victim to vinylization.

Description: Gable~End Church Buildings

Gable-end churches are characterized by the presence of one or
more primary entrances in a gable end, the lack of a full-height
tower or steeple, and a symmetrical arrangement of windows. Some
examples have a small steeple or belfry straddling the ridge line
of the roof at or near the front of the building.

Walls of gable-end churches are constructed of various materials
but in the survey group, the majority are frame buildings which
rest on foundations of stone or brick. (Wall material is of
course irrelevant, unless it is nonhistoric.) The two nonwood
buildings are the brick-walled Dover Christian cChurch (#96,
Lafayette Co.) and the stone-walled Christ Episcopal Church {#63,
Jochnson Co.), an architect-designed building. Most of the gable-
end church reocfs today are covered with asphalt shingles. Metal
roofs also are present in this subgroup, as on the Washington
Chapel A.M.E. Church (#3, Lafayette Co.) and Miller's Chapel
Cumberland Presbhyterian Church (#73, Pettis Co.).

Primary entrances of gahle-end buildings are usually double-leaf,
but a single-leaf variation exists. Double-leaf entrances are
centered in the facade. In the single-leaf variation, two one-
door entrances divide the primary elevation into thirds. The

three churches with separate singie-leaf entrances are McKendrese

Methodist Church (#2067, Lafavette Co.), New Prospect Baptist
Church (#23M, Saline Co.), and Dover Christian Church (#96,
tafayette Co.)}. The recently constructed vestibule of Aullville
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Christian cChurch (#229, Lafayette Co.) has only a single-leaf
entrance in its pramary facade, but this entrance is nonhistoric
and cannot be considered as an exception.

Fenestration is symmetrical, with windows ranging from
rectangular double-hung sash similar to those used in residences
to windows with elaborate hoods and pointed arches. Typical
examples have four windows on each side. Rear windows and/or
entrances may be present. Depending on religious philosophy and
certainly on the wealth of the congregation, glass may be clear,
translucent, c¢olored or stained, leaded, etc.

While four window openhings are typical for gable-end buildings,
two of the churches in this group contain only three copenings.
These are the truly vernacular Washington Chapel A.M.E. Church

{(#3, Lafavette Co.} and Miller's Chapel Presbyterian Church (#73,

Pettis Co.). Both Washington Chapel and Miller's Chapel have
three windows on one side and two windows plus a single-leaf
entrance on the other. The Longwood Presbyterian cChurch is

another exception, with five window orenings in each of its side
elavations; it is possible that the building was lengthened at
some point, possibly in the 15205 when the hasement was
constructed. As noted above, Christ Episcopal Church ({#63,
Johnson Co.} is much more complex than other gakle-end buildings
and its side fenestration is unigque.

A few gable-end examples have a centered rear projection or apssa,
with a reocof. which encloses space behind the restrum. The
projections are likely to have windows in their side walls. Rear
projections, of course, are common to church forms other than
gable-end. An example of a gable-end building with a rear
proijection 1is the Rock Spring Cumberland Church (#35, Johnson

Co. )

Ornamentation is sometimes present but the gable-end church, like
other vernacular church Dbuildings, is essentially a medest

structure, Three church bujldings indicate the range of
ornamentation within this subgroup: the Washington Chapel A.M.E.
Church (#3, Lafayette Co.); Zoar Baptist Church {#39M, Saline
Co.}; and Rock Spring cChurch (#35, Johnson Co.). Washington

Chapel exemplifies a gable-end church with littie or no
ornamentation. 2ocar Baptist Church is only slightly less austere

than Washington Chapel, lacking ornamentation but with a
pedimented front gable and fairly wide ¢trim Dbands under the
cornice. Rock Spring Church has a £front gable filled with
imbricated shingles and other Victorian trim, as well as hooded,
pointed arches above windows and entrances, plus a rear

projection. No cother gable-end church in the survey group has as
muchk ornamentation. Pedimented corner beards, reflective of a
classical influence, are present in some buildings in this group
but they are only minimally deceorative. All things equal, the
gable~end building was the least expensive type to construct.
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Significance: Gable-End Church Buildings

Properties owned by religicus institutions or used for religious
purpcses may not normally be listed in the National Register of
Historic Places, unless their primary significance can be shown
to be based on architectural or artistic values, or it can be
established that the property is representative of important

historic or cultural trends. Usually, churches will be listed
for their architectural or artistic values, assuming of course
that sufficient significance can be documented. Columbus

Christian Church (#16, Jfohnson Co.) is an example of a gable-end
church building that appears to be significant primarily for its
architecture., The Washington Chapel A.M.E. Church {#3, Lafayette
Co.) 1is a gabhle-end church building which appears to be
significant both for its architecture and as a property
assocliated with an ethnic heritage. This building is located in
Wellington.

Registration Requirements: Gable-End Church Buildings

To be significant for its architecture, a gable-end church
building must retain the characteristic features of whatever
style it exemplifies, to the extent that they were originally
present, and it must meet high standards as an essentially
unaltered property. If a church is a wholly vernacular building
essentially lacking the detailis that characterize any formal
style, it may still be eligible if it can be demonstrated that it
is an exceptional example of the form, based on the survey, and
that it meets stringent standards as an essentially unaltered

building. In all cases, original rooflines, entrances, and
fenestration must be 1intact and a high percentage o©f historic
materials must be present. Because of the exceptionally high

standards for the nomination of religious properties, in no case
can a resource be listed in the National Register if its original
wall material has been covered with aluminum or vinyl siding.

while religicus buildings mayv be significant as representative of
important historic or cultural trends as well as for their
architecture, the same high standards for architecture must apply
regardless of whether other areas of significance are claimed.

PROPERTY TYPE: CENTER-STEEPLE CHURCH BUILDINGS

The center-steeple £form accounts for eight c¢hureh buildings in
the survey group. This form is the second most prevalent type in
the study--appropriately. since the center-steeple form also
appears tc be the second most common type statewide.

Center=-steeple examples in the project group are: Valley City
Christian Church {(#15, Johnson Co.}), Mount Zion Christian Church
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(#22, Johnson Co.}, Sacred Heart Church (#74, Johnson Co.j,
St.Luke Evangelical Church (#31, Lafayette Co.). St. John the
Evangelist Church (#175, Pettis Co.), Union Church (#79, Pettis
Co.}, Miami Methodist Church (#13E, Saline Co.)}, and Free
Will/Union Hill Baptist Church (#13E, Saline Co.}.

In this subgroup, the range is from St.Luke Evangelical Church
{#31, Lafayette Co.} and Miami Methodist Church (#13E, Saline
Co.) at the more elaborate end of the scale to Union Church (#7%,
Pettis Co.} and Free Will/Union Hill Baptist Church (#13E, Saline
Co.) at the austerity end.

Description: Center-Steeple Church Buildings

Center-steeple churches are somewhat more ambitious buildings
than the more common gable-end form, in that a tower containing
the main entrance is centered in the primary elevation. The
tower usually is topped with a belfry or steeple. Examples from
which the uppermost portion has been removed are still considered
center-steeple churches, for the purpocses of this study. The
amcunt of ornamentation is likely to be somewhat greater than in
the less-expensive gable-end form, on average, but individual
center-steeple churches <¢an be as austere as the simplest gable-
end.

Walls of center-steeple churches in the study group are either

wood or brick. In some cases, metal or vinyl siding has been
installed over the wood with generally disastrous results. Most
roofs are asphalt. An exception is Union Church (#79, Pettis
Co.), which nas a metal roof.

Primary entrances of center-steeple buildings are invariably
double~leaf in this subgroup, and invariably they are centetred in
the front of the tower. The tower serves as a small vestibule.
At the sanctuary entrance, opposite the primary entrance, are
double swinging doors, or no doors. Examples with no interior
doors or evidence of doors ever having been present between the
vestibule and sanctuary are Union Church (#75%, Pettis Co.) and
Free Will/uUnion Kill Church (413E, Saline Co.}. One church in
this subgroup {(Miami Methodist Church, #13E, Saline Co.) has a
narthex in addition to a small vestibule within the walls of the
tower. In this example, swinging doors are in the wall
separating the narthex from the sanctuary while the rear of the
tower 1is opef.

Regarding side fenestration, the simpler center-steeple churches
are like gabie-end churches in the survey with three, four, or

five symmetrically arranged openings. Union Church (#7939, Pettis
Co.), is a four-bay example--four windows on one side, three
matching windeows plus a door on the other. More-~complex

buildings with projecting or cutaway bays are included in this
subgroup, but fenestration is always symmetrical. Valley City
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Christian Church (#15, Johnson Co.) is a an example of a center-
steeple church with cutaway bays o¢n both side elevations.
Although this subgroup contains only eight buildings, there is
quite a bit of diversity.

Window types vary widely. Plain sash with clear glass and flat
arches are found on the Valley City Christian Church {#%15,
Johnson Co.). Windows on the Mount %Zion Christian Church {#22,
Jonhnson Co.) have pediment-like heads; the glass is clear except
for twe windows of leaded, colored glass in the apse. Round-arch
windows are in the front and windows with segmental arches on the
side elevations of Sacred Heart Church (#74, Johnson Co.); glass
is leaded, colored or stained. Windows in 3t. Luke Evangelical
Church (#31, Lafavette Co.) have pointed arches. The leaded
windows of colored or stained glass depict biblical scenes.

This subtype c¢ontains church buildings which are every bit as
austere as minimal gable-end examples. However, church buildings
with a considerable amount of ornamentation are also in this

group. Union Church {(#79, Pettis Co.) 1s an example of an
austere center-steeple building. Sacred Heart Church (#74,
Johnsen Co.), is &@ Dhasic center-steeple building with elaborate,

pilastered door and window surrounds of carved sandstone which
endow its primarvy facade with artistry.

Significance: Center-steeple Church Buildings

The comments under Significance: Gable-End Church Buildings,
above, apply equally to center-steeple buildings. Miami
Methodist Church (#13E, Saline Co.} is an example of a center-
steeple church building that appears to be eligible on the basis
of its architecture. As above, ethnic heritage also may be
claimed as an area of significance for one of the buildings in
this group, the Free Will/Union Hill Baptist Church {#13E, Saline
Co.). While Free Will/Unicon Hill appears to be eligible for its
architecture, the building is so badly deteriorated that
nemination may not be feasikle.

Registration Requirements: Center-5Steeple Church Buildings

The comments under Registration Requirements: Gable-End Church
Buildings, above, apply equally to center-steeple church
buildings. 1In general, even if a building is largely deveoid of
stylistic elements, if it has the characteristics of its subtype
and is the best or one of the best as demonstrated by the survey,
then nomination should be possible.

PROPERTY TYPE: SIDE-STEEPLE CHURCH BUILDINGS

The side-steeple church has an asymmetrical primary elevation due
to the placement of its tower adjacent teo, or partially within,
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the front gable end. The tower may project forward, be on the
same plane, or be recessed behind the front gable end. The
primary entrance is in the base of the tower, and the gable end
contains either a window group or individual windows instead of
an entrance or tower as on the previocus two subtypes. There are
five gide-steeple churches within the project group. making it
the third most numerous subtype.

Side-steeple buildings in the project group are: First Presby-
terian Church (#79, Johnson Co.), LaTour <umberland Presbyterian
Church (#1131, Jchnson Co.}, Blackwater Chapel Methodist Church
(#7, Pettis Co.), Houstonia Methodist Church (#14, Pettis Co.),
and the Second Baptist Church (#14E, Saline Co.).

Like the architect-designed Christ Episcopal Church (#63, Johnson
Co.) in the gahle-end group, Helden's First Presbyterian Church
{(#79, Johnson Co.} is not a vernacular building and its form is
relatively complex for its subtype. The Houstonia Methedist
Church {#14, Pettis Co.) has been a side-steeple building since
ca. 1903, Dbut it should be noted that originally, it was a
center-steeple building. In this example, the first tower was
removed when it became unsafe, and the original centered entrance
in the gable was converted into a pointed-arch window.

Description: Side-Steeple Church Buildings

The side-steeple subtvpe is characterized by a tower which is
attached to the left or right side of the primary gable end of
the church. The tower, which contains the primary entrance, may
be neminally connected or partially recessed within the main
block. 1Its front facade may or may not project beyond the plane
of the gable end. A window group, a single window, cor multiple
windows are found in the gable ends.

On the Houstonia Methodist Church (#14, Pettis Co.), the tower is
a sguarish box parallel to the left side of the building and
projecting forward in its entirety from the gable end. on the
LaTour Presbyterian Church (#131, Johnson Co.}, the tower is a
sguarish box parallel to the gable end and projecting toward the
right 4in its entirety. On Blackwater Chapel (#7, Pettis Co.}),
the tower is a squarish box which is largely recessed within the
left front corner of the main block, while projecting somewhat to
the left and forward. ©On the Second Baptist Church (#14E, Saline
Co.), the tower 1is partially recessed within the left front
corner but also projects significantly to the left and forward.
On the First Presbyvierian Church (#79, Johnson Co.), the tower is
largely recessed within either the left front corner or the right
front corner, depending on what 1is considered the primary
elevation of the building.

Primary entrances are double-leaf. 1In all five examples,
entrances are in the primary elevation. Hcolden's First

16



Presbyterian Church (#79, Johnson Co.) alsc has a double-leaf
entrance in the tower's side elevation. On other examples, the
side elevaticn of the tower contains a window (Blackwater Chapel,
7, Pettis Co.) or is windowless (LaTour Presbyterian Church,
#131, Johnson Co.}. One church has brick walls and the other
four are frame buildings.

The interior of the tower serves as a vestibule. In examples
where the tower is attached to the mairn block rather than
recessed within it, double swinging doors are simply placed in
the sanctuary wall opposite the primary entrance or at a right
angle to it (LaTour Presbyterian <¢Church, #131, Johnson Co.;
Houstonia Methodist Church, #14, Pettis Co.). 1In examples where
the tower is recessed within the main block, to provide enocugh
space for double swinging doors an option was to remove both
walls within the tower space and install the doors at a 45-degree
angle. This is how it was done in the Second Baptist Church
{i4E, Saline Co.). Blackwater cChapel (#7, Pettis Cc.) has a
deeply recessed tower but in this example, the builder made do
with a single-leaf entrance to the sanctuary.

Side fenestration is symmetrical, with windows--except for towers
or additions--opposite one another, Rear walls are generally
unwindewed in the less complex churches, although Blackwater
Chapel (#7, Pettis Co.) has a rear preojection with side windows.
LaTour Presbhbyterian Church (#131, Jochnson Co,) alse has a
projection but it and the rest of the rear wall are unwindowed.

The other examples, with the exception of Holden's architect-
designed First Presbyterian Church, have no windows in their rear

elevations,

Blackwater Chapel (&7, Pettis Co.)., with its intricate
crossbracing and scrollwork inserts, finials and occtagonal upper
tower is perhaps the most ornamental of the relatively simple
church buildings in the survey group. However, no building in
the side-steeple subtype (remembering that this is a relatively
small sample of only five churches) is as austere as some of the

gable-end and center-steeple buildings. The least-ornamented
building in this subtype 1s probably the §Seccond Baptist Church
(#14E, Saline Co.), but even this example has imbricated shingles

in its front gable and tower, while door and window openings have
pointed arches and the glass is leaded.

Significance: Side~Steeple Church Buildihgs

See the comments under Significance: Gable-End Church Buildings,
above. Holden's First Presbyterian Church (#7%, Jchnson Co.} is

an example of a side-steeple church building that appears to be
significant primarily for its architecture. The Second Baptist
Church (#14E, Saline Co.), a former bhlack church, is an example
0f a side-steeple church building that appears to bhe eligible
primarily under the area of ethnic heritage.
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Registration Requirements: Side-Steeple Church Buildings

The comments under Registration Requirements: Gable-End Church
Buildings, above, apply equally to side-steeple church buildings.

PROPERTY TYPE: STEEPLED-ELL CHURCH BUILDINGS

Three steepled-ell church buildings were among the 38 properties
surveyed, In this subtype, the steeple--which usually contains
the primary entrance--is recessed within the angle between two
intersecting gabled wings. The wings may be of identical or
nearly identical size or, more often, there will be a main block
with a smaller wing. A larger congregational seating area 1is
possible when both wings are large, but the additional space may
be used for other purposes. The steepled-ell is a fairly common
form, although relatively few are in the survey group.

Steepled-ell church buildings in the project group are: Warren
Street A.M.E. Church (#6%, Johnson Co.), Pleasant Prairie Church
(#39, Lafavette Co.), and Lake Creek Methodist Church (#1669,
Pettis Co.)

Although Lake Creek Methodist Church is a good example of a
steepled-ell building, it is possible that it began as a simpler
form. Additional research may indicate that the tower was added
in connection with an expansion of the building in 1919.

Description: Steepled-Ell Church Buildings

The steepled-ell church is characterized by two intersecting
gabled wings, with a tower cor steeple recessed within the angle.
If the wings are both large, much of the additional space is
likely te be used for seating. If one wing is significantly
smaller than the other, the extra interior space is more likely
to be used as a narthex or, occasionally, for additional seating.
Because they contain an extra wing, steepled-ell buildings
normally will be somewhat larger than buildings in the previously
described fornms.

on all three steepled-ell buildings in the survey group, the
primary entrance is in the base of the tower, and is or was
double-leaf. The Warren Street Methodist Church {#69, Johnscon
Co.)} apparently had a double-leaf entrance originally, but today

the opening contains a single door which is wider than the
original, plus a partition where the other door would he. Either
wing may be entered from the tower, usually through double
swinging doors.

The largest tower is on Lake Creek Methodist Church (#1689, Pettis
Co.). Lake Creek's tower has nearly four times as much interior
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space as the other two church towers in this subtype. The Lake
Creek tower has battlements at its four corners, while the Warren
Street Methodist Church {#69, Johnson Co.)} has a concave dome
with a gabled cornice. The steeple has been removed from
Pleasant Prairie Church (#39, Lafavyette Co.},

On steepled-ell buildings, fenestration is likely to be identical
or nearly so on two adjacent elevations rather than on parallel
elevations. Thus on Pleasant Prairie cChurch (#39, Lafavette
Co.), there is a window group flanked by two smaller windows plus
a lunette window in the gable of the two elevations which share
the tower. However, fenestration is only approximately the same
on adjacent elevations of Lake Creek Methodist Church (#1169,
Pettis <Co.}, and Warren Street Methodist Church (#69, Johnson

co.).

Churches of this form are likely to have large windows or window
grouns in the two elevations which share the tower. Large triple
windows flanked by individual windows, all with pointed, angular
arches, enhance the mirror-image elevations which incorporate the
tower on the Pleasant Prairie cChurch. Further ornamentation is
contained in this building's two tower-side gables which are
filled with imbricated shingles and contain lunette windows.
Windows on Lake Creek Methodist and Warren Street Methodist
churches have pointed curvilinear arches rather than pointed
angular arches. Unlike the Pleasant Prairie and Lake Creek
Churches, however, Warren Street Methodist has no large major
windows or window droups, only individual windews of cordinary
size. The third gable end on steepled-ell buildings is usually
downplaved, but one of three round, quatrefoil windows on Warren
Street Methodist Church occupies this otherwise unemphasized

gable.

Although a two-aisle plan with seats arranged in graduated
segments from front to bkack is feasible in the steepled-ell
variation, there are no examples of this seating plan among the
three buildings in this subtype. Warren sStreet Methodist has a
simple, center aisle plan and the added space in the wing
contains a family room, restrooms, vestry area and hall or
narthey space. An accordion-like partition may be closed to
separate this area from the sanctuary. Pews in Lake Creek
Methodist are arranged 1in a three-aisle plan, with additional
seating {probably used by the choir} in the wing. An accerdion-
like partition permits the wing to be used independently of the
main seating area. Pews have been removed from Pleasant Prairie

Church, but the arrangement was probably a basic plan with rows

of similar-length pews.

Like the previous side-steeple form, this form is more likelv to
involve ornamentation than the gable-end and center-steeple

varieties.
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Significance: Steepled-Ell Church Buildings

See the comments under Significance: Gable-End Church Buildings.

above. An example of a steepled-ell church building which
appears to be primarily significant for its ethnic heritage is
the Warren Street Methodist Church (#69, Johnson Co.}. In this

example, the building's architecture alsco would be cited as an
arga of significance.

Registration Requirements: Steepled-Ell Church Buildings

The comments under Registration Reguirements; Gable-End Church
Buildings, above, apply equally to steepled-ell church buildings.

PROPERTY TYPE: TEMPLE-FRONT CHURCH BUILDINGS

The oldest subtype in the survey group is the temple-front
building, so-named because of the classical organization of its
primary elevation. Statewide, temple-front is the least common
of the vernacular forms. However, three of these antebellum
properties are in the survey group and there would have been four
if Miami's First Baptist Church (#12E, Saline Co.) had not heen
recently altered.

Temple-front examples are: Dover Presbyterian Church {498),
Waverly Christian Church ({#131), and st.Thomas Presbyterian
Church {#138}), all in Lafayette County.

Waverly Christian Church has pilasters in its £front and side
elevations and is the most dramatic and richly detailed Greek

Revival example in the survey dgroup. st.Thomas Presbyterian
Church is small and austere, but 1its exterior is relatively
unaltered. Dover Presbyterian Church has few pilasters and a

pediment is only suggested, but it is clearly a temple-front
example.

Description: Temple-Front Church Buildings

The temple-front church building is characterized by a c¢lassical
facade utilizing a column-supported portico with an entablature,
pilasters, and other c¢lassical details. Full-blown examples have
a temple-front porticeo, along with other appropriate

architectural elements. Simpler versions {such as those in the
survey group) have pilasters spaced at regular intervals in lieu
of free-standing columns plus other classical elements, such as a

pedimented gable.

On Waverly Christian Church (#131-Lafayette Co.), pilasters in
pairs support a hrickwork entablature and define three recessed
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bays in the main facade, which also features a pediment and a
stepped parapet. Oon St. Thomas Presbyterian cChurch (#138,
Lafayette Co.}, a much smaller building, six single pilasters are
evenly spaced across the mwain elevatjion, supporting an
entablature/pediment. Two double-leaf entrances £ill the space
bhetween the second and third and the fourth and fifth pilasters.
On Dover Presbyterian Church (#98, Lafayette Co.), the temple-
front form is less dramatic with corner pilasters only suggesting
a pediment; an unusual projection for the double-leaf entrance
has pilaster-shaped sides. All three temple-front examples are
brick.

Window openings on two of the buildings (Waverly Christian Church
and Dover Presbyterian Church) are tall, consist of much leaded
angd stained glass, and have rounded teps. Window openings on St.
Thomas Presbyterian are double-hung, 9/9% units of clear glass,
with flat tops. A fanlight is above the entrance of Dover
Presbyterian Church; five-light rectangular transoms are above
the two entrances to 5t. Thomas Presbyterian Church; and the
rounded space above the entrances to Waverly Christian Church
contain wooden panels,

Fenestration is symmetrical on all three examples, with windows

generally opposite one another on the side elevations. 5t.
Thomas Presbyterian Church is the only church 1in this subtype
with windows in its rear elevation. {There are two.)

Two of the churches {st. Thomas Presbyterian and Dover

Presbvterian) have towers oI cupolas straddling their £ront
gables, Dbut the presence or absence of this feature is not an
important factor in describing this subtype.

Implicit in the temple-front form 1is &a certain amount of
ornamentation, but the presentation is orderly and symmetrical.
Usually, and in all three examples, roofs are emphasized with a
wide band of trim. In the case of Dover Presbyterian Church, the
wide cornice band is limited to the forward portion of the side
elevations. Waverly Christian Church is the most richly detailed
of the three temple-front buildings in the survey group, but
ornamentation in itself was not the point.

Larger examples of this subtype are likely to have had a slave
gallery. 5t. Thomas Presbyterian Churech was too small for a
gallery, but wWaverly Christian Church appears to have had a
gallery at one time--the space 1is paneled over--and Dover
Presbyterian Church has one still.

seating plans are three-aisle--which is the mogt  commen
arrangement in the survey group--in Dover Presbyterian Church and
Waverly Christian church. The pews have been removed from 3St.
Thomas Presbyterian Church, but a three-aisle plan was probably
used there as well,

21



Significance: Temple-Front Church Buildings

See the comments under Significance: Gable-End Church Buildings,
above, 5t. Thomag Pregbhyterian Church (#138, Lafayette Co.) 1is
an example of a temple-front church building that appears to be
significant for its architecture.

Registration Requirements: Temple-Front Church Buildins

The comments under Registration Reguirements: Gable-End Church
Buildings, above, apply equally to temple-front church buildings.

PROPERTY TYPE: CCTAGONAL CHURCH BUILDINGS

gctagonal=plan church buildings are of course guite rare, but
Stokes Chapel Methodist Church (#108, Pettis Co.) is a relatively

unaltered example of sufficient age for the project. In
geometrically pure examples, the form is easily recognizable by
its extericor with eight uniferm sides. The form is still

correctly identified as octagonal if there are a few extra
planes, provided they are only incidental to the overall design.

Description: Octagonal Church Buildings

The single example of this subtype within the survey area is not
a true octagen with eight angles and eight sides, but rather is
an elongated octagon with identical=size, gabled projecticns at
the two extended ends. At one end, the prejection serves as a
vestibule; at the other end, it provides recessed space for an
altar at the rear of the chancel area. The main roof of Stokes
Chapel, located at Georgetown, is hipped.

A steeple clad with imbricated shingles straddles the gable above
the vestibule. Imbricated shingles and a pointed-arch, leouvered
window are found within the front gable. The bell and pulley
wheel are visible in the steeple's open belfry. Centered in the
facade, the entrance is double-leaf and transomed.

Double-hung windows with clear glass are in groups ocf two and
three. The three-groups are 1in the elcngated, opposing middle
planes. The two-groups are in the angled planes toward the rear

of the building, up from the projection containing the primary
entrance. Narrow windows are also found in the sides of the rear

projection.

Wall material 1is not relevant, but Stokes Chapel is a frame
building with a wide cornice band.

Stokes Chapel is one of only two churches in the survey group
with a center aisle plan. In this example, the pews--which are

22



not the original pews--are curved. The hipped roof of the main
block facilitates a wvaulted ceiling.

Significance: Octagonal Church Buildings

See the comments under Significance: Gable-End Church Buildings,
above. The octagonal church bullding i1s such an uncommon form
that relatively unaltered examples, such as Stokes Chapel
Methodist Church (#108, Pettis Coc.), should be eligible on the
bagis of their architecture.

Registration Requirements: Octagonal Church Buildings

The comments under Registration Requirements: Gable-~End Church
Buildings, above, apply equally to octagonal church buildings.
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