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ABSTRACT

This thesis in conéerned with American Unitarianisﬁ, its
ideological origins and development, as expressed in the grchitec—
tural styles of its chufches. The thesis is structufed upon-the
premise that architectufe creates images of conviction and pef—
suasion; that is, architectural style rep?esents in concrete,
visual form the ideas a people have of them#elﬁes:. when those

ideas change, there is a corresponding change in architectural ' '

+

style. ) ' - . L . -

Out of a conflict between Anglicaniém and Pufitanism, tﬁe

two Established Churches of Méssa;husetts Bay, U;itarianism emergé&
in the‘eighteenth century as the liberal wing of Puritanism and
represeﬁted Fheologically the same ideology aé American republic-
anism. As a result, when the Republic was born after the American
Revolution, American Unitarianism saw itself as the National'Church-w
of the Republic; It expected that all other frotéétant denoﬁ-'ﬁ !
inations would join with it in a catholicAProtestantism, struc-
ture upon a rational apﬁroaéh to Christianity and a belief in thell
~essential goodness of man. Its expectations ﬁere never realized, -

and it became another demonination in 1825, 1osing all claim as a

National Church.

This failure to establish a catholic Protestantism as the

National Church, as well as the failure to formﬁlate a permanent
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‘Ae&ﬁational.CBurch, did use the American National Style, the Roman

- in Unitarian churches. For, unlike the Republic which traditioﬁaliy
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(ii)
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¢4dnbe seen in the succession of architectural styles.

has built in the Roman Revival, Unitarianism has never created a
permanent style for its churches, but, rather, has utilized the

i . Lo

,style in fashion for the day.

In the early years of the Republic, Unitarianism, as the

Revival. It rebuilt the.older Puritan meeting houses iﬁ the _
traditional form .of a churcﬂ by reﬁoviﬁg fhé ﬁégn eﬁtranéé aﬁd e
the‘pulpit, opposite;'frém the long sides-of the Igcfangﬁiar )
pian of ;he'meeting hou;e, and placing them 6pp;sité-each'other“
on the short sides of the rectanglé} The.ﬁain entrance was through. 5‘ ;
5 towered gateway with temple-front facade, a form which symboliéed_.
these.churcheé as the Nétionai Church of the Republic. The churches
newly built folldwed the same style, which lasted ﬁntil_about 1825,
thé-dateuof thé.formatiqn of the American Unifarian Association by :

T J M

which Unitarianism became a denomination. . .

Then followed the succéssion'of'curre;t stéles. Withrthe Greek
Revival (1825-1845), Unitarianism followed thé Republic ’in;:o the
Ja&ksohian democracy, and with the Classicél Eclectic (i845-1860),
Unitariamism followed the attempt to establish &n American Archi-
técture. The Gothic or Medieval Revival (1840—1900) was used bj
both sides of the Transcendentalist dispute which tore Unitarianism
apart beginning about 1835. The orthodox Unitarian'rationaliéts

used it to symbolize their essential Christianity; the Transcen-

par
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‘dentalists, ‘to symbolize man's mystical communion with nature.

These;;wu opposing factioms were reunited under the Revival of

the Classical Revival (1893-1930), which symbolized.,the prin-
ciple of persbnal-freedom in religious matters. Beginning in

1905, Unitarians began -to adopt the Modern style, which to them

. -
represented, and still represents, an egalitarian humanism which
‘hopes to make a heaven of this earth. . . R I
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Introduction

This thesis is about American Unitarianism, its origins and

' development, and, especially, its architecture. It tries to establish-

the origins of ‘the movement in the conflict between the two Established
Churches of the royal province of Massachusets Bay, Puritanism and
Anglicanism; This coﬁfli9t céused a 1i£éra1_wing of Puritanism to

emerge in the eighteenth centufy, éépousing:a contemp@raryr;ntefpretation'
of Arminian dOCtrines'whiéhjdrastically'resh;ped'Calvinist iheology by
denyiﬁg'the total depravity-qk,man-ahd affirming his essential goodness.
This libéralizing‘movement iniPuritan‘theology ?aralleled the development

of the American republican ﬁolitical theory, so that,'w@en the New

‘Republic was born dfter 'the ‘American Revolution, -this wing -emerged as -

‘the National Church of the Revolutionary Age. This National Church

called itself Liberai Christianity becéﬁse it envisioned a catholic
Protestantism in which all the Protestant denominations would leave aside
all éheir own unique doctrines and esPSuse'a creed based upon the simple
truths found in the Bible. However, the other denominations could not
accept the basic premise of this movement, that man is essentially_good,
and the Liberal Christians were foréed into becqping a denomination by
taking the namé ‘Unitgrian', and by forﬁing_the American-Unitarian

&

Association in 1825.

Egia”



The early phase of Unitarianism exalted man's reason: éfithe
exercise of reason, man éould uncover the true meaning of God's
revélétion in the Scriptures and discover new truths for contemporary
man. About 1835, a reaction to this rational approach to religion set
in, known as Tfanscendéntalism, which tore apart phe American
Unitarian ASSoéiatian. The Transéendentalists exalted intuition:
man could realizedhis 'godnéss' by intuitive or‘mysticai expefieuce.'
They denied the essénéial Christianity of the Unitarian movement, and
saw Jesus as merely the first man whomdigcovered that man is God.
After a bitter dispute which lasted half a century, the fwo factions
were reconciled)by the end. of the nineteenth century. Today,
ﬁnitariéns espouse an egaliﬁarian humanism whichvliterallf tries to
make a heaven of this earth.

These changes in American Unitarian ideology correspond to the
changes in the style of Unitarian éhurches. This thesis is structured
upon the premise that archiecture serves as an image of.conviction and
pé;suésioq; architectural style represents in visual form the concept
a people have of themselves. When that:cqncept qhangeé, the style of
the architecpure correspondingly changes. .Consequently, this thesis
is the first attempt to categorize the different historical styles’ of
American Unitarian churches and to interpret the -succeeding changes

in style as the expression of the succeeding changes in the religiocus
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ideolbgyuof the movement, These;changes in ideology'and the
correspondlng changes in style 1ndicate the failure .of Amerlcan
Unltarlanlsm to remain the Natlonal church in any deelslve ‘manner.
in&that it never created a permanent creed.that could-be:given a
“defiﬁite architectural style, as;.fot instance,'the‘Roman'Revival

- has_ been the traditional style of the gpﬁetnment of the United
et e i - . N )

‘States. The Unité%isn Chuteh rather tﬁan<creating its own iﬁage,
has~borrowed the archltectural styles in fashlon at the time. ‘The
styles adopted by the Unltarlan Church fall into four broad ' phases:

The Classical Revival, The Gothic or Medleval,Rev1va1{ the Revival of

- the Classical Revival, and theﬂMo&ern. |

The first stylistic phase is the Cléssicel Revival which extends
rfrom the birth of the Republlc to about the ClVll War. This StYllStlc
‘phase is further div1ded into three perlods the Class1cal Revival as
the New Rome (1790u1825). when the Unitarian Churéh as~the National
Church clad itself in the;nat;onallstyle of the Republie which saw -
itself as the successor of the Roman Republic' the Classical Revival

as the New Athens (1825-18&5), when both Church and’ State saw- themselves
‘as the successor of thn Athenlan democracy; and the 013551cal Eclectic
(1845<1860), when American architects started to try . to create an
fmerican Architecture -by borrowiné eclectically from .warious classically
oriented periods., This first stylistic phase corresponds to the period
in which American Unitariasism saw itself as the National Church end _
in which the exercise of reason was exalted in uncovering the wisdoﬁ

s

from, the Scriptures,



The next-styli%tic ﬁhase is thelGothgc or Medieval Revivél
which exténds from aboutI1840-to the end of the nineteenth century,
and is the stYle.uséd_by.both factions in the Transcendentalist dispute
but for differeﬁ£ iﬁeological reasons. The orthodox or rationalist
Unitarians ﬂsed Gothic forms because they stood for their essential
'Chris#iaﬁity%wﬁﬁich tﬁey saw being &enied"by the Trapscendentalist
Unitafiaps. The Trépécende£talists, on the other hand, used Gothic forms
becéuse"thé réugh, stonework, pictureque massing of architectural elements,
and'pictuxeéque }andscaping cérregponded to their ideas aboutrmaﬁ as being

. part of 2 pantheistiC'mﬁiveréé. |

When the twb‘fac;ions were ré-united in 1894, the style chosen to
repreéént‘their' position of the right of pefsonal‘fréedom in religious
belief was the révival ﬁf the Classiéal Revival. This stylistic phase
lasted from 1893 té 1930;

The last stylistiﬁ phase is the Modern...It ranges from 1905 to the
present, and—is-divided.in two: the one ﬁhich does not'usé the literal
symbolism of ecclesiastical architecture, and the other which does.

This phase}cefygsponds to the egalitarian humanism of.contemﬁorary
Unitarianisﬁ; “ |

A large portion of the chapters dealing with the architectural
styles is given over to an anélysis of how the elements of the
architectural vocébulary are used to create the different styles. This
analyéis is informative in itself, in that it establiéhes patterns énd
variations within a given style, and presents a fair sampling of‘the

buildings from each of the stylistic periods.

¢



The information upon the cﬁurches was gaﬁhered by means of a
quest%gnnairé sent to aléfthe chufches of tﬁe{American Unitarian
. Association. 'Aboﬁt three-qdaétefs of  them responded to it,-sending
backAspecific infprmation regarding aréhiteCt,ydiménsion and
construction-of tﬁe~building,‘alterations to the building, as well as
sending phptbgraphs and guide books. From this response ~ about three
hundredfin-gumber - a selectigp‘qqg;made for use ‘in this thesis.

In 1961, thevAmgridan Uéitarian Association joined .with the
American Univérsaiist-ASSOciation to forﬁ the Américan Unitgrian-
Universalist Association. The Unéversalists, like“the Unitari;ns
in the eighteenth centry, espoused liberal doctrines structured upon

the concept of the essent1a1 goodness of man, but Spllt with them upon

Al o
S

vnqthe1Unltar1an deﬁl 1%of the d;vinlty of Chrlst. By 1961, the
Universalists were in agreement with the positlon‘of the "Unitarians

so that a union of the two took place. No mention is given to the
Universalists in this thesis, or to the American Unitarian-Universalist

Association,
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Chapter I -

The Puritans in the Vew World and the Ensuing
‘comnfiict with the English as Expressed in
: Architecture

Carl Bridenbaugh comments that the Puritans brought with them to
New England a well-developed theory of history:

They looked upon their enterprise as the culmination
of a long, historical process, evolving according to
hdivihéﬁordinance. In other words, their legend had
already crystallized before they landed on the western
shore ‘to perform the final act of the Christian drama
of salvation in "the good land". 1

Buried there is the seed that the Puritans are-God's Chosen People
who are entering into the Promised Land to rebuild Zion. Winthrop, on:
board the-Arahélia; foresaw that

the lLord will be our God and delight to dwell among
us, as his own people and will command a blessing
upen us in all our ways, so that we shall see much
more - of his wisdom, power, goodness, and truth than
formerly we have been acquainted with, we shall find
that the God of Israel is among us, when he shall
make us a praise and glory, that men shall say of
spcceeding plantations: the Lord make it like that
of Hew England: for we must consider that we'shall be
as 2 city upon a hill, the eyes of all people are

¢ UpQTM US. 2

All that was needed was a shift in tenses, from future to present,
to make that messianic purpose a reality. It was not long in coming,
One New England assembly passed these three resolutions in the 1640's:

1. The earth is the Lord's and the fullness thereof.
Voted. '

2. The RLord may-give the earth or any part of it to His
chossa people. Voted.

3. We axe his chesen people. Voted. - 3

The sentiment is reiterated in William Stoughton's election sermon of

1668;

For mﬁny a dayiand vear, even from our first beginnings
hath this word of the Lord been verified concerning
us in the wilderness; the Lord hath said of New England,
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Sﬁiély they are,my;Péople, Children that’'will not lie,
.80 ilath he been our Savior. Upon this basis have all
the Saviorly undertakings of the Lord been founded .in
the midst of us, and upon this bottom do we unto this
day abide. 4
According to this theory, the Puritan state was the very climax
of man's long h;stdry.upon the earth: a chosen people, sacred to God,
were building a state where God would dwell with them. It was John's
vision in the Apocalypse:
Then T heard a loud voice call from the throne, "You
' .see this city? Here God lives among men. He will
make him home among them; they shall be his people,
~% and he will be their God; his ndme is God-with-them.
He will wipe away all tears from' their eyes; there
will be no more death, and no more mourning or
sadness. The world of the past has gone."” 5
It was: a very religious view of history and soeciety,but it was a
vieﬁ'which'placed man's final end, i.e., heaven within his grasp
on earth.
Calvin saw the regeneration of God's predestined elect as a
life-long process:
+Through continual and sqmétimes even slow advances God
- wipes out in his elect the corruptions 'of the flesh,.
-¢leanses them of guilt, consecrates them to himself
as temples. renewing 21l their minds to true purity
that they may practice repentance throughout their
Iives’and know that this warfare will .end only at
. death. 6
It is only after death that the soul knows whether it is predestined to
heaven or heil. The New England agsembly, on the other hand, could
vote that, "We are his chosen people". This view of history and
society, however religious, was, in short, making an other-wordly
religion this-wordly. Such was the criticism leveled in the latter
part of the seventeenth century on measures to increase the-number;of

the 'saints' or the regenerated!7 who constituted membership in the

church and who only were given the franchise.
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© As a result of che'messianic view of theneelvee, together with
the formnle, noﬁiegeneration, no franchise, the Puritans had created
- a sacred &lite who, as the sacred people, ruled in the name of God.
They-hed, in effect, createc-an Established Church.

When Massachusetts Bay became a royal province, partly as a‘;
consequence of the limited franchise,8 the Church of England was "as
hy'law escabliehed" on'iune 15, 1686,‘according.to the earliest
recordhook of King's Chapel.9 Two ﬁetablished Churches faced each
other: the one, the Establlshed Church of the’ sacred people, (see
Appendix I) the other, the Establlshed Church of the sacred king.
_The New Englanders, accordlng to Heénry Wllder-Foote, looked upon the
Church of England_ae %5 parc of the tyrainy of the Stuarte",logand
. saw "thet the Church was pusheé her ... in no small degree as a
politieal enéine, ;ether than for'feligious end devote ends."ll

' The English point of view was that the new nrovlnce was -a part
of England,12 which necessarily meant the existenceutheré of the nat-
ional church, even if it had 'to muscle in'. The verb from‘gangsterfs-'
slang is not inappropfiate, because the actions of the firsc royal
governor, Sir Edmund Andros, concerning the organization of the Church
ofhEngland in Boston, have a gengster-like quality about them. Having
been teold shortly after his arrival, on 20 December} 1686, by the Puri- -
tan ministers that they could not consent‘to this propesal that a meeting
house ""should be made use of for ye Common-prayer worship“,l3 Andros
occupied the South Meeting House on March 23,.1686/7, in order to celebrate

New -Year's Day on March 25.14 Until the end of Andros' administration - a

little over two years - Anglicans and Puritans shared joint occupancy of the
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. South Meetiné.Hduse,ls which wﬁuld'seem caleculated to incoﬁvenience the

" Puritans. For instance, on Easter Sunday, 1687, the.Ang;icansAmet at .
elév;n i& thé morninggto‘worship;'the Puritans were to-meet at half-past
one-iﬂ the gfternoon. "But it was not until after two that the Church
service was.over;" wrofé Sewall; "so 'twas a sad.sight to see how full
the street was with peoéle gazing and moving to and fro, because they
had not entrance into-;heahouse,"16 | |

The joint ﬁccupancy Qf the South Meetiﬁg Housé was only an interim-

measure; é propér edifice was needed, not bnly for:Anglicaﬁjworship, but
also to éigﬁify architecturally the royal presence in ;he province, Andros

had first tried to buy land on Cotton Hill, but Judge Sewall refused,

]
%
23

. because "it would be a desecration df“the.grqpnd.pn which Sir Henry Vane

whad”built'a‘hduse, and which on léaving_the'tountry he had given to John
Cotton, "wrote Foote. When repeatedly asked, Sewall "comstantly replied
that he ‘could not; first, because he would not set up that which the )

people of New England came over to avoid, and second, because the land

17 In other words, the Established Churéh of the sacred

was entailéd:"
King was mnot welcomed in New England,‘and the New EngLandefs, in as many
words, informed the governor of that fact. ‘Finally, the governor and
council used their authority to appropriate.part of the corner from the
old burial ground. Wrote Edwin L. Bynner: " 'Gleaner' calls'”this
occupation of the land ' a bare-faced squat'. And the Rev. Increaée

_ ~ Mather, speaking of the Episcopalians in 1688, said: "Thus at théir own.
charge they built an house; but can the townsmen of Boston tell at whose

chargé the land was purchased?'"18
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The foundations of the first King's Chapel were laid béfore the.
middle of October, 1688,19 and the first worship was held in the new
church on Sunday, 8 June, 168920 (fig. 1). The ﬁuiiding ﬁas frame con-
struction; the most imposing exferior feature of which was the tower.
and steeple "surmounted by a huge 'cockerel'," wrote Bynmmer, "which in
the well-known cut of the ol& chapel, soars into the clouds to a‘height
almost rivalling the.Beacon:Just under' this a@bitious bird,“according
i ' 21

to Greenwood, there was 'a large and quite observable crown.'"™

Those last words of Greenwood bear repéating, "a large -and quite

observable crown." Tﬁat is the-point: the church, especially the tower
and steeple, which harken back to theftowered.'royai' west ends of
medieval cathedrals, whose royal symbolism Eari Baldwin Smith has

traced to the symbolic towered gatés of Rome and Levant,22 was intended
to establish in Boston a very ﬁisuélly clear and concrete sfmbol'of the
King's presence, through his viceroy, that could be seen from a great
distance, and which could be used as a focal point in orientatiom.

The towef—steeple symbolism was, in fact, the utilization of_the Sun—King
imagery of the Royal Cour_t,23 where the loyal servant movéd in an orbit
éroﬁnd the Sun—King, bathing in the royal light, and receiving his‘fqyour

, . 24
gratia regis.

The Puritans retaliated, not only in breaking, during the Glorious
Revolution, the windows of King's Chapel and ﬁthe doors and walls daubed
" and defiled with dung and other f£ilth in the rudest and basest manner
imaginable,"25 but ‘also, and more importantly, in building the Brattle’

Strget Church in 1699 (fig. 2).
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The Burgis. 'View of Boston' of 1722,26 showé the-chu;ch - it w;s
the first New Fngland meeting house to be called a 'church' - to have
been a two-storied rectangular building with a gabled roof and ﬁalustrade
at tﬁe roof line. At the one end was a sq;are tower with belfry windows,.
. surmounted b& a balustrade and épire with weathervane vwhich, too, looks
as if it_goared into the clouds. 'As ﬁﬂrién Card Donnelly has indic"a’,ted,28
éhérg was nothing new in the rectangular -gabled roofed form of this meeting
house. The balustrade at ﬁhe roof line was new, and could be considered a
vain affectation for a Puritan meeting house, which were usually wvoid of '
all internal and externalernamentatién, on the grounds fhat‘unnecessary

decoration detracted from.the Calvinist form of worship. Before the

Brattle Spréet Church, meeting houses, did have belfries, either placed

. O .
i 0 ~ N

upon the roof or ‘detached from.the Suildiﬁg; ié was the end—towerwwith
‘spire that Was the innéyatiqn;_or, rather, the récténgular two—storied
building with gabled roof and balustrade and end-tower and"spire,'lThe
composite of these features could be described as a crudé imitation of the
‘ ﬁondoﬁ churches of Wren. That was the ﬁoint: the Brattle Street Church
was obfuscating the sun imagery of the 'King's' Chapei; as well as
deﬁying its elaim to have been sanctified by the ceremonies of its priests.

The text for the first sefmon preached on 24 beéember,_1699;29

came from
IT Chronicles 6:18:

But will God in very deed dwell with men on the earth?

behold, heaven and the heavens cannot contain thee; how

much less this house which I have built!
Man cannot contain God: the text for the -sermon and the building were a

calculgted denial of what King's Chapel symbolized. The King could not

claim that his will as expressed in law was God's will; nor could the
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iing'é clergy claim to sanctify in the name of God. uOnly God
sanctifies; the clergy only instructs in order to prepare for
God's sanctification. Brattle Street Church was not sanctified;
.

neither was the King's Chapel. Both 'chu;ches' were simply meeting
houses. |

Sinée there has been no comprehensive.study of Puritan meeting
houses‘for the eighteenth century, one can only speculate on the use
of the end-tower on meeting houses. However, one finds its use in
several that éventuallyﬁbecome Unitariaﬁ churcheé. For instance, in
1755, the First Parish of Groton, Massachusetts, erected a meeting
- house with bell tower on the north“sidé, the short side of the
rectangular building; the main entrancé was on the west side, the
Jong side, opposite the pulpit.30
' ""-gﬂniiér;arrangementS'were found in Dedham and Hingham, both in
Massachusetté.31 The end-tower was not over the main entrance which
remained on the long side of the rectangular floor plan, opposite the
pulpit. Apparently, the placing of the end-tower literally on the ené
of the building was a kind of challenge to the Anglican claim:to be :.
the Established Church in the R&yal Province by deadeniﬁg the potency
of the towered entrance symbolism. stgver, by the end of the century,
that is, éfter the American Revolution, tﬁe meeting house had been
re-arranged so that the pulpit was in the centre of the short end of
the rectangular floor plan, opposite the main entrance under the
tower, thus signifying that Puritanigm had once again become ﬁhe
Established Church of New England. Or, rather, one wing of it, the
Liberal Christians, later to be known as the Unitafians. Nothing

points out this change in Established Churches more than the case of

King's Chapel, Boston.
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Alphoﬁgh;ﬁilliam‘and_Mary had genercusly endowed the chapel with
a costly Communion service, chancel furnishings, and Prayer'bboks aﬁd
'Biﬁle;'from its oﬁeniug the chugch had.gone without pewsjuntil; in 1693,
naval officers from the English fléet,-then in-Boston harﬁour, had pre-

sented the’ church with a donation to covet. the cost of having them made.

‘*In 1710, the congregatlon had increased to such an extent that the chapel
was febuilt to twice its original size;33 By the middle of the
eighteenth century, "thlS building, in turn, 'was found to be in a ruinous
and delapldated condltlon, and measures to rebulld were taken, whlch
-régulted An theﬁmall—knqwn stone‘chapel now.standing upon the spot. The
erection of tﬁisbbuilding is iargelyldue to the enefgetic éffqrtsrof
Dr. (Hen;y) Caner, .the rector of ;he period.-"?'4 This Dr. Caner wo:keg
strenously for the estabiishmenf 6f the episcopacy in the Royal Province,
an establishmént mhe-Puritags equally strenuously resisted. The Puritans
could tolerate the rule of temporal lords, but the introduction of
spiritual lofds'intg their midst would ﬁot bé tolerated.

Peter Harrison was chosen, in 1749, as the architect of Ehe new
| church. "Any masterubuilder“, writes Carl Bridenbaugh, "could lay
6ut a‘plaiﬁ ffama'C;ngregationai meeting héus;, but no “architect”
in New‘?ngland except Harrison possessed the learning and the talent
necessary for plaﬁning an -elaborate Episcopal church of the kind
specified by tﬁe buildiﬁg'committee for King's Chapel. He was Beingﬂ
asked to design the first large cut-stone structure in the colonies.”
And the most elegant for King's Chapel was to be the First Church of

British Nbrth America.
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Like the eérlier chapel, -this new church was to-have an |
elaborate- tower and .steeple, Theffower_was to ‘be gnclosed in a -
porch of twelve Ionic columns.tall enough' to bring the entabiature of6‘
thé porch to the-roof—line of the main bady of the church. This;

entablature was to be carried across the front of the church and supported-'

- by Ionic pilasters.36 : .

Harrison's design called for:

an elegant and lofty steeple to two square stories
and an octagonal spire. The first story is to be of
the -Ionick order, with. 16 fluted coupled columns and
pilasters, 19 inches in 'diametér. The second story,
of the Corinthian-order, formed of 8 fluted single
columns, 14 inches in diameter. The Spire rising
above, to be finished in the richest manner. The
columns with their entablature, which projects from
the body of the steeple, to support highly finished
“and ornameiitdl urns. “King's ‘Chapel tower and spire
as their. de51gned conceived them were to be as
ef¥borate and imposing as those’ of .any church then
existing in London itself, 37

Unfortunately, the steeple was never built. By 1758, over 7405

, pounds -sterling had’béen‘spent on-the-Building,zand no money was left

to erect either the steeple or the porch.38 This inability to complete
_the most ambitious design for an Angllcan church in North America

*3*"» .
" indicated the crisis facing the Engllsh in Massachusetts Prov1nce.

Architecture, writes Norris KelleyASmith,."has generally exhibited

its greatest poﬁer and originality at times when (successful, prosperous,

property-owning .) institutions (with a stake in the preservation of the

status quo) have been threatened and in need of Support."39 One thinks
of the work done in the fourteenth century on the great Gothic cathedrals

at a timé when the society for which they stood was crumbling about them.



- 15 ~

In ayéensé, thé“unfiniéhenging‘s Chidpel symbolizes in its:incomplete-:
'ness the British lost cause in the American coloniesg
‘When the rector of King's Chapel, HenrY‘Canér; left
with Gemeral Howe for Halifax in March, 1776, accompanied
by some of the leading membetrs of the congregation, 'the
. Chapel carried on under a lay reader, who, before the end
- -of, the war-had: led the . congregatlop into Unitarianism, King's
"Chapel becomlng the ‘first operly avowed Unitarian Church in
‘America. 40 -
The'foranost.Established Church of British North-ﬁmericalhad become
“the first new'Established40hurch.of the New Republic. ‘Let‘us follow the
development of this new Establighed Church through the eighteenth century

to see how its development parallels the political iﬁéalé,of'the-Néw

.,.Republic. -
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the Court of Versailles, although the Stuart refugees during
the Commonwealth could have picked up some 'new ideas’,
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. Chaﬁter I1

The-Beginaings-Ef Unitarianism: Toward a Theology of Revolution

The.oppositidniﬁetween English and Calvinist social strucfures
which first caused the Puritans to come to the New World and which was
first given visual form in the first King's Chapel, Bdston, and the
pursuant challengé'bf-the'Brattig Street Cﬁurch caﬁ now be restated
with greater emphasis. The king, sacréd by virtue of his blood, make
laﬁ as God's reprégentative on eartﬁ; 1aw‘aé the expression .of the
king's well mau%fgéted the Cosmic Will (See Appendix I); Contrarily,

the Puritans saw themselves as the sacred people in the sacred land

. bringing 'to a climax the reason for man's long history upon the earth,

the building .of the New Jerusalem. For them, law among men was not man—

made, but was Iin apcordance-with the law of nature. Alice Baldwin writes:

By this is meant the general principles of justice and

equity under which men were conceived to have lived

before the founding of any society or civil state and

which gave men therefore their so-called "patural rights".

This law had been planted by God deep in the hearts of

' men, “written as with a pen of iron and the point of

: a diamond™, before the fuller revelation of the written

law, and was still to be found there. There seems little
evidence that the clergy at least, thought of it as ,
.distinct from the law of God. Rather it gained -greater
force as a part of God's law. Again and again the clergy
made this .assertion and clearly regarded the laws of nature
as sacredly and legally binding as any other part of the
divine law. _Samuel Hall in his Conmnecticut Election Sermon
of 1746 put it thus: "I think there can be no doubt about
it; but that in all cases where the matter under Determination
appertains to. natural Right, the Cause is God's Cause."
Johmn B@rnard in his Massachusetts Election Sermon of 1734
phrased it somewhat differently but with equal assurance:
This Voice of Nature is the Voice of God. Thus 'tis that
vox populi est vox Dei.". 1
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This manifestation of God's law in nature's law~impreséed upon
the Puritans the righteousness of théir conceépt of law and sgciety:
it was in accordance with nature, and therefore, with God's plan'for mankind.
And itfindicated the artificiality of the'EngliSh position: it was man-made.
The king's will did not manifest the Cosmic Will; it was man-made. John
“Barnard's statement that the voice of the éeople is the voice of God was
to be echoed in the trumpet blasts of the Declaration of Independence
which heralded the birth of the New Republic in Whicﬁ the people would be
keepers;of their own house and elect guardians to preserve aﬁd protect the
body of laws arising from-their social interaction,

Correspon&ing to this polity 6f the sacred people in the sacred land,
thére was, among the iiberaliziné gﬁritanslof the eighteenth century,
a-new vision of man in‘hiswreiatioﬁship toﬁGod,-whibh.accompanied the
developmenh.df this new visioﬁ of 'a due form of’government'. These
liberal Puritans were beginning to discover that God was not the aﬁesome
majestic sovereign of the Institﬁtes, as Calvin described, but, rather, a
benevélent Deity who sought‘man‘s happineés.

Between 1735 and 1745, the Great Awakeniﬁg_camé to New England,
dividing the quitans into New and Old Lights. The New Lights under
Jonathan Edwards sought a revival of Calvin's concept of salvation
through the conversion of the sinner, énd were criticize& by the 014
Lights for 'enthusiasm', the eighteenth century wordfor religious .
fanaticism aﬁd hysteria. The 01d Lights maintained the established

Puritan traditions of New England, and represented the Puritan



-2 -

T

establishment of the ‘seaport towns of Massaehuse-tts.2 . The New

,
5 Rl
£

Lights were mnsbly%in3chnnectinuﬁiﬁhnd;fheir revival bore elements

of sectarianism-aimeﬁﬁat the npperlplaeseS“of'Bu:itanism; resulting

in a conflict between the two branches of Puritanism - including both

%

branches - and Anglicanism.

The 0ld Lights came.out ofnfﬂé @%eef’AﬁEEEning‘more libefal.
in their fheological vieweffnanenenﬂ§eefe:previously, Fnd professing .
Arminian doctrines,faa indicated by their stand‘on Oeiginel Sin.

Orthodox Calvinism maintained«that Adam was the natural and -moral

head of mankind and that through his sin his posterlty fell in hlm,

Iinherltlng hls gullt and entering this world in a depraved state,

’:thelr w1lls bent on dolng only evil.: The A:minian accepted the facth"

.,‘..F -

that-all men -are -sinners, even Adam, but rejected the daetrine -of
imputed guilt of Adam and total depravity.- They argued that guilt
is a persqnal matter,'and no one could. be blamed .for the fault of.

another or for circumstances over -which he ‘has no control. Samuel

Webster, in A Winter Eveningﬂe_Convefsetion upon the Doctrine of

. Original Sin, published in 1757, pue it this way:'=

Sln and guilt ... are personal things, as much as
_knowledge. Aﬁnd I can as easily. conceive of one
man's' knowledge being imputed to another, as of
his sins-being so... 3 :
He went on to ergue that, if the imputation of Adam's guilt is based
upon natural ‘generation, we are_guilty not only of Adam's original

sin but of -all his others as well-as all the sins of our ancestore.é
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Conrad Wright writes:

The opponents of imputed guilt were able to'place'the
Calvinist doctrine in such an unfavourable light that
even some of the orthodox were forced into damaging
concessions. Is it-fair, the Arminians ‘asked, that
children who die in infancy should go ‘to Hell., when they
had never reached an age of moral responsibility?

Can it be reconciled with the goodness of God? ... Can

it be supposed that a just God "should send millions that
die before they come to a capacity of moral agency. As
is. the case of all infants, the moment they leave the
world, to the place of ‘''weeping, and wailing, and gnashing

.of teeth for ever,: merely because their first father ate of

a tree thousands of years Before they were born? 5

The Arminians, however, did see a connection between the sin of Adam

and the moral state of his descendants, but the connection revolved around

_their physical inheritgnce. Charles Chauncy, in 1756, argues that the curse

laid upon Adam by God brought about a physical change in the earth itself,

changlng it from its paradlsalck state, to one that was adapted to be an

6

occasion of toil, and sorrow, and death". Continues Wright:

On Adam God passed the sentence of death, by which is
meant not damnation, or the .second death, but the
dissolution of the link between the body and the soul.
Adam's posterity are included in this sentence, not
because of their guilt but because they must necessarily
inherit his physiecal characteristics. 7

Concomitaht_with this denial of Adam's guilt imputed to his descendants

was the denial that man's will is wholly bent upon evil. Writes Conrad

Wright:

When we are borm, said John Tucker, we are "neither Righteous
nor Wicked but capable of being either'. God has implanted in
us "certain Appetites and Passions', which are innocent of
themselves, but capable of leading us astray unless they are
kept under proper restraint. But he has given us "an
intelligent Nature: He has bless'd us with the Power of Reason,
and implanted in us that moral Sense which we call Conscience
These are given us as a balance to the appetites and pa531ons,
to keep them under control. 8

The implication of this position is that man's moral character
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is developed from birth and 4s the product of training and experlence.

"The bias w1th whlch the mature manfapproaches choices between good

and evil has been créatedﬁin his lifetime, and he can be held very

largely responsible for it," writes Wright, and continues quotiﬁg James

Dana: ~our estimating the moral character from intermial dispositions is

- ' ci1s SN . . 9.
on a supposition that these are within the power of -the agent'."

. One means, in fact, the only means of estimating moral character
is by the acts a man performs. However, the Arminians did not accept
justification by works alone, because to atcept that position a man -
must not have a.misdeed”upon his record, 'for one bad one only, tho'
it should be attended with a great many gdd& ones, would as certainly;

1f not in so high a degree, expose hitm to sentence of condemnation,

as 1if.his Works were all bad, with the exceptlon of one only that was
10 , . ‘e

good', argues Chauncy. Man was a sinner-and must be justified

by faith in God. But justification was not reserved only for the pre-

destined elect as orthodox Calvinism maintained; all men had an equal

opportunity of accepting or rejecting it.

Gradually the concept developed that justification was a kind of
standard to be attained instead of a fiat from God. According to Wright,
" Jonathan Ma§ﬁew presenfed this ?osition the most clearly:

The terms of acceptance, he wrote, are laid down in

the Scriptures, "so that those who comply therewith,
are justified of course, upon such compliance’. These
terms are stable and fixed, so that every one who
meets them is automatically pardoned. We do not
suppose ‘"that there is any sentence of absolution,

or justification, formally pronounced in heaven, when a
man is justified..... There is no Act of justification

to be conceived of, either as prior, or subsequent to,
or different from, the gospel~declarations of mercy. 11

._= o :
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Thislwhole.krminian scheme implied that'man's salvation was
within his.own éontrol because it depended upon what ﬁses he maﬁe of
his'opportunitias..‘But‘phis dynamic was Janus—facedgiit extended to
include not onlﬁ man's relation with.his God, buﬁ also his relation
with his physiéal world. 'The Puritans of the seventeenth century had
begun the movemant to make their other-wordly religion this-worldly;
thé Armiﬁiaﬁs of the eighteeﬁtp century continued this moveﬁent to
turn ""the world ’int-o.'l:he!.churchr and the church into the world, in
such a manner as to.leave ﬁery iittle diffefence between them".12

Man saves himself‘bg taking advantage of the opportunities‘afforded
him;'thié réligioﬁS'éthic‘is a ;eligious prégmatism that‘can be tﬁrned
ﬁpon the world: man saves himself from the perils imposed By the world

by taking advaﬂtageﬂﬁf the oppoftunities this world affords him. The

'pageé of Max Weber's celebrated thesis, The Protestant Ethic¢ and the

Spirit‘of‘Capitalism, read as a profile of the eighteenth century New
England Arminizn Pdritaﬁ, whose affluence in businessvis the result
of the same pragmatic expertise he applies to problems religious.

Man saves himself through his own efforts: to a people who believe
. that they have been‘éhdsen by God to come to a land.destined for them
since the beginning of human'hiétor& in order te bring to fruition the
very purpose of man's existence upon this earth, guch a proposition is
a political de&}a;ation of independence from an authority.whichaat best
has no basis #n natural law but is only man-mdde, and at worse is

despotic and tyrannical.



;‘25%; _

.When theTPufitaﬁs assgrted that ﬁhe'véice of the peop}e waé the.
voice of pod,‘tﬁey claimed to bé.fulfilling the.law.of God, whicﬁ
Baidﬁiﬁﬁstates, "was not Snliimoral but also rational, -and God
expected obedience not so muéﬂjbgcéﬁgé“of His ﬂuthority as Becéuse of

its reasonableness and the ﬁenéfits t6 be derived therefrom."13 The

peapie‘formulated the léw, not the_kiﬁg:'he was bound by law:_ As the
gehtu?y moved towar&'the Aﬁerican.Revolution, the A;miniaﬁ theology
reflectéd even more tﬁe Ameriéan>coiopi#l«fqlitical,mhepry;' Jonathan?
Mayvhew ﬁent so far' as to assert that .even God-wasfhoundrby iaw: .

God himself does not govern in an absclute arbitrary
and despotic manner. The Power of ‘his almlghqulng .
ioods 11m1ted by law.—- by the eternal laws of truth,
'wisdom, and equity, and the everlastlng tables of
- right reason, 14 A .

.-\ Y O
u‘ 41!

Not only was God a Constltutlonal ‘Monarch, but He ruled w1th

benevolence which Chauncy defined as "a principle disposing ‘and prompting

to the cdmmunication of happiness.“la' Writes Wrighti

And in saying~that .God is benevolent, he (Chauncy) meant
above all that he is benevolent towards ‘men and.seeks
their happiness. Samuel ‘Osborn told his congregation

dn 1743 that "God did mnot create or give Men Being for
his own Sake, but for their- Sakes, that he might,
communicate, Happlness to them". God is already

1nf1nitely happy, his creation of men could not increase
his -own happiness, #nd so it must have their happiness

as its end. Mayhew argued that by promoting the

happiness of the creature, God was promoting his own
glory. But, he added, if any prefer to say that "God's
view is, to promote his: own glory by doing good, making
the latter the means, and the former the end; I have no
objection, except that it may, perhaps, seem to represent
him rather as an ambitious Being; who desires the praise
and homage of his creatures, than an infinite good One,
who aims at making them happy without any selfish end." 16
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Now, if the beneévolence of God expressed itseif in seeking the
happiness of man, then God could not wish.the damnation of the sinner.

‘A1l men are saved from the Waées ofisin, which is deéth. Such was the

conclusion reached by Charlés Chauncy in The Mystery Hid from Ages and

Generations, Made Manifest by the Gospel-Revelation; or, the Salvation

of All'Men the Grand Thing.Aimed at in the Scheme of God, published in

1784,‘wi£hin the first year of Britain's ré60gnition of the New Republic.
Chauncy'reachgd his conclusion througﬁ-a Cafeful analysis of the Scriptures .
and Arminian doctrines. God seeks man's happiness. Mgn not only
has virtuous fendencieé but aléo sinful ones which can be brought under
control by the-proper attitude of heart and by trial and discipline
throughout his life. If in death the individual has not been totally
reconciled‘to God, thén he will pass "by‘the Lord.Jesus Christ, in
executioﬁ of his mediating trust, to the placg of weeping, and wailing,
and gnashing of teeth" whe;e he wiilisuffef "in proportion to the number
and greatness of their vices™ until he is reformed in righteousness when
He will be "fixed in the possession of compleat énd everlasting happiness'ﬂl7
'Consequently, all men, accprding to this Universalist doctrine, are
guaranteed the pursuit of happiness, which the writer of the Délcaratfon of
Independence, considered the inalienable right of all men.

The impact of this doctrine, indeed, imﬁlicit since the denial of
the iniputation of original sin, i§ that man is essentially_good. In this
life he moves tﬁwards a reconciliation with God, and wﬁatever 'sins remain,

in death, are cleansed by God in order that he may enjoy éﬁerlasting
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| happiness.‘ God has become a Coostitutional Monarch bound by law. who

=

serves man, now at ehe centre ofﬂthings Men}e collective voiee“now
is the voice of God - He NOW - SaVes hlmself by his own.efforts With
the spread of Axlanlsm after the” War of Independence, ﬁhrlst 1ost his
.place in the cosmic dtema-of history; his death now became, not the
infiniteﬁatonehent of_thefiofioitenoffence'ageinetithe Almighty God,
Jbut merely an-exampie of:perfect oeeeience. Andethe Almighty God
_fetreets‘to abetrect infinity, to;the realm of eague'meeephyeicai
causality.' ' - | ‘ |
. According to George”Bancgoft'Jthe'Uniterian;hiseofian of- the
ﬁid—ninettenth-cenourf,;histor§1itself"was'eanquished in the War oﬁ
Independence whlch began the fourth and final act of human history.
The first act of the human drama ranged from the beginnlng of the
) -world to the Athens of Socrates"the second, from Socrates to the
- bifph,of Christ},aod
‘ the_thifd extends froo“the promulgation of the giéa
- tidings of..the Gospel by the Saviour to the American
Revolutioniwhich events may be deemed the two most
important in the history of mankind, With the latter
commences a new .and more glorious era, of which the
one immediately preceding it may be considered as
little more than formative. 18 . '
Accordlng to Bancroft the world began anew with the. American
Revolutlon. ‘He ‘was presenting the same vision his forefathers had
as they sailed to the New World the vision of the New Jerusalem, .
the vision of the end of rhings when all begins anew, And it is the
vision. the liberal Puoritans implieﬁ in thei;'deveioping theology: They |
closed their eyes upon their past heritage and ?ragmatically‘restruetured

their beliefs for_the-newlage,uan age centred upon man in his

physical environment, ‘ -In so doing, they

/



laid the grdundéork for the Ameriean myth, the myth-of what R.W.B.

19

Lewis calls the American Adam, the man, the good man, the innocent

*man.in so far as he is freed from the debris of historical accumulation,.
who ventures into the wilderness, into the virginity of a New World,
into the new Eden, to begin anew.

The new habits to be engendered orn the new American scene’
were suggested by the image of a radically new personality,’

- the hero of the new.adventure: an individual emancipated
from history, happily bereft of ancestry, untouched and

. undefiled by the usual inheritances of family and race; an

~individual standing alone, self-reliant and self-propelling,
already to confront whatever awaited him with the aid of
his own unique and inherent resources., It was not suxprising, -
in a Bible—readlng generation, that the new hero ... was most
‘easily identified-with Adam before the Fall. Adam was the
first, the archetypical man. . His moral position was prior

. to experience, and in his very newness he was fundamentally

. innocent. The world and history lay all before him, And

. 'he- was the type &f creator, "the”podt par -excellence,
creating language itself by naming the elements of the scene
about- him..- 'All this and more were contained in the American
as Adam. ° 20

If the American Adam comes into this world iﬁ a less than perfect
state, then human pbtentiality will envision and bring about 'better
iiﬁe for the human‘race than any human beings now enjoy', aﬁd will
over—céme "those negative forces which always threaten to. emesh us in
lives of meaninglessness, lonelinesé, anxiety, and vicious selfishness",

to-quote‘from the Fort Wayne Manifesto.zl If the American Adam comes

into a less than perfect weorld, then his pragmapic turn of mind will
create the technology to perfect it.

The analy51s of American llterature Lewis presents in' The American

Adam is an analy51s of the literary expression cf this liberal theology
Ahich developed in the elghteenth century and which later formed the

basis of American Unitarianism in-the nineteenth century. ¥For all ‘the
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1giénts 6kamerican'litefaturé-about wﬁom-Lewis writes were in one way
6r anothér.aséociated with the Amé#ican'Unitariaﬁ Churdh.z?’15uch‘ié
-n;t surﬁfisiﬁg,'because“American Unitariaﬁism'is”the 'Nationél-Churchft
of the New}ﬁepuﬁlic, in that its theélogy manifests.thé.religiodg_ g
facet of the national expériénc;-which'ﬂmeficaﬁ“men-of létters‘gave
litérary f&fﬁ as therNew Adam. ' | |

| The Unitarians did not at first takeréhe namé 'Unitaéian',.
whiéhvfﬁeéﬁgséééiaied;gs ah&wﬁaﬁé does, with comﬁartmehﬁalization. As
the 'Natiﬁnal.Church', they did ndtxwishito.fg.thagghf of‘as*&ust'
another denocmination. Théfiéreférred to c;11~theﬁ§e1veé 'Liberal
Christians' or 'batholiCPChfistiaﬁs' fo designate their liberél e
.gpproéch té.orfhodox doctrineé-aﬂd thei; idea of forﬁiﬂg a cathqlic
Pfotéstantism which would,diSCaré tHe‘theologiéalpbaggagé,of history
and cénceﬁtrate upon the essentials of“primit;ve’Christianity -

the moral strictures of the Biblelzg Ezra Stiles was an early

prophet of this catholicism; in 1761, he published A Discourse on

the Christian Union in which he foresaw the ‘harmony. that would result.

Providence has planted the British America with a
variety of sects, which will unavoidably become a
mutual balance upon one another. Their temporary -
collisions, like the -action of acids, and alcalies

" after a short ebullition, will subside in harmony

" ~and union, not.by the destruction of either, but
in the friendly cohabitation of all. An antecedent
fermentation may take place, as it has done in the
philosophiec world, but generous inquiry and liberal
disquisition will issue a2ll in this. .Respendent '
and all-pervading Truth will terminate the whole in
universal harmony. 24



During the first two decades of the nineteenth century, the

Liberal Christians published several periodicals - the Monthly

IAntﬁologxz and the”Nortﬁ American Review, to name two of some note ' —=
exﬁressing n&fionlfltheir iiberal theology bﬁt also th;ir inteéest |
‘in_literétﬁre an& gené;al culture.25 )‘In a word, they presented -
themselves as the intellegtual and cﬂlturai elite of the New-Republic:
‘However, their attempﬁé‘to rgﬁaih-a‘catholic,approach to Protestantism
were obstructed;ﬁhen ;he more éonservative‘ministers of orthodbx Calvinism
refused to exchange pulpifs‘ﬁith them.26 |

| BytléZQ, "It ‘was thought by.some of us", William Ellery'éhgnning
said at :the Be:rf.St¥eet,Conference,_"that the migisters.of this
commonwealth who are known to agree in wh;t are calied liberal and
cathelic views of Christianity needed a bond of union, a means of
intercourse, an& an oﬁportunity Qf‘coﬁferencé ndf;asjyet enjoyed".27
Their éttémpts ag_femaining ﬁoﬁ—denqﬁinationél were failing. 1In 1825,
the American Unitarian Association was founded, and another denomination

4

was born. But a denomination focused upon the American Dream.
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The Classical Image, the New Rome

" One hundred and twenty-five'cﬁurches formed the American .

Unitarlan Associatlon in% 1825 among them some of the .oldest parlshes

- organlzed 1n Massachusetts, 1nc1ud1ng Plymouth Salem, Boston, Hingham,

,Concord and Qulncy.' Nine of the Puritan churches became'Unltarlan
in Boston, whlch w1th Harvard College -across the Charles River, became
. the centre’ of. the’ movement.. The Liberal Chrlstlan, Henry Ware Sr.,
had become the Hollis Professor of Divinity at Harvard in 1805, .and a
year later SamﬁeL'WebBeq,lanother Liberal Christian,.b3came;president
of‘thé-coflege.'gBy 1825, the whole school had become Unitarian, a fact
'Harriet Beecher Stowe bitterly recalled in describing the Boston her
orthodox preacher father;encountered'in that year:
A1l the literary mean of Massachusetts were Unitarian. -
All the trustees and professors of Harvard College were
Unitarians, All the elite of wealth and fashion crowded
Unitarian churches. The judges,on the bench were Unitarian,
giving decisions by which the peculiar features of church
organization, so carefully ordained by .the Pllgrxm fathers,
had been nullified (in favour ‘of Unltarlanlsm)

Thls 1ast po1nt mentloned by Stowe hlnts at one of the incidents
of early Unltarlan hlstory ‘which 1nd1cates the establlshment nature of
the movement. In the New England states, Puritanism was supported by
taxes. Ezra Stiles described the Standing Order- thus: “For by acts of
legislature in these provinces parochial contracts for the support of

the cdngregational clergy are enforceable by law. And these acts hav1ng

recelved the royal sanction constitute congregationalism a 1egal estab-



- 34 -

lishment."2 Iﬁ 1818, the town of Dedham voted for a new minister, and
\a Liberal Christian was elected by a majority 6f the parish, although the
majority.of the congregation was orthodox. As a result, the orthodox
members wouid have{no;hing to do with the new'ministef and lgft the churéh;"‘
taking with them some of the chqrch-furnishings. The case waslfinally
decided in 1820 by the Suﬁ;eme.court ofihéssachusetts whiéh pasééd the
judgement- that the property of the local church belonged to the taxpaying
parish as‘a whole, rather than énly to the membersﬁéf the church-itself.
As a result of tﬁe.Dedhamsdecision, more than;one.hundrednchurches in
nMassachusetts became Unitarian, legally the establishment éhurch in those
parishes. [The orthodox members were forced to form new churches and,
like the“dissentiﬁg faiths, these churches had to be supported by
voluntary %:)ntributioqs.3 Needless to §ay, the Unitarians were staunch
supporters of the‘Standing Order in the Massachusetts Constitutional
Convention of 1820-21, which Vas-considering reﬁealing it. It was
repealed_at a similar convention twelve years later.
Not only was Unitarianism constituted as the established church
legaliy byrtﬂe Dedham decision and theologically as we have saen, but
also visually By its adoptiomn oé the National Style,‘thé Classical Revival.
We shall look briefly at the older churches‘which were ';enewed' in

the classical idiom, before going on to the churches specifically built in

the National style.
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" The first church to dqc%are?}téélfﬂUnitééién-wés, as has
‘alyeady been notéd; King‘sthapei;.BoSton, ﬁhich took the step in
1785.” Iﬁ the éame,yeérg Peterfgargiépn‘s plan'fbr-ﬁhe portico-was
caéried out}in*wood,|anq a woodén balﬁg;;ade'was.placed'arouhd the
rbof-(Fig. 3).h " The sﬁire,was nevér built, -About?the same. time
the original plané of the church disaépeared, as if they were a
feminder of é pasf that was fo be ﬁprgotten.s' The éffécﬁ‘préduced
by thé classical portico eéfablished‘tﬁe-chﬁrch as beldnging éo‘
the New Republice, Whiéh,tlike the eérlier‘Roman,.h;d thrown off the
foreign king. Its Ionian columné, acéofding to the prevalent Masonic
ideas ofﬁtheJday,6. establishe& fhe“churEﬁ as a Hall;oﬁ'Wisdom;r

for it was wisdom, derived from revelation - 'a gift of light' -

from the Scriptures by the exercise of feason, that the early

b

. 'Unitarians celebrated, For example, William Elléry Channing in his

R W

Baltimore sermon of 1819, entitled 'Unitarian Christianity", given
at the ordination of Jaréd‘Sparks {(who later became'presiaent of
Harvard), stated that "God, when He épeaks.to the human racé,
conforms,wif we may so say, to the.established rules of sPeaking énd
.wriﬁing."7 Statements written or épokén are open to ﬁariﬁus

- interﬁfetations, so, too, the word of God which "bears the stamp of
the same hand;which we see in his works, If has infinite connections
and dependencies ,,. Nothing standé alone.."6 Moreover, the ‘;m.'.iters
of the various books have left their own personal imprint upon their

works, and their works are speaking to a particular time in history.
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With these views of the Bible, we feel it our bounden
duty to exercise our reason upon it perpetually, to
compare, to.infer, to look beyond the letter to the
spirit, to seek in the nature of the subject and the
aim in the nature his true meaning; and, in general,
to make use of what is known for explaining what is
difficult, and for discovering new truths.9

The classical ordering and the Ionic capitals of the portico gave
expression to this exercise of reason in quest of Wisdoﬁ.

There were no further alterations to‘King's Chapel, now called’
'the Stone Church' for obvious reasors, until 1826, when thé canopied
gﬁvernor's pew was removed because it was."an undemocratic reminder of
another era" (Fig. 5), although it did serve republican purposes when

0 Its removal the year after

‘PreSiHent‘Washingtonlused it iﬁ 1259.1
Unitarianism was forced‘into the denominational position of forming the
-Association-would»seem«po.indicaﬁeﬁthe.neal.nea;on:.Unitarianism could-
not claim to be the established church in any official sense, and its
presence was a reminder of dashed hopes, both republican and royalist.
Without its classical portico and goverﬁor's pew, the Stome
Church served as a moﬁel for the wood-framed Unitarian Church of
Barneveld, ﬁew York, built by ité resident minister, Isaac Pierce, in
1816 (Fig. 6). 1Its interior is a faithful copy of the Stone Church.-ll
Like the Stone Church, its entrance is through a square tower on tﬁe‘end
opposite the pulpit. This business of the main entrance being through the
steeple towef becomes Important to the Unitarians in these early years.
By taking this.'churbh' form, the Unitarians were prociaiming themselves

as the National Church.
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The‘ "Historical Notes' for =i:he.- First Church in Dedham st;ites
that the third meeting house built in 1762, placed the steeple on
the north side; t;he narrow side, witﬁ the main-entra-nce. on -éhe easﬁ

! » .

. side opposite the pulpit. 'Following the court decision of 1818. the
building was extensively remo&eiled; The steeple was removed from the
north end, the roof was turned around to run east and west, the east
éiée Qﬁs extended and the présent steeple built facihg the east’

(Fig., 7). The pulpit ;emained éﬂ the west end where it had been since
the fi;st meeting house'of 1638, The resuitant‘classigal temple~front
facade encompassin'g_the tower bear_s. a markéci resemblance to the plans
for chur_c_hés found i;n-;he patt_elrn booksj of Asher iaenjamin,_ érid was
'uiffd'oubtedly ‘the "source. A similar re—oriéntation oe:curréd with the

. rqée.ti-ng house of ‘the Second Parish, Hingham,. Massachusetté (‘.Fig.‘ 2).

) Originally built as a r‘ectangular méeting house in 1742, a bell
towver was added to the east end in 1792, In 1829, the pulpit -was moved
from the north wall to the west end, "the main entraﬁce on tﬁe south wall
was-closed; an& a-new main entrance 6f thelBenjamin temple«.front type
was built around the tower on the east end.. More dramatic still were
the renovations to the meeting house of the First farish of Groton,
Massachusetts (Fig.“Q). The‘meét;ng house had beem completed in 1755,
with pulpit on tl-ze. east wall and main entrance oppesite, with a bell
tower on the nbfth end, In 1839, the meeting house was dismemsered
except for the bell tower and turned ninety degrees so that the main
entraﬁce under a deep, temple~front portice enclosing the bell tower
is still at the west, with the pulpit still at the east. In 1842,

‘ similar changes were made In the meeting house of the First Parish

of Hubbardston, Massachusetts, built in 1772] by Isaac Bellows,
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In 1804, the square meeflng house in Kennebunk ‘Malne, was' cut
in two, and the rear half moved back twenty—elght feet, and a new
mid-section was built by ships' canpeqters,-who also bullt over the
entraﬁce'é bell tower'and.Spire patterned after .those of Christopher
Wren to house one of the forty-three bells cast by Paul Revere and
'Son, ﬁany of which are found in these eariy Unitarian.churcheé.l7
Although no classical témple—front was added to the church, the
interior exhibits classical decoratiﬁn and proportions of the Benjamin
type tFigs. 10 & 11). In 1838, the‘galléries'ﬁefe ranoved‘and the
floor raised to-accommodate a hall ﬁelowrthe church agditorium. Also
without a temple—front facade is the Unitarian Church of Dighton,
Massachusetts built in 1770 (Figs. 12 & 13). 1In 1824, the main
entrance was moved from the east side to the base of the bell tower -
on the south end built in‘that year to house a bell cast by Paul
Revere's son, Joseph, in 182],and, which, ﬁroq that year, had hung in a-
éhed on tﬁe northwest corner of the churéh yvard until thg tower was
built three years later. The intétior of the.church was not re—orien£ed
until 1861, when "the old galleries were torn down, the east entrance
was boarded up; the high pulpit removed;_the old squére-pews were taken
out; the double row of windows was replaced at the north side of the

13 The result of this transformation was

church insﬁead of the west."
a modified Benjamin interiof, which apparently disappointed the
congregation. For at a meeting in December of that same year, "Cyrus.
falbot, Clerk, made record that thej "Woted unanimously that fhey

were dissatisfied with the work done on the Meeting House.'"l4



- 39 -

No reason was given for their dissatisfaction, but omne Teason
could have been accoustical. Their Puritan forefathers had placed
the pulpit in the,centre of the long side so that the preacher would

be equidistant from the back rows on the other three sides. It was a

pragmatic solution to an accoustical problem. The mew re-<orientation

of the interior, by blacing the puipit on the short side of a o

rectangular‘space with the preacher's audience facing him, would
increaée the problems of accoustics, for the preacher's voice must .
reach the whole length of the church if he:is to pefform effectively

his function in the community. Since there was mo great change in the

' format of Unitarian from their Puritan originsr— it is reported that ..

the Baltimore sermon of Channing from which extracts were quoted above

"lasted an hour and a"haif,ls‘ -one must look to reasons fof these changes
in orien¥ation other than as pragmatic solutions to accoustical
problems. i
._Mqreover,'the old meeting houses had‘uéually three entrances, the
main entrance opposite the pulpit, and,two side entrances on the short
sides of the rectangular space. Wow, with the new re-orientation there .
was only one entrance on the short side opposite the pulpit. The
entrance-exit system of lheir fbrefathers, too, was‘; pragmatic solution
to the problems of f£filling and emptying the meetimg house. New England
winters are severe, and no one wishes to stand in line waiting to enter

_in the bitter cold.” Fire was always a hazard ip a wooden building,

especially if every family brought a bucket of live coals for their
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ffpﬁtiwarmer. Tﬁe three exits 5n‘thé thrée sides 6ffefed an efficient
meaﬁs-of emptying the building in an emergéncy.’ .
But pragmatism rafelyfenters_into the desién of historiq |
architecture. .As we have indicated, architecture cfeétes the image the
| péogle have of themseivgé. In the present case, thé iﬁage was that.of the
' Neé Répuglic)ﬁhicﬁ looked uéoﬁ itéglf‘és the successér of the democracies
of Athens énd;Rome. Having cast off politipélly-its‘allegiance to fhe
01d World, the Néﬁ‘Republic cast,off"i£s architeétural.skin of the recent.
'.past to emerge like its. citizen, the'new’Adam, at thé‘dawn of time when'
democracy fifét began.
The citizens of the New Republic could see in";heir gdvérnment
the realization of the political theory of a Cicero. He had stated in
the Laws that men and-divinity are linked in their ﬁarticipation in |

‘ reason, that is; in the Law, the Logos, the or@ef of the universe.
This Logos was found in nature, and man's Law was founded on Nature.17 ,
The Romans had laid down the Law in their six books to be administered

by the magistrates; it was the duty of the citizen to obey them.18

In his treatise On the Commonwealth,.gicero stated that it is the wise

and virtuous man who enters politics, because wisdom and virtue are not

enough in tﬁemselves; they must be actualized for the common good.19

It is the wise and virfuous man who enters politics lest the reins of

. : 2 .
state fell into unworthy and unscrupulous hands. 0 Cicero saw the-
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statesman as the steward of the community, a man who knows law and
justice, a man ﬁho knows how to rulé.z; He is the ﬁan who never
abandons the study and contemplation of himself, aﬁq challenges
othérs to imitate him; he is the model for his fellow citizens
'to emulate by the nobility of his mind,éﬁd conduct.%zw Happiness
of ﬁié fellow man is thé goal of the stétesman; he ;frives to
make them secure in their-respurces, rich in wealth, great in.
renown, and distinguished in virfﬁre.za

All- this and more the citizens of-t£é>New Rgéﬁblié held to be
true, their collective voice was, the voice of God, in that the laws
they fo;mulated were in aécord with the Law of Natﬁre; their élected
«magistrates protected the law and sought fhe common good, As part
of the grand scheme for a'new world, théiministers of the Standing
Drder._xwere .called by the drafters of the Massachusetts Constitution
of 1870, gpublic.,, teachers of piety, religion énd I'm:u:al:'Lt:,T.":MF
It was their duty to élarify and sustéin the mofal tone of the
community, As such, tﬁeirs ﬁas an integrgl part oflcivi; life.
Doubly so for the Unitarian m_inistersf for their church, in
casting off the past had brought light to "the darkness which hung
over the gospel for ages." ané sggttgred ?the‘gartynbound fogs
which have loﬁg shrouded (Chfistia;ity)."zs | '

In like manner, the old.ﬁeeéing houses cast off their associatioms

with their Puritan past and were renewed as temples of woship for the

New Republic, By revorienting the interior, and adding a temple-front
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facade, and de@icating.it ts‘"the‘great work of peffactipg=the_ﬁhmgn
.soui,"zs- theiUnitafians made their,churches anpintegrai part of the
'Républic wﬁere its citizens could‘;earn the éimple virtues, dé;did of
tﬁertheoiogicai rubble of the centuries, upon which their country

was founded.

h By éntering ﬁndér fhe toﬁered entrance, the symboliof épvereignty .
" now résided'in their own collective Goipe. As #ari~ha1dwin-Smith has -
pointed out, the'tbwered gateWay Qasla shqfthand versiﬂn Qflfhe'dome,
the perpetuallzatlon of the primeval hut, as the symbol of authority 27
(Which probably explains why both Charles Bulflnch and Asher Benjamin
termlnated some of thelr splres, their towered entrances, in.cupolas,
after the fashion of James Gibbs.) Since the authority had passed to the
peoble in %he New ﬁepublié, the domed Ugita;ian-CHuréhin Baltimore,
Maryland, built by Maximillian Godefroy, in‘18i3,‘was more thanva mere
exchise in the use of~a sphere and é‘cube? acgbrding to the latest

’theofies of French architectural rationalism (Figs; 14°& 15). "As such,
it presented Vitruvian architécture stripped of all Reﬂaissénce and .
Baroque associations, as pure ggqmetry, as the ébstract esseﬁce of the
classical wo?ka seen through tﬁe liéht éf éeasdﬁl But-ag a domed
building, "it represented the autﬁority 6f the people who, by the use of

reason, could determine their own destinies and uncover new truths from

the Bible,



The iﬁterior of the church is a square 53%lfeet on a side,
~with exten;ions to form a semiwcir;ular chancel at the front, a
choir and slave gallery at the rear, and aislés on both sides.
The corners.of the building are hollow square buttresses Eo support
_ the four arches 53% feet in diameter which in turn support the coffered
dome 53% feet in diamerer and 25 3/4 feet high.28
' Thé exterior‘is brickcovered with cemént once scored to look
-1ike masonry blocks, 29 The front facade has a deep, arcuated
temple-front in whose pediment is a terra cotta 3Angel of Truth'
(designed by Godefroy and executed by Antoﬁio Canpellano, -and efééted
in 1819)30 bearing a scroll on whiéh is inscribed in Greek the words,
"To fﬁe One God',
Another Unitarian church featuring a dome is thé Second
Congregational Meeting House of Nantucket, Massachusetts (Figs. 16 &17).
In 1809, it was built by the local builder.Elisha Ramsdell, after a
design- by Asher.Benjamin, like the First Parish in Bedford, Massachusetts,
built in 1817 (Fig, 18), However, in 1844, seven years after the
:Nantucket church became Unité;ian, the local Buiider, F.B. Coleman,
was eﬁgaged to rénovéte thé in£erior.- He rémoved the side galleries,
-and replaced the two-tiered wiﬁdowé with tall, full-length side windows, and

raised the building in order ﬂo place a vestry and kitchen under the

auditorium, In the ceiling, Coleman built a shallow 'golden dome'.31
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Asher Benjamin patterns served.as-the basis éf design for
several other Uﬁitariah churches, creating a uniform style in‘the
land., Benjamin pattern books and others like them indicatéﬂ to the
_ local builder the spirit of. the classical style, but allowed for a
range of choices in individual‘eleménﬁé within-Fhe‘?lassical
vocaBul;ry, so. that, fundaméntélly alike in spirit, the churches are
visually unique individuals, ?or example,; the plain-front of the First
Parish of Westwood, massachusetts, built in‘1809,-merely hints at
being a:templevfront by tpe indicatioﬁ of piiasteré on the corners of
the facade, and by the indication of a classical pediment which is
achieved by divi&ing the‘gable f;qm the rest of the facade‘by ﬁeans of
a simple cornice at the height of the roof line (Fig, 19). " The elip—‘
tical fan windows in ;ﬁe pediment and ovef the doors, and the Venetian
window iﬁ the middle of the second sfory are all elements of “‘the archi-
tectural Gééébulary of the Classical Revival, The First Parish of
‘Norwell, Massachusetts, built in 1830, by the local builder, William
Spafrel, shows a Eertain resemblance to tﬁe We;twood church (Fig. 20).
However; the Norwallrchurch does not have a gallery, and the side
windows are tall, fﬁll length roundwheaded ones as opposed-to the twow
tiered rectangﬁlar ﬁindows at Westwoéd. At Norwell four pilasters
*support! the gable pediment, and-the upper story windows of the facade
are all round\headed; there is no Venetian window in the~céntre. The
three doors all carry simple cornices.

| The First Parish of Wayland, Massachusetts, built in 1814, is a
more'elabdrate Benjamin design (Fig., 21). A temple~front entrance

encompassing the tower projects from the facade of the building, The
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spire consists of two octagonal drums with arcuated openings

. ¥
‘

surmounted biﬂa cuﬁola. The temple-front entrance is a combin-
ation of elements from Westwood and Norwell, Four pilasters support
the pediment withiits fan window,  In the upper story, two tall round-

headed windows f£lank a Venetian window in the centre. The three door-

. . . N, .
ways are topped by fan windows, and the centre door is flanked by

pilasters whicﬁ‘Support an entablature;
A more delicate and earlier variant of thislbasic design
{and possibly the source of Benjamin's pattern) is the First Cﬂurch,
Unitarian, of Newburyport, Massachusetts, built in 1801, by the Salem -
buiider and carver, Samﬁel MeIntyre (Fig..22). Like the_Wayland
church, the temple—front entrance projects from the zront of the
building and encompasses the tower with its elaborately worked spire
in Fhe Gibbsiazn fashion., Four pllasters set on plimths support an -
Mentablature~with=ﬁ$dillions,-abové-which is .the pediment, the eaves .
of which are decorated with the bu;t ends of the roof purlins, The
upper story windovs are in the same arrangement as the windows at Wayland
but the doorways are mot, The two élaﬁking doérs are framed by pilasters
supporting entablatures: the centre doorway is élso flanked by pilasters
which support its own pediment whose entablature is ﬁroken, in the late
Roman manner, by the semi-circular window above the door, |
.fhis church in-NeWburyport was copied in 1804, for the First Church
in Roxbury; Massacﬁusetts‘(Fig. 23), and must have also served as éhe
model for the First Congreéational Unitarian Chﬁrch.of Northborough,

Massachusetts, built in 1808 (Fig. 24), In fact, the Northborough church

differs only in that the pilastexs do not rise from plinths, the second
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.gtory flanking windows are square-topped rather tham rouﬁduheaded, )
‘and the spire is more simplified, The spire of tﬁe ROxbﬁry church

is a-faif cop&'of the Newburyport church, exceﬁt‘th%t it terminates in
a cupola ratﬁef than a tall cone. The plinths on.the templewfront

rise to the full height of the‘flanking doorways and their fén window;,
and at this igvel support eﬁtabla&ures qhich.span these doorways,

From this height, the pil##;ers rise from these entablatures to
“support the pediment. The ;entre doorway is wider than ﬁhe other two,
and is surmoﬁnted'by an élliptical fgn,window. Classicai quoiniﬁg
“marks.the_corners of the main building.

The first stone Uﬁitgrian,éhurch sinée-King's.Chapel, the First
Unitarian Church of Providence, Rhode Island, begun.in.1814, was finished
two years later, by Johﬁ Holden Greene, ;seslpaft of the vocaBulary
of the McIntyre church in ﬁewburyport (Fig; 25), 1Its temple-front
entrance projécts‘ffom the building to encompasé ; tower and spire even‘
more elaborate than McIntyre's, but also based Gibbsian designs. Four
tall plinths half the héight'of the doorways support four free—stanéing
Doric columns, witﬁ.bases, which sdpport Ehe pediment whose entablature
is broken in the cenére by a tall roundvheaded window above the central
doorway. Two smaller round~headed windows flank this central window.
The two flanking doorways carry their owﬁ pediments, while tﬁé central
door is‘framed by pilasters which carry a massive entablaéure.

In the same year that Greene finished his Providence church,

1816, the First Church of Burlington, Vermont, was built according to
the designs of Peter Banner, from the Boston office of Charles
Bulfinch, who‘ﬁrobably révieyed the plans énd gave his approval,

since the church holds a receipt for plans from Bulfinch as well as
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from Banner (Figs, 26 & 27).32 The ﬁain body éf this 5£ick buildiﬁg
is treated like a‘clasgicél temple with an entablatwre running around
the building below the roof line supported b& pilasters af the gornefs
of the building, The éntaﬁlature forms the gable imto a classical
pedgment wﬁich'iS‘broken‘by the entrance tower projecting;from the main
ﬁody of the building. The éntablaﬁure formé the gahle.into a classical
pédiﬁént which is ﬁrokeﬁ ﬁy the'entranceAtower Projecting ffom the main
body of the buiiding.‘ Flénking the tower are tﬁo projecting entrance- |

.wéfslwhich almosg extend to thé‘full ﬁidth of tﬁe hwildingi gheir roofs
are lower thén the en£ablatureyof'the main building;‘ana below these
'roof54£pere!is a smaller version of the main entablature supported by
pilasters at the outermost torneré of these projecting elements. The
'two’ilanking~entrances, likewSOumanyma&ready«discussed,ware.£xameddﬁy
piias£ers-and entablature énd topped by fan windows. The Eeﬁtral door
likewise is framed by pilastersﬂwhich support aneenxablat;re which
extends upward to- support the round-headed window akave, - The spire is
in the Bulfinch manner: two oc;agonal drums{witﬁ ar@uafed openings
surmounted by a tall octagonal cone, - -

A similar design wofkéd in undressgd granite by John Mussey .
served the First Parish of.Portlgﬂd, Majine, built between 1825 and 1826
(Fig. 28), Two veétibule bays, originally,toﬁped with a balustrade,
flankléhe tower which projects from the body of:the church.- The three
doorways are roﬁnd—headed in dressed stone-« line the windows - with

fan-lights within the spfigg'of the arches, The tewer supports an

octagonal drum with arcuated openings; above is a spire composed of

4
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octagoﬁal elements“;nd“toppeﬁ'by'thé weather vane from fOldm
.Jerusglem', tb; wooden meeéing'house built_in 1740, on the site
of'thg presenﬁ church, |

The gentleman—architeét whoSe_influehce.has been felt through-
out this whole period, Charles ﬁulfinchh was not only .a Unitariag
himself (as a member of King's Chape;,? he became Unitarian in
1785, when the bhapel'adépted;fhé felief_in fﬁé oﬁenéés of Godi,
but also designed eight Unitarian churches: the Hollis Street
Church, Boston (1788&;,the Firét Coﬁgregaﬁional‘Church; Providence,
Rhode-Island (1795); New North Meeting House, Bostoﬁ (1804); the
- Federal.Street Church, Boston (1809);33 Néw South Meetiﬁg House;
" Boston (1814);°" the First Church of Christ, Lancaster , Masls‘achu-
setts (1816); the Unitarian Churéh, Washington, D.C, (1822); and
the firgtvChchh, Péterborough, New Hampshire (1826),

The Hollis Street.Church was Bulfinch's first executed design,
a deéign that was rewu;ed ﬁof the First Congregational Church in
Providence, seven years later (Fig. 29)., The ?rovidence.churgﬁ
was call a '"beautiful éopy of one éf the most beautiful houses of
worship'iﬁ Boston,”35 andldespribed_by an Eng%ishman in his
Travéls‘throuéh the Nortbern-Part; of the ﬂni#éd'State; (1807-08)

thus:

The west end of ‘the cathedral church of Saint Paul,'in

the city of London, is the model on which it is formed,.
and from which as much of the pomp and architecture has
been imitated, as the small dimensions of the copy may

have justified. 36

Charles.A,”Place considers that the interior of these two churches
. were inspired by Wren's Saint Stephen's Church, }w}'allb]:'ook,'ULondon,:‘]-9

‘Both are ‘destroyed; the Boston church was moved to East Brainttee, in ..
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1810, and destroyed by fire in 1897'38_ the Prov1dence church was
. destroyed by fire.in 1814 ~and replaced by theGreene church already
‘discussed 39 | _ " _ _ . |
The?New North_Church Was_dedicated in 1804 (Fié. 30).- A‘tall’
rectangular porch pro;ects from the body of the church surmounted
by a square tower and cupola. The facade windows are placed within
arcuated recesses in the’ brick wall, a feature Bulfinch will use
again in the Pgierborough\church; Thihlpilasters decorate the facade,
aud a Venetian window”is-featured‘bver the central door. becauss‘the
street was w1dened 'the flanking doors have been bricked up and steps
Tun through the central door° two new doorways were cut dnto ‘the. sides
of the porch,, -
This church has been bought by the Catholics of Boston, ‘and is now‘
called Saint Stephen s Church It is the only church by Bulfinch to‘
©.remain in Boston.‘ Place after looklng at the sketches and memoranda
of the interior, considers that it looks towday much as when itvnas
built: "A gallery; supported on Doric columns with dentiled entablature,
and the gallery'breastﬁthree andﬂa:half feet high, carrying-Corinthian
columns from which-a chrved ceili_ng—spring..."40 “ The pulpit arrange-
.ﬁpments of the Uhitarians, oiicoUrse;;have been replaced by the altar
of Saint Stephe;n's. | | .
‘ Considered Bulfinch's ecclesiastical masterpiece: the First
Church of Christ, Lancaster, built in 157 dayslin‘lglG, is a
refinement of some of the ideas worked'out in the New North .
Church (Fig. 31), A tall rectangular porchnprojects from the

front of the main body of the church and supports a square tower,,

~ The spire above it consists of.a cylindrical drum with
R SR “.“..{ ERN e e - L T =
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ﬁwelve.Roman Ionic columns‘shpporéing.an eﬁtablature an& dome,
The'Massing of these elementsTis-more'balanced in tﬁis Laﬁcaster work
" than in the Boston church, In frqﬁt of the.porﬁh Bulfinch has placed
a témplewfront portico with_afcuaﬁéd openings, looking not unlike a
Roman triuﬁphal.arch. Thin Roman pdric pilasters upport the Doric
entablature and modillioned‘cornice'which Tuns arcund the church,

The Unitarian‘bﬁurch; Washington, D,C., like many of the 6thers;
exists ﬁow conly in plans and é photbgraph taken Eefpte its demolition
in 1900 (Fig. 32)42 Constructed i# brick aqd pléstered, it consisted
of a porch slightly less wide than the main body of ;he chufch.' Projecting
from this porch was a square tower with héﬁagonal belfry énd cdpéla.

Encompassing the tower was a temple-front portico in the Doric order;

e

fﬁeténtéblature and médiilioned cérnice was carried around the building.
According to Place, the saﬁe treatment of tuwer and portico can be found
in churches built prior to this.one . in Newark, New Jersey; Savannah
and Augusta, Georgia; and New Haven,jConnecficut, He also mentions that
the buttresses shown in the photograph are not indicated in the design
foi‘the side elevation.43 |

The last Unitafian church ﬁulfinbh‘built is, in fact;.baseq upon
plans drawn uﬁ before the Lancaster:church. For the-First Church of
Peterborough is based upon plans that the Lancaster congregation rejected
in‘favour-of a lérger church (Fig. 33)., So the story goes. In 1826,
when the church was built, Bulfinch was in Washington, working on the

Capitol. His records, in general scanty,. do not always show commissions
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fo¥ churches, becausé,he did not cha;geb@ofAchurcﬂ.pléns; Since
_there is no rgcord of a franéaction with the Peterborpugh'congre- '.w
gafion,_thjpossibility.that his Bostqn office gévq Peterborough .
‘plans previously désigned“forfané;hér congrégation canndt\be |
excluded. In Lancaster‘thgré is the tradition that the congregation

did reject a previopus Bulfinch design in favour of a lafger church,

£ . .
ERTL S

{uéﬁdgthaﬁ fe}ecté&ldésign was Exégute&;in Peferbdrough.44
lIﬁ.ahy eﬁent.—ﬁhgwexterior of-;he'chufch does show the arcuated

recessed niches iﬁ the brick wall fof the windows and d;pfs which
‘Bulfincﬁ ﬁséa.for some~of.t£e‘windoﬁs of the ﬁew North Chu:éh,
Boston, - If this is the ?éjected-design fér Lanéaster, Bulfinéh,
with tﬁis‘désign béforeihiﬁ, rémoﬁed’the‘outer pléne of this facade
to create the fine arcuatéd pbrtico at Lancaste;. In tﬁis fgter—
borough facade, the niches are separate& by brick pilastefs‘with

brick caps from which the arch of the ﬁigﬁe sﬁrings: Above a
moaillioned cornice, the wpoﬂen pediment features;g semi-elliptical

fan in the centre, The three doorwayé have side lights and a semi-

circular window above each, "The Gibbsian spire, compléte with vrn -

-

&

finials, rises from the roof
N st P - Nowm o teT .

a

and is terminated with a golden éupola

e
¢

and.goldenﬁ;e;tﬁér vaﬁe.
All the above'éhurches‘covef the period wh?q Unitariénisﬁ was,
‘making some effort to become the National Church, It was also the
foémative period for the New Reéublic, when it was maﬁing its . |
presence known to the world, when it was flexing its youthful

muscles at the 01ld World, as evidenced by its attempted invasion

t
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of British North América in the War of 1812,

It was becoming increasingly apparent; howeﬁer, that tﬁe Newu
RepubliC'ﬁas éot the New Rome, The Roman Republic ﬁaslfollowed by
thé Roman Empire, and in Franée, too, Republic was folloﬁed byr
Empife. Moreover, when éhe Revoluéionary generation was growing
up, i£ had been thought that Rome was the Mother of Democracies,

- and Athens an offshoot. Now i£~was clear that the reverse wasnfrue;
democrapy and the Elassic;1 spirit originated in Athens. Surély,
then, the New ﬁepublic wés not the succeséor of Rome, but, rather,
the spiritual heir of the Athenian democracy of Pericles,

. Consequently, the Roman phase.of the Classical Revival gave‘way

to the Greek Revival; the New Republic now became the New Athens,

3
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Chapter IV

The Classical Image: the New Athens

The year after the last Bulfinch church was built in Peterborough,
another new Hampshire city, Nashua, was building a modified Doric
temple as the Unitafian Church of Nashua (Fig. 34), In the portico six
symmetrically bqt unevenlf'spaced Doric columns w'cérrectly without
bases‘- éupport an Tonic entaslature uﬁder a classical pediment containing
a round headed w;ndowrin the centre, Two large doorways flank a stylized
Venetian window. For the first time in tﬁis study, a Unitarian church
does not have.a spire, .

The First Parish of Sherborn, Massachusetts, was built'in 1834, with
"‘a'épire'madé up from;the elements borrowed from Gibbs (Figs. 35 & 36),
- The design of the church could be based upon Asher Benjamin's Practice of

Architecture. published in 1826, or even his An American Companion,

published in 1827, and represent tbe"latest thing; from Boston. Four
fluted Doric columns support a temple-front portico not quite the width

of the main body of the cﬁurch. Like the previous example. the entablature
is Ionic., Three large doors with molded frames reflectingAthe fluting

of the columns stanﬁ under three réctangular windows with similar frames,
Fullwlength round-headed side windows light the interior of the church

which has a choir loft across the rear carried on Doric columns,
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Two othér candidates for local variants of the Benjaﬁin
designs ére thé ﬁirst Parish, Lincoln (Fig. 37), and the Uﬁitarian
Church, Sheron (Fig. 38). Both;in Massachusetts, and both built in
1842, The Sheroﬁchurcﬁ has a‘éompietely open colonmade across the
.front of its Roman Doric portico; the Lincﬁln churck is half open and
half boxed in; a kind of American verion of a temple in antis, The
two frgest;nding columns iﬁ the centre of-the opeh space are Ionic without
bases; ;;rosg the front of the closed-in sections of the facade are
four Doric pilasters at the corners. Both churches have Ionic
entablgfures_with a triaqgular wiﬁdow'in the centre of each fedimént.
Both have simple spires, and both have twa doors flanking a tall
‘ rectangularwwiﬁdow placed halfiway up the wall in thke middle. The
Lincoln éhuféﬁ élso'has tyb recténguiar windows over the doors at thé
height of the choir loft.

A most correct use of the Doric order is the portico of the
Unitarian Church..Meadville Pennsylﬁania, built. in 1836, by Captain
(later General) George W, Cullen, a member of the comgregation at the
time (Fig. 39)., Four fluted columns across the fromt and two at the
inner corners of the portico support the entablature, A large frame
approximétes;and simulates the doorway in the correct proportion -to the
columns; the actual doorway is iﬁcorporated within the simulated one.

The rest of the back wall of the portico is severely treated in plain

brick. y
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The Greek Revival is the period the Jacksonian democracy, the
period of tge‘rise of the new middle.class power west of Ap@alaéhia.‘
The whole nation accepted‘;he Greék_as it had never accepted the
Roman. For instance, in speaking of the Ohio Valley, James Fitch
says:

These towns had Greek architecture as well as Greek
.names, Ohio knew no other idioll « she leaped from
. log cabins to the polished severity of the Grecian
idiom, The Ohio River was one long line of Revival
towns, :

The Unitarian churches forming in this”frontier territory
rresented themselves in the Doric order. In fact, the Unitarian
publication, The Christian Register, in the 15 November, 1845,
-edition, .saw a theological propriety in the styleﬁ‘

thhicrarchitecture belongs to -the Trinitarian

Church, while ‘the severe majesty of the Doric

would be better suit the simplicity of the

Unitarian faith,
Cincinnati, Chio, built a Doric church in 1830;3‘ the First Unitarian
Congregational Church in Buffalo, New York, dedicated one in 1833;&
the first Congregational Society Unitarian of St, Louwis, Missouri,
built a Doric church of stone in 1836, which had to be enlarged in

1840;5

the First Christian Congregation of Geneva, Illinpis, also
built a stone Doric church in 1843; 6 in 1851, the Congregational
Unitarian Church of Detroit. Michigan, built a church in the Tonic

order.7 "~ By that date, however, the Greek revival was almost dead,
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Captivated by the classical symmetry of the Athenian
models, we have sought to bring the Parthenon into’
our streets. to make the temple of Theseus work in
our towns, We have shorn them of their lateral
colonnades, let them down from their dignified plat-
forms, pierced their walls for light, and, instead of
the storied relief and the eloquent statue which
enriched the frieze, and graced the pediment, we have -
made our chimney tops to peer over thé broken proflle,
and tell by their rising smoke of "the traffi¢ and
desecration of the interior. Still the model may be
recognized, some of the architectural features are

. entire: like the captive king stripped alike of arms

. and purple, and drudging amid the Helots of a capital,
the Greek- temple as seem among us claims pity for its
degraded majesty. and attests the barbarian force
which has-abused. its nature, and been blind to its
qualities. ..ses

It is a make-believe! It is not the real thing! We
see the marble capitals: we trace the acanthus leaves
of a celgbraged model - incredulcous odi! It is not a
temple, . !

So Horatio Gre?nough compented in 1843, He went on to argue for
5 funﬁtional architecgure that would"work“ as beautifully és the design
of an American clipper ship.9 . His ideas would find expression a century
later, but they dié not at the time offer a viable substitute for the
révival of antiqué forms, Arthur Gilman offered that, and his answer was

eclecticism,
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" Chapter V

The Classical Image: Victorian Eclecticism

Arthur Gilman shared Greenough's opinion of the inappropriateness
and absurdity of basing an American Architecture ‘upon ancient models.
Writes Talbot Hamlin:

Gilman's answer is simple - were were to examine other,
later styles, whose creators were men more like our..
selves, with needs more like ours, and go to them for
inspiration - to the Renaissance, in other words. And
we should go not with any idea of copying, but with that
of picking and choosing that which is fitting, and
discarding the rest; we could mix what we found as we
pleased, Among the styles to which the attention of
America was called was to its own pre-Revolutionary
:Colonial; this is the earliest expression I know of
that admiration which, fifty years later, was to become
the rage, Thus in 1844, the basic tenet$ of American
eclecticism were clearly and systematically set down.
-on-a basis of logic it was difficult to .controvert.

Gilman put his theories to practice in the construction, in 1859,

e . :

of ﬁhé Arlington Sfreet Unitariaﬁ Chﬁrch. just west of thé Public Gardeﬁs
in Boston (Fig. 40), The stone exterior was based upon elements borrowed
from the churches of James Gibbs: the interior he took from Santa
Annunziata in Genoa. According to Hamlin, "No clearer example of
eclecticism could be wanted."?
ﬂThese classiFal eclectic churches-evoke a sophistication which
renders the earlier churches youthfully naive in comparison, For instance,

in Sandwich Massachusetts, built in 1847, is locally known in Cape Cod

as the 'Christopher Wren Church' (Fig. 41).3 Patterned after Wren's
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Léndon:churcheg, especially‘Saiﬁt ﬁafj—le-Bow.iits-ﬁaséing”of Ignic

' columné under an elaborately catved enfabiature c;;ates-én elegance in
wood that is-ﬁissing-from the ;taﬁk simplicity of its Roman and Greek
pfedeéessors. . | |

. The brick Unitarian Church in Banéér, Maine,‘built in 1853, by the
Bostdn firm of Towle and Foster, is distinctiﬁe for=it§“usg pf'extreﬁelym
tall Roménized lancet. windows in péiﬁs, and as akvariatioﬁ‘of the Venetian
window over the central dd;rway, breaking the cornice of the pediment over
the central bay'of ﬁhe facade (Fig;342).- This central‘bay'pfojebtslfrom
the porch propér with‘itSTGanpedﬁment through- which .the tower fiseé.to.
a tall égiée in é‘simﬁiified ver;ion of éibbsi fhémcornice:tuﬁning‘
around th; building is supported, ﬁot by columns Ar pilasters, butlby
paired brackefs. _ o ‘ ' .J . -

Another church to use paired Romanized lancet windows is the

Unitarian Church of Marlborough and Hudson, in Hudson, Maséachusgtts,
built in wood in 1861 by local builders (Fig, 43). However, it is not
the paired wi;dows which -are the distinctive feature of this church, but,
rather, thdmansapd roof, pierced bi}dormers, indicating a third Stdry
at the rogf level, This roof,'tsgether with the thin pilasters .at the
corners of the‘buiiding and'thé ciassical doorwéy, mark.the sEyle of
this building as Second Empire, which w;s just{beginning to take form in

France, The style was associated with bourgeois prosperity in France,

and later in the United States, as the U.S, Grant Style. it became the
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National Style presenting the same imagé of prosperity after the Civil
War Its,éarly use here at Hudson could be interpreted, like the other
classical eclectic examples, as the image of a weaithy, industriélized,
.mercéntile society which, as the Hudson church was being built, was in
conflict with the agrarian South,

" The Firs£ Parish, Unitarian. of Arlington, Massachusetts, built in
1856, by local builders, possesses oné of the tallest spifes in New England
(Fig. 44). Its attenuated Gibbsian form, rising- teo a height of 181 feet,
is.echoed in the windows of the churcﬁ below, These windows could be
called -Romanized plate tracery, which differs from the plate tracery
”gf'Early Gothic in thaF the lancets are round-headed, but-similar to the
early,w$?ddws "in that two lgnbets are placed within an arcuated'opeﬁing
with aﬁéircular window in'thé interveningASPace‘abofe. B

But us sophisticgted and beautiful as these classical eclectic churches
are. they did not represent'the major image of Unitarianism in the United
State in the latter part of the nineteenth century. The Gothic Revival

did,
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Chapter VI

~."The New~Gothic Tmage

‘ Chérles.Bulfinch's Federal Street Church, Bosten, built in
1509; was a relatively early Unitarién church - and Bulfinch's fiést
and only attempt - in Gothic tFig. 45). However, ths only thing
Gothic about it was the lines of the spire and the use of pointed
arched windows thropghout the brick buildiné. According to Place,
the building was close to éhe proportions of the New England chufch |
of éhe day with-the addition of Gothic decoration.1

Place's description could eéually be applied toetthe wood=framed

churches ‘erected in‘Maﬁsdéhusetts in the i830's and 1846;3 &one in
. 'Carpenter Gqfhic‘: First Parish., Cambridge, by Isaizh Rogers of Boston,
iéléé3) (Fig;'éﬁ); First P;rish,-Uxb;nge. (1835)‘(Fig.‘47);.aﬁd First
Parish, Watertown (1842) (Fig. 48)., They are all rectangular buildings
with pitched roofs and tall‘pointed arched windows featuring Perpendicular-
1ookiné tracery. A large square tower projects from the front of these
buildinés; in the Cambridge and Uxbridge churches, the tower terminates
in a simple spixe. The Watertown church is interesting because it has
wooden blind tracery and quatrefoils decorating the exterior of the
tower which used to terminate in four corner pinnacles (they are shown as

additions in the-bhoto). The interior, in contrast to the Gothic loock

of the exterior, differs little from its classical cousins (Fig. 49).
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Having quoted-The Christian Register on the appropriateness

of Gothic for the Irinitarian faiths and thé appropriateness of the
Doric.order fo£ the simplicity of the Unitarian faith,2 one finds

it difficult at first to explain the_Gothic image in Unitarian churches
in the early decades of the nineteenth century, However, Gothic did
symbolize 'Christian', and the Unitarians in their theologic;l
revolution were constantly attacked by the orthodox Calvinists for being
infidels, which the‘ﬁnitarians rejected .as being untrue. Their position
was that'God'Was a loving Deity who had created man as essentially
good with a reasoning faculty that could carry out his own salvétion
by the-continqed examination of the Scriptufes. unhampered by antiquated
" and man-made dcetrineé. 'They belie;ed that Christ, although not God.
rﬁaé more than human, a;dithat they should follow his moral teachings.
Therefore, Gothic symbolized in these early churches their essential
'"Christianity', however liberal it may have beeﬁ. It is interesting

to pote-that'Williay,Ellery Chanﬁing was the pastor of the Federal Street
Church when Bulfinch was:;ontracted to build the Gothic=looking building,
Channing was the leading :exponent of Unitarianism during this early ph%Se,
and placed the emphasis upon tﬂe 'liberal'’ of Liberal Christianity.S‘ .

However, after the 1840's, Gothic became the predominapt~style for

the American Umitarian Church:. symbolizing two different ideas. First,

the old guard Tnitarian used it to symbolize their 'Christianity' which

they saw disappearing among the radical 'Trancendentalist ministers,
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Secondly, the franscendentalisté use&AGOthic to symbolize man's
mystical. communion with nature. |

The Traﬁscendeﬁtalist Movement‘aé a literary movement ias%ed
from 1835 to 1860, but pro&uced a.lasting effeét upon Unitarianism,
wherein moét of‘ifs members were found. It was, in fact, the contiﬁuation
"of the theological re&olution of the eighteenth century, Théodore
Parker pointed out in his sermon, FiheiTransient“and the.Permaneﬁt in
Christiénity', that there were two'eléments in Christianity: "the thought,
the folly, the uncertain wisdoﬁ,‘thé theological notions, the impiety of
man""-; the transient; and "the eternal truth of God" the.permanent.4
He pointed 6ut how the permanent was always veiled in the tramsient:

,diffexent‘;heological'doctripés at different times throughout history;

¥
.

ﬁébﬁfiicﬁing,étatéments,feach claiﬁing’to be' the Word of God in the Bible,
Once the transient is stripped away, he says, what one is left with is

absolute, pure morality; absolute pure religion: the
love. of man; the love of God acting without let or
hindrance, The only creed it lays down is the great
truth which springs up spontaneous in the holy heart .
there is a God, Its watchword is, Be perfect as your
Father in heaven. The only form it demands is a

divine lifej doing the best thing in the best way, from
the highest motives; perfect obedience to the great law
of God. TIts sanction is the voice of God in your heart:
the perpetual presence of him who made us and the .stars
over our head; Christ and the Father abiding within us., 5

Parker noted that one of the transient aspects of Christianity was
to bend the knee to Christ, .as if he were more than human, Who was he,
then? Ralph Waldo Emerson, in his Address to the Divinity School at

Harvard in 1838, gave the answer,
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Jesus Christ belonged to the true race of prophets,

He saw with opeén eye the mystery of the ‘soul, Drawn

by its severe harmony. ravished with its ‘beauty, he

lived in it, and had his being there. Alone in all

" history. he estimated the greatness of man. One man
was true-to what is in you and me, He.saw that God -
incarnates himself in man, and evermore goes forth
anev to take possession of his world., He said, in :
this jubilee of sublime.emotion, "I am divine. Through
me, God acts; through me, speaks., Would you see God,
see me' or, see thee when thou also thlnkest, ‘as T now
think, 6

. God is in all men, -Which meant that there was no need for the

rationalist approach of the 0ld .guard Unitarians to the revealed word of

God to men; God spoke directly to man through his-intuition, Moreover,

]

there was no need for a formalized ethical system: love was the answer, -.°

hlove of God and 1ove of man,

r"

'
¥

To*the orthodox Unltarlans, ail\thls -sounded - 11ke‘re11gious«aﬁarchy
énd a total rejection of Christianity. They were Liberal Christians,
that was true; but they emphasized 'Christians'. Neﬁertheiess, Transceﬁf
Identalism was the‘ldgical working out of the Célvinist dfnémic carried

" forward by‘UnitarianiSm.w.ﬁs Louis Bouyer pointed out, Calv}nism was

structured upoﬁ a mystical intuition, Since Calvin grew oiit of a society

that accepted-the doctrine of Original Sin, his @ysticalkexperience

' N

empﬁésized the total Otherness of God, and saw the total depravity of man,
as a result of the Fall, For Sin, according to the Church Fathers, and
especially St, Augustine,7 was deemed the alienation of man from God,:

The regeherated, the Saints, were those whom God had taken unto himself by

bringing them to salvation, Once man's sinfulness was removed, once man
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éaw himself as essentiélly géod, once man's voice becaﬁé the voice of -
God, once man believed that a benevolqpt God sought his happiness and
salvation - in a word, once man no longer saw himself alienatgd'from
God, then an Emersén's mystical intuition revealed man as God.

The orthodox Unitarians recoiled in horrof at this deification
-of.man and‘this exaltation of iﬁdividualism. They could not accept
the complete removal of all supernatﬁral elements frop-Qhristianity;
they were still 'Christian'. And "Christian' was the imagé presented
by Gothic architecture; so Gothic architecture became the prevailing
s?yle“for orthodox Uﬁitarianism for the rest of the ninéteenth century.

But Gothic alsohévokeq a relationship between man and ﬁature
d;fferenf‘from that of the ClassicallRevival. A severe, white Doric
‘témﬁle'gtobd dpart from"its natural s;rroundings; and the matural
surroundikgs were shaped to conform to ‘the ordér embodied in its
classical forms. Man controlled nature. Gothic on the other hand,
established a communion between man and natufe, as exemplified in the
writings of A.J. Doﬁning, who urged that ‘patural"colours be used in
decorating thhic houses in order that the bﬁilding should blend with
nature.8 Moreover, in landscaping one should work with nature rather
than against it: use the elemeﬁts of nature placed at on's disposal -
the tree, the, brook—- and plant around them.

These ideas the Transcendentalists could share. Emerson did not
go as far as Thoreau, who could love his Walden Pond for its own sake

alone, but he could go into the fields and the woods and there discover the
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jimmanence of God, and himself a part of mankind.9 Thereforé, the Gothic
church covered with its cfeeping vines was an Image the Transcendentalist
Unitgf:ians could accept, o

Since both sides of the Transcendentalist'disﬁute could ideologically
present themselves aS"Gothic'; the Gothic Revival style was the predominant
“style in ;he last half of the nineteenth century, The Perpendicular
tower with its corner buttresses placed at'the one corner of the facade
giﬁes piéturesque asymmétry to the First Unitarian Church of Mapietta;
Ohio, built in 1857 (Figs., 50 & 51), ;The'verticalityfof.Fhe tower is
repeated in the buttres§es &iyiding the exterior of this briﬁk building
into péys, and repeated also inj;he_tall plgte tracery windows.
‘Gdthic'CUsping”decoratés*the'exposéd woodén~béams of Ehe ceiling inside .the
church, and¥pendant bosses mark the intersection of the main beams of the
ceiling,. The gallery breast of the choir loft is decorated in blind
tracery and cusping and the loft is supported on wooden brackets.

All these churches prior to about 1890, are eclectically Gothic.
That is, architectural elements from various périods of the Middle Ages,
both Gothic and Romanesque, would‘be randomly uéed in the same building.
After about 1890, a more archeologically correct building would be builtj

the elements composing it would come from the same period,
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The Hedievél "ook' could ﬁe aéhieved in various ways, The
standard elements of .the vocabqlar§ were the steeply pitched roof;
massive séone wall‘surfaces, preferaﬂly rough-faced, and with or without

tbuttressing; the use of pointed or Romanesque arches;'the use of exposed_
wooden trussisupports; ana picturesque massing. Two churches without |
spires are tﬁe First Unitar?an Church of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania,
built in 1885, by Frank Furhess, the soﬁ‘of the minister (Fig, 52), and
the.RichérdsonianjRomanesque First Unitarian Church of Cincinnati, Ohio,
built in 1889, by James McLaughiin (Fig. 53)., Both, like most of the
neo-medieval churches, are EroSs\plgnned.- In the Cincimmati church,
McLaﬁghlin has'pléced the porch with & large, 1ow;springing Romanesque
'a;ched qQorwaj ogJFhe side of the short na&e, causing the porch to
ﬁrojéct to‘éhé frontal plane of the transept with its largé, Rpmanesqﬁe
arched wiﬁdow. The effect when standing before the entrance is
picturesque asymmetry: the low doorway under an expange of sloping roof
placed next to the transept window under the expanse of stonework

of the traqsept'gable. Furness has placed a low porch, peneﬁra;ed by
Tudo; arches for doorways and windows, under a rose window in the centre
of a dormer gable which projects from the hipped rpof of the nave end.
Again the effect is picturesque wheﬂ one stands in front of the porch:
the low porch stretches across the facade; the gable rises from the centre
of it; on either‘s;de=9tretch out the transepts whose roofs deo not quite

reach the height of the nave roof,
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The simplest means to achieﬁe picturesque asymmetry with a

.church featuring a tower is to flace{;he tower at the one corner of the
nave facade, as in the Marietta church already examined, This formula
-was used in the granite block Church of tﬁe Unity, Wimchedon, Massachusetts,
bﬁilt in 1866-67, by S.S5. Woodcock (Fig, 54), and the First Unitarian
Church qf Stoneham, Massachusetts,.ﬁuilt in 1869. in the Stick-Style
(Fig. 55). Both these churcheé, like the Marietta ckarch, do not use
the cross plan. .

| An elabération of this basic formula - placing the tower on the
‘corner-of the nave facade - was used in the following cﬁurches: the
First Church, Boston, built by the Boston firm of Ware and Van Brunt,
(1867) (Fig. 56); Henry Hobson Richardson's two early.churches: Unity
‘Church, Springfield, Massachusetts, (18665695 (Figs. 57 & 585, and the
Brattle Sqware Church, Boston, (1870-72) (Fig. 59); the Chénning Memorial.
Church, Newport, Rhode Island, built by the Worcester firm of Bovden and
Souts, (1880+81) (Figs, 60 & 61)3 and the First Unitarian Churéh,
San Fféncisco, California. (1889) (Fig, 62), |

The Waye and Van Brunt church and the two Richardson‘churches-all

have the corner tower placed dramatically at the cormer. of the building
nearest the street, since all three are on corner lots; the towers
project out towards the street intersection., Placed acf&ss the facades
are low, arcuated porches, The tower of the Brattle Square church- is
especially noteworthy., Done in the Italian Romanesque style, it has
below the belfry a frieze of the four sacraments - Baptism, Eucharist,

Mafriage, Extreme Unction « with angels at the corners blowing golden



- 73 -

horns, the scuipfuré all modelled by Bartholdi. from a sketch by
Richardson and.carved in place by’Italian craftsmen. The Newport

church lacks an arcuated porch across the facade: the covered main
entranée projects from the other side Af the.nave from fhe tower,

and is joined to a porch placed at right angles to the nave. A turret
rises where the'porch joins the néve as counterpoint to thezhigh tower

on the other’;ide. The whole effect c?eated-is the picturesque
asymmetéy one associafes with medieval architecture. This same asymmetry
was created with two towers in the Unity Church, Chicago, Illinois, built
in 1869, by méking one of the towers, which were placed on either side of
the nave facade, slightly smaller than tﬁe other (Fig. 63), |

Picturesque massing could be achieved by placing the tower 'at the

i '
S

;orﬁér=6f-the-intersedtion o% nave and transept, ‘H.P. Bradshaw used
this method in the First Unitarian Church of Louisville, Kentucky, (1871)
(Fig, 64), as did John Ames Mitchell in his Unity Church, North Easton,
Massachusetts, (1873-75) (Fig. 65);° The tower is not at the corner of |
.the intersecting nave and transept, but over it, in the First Unitarian
Church of Ithica, New York, built in 1893, by William I-'Ienr"y Miller, a
member of the congregation (Fig, 66).

In the éame yeaf that Miller built his Ithieca church in a most
ecletic manner '~ for instance, Doric order columns support the entrance
portico « the successors of the H,H. Richardson firm, Shepley, Rutan,
and Cbolidge, were completing a more academically correct medieval

First Church at Brookline, Massachusetts, begun two years earlier
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'(Fig. 67), Their style was Catalan ﬁomanésque, with a 1arge"square

tower at corner qf the fa;ade af a cross—-planned church; a low Romanesque
arched porch stretéhed across the nave facade, Romanesque was also used
in the First Parish, Plymouth, Masséchusetts,'guilt by'the Boston firm of
Hartwell, Richardson and Driver, between 1896 and- 1899 (Fié. 68). ﬁowéver,
©in this case it waé supposedly English Romanesque, One of the members of
the firm went t& England to study the churches of the area from which

the ?ilgrims came . p;rticularly St, Heien's in Austerfield, Yorkshire,
near Scrﬁoby.lo An italianate‘towér is placed éver the entrance, in the
centre of the facade. (which ié unlike Austerfield —‘which has no tower),’
as it is in the Perpendicular style Unitarian Church of Buffalo—, New York,
built in 1904 by Edward Austin Kent (Figs. 69 & 70), The same‘period
style is used by Ralph Adams Cram in the Eirst‘Unitarian Church of West
”ﬁewton, ﬁaééééh;settg, built in 1906 (¥ig, 71). Cram's plan is

interesting because the tall square tower straddles tﬁe church on the one
side and the social centre on the. other, Which is doné‘in the Tudor Revi;al.
The image it'presénts is the medieval additive: buildings added onto |

in succeeding styles ‘over the centuries,

Gothic served both sides of the Tranépendentalisé_dispute which tore
apart American Unitarians during the last half of the nineteenth century,
It served botﬁ sides, vet for different ideological reasons., Before the
end of the century, however, the two factions were ﬁnited in their belief

in pérsonal religious freedom, and the style they adopted was the style

most closely associated with their liberal ideology + the classical,

.



-75 -

Notes.toIChapter'?I

10,
'_Massachusetts.

'Place, Charles Bulfiuch, PP, 141ha2.

citéd in The Meadville Unltarlan Church Bulld1qg.
see Chapter v, n.fZ..

'Gonrad Wright, The Liberal Christians, Boston 19?0, Par ix,
Later distinctions between 'Liberal' and 'Christian' in
this. chapter -are Indebted to Wright,

. Theodore Parker An Anthologz, edited by Henry Steele Commager,
: ;Boston, 1960, p. 41,

-Ibid., p. 56,

M“Ralph Waldo Emerson. Works Bew Yofk n.d., vol. iv, PP- 90-91

B

hfor 1nstance, St. Angustine The Clty of God- 'For, it is-our

sins which separate us from God,' Book X, Chap. 22,.

A J. Douning, Epttage Residences, first published 1842, reprint,
Watkins Glen, New York, 1967, pp. 13=15; = A Treatlse on the
Theory and Practice of Landscape Gardening, first published 1841,
1967 reprint.of sixth edition, 1859, for instance, pp. 288-91..

Vernon L, Parrington, Main Currents in American Thought, New

'York 1954, weol, 2, p. 332

Notes supplied from the church records, First Parlsh Plymouth



- 76 =

Chapter VIIL

The Classibelilmage Revived

Both factions of Unitarianism were unified in their acceptencef
of'the right of private judgement and their belief in the dignity of
man. After a 1ong struggle, both factlons were formaily reconciled
.under the banner 'Freedom, Fellowship, and Character in Rel1glon »
in 1894 at a National Conference held at Saratoga, New York,ealchough
the reconciliation had‘vircually been completed two years earlier.%-

fhe timing of the reconciliation was most aospicious,csince
Richard Morris Hunt had declared that®the style for the Columbian’
Exhlbltlon in Chicago in 1893, should be the revival of the cla551ca1
forms.»Amerlcan Unitarianism could present to-the work.the,image of
religious g!eedom in the‘garh most closelylessociated with political
freedonm, whether Roman, Greek or American w the classical, -In the
Liberal Arts Palace 51tuated in Jackson Park, the Unitarians had a-
small Greek_temple in which they exhibited busts of famous Unltarlans-
© and Uhitarian publciations.2 The revival of the Classical Image had .
begun, . | | i

lhe"architecture of the revival of the Classical Revival shows—the
game academic correctness indicated in the last phase of the Gothic
" revival. A good example‘is the Unitarian Church in Snmmlt; New Jersey,

built in 1913, by Joy Wheeler Dow, who left an account of what she did

in the Baedeker of the New Meeting ggpee_(Fig. 72).3



The ‘best features of perhdps fifty Colonial meeting
houses.  and Renaissance churches in England have
served for inspiration. The Springfield Avenue
portico is & free adaptation of thexportico of Saint
Paul's Chapel on_ Broadway) New York .City, built in

' 1766, The windows have the antique mouldéd .sash . bars

and small panes of .glass, while those in ‘Saint Paul's,
unfortunately, have been vandalized by the substitution
of a cheap class of leaded work. .The moulded window
*sills and beaded weather boards .., are a development
from those used in 'Old ‘Trinity Church' at ‘Newport,

and in the earlier dwelllng houses of the JaCObean perlod
in the colonies, :

The Atlas.window over the portico is from that in the
North facade of the ancient 'Middle Church'liﬁ New
Haven common, typifying the idea of universal brotherhood,

LI [ ] L] [ ] a " [ ] . . + ’ L] [} [ L] L . L] . [ T 1 L] L . L] L] [ .

The steeple of the Sumnit Meeting House has several proto—
types, Its belfry is a free’ adaptatlon of the one in
- Belfast, Maine, and the clocktower traces its ancestors to
' Kennebunkport. The Weathervane is a repllca of the one
which crowns the spire of the Marble Colleglate Church
at the corner of Fifth Avenue and Twenty: Ninth Street;
hew York City,.

Partlcular attention should be paid«to the carefully studied
proportions of the Meeting House. both exterior and interior,
to the wide casings of the Atlas window-frame, and the

frames of the circular windows of the clock tower, the wealth
of detail of the cornices, and the panelling of the great
portico, for these are the points that distinguish the blue~
blooded Brahmip in Colonial architecture from. the commonplace
design which, like some people, is never quite sure of its
grammatical cases,
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8ix churches from this_piriod, which lasts until about 1930,
bear a marked resemblance to one another, differing on oniy minor
_ arcﬁitecéural details: the Unitarian Cﬁurch of Barnstable, Massachusetts,
built by Guy Lowell in 1907 (Fig; 73); the First Unitarian Church of
Omaha, Nebraska, built by John and Alan McDonald in 1918 (Fig, 74); the
First Unitarian Church of Toledo, Ohio, built by Edwin Lewis of Boston
in 1923 (Fig. 751;_the First Parish of -Framingham, Massachusetts, built
by Charles Baker of Boston in 1924 (Fig, 76); the First Unitariaq.Church
of Salt Lake City, Utah, built by Slack W, Winburn in 1928, with Smtih
and Wa;yer of Boston as consultanﬁs (Fig. 77); and the First Unitarian Church
of Oklahoma City, Oklahoma, built by Smith and Walker of Boston in 1928
fFig. 78), ihe overali effecé of these churches is the Neo—cléssical
Style of Charles Bulfinch: a rectangular meeting house of brick.4 with a
temple-front facade and tower.5 The orders may differ: the churches in
Salt Lake City and Oklahoma City are Doric, and the Framingham church
is Corinthian, while the rest are‘Ionic. :The spires are all individuals
in their own right. although each could be traced back to the earlier
Classical Revival, But the image they all project is the same: the Republic
in its springtime proclaiming the inalienable right of Liberty to the
world, |

Two churches wept furthér back into the eighteenth century to
present a more ;opPisticated appearance: All Souls Church, Washington, D.C,,
built by the Boston firm of Coolidge, Shepley, Bulfinch and Abbott between

1921 and 1924 (Fig, 79); and the Unitarian Church of Germantown,
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Philadelphia, -Pennsylvania, built by Edmund Gilchrist between 1926 and
1928 (Figs. 80 & 81). The design of the Washington church was mostly the
work of Henry Shepley who chose to model it -after Saint Martin-in-thew-

6

Fieids, London. by James Gibbs, The facade is identical except for

the lack of Baroque urns along the balustrade and the Coat of Arms of
the United Kingdom in the centre of the pediment, The Germantown church

is less modelled upon,a specifiec Georgian building, A booklet entitled

A New Centre for Liberal Religion in Germantown, published in the fall of

19'25, stated that the church "is Georgian in its general character and
shows strongly the 'influence of the eighteenth century, in which per;r.od;
liberaiism in feligibnvhad ité inception, It is therefore appropriate
both to the Unitarian idea and the fradition-of our colonial architecture
in Philadelphia.”

Also appfopriate t; the tradition of coloni;l architecture in its
surroundings is the Unita;ian Church of Santa Barbara. California, built
by a local architect by the name of Lockard in 1930 (Figs. 82 & 83).
Its style is Spanish Colonial,the style associated with the Spanish‘Cathulic
Missions in that State, consisting of large expanses of bare, whitewasheé
stucco wali surfaces, round-headed arches, and red tiled roof, The -belfry
is one of its most interesting features, A chamfered square with
arcuated openiﬁgs which feature large key stones in their apexes,and

Baroque scrolls buttress the lower portion of the chamfers. Above a

corbelwtable cornice rises the hemispherical cupola with lantern,
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*A reconciliation between -the two factions of the dispute could

not bring back the early form of Unitarianism which was centred in

Boston and Harvard and which repréggnted an early concept of democracy -
a wealthy, intellectual elite ruling-the masses, Such a dqmocracy was
swept away when Andrew Jackson became President, TiaﬂscendentaliSm§
represented the same principle of Jacksonian Democracy within the
Unitarian Church, Of coursg, the 'proper Bostonians" wbuld‘continue,
as éleveland Amory has so c-harmingly‘described-,8 but ;hey could mnot
dictate their afistocratic pretensioﬁ-to the rest of the nation. The
majority of the Unitarians believed in an egalitarian humanism, whether
one called it 'Christian' or.not.9 |
But if_Unitariaﬂism waé structured upon egalitarian humanisp
and only incidentally 'Christian', why use the litefalness of the

Christian symbol in architecture? Upon this premise Frank Lloyd Wright

helped bring Unitarianism into the Modern Era.
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. Chapter VIIIL

The Modern‘Image_.

When the building committee of the Unltarian congregation
f Oak Park, Illin01s, came to Frank Lloyd Wright in 1905 for the

design of a new church he argued that the styles of the nineteenth

: century were literal symbols which stood for the 1deas represented

by Unitarianism. The early Cla551cal Rev1va1 had ‘'stood for the

Jestablishment-nature of the early Church as the National Church of

the*ﬁew Republic dedicated to freedom, - The Gothic: represented
for some an establlshed Chrlstianity, and for others the integratlon
ef man w1th nature. And finally, the revival pf-the Classical
Revivel‘represented the Church dedieated toffreedomtof-individual
thought. yThe symbol.is too literal, .It is become-a form of
Literature in the Arts;" argued Wright. - "Let us abolish, .in the ert
and.craft of architecture, literature in eny symbollc form whatsoever.
The. sense of inner rhythm, deep. planted in human sen31b111ty, lives’
far above other considerations in Art."1

Why use a steeple, "why point to heaven?" continued Wright, who
then told the etory of the man who sought to see God by climbing a high
mountain only to be told to return to the velley, for oniy there could

man look upon the face of God,
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Was not that 'finger' the church steeple, pointing
on high like the man who climbed on high to see
Him? A misleading symbol perhaps, A perversion

. of sentiment = sentimentality, Was not the time

) come now to be more simple, to have more faith in
man on his Earth and less anxiety concerning his
Heawen 'about 'which he could know nothing, Concerning
this heaven he had never received any testimony from
his own senses,

Why not, then, build a temple, not to God in that way -
more sentimental than sense - but build a temple to
man, appropriate to his uses as a meeting place, in
which to study man himself for his God's sake?

- - Build a beautiful Room-proportioned to .this purpose.,
Make it beautiful in this simple sense. - A natural
building for natural Man, 2

~ With ﬁﬁis argument -Wright helped to bring American Unitarian‘architecture
into the Modern Era, - - .

Wright-began‘his plans for Unity Temple, Oak Park (1905-06). by
letting the Rgom gnside dete;mine the architecture outside. He chbsé
the cube, since it had acquired human significance as integfity, which
under the more general term; 'character', had become one of the triad
in the‘banner-undér whiéﬁ the.Unitarians had united in 1894,

(Figs. 84-86).

Integritylcharacterized his use of cast concrete as the shell for
the Room, He had-choseq'cqncreté peéause it.wgs the only material he
could use within tﬁe $45,000 budget the building committee had given
him to produceza chufch to accommodate four.hundred. -As Wright

relates in his Autobiography, the practice of the period was to cover

the concrete in another material - stone, brick, or plaster,



- 84

Why not: make the wooden.boxes or forms so the concrete
could be cast in them as separate blocks and masses,
these separate blocks and masses .grouped about an
interior space in the appearance of the whole building,
And the block-masses be left as themselves with no
‘facing' " 4 ' '

*

According to the principles‘of.the Arts aqd Crafts Movement, Unity' :
Temple would expréss-the nature of the material useﬁ, conerete, and
whatever decoration would be a functioq 6f the massing of the‘concfete
and of the shapes of the w&oden forms into ﬁhich the cdncrete would be;
- poured. ”

Since the lot faced onto a busy street, Wright decided to keep
the Roo; closed on the three front sides and to have the entrance on'
" the back side, which wéuld also be the side featuring the pulpit and
choir. By this afrangementT the congregation wquld come forward to
greet the p‘astor as it left the church after the service, rather than turn
its colleétive back to him, as in the conventional church plan,

| The entrance to the-chdrch was by means of a lobbthhich’connected

the Temple to Unit& House behind, where the social functions of the
congregation took place. Rectangular in plan, its facade seen in the
elevation drawing does not.approach the noble proportioﬁs of the
Temple itself (Fig. 84). |

The idea of creating a space Outside the Room for various social
and educational purposes was by no means new. Throughout the ninetéenth

century, church basements had been put to such purposes. Nor was it

entirely new to build such space when building the Room: the Abraham ~



- - 85 -
Lincoln Centre in Chicago waétdedicaped in 1905, as the new home of
the All S&uls congreégation kFig. 87). ‘Built as a six story functional
office block, it contained from top to bottom: gymnasi;m, domestic~
science classroonms, reéidents; apartmentg, the Emerson and Browning
stud& and léctﬁre,halls, large and small dining room; picture gallery,
music room,‘minister!s study, offices, public reading room, editorial
offices for»E@i&z,imanuél training shops,.games rooms, and a dark room
for the'Camera-Club;5 What Wriéht achieved in Unity Temple was.to
c?eate a religious image, éevoid of 'sentimentality', whose geometric
form and noble p?oportions represented the ide;1~cammunity bound
t&gether by many intefeSts - by a compléte world-view - whb;e=aim
: matqhed #nmggbil%;y the proportions of the Temple itself, It was an
iigage‘fhat.éﬁe ﬁbfaham“Lincdlh Ceritre could not project, because its’
form was that of just another office block. Wright had created the.
image of a people who not ;nly worshipped together, but also worked
and played together, whose religious ideas carriéd over into other
areas of actiwity.

Since Bnity Temple, the Unitarian congregation, when building a
new home. hawve built, besides their sanctu;ry, additional spaces to
house the_v;xious other.activities; creating the image of the community
which "needs to meet the restless challenge of the young; help the
. forgotten ghetto .amd rural dweller, guide adulté'seeking meaning in the

spiritual vacuum of suburban living, and give substance to people in’
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their'older years,"6 all in the spiri£ of love, In.fact, the first
'Unipgrign Chu?ch of San Antonio, Texas, built in 1961, by Wynne Brown of
the local firm of Brown and Cowan aﬁd a member of the church, creates

fﬁe image of a smail village with-its four buildings looking not ﬁnlike.
modefn versions of the domestic long house, a village increased by

another building in 1966, and which will again incréase in size as the
community increases (Fig. 88), Much the same coulﬁ be said about the
image created by the projected model for thé completé&'{égémgnity' of

Mt. Diablo Unitarian Church of Walnut Creek, Califormia, by Frank Ehrenthal .
' (Fig, 89). Two of the square houses were built in 1968; the church and
the other two.buildings have yet to be built, . \

Moreotver, Wright;s presentation of Unity Temple as a mon-literal

image-of;whatmone expects a church to look like has been followed by
severél otkpr architects in building later Unitariamn churches, 1In fact,
one suspects that Unity.TempIe,‘in part, inspired the plan of the
Unitarian Church of Rockford, Illinois. built in 1965, by Pietro- Belluschi
in association with C, Edward.Ware (Figs, 90.92), The one elevation

looks very similar to Unity: a multi.purpese block of concrete supports
with ?edwood board and batten panel is linked by a marthex to the

sanctuary block of grander propertions. Ewven Belluschi's own deséription

of his accomplishment echoes Wright's passage in his Autobiography in
¢ . . .

dealing with Unity,



The beautiful site called for more than the usual
effort; it needed a strong symbollc expression,

a form removed from the old uninspired ecclesiastical
.tradition, yet possessing convincing qualities
particularly ralevant to ghe special Unitarian
commitments., To this end, we endeavoured to give

the building structural integrity and to fulfill

the program given us with maximum economy, yet without
cheapness, We strove to give clarity to the.plan, while
providing a sequence of visual experiences - relying on
good proportlons, effective lighting and honest materlals.

Like Wright, Louis I, Kahnrbegan with the Room in his Eirst
Unifarian Church of Rochester;'New York,‘Built in 1963+64, and let it-
determine. the exterior shape of the complex (Eig;. 93-95), Kahn's
solution was to place the square Room in the hentfe and group the other

-

- spaces around it, using pqwering clerestorf windows to light the
ﬁ;bm*é iugerior. Rév;ré;ce ﬁaS‘beeﬁ attained in.:this Room by severely
cladding it with unadorned cinéer»block walls and a wood-panelled

ceiling, The same severity characterizes the exterior of the building,
llghtened only by - the sculptural framing around the windows. Kahn says
his original plan called for a more elaborate building, but he ‘was
restricted by economic considerations, as Wright and Belluschi before him.
His final plan, he says, owes much in its simplicity to the Shaker

Style.8

Three other sanctuary interiors, in their attempts to appear religious

[

without reference to the literature of ectlesiastical architecture, share a

certain resemblance to one another and to the simplicity of the Kahn church,
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They are the North Shore Unitarian*Church‘of Plandome, New Yofk,

built by Charles H} Warner in 1955 (Fig: 96); the University Unitafian '
Church of Seéttle, Washington, built:by Paul Hayden Kirk between 1958

" and 1959 (Figs. 97 & 98); and the River Road Unitarian Church of

Bethesda, Maryland, built by Kéyésf Lethbridge, and Condon; in 1965 (Figs.,

99 & 100).‘ All three have a lean~to roof over the sanctuary space with

exposed wooden rafters and suppafts, and with a clerestory window strip
running the length of the Room*jﬁst under- thé higher level of the roof
slope, _ Rev.AJames H, Curtis, the ministgr of the Bethesda church
described the space of his church thus:

It is, as I like to say, a very humane and permissive
structure, its great white walls, warm wood and access
_.to the.changing wooded views surrounding it are pleasing
and impressive without being overwhelming, It can be a.
festive and casual space, or exultant and brilliant, by
turns, At times I'm reminded of the contemplative
atmosphere of various monasteries I have visited in

Europe, And yet one can also hang a bright 'mod’
banner on ‘its walls, turn the lights down for an
intimate party or wedding celebration, or clear
the deck for-gyoung peoples' rock concert. 9

Yet most people « even ;he majority of Unitarians —-dé not
look upon architecture as a 'permissive' spaéé which can function as a
severe, unadorned érea for conteﬁplation one moment and a 'mod' theatre
fof rock concerts the mext, Moreover, talk:-of the nobility of proportions

[

and the sculptural qualities of massing leaves them coldly uninterested.
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To them_architecfurg_sho;ld 'be about something'; a.church-iﬁ their
minds should somehow lock like a chufch. -Frank Lloyd Wright,came around
to ghis common man's view of architecture in his late buildings, one

" of which was the First Unitarian Church of Madison, Wisconsin, built
between 1947 and.].gsl (Figs 101 & 102).

The 1953 photpgraph shows Wright with outstretched héﬁdsrpressed_
together explaininglthe"form of the Madison:chu;ch whose dfamatically
sparing pitchéﬁ.roof-expresses ‘reverence and asﬁiration' (Fig, 103).10
iIt looks like a-churcﬁ,aeven without the 'finger"pointing heavenward,.
Unlike-ynity“femple,"wheré the ﬁeopie entered and exited from the pulpitl
side of the Roomn, thé Madison church has the éﬁtrance opposite the
.pulpit whose importancé,as thé foéél point af the church is enhanced
by 5eing the only area of the church lighted by natural light.

' The soaring roof line of the Unitarian Church of Daﬁenport, Towa,
built im 1958 by Thomas C, Lundeen, owes much to the Madison church
(Figs., 104 & 3105). The earth-tone green of the painted wood exterior
surfaces relate the structure to its surroundings, and the glass walls
relate the outhofvdoérs-to the interior,

The interior of the Unitarian Church of Wellesley Hiils, Massachu-
setts. designed by,Heﬁry Galesian, -between 1959 and 1960, creates a simple
yet dignified church interior in the traditional sense, with its
laminated wooéén*supports‘for the pitched roofed ceiling, The focus of
the chancel area is centred upoﬁ the rose window, a very 'churchy'

motif, (Fig. I106).
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Probably the most nbvel Unitarian church in the traditional church
style:is that of North Hiils, Pennsylvania; which is an old dairy barﬁ’
‘remodellgd into the congregation's meeting house by John Schurkeo in 1960
(Figs, 107 & 108). Two silo—iike.towers st;nd‘on either side of the
" main entrance, creating a bucoiic image of the towered gateway which had
symbolized the poin; of which Unitarianism had emerged. But here in the
rural landscape of Pennsylvaﬁia the towered gateway no longef symbolizes
the ‘Estaﬂlished Church' of America, Or does it?

Certainly the church.front of the North Hills building lacks the
Béroque-éfandeur of a King's Chapel, Boston, but, then, i£ does not
represent the authority_of ; Baroque king; The centrality oflsoéial and
political existence has passed from the king to the common people, in this
case, to the common people of a rural community. TIn a large sense, this
congregatio;, composed ﬁf rural, common people séill does represent the
éstablished church of America,

. Lincoln had described the nature of American democracy as "a government

of the people, by the people, for the people."l1

It is a democracy structured
upon the belief in the goodness of man, and upon the belief that good men
working together could achieve a life for mankind better than any so far
experienced in humap history,

Unitarianism was the religious facet of the political theory of the

American democracy as it emerged during the eighteenth century. As social
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" and political centrality had passed from the Barqué_king'to the
people, so religious centrality had passed from the transcendental
God to the people,

Christ said, "The Kingdom of God is withia you," 12- While
some Unitarians are agnostic, others interpret the concept of God
as

creative process, as emergent purpose, as life force,
. as the organlzlng principle of the universe, as the
ideal of love and justice or of goodness and )
~perfection, and, perhaps most often, as ultimate
reality; these are the meaningful ways by which many
religious liberals define God, To them the word God
is a poetic symbol which expresses the deepest and
dearest values of life, 13 .
In their dedication to developing human potentiality, as Richard
Langhinrichs put it, "to envision and to bring about a better life
for the human race, ;,, to over-come those negative forces which
~always threaten to emesh us, ,.. Cfo) seek justice now. for all men,"14
the Unitarians are trying to realize that Kingdom of God, that realm
of "the deepest and dearest values of life'" within man, This is
essentially the same image upon which the American democracy is
structured: the good man, the American Adam, working with'his kind in
the New Republic, the New Jerusalem, for a better world for man,
Both images - the Aﬁerican democratic -and the Unitariamn - are

structured upon a nominalist-—pragmatic logic which only recognizes

the reality of this world and the reality of man to be able to
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determine his own destiny. The architectural form which expresses

this image most completely is the centrally planned or domical

space, The dgme, as Earl Baldwin Smith has pointed qut,15 is a

representation of tle .dome of heaven: and symbolizes man's control .
over the forces surrounding him, Both the American democracy and the
American Unitarian Church have used it: the great dome of the Capitol

is a visual symbol for the Republic and its ideals, and the 'National
Church' was syambolically born by the placing of the towered gateway,

the shorthaﬁd wersion of the dome, over the main entrance of its
churches, It seems no accident, therefore, that several Unitariaﬁ
congregations fin recent years ha%e erected domical churches to express
‘fheir Unitarian beliefs, and, by extension. their Americanness,

The building Fpmﬁittee for the Unitarian Church of Concord, New
‘.Hampshire,}gaée*thé.following deﬁandsxto the-Camﬁridge, Maésacbusetts,
firm of Hugh Stubbins and Associates:

We £eel strongly that we want a church that is

' appropriate to our times and truly beautiful,
We wrant one that is sympathetic to our form of
Unitarian worship and to our educational and
social activities, We want a church, furthermore,
that is compatible with our New Hampshire land-
scape and in particular with the beautiful site
we have, There should be an expression of freedom,
both freedom in .relation to belief and freedom
within the democratic congregation. There should
be an expression of simplicity and of light, - Somee’
how the. search for truth should be felt, perhaps in
simple unconcealed building construction metheds and
honest direct use of materials. There should be a
feelbing of warmth and stillness and aspiration. 16

The church fhey received in 1960, is a red brick octagonal

structure with a white, wooden, folded roof (Figs, 109 & 110), An
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open.work gpire has been placed'over the entrance, The aéchitacturali
form of the Concord Ehufch is as old as Uni;arianism itself, Forlthis
same form was used by,R@bert Mills in his First Unitarian Church of
Philadelphia in 1813, by Charles Bulfinch in the New South Meeting House -
of Boston, built in 1814 (Fig, 111), and by Charles Féllen in 1839, when
yﬁe built the Follen Community Church of Lexington, Mass;ghu%atts, of
which Folien was the minister, and who méét likely was copying Bulfinch
in the pian of his church (Fig, 112)..

| Now tﬁe‘octagon, like the cirecle, is a complex form in architec-
que,;éﬁd the one is equated with the other, Both are symbols of
Ténewal; both forﬁs were uéed in early Christian baptistries to
symbolize the renewal or rebirfh'of the initiate into the lifé of grace
of the Church, The Mills, Bulfinch, and Follen churches are:giving
egpres_sion‘of this renewal in early Unitérianism., which saw-itself
giving new life to Christianity by freeing it of the historical
baggage-that it ﬁad gathered over the years. The Concord church is
again evoking that same symbol of remewal for Fhe tweqtieth century

while. at the same time establishing a continuity in architectural forms,

The domical octagonal or circular building ultimately derives,
as Baldwin Smith pointed out, from the primeval hut.17 This is the

image that immediately comes to mind when looking at the Unitarian
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Church bf Little Rock, Arkansas, built by the local firm of

Farre;l and Bobinson in 1964 (Fig, 113), and especially the
Sepulveda Unitarian Church of Sepulveda; California, built by

Frénk Ehrenthal in 1963 (Fig. 114),. These two churches express _
"the ultimate end of this noﬁinalist—pragﬁatic ideology of the
American Adam: man Eompletely stripped of history and society

and living outside time in the spirit of love, 'The laminated wood
and cedar shingle Sepulveda *hut' is a kind of visual pe;iod mark
which rounds out this-study of the movement to make a heaven of this
earth, which began when the Puritans tried to live according to the

~ principles of Calvin,
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Plan. of Unity Temple, Oak Park, Il1l.

Fig. 86
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Rockford, Il1l., 1965
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Fig. 96 North Shore Unitarian Church, Plandome, N.Y.,
1955.
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Unitarian Church, Little Rock, Arkansas, 1964.
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Sepulveda Unitarian Church, Sepulveda, Calif.,
1963.
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Appendix I

Calviei £ énd-Epglish Concepts of Church and State

,oe

. Etienné Gilson, in considering the theological aspects of
William of Ockham's nominalism, states that

this doctrine is dominated by the first words of

the Christian Creed: "I believe in one God, thke

Father Almighty.".... The God in whom Ockham

believes is Yahweh, who obeys nothing, not- even

Ideas.... It is because there are no universal

Ideas in God that there is no universality in

things. . The sow.called Ideas are nothing but

the very ‘things producible by God., God needs
“"no Ideas in order to know: by the very fact

that God is God. he knows all, 1

It is thié'cbncepf of God, couched in Ockham's nominalism,

that Calvin presents .in-The Institutes-of ‘the Christian Religion.

The God of Calvin, writes Louis Bouyer. is the figure of the 014
Testament God. the God of the Prophets:

he is clearly shown to be, not just the first among
beings. but the sovereign, in a sense the only
Being. <Consequently, all reality, seen from the
specifically religious standpoint, can come only
from him, just as, in the final analysis, it can
have no other end than Him,

In the opening chapter of Book One of the»gnstitutés, Calvin states
that there can be no knowledge of God wihout knowledge of the self:

For, quite clearly, the mighty gifts with which we are
endowed are hardly from ourselves; indeed. our very being
is nothimg but subsistence in the one God .,. Indeed,
our very poverty better discloses the infinitude of
benefits reposing in God 1.. Thus, from the feeling of
our own ignorance, vanity, poverty, infirmity, and -
what is more - depravity and corruption, we recognize
that the true light of wisdom, sound virtue, full ,
abundance of every good. and purity of righteousness

rest in the Lord Alone.
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l Likewise, Calvin argues, there can be“no kmnowledge of ‘the self without
knowledge of God:

As long as we do not look beyond the earth, being quite
content with our own righteousness, wisdonm, and virtue,
we flatter ourselves most sweetly, and fancy ourselves
all but demigods. Suppose we but -once begia to raise
our thoughts to God, and to ponder his .nature, and how
completely perfect are his righteocusness, wisdom, and
power = the straight edge to which we must be 'shaped.
Then, what masquerading earlier as righteousness was
Pleasing in us will soon grow filthy.in its _
consummate wickedness, What.wonderfully impressed

.us under the name of wisdom will stink in its very -
foolishness, What wore the face of power will prove
itself the most miserable weakness. That is, what in
us seemsS perfection itself corresponds ill te the
purity of God. 4 -

This concept of the sovereign majesty of the Creator, and, in
comparison, the nothingness of the creature, Bouyer argues, derives from
the Bible and from the purest Christian traditiom, but reached Calvin

through the medium of Martin Luther:
His idea of the sovereign greatness of God is closely allied
to Luther's strong feeling for the element of mystery ...
In this connection, Luther's idea, that gratutitous
salvation involves something which surpasses human reason
and Imagination, plays a conspicuous part, To put it
more exactly, the idea that there is not merely the
revealed God and the hidden God, but .that Ged reveals
Himself precisely as a hidden God,> is the germ, and
more than the germ, of Calvin's idea of God, acknowledged,
before and above all. as the Sovereign Being. 6

7 of God who reveals himself

And it is this 'exdistential "apprehension’
as the hidden God. that Bouyer sees grounded in 'a mystiéal logics

that is, the strict application of a profundly religious insight.'?
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Provided.the words are taken in their proper sense,

it dis absolutely certain that none of the historic
forms of Christianity is; in fact, more radically
mystical than Calvinism; for it is not governmed by
abstract ideas, whether one or many, but by a genuine
intuition, utterly religious in nature, of God as
Soverelgn. Holy absolutely Other, who “inhabits light
inaccessible,” Now this intuition is, in the strictest
sense, mystical. whatever our opinions about Calvin's
temperament, and in spite of the prejudice against the
word of the reality which makes Calvinists distrust
the expression, There, in‘'this intuition, is to be
"found the source of Calvin's thought and. likewise, 9
of the historical religion which proceeded from it,

In making central this mystical insight - Lucien Goldmanmm ﬁould
say, trééic visionl0 - 0of Ged who reveals himself as the hidden God.
Calvin rooted his theology in nOminalist soii.ll Now nominalism,
to use Aristotelian terms, places the parts prior to the whole: the
parts are more important than the vhole which is a colléction of
parts and has no existence in-itse;f. Nominalism's opposite,'realism,
on the other hand, places the whole prior to the parts: thé whole is
more important than the parts which are orgaﬁic cell=-like members of the
whole body whose existences are predicated on their participation in the
whole, . Realism has always been the framework of the Uﬁivefsal Church,

Ay

which is the Mystical Body of Christ as the head and individual men are

cell.like members, By eﬁte;ing into the Church, one enters into the
Mystical Body and participates in Christ's Redeeming Graces, According

to this realist framework of the Church, the community of Christ-followers,
prgsent‘and past, in ‘time and in eternity, is primary; the individual

Christ-follower is secondary+ no man is alone.12
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But according to Calvin and his nominalist framework, the
- inheritance of Abé&lard an&-Ockham: man is alone:l3 from his-

apprehension of the absoliute majesty of God and his conviction of

his'enslavement'to sin by the Fall of Adam, through his repentance,

to his justification by faith, man is alone before God.14 " It is

upon .the isolated individual whom God bestows his Redeeming Graces,
The Calvinist Church is, consquently, the associfation of
indiyiduals justified by faith, Stark writes:

- In building his specific religious sociology, Calvin
- then uses the thought-form which, above all others,.
is characteristic of individnalism and nominalism -
the figure of a social contract, Reviving in this
. area, as he does in-all others, characteristic 0ld
Testament conceptions, he teaches that God invites
" those whom he has predestined to blessed association
‘'with'Himself into 'a covental relationship, "I will
take you ‘to myself for my people." YHWH, said to
th® Israelites in the desert (Exodus VI, 7), "I will be
your God," But what He said once. He says for evermore,
for He is not caught in the coils of time and space,
The Church that arises from this call to a covenant
and the acceptance of it, is clearly the result of a.
meeting of will, It is therefore contractual im
nature, The primacy is with the contracting parties;
the emergent society is merely secondary. 15

Calvin himself says, "The Church universal is a multitude gathered

‘from all nations; it is divided and dispersed in separate places, but

agrees on the one truth of divine doctrine, and is boumd by the-bond of

the same religion."16

F,W. Dillistone comments that Calvin graduzally
concentrated "his whole attention upon the Church as a school of docfrine,

a place where men may learn true knowledge and be instructed in the way
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17 Stark adds: "“For such a way of thinking, the Church

of thé Lord,"”
is essentially a tool in the serviqe of the individual: the individual
occupies the centre of the pictu_re.f"l8

According to this concept of the Chgrch, all men are sinners until
God's Redeeming Graces act upon them to justify them by-faith. The
Church is'the asgociation of justified men: there is no room in such a
Church fof the individual who claims a,sgmi—divine status, who claims
to be unable to do wrong, or even to think wrbng: by virtue-of-his
family blood alone, Such a blasphem;us cldim is to deny the sovereign
majesty of God and the sinful nothingness of man who stands alone before
his God, "

The civil government, as outlined by Calvin, exists for the
individual in mutual relationship with others:

Its function among men is no less than that of bread,
water; sun, and air; indeed, its place of honor is
far more excellent. For it does not merely see to it,
as all these serve to do, that men breathe, eat, drink,
and are kept warm, even though it surely embraces all
these activities when it provides for their living
together, It does not, I repeat, look to this only,
but also prevents idolatry, sacrilege against God's
name, blasphemies against his truth, and other public
offences against religion from arising and spreading
among the people; it prevents the public peace from

* “'being disturbed; it provides that each man may keep
his_ property safe and sound; that men may carry on
blameless intercourse among themselves: that honesty
and modesty may be preserved among men, In short, it
provides that a public manifestation of religion may
exist among Christians, and that Humanity be maintained-.
among men,
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According teo. this theory, the-magistrates,.says'Célvin, are
the guardians or y&btectbrs:of the lawfzo which comes from the
people: law arises from interaction among individualé: it is the
formulation of custam.zl " This concept is well fllustrated in a
passage: from John'Winthrop's.Jnurnal,'déted September 4, 1639:

"The people had longﬂdesirad.a body of laws and thought their
condition very unsafe *while so much power rested in the discretion
of magistrates.”™ Attempts had been made previously, Winthrop relates,
but praoduced poor results, one of the 'great reasons' being

want of .sufficient experience of the nature and the
disposition of the people, considered with the
condition of the country and other circumstances,
.,which made them conceive, that such laws would be
”wflttest for us. which should arise.pro re nata upon
. occasions, etc,. and so the laws of England and
. other states grew, and therefore the fundamental 29
, laws of England are called customs, consuetudines,”

The thinking behind this passage is that the magistrates rule

according to a body of customs arising from the people themselves.

The magistrates have no power to make law by virtue of their office,

To give the magistrates power to decide legal issues without a body

of customs by which to guide them is to give them power which they should
not possess, For magistrates guard the law, not make it. To give them
that power is to create a déngerous situvation whereby the law could

become the expression of the arbitrary will of the law=-maker, and would,

consequently,” place the law.maker above the law,
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Such a lawqmakef is an absolute monarch as found in Tudor and
stuart England 4im the sixteenth and sevenfeenth centuries. The nation
was ruled by a sovereign who ruled by virtue of the chariémayof his
sacred familial blood, an inheritance of the Teutonic tribes who had

settled the land, William Blackstone in his Commentaries on the Laws

~of England in a lengthy account in Book One traces the descent of kings
from Egbert in 800 AD.to the date of_writing (1765), and thé attempts
to maintain the blood of the Saxon kings in the various dyna;ties. The
king must be "limeally descended from the blood royal, that is, from
tha£ royal stock which originally acquired the crown."23_ What is

the nature of this sacral blood of kings?

"The .law .... ascribes to the king, in his high political
character, not only large powers and emoluments which
form -‘bris.perogative. and revenue, but likewise certain
attributes of a great and transcendent nature: by which
the people are led to consider him in the light of a
.superior being, and to pay him that awful respect,
which may .enable him with greater ease to carry on the
business of govermment.24 ,;,, The law ascribes to the
king the attributes of sovereignty or pre-eminence,
"Rex est vicarius." says Bracton, "et minister Dei in
terras omnis quidem sub eo est. et ipse sub nullo,
nisi tantum sub Deo,™ 23 ,,, By law the person of the
king is sacred, even though the measures pursued in his
reign be completely tyrannical and arbitrary: for no
jurisdiction upon earth has power to try him. in a 26
criminal way; much less to condemn him to ‘punishment,
+++. The law also ascribes to the king, in his political
capacity, absolute perfection, The king canm do no wrong,
++s The king, moreover, is not only incapable of doing
wrong, but even of thinking wrong+ he can never mean to do
an improper thing: in him is no folly or weakness.28 ,,,,
The Law ascribes to him, in his political capacity, an
absolute immortality, The king never dies. Henry, Edward,
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or George may dies but the king survives them all,
For immediately upon the decease of the reigning -
prince in his natural capac1ty, his kingship or
imperial dignlty: by act of law; without any

' interregmum or 1nterval, is vested at once in his
.heir; who is eo.instanti king to all intents and

. purposes. 29 |

During the Middle Ages, the king ruled Dei Gratia, by the

- grace of God, removing himself from a dependence upon his peoplé and

taking himselfiinto the proximity of divinity,3o‘since he held his

31

~office by.the working of divine grace. Just as the king received

his power from God, his subjects received their rights as concessions

Fl

from the king,lgpatia regis: an officer in the service of his king,.forf
instance received his position by the grace of his king.32

" This céncept-of kingship made the king éﬁagpendent of both fhe
laity and the clerg‘"'y,33 and raised phe~king'hig£.above the'clerg§.

Wyeliffe stlted in his'De Officia Regis:

The king is God's vicar in things temporal, as is
‘the priest in things spiritual, But the dignity
of the king is superior to that of the priest,
for the king reflects the godhead of Christ, the
priest only His manhood, Thus the spiritual
power is inferior to the temporal in earthly
dignity and authority, although in true dlgnlty
the priest excels the king. 34

It was the king who presided over clerical councils dealing with purely
35 S

ecclesiastical matters,
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Walter Ullmann points out that: along -with the theocratic nature
of the king, from which emerged the notion that the king's-voluntas

constituted the lawy there existed in England the feudal function of

the king as feudal overlord,- primus inter pares, the first among the
feudal barons, who conceived law as a contract between king and barons.36
The king in his person represented two'opposing'concepts:_~rex legibus

solutus, the king is above the law, the.law is an expression of the

king's will; and the concept-rex lggibus a2llipatus. the king is subject
to the 1aw; the law is a contract be&ween king and barons. During the
13th and l#th'centuries, there ﬁas a markeé emphasis uvpon the fegdal
function of the king; his éheocratic nature was limited by the contraéts
made by the barons and himself.ay ~ The ﬁarons even woh the righp to
elect the fittest person within the royal fémily to inherit the crown;38
the nobles elected Henry Bolingbroke.king over his uncle Lionel, Duke of
Clarence, after the abdication of Richard 11.39

When, in 1485, Henry Tudor ascended the throne as Henry VII, he

inherited a country torn apart by civil war. Strong measures were

needed to restore the public order. Consequently, he resurrected

the older medieval concept‘pf kingship,- rex legibus sclutus, the king
is above the law, His son, Henry VIII, went ‘further by his Act of

Supremacy which made him head of the Church of England,
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Hénry VII created the Star.Chamber, whose function was ?ﬁo
enforce vigorously criminal respoﬁsibility for‘attempts to commit
crime.“40 He used ?arliament_és the foundation of his legisative
‘policy and the cloak of his absslutism; Kiralfy writes:

8o successful were they (the Tudors) in disguising
, their absolutism under the parliamentary cloak
"that in the reign of Ellzabeth I, the astute
_statesman and scholar,. Slr Thomas Smith, could
aScribe absolute soverelgnty to Parllament.

The Council under Henry VII and his heirs became the real organ

of government. Its work was under the superv151on-of-the-klng,,who

had thus freed himself from the limitatiorns set upon him by the barons

and the growing independence of Parl'iament.42 Kiralfy writes that the

Tudors were concerned with creating and maintainiﬁg a stable government

conformable with their will'.43

The Tudor and the Stuart kings had in common the strong
desire that at all times their personal will should
prevail, So long as their aim was to ensure and preserve
peace and good government the country was on their side.,.
However, when that end was reached and the wheels of
govermment ran smoothly, the extracrdinary procedure of
the Council and the Star Chamber ceased to be necessary
so far as their daily task was concerned.,. in their
more political causes the conciliar courts became
capable' of being merely engines of tyranny in the hands
of a:monarch who was not willing that they should pass
with'the years of necessity that gave them birth or
power, During the latter part of this period they

were used in such an” arbitrary manner that instead of
supporting order and good govermment, they acted as

a check. upen the proper enforcement of the law where

it opposed the king's will, &4



-"218 -

The Calvinist concépt of Church and State was diaﬁetricélly
opposed to the English, To ﬁlacé over the Church a man who claimed
to be a semi-divinp, being byfright of blood was to the Calvinist a
blaéphemy: all men are sinners untii‘fustified by faith which comes
from God. To comsider law the expresséd will 6f.s;ch a semivdivine being
" who was himself abbveiiaw éas to think'contfary to Nature: law was not
made but éxistgd in the‘m;trix of sorial beiﬁg;

Moreover, the jurisdictions of Church and State, the Calvinists

claimed. are separatej Calvin says at one point

the church does not assume what is proper to éhe
magistrate; nor can the magistrate execute what

is carried out by the church, for the church does
not have the right of the sword to punish or .
compel., nor the authority to force, not imprisonmment,
nor the other punishments which the magistrate
commonly inflicts. 45

At another point he says.

Let no man be disturbed that 1 now commit to civil
govermment the duty or rightly establishing

religion ... For, when I approve of a civil
administration that aims to prevent the true religion
which is contained in God:s laws from being openly
and with public sacrilege violated and defiled with
impunity, I do not here ,,. allow men to make laws
according to their own decision concerning religion
and the worship of God, 46

Henry VIII's Act of Supremacy had joined Church and State together:

the jurisdiction was one. The-St, James Chronicle, for instance, in

discussing the Imposition of the Stamp Act and tﬁe episcopacy upon the

American colonies could say: "The stamping and episcopizing our

colonies were understood to bexonix different branches of the same plan

gf power,"47
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John ‘[\'liniéhrop, in his A.Model.of Christian Charity, written on
board the~aIabella as the Puritans made their wﬁy to Nﬁrth.&merica,_
" stated that the mission of the Massachusetts Bay Company waé_"to seek
:out a plﬁce of cdhabitation and consortship under a due form of
governﬁent both civil and ecclesiastical."48 That 1dug form of

government ' was based upon Calvin's concepts of Church and State, and

o_f the separation of Church and State.
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to share more of the journey; but they agree that this
could not be, TFor each must set out for the celestial
city by himself," Werner Stark,-The Sociolegy of Rellglon
London, 196672, vol, 5, pp. 305—06




- 222 -

14, 'institﬁtqg, pp. 295.96. (II,iii.5); p. 294, (II,iii,5);
" p. 300, (Ir,iii,8); p. 551, (IT1I.ii,7): p. 593, (IIIL,iii i),
p. 601, (II,iii 9), P, 751, (I11,%xi,21),

15, Stark, Op, cit.,, vol, 5, p. 25; and continues: "As. can be
seen, it was not' so far as one might assume from Calvin
to feelow-citizen Rousseau, If the latter is famous
because he upheld the doctrine of a-social contract, so
ought to be the former, They were brothers under the
skin," Ibid,, pp. 25 26,

16. Institutes, vol, II, p. 1023. (IV,i.9).

17. F W. Dllllstone The Structure of the Divine Society,
London, 1951, p. 117 )

18, Stark, Op. c1t., vol, 5 P. 259y and continues: "Calvin's
thought is at this point very close to that of Locke and
other sociological nominalists: the state is a public
utility created by the people to make-their life better
than it otherwise would be, and justified, if an in so
far as it fulfills that subservient function," Ibid.,

P. 259. '

19. . Instltutes, vol II, P. 1488, (IV,xx 3,

P

b b LY

"20. "Ibid,, vol 1T, p. 1488 (IV ;xx 3)
21, Stark, Op. cit., vol. 3, p. 91

22, Cited in Perry Miller and Thomas H, Johnson,-The Puritans,.
New. York, 1963, vol, I, p, 204,

23, William Blackstone, Commentaries on the Laws of England.
Oxford, 1765, vol, I, p., 187,

24, 1Ibid,, I, p., 234.

25, -Ibid., I pp. 2345,

26, 1Ibid,, I, p. 235. -

- w— -

27. 1Ibid., I, p. 238,

28, -Ibid,, I, p. 239,
29. Ibid.. I, p. 242

30, Walter Ullmann, Principles of Govermment and Politics in the
Middle Ages, New York. 1966, p, 23,




.
W

31.

32,

33.

34,

35.
36.

37,

38.
N 39.

40,

41.

42,

43,
44,
45,
46.

47,

48,

- 223 -

~Ibid,, p. 119,

";I‘P‘i‘d_-\l’ pv 121l

Ibid”, PP. 127<28

Cited in J, N, Figgls;\The Div1ne nght of Kings, New York,
1965, pp. 67-68, .

Ullmann, Op. cit,, p, 128,

Qgg,pm 150-51

;giy, P. 189

Figgis, Op, cit;, p. 81

Blackstone, Op, cit,, I, p. 195

A K.,R, Kiralfy, Potter's Historiéal Introduction to

English Law and Its Institutiomns, fourth edition,
London, 1962, p, 371.

»Ibid., p. 39.

Ibid., p. 40.

Ibid., p. 40

Tbid., p. 41, o

Instifutes, vol, II, p. 1215, (IV,xi,3).
Ibid,, vol,-II, p, 1488, (IV,xx;S);

Cited in Carl Brﬁdenbaugh Mitre. and Sceptre, New York,
1962, p. 269,

Miller and Johnsom,-Op. cit., I, p. 197.



- 224 -
.Appendix II

Unitarian Churches by Place

Alabama

Birmingham- . )
Unitarian Church
1958 John M, Fuller

" Arizona

'Paradise Valley .
First Unitarian Universalist Church of Phoenix
.1960-61. Blaine Drake

California

Bayside
_ Humhol@t Unitarian Fellowship
1960° unknown builder

Davis _
 * Unitarian Church
- 1967.-68 Walter Brooks of Berkeley
Palos Verdes Peninsula
Pacific Unitarian Church
1965 Carlton Winslow and Warren Waltz

Pasadena
Neighbourhood Church of Pasadena
1972  Smith and Williams

San Francisco
First Unitarian Church
1853 unknown builder
1864 unknown builder
1889 unknown builder

San Rafael
Marin Fellowship
1964  Steve Heller of San Francisco

Santa Barbara
Unitarian Church
1930 Lockard

Sepulveda

Unitarian Universalist Church
1963 Frank Ehrenthal

-
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Stockton
... First Unitarian Church
"*b71930 Jack Whipple

Walnut Creek
. Mt, Diablo Unitarian Church
1968 ° Frank Ehrenthal

” 'L’Co1ora6o

Fort Colllns
- 'Foothills Unltarian Church
ﬂ,1969—70 Ronald Rinker of Denver

"Connecticut

. Danbury W, Reddlng
-~ Unitarian Universalist Church of Northern
Fairfield County
1970 - barn remodelled by George E. Shear

.Haﬁden . .-
’ ~ Unitarian Church of New Haven
. 1962-63 Ronald K, Noe

Stpors - o v
* Unitarian Fellowship ' o
1967—68 Edward Trepal

Westpé!t
) Unitarian Church
1961-63 Victor Lundy

.District of Columbia
Washington
All Souls Church Unltarlan
1924 Coolidge and Shattuck of Boston (1arge1y
the work of Henry R, Shepley)

e -
Unitarian‘Church )
1822: Charles Bulfinch

Florida

Jacksonville
Unitarian Universalist Church
1966 Robert G, Broward.
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-ITallahassee
Unitarian Church
1966 Charles Benda

Illinois

. Chicago
Third Unitarian Church
1937 Paul Schweikher

Deerfield
North Shore Unitarian Church
1961  Johm Holland
1968 Ron Dirsmith (additions)

Evanston
Unitarian Church
1957.-58 Paul Schweikher

GCeneva
7 Unitarian Church
1843 unknown builder

Oak Park
Unity Temple
1905-06  Frank Lloyd Wright

Quincy .
Unitarian Church
1914 unknown builder

Rockford
Unitarian Church : .
1965 Pietro Belluschi and C, Edward Ware

Indiana

Fortn¥ayne
Unitarian Congregation
1959 Kenneth Cole

Hobart
. First Unitarian Church
1876 unknown builder

Jowa
Ames

Unitarian Fellowship
196970 T, Bjornstad and Paul Lilly



- 227 -

Davenport
Unitarian Church
1958 Thomas C. Lundeen

Iowa' City.
Unitarian Universalist Church
1908° Robert loring .(minister)

Kentucky

Louisville i
« First Unitarian Church
1871 H,P, Bradshaw

Louisiana
New Orleans )
Community Church
1972 George Leake -

Maine
Augusta . .
AlY Souls Church, Unitarian
1879  unknown builder
Bangor
Indepgndent Congregational Church
1853 Towle and Foster of Boston
Castine

First Congregational Church, Unitarian
1793  unknown builder

Kennebunk
First Parish Unitarian
1773 ships' carpenters

Portlang
First Parish
1825.26 John Mussey

e e —

Preble Chapel )
1851 James Kirby, carpenter
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Maryland

Baltimore
First Unitarian Church
1818 . Maximillian Godefroy .

Bethesda

" .Cedar Lane Unitarian Church )
1957 Keyes. Lethbridge, and Condon of Washington
Petro Belluschi, consulting architect

‘River Road Unitarian Church
1965- ' Keyes. Lethbridge, and Condon of Washington

ﬁutherville
Towson Unitarian Universalist Church
1972 Mark Beck and Associates

Massachusetts

Arlington -
First Parish Unitarian Universalist
1856 unknown builder

Barnstdble , )
Unitarian Church
1907 Guy Lowell

‘Bedford -
* First Parish, Unitarian Universalist
1817 wunknown builder after design by Benjamin

. Belmont
Unitarian Church
1888.89  Hartwell and Richardson
Boston )
" Arlington Street Church
1859 Arthur Gilman

Brattle Square Church
1870 Gambrill and Richardson

Federal Street Church
1809 Charles Bulfinch
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S

Lt T

First and Second Church
1856 Ware and Van Brunt

destroyed by fire in, 1968; facade of this church S

incorporated 1n_1368—72 __~Padl Rudolph -

< C T .- :
Hollis Street Church . L e,
1788 . Charles Bulfinch

_King's Chapel
- 1749-58" ~ Peter’ Harrison ‘;

i

New North Meetlng House
1804 . Charles’ Bulfinch

New Soith Meeting House .
~1814% Charles Bulfinch -

Brockton
Unitarian Unlversalist Church
1955 56 Haldeman and Jacoby
....... G e LS SR nl 2t
"Brookllne e
First Parish ) o :
© 1891.93  Shepley, Rutan, ‘and Coolldge

", Cambridge -
'Firsg-Pa:ish
1833 Isaiah Rogers

- Canton )
First Parish Unitarian
1825 unknovn builder .

Cohasset
- First Parish
T 1747 ‘unknown builder

Dedham
First Church ) .
1762  unknown builder

Dighton - . : '
Pedo Baptist Congregational Church Unitarian
1770 - unknown builder ‘
1930 restored by William T, Aldrich of Boston
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East Bridgewaterf‘ R
1723-(?)} unknown builder

+ Framingham
First Parish : .
1924 Charles Baker of Boston

Grofon- L
First Parish: , -
1755 unknown builder

Hingham
_ Second Parish
1742 uwanknown builder

Hubbardston T .
First Parish Unitarian
1773 ¥saac Bellows )

Budson “Te
First Unitarian Church.
‘1861 unknown builder

" Lexington
Follen Church .
1839 Charles Follen (minister)

Lincoln
First Parish-
1842 Rueben Smith of Stow, Mass,, after
Benjamin design

Mendon
First Parish Unitarian
1819 Carter

Nantucket Island .
Second Congregational Meeting House
1809 Flisha Ramsdell

. New Bedfoxrd
First Tnitarian Church
1839 Alexander Jackson Davis

Newburyport :
‘First Religious Society Unitarian
1801  Samuel McIntyre of Salem
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; Tff-fuorthb°f°“3h

‘First Congregational Unltarlan Church
1809 - -unknown builder after Benjamin de51gn .

- Nbfth Easton ‘
© -. Unity Church
187375 John Ames-Mitchell

‘Norton .
- First Congregational Parish Unltarlan
1835 unknown builder

,'Norwell
First Parish
1830, William Sparrel

Plfﬁoutb
.First Parish
1896v99 Hartwell, Richardson, and Driver:

,hRﬂxbury
. First Church -
1804 unknown builder who. copied Newburyport church

;Sandwich o |
First Church of Christ o : ",
.., I847  unknown builder -

Sharoh _
..Unitarian Church
184% unknown builder

.‘Sherborn .
First Parish ' )
1834 ' unknown builder after Benjamin de81gn

Springfield
- Unity Church
1866w69 H.H. Richardson

Stoneham .
First Unitarian Church
1869 unknown builder

Taunton
First Parish
1830 unknown

Uxbridge
- First Congregational Church Unltarlan :
1835 unknown builder
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'Wétertown
First Parish
1842 - unknown builder

Wayland
First Parish
1815  Asher Benjamin

Wellesley Hills
Unitarian Church .
1960 Harry Gulesian of Boston

West Newton ‘
First Unitarian Church
1906 Ralph Adams Cram

Weston
First Parish
. 1886-88  Peabody and Stearns

Westwood
First Parish .
1809 unknown builder

Winchendon
- Church of the Unity
1866~68 5.5 Woodcock

Worceé%er
Second Parish
1851  unknown builder
1938.- 39 rebuilt by G, Adolph Johnson

Michigan

Bloomfield
Birmingham Unitarian Church
1958-~59 Minoru Yamasaki
Detroit i
Congreéegational Church
1851 unknown builder

Flint
Unitarian Church
1960 Nelson, Nurmi, and Associates

Midland
Unitarian Universalist Fellowship
- 1962~63 . Jackson B, Hallet
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Minnesota

Grand Rapids
Unitarian Fellowship
1960 Robert Sandburg

Hanska.
Nora Church
1881 unknown builder

St. Paul
Unity Church - :
1905 Thomas Gannett Holyoke

Missouri

St. Louis
First Congregational Church Unitarian
1836 unknown builder

Nebraska

Lincoln
Unitarian Church
1961 . Dale'Gibbs

Cmaha
Wirst Unitarian Church :
1918 John and Alan McDonald

New Hampshire

Concord
Second Congregational Church
1960 Hugh Stubbins and Associates .

Nashua -
Unitarian Universalist Church )
1827 unknown builder after Benjamin design

Peterborough
Unitarian Church :
1826 Charles Bulfinch {?)

Wilton Centre

First Unitarian Congregational Church
1859-60 unknown builder
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New Jersey

Orange .
First Unitarian Unjversalist Church of Essex
County . '

1892 . unknown builder

Summit
Unitarian Church
1913 Joy Wheeler Dow

New York -

Barneveld
TUnitarian Church
1816 Isaac Peirce (minister)

‘Buffalo :
First Unitarian Congregational Church
1833 unknown builder

Unitarian Universalist Church
1904 Edward Austin Kent

Flushing )
" ¥ Vynitarian Universalist Church
1914-16 William A. Bates

Garden City
Unitarian Universalist Church of Central Nassau
1964-65 Percival Goodman of New York

Hollis
Hollis Unitarian Church
1960 Blake and Nesky

Ithica .
First Unitarian Church
- 1893 William Henry Miller

New York -
Community Church
1940-48 Maurice Salo

- Plandome
North Shore Unitarian Church
1955 Charles H. warner

Schenectady
First Unitarian Church
1961 Edward Durrell Stone
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Syracuse

May Memorial Unitarian Church _
1963-64 Belluschi and«+Pedersen, Hueber and Hares

White Plains ]
" White Plains Community Church Unitarian
1959,  Jules. Gregory

North Carolina

Asheville
. Unitarian-Universalist Church
1971-72 William Moore

oOhio

"Cincinnati
First Unitarian Church
1830 unknown builder
1889  James W. McLaughlin

Northern Hills Unitarian Universalist Fellowship
1967 Pistler and Brwon

8t. John's Unitarian Church
- 1960-61  John Garber
‘ .
Dayton -
First Unitarian Church
1914 E.P. Homer of Providence, R.I.

. Marjetta
First Unitarian Universalist Church
1856-57  unknown builder

Rocky River
. 'West Shore Unitarian Church
1960 - Wallace Teare . ;
Toledo i
First Unitarian Church
1923 Edwin J. Lewis Jr. of Boston

Oklahoma
Oklahoma City

First Unitarian Church
1928 Smith and Walker of Boston
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"thsa; L _
All Souls, UInitarian Church
1956-57  John Duncan Forsyth

Oregon

Eugene, - -

Unitarian Church of Fugena and Lane-County
1962-63 Balzhiser, Seder, and Rhodes

. Portland
. First Unitarian Church
1924  James B. Parker

Pennsylvania

Brien
First Unitarian Church
1967 . Goldberg .and Heidt

Meadvillie
Independent Congregational Church
1835-36 George W. Cullum

Philadelphia

. ‘Fifst Unitarian Church
1813 -Robert Mills
1828 William Strickland
1885 Frank Furness

Unitarian Church of Germantown
1926-28 Edmund Gilchrist

Pittsburgh : :
Allegheny Centre Unitarian Church
1909 unknown builder

State College
Unitarian Fellowship of Centre County
1960 & 1966 Philip F. Hallock

Rhode'Island

Newport
Channing Memorial .Church
1880-81 Bovden and Souts

Providence
First Unitarian Church
1795 Charles Bulfinch
1814-16  John Holden Greene
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Tennessee

'Memphis : ' ,
First Unitarian Church
1965 Roy P. Harrover Associates .

Nashville
" First Unitarian Universalist Church °
n.d. - Bruce Draper

Oak Ridge
Oak Ridge Unitarian Church
-- 1956  Joseph Goodstein

Texas
Beaumont .
Spindletop Unitarian Church
1967 Moore. and Stansbury
Houston . .
Emerson Unitarian Church
19606 Caudill, Rowlett, and Scott
San Antonio
First Unitarian-Church
1961 Brown and Cowan
Utzah

Salt Lake City
First Unitarian Church
1926-27 Slack W. Winburn
Smith and Walker of Boston, consulting architects

Vermont

Burlington
First Unitarian Universalist Church
Peter Banner of Boston'

Virginia )
Qakton
Fairfax Unitarian Church .
1963, Ansi and Auver of San Francisco
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ﬁiéﬂﬁbnd
First Unitarian Church
1972 Urlich Franzem of New York

- Roanoke _
Roanoke Valley Unitarian Church .
1854 Benjamin Deyerle

Washington
Seattle -
University Unitarian Church
1958-59. Paul Kirk

Wisconsin

Brookfield -
- Unitarian Church West
1965 Kurtz Architects Inec.

Madison -
Unitarian Church
1947-51 Frank Lloyd Wright

Mukwonago 3 _ "

United Unitarian and Universalist Church
1878 ‘unknown builder



- 239 -

. APPENDIX IIT

b

iipnitarian.bHUrqhes by. Date B

1723 ? (remodelled 1794 -.1850) .
First Parish Unitarian Church-
East Bridgewater, Mass,
unknown builder

1742
- Second Parish in Hingham
. Hingham Mass.

unknown builder

1747 ; :
First Parish Church in' Cohasset
Cohasset, Mass,

unknown builder

“1755
First Parish of Groton, Unitarian
Groton, Mass.
unknown architect

1762 -
First Church in Dedham

Dedham, Mass.
remodelled after 1818

1770 :
Pedo Baptist Congregational Society. = Unitarian
Dighton. Mass,
unknown architect
1930 restored by William T, Aldrich of Boston

1773
First Parish, Unitarian
Hubbarston, Mass.
Isaac Bellows,” builder

1773
First Parish Unitarian
Kennebunk, Me,
ships carpenters

1788
Hollis Street Church
Boston . Mass.
Charles Bulfinch



1793

1795

1801

1804

1804

- U -

‘First Congregational Society. Unitariam
Castlne Me.

" unknown builder °

tower attributed to Bulflnch

First Congregational Church
Providence, R,I,

'Charles Bulfinch.

First Religious Society
Newburyport, Mass;

. unknown builder -
Samuel McIntype of Salem

First Church in Roxburg
Roxburg, Mass.
unknown builder

Asher Benjamin design

Copied Newburyport, Mass,

New North Meeting House

. Boston, Mass,

““*Charles Bulfinch

1809

1809

1809

1809

(1844 renovation)

Second Cohgregational Meeting House Society
Kantucket Island, Mass.

1809 Elisha Ramsdell, builder

1844 F,B, Coleman, renovation

First Congregational Unitarian Church of Northborough

Northborough, Mass,

1809 unknown builder

1848-50 Perry, Shaw and Helpburn of Poston rebuilt church
after fire according to original desigmn

First Parish of Westwood, United Church

Westwood, Mass,
unknown builder

Federal .Street Church
Boston, Mass,
Charles Bulfinch
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. First Unitarian Church of Phlladelphia
Phlladelphia, Penn. '

/¢ 1813 Robert Mills «** ' A

1814 -

'replaced 1828 William Strickland

1885 Frank Furness

New South Meeting House
Boston Mass. '
Charles Bulfimch

1814.16

1815

. - 1816

1816

. Flrst Parlsh of Wayland Unltarian

First Unitarian Church of Prov1dence
" Providence, R,I, .
John.Holden Greene of Providence

Wayland, Mass.
Asher- Benjamin of Boston

Unitarian Church of Barneveld

'Barneveld ‘N.Y.
"+ Isaac Plerce

. ,First Unitarian Universallst Church (First Congreational Church)

1817

1818

. Burlington, Ut,
" Peter Banner from Boston office of Charles Bulfinch,

First Parish im Bedford
Bedford, Mass.
after design of Asher Benjamin

First Unitarian Church of Baltimore

" Baltimore, Md.

"1819

1822

Maximillian Godefroy

-~

. First Parish Umitarian

Mendon, Mass,
=« Carter, who did First Parishes in -Mulford, Belllngham
and Templeton

Unitarian Church
Washington. D,C,
Charles Bulfinch



1825
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First Parish -~ Unitarian
Canton, Mass,
unknown builder

1825-26

1826

1827

1828

LBBQ-

1830

1830

1833

1834
'First Parish in Sherborn
.« Sherborn,” Mass.
-*Asher Benjamin design ?

First Parish Society

Portland, Me.
John -Mussey.

Unitarian Church (Congregatlonal Soclety, Unitarlan

‘in- Peterborough)

Peterborough, N. H.
Bulfinch or Benjamln

Unitarian Universalist Church
Nashua, N.H.
Asher Benjamin design ?

First Unitarian Church of Philadelphia
Philadelphia, Penn.

1828 William Strickland

replaced 1813 Robert Mills

replaced 1885 by Frank Furness

First Parish Church in Norwell
Norwell, Mass.

William Sparrel of Norwell
after Benjamin design ?

First Parish Church in Taunton (Unitarian Universalist)
Taunton, Mass.
unknown builder

First Unitarian Church
Cincinnati, 0.
unknown builder

-

First Unitarian Congregatiomal Church
Buffalo, N.Y.
unknovn builder
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1835
JRa i¥F1rst Congregatlonal Society, Unitarian
Uxbridge s Mass',
unknown bullder .

=

c1835
“ First Congregational Parish (Unltarlan)
. Norton, Mass
unknown burlder

:1835-36 . : .
Independent Congregat10na1 Church (Unltarlan Universalist
of Meadvilile)- :

‘Meadv1lle, Penn.

”George W. Cullum

1836
First’ Congregational Church (Unltarian)

St. Louis, Mo.
unknown bullder

- 1839 . , - :
s Follen Church Society

-Lexington, Massy: :

Charles Follen, first minister,: bu11der

. T -
"r41839 \
First Unitarlan Soc1ety
mNew Bedford Mass.
Alexander Jackson

avis

'1839-40
First Parish of Groton, Unitarian
Groton, Mass.
1755 unknown builder
1839-40 extensively remodelled

1842
.First Parish in Lincoln
.Lincoln, Mass.
Asher Benjamin design
' Reuben Sniifh" of Stow; Mass., bullder

1842
Unitarian Church of Sharon
Sharon, Mass. ‘
unknown builder

1843
Unitarian Society of Geneva
Geneva, Il1l.
-unknown builder
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1847 -
3&¥F1rst Church of Christ in Sandwish
e Sandwich ‘Mass.
. unknown builder
1851 : -
Préble Chapel
Portland, Me.
James Kirby,-carpenter
1851 - .
First Unitarian Church of Worcester
Worcester, Mass.
1851 unknown architect
1938-39 rebuilt G. Adolph Johnson
1851 : : . -
' Congregational Unitarian Church
Detroit, Mich.
unknown builder
1853 : .
- Independent  Congregational Society
Bangor, Me.
Towle and Foster of Boston
- 1853 . :
“: 1 TFirst Unitarian Society of San Francisco
San Francisco, ‘Calif.
" unknown builder
1856
First Parish Unitarian Unlversalist
Arlington, Mass. :
unknown builder
1856-60 ]
First Unitarian Universalist Society
Marietta, O.
unknown bullder
1859-60
First Unitarian Congregatlonal Society
Wilton Centre, N.H.
unknown builder
1861

First Unitarian Society
Hudson, Mass.
unknown builder
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1864 : - B :
ﬁ:'Flrst Unltarlan Society of San Franclscn
~_‘“"San Francisco, Callf. __—
1864 unknown

. 1865 :
N First and Second Church in Boston
" Boston, Mass.

Ware and Van Brunt

" 1866-67

Society and Church of the Unity
Winchendon, Mass,

S.5. Woodcock

1866-69
S Uity Church
. . Springfield, -Mass.
Gambrill and Richardson

‘1869 : .
- First Unitarian Church
.Stoneham, Mass.
unknown builder

1870
*  +.Bratlle Square Church

"Boston, Mass.

. Gambrill and Richardson

1871 : .
© First Unitarian Church
Louisville, Ky. -
H.P. Bradshaw

1873
" * First Unitarian Society of Ithica
Ithica, N.Y.
f?illiam Henry Miller who did 1893 church as well

1873-75
Unity Church -
North Easton, Mass.
N ‘John Ames Mitchell

1876 _
- Fidrst Unitardian Church of Hobart

Hobart, Ind.
unknown builder

1878
.Unlted Unlversallst and Unitarian Church
Mukwonage, Wis.
unknown builder
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1879 .
,.ALl Souls Church, Unitarian
“Augusta, Me,

unknown builder ~-

1880 :
* Channing Memorial Church

Newport, R.I,

Bouden -and Souts

1881 ,
Nora Church, Unitarian Universalist
Hanska, Minn.
unknown builder

‘1885 . .
First Unitdrian Church of.Philadelphia
Philadelphia, Penn.
1885 Frank Furness

1886-88
First Parish Church (Unitarian) .
Weston, Mass.
Peabody and Stearns

1888-89
Unjtarian Church
‘Bélmost, Mass.
Hartwell and Richardson -

lSSQ‘ o <
First Unitarian Church of Cincinnati
Cincinnati, O.

James W. McLaughlin

1889
First Unitarian Society of San Francisco .
San Francisco, Calif.
unknown architect

1891-93
_First Parish Church
" Brookline, Mass.
Shepley, Ruton and Coolidge

1892

: First Unitarian Universalist Church of Essex County
Orange, N.J.

« unknown architect

1893 .
_First Unitarian Society of Ithica
Tthica, N.Y.
ﬂWilliamngpry‘Miller
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18%6-99,

"'"i

F1rsL Parish -in Plymouth

'wPlymouth Mass.

Hartwell, Richardson’:and Driver

1904 |

1905

Buffalo, N.Y.
Edward. Austin Kent

Unity Church of St. Paul
St. Paul, Minn.

" Thomas Gannett Holyoke

Ao
1905-06

- 1906

1907

19508 )
* Unitarian Universalist Society

1909

1913

1914

1914

Unity Temple:
Oak+-Park, Ill.
Frank Lloyd Wright

-First Unitarian Society in Newton

West Newton, Mass.
Ralph Adams Cram

'Unitarian Church
" Barnstable, Mass.

Guy Lowell

Iowa City, Ia.
Robert Loring, Minister

Fa

Allegheny Center Unltarian Church
Pittsburg, Penn.
unknown architect

Unitarian Church in Summit
Summit, N.J. .
Joy Wheeler Dow

First Unitarian Church of Dayton
Dayton, O.
E.P. Homer-of Providence R.I.

H

Uglitarian Church of Quincey
Qitincy, Il1l.

vitknown architect

£ [N [ k]



1914*16 b y
Unitarlan;Unlversalist Church of Flushing
’Flushlng, N.Y.

William A.- Bates

1918 - L .
First Unitarian Church of Cmaha
Omaha, Neb.

John ‘and Alan McDonald

1923 - :
First Unitarian Church

Toledo, I.

Edwin J. Lewis Jxr. of Boston

1924 :
First Parish.in Framingham
Framingham, Mass.

Charles Baker of Boston

1924 - .

-~ ", AlIl Souls Church-Unitarian
'Washington, D.C.

Coolidge and Shattuck of Boston
largely work of Henry R.: Shepley

1926-27 '
S ‘Firét Unitarian Church of Salt Lake City:
Salt Lake City, Ut.. .
Slack W. Winburn
Smith and Walker of Boston (consulting architects)

1928
Firts Unitarian Church of Oklahoma City
Oklahoma City, Okla.
Smith and Walker of Boston

1930
Unitarian Society of Santa. Barbara
.Santa*Barbara, Calif.
Lockard

1930
First Unitarian. Society of Stockton
Stockton, Calif, :
Jack Whipple

- 1937

Third Unitarian Church of Chicégo
Chicago, Ill.
Paul Schweikher
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1938-39 :
First Unitarian Church of Worcester
Worcester, Mass. ‘
1851 unknown archifect

" 1938-39 rebuilt G. Adolph Johnson

1940-48
i Community Church of New York
New York, N.Y.

Maurice Salo

1947-51 )
Unitarian Church
‘Madison, Wis.’
Frank Lloyd Wright

1948-50
First Congregational Unitarian Church of Northborough
Northborough, Mass.
1809 unknown builder
1848-50 .Perry, Shaw and Hepburn of ‘Boston rebullt church
after fire according to original de51gn ‘

1955 . o
North Shore Unitarian Society
Plandome, N.Y.
Charles H. Warner pf:ﬂarge;—Leeds
1955 56

v Universalist Unltarlan Church of Brockton
Brockton, Mass. :
Haldeman and Jacoby

1956
Ozakridge Unitarian Church
Oakridge, Tenn.
Joseph Goodstein

1956-57

‘ All Souls Unitarian .Church
Tulsa, Okla. '
John Duncan Forsyth

1957
Cedar Lane Unitarian Church
Bethesda, Md.
- Keyes, Lethbridge and Condon of Washington, D.C.
Pietro Belluschi (consulting architect)

1957-58 .
_ Unitarian Church of Evanston
FEvanston, I11.
Paul Schweikher

W ,.‘«3"-‘ i
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1958
Unitarian Church
Birmingham, Ala.
John M. Fuller

1958
Unitarian Church
Davenport, ILa.
Thomas C. Lundeen

1958-59
Birmingham Unltarlan Church -
Bloomfield, Mich.
Minoru Yamasaki

1958-59
. University Unitarian Church
Seattle, Wash.

Paul Hayden Kirk

.1959
Unitarian Congregation of Fort Wayne
Fort Wayne, .Ind.
Kenneth Cole

1959
White -Plains Community Church,. Unltarlan
White Plains, N.Y.
Jules Gregory of Lombertville, N.J.

1960 )
Humboldt Unitarian Fellowship
Bayside, Calif,
unknown architect

1960
Second Congregational Society in Concord |,
Concord, N.H.

Hugh Stubbins and Associates

1960 .
Unitarian Church of Flint
Flint, Mich.
Nelson Nurmi and Associates

1960
Unitarian Fellowship of Grand Rapids
Grand Rapids, Minn.
Robert Sandburg



1960

1960

1960

1960

1960
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Hollis Unitarian Church
Hollis, N.Y.
Blake and Nesky

Emerson Unitarian Church of Houston -
Houston, Tex.
Candill, Rowlett and Scott

West Shore Unitarian Church
Rocky River, O.
Wallace Teare

Unitarian Fellowship of Centre County
State College, Penn.

Philip F. Hallock

enlarged in 1966

Unitarian Society,of Wellesley Hills

' Wellesley ‘HiIls, Mass.

Harry Gu1e51an of Boston

1960 61

St. John's Unitarian Church

. Cineinnati, O.

John Garber

1960-61

1961

1961

1961

First Unltarlan Universalist Church of Phoenix
Paradise Valley, Ariz.
Blaine Drake

North Shore Unltarlan Church

'Deerfleld T11.

19 61 John Holland
1968 Ron Dirsmith

Unitarian Church of Lincoln
Lincoln, Neb.
Dale Gibbs

First Unitarian Church
San Antonio, Tex.
Brown and Cowan
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1961
First Unitarian Society of Schenectady
Schenectady, N.Y. -
Edward Durrell Stone

1961-63
Unitarian Church in Westport
Westport, Conn. .
Victor Lundy

1962-63
Unitarian Church of Eugene and Love County
Eugene, Ore. : e
Balzhier, Seder, and Rhodes

1962-63
Unitarian Society of New Haven
Hamden, Conn.
Ronald K. Noe

1962-63
Unitarian Universalist Fellowship of Midland
Midland, Mich.’
Jackson.B. Hallet

1963
: Unitarian Fellowship :-of Morgantown
Morgantown, W. Va.
w unknown builder

1963
Fairfax Unitarian Church
Qakton, Va.
Ansi and Auer of San Francisco

1963
Unitarian Universalist Society
Sepalveda, Calif.
Frank Ehrenthal

1963-64 .
May Memorial Unitarian Society
Syracuse, N.Y.
Belluschi and Pedersen, Hueber and Hares

1964
Marin Fellowship of Unitarians
San Raphael, Calif.
Steve Heller of San Francisco.



1965

"1965
1965

1965

1965;‘”

1966

1966

- 1967

1967

06465
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Unltarlan Unlversallst Church of Centra Nassau
Garden ‘City, N.Y.
Percival Goodman of New York

River Road-Unitarian Church
Bethesda, ‘Md« h

Keyes, Lethbrldge and Condon
(Lethbridge chief designer)

Unltarlan Church West
Brookfleld Wls

Kurtz Architects Inc.

First Unitarian Church of Memphis
Memphis, Tenmn.

Roy P. Harrover Associates

Pacifie Unitarian Church
Palos Verdes Penninsula, Calif.

Carlton Wlnslow and Warren Waltz

Wl

Unitarian Church
Rockford,-T11.
Pietre Belluschi and C. Edward Ware

Unitarian Universalist Church of'Jacksonville

‘Jacksonville, Fla.

Robert C. Broward

Unitarian Church of Tailahasse
Tallahasse, Fla.
Charles Benda

Spindletop Unitarian Church
Beaumont, Tex.
Moore and-‘Stansburg

North Hills Fellowship
Cincinnati, O. .
Pistler and Brown
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1967
T Main Line Unltarlan Church
, Devon, Penn.

Chappelle and Crothers

1967
- First Unitarian Society

Erie, Penn.

Goldberg.,and Heidt

1967 68
Unitarian Church of Dav1s
Davis, Calif.
Walter Brooks of Berkeley

1967- 68
Unitarian Fellowship of Storrs
" Storrs; Conn. )
.. .Edward Trepal’

1968 i )
North Shore Unitarian Church -
Deerfield, T1L.-

1961 John Holland

1968 Ron Dirsmith

1968 .

‘. - Mt., Diablo Unitarian Church
Walnut Creek, ‘Calif.

Frank Ehrenthal

196872 _
First Church
Boston, Mass.
Paul Rudolph o ) . \

. 1969

Gulf Coast Unitarian Universalist Fellowshlp_
Gulfport, Miss.

—— mobile classroom

1969--70.
Unitarian Fellowship of Anes
Anes, Ia.
T. Bjornstad general concept
Paul Lilly -architectural engineering

1969-70
Foothills Unitariam’ Church
Fort Collins,- Colo.
Ronald Rinker of Anderson, Barker and Rlnker of Denver



- 1970
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..‘:?a "-\‘ . K
;“nltérfah Unlversalist Society of Northern Fairfield County
Danburg ~- W. . Redding, Conn.

gbarn remodelled by George E. ~Shear

’1971 ~72 :
Unitarian - Universalist Church .of Asheville
'AShEVlllE N.C. ’
1W1lliam Moore of Moore-Robinson Assoc1ates

1972 - :
: .Towson Unltarlan Universallst Church .
i Lutherv1lle _Md.

Mark Beck and Associates

1972 : , '
Neighborhodéd Church of Pasadena
Pasadena, Calif.

" Smith and Williams

1972 5 - ' .

- First Unitarian Church of Richmond
Richmond, Va.
*Urllch ‘Franzen

1972-73 )
‘5COmmunity Church (Unitarian~Universalist)
-New -Ordeans, La.
wGeorge ‘Leake
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APPENDIX IV

Unitarian Churches by Architect or Builder

Aldrich; William T.

Pedo Baptist Congregatlonal Society Unltarlan
. Dighton, Mass,

1770 -~ unknown builder

1930 - restored by Aldrich

Ansi and Auer of San Frarcéisco
Fairfax ‘Unitarian Church
Oakton, Va.
1963

Baker, Charles of Boston,
First Parish in Framlngham
Framingham, Mass.
1924

Balzhier, Seder and ‘Rhodes
Unitarian Church of Eugene and Love County
- Eugene, Ore. - '
- 1962-3

Banner, Peter
‘First Unitarian Universalist Church
(First Congregational Church)
Burlington, Vt.
1816

Bates, William A.

' Unitarian Universalist Church of Flushing
Flushing, N.Y. .
1914-16

Beck, Mark and Assoc1ates :
Towson Unitarian Unlversallst Church
Lutherville, Md,

1972

Bellows, Isaac, Builder
First Parish, Unitarian
Hubbardston, Mass.
1773

Belluschi, Pietro
Cedar Lane Unjitarian Church
Bethesda, Md.
1957 Keyes, Lethbridge and Condon of Washington D.C.
Belluschi - consulting architect
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Belluschl and Pedersen, Hueber and Hares
May Memorial Unitarian Society
Syracuse, N.Y.

- 1963~ 4

‘Belluschi Pletro and C.- Edward Ware
) Unitarian Church.

Rockford, Ill.

1965

Benda, Charles ;
Unitarian Church of Tallahasse
Tallahasse, Fla
1966"

Benjamln, Asher (d331gn) :
. First Parish in Bedford
‘Bedford, Mass.

BEHJamln, Asher (design) _
- «#First ‘Parish of Wayland Unltarian
Wdyland, Mass. :
1815

Benjamln,JAsher (de51gn)
First Parish Church in NorWell
Norwell, Mass. .
© 1830 By William Sparrel of Norwell

Bénjamin, Asher (design)
‘Unitarian Church
Peterborough; N.H.
1826 (possibly Bulfinch ?)

Benjamin, Asher (design)
First Parish in Sherborn
Sherborn, Mass.,
1834

Benjamin, Asher (desién)
Uﬁitariap Universalist Church
Nashua, N.H.
1827

Benjamin, Asher (design)
First Parish in Lincoln
Lincoln, Mass.
1842 builder Reuben Smith of Stow, Mass.

.BJornstad T.
S % Unditarian Fellowship of Anes
Anes, Ia.
1969-70 Bjornstad (general concept) :
Paul' Lilly (architectural engineering)
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ifm’, - :"
‘“Blake and Nesky
Hollis Unitarlan Church
HOlllS, N.Y.
1960

Bouden and Souts, Worcester .
Chauning Memorial Church
‘Newport, R.I.
1880

Bradshaw, H.P.
First Unitarian Church
_Louisvillie, Ky.
1871

Brooks, Walter of Berkeley

. Unitarian Church of.Davis’
Davis, Calif. :
1967-8

Broward Robert C.

Unltarlan Unlversalist Church of Jacksonv111e :

Jacksonville, Fla.

1966 .

'Brown .and Cowan .
First Unitarian Church
San Antonio, :Tex,
1961 - Wynne Brown church member

Bulfinch, Charles
Hollis Street Church
Boston, Mass.,
1788 .

Bulfinch, Charles .
. First Congregational Church
Providence, R.I.
1795

Bulfinch, Charles i
' New North Meeting House
Boston, Mass.

1804

Bulfinch, Charles
. Federal Street Church
Boston, Mass.
1809
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. Bulfinch, 'Cha

Lo New South Meeting House
Boston, Mass.

1814

Bulflnch Charles A
Unltarlan Church
‘Washington, D. C.

1822

'Bulfinch,.CharleS'?
' Unitarian Church
o Peterborough NIH.
1826 (possibly Benjamln ?)

Bulfinch, Charles Lt

: First Unitarian Universalist Church - "° .

(First Congregatlonal Church) B
Burllngton, vt. ‘

1816 - largely work of - Peter-Banner

. Caudell Rowlett and Scott
’ Emerson Unltarlan Church of Houston
~ Houston, ‘Tex.

PP Te ‘and Crothers .
- Main Line Unitarian Church
Devon, Penn.
1967 (additions by Sam Crothers)

' Cole,LKenneth
Unitarian Congregation of Fort Wayne -
Fort- Waytie, Ind.
1959

Coleman,-F B.
Second Congregatlonal Meetlng House Soc1ety
“Nantacket Island, Mass.
{1809 Elisha Ramsdell erected bulldlng
‘1844 Coleman renovated

Coolidge and Shattuck of Boston
All Souls Church Unitarian
Washlngton, D, C
1924 .
Largely the work of Henry R. Shepley

Cram, Ralph Adams
-First Unitarian Soc1ety in Newton

” West Newton, Mass.
X906
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. Cullum, George W. Lo s
o Independent Congregational Church (Unltarian
. Universalist of Meadville)-
Meadville, Penn. -
1835-36

Davis, Alexander Jackson
First Unitarian Society. ‘ Ca T
New;Bedford, Mass. . S
1839 B ' LR

Prsmith, Ron. ’
: North Shore Unitarian Church
Deerfield, I11.
1961 John Holland
1968 Ron Dirsmith

, Dow, Joy'Wheeler -

: Daitarian Church in Summlt
Summit, N.J.

1913,

- Drake 'Blaine .
I . First Unitarian Universalist Church of Phoenix
- Paradise Valley, Ariz,
1960—1"

‘Draper, Bruce o
First Unitarian Universalist Church of Nashville
Nashville, Tenn. ) .
n.d.

hrenthal Frank
Unitarian Universalist Society
Sepalveda, Calif.
1963

Ehrenthal, Frank
Mt. Diablo Unitarian Church
. Walnut . Creek, Callf.
1968

Follen, Charles
Follen Church Society
Lexington, Mass. .
1839
Follen - first minister

. Forsyth, John Dunéan -
All Souls Unitarian Church -
Tulsa, Okla.

1956~7
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Franien, Urlich of New York. . . ]
First Unitarian’ Church of Richmond
Richmond, Va. B )
1972 ' N

Fuller, John M.
Unitarian Church
Birmingham, Ala.
1958
Fuller - church member

Furness, Frank ,
First Unitarian Church of Philadelphia .
Philadelphia, Penn. e
1885 Frank Furness

. , /

Gambrill and Richardson

Unity Church

Springfield, Mass. . L

1866-69 S

Gambrill and Richardson
Brattle Square Church .
Boston, Mass. : e
1870

. Garber, John
St. John's Unitarian Church
Cincinnati, 0.

. 1960-1 -

Gibbs, Dale
Unitarian Church of Lincoln
Lincoln, Neb.
1961

Godefroy, Maximillian ‘
First Unitarian Church of Baltimore
Baltimore, Md.

1820 "

Goéldberg and Heidt
First Unitarian Society
Erie, -Penn. '
1967

» Goodman, Percival of New York

Unitarian Universalist Church of Cemtral Nassau
Garden -City N.Y. ;
1964-5
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Goodstein, Joseph
Ozkridge Unitarian Church
Oakridge, Tenn.
1956

Greene, Joseph ‘Holden of Providence
First Unitarian. Church of Providence -

Providence, R.I.
1814-16

Gregory, Jules i
.. White Plains Community Church, Unitarian
White Plains, N.Y. '
. 1959

Gulesian, Harry of Boston
) Unitarian Society of Wellesley Hills
Wellesley Hills, Mass.
1960 '

Haldeman and Jacoby
Universalist Unltarian Church of Brockton
Brockton, Mass.
-1955-6

Hallet, Jackson B,
Unitarian Universalist Fellowship of Mldland
Midland, Mich.
1962-3

Hallock, Philip F.
. Unitarian.Fellowship of Centre County
State College, Penmn.
1960 and 1966

Harrover, Roy P. Associates
First Unitarian Church of Memphls
Memphis, Tenn.
1965

Hartwell and Richardson
Unitarian Church
Belmont, Mass.
1888-9

Hartwell, Richardson and Driver
First Parish in Plymouth
Plymouth, Mass.
1896-99
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o Heller, Steve.of San Francisco

Marin Fellowship of Unitarians
" ‘San Rafael, Calif.

- 1964. -

Heller Fellowshlp member

Holland;John
..North Shore Unitarian Church
Deerfleld I11.
1961 John Holland
1968 Ron Dlrsmlth

Holyoke, ThOmasuGannett
Unity Chureh of St. Paul
St. Paul, Minn.
1905

' Homer, E. P.,of Prov1dence, R.I.

First Unitarian Church of Dayton
Dayton, O.
1914

riohnston, G. Adolph

- First Unitarian Church of Worcester
Worcester, Mass.
. 1851 - .unknown architect

'1938-9 rebuilt by Johnson

Kent, Edward Austin
Unitarian Universalist Church of Buffalo
" Buffalo, N.Y.
1904

Keyes, Lethbridge, and Condon of Washington, D.C.
Cedar Lane Unitarian Church
Bethesda, Md.
1957 - Pietro Belluschi consulting .architect

Keyes, Lethbridge and Condon
" River Road Unitarian Church
." Bethesda, Md.
1965
‘Lethbridge - chief designer

Kirk, Paul Hayden

University Unitarian Church
Seattle, Wash.
1958-59
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~ Kirby, James (carpenter)

Preble Chapel

Portland, Me. ,
1851 - : ,

Kurtz.Architects Inc. T
Unitarian Church West
Brookfield, Wis.-
1965

Leake, George ‘
“Community Church (Unltarlan—Universalist)
. New Orleans, La. :
1972-73

Lewis; Edwin J. Jr. of Boston
" First Unitarian Church
Toledo, O.
1923 -

Loring, Robert

: Unitarian Universalist Soclety
Iowa City, Ia.
- 1908

Lockard ;‘aﬂ‘ -
Unitarlan Soc1ety of Santa Barbara
Santa Barbara, Calif.

1930

Lowell, Guy
Unitarian Church
Barnstable, Mass.
1907

Lundeen, Thomas C.
~Unitarian Church
Davenport Ia.
~ 1958

Lundy, Victor.
Unitarian Church in Westport
Westport, Conn.
1961-63

McLaughlin, James W.
First Unitarian Church of Cinecinnati
Cincinnati, O. '
1889
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McDonald “John and Alan
~First Unitarian Church of Omaha _
Omaha," Neb:
.1918

Miller, William~Hefiry. o SRR
First Unitarian Soclety of- Ithlca o : : : :
Ithica, N.Y. ' o , N o o
1893 and 1873 AR B

Mills, Robert
. First Unitarian Church of Philadelphla
- Philadelphla, Penn.
1813 Robert Mills

Mitchell, John Ames
Unity Church .
.North Easton, Mass.
1873-75

Moore and Stansburg

o :Spindletop’ Unitarian Church
}ﬂBeaumont, Tex.
1967

_Moore,~W1lllam :

e Unitarian - Universalist Church of Asheville
Asheville, N.C. ’
1971-72 ‘ Fa

of Moorea — Robinson Assoc.

Mussy, John .
First Parish Society
Portland, Me.
1825-26
Nelson, Nurmi and Associates
Unltarlan Church of Flint
‘Flint, Mich.
1960

Noe, Ronald X. .
Unitarian-Society of New Haven
New Haven, Conn.
1962-63

Peabody and Stearns
First Parish Church (Unltarlan)
Weston, Mass.

1886 88

q!“
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:_Pierce, Isaac
Unitarian Churchvof Barneveld
Barneveld ‘N.Y.
1816

Pistler and Brown " '
Northern*Hllls Fellowship
Cincinnati, 0.

1967

- Ramsdell, Elisha (Bullder)
. : Second Congregational Meeting House Soc1ety
Nantucket Island, Mass.
1809
1844 R.B. Coleman, renovation

Richardson, Henry Hobson
Unity  Church
Springfield, Mass.
- 1866- 69

" Richardson, Henry Hobson
Brattle Square Church
Boston, Mass. -
1870

Rinker, Ronald . :
Foothills Unitarian Church
Fort Collins,. Colo.
1969-70 ‘ , .
of Anderson, Barker and Rinker of Denver

Salo, Maurice
Community Church of New York
New York, N.Y.
1940-48

Sandburg, Robert
Unitarian Fellowship of Grand Raplds
Grand Rapids, Minn.’
1960 '

Schweikher, Paul
Third Unitarian Church of Chlcago
Chicago, Ill.
1937

Schweikher, Paul
Unitarian Church of Evaston
Evaston, I1l1. B
1957-58
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Shear, George E. | "o o : - :
"Unitarian Universalist Soclety of Northern Falrfleld County
' Danburg ~ W. Redding, Conn.
1970 - remodelled barn

Shepley, Ruton and Coolidge
" . First Parish Church
Brookline, Mass.
1891-93

Shepley, Henry R. (Coolidge and Shattuck of Boston)
- 4All Souls Church Unitarian
* Washington, D.C.
1924

. Smith and Walker of Boston

o First Unitarian Church of Oklahoma C1ty
Oklahcoma Gity, Okla.’

1928

Smith and Walker of Boston :
- First Unitarian Church of Salt Lake City
Salt Lake City, Ut. :
1926-27 T 7
Slack W. Windburn (Architect)
Smith and Walker (Consulting Architects)

‘Smith “and Williams
Neighborhood Church of Pasadena
Pasadena, Calif.
1972

Sparrel,,William of Norwell
" First Parish Church in Norwell
Norwell, Mass.
1830 - after Benjamin design (?)

Stone Edward Durrell
First Unitarian Society of Schenectady
‘Schenectady, N.Y.
1961

- Strickland, William

First Unitarian Church of Philadelphla
Philadelphia, Penn.
1828 William Strickland

Stubbins,. Hugh and Associates
Second Congreational Society in Concord
Concord, N.H.
1960
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Teare, Wallace _
West- Shore -Unitarian Church
Roeky River, 0.
1960

Towle and Foster of Boston
Independent Congregatlonal Soc1ety
Bangor, Me.
1853

Trepal, Edward
- Unitarian Fellowship of Storrs
Storrs, Conn.
“1967-68

Ware, C. Edward -
Unitarian Church
Rockford, I1ll.
1965 _ ,
(in association with Pietro Belluschi)

Ware and Van Brunt
First and Second Church in Boston
Boston, Mass,
1865

Watner, Charles H.
North Shore Unitarian Soc1ety
v Plandome, N.Y.
1955 .

Winburn, Slack W.
First Unitarian Church of Salt Lake City
Salt Lake City, Ut.
1926-27
) Smith and Walker of Boston (Consulting Abchitects)

WlnleW, Carlton and Warren Waltz
Pacifie Unitarian Church

Palos Verdes Penninsula, Calif.
1965

Whipple, Jack '
First Unitarian Society of Stockton
Stockton, Calif.
1930

Woodcock, S.S5.
Society of Church of the Unity
Winchendon, Mass.
1866-67
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VT,

i-

Wr:l.ght, Frank Lloyd A : e e
‘Unity Temple . - : o
Oak Park, I1l. ‘ L e
1905—06

Wright, Frank Lloyd S IR . e
.- 7 . Unitarian Church . R
Madison, Wis. T g J
'194-7—51 ’

) Yamé.saki, Mlnoru : ‘

- J"'B:er1ngham Unltarian -Church
“Bloomfield, Mich.
:1958-59 -~
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