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PREFACE

Four years after writing the preliminary “Architectural Survey” for Women’s Rights
National Historical Park in 1984, I again found myself peering into the nooks and crannies of
the Wesleyan Chapel in preparation for this report. As during that early visit, it was the dead of
winter and bitterly cold. I was warmed by the thought, however, that much more research had
been carried out since our earliest investigations into the architectural fabric of the chapel.

In 1985, the chapel was included as part of a special history study for the park by Sandra S.
Weber. An archeological investigation of the chapel’s foundations was carried out in the fall of
1985 by Dana Linck of the National Park Service (NPS) and Paula A. Zitzler of The American
University.  Their draft report is entitled, “Historic Structure Report: Archeological Data
Section, Wesleyan Chapel.” This was followed by a Historic Structure Report: Historical Data
Section, Wesleyan Chapel by Sharon A. Brown, released in April 1987. Also undertaken about
this time was an in-depth look at the building itself. This work was performed by NPS
professionals including architect Elayne Anderson and structural engineer Terry L. Wong of the
Denver Service Center, and the staff of the Williamsport Preservation Training Center. Their
results, written in a “Preliminary Draft Historic Structure Report: Architectural Data Section,
Wesleyan Chapel,” focused on the existing condition of the building.

Several important questions remained unanswered, however. What was the original
configuration of the chapel’s second-story windows? How high was the chapel’s roof? When
was the first north addition built? These questions were answered in the summer of 1987 by E.
Blaine Cliver, then Chief of the North Atlantic Historic Preservation Center. [Note: in 1990,
the North Atlantic Historic Preservation Center became the Building Conservation Branch of the
newly created Cultural Resources Center, North Atlantic Region.]

All of the accumulated knowledge about the architectural history of the chapel was most
recently published in the July 1987 Program for the Wesleyan Chapel Block National Design
Competition. The chapter entitled “Summary of Architectural Data: The Wesleyan Chapel” was
compiled by E. Blaine Cliver, myself, and Sharon K. Ofenstein, NPS Technical Editor.

This report is the unabridged version of the architectural data for the Wesleyan Chapel. It

brings together in one document the research of many persons to describe the appearance and
evolution of this important building.
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INTRODUCTION

The Wesleyan Chapel has a complicated architectural history that is most likely attributable
to its location in downtown Seneca Falls. From its original construction in 1843 through the
early months of 1872 it was used as a church by the First Wesleyan Methodist Society. It was
here in July 1848 that the first Women’s Rights Convention was held.

In 1872, considerable changes were made to the simple chapel to convert it into the
Johnson’s Hall building. These included building additions onto the front and back sides and
raising the roof. Another addition was made to the back side in 1890 to accommodate a new
improved stage and dressing rooms for the newly renamed Johnson Opera House.

The popularity of movies in the early 20th century prompted the remodeling of the building
into the Regent Theatre in 1917. Only two years later, in 1919, the theater was converted for
use as an automobile garage and later a dealership. By 1925, even the second story was used
for automobile storage. In 1961, a self-service laundromat was installed on the first story. Ten
years later, 10 apartments were constructed on the second story. The building was purchased by
the National Park Service in 1985. Today it sits vacant, awaiting its restoration as a shrine to
women'’s rights.

The report that follows is divided into four sections. Part I, “Administrative Data,”
summarizes the significance of the structure, the legislation that conveyed it to the National Park
Service, and the national design competition held to devise a design for its development.

Part II, “Architectural History,” describes the physical appearance of the building during
each of its major evolutionary phases. This section integrates the historical documentation,
archeological data, and information about the extant building fabric. Samples of this fabric are
identified by numbers according to the Integrated Research Organizational System (IROS) used
by the Cultural Resources Center. Briefly, the numbers indicate the park and structure from
which a sample was taken, and include a letter denoting the type of sample (“M” for mortar or
plaster, “P” for paint, “N” for nail, “W” for wallpaper). The IROS system and the samples
themselves are described in greater detail in the appendices.

Part 111, “Existing Conditions,” describes the appearance of the building as it exists today.
Every effort has been made to date the extant building materials, to determine how much of the
original chapel remains, and to assess the condition (or state of repair) of the chapel’s elements.
This section includes a structural load-bearing analysis, which is an evaluation of the weight-
bearing capabilities and structural soundness of the remaining chapel features.

Part IV, “Recommendations,” discusses the preferred treatment of the building and grounds.

The focus of these recommendations was provided by the winning design scheme generated by
the 1987 Wesleyan Chapel Block National Design Competition.
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I.

ADMINISTRATIVE DATA



The Wesleyan Chapel is located at 126 Fall Street in Seneca Falls, New York. It is
significant for being the site of the first Women’s Rights Convention, which was held in July
1848. Although this event and the building in which it was held seem to have been largely
forgotten in the latter half of the 19th century, interest revived in the 20th century. In 1908, on
the 60th anniversary of the convention, a bronze commemorative tablet was affixed to the former
chapel’s east exterior wall. The 75th anniversary was celebrated here in 1923, as was the
centennial observance of 1948. The New York State Department of Education placed a
historical marker in front of the building in 1932. National recognition was bestowed in
February 1980 when the chapel, along with several other buildings, was accepted as a thematic
nomination to the Secretary of the Interior’s National Register of Historic Places.

The establishment of Women’s Rights National Historical Park was authorized by Public
Law 96-607, Title XVI, signed December 28, 1980. Section 1601 part (a) (1) of that law states:

The Congress finds that—The Women’s Rights Convention held at the Wesleyan
Methodist Chapel in Seneca Falls, New York, in 1848 was an event of major
importance in the history of the United States because it marked the formal
beginning of the struggle of women for their equal rights.

The legislation authorized the fee-simple acquisition of the chapel for inclusion in the new
national park. This was finally accomplished in April 1985 when the building was purchased
from then-owner Frank J. Ludovico.

A preliminary architectural investigation of the building had been conducted by the
National Park Service in 1984 prior to acquisition of the building.! The purpose of this study
was to determine how much, if any, of the original chapel survived. It was determined that
very little original material was left. This material comprised part of the foundations, portions
of the east and west side walls, and a portion of the roof. This information was used in the
preparation of the General Management Plan for the park dated March 1986. That plan states

on page 10:

The chapel will symbolize the ideal of women’s rights. An architectural
competition will be held to preserve the chapel and design its setting; the
remaining historic fabric (portions of two walls and several roof trusses) will be
incorporated into the chapel design, and the appropriate historical setting will be
maintained. The somewhat limited original fabric will be used along with
nonhistoric fabric for the building’s completion. Functional interior spaces will
be provided. Reconstruction will not be undertaken because insufficient data
exists about the chapel’s historic appearance, and no effort will be made to
replicate or duplicate missing fabric or building features (i.e., roof, front and
back walls, and interior). Design criteria will be compatible with NPS policies
regarding cultural resources.

! Barbara E. Pearson, “Architectural Survey: Women’s Rights National Historical Park.”
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A national design competition for the Wesleyan Chapel block was carried out in 1987.
This competition, sponsored by the National Park Service and the National Endowment for the
Arts, was the first public federal design competition held since the 1920’s. The purpose was to
solicit a design for the development of the site that would inspire present and future generations.
A total of 212 design submissions was received and reviewed by a jury. The winning design
was announced in October. It was the creation of two women architects from Cambridge,
Massachusetts—Ann Wills Marshall and Ray Kinoshita. The specifics of the design, and the
work needed to implement it, are described in the "Recommendations" section (Part IV) of this
report.




II. ARCHITECTURAL HISTORY




1843-1872
FIRST WESLEYAN METHODIST CHURCH

Original Construction

The brick building known today as the Wesleyan Chapel was originally built in 1843 by
the First Wesleyan Methodist Society of Seneca Falls. The earliest recorded reference to the
building was at the founding meeting of the society on the evening of March 27, 1843. At that
gathering, six trustees were elected and “empowered to negotiate for and purchase a Lot for the
erection of a house of Public Worship and also to circulate a Subscription to raise money to buy
a Lot and [for] the Erection of said house of Worship.™'

Just one month after receiving their mandate, the trustees began fund-raising efforts. A
subscription dated April 20, 1843, raised a total of $1,227.50. Twenty-four men, including four
of the six trustees, pledged either cash or “some thing[s] besides money” towards the land and
building. The cash donations amounted to $1,070.00, “to be paid one half when said house is
enclosed and the other half when it shall be completed.” The other donations, valued at
$157.50, were “to be paid on demand.” These included products, services and materials such
as produce, tailoring, blacksmithing, work, team work, trimming the pulpit, and brick.’

The land for the new building was obtained May 31, 1843. On that day, the trustees met
in the office of lawyer William A. Sackett in Seneca Falls to transact the sale. The land,
described as “Lot No. 100 in the Village of Seneca Falls,” was conveyed by deed by Harmon
Dumond and his wife to the trustees of the society. The purchase price was $600, agreed to be
paid in 8 years with annual interest. This was secured by a bond and mortgage.” Lot No. 100
was described in the deed as being at the corner of Fall and Mynderse Streets. It measured 54
feet wide along Fall Street and 163 feet deep along Mynderse Street and comprised about one-
fifth of an acre.*

Construction of the church building was well underway by the summer of 1843. On July
22, 1843, the True Wesleyan reported, “Our new church is of brick, 43 by 64, is on a good

! First Wesleyan Methodist Church Records, “Book No. 1 The Property of the First Wesleyan M.
Church Seneca Falls NY,” entry dated March 27, 1843. Seneca Falls Historical Society (SFHS) Church
Collection, Archives Collection 22, Box 1, Book 1, 1843-1871.

% Church Records, “Book No. 1,” entry dated April 20, 1843.

3 Church Records, “Book No. 1,” entry dated May 31, 1843.

‘ Deed Book 02, p. 238, Seneca County Registry of Deeds.
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site, and will have galleries on three sides. . . .”> The new pastor recalled in his autobiography
that by September, “the pulpit slips and altar alone were unfinished, and the contractor was
pushing the work as fast as possible.” No doubt the contractor was rushing to finish in time for
the dedication ceremonies that took place on October 14, 1843. The Reverend Lee, who
presided over the dedication, described the new building as “well finished, though, as it should
be, it is plain.”” A person who attended the dedication similarly found the chapel built “in a
neat and plain manner.”*

The total cost of constructing the chapel—excluding the cost of the land—was tallied 3
months after the dedication ceremonies. In a meeting of the society on January 14, 1844,
trustee Joseph Metcalf “presented his account against the Society for cash advanced in building
their house of Worship materials furnished and Labor performed about the same, amounting to
$1,770.10. . . .” While some other researchers have concluded from this passage that Metcalf
personally loaned money to the society, it is more likely that his position as trustee involved
keeping track of the building expenditures. He was also, however, a major contributor to the
building fund. His name headed the subscription list with a donation of $500 cash, and he may
also have furnished the bricks for the walls. Metcalf’s involvement in the undertaking is further
documented by his obituary that stated, “The first Wesleyan church edifice was built mostly
through his efforts and by his meana [sic: means].”"

The Name “Wesleyan Chapel”

The church building of the First Wesleyan Methodist Society of Seneca Falls was called by
several names over the years. One of these was “the Wesleyan Chapel”—the name by which it
is known today. The earliest reference to the “chapel” was published in the True Wesleyan on
November 4, 1843. This was a first-hand account of someone who attended the dedication of
the building in October and described going “up to the chapel. . . .”"" The written accounts of

* Sharon A. Brown, Historic Structure Report: Historical Data Section, Wesleyan Chapel, Women's
Rights National Historical Park, New York, p. 4.

¢ Brown, p. 5; original quote is from the autobiography by George Pegler dated 1879.
” Brown, p. 5; original quote is from the newspaper the True Wesleyan, October 28, 1843,
® Brown, p. 5; original quote is from the True Wesleyan, November 4, 1843.
? Church Records, “Book No. 1,” entry dated January 14, 1844,
'° Brown, p. 4 (note 7); original quote is from Metcalf’s obituary, Seneca Falls Historical Society.
" Brown, p. 3; original quote is from the True Wesleyan, November 4, 1843.
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trustees’ meetings similarly described assembling in their “Chapel” on February 3, 1844, and in
“the Wesleyan Chapel” on April 3, 1848, and October 7, 1850.” The published notice for the
Women’s Rights Convention in July 1848 announced that it would be held “in the Wesleyan
Chapel at Seneca Falls, New York.”” Mary Sherwood Bull, who attended the convention as a
teenager, recalled the great event many years later that took place in “the old chapel.”*
Elizabeth Cady Stanton, however, referred to the building in her remembrances as “the
Wesleyan church.”"

Other more general names used by the Wesleyan Methodist Society are found in the church
record books. These included their “house of Public Worship,” “House of Worship,” and
“Church. ™"

Exterior Elements

Dimensions

While under construction in 1843, the chapel was described by the society’s first pastor as
being “of larger dimensions than any other church in the village.”"” More specific, although
conflicting, measurements were published in the newspaper, the True Wesleyan. The congrega-
tion reported in July 1843 that the dimensions of their new building were “43 [feet wide] by 64
[feet long].”"® Reverend Lee, who officiated at the dedication in October, wrote that the size
was “44 X 64.”" Less certain was a person who attended the dedication, who described “a

2 Church Records, “Book No. 1,” entries dated February 3, 1844; April 3, 1848; and October 7,
1850.

' Brown, p. 60; original quote is from notices published in the newspapers the Semeca County
Courier and the North Star.

“ Mary Sherwood Bull, ed. by Robert E. Riegal, “Woman’s Rights and Other ‘Reforms’ In Seneca
Falls.” 1880 article reprinted in New York History, Vol. XLVI No. 1.

'* Elizabeth Cady Stanton et. al. (ed), History of Woman Suffrage, Vol. 1., p. 69.
' Church Records, “Book No. 1,” “Book No. 2,” and “Book No. 3.”
'7 Brown, p. 5; original quote is from George Pegler’s autobiography published in 1879.
'* Brown, p. 4; original quote is from the True Wesleyan, July 22, 1843.
' Brown, p. 5; original quote is from the True Wesleyan, October 28, 1843,
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large building, I think 60 by 40 feet.”™ The exterior dimensions in fact appear to have been 64
feet long by 43 feet 4 inches wide. This length was verified by archeologists in 1986 who
measured the building along its original east wall. This measurement was taken from the
existing northeast corner of the original building to the below-grade southeast corner uncovered
during the archeological investigation. The width was obtained in 1987 by architect Elayne
Anderson, who measured the distance between the extant original east and west walls.?

No historical information is available on the original height of the chapel. The only clues
are references to a “gallery” that would require the building to be two or more stories tall.
Examination of the remaining original east and west walls confirms that the chapel was in fact
two stories tall, although the roof was lower than it is today. The roof appears to have been
raised in 1872, based on a newspaper account of that date that reported the roof was to be
“raised some seven or eight feet.”” Analysis of the brick mortar in the upper walls substan-
tiates that it was in fact raised about 8 feet. Also, architectural evidence indicates the original
roof was raised in one piece. Therefore, the present height measurement of 11 feet 3 inches
from the peak of the roof to the bottom edge of the roof should be the same as the historic 1843
height.

Yet another consideration in the original height of the building is the historic grade, or
level of the ground. Archeologists determined in 1986 that the historic grade on the east side of
the building at the north end was approximately 1 foot 11 inches below the present grade.” This
was based on the presence of a cut-stone foundation on this side that is now covered over but
was originally exposed to view. The height of this cut-stone foundation is 2 feet 2 3/8 inches,
1 1/2 feet of which is conjectured to have been exposed above grade. Therefore, taking into
account that both the roof and the historic grade were lower, the approximate height of the
chapel in 1843 from the peak of the roof to grade was 34 feet.

* Brown, p. 5; original quote is from the True Wesleyan, November 4, 1843.

* Elayne Anderson, Terry Wong, and the Williamsport Preservation Training Center (WPTC),
“Preliminary Draft Historic Structure Report: Architectural Data Section, Wesleyan Chapel, Women’s
Rights National Historical Park, New York,” Conclusions (unpaginated).

2 Seneca Falls Reveille, June 21, 1872.

® Paula A. Zitzler, “Draft Historic Structure Report: Archeological Data Section, Wesleyan Chapel,
Women’s Rights National Historical Park, New York,” p. 24.
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A stone foundation was laid in 1843 to support the brick walls of the Wesleyan Chapel.
Small sections of this foundation were exposed by archeologists in 1986 on all four sides of the
building. They found that the condition of the foundation walls varies from largely intact to
very disturbed. In the best condition are the foundations beneath the extant original east and
west brick walls. Surviving relatively intact is the lower portion of the north foundation wall,
found buried under the present concrete floor of the garage. Most disrupted is the south
foundation wall, destroyed in 1917 when the south basement was dug.

Generally speaking, the foundation walls were observed to consist of a stone rubble base
topped by cut stones. The quality of the cut stones varies depending on the wall. The east-wall
foundation, visible from Mynderse Street, has five courses of dressed stone. The southeast
corner, which would have been visible from both Mynderse and Fall Streets, has large, roughly
cut stones. This is particularly interesting, since one would expect the more regular dressed
stones to have been used in this prominent location. On the west side, both rough-cut and
dressed stones are found. The north foundation is entirely rubble, although it is likely that cut
stones above the rubble would have been removed when the low garage floor was installed in
the 1920’s.

The height of the foundation above historic grade and its corresponding depth below grade
were most accurately measured by the archeologists at the north end of the east wall. Here the
foundation was calculated to be 3 feet 3 5/8 inches high, with 1 1/2 feet above historic grade
and 1 foot 9 5/8 inches below. The foundation in this location was observed to consist of five
courses of dressed stone above a base of rubble. Historic grade was conjectured to have
occurred at a narrow ledge of projecting stone situated on top of the lowermost course of
dressed stone. Therefore, only four courses of dressed stone would have been visible above
grade. Today, none of the foundation is visible, it being covered by 1 foot 11 inches of later
fill and paving.

No basement is believed to have existed beneath the original chapel, according to the
archeologists. This is based on the observed shallow depth of the foundation walls below
historic grade.*

Walls

The walls of the chapel were constructed of brick in 1843. Some of the bricks may have
been supplied by Lorenzo Langtin, who on April 20, 1843, pledged $12.50 “in brick” for the

2 All information on the foundations was obtained from the Wesleyan Chapel archeology report by
Paula Zitzler, 1986.

11



new building.” Most, however, appear to have come from trustee Joseph Metcalf. An early
resident of Seneca Falls recalled many years later that the brick “was furnished by Elder Joseph
Metcalf, who had a brick-yard at his farm 1 1/2 miles north of Seneca Falls.”” It is not known
who actually built the walls, although Henry Barton—who pledged $5.00 “in work”—may have
volunteered his labor. David Crowell, who pledged $5.00 “in team work,” most likely helped
to transport the brick to the site.” The completed structure was described by a person who
attended the dedication in October 1843 as “built of brick, in a neat and plain manner.”*

The original east and west side walls measured 64 feet long and the north and south end
walls 43 feet 4 inches wide, as previously described in the section on dimensions. Of these
walls, only portions of the east and west remain today. National Park Service architect Elaine
" Anderson has determined that 41 feet of the original east wall and 58 feet of the original west
wall are still standing. Although the end walls are missing, mortar stains extending approxi-
mately 3 inches onto the original north roof truss confirm that the gables were also constructed
of brick. Information obtained from the remaining east and west walls most likely also applied
to the missing end walls. The extant walls are three wythes thick (about 12 inches thick,
including the mortar joints) and laid in the American common bond, with five rows of stretchers
to one row of headers (fig. 13). Individual bricks are a red-orange color, and each measures 7
172 inches long by 3 3/4 inches wide by 1 7/8 inches high. The mortar used to build the walls
is a lime type. Analysis of two samples (M10 and M16) from the west wall indicates it is
composed of approximately 58% sand, 38% lime, and 4% fines (see Appendix A). The sand
used in the mortar is brown in color and composed of fine grains.

Name and Date Stone

Incorporated into the front (south) brick wall of the chapel, most likely over the doorway,
appears to have been a carved stone (fig. 5). That such a stone existed is documented by the
History of Seneca County published in 1876. By that time, the First Wesleyan Society

** Church Records, “Book No. 1,” entry dated April 20, 1843.

* Brown, p. 4; original quote is from James S. Sanderson, “Some Early Recollections of Seneca
Falls” in Papers read before the Seneca Falls Historical Society For the Years 1911-12, p. 59.

7 Church Records, “Book No. 1,” entry dated April 20, 1843.
* Brown, p. 5; original quote is from the True Wesleyan, October 28, 1843.
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had sold the chapel and moved into a new church building built in 1871-1875. The History
described the new building as follows:

Fronting west in the rear of the main building, is the session-room, over whose
entrance is placed the church name, with the date, 1843, the same being the
stone from the old church which stood on the east of the church lot.”

This building, with its session-room doorway, is standing today, although the stone is
unfortunately missing. Patching in the brickwork above the doorway is undoubtedly evidence of
the stone’s location. Possibly it was removed in 1920 when the building was purchased by the
First Baptist Society, or even as late as 1972 when it became the Assembly of God Church.”
Efforts to locate the stone have been futile. In 1920 the Wesleyans moved to a church building
on Miller Street in Seneca Falls, and later to a building at the corner of Fall and Chapel Streets.
A search for the stone at both structures proved unsuccessful.”

The appearance of the missing stone may be conjectured based on the 1876 description and
a similar stone installed above the doorway of the new church in 1872. We know from the
description that the stone had written on it “the church name, with the date, 1843.” Similar
information was put on the new stone in raised letters. Although the church name has since
been chiseled off, it is possible to discern the words:

FIRST
WESLEYAN CHURCH
1871

The stone is a rectangular shape, oriented horizontally, with a simple raised border. It is a light
beige color and most likely a limestone. The original stone was probably also a rectangular
shape, placed horizontally, with the writing:

FIRST
WESLEYAN CHURCH
1843

® History of Seneca County, New York 1786-1876 , p. 113.

% The Reveille noted in an article dated June 23, 1955, “The church building has been occupied by
the First Baptist Society since 1920. Before that it held the Wesleyan Methodist Church.” The building
is now owned by the Assembly of God Church.

*' Brown, pp. 29-30. Both Sharon Brown and I have looked for the stone. It seems highly unlikely
that it still exists given the recent high visibility of the Wesleyan Chapel restoration.
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Possibly the letters were inscribed rather than raised, thus explaining why the stone was later
removed instead of altered when the building changed hands.

Doorways

Exactly how many exterior doorways the chapel had is not known. At a minimum, one
entrance would have been in the front wall of the building. The front was most likely the south
side for two reasons. First, the south wall faces the principal thoroughfare, Fall Street. Second,
an interior photograph of the pulpit taken sometime after 1858 and before 1872 shows the pulpit
located at the same wall as the chimneys for the stoves (fig. 1). Physical evidence indicates the
chimneys were built into the north wall of the chapel. The main entrance therefore would have
been on the opposite side of the building, i.e., in the south wall. Unfortunately, the south wall
was removed in 1872 when the chapel was remodeled, and no physical. evidence of the
doorway(s) remains.

Writings that mention the chapel in the 1840’s and the 1860’s suggest that the main
entrance may have been one wide doorway hung with two doors (fig. 5). If such were the case,
the doorway would have been centered in the south wall. Interpreting the writings is particularly
difficult since “door” may have been used to mean the doorway opening. On the first day of
the Women’s Rights Convention in July 1843, it was found that the “doors of the chapel were
barred by bolts drawn upon the inside.”” Another account recalled, “lo! the door was .
locked. ”*

Many more descriptions were written in 1869 during the Congregational controversy when
the chapel was both locked up and broken into. The Seneca Falls Reveille reported on April 23,
1869, that a trustee had “double-locked the church door and refused to open it.”* On Septem-
ber 12, 1869, at seven o’clock, “the outside doors were opened by the sexton . . . and about
eight o’clock the doors were closed again.” After September 24, “six Congregational Locks
three chains, two bolts and sundry screws, became loose, and were so far desolved [sic] by
Sunday morning that the Wesleyans entered their house in peace. . . .”** One month later,
however, “Deputy Sheriff O’Neil was stationed at the door on Sunday morning to prevent the

** Bull, “Woman’s Rights and Other ‘Reforms.’”

* Stanton et. al. (ed), History of Woman Suffrage, p. 69.

* Brown, p. 18; original quote is from the Seneca Falls Reveille, April 23, 1869.

* Brown, p. 34; original quote is from the American Wesleyan, September 29, 1869.
* Brown, p. 21; original quote is from the American Wesleyan, September 29, 1869.
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church from being opened, but he was unsuccessful. The doors were opened in some way and
the Wesleyans permitted to enter their building and hold service.””’

Approximately three steps up would have been required to reach the doorway, based on
the findings of the archeologists that the foundation was about 1 1/2 feet high on the east (and
presumably also on the south) side. In 1865, a stoop may have replaced the existing steps. The
church records indicate that in a business meeting held on September 11, 1865, Brother Crosby
was appointed “a committee to building a stoop and a walk from the stoop to the Gate.””® The
stoop and walk were apparently completed by the next meeting held October 2, 1865, since it
was agreed to pay the bills amounting to $23.43 and also to paint the stoop. '

No mention is made in the historical writings of a secondary doorway, nor is there any
physical evidence for one. Certainly such a doorway would have been convenient for obtaining
fuel for the stoves at the far end of the chapel. This fuel was most likely stored somewhere on
the back lot of the chapel.

Window:

The chapel appears to have had 24 windows, based on the historical and architectural
evidence. These were aligned one above the other in the first and second stories. Four
windows are believed to have been located in the front south wall, 10 each in the east and west
walls, and none in the north wall.

Historical evidence for the window configuration is provided by a border drawing on the
1856 Cadastral Wall Map by J.H. French (fig. 3). This drawing not only features the Seneca
Falls Mills but also appears to show the upper portion of the chapel to the left side of the mill
building. Clearly illustrated in the second story of the south wall are two windows of rectan-
gular shape. More faintly delineated in the east wall’s second story are five windows, also
rectangular in shape. That no windows were located in the north wall is documented by an
interior photograph taken sometime between 1858 and 1872 (fig. 1). This photograph, featuring
the Sabbath School teachers posed in front of the pulpit, shows no windows in the rear wall.
One reason for this absence may have been the lack of room due to two chimneys built into the
north wall. Yet another consideration may have been the glare in the congregation’s eyes that
would have resulted from a window being located behind the pulpit.

Physical evidence of the windows remains only at the extant east and west walls, since the
north and south walls were removed during later renovations. Most of the window openings,
however, have been considerably altered over the years. The most complete evidence is at the

* Brown, p. 22; original quote is from the Seneca Falls Reveille, October 15, 1869.
% Church Records, “Book No. 3,” entries dated September 11 and October 2, 1865.
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west wall. Here one original window opening remains intact in the first story; two others in
the second story have been bricked in, but their original locations are discernible. A measure-
ment taken of the second-story windows indicates the original horizontal spacing was approxi-
mately 11 feet 6 inches on center. Considering that the east and west walls were 64 feet long,
this would allow five bays per wall, thus validating the 1856 drawing.

The height of the first-story window sill on the west side above present grade is 2 feet 9
inches. Assuming historic grade was 1 foot 11 inches below present grade as determined by
archeologists on the east side of the building, the sill would have originally been about 4 feet 8
inches above grade. This explains why Mary Sherwood Bull, writing about the 1848 Women’s
Rights Convention, later recalled that the “Windows were so high from the ground that no one
but a man or tall climbing boy could scale them.” The vertical spacing between the first and
second story windows appears to have been about 2 feet 7 1/2 inches, based on a measurement
taken from the interior side of the east wall. The tops of the second-story windows seem to
have abutted the eave cornice, based on the conjectured size of the windows and the historic
height of the walls.

Close examination of the one intact historic window opening in the west wall provides
valuable details that may apply to all of the windows in the chapel. This first-story window is
Jjust south of the modern freight elevator. It is the only opening that has not been enlarged or
filled in with brick. Its woodwork appears to have been changed in 1872, based on the paint
analysis; the sill has been replaced by concrete; and the sash is modern. Nevertheless, the basic
size and construction of the window remains unchanged. The opening measures 3 feet 5 inches
wide by 6 feet high.

The top of the window is spanned by a wood lintel visible only on the interior side. The
exterior lintel is a brick jack (or flat) arch. The original sill was most likely wood, since a stone
sill would probably be extant today. Although no physical or historical information is available
on the sash type, they were probably double-hung, with six-over-six panes (fig. 14). This type
of sash would have been in keeping with contemporary architectural style. Similar six-over-six
windows were illustrated in 1843 in another brick church building, the First Independent Baptist
Church of Boston (now known as the African Meeting House).*

Repairs to the chapel windows are documented by the church record books. Materials
ordered in 1859, 1864, and 1868 were for “glass and putty”—no doubt to replace broken
window glass. In a business meeting of the church December 7, 1864, $.50 was itemized, along
with the glass and putty, for “repairing windows.” In another meeting on June 1, 1868, “Br.

* Bull, “Woman’s Rights and Other ‘Reforms.’”

“ S.N. Dickinson, Boston Almanac (Boston; Thomas Groom and Co., 1843). The African Meeting
House was originally built in 1806, remodeled in 1855, and restored to its 1855 appearance in 1987 by
the National Park Service and the Museum of Afro American History. Although they were lengthened in
1855, the window openings in 1843 were approximately the same size as those of the Wesleyan Chapel.
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Lyle was appointed to superintend the fixing of the windows.”*' There is no indication that any
major alterations were made to the windows between 1843 and 1872.

Cornice

The border drawing on the 1856 Cadastral Wall Map of Seneca Falls illustrates the cornice
of the chapel as being a wide band beneath the roof line, both on the east wall and on the south
gable end (fig. 3). Such a wide cornice, or cornice and fascia, would have been in keeping with
the Greek Revival style prevalent at the time the chapel was built.” It is unclear as to how
much of the original wood cornice remains on the present building. Both original north and
south walls are now missing, and the walls and roof were raised in 1872. It has been suggested
that the 1843 soffit may survive on the east side, based on a mitered cut at the north end. This
miter is thought to correspond to a cornice return at the north end of the chapel.”

Roof

The original roof was a gable type, two-thirds of which survives today. The only known
historical view of the roof is the border drawing on the 1856 Cadastral Wall Map (fig. 3). This
illustrates a gable roof with its ridge aligned north-south. In 1872, the original roof was raised
approximately 8 feet. Physical evidence indicates it was raised in one piece rather than disas-
sembled and rebuilt. Specifically, the sheathing boards appear to be in their original locations,
based on the original nails holding them in place and the absence of additional nail holes. The
northern third of the roof was removed during renovations in 1947.

The structural framing system supporting the roof is one utilizing trusses, rafters, and
purlins (figs. 9-10). Six trusses were installed in 1843; four of these, toward the north end of
the building, remain today. The trusses are a king-post design, with mortise-and-tenon (wood-
pinned) connections between the secondary members and the top and bottom chords. The north
and south end trusses were actually built into the brick end walls, as indicated by mortar stains
on the north side of all members of the extant original north end truss (fig. 15). These stains
extend 3 inches, or about the width of one brick, onto the truss. The trusses sit on 8- by 11-
inch wood plates that in turn are seated on the brick east and west walls. Some pieces of the

* Church Records, “Book No. 2,” entry dated January 3, 1859, and “Book No. 3,” entries dated
December 7, 1864; June 1, 1868; and December 14, 1868.

2 Talbot Hamlin, Greek Revival Architecture in America. Hamlin says the Greek Revival style was
popular from about 1820 to 1860 (p. xv).

“ Anderson, Wong, and Williamsport Preservation Training Center, “Historic Structure Report:
Wesleyan Chapel” (draft), section titled East Elevation.
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west plate are original, having been reused in 1872 when the roof was raised; evidence for this
consists of fragments of plaster (M17) that date to 1843.

The roof area between each of the six king-post trusses was supported by five rafters.
Most of the original rafters remain in place in areas of original roof. Each rafter measures
approximately 2 1/2 inches thick by 5 1/2 inches wide. The bottom ends of the rafters are
notched to sit on lower (or eave) purlins that in turn connect to the bottom chords of the trusses
(fig. 10). These lower purlins measure approximately 3 inches by 6 inches thick and are
situated slightly higher than the wood plates upon which the trusses sit. At mid span, the rafters
are supported by purlins (also 3 inches by 6 inches) that are mortised into the trusses. Lateral
support is provided to this mortised connection by two diagonal braces positioned between the
purlin and the truss. At the upper ends of the rafters, the rafters simply abut to form the ridge;
there is no ridge board.

The trusses and rafters supported wide roof-sheathing boards that were most likely covered
with wood shingles in 1843. Examination of the roof indicates that most of the original sheath-
ing boards have survived intact. Original nails attaching the boards are 2 15/16 inches long,
machine-cut, with machine-made heads and round points. The boards themselves are roughly
finished, with many retaining bark on their edges. Their size is approximately 10 inches wide
by 2 inches thick by various lengths.

While the original roof shingles have long since been removed, evidence of early shingles
remains on the sheathing boards. Early nailing patterns indicate the shingles had an exposure of
about 5 inches and a width of about 3 to 8 inches. Small fragments of the shingles themselves
were found attached to the sheathing boards; they were identified as being of circular-sawn white
pine. The exact time period to which these shingles date is uncertain: a likely date is either
1843, or 1872 (when the roof was raised). If from 1872, the wood shingles probably replaced a
similar wood-shingle roof. Therefore, although the shingle evidence is not conclusive for 1843,
it is the best information available on the original roof covering.*

Chimneys

Both the historical documentation and the physical evidence indicate that the chapel had
two chimneys built into the north brick wall. The church records refer to two stoves in the
chapel that would have connected to the chimneys. The earliest entry is dated April 3, 1848,
when the trustees recorded a debt of $32.50 to S.L. Thompson “for stoves.”® Two chimneys
are visible in the drawing of the chapel on the border of the 1856 Cadastral Wall Map (fig. 3).

* The roof exterior was examined both by the Williamsport Preservation Training Center and by E.
Blaine Cliver, Chief, Historic Preservation Center. See Anderson, Wong and Williamsport Preservation
Training Center, “Historic Structure Report: Wesleyan Chapel” (draft), section titled Attic/Roof.

“ Church Records, “Book No. 1,” entry dated April 3, 1848.
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One is shown on the east side of the north wall. The other seems to be located closer to the
front of the building, although this may have been an artistic rendition of the second north wall
chimney. Conclusive historical evidence that two chimneys were in the north wall is provided
by an interior photograph taken sometime between 1858 and 1871 (fig. 1). This view, featuring
the Sabbath School teachers, shows two chimney pipes on either side of the pulpit. These pipes
extended from the north wall into the room, and were fitted with collars at the wall.

Although the north brick wall itself is now missing, the extant original north end truss
retains the imprints of the chimneys (fig. 15). These are cut-outs, or notches, on the north side
of the truss members. The center of the east-side notch is located 11 feet 6 inches from the
interior of the east brick wall; the notch itself is 2 feet long by 5 inches deep. The center of the
west-side notch is 11 feet 8 inches from the interior of the west brick wall, and the notch is 2
feet long by 4 1/4-3/4 inches deep. It is evident from these notches that the two chimneys were
built into the north wall, and probably projected slightly beyond it on the exterior side. Based
on the size of the notches and the known dimensions of the historic bricks, the chimneys were
probably three brick stretchers wide (east-west) by two brick stretchers deep (north-south). The
chimneys would therefore have projected about the width of one brick, or 3 3/4 inches, from the
exterior of the north wall. The flues would have measured about 15 1/2 inches wide by 7 3/4
inches deep.

Grounds

The lot at the corner of Fall and Mynderse Streets on which the Wesleyan Chapel was
built was described in the 1843 deed as measuring 54 feet wide along Fall Street and 163 feet
deep along Mynderse Street. The chapel itself was situated on the southeast corner of the lot,
close to both streets, based on the 1856 map of Seneca Falls (fig. 3).6

Besides the chapel, other buildings are known to have been on this corner lot during the
years of Wesleyan occupancy. Unfortunately, no documentation of the outbuildings exists for
the years 1843 through 1848. The first reference to outbuildings is the 1856 map, which
illustrates a long rectangular structure on the west side of the lot. Extending north from the
northwest corner of the chapel, the building appears to have measured about 15 feet wide by 80
feet long, as determined by scaling off the map. This was most likely a frame shed, open on
the Mynderse Street side and used to keep carriages dry during inclement weather. It may also
have functioned as a storage area for fuel (such as wood and coal) to heat the chapel. Perhaps it
was this same “shed belonging to the Wesleyan church” that was reported on March 25, 1871,
to have lost its roof due to the weight of accumulated snow.” The structure does not appear on

“ Deed Book (7, p. 238, Seneca County Registry of Deeds; 1856 Cadastral Wall Map of Seneca
Falls by J.H. French.

‘7 Brown, p. 34; original quote is from a newspaper article in the Seneca Falls Reveille, March 25,
1870.

19



the map of 1871 (fig. 4), suggesting that it may have completely collapsed or been demolished
by that time.

One other reference to an outbuilding is found in the church records for June 2, 1867.
During a business meeting on that day, “It was ordered that a wood house be built in the rear of
the church.”® It is not known if this was actually done, since the wood house was not men-
tioned in subsequent meetings.

A fence with a gate bounded the lot by the 1860’s. Whether or not a fence had been built
as early as 1843 or existed by 1848 is not recorded. The only known references to this feature
are found in the church record books. In a meeting held December 8, 1862, it was, “Moved
and carried that the Trustees be ordered to move the fence in the rear of the Church lot to the
proper line of said lot.”” On January 4, 1864, $.50 was itemized “for fixing gate.”® Brother
Crosby was appointed on September 11, 1865, to build a stoop—which was presumably at the
front doorway—and a walk from the stoop to the “Gate.” This suggests that the gate may have
been on the Fall Street side of the lot. The last description is dated September 20, 1869, when
the trustees “moved and seconded that the Sexton of the Church be directed to fasten the Gates
of the Church Yard and to keep them fastened except at such times as may be necessary to have
them opened for the usual services of the Church. . . .”? This order was issued during the
turbulent controversy between the Wesleyans and the Congregationalists.

A wood plank sidewalk bordered the south and east perimeters of the lot along Fall Street
and Mynderse Street. This walk is documented both by the minutes of the Board of Trustees of
the Village of Seneca Falls and by the record books of the First Wesleyan Church. The earliest
reference to the sidewalk is a village ordinance dated March 14, 1848, that required all residents
on the west side of Mynderse Street between Fall and Chapel Streets to build a sidewalk on their
property. The trustees of the church responded by resolving in their next meeting on April 3,
1348, to:

. . . build a side walk in front of the Lot upon which the Chapel is built and that
Samuel Taylor be instructed to procure the Lumber and that the Trustees compel
the St Commissioner to build a culvert over the ditches in front of their Lot.™

** Church Records, “Book No. 3,” entry dated June 2, 1867.

* Church Records, “Book No. 2,” entry dated December 8, 1862.
* Church Records, “Book No. 3,” entry dated January 4, 1864.

* Church Records, “Book No. 3,” entry dated September 11, 1865.
# Church Records, “Book No. 1,” entry dated September 20, 1869.

® Church Records, “Book No. 1,” entry dated April 3, 1848. The village sidewalk ordinance is
described by Brown, p. 31; original reference is to the “Minute Book 1837-1855” of the Board of
Trustees of the Village of Seneca Falls, p. 462.
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Perhaps the society planned to lay the sidewalk along both Fall and Mynderse Streets at
this time (hence the reference to the “front of the Lot™), even though the ordinance required a
walk along Mynderse Street only. This work was presumably carried out, although no refer-
ences to the new walk or the bills for building it were found in the records of subsequent church
meetings. That a walk was extant on the Fall Street side by July 1850 may be inferred by an
order from the village trustees to build a walk along the north side of Fall Street, from State
Street east of the Chapel to Benejah Sherman’s lot west of the Chapel, “to correspond in width
with the walk already built thereon.” The new sidewalk was to be “composed of plank laid
Crosswise.”™ The village trustees also ordered at this time that a new sidewalk be built on both
sides of Mynderse Street, including the portion owned by the Wesleyan Society. While walks
were most likely already extant on the chapel side of the street, as earlier decreed, this order
may have been an attempt to achieve a more uniform walking surface. The new Mynderse
Street walks were specified to be made of “plank one foot wide laid lengthwise eight inches
apart—and filled between and on the outside with Gravel.”® In other words, the walk was to
comprise two boards laid side-by-side with a gap of 8 inches between the boards.

A new walk on the north side of Fall Street was ordered by the village trustees only one
year later, in May 1851. It is unlikely, however, that the segment of Fall Street that had been
newly surfaced in 1850 with planks laid crosswise (including the chapel lot) would have been
required to comply. The new walk was to extend from E. Mynderse’s dwelling house lot on the
west side of Cayuga Street, past Benejah Sherman’s lot on the north side of Fall Street, to the
east boundary of George H. McClary’s lot. It was to be 6 feet wide, suggesting that the
existing chapel walk may have also been this width. Of particular interest are the different
materials and new plank design specified by the village. The walk could be:

Brick, Stone, or plank, the plank to be not less than twelve inches wide and two
inches thick and not to be laid more than six inches apart to be laid lengthwise
and to be filled between and on the outside with gravel.

Later reconstructions of the chapel walk on Fall Street may have complied with these new
standards. -

Plank sidewalks in Seneca Falls, including those of the chapel, required frequent repairs.
In July 1852 and April 1854, the village ordered the walk on the west side of Mynderse Street

* Brown, pp. 31-32; original quote is from the “Minute Book 1837-1855" of the village trustees, p.
573.

* Brown, pp. 31-32; original quote is from the “Minute Book 1837-1855,” p. 574.
% Brown, pp- 31-32; original quote is from the “Minute Book 1837-1855,” p. 598.
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to be rebuilt. A similar order was issued in June 1861 for the walk on the north side of Fall
Street. The Wesleyans appointed a committee the following month, on July 8, 1861, “to
superintend the relaying of [the] side walk.”” Lumber, nails, and carting that were itemized in
August and which totaled $3.04 were most likely used in building the walk.*

The Mynderse Street walk was again ordered rebuilt by the village in June 1862 and May
1863. While the church acknowledged the second directive for “a new side walk to be laid on
Mynderse St., the length of the church lot” in the meeting of June 1, 1863, no subsequent
references to a new walk were recorded.” Three people were appointed by the church on
December 7, 1864, to serve as a committee to repair the sidewalks.® Their activities, if any,
were not documented. On July 1865, the Fall Street walk was required by the village to be
rebuilt. It was not until 3 months later, however, in a church meeting of October 2, 1865, that
the Wesleyan trustees were “directed to repair the side walk.”® Meanwhile, $23.43 was
expended in October for a new stoop and a new “walk from the stoop to the Gate.”®

The Fall Street walk was again ordered to be rebuilt in May 1866, and on June 27, 1866,
the Wesleyan trustees were “empowered and directed [by the church] to build a side walk in
front of the church lot.”® This cost $6.00, as reported in the church meeting of August 6,
1866. Why the village ordered the Fall Street walk rebuilt only two months later, in October
1866, is unknown. On October 12, 1868, the Wesleyans “moved and carried that the Trustees
be instructed to repair the side walk on the east [Mynderse Street] side of the church lot.”®
These repairs cost $2.00, according to a church record-book entry dated December 14, 1868.
Later orders to repair the Mynderse Street walks were issued by the village in August 1870 and

¥ Church Records, “Book No. 2,” entry dated July 8, 1861. Village orders to rebuild the sidewalks
are mentioned in Brown’s Historic Structure Report, p. 32, with references to “Minute Book
1837-1855,” pp. 638-98, and “Minute Book 1856-1872,” p. 277.

* Church Records, “Book No. 2,” entry dated August 5, 1861.

* Brown, p. 32, with references to the village “Minute Book 1856-1872,” pp. 323 and 359. Also,
Church Records, “Book No. 2,” entry dated June 1, 1863.

 Church Records, “Book No. 3,” entry dated December 7, 1864.

 Brown, p. 33, with reference to the village “Minute Book 1856-1872,” p. 448. Also, Church
Records, “Book No. 3,” entry dated October 2, 1865.

2 Church Records, “Book No. 3,” entries dated September 11, 1865; October 2, 1865; and,
November 6, 1865. The bill for $23.43 was submitted in October and payment was recorded in
November. :

® Brown, p. 33, with reference to the village “Minute Book 1856-1872,” p. 514. Also, Church
Records, “Book No. 3,” entries dated June 27, 1866 and August 6, 1866.

* Church Records, “Book No. 3,” entry dated October 12, 1868.
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May 1872, although no mention of repairs was made in the corresponding church record
books.*

The early plank sidewalks are gone today, having been replaced by modern surfacing
materials. On the south side of the lot—along Fall Street—is a concrete sidewalk with granite
curb. On the east side—along Mynderse Street—is a sidewalk mostly paved with asphaltic
material, but having a section of concrete at the south end. No attempt has been made to find
remnants of the plank walk using archeological techniques.

How, then, did the chapel grounds look during the time of the Women’s Rights Conven-
tion in July 18487 The chapel itself, of course, was the focal point of the site. It was situated
close to two unpaved intersecting roads, named then—as today—“Fall Street” and “Mynderse
Street.” A long frame shed, behind and to the west of the chapel, may have been built by this
time. If the shed was used for carriages as has been conjectured, the area adjacent to it—behind
the chapel and off Mynderse Street—would have served as a large “parking lot.” Hitching posts
for the horses would have been located here. The ground surface was probably compacted
earth, similar to the roads. A fence with a gate may have enclosed the property. A plank
sidewalk bordered the front of the lot and may also have continued along the Mynderse Street
side.

It is not known how the small amount of land between the Fall Street sidewalk and the
chapel, and on the west side of the chapel, was maintained. No references have been found to
grass, flowers, shrubs, or other natural landscaping features. The only known mention of any
landscaping work is dated many years after the convention. In a church meeting May 13, 1867,
the trustees were “instructed to fix the yard.” Two months later, on July 1, 1867, $15.75 was
itemized “for Dirt.”24%

% Village orders dated October 1866, August 1870, and May 1872, described by Brown, pp. 32-33,
with reference to the village “Minute Book 1856-1872,” pp. 531, 717, and 771.

% Church Records, “Book No. 3,” entries dated May 13, 1867, and July 1, 1867.
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Interior Elements

General Room Arrangement

The Wesleyan Chapel has been so altered over the years that few clues remain as to its
original interior layout. What we know of the chapel’s interior therefore must be gleaned from
the historical writings of the time and the surviving original architectural fabric at the east and
west walls and the roof.

As previously described, the chapel was a two-story rectangular building with no basement
and exterior dimensions of 43 feet 4 inches wide by 64 feet long. Taking into account that the
original walls were three bricks thick (or about 12 inches, including mortar joints), the interior
dimensions from brick wall to brick wall would have been about 41 feet 5 1/2 inches wide by 62
feet 1 1/2 inches long. One floor therefore comprised approximately 2,576 square feet of space.

While the exterior height and window arrangements of the chapel suggest that the building
had a first story and a second story, it appears that there was not an actual second floor.
Instead, the interior was divided into three areas: the entrance vestibule, the main sanctuary, and
the balcony or gallery that overlooked the sanctuary (figs. 7-8).

Vestibule

The only known reference to the vestibule is a news article dated September 29, 1869, that
described a confrontation between the Wesleyans and the Congregationalists. Finding themselves
locked out of the main sanctuary, the Wesleyans went to the gallery and demanded that the
doors be opened. Meeting with no success, they “quietly went down to the vestibule of the
church and there held their meetings.”” It is apparent from this account that one or more
stairways connected the vestibule to the gallery, and that a partition wall divided the vestibule
from the main meeting room or sanctuary. This fits the definition of a vestibule as “a passage,
hall, or room between the outer door and the interior of a building.”®  Since it is known from
an interior photograph that the sanctuary pulpit was located at the north wall, the vestibule
therefore must have been at the opposite south end. This corresponds with the theory that the
front wall of the building was the south one facing Fall Street. Unfortunately, nothing remains
of the vestibule’s exterior walls, interior stairway(s), or interior partition, these features having
been removed in 1872 when the chapel was converted to Johnson’s Hall. Locations of the
stairways and the partition wall are therefore conjectural.

¥ Brown, p. 39; original quote is from the American Wesleyan, September 29, 1869.
* Webster’s Ninth New Collegiate Dictionary, p. 1312.
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Sanctuary

The main sanctuary appears to have been known by a number of names over the years,
including the “Vestry” (also “Vestry Room™), the “Class Room,” the “conference room,” the
“Prayer Room,” and the “Session Room.” While it was initially thought that five separate
rooms existed, a closer study suggests otherwise. Materials analysis indicates the chapel was not
enlarged in 1857 by an addition to the north as had been earlier suspected, thus leaving little
space for multiple rooms. Also, it was noticed that various people were responsible for the
historical writings, thereby increasing the probability that the same room was called by different
names. Lastly, even though different, all the room names refer to a space used for the gathering
together of people—be it for meeting, learning, or praying. It was therefore concluded that this
space must have been the main sanctuary where the pews, stoves, and pulpit were located.

The historical writings document both the use and appellation of the sanctuary. The clerk
for the church trustees recorded that the trustees’ monthly meetings were held in the “Vestry,”
the “Vestry Room,” and the “Class Room” between January 1844 and March 1858.® Also
meeting once a month in the chapel was a group that discussed the business affairs of the
church. The clerk for this group noted in August 1858 that it had been resolved “that the
conference room of this church not be let for school purposes.” In December 1858, the choir
was granted “the use of the prayer-room, on Friday evenings, for rehearsal, light and fuel
included.” The business clerk also recorded the decision in February 1862 to “have two
meetings a week in the body of the Church and two in the Class Room.”” However, most of
the business meetings between December 1858 and June 1863 were said to be held in the
“Prayer Room.””

Later meeting notes of the church trustees—specifically those from the early months of
1869—refer to meeting in the “Session Room.”™ Other accounts referred to "class rooms."
The press reported in September 1869—during the controversy between the Wesleyans and the
Congregationalists—that the minister was “dragged from the class-room, down the stairs, out of

® Church Records, “Book No. 1,” entries dated January 14, 1844; March 27, 1845; April 3, 1848;
March 26, 1849; April 16, 1855; March 31, 1856; March 28, 1857; September 10, 1857; and March 29,
1858.

™ Church Records, “Book No. 2,” entry dated August 3, 1858.

™ Church Records, “Book No. 2,” entry dated December 6, 1858.

™ Church Records, “Book No. 2,” entry dated February 4, 1862.

” Church Records, “Book No. 2,” entries dated December 6, 1858; February 7, 1859; November
13, 1860; December 10, 1860; January 14, 1861; February 4, 1861; March 4, 1861; April 1, 1861;
April 15, 1861; May 13, 1861; May 4, 1863; and June 1, 1863.

™ Church Records, “Book No. 1,” entries dated January 18, 1869; March 18, 1869; and April 6,
1869.
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the house and pitched into the street.”” Several days later, on September 12, the Wesleyans

found themselves locked out of their “class room,” although they were able to gain entrance to
the vestibule and the gallery.” Shortly thereafter, on September 20, the Wesleyan trustees
resolved that the “Class Room” would be locked on the Sabbath.”

Gallery

The balcony, always referred to as the “gallery,” overlooked the main meeting room (fig.
8). During construction of the chapel in July 1843, the True Wesleyan reported that the new
church would have “galleries on three sides.” That such a gallery was actually built was
confirmed by the Reverend Lee, who described a gallery “on three sides” in October 1843.”
Mary Sherwood Bull, who attended the Women’s Rights Convention in July 1848, also des-
cribed the chapel many years later as having a three-sided “gallery.” Seated there on the last
evening of the convention was Amelia Bloomer, who had arrived late and found the chapel so
crowded that she was “compelled . . . to take a seat in the gallery.””

A later alteration to the gallery is documented by an entry in the church record books
dated February 4, 1862, giving “Mr. Sitzenberger permission to lower the platform in the
gallery, at his own expense.” This “platform” may have been a raised section of flooring upon
which seats were placed for a better view of the pulpit below. In September 1869, the Reverend
Marshall Frink described the pulpit as being opposite the gallery. Sitting at the foot of the
pulpit, he was witness to an altercation in which “Father Metcalf . . . came to the front of the
gallery . . . and . . . demanded of the trustees . . . to open the doors.”®

More details about the gallery may be learned from an interior photograph of the sanctuary
(fig. 1) and architectural clues at the extant east wall. The photograph, taken sometime after gas
lighting was introduced in 1858 and before the chapel was remodeled in 1872, shows the pulpit
located at the north wall. Since Reverend Frink in 1869 described the gallery as being opposite
the pulpit and earlier accounts described it as three-sided, the gallery therefore must have been
located along the south, east, and west walls. While the gallery itself cannot be seen in this

7 Brown, p. 39; original quote is from the American Wesleyan, September 29, 1869.
" Brown, p. 20; original quote is from the American Wesleyan, September 29, 1869.
7 Church Records, “Book No. 1,” entry dated September 20, 1869.

™ Brown, p. 5; original quote is from the True Wesleyan, July 22, 1843.

" Brown, p. 6; original quote is from the True Wesleyan, October 28, 1843.

* Bull, “Woman’s Rights and Other ‘Reforms.’ ”

* Brown, pp. 65-66; original quote is from the Reveille, July 30, 1880.

* Church Records, “Book No. 2,” entry dated February 4, 1862.

* Brown, p. 20; original quote is from the American Wesleyan, September 29, 1869.
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view, the photograph is significant because it indicates that the gallery on the east and west sides
of the room did not extend all the way to the north wall. Joist pockets for the gallery floor
preserved in the east brick wall indicate that it did extend as far as—and possibly beyond—the
fourth window bay from the south end (fig. 8). Further demolition work may reveal additional
evidence to determine the exact length of the gallery.

Some design details of the gallery will never be known, because the south end of the
building was demolished at the same time the gallery was removed in 1872, and no sketches or
photographs of it exist. Some educated guesses, however, can be made. Two stairways most
likely ascended from the first-story vestibule to the gallery. Their logical location would have
been in the southeast and southwest corners of the building. The width of the gallery has been
estimated to be 10 feet on all three sides. This is purely speculative and based on the likely
location of the vestibule’s interior partition that would have served as a load-bearing wall.
Additional support would have been required along the length of the gallery, which was most
likely provided by cast-iron columns (fig. 12). A protective barrier at the gallery’s edge was
commonly known as the gallery rail. This was typically wood, paneled, and low so as not to
obstruct the view of the pulpit below.

Floors

The original first floor and the gallery floor of the chapel have both been removed and
replaced by later materials. However, some evidence of their configuration remains at the extant
east and west brick walls.

Evidence of the first-floor framing system was uncovered during an archeological inves-
tigation of the foundation system, although it was not examined or interpreted by the archeolo-
gists. This evidence is on the interior of the west wall toward the north end, just north of the
one remaining original window opening. It is here, in the upper portion of the stone foundation
and beneath a skim coat of portland cement, that a cement patch measuring approximately 8
inches wide was discovered. The top of this patch occurs at the intersection of the stone
foundation and the brick west wall, and is approximately 2 feet 11 1/2 inches below the original
window opening.

The location of the foundation patch, together with the absence of other evidence such as
floor-joist pockets, led to the conclusion that the patched hole was the former location of an
original floor beam that ran east-west. The floor joists, mortised into the floor beams, therefore
would have run north-south. Two layers of floorboards most likely covered this flooring
system—a subfloor and a finish floor. Allowing about 2 inches for the thickness of the
floorboards, the finish floor therefore would have been located about 2 feet 9 1/2 inches below
the bottoms of the first-story windows.
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Evidence of the gallery floor was found in the extant east brick wall between the first- and
second-story windows. Due to modern obstructions, a length of only 11 feet could be uncovered
along this wall, at the third and fourth original window bays from the south end (fig. 8). Here,
eight joist pockets (not including one covered over by a 20th-century pilaster) were found in the
brick wall. These pockets measure approximately 2 to 2 1/2 inches wide by 10 1/2 to 11 inches
high and are 7 1/2 inches (or two brick widths) deep. The horizontal spacing of the pockets
ranges from 14 1/4 inches to 18 1/4 inches on center, with an average overall spacing of 16 1/2
inches on center.

Located beneath the joist pockets is a continuous wood bearing plate, seven-eights of an
inch thick, that was built into the brick wall and functioned to more evenly distribute the load of
the gallery floor. The pockets themselves are 9 1/2 inches above the historic first-story window
openings and 12 inches below the second-story window openings. Note that these measurements
do not include allowances for ceiling lath, plaster, and floorboards.

More difficult to determine from the available evidence is the actual configuration of the
gallery floor. Was it at one level or stepped downward towards the center of the building to
enable better viewing? The height measurements suggest that at least some stepping down would
have been feasible (figs. 11-12). Based on the distance between the first-floor beam and the
gallery floor-joist pockets, and allowing for floorboards and ceiling plaster, the height of the
area under the gallery would have been about 9 feet 6 inches at the east wall. Thus, the gallery
floor could have sloped down 1-2 feet and still left sufficient headroom beneath the gallery on
the first floor. Additional slope for the gallery seating may have been obtained by building up
the floor of the gallery, as is implied by an entry in the church records dated February 1862,
giving “Mr. Sitzenberger . . . permission to lower the platform in the Gallery.™

As was explained in the previous section, the depth of the gallery is thought to have been
10 feet on the south, east, and west sides. The interior edge of the south side was most likely
supported by the partition wall separating the vestibule from the sanctuary, while the east and
west sides probably rested on cast-iron columns.

Some of the original gallery floor joists may have been reused within the roof framing
system when the roof was raised in 1872. Boards that measure 9 1/2 inches wide by 1 7/8 to 2
inches thick were cut at various lengths and reused at that time as additional vertical members in
the king-post trusses. Plaster stains and extant deteriorated cut lath nails (NO7) on the end of the
boards testify to their previous use as joists or studs supporting a plaster finish.

Details of the finish floorboards—such as the type of wood, board size, and finish or
covering—are not known. Carpeting appears to have been in place by late 1858 based on the
documentary record. In November 1858, Sister Rumsey who had collected $27.25 as treasurer
of the “Mite Society,” handed this amount over to Brother Joseph Metcalf “to apply on [the]

* Church Records, “Book No. 2,” entry dated February 4, 1862.
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carpet bill.”® The following month, Sister Rumsey again paid over to Metcalf $18.25 “for
carpeting.”® Eleven years later in the midst of a heated controversy, the Congregationalists
removed the “carpets™ and other fixtures from the chapel. These were immediately replaced by
the Wesleyans who purchased “new carpets . . . oil cloths [etc.]. . . .”7

irw,

Because the gallery floor was located above the main floor, one or more stairways must
have existed in the chapel. These were most likely located in the vestibule at the front of the
building, based on a newspaper article quoted in the section, “General Room Arrangement.” It
is conjectured that there were actually two stairways here, based on the likelihood of a sym-
metrical design for the vestibule (fig. 7).

Few design details are known about the stairways. No physical evidence remains, because
the entire south end of the building was removed in 1872, If they did rise along the east and
west walls of the vestibule, as is shown in figure 7, they were probably open underneath so as
not to block the windows here. The number of steps may be calculated by determining the
relative levels of the first floor and the gallery floors as discussed in the previous section.
Architectural evidence indicates the gallery floor was about 10 feet 8 inches above the first floor.
Assuming an average riser height of 7 1/2 inches, 17 risers (or 16 steps) would have been
required.

Walls

Only portions of the original east and west brick walls remain today, the other walls
having been demolished during multiple renovations and additions to the building. Luckily,
sufficient architectural evidence has survived at the extant interior walls to determine how they

were treated originally.

The only known interior photograph of the chapel (fig. 1) shows the north wall of the
sanctuary as having a smooth light-color finish. While the original north wall has since been
removed, architectural fragments at the east and west walls indicate the interior walls were
originally covered with a lime and sand plaster. Three methods of attachment appear to have
been used. First, at the brick walls themselves, the plaster was applied directly to the brick.

* Church Records, “Book No. 27, entry dated November 1, 1858.
% Church Records, “Book No. 2,” entry dated December 6, 1858.

¥ Brown, p. 23; original quotes are from articles published in the American Wesleyan, November 3,
1869, and the Seneca Falls Reveille, November 5, 1869.
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One sample of this original plaster was found at the west wall in the first story, behind a pilaster
installed in 1917. Second, at the wood lintels above the windows, the plaster was applied to
wood lath nailed to the lintels. Some of this lath may be seen in situ above the first-story
windows at the east wall. Third, at the wood roof plate atop the brick walls and adjacent to the
ceiling, the plaster was applied directly to the plate surface, which had first been roughened with
hatch marks. This is based on what appears to be an original section of roof plate with plaster
fragments, which was reused in 1872 at the west wall in the plate position.

Two samples of the original 1843 plaster were removed from the chapel walls and
analyzed. One sample, M09, was retrieved from the previously described locatiob at the west
brick wall. It was found to be a lime plaster containing 51% sand, 46% lime, 4% fines, and a
hair binder. The other sample, M17, was found within the hatch marks of the reused roof plate.
This, too, is a lime plaster, being composed of 58% sand, 36% lime, 5% fines, and a hair
binder. While this mixture differs slightly from sample M0O7, it is considerably different than
the 1872 plaster, which contains a much higher percentage of sand.

The wood lath preserved at the window lintels was observed to be a sawn type. The nails
attaching it (NO2) are machine-cut, 1 3/16 inches long, with a round point and shanks clasped
for heading on the cut edges.

Baseboards made of wood are assumed to have finished the lower walls of both the main
story and the gallery level, although no documentary or physical evidence for them has been
found. Baseboards are a functional feature that would have covered the joint between the wall
and the floorboards, and also protected the lower portion of the plaster walls. Because of their
proximity to the floor, they were sometimes also known as mopboards. Wainscot would have
protected the wall in a similar fashion, although it appears from the interior photograph that no
wainscot existed at the north wall. It is therefore unlikely that wainscot was used elsewhere in
the chapel.

Little is known about how the interior walls were decorated during the chapel years. It is
assumed that the original interior treatment was a simple one. When first completed, the
building was described as “well finished, though, as it should be, it is plain.”® The interior
photograph of the chapel, taken sometime after gas lighting was installed in 1858, shows a light-
colored monochromatic scheme in the sanctuary. Vertical lines on the wall behind the pulpit
may have been a decorative embellishment.

The walls were probably painted, based upon two references to paints in the church record
books and the absence of any reference to wallpapers. The entry dated April 3, 1848, notes
“Paid to Partridge for paints $22.00.”” A later reference dated July 1, 1867, is simply for

* Brown, p. 5; original quote is from the True Wesleyan, October 28, 1843.
® Church Records, “Book No. 1,” entry dated April 3, 1848.
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“whitewashing.” Microscopic examination of paint sample P07 removed from 1843 plaster
wall sample M09 identified a first layer of white-colored whitewash or calcimine. This was
found beneath several layers of later wallpaper, in an area that was covered over in later years
by a pilaster in 1917. Unfortunately, this paint layer cannot be conclusively dated to the chapel
period. Earlier layers of water-soluble paint (such as calcimine) may well have been used on the
walls and subsequently washed off. Such a paint could have been either white or tinted.

Ceilings

The original 1843 ceilings in the Wesleyan Chapel were removed in 1872 when the
building was converted to stores and a meeting hall. Sufficient building fabric remains, how-
ever, at the roof level and at the original east and west walls to determine their appearance.

Evidence of the sanctuary ceiling may be seen today in the attic on the bottom chords of
the four remaining original King-post trusses. Lath and plaster was attached directly to the
undersides of the trusses and to ceiling joists, making a flat (rather than an arched) ceiling.
Mortises cut into the sides of the bottom chords of the trusses held the ceiling joists. The joists
were placed approximately 16 1/4 inches on center, and spanned the trusses in a north-south
direction. They measured about 6 1/4 inches wide by 2 1/4 inches thick, judging by several
joist tenons that survive in the mortise pockets, and by the fact that the bottoms of the joists
were flush with the undersides of the truss chords.

Wood lath, oriented in an east-west direction, was nailed directly to the truss chords and to
the ceiling joists. While the lath extant on the trusses today dates to 1872 when the roof was
raised, remnants of the 1843 ceiling may be found beneath the 1872 lath in the form of plaster
stains and lath nails. One original lath nail sampled (NO3) is machine-cut, 1 3/16 inches long,
with round points and shanks clasped for heading on the cut edges. Not surprisingly, this nail is
identical to an 1843 lath nail removed from a window lintel at the east wall (N02). Although no
plaster remains from the original ceiling, it is assumed to have been a lime-sand mixture with
hair binder similar to that of the plaster walls. The height of the ceiling above the first floor is
calculated to have been about 18 feet 2 inches, based on the original height of the walls revealed
by the brickwork at the exterior west wall. The height of the ceiling above the gallery floor
would have been about 7 feet 6 inches at the exterior walls.

A feature that probably existed in the sanctuary ceiling was an opening to the unfinished
attic space above. A likely design is a square opening, framed with wood, and closed by a plain
painted board.

Little is known about the ceiling formed by the underside of the gallery along the south,
east, and west walls. As was previously discussed in the section on floors, the floor of the

% Church Records, “Book No. 3,” entry dated July 1, 1867.
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gallery is thought to have been stepped downward toward the center of the sanctuary. The
corresponding ceiling of the area beneath the gallery would therefore have sloped (fig. 11).
Some of the ceiling joists here (actually the gallery floor joists) may have been reused in the
roof trusses in 1872 when the roof was raised and the gallery disassembled. Several truss
members measure 9 1/2 inches wide by 1 7/8 to 2 inches thick, and show evidence of one
plastering applied directly to the joists. The extant cut nails (NO7), unfortunately, are too
deteriorated for detailed identification.

The height of the gallery ceiling at the exterior walls is estimated to have been about 9 feet
6 inches based on the floor evidence at the east and west walls. At its lowest point, assuming
that the ceiling sloped, the ceiling could have been as low as 7 feet 6 inches. Such a height
would have allowed for easy clearance by the average-sized person.

No documentary information is available on how the ceilings were finished. No original
ceiling plaster has survived to enable microscopic study of the finishes. A reasonable guess for
this time period would be that the ceilings were painted with white calcimine or whitewash. Use
of paints at the chapel is in fact verified by accounts listing payments for “paints” in 1848 and
“whitewashing” in 1867.”

Doorways

The chapel is believed to have had two interior doorways connecting the vestibule with the
main sanctuary (fig. 7). This is based on historical descriptions of the chapel interior written in
the late 1860°s during the controversy between the Wesleyans and the Congregationalists. The
writings indicate that it was possible to enter the vestibule, climb the stairs to the gallery, and
yet be locked out of the sanctuary. Such was the case on September 12, 1869, when “Father
Metcalf . . . came to the front of the gallery . . . and . . . demanded the trustees...to open the
doors.” The word “doors” suggests that access to the sanctuary was blocked by either one
doorway fitted with two doors, or two or more doorways. That the number was most likely two
is based on the layout of two aisles between the pews. In an altercation one month later
between the Wesleyans and the Congregationalists, it was reported that “Mr. Lyle . . . marched
up the aisle . . . [and] . . . brother Demming . . . approached the altar from the other aisle. . .
."®  This arrangement is further supported by a photograph of the sanctuary that shows no
center aisle between the pews. Therefore, assuming that two aisles existed and knowing that
“doors” opened onto the sanctuary, a logical layout would have had one doorway at the end of
each aisle.

186791 Church Records, “Book No. 1,” entry dated April 3, 1848, and “Book No.3,” entry dated July 1,

* Brown, p. 20; original quote is from the American Wesleyan, September 29, 1869.

* Brown, p. 24; original quote is from the American Wesleyan, November 3, 1869.
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No other details about the doorways are known, such as the number of doors in each
opening, or the style of their architraves and doors. Mortise locks with doorknobs were pro-
bably used, being typical of hardware used in 1843.

Window

The general arrangement and spacing of the windows has been previously discussed in
Section C, “Exterior Elements.” Their known placement influenced the preparation of the
conjectural interior floor plan of the chapel, particularly concerning the location of the partition
wall between the vestibule and the sanctuary. Hypothesizing one window in the each of the east
and west walls of the vestibule gave an approximate depth of 10 feet for that space. (The
vestibule also would have had two additional windows, one on either side of the main doorway
in the south wall.) The first story of the sanctuary therefore had eight windows—four each in
the east and west walls. Of these eight windows, one window opening on the west side survives
relatively unaltered.

Additional light would have been provided to the sanctuary by the second-story gallery
windows. An exterior sketch of the building published in 1856 suggests that these numbered 12,
including five each in the east and west walls and two in the south wall (fig. 3). No windows
appear to have been in the north wall, based on an interior photograph of the sanctuary taken
sometime after September 1858 (fig. 1).

The height of the original windows in relation to the interior floors and ceilings is based
on extant evidence of these features at the east and west walls. The first-story window openings
are located 2 feet 11 1/2 inches above the patch for the former floor beam at the west wall, and
9 1/2 inches below the joist pockets for the gallery floor at the east wall. Taking into account
the finish materials of floorboards and ceiling plaster, this would have placed the windows about
2 feet 9 1/2 inches above the first floor, and 8 1/2 inches below the gallery ceiling.

The second-story windows at the gallery level had less space between the floor and the
ceiling. Although all of the second-story windows have been altered, evidence in the brickwork
of the original openings indicate they were situated only 12 inches above the gallery-floor joist
pockets and 8 inches below the trusses and ceiling joists. The addition of floorboards and
ceiling plaster would have reduced this clearance even further, making the gallery windows
about 10 inches above the gallery floor and 7 inches below the ceiling.

No details are known about the interior wood trim of the windows, such as the style of the
architrave, stool, and apron. (Paint analysis has determined that the woodwork associated with
the one unaltered window opening in the west wall dates from a later period.) A simple
treatment, possibly with single-bead detail, would have been in keeping with the descriptions of
the building as “plain” in 1843. Muntin bars in the window sash would have been typically
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narrow, coming almost to a point. Paint undoubtedly was used to finish the woodwork. Likely
treatments for the mid-19th century would have been a plain-color oil-based paint or a technique
imitative of wood grain known as “graining.” Both finishes were found in the Stanton House in
Seneca Falls, New York, for this same time period.

Pulpit

The pulpit was centered at the north wall of the sanctuary, based on the interior
photograph of the chapel (fig. 1). It was here that the pastor stood to give his sermon. The
pulpit was also probably used as the podium during public assemblies held in the church
building. One such gathering was the Women’s Rights Convention of 1848.

The pulpit was presumably destroyed in 1872 when the chapel was remodeled into two
stores and a meeting hall. Documentary sources therefore must be used to reconstruct its
appearance. Mary Sherwood Bull, who attended the Women’s Rights Convention, many years
later described “the platform with the desk and communion-table.”™ Assuming that “the desk”
here referred to the pulpit and the “communion-table” to the altar, this passage suggests that
both were elevated above the sanctuary floor on a “platform.” That the pulpit may have been
even higher may be inferred from an entry in the church record books dated February 1860
authorizing “the Trustees . . . to lower the Pulpit 2 Steps if in their judgment it can be done
without to [sic] much expense.”

The only known view of the pulpit is a photograph taken sometime after gas lighting was
installed in September 1858 (fig. 1). Although mostly hidden by people standing in front of it,
the top portion may be seen with a book resting upon it. It appears to be a simple lectern
design, possibly enclosed by a low balustrade.

One prominent feature associated with the pulpit was a black-board mounted behind it on
the north wall. The only known description of it is a newspaper article dated September 1869,
in which the Reverend Lyle was said to stand “with his back toward the gallery writing upon the
blackboad [sic]. . . .”™ Most likely it is this blackboard that can be seen on the north wall in
figure 1. Distinct vertical lines and fainter horizontal ones suggest that the board was made up
of several pieces of material such as slate. It is quite large, vertical in orientation, and
decoratively framed by a light-color border that in turn is surrounded on either side and below
by a dark-color border. Folds in the bottom portion suggest that the dark frame was in fact a
fabric hanging.

* Bull, “Women’s Rights and other ‘Reforms.’”
* Church Records, “Book No. 2,” entry dated February 13, 1860.
* Brown, p. 39; original quote is from the American Wesleyan, September 29, 1869.
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Was the blackboard extant in 18487 No mention of it is made in the contemporary
writings on the Women’s Rights Convention. Certainly a blackboard would have been a
valuable teaching aid to the Sabbath School instructors who presumably taught in the sanctuary.
The earliest known reference to the Sabbath School, however, is dated 1858.” Any physical
evidence of the blackboard, such as its method of attachment to the wall, was long ago destroyed
along with the chapel’s entire north wall. To conclude, insufficient information is available to
determine exactly when the blackboard was installed and if it existed in 1848.

Altar

An “altar” is a table used in worship, often for the ritual of communion. Mary Sherwood
Bull recalled that in 1848 the chapel had a “communion-table” that was on a “platform” along
with a “desk.”® While no references to the Wesleyans using the altar for communion have been
found, several entries in the church records for 1859 document the pastor “baptis[ing] by
sprinkling at the altar” (also spelled “alter”).”

The year 1869 was a turbulent one for the Wesleyans, and in April they reported that “one
Mahogany Marble Top Table”'®—along with other furniture—had been stolen from the chapel.
Although not identified as such, this may have been the altar.

The exact location of the altar in the front of the sanctuary and in relation to the pulpit is
difficult to ascertain. No table is visible in the interior photograph. One newspaper article,
recounting a confrontation that occurred October 31, 1869, mentions both the altar and the
pulpit. “Mr. Lyle . . . marched up the aisle, halted in the altar . . . and . . . commanded that
the pulpit be vacated . . . brother Demming . . . approached the altar from the other aisle....”""
This seems to imply that the altar was located somewhere in the vicinity of the pulpit.

9 Church Records, “Book No. 2,” entry dated October 4, 1858. It was then “Resolved that a public
collection be taken next Sabbath...for the benefit of the Sabbath School.”

% Bull, “Woman’s Rights and Other ‘Reforms.’”

% Church Records, “Book No. 2,” all entries dated 1859 including February 6, February 13,
February 27, March 23, April 17, and May 24.

10 ~hurch Records, “Book No. 1,” entry dated August 10, 1869.
o1 Brown, p. 24; original quote is from the American Wesleyan, November 3, 1869.
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Seats

The seats in the Wesleyan Chapel were known by several names, according to the church
records, including “slips,” “seats,” and “pews.”” Some income for the church was apparently
derived from “renting” of the seats, according to entries in the church records dated 1845, 1863,
1864, 1866, 1867, and 1868." In 1869, it was unanimously voted to waive the fee for one year
beginning May 1, 1869.'*

No seats from the original Wesleyan Chapel are known to survive today. What they
looked like is therefore based on one interior photograph of the sanctuary, the church records,
and newspaper accounts. The one interior view of the chapel, taken sometime after gas lighting
was installed in September 1858, shows the back of the seats in the center of the sanctuary
towards the front end of the room (fig. 1). Four rows of bench-style seats are discernible.
These are a dark color, separated down the middle by a low partition, and fitted with brackets to
hold books—most likely hymnals.

Although no seat numbers are visible in the photograph, they were painted on by 1863,
based on an entry in the church records in April for “painting numbers for seats $3.00.”'® That
two aisles were extant between the main-story pews may be ascertained from a newspaper
account dated 1869, which stated that “Mr. Lyle . . . marched up the aisle . . . [and] . . .
brother Demming . . . approached the altar from the other aisle. . . .”'%

Little is known about the seats in the gallery. Presumably they were of a bench-type
design similar to those on the main story, and were located on all three sides of the gallery.
Previous descriptions of the gallery floor have conjectured that it stepped down towards the
center of the room. The back seats thus would have been located at a higher level than the front
seats, enabling aii to see the sanctuary below.

In addition to seating for the congregation or audience, other seats were also available in
the chapel. Possibly located in the vicinity of the pulpit were “one Sofa . . . [and] four Sofa

‘® Church Records, “Book No. 1,” entry dated March 27, 1845; “Book No. 2,” entries dated
January 19, 1863; February 2, 1863; April 6, 1863; “Book No. 3,” entries dated April 4, 1864; April 2,
1866, April 8, 1867; April 6, 1868; and, “Book No. 4,” entry dated April 19, 1869.

' Church Records, “Book No. 1,” entry dated March 27, 1845; “Book No. 2,” entries dated
January 19, 1863; February 2, 1863; April 6, 1863; “Book No. 3,” entries dated April 4, 1864; April 2,
1866, April 8, 1867; April 6, 1868; and, “Book No. 4,” entry dated April 19, 1869.

' Church Records, “Book No. 4,” entry dated April 19, 1869.

" Church Records, “Book No. 2,” entry dated April 6, 1863.

‘ Brown, p. 24; original quote is from the American Wesleyan, November 3, 1869.
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Chairs,” all reported stolen in August 1869.'” Several months later, the Reverend Marshall
Frink described sitting “on the pulpit settee at the extreme end of the house opposite the gallery
at the foot of the pulpit steps, where every thing could be seen.”'”® A low balustrade apparently
separated the pulpit area (and “settee™) from the congregation, judging by the interior photo-
graph of the chapel (fig. 1). This balustrade was finished in a dark color similar to the bench
seating.

Musical In men

It is unclear from the documentation whether or not a musical instrument existed in the
chapel in the 1840’s. Not until 1861 is mention made of a “melodeon”; a document dating to
1865 refers to the purchase of a new “organ.”

An organized choir was part of the church service by the late 1850’s. This is apparent
from a reference dated December 1858 to granting the “choir . . . permission to use the prayer-
room Friday evenings for rehearsals.”'® Musical accompaniment for the choir is first mentioned
in June 1861, when Brother Metcalf was directed “to procure as large a sum as he could for
Sister Beary to pay her for services on Melodian [sic].”"® A melodeon is “a small reed organ in
which a suction draws air inward through the reeds.”""' Payments for servicing and playing the
melodeon were made in 1861 and 1862.'"7 Then, in May 1865, a committee was appointed “to
solicit subscriptions for an organ.”'” Sufficient funds had been raised by September of that year
to enable the trustees “to purchase an organ at a price not to exceed $400.”'"* In November, it
was “moved and carried that the Melodeon be sold [to] the highest bidder.”'* The new organ,
shipped from Phillips and Company for $4.97, was received by December. Because it had been
damaged in shipment, the company offered to reimburse the church $30, which was accepted.'’

7 Church Records, “Book No. 1,” entry dated August 10, 1869.

% Brown, p. 39; original quote is from the American Wesleyan, September 29, 1869.
'% Church Records, “Book No. 2,” entry dated December 6, 1858.

' Church Records, “Book No. 2,” entry dated June 3, 1861.

"' Webster's Ninth New Collegiate Dictionary, p. 740.

2 Church Records, “Book No. 2,” entries dated August 5, 1861; February 4, 1862; and, July 7,
1862.

' Church Records, “Book No. 3,” entry dated May 8, 1865.

" Church Records, “Book No. 3,” entry dated September 11, 1865.

15 Church Records, “Book No. 3,” entry dated November 6, 1865.

16 Church Records, “Book No. 3,” entry dated December 4, 1865.
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An organ provided music for church services during the chapel’s ensuing years. Even
though the organ was removed by the Congregationalists in 1869, it was either returned or
replaced shortly thereafter.'"” The church records indicate that in August 1870 a committee was
appointed to find an organist; in 1870 one was hired for the balance of the sabbath year. '*

The exact location in the chapel of the melodeon, and later the organ, is difficult to
ascertain. Two possible locations are the front of the sanctuary near the pulpit, or at the back
(south side) of the gallery. The Reverend Frink, who was seated on the pulpit settee in Sep-
tember 1869, described being able to see the organist turn “upon his seat [and] put all the bass
thunder upon the instrument.”' Frink, however, would have been able to view both areas from
his vantage point.

Heating System

The chapel was heated during cold weather by two stoves located in the sanctuary. The
chimneys for these stoves were built into the north wall, as has been discussed in detail in
Section C.

The original stoves that were installed in the chapel in 1843 and extant during the
Women’s Rights Convention of 1848 were purchased from S.H. Thompson for an unspecified
amount of money. As late as April 1848, $32.50 was owed on them according to the church
records.” Few details are known about these stoves except that there were probably two of
them. This is based upon the number of chimneys, and a later photograph showing two
stovepipes at the north wall. Their probable placement on either side of the pulpit at the front of
the sanctuary is also based on the locations of the chimney stacks. Typical of heating stoves of
the mid-19th century, the chapel stoves were most likely made of black cast iron, free-standing,
and set upon four legs. Their shape could have been either box-like or cylindrical, and the
detailing plain or fancy.'

The stoves were replaced several times during the building’s 28 years in use as a church.
New stoves were contemplated by the trustees 14 years after the chapel’s original construction.
In a meeting held September 10, 1857, two members “were appointed a committee to obtain 2

" Brown, p. 23; original reference is to the American Wesleyan, November 3, 1869, and the
Reveille, November 5, 1869.

""" Church Records, “Book No. 4,” entries dated August 12, 1870, and October 3, 1870.

"® Brown, p. 39; original quote is from the American Wesleyan, September 29, 1869.

' Church Records, “Book No. 1,” entry dated April 3, 1848.

! Josephine H. Peirce, Fire on the Hearth: The Evolution and Romance of the Heating-Stove.
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stoves for the church.”'” The records of subsequent work and repairs to the chapel were
unfortunately burned by the pastor. It seems likely, however, that new stoves would have been
installed as part of the renovations reported to have occurred in 1857."

Five years later, in September 1863, the church records indicate that one stove was sold
for $2.37."* The congregation must have been cold during the following two winters, since a
replacement was not purchased until 1866—perhaps due to shortages caused by the Civil War.
The trustees were requested in January 1864 to raise money “to procure new stoves for the
church.”® Tt was suggested one year later that four ladies be added to the stove committee. ™
Finally, in January 1866, a new stove and pipe were purchased for $49.72, even though the
stove fund was short by $19.69.'7 Both the new stove and the old stove were removed almost 4
years later, in October 1869, by the Congregationalists during a controversy with the Wesleyans.
A newspaper account of the event indicates that these were never recovered, but that “new . . .
stoves . . . and other fixtures [were] purchased.”'*

The type of fuel burned by the original stoves is not documented. The stoves extant in the
chapel between 1858 and 1870 used coal, coke, and/or wood, according to the church records.
Coal appears to have been purchased by the ton, based on entries dated August 1864, March
1867, and October 1870. Expenses included not only the coal itself but also the cost of “cart-
ing” it to the chapel.”” Exactly where such large quantities of coal were stored is not known,
although a likely location is the long shed in back of the chapel shown on the 1856 map (fig. 3).

2 Church Records, “Book No. 1,” entry dated September 10, 1857.

13 «In 1857 . . . quite extensive repairs were made on the church” is noted on page 172 of the
Manual of the Churches of Seneca County With Sketches of Their Pastors 1895-1896. Burning of the
“receipts and expenditures in repairing this house” is documented in the Church Records, “Book No. 2,"
entry dated September 6, 1858.

'% Church Records, “Book No. 3,” entry dated September 7, 1863.
' Church Records, “Book No. 3,” entry dated January 4, 1864.

126 Church Records, “Book No. 3,” entry dated November 6, 1865.
121 Church Records, “Book No. 3,” entry dated December 3, 1866.

28 Brown, p. 23; original quote is from the Seneca Falls Reveille, November 5, 1869. Other
newspaper accounts appeared in the Reveille, October 29, 1869, and the American Wesleyan, November
3, 1869.

1% Church Records, “Book No. 2,” entries dated October 4, 1858; November 1, 1858; May 9, 1859;
August 8, 1859; November 14, 1859; December 12, 1859; February 13, 1860; March 14, 1860; April 9,
1860; November 13, 1860; February 4, 1861; March 4, 1861; April 1, 1861; November 4, 1861,
January 6, 1862; February 4, 1862; March 3, 1862; November 3, 1862; December 1, 1862; April 6,
1863; “Book No. 3,” entries dated October 5, 1863; November 9, 1863; January 4, 1864; February 1,
1864; March 7, 1864; June 13, 1864; August 1, 1864; October 11, 1864; December 7, 1864; March 6,
1865; May 8, 1865; October 2, 1865; February 12, 1866; May 7, 1866; January 21, 1867; March 11,
1867; May 13, 1867; November, 1867; February 3, 1868; March 2, 1868; April 6, 1868; October 12,
1868; January 11, 1869; March 8, 1869; April 12, 1869; “Book No. 4,” entry dated October 3, 1870.
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Separate storage for the wood was apparently deemed neﬁ:essary in 1867, when “it was ordered
that a wood house be built in the rear of the church,”'*

Small quantities of fuel were no doubt stored in the sanctuary near the stoves. “Coal
boxes,” reported as having been stolen along with the stoves in 1869, probably served this
function.” Carrying of the coal from the boxes to the stoves would have utilized metal pails
known as “scuttles” or “hods,” which are on record as having been purchased in November
1860 and February 1868.'

Lighting System

The interior of the chapel would have been lighted naturally during daylight hours by the
multiple windows in the east, south, and west walls. Evening services and meetings would have
required artificial lighting. No documentation exists as to the type of artificial lighting used in
the 1840’s and early 1850’s. Not until 1858 was piping installed for gaslight fixtures that
continued to be used through the 1870’s.

The chapel is known to have been used in the evenings prior to gas lighting, based on the
historical writings. The original dedication ceremonies on October 14, 1843, are said to have
continued throughout the day and into the evening.™ The last day of the Women’s Rights
Convention on Thursday, July 20, 1848, reconvened at 7:30 p.m. and continued until an
unspecified hour.”™ Various church groups appear to have used the chapel after working hours.
One example may be found in the minutes of the church trustees, who were noted in one
instance as “meeting . . . in the Wesleyan Chapel on the Evening of Monday Oct. 7, 1850,
Lighting for these events was most likely provided by oil lamps and/or candles, both of which
were commonly used in the mid-19th century.™® A chandelier would have been a good source
of overall lighting in the sanctuary and gallery, although no descriptions of such a fixture have
been found. Other possibilities include wall-mounted fixtures, or sconces, and portable fixtures.

** Church Records, “Book No. 3,” entry dated June 2, 1867.
! Brown, p. 23; original reference is to the American Wesleyan, November 3, 1869.

" Church Records, “Book No. 2,” entry dated November 13, 1860; “Book No. 3,” entry dated
February 3, 1868.

" Brown, p. 5; original references to the True Wesleyan, November 4, 1843.

" Brown, p. 65; original reference is to Report of the Woman's Rights Convention, Held at Seneca
Falls, N.Y., July 19th and 20th, 1848, p- 11.

" Church Records, “Book No. 1,” entry dated October 7, 1850.
¢ Lamps and Other Lighting Devices 1850-1906, pp. 1-3.
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Gas lighting was introduced into the chapel in the fall of 1858. In a business meeting of
the church on September 6, 1858, it was “resolved that the bill presented by J.M. Chamberlain
of one hundred dollars for introducing the gas in this meeting house be referred to the Trustees
of this church with a request that they give their note for the amount if it is be found correct.”"”’
Gas bills were recorded thereafter beginning in October 1858. Periodic repairs were also noted
such as “rep” Gas fixtures” in 1861, “fixing burners” in 1864, and “repairing gas pipe” in
1865."* Upgrading of the system occurred approximately 10 years after its original installation,
when “Br. Bellows was empowered and directed to have the gas pipe in the church enlarged and
such changes made as in his judgment may be best in order to get sufficient light for the
church.”™ One year later, in March 1869, it was “moved and carried that $8.75 be paid for
Gas Burners for the Pulpit. . . .”

The expenditure for pulpit burners most likely referred to replacing the burners in a
gaslight fixture or fixtures that already existed in 1869. These may have been the two light
fixtures shown in the only known interior photograph of the chapel (fig. 1). This view shows
two fixtures with three lights each mounted on the north wall behind the pulpit, one on either
side of the framed blackboard. Such wall-mounted gas fixtures would have been known in the
19th century as three-light wall brackets.”” The locations and styles of the other gaslight
fixtures—both in the original and the expanded systems—are not known.

Buildin ration.

The sexton was responsible for the day-to-day chores associated with the operation of the
church. A committee to employ a sexton was appointed in January 1855, but the sexton’s salary
does not appear in the church records until 1859. One of the sexton’s jobs, according to a
newspaper account dated 1869, was to lock and unlock the doors.”! Other responsibilities most
likely included cleaning and filling the oil lamps and/or tending the candles before 1858, turning
the gas lights on and off after 1858, carrying in the fuel for the heating stoves, tending the fires
therein, and carrying out the ashes. The names of the sextons who worked in the chapel

37 Church Records, “Book No. 2,” entry dated September 6, 1858.

1% References to the gas bills and repairs to the gas lighting system are found in the following
Church Records: “Book No. 1,” entry dated March 23, 1868; “Book No. 2,” October 4, 1858;
December 6, 1858; January 3, 1859; February 21, 1859; April 4, 1859; August 8, 1859; October 10,
1859; January 9, 1860; May 14, 1860; January 14, 1861; February 4, 1861; June 3, 1861; March 2,
1863; April 6, 1863; August 3, 1863; “Book No. 3,” November 9, 1863; April 4, 1864; June 13, 1864;
August 1, 1864; October 11, 1864; December 7, 1864; March 6, 1865; May 8, 1865; September 2,
1867; March 23, 1868; July 13, 1868; March 8, 1869; “Book No. 4,” April 4, 1870.

% Church Records, “Book No. 1,” entry dated March 23, 1868.
' Denys Peter Myers, Gaslighting in America: A Guide for Historic Preservation.
! Brown, p. 34; original reference is to the American Wesleyan, September 29, 1869.
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between 1859 and 1866 were “T.J. Crosby,” “Lyman F. Gidding,” “Carter,” and “Crowell.”
Beginning in 1866, the salary of the sexton was simply listed under “sexton,”'

‘Cleaning

Cleaning of the chapel was most often accomplished by volunteer labor, according to the
church records. In June 1867, Anna Rumsey was appointed to a committee to superintend the
cleaning. One year later, Sisters Rumsey and Freeland were appointed to the job. Occasionally,
money was paid to clean the church, such as in September 1862 and November 1867. The only
cleaning equipment purchased by the church on a regular basis was “brooms.™'*

Repairs and Maintenance

Numerous repairs were required to maintain the chapel in good condition between the
years 1843 and 1872. These have been discussed in detail in the previous sections. The
windows were frequently repaired using glass and putty. The wood-plank sidewalks outside,
exposed to both wear and the weather, were repaired or rebuilt on an almost yearly basis. The
heating stoves were replaced several times and also needed periodic cleaning and maintenance.
This was often noted in the church records as “repairing stove.”'* The gas lighting system also
accrued its share of repair bills after its installation in 1858. References to painting are
infrequent and are usually nonspecific.

"2 T.J. Crosby worked as sexton in 1859, 1861, 1863, 1864, 1865, and 1866, according to entries in
the following Church Records: “Book No. 2,” entries dated September 14, 1859; November 4, 1861;
December 1, 1861; January 6, 1862; March 3, 1862; April 7, 1862; June 2, 1862; July 7, 1862;
November 3, 1862; “Book No. 3,” December 7, 1863; January 4, 1864; February 1, 1864; March 7,
1864; April 4, 1864; June 13, 1864; August 1, 1864; January 2, 1865, March 6, 1865; May 8, 1865;
August 7, 1865; October 2, 1865; November 6, 1865; January 8, 1866; and February 12, 1866. Lyman
F. Giddings worked in 1859, 1860, and 1861, based on the following records: “Book No. 2,” entries
dated December 12, 1859; January 9, 1860; February 13, 1860; March 14, 1860; April 9, 1860; May
14, 1860; July 9, 1860; November 13, 1860; August 13, 1860; and July 8, 1861. Carter and Crowell
are mentioned only infrequently in 1863 and 1864. Carter is found in “Book No. 2,” entry dated March
2, 1863; “Book No. 3,” September 7, 1863; October 5, 1863; and December 7, 1863. Crowell is in
“Book No. 3,” entry dated January 4, 1864. References to the nameless sexton begin in “Book No. 3,”
entry dated August 6, 1866, and continue through April 12, 1869.

"* Specific references to cleaning the church are found in the following Church Records: “Book No.
2,” entries dated September 15, 1859; June 3, 1861; November 3, 1862; “Book No. 3,” entries dated
June 2, 1867; November 1867; and June 1, 1868. Thirteen entries document the purchase of a “broom”
or “brooms” between November 1860 and August 1868. These are also found in the Church Records.

' Church Records, “Book No. 2,” entries dated December 8, 1862; January 5, 1863; “Book No.
3,” October 12, 1868; and January 11, 1869.
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The historical record notes that “quite extensive repairs were made on the church” under
the leadership of the Reverend J.A. Swallow in 1857."° Unfortunately, it is not known exactly
what this entailed. The local newspaper announced on August 15, 1857, that “the Wesleyan
Church in this place has been thoroughly repaired, and will . . . be reopened for Divine
Worship next Sabbath August 16th. . . . Collections will be taken up at the close of each
service to defray expenses.”'** Money was also raised by other means, according to the minutes
of the church trustees who “moved and carried that Br. J. Wright raise twen[sic] one dollars to
pay Br. F. Rema . . . towards repairing the church.”* The Reverend Swallow was replaced by
another pastor in 1858, and he left no “accounting of the receipts and expenditures for refitting
the meeting house.”'**

Investigation into this situation found that the records had in fact been destroyed. The
reaction of the church is documented in the minutes of a business meeting held on September 6,
1858. In this meeting, it was “resolved that the conduct of J.A. Swallow in burning the account
of the receipts and expenditures in repairing this house is most heartily disapproved by this
church and that he has justly incurred the displeasure of the same.”"*

Almost 25 years after its original construction and 11 years after the repairs made in 1857,
“the subject of repairs and remodeling of the Church” came up again.” In a meeting on August
3, 1868, Brother Demming suggested making only “such repairs as are necessary for the
preservation of the building and the fence and that no other repairs or improvements be made at
present.”’” However, he was overruled by Brother Failing, who proposed that the church
trustees be “requested to repair and otherwise improve this House of Worship, at an expense or
outlay not exceeding, $4,000. . . .”'? No immediate action was taken, however. In December
of the following year, the local newspaper reported that the Wesleyans were “resolved to make
an effort to put their church edifice in complete repair, modernizing all the fixtures and
arrangements inside, and also rendering its outside, in architectural finish, an ornament of the

“S Manual of the Churches of Seneca County, p. 172.
' Brown, p. 41; original quote is from the Seneca Falls Reveille, August 15, 1857.
“" Church Records, “Book No. 1,” entry dated September 10, 1857.
“* Church Records, “Book No. 2,” entry dated May 31, 1858.
> Church Records, “Book No. 2,” entry dated September 6, 1858.
1% Church Records, “Book No. 1,” entry dated April 10, 1868.
15! Church Records, “Book No. 3,” entry dated August 3, 1868.
% Church Records, “Book No. 3,” entry dated August 3, 1868.
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village.”'® This effort involved appointing a committee in December 1869 to raise $10,000 via

subscription. '™

Despite intentions to repair the chapel, it appears this work was never done. Only one
month after the subscription committee had been formed, discussions began on building a new
church.' It can be assumed that few funds were expended on the old building in the interim.
Its last years as a chapel were most likely characterized by continued deterioration due to
deferred maintenance and repairs.

Sale

The earliest indication that the chapel would be sold and a new church built is found in the
records of the church trustees. On January 16, 1870, a committee was appointed “to contract
for stone for new church to be erected on corner of Fall and Clinton Sts.”'® Three months
later, in a meeting held March 21, 1870, the fund-raising subscription for repairing the chapel
was changed to read “Building new church.”"”

Charles G. Corwin, a trustee of the church and a member of the repair committee, had
pledged $1,000 towards repairing the chapel. When it was decided to build a new chapel, he
also played an important role in selling the old church and building the new. Corwin provided
the lot at the corner of Fall and Clinton Streets on which the new church was built.'"® For this,
he was released from his $1,000 obligation and was paid an additional $1,000. The congrega-
tion received permission from the county court in October 1870 to sell the chapel, and com-
pleted an article of agreement for its sale in March 1871. It then sold the old chapel to Charles
and Helena Corwin for $5,000. The deed for this transaction is dated October 31, 1871.'%

' Brown, p. 26; original quote is from the Seneca Falls Reveille, December 10, 1869.

'* Church Records, “Book No. 3,” entries dated December 7, 1869, and December 13, 1869.
> Church Records, “Book No. 1,” entry dated January 16, 1870.

¢ Church Records, “Book No. 1,” entry dated January 16, 1870.

' Church Records, “Book No. 4,” entry dated March 21, 1870.

"** Church Records, “Book No. 4,” entry dated March 21, 1870.

' Church Records, entry dated October 24, 1870. Also, “Book No. 1,” entry dated March 1, 1871.
The deed is located in Book 82, p. 48, Seneca County Courthouse.
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From October to February 1872, the Wesleyans continued to meet in their old building
even though it was no longer owned by the church.'® Possibly the chapel was leased from
Corwin, although no records of such an arrangement are known. Services were first held in the
completed portion of the new building—the session room—on February 4, 1872."" Corwin sold
the old chapel on July 1, 1872, to William Johnson for $5,000.' Nothing is known about how
Corwin used the building between February and July 1872,

' Brown, p. 73.

**! Church Records, “Book No. 4,” entry dated February 4, 1872. The session room was completed

first according to a news article describing the dedication August 11, 1875, in the Seneca Falls Reveille,
August 13, 1875.

'* Deed Book 83, p. 277, Seneca County Courthouse.
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Figure 1. “Interior of Old Wesleyan Chapel with Pastor, Superintendent and Teachers
of Sabbath School” (after 1858).
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Figure 11. Wesleyan Chapel: Transverse Section Looking South, Showing
Conjectured Appearance of Gallery. (Scale: 1/8 inch = 1 foot)
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Figure 12. Wesleyan Chapel: Detail of Section
Through Gallery. (Scale: 1/4 inch = 1 foot)
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Figure 13. Wesleyan Chapel: Diagram of Construction of
1843 Original Brick wall.
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Figure 14. Wesleyan Chapel: Original Window Sashes, Conjectured Appearance.
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1872-1890
JOHNSON’S HALL AND STORES

Remodeling

The first remodeling of the Wesleyan Chapel occurred in 1872 while in the ownership of
William Johnson. Johnson purchased the property on July 1, 1872, from Charles and Helena
Corwin, who had previously purchased it from the Wesleyan Church in October 1871."%

Even before Johnson had signed the deed, the Seneca Falls Reveille reported the remodel-
ing plans for the building on June 21, 1872:

The front of the building is to be brought out even with the street, and the roof
of the building raised some seven or eight feet. The first floor will be finished
off into stores, and the second floor into a hall for public accommodation.
Messrs. Adair and Cowen are doing the carpenter work, and Mr. Wm. Van
Gorder the masonry.'®

The work was completed 2 months later, according to the Reveille, which reported on
August 30, 1872:

The old Wesleyan church has been overhauled and remodeled into a fine looking
block with two store fronts on Fall Street: this we understand, when completed,
will be occupied by the Cooperative grocery.'

Details of the renovation are provided by the Seneca Falls maps of 1873, 1881, 1882, and
1886 (fig. 16); newspaper accounts; and physical examination of the extant building today.
These are described for each element of the building in the following sections.

1% Johnson’s deed is recorded in Deed Book 83, p. 277, Seneca County Courthouse.

' Brown, p. 74; original quote is from the Seneca Falls Reveille, June 21, 1872.

1 Brown, pp. 74-75; original quote is from the Seneca Falls Reveille, August 30, 1872,
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Exterior Elements

Dimensions

The size of the chapel increased in height, width, and length in 1872. These changes are
shown in plan on the Seneca Falls maps dated 1881 and 1886, and in elevation on the bird’s-
eye-view maps dated 1873 and 1882.

The Seneca Falls Reveille reported on June 21, 1872, that “the roof of the [original]
building [is to be] raised some seven or eight feet.”'” That this was in fact done is confirmed
by a close examination of the brickwork and mortar, which indicates the roof was in fact raised
about 8 feet. The present height of the building from present grade to the peak of the roof is 40
feet 1 inch. Historic grade, however, was about about 1 foot 11 inches below present grade,
based on the findings of the archeologists in 1986. This would have made the height of the
building in 1872 approximately 42 feet tall, or 8 feet taller than the chapel’s original estimated
height of 34 feet.

The plan dimensions were enlarged by appending two brick additions onto the south and
north sides of the existing building. The south addition was alluded to in the Reveille article,
which said, “The front of the building is to be brought out even with the street. . . .”'® This
undoubtedly referred to bringing the south end of the building closer to the street, probably all
the way up to the Fall Street sidewalk. This south addition exists today, although it was
extensively remodeled in 1947. It measures 53 feet 6 inches wide at its south end by 22 feet 6
inches long at its east and west sides. The addition is 10 feet 2 inches wider than the chapel,
the exira width being originally intended to accommodate two staircases. The side walls of the
addition overlapped the original side walls of the chapel by about 10 feet, thus making the
overall increase in the length of the building only 12 feet 6 inches.

An addition to the north was also built in 1872, based on a comparison of the brick
mortars (see “Walls,” this section) and the fact that it appears in the bird’s-eye-view map of
1873. This north addition exists today and measures 43 feet 4 inches wide—the same as the
original chapel—by 19 feet 6 inches long.

'" Brown, pp. 74-75; original quote is from the Seneca Falls Reveille, August 30, 1872.
'® Brown, p. 74; original quote is from the Seneca Falls Reveille, June 21, 1872.
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To conclude, the overall plan exterior dimensions of the building in late 1872 were as
follows: 53 feet 6 inches wide at the south end, 43 feet 4 inches wide towards the north end,
and 96 feet long. The additions increased the size of the chapel by about 60%.

Fg_qndagigns

The construction of new south and north additions in 1872 required that new foundations
be built for them, and that the original chapel foundation be altered. Information about this was
obtained when the foundation walls were excavated and described by the archeologists in 1986.

The main change to the original chapel foundation appears to have been the removal of the
south foundation wall down to grade when the original south end wall was demolished and the

- south addition built.'®

The south, east, and west walls of the south addition’s foundation were uncovered on their
interior sides. This foundation was described as being made of “massive masonry” on the south
side, “roughly dressed mortared stone” on the east side, and “mortared rubble” on the west
side. This difference in materials is most likely explained by the fact that the finer stones were
used on the sides of the building most exposed to public view—i.e., the south and the east. The
south foundation wall extended approximately 4 feet 2 1/2 inches below the brick wall; no
basement existed beneath the south addition in 1872.

The foundation of the north addition was uncovered on its interior south side and exterior
east side. The south foundation wall was found to have been built adjacent to the original north
foundation wall of the chapel. It was constructed of “rectangular, dressed, regularly coursed
stone” and measured at least 3 feet 5 inches deep. The reason for this separate foundation wall
was to permit a basement to be built beneath the north addition. That a basement existed here is
corroborated by two extant window openings in the east foundation wall of the north addition.
There is also what appears to be evidence of a basement bulkhead entrance in the west founda-
tion wall. This evidence, uncovered by the archeologists, is a stone wall on the exterior side of
and perpendicular to the west foundation. It is made of “roughly-cut stone and mortar” and
measures about 3 feet 3 1/2 inches from top to bottom.'

19 Zitzler, pp. 29, 33, and 38.
™ Zitzler, pp. 24, 28.
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In 1872, the original brick walls of the chapel were radically altered and heightened, and
two new brick additions were constructed on the south and north ends of the building. The
person responsible for this work was probably William Van Gorden, who was reported in June
1872 to be “doing . . . the masonry” for the upcoming project.”

Alterations to the original walls involved both demolition and patching. The extent of
demolition may be ascertained in part by examining the 1881 Sanborn map of Seneca Falls,
which shows the first-story plan of the building (fig. 6). It is obvious from this plan that the
entire south end of the chapel—including about 10 feet of the east and west walls—was removed
when the south addition was built in 1872. Also, at the north end of the building, a notation on
the plan reads “BR WALL 1st ONLY.” This indicates that only the first story of the original
north wall was retained. The second story was most likely demolished in 1872 when the north
addition was built.

Close examination of the extant building fabric at the west wall reveals that the original
east and west walls also underwent the removal of historic bricks and patching. At the upper
half of the original second-story windows, two of the three thicknesses of interior wall brick
were removed from either side of the window openings. This was done to create a channel for
the sash weights needed for the new, taller windows installed in 1872. Another modification to
the original second-story windows and walls involved filling in the bottom 3 feet of all of the
window openings with brick.

In addition to having portions of their brickwork removed and patched, the original east
and west walls were also heightened in 1872 using new brick. Before this work started, the
newspaper reported “the roof of the building [is to be] raised some seven or eight feet.”"
Close inspection of the extant west wall indicates that it was heightened—and the roof conse-
quently raised—about 8 feet. The new brick walls are similar to the original walls, being three
bricks thick and laid in the American common bond with a lime and sand mortar. The pattern
of the new walls, however, features six or seven rows of stretchers to one row of headers,
versus the earlier spacing of five rows of stretchers to one row of headers. Also different is the
mortar mix, containing a higher percentage of sand and a large pebble aggregate instead of a
finer-grain sand. Four mortar samples were removed and analyzed from the upper walls (MOS5,
M13, M18, M20) and were found to be made of approximately 25% lime, 72% sand, and 3%
fine material.

" Brown, p. 74; original quote is from the Seneca Falls Reveille, June 21, 1872.

'? Brown, p. 74; original quote is from the Seneca Falls Reveille, June 21, 1872.
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Plans to build the south addition are documented in the local newspaper, dated June 1872,
that reported “the front of the building is to be brought out even with the street. . . .”'”
Drawings and photographs indicate that the walls of the addition rose above the eaves line of the
rest of the building, in a type of false front. However, the peak of the main gable roof rose still
higher, forming a type of pediment on the south facade (see figure 19). The west wall of the
south addition has survived relatively intact, and it provided the following information. The
south addition’s walls were constructed of brickwork three bricks thick, with the bricks laid in a
modified version of the American common bond: i.e., seven rows of stretchers to one row of
alternating headers and stretchers. The mortar used was a lime type; analysis of two samples
(MO8 and M14) indicates it is composed of approximately 68% sand, 26% lime, and 7% fines
(see Appendix A). This mortar is similar to the mortar used in heightening the original walls in
that it is characterized by having a large pebble aggregate. Another indication that the original
walls were heightened, and the south addition was built, at the same time is the fact that the
bricks of the heightened walls and of the south addition are bonded together. The most
elaborate brickwork in Johnson’s Hall, according to later photographs and a drawing dated circa
1914-1915 (fig. 29), was on the front, south facade. Here the second story was embellished
with two recessed panels, raised arches above the windows, a string course band, and corbeled
brackets at the cornice. Another material, either wood or iron, was also used on this facade for
the paneled cornice between the first and second stories and the slender columns that supported
it.

The addition on the north side of the chapel appears to have been built shortly after the
roof was raised and the south addition constructed. This is based partly on the fact that the
bricks of the heightened walls and the north addition are not bonded together. There thus exists
a joint between the main building and the addition. Also, this work was not mentioned in the
news article of June 1872, although the addition may be seen in the bird’s-eye-view map dated
1873 (fig. 16). Only the east and west brick walls of this addition remain today, the north wall
having been removed in 1890 when a second north addition was built. These two walls are
three bricks thick and were laid in the same modified American common bond as the south
addition; seven rows of stretchers to one row of alternating headers and stretchers. The mortar
used was a lime type, and analysis of three samples (M06, M11, and M15) indicates it is
composed of approximately 72% sand, 24% lime, and 3% fines. As with all of the other
brickwork done at this time, the mortar is characterized by having a large pebble aggregate.

' Brown, p. 74; original quote is from the Seneca Falls Reveille, June 21, 1872.
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Signs

A large sign reading “JOHNSON’S HALL” was painted on the east wall of the new south
addition during this period. The sign is documented by the only known photograph of Johnson’s
Hall, taken in 1890 (fig. 17).

Doorways

Six exterior doorways appear to have existed in the building after it was remodeled in
1872. All were installed in 1872. None of the original chapel doorways survived this extensive
renovation.

Four of the six doorways were in the newly constructed south wall facing Fall Street.
Although they are missing today, their placement and appearance are documented by late
19th-early 20th century photographs and a drawing dated circa 1914-15 (figs. 24, 28-30). Two
of the doorways were at either end of the south wall and led to stairways to the second story.
The other two doorways were symmetrically placed between the two end doorways and opened
into the two stores on the first story. All four doorways were wide, probably fitted with double
doors, and had a transom window above the door opening.

The other two doorways were in the east wall of the north addition, newly built in 1872.
The one farthest south (closest to the original chapel) is thought to have been a bulkhead
entrance to the basement. This is based on elements uncovered by the archeologists that may
have been part of the south retaining wall of the bulkhead.'™ North of this entrance, close to the
rear wall of the addition, was a doorway that entered the first story. Evidence of this opening
may be seen today on the interior side of the wall, where bricks were used to close up the
doorway in 1917. A single door most likely hung here.

Windows

Four types of windows were present in Johnson’s Hall after the 1872 remodeling: small
rectangular, long round-headed, large plate-glass, and transom. The rectangular openings dated
to 1843. They were retained only in the east and west walls of the first story. In the east wall,
four of the five window openings in the original part of the building were retained. (The fifth
was covered over by the south addition.) A new, similar window opening was built in the east

‘™ Zitzler, p. 24.
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wall of the north addition, south of the doorway in this wall. The same type of arrangement
existed in the west wall, except that the north addition contained two windows instead of one.

While many of the 1843 window openings were retained in the chapel walls in 1872, it is
likely that the old window sashes were replaced at that time. Later photographs show each
rectangular window opening to be fitted with two vertical sliding sashes, each sash having two
panes of glass. This type of sash would have been available in 1872 but not in 1843.

Only one of the 11 rectangular window openings dating to 1843 or 1872 survives today, an
1843 opening in the west wall. The 10 remaining window openings have been filled in with
brick or otherwise altered over the years. Their location, size, and arrangement are therefore
based on patches visible in the brickwork, and on later photographs from the late 19th~early
20th centuries.

The long, round-headed windows were introduced in 1872 on the east, west, and south
walls in the second story. While none remain intact today, their configurations are based on
visible patches in the brickwork and later photographs. In the east and west walls of the original
chapel, eight of the old rectangular windows were converted to round-headed windows by
bricking the bottom halves, lengthening the upper halves, and adding round-headed arches. In
the north addition, two new windows in this style were installed in the east wall. In the west
wall of the north addition, two similar but shorter windows (i.e., with higher sills) were
installed. The south addition displayed eight of the full-length arched windows: one in the east
wall, one in the west wall, and six in the south wall. The total number of second-story round-
headed window openings was therefore 20. Each opening was fitted with two large sashes, with
each sash having four panes of glass, according to the photographs. Due to their large size and
weight, it is likely that the top sashes were fixed, and that only the bottom sashes opened. Sash
weights existed, as is evident from channels extant in the brickwork on either side of the

window openings.

The large plate-glass windows were installed in the south wall of the first story. These
were the display windows for the two new stores facing Fall Street. Although the windows were
removed during another remodeling in 1917, their appearance is documented by late 19th-early
20th century photographs and one drawing dated circa 1914-15. Two large stationary windows,
each containing four large panes of glass, flanked the doorway of the west store. The same type
of window was located to the left of the doorway to the east store; a smaller, single-pane
window was to the right of the doorway. The reason for this asymmetrical fenestration is not
known.

The transom windows were used above the four doorways in the south wall of the south
addition. As with the plate-glass windows, these are documented only by later photographs and
the early 20th-century drawing.
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The north wall, which was devoid of window openings in 1843, apparently did not receive
any in 1872. This is based on the 1886 map, which noted that this wall had “NO OPGS.”

Roof

The roof of Johnson’s Hall was fairly complex. The center portion of the building was
covered by the chapel’s original gable roof, which had been raised up approximately 8§ feet.
Similar gable-roof sections extended southward over most of the south addition, and northward
over the north addition. Flat roofs may have covered the east and west ends of the south
addition, which jutted out beyond the plane of the rest of the building. This can be seen in the
1882 map of Seneca Falls (fig. 16). About two-thirds of the 1872 roof remains today, the
southern third having been removed in 1947.

The raising of the old chapel roof has been previously discussed in the portions entitled
“Dimensions” and “Walls.” The reason for this heightening was undoubtedly to provide
additional interior head room for the new second floor that replaced the gallery. The entire
roof, including the trusses, beams, rafters, purlins, and sheathing boards, appears to have been
raised intact without disassembly. This is based on the extant early nails and absence of holes
for other nails. The process probably involved a combination of jacking up the roof while at the
same time building up the east and west brick side walls. When finally completed, the trusses
rested on large wood plates that in turn rested on the tops of the brick walls. While some of
these plates appear to have been reused from the 1843 roofing system, others may have been
newly installed in 1872. Additional strengthening of the original king-post roof trusses appears
to have been done at this time by adding vertical wood members, or hangers. These hangers,
attached with metal spikes, were most likely studs or ceiling joists reused from the chapel,
judging by the marks of earlier lath and plaster on them.

Exactly how much of the original roof was retained in the vicinity of the new south
addition is not known because this portion of roof has since been demolished. However, it is
known from photographs that the gable roof in 1872 extended all the way to the front wall of the
south addition. How the enclosed stairwells that projected on the east and west sides of the
south addition were roofed is also not known. One possibility is that the roof was flat in this
area; alternatively, it may have been gently pitched.

The gable roof over the north addition was constructed shortly after the original roof had
been raised and after the second story of the original back (north) wall had been demolished.
As with the original roof, this roof consisted of rafters, purlins, braces, and sheathing boards.
However, it lacked the heavy trusses and plates of the earlier roof. The southernmost rafters
(closest to the chapel roof) were positioned under the overhanging sheathing boards of the
original roof’s north end. Nails used to attach the new roof sheathing boards (sample NO6) are
machine-cut, 3 inches long, with shear points and shanks clasped for heading on their flat edges.
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“Shingles™ covered the roof of Johnson’s Hall, according to the Sanborn maps of 1881 and
1886. These were most likely newly installed in 1872—at least on the new south and north
additions. The wood shingles on the old part of the roof would have been almost 30 years old
by this time and undoubtedly in need of replacement. Shingle nails that may date to this
reroofing (based on nail sample N04) are machine-cut, 1 7/16 inches long, with shear points and
shanks clasped for heading on their flat edges.

Chimneys

The original north-wall chimneys were removed in 1872 down to the level of the second
floor. Two new chimneys were built in the east and west brick walls of the new north addition.
Although these 1872 chimneys were removed above the roof level in 1917, their flues survive
today within the brick walls.

The earliest documentation of the new chimneys is the bird’s-eye-view map of Seneca Falls
dated 1873 that shows them in elevation (fig. 16). Examination of the existing walls indicates
that the chimneys projected slightly into the interior of the building, but were flush with the
exterior brick walls. They most likely extended down to the basement where the furnaces for
the building would have been located.

Grounds

The Johnson’s Hall period saw extensive remodeling and enlarging of the original Wes-
leyan Chapel. Typical of an urban site, the building expanded to fill its small boundaries.

The building lot acquired by the Wesleyan Church and later by William Johnson measured
54 feet wide along Fall Street by 163 feet deep along Mynderse Street. Construction of the
south addition in 1872 brought the building very close to both streets. The addition measured 53
feet 6 inches wide—practically the full width of the lot—and extended southward to Fall Street.
The building also received an addition to the north at this time, producing a total length of 96
feet—more than half the depth of the lot."™

' Dimensions of the lot are found in the deeds that have been previously cited. Dimensions of the
building are based on existing conditions, since both the south and north additions built in 1872 exist

today.
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The maps of 1881 and 1886 show the south wall of the south addition as being flush with
Fall Street, and the east wall of the addition flush with Mynderse Street. Not shown on the
maps, however, were the public sidewalks that are known to have existed at this time. The
front of the building therefore probably abutted the sidewalks and not the streets—a similar
situation to the existing conditions today. Whether or not these sidewalks were made of wood
planks as during the chapel years has not been researched.

Other features that existed on the lot during the chapel period were a fence and various
outbuildings. Which of these were retained by William Johnson is not known. Given the

extensive changes made to the building itself, it seems unlikely that either the fence or the old
outbuildings would have been saved.

Interior Elements

Room_Arrangement and Use

The layout of the Wesleyan Chapel was completely altered when it was converted from a
church to two stores and a public meeting hall. While the two stores introduced a new commer-
cial use, the public meeting hall continued the building’s tradition of opening its doors to
meetings of the general public such as the earlier Women’s Rights Convention in 1848.

Basement

A basement existed beneath the newly built north addition, according to the archeological
findings of a bulkhead entrance and the remains of two basement windows in the west founda-
tion wall. The primary use of the basement was most likely to house two furnaces for the
building’s heating system. (For more details, see “Heating System.”)

First Story

The first story was divided into two stores and a smaller back room, according to the maps
of 1881 and 1886 (figs. 16 and 22). The stores were located in the area formerly occupied by
the main sanctuary and the new south addition. These stores fronted on Fall Street, were long
and narrow, and were separated from each other by a north-south partition wall. The back wall
of the stores was the original exterior north wall of the chapel. On the other side of that wall,

behind the stores and within the new north addition, was a shop that opened off Mynderse
Street.

70



Several tenants leased these first-story spaces during the Johnson’s Hall years, according to
the documentary record. Following the remodeling of the building in August 1872, the Seneca
Falls Reveille reported that the two Fall Street stores would be “occupied by the Cooperative
grocery.”™ By May 1875, the stores were apparently being used as “furniture warerooms.”
They were acquired by E.T. Boyd at that time, who relocated to larger quarters in November
1875.'” The 1881 map of Seneca Falls labeled the two stores as “vacant” and made no notation
on the back room, which was presumably also unoccupied. The 1886 map, on the other hand,
shows the first story fully utilized. In the west store was the “H&L Ho.,” in the east store the
“Hose Ho.,” and in the back room a “Plumber.” “H&L Ho” and “Hose Ho” most likely
referred to “Hook and Ladder House” and “Hose House”—in other words, the local fire
department. Such a use would have necessitated cutting large doorways in the south facade to
accommodate the horse-drawn equipment. Unfortunately, no documentation other than the 1886
map exists to verify this usage and major alteration.

Second Story

The entire second story of the renovated chapel was designated “Johnson’s Hall” on the
maps of 1881 and 1886. This new story replaced the earlier gallery in the original part of the
building and extended into the new south and north additions. The hall was probably one large
open space with a stage at one end, based on an 1872 newspaper article that mentioned both
“the auditorium” and “the stage.”"”® The logical location for the stage would have been the
north end of the room in the new north addition. Although the stage has long since been
removed, the most telling evidence of its placement is the fenestration. No windows were in the
north wall of the north addition, and those in the west wall of the addition had higher sills than
elsewhere—possibly to provide clearance for the raised floor of the stage. The stairways to the
auditorium were at the opposite south end of the room, within the newly built projecting wings
of the south addition. They were directly accessible from the exterior on the Fall Street side.

Johnson’s Hall was used for both community events and for stage performances, according
to the historical record. It was even used on occasion by the Wesleyans until their new church
building at the corner of Fall and Clinton Streets was completed in 1875."

"6 Brown, pp. 74-75; original quote is from the Seneca Falls Reveille, August 30, 1872.
17 Brown, p. 79.
8 Brown, p. 77; original quotes are from the Seneca Falls Reveille, November 29, 1872.
' Brown, pp. 29, 30, and 80.
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Floors

The gallery of the Wesleyan Chapel was removed in 1872, and a new floor was built—at a
higher level than the old gallery—to create a full second story. The original first floor of the
chapel was very likely retained at this time. New floors were installed in the additions con-
structed on the south and north ends of the building. Few details are known about the actual
materials of the first and second floors of 1872. The first floor was extensively rebuilt and most
of the second floor was removed in 1917.

Stairways

The original stairways to the chapel’s gallery, located in the vestibule, were removed in
1872.  Access to the new second story was provided by two new stairways constructed in the
new south addition. These were located at the southeast and southwest corners of the building,
according to the Sanborn map of 1897 (fig. 23). Later photographs and a sketch indicate that
the only first-story entrances to the stairways were exterior doorways in the south, Fall Street
wall of the building. No interior communication appears to have existed between the first and
second stories. Thus, the functions of the second-story auditorium and the first-story stores
were clearly separated. No details are known about the construction or finish of the 1872
stairways, since they were removed during another remodeling in 1917,

Walls

Plaster

The interior surfaces of the exterior brick walls of Johnson’s building were covered with
plaster applied directly to the bricks. Those sections of wall dating to 1843 appear to have
retained their original plaster, while those built in 1872 were newly plastered. The first-story
partition wall separating the two stores was most likely composed of wood studs, lath, and
plaster.

The belief that the original 1843 plaster was retained in 1872 is based on one sample of
plaster (M09) removed from the first-story west wall, behind a pilaster installed in 1917.
Mortar analysis revealed that the composition of this plaster was similar to the mix used for the
1843 brick mortar, and very different from the plaster identified as dating to 1872. The 1917

pilasters must be removed before a more accurate assessment of the original surviving walls can
be made.
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All of the 1872 plaster sampled was removed from what would have been the upper walls
of the second-story auditorium—an area within the attic today. Of the five samples taken, four
(MO1, M21, M22, and M23) were from the walls built on top of the original chapel walls in
order to raise the roof; the fifth sample (M02) was from the north addition. Mortar analysis
identified the plaster as a lime type composed of approximately 74% sand, 24% lime, 3% fines,
and a hair binder. This composition is very similar to that used for the brick mortar in 1872.
The plaster differs from the brick mortar, however, in that its sand is a fine-grain type, instead
of a large pebble aggregate. The sand used in the 1872 plaster is light brown in color, similar
to the sand used for the plaster in 1843.

Wainscot

The lower walls of the second-story auditorium were paneled with vertical-board wainscot.
This is based on a later photograph of the auditorium (fig. 26) and several wainscot boards
found in the basement that were reused in 1917. The boards measure 3 feet long by 3 1/2
inches wide and were painted. For a description of the paint evidence, see “Finishes.”

Ceilings

All of the chapel ceilings were removed as a consequence of the remodeling in 1872.
These included the main ceiling, which had been attached to the undersides of the roof trusses,
and the ceilings formed by the underside of the gallery in the vestibule and the sanctuary. No
physical evidence remains of the new ceilings installed in 1872 in the first-story rooms, although
they probably consisted of lath and plaster applied to the undersides of the second-story floor
joists.

Considerable information, on the other hand, was obtained about the ceilings for the
second story. Before the roof of the original chapel was raised in 1872, it appears that the old
lath-and-plaster ceiling was removed to lighten the load. Retained intact, however, were the
ceiling joists that were mortised into the bottom chords of the trusses; these would have provided
rigidity to the roof system during the move.

A new lath-and-plaster ceiling was installed after the roof was positioned in its new higher
location. Remnants of the 1872 lath and the plaster keys may be seen today on the bottom sides
of the extant trusses. The lath, applied over the plaster stains of the original 1843 ceiling, is
circular-sawn and attached with machine-cut nails. These nails (sample N09) are 1 1/8 inches
long with shear points and heads clasped for heading on their cut edges. A sample of the plaster
keys (M12) identified the ceiling plaster as a lime type composed of approximately 75% sand,
22% lime, 2% fines, and a hair binder. This mixture is almost identical to the previously
described 1872 wall plaster. The ceiling plaster is also similar to the wall plaster is terms of its
sand component, which has a fine-grain texture and a light brown color.
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In addition to the newly raised and rebuilt ceiling, the second-story auditorium also
included new ceilings in the south and north additions. No information is known about the
ceiling of the south addition, although this is assumed to have been a continuation of the main
ceiling. The ceiling of the north addition was slightly higher than the ceiling in the rest of the
room. This is based on a later interior photograph of the auditorium taken sometime between
1906 and 1908 (fig. 26). The reason for this “stepping up” may have been because the stage
with its raised floor was located here. Remaining physical evidence of the ceiling may be found
on the north side of the chapel’s original north end truss. Here, a wood ledger strip was nailed
to support the new ceiling joists. The nails used to attach this ledger (sample NO8) are 3 inches
long with shear points and shanks clasped for heading on their flat edges. Nothing else remains
of the 1872 ceiling.

Doorways

No information is available on the number or appearance of interior doorways in 1872.
Only two are conjectured—one at the top of each of the two stairways to the auditorium,

What may be an interior doorway jamb was reused as a first-floor joist when the present
basement was created in 1917. Paint analysis suggests that the piece came from the west first-
story store (see “Finishes”). The wood measures 8 feet long by 6 inches wide by 1 3/4 inches
thick, with a cut-out located toward the middle. This seems too tall for an ordinary doorway
opening. Thus, the jamb may have come from the store’s front entrance: additional height would
have been needed for the transom window that was located here, according to a later sketch (see
figure 29).

Windows

Much natural light was admitted to the interiors of Johnson’s building by the large number
of windows in the exterior south, east and west walls. Each of the first-story stores was lit by
large windows facing south onto Fall Street, and by four windows in its side wall. The back
shop had three windows: one in the east wall and two in the west. Even the two staircases to
the auditorium were provided with one window each in the second story, in either the east or
west exterior walls. The brightest room of all must have been the auditorium itself. It was
illuminated by the large round-headed windows, which reached almost from floor to ceiling. Six
windows were located in each of the east, west, and south walls, for a total of 18 windows.

Few details are known about the interior trim around the windows during this period. In
the first story, only fragments of the 1872 woodwork survive as part of one west-wall win-
dow—then located in the west store. Close examination of the window framing indicates that the
entire window was rebuilt when the window sashes were changed in 1872. All that remains
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today of the 1872 trim (based on the nails and paint evidence) are the jambs and header of the
window’s frame.

Upstairs in the auditorium, a photograph taken sometime between 1906 and 1908 (fig. 26)
shows the architrave around the round-headed windows as being narrow, plain, and rectangular
in shape. Except for a small fragment of wood found in the attic in the vicinity of one of the
west windows, none of the 1872 woodwork survives today. A discussion of the paint evidence
on the remaining window woodwork is included in the section, “Finishes.”

Stage

The earliest documented reference to the stage is a newspaper article dated November 1872
that described painting the auditorium, including “the stage and scenery.”'® Less than one year
later, renovations were carried out. The Seneca Falls Reveille reported in April 1873, “The
stage is being enlarged, and otherwise improved for dramatic exhibitions. . . .»"* The work
was completed one week later, although no further details were provided.'®

The Johnson’s Hall stage is believed to have been located at the north end of the auditor-
jum, within the north addition. Evidence in the addition for this placement includes the follow-
ing: the absence of windows in the north wall, the higher window sills in the west wall, the
absence of wainscot on the east and west walls, and the elevated ceiling. This information was
obtained from the Sanborn map of 1886 (fig. 16) and an interior photograph taken sometime
between 1906 and 1908 (fig. 26). By the time of the photograph, the stage had been moved
even farther north, into a second north addition.

Finishes

How the interior of the building was finished in 1872 is based on fragments of woodwork
and plaster found in the building, written documentation, and two later photographs of the
auditorium.

Little information is available about finishes used in the first story. Some evidence of wail
paint was found in situ on the west wall of the former west store. An early plaster sample,
encapsulated behind a pilaster added in 1917, has a first painted layer of white calcimine
followed by three layers of post-1872 wallpaper (P07 and W03). The plaster itself has been

1% Brown, p. 77; original quote is from the Seneca Falls Reveille, November 29, 1872.
'8! Brown, p. 77; original quote is from the Seneca Falls Reveille, April 11, 1873.
'2 Brown, p. 77; original reference is to the Seneca Falls Reveille, April 18, 1873.
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dated to 1843, but it is conceivable that the calcimine dates to 1872. Painted woodwork dating
to 1872 was found at a west-wall window opening. Although the window opening itself dates to
1843, the extant associated woodwork (i.e., the jambs and header of the frame) has been
identified as 1872 material. The earliest finish on this woodwork is a graining—a painted finish
imitative of wood grain (P08, P10). The graining is composed of a white primer coat and a
pink finish coat followed by a layer of varnish. This same graining was found as a first finish
on a piece of woodwork reused as a floor joist in 1917 (P22). As indicated previously in
“Doorways,” this piece of woodwork is thought to have been a jamb of the south-wall exterior
doorway of one of the first-story stores. The presence of graining on it suggests that it came
from the west store. To conclude, the first-story west store appears to have been simply
finished in 1872 with white walls and grained woodwork.

More data is available on the finishes in the second-story auditorium. The Seneca Falls
Reveille reported in November 1872 that “The auditorium is to be finished in calcium colors,
and the stage and scenery in oil colors.” The work was to be done by Curtis, Shandley and
Company.'® Plaster and paint samples removed from the upper reaches of the former hall
(P01-P03) identified an early decorative calcimine paint scheme executed in the colors pink,
blue, and yellow. Possibly this decorative scheme was used at the frieze and ceiling levels only,
with the walls painted a plain color, as documented by a photograph of the auditorium taken
sometime between 1906 and 1908 (fig. 26). The base coat of white calcimine observed beneath
the decorative paint layers may therefore have been the lower wall color. More information on
the lower walls may be obtained when later materials are removed during upcoming demolition
work.

The finish on the auditorium’s window woodwork and wood wainscot is based on frag-
ments found in the building. A small piece of painted wood held with a cut nail was removed
from one of the bricked-in west-wall windows in the present attic (PO06a), which was located in
the auditorium in 1872. Also, several pieces of wainscot 3 feet long were found to have been
reused in the 1917 south basement (P024). Both were observed to have been grained approxi-
mately four times between 1872 and 1917. The first graining that dates to 1872 is a white paint
layer finish with a varnish. The previously described photograph confirms that the window
architraves and wainscot were a dark color. To conclude, Johnson’s Hall in late 1872 appears
to have had a decoratively painted frieze and/or ceiling and possibly plain white walls, all done
in calcimine paint. The woodwork, including the windows and the wainscot, was grained in a
manner similar to the woodwork of the first-story west store.

' Brown, p. 77; original quote is from the Seneca Falls Reveille, November 29, 1872.
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Heating System

Central heating appears to have been first installed in the building in 1872. This is based
on the placement of the two new chimneys relative to the new basement, both located in the
1872 north addition. The function of the basement was most likely to house two furnaces (hence
the two chimneys): one to heat the first-story stores and the other to heat the second-story
auditorium. No specifics about this heating system are known, such as what type of heat it
provided (hot air, steam, etc.) or what type of fuel it used.

Lighting System

The Wesleyan Chapel was outfitted with gas lighting as early as 1858. When the building
was sold and remodeled in 1872, a new expanded and improved gas-lighting system was
undoubtedly installed. No documentary records about the lighting system are known to exist for
the Johnson’s Hall years.
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1882 1886

Figure 16. Johnson’s Hall, As Illustrated in 1873, 1881, 1882, and 1886
Maps of Seneca Falls.
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Figure 17. Fall Street in Seneca Falls after the Fire of July 1890.
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Figure 18. Johnson’s Hall: Detail of West Elevation, 1872. (Scale: 1/8 inch



18

. f

T T T T T T LT T v T T T T vl T T LT P T T T

..i::xc————\t———(h——‘L I T 5T ﬁr
i 1 (1T 7

TH-{TH-E i
o|g oip glo oo

SOUTH : NORTH

Figure 19. Johnson’s Hall: Conjectured Front and Rear Elevations, 1872. (Not drawn to scale)
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Figure 20. Johnson’s Hall: East Elevation, 1872. (Not drawn to scale)
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Figure 21. Johnson’s Hall: West Elevation, 1872. (Not drawn to scale)
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1890-1917
JOHNSON OPERA HOUSE AND STORES

Remodeling

The loss of Seneca Falls’ opera house by fire in July 1890 prompted William Johnson’s
widow and son to renovate the second story of Johnson’s Hall for use as an opera house.'™
This was accomplished by constructing a second addition on the north end of the building to
accommodate a new stage and dressing rooms. The heating and lighting systems were also
upgraded at this time.

Descriptions of the renovation work are documented in the local newspaper, the Seneca
County Courier. On September 25, 1890, the Courier reported, “The refitted and enlarged
Johnson [sic] Hall will be a very commodious and elegant opera house. Its seating capacity will
be nearly 700, and its arrangements for lighting, warmth and ventilation are such as to render it
both comfortable and healthful.”'® The work must have been completed by October 30, 1890,
as the Courier commented on that date, “It will be a treat to see the elegant appointments of the
house, to say nothing of the entertainment.”’® The opening performance took place on
November 1, 1890, at which time the Courier described the new opera house as “a gem of a
beauty and convenience, containing everything that modern improvement could suggest.”'¥

Renovations and repairs of a less-extensive nature occurred in later years. In 1892, a new
tin roof replaced the existing wood shingles. (See the section, “Roof,” for more details). The
local newspaper in 1907 reported on several occasions that improvements to the auditorium and
stage were contemplated, although it is not known if they were carried out.'® Repairs may have
been made to the first story in 1912, based on an advertisement by furniture tenant Charles
Powers informing his customers, “extensive repairs [are] to be made during the present year on
the building which I now occupy. I am obliged to vacate for a time. . . .”'®  Again, no details

' Brown, pp. 81-82.

185 Brown, p. 82; original quote is from the Seneca County Courier, September 25, 1890.
' Brown, p. 82; original quote is from the Seneca County Courier, October 30, 1890.
7 Brown, p. 82; original quote is from the Seneca County Courier, November 6, 1890.

'8 Brown, pp. 89-90; original reference is to the Seneca Falls Reveille, March 8, 1907; April 19,
1907; and September 4, 1907. '

'® Brown, p. 91; original quote is from the Seneca County Courier, June 13, 1912,
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are known about this work. Powers purchased the building in 1915, and also planned to
improve it. The newspaper reported, “it is his purpose to improve [the building] and make it
more available for general use. . . . The entire structure will be remodeled and made more
attractive. . . .”" Powers sold the building the following year, however, so it is doubtful that
these renovations were actually made.

Exterior Elements

Dimensions

The building achieved its present size with the construction in 1890 of a second north
addition. This addition was the same height and width as the main block of the existing two-
story building, but its interior was divided into three stories. The length of the addition was 19
feet 3 inches, making the total overall length of the enlarged building 115 feet 3 inches.”" This
addition exists today.

Foundation

No archeological work has been done to uncover the foundation walls of the 1890 north
addition. It is possible that a deep foundation for a basement existed here, based on the
existence of two jack-arch lintels in the north wall that may have surmounted basement windows.

Walls

In 1890, the exterior north wall of the 1872 north addition was partly removed, and new
brick walls were built to extend the building farther to the north. The 1897 Sanborn map
indicates that the 1872 north wall was removed down to the level of the second-story floor.
Examination of the extant walls of the 1890 addition reveals that these were constructed three
bricks thick and laid in the American common bond with seven rows of stretchers to one row of
headers. The mortar used to build the walls was a lime type composed of approximately 62%

* Brown, p. 93; original quote is from the Seneca Falls Reveille, January 7, 1916; Deed Book 136,
p. 591, dated December 27, 1915.

Andm These dimensions are based on actual measurements taken at the site by NPS Architect Elayne
erson.
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sand, 25% lime, and 13% fines, based on analysis of sample MO7. The sand component of this
mortar contains large pebbles similar to the brick mortar used in 1872.

Commemorative Tablet

A bronze tablet commemorating the Women’s Rights Convention of 1848 was attached to
the east wall of the building on May 27, 1908."” This tablet was placed on the original brick
first-story wall of the 1843 chapel, between what were originally the second and third windows
from the south end. This is based on a photograph of the event (fig. 25). The tablet exists
today but in a different location on the east wall.

Signs

Two types of signs were on the building during the Johnson Opera House years. Both
were located on the front (south) addition built in 1872. They are documented by three
photographs, all taken sometime between 1902 and 1917 (figs. 24, 28, and 30).

Projecting from the front wall of the building was a long rectangular sign that read
“FURNITURE.” This sign was horizontal in orientation and supported by a guy wire attached
to the building. It was located in the middle of the south wall between the first and second
stories. The sign advertised the Powers’ Furniture Store that occupied the first story of the
building from 1902 to 1917."*

A painted sign was located on the upper part of the east wall of the south addition, facing
Mynderse Street. This was a large sign painted directly onto the brick wall. All photographic
views show it as a light background with dark letters that spelled, “JOHNSON OPERA
HOUSE.” After movies began to be shown in 1906 another large sign—also possibly painted—
was added beneath the opera house sign. This was also a light background with dark letters that
read, “BIG PICTURE SHOW—PICTURES CHANGED EVERY DAY—MATINEE 3 NIGHT
7.” This was either covered over or replaced sometime after 1915—when the adjacent Fisher
Theatre was built—by large billboard-type signs advertising movies.

2 Brown, p. 84.
1 Brown, p. 93.
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Doorways

Three exterior doorways were added to the building in 1890, all in the new north addition.
Their conjectured locations are based on patches in the existing brick walls, and on the Sanborn
map of 1911.

One doorway is conjectured to have been in the east wall of the new addition, giving
access from Mynderse Street to the first story of the new addition. This doorway is believed to
have been located at the north end of this wall, because patching evidence indicates that a
window was situated in the south end of the addition’s east wall (next to the 1872 addition).
Unfortunately, a large doorway cut into the east wall at a later date has obliterated all physical
evidence of the earlier entrance.

The other two doorways in the north addition were located in the north wall. One was in
second story, while the other was in the third story (see figure 31). They were reached by an
exterior wood stairway that was accessible from Mynderse Street and rose from east to west.'™
This three-story staircase is illustrated on the north side of the building in the 1911 Sanborn map
(fig. 23). The locations of the two doorways are evident from patches in the brickwork. The
second-story doorway was situated in about the middle of the north wall. It appears to have
been rectangular in shape and sized to accommodate a single door. This doorway most likely
served the dressing rooms for the opera house. The third-story doorway was situated toward the
west side of the north wall. It was wider than the second-story doorway, based on its extant
arched brick lintel. Double doors probably hung here at what was no doubt the back stage
entrance for the opera house. The wide doorway would have been essential for accommodating
large items such as scenery and other stage props.

Windows

As with the doorways, all of the windows added to the building in 1890 were located in
the new north addition. Physical evidence in the form of brickwork patches locates the
windows. The east wall had five openings: one in the first story, two in the second story, and
two in the third story. The west wall also had five openings: two in the first story, two in
the second story, and one in the third story. The north wall may have had two windows in
the basement (these areas are currently boarded over), and one more is boarded over in the attic.

** Note: while the north addition was built the same height as the existing two-story building, three
floors were fit into this space.
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The 1890 window openings were of two different styles: rectangular and round-arched.
The rectangular windows had flat lintels and were installed in the first and second stories. The
windows with round-arched lintels were in the third and attic stories. None of the 1890 sashes
for these windows remain today. They were probably double-hung, two panes over two panes,
to match the sashes in the existing and similarly sized 1872 window openings.

Finishes

The exterior painted finishes of the opera house are documented by several early black-
and-white photographs. It can be concluded from these photographs that, aside from the
“JOHNSON OPERA HOUSE” sign, the brickwork was not painted. Those exterior features
finished with paint appear to have been the first-story store front on the south (Fall Street) wall,
the window sashes and frames, and the roof cornice.

The evolution of the exterior paint scheme from 1890 to 1917 may be generally described
as follows. The earliest photograph shows the window sashes and frames as being a light
color—possibly a white, as observed in paint sample P13 from the first-story exterior window
frame on the west side. Around the turn of the century, the windows were changed to a dark
color—possibly red, as also seen in sample P13. The first-story storefront featured two shades
of light and dark around 1905 (fig. 24). Painted a light color were the three brick piers and the
panels of the projecting cornice above the store front; a dark color was used on the rest of the
store front’s cornice, the windows, and the doors. Windows above the store front appear to
have remained red. This paint scheme continued until sometime around 1915, when most of the
entire store front—including the glazed doors—was painted a light color (fig. 30). Only the
window sashes were a dark color at that time.

Throughout the opera house years, the roof cornice appears to have been a dark color.

Roof

The gable roof existing in 1890 was lengthened to cover the new north addition built at
that time. The north gable end of the 1872 addition was removed and replaced by a makeshift
truss for stability. The rest of the roof extension was supported by a system of rafters and
purlins, and by the north gable end of the new addition. This information is derived from
examination of the extant roofing system.

Roof shingles were most likely installed on only that portion of the roof built in 1890,
since the entire roof was recovered only 2 years later. Wood shingles were undoubtedly
installed on the sheathing boards of the 1890 roof to match the existing shingle roof of 1872.
Most of the roof shingles, however, would have been 20 years old by the time a new standing-
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seam metal roof was installed in 1892. After the work was completed by the Seneca County
Roofing Company, a local newspaper remarked, “The Johnson Opera House roof looks as slick
and smooth as a toboggan slide. . . .”® The Sanborn maps of 1897, 1911, and 1916 all
identified the building’s roof as “SLATE OR TIN.” That it was in fact the latter is confirmed
by two photographs taken sometime between 1902 and 1917 (figs. 28 and 30) that show the
parallel seams characteristic of a metal roof. Further evidence is provided by a metal bracket
found attached to the sheathing boards beneath the present roll roofing. This bracket, which
would have been one of many holding the metal sheets in place, was attached with a wire nail
that is 1 inch long and barbed (nail and hardware sample N11).

In addition to the main roof, the Johnson Opera House had another roof at the north wall
of the building. This roof provided a continuous cover over the open stairway built in 1890 that
led to the opera house’s second and third stories. Whether or not the roof was built at the same
time as the stairway is not known. Remnants of lead flashing above the second-story doorway
may indicate that the continuous roof replaced smaller shed roofs built only over the doorways.
The earliest known documentation of the continuous stairway roof is the 1897 Sanborn map,
which recorded it as being “SLATE or TIN.” The material was probably tin, as was the main
roof installed in 1892. Sanborn maps dated 1911 and 1916 note that the roof still existed, but
that the tin had by then been changed to a “COMPOSITION” material. The only physical
evidence of this roof today is a faint sloping line on the exterior brickwork of the north wall.

Chimneys

The two chimneys built in 1872 as part of the first north addition remained unchanged in
1890. No new chimneys were constructed at this time, judging by an exterior photograph taken
sometime between 1902 and 1915 (fig. 28).

Grounds

_ The major change that occurred to the grounds during this period was the sale in Septem-
ber 1891 of the northernmost 25 feet of the property.”™ This reduced the lot size from its
original dimensions of 54 feet along Fall Street by 163 feet along Mynderse Street to 54 feet by
138 feet. The clearance between the rear wall of the opera house and the back lot line was
consequently reduced from about 48 feet to about 23 feet. A building was constructed on this
small north lot sometime before 1896, based on a Seneca Falls map (see figure 23). The 1897

' Brown, p- 88; original reference is to the Seneca County Courier, July 14, 1892, and the Seneca
County Journal, July 20, 1892.

" Brown, pp. 91-92; the lot was sold to Emmett J. Ryan Sr. according to Deed Book 109, p. 339,
dated September 19, 1891.
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Sanborn map identified the structure as an “undertaker” business. The Sanborn maps of 1911
and 1916 both simply record the building as a “D” or “dwelling” (fig. 23). This building exists
today in dilapidated condition. It is a small frame structure that is used as a residence.

Construction of the Fisher Theatre in 1915 greatly impacted the Johnson Opera House.
The theater was built on Fall Street, on the lot immediately west of the opera house lot. It was
a large building that appears to have filled its entire lot, based on a drawing dated circa 1914-15
and the Sanborn map of 1916 (figures 29 and 23, respectively). The east wall of the theater
almost touched the west wall of the opera house toward the front of the lots, and only a narrow
alley existed towards the back. Certainly this would have blocked most of the natural light
coming into the west side of Johnson’s building, to say nothing of the view. It may have been
this intrusion that prompted Charles and Frances Johnson to sell the property in December 1915
to longtime tenant Charles H. Powers, who operated a furniture business in the first story of the
building. "’

Interior Elements

Room_Arrangement and Use

The interior plan of the Johnson Opera House remained relatively unchanged from its
layout as Johnson’s Hall in 1872. The basement of the 1872 north addition continued to house
the heating plant for the building. The first story still had two stores and a rear shop, and the
second story contained the public auditorium. New interior space was added with the construc-
tion in 1890 of a second addition at the north end of the building. While the roof of this
addition was the same height as the existing two-story structure, the interior space was divided
into three stories. This is evident from the fenestration of the east and west walls, and from the
placement of the former second- and third-story doorways in the north wall.

In the first story, the new addition was separated from the earlier building by the former
1872 exterior north brick wall. This is based on the Sanborn maps of 1897, 1911, and 1916
(fig. 23). These same maps show a three-story wood stairway on the exterior north wall of the
building that no doubt provided the only direct communication between the three stories within
the new addition. The maps also indicate that the first story of the 1890 addition was leased to
various businesses over the years, that its second story was used for dressing rooms, and that its
third story comprised the stage and held scenery. Moving the stage from the 1872 north
addition into the 1890 north addition would have increased the amount of seating available in the

auditorium.

'7 Brown, p. 93; original reference is to Deed Book 136, p. 591, dated December 27, 19135.
91



The two first-story stores fronting Fall Street were occupied by a furniture store for most
of the period, but saw other uses in the early years. The 1897 Sanborn map indicates the west
store was then a “Bowling” establishment and the east store a “Repair Shop.” The Sanborn
maps of 1911 and 1916 document that the entire first story was used as a “Furniture” store at
that time. Historical research reveals that Charles H. Powers may have operated his furniture
business here from as early as 1902. He purchased the building from the Johnsons in December
1915."*

Relatively little is known about the shop in the 1872 north addition, behind the Fall Street
stores. The 1897 Sanborn map labeled it as “Storage,” and the 1911 Sanborn map cryptically
noted “UB.” Possible interpretations of “UB” are “unidentified business,” “utilities basement,”
or “underground basement.”

The shop in the 1890 north addition is a little better documented by the Sanborn maps. A
“Plumber” occupied the space in 1897. By 1911 it was used for “GENL REPAIRING,” and by
1916 a painter specializing in “Sign Painting” was in residence.

The second-story auditorium of the opera house was used for both stage productions and a
number of other events. Church benefits and assorted public meetings were held here. Two
significant gatherings were the 60th anniversary of the 1848 Women’s Rights Convention on
May 27, 1908, and the 100th birthday celebration of Elizabeth Cady Stanton in November 1915.
Roller-skating took place between 1906 and 1908, and other athletic events included basketball
and wrestling. The showing of moving pictures started in 1906 and continued through at least
1916." To conclude, the opera house appears to have been an important social gathering place
for the people of Seneca Falls.

Floors

The first and second floors that existed in the 1872 Johnson’s Hall most likely remained
unchanged in 1890 and throughout the opera house years. One interior photograph taken
sometime between 1906 and 1908 (fig. 26) clearly shows the auditorium floor as consisting of
narrow boards laid in a north-south direction.

*** Brown, p. 93; original reference is to Deed Book 136, p. 591, dated December 27, 1915.
** Brown, pp. 83-84, 88, 92, 94, and 140-146.
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The 1890 north addition contained three stories: a first or ground story, a second story,
and a third or stage story. These are documented by the 1911 Sanborn map. Other studies have
concluded from this map that a third story was actually added to the building by 1911 and later
removed. Remnants of the 1890 fenestration and doorway locations, however, indicate that all
three stories were located within the existing two-story space.

Communication between the three stories was by means of an exterior wood stairway,
according to the Sanborn maps of 1897, 1911, and 1916. The exact levels of the addition’s
floors are not known, since they are missing today. It is conjectured that the first floor was
slightly lower than the first floor in the rest of the building. The second floor of the addition is
believed to have been lower than the floor of the auditorium, while the third or stage floor was
higher than the auditorium floor. The difference in height between the floors of the addition and
the rest of the building would not have been a problem, since the space within the addition was
functionally separate. In fact, having the stage floor located higher than the auditorium floor
provided better sight lines for the auditorium.

Stairways

Three stairways existed during the opera house years. Two were at the south end of the
building, which were installed in 1872, and one was at the north end of the building, which was
built in 1890. Those at the south end were interior stairways leading from the sidewalk to the
auditorium. They appear to have been unchanged in 1890. The new stairway at the north end
of the building was attached to the exterior north brick wall; it was constructed of wood and
protected by a roof, according to the Sanborn maps of 1897, 1911 and 1916 (fig. 23). This
stairway probably provided exterior access to the second-story dressing rooms and the third-story
backstage area.

Walls

The interior plaster walls of the existing 1872 Johnson’s Hall building probably remained
intact at this time. As previously described, this included both 1843 plaster applied to the
original chapel walls and 1872 plaster applied directly to the then-new brick walls. One interior
photograph taken sometime between 1906 and 1908 indicates that the tongue-and-groove
wainscot in the auditorium also survived intact (fig. 26).

The interior brick walls of the new north addition were finished in a manner similar to the
existing walls. This is based on an examination of the extant building fabric in the present
attic—what would have been the upper walls of the stage area in 1890. Here a thin coat of
plaster was applied to the bricks to achieve a smooth surface. Analysis of one plaster sample,
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MO3, reveals that this was a lime plaster composed of approximately 70% sand, 15% lime, and
15% fines, along with a hair binder.

Ceilings

The plastered ceilings in Johnson’s Hall, like the walls, were probably not altered in 1890.
New ceilings would have been installed on the three stories of the new north addition built at
that time. These ceilings, missing today, are assumed to have been plastered. Physical evidence
was found only for the ceiling in the third story/stage, in what is today the attic. Here, nailed to
the north brick wall, is a horizontal board with notches cut into the upper surface. These
notches, spaced 16 inches on center, would have held the ceiling joists that were oriented in a
north-south direction. To these joists were probably nailed lath boards that in turn would have
supported the plaster.

Doorways

There is no documentary or physical evidence for interior doorways in the north addition
built in 1890.

Windows

As with the doorways, there is no documentation or physical evidence for the interior
window trim or sashes.

Stage

The auditorium stage was moved in 1890 from its former location—in the 1872 north
addition—to the newly built second north addition. This is documented both by the Sanborn
map of 1897 and by an interior photograph taken sometime between 1906 and 1908 (figures 23
and 26, respectively). The relocation of the stage not only increased the size of the auditorium,
but also provided space for dressing rooms below the stage. Whether or not any portions of the-
1872 stage were reused in 1890 is not known.

The photograph taken circa 1906-08 (fig. 26) shows the stage illuminated by round-headed

windows in the adjacent east and west walls. The front of the stage projected into the room and
was finished with vertical boards similar in style to the 1872 wainscot. A stairway at the west
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side of the stage led from the floor of the auditorium up to the floor of the stage. It was
narrow, with open treads, five steps, and no handrail.

Alterations to the new (1890) stage were under consideration in March 1907, according to
a Seneca Falls Reveille newspaper article that reported, “The stage part of the house will be
heightened, the front changed, and a new entrance made. . . .”** One month later, the work
had not been done, since the newspaper continued to predict that “The stage will be enlarged
and made more convenient, and furnished with better and more attractive scenery. . . . The
front will be remodeled and a safer and better entrance perfected. . . .”™" It is not known if the
changes were ever made.

Finishes

Clues as to how the interior was finished during the opera house years is provided by
remnants of historic building fabric, and by a contemporary photograph.

Concerning the rooms of the first story, information is available only for the west-side
shop fronting Fall Street. This area was used as a bowling establishment in 1897 and as a
furniture store from about 1902 through 1916, according to the historical documentation.
Information about the finishes was obtained by examining the west plastered wall that dates to
circa 1843 and the circa-1872 woodwork at an original west-wall window. The plaster wall,
preserved behind a 1917 pilaster, was found to have three layers of wallpaper (sample WO03) on
top of the circa-1872 white calcimine paint. These wallpapers, listed from earliest to latest,
include the following:

(1) a blue foliate pattern on a mustard-yellow background;
(2) a stylized floral pattern in white/cream, light blue, and green; and

(3) a large diaper pattern in three shades of blue and white on a plain
background with silver sheen.

™ Brown, p. 89; original quote is from the Seneca Falls Reveille, March 8, 1907.
! Brown, p. 90; original quote is from the Seneca Falls Reveille, April 19, 1907.
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The woodwork was observed to have been painted three times with lead-based oil paints on
top of the graining previously identified as dating to 1872. These paints, which most likely
correspond to the wallpaper layers, were tinted:

(1) mustard yellow;
(2) light gray-white; and
(3) light green-blue.

To summarize, the finishes in the southwest store from circa 1890 to circa 1917 were as
follows:

Date Walls Woodwork

ca. 1890 wallpaper mustard yellow
ca. 1902 wallpaper light gray-white
ca. 1912 wallpaper light green-blue

The finishes in the second-story auditorium are documented both by a photograph taken
sometime between 1906 and 1908, and by plaster wall and woodwork samples preserved in situ
or in reuse locations. The photograph (fig. 26) shows the auditorium’s finishes as being little
changed from their conjectured appearance in 1872. The walls were a light color, the frieze and
ceiling were decoratively painted, and the woodwork was a dark color. These finishes have
been previously identified and described as white calcimine on the walls; pink, blue and yellow
calcimine used for the decorative painting; and graining on the woodwork. Examination of the
upper walls of the 1890 addition reveals that the stage and backstage walls were painted a light
blue color.

Samples of wallpaper (W01 and WO02) found on the upper walls of the auditorium on top
of the decorative painting indicate that the walls were papered twice sometime after the photo-
graph was taken. The first paper is a floral and geometric design in the colors of gray-blue and
light blue. The second paper is an abstract foliate design printed in yellow on a red background,
with a wide floral-pattern border paper in colors of red and brown on a pink background. No
photographs of these later wallpapers are known to exist. The woodwork continued to be
grained—or at least painted and varnished—based on paint samples from a west-wall window and .
pieces of the tongue-and-groove wainscot found reused in the 1917 basement.
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Heating System

The existing 1872 heating system for the building was no doubt expanded and upgraded in
1890. The heating plant probably remained in the basement of the 1872 north addition, because
no new chimneys were constructed at this time.

The installation of a new heating system may be inferred from the newspaper accounts of
the renovation work. The Seneca County Courier reported in September 1890, “its arrange-
ments for lighting, warmth and ventilation are such as to render it both comfortable and health-
ful.”®  After the opening performance in November 1890, the Courier described the opera
house as “A gem of a beauty and convenience, containing everything that modern improvement
could suggest.”” The Sanborn maps of 1911 and 1916 document the heating system as being a
steam type. Two features of this system, the 1872 chimneys and the steam radiators, were
recorded by a photograph of the auditorium taken sometime between 1906 and 1908 (fig. 26).
Both the chimneys and the radiators can be seen at the east and west walls.

Lighting System

It is possible that the old gaslight system installed in the building in 1872 was replaced by
an electrical system in 1890. This may account for descriptions in the newspapers of “comfor-
table and healthful” lighting and heating, and a facility “containing everything that modern
improvement could suggest.”” The electrical system was in place by the time of the circa
1906-08 photograph, which clearly shows three single-bulb electric light fixtures suspended from
the ceiling. The earliest documented reference to the electrical system is the Sanborn map of
1911, which labeled the opera house as having “Lights-Electric.” A similar designation is found
on the Sanborn map of 1916.

2 Brown, p. 82; original quote is from the Seneca County Courier, September 25, 1890.
* Brown, p. 82; original quote is from the Seneca County Courier, November 6, 1890.

™ Brown, p. 82; original quotes are from the Seneca County Courier, September 25, 1890, and
November 6, 1890.
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Figure 23. Johnson Opera House, As Illustrated in
1896, 1897, 1911, and 1916 Maps of Seneca Falls.
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Fall Street and the Johnson Opera House (ca. 1905).

Figure 24.



Figure 25. Placement of Commemorative Tablet on East
Exterior Wall of the Johnson Opera House (May 1908.)

Figure 26. Johnson Opera House: Photograph Labeled “Interior of
the Johnson Opera House when it was used as a roller skating rink”
(ca. 1906-08).

100




Figure 27. Johnson Opera House: Undated Interior Photograph of the Stage.
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Figure 28. Johnson Opera House: Southeast Exterior Corner, ca. 1912,



F;gm 29. Watercolor Rendering of the
“Fisher Opera House,” Also Showing the
Johnson Opera House (ca. 1914-15).
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Figure 30. Johnson Opera House, after 1915.
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Figure 31. Johnson Opera House: Conjectured Front and Rear Elevations, 1890. (Not drawn to scale)
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Figure 32. Johnson Opera House: East Elevation, 1890. (Not drawn to scale)
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@ 1917-1919
REGENT THEATRE AND OFFICES

Remodeling

The motion-picture shows in the opera house were so popular that the building was
purchased for conversion into a movie theater in 1917. One month prior to the official sale, the
local newspaper reported:

The building is to be thoroughly improved and made into a handsome picture
and playhouse, the new owners expecting to spend about $17,000 in changes and
alterations. . . . The work of alteration will begin at once, under the direction
of Mr. Hilkert, who is an experienced contractor and builder.”

The sale was officially transacted 1 month later, on September 20, 1917, when Asa B. Hilkert
bought the building from Charles and Minnie Powers, who ran the furniture store in the first

. story.®

Remodeling was completed within 3 months at almost twice the original estimated cost.
The local press described the transformed building on December 6, 1917, the day before its
opening: ’

The new theater has been changed so much from the old structure, that its ap-
pearance, both the exterior and the interior, has but few indications of the old
building.

The exterior of the building has been reconstructed and covered with white
stucco. The entrance of the building has been changed from two side stairways
to a wide entrance in the center of the building and a large portico built out over
" the walk in front of the entrance. Two stores occupy the street floor in front.
The theater part of the old building was entirely on the second floor. Now the
main part of the seating capacity of 700 is on the street level with only the
balcony and boxes at the elevation of the Johnson Opera House auditorium. The
interior is decorated in [a] color scheme in which white and silver predominates.

#* Brown, pp. 94-95; original quote is from the Seneca Falls Reveille, August 24, 1917.

. ¢ Brown, p. 94; original reference is to Deed Book 140, p. 587.
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The building entirely completed with two stores on the street floor and several
suitess of offices on the second floor, will cost the new owner about $30,000.
; A.B. Hilkert had dlrect charge of the reconstruction of the bmldmg and
drew the plans for the work.”

The day following the opening on December 20, 1917, the Reveille reported:

The house was brilliantly illuminated and received unstinted praise for its fine
appearance. . . . The building has been finely refitted, refurbished and
handsomely decorated and is m all ways a very creditable plcture house, with
every convenience and comfort.”

The exterior appearance of the Regent Theatre is documented by two exterior photographs
(figs. 35-36). No interior views of the building have been found.

The Regent Theatre remained in business only a few years despite the large amount of
money spent on its renovation. Although the building has since been dramatically altered,
remnants of Asa Hilkert’s picture house may be identified today. The following is a description
of the building’s features during the years 1917-19, based on the historical documentation and
the extant building fabric.

Exterior Elements

Dimensions

The dimensions of the building remained unchanged except for the addition of a marquee
on the front (Fall Street) side. This feature was described in the December 6, 1917, news
article as “a large portico built out over the walk in front of the entrance.”™ The exterior
photographs show it as one story high, with a flat roof supported at its outer corners by two
Doric-style columns. Its exact dimensions are not known because it was removed during a later
remodeling in the 1920°’s.

" Brown, pp. 95-96; original quote is from a news article preserved in a scrapbook at the Seneca
Falls Historical Society.

** Brown, pp. 96-97; original quote is from the Seneca Falls Reveille, December 21, 1917.

%% See note 207.
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The existing foundations were not altered at this time, nor were any new foundation walls
built.

Extensive changes were made to the existing exterior walls in 1917. The news article
dated December 6, 1917, noted that, “the exterior of the building has been reconstructed and
covered with white stucco.”® The front wall of the building (the south wall of the 1872 south
addition) was reconstructed, with its upper wall being rebuilt in a stepped fashion, judging by
the historic exterior photographs (figs. 35-36). '

These photographs also show the south and east sides of the building, including the 1843
east wall, which are covered with a light-colored stucco. Examination of the existing building,
however, indicates that only these two walls received this treatment. The stucco is a hard
cement type applied directly to the face of the exterior bricks. The reason for this finish was no
doubt to hide the brick patchwork at the altered window openings. For more details, see
“Windows.”

Commemorative Tablet

The tablet commemorating the Women’s Rights Convention of 1848 that had been attached
to the exterior of the east wall in 1908 remained on the building during the Regent Theatre
years. This bronze tablet was most likely removed in 1917 when the east wall was covered with
stucco, and later reinstalled in the same general location. It is documented by the two exterior
photographs of the Regent Theatre.

Signs

Several signs were attached to the south and east walls, based on the two exterior photo-
graphs. Projecting from the front wall of the 1872 south addition was a vertical sign reading
“REGENT” in light letters on a dark background. This sign was located on the second story
above the front entrance marquee. Another “REGENT” sign was on the east wall of the south

210 gee note 207.
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addition. This was horizontal in orientation and flush-mounted to the exterior first-story wall.
Below it was a large poster that most likely advertised the current or upcoming motion picture.
A similar sign and poster arrangement was attached to the 1843 portion of the first-story east
wall.

A larger sign, possibly painted directly onto the stucco, covered the first-story east wall of
the 1872 north addition. Unfortunately, it is not possible to make out the lettering in the
photograph. The sign may have related to the movie theater or advertised another service or
product.

Portable easel-mounted posters also embellished the theater entrance. Three are shown in
the photographs: one at the far end of the marquee on the sidewalk, and two propped against the
building on either side of the center doorway.

Doorways

Considerable changes were made to the exterior doorways in the south and east walls in
1917, based on the historical documentation.

In the front wall of the 1872 south addition, the entrance to the auditorium area was
“changed from two side stairways to a wide entrance in the center of the building and a large
portico [marquee] built out over the walk in front of the entrance.”®' The historic photographs
of the exterior also document two smaller doorways, one on either side of the wide theater
entrance. These no doubt entered the “two stores” said to “occupy the street floor in front.”*"
While two stores had existed in this space since 1872, they were entirely remodeled—along with
the exterior doorways—in 1917.

The changes made to the east wall are also documented by one exterior photograph (fig.
35); the conjectured interior layout provides additional insight. Three doorways were added,

one from 1872 was closed up, and one from 1890 was retained, for a total of four doorways in
1917.

The three new doorways were all located in the original 1843 portion of the east wall.
One was in the first story, adjacent to the south addition. It appears in later photographs and is
thought to have been the entrance to a stairway leading to offices on the second story. Another
doorway was located in the second story, toward the middle of the 1843 section of wall. It is
clearly shown in the Regent Theatre photograph (fig. 35). This was undoubtedly the exit for the
theater’s balcony, and was reached by means of an exterior staircase. The third doorway—also

! See note 207.

%12 See note 207.
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shown in figure 35—was in the first story at the north end of the 1843 wall. It was fitted with
double doors and most likely functioned as a main-level exit for the theater.

The doorway that was closed up was a first-story doorway in the east wall of the 1872
north addition. The doorway that was retained was also a first-story doorway, located in the
east wall of the 1890 north addition. The Regent Theatre photograph (fig. 35) shows the upper
section of this doorway.

No information is available on the treatment in 1917 of the two 1890 doorways in the
north wall leading to the dressing rooms and stage. They may have been retained at this time.

Windows

Extensive changes were made to the windows in 1917, based on the exterior photographs
and examination of the existing building. In general, these changes involved bricking in old
window openings, adding new openings, reducing the size of the long second-story arched
windows, and replacing the old window sashes with new one-over-one sashes.

One reason for closing window openings was likely the need for darkness in the new
movie theater. Another factor that may have precipitated changes to the west wall was the close
proximity of the Fisher Theatre constructed in 1915 on the adjacent lot.

Details of the 1917 window alterations are described here for each major area of the
building, beginning with the front (south) end and moving northward.

1872 South Addition

South Wall. In the first story, the original 1872 storefront windows were replaced by
large single-pane plate-glass windows, with transoms having multiple small panes of glass. On
the second story, six 1872 round-headed windows were replaced by six smaller windows each
having one-over-one sashes.

East Wall. In the first story, one new window opening was added and fitted with one-
over-one sashes. On the second story, the existing 1872 round-headed window was reduced in
size, one new window opening was added, and both windows were fitted with one-over-one
sashes.

West Wall. In the second story, the round-headed window was probably reduced in size,
and fitted with one-over-one sashes.
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1843 Chapel

East Wall. In the first story, two of the four original chapel windows were filled in; the
remaining two windows were fitted with one-over-one sashes. In the second story, one of the
original four windows was converted into a doorway, one was filled in, and two were reduced in
size from their 1872 arched configuration and fitted with one-over-one sashes.

West Wall. In the first story, one of the four original windows was filled in; the three
remaining windows were probably fitted with one-over-one sashes. In the second story, two of
the four original windows were filled in; the two remaining windows were probably fitted with
one-over-one sashes.

1872 North Addition

East Wall. All of the window openings were filled in with brick.

West Wall. Al of the window openings were filled in with brick.
1890 North Addition

East Wall. In the first story, the treatment of the one 1890 window is unknown. In the
second story, one of the two original windows was filled in with brick. In the third story, one

original small round-headed window was filled in; one new window opening was installed.

West Wall. No known alterations were made to the existing 1890 windows.
Finishes

A 1917 newspaper article described the exterior of the building as being covered with a
“white stucco.”®®  This is verified by the exterior black-and-white photographs that show the
stuccoed walls as being a light color. The window sashes, on the other hand, were a dark color
at this time, according to the photographs.

3 See note 207.
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Roof

The standing-seam metal roof installed in 1872 was probably retained in 1917. This may
be inferred from the 1925 Sanborn map, which continued to show the building as having a “slate
[sic] or tin roof.”

One change made to the roof in 1917 was the addition of a large ventilator. This metal
ventilator, which exists today, is located between the two northernmost original trusses at the
peak of the 1843 gable roof.* It appears for the first time in one of the exterior photographs
taken of the building sometime between 1917 and 1919.

The marquee that was added to the front of the building above the theater entrance in 1917
had its own roof. This roof appears in the photographs to have been flat and enclosed on three
sides by a low stucco-covered parapet.

Chimneys

The two chimneys in the 1872 north addition were removed in 1917, based on one exterior
photograph of the theater. One new chimney—presumably the one extant today—was con-
structed in the existing 1872 south addition. The chimney flue would have been used by the
new heating plant housed in the newly created south basement.

Grounds

The grounds during the Regent Theatre years appear little changed from when the building
was the Johnson Opera House. Still standing on the adjacent lot to the north was the wood-
frame dwelling built sometime in the 1890’s. To the west and almost touching the Regent
Theatre was the Fisher Theatre, built in 1915. The sidewalks on the south and east sides of the
building appear to have been made of concrete, based on the exterior photographs.

214 gee note 207.
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Interior Elements

Room Arrangement and Use

The room arrangement and use of the building was extensively altered by new owner Asa
Hilkert in 1917. The main part of the theater occupied the first story, while the balcony and
boxes were in the second story.” A local newspaper article dated December 1917 explained
that a new center entrance for the theater was created, and that the two side stairways to the
second story had been removed. It also said that two stores occupied “the street floor in front,”
and that there were several suites of offices in the second story.

The present basement under the south addition was most likely dug at this time, and the
- toilet room and furnace located there. Few changes appear to have been made to the north end
of the building, built in 1890 to house the stage and dressing rooms. This is based on a later
newspaper article dated 1919 that described the extant stage.”'® Possibly this back area was used
for storage during the movie theater years.

Tenants of the building during this time were the New York Telephone Company and Dr.
Albert J. Frantz. The historical documentation indicates that the telephone company leased
space in the ground story that measured approximately 17 by 21 feet. This space was no doubt
what was previously described as one of the two stores that faced Fall Street. Exactly which
store the telephone company occupied is not known, nor is the name of the other first-story
tenant recorded. Dr. Frantz, an optometrist and physician, used the second-story offices. Both
the stores and the offices were in the south, 1872 addition to the building.?"”

Floors

Several changes were made to the floors in 1917. In the basement, the basement beneath
the 1872 north addition was most likely filled in, and a new basement with concrete slab floor
was created beneath the 1872 south addition. Excavation of the new basement probably required
the removal of the existing first floor in the south addition. The floor was subsequently rebuilt
reusing some woodwork from the demolished interiors, such as a door jamb and some pieces of

% Brown, pp. 95-96.
* Brown, p. 99; original reference is to the Seneca Falls Reveille, October 24, 1919.

7 Brown, pp. 97-98.
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the wainscot from the former Johnson’s Hall and Opera House. It is not clear what work, if
any, was done to the first floor of the new theater that was housed within the original chapel and
the 1872 north addition.

A large portion of the second floor installed in 1872 was removed in 1917. This included
the floor within the original 1843 section of the building and the 1872 north addition. Installed
in its place were new stairways (see the following section for details), a balcony, and boxes.
The local newspaper explained in December 1917, “the balcony and boxes [are] at the elevation
of the Johnson Opera House and auditorium. ”*'®

Although the balcony was removed only 2 years later, remnants of it may be seen in the
building today. Two cast-iron columns that supported the balcony floor from below were reused
in 1919, and so survive today. These are octagonal in shape and covered with a cement plaster
on metal lath that is believed to be the original finish. Also, evidence of the slope of the
balcony is preserved in the existing 1917 framing that is visible at the east wall between the
present second floor and the first-floor ceiling.

Not all of the building’s second floor was removed in 1917, It is assumed that the 1872
second floor in the south addition was retained, because the historical documentation indicates
this area was used as offices. Similarly, references to the extant “stage” in 1919 would seem to
indicate that the three 1890 floors in the 1890 north addition were left untouched in 1917, with
the area possibly being used for storage.

Stairways

According to a newspaper account of the remodeling, the two stairways in the 1872 south
addition leading to the second-story auditorium were removed in 1917. No mention is made of
constructing new stairways, and none remain today from this period.

Certainly stairways would have been needed to reach both the balcony and the boxes
within the theater, and the new offices on the second story. It is conjectured that at least two
separate interior staircases were built to meet these needs. The stairway to the theater’s balcony
was no doubt reached by first walking through the theater’s wide center entrance off Fall Street.
It was probably located on the west side of the building, and may well have run in an east-west
direction to save space. The stairway to the second-story offices, on the other hand, was
probably accessed directly from the outside by means of a doorway on the east (Mynderse
Street) side of the building. As with the theater stairway, the office stairway was most likely
oriented in an east-west direction.

8 Brown, pp. 95-96.
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One other interior staircase would have also existed at this time, leading to the basement
and toilet room. This stairway is thought to have been on the east side of the building beneath
the stairway to the second-story offices. This would be similar to the placement of the basement
stairway today.

At least one stairway also existed on the exterior of the building at this time. Newly built
in 1917 was an open stairway on the east wall that descended from the second story and
undoubtedly served as a balcony exit. This stairway is documented by an exterior photograph.
Also possibly left in place in 1917 was the covered stairway on the north wall of the building.
It had been installed in 1890 to access the dressing room (second-story) and stage (third-story)
areas in the 1890 addition.

Little evidence is available about the 1917 appearance of the walls at the south and north
ends of the building—i.e., the 1872 south addition and the 1890 north addition. The appearance
of the theater area, on the other hand—comprised of the 1843 chapel and the 1872 north
addition—is well documented by the architectural fabric that remains on the walls today. Close
examination of the existing walls indicates that the following work was done in 1917:

- the second floor installed in 1872 was removed from the portions of building remaining
from the 1843 chapel and the 1872 north addition;

- the one-story brick wall separating the 1843 portion from the 1872 north addition was
demolished. This was the remainder of the original exterior north wall of the chapel,
the rest of the wall having been removed in 1872;

- structural reinforcing was installed in the newly opened space. This involved placing
floor-to-ceiling pilasters at the east and west walls directly beneath five of the 1843 roof
trusses. [Each pilaster was composed of seven 2-by-6-inch wood members attached to
the brick walls by means of bolts; and

- the existing plaster on the brick walls was removed and metal lath was attached to the
pilasters. The walls, including the pilasters, were then replastered with a plaster mixture
containing cement. Much of this work may be seen today at the east and west walls
behind later materials and in the present attic. One plaster sample analyzed, M04, was
found to be composed of 57% sand, 35% lime and cement, and 9% fines, with no hair
binder. The sand is a white-quartz medium-grain aggregate.
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Ceilings

As with the walls, little is known about the 1917 ceilings of the 1872 south addition and
the 1890 north addition. These areas may have retained their plastered ceilings, installed in
1872 and 1890, respectively. The theater itself, however, received a new ceiling below the level
of the existing 1872 plaster ceiling. This ceiling was most likely a pressed-metal type, based on
metal fragments preserved at the 1917 ceiling level in the present attic. Unfortunately, insuf-
ficient material remains to identify the pattern embossed in the metal. Also unknown is whether
or not the earlier 1872 ceiling was left in place or removed at this time.

Doorways

No documentary information or physical evidence was found concerning the placement and
appearance of interior doorways after the 1917 remodeling.

Windows

Interior window woodwork dating to 1917 was found at one window opening only—the
1843 window in the first-story west wall. In 1917, this window was located within the theater
portion of the building.

Window elements at this opening identified as dating to 1917 are the header of the
architrave and the right and top window stops. (The side pieces of the architrave are missing,
as is the left window stop.) The architrave member was observed to be nailed over the un-
painted 1917 cement plaster, and so was dated to 1917. Its profile consists of a plain board with
a beaded outer edge. The two lengths of window stop have the same paint layers as the
architrave lintel, and so also were dated to 1917. These moldings are embellished at their inner
edges with a simple ogee molding.
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Theater Furnishings and Equipment

The Regent Theatre was furnished in 1917 with seats, a movie projection booth, and a
movie screen. No physical evidence remains of any of these features, although the historical
records provide some insights.

The seats are documented by two 1917 newspaper articles. One reported in October that
Fred Teller had obtained the contract for providing the seats, 787 in number.”® After their
installation, it was observed in December that “the main part of the seating capacity of 700 is on
the street level with only the balcony and boxes at the elevation of the Johnson Opera House
auditorium.”® Either only 700 seats were in fact installed, or the December article erred.

An artifact identified as the projection booth was discovered by workers renovating the
building in 1947. This booth, found in the building’s attic, was described in a recent telephone
interview as being made of concrete and measuring approximately 8 by 10 feet.” The booth is
no longer in the attic, most likely having been discarded in 1947. Its original location would
have been at the rear (or south end) of the theater at the balcony level.

No descriptions of the movie screen have been found. It logically would have been located
at the north end of the theater. However, the stage was already located here. The screen may
have hung down in front of the stage, about where the 1872 north addition and the 1890 north
addition met. Another possibility is that a partition wall was built in front of the stage, and that
the movie screen was attached to it.

Finishes

Nothing is known about the 1917 interior finishes in the 1872 south addition or the 1890
north addition. The finishes of the theater space between them, however, is documented by both
the written documentation and the remaining physical fabric.

A local newspaper described the theater’s interior in December 1917 as “decorated in [a]
color scheme in which white and silver predominates.””” Paint samples examined from the 1917
plaster walls and the interior window trim confirm that the predominant paint color was a

219

Brown, p. 95; original reference is to the Seneca Falls Reveille, October 5, 1917.
20 See note 207.
2! Brown, p. 109.

2 See note 207.
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white/cream. No paint evidence of the silver color was found, perhaps indicating that this was
incorporated in the fabrics or other missing features.

Heating System

The heating plant for the building was moved from its earlier location in the basement of
the 1872 north addition to the new basement built in 1917 under the 1872 south addition. The
new heating system is mentioned in the tenants’ lease dated October 3, 1917, and recorded in
the Seneca County Registry of Deeds. This lease specified that the owner of the building would
be responsible for furnishing a steam or hot water heating plant.” That two choices were listed
may in fact indicate that the building was undergoing renovation and the heating system had not
yet been installed. No information is available on which was finally installed. However, a later
Sanborn map dated 1925 identified the heating system as a steam type, suggesting that a steam
boiler may have been the equipment of choice in 1917.

Lighting System

Light fixtures in the building in 1917 were undoubtedly electrical, since a newspaper
article dated December 1917 described the theater as having “every convenience and comfort.”?
Also, the exterior photographs show canister-type fixtures affixed to the underside of the front
marquee. Interestingly, however, no electrical wires are visible in the photographs on the
exterior side of the building. This suggests that either the wires entered the building from below
ground, or the photograph was air-brushed to delete the wires.

Plumbing System

Hilkert’s lease with the New York Telephone Company dated October 3, 1917, indicates
that he was responsible for furnishing and maintaining one lavatory and water closet, connected
to water and waste lines, in the basement of the building.”” That Hilkert met the terms of his
lease is indicated by the presence today of a small toilet room in the basement below the south
addition. Although the toilet is modern, the lavatory appears to be old and may well date to
1917.  Graffiti dated July 1922 on the exterior side of the toilet room’s west partition wall
provides further evidence that the room itself was built sometime before that date.

* Brown, p. 98; original reference is to the lease recorded in Deed Book 141, p. 315.
24 Brown, pp. 96-97; original quote is from the Seneca Falls Reveille, December 21, 1917.
%5 Brown, p- 98; original reference is to the lease recorded in Deed Book 141, p. 315.
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THEATRE DISTRICT, SENECA FALLS, N. Y.

Figure 36. Regent Theatre, Sometime Between 1917 and 1919,
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Figure 37. Regent Theatre: Front and Rear Elevations, 1917. (Not drawn to scale)
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Figure 38. Regent Theatre: East Elevation, 1917. (Not drawn to scale)




Y4

0

(-

—
T

Zmemax

WEST

Figure 39. Regent Theatre: West Elevation, 1917. (Not drawn to scale)
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Figure 40. Regent Theatre: Conjectured Floor Plans, 1917. (Not drawn to scale)
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1919-1961
AUTOMOBILE GARAGE/DEALERSHIP,
HALL, OFFICES, ETC.

Periods of Remodeling

The Regent Theatre remained in business for only 2 years. In October 1919, owner Asa
Hilkert sold the building to Bertrand G. Mackey and Frank G. Knox.” Thus began yet another
phase in the building’s history, when it was used as a multifunctional space housing a garage, an
automobile dealership, a public hall, offices, and other facilities. Between the years 1919 and
1961, the building changed hands seven times and underwent at least four periods of remodeling.

The renovation work undertaken in 1919 by the new owners, Mackey and Knox, was
contracted out by them to grantor Asa Hilkert. Once again, the local newspaper reported on the
work to be done: '

The structure will again be made into a two story building with a ball room on
the upper floor and the street floor will be converted into a garage and auto-
mobile repair shop. The transaction involved substantially $35,000. The theatre
will be closed as a picture house on November first and possession will be given
the purchasers about January first. In two months interval Mr. Hilkert will
execute a contract the purchasers have given him, for changing the building to
suit its new uses.

The Fall street front of the building will not be changed materially, the G.L.
Ayers store and the offices of the New York Telephone company, and the
offices above, remaining as they now are.

The theatre entrance will be made into an entrance for the garage and about half
the length of the building back on the Mynderse street side, another garage
entrance will be made. The dance hall floor will be substantially on a line with
the elevation of the present balcony and there will be two stairways leading into
the hall from the Fall street side. The rear end of the theatre will be left about
as it is now. The space below the stage will be used as a vulcanizing and tire
repair department. A large display window will be placed on the level of the
stage and that part of the building will be used as a display floor.”

26 The deed of sale for October 18, 1919, was not recorded in the Seneca County Registry of Deeds.

21 Brown, p. 99; original quote is from the Seneca Falls Reveille, October 24, 1919. This
newspaper article may err in one respect. The “G.L. Ayers store” mentioned may refer to the Ayers Art
store and picture-framing business that was run by George L. Ayers in the adjacent Fisher Theatre
building. A G.L. Brady, electrician, had a business at the corner of Fall and Mynderse Street by
1921-1922. 1t is possible that the newspaper article confused the two similar names.
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Following a series of court actions, Hilkert reacquired the building at a public auction in
May 1921.”* He again made changes in 1922 to accommodate a new tenant, Huntington Ford.
Following completion of the work, the local newspaper reported in November 1922:

The entrance in the center of the building has been removed and arranged into a

very attractive sales floor. The car entrance will be on the Mynderse street side
of the building.”’

A photograph of the building taken several years later (fig. 48) shows the entrance marquee
missing; it was most likely removed in 1922. The 1908 commemorative tablet was also
removed at this time because a “large double doorway” was cut into the east wall where the
tablet had been. The second story remained a public hall.™

Four years later, in July 1925, the building was purchased from Asa Hilkert by the Geneva
Farm Improvement Corporation.”  Alterations possibly made during their ownership are
illustrated by the Sanborn map of 1925 (fig. 41). The primary change involved the conversion
of the former second-story public hall and stage to a large “auto stge [storage]” area. The
Sanborn map indicates that a wooden ramp was built at this time along the north exterior wall of
the building, presumably to provide a means of transporting automobiles up to the new storage
area.

The Geneva Farm Improvement Corporation sold the building less than 1 year later, in

September 1926, to Cornelius T. Lynch.”® Lynch was most likely responsible for changing the

configuration of the stairways to the second story. A plat map of the building made in 1944
(fig. 49) shows the outline of the enclosed concrete-block stairway extant today on the exterior
of the west wall.

" Deed Book 146, p. 583.

* Brown, p. 102; original quote is from the Seneca Falls Reveille for either November 3, December
1, or December 8, 1922,

# Brown, p. 102; original quote is from the Seneca Falls Reveille for either November 3, December
1, or December 8, 1922.

®' Deed Book 153, p. 157.
2 Deed Book 154, p. 263.
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Henderson and Lathrop, Inc., purchased the building in November 1944.%® Under their
ownership, extensive modernization work lasting 1 year was carried out in 1947. The scope of
work included masonry, roofing, an elevator, floor tile, wallpaper, paint, heating equipment,
electrical wiring, electrical fixtures, and plumbing, including a sprinkler system.”™  The
transformed building was described by the newspaper in January 1948:

Designed by Wallace P. Beardsley, Auburn architect, the building was con-
structed by M.S. Matterson, general contractor. The two story building of
brick, concrete and steel has a frontage of 50 feet on Fall Street and 100 feet on
Mynderse Street. Display rooms on the first floor are floored with rubber tile,
with walls and woodwork papered and painted in a warm beige.

Directly back of the display room is the lubrication, washing and minor repair
sections of the service department. . . . The second floor, connected with the
ground floor by a large electric elevator, is designed for major motor overhauls,
body repairs and painting. The paint booth is in one corner. . . . Heavy and
large parts are stored on the second floor with small parts and accessories on the
first floor. The entire building is heated by steam with radiators in the display
rooms and unit blowers in the two service departments.”’

Except for a 3-year period from September 1956 to December 1959, Henderson and
Lathrop Inc. retained ownership of the building until February 1971. No changes are known to
have been made to the building by the interim owner, Edwin A. Riggs, Jr.”

Exterior Elements

Dimensions

The extensive renovation work during the 1919-61 period detailed in the previous section
resulted in several changes to the building’s existing dimensions. The front marquee that had

2 Deed Book 189, p. 361.

4 Brown, p. 109; original reference is to a telephone interview with Edwin Riggs, Jr., who owned
the building from 1956 through 1959.

3 Brown, p. 108; original quote is from the Seneca Falls Reveille, January 16, 1948.

¢ Henderson and Lathrop, Inc., sold the building to Edwin A. Riggs, Jr., on September 28, 1956
(Deed Book 273, p. 27). They bought it back from Riggs on December 30, 1959 (Deed Book 292, p.
567).
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previously been added in 1917 was removed circa 1922. An automobile ramp was built along
the north side of the building in 1925, only to be removed in 1947. An exterior enclosed
stairway was added to the west side of the building sometime after the Sanborn map of 1925 and
before the plat map of 1944.

The 1947 rebuilding of the 1872 south addition maintained the plan dimensions but
decreased the height of the existing building. This was done by removing the 1917 stepped
parapet of the south wall and a section of the gable roof behind it, based on a photograph
published in 1948 (fig. 50). All of the roof of the 1872 south addition was removed, and part
of the roof of the 1843 portion. The removed section of gable roof was replaced by a lower flat
roof. The new electric elevator that replaced the earlier automobile ramp was also installed in
1947. It increased the plan dimensions slightly, because its shaft projected a short distance from
the west wall of the building.

Foundations

New foundations were built during the 1919-61 period. These were for the enclosed
stairway on the west wall of the building, introduced between 1925 and 1944, and the new
electric elevator, built also on the west wall in 1947,

Renovation work also impacted the north foundation of the original chapel. Archeologists
observed in 1986 that the chapel’s north foundation wall had been capped by a concrete sill, 1
foot 5 inches below the surface of the existing concrete floor.”?” This most likely occurred in
1919 when a concrete floor was laid in the theater as part of its conversion for use as a garage.

The chapel’s east and west foundation walls also may have been affected by alterations to
the brick walls above them. On the east wall, these alterations included the addition of two wide
doorways—one in 1919 and one in 1922—and the reconstruction of the southernmost 13 feet of
the 1843 chapel portion. On the west wall, the north end of the 1843 chapel portion was
removed in 1947 to permit the insertion of the shaft for the new electric elevator. More
information on these alterations can be found in the following sections.

New walls were constructed during this period, using concrete blocks and portland-cement
mortar. These were located on the exterior west side of the building, and included a stairway
enclosure built sometime between 1925 and 1944, and an elevator enclosure built in 1947. The
elevator shaft sat mostly within the building, but projected slightly from the west wall.

27 Zitzler, p. 27.
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New walls also replaced earlier ones. In 1947, the south and east walls of the 1872 south
addition were reconstructed, as was a 13-foot length of the adjacent east wall of the 1843 chapel.
This work is illustrated in a photograph published in 1948 (fig. 50). These walls were also built
of concrete blocks and portland-cement mortar, and they were finished on the exterior side with
a brick veneer. A brick veneer was most likely employed here because the walls faced Fall and
Mynderse Streets. This is in contrast to the walls on the west side of the building, which were
screened by the nearby Fisher Theatre.

These alterations and others caused the loss of much of the original 1843 brick walls. The
exterior two-story enclosed stairway covered over the south end of the 1843 west wall, and
caused two doorways to be cut through that wall. Installation of the electric elevator required
the removal of the north end of the same wall. Further impacting the remaining walls was the .
installation of larger doorways and windows, which will be discussed in more detail in the
following sections.

Commemorative Tablet

As stated previously, a bronze tablet commemorating the Women’s Rights Convention of
1848 had been installed in 1908 at the south end of the 1843 east wall. It was removed in 1922
when a large double doorway was cut into the wall, and was not reinstalled until October 25,
1928.7* A photograph taken at the ceremony during which the plaque was rehung (fig. 43)
documents its new location, on the exterior east wall of the 1872 south addition. Although this
wall was later rebuilt in 1947, the tablet was evidently reinstalled in time for the convention’s
centennial observance, based on a photograph of the building published in July 1948 (fig. 50).

Signs

The signs on the building during this period are documented by three photographs: one
taken in the early 1920’s, another taken circa 1930, and the last in 1948 (figs. 42, 48, and 50,

respectively).

The earliest photograph shows four signs on the front of the building. On the roof of the
marquee is a large horizontal billboard reading “FOR SALE T.H. SWEENE & SONS.”
Further embellishing the marquee are vertical signs attached to the two support columns. These
advertised “GASOLINE” and “AUTO R[EPAIR].” On the east side of the 1872 south addition,
another sign said “FISHER™; it advertised the adjacent Fisher Theatre, and included a large
movie poster. This appears to be the same sign that had been installed in 1917 bearing the name

2% Brown, pp. 102, 105.
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“REGENT.” (It is not known if the other 1917 sign-and-poster arrangement farther north on
the east wall was likewise retained; the photograph does not show that area.)

The next photograph is undated, but has been assigned a date of circa 1930 based on the
configuration of the building and the style of the automobile parked out front. The marquee
with its signs had been removed by this time. In its place was a large horizontal sign mounted
to the front wall reading “Fords GARAGE.” The automobile dealership that was leasing space
in the building at this time was most likely the Seneca Falls Sales Company, Inc., which offered
sales and service for Ford vehicles.

The last photograph, published in 1948, shows another “Ford” sign projecting from the
front wall. This sign, oval in shape, was most likely installed in 1947 following the recon-
struction of the south end of the building. Still using the building at this time was the Seneca
Falls Sales Company.

Doorways

Exterior doorways became increasingly larger and more numerous during the building’s
years of use as an automobile garage and dealership. What remained of the 1843 chapel’s east
and west brick walls was adversely affected by the addition of four doorways—two in the east
wall and two in the west wall. Similarly impacted were the 1872 and 1890 additions to the
building.

A news article dated October 1919 indicates that two automobile entrances were to be
added. One was to be converted from the theater’s former entrance, in the center of the south
wall of the 1872 south addition. The other was to be located in the east wall facing Mynderse
Street. It most likely involved the enlargement of the 1917 first-story theater exit, which was at
the north end of the 1843 east wall. This large doorway exists today.

Although not described in the article, another wide doorway may have been installed at
this time, in the first story of the east wall of the 1890 north addition. The addition was to
house the new vulcanizing and tire-repair department, according to the article. The doorway

was extant by 1944, according to a plat map, and evidence of it exists today in the form of
concrete-block patching.

Another series of changes were made 2 years later, in 1922, to accommodate the new
Huntington Ford automobile dealership. These changes are documented by several news
articles. The automobile doorway in the center of the south wall of the 1872 south addition was
removed, so that the interior space behind it could be used as a showroom. The marquee was
also removed at this time, based on a later photograph (fig. 48) that shows a showroom window
in this location. Another large double doorway was added in the south end of the 1843 east
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wall. It was this doorway, at the south end of the original wall, that displaced the 1908
commemorative tablet.”

New owners in 1925 and 1926 carried out more changes to the doorway openings, as can
be surmised from the Sanborn map of 1925 and an exterior photograph of the east wall dated
1928 (figures 41 and 43, respectively). The 1925 Sanborn map (fig. 41) shows a “Frame
Runway to 2™” located on the north side of the building. The ramp is seen to ascend along the
exterior north wall of the building, then turn 90 degrees to run into the building (see also figure
44). This feature apparently dates to the conversion of the former public hall in the second
story to an automobile storage area, since a ramp would have been needed to get automobiles up
to the new storage area.

The construction of the ramp would have made it necessary to cut a large doorway into the
1890 brick wall where the ramp ran into the building. This doorway has since been closed up,
but the brickwork patch can be seen. This patch indicates that the doorway was located slightly
below the level of the second floor. The 1928 photograph illustrates that the large double
doorway installed in 1922 in the south end of the chapel’s east wall had by this time been
converted into a window.

Two small doorways were also apparently cut in the south end of the 1843 west wall—one
in the first story and one in the second story. The purpose of these doorways was to provide
access between the interior of the building and an exterior two-story enclosed stairway that was
was built here sometime after 1925 but before 1944. This date is based on the plan views of the
building seen on the 1925 Sanborn map and the 1944 plat map. The new stairway is thought to
have been necessitated by changes in the configuration of the building’s interior stairways.

The doorway with sidelights that exists today at the center of the 1843 portion of east wall
may also have been installed during this period. This doorway replaced an original chapel
window opening.

The last of the doorway alterations occurred in 1947. These resulted from the
reconstruction of the south and east walls of the 1872 south addition and the south end of the
1843 east wall (see figure 50). The reconstruction included the removal of three 1917 door-
ways: the two small office doorways in the south wall of the first story, and the doorway in the
east wall of the first story, which had led to the former second-story offices. Replacing them
were one small doorway in the south wall and another in the east wall. Both doorways exist

today.

Two wide doorways may also have been closed in 1947. The north-wall ramp—and its
second-story doorway—would have been made obsolete by the new electric elevator installed in
1947. The other doorway in question was the one in the east wall of the 1890 north addition.

2% Brown, pp. 102.
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The ramp doorway was filled in with bricks, and the east doorway with stucco-finished concrete
blocks, based on examination of the existing building fabric.

Windows

Alterations to the window openings during this period are documented primarily by the
historical photographs. The openings in the south and east walls were most heavily impacted.

As described above in “Doorways,” the center entrance in the south wall and its marquee
were removed in 1922. A photograph taken about 1930 illustrates that a large showroom
window was introduced to replace the entrance (fig. 43).

Major changes to the windows occurred sometime after 1923 and before October 1928,
according to two photographs (figs. 42 and 43). During this interval, a large showroom window
replaced the 1917 double-hung window in the east wall of the 1872 south addition. The
showroom window, with a multi-pane transom, was similar in design to those installed in 1917
in the south wall.

Other changes documented by the 1928 photograph include the installation of two new
windows in the 1843 east wall. One double-hung window was installed in the first story, in
place of the 1922 large double doorway near the south end of the 1843 wall. A large multi-pane
window was installed -to the right of the new double-hung window. It replaced an 1843 window
opening. Both windows exist today.

Four other windows may have been installed in the east wall during the 1925-26 renova-
tions. These are out of the range of the 1928 photograph, but they appear in a later photograph
published in 1948 (fig. 50). They include one large multi-pane window in the first story of the
1872 north addition (extant today), and three small double-hung windows in the second story.
The double-hung windows were distributed one each at the north end of the 1843 portion of east
wall, at the south end of the 1872 north addition, and at the south end of the 1890 north
addition. The window in the 1843 wall reopened a larger original window that had previously
been closed up in 1917. The window in the 1890 wall was located directly below an existing
(1917) window in the third story.

Although it is likely that these four windows were installed circa 1925-26, there is no firm
proof. Therefore, the windows are not shown in figure 45, a conjectural drawing of the east
wall as it existed in 1925.

Not documented by any photographs is another large, multi-pane window in the first story
of the north wall. This resembles the multi-pane windows in the east wall, and so may be
contemporaneous with them.
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Reconstruction of the south wall and south end of the east wall in 1947 resulted in the
replacement of many windows dating to previous years. The area most affected was the 1872
south addition, whose fenestration is seen in a photograph published in 1948 (fig. 50). In the
first story, the south and east walls received four large showroom windows—three in the south
wall and one in the east wall. The south windows replaced two 1917 store windows and the
center 1922 showroom window, and the east window replaced a 1923-28 showroom window.
In the second story, eight multi-pane metal casement windows replaced eight double-hung
windows dating from 1917—six in the south wall and two in the east wall. (Seven of the earlier
window openings actually dated to 1872, but were greatly altered in 1917.) All of these
windows survive today. '

Also reconstructed in 1947, unfortunately, was the south end of the 1843 east wall.
Removed at this time was one bay’s worth of original brickwork, including two original—albeit
altered—window openings, one each in the first and second stories. (The original opening in the
first story had been modified in 1922 and again in 1923-28, while the original second-story
opening had been changed in 1872 and again in 1917.) The reconstructed area contained the
same number and size of window openings as had existed previously. It would appear from the
1948 photograph and present conditions that the old window frames and sash were reinstalled in
the rebuilt window openings. Of these, only the first-story window remains today.

Finishes

The general trend of the exterior painted finishes during the years 1921 to 1948 may be
inferred from the black-and-white photographs from this period. From 1921 through ca. 1930
the window sashes were a dark color (except for some of the new sash in the east wall, which
were light), and the stucco was a light color. It is possible that the stucco was left its natural
color at this time.

The exterior scheme had changed by 1948, possibly as part of the reconstruction of 1947.
At that time the window sashes were changed to a light color, and the east stuccoed wall to a
dark color. No paint analysis has been carried out to identify the exact hues of these post-
historic light and dark finishes.

Roof

Little appears to have been done to the roof from 1919 to 1947, based on the historical
documentation. The roof structure extant at that time consisted of portions dating from three
periods of construction: 1843, 1872, and 1890. It was covered by a standing-seam metal roof
that had been installed in 1892, and featured a roof ventilator introduced in 1917.
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Major reconstruction work was carried out in 1947, as documented by a photograph
published in 1948 (fig. 50) and an examination of existing conditions today. This work included
the removal of the gable roof of the 1872 south addition, and the removal of the southern third
of the original 1843 roof, including two of the original six king-post trusses. Constructed in
place of this portion of the gable roof was a flat built-up roof. The remaining portion of the
gable roof appears to have remained unaltered. Left in place were both the 1892 metal roof and
the 1917 ventilator, based on their existence today and the 1925 Sanborn map (corrected to
1958) that identifies the roof as being covered with “slate [sic] or tin.”

Chimney

It is not known if any changes were made to the 1917 chimney in the 1872 south addition
during the period 1919-61. It is possible that repairs were made in 1947, when the roof
surrounding it was lowered as described in the previous section.

Grounds

The grounds during this period were affected both by the demolition and addition of
building appendages, and by other, unattached features. The appearance of the grounds is
documented by several sources, most notably the historic photographs and maps.

Two wood poles supporting electrical wires were installed near the building sometime after

1917 and before 1921. One was on the Fall Street side of the building, and the other was on
the Mynderse Street side near Fall Street. In 1922, the 1917 marquee on the south wall was
removed. Three years later, the 1890 exterior covered stairway on the north wall was removed
and a wooden ramp for automobiles was constructed here. Another exterior stairway—this one
on the east wall and installed in 1917—was removed sometime after 1921 and before 1944. A
metal pole-mounted sign commemorating the Women’s Rights Convention of 1848 was placed at
the southeast corner of the building by the New York State Department of Education in 1932,
according to the date imprinted on the sign. Added to the west side of the building sometime
after 1925 and before 1944 was an exterior two-story enclosed stairway built of concrete block.

The exterior paving surfaces were described in a plat map drawn in 1944. These included
a “cement sidewalk” along Fall Street and a “5.5” Blacktop Sidewalk” along Mynderse Street.
A 1948 photograph reveals that by that time, the two electrical poles photographed in 1921 had
been replaced by one pole at the east side of the building. (This pole exists today.) The 1925
automobile ramp on the north wall was removed in 1947, its function having been assumed by
an elevator added at that time. The shaft for this elevator projected slightly from the west wall,
as can be observed today.
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Crowding the building throughout this period was the Fisher Theatre, built in 1915 on the
lot immediately to the west. By 1955 it was known as the Strand Theatre, according to the
Sanborn map of 1925 corrected to 1955.

Interior Elements

Room Arrangement and Use

Four changes in use occurred this period, in 1919, 1922, 1925, and 1947. All required at
least some rearrangement and remodeling of interior space. Details on the use of the building
and various tenants were obtained from Sharon Brown’s historical data section of the historic
structure report for the Wesleyan Chapel building.”

The former movie theater was converted in 1919 for use as a garage and public hall.
Offices that had been created in 1917 in both the first and second stories in the 1872 south
addition remained unchanged. The two first-story offices were located on either side of the 1872
addition. The New York Telephone Company continued to occupy one of the offices. The
other appears to have been used by G.L. Brady, according to newspaper advertisements
published in 1921 and 1922. Brady, an electrician who sold electrical supplies and gasoline,
was located at the corner of Fall and Mynderse Streets. The second story of the 1872 south
addition consisted of a suite of offices, all of which continued to be occupied by optometrist and
physician Dr. Albert J. Frantz, who had first rented the space in 1917.

The new garage in 1919 was situated behind the first-story offices, in the space formerly
occupied by the main level of the movie theater. Two new wide entrances were provided, one
off Fall Street (the former theater entrance) and one off Mynderse Street. One activity con-
ducted by the garage—vulcanizing and tire repair—was originally to be housed “below the
stage,” i.e., on the first story of the 1890 north addition. It is likely that this area continued to
be separated from the rest of the building by the former exterior north brick wall of the 1872
north addition.

The new public hall in 1919 was located behind the second-story offices, at the level of the
former movie-theater balcony. This required that a new floor be built at this level. (Ironically,
such a floor had existed from 1872 to 1917, when it was removed.) It seems clear that the stage
at the north end of the hall (in the 1890 north addition) was retained at this time. Whether or
not it was used as such is not known. A 1919 newspaper article cited plans to install a large

0 Brown, pp. 99-100.
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window “on the level of the stage,” and to use that part of the building “as a display
floor”—possibly to advertise the garage.

The new garage facilities were first used -by the Seneca Falls Garage, Inc., and later
(beginning in August 1921) by the Kibbey Repair Shop. The second-story hall was used for
various functions including lectures and athletic events, according to the documentary records for
1921 that mention both a lyceum hall and the Seneca Falls Athletic Association.

The arrival of Fred Huntington’s Ford automobile dealership as a new tenant in 1922
caused several changes to be made to the building. A 1922 newspaper article indicates that the
space just inside the Fall Street entrance—the area in the center of the 1872 south addition,
between the two offices—was converted to a sales floor. This caused the Fall Street entrance to
be replaced with a large showroom window.

Little else appears to have changed in 1922, except that a florist business—E.W. Hudson
and Son—also became a new tenant. Hudson most likely replaced the electrician G.L. Brady
and occupied one of the first-story offices/stores in the 1872 south addition. Possibly it was one
of these tenants or an employee who signed his name on the basement wall, “K. Carroll
7/27/22.” Carroll’s name may be seen in the basement today.

By 1925, according to the Sanborn map of that year, the garage space had been expanded.
This was accomplished by making several changes to the interior layout of the building. In the
first story, the brick wall dividing the main garage from the 1890 north addition was removed.
(As stated previously, this wall was the remnant of the north wall of the 1872 north addition.)
In the second story, the former public hall and its stage were replaced with an automobile
storage area. Total capacity of the garage was 40 cars.

Other work that may have occurred in 1925 was the enlargement of the first-story show-
room at the front of the building. An exterior photograph dated 1928 (fig. 43) shows that by
that time, a new showroom window had been introduced in the east wall of the 1872 south
addition. Through this window may be seen the showroom, enlarged to include the space
formerly occupied by the southeast corner office/store.

Tenants of the building in 1925 were Huntington Ford (later Pontiac), New York Tele-
phone, and Dr. Frantz. Huntington was replaced by the Seneca Falls Sales Company (a Ford
dealership) in February 1928. Dr. Frantz died in 1932, and New England Telephone moved
down the street in 1934.

The building was remodeled one last time in 1947. This was done under the direction of
Henderson and Lathrop, Inc., owners of both the building and the Seneca Falls Sales Company.
The entire building was converted at this time to serve as an automobile dealership and repair
facility. The use of each area was described in detail in a newspaper article dated January
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1948.*' In the first story of the newly reconstructed south addition was the display (or show)
room. Behind this area was the minor-repair section of the service department, including
storage facilities for small parts and accessories. In the second story was the major-repairs
section of the service department, which carried out both mechanical and body work. Heavy
and large parts were also stored here. A large electric elevator was installed to transport
automobiles between stories.

No changes are known to have been made in the interior layout after 1947. The building
continued to be occupied by an automobile dealership through 1958 (the Seneca Falls Sales
Company was replaced briefly by East Motors in 1958). Sometime after 1928, the building was
temporarily used by the Seneca Knitting Mills following a fire at its main facility.

Floors

Major alterations to the floors occurred in 1919, 1925, and 1947.

In 1919, the movie-theater portion of the building—the area of the 1843 chapel and the
1872 north addition—was converted to a garage and a public hall as described in a news article
dated October 1919. The space in the first story became the garage. It is believed that the
concrete-slab floor extant today was poured at that time. The earliest documentation for this
floor is 1925, when the Sanborn map recorded it as a “CONC. FL.” The second story (former
balcony) became the public hall. It received a new wood-framed second floor, which also
remains today. This floor is the fourth flooring system in this area, having been preceded by
the 1843 gallery, the 1872 second floor, and the 1917 balcony. Two cast-iron columns from the
1917 balcony were reused to support the new floor. These also exist today.

Most of the second story was remodeled in 1925 to function as a storage area for auto-
mobiles, as illustrated by the Sanborn map of that year. (The second story of the 1872 south
addition, which contained offices, was not altered.) There was little difficulty in converting the
former public hall area, comprised of the 1843 chapel and 1872 north addition. The floor would
have required reinforcing, to support the weight -of the automobiles; the steel I-beams that exist
today were probably installed at that time.

The 1890 north addition, however, needed extensive work to convert it for automobile
storage. As built, this area had three stories: a first story containing an office/store, a middle
story housing dressing rooms, and an upper story comprising the stage. Neither the middle nor
the upper floors were at the same level as the second floor in the rest of the building, which had
been built in 1919. Therefore, these two floors were removed and replaced by one new wood-
framed floor at the same level as the second floor in the rest of the building. Incorporated

%! See note 235.
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within the new floor, along the west wall, was the interior section of the wood ramp built in
1925 to bring automobiles up to the second story (see “Stairways, Ramp, and Elevator,” below).

The last floor renovations were made in.1947. At that time, the south and east walls of
the 1872 south addition were completely rebuilt, judging by a photograph of the building
published in 1948 and an examination of the existing building. This work probably necessitated
the removal and rebuilding of the second floor of the addition. The first floor of the addition,
which had been installed in 1917, was probably retained. It was described in a 1948 news
article as being finished with rubber tiles.

Changes in the method for transporting cars to the second story also resulted in changes to
the second floor of the rear part of the building. The 1947 work included the installation of an
electric elevator at the west wall in the former chapel area. This required that a new opening be
framed in the floor of this area, which dated to 1919. It is also assumed that the obsolete 1925
automobile ramp in the 1890 north addition was removed at this time. This would have required
the patching of the second floor in this area, which dated to 1925.

Stairways, Ramp, and Elevator

Stairways

Several stairways linked the floor levels during this period. The three-story exterior
covered stairway at the exterior north wall of the building—built in 1890 to access the 1890
north addition—was probably retained in 1919. It was last recorded by the Sanborn map of
1916, and was undoubtedly removed in 1925 when the automobile ramp was built along the
north wall.

Also probably retained in 1919 was the two-story open stairway at the exterior east wall of
the building. This stairway had been installed in 1917 to access the balcony of the movie
theater. When that interior space was converted into a public hall, the stairway would have then
served the hall. The local newspaper reported in October 1919 that “there will be two stairways
leading into the [second-story] hall from the Fall Street side.”™ It is doubtful, however, that
these were ever installed: a photograph taken in 1921 (fig. 42) shows only the 1917 stairway.

Another 1917 stairway to the second story was presumably left in place in 1919. This was
the interior stairway to the second-story offices of Dr. Franz. It is conjectured to have run east-
west, and to have been entered through a first-story doorway on Mynderse Street.

It is difficult to ascertain exactly when the two 1917 stairways were removed. The public
hall was converted to a garage in 1925, and long-time tenant Dr. Frantz died in 1932. Both

*2 Brown, p. 99; original quote is from the Seneca Falls Reveille, October 24, 1919,
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stairways may therefore have been replaced sometime after 1932 and before the plat map of
1944, which shows the outline of another stairway on the exterior west side of the building.
This stairway was enclosed by concrete-block walls and exists today.

Ramp

As explained previously, an automobile ramp was built in 1925 that ascended along the
north side of the building and entered it through a doorway at its top end. A brickwork patch
marking the former location of this doorway indicates that it was located below the level of the
second floor, presumably to make the grade less steep. An interior section of ramp was
therefore built from the level of the doorway up to the level of the second floor. The floor
joists of the interior portion of the ramp ran north-south, or parallel to the direction of the ramp.
Their south ends were tied into the second-floor framing; their north ends were let into the north
brick wall at a lower level corresponding to the bottom of the doorway.

As will be explained in the next section, the ramp became obsolete in 1947 when a new
electric freight elevator was installed. The ramp’s decking was removed at about that time, and
its floor joists were cut at their midpoints. The lower portions of the joists were removed; the
upper portions were left in place and covered over by a new ceiling in the first story.

Elevator

The ramp was replaced in 1947 by a modern electric elevator situated mostly within the
1843 section of the building. A news article describing the newly renovated building in January
1948 described this elevator as a “large electric elevator.” A later owner also recalled that the
work done in 1947 included the installation of the elevator. This two-story lift was enclosed by
concrete-block walls. It was manufactured by “MURPHY,” according to writing on the back
plate of the push button that summoned the elevator. The first-story door, on the other hand,
was made by “PEELLE,” according to a metal plate affixed to it. This door slid up and over
the elevator cab like a garage door. An electrical box attached to the south wall of the elevator
in the first story was observed to have a paper label on the inside of the door imprinted with
“JAN 1945.”

Walls

Three significant changes were made to the interior walls during the years 1919-61. First,
the enlargement of the garage in 1925 caused the removal of the first-story brick wall between
the 1872 and 1890 additions. This wall was the remainder of the 1872 addition’s exterior north
wall, the upper part of which had been removed when the 1890 addition was constructed. The
absence of the first-story wall is documented by the Sanborn map of 1925.
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Second, sometime after 1923 and before 1928, the center display area in the first story of
the 1872 south addition was enlarged by incorporating the adjacent east office/store. This
involved the removal of a partition wall installed in 1917. The missing partition is documented
by a photograph taken in 1928 (fig. 43).

Third, all of the interior walls in the 1872 south addition were removed when this area was
completely reconstructed in 1947. The missing partitions are documented by the 1925 Sanborn
map corrected to 1955.

Examination of the existing building indicates that the two-story pilasters installed in 1917
at the east and west walls to strengthen the structure were retained throughout this period. The
same was true of the cement plaster applied to the brick walls in 1917. The concrete-block
exterior walls introduced ca. 1930 and 1947 were painted but were not otherwise finished on
their interior sides.

Ceilings

Relatively little is known about the ceilings for this period. The 1917 offices/stores in the
1872 south addition continued to be used as such in 1919, so their ceilings probably were
retained. The two-story space that had formerly been the movie theater also probably retained
its 1917 pressed-metal ceiling, based on lack of evidence for another ceiling system. However,
the installation of a new second floor in this space in 1919 meant that the area below it—the new
garage area—received a new ceiling at this time. How this ceiling was finished is not known.

In 1925, the 1890 north addition had its middle and upper floors removed and replaced
with a single floor at the same level as the second floor in the rest of the building. The
underside of this floor—i.e., the ceiling of the north end of the garage—was finished with a
pressed-metal ceiling. This ceiling has been dated to 1925 because it did not cover the automo-
bile ramp opening that was also installed at that time.

The south addition was reconstructed in 1947, at which time new ceilings must have been
installed in the first and second stories. It is possible that the first-story ceiling remains in place
today, above the current drop ceiling. (This area was not investigated for the purposes of this
report.) The 1947 second-story ceiling was removed in 1971.

Doorways

No details regarding the interior doorways are known for this period.
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Windows

No details regarding the interior sides of the windows are known for this period.

Stage

The opera house stage installed at the north end of the building in 1890 still existed in
1919. The local newspaper describing the renovation plans in October 1919 reported, “the
space below the stage will be used as a vulcanizing and tire repair department. A large display
window will be placed on the level of the stage and that part of the building will be used as a
display floor.”™® It is not known if these plans were actually carried out. While the old stage
may have survived for awhile, it was most certainly removed in 1925. Two pieces of evidence
support this belief. The Sanborn map of 1925 indicates that the entire second story—except for
the 1872 south addition—was then in use as an automobile storage area. Also, the automobile
ramp built in 1925 was located in the area of the stage.

Finishes

Documentation is scarce concerning the interior finishes for this period. The only known
reference is a description published in January 1948, which followed the renovation of the
building during the previous year. The reference stated, “Display rooms on the first floor are
floored with rubber tile, with walls and woodwork papered and painted in a warm beige. "

Examination of the existing building yielded the following additional information for the
1947 period. In the garage areas, the existing walls that had been plastered in 1917 were
painted. The same was true of the concrete-block walls installed ca. 1930 and 1947. The paint
schemes characteristic of this period divided the walls horizontally, with the bottom portions of
the wall typically painted a dark color and the upper portions a light color. This is apparent
both from areas of paint preserved behind later wall materials, and from the microscopic exam-
ination of paint samples (sample numbers P15, P16, and P19).

Also painted a light color were the ceilings, such as the pressed-metal ceiling in the first
story of the 1890 north addition. This ceiling, installed in 1925, exists today; paint analysis
(sample P21) confirms that it has always been painted a cream-white color.

3 Brown, p. 99; original quote is from the Seneca Falls Reveille, October 24, 1919.
4 Brown, p. 108; original quote is from the Seneca Falls Reveille, January 16, 1948.
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Heating System

The 1919 remodeling campaign left the heating plant for the building in the 1917 basement
of the 1872 south addition. It is not known if the heating system itself was changed or other-
wise modified; it would have been only 2 years old at that time.

By 1925, the heating system was described on the Sanborn map as being a “steam” type.
Radiators were evidently part of the system, based on a photograph taken sometime between
1932 and 1947 that clearly shows a radiator in the southeast corner of the display room.

A new heating system was installed in 1947, according to information obtained by Sharon
Brown from Edwin Riggs, Jr., a former owner of the building. A newspaper article describing
the renovated facilities in January 1948 noted that “The entire building is heated by steam
radiators in the display rooms and unit blowers in the two service departments.”” The new
furnace was fueled by coal, judging by a photograph published in 1948 (fig. 50) that shows a
coal-chute door beneath the middle window in the south wall. This small cast-iron door exists
today.

Lighting System_and Other Electrical Fixtures

The light system was electrical in 1919, as may be surmised from the Sanborn maps of
1916 and 1925, which noted “Lights: Electric.” No details are known about this early lighting
system. The earliest known electrical equipment that exists in the building today is located in
the northeast corner of the basement. This is a socket-type fuse box dated “July 1939.”

The renovation work carried out in 1947 included the installation of new electrical wiring
and fixtures, according to a previous owner of the building.® The largest new fixture was a
“Murphy” elevator used to transport automobiles between the first and second stories. This
elevator exists today. Its electrical box is mounted to its exterior south wall in the first story.
A paper label within the box is dated “JAN 1945.” Other fixtures that may have been installed
at this time are electrical switches mounted to the south wall of the garage in the first story.

* Brown, p. 108; original quote is from the Seneca Falls Reveille, January 16, 1948.
*¢ Brown, p. 109; original reference is to an interview with Edwin Riggs, Jr., in 1986.
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Plumbing System

The toilet room that had been installed in the basement of the 1872 south addition when
that basement was created in 1917 was retained in 1919. It is not known if this was the only
such room in the building, or if other, similar rooms were installed in more convenient loca-
tions.

According to a previous owner, additional plumbing work was done as part of the renova-
tions of 1947.*" This included an automatic sprinkler system, installed in the first and second
stories. Plumbing also would have been required for the automobile-washing area within the
first-story service department.

7 Brown, p. 109; original reference is to an interview with Edwin Riggs, Jr., in 1986.
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