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HI Don, 
 
Summer is usually my busiest, but it is always fun! I hope you are doing well. 
 
I have attached a compilation of things I have found online, and on the GN library 
website.  I have reached out to the GN library to see if they have anything beyond what 
is on the website for reference, but have not heard back. I did a review of the buildings 
from the street, but I've reached out to the Church to see if we can do an up close visit. I 
had sent an email to Carol a while back, but I had not heard from her.   
 
These are my comments for each building: 
 
The Parish House: 
This is the oldest building, and exists as close to the original building architecture style 
(Carpenter Gothic Revival-with material upgrades) as the original construction. I would 
agree that this building can fit the criteria of the landmark rules as 'valuable for a period, 
style, or method of construction', and perhaps 'identified with historic personages'. 
Spinney was a prominent member of the community that made contributions to the 
development of a specific religious group, and community as a whole.  This building has 
also received an award from the Great Neck Historical Society for the 
meticulous restoration/preservation performed.  What is interesting is that an 
inventory form had been submitted to the state in 1977 (attached), but had been labeled 
as 'undetermined' for qualification by NYS. 
 
The Parsonage House: 
This is a fairly old building, but with modifications to the exterior materials over time 
(based on photos and records).  The distinctive characteristics described in the 
Thomaston guide, as well as the building structure inventory form from 1977 (attached), 
have been removed (the original porch and elements in the 'restrained Victorian 
style').  As it exists, it is not necessarily 'valuable for a period, style, or method of 
construction', as this is a fairly common residential style.  If anything, this may be 
considered as 'related outbuilding' or 'non-contributing building' should the parish house 
or the church be considered landmarkable. An inventory form had also been submitted 
to the state in 1977 (attached), but had been labeled as 'undetermined' for qualification 
by NYS. 
 
The Church: 
I have been thinking about this from a few different perspectives... The original church 
was constructed in a gothic revival style with distinctive board and batten vertical siding, 



and pointed arch windows,  etc, which 'exemplified an architectural style'. The new 
church has been constructed in a different style (more of a colonial revival vs the 
original gothic).  As an individual building, this may be 'valuable for a period, style, or 
method of construction', but is not congruent with the style of the other two 
buildings, nor is it in the same style of the original church.  Because it is now greater 
than 50 years old, it could be considered landmarkable per the NPS criteria (as an 
example of a specific style) on its own merits.   
 
The Site: 
I believe if these were three different buildings, it would be simpler to evaluate them on 
their individual merits; Because they are together, the decision to landmark this 
site makes it more complicated, as they are codependent.  I would be comfortable with 
landmarking the parish house, as this is a distinct architectural style, represents a 
period in history, and was built by a prominent member of the community. Perhaps the 
other two buildings are just considered as part of the collective 'site' with the church 
having its own representative architectural style.  Architecturally, the overall site with the 
three buildings, documents the history of a religious group in the community, one of its 
most important members, and the evolution over time.   
 
Please let me know your thoughts.  Perhaps we can talk to NYS again for another 
opinion here.  I will let you know if I find anything else. 
 
Thanks for taking the lead on this! 
 
Best, Julie 







 


