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Management Summary

Phase [ Cultural Resource Investigations for the Proposed Port of Rochester Harbor
Improvement and Harbor Ferry Terminal Project were conducted by the Regional Heritage
Preservation Program (RHPP) of the Rochester Museum & Science Center's (RMSC)
Department of Collections and Research for LaBella Associates, P.C., Rochester, New York.
These investigations were initially imited to Phase IA cultural resource investigations comprised
of an examination of the enyironmental, archacological, and historical literature relevant to the
project area that has been prepared in the 15 years since the Cultural Resources Inventory for the
City of Rochester Local Waterfront Revitalization Program (LWRP) was completed by the
RMSC in 1986 and an on-site inspection of the project area. The primary goal of these
investigations is to update the inventory of known and potential historical and/or archaeological
resources within the project area and to revise the evaluation of its archaeological and historical
sensitivity based on information gathered since 1985.

 Following a request from LaBella Associates, P.C., these inveétigations as originally
proposed, were modified to include Phase IB field investigations comprised of the completion of

. an architectural survey within the project area for any buildings/structures not previously

inventoried and subsurface shovel testing in those sections of the project area that appeared
suitable for subsurface testing.

Project Location

The project area is located in the northernmost section of the City of Rochester, near the
mouth of the Genesee River and south of Lake Ontario, in an area commonly known as Charlotte.
The proposed improvements are generally located in an area bounded by Lake Avenue on the
west, Ontario Beach Park an the north, the Genesee River on the east, and Stutson Street on the
south. The project area also includes a narrow strip of City land extending southerly along the
west bank of the Genesee River to Petten Street. The project area can be found on. the USGS 7.5'

Rochester Bast, N.Y. Quadrangle.
Pfoject Description

The proposed project includes both new construction and rehabilitation of roadways,
buildings, parking lots, and marine features. It is a City of Rochester and Monroe County Capital
Improvement Project with Federal and State aid. :

Environmental Setting

The proposed project area is situated in the north-central section of Monroe County, on the

west side of the Genesee River near its confluence with Lake Ontario. The northern part of the

county lies within a nearly level to gently sloping lake plain which is predominantly the lakebed of
glacial Lake Iroquois. The terrain on the west side of the river within this lake plain has a gradual
slope towards Lake Ontario and contains aumerous Jow ridges and small, circular/elliptical hills
which rise from 5 to 50 ft (1.5 to 15 m) above the lake plain. The eastern edge of the project area
is comprised of the steeply sloping west bank of the Genesce River while the remainder of the

project area gradually increases in elevation to the west.
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Elevations within the project area range from about 252 ft (77 m) AMSL at Ontario Beach .
to about 283 ft (86 m) AMSL at the Genesee Lighthouse Property. However, most of this section
of the City of Rachester was historically lower in elevation and was occupied by extensive marshes
at the time of early settlement. It has subsequently been elevated to its current topography
through repeated filling episodes. The three soil types noted on the soil survey map represented
within the project area reflect both the natural and man-made development of the present

topography.

" Work Completed

These investigations included a revised archaeological site file search including the files of
the New York State Museum (NYSM) and New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and
Historic Preservation (NYSOPRHP), a review of historic maps and atlases not included in the
1986 report prepared for the LWRP, a review of all available documents concerning previous
disturbance within the project area (including recent soil testing/boring information), a review of
all cultural resource investigation reports for projects undertaken in the past 15 years that were
available to the RMSC/RHPP at the time of these investigations, a review of planning documents
prepared for the area during the past 15 years that were available to the RMSC/RHPP at the time
of these investigations, an examination of the files of the Landmark Society of Western New York
(LSWNY) to incorporate any additions to their inventory of buildings/structures within the
project area during the past 15 years, consultation with NYSOPRHP to determine the status of
State and National Register eligibility determinations for all previously inventoried properties, an
on-site field inspection of the project area, an architectural survey of those buildings/structures
within the project area not included in any previous studies or not evaluated by the NYS SHPO,
and finally, the preparation of a report summarnzing the results of the investigations. ‘

Results of Investigations

‘The results of the Phase IA investigations documented the presence of 21 known (recorded)
archaeclogical sites within a two-mile radius of the project area identified as the Proposed Port of
Rochester Harbor Improvement and Harbor Ferry Terminal Project Area. Historic maps and
atlases document the locations of as many as 113 buildings within the project area through time.
There are 68 buildings identified within the project area today (not including associated garages,
barns or other outbuildings), 55 of which appear to be more than 50 years old. :

Based on the extent of previous disturbance documented through geological and
geotechnical investigations for the proposed project (especially that portion of the project area
located north of the CXT tracks and east of Lake Avenue), historic map evidence and the on-site
inspection, the project area was assigned an overall sensitivity estimate of low with regard to
historic and prehistoric archaeological résources. Flowever, in areas exhibiting less disturbance (the
Genesee Lighthouse Site), this sensitivity estimate was modified to high for historic and
prehistoric archaeological sites. Additional filling/dumping also appears to have occurred along
the western bank of the Genesee River east of River Street.
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Despite the number of prehistoric and historic archaeological sites documented within and
surrounding the project area, substantial previous disturbance associated with filling throughout
much of the project area as well as building demolition and road construction, has left little of the
project area suitable for subsurface tesung.

One historic property located within the cultural resource study area established for the
proposed project has previously been listed on the SRHP/NRHP. The Genesee (Charlotte)
Lighthouse and Keeper's House (9ONR1478)(Figure 22b, Structure 31), were Listed on the NRHP
on 13 August 1974 and the SRHP on 23 June 1980. The Genesee Lighthouse was designated a
Rochester City Landmark in 1974.

Twenty-six of the remaining 67 buildings within the project area were either i:)reviously '

' evaluated by the New York State Historic Preservation Office (NY SHPO) or inventoried during
previous cultural resource surveys that included all or part of the current project area. All 68

buildings located within or immediately adjacent to the project area are summarized in Table 4 of
this report. Thirteen buildings within the project area have not been previously inventoried because
they have not yet reached the 50 year threshold for consideration by the SHPO.

Of the 26 buildings previously inventoried or evaluated, that are located within or
immediately adjacent to the project area, 2 have been determined to be NR-eligible as individual
properties, 11 have been determmed to be NR-eligible as a group (as part of Ontario Beach Park),
and 13 have been determined not to be eligible for listing on either the State or National Register
of Historic Places (SRHP/NRHP) by the New York State Office of Parks Recreation and
Historic Preservation (NYSOPRHP) Office of Project Review. '

The two buildings previously inventoried that have been determined to be individually
eligible for inclusion on the SRHP/NRHP by the NYSOPRHP Office of Project Review are the
NYC Railroad Station (USN'05540.006178)(Figure 22b, Structure 20) and the Hojack Swing
Bridge (USN 05540.001471)(Figure 22b, Structure 55).

Eleven of buildings in Ontario Beach Park(Figure 22c, Structures 58-68), including the
Ontario Beach Park Carousel (Figure 22¢, Structure 58), located within or adjacent to the
proposed project area (there are more buildings within the park but they are not within or
immediately adjacent to the project area), have been determined to be NR-eligible as a group by
the NYSOPRHP Office of Project review as part of Ontario Beach Park (USN 05540.007538).
The Ontario Beach Carousel was designated a Rochester City Landmark in 1980.

The RMSC/RHPP and Dr. James Darlington, Architectural Historian, identified 29
buildings which are more than 50 years old and have not been inventoried or previously evaluated
by NY SHPO. Based on the results of the architectural survey, two properties evaluated for this
report appear to be potentially eligible for inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places.
The remaining properties more than 50 years old generally have a low degree of historic or
architectural integrity and are not recommended NR-eligible.

The two structures that do not appear to have been evaluated by the NYSOPRHP are

identified as Structure 23 and Structure 57 in this report. Structure 23 (10 Latta Road), the
Tapecon Inc. Office/1902 U.S. Customs Office, was first identified in the Historic Resources
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Survey of the City of Rochester New York completed by Mack Consulting, This early twentieth-
century structure once served as the U.S. Customs Office for the Port of Rochester. Based upon
an evaluation of this structure by Dr. James Darlington, Architectural Historian, for the
RMSC/RHPP, this structure appears to be potentially NR-eligible. Structure 57 (North
Warehouse/Former City of Rochester Department of Commerce Municipal Dock Terminal
Building) does not appear to have been previously inventoried.

Conclusions and Recommendations

Based on the extent of previous disturbance documented through geological and
geotechnical investigations for the proposed project, historic map evidence and the on-site
inspection, it does not appear that any intact or partially intact historic and prehistoric
archaeological resources could have survived in areas documented as previously disturbed.
Therefore, substantial previous disturbance associated with filling, building demolition, grading

‘and construction throughout much of the project area, has left little of the project area suitable for

subsurface testing,.

The only area that would be suited for subsurface testing is the Genesee Lighthouse Site .
However, since no site specific ground-disturbing activities are currently proposed for this area, no
archaeological investigations have been recommended for the proposed Port of Rochester Harbor
Improvement and Harbor Fetry Terminal Project Area. If any ground disturbing activities are
proposed for the Genesee Lighthouse Site area, the RMSC/RHPP recommends consultation with
the NY SHPO and a qualified archaeclogist to develop an appropriate scope of wotk for
conducing archacological investigations prior to any construction/site preparation activities. Based
on praject plans, as currently proposed, the Charlotte Lighthouse, previously listed on the
SRHP/NRHP, will not be adversely affected by the Port of Rochester Harbor Improvement and
Harbor Ferry Terminal Project. , : '

Two of the 26 buildings/properties previously inventoried have been determined to be
individually eligible for inclusion on the SRHP/NRHP by the NYSOPRHP. Based on project
plans, as currently proposed, the Hojack Swing Bridge (Structure 55), previously determined NR-
Eligible, does not appear to be adversely affected by the Port of Rochester Harbor Improvement
and Harbor Fetry Terminal Project. Likewise, based on project plans, as currently proposed, the
former NYC Railroad Station (414/420 River Street), previously determined NR-Eligible, will
not be adversely affected by the Port of Rochester Harbor Improvement and Harbor Ferry
T erminal Project. No plans are currently proposed to renovate or rehabilitate the NYC Railroad
Station. However, it should be noted that it does not appear that the building is being maintained -
in good order and continues to deteriorate at an increasingly rapid rate. [t is recommended that
the condition of this structure be monitored on a regular basis and efforts are encouraged to find

the means to stabilize and preserve this building.

Based on project plans, as currently proposed, Ontario Beach Park, including the carousel,
previously determined NR-Eligible, will not be adversely affected by the Port of Rochester -
Harbor Improvement and Harbor Ferry Terminal Project. However, design plans are being
considered for landscape plantings and some forms of structural detail to be placed at the
southern entrance to Ontario Beach Park. The RMSC/RHPP recommends that the City of
Rochester continue to consult with the NYSOPRHP during the design phase to determine the
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most appropriate materials and design for any improvements planned within or along the park
boundaries. ' ' :

Based on project plans, as currently proposed, the Tapecon Office/1902 U.S. Customs
House (10 Latta Road), potentially NR-Eligible, will not be adversely impacted by the Port of
Rochester Harbor Improvement and Harbor Ferry Terminal Project. Similarly, based on project
plans, as currently proposed, the North Warehouse Former City of Rochester Department of
Commerce Municipal Dock Terminal Building (Structure 57), potentially NR-Eligible, will not
be adversely affected by the Port of Rochester Harbor Improvement and Harbor Ferry Terminal
Project. Design plans are underway for improvements to the environmental setting and character
of both these buildings and their surroundings. The RMSC/RHPP recommends that the City of
Rochester continue to consult with the NYSOPRHP during the design phase to determine the
most appropriate materials and design for any improvements planned in the areas surrounding
these two buildings and improvements to the North Warehouse.
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Introduction

The Rochester Museum & Science Center's Regional Heritage Preservation Program
(RMSC/RHPP) was contacted by Mr. Sergio Esteban, P.E., LaBella Associates, P.C., Rochester,
New York, to provide a proposed Scope of Work and Budget Estimate for Phase JA Cultural
Resource Investigations for the preliminary planaing for the Port of Rochester Harbor
Improvement and Harbor Ferry Terminal Project, located in the City of Rochester, Monroe
County, New York (Figure 1). The City of Rochester is proceeding with the implementation of
some of the projects outlined in the Local Waterfront Revitalization Plan (LWRP) for the
Charlotte Harbor area. The Phase A Cultural Resource Investigations were requested in
compliance with existing state and federal regulations regarding the location, evaluation and
preservation of cultural resources that may suffer adverse impacts from government assisted or
permitted construction projects. T he project area is located in the northernmost section of the
City of Rochester, near the mouth of the Genesee River south of Lake Ontario, in an area

" commonly known as Charlotte, Monroe County, New York (Figure 2).

The proposed Paort of Rochester Hatbor Improvement and Harbor Ferry Terminal Project is
consistent with local planning contained in the Local Waterfront Revitalization Plan (LWRP) and
subsequent updates. The proposed project includes both new construction and rehabilitation of
roadways, buildings, parking lots, and marine features. It is a City of Rochester and Monroe
County Capital Improvement Project, funded in part with Federal and State aid.

The project area is located in the northernmost section of the City of Rochester, near the
mouth of the Genesee River and south of Lake Ontario, in an area commonly known as Charlotte
(Figures 3). The project area can be found on the USGS 7.5' Rochester East, N.Y. Quadrang]e
(Figure 4). The proposed improvements are generally located in an area bounded by Lake Avenue
on the west, Ontario Beach Park on the north, the Genesee River on the east, and Stutson Street
on the south (Photographs 1-18). The project area also includes a narrow strip of City land
extending southerly along the west bank of the Genesee River to Petten Street.

Phase JA investigations for the proposed project were to consist of an examination of the
environmental, archaeological, and historical literature relevant to the project area that has been
prepared in the 15 years since the Cultural Resources Inventory for the Rochester LWRP was
completed by the RMSC in 1986. The primary goal of this documentary research is to update the
inventory of known and potential historical and/or archaeological resources within the project area
and to revise the evaluation of its archacological sensitivity based on information gathered since
1985. These investigations included a revised archacological site file search including the files of
the New York State Museum (NYSM) and New York State Office of Parks; Recreation and
Historic Preservation (NYSOPRHP), a review of historic maps and atlases not included in the
1986 report prepared for the LWRP, a review of all available documents concerning previous
disturbance within the project area (including recent soil testing/boring information), a review of
all cultural resource investigation reports for projects undertaken in the past 15 years that were
available to the RMSC/RHPP at the time of these investigations, a review of planning documents
prepared for the area during the past 15 years that were available to the RMSC/RHPP at the time
of these investigations, a review of information currently being collected by the City of Rochester
Department of Planning to update the city-wide architectural survey (completed in 1986),
interviews with persons with specific knowledge of the history and development of the project
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Photograph 1. General

i s

Photograph 2. General P

CH

Project Area - Southern Project Area Limits from Petten and
Lakeport Streets, looking east.

roject Area - Petten Street from Lakeport Street, looking west.



~

B

g

- e e

| . {

g

Photograph 3. General Project Area - River Street from Petten Street, looking north.

Photograph 4. General Project Area - River Strect from 218 River Street, looking north.
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General'Proj ect Area - i{iver Seet fom Stutson Street, looking north.
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Photograph 8. General Project Area - River Street from Pelican Marina, looking south.
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Photograph 10. General Project Area - Lighthouse Street from Latta Road,.looking north.
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'Photograph 11. General Project Axea - nghthouse Street from Keeper's House and nghthouse,
! okmg south.

: .

otograph 12. Genal roj ect Area - Lake Avenue from '63 Lake Avenue, looking south.



Photograph 13. General PI'OJ ect Area - Lake Avenue from 4705 Lake Avenue,
lookine south.

Photograph 14. General Project Area - Lake Avenue from 4739 Lake Avenue,
looking south.




Photograph 16. General Project Area - Lake Avenue from Ontario Beach Park,
looking south.




Photograph 17. General Project Area - Ontario Beach Park and Municipal Bathhouse,
_from Lake Avenue, looking northwest.
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_ Photograp 18. General Project Area - North and South Warehouses and former site of
Iron Foundry, from Lake Avenue, looking east.
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area, an examination of the files of the Landmark Society of Western New York (LSWNY) to
incorporate any additions to their inventory of buildings/structures within the project area,
consultation with NYSOPRHP to determine the status of State and National Register eligibility
determinations for all previously inventoried propertiés, an on-site field inspection of the project
area, and finally, the preparation of a report summarizing the results of these mvestigations.

Following completion of the literature search, a field inspection of the project area was
undertaken. This field inspection was designed to provide information that would be used in
conjunction with the background rescarch to identify areas of historical, architectural and/or
archaeological potential within the project boundaries. Photographs were taken to document
general project area conditions. The field inspection also aided in identifying areas that have a low
potential for containing cultural resources such as areas of excessive slope and/or disturbed areas.

On 6 November 2000, LaBella Associates, P.C., on behalf of the City of Rochester,
requested that the RMSC/RHPP undertake completion of an architectural survey of those
buildings/structures within the project area not included in any previous studies or not previously
evaluated. The RMSC/RHPP retained the services of Dr. James Darlington, Architectural
Historian, to complete the architectural survey, evaluate all structures more than 50 years oid
within the project area and prepare NYS Building Structure Inventory Forms for all buildings that
were potentially eligible for inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places. On 22
November 2000, Mr. Richard VenVertloh, LaBella Associates, P.C., indicated that the report
format being used by the RMSC/RHPP was acceptable for their needs as well as the project

sponsors..

This report presents the results of the work undertaken as part of the Phase IA and IB
cultural resource survey for the Proposed Port of Rochester Harbor Improvement and Harbor
Ferry Terminal Project. This document is organized into the following sections: Management
Summary, Introduction, Project Background, Environmental Setting, Culture History, Sensitivity
Estimate, Phase IB Field Procedures, Results, Conclusions and Recommendations, and Sources
Consulted. : :

Project Background

" The City of Rochester began the development of a Local Waterfront Revitalization Plan
(LWRP) in 1989. The LWRP included planning concepts for the "Charlotte Harbartown" area.
The Port site is included within the boundaries of the City of Rochester's Local Waterfront
Revitalization Program (LWRP) adopted in 1990. The purpose of the LWRP is to establish
strategies to enhance waterfront recreation-and economic development uses for waterfront along
the lower Genesee River and Lake Ontario. Later drafts of the LWRP expanded the study area to
include waterfronts along the entire lengths of the Genesee River and Erie Canal within the City's

limits.

In 1991 the City of Rochester adopted the River Harbor District (115-72) mto 1ts Zoning
Code. The River Harbor District is intended to preserve and enhance the recreational-character of
the harbor area at the mouth of the Genesee River; improve the visual quality of the harbor
eNVIronIent; preserve, retain, and promote public access, both physically and visually, to the
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shoreline; and encourage tourism in the area (LaBella Associates, et. al. 2000:3).

In 1998, the City completed an update of the LWRP, which includes final
recommendations for project identification and implementation actions for the Charlotte Harbor.
The completion of the revised LWRP included an extensive planning and public consultation
process, ail of which is documented in a report entitled "Updated Local Waterfront Revitalization
Plan - Final Recommendations, Projects & Implementations Actions for Charlotte Harbor.” The
contents of that report form the basis for proceeding with specific projects in the port area. A
project for a ferry/inter-modal transportation facility was added due to the interest of private
developers in operating a ferry between Rochester, New York and Toronto, Ontario, Canada.

The Preliminary Financial and Economic Analysis Lake Ontario Fast Ferty Feastbility Study was
completed in July of 1997 by Transportation Economics & Management Systems, a maritime
consulting firm based in Virginia. The study was funded by the City of Rochester and the City of
T oronto. The data contained in this report was the basis of 2 proposal submitted to the City of
Rochester and the City of Toronto by Lake Ontario Fast Ferry (LOFF) to operate a ferry
between the two-cities. When LOFF was unable to secure financing to underwrite its proposed
operation, the City of Rochester, Monroe County, the City of Toronto and the Toronto Port
Authority began to work together to solicit proposals from other potential ferry operators.
Currently, the partnership has retained Transystems of Reston, VA, to develop a market analysis
and a formal request for proposals from four interested private firms (LaBella Associates, et. al.

2000:3). . . -

Tn 1998 the City of Rochester commissioned the Charlotte:Harbortown, Port Area
Improvements, Schematic Design Plan, Bergmann'Associates, May 1999, to further define
appropriate long-term uses of the Port, and to determine public infrastructure improvements
fecessary to support a fast ferry terminal facility. The Schematic Design Plan integrated program
and infrastructure requirements related to the terminal facility with full build-out goals and
strategies expressed by the most recent draft of the LWRP at the time. The City programmed
the development of the Port site for preliminary design and began to secure funds. Commitments
for funding from the Federal TEA-21 program were received in 1999 (LaBella Associates, et. al.
2000:7).

The City of Rochester has formed the Harbortown Advisory Committee to provide mnput
on the implementation of the development goals of the LWRP. The committee is comprised of
members representing federal and local agencies, Charlotte businesses and neighborhoods, and
officials from the Towns of Greece and [rondequoit. Three subcommittees have been formed to
focus on the-areas of port operations and maintenance, economic development, and public safety

(LaBella Associates, et. al. 2000:7).

The City of Rochester will be implementing several other initiatives outlined by the Local
Waterfront Revitalization Plan for the Genesee River and the Port of Rochester. The City has two
projects on Lake Avenue that will upgrade this transportation facility. The first project is entitled
Lake Avenue Improvement Project - Stutson Street to Beach Avenue (City PC 99010). This City of
Rochester project is under construction and will be completed during the Spring 2001. The
project is supported by a detailed traffic analysis that includes future traffic generated by the
development of the Port site. As such, the highway section from Stutson Street to just north of the
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CSXT railroad bridge will consist of two travel lanes in each direction with recessed parking where
appropuiate. The remainder of the project length to Beach Avenue will consist of one travel land in
each direction with recessed parkmg as appropriate. Flush and/or raised medians are utilized. New
traffic signal will be added at the intersection of Latta Road, proposed Ferry Street (current
entrance to the loop road serving the Port area), and at Corrigan Street. At the Lake Avenue and
Beach Avenue intersection, the eastern leg at the intersection will be severed. Therefore, the one-
way, counter-clockwise loop will be converted to a two-way road. Other improvements include
extensive streetscape enhancements in conformance with local planning.

Other local streets serving the area include River Street, Latta Road, Lighthouse Street,
Fleming Street, Hincher Street, Corrigan Street, and Ester Street. Beach Avenue is a collector.

The City currently has a project to rebuild three of the aforementioned streets. The project
is entitled, River Street, Latta Road, and Lighthouse Street Improvement Project (City PC 99201,
NYSDOT PIN 4753.02). This locally administered City of Rochester federal aid project includes
the reconstruction of the three named streets. Latta Road will remain a two-land road (one land
each direction) with recess parking as appropriate. River Street will remain one-way northbound
between Stutson Street and Latta Road and will remain a two-way road {one lane in each
direction) north of Latta Road. Lighthouse Street will remain a two-way street providing public
access to the historic lighthouse. Planning for these street improvements has been coordinated
with the Lake Avenue project and takes into account future traffic volumes associated with the
Port. Extensive street enhancements are proposed in accordance with the Harbortown guidelines,

Planned Development for the Area

The City of Rochester's LWRP proposes development strategies for the Port of Rochester
area. These strategies are generally consistent with the objectives of the River Harbor Ovetlay
District and encourage water-otiented commercial and public development. Potential uses for the
Port site identified in the LWRP include transient boater service, marine commercial, family-
related entertainment, specialty retail, restaurant, lodging, and offices.

Public and private utility infrastructure will be extended along new roadways in anticipation
of future development; however, there are presently no firm commercial or private plans for
development within the Port site other than those proposed under this project (LaBella Associates,
et. al. 2000).

Project Objectives

‘The project objectives include constructing cost-effective improvements using current design
standards. These objectives include:

1. Construction of new surface parking lots to serve public use at Ontario

Beach Park and the Port site.

2. Improvement of vehicle, pedestrian, and bicycle access to the
waterfront and Port site facilities.
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3. Construction of a new ferry terminal facility to accommodate an
international vehicle/passenger ferry service including ferry operation, US
Customs, US INS, and public use facilities.

" 4, Implementation of marine improvements to accommodate the
operation of an international vehicle/passenger ferry.

5. Construction of a transient marina facility for "day use" by boaters
visiting the area. '

6. Construction of utility infrastructure improvements to support the ferry
terminal and future Port site development.

This project has been developed following recommendations contained in the Charlotte:
Harbortown Port Area Improvements Schematic Design Plan. The proposed roadway layouts and
improvements of the marine and building facilities are consistent with that report. Several
alternatives were studied prior to coming to the recommended site plan. In summary, the team
reviewed three alternatives with several variations on each plan.

Alternative A (see Figure 5)

This option would rotate the ferry building perpendicular to the water's edge and extends
a service building parallel to River Street for bus inspection, with primary and secondary
inspection at the south end of the site. It required moving the Ferry Street (proposed) 90 ft
northward creating an alignment, which intersected Fleming Street (existing) at Lake
Avenue. The north warehouse was redeveloped in this scheme, but the space for ferry
square was smaller. The major problem with this approach was the separation of the
Customs and INS elements serving the three modes of operation, pedestrian, car, and bus
traffic. This plan also required landfill into the river to create the vehicular brudge and
reduced the docking space for cruise boats along the river wall (LaBella Associates, et. al.
2000:43).

Alternative B (see Figure 6) _
This option was selected over Alternatives A and C and the proposed facilities are based on
the development of this option. It requires the construction of the ferry termmal and

- related facilities at a location just south of the existing warehouses. U.S. Customs and INS
requirements for primary and secondary inspection areas are met in compliance with the
current guidelines. The development of this option allows for ample space for the berthing
of excursion vessels and other boats at the north end of the Port. Pedestrian access to the
riverfront is provided along the waterfront. Adequate parking for the users of the Lake
Ontario Beach Park is available. This option preserves the existing north warehouse .
building for potential reuse and recognizes its importance to the architectural character of
the Port (LaBella Associates, et. al. 2000:43).
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Alternative C (see Figure 7)

' This option investigated the poss1b1].1ty of ﬂtppmg the ferry terminal to the north end of
the site, and placing the proposed marina at the southern end near the swing bridge. This
approach required the removal or partial reuse of the north warchouse building and the
removal of the south warehouse. Internal operations for border crossing were intended to
be a mirror image of the Plan B and, therefore, would be acceptable to Customs and INS.
It advocated the reconstruction of the northern river wall step to create the vehicle-loading
ramp. Althcugh interesting from a navigation viewpoint since the ferry was adjacent to the
existing turning basin, it also placed this vessel closer to the more turbulent area of the
river, potentially making operations during extreme weather difficult. Other reasons why

 this alternative was rejected include: 1) the greater negative impact which the embarking
and disembarking areas would have on the Ontario Beach Park and historic Carousel; 2)
the demolition of the north warehouse structure; and 3) the reduction and or relocation of
patking to serve the existing Ontario Beach Park (LaBella Associates, et. al. 2000:46).

As previously mentioned, Alterna‘uve B was selected over Alternatives A and C anid the
proposed facilities are based on the development of this option. A description of the
recommended alternative is presented below. For a detailed account of current project plans refer
to the report titled Pre-Draft Design Report/Environmental Assessment for the Port of Rochester
Harbor Improvement and Harbor Ferry Terminal (LaBella Associates, et. al. 2000).

Access/ 'Transportation

Ferry Street, Corrigan Street, Hincher Street.

The transportation access improvements include the construction of these three new streets
into the port area from Lake Avenue consistent with the concepts developed in the Charlotte:
Harbortown Port Area Improvements Schematic Design Plan. The improvements include new
pavement, curbs, sidewalks, lighting streetscape and landscape features, signage, and utilities. The
alignment of Ferry Street has been coordinated with the site design for the terminal building and
the embarking and disembarking areas for the ferry operation. The construction of Hincher Street
is not essential during the inttial phase of the project. Access to the Port and circulaton patterns to
handle the anticipated volumes of traffic does not require its construction. The need for Hincher
Street is a function of the future development of the parcels located between Ferry Street and
Corngan Street. The intersections of Ferry Street and Corrigan Street are being constructed under
the Lake Avenue Improvement Project (LaBella Associates, et. al. 2000:46).

River Street Extension (Station R21+50 to Ontario Beach Park)

The improvements consist of constructmg new pavements, curbing, sidewalks, hghtmg,
streetscape and landscape features, signage, and utilities following the concepts developed in the
Charlotte: Harbortown Port Area Improvements Schematic Design Plan. An adjacent City of
Rochester project including River Street, Latta Road (Lake Avenue to River Street), and
Lighthouse Street is under design and it is anticipated to be under construction in year 2001,
River Street extension will meet this adjacent project at Station R21+50.

The alignment of River Street Extension requires the establishment of right-of-way through
parcels currently owned by the United States of America, City of Rochester, CSXT, and Monroe
County (boat launch)(LaBella Associates, et. al. 2000:46).
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Utilities

Public

Street hghnng improvements will include the installation of new poles, fixtures, and
equipment consistent with City-approved standards and the improvements proposed for the
O'Rorke Bridge, Lake Avenue Improvements, and River Street Improvements projects. Storm
sewer, sanitary sewer, and water mains will be installed along the proposed roadway system.
Provisions for servicing the new terminal building, the North Warehouse, and development
parcels are also part of the project (LaBella Associates, et. al. 2000:50).

Private

Cootdination with the private utlllty companies has been initiated. It is anticipated that gas,
electric, telephone, and cable TV services will be installed underground in the Port area. The
design and installation of these utilities will:be coordmated wn:h the rest of the project (LaBella
Assaciates, et. al. 2000:50).

Site Improvements

- Parking

Parking areas are being provided as pm of this project in the parcels north of Corrigan .
Street, from Lake Avenue to Ferry Street, and the two parcels south of Corrigan Street and north
of Ferry Street, between River Street Extension and Ferry Street. These parking areas will service
the needs for the Ontario Beach Park, the north warehouse, and the passenger and terminal

 facility for the ferry operation (LaBella Associates, et. al. 2000:50).

Beach Avenue Gateway Area
The current Beach Avenue east of Lake Avenue, which serves exiting traffic to Lake Avenue,

~ will be eliminated as such. Landscape features will be installed as part of this project to address the

transition from the new parking lots to Ontario Beach Park. A pedestrian gateway into Ontario
Beach Park is also to be constructed. Due to the number of existing public and private utilities, the
Beach Avenue right-of-way will not be abandoned (LaBella Associates, et. al. 2000:50).

Waterfront Pedestrian Promenade (River Walk)

The proposed improvements include the development of a waterfront pedestrian promenade
along the west side of the Genesee River extending northward from Petten Street to the terminal
area and from the area Just north of the terminal facilities to the walk out to the existing pier.
Initially, as part of the improvements being constructed, the section along the proposed terminal
building and continuing north along the river to the pier will be installed. The planned promenade
from Petten Street to the terminal building will not be constructed as part of this project unul
property ownership issues can be resolved to provide for public access. However, its planning has

‘been developed as part of this project (LaBella Associates, et. al. 2000:50).

Terminal Plaza

The area located just north of the terminal building and south of the north warehouse
between Ferry Street a.nd the river has been designed as a "plaza". Its function is to provide for the
"drop off” and "pick up" of passengers using the terminal; and also to create a space open to the
view of the river, that links the pedestrian pathway along the street grid with the promenade along
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the waterfront (LaBella Associates, et. al. 2000:51).

Marine/Waterside Improvements

River Wall

The existing quay wall along the west side of the river Wﬂl be rehabilitated and/or
reconstructed to provide for the operations of the proposed ferry and excursion vessels anticipated
to dock at the Port of Rochester. The alignment of the new wall follows the existing wall. The
limits of the reconstructed/rehabilitated wall are the south side of the existing boat launch and the
begm.mng of the pier at the north end. Provisions will be made at the north end for the
construction of the future transient marind that is planned at the area between the south end of the
pier and the north warehouse (LaBella Assoctates, et. al. 2000:51).

Berthing Facilties

- The- berthmg facilities for the proposed fast ferry will be located at the south end of the
reconstructed river wall that is'at the location of the existing boat launch. Provisions for the
berthing of the excursion vessels will be located at the north end of the wall starting aimost
directly across from the North Warehouse (LaBella Associates, et. al. 2000:51).

Transient Visitor Marina
A transient marina is being planned at the north end of the project immediately south of the
Ontario Beach Park. Its construction is not part of the project, but its location and approximate

' size have been defined to provide for the future implementation of this facility when funding

becomes available {LaBella Associates, et. al. 2000:51). -

Marina Extmsxon (Perten Street to Terminal Building)

There is a need of additional boat docking along both s1c1es of the river. There is no funding
at this point for the installation of these facilities; however, this project has identified a more
efficient layout of boat docks from the River Street area to the south (Petten Street area) along the
City owned property. A hydrographic survey has been done to determine the depths in the area in
order to provide for sufficient depth for the future docking facilities (LaBella Associates, et. al.
2000:51).

Dredging and Scour Protection

The operation of the proposed fast ferry requires dredging within the navigational channel
and also up to the river wall. The United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACOE) 1s planning
to let a contract to dredge within the navigational channel in 2001. It is anticipated the additional
dredging required for the ferry operation will be done under the same contract. The USACOE
and the City of Rochester are in the process of executing the corresponding agreement (LaBella
Associates, et. al. 2000:52).

Swing Brdge

The existing swing bridge, located just south of the boat launch, is no longer in use. Its
removal is desirable to facilitate the navigation along the river, and the USACOE 1s considering
evaluating the need for removal of the bridge. The fast ferry can berth and maneuver in the
existing waterway even if the bridge is not removed; therefore, this project does not include the
removal of the swing bridge (LaBella Associates, et. al 2000:52).
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Boat Launch . . :

The Monroe County Boat Launch and its parking area, located just north of the CSXT
property, will need to be relocated. The space it currently occupies will be used for the
construction of the River Street extension, the embarking and disembarking facilities, border
crossing space needs, and the proposed new terminal building (LaBella Associates, et. al. 2000:52).

Building Facilities

INYCRR Train Station ' :
The former NYC RR Depot, located at 414/420 River Street across from Latta Road, is to

remain as is. No improvements to the building itself are planned at this point in time (LaBella
Associates, et. al. 2000:52).

South Warehouse )
This building, located just south of the north warehouse, will be demolished under this

project. The propased terminal plaza will be constructed at the location (LaBella Associates, et. al.
2000:52). ‘ '

North Warehouse ‘ ' :
This building is to remain. The structure will be rehabilitated to house some or all of the
potential uses being considered (LaBella Associates, et. al. 2000:52). These potential uses include: _

* Temporary terminal facilities for the fast ferry if its operation begins
before the new terminal in constructed .

¢ Support facilities for the excursion vessels and future transient marina

* Port Authority Headquarters

¢ Commercial space

* Museum and other educational functions

Terminal Building Embarking/Disembarking Facilities :
A new terminal building is part of the project (LaBella Associates, et. al. 2000:53), The

structure will house the following program uses:

* Ferry operator

* U.S. Customs Service

¢ INS

* Other border crossing Federal agencies
* Port operation offices

* Commercial/retail space

The embarking and disembarking areas are part of the site for the terminal building. They
are being sized to accommadate the transfer of approxzimately 175 vehicles and 600 passengers ta
be the expected capacity of the Ferry being considered. Primary and secondary inspection needs
have been designed in accordance with the design guidelines and requirements identified by the
corresponding federal agencies. :
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A summary of selected design considerations for the recommended alternative are presented

below. Plans for the proposed Port of Rochester Harbor Improvement and Harbor Ferry
Terminal Project have not yet been finalized. '

Parkland

Ontanb Beach Park

Parkland abandonment and replacement is proposed for the 4.2 acres of dedicated parkland
that is currently used for parking and vehicular circulation. T he land will be replaced with 4.2
acres of riverfront land, as well as the Beach Avenue righ -of-way east of Lake Avenue. The
replacement land will insure public access to the water's edge for generation to come and enhance
the southern edge of Ontario Beach Park. Alternatives for parking are addressed through parking
lot development in the project area.. ) '

The riverfront land will be used toAdevelop a boat basin, as reco:.;nmended m Monrce
County Waterfront Recreation Opportunities Study January 19990 (MCWRO), the 1990
Rochester Local Waterfront Revitalization Program and 1999 Charlotte Harbortown, Port Area

Improvements Schematic Design Plan. The remaining land will be used for waterfront promenade
and plaza space. :

With the construction of the new street network in the northern portién of the project area,
access to Ontario Beach Park has changed. The Beach Avenue right-of-way no longer will be
necessary for parking and park access. Consistent with the goals of the 1990 Rochester Local
Waterfront Revitalization Program and 1999 Charlotte Harbortown, Port Area Improvements
Schematic Design Plan, enhancements to the pedestrian circulation and tourist/entertainment
features will replace vehicular needs in the Beach Avenue right-of-way. Such enhancements include
the construction of gateway features, plaza spaces, and pavilions, and a boardwalk connecting the
Genesee River to Lake Avenue, gateway features, plaza spaces, and pavilions. These improvements

will enhance the waterside and landside arrival experience, as well as meet the water resource needs
of the community. '

Landscape Development

The Charlotte Harbortown District will be broken into five design zones (see Figure 9).
Each zone will have identifiable differences from the other design zones; however, there will b
unifying elements used in all of the zones. Descriptions of each district are as follows: :

Ontarto Beach Park (see Figure 10 for design palette)

Ontario Beach Park has an established character and palette of furnishings and amenities. Its
acorn lighting, wood benches, architectural features, railings, boardwalk, emphasized formal
promenades, massing of vegetation, and flowing secondary pedestrian paths are consistent with
park design of the Victorian era. This design character will continue to be used within the context
of the park as shown in Figure 9 (LaBella Associates, et. al. 2000:52).
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Harbor Quay Area
See Figure DH-7

%House Park
See Figure DH-8

Old Port
See Figure DH-8

Lake Avenue
See Figure DH-9

Figure 9

HARACTER CONCEPT

4 PORT OF ROCHESTER
HARBOR IMPROVEMENT

NB-HARBOR FER
ROJECT 1.D. #9

BLN, 4752.60 84752.62

RY TERMINAL
9021

CITY OF ROCHESTER AND MONROE COUNTY

SCALE:
N.T.S.

DATE:
11-00

FIG. NO. DH'5
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Harbor Quay Area (sce Figure 11 for design palette)

The Harbor Quay area is proposed to combine the best of traditional planning and design
with contemporary flair and art. The palette of furnishings and materials include public art,
bollards, benches, banners, fences, and railings with a nautical theme. Sidewalks will consist of
concrete with brick paver accents. Plazas will be made of brick, stone, and concrete. Crosswalks
will be emphasized by the use of brick pavers or highly visible paint patterns. The street will be'
lined with hardwood canopy trees, placed so as not to block sight lines from the streets to the
water. Ornamental trees and shrubs will be used away from the street as colorful accents, screening
and space definers. They will be placed so as not to block views of potential storefronts.

 Lighthouse Park (see Figures 12 and 13 for design palette and section profiles)

The Lighthouse Patk is designed to enhance the presence of the historic lighthouse on the
waterfront. The eastern slope in front of the lighthouse will be a meadow of tall grasses and
perennials. No trees will be planted in front of the lighthouse along the west side of River Street to
allow the lighthouse to be fully visible. Selective clearing of existing vegetation and selective

" location of new plantings will open up views of the lighthouse down Lighthouse Street. The palette

of materials for this area will be that of the old Port area described below.

The Old Port (see Figures 12 and 13 for design palette and section profiles)

The design theme for this area is "Historic Working Waterfront."” River Street through this
area will be built of an earthy brown, exposed aggregate concrete. Granite curbs will be laid on
their side and iron bollards will define the sidewalk. The sidewalks at the intersection of Latta
Road and River Street will have a cobbled texture, with raw cut granite bollards defining the edge
of the street. There will be minimal street trees on River Street. Terra Cotta kettles, varying 3 feet
to 4 feet diameter in size, will be used as planters for small trees, shrubs, and flowers. The raitlroad
bed will be cleaned and planted with grass. A whitewashed wood fence will separate the street
from the railroad, with a large gate at the Latta Road and River Street intersection in front of the
old rail station. Street trees, exposed aggregate sidewalks, and traditional granite curbing will be

used on Latta Road.

Lake Avenue (see Figure 14 for design palette)

Lake Avenue is currently under construction. The street is being built in a Victorian character.
There are a variety of stamped concrete textures being used on the sidewalk, as well as ornate
Victorian street lights and banners. Street trees will be used the length of the project. The
development arcas along the east side of Lake Avenue at the north end of the project area will be
built to fit into the existing design theme, and transitions into differing design are being
considered. ' '
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FIGURE-14

LAKE AVENUE

PORT OF ROCHESTER
HARBOR IMPROVEMENT
AND HARBOR FERRY TERMINAL

PROJECT I.D. #98021
P.LN. 4752.60 & 4752.62

CITY OF ROCHESTER AND MONROE COUNTY
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DATE:
‘NOV, 2000

FIG. NO. DH-10
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Environmental Setting

- Natural Envir;mment

All of Monroe County was repeatedly covered by ice during the Wisconsin stage of the
Pleistocene Epoch, and the present topography of the general project area reflects the waning
effects of the Wisconsin glaciation. In addition to the more visible effects of glaciation on the area,
soil development and topography were also influenced by the bedrock formations present within
the county. The bedrock underlying Monroe County is of sedimentary origin and consists
predominantly of sandstones, limestones, dolomites, and shales. These formations provided
parent material for some of the soil types within the county and where the bedrock was close to
the surface, the topography follows the underlying formation (USDA 1973:169).

The Genesee River flows through the center of Monroe County from south to north and is
one of the largest rivers in the state with a total watershed of 2,467 square miles. The proposed
project area is situated in the north-central section of Monroe County, specifically in the vicinity
of River Street, Latta Road, and Lighthouse Street on the west side of the Genesee River near its
confluence with Lake Ontario. The northern part of the county lies within a nearly level to gently
sloping lake plain which is predominantly the lakebed of glacial Lake Iroquois. The terrain on the
west side of the river within this lake plain has a gradual slope towards Lake Ontario and contains
numerous low ridges and small, circular/elliptical hills which rise from 5 to 50 ft (1.5 to 15 m)
above the lake plain (USDA 1973:168). This region is situated within the Erie-Ontario lowlands
physiographic province which is characterized by relatively low, flat areas.

The eastern edge of the project area is comprised of the steeply sloping west bank of the
Genesee River while the remainder of the project area gradually increases in elevation to the west
until the land rises sharply to the east side of Lake Avenue. Ninety-eight percent of the site has
slopes of 14 percent or less and the topography has only moderate variations when compared to
Jand forms on the east side of the Genesee River and to the south along the Genesee River Gorge.

- Elevations (City of Rochester datum) within the project area range from:

e 292 feet at the crest of the Lake Avenue CSXT overpass to 256 feet at the Beach Avenue

intersection
. 283 feera the Lighthouse property to 252 feet at Ontario Beach Park

248 feet along the river edge south of Stutson Street to 254 feet along the concrete river
wall

Most of this section of the City of Rochester was historically lower in elevation and occupied
by extensive marshes at the time of early settlement. It has subsequently been elevated through
filling to its current topography. The three soil types noted on the Monroe County soil survey
map as present within the project area refléct both the natural and man-made development of the
present topography (Figure 15). The soils along eastern edge of the project area near River Street
are classified as made land, the soils.south of Stutson Street are classified as urban land, and the
rest of the project area contains soils classifted as Collamer silt loam, 2-6% slopes (USDA
1973:116, 117, 140, and 158). These soil types are summarized in Table 1.
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‘T'able 1. Soil Typés Represented Within the Project Area.

Description

USDA Code Soil Designation Slope
CIB Collamer silt loam =~ 2-6%
Mb Made Land 0-3%
Ub Urban Land

This is a deep, moderately well-drained, medium
textured sail type that occupies knolls on higher
landscapes within old glacial lakebeds. The soil formed
in lacustrine deposits dominated by very fine sand and silt

_ with small amounts of clay. A typical profile for this soil

type exhibits a dark brown silt loam Ap borizon virtually
free of stone to a depth of 9 in (23 cm) underlain by an A2
horizon comprised of brown to dark brown very fine
sandy loam mottled with dark yellowish brown from 9 to
14 in ( 23 to 36 cm). The B2 horizon is a mottled dark
brown silt Joam ranging in depth from 14 ta 30 in (36 to
76 cm).

This seil type denotes areas that have been filled with
waste material such as stones, old masonry material,
bricks, and tree stumps. In some instances, the filled areas
have been covered over with a thin layer of soil material.
Although of no use for agncultural purpases, this soil
type can be used for development purposes if it was
propedly filled, compacted, and leveled. On-site
investigation is the best way to determine this soil type's
use feasibility.

Urhan land consists of areas that have been so altered or
abscure by urban works and structures that identification
of the soils is not feasible.

{after UUSDA 1973)
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In December 1999, a summary of research, exploration, and characterization of the
subsurface conditions at the side of the proposed Port of Rochester Harbor Ferry Terminal, City

. of Rochester ID # 99021, was conducted by Haley & Aldrich of New Yark. The purpose of this

study was to characterize the site's surface conditions in sufficient detail to support the planning
and preliminary design of the proposed site improvements. This report contains reproductions of
historic (Sanborn) maps (1892 to 1967) depicting the various facilities that have occupied the site
and records of several earlier subsurface explorations made on or near the site. It also contains
detailed records of the 25 test borings, 27 test pits, and 3 groundwater observation wells installed
as part of the current study of the site by Haley & Aldrich, LaBella Assaciates, and Bourne
Consulting Engineers. '

Based upon data presented by Haley & Aldrich (1999), the man-made nature of many soils
within the project area are confirmed The majority of the site is underlain by man-placed fill
consisting of uncontrolled deposits of soil and iron-manufacturing slag and demolition rubble
ranging from as much as 20 feet to as little as 1 foot in thickness. The fill varies quite randomly
from loose to dense. In most areas loose alluvial (river-deposited) fine sand and silt underlie the

fills which extend to depths of a few to more than 100 feet.

More recent soil condition tests have alsa been conducted for the proposed project. Four
backhoe test pits were dug in mid-January 2000 under the direction of Bourne Consulting
Engineers to explore the configuration and condition of the quay wall and it's tieback anchorage
system. These test pits, designated BCE-TP#1 through #4, were observed and logged by Haley &
Aldrich. In late-February, 2000, twenty-two backhoe-dug test pits (i.e. LBA-TP#1 through #22)
were made under the direction of LaBella Associates, to explore the physical and chemical
character of the near-surface subgrade materials and the ground water levels at the site. LaBella

© Associates observed, logged, and sampled the test pits. A Haley & Aldrich representative observed

and viewed samples from several of these test pits. Between 23 May and 13 June 2000, twenty-
four test borings, HA-101 through HA-107, and HA-109 through HA-125, were drilled by
Geologic Enterprises, Incorporated, of Cortland, New York, at locations selected by Haley &
Aldrich to aid in characterizing the soil and bedrock conditions at the site. The borings were
drilled using hollow-stem augers to depths below ground surface ranging from 10-116 ft.

Site stratigraphy was evaluated on the basis of the findings of the test borings, test pits and
readily available public information regarding the local geology and hydrology. The borings
encountered three principal soil units at the site: fill; alluvial sediments, and glacial till; and one
minor soil unit composed of glacic-lacustrine deposits. Generalized descriptions of the soil units

a.tld encountered th.icknesses are presented bEIOW.

Fill - Man-placed fill materials, ranging from silty sand and gravel
to varying combinations of iron-manufacturing waster slag,
demolition rubble (bricks, concrete, and railroad ties), remnant
concrete slabs and foundations, and some organic matter, in
thicknesses ranging from 1 to 20 feet, were encountered in
essentially all of the on-site explorations. Standard Penetration Test
values (blows to advance the sampler 1 foot) varied erratically from
4 o refusal on impenetrable objects, reflecting the varying and
uncontrolled nature of the fill deposits
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Alluvium - Alluvium (stream-deposited soil) was encountered
beneath the topsoil or fill in most all of the on-site borings,
extending to depths of a few feet toward the western side of the site
to as much as 114 feet below the ground surface in the deep borings
(HA-101 and HA-123) at the river's edge. The alluvial soils consist
of silty medium to fine sand with varying amounts of gravel with
occasional zones of plastic, slightly organic clayey silt with some fine
sand. In some test pits remnants of former surface vegetation were
observed directly beneath overlying fill material. The samples
ranged from dry to wet, generally increasing in moisture content
with depth. Results of grain-size analyses and Atterberg limit and
moisture content determinations on samples of the alluvial deposits
‘are presented in Appendix B. Standard Penetration Test values
ranged from O to more than 50 blows per foot and averaged from 3
to more than 20 in individual borings, indicating the generally loose
to very loose condition of these river-deposited sediments.

Glacio-Lacustrine Deposits - Deposits of late-glacial lakebed
sediments consisting of stratified fine sands with occasional clay and
coarser sand layers were encountered in thicknesses of up to 10 ft
overlying glacial till in several explorations in the higher ground
toward Lake Avenue. :

Glacial Till - Glacial till was encountered directly below the fill or
alluvial sediments and extended to the top of the bedrock in most:
of the borings. In a few borings (HA-101, -109, -110, and -123), the
glacial till was missing and the alluvium extended directly to
bedrock. The till materials encountered ranged from soft to hard
sandy, silty clay with trace gravel or clayey silt with sand and fine
gravel. However, the undisturbed till was found to be very compact.

A mixture of rock fragments and soil, identified as weathered bedrock, was encountered in a
few of the borings. Visual descriptions ranged from "very dense red brown silty fine to coarse
sand, trace clay” to disintegrated red sandstone.” Borings HA-102, -109, -110, -122, and -123
penetrated weathered bedrock, encountering thicknesses of 1.0 to 5.0 ft. Bedrock cored in the
explorations consisted of relatively flat-lying sedimentary rocks of the Queenston Formation. This
unit is described as a relatively massive layer of sandstone encountered beneath the alluvium and

glacial till at depths ranging from 27 to 114 ft below the ground surface (H&A 2000:7).

Visual Environment

Existing visual features surrounding the project area include the Ontario Beach Park at the
northern end of the project, the commercial/retail development along Lake Avenue which borders
the project site to the west, the Genesee River which borders the site to the east, and the historic
lighthouse located to the south of the site (Figure 16). The project site itself is characterized as an
underutilized, underdeveloped former port site. The north and south warehouse buildings,
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formerly used to house port operations, are in need of repairs. An old concrete slab from a
previous building that has since been removed is located on-the north side of the north warchouse.
The majority of the site is comprised .of a large asphalt parking area that exhibits cracked, broken
pavement, and pooling of water during storm events. Little landscaping or aesthetic treatments
exist within the project limits other than that associated with Ontario Beach Park (H&A 2000).

A river wall is located along the western edge of the river beginning at Ontario Beach Park
and extending sauth to approximately the location of the existing Monroe County boat launch
facility, From this point south to Petten Street, the southern project limit, the western edge of the

tiver is characterized by a natural bank, which has limited accessibility to pedestrians due to

existing vegetation and structures located along the shoreline and western bank. Numerous boat
skips are also located along the river bank in this area (H&A 2000). '

In summary, the existing visual environment is one of an underutilized, underdeveloped
former port, with deteriorated surface parking lots. The visual environment is inconsistent with the
character of the surrounding waterfront related activities and environment (H&A 2000).

Ezisting Environment

The project site is located on the western side of the Genesee River, at its discharge to
Lalke Ontario. The project site includes the area bounded by Beach Avenue to the north, Lake
Avenue to the west, and the Genesee River to the east. The south end of the project extends
beyond the Stutson Street Bridge (H&A 2000).

The area north of the CSX railroad is currently occupied by parking facilities near Charlotte
Beach, a boat ramp, two existing warehouse structures along the river walk, and the foundation
remains of a third warehouse structure. A group of municipal buildings occupies the southwest
corner, near Lake Avenue. Historically, this portion of the project area has housed an iron works
which changed hands several times and became a steel company, associated rail lines, of rail loop
turnaround, a ball park and yacht club, steam boat wharf, later boat ramps, three warehouses, and

various configurations of roads and parking facilities (H8 A 2000).

The project area south of the CSX railroad, between River Street and the river, is currently
occupied by residential structures, boat docks, boat storage yards, and a small water treatment
facility. Historically, this portion of the site has housed a planing mill, which later became a veneer
works and boat manufacturing facility, various boat-docking facilities and associated structures
(H&A 2000). '
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Culture History

~ As stated earlier, the Phase IA investigations for the proposed project were to consist of an
examination of the environmental, archaeological, and historical literature relevant to the project

* area that has been prepared in the 15 years since the Cultural Resources Inventory for the

Rochester LWRP was completed by the RMSC in 1986. The primary goal of this documentary
research was to update the inventory of known and potential historical and/or archaeological
resources within the project area and to revise the evaluation of its archaeological sensitivity based
on information gathered since 1985. In order to provide a basic framework for the presentation
and interpretation of the resources identified during these Phase IA investigations we have
provided a summary of the information contained in the report prepared by the RMSC for the
LWRP entitled Cultural Resources Inventory for the Local Waterfront Revitalization Program, City of
Rochester, Monroe County, New York (Nagel, Cowan and Drumlevitch 1986). For a detailed

account of the culture history of the project area, reviewers should refer to the aforementioned
report.

Aboriginal Occupation and Land Use

A general overview of the cultural sequence of western and central New York indicates that
prehistoric abariginal populations have inhabited the area from approximately 8500-9000 B.C. tor
A.D. 1600. Native populations continued to reside in the area following European contact and
retained many elements of their early culture while acquiring an increasing overlay of European
cultural traits.

Environmental changes from the late Pleistocene to recent times, have been broadly
paralleled by technological and social changes, many of which were adaptations to new subsistence
requirements. These cultural manifestations have been documented for nearly the entire span of
time under consideration (Table 2). However, the Late Archaic, Late Woodland and early
Historic periods have been more extensively researched in this region and are more clearly
understood than others. '

The human occupation of the Genesee Region followed in the wake of glacial recession and
the subsidence of a series of vast meltwater lakes which cavered much of the region. As modern

drainage patterns became established, pioneer plant communities of a park-tundra character

gradually spread into the newly freed land. The animal communities that followed included
numerous genera and species that were soon to become extinct and others, like the canbou and
muskoxen, which now dwell in environments far to the north of western New York. Their human

predators, called Paleo-Indians by archaeologists, probably lived in small, mobile extended-family

 groups. These small bands probably united seasonally with other neighboring bands for trade and

sacial interaction. The evidence for this resides chiefly with the not uncommeon occurrence of
exotic raw materials among their stone tool assemblages.

Paleo-Indian sites are recognized primarily by the presence of distinctive fluted spear points
among their stone toals. The Paleo-Indians are thought to have subsisted in part on large game
mammals now extinct, as did their western counterparts, or upon other animals such as caribou.
The remains of mastodon, mammoth and Pleistocene forms of elk, deer and peccary have been
found in Genesee, Livingston, Monroe, Ontario and Steuben counties, New York.
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Table 2. General Aboriginal Cultural History of Western and Central New York.

' General Dominant
Cultural : Environmental Subsistence Location
Period ' Date Characteristics Strategies Preference
Paleo-Indian ‘ 10,000-8,000 B.C. Park tundra Large game (megafaunal; High elevations, pri-
limited plant utilization marily overlooking
assumed major streams
Early 8,000-6,000 B.C. Spruce forest trans- Aquatic resources {avian Margins of major
Archaic forming into pine. . and piscean), srnall aquatic features
forest maminals in area; aquatic {e.g. bogs, swamps,
plants streams)
Middle 6,000-4,000 B.C. Pine forest trans- Aquatic resources with Margins of aquatic
Archaic forming into more reliance upon game features, but mare
deciduous forest variability in land-
form
Late 4,000-1,500 B.C. Deciduous hemlock-  Broad-spectrum resource Margins of aquatic
Archaic oak forest exploitation, including resources, but mare
hunuing, fishing, and sites located in
foraging different tope-
graphic areas
Transitional 1,500-1,000 B.C. Deciduous oalk forest, Unclear; broad spectrum Unclear; stream
hemlock decline with emphasis on aquatic orientation?
resaurces
Early . 1,000 B.C.- Deciduous oak forest Broad-spectrum adap- Similar to Late
Woodland AD. 500 : tation similar to Late Archaic
: Archaic :
Middle A.D. 500-1,000 Qak foredt; hemlock  Broad spectrum, possible Similar to Late
Woodland increase introduction of certain Archaic
cultigens
Late AD. 1,000- Oak forest; hemlock  Hunting, fishing, Diverse according to
Woodland Contact stabilization foraging; increasing Tesource procured

reliance upon maize
hortuculture

{after Trubowitz 1983)
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The traces of Paleo-Indian occupation are rare in western New York, but sites of this period

have occasionally been found on elevations overlooking former lakebeds and low marshy areas. No

Paleo-Indian sites have as yet been directly dated in western New York, but radiocarbon dates
from five fluted point sites in the Northeast suggest an antiquity of between 11,000 and 10,000

~ years (Haynes et al. 1984). ‘

As the Pleistocene glaciers waned, a succession of changes took place in the plant and animal
communities until about 4000 B.C., by which time essentially modern environmental conditions
had developed. The human communities also adapted ta the changing conditions with
innovations in subsistence strategies, technology and social behavior. A 7,000-year span from
approximately 8000 B.C. to 1000 B.C. is known as the Archaic Period. The nature of the
adaptations and innovations of the Early and Middle Archaic Periods (8000-4000 B.C.) are
poorly understood in western New York. Few sites of this period are known, and fewer have been
adequately studied. It would appear that populations were relatively low and were widely
dispersed across the landscape. It is suggested that these people relied considerably upon aquatic
and marshland resources, as these habitats may have presented the greatest biological carrying
capacity in an otherwise immature and resource-poor northern forest. Evidence from throughout
the Northeast suggests a considerable reliance upon fish, waterfowl, small mammals and reptiles as
well as moose and white-tailed deer. ' '

Throughout the Late Archaic (4000-1000 B.C.}, the aboriginal populations increased in °
proportion to the changing productivity of the temperate deciduous forest. An increase in the
frequency and variety of mast-producing tree species provided greater forage for deer and
turkeys, as well as a rich and storable staple for humans. Greater biological productivity of lakes
and streams is also indicated. A broad spectrum subsistence strategy of hunting, fishing and
gathering presented the possibility of greater sedentism and increased settlement size. All in all,
the success of this cultural pattern can be measured by its apparent stability and longevity.

The tool inventories of this period are noted for their diversity as well as their abundance.
Tools of flaked chert include a variety of projectile forms, scrapers, drills and knives. The raw
material for these tools was mostly derived from the nearby Onondaga limestone formation.
Igneous and metamorphic rock types obtamed from the glacial till were pecked and ground into a
wide variety of axes, adzes, gouges, spearthrower and fishing weights as well as food-processing
toals. Where soil conditions favor their preservation, bone and antler tools are not uncommon.
These include needles, awls, fishhooks, harpoon points and tools for flaking chert. Ornamental
and recreational devices of bone, antler and shell are also known and include beads, combs, rattles
and flutes. The extensive use of wood and basketry is inferred, and rare charred fragments of
fishnets, trotlines and textiles attest to considerable skill in these crafts. The first common
appearance of funerary ceremonialism occurs in the Late Archaic. Non-perishable containers of
soapstone appear at the end of this period, marking a transition to the Woodland Period.

The Woodland Period (1000 B.C. to A.D. 1600) in the region is distinguished from the
Archaic primarily by the advent of ceramic containers. The period is divided into three subunits:
Early, Middle and Late. Subsistence strategies and settlement patterns during the Early and
Middle Woodland Periods are in essence a continuation of the Archaic lifeways. What
distinguishes these cultures materially are the increasing variety. of and reliance upon ceramics for
cooking and storage containers, the miroduction.of smaoking pipes, and the increased
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development of widespread trade and communication of ideas across the entirety of the Eastern

Woaoodlands.

This widespread interaction is most clearly observable in the elaboration of mortuary
practices demonstrating considerable influence from the highly developed Adena and Hopewell
Cultures of Ohio in the Early and Middle Woodland Periods, respectively. Several Hopewellian
burial mounds have been located in the western and central sections of New York State. These
represent the northeastern most extension of a cultural tradition that had its core areas in Ohio
and Illinois but also extended as far west as Kansas City.

The Late Woodland Period, beginning about A.D. 1000, is distinguished from earlier
cultural periods by several subsistence, technological and social changes. The Owasco Culture,
which is generally identified as the precursor of the historic Iroquois, was the first group in western
New Yotk known to have practiced extensive horticulture. The remains of maize and beans have
been recovered from the Sackett Site near the foot of Canandaigua Lake (Ritchie and Funk
1973:219). Squash was probably cultivated as well. The bow and arrow is thought to have
completely replaced the lance, javelin and spearthrower/dart weapons of earlier times. Village sizes
had grown substantially, and many were probably year-round settlements. Some villages like
Sackett were fortified in some fashion, and warfare or murder-feuding is first in common
evidence. Hunting, fishing and gathering continued to be important procurement activities.

The transition from Owasco to identifiably [roquoian cultures was gradual, and continuity
of populations is inferred. By A.D. 1300, most of the archaeological indices of the Iroquois
Tradition were in place (Trubowitz 1983:111). Sometime between A.D. 1500 and 1550, the
scattered Seneca villages consolidated into two very large villages, each with an associated satellite -
village (Wray 1973:1). These villages were moved every 15 to 20 years as ready supplies of wood
and game and soil productivity diminished. The preferred village locations were no longer in the
valley flats along the major rivers and creeks but on defensible hilltop locations. Special purpose
camps of short duration may have been located in other environments, however, to gain. access to
particular resources. Village house types had changed from small circular or oval structures to the
multifamily longhouses. An emphasis on canoe travel seems to have declined, and major trails
were relied upon for travel.

The Seneca proved to be influential in Eastern North America far beyond what their small
population and relatively restricted home range would suggest. Wray (1973:1) estimated their
population not to have exceeded 3,000 to 4,000 individuals, and their homeland to have been
restricted to approximately 100 sq mi in western New York, mostly in Livingston, Monroe and

Ontario counties (Wray and Schoff 1953:1).

Nonetheless, at the height of their power, the Seneca sent war partes from the St. Lawrence
River in the north to at least the Tennessee River in the south, and from New England to the
banks of the Mississippi River. If their political influence can be measured by the number and
strength of their enemies, the Seneca were probably without parallel in the northeastern United

States and eastern Canada.

The beginning of the historic era in this part of western New York may be figured from
about A.D. 1600. Available evidence indicates that Etienne Br{ilé, an agent of Samuel de
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Champlain, was most likely the earliest European to explore the area in 1610, European contact
brought about considerable change in the native cultures. The economic imperative of the fur
trade and the demand for European goods affected the subsistence, social, technological and
political structure of aboriginal life. Conflicting alliances with competing European powers and
economic competition between tribes intensified the earlier pattern of small-scale intergroup
warfare. As the beaver populations declined in traditional Seneca hunting territories, Seneca
military might was applied to the conquest of further beaver grounds and to control the fur trade
as middlemen. Between 1600 and 1650, many aboriginal groups were dispersed or eliminated. In
1680, 600 Seneca warriors raided as far west as the Ilinojs and Mississippi Rivers and destroyed

the might of the Illini Confederacy. At about the same time, the Ohio River Valley was essentially
- depopulated (Hunter 1978:588). c '

The security of the Seneca villages themselves was first threatened m 1687 when the Marquis
de Denonville landed at Irondequoit Bay with a force of 832 French regular troops, 930 Canadian
militia, 200 Christian Mohawks and hundreds of Algonquins and Hurons. There they were joined
by a large army of revenge-seeking western Indians, including some all the way from the Great
Plains. Although the Seneca withdrew and avoided all but a few casualties, their villages and crops
were destroyed and plundered. The Seneca thereafter moved eastward near Canandaigua and
Geneva, New York, and for the next twenty years, continued to live in four compact villages.

After about 1700, a widespread scatter of small log cabin villages replaced the traditionally
large villages of longhouses. By 1717, the British had established a trading post on Irondequoit

- Bay to exploit the rich Indian trade and to exclude the French from the southern part of Lake

Ontano. European technology was adopted to such an extent that the Seneca became largely
dependent upon traders for their tools, supplies and household goods. Hunting and fishing
remained important subsistence activities, but livestack was tended as well. The planting and

tending of European fruit trees was added to the traditional agricultural activities of raising corn,
beans and squash. ' . '

Despite the increasing dependence upon European trade, the Seneca were able to maintain
control over central and western New York until 1779, largely due to their considerable military
prowess and diplomatic skills. During the Revolutionary War, however, the Seneca sided with
their long-term allies, the British, and launched many raids against the American colonial
frontiers. In 1779, an immense army under General John Sullivan was dispatched to destroy the
Seneca. Again the Seneca withdrew and avoided great loss in casualties, but 41 Iroquois villages
and hamlets were destroyed, and crops and stored food were cut and burned. Many of the Seneca
fled to the British garrison at Fort Niagara, and there suffered a hard winter with madequate
food, blankets and clothing. Some of the Seneca returned to live in the Finger Lakes region until

1788, although many started settlements along the Genesee River (Trubowitz 1977:176-177).

t
A conference was held in September, 1797 at Big Tree Village where the Seneca sald their
land holdings in New York to Robert Morris with the exception of several reservations. Five of
these reservations were centered around the aforementioned Seneca settlements along the Genesee
River. These reservations were located such that each one included 2 section of the Genesee River

- flood plain where crops were raised and an adjoining section of lake plain or valley slope where the

majority of the settlement was situated.
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Euro-American Occupation and Land Use

Although a few Euro-Americans had ventured into western New York while it was still
controlled by the Iroquois Confederacy, significant settlement did not begin until after the
Revolutionary War. This was due in large part to multiple claims on the land by New York and
‘Massachusetts based on Royal Charters predating the American Revolution. In addition, the

. Cayuga and Seneca Iroquois also claimed the lands in the central and western part of the state as

their own. At the end of the Revolutionary War in 1783, it was clear that because the Iroquois had
aligned themselves with the British, their lands were to be divided. However, it was not until 1786
and the Treaty of Hartford that Massachusetts and New York arrived at a compromise over the
issue of ownership. The agreement gave Massachusetts the right of pre-emption while giving New
York the right of sovereignty. '

Once the necessary agreements were reached, the land in what is now western New York
became available for sale. What became known as the Pre-emption Line was established between
Sodus Bay, running south to the western side of present-day Geneva, to the Pennsylvania border.
New York acknowledged the right of Massachusetts to purchase the 6,000,000 acres from the
Iroquois, and Massachusetts recognized the political sovereignty of New York over the same
parcel. In 1788, Massachusetts sold all its land on either side of the Genesee River to a group of

-nvestors represented by Oliver Phelps and Nathaniel Gorham for £300,000, or roughly 3¢ per
acre, with the understanding that the total sale price would be paid in three annual installments.

However, land sales were insufficient to allow Phelps and Gorham to meet the conditions of
their charter from Massachusetts, and the land west of the Genesee was turned back to
Massachusetts in 1790, leaving them with some 2.6 million acres of land from the Pre-emption
Line to.and including portions of the Genesee River Valley. The resulting Phelps and Gorham
Purchase was divided into sale townships, six miles square, except around the Genesee River,
where irregularly shaped sale townships were set off. Once available, the land was in immediate
demand, and settlers began arriving in 1788 and 1789. By 1791, however, Phelps and Gorham
were forced to sell all but two townships of their remaining land to Robert Morris, who by the
next year, was likewise forced to sell most of his property.

Charlotte - Early Settlement and Development to 1812

Concurrent with the period of earliest activity at the settlements further up the river near
present day downtown Rochester and at the falls, settlement was beginning at the mouth of the
Genesee River. In 1791, William Hincher (variously referred to as Hincher, Hencher, and
Henshaw) arrived at the mouth of the river and built a small cabin on the west side of the river
near the lake. Originally from Brookfield, Massachusetts, Hincher transported goods from Shay's
forces during the rebellion of 1786, but had been mntercepted by opposing forces and forced to
flee. Hincher's residency predated the settlers at King's Landing securing him the honor of being
the first Euro-American resident on the shore of Lake Ontario between the Genesee and Niagara
Ruvers. The cabin was located on the present site of the Charlotte (or Genesee) Lighthouse. In
1792, Hincher brought his wife, son, and seven daughters to the area. Three years later a second
structure joined his cabin at the little settlement. This was not so much a dwelling as a small
trading post erected and run by Frederick Hosmer.
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Also in 1795, James Latta of Canandaigua bought land on the west side of the river
bounded by the lake on the north. The lot was purchased for his sons Samuel and James, with
Samuel coming to look over the site the next year. His Impetus to settle in the area came in 1805
when Congress established the District of the Genesee as a customs district with the river being
the sole port of entry. Thomas Jefferson appointed Samuel Latta to be the first customs collector
of the port. The Pulteney Syndicate made him their land agent in the area as well. That year,
Latta build a wharf and the first warehouse at the mouth of the river. He also laid out the Latta
Road as far as Parma. The next year, with his new wife Lydia Arnold, he settled permanently in a
house on the southwest corner of Latta Road and Broadway --present-day Lake Avenue.

Although the population of the small settlement had not grown substantially, commercial
and trading activities were on the increase. Charlotte boasted two hotels in the early part of the
nineteenth century. The first, buile by Samuel Currier in 1807, was located on the west side of
River Street at the foot of Stutson hill. Colonel Robert Troup, successor to Charles Williamson as -
the representative of the Pulteney Estate, financed the erection of 2 second hotel overlooking the
river from the north side of Stutson Street. It was known variously as the U.S. Tavern, the
Mercantile, the Commercial Hotel, and the Stutson House before it burned down in 1895.

Erastus Spaulding settled in Charlotte to become the first proprietor of the hotel in 1810.

The name "Charlotre" was first used to refer to the area on the west side of the Genesee,
bounded on the north by the lake, in a deed dated 1810. The road from Arkport to Charlotte
(present-day Route 15) was built the same year, connecting the area to the Susquehanna River. By

this time, Frederick Hosmer's trading post had developed into a store on the east side of present-
day Lighthouse Street. : : -

In the first five years after the creation of the custorms district and the port of entry at
Charlotte, trade had grown substantially. By 1808, shipment from the port were valued at
$100,000, a 3009 increase over the 1806 figures. This trade was stimulated by the adoption of
the Embargo and Non-Intercourse Acts. The legislation had the effect encouraging trade down
the river and thraugh Charlotte to the lake and Canada at the expense of inland routes. The port
was serviced at the time by 15 boats ranging in capacity from 25 to 75 tons. They hauled wheat,
pork, whiskey, and potash between the lake ports and Canada. :

Charlotte Through the Nineteenth Century

The village at the mouth of the river, Charlotte, developed as a separate entity from the
other early Genesee River settlements over the course of the nineteenth century. Its growth,
however, was tied into the growth of the riverside settlements and the fluctuations of international
trade and treaties. The immediate effect of the War of 1812 upon Charlotte was to check
population growth for a number of years. Fears of invasion when combined with the devastation

cause by the Genesee fever, which peaked in 1819, kept settlers away (Greer 1976:7).

Commercial developments in the 1820 -1840 period out paced settlement. The first
steamboat called at the port in 1817. This was the beginning of regular steamboat traffic through
Charlotte to the upriver landings. With the coming of steamboat services, augmenting the more
extensive schooner traffic, the number of passengers traveling for pleasure increased and shippers
could count on the regulanty of the steamboats to aid in their enterprises (McKelvey 1954:5).
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Trade with Canada via Charlotte and Lake Ontario began a period of rapid growth with
the cessation of hostilities in 1815. Prices of wheat, flour, and wood products rose immediately.
The expanding mill town of Rochester processed the harvests of the interior which made their way
to Canada through the port at Charlotte in the form of Hlour, wooden boards or barrel staves, and
pot or peard ash. As Canada began to build more canals, improved communication on the St.
Lawrence River helped to spark increased lake trade with Rochester. Between 1818 and 1823, the
total value of shipments to Canada rose 160%.

The increase in traffic at the port and problems with shifting sandbars at the mouth of the
river resulted in several boat captains petitioning the State for harbor improvements in 1820. The
need was brought to the attention of federal officials and Congress appropriated $5,000 for the
construction of a lighthouse at the mouth of the Genesee. The next year the bluff which was the
site of William Hincher's first log house was acquired from his widow. In 1822 a lighthouse and a

two-room stone house for the keeper were built on the site by Ashbel Symonds (Photograph 19).
Giles Holden was appointed the first keeper of the lighthouse.

Land transport connections between Charlotte and Rochester were virtually nonexistent
for the first half of the nineteenth century (Barnes 1975:3). This situation was remedied in 1849
when the Charlotte Plank Road Company was formed to improve a route from McCracken
Street (Driving Park) along Lake Avenue to Latta Road and the river docks. The improvement
had the effect of raising property values and encouraging settlement along Lake Avenue.

In 1853 the Rochester and Lake Ontario Railroad was completed from the Erie Canal to
Charlotte's docks. That year the New York Central Railroad consolidated nine independent east-
west rail lines in the state including spurs to the lake ports. The consolidation, along with the
competition from the steamboat companies served to stimulate trade at Charlotte'’s port. It also
shifted trade emphasis away from the port-at Carthage to the docks near the mouth of the river.
Communication was enhanced by the installation of the first telegraph service between Rochester

and Charlotte in 1857.

The 1850s were the beginning of a new era of industrial and commercial growth for
Charlotte. In 1850 the first steam powered sawmill was built by Captain John Farnan, who
became a well-known area shipbuilder. The sawmill encouraged the location of shipbuilding in the
settlement and by 1860 there were three busy shipyards in operation. Canal boats, lake schooners,
and river steamers were all produced. A drydock for American Line steamships was constructed in
1865 at the foot of Petten Street and it was used until 1877. '

Other wood-based production ventures came to the settlement in the 1850s and early
1860s. George Beck started a wagon shop on the west side of Broadway (Lake Avenue) and David
Holden opened a barrel-making factory north of Latta Road. A smaller cooperage, dating from
the early 1860s was operated by Andrew Mulligan. It was located on Latta Road at the southern
end of Lighthouse Street.

David Holden built Charlotte's first grain elevator in 1854. A second, larger elevator was
erected the next year, only to collapse after a month of use. Holden's initiative was picked up by
other entrepreneurs, however, and a succession of larger and larger elevators were constructed over
the next 30 years. New warehouses soon sprang up to meet the demands of increased commerce.



Photograh 19. The Genesee (Charlotte) Lighthouse constructed in 1822 and the Second Keeper's
House constructed in 1863, from. e north end ,gLithouse Street. lookine narth
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The first major phase of population growth and new settlement started in the early 1840s
and lasted until the 1860s (Greer 1976:10). Families such as the Pollards and the Stutsons who
would later lend their names to streets, settled during this period. By 1858 there were 48 houses
and 24 commercial or public buildings in the hamlet. A comparison between the 1852 and 1872
(Figure 17) maps of Charlotte show the extent of new settlement. Two brickyards, one an the east
side of Broadway (now Lake Avenue) and another at the intersection of Latta Road and Stutson
Street, as well as the steam sawmill and planing mill and a lumberyard on the corner of Latta and
River Streets, supplied the construction needs of the time. More commercial buildings were being
constructed of brick in the old port area near the intersection of Stutson and River streets (Figures
17-18, Figure 22 Structures 21 and 22, Photograph 20) '

The period from the mid-1860s to Charlotte's annexation by the city of Rochester in 1916
shows a pattern of development in settlement, commerce, trade, and industry that differs from
the era discussed above. Changes in the focus of these aspects of Rochester history as well as the
development of other important lake ports and the nationwide growth of railroad transport all

 affected Charlotte's fortunes. By the 1860s, the economies of the United States and Canada were

becoming more self-sufficieat (Barnes 1975:3). Canada was developing her own supplies of food

~ and the capacity to mill her own grain. This fact, combined with the increasing dominance of

railroads in east-west trade within the state, spelled the end of Charlotte's trade prospects. This is

not to say that lake trade at the port came to a halt, but merely that it was less important to
community growth. '

In 1869, the 800 acres that comprised Charlotte were incorporated as a village by the State
of New York. The southern boundary was Denise Road. Dr. Ambrose Jones was elected as the
first village president the next year.

Starting in the 1870s, Charlotte began to serve as a summer resort for the populace of
Rochester. Ever since the inauguration of steamboat service along the river in 1817, passenger -
traffic on these and the lake boats had grown. By 1854, there were daily steamboat excursions
along the lake shore, In 1868, the new steamboat, the "Norseman", advertised four trips daily up
the river and out into the lake. An inboard dance band was provided for entertainment. T'wo years
later, a consortium consisting of Ellwanger, Barry Woodworth, and Whiteny built the Glen House
at the bottom of the Genesee gorge, just north of the Lower Falls. The Glen House quickly
became a popular restaurant and night spot. More importantly for Charlotte, it was an

embarkation point for rivér cruises up the lake. As such, it helped popularize this recreational
activity.

The river and lake cruises exposed more and more of Rochester's population to the
attractive aspects of the Lake Ontario shore at Charlotte. The growth of mechanized industry in
Rochester had produced a middle class with time for leisure and recreation. It had also created a
class of successful entrepreneurs who saw Charlotte both a chance for investment and development
and a location for their summer homes.

Improvements in land-based transportation between Rochester and Charlotte followed
quickly on the heels of its summer popularity. As eatly as 1875, there were the beginnings of a
movement to reconstruct the badly deteriorated Charlotte Plank Road. In that year, at 4 meeting
of property owners along the route, it was decided that the road should be plowed, graded and



-60-

CHARLOT TE
TOWN OF GHREECE
Socxie 20 Rods o the ek

AT, J . .
g2 e bk v 5 P T

PEE Frpree g 8-
| M BT e

B ivtars B
FoB.Futiers i [
bl D [
H, PotZard ' ‘ﬁ"’.— e.t,v‘*

? General Proiect Area

R X )

)

jo 88 o
o Srgd
e

a

E

x

E

f= N

o

< a o
fort.,

Terminal

1872 Atlas of Monroe County, New York‘

Figure 17. General Port of Rochester Harbor Improvement and Harbor Ferry

Project Area in the Village of Chaslotte on Beers'



YILLAGE OF

By .
q n =G

R e
SPRAGUL

:-::_‘_ : 2,5 T =}
VL e S BR N R
34 e 2o 5

1
| General Project Area -

ma : o
4 !Gﬂc-;gftép e
i L e 6

. v

”%Cdpnf‘ '§§ é
w. & il N
oy A w
v
[}
. E
£ fas 8
7ho' ! é
< o o

Figure 18. General Port of Rochester Harbor Impravement and
Harbor Ferry Terminal Projece Aveain Village of Charlotre on
Lathrop's {902 Plat Book of Montoe Couaty, New York.

-61-



- e .

-62-

filled with gravel to create a wide boulevard connecting the village and the city. Five years later,
the Rochester and Charlotte Turnpike Road Company, funded by a stock issue, was formed to
do the job. In the fall of 1882, the toll road was completed. It was purchased by the county in
1905. |

Rail transport in and around Charlotte was also improved and augmented over the last 30
years of the nineteenth century. In 1876 the New York Central Railroad extended its north-south
spur to intersect a boardwalk that ran along the lakeshore. That year, a rail line from Lewiston to
Oswego, passing through Charlotte, was completed. A railroad swing bridge was constructed
across the Genesee as part of its route. Eleven years later, the Rochester Electric Railway Company
was organized to construct a line along Lake Avenue from the Ridge Road to Charlotte. The line
was completed in 1889 and that summer electric trolley services began. It was one of the first
successful electric railways in the country (Fisher 1933:206). The next year another electric trolley,
the seven and a half mile Rochester Grand View Beach Railroad, was put under construction to be
finished the following year. The line ran from Manitou Beach, crossing Braddock's Bay on
wooden pilings, and terminated in a junction at Charlotte with the electric trolley from Rochester.
It later became the Rochester, Charlotte, and Manitou Railroad. Charotte's transportation
advantages, which included a Beach Street to Summerville ferry as of 1878, made it a departure
point for Rochesterians traveling to other lakeshore beaches to the east and west.

The village's growth in the 1870s and early 1880s prompted a group of enterprising
Rochester and Charlotte businessmen to form the Ontario Beach Improvement Company in
1884. The group had the financial backing of the New York Central Railroad. To quote Joseph
Barnes, former City Historian: "The new venture was intended to exploit Charlotte's potential as a
resort, an undertaking which was eminently successful. The company constructed a resort hotel on
a grand scale on real estate fronting the lake beach and the river, added a large pavilion,
bandshells, and other improvements, and began reaping large profits”. New York Central obliged
the amusement park promoters by routing their rail line from the city in a loop through the

‘complex (Figure 18). The railroad and trolley transport became especially significant in the 1890s
p g y P P y

since steamboat pleasure trips on the river declined with emission of raw sewage into the Genesee

and the burning of the Glen House in 1894.

Ontario Beach Park was not the only enterprise spawned by the popularity of the summer
resort. Restaurants, taverns, and hotels sprang up to meet the increased demand for services. One
of the earliest was Martin "Marty" Mclntyre's Beach House located on the beach between
Broadway (Lake Avenue) and the river. From the Beach House, partially constructed of
driftwood, Mclntyre dispensed bait, tackle, fishing roads, refreshments, and white fish dinners as
early as 1872. The early 1870s saw the construction of the Spencer House and the Cottage Hotel
and Pavilion, sponsored by the Bartholomew Brewing Company.

The centerpiece of the Ontaric Beach Improvement Company's compound was the Hotel
Ontario, built in 1884 and filling the gap created when the Spencer House bumed down in 1882.
By the turn of the century the Lakeside, the European, the Rialto, and another hotel had joined
the concentration of lodging places at the north end of Broadway (Lake Avenue). Taverns were
also well represented as evidenced by the fact that 40 liquor licenses were granted in the spring of
1895 (Greer 1976:47). All the activity was summed up by the New York Central Railroad
Company who widely advertised Charlotte as the "Coney Island of the West".
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While Charlotte gained much of its income and local notoriety from its summer visitors
and residents, other developments were occurring in the last third of the nineteenth century.
Probably the most ambitious industrial venture was the formation of the Rochester Iron
Manufacturing Company in 1867 for the purpose of establishing a blast furnace at Charlotte. The
plant covered a 12-acre lot and opened for business in 1869. The blast furnace was in operation
from that year until 1927, surviving occasional closings, changes in management and ownership,
and remodeling (Figures 17-19). New York Central's tracks can be seen extending through the
biast furnace compound on the 1872 map (Figure 17).

The presence of this company brought another enterprise to Charlotte which eventually
overshadowed the importance of the foundry. In the 1870s, metalworking industries in Rochester
were on the rise. In capitalization and wages funds, they exceeded the shoe-making and flour
industries which Rochester was known for around the country at the time. The metalworking
industries had a nagging problem, however. The Genesee region lacked a local supply of coal so
necessary to their production. Coal from Pennsylvania was the only answer, but the canal system
and the existing railroads couldn't supply enough for expanding needs, T he result was a number
of attempts through the 1870s to construct a railroad from the Pennsylvania coal fields to
Rochester. Many attempts were foiled by the internecine political and financial dealings of the
nation's railroad tycoons. By 1883, however, the Buffalo, Rochester and Pittsburgh Railroad was
completed and it included a spur to Charlotte. _ ‘

The coal trade encouraged a revival of major activity at the port. The year 1891 was
actually the busiest of the century for the port with total imports and exports reaching a valuation
of nearly $32,000,000.00. The Ontario Car Ferry activity prompted efforts to deepen the river
channel and make harbor improvements. Larger and larger ferries, with accommodations for
pleasure travelers necessitated the creation of a turning basin. By 1912, the channel had been
deepened to 20 feet, a turning basin was dredged at the southern end of the east pier, and the
U.S. Customs House had moved from the corner of Latta Road and River Street (Figure 18,
Figure 22 Structure 23, Photograph 33) to a building at 385 River Street (Figure 19, Figure 22
Structure 19, Photograph 21). Further harbor improvements have been effected over the course of
this century. Most notably, due to the large amounts of coal shipments during the second World
War, the federal government has taken responsibility for harbor and river mouth maintenance
since 1948. Port receipts have fluctuated around the $1,000,000.00 mark for most. of the
twentieth century. :

We have discussed the physical development of Charlotte in the second half of the
nineteenth century in terms of transportation, trade, industry, and summer commerce. There
were other developments that affected the lives of the year-round inhabitants who were not
captains of industry or trade and did not derive their livelihood from summer commerce. New
residents continued to arrive though the last third of nineteenth century. A comparison of the
number of structures between the 1872 and 1902 maps of Charlotte shows a fourfold increase
(Figures 17 and 18).

Charlotte expanded in area during this period as well. In 1886 the Terry Tract owned by
George Danforth and James Terry was annexed by the village. The tract had 2,000 feet of lake
tfrontage and extended 500 feet south of the lakeshore. In 1912 two more annexations were
effected. The area from Stutson Street south to Atwell Street and the Martin Tract, which
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hotograph 21. Residence at 385 River Street, constructed c. 18

served as U.S. Customs House c. 1918, lookine sauthwest.
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Photograph 29, The New Yorkaentra‘l"Riee arlo) Station built in 1902,
from River Street, looking northeast.
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mcluded six new streets, were included within the village boundaries.

Between 1880 and 1910 a number of new streets were laid out and house lots established.
In 1888 Frank S. Upton laid out Upton Place. St. John's Park was laid out in 1895 and George
Strohm established Strohm Street two yeats later. John D. Meech laid out Meech Patk in 1906.
Dugan Place was laid out by Daniel Dugan in 1909. By comparing the 1887 and 1902 maps, it is
evident that a whole new neighborhood developed west of Broadway (Lake Avenue) running
south of the lakeshore. The majority of the structures along Beach Avenue were "cottages” of the
wealthiest summer residents. Some of these "cottages” are quite palatial, even by modern-day
standards. '

Charlotte was truly brought into the modern area with the establishment of electricity
throughout the village in 1899. Three years later, New York Central replaced its River Street train
station as the existing structure had burned down that year (Figures 18 and 19). The 1902 station
still stands, although it is in 2 deteriorated condition (Figures 3, 8, 13, 18, 19 and 22, Photograph
22, Appendix B). ' ‘

_ The last phase of Charlotte's history involves the annexation of the village by the City of
Rochester. The idea of annexation had been brought up as early as 1873, but fearing higher taxes
and loss of autonomy with little tangible gains, the residents resisted the various annexation
attempts during the nineteenth century. Finally, in 1916 the village was annezed and became the
23rd Ward of the City of Rochester. In 1917 the Stutson Street road bridge opened, ending the
Beach Street to Summerville ferry service. The next year, the city acquired the amusement and
resort facilities on the lakeshore, converting the area to a public beach. The only surviving element
from the amusement park era is the enclosed merry-go-round which was restored in the late
twentieth century.

The history of the Port of Rochester Harbor Improvement and Harbor Ferry Terminal
Project Area has been influenced both by tourist and recreational activities related to Ontario
Beach Park to the north, and commercial and industrial activities along the Genesee River to the
east. Trade of commodities with other Lake Ontario ports encouraged the development of
Charlotte and the Genesee River in the early 1800s. By the 1880s, the Port area had developed
into a prosperous resort area; however, when the City of Rochester annexed Charlotte in 1917
many resort structures were in decay and were cleared for parking. The City of Rochester
constructed the Chatlotte Passenger and General Cargo Terminal (now known as the North
Warehouse, in 1932 (Photographs 23-24). Based on information examined for this report, the
South Warehouse appears to have been built between 1950 and 1958 (Photographs 25-26).
Freight and passenger rail service continued to the Port area until the 1950s. In 1970, coal traffic
to the port declined sharply and the coal landing facilities which had been taken over by the
Baltimore and Ohic Railroad were closed. Overall water born commerce has declined over the last
30 years, although the importation of newsprint and building cement are still part of port trade.

The Charlotte area has retained a village character with primarily residential side streets
branching off 2 commercial corridor, i.e. Lake Avenue. In general, commercial establishments'on
Lake Avenue are retail oriented near the Lake Onrario State Parkway (LOSP) and restaurant
oriented near Beach Avenue. Present commercial activity alorig the Genésee River is generally
related to recreational boating, e.g. docking, storage, repair, and fueling.
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Photograph 24. North Warehouse (Structure 57) from the Genesee River, looking east.
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Photograph 25. South Warehouse (Structure 56) from the Genesee River, looking southwest.
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Photograph 26. South Warehouse (Structure 56) from the Lake Avenue side, looking east.
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Ontario Beach Park - Development and Significance

Ontario Beach Park is a city-owned, county-operated park area located between Beach
Avenue to the south and Lake Ontario to the north in the City of Rochester, Monroe County,
New York. Its eastern boundary is an access road to the west of the Genesee River, although the
park itself extends as far east as the river. The western boundary of the park is a beach access path
immediately to the west of the Municipal Bathhouse, the westernmost structure within the parle.
Ontario Beach Park is a recreational area that includes a sand beach bordering on Lake Ontario,
numerous lawn areas divided by access roads and walkways, scattered trees, and a number of
recreattonal structures. '

In relation to the rest of the city, the park is at the northernmost end of the municipality.
It is bordered on the south by parking lots for the use of beach patrons. A residential :
neighborhood stretches along the rest of the lakeshore to the west of the park within the city
kimits. Ontario Beach Park includes structures constructed in 2 vartiety of styles, building
materials, and scales. The bathhouse is a brick structure with detailing in cut stone and various
wooden elements such as a six-columned, two-story Greek revival porch that faces the lake. The
majority of the other structures in the district are one-story wooden buildings with the exception
of the lavatory which is faced with stucco and has a red tile roof. The landscaping, consisting of
lawns, walkways, and scattered trees forms a harmonious setting for the structures and the beach
itself (Photographs 27-32).

The functions of the structures within Ontario Beach Park all center around recreational
activities. The 1931 Municipal Bathhouse includes two wings originally used as changing rooms
for beachgoers. Four picmic shelters, dating from 1920-1931, are prominent structures in the
eastern half of the park. This area also includes a carousel building dating from 1884-1931.
Restoration of the 1905 carousel was undertaken in the 1980s. The building housing the carouse]
was restored in 1983-84 under the auspices of Manroe County Department of Parks and '
Recreation as a part of their Ontario Beach Master Plan. Research for the restoration was
conducted by the architectural firm of Handler and Grosso. The carousel and its surrounding
structure have been determined eligible for inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places.

Ontario Beach Park was the site of the first commercial activity associated with Rochester's
use of the Lake Ontario shoreline for recreational pastimes. Martin Mclntyre's Beach House, a
shack partially constructed of driftwood, was located within the district as early as the mid-1850s.
MclIntyre dispensed refreshments, bait, tackle, fishing rods, and rental canoes. The idea of
summering on the lake started in 1865 when Dr. Edward Mott Moore, 2 Rochester physician,
erected a large tent for his family on the beach slightly west of Charlotrte. By the early 1870s, the
practice began to gain popularity among Rochesterians and an increasing number of families took
up summer residence at Ontario Beach. '

7 During the last third of the nineteenth century, land-based communication. between
Rochester and the Ontario Beach area was improved and augmented. With the help and
sponsorship of railroad and trolley car companies the Ontario Beach area was exploited for its

- potential as a resort. 1884 saw the formation of the Ontario Beach Improvement Company which

constructed a resort hotel and an amusement park on the site of the present-day Ontario Beach’
Park. To the west of the amusement park, the Bartholomay Brewing Company built a hotel and
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Photograph 27. Men's and Women's Restrooms (Structure 59)in Ontario Beach Park,
looking north.
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Photograph 28. Picnic Pavilion (Structure 60) in Ontario Beach Park, looking north.
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's Restrooms (Structure 62) in Ontario Beach Park,

Photograph 29. Men's and Women
' locking north.
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Photograph 30. Main Gazebo (Structure 63) in Ontario Beach Park, looking north. |
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: Phtograph 31. Sandpiper B Picnic Pavilion (Structue 64) in Ontario Beach Park, looking west.
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Photograph 32. Beachfront B Picnic Pavilion (Structure 65) in Ontario Beach Park,
locking north.
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pavilion in the early 1880s. The Cottage Hotel, also of this era and still further west along the -
shore, featured a main building which included extensive restaurant facilities and a number of
Victorian cottages along the beach that could be rented by the season. All of this development

- occurred within the geographical area mentioned earlier.

In 1918, at the urging of Parks Commissioner William S. Riley, the City of Rochester
purchased the Ontario Beach amusement park. Riley reasoned that the area of the once-popular
amusement park would continue to be heavily utilized by Rochester residents in the form of a
public park. He was correct in his assessment as the park continued in popularity in its new form.

- By the late 1910s, the amusement park and many other buildings at Ontario Beach were
showing signs of aging or had fallen into disrepair. In April 1920, the Rochester Herald published a
series of photographs documenting the closing of Ontario Beach Park. One of these photographs
taken by Albert R. Stone, shows the exterior of Ontario Beach Park on the south side looking east
toward the river and ferry landing on Beach Avenue. The Beach Avenue entrance to the parkis
visible on the extreme right of the photograph (Figure 20). During the 1920-1922 period, the
city, now committed to, development of the park and facilities at Ontario Beach, purchased lands
to the south and to the west of the original amusement park property. The land to the south of
Beach Avenue was cleared of its few structures and paved for use as a parking lot for beach
patrons. The land to the west of the line of Lake Avenue became part of the park proper.

By 1921, the Common Council had authorized the Commissioner of Public Works to
"sell" and to undertake the "moving, altering, repairing and removing" of buildings on the newly
acquired city lands. The changes effected over the next seven years are reflected in an
independently commissioned parks report in 1929: the majority of the structures associated with
the Ontario Beach Amusement Park have been removed or demolished with the important
exception of the carousel building. New structures built under city auspices had been added by
this time as well . The report enumerates "old and new structures and facilities extant as of 1928:"

* 1 bathing beach

* ] children's playground

* 1 tennis court

* 1 dance pavilion

* | large merry-go-round

* 9 old frame bathhouse buildings
* 4 picnic shelters

¢ 1 restaurant (excellent)

* 3 refectory stands

* 2 comfort stations (excellent)
* 1 horse barn

* 1 tool shed

¢ 2 residences

* 1 cottage streetcar station’

* 2 auto park areas (5 acres)
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enter, Rochester, NY

From the Albert B Stene Negative Cellection, Rochester Mus

Figure 20. Closing of Ontario Beach Park printed on 11 April 1920 in the Rochester Herald (From
the Albert R. Stone Negative Collection, Rochester Museum & Science Center, Rochester, N.Y.).
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A comparison of this listing with historical maps and aerial photographs of the period
reveals that with exception of the "Large merry-go-round,” the "9 Old frame bathhouse
buildings,” the "Cottage Street car station" and the "2 Residences,” the structures and facilities
enumerated were constructed between 1921 and 1928. The Dance Pavilion was constructed on
the site of the Hotel Ontario, part of the original Ontaric Beach Amusement complex.

In the course of the 1929-1931 period, the park underwent further changes which brought
its plan and landscaping to a point which has remained materially unchanged to the present date
vis a vis the proposed boundaries of the Historic District. Construction during this period was
sponsored in part by the City of Rochester and in part by two Depression-era funding sources: the
Civil Works Administration (CWA) and the Temporary Emergency Relief. Administration
(TERA). ‘ '

The city built the Municipal Bathhouse, completed in 1931, which is still standing in its
original location. Two towers topped by flood lights for night beach use were also constructed.
The westernmost tower is standing.

Under the CWA and late the TERA, a number of improvements were effected at the
park. Two additional picnic shelters were constructed as well as a cafeteria and a dance hall which
was a modification of an older structure that contained a restaurant as well as a dancing facilities.

A skating rink and an athletic field were also laid out.

Under the sponsorship of the TERA, a system of paths, lawns, and plantings were installed
throughout Ontario Beach Park. The planning stage of the landscape modification was complete
by 1931 and the modifications themselves were completed by 1936 or earlier. To the east of the
line of Lake Avenue, the landscape plan incorporates paths and open spaces that date from the -
amusement park of the 1880s as well as the city's modification of the area in the 1920s. The
landscaping to the west of the lne of Lake Avenue reflects planning of the late 1920s and
accommodates the Municipal Bathhouse. The majority of the landscape plan as represented in
1931 is still in place. '

Although the Dance Pavilion was removed in the 1938-1967 period, the landscape plan
itself has historical significance. It represents local trends in park planning of the 1920s and early
1930s and it gives clues to earlier uses of the site through its incorporation of organizing eléments
dating to the amusement park phase of the site's development. Finally, it gives the park a sense of

* identity which is tied to its various uses in the past.

Its primary significance lies in its representation of the development of a recreational area
through time. The various phases of this development are represented by the variety of structures
still extant within the park and by the accompanying landscaping which also reflects the variety of
recreational uses of the area in the course of its 130-year history. Although the structures date
from a number of periods, the later ones were built with a view to their compatibility with those
which already existed. This goal was achieved in both later construction and the associated
landscaping. A resource evaluation for Ontario Beach Park (Unique Site Number 05540.007538)
1s included in Appendix C.
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The Monroe County Waterfront Recreation Opportunities Study, January 1990 (MCWRO),
. recognizes Ontario Beach Park as a valuable public waterfront with swimming and tourism
ﬁ opportunities. The study estimates that over 800,000 people visit the park each year. They come
to enjoy the beach, stroll the pier, catch one of the weekly performances at the bandstand, visit the
Antique Dentzel Carousel, play on the playground, picnic in the shade, play basketball and beach
volleyball, or simply watch the waves role in from the steps of the bath house. The southern edge
of the park is defined by 2 4.4-acre parking lot. The parking lot, on dedicated parkland, holds
approximately 540 cars. The Beach Avenue right-of-way east of Lake Avenue is the primary means

of vehicular egress from the waterfront. Beach Avenue severs pedestrian circulation from the
parking lot to the park and impacts the quality of the waterfront park experience.

Sensitivity Estimate

% Phase IA investigations for the proposed project comprised an examination of the
: environmental, archaeological, and historical literature relevant to the project area that has been
prepared in the 15 years since the Cultural Resources Inventory for the Rochester LWRP was
3 completed by the RMSC in 1986. The primary goal of this documentary research is to update the
' mventory of known and potential historical and/or archaeological resources within the project area
~ and to revise the evaluation of its archaeological and historical sensitivity based on information
gathered since 1985 to guide in the determination if Phase IB field investigations are warranted.,

An estimate of the archaeological sensitivity of a given area provides the archaeclogist with a
tool with which to design appropriate field procedures for the investigation of that area. These |
sensitivity projections are generally based upon the following factors:

(1) statements of locational preferences or tendencies for
particular settlement systems,

(2) characteristics of the local environment which
provide essential or desirable resources (e.g, proximity to
perennial water sources, well-drained soils, floral and
faunal resources, raw materials and/or trade and
transportation routes),

(3) the density of known archaeoiogical and historical

resources within the general area and

(4) the extent of known disturbances which can potentially
affect the integrity of sites and the recovery of material
from them.

The proposed project is located adjacent to the Genesee River and Lake Ontario which have
been and continue to be sources of potable water, transportation, and power. Furthermore, the
lake and its environs have provided mammalian, avian, and piscean resources to inhabitants of the
area for as long as the region has been occupied.
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The search of archaeological data files revealed the presence of 21 known (previously
recorded) archaeological sites within a two-mile radius of the general project area (Table 3). Two
of these sites are situated within the Port of Rochester Harbor Improvement and Harbor Ferry
Terminal Project Area, RMSC Roc 053 (the Charlotte Site) and RMSC Roc 099 (the Charlotte
Lighthouse Historic Site). RMSC 053, thé Charlotte Site is identified in the RMSC files as a
camp (or series of camps), village and burial. A Native American burial was encountered during
the excavation of the well for the Charlotte (Genesee) Lighthouse in 1822. Francis Mann Latta, an
early resident of Charlotre, reported that in addition to the bones, there were "arrowheads spear
points, and hatchets of stone.” It is unclear whether these items were associated with the burial or
simply other artifact finds made in the vicinity of the well (Nagel, et.al. 1986:189). Parker

- (1920:612) reports a "village site on the west side of the Genesee River near (its) mouth.”

Investigations undertaken by the SUNY Buffalo Archaeological Survey produced
unconfirmed reports of a projectile point discovery on the property on the southwest corner of °
Stutson and River streets and another on the northern side of Upton Place (Allen 1984:21, Nagel,
et.al. 1986:190). The field investigations undertaken by SUNY Buffalo resulted in the recovery of
a Late Archaic projectile point from a shovel test pit on the south side of Stutson Street, west of its
mtersection with River Street (Allen 1984:141-142). No other Native American cultural material
was recovered and additional shovel tests surrounding the find spot revealed that the area had
been subjected to substantial previous disturbance,

The RMSC archaeological collections contain 35 chert projectile points, four bifaces, and
two large retouched flakes, all attributed simply to Charlotte. Most of these artifacts were
manufactured from local Onondaga chert, although at least two points are made of non-local
material. Other artifacts in the RMSC's collections that are attributed to "along the Genesee
River, near Charlotte" include, Native American pottery, net weights, bipitted stones, and
additional projectile points (Nagel, et.al. 1986:191),

The Charlotte Lighthouse Historic Site (RMSC Roc 099) is actually a multicomponent site.
In addition to the existing lighthouse complex identified as a significant cultural resource (it was
listed on the National Register of Historic Places in 1974), the area immediately surrounding the
existing structures contains the remains of the first lightkeeper's house (c. 1822), the site of the
first permanent Buro-American settler of Charlotte's log cabin and remains of the American

Indian occupation of the area (see RMSC Roc 053)(Nagel, et. al 1986).

Therefore, based on reported resources within and surrounding the project area, there would
generally be a distinct possibility that archaeological resources may be present within the project
area. The sites files indicate that the 21 known archaeclogical sites within a two-mile radius of the
project area are comprised of both Native American and Euro-American sites (Table 3). Of the 21
sites, ten are identified as camp sites, two sites have no information as to site type or cultural
affiliation and the files record the remaining nine sites as one camp, village and burial, one camp
and cemetery, one camp and lithic scatter, one camp and surface scatter, one village, one
carthworks, one burial, one ferry landing, and one lighthouse complex (Table 3). However, while ‘
there are numerous sites within a two-mile radius of the project area, previous disturbance and
filling within the proposed project area is believed to have impacted or destroyed the remains of
most of the Native American sites as well as some of the earliest Euro-American sites. The nature
and extent of previous disturbance will be discussed below.



Table 3. Archaeological Sites Within a2 Two-Mile Radius of the Project Area

Site Number Site Name Site Type Approximate Distance
RMSC Roc 016 Gucker Camp 6,000 ft/1,800 m
RMSC Roc 017 Stace Camp 6,000 ft/1,800 m .
RMSC Roc 018 Upper Delta Camp 6,000 £:/1,800 m
RMSC Roc 053 Chadotte Camp Within
NYSM 3881 Village
SHPO A055-40-1545 Burial
RMSC Roc 054 Harborview Village 3,000 ft/900 m
NYSM 3879
RMSC Roc 057 - Windsor Beach Camp 2,500 {t/750 m
NYSM 5860
SHPO A055-08-0013
RMSC Roc 058 Rattlesnake Paoint Camp 5,000 ££/1,500 m
NYSM 5861 Cemetery
RMSC Raoc 065
NYSM 5868 Vance Camp 9,000 f£/2,750 m
SHPO A055-05-0003 :
RMSC Roc 066 :
NYSM 5869 Rigney's Bluff Camp 10,500 £t/3,200 m ~
SHPO A055-05-0044
RMSC Roc 072 Charlotte Ferry Ferry landing 200 ft/60 m
SHPO A055-08-0017
- RMSC Roc 074 Jolly Roger Camp 800 ft/240 m
INYSM 5876 :
RMSC Roc 075 Mirage Camp 1,400 £t/420 m
NYSM 5877 Lithic scatter
RMSC Roc 076 May-B Camp 1,800 ft/550 m
NYSM 5878 Surface scatter
RMSC Roc 087 Turnabout Camp 6,000 £t/1,800 m
NYSM 5886
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Table 3. Archaeological Sites Within a Two-Mile Radius of the Project Area (cont.)

Site Number Site Name Site Type Approzimate Distance
RMSC Roc 090 Walker Camp 800 ft/240 m
NYSM 5888
SHPO A055-08-0019
RMSC Roc 092 Vale - Barthworks 4,000 £t/1,200 m
NYSM 5891 }
SHPO A055-08-0020
RMSC Roc 099 Charlotte Lighthouse  Lighthouse and Within

. : Keeper's House
RMSC Roc 142 Leake Farm Burial 4,000 f£/1,200 m
SHPO A055-40-1546 :
RMSC Roc 145 Chff Camp 4,300 ft/1, 300 m
SHPO A055-40-1547
NYSM 8728 — —— 2,400 ft/700 m
NYSM 8729 ---- s 3,700 /1,100 m
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Despite the number of prehistoric and historic archaeological sites documented within and
surrounding the project area, substantial previous disturbance associated with filling throughout
much of the project area as well as building demolition and road construction, has left little of the
project area suitable for subsurface testing. A map of the harbor conditions at Charlotte in 1829
(Figure 21) shows much of the project area as "reed-filled waterways." Most of the area north of
the lighthouse and east of Lake Avenue (formerly Broadway) and along the western bank of the
river to below Latta Road had to be filled before any construction or development could occur.

Lake Avenue (formerly Broadway), River Street, Latta Road, and Lighthouse Street are four
of the original six roads laid out in Charlotte. The historic character of the streets is represented
by clusters of nineteenth-century mixed use buildings, the historic lighthouse and keeper's house,
and an abandoned railroad station (Figures 17, 18, 19 and 22). Twenty-six of these buildings have
been evaluated by the NY SHPO. Fifty-five of the buildings still standing in the project area are
more than 50 years old and most actually date to the nineteenth century. However, the historic

" integrity of the area has been diminished by now vacant and underutilized parcels of land,

deteriorated buildings, historic buildings with inappropriate matena.ls and/or additions, and

_cluttered riverfront uses.

A review of historic maps and atlases, previous cuitural resource investigations and the on-site

" inspection document the location of as many as 113 buildings within the project area through

time. There are 68 buildings within the project area taday (not including associated garages, barns
or other outbuildings), 55 of which appear to be more than 50 years old (Table 4, Figure 22). As
mentioned above, 26 of the 68 buildings within the project area were either previously evaluated
by the New York State Historic Preservation Office (NY SHPO) or inventoried during previous
cultural resource surveys that included all or part of the current project area. Thirteen buildings

- within the project area have not been previously inventoried because they have not yet reached the

50 year threshold for consideration by the SHPO. Photocopies of all previously completed
building/structure inventory forms or building/structure descriptions along Wlth color
photocopies of photographs are presented in Appendix B.

Of the 26 buildings previously inventoried or e#a.luated 13 have been determined not to be
eligible for listing on either the State or National Register of Historic Places (SRHP/NRHP) by
the New York State Office of Parks Recreation and Historic Preservation (NYSOPRHP) Office
of Project Review. Two of the 26 buildings previously inventoried, the NYC Railroad Station
(Structure 20) and the Hojack Swing Bridge (Structure 55) have been determined to be
individually eligible for inclusion on the SRHP/NRHP by the NYSOPRHP Office of Project
Review. Ontario Beach Patk and eleven of the park buildings (Structures 58-68), including the
Ontario Beach Park Carousel (Structure 58), located within or adjacent to the proposed project
area (there are more buildings within the park but they are not within or immediately adjacent to
the project area) have been determined to be NR-eligible as 2 group by the NYSOPRHP Office
of Project review. The Ontario Beach Carousel was designated a Rochester City Landmark in
1980.

* One Historic Property within the project area has previously been listed on the
SRHP/NRHP. The Genesee (Charlotte) Lighthouse and Keeper's House (90NR1478}, were
listed on'the NRHP on 13 August 1974 and the SRHP on 23 ]une 1980. The Genesee Lighthouse
was designated a Rochester City Landmark in 1974,
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Figure 21. Harbor Conditions at Charlotte:1829.
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There is evidence for substantial previous disturbance throughout most of the project area.
T o evaluate the site's soil and foundation conditions, Haley & Aldrich reviewed historic (Sanborn)
maps (1892-1967) depicting the various facilities that have occupied the site and records of
numerous earlier subsurface explorations made on or near the site. In collaboration with LaBella
Associates and Bourne Consulting Engineers, Haley & Aldrich observed and logged the
excavation of 27 backhoe-dug test pits, directed and recorded the drilling of 25 test borings and
the installation of three groundwater observation wells as part of the cutrent study of the site. The
locations of these subsurface tests and a summary of the results of the geological and geotechnical
explorations is presented in Appendix A of this report.

Based upon data presented by Haley & Aldrich, the man-made nature of many soils within
the project area are confirmed Man-placed fill materials, ranging from silty sand and gravel to
varying combinations of iron-manufacturing waster slag, demolition rubble (bricks, concrete, and
railroad ties), remnant concrete slabs and foundations, and some organic matter, in thicknesses
ranging from 1 to 20 feet, were encountered in essentially all of the on-site explorations. The fill
varies quite randomly from loose to dense. In most areas loose alluvial (river-deposited) fine sand

and silt underlie the fills which extend to depths of a few to more than 100 feet.

Based on the extent of previous disturbance documented through geological and
geotechnical investigations for the proposed project (especially that portion of the project area
located north of the CXT tracks and east of Lake Avenue), historic map evidence and the on-site
inspection, the project area was assigned an overall sensitivity estimate of low with regard to
historic and prehistoric archaeological resources. However, in areas exhibiting less disturbance (the
Genesee Lighthouse Site), this sensitivity estimate was modified to high for historic and
prehistoric archaeological sites. Filling/dumping has also occurred along the western bank of the
Genesee River east of River Street. Therefore, substantial previous disturbance associated with
filling, building demolition, grading and construction throughout much of the project area, has
left little of the project area suitable for subsurface testing,

The only area that would be suited for subsurface testing is the Genesee Lighthouse Site
(RMSC Roc 099). However, since no site specific ground-disturbing activities are currently
proposed for this area, no Phase IB subsurface testing has been recommended for the proposed
Port of Rochester Harbor Improvement and Harbor Ferry Terminal Project Area. If any ground
disturbing activities are proposed for the Genesee Lighthouse Site area, the RMSC/RHPP
tecommends consultation with the NY SHPO and a qualified archaeologist to develop an
appropriate scope of worls for conducing archaeological investigations prior to any
construction/site preparation activities,

The data examined also suggests that sections of the proposed project area contain
buildings/structures that are more than 50 years old that may still retain some historic
architectural/historical integrity. Therefore, the RMSC/RHPP recommends that an architectural
survey for all buildings/structures more than 50 years old, that have not been previously evaluated
by NY SHPO be undertaken by a qualified architectural historian.



- e Pre

-93.
Phase IB Field Procedures

Archaeological Survey

Due to the extensive disturbance documented throughout the project area and the absence
of any site specific plans to conduct ground disturbing activities within the Genesee Lighthouse
Site, no Phase IB archaeological field investigations for the proposed project were conducted as
part of these investigations.

Architectural Survey

Architectural surveys locate and idenufy historic properties potentially eligible for
inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places so that their protection can be considered
during the design and planning of new projects. Architectural surveys can also help increase public
awarcness of and interest in local history associated with specific properties. This architectural
survey, performed by Dr. James Darlington, was designed to locate and identify properties (e.g.,
structures, landscapes, districts) within the Port of Rochester Harbor Improvement and Harbor
Ferry Terminal Project Area, City of Rochester ID # 99021, NYSDOT PINS 4752.60 and
4752.62 that are considered potentially eligible for inclusion on the National Register of Historic
Places.

Methodology

All properties within the Port of Rochester Harbor Improvement and Harbor Ferry
Terminal Project Area that were not previously inventoried or inventoried and assessed were
inventoried during this architectural survey. A list of all buildings, structures, and features within
and adjacent to the project area is included in Table 4. A list of all buildings, structures, and
features surveyed for this report and their road/street number is included as Table 5. For those
buildings that are more than 50 years old, information concerning the integrity, history,
modifications to, and setting of each property was collected. Those properties which appear to
satisfy eligibility requirements for inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places under any
or all of the listed criteria had NYS Building-Structure Inventory Forms completed. Photographic
documentation of all structures more than 50 years old was completed even if a property was not
considered potentially register-eligible. A list of the buildings more than fifty years old is
presented in both Tables 4 and 6 and both indicate which of these structures appear to be
potentially eligible for inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places.
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Results of the Phase I Cultural Resource Survey

The results of the Phase A investigations documented the presence of 21 knowa
(recorded) archaeological sites within a two-mile radius of the project area identified as the
Proposed Port of Rochester Harbor Improvement and Harbor Ferry Terminal Project Area.
Historic maps and atlases document the locations of as many as 113 buildings within the project
area through time. There are 68 buildings identified within the project area today (not including
associated garages, barns or other outbuildings), 55 of which appear to be more than 50 years old.

Based on the extent of previous disturbance documented through geological and
geotechnical investigations for the proposed project (especially that portion of the project area
located north of the CX'T tracks and east of Lake Avenue), historic map evidence and the on-site
inspection, the project area was assigned an overall sensitivity estimate of low with regard to
historic and prehistoric archaeological resources. However, in areas exhibiting less disturbance (the
Genesee Lighthouse Site), this sensitivity estimate was modified to high for historic and
prehistoric archaeological sites. Additional filling/dumping also appears to have occurred along
the western bank of the Genesee River east of River Street.

Twenty-six of the 68 buildings within the project area were either previously evaluated by
the New York State Historic Preservation Office (NY SHPO) or inventoried during previous
cultural resource surveys that included all or part of the current project area. Thirteen buildings
within the project area have not been previously inventoried because they have not yet reached the
50 year threshold for cansideration by the SHPO. Of the 26 buildings previously inventoried or
evaluated, 13 have been determined not to be eligible for listing on either the State or National
Register of Historic Places (SRHP/NRHP) by the New York State Office of Parks Recreation
and Historic Preservation (NYSOPRHP) Office of Project Review.

Two of the 26 buildings previously inventoried, the NYC Railroad Station (Structure 20)
and the Hojack Swing Bridge (Structure 55) have been determined to be individually cligible for
inclusion on the SRHP/NRHP by the NYSOPRHP Office of Project Review. Ontario Beach
Park and eleven of the park buildings (Structures 58-68), including the Ontario Beach Park
Carousel (Structure 58), located within or adjacent to the proposed project area (there are more
buildings within the park but they are not within or immediately adjacent to the project area) have
been determined to be NR-eligible as a group by the NYSOPRHFP Office of Project review
(Table 5). The Ontario Beach Carousel was designated a Rochester City Landmark in 1980.

One Historic Property within the project area has previously been listed on the
SRHP/NRHP. The Genesee (Charlotte) Lighthouse and Keeper's House (J0NR1478}, were
listed on the NRHP on 13 August 1974 and the SRHP on 23 June 1980 (table 5). The Genesee
Lighthouse was designated a Rochester City Landmark in 1974,

The RMSC/RIPP and Dr. James Darlington identified 68 properties within the project
area, 29 of which are more than 50 years old and have not been previously evaluated by NY
SHPO (Table 6). Based on the results of the architectural survey, two properties evaluated for this
report appear to be potentially eligible for inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places
(Table 7). The remaining properties more than 50 years old generally have a low degree of historic
or architectural integrity and are not recommended NR-eligible (T able 8).
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Table 5. Buildings/Structures Presently NR-Listed or NR-Eligible

Structure Street Structure NR-Listed NR-Eligible
Number Address Name -

20 414/420 River Sreet  NYC RR Station I

31 70 Lighthouse Street  Genesee Lighthouse 1

: and Keeper's House
55 Hojack Swing Bridge I
58-68 Ontario Beach Park G
mncluding carousel

Key

I = NR-listed or NR-eligible i.udividuaﬂy
G = NR-listed or NR-eligible as a group
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Table 6. Buildings/Structures Evﬂuated for this Report

Structure Street More Than 50 Less Than 50 Recommended
Number Address Years Old Years Old NRE
1 83 Petten Street X
2 55 Petten Street X
3 188 River Street X
4 194 River Street X
5 200/204 River Street X
6 212 Ruver Street X
7 - 218 River Street X
8 228 River Street X
9 236 River Street X
10 . 240 Ruver Street X
23 10 Latta Road X X
32 4619/4619 1/2 Lake Avenue X
33 4629 A, B Lake Avenue X
34 4631/4633/4635 Lake Avenue
35 4641 Lake Avenue X
36 4650 Lake Avenue
37 4653 Lake Avenue X
38 4669 Lake Avenue X
39 4679 Lake Avenue - X
40 4681/4683 Lake Avenue X
41 4693 Lake Avenue X
42 4695 Lake Avenue X
43 4699 Lake Avenue X
44 4705 Lake Avenue X
45 4721 Lake Avenue X
46 4725 Lake Avenue X
47 4731 Lake Avenue X
48 4739 Lake Avenue X
49 4753 Lake Avenue
50 4768 Lake Avenue X
51 4776 Lake Avenue
52 4769 Lake Avenue X
53 4785 Lake Avenue X
54 4791 Lake Avenue "X
- 55 Hojack Swing Bridge X xX*
56 South Warehouse X
57 North Warehouse X X

* Prior NRE determination by NYSOPRHP not known at tume of evaluation by RMSC\
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Table 7. List of Structures Potentially National Register Eligible

Structure Street Recommended . Explanation
Number - Address NRE for Eligibility
23 1902 Customs House Yes See Inventory Form

10 Latta Road

57 North Warehouse Yes See Inventory Form



. il

-98-

BUILDING-STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORM
DIVISION FOR HISTORIC PRESERVATION

NEW YORK STATE PARKS AND RECREATION
ALBANY, NEW YORK (518) 474-0479

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

UNIQUESITE NO,

QUAD

SERIES

NEG.NO.

YOUR NAME: James Darlington
" YOUR ADDRESS: 657 East Avenue, Rochester, NY 14607

DATE: 6 December 2000

TELEPHONE: 716-271-4320

ORGANIZATION (if any): Rochester Museum & Science Center

k ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ¥ Kk kK k ok k k k Kk x %k *k *k k Kk Kk Kk * *k % k *k k k k * Kk * *

IDENTIFICATION
1. BUILDING NAME(S): Tapecon Oﬁcxce/ 1902 U.S. Customs House
2. COUNTY: Monroe TOWN/CITY: Rochester: VILLAGE:
3 STREET LOCATION: 10 Latta Road
4, OWNERSHIP: a.public ____ b. private _X_ :
5. PRESENT OWNER: Tapecon, Inc. ADDRESS: 10 Latta Road
6. USE: Original: Customs House Present: Factory Office
7. ACCESSIBILITY TO PUBLIC Exterior visible from public road: ~ Yes _X_
‘ Interior accessible:  Explam

DESCRIPTION

N BUILDING MATERIAL a.clapboard X b. stone

e. caobblestone f. shingles g- stucco

other:

9. STRUCTURALSYSTEM: 2. wood frame with iﬁterlocking joints
(if known) b. wood frame with light members X

. masonry load-bearing walls
d. metal (explain)

e. other
10. CONDITION: . a.excellent b. good" _X
11. INTEGRITY: a. oniginal site _X_ b. moved

No

c. brick d. board and batten

c. fair d. deteriorated

i so, when?

c. List major alterations and dates (if known): Shingle s1dmg applied over
original clapboard, front porch enclosed.

12.  PHOTO: see atrached , 13. MAP: sce attached
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14. THREATS TOBUILDING: a. noneknown . b.zoning X c. roads
: d.developers _ X e. deterioration
" f. ather:

15. RELATED OUTBUILDIN GS AND PROPERTY:

a. bam b. carriage house c. garage

d. privy e. shed f. greenhouse

2 shop _____ h. ga.rdens

i. landscape features:
j- other: attached to adjoining factory complex by enclased walkway

16. SURROUNDINGS OF THE BUILDING (check more than one, if necessary)
a.openland ____ b.woodland
c. scattered buildings _ __
d.densely builtup X e commercial X
f. industnial ¥ g-residential ___
b. ather:

17.  INTERRELATIONSHIP OF BUILDING AND SURROUNDINGS:

(Indicate if building or structure is in an histonic district.) As a custams house the structure has a cnt.u:al and
central function for the Port of Rochester. The nearby River, Train Station/Freight House along with 2 number of
commercial buildings reflect an important hub of commercial and social activity for maritime operations associated

with the Port of Rochester.

18. OTHER NOTABLE FEATURES OF BUILDING AND SITE (including interior features, if known):
The building is well-maintained and despite the later addition of shingle siding and the enclosure of the frant

‘ * verandah, the involved wooden lintels over the sécond story windows, the brackets assaciated with the porch roof, and

the very involved eave treatment remain everywhere intact on this "folk-Victorian” structure.

SIGNIFICANCE

19. DATEOFINITIAL CONSTRUCTION Pre-1872
ARCHITECT: Unknown :
BUILDER: Unknown

20. HISTORICAL AND ARCHITECTURAL IMPORTANCE: see 17 and 18 above. The structure's
original exterior appearance could be stored at [imited cost and effort.

21. SOURCES:

22.  THEME: see 17 abave.
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Chadotte/Rochester Customs House Continuation sheet for Question 12

Photograph 33. Tapecon Office/1902 U.S. Customs House (Structure 23),
10 Latta Road, Potentially NR-Eligible, looking northwest
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Chadotte/Rochester Customs House Continuation sheet for Question 13

Orei Stobi

RMSC ROC 053 |
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Approximate Scale
-0 12m

0 40ft

FLOW GENESEE RI}

Figure 23. Location of Tapecon Office/1902 U.S. Customs House, (Structure 23),
10 Latta Road, City of Rochester, Monroe County, New York.

i
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BUILDING-STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORM FOR OFFICE USE ONLY
DIVISION FOR HISTORiC PRESERVATION UNIQUE.SITE NO.
NEW YORK STATE PARKS AND RECREATION QUAD
. NEW YORK (518) 474-04 SERIES,

ALBANY. (518) 474-0479 NEG NO.

YOUR NAME: James Darlington DATE: December 8, 2000

YOUR ADDRESS: 657 East Avenue, Rochester, NY 14607 TELEPHONE: 716-271-4320

ORGANIZATION (if any): Rochester Museum & Science Center

IDENTIFICATION
1. BUILDING NAME(S): Hojack Swing Bridge
2. COUNTY: Monrae TOWN/CITY: Rochester VILLAGE:
3. - STREET LOCATION: Port of Rachester-Genesee River
4, OWNERSHIP: apublic X - b. private ____
5. PRESENT OWNER: ADDRESS:
6. USE:- Original: Railroad Bndge Present:: None
7. ACCESSIBILITY TO PUBLIC Exterior visible from publicroad: ~ Yes X No
: Interior accessible:  Explain There is effectively no interior

DESCRIPTION
8. BUILDING MATERIAL a.clapboard__ b.stone_ c.brck_ d.boardand batten

e.cobblestone __ f shinples g stucco __ other: metal
9. STRUCTURAL SYSTEM: a. wood frame with mterlacking joints

(if knawn) b. wood frame with light members
c. masonry load-bearing walls
- d. metal (explain) steel girder and beam construction.

e. other _
10. CONDITION: " a.excellent __ b.good X c.fair _ d.deteriorated _____
1l. INTEGRITY: a onginalsite _X_ b.maved ____ Ifso, when?

" c. List major alterations and dates (if known): none

12.  PHOTO: see attached : 13. MAP: see attached
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14, - THREATS TO BUILDING:  a.noneknown __ b.zoning ____
c.roads ' :
d. developers ____ e. deterioration _
f. other: paossible demolition
15. RELATED OUTBUILDINGS AND PROPERTY:

' a.bam b. carriage house ___ c. garage
d.privy ____ e.shed f preenhouse
g.shop h.gardens ____

i landscape features:
J- other: former railroad right-of-way.

16.  SURROUNDINGS OF THE BUILDING (check more than one, if necessary)
a.openland b. woadland
c. scattered bu.ildings -
d.denselybuiltup __ e.commercial
f.industrial ____ g.residential

_ h. other: assorted Port facilities

17. INTERRELATIONSHIP OF BUILDING AND SURRCUNDINGS:

(Indicate if building or sttucture is in an historic district.)

This type of brdge was relatively common at one time where railroads crossed commercially navigable rivers

at grade. : :

18. OTHER NOTABLE FEATURES OF BUILDING AND SITE (including interior features, if known):
Port of Rochester Warehouse, Customs House, Coast Guard Station.

SIGNIFICANCE

19. DATE OF INITIAL CONSTRUCTION: 1905

20.

21.

22.

ARCHITECT: King Iron & Bridge Company

BUILDER: King Iron & Bridge Company

HISTORICAL AND ARCHITECTURAL IMPORTANCE:

" The bridge is one of appraximately 200 bridges of varying designs construction throughout New York buile

by the King Iron & Bridge Company of Cleveland, Ohio in 1905 and replaced a tum bridge built sometime
in the 1880s.. This was shortly after the New York Central officially absorbed the Rome Watertown &
Ogdensburg Railroad. It is believed that it was steam powered until the 1950s when either a gas or electric
motor was installed. During the time thé NYC and Penn Central ran trains over this bridge, it was painted
black until around 1977, shortly after Conrail was formed when it was painted the silver/gray color you see
today. The bridge served part of a line known as the Hojack - which ran from Niagara Falls to Oswego. The
line was abandoned and tom up m the late 1970s after years of declining service and track deterioration. All
that remains is a 3 mile section around the Charlotte area to service the RG&ZE Russell Station in Greece, as
well as a 25 mile segment in Wayne County operated by shortline Ontario Midland Railroad. It's reported
that the bridge was placed out of service within the past 5 years. Markings on the rails and ties at the bridge
landings show that they were inspected as recently as 1994. '

SOURCES: The Greater Rochester Rail Fan Page

THEME: Port traffic ar_ld traffic



-104-

Swing Bridge Continuation sheet for Question 12

Photograph 34. Hojack Swing Bridge (Structure 55), NR-Eligible, looking southwest.
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Swing Bridge Continiration sheet for Question 13

'CONFIDENTIAL: SITE LOCATIONS NOT FOR PUBLIC RELEASE
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E ' Figure 24. Location of Swing Bridge (Structure 55), City of Rochester, Monroe County,
New York.
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BUILDING-STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORM FOR OFFICE USE ONLY
DIVISION FOR HISTORIC PRESERVATION UNIQUESITE NO:
NEW YORK STATE PARKS AND RECREATION QUAD
ALBANY, NEW 18) 474-047 SERIES
LBANY. YORK (518) 47 9 NEG. NO.
YOUR NAME:James Darli:tlgton DATE:December 6, 2000
YOUR ADDRESS: 657 East Avenue, Rochester, NY 14607 TELEPHONE: 716-271-4320

* & % & K Kk k F k k *k *k kx ok k * * k Kk K # k Kk K k K FK HK * k k ¥ * k ¥k *k Kk

ORGANIZATION {f any): Rochester Museum & Science Center

IDENTIFICATION

1. BUILDING NAME(S): North Warehouse :

2. COUNTY: Monroe TOWN/CITY: Rochester VILLAGE:

3. . STREET LOCATION:NA _

4. OWNERSHIP: a. public_X_ b. private ____

5. PRESENT OWNER: Port of Rochester ADDRESS:

6. USE: ginal: Maritime Warchouse & Customs House Present:

7. ACCESSIBILITY TO PUBLIC Extenor visible from public road: ~ Yes X No

Interior accessible: Explain Presently all but a small portion of
the northeast comer of the building appears to be vacant.

DESCRIPTION ,
8. BUILDING MATERIAL: a.clapboard_ b.stone_  c.brck X d.boardand batten ____
. e.cobblestone ____ f.shingles  g.stucco ‘other: cast cement
9, STRUCTURAL SYSTEM: a. wood frame with interlocking joints _____
{if known) : b. wood frame with light members _~
c. masonry load-bearing walls
d. metal {explain} steel or reinforced concrete -
e. other - o :
10. CONDITION: a.excellent __ . b.good X c.fair _ d.deteriorated __
11. INTEGRITY: a. original site _X_ b.moved ___ If so, when? '
c. List major alteratians and dates (if known):none of any consequence
12.  PHOTO: See continuation sheet ’ 13. MAP: See continuation sheet
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14, THREATS TOBUILDING: a.noneknown _ b. zoning c.roads ____
d. developers _X_ e. deterioration _X_some subsidence in northeast
carner
f. other:

'15.  RELATED OUTBUILDINGS AND PROPERTY:

a.bam b. carriage house ____  c. garage

dopnvy _ e.shed f. greenhouse
gshop h.gardens

i. landseape features:

j. other:Clocking Facility

16. SURRCUNDINGS OF THE BUILDING (check mare than one, if necessary)

a. open land b.woodland
c. scattered bmldmgs

d. densely builtup ____ . commercial __
1. industrial g. residential

h. other: various Port Facilities along the Genesee River.

17. INTERRELATIONSHIP OF BUILDING AND SURROUNDINGS:

(Indicate if building or structure is in an historic district.) ‘
The building reflects the City of Rochester’s Twentieth Century efforts to become/remain involved in the Great
Lakes shipping trade. The quality of the structure in both size and styling suggest that this was a serious effort on the
City's part. The building fits in with other Lake port commercial, recreational, and government activities.

18. OTHER NOTABLE FEATURES OF BUILDING AND SITE (including interior features, if known):
The covered promenade deck above the central warehouse doors, the stylized sculpture in the seven large freight
door surrounds, and_the sculpted light brackets on the promenade deck are all classic Art Deca features.

SIGNIFICAN CE

19. DATEOFINITIAL CONSTRUCTION: 1932
ARCHITECT: MacElwee & Crandall, Inc. Engineers
BUILDER: Unknown

20. HISTORICAL AND ARCHITECTURAL IMPORT ANCE: This two-stary, brick-faced building was
designed in 1932 by MacElwee & Crandall, Inc. Engineers, as the "Charlotte Passenger and General Cargo
Terminal.” The structure is an outstanding example of Art Deco styling applied to an Industrial (or largely
Industrial) building. The building also served as-the Customs House for the Port of Rochester . This structure
provides about 32,000 square feet of enclosed area on the ground floor with a covered porch on the west side of about
4,000 square feet. The upper floor has about 13,500 square feet of enclased area and a partially covered deck of 6,500
square feet. The original documents indicate that a train could pull along the west side of the building, allowing
luggage to be off-loaded at the ground floor level while passengers could take the stairs to the upper level waiting
rooms for ship boarding. The waterside, or east facade, has the greatest level of detailing with pre-cast concrete
lintels and facing blocks integrated with the brick facade. Grand glazed doors (10 feet wide by 14 feet tall) once
opened to the riverside of the building. These 13 openings have been boarded over, as have most of the other
doorways around the structure.

21.  SOURCES:

22. THEME: see 17 and 18 above. The building's design reflects passenger as well as freight trafhic.
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North Wareheuse Continuation sheet for Question 12

Photograph 35. N orth Warehouse/Former City of Rochester Department of Commerce
Municipal Dock Terminal Building (Structure 57), Potentially NR-Eligible, looking southwest.
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North Warehouse Continuation sheet for Question 13
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Figure 25. Location of North Warehouse/Former City of Rochester DepMent of Commerce
Municipal Dock Terminal Building (Structure 57), Potentially NR-Eligible,
City of Rochester, Monroe County, New York. '
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Table 8. Pre-1950 Buildings/Structures Not Recommended NR-eligible and Comments

Regarding National Register Ineligibility

Structure - Property .  FPhotograph

Number Address

Number

Comments Regarding

Ineligibility

2

3

4

5

55 Petten Street

188 River Street

194 R.iver_Street

200/204 River Street

36

37

38

39

This two-story with dormered attic, front gabled wood
frame single family residence was built before 1918. The
cedar shingle siding, box bay window, replacement
double hung and casement windows and the three vinyl-
clad gabled dormers are not original to the building.
This building does not possess the distinctive
characteristics of a particular style or period nor is it the
work of a master, and it does not possess high artistic
value.

T his two- story, cross gable residence was built prior to -
1902. The narrow, symmetrically placed, protruding
front gable gives the house a distinct appearance. The
porch across the front is in all likelihood original,
although it was enclosed at a later date. A number of
additions were also built opto the back of the house at a
later date. The aluminum siding was added much more
recently. This building does not possess the distinctive
characteristics of a particular style or period nor is it the
work of a master, and it does not possess high artistic
value.

Built prior to 1902, the wide eaves, low roof pitch, and
bracketed roof over the front stoop of this small, story
and 3/4s, gable front, frame cottage reflect Italianate
styling, Whatever other Italianate style elements that
may once have existed are now lost or hidden under
aluminum siding. Despite displaying some rudimentary
stylistic features, the house is not individually distinctive,
is not the work of a master, and does not possess high
artistic value. ‘

This story and a half, cross gabled, frame home has
undergone a number of additions and other
unsympathetic modifications. Initially a-single family
home some of the changes are linked to its conversion to
a two family residence. This building does not possess
the distinctive characteristics of a particular style or
period nor is it the work of a master, and it does not
possess high artistic value.
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- Table 8 (cont.). Pre-1950 Buﬂaings/Structurés Not Recommended NR-eligible and Comments

Regarding National Register Ineligibility

Structure

Number

Property
Address

Photograph
Number

Comments Regarding
Ineligibility

6

7.

8

212 River Street

218 River Street

228 River Street

40

41

42

 This two-story with dormered attic, hipped roofed

wood frame single family residence was built before
1935. It 1s an American four-square with a brick
foundation, original siding and windows and 2 typical
two-color paint scheme. The attic has three gabled
dormers. Aside from the possibility that position of the
entry has been moved out into the front porch, the
building's exterior appears to be essentially unchanged
from the time of construction. Despite this, the building
does not possess the distinctive characteristics of a
particular style or period nor is it the work of a master,
and it does not possess high artistic value.

This two-story, single family, cross gabled home is
largely lacking in stylistic elements. Although an open
porch may well have been part of the building’s original
exterior when constructed sometime prior to 1902, it
was not the porch presently attached to the front of the
structure. The one story section on the rear of the
building is likely an addition. Overall, this building does
not possess the distinctive characteristics of a particular
style or period nor 1s it the work of a master, and it does
not possess high artistic value.

‘The low pitched roof gives a hint of Italianate styling to
this three-bay, gable front, one and 3/4 story, frame
cottage. The bay window on the south side of the
structure may be part of the structure’s original
construction. Any design elements that may have been
associated with the front porch were destroyed when it
was enclosed. This building does not possess the
distinetive characteristics of a particular style or period
nor is it the work of a master, and it does not possess

high artistic value.
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Table 8 (cont.). Pre-1950 Buildings/Structures Not Recommended NR-eligible and Comments
Regarding National Register Ineligibility

Structure Property Photograph Comments Regarding
Number Address Number Ineligibility

9 236 River Street 43 The large L-shaped porch with its pediment roof
provides a distinctive feature to this one and 3/4 story,
cross gabled, frame cottage that was built prior to 1902.
A tasteful color scheme helps the original character of
the structure to show through. Aside from a thoughtful
application of aluminum siding, the building’s exterior
appears to be essentla.lly unchanged original from the
time of construction. Despite this the building does not
possess the distinctive characteristics of a particular style
or period nor is it the work of a master, and it does not
possess high artistic value.

10 240 River Street 44 Whatever stylistic features this single family, one and
3/4s, cross gabled house may once have had lie under a
cover of fiberboard siding. The small front entry porch
was enclosed sometime after the structure was initially
built prior to 1902. The large front window was another
later alteration. This building does not possess the
distinctive characteristics of a particular style or period
nor is it the work of a master, and 1t does not possess

high artistic value.

32 4619 Lake Avenue 45 This large two=story, cross gable, frame single family
residence was built before 1902. The addition on the
rear of the structure may be part of the original
construction. The cedar shingle siding was added later.
The enclosed two-story porch may replace an open one.
The building 1s now divided into two or more
apartments. This building does not possess the
distinctive characteristics of a particular style or period
nor is it the work of a master, and it does not possess
high artistic value.
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Table 8 (cont.). Pre-1950 Buildings/Structures Not Recommended NR-eligible and Comments
Regarding National Register Ineligibility

Structure Property

Number

Address .

Photograph
Number

-Comments Regarding

Ineligibility .

33 4629 A Lé.ke Avenue
4629 B Lake Avenue

35 4641 Lake Avenue 47

37

4653 Lake Avenue.

46

48

This two-story front-gabled wood frame residence with
a one-story front-gabled section, which 1s most likely an
addition to the front, was built before 1902. It originally
was a single family dwelling but is now a two-family
dwelling. Alterations include two lean-to additions on
either side of the building, replacement windows and
aluminum siding. This building does not possess the
distinetive characteristics of a particular style or period
nor is it the work of a master, and it does not possess

high artistic value.

This two-story flat-roofed wood framed building was
built before 1902 as either a commercial property with
living quarters in the rear or as a residence which was
converted at a later date. The building now houses The
Net Coffee House. Built on a cement block foundation
with two small leani-to additions on the side, the original
siding is covered by aluminum siding. There is 2
covered, open entry addition to the commercial space in
the front of the building. This building does not possess
the distinctive characteristics of a particular style or
period nor is it the work of a master, and it does not
possess high artistic value.

Thus is a flat-roofed two-story and one-story building of
random ashlar stone over a wood frame that was built
circa 1935-1950. The sides of the building are stucco
and there is a wood framed asphalt-shingled lean-to on
the back. The building most likely was built for
commercial purposes and is now the Fiddler's Green
Restaurant. This building does not possess the distinctive
characteristics of a particular style or period nor is it the
work of a master, and it does not possess high artistic
value. '
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Table 8 (cont.). Pre-1950 Buildings/Structures Not Recommended NR-eligible and Comments
Regarding National Register Ineligibility

Structure Property  Photograph
Number

Number Address

Comments Regarding

Ineligibility -

- 38 4669 Lake Avenue

3% 4679 Lake Avenue

40  4681-83 Lake Avenue

49

50

51

This modest, story and 3/4s, gable front, frame cottage
dates from before 1902. The building was almost
certainly built as a one family residence, although it

subsequently endured a series of renovations before

"being converted into a restaurant/bar. Presently sheathed

in aluminum siding, this building does not possess the
distinctive characteristics of a particular style or period
nor is it the work of a master, and it does not possess -
high artistic value. :

This two-story, flat roofed, wood frame structure may
have housed a saloon when built sometime prior to 1902.
It almost certainly served as a bar/restaurant during the
1950s or 1960s when the front of the building was
remodeled with “perma-stone” siding. This may well
replace what had been an open porch. The building, now
covered with alummum siding, contains 12 apartments.
Whatever its past history, this structure does not possess
the distinctive characteristics of a particular style or
period nor is it the work of a master, and it does not
possess high artistic value.

This one and a half story, cross gabled, frame residence
was likely a one family structure when built prior to
1918. Subsequent to that date a large two-story porch
was added to the front which resulted in the raising of
the side gable and associated roof line. Also, at some
later date the second floor was set off as a separate
apartment. L here were other assorted additions made to
the rear of the structure. Aluminum siding covers what
was likely clapboard originally. Regardless, this building
does not possess the distinctive characteristics of a

particular style or period nor is it the work of 2 master,

and it does not possess high artistic value.
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Table 8 {cont.). Pre-1950 Bu]ldmgs/St.ructures Not Recommended N R-eligible and Comments
Regarding National Register Ineligibility ‘

Structure Property

Number

Address

Photograph

Number

Comments Regarding

Ineligibility

41

42

43

4693 Lake Avenue

4695 Lake Avenue

4699 Lake Avenue

52

As the small, leaded, stained glass window on the south
side of this late Victorian house would suggest, this cross
gabled frame residence with full attic was probably the
most imposing residence on this end of Lake Avenue

. when it was built sometime prior to 1902. Although It

53

54

may ongma.l.ly have been built as a two-family home, the
structure has since undergone a number of additions and
further subdivisions, none of which have been '
sympathetic to the building’s original design. Hence,
this building does not possess the distinctive
characteristics of a particular style or period nor 1s it the
work of a master, and it does not possess high artistic
value.

This two and one half story, gable front, frame structure
was originally sided in clapboard. The front portion of
the building has undergone a number of substantial
alterations; the most recent being a solid brick, front
facade. The building may have originally served as a
rooming house or blue collar hotel. Regardless, the
building does not possess the distinctive characteristics
of a particular style or period nor is it the work of a
master, and it does not possess high artistic value.

This three-story, flat roofed, frame structure may well
have served initially as a rooming house. Built prior to
1902, the building was originally covered with
clapboards, which was later covered by simulated brick
tar paper. The two-story addition on the front was built
much later, although it conceivably replaced a one or
two-story verandah. This building does not possess the
distinctive charactenstics of a particular style or period
nor is it the work of a master, and it does not possess
high artistic value.
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Table 8 (cont.). Pre-1950 Buildings/Structures Not Recommended NR-eligible and Comments
Regarding National Register Ineligibility

Number

" Structure Property

Address

Photograph
Number

Comments Regarding
Ineligibility

44

45

46

47

4705 L;ke Avenue

4721 Lake Avenue

4725 Lake Avenue

4731 Lake Avenue

55

56

57

58

. The very much altered structure at 4705 dates from
before 1902. It may have originally been a residence, -
although the present sign on the front of the building
suggests that a restaurant has occupied the premises for
more than seventy years. Although well maintained, this
two-story, gable front building does not possess the
distinctive characteristics of a particular style or period
nor is it the work of a master, and it does not possess

high artistic value.

This fair sized, two-story, frame cube was built as a
residence prior to 1902. Designed as a one-family home,
it continues to serve in that capacity today. The unusual
one-story addition on the front is of more recent
vintage. The same can be said for the aluminum siding.
This building does not possess the distinctive
charactetistics of a particular style or period nor is it the
work of a master, and it does not possess high artistic
value.

This two-story, gable front frame structure with walk up
attic was almost certainly designed to be a multiple
residence dwelling when built sometime prior to 1902. It
still serves in that capacity although it has undergone
some modification. Specifically, what may have
originally been an open, two-story front porch has been
enclosed. The aluminum and the “perma-stone” siding
also date from a much more recent period. This building
does not possess the distinctive characteristics of a
particular style or period nor 1s it the work of a master,
and it does not possess high artistic value.

When built this modest, two-story, cross-gabled, frame
residence was in all likelihood identical to the house next
door at 4739. The one room addition on the south side
came later, as did the fireproof, asbestos siding, and the
enclosed porch. This building does not possess the
distinctive characteristics of a particular style or period
nor is it the work of a master, and it does not possess
high artistic value.
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Table 8§ (cont.). Pre-1950 Buildings/Structures Not Recommended NR—ehg1ble ind Comments
Regarding N atmna.l Register Inehglblhty

Structure Property

Number

Address

Photo graph

Number

‘Comments Regarding

Ineligibility

48

50

52

53

4739 Lake Avenue

4768 Lake Avenue

476_9 Lake Avenue

4785 Lake Avenue

59

60

61

62

The modest, two-story, cross-gabled, frame residence at
this address was built prior to 1918. A modest porch
may have been part of the original structure. However, it
was not enclosed until more recently. The same can be
said for aluminum siding that now covers the building’s
exterior. This building does not possess the distinctive
characteristics of a particular style or period nor is it the
work of 2 master, and it does not possess high artistic
value.

This one-story frame commerctal structure was built
prior to 1918. Its present exterior — a combination of
stucco, brick, and mock-mansard roof — masks any
original exterior elements. This building does not possess
the distinctive characteristics of a particular style ot
period nor is it the work of a master, and it does not
possess high artistic value.

This fair sized, two- story, wood frame commercial
structure was built prior to 1902. It may well have been
built as a modest priced resort hotel and was probably
covered with clapboard siding although any evidence has
been masked by a more recent application of rough-sawn
clapboard covering. The present front verandah replaces
an earlier one which was perhaps an original part of the
structure. This building does not possess the distinctive
characteristics of a particular style or pertod nor is it the
work of a master, and it does not possess high artistic
value.

This one-story, flat-roofed, commercial structure was
erected prior to 1902. There is little, if any, evidence to
suggest anything about the building’s original
appearance. The cement block side and rear walls are not
likely original; neither is the much more recent brick and

- mock-mansard front facade. This building does not

possess the distinctive characteristics of a particular style
or period nor is it the work of a master, and it does not
possess high artistic value.
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Table 8 (cont.). Pre-1950 Buildings/Structures Not Recommended NR-eligible and Comments
Regarding National Register Ineligibility _

Structure ~ Property  Photograph Comments Regarding
Number - Address Number : Ineligibilicy

54 4791 Lake Avenue 63 This late Victorian, one and 3/4 story, gable front,
frame house was built prior to 1902. The original
exterior was either clapboard or novelty siding. More

' recently, the building was converted to a commercial
structure. T here have been additions to the front, north
side, and rear and the entire structure covered with
aluminum siding. This building does not possess the
distinctive characteristics of a particular style or period
nor is it the work of 2 master, and it does not possess

high artistic value.
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Lake Ave., Not Recommended for NR-Eligibility,
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Conclusions and Recommendations

Based on the extent of previous disturbance documented through geological and
geotechnical investigations for the proposed project, historic map evidence and the on-site
inspection, it does not appear that any intact or partially intact historic and prehistoric
archaeological resources could have survived in areas documented as previously disturbed.

‘Therefore, substantial previous disturbance associated with filling, building demolition, grading

and construction throughout much of the project area, has left little of the project area suitable for
subsurface testing.

The only area that would be suited for subsurface testing is the Genesee Lighthouse Site.
However, since no site specific ground-disturbing activities are currently proposed for this area, no
archaeological investigations have been recommended for the proposed Port of Rochester Harbor
Improvement and Harbor Ferry Terminal Project Area. If any ground disturbing activities are
proposed for the Genesee Lighthouse Site area, the RMSC/RHPP recommends consultation with

“the NY SHPO and a qualified archaeologist to develop an appropriate scope of work for

conducing archaeological investigations prior ta any construction/site preparation activities. Based
on project plans, as currently proposed, the Charlotte Lighthouse, previously listed on the
SRHP/NRHP, will not be adversely affected by the Port of Rochester Harbor Improvement and
Harbor Ferry Terminal Project.

Two of the 26 buildings/properties previously inventoried have been determined to be
individually eligible for inclusion on the SRHP/NRHP by the NYSOPRHP. Based on project
plans, as currently proposed, the Hojack Swing Bridge (Structure 55), previously determined NR-
Eligible, does not appear to be adversely affected by the Port of Rochester Harbor Improvement
and Harbor Ferry Terminal Project. Likewise, based on project plans, as currently proposed, the
former NYC Railroad Station (414/420 River Street), previously determined NR-Eligible, will
not be adversely affected by the Port of Rochester Harbor Improvement and Harbor Ferxy
T erminal Project, No plans are currently proposed to renovate or rehabilitate the NYC Railroad
Station. However, it should be noted that it does not appear that the buildiag is being maintained
in good order and continues to deteriorate at an increasingly rapid rate. It is recommended that
the condition of this structure be monitored on a regular basis and efforts are encouraged to find
the means to stabilize and preserve this building, '

Based on project plans, as currently proposed, Ontario Beach Park, including the carousel,
previously determined NR-Eligible, will not be adversely affected by the Port of Rochester
Harbor Improvement and Harbor Ferry Terminal Project. However, design plans are being
considered for landscape plantings and some forms of structural detail to be placed at the
southern entrance to Ontario Beach Park. The RMSC/RHPP recommends that the City of
Rochester continue to consult with the NYSOPRHP during the design phase to determine the
most appropriate materials and desiga for any improvements planned within or along the park
boundaries.

Based on project plans, as currently proposed, the Tapecon Office 1902 U.S. Customs
House (10 Latta Road), potentially NR-Eligible, will not be adversely impacted by the Port of
Rochester Harbor Improvement and Harbor Ferry Terminal Project. Similarly, based on project
plans, as currently proposed, the North Warehouse Former City of Rochester Department of
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Commerce Municipal Dock Terminal Building (Structure 57), potentially NR-Eligible, will not.
be adversely affected by the Port of Rochester Harbor Improvement and Harbor Ferry T erminal
Project. Design plans are underway for improvements to the environmental setting and character
of both these buildings and their surroundings. The RMSC/RHPP recommends that the City of
Rochester continue to consult with the NYSOPRHP during the design phase to determine the
most appropriate materials and design for any improvements planned in the areas surrounding
these two buildings and improvements to the North Warchouse.
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- Results of Geotechnical and Geological Explorauons
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Appendix B

Results of Previous Cultural Resource Investigations
Building/Structure Information
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Phase IA and IB Cultural Resource Survey for the
Port of Rochester Harbor Improvement
and Ferry Terminal Project
City of Rochester, Monroe County, New York
City of Rochester Project No. 99021
NYSDOT PINS 4752.60 and 4752.62

Structure No. 11
248 River Street
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Structure 108: 248 River Street ca. 1900 Photo 134

Structure 108 is within the project area. It is an example
of a gabled ell residence, a type which is common to the area.
Most of the architectural detatils are original to the house,
including cornice returns, molded window heads and a bracketed
gable with a keystoned arch over.fhe front entrance. The frent
gable has a fan light. The original wood interior is also still
intact.

A ﬁap documented structure (MDS 108%*) appears to have
existed at this location in 1858 and 1872 (Figures 6A and 7).
The present structure first appears on the 1902 map, associated
with C. Miller. Mr. Miller was a ship builder and owned Miller
Boatworks. His family owned the house until 1988 (Mrs. Olek,
Appendix Two).

Shovel Test 108 was excavated Eehind the structure. Only

two undiagnostic historic artifacts were recovered.

B e kT . - R
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Photo 134 Structure
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Phase IA and IB Cultural Resource Survey for the
" Port of Rochester Harbor Improvement
and Ferry Terminal Project
City of Rochester, Monroe County, New York
City of Rochester Project No. 99021
NYSDQT PINS 4752.60 and 4752.62

Structure No. 12
256 River Street
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‘ ; '-..'.'.‘
Structure 109: 256 River Street ca. 1860 - 1870 Photo 135" .

Structure 109 is located within the project area. It is a
typical mid~nineteenth century two story wood vernacular
residence. The structure has a frant gable and a2 lower side
gabled wing with two one story additions at the rear of the
structure. The house has a full wi;th front porch with.turned
posts. The windows on the earlier sections of the house have
molded lintels and seem to be in their original placement.

Structure 109 first appears on the 1872 map when G. Reiss
was associated with the buildihg (Figure 7). The 1902 map still
indicates G. Rice (gic Reiss) as the owner of the building
(Figure 9). Mr. Reiss is not known to have been associated with
any historic events in Rochester history. |

Sﬁovel Test 109 was excavated behind the structure. No

cultural material was recovered.

Photor 135 Structure 109, Facing east
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Phase IA and IB Cultural Resource Survey for the
Port of Rochester Harbor Improvement
and Ferry Terminal Project
City of Rochester, Monroe County, New York.
City of Rochester Project No. 99021
NYSDOT PINS 4752.60 and 4752.62

Structure No. 13 V
270 River Street
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sﬁructure 110 is 1ocatéd withiﬁ the project area. It is a
typical gabled Queeh‘Anne style residence with a cruciform plan;
put the house originally had a different facade. When the
hoqée was built in 1873, it was built in the Carpenter Goﬁhic?
style with no’'front bay and a decorati?e truss in the front

gable (Historic Phote 2). An extension was made to the facade

of the structure between 1880 and 1890 and the present front bay

was added. This'bay'haS'corner cutbacks and patterned shingles

are in the gable end and in a band between the lower and upper

story. . The bay window on the north side of the structure was

also added. An orlglnal stalned glass w;ndow still exists on the’

north side of the house. Much of the interior is intact and no

walls were removed for the nineteenth century renovations.
A ,S_‘_I'nfall map documented structure (MDS 110%*) associated with
wds in this location on the 1872 map (Figure 7). The

nt_structure was built by John Barney in 1873 and first.

ars on the 1902 map (Figure 9). Mr. Barney was a sea

-

iﬁain.
Shovel Test 110 was exéavated behind the structure. Only

irie square cut nail was recovered.
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Photo 136 Structure 110, Facing east

==

#istoric Photo 2 Structure 110, ca. 1880, Facing east

ﬂ‘ ‘E,
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Phase TA and IB Cultural Resource Survey for the
Port of Rochester Harbor Improvement
and Ferry Terminal Project
City of Rochester, Monroe County, New York
City of Rochester Project No. 99021
NYSDOT PINS 4752.60 and 4752.62

Structure No. 14
278 Raver Street
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Structure 131: 278 River Street ca. 1870 Photo 137

structure 111 is located within the project area. It is a

typical victorian wood vernacular residence sometimes referred to

as the American eclectic style. It has a front gabled roof with

an arched attic¢ window in a pedimented molded surround. The

facade has a bay with corner cutbacks and a second story overhang.

There is also a bay window on the north side. The structure

has had several additions and vinyl siding covers the original

puilding material.

gtructure 111 was one of two puildings on this lot in 1872

and was associated with L. Ledley (Pigure 7). B.T. Bailey was,

associated with Structure 11l in 1902 (Figure 9). Neither person

is known to be associated with any historic event in Rochester

history. There were no earlier structures on this property.

ol ¥,

Photo 137
Structure 1ll
Facine east

i
i
L
g
.
i
i
§
£

;:EE;



i
i
:
L
L
i

Phase IA and IB Cultural Resource Survey for the
‘Port of Rochester Harbor Improvement
and Fetry Terminal Project
City of Rochester, Monroe County, New York
City of Rochester Project No. 99021
NYSDOT PINS 4752.60 and 4752.62

Strﬁcture' No. 15
294 River Street
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.NEW YORK STATE BUILDING / STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORM i
YOUR NAME: Kathleen Allen SITE NAME:
YOUR ADDRESS: Deparrment of Anthro- SITE NO.:
PHONE: (715) 63-2297 POs0dy QIUAD:
ORGANIZATION: Ay ohasnlngical Su ,Ie;, NEG. NO.:
DATE: _g/a4 -
IDENTIFICATION

1. BUILDING NAME(S) g 25 K
2. COUNTY: _ wonroe TOWN/CITY:Rothester - . VILLAGE: ______
3, STREET LOCATION: 294 River Street -

%. OWNERSHIP: private_x public_ :

5. PRESENT OWNER: unknown OWNER'S ADDRESS:

6. USE: original ' re present rasddonce

7. ACCESSIBILITY: Exter.or visible from public road: yes y no___
Interior accessible (explam) no, private

3. BUILDING  a. clapboard___ b.stone__ c¢.brick___ d. board&batten
MATERIAL: e. cobblestone___ f. shmgles g. stucco___ h. metal s:dmg x
i. composition material __ j. other___ (explain)
9. STRUCTURAL a. wood frame w/interlocking joirits_-  b. wood frame w/ hght
SYSTEM: members____ ¢. masonry load bearing walls____ :
. d. metal __ {explain)
e. other . f.'solid log -

A g foundauon type?_concrete faced
10. CONDITION- a. excellent__ b. good_x <. faic__ d. deteriorated____

il. INTEGRITY: a. or:gmal sn:e ? Db.moved __ if so, when? "
c. list major alterations and dates (if known)

front entrance redone, foundation appears redone
due to newer w:.ndows, gouth window redone, leaders and
crutters .

12. PHOTO: . 13. MAP:



' B13
; PIN Stutson 3treet Brid

b. zoning ¢.roads__ X

14. THREATS TC BUILDING: a. none known___ L
d. developers____ e. deterioration___

f. other_bridge replacement

(5. RELATED OUTBUILDING AND PROPERTY:
a. barn___ b. carriage house __ C. garage___ d. privy____

e. shed x  f. greenhouse g. shop___ h. gardens
i. landscape features

j- other
k. well___ I fence/wall

6. SURROUNDINGS OF THE BUILDING (check more than one if necessary):
‘ a. open land b. woodland____ c. scattered buildings___

d. densely built-up____ e. commercial __ f.historical
g. residential_x  h.other _

17. INTERRELATIONSHIP CF BUILDING- AND SURROUNDINGS:
(Indicate if building is in an histdric district) :

” in
Building is not in an h_igtor'ic district. Structure ispresidential naighborhooc

8. OTHER NOTABLE FEATURES OF BUILDING AND SITE (including interior

features if known): : :
. none

SIGNIFICANCE . -
9. DATE OF INITIAL CONSTRUCTION: between 1838 and. 1872

EARLIEST MAP SHOWING THIS BUILDING: date__1872
source {i.e. library

title N Co. )ﬂ;mdej_m:a:%,ﬂncb&sﬁ .r
ﬁf?g iﬁﬁT _MIGHT HAVE SHOWN THE STRUCTURE AAMINED?

WERE EARLIER

yes_x no___(explain) .
ARCHMECT? uninoun

BUILDER: npkoown

20. HISTORICAL ANQ ARCHITECTURAL IMPORTANCE:

Thiz structure iz not of historic or architectural importance., It
is of common architectural style and i3 not associated with any important
historic events. It does not have architectural integrity due to twentieth

century modificatioms.

7). SOURCES: Rundel Public Library, Rochester, New York.
New Yark State Archives and Manuscripts, Albany.

22. THEME: . residential architecture i, the 18705
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Photo 62 Structure 25
294 River Street
Facing Northwest
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Phase IA and IB Cultural Resource Survey for the
Port of Rochester Harbor Improvement
and Ferry Terminal Project

City of Rochester, Monroe County, New York
- City of Rochester Project No. 99021
ﬁ ' NYSDO'T PINS 4752.60 and 4752.62

Structure No. 16
302 River Street
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‘Il INTEGRITY: a. original site_x  b. moved if lso, when?

|
!

NEW YORK STATE BUILDING / STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORM

P R-10 IR

Brida=

YOUR NAME: Kathleen Allen SITE NAME:
YOUR ADDRESS: ponarrman: of Aathra- SITE NQ.:
PHONE: (714) 636-2297 POLuZy QIAD:

ORGAN[EATION:&MH1DF{P,” q[,-u,-_.}_, NEG. NO.:
DATE:_8/84 ]

IDENTIFICATION
1. BUILDING NAME(S): srructure 24

2. COUNTY:__ Monrge TOWN/CITY: Rochester “VILLAGE:__

3. STREET LOCATION:_ 1302 River Street

4, QWNERSHIP: private_x public

5. PRESENT OWNER! J Comnolly _ OWNER'S ADDRESS: 302 River St.

6. USE: original re - present recidencs

e Fesidoance
7. ACCESSIBILITY: Extericr visible from public road: yes x no_

Interior accessible {(explain}: no, private

8. BUILDING - a. clapboard___ b.stone__ c.brick___ d. board&batten___ ' i
MATERIAL: . e. cobblestone____ f. shingles_ g. stucco____ h. metal siding _ i

i. composition matenal * j» other___ (explain)

3. STRUCTURAL a. wood frame w/ interlocking joints . . b. wood frame w/light

SYSTEM: members c. masonry load bearing walls___
d. metal ___ (explain)

e. other L solidlog - i
. i AL

- foundation IYPQ7 conerete faced

10. CONDITION: a. exceallent b. good_x c. fair___ d. deteriorated___

c. list major alterations and dates (if known)

metal siding, leaders and gutters,

storm fixtures, Associated garage moved here from

elsewhere

{2. PHOTO: | - 13. MAP:




18. OTHER NOTABLE FEATURES O

" SIGNIFICANCE

B-17

' PIN Stutson Street Brid

14. THREATS TO BUILDING: a. none known___ b. zoning___ & roads__X
‘ . d. developers___ e, deterioration ‘

{f. other bridge revlacement

|s. RELATED QUTBUILDING AND PROPERTY:
: a. barn b. carriage house___ €. arage x_ d. privy____

e. shed  f.greenhouse___ g- Shop___ h- gardensy
i. landscape features , : '

j» other
ko well L fence/wal__

16. SURROUNDINGS OF THE BUILDING (check more than one if necassary):
. a.openland___ O woodland___ ¢. scattered buildings__ -~

d. densely built-up____ €- commercial___ f. historical _
g. residential X _ h.other '
17. INTERRELATIONSHIP OF BUILDING AND SURROUNDINGS:
(Indicate if building is in an historic district) ‘

‘Building is mot in a,,r_x___i‘fxis'.tdric district. It is in a residential
, peighborhood,od the west bank of the Genesee River.

F BUILDING AND SITE (including interior
features if known)s o : -

Structure has vermacular style architecture from the - turn—-of-.

the=century.

__.w—— . rs
9. DATE OF INITIAL CONSTRUCTION: . 1950
BikiG: “date 1918

EARLIEST MAP SHOWING THIS BUILD
title gopkins Piat B“]Ej;cf‘?? if 3 spSouree (i.e. librarywﬁm -
WERE EARLIER MAPS THAT MIGHT AVE SHOWN THE STRUCTURE S AMINED?
yes.y  no___{explain)

ARCHITECT: unnoun
BUILDER: ‘nnknowum.

20. HISTORICAL AND ARCHITECTURAL IMPORTANCE:

Thias astructure is not of hiatoric or architectural importance. It
ijs of common architectural style and is not associated with. any important

historic events.

21, SOURCES: Rundel Public Library, Rochester, New York.
New York State Archives and Manuacripts, Albany.

John Connolly, 302 River Street

22. THEME: |
H residential architecture ., rhe turn-of-the-century

[ . : Ce
i i 4y flme i BT 2
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Photo 60

Phote 61

Structure 24
302 River Street
Facing Southeast

Structure 24
302 Riwver Street
Facing Northwest
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Phase IA and IB Cultural Resource Survey for the
Port of Rochester Flarbor Improvement
and Ferry Terminal Project
City of Rochester, Monroe County, New York
City of Rochester Project No. 99021
NYSDOT PINS 4752.60 and 4752.62

Structure No. 17
8-Stutson Road



I B_ZO FRRTE - -

ﬂ NEW YORK STATE BUILDING / STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORM Bridz:
ﬁ  YOUR NAME: Kathleen Allen SITE NAME:
YOUR ADDRESS: ; _ _ SITE NO.:
PHONE: (716) 636-2297 PO*V3Y QAD:
ORGANIZATION Archsenlapical Susvey NEG. NO.:
DATE: _g/84 ,
IDENTIFICATION :
ﬂ _1. BUILDING NAN‘E{S): Structure 96
2. COUNTY: Monroe TOWN/CITY:Rochester: ___VILLAGE:__|
3. 'STREET LOCATION:_8 Stutson Street ’
ﬂ 4, OWNERSHIP: privateEx_ public_ _
. 5. PRESENT OWNER:unknown . QWNER'S ADDRESS:
6. USE: original residence present readdence
ﬂ S ACCESSIBILITY: Extericr visible from public road: yes_x_no__
Interior accessible {explaink  no, private ’
ﬁ 3. BUILDING a. clapboard___ b. stone___ c.brick___ d. board&batten
MATERIAL: e. cobblestone___ f. shingles___ g. stucco___ h. metal siding x
(axplain)

i. composition material j. other

9. STRUCTURAL ' 2. wood frame w/interlocking joints___ b. wood frame w/light

SYSTEM: members___ c. masonry load bearing walls___
d. retal____{(explain), . -
e. other f. solid log .

g. foundation type?___cut stone and mortar _

10. CONDITION: a. excellent b. good_x c. fair___ d. deteriorated_

IL INTEGRITY:  a.original site, - b. moved___ if so, when?
c. list major alterations and dates (if known)

e

aluminum storm fixtures

12. PHOTO: 13. MAP:




l4.

| B-21
‘ PIN Stutson Street Brid

THREATS TO BUILDING: a.none known___ b. zoning ¢. roads__X
d. developers____ & deterioration__
f. other bridge rwplacement

UILDING AND PROPERTY:

{5. RELATED QUTB :
' - 4. barn___ b. carriage house___ ¢. garage x, d. privy_
e.shed 1. greenhouse___ & shop__ _ h. gardens____
i, landscape features -
j. other
) 'k, well ___ L. fence/ wall___
6. SURROUNDINGS OF THE BUILDING (check more than one if necessary):
a. open land.__ b- woodland____ G- scattered buildings___
d. densely built-up____ &- commercial___ f. historical
g- residential X h. other___~
+ S .
17, INTERRELATIONSHIP OF BUILDING AND SURROUNDINGS:
{Indicate if building is’in an historic district)
uilding is mot in an historic district.
18. OTHER NOTABLE FEATURES OF BUILDING AND SITE (including interior
" features if known)s ' |
Ccarved wood door, oval light, bay window oﬁ
east side of structure : s
SIGNIFICANCE ' . -
DATE OF INITIAL CONSTRUCTION:____early 1900s

19.

title
. WERE EARLIER MA 3

20.

21

HOWING THIS BUILDING: date_1918 Hopkins

source (i.e. libraryypdel Libhracs -Eaches:er
"HAVE SHOWN THE STRUCTURE EAAMINED?

EARLIEST MAP 5

yes no  {explain)

ARCHITECT: unknown
BUILDER: anknonm

HISTORICAL AND ARCHITECTURAL IMPORTANCE:

of historic er architectural importance. It
1 style and is not assoclated with any important

This structure is not
is of common architectura
historlic events.

, SOURCES: Rundel Public Library, Rochester, New York.
New York State Archives and Manuscripts, Albany.

- 1 .
2'“. THEME' residentia}. architecture in the early 1900s
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Photo 153 Structure 96
8 Stutson Street
Facing Northeast
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Phase IA and IB Cultural Resource Survey for the
Port of Rochester Harbor Improvement
and Ferry Terminal Project
City of Rochester, Monroe County, New Yotk
City of Rochester Project No. 99021 .
NYSDOT PINS 4752.60 and 4752.62

E : ‘ Structure No. 18
9 Stutson Street
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NEW YORK STATE BUILDING / STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORM

YOUR NAME:  KXathleen Allen SITE NAME:

YOUR ADDRESS: Deparrment of Aathzo- SITE NO.:

PHONE: (716) 636=-2297 POL0sy QUAD:

ORGAM..ATION Ars bamama] Sussey NEG. NO.:

DATE: g/84

IDENTIFICATION - : .

1. BUILDING NAKME(S): Srructure 34 i
TOWN/CITY:_Rochester - YHLLAGE: ___

2. COUNTY: Monroe
3. STREET LOCATION: 9 Stutsop Street
4, OWNERSHIP: private_x public____ - :
5. PRESENT OWNER:unknown QWNER'S ADDRESS:

6. LSE: original regidence present ~_residence
ACCESSIBILITY: Exter'or visible from public road; yes_x no_

Interior accessible (explain}t no, private

3. BUILDING . a. clapboard___ b.stone___ ¢.brick___ d:. board&batten___

MATERIAL: e. cobblestone___ f.shingles x _ 2. stucco___ h. metal siding ___
i. composition “‘material___ j other_ (explain)

9. STRUCTURAL a. wood frame w/mterlockmg joints___. b. wood frame wfhght :
SYSTEM: members___ c. masonry load bearing waus
d. metal —(explain)

e, other
g. foundation type? copnerers hlock

f.solid log_ -

10. CONDITION: a. excellent b. good ¢. fair_x_ d. deteriorated

1. INTEGRITY: a. original site___ b. moved_x_ if so, when? 195¢ or 1957
‘ c. list major a.lteratxons and dates (if known)

. dormers appear to be newer

12. PHOTO: 13. MAP:




- B25
| PIN Stutson Street

1'4 THRE ATS TO BUILDING: a.none known_ _ b. zoning__ _ ¢. roads__X
d. developers____ e detenoranon

f. other bridsze renlacement

15. RELATED QUTBUILDING AND PROPERTY:

a. barn___ b. carriage house____ c. garage__ . privy__
a. shed f. greenhouse ___ g. shop h. gardens_____

i. landscape features .

jo other

k. well l. fence/w wood

16. SURRQUNDINGS OF THE BUILDING (check more than one if necessary):
a. open land___ b. woodland___ c. scattered buildings__

d. densely bulit-up___ e. commercial___ f. historical___
g. residentialx.  h. other_

17. INTERRELATIONSHIP OF BUILDING AND SURROUNDINGS.
(Indicate if building is in an historic district)

Building is not in an historic district.
1t is in a residential neighborhood

18. OTH:.R NQTABLE FEATURES QOF BUILDING AND SITE (mclud.mg interior
features if known:

It has been moved from Clayton Street to this location.
Owner found projectile point while foundation being dug.

SIGNIFICANCE . '
19. DATE OF INITIAL CONSTRUCTION' Unknown , possibly 90 years old

EARLIEST MAP SHOWING THIS BUILDING: date :
title___— source, (i.e. hgraryg;zzzi ;3;::;%33:};:::
WERE EARLIE.R MADPS THAT MIGHT HAVE SHOWN THE STRUCTURE EXAMINE "
yes x_ no___ {(explain) Strucf_;u:g Dot .on_original location

' ARCHITECT? yminous
BUILDER: unknoumn

- 20. HISTORICAL AND ARCHITECTURAL‘ IMPORTANCE:

This structure is not of historic or architectural iznportlance It
is of common architectural style and is not associated with. any important
historic events,.

2!, SQURCES: Rundel Public Library, Rochester, New York.
- New York State Archives and Manuscripts, Albany.

2 : :
22. THEME: residential architecture zround the turn-of-the~
century

Brid_, _‘
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Photo 71 Structure 34

9 Stutson Street
Facing Southeast
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§E;uctures 34 and 35 ‘ ]

These two structures are located on the southwest corner

of Stutson Street and River Street near the Stutson Street

Bridge. These structures are 90-100 years oldland are not on

They were formerly located on Clayton

their original site.
e 1950s

Street and were moved to their present location in th

when the Lake Ontario State pParkway was being planned. Neither

of these structures are considered significant cultural

resources due to their lack of architectural integrity and

importance. ”

A shovel test (23. 2) placed on the front lawn of Structﬁre‘

35 resulted in the recoﬁery'of a Lamoka-pIOJectlle point. Four

addltlonal shovel tests were placed around the initial test bdt

no additional prehlstorlc ‘material was located.

shovel test located just north of the find spot revealed .

evidence of filling while a shovel test to the east prodﬁced a

1965 75-cent coin. A shovel test south of the first test

produced historic material and a large piece of wood extended

across the bottom of the test. It was approximately 6 cm

(2 in) thick and may be. historic rubbie from the stripping of

land and foundetion construction for Structure 35.
A projectile point was reported from the viecinity of

structure 34 and hed been encounterd during foundation

construction. Both of these structures appear to be located on

1and that has been formerly stripped since land to the north,

south and west is 1-2 m (3~7 ft) higher and repertedly




~

| B-L5
.

represents the original ground surface. - {See Structure 35,

Photo 72) (Appendix Two). If the points are near their

original location of discard, they may be remnants of a site

that has been destroyed by soil stripping. On the other hand,

it is 'also possible that they have been brought‘iﬁ from
elsewhere during construction activities. In any eﬁgnt, fhey
were located iﬁ a disturbed area and are not significant
cultural resources. No further consideration need be taken of
this locatidn in connectionIWith'the proposed project.

Structure forms and photographs follow.
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Phase JA and IB Cultural Resource Survey for the
Port of Rochester Harbor Improvement
and Ferry Terminal Project
City of Rochester, Monroe County, New York
City of Rochester Project No. 99021
NYSDOT PINS 4752.60 and 4752.62

Structure No. 19
385 River Street
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NEW YORr STATE EUILDINthfRUPTUPE zmvamrawv FORM

YOUR NﬁME=Qmaﬁlaﬂﬁﬂnxk*&kmﬁgmmn,m#*__ SITE NAME:
YOUR ADDRERSIMEAS JRe 18 Ambewmet Y . BITE MO,
PHONE § 71828282297 DAL :

DERGANIZATION: ﬁnﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁjﬂﬂlﬁﬁlhuutxﬁx NES . NO.
DATE: hgnxggam_iauﬁ

IREMTIELCAT IO : :
3. BUILDING NAME R : Shructure #1214

2, COUNTY::fonrce TOWN!CITYEE{S‘.&Q% VILLAGE:

2. STREET LOCATION:RES River. Streat

G, DUNERSHIF: private Koo BUb70

5., PRESENT OWNER: Angelo Chellind OWNER 'S ADDRESS: 288

S, UBE: eriginal WLA.Cwstomns House present prasidence

v, ACCESSISILITY: Ewterdor vizible +Hrom public road: yes X o
Interior accessible {explain): No, private residerve

a. BUILDING a.olapboard_ . b.stone Sattrick... o.beardabatten
MATERIAL: e.cobblestone..... ¥F.zhvingles .. g.ztuceca. ... h.metal siding X
i. campasition materiai . J.obher____ femplatin)

CETRUCTURAL a.woad Prame w/inberTasking s¢ints. .. B-wesd frame w/s
BYSTEM: Tight members X . c.mascry Toad bearing walls.
d.motal___ texplain ' '

&, obher f.zoldd teg
g Poundabion type? morbtared stone and oaet stone Hlook

1@. CONDITION: a. exoellermtu.. b. good X o. Ffair ., d. deteriorated

B

11. INTEBRITY: &. ariginal site X b. Moved__. ¥ s¢, when?
a. 1ist major altterations and dates (iF knownd
siding, wear addition

18, FHOTO: _ 12, MAP
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PIrt 8251 ,08, 100
14, THREATS TO BUILDING: a.none Known. b, zaning @, roads_

cd. develapers . e. deteriaraticon,_
. ather bridge accoess

LS.

1. RELATED QUTBUILDINGS AND PROPERTY:

& barn.. b. asanriage house o, garage X the prdwvy
ey shed X P. Greenhcuce Ha shop.. h. gardens

1. Jamtdscape Features Lwe largs ash three mapnles
J» wther stone vebairing wall seukh of structuare

K. wel’l 1 Fences/wall

16, BURROUNDING® OF THE BUILDING (ofieck more than one 1 Meces

SEamy s
2, Cpenn Tand . wood?and ¢. scattered buildings

d. densely bEﬁTt*upmm_ 2. cotmeraial X Fo nhigtarioal_
G. vesidential X . h., acher

v —_

17. INTERRELATIONSHIP OF BUILDING AND SURROUND IMNGS»
{Indicate i+ building 43 9n a Mistoric district)
Structure iz ab the end of a strest which s cenposed of nineteent
Aand. early twentietbth century commeradal Putitdings which zre now use
both cammeroial and apartment buildingsg it e the only zingle
residence ow the black

1&. QTHER MNOTABLE FEATURESlOF BUILDING AND RITE Vincludbing irterior
teaturegs 1¥ Hnown): Twe and a hale story; olvesed pediment gable end
Faces street; canbilevered second sbory semi-hexagonal bay window oo
north gide with gabled roo¥; twe story rear secticn: one story rear

agaitiam

i9. DATE OF INITIAL CONSTRUSTIOM: S8t FEOSD 4 a0
EARLIERT MAP SHOWNING THIS BUILDING: data Ao
title Rachester £lat Man soUreeldile., tibBraryIMoanros Co, L H9b.
WERE EARLIER MAPS. THAT MIGHT HAVE SHOWN THE BTRUCTURE EXAMTNEO?
ves X ne (expiainy '
ARCHITECT :
BUYLDER:

4
22, HMISTORICAL AND ARUHITECTURAL IMPORTAMOLE :
Ar exampie of Tatie nineteentn and early twentickh certury
arofritecture that s oommon in this gection of Rachester; was
identified as a W.5. Customs House on the 19182 map

BOURCES

Fia
[y
*

T

aw. THEME: Residertial avaohitecblre in the Tate mineteenth and eariy
wwernbiath aentury



.land and first appears on the 1902 map (Figure 9).

B-32

‘Strucutre 101: 385 River Street ca. 1850-1900 Photo 127

Structure 101 is located within the project area. It is a
trun-of-the-century wood vernacular residence whose architectural

style is common in the area. The structure has a pedimented

front gable and a bracketed bay window with a pedimented gable in

the upper story. A one story addition has been made to the rear

of the structure and aluminum siding has been applied.

Structure 101 is the original building on this parcel of

It was

associated with Hubbs, whose contribution to early Rochester

history is not known. By 1918, the structure was being used as a

U.S. Customs house (Figure 10). It is currently a residence.

Photo 127 Structure 101, Facing southwest
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Phase IA and IB Cultural Resource Survey for the
Port of Rochester Harbor Improvement
and Ferry Terminal Project
City of Rochester, Monroe County, New York
City of Rochester Project No. 99021
NYSDOT PINS 4752.60 and 4752.62

Structure No. 20
414/420 River Street
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BUILDING-STRUCTURE INVENTORY FORM

NYS OFFICE OF PARKS, RECREATION
& HISTORIC PRESERVATION
DIVISION FOR HISTORIC PRESERVATION

(518) 4740479

YOUR NAME:__Nancy Prowell

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

UNIQUE SITE NO.

657 East Avenue

YOUR ADDRESS:

QUAD
SERIES
NEG. NO.
DATE:__10/9/86
TELEPHONE: (716} 271-4320

)Rochester Museum & Science Center

ORGANIZATION (if any):

*****#********

IDENTIFICATION

® % x x *k ® K Xk ¥ * k K K ¥ ¥ ¥ *x *

I I

"New York Central Train Station

I. BUILDING NAME (S):

2. COUNTY:__Monroe TOWN/CITY: _Rochester VILLAGE:
3. STREET LOCATION: 414 River Street , '
4. OWNERSHIP:  a. public [J b private O
5. PRESENT OWNER: o ADDRESS:
6. USE: Original: Train Station Present:
7. ACCESSIBILITY TO PUBLIC: Exterior visible from public road: Yes [ No [J
"Interior accessible:  Explain
DESCRIPTION . o
8. BUILDING - 2. clapboard & b.stone 0 c brick OJ  d. board and-batten ]
MATERIAL: e. cobblestone [ f. shingles & g stucco L1 other:
Yy, STRUCTURAL a. wood frame with interlocking jeints T
SYSTEM: b. wood frame with light members &
(il known) c. masonry load bearing walls (J
“d. metal {explain)
e. other
10. CONDITION: 2. excellent O b. good [} ¢. fair 1 d. deteriorated E‘g
1. INTEGRITY:  a. original site X b. moved [] if so.when?
¢, list major alterations and dates (if known):
New rear window casements
12. PHOTO: 13. MAP:

HP-1

An Equal Oppuortunity

_]

“:J

< SN

Agency
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’HRENBTOBU&DNG:anmwawnE] bzmng ard&[ﬂ
d. developers [J e. deterioration K]

f. other:

RELATED OUTBUILDINGS AND PROPERTY: ~
: a. barn (3 b. carriage house [] c. garage [J

d.privy [ e shed [J f. greerihouse [}
g shop [JJ  h.gardens [J
i. landscape features:
j. other: _Small boat dock .

SURROQUNDINGS OF THE BUILDING {check more than one if necessary):
a. open land OJ b. woodland [J
¢. scattered buildings [
d. densely built-up (] e. commercial &
f industrial (J g residential (&
h.other: Between railroad tracks and river

INTERRELATIONSHIP OF BUILDING AND SURROUNDINGS:
(Indicate if building or structure is in an historic district)

OTHEPR. NOTABLE FEATURES OF BUILDING AND SITE (inciuding interior features if known):

SIGNIFICANCE .

19,

21.

22,

. Barnes, Joseph.

DATE OF INITIAL CONSTRUCTION: 1909

ARCHITECT:

BUILDER:

' HISTORICAL AND ARCHITECTURAL IMPORTANCE:

This structure was built to replace an earlier structure on the
same site which had burned. Its location is significant in that
this was Charlotte's first commercial area which centered around
the station and the major role played by the railroad. The arch-
itecture is representative of stations of its type and size.

SOURCES
Greer, Emma Pollard. History of Charlotte. Unpubl. manuscript,

rundell Library, Rochester, NY |
"The Annexation of Charlotte" in Rochester History

Joseph Barnes, ed. vol. 37 #1.

plat Book of the City of Rochester, NY and Vicinity. G.M. Hopkins

Co. Philadelphia, 1926.

THEME:
The railroad in Charlotte
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FIGURE 139 New York Central Train Station, Photo Angle A,
Facing Northwest '

FIGURE 140 New York Central Train Station, Photo Anyle B,
Facing Southeast
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Phase IA and IB Cultural Resource Survey for the
Port of Rochester Harbor Improvement
and Ferry Terminal Project
City of Rochester, Monroe County, New York
City of Rochester Project No. 99021
NYSDOT PINS 4752.60 and 4752.62

Structure No. 21
419/421 River Street
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vouR NAME: D Blawsenlioafb. Gowan ... SITE NAME:
YOUR ADDRESS:MEAS 3G UR Anhevst NY

PHONE : ZXS=8XQ 2D 7 :
OREBANIZATTON: Aranassdagioal Survey NEE.NO.:

LaT

1”
2.
4.

g

-3
7.

19,

1i.

13,

| B-38

PIN A75L. 05180

MEW YORK BTARTE BUYLDING/STRUCSTURE INVENTQHV‘FQRM

=R . BITE MO

RLIAD x

£ eptloch 1993

et o : ;
AUILDING NAME (3) 1 Rbrueture #99 Dnditwocd Tnn
TOWMN/CITY Bachester | VILLAGE:

COUMTY  Monnae :

BTREET LOCATION: 430, Al River Sfoeet

OWNERSHIP: private X pupklioc " _

PREJENT OWNER: Ha.RoQRrs OWNER 'S ADDRESS: fSachester

. presert Layern/apantnents
Cokericr vigible Fram publtie roagds ves Mo 500
Ipkerior accessible {explaini: Yo z. the seoticn Ghal

dm_a fhavern ,

USE: coriginal ¢
ACCEBRIBILITY:

& . o1 apboarta..,. Dathone cbrick X d. bhoarddbatten, .

UILDING \
MATERIAL: e.cobblestone .. f.ehingles,.. ti»stuece » h.netal siding.
4. composition matevdialo . . J.other .. faxplaind :
STRUCTURRAL a.wWacd Frame w/interiooking aorints__.. b.wacd Frame W/
SYSTEM: Tight members .. .C.masonry foad pearing walils Moo..
' d.metalotexpiaind
e.other P.ealid Tog

g. ¥Foundation type? 2

CONDITION: a. excellent_ ... B, good _.. c. Fair K d. doetericarated ..

INTEGRITY: aB. arigrinal zite X . . Moved if B, when?
5. 1ist majer atteraticns and dates (i Hown) )
wacden structure burned about 19098 and was rebuedld in

Brdok

PRHOTO 5 13. MAP
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PIN 478198450

THREATS TO BUILDIMNG: a.none Kpown,.. . B, Z2Ming..._ C. roads.o
d. tevelopers e, deberieraticon

*. other hridge acopes

RELATED OUTBUILDINGE AND PROPERTY 2
2., barn_.. 5. carriage house_... ©. {Irage Hae privy

e. shed . greenticuse g s&hop . ha. gardens
1. Tandscape Features

. 3. wther ,
e WweT¥o 1o fence//wall

SURROLND INGS OF THE BUILDING toheok more than ne i+ necgssaryld:
a. open Tand b, woedland. . ©. geattered butildings

4. densely built-up X e. commercial X £. histarical....
. residertial . h. other '

INTERRELATIONSHMIP OF BUILOING AND SULRROUND INGS ¢
(Indicate ¥ building is in a histaric aistrich) _
structure 15 an a gestion of the street that has obhey nineteenth

antd twentieth century asompercial buiidings

ATHER NOTABLE FEATUREDS OF BUILIDING AND SITE Cincluding interior
features 4 Rncwnl: Three starys first Fiaor has deecrative stane
faning which covers up muoh af the ariginal arehiteatural detai’i-
part of one ariginal east dron pillar ds visibie cn bhe sawth Pront
fipgt $loer hazs display windows, a doorway with & Cranasomn windGw ar
a wocden averhang over the entrance; seocond and third Floore are

covared with decorative yellaw byrick - the windows have arched

brick Tintels and conorete 247183 cevnice of the buwilding iz covere

py vellow brick and may anee have been brackebed < have dentil
moidingsy roaf s #lat but ds stepped on the side

DATE OF INITIAL COMBTRUCTION: Ca.liff

EARLIEST MAP BHOWING THIS BUILDING: date L2082

£itle Roohester 2lat Map. .. scuroeld ., 14 arary ) domeae G, LG
WERE EARLIER MAPS THAT MIGHT HAVE BHOWN THE STRUCTURE EXAMINED?

yes N k2l fampliaing & =4 ; = 27D
2 s _structume repiaced. it

ARGHITECT: :

BUILDER

HIBTORICAL AND ARCHITECTURAL IMPORTANCE

An example of Tate nineteenth, early twentieth sontury eommercia’l
arofiteature) the criginal struoture i 1h dn L2599 arnd KRhown &5
Captain Masoan’ £, afiter the Fire Rnown as Steamboat Hotel and 2
considered to be cne of the glidest potele in Monrae County
SouEneR: Caption under & photagraph of Bteanboat HMoted 47n Tocal
restaurant: Mra, W, Rogers, Guner

ineteeth and sarly

THEME:_ Conaine ot & architesture of the Tete n
sez of Rocheste

wwentiath ocentury; aarity commeredial entarprid
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Photo 125 Structure 99, Facing west
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Phase IA and IB Cultural Resource Survey for the
Port of Rochester Harbor Improvement
and Ferry Terminal Project
City of Rochester, Monroe County, New York
City of Rochester Project No. 99021
NYSDOT PINS 4752.60 and 4752.62

Structure No. 22
425 River Street
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FIN ﬁiml¢wmaiﬂﬂ

ﬂEW YORK, BTATE BUiLﬁINGISTRUCTURE INVENTORY FORM

YOLIR NAME :D2. 31 awzcn/ ol Samian, RITE NAME:
YOLE ACDRERR : MEAS WRa LR Smherst MY, SITE NO.:
PHOMNE s 218 -8 -Rd? mUAD e
ORGBAMNIZATION: sngbﬂﬁgjgﬂmaaiuhunxﬁx MEE . NO . 3

s

DATE : Japhloct LA

ILEMIL&I&&ILﬂm

1. SUILDING NAME(S): #i:uggung_ﬂ,m

oL COUNTY HMonrae | TOWM/CITY iﬂﬂ.ﬁbﬁmﬁiﬁf‘— 53 § { AISE

e »
Q. BTREET LOCATIONMN: fiver Straet

4, CWNERBHIF: preivete X pubitic
=, PRESENT QWNER: P Boonaeri OWNER "2 ADDRESR :Ranhesther
6. URE: original compsreial present commeraial. pars

W, ACCEARIRILITY: Eurney i Gy vigible Fron public raad: yves X....na
Inberic aocesgibie {(explainit ngJ Lhe ﬁggtj;m e

dz afaverts

@, BUILDING Ca.olapboard. ... besboane . G- Biaik X d.board@batten... .
MATERIAL: ¢.cabblestone . F«8 hing1e*__ testucoos K ... hs metal sqding
4, composgition material ~obhey kemp?a1n)

b wmmd +rame w/
SYSTEM: Tiatrt pembers X C.masonmy Faad besring walls
dometal_ . _Lfexglaind

& Jorbher
g. ¥Foundation Lype? 2

F.eatid todg

10, CONDITION: m. excellent.._ b. gocd _ &. #air X d. deteriorated__

11. IMTEGRITY: a&. mreq?ﬁa1 zite ¥ .. b. Moved._.. if s, when?
o, &t ma1ow atteraticns and datec (9¥ ROCw
d1r+event Facades; windows reduced; tue gtory ooncrete

bioek agdition Lo veay

12. PHOTO: 13, MAP
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FIN 420500030

i4. THREATS TO BUILDING: a.none Knewn.. . H. ZCNING, . . oemdds
: cd. develupers __ e. deteridaration
. obher hpidue acddssg

.

18, RELATED DUTBUTLLINGS AND PROPERTY:
A LDRYN. . By carvrioge house . o. garege .. tla ovivyo._
e. sghed .. ¥F. greenhause g shap,... B. garden:s
. Tandzocape Feabures :
A whbey
Ke Wil . T. Fenge/wsll

16, SURROUMD INGS OF THE BUILDING (cheok more than ane it necessaryl:
a. apen land . b. wood?and &, sceattered buildings
. densely britt=-up X e. commercial ¥ €. Histowmioal
g. vesidential __ h. obher

17. INTERRELATIONSHIP OF BUILDING AND SURROUNDINGS:
(Indicate ¢ building 92 +in a hisboric districot) _
Strueture 12 on a gection of the sbtreet that has other nineteenth

sentury compercial buwdildings

12, OTHER NOTABLE FEATURES QF BUILSING AND SITE (incltuding interior
Features 4F knownli Three story; shed raaf; corbellied cornice with
derntiltsy Flat prich arab over windows and store sil1¥s; nerth end ha:
1451 windaws, »egt have been replaced; ground Ploor contatins three
4+ fferent taverts each w1th a diFfferent Facade (dtcne siding,

stueao, recotnt brick

ﬁihﬁiELﬁﬁmﬁﬁ

DATE OF INITIAL CONBTRUCTION: aa.ifze

EARLIEGT MAP BHOWING THIS BUILDING: date 1%7@ ;

titie Beers Atlas. Mennoe Gl .. Soures L) e.,\?1brawv}ﬂ;ﬁngg O _tik
WERE HARLIER MAPE THAT MIGHT HAVE HHQWN]THE STRUCTURE EMAMINED?
ves X YIS (enp?a?ﬂ) E_MandﬁﬂQMansﬂwﬁgnugguge i jles
ARCHITEST : . _—

BUXLDER-

(_;_r

20, HISTORICAL AN ARCHITECTURAL IMPORTANCE:

AN enampile ot Yate nineteenth century copmeracial arcehitecture;
appears to have replaced an earTier coammersial s+ructurn That wWas o
tHise Tacaticon in the 1850s ‘

o
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THEME: Commercial architecture of the Tate ninsteeth centuryy

early cammeraial enterprises in Rochegtar
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Structure 98: River Street ca. 1870 Photo 124

Structure 98 is located within the project area. It is a
late nineteenth century commercial ﬁuilding whose architectural
style is typical to the area. The structure has a corbeled
cornice with dentils and windows with stone sills. The lower
fécade has been faced with conérete, brick and simulated stone.
The building is currently occupied by three taverns on the first
floor and apartments on the upper two stories.

A commercial.building was located on this parcel of land as
éarly as 1858 (Figure 6A) when it was owned by W.B. Walters.
According to the 1858 map directory, Walters was a dry goods andr
grocery merchant. From the architectural style of Structure 98
and the 1872 map (Figure 7) ‘it appears that the earlier 1350s

building was replaced by Structure 98 around 1870. W.B. Walters

was still associated with the. building at that time.

4
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Photo 124 Structure 98, Facing southwest
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Phase IA and IB Cultural Resource Survey for the
Port of Rochester Harbor Improvement
and Ferry Terminal Project
City of Rochester, Monroe County, New York
City of Rochester Project No. 99021
NYSDOT PINS 4752.60 and 4752.62 -

Structure No. 31
70 Lighthouse Street
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7. DESCRIPTION

. ) ({Check One) .
: % Excetlent T Good. [C7 Foir ] Deteriaected {J Ruins ~ [] Unexposed
. CONDITION * er”k_OMJ . (Check One)
[i Altered (3 Unaltered [7] Moved &.Origin'cﬂ Site

DESCAIAE THE FRESENT AND GRIGINAL (if known) PHYSICAL APPEARANCE

- On a bluff overlooking the mouth of the Genesce River. and |-
the port of Rochester, the Genésee Lighthouse stands in the north-
west corner of the city of Rochester in an area known as Charlotite
formerly a separate village. The Lighthouse stands further fromn.
the water than it did originally due to the filling in of marshj
land to the east over the past 150 years.

e

The 1822 octagonal limestone tower has 6'thick foot walls which
are now covered with ivy.- The door is iron, and a spiral iron
stairway and then a ladder lead up to an observation platform
at the top of the eighty foot high structure.

| The brick keeper's house beside the light was built in 1863 <
replacing a smaller stone house. It is 2 1/2 stories with a m
small one story wing to the west. The main part of the house is] m
three bays wide on the front facade with a central doorway. The
house has the air of simple, well-maintained functionalism with -
square stone lintels, a single chimney and a gable roof. =
o
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. [ SIGNIFICANCE

‘_'-‘_‘———l
PERIOD (Check One or More as Apprepriate)
0O Pre-Calumbion' (] 16th Century (3 18th Century . 0 200k Century
7 15tk Cantury ] 17tk Century % 191k Century )

SPECIFIC DATEIS! (/f Applicable and Known) 1 822 Tower 1863-House

AREAS OF SIGNIFICANCE (Check One or More as Appropriute)

Abar iginal ] {] Educarnon 3 Political . L.} Urbkan Planniag
ﬁ 3 Prehistoric [ Engincering _ (] Religion/Phij. L-—} Qiher (Speciny)
() Historie [ Industry . ' tosophy '
3 Agriculture (] tnvention I} Science
[ Archirecture [ Lendscape i 1 Sculprore
E ] At Architecture - [ Socisl Human-
X Commerce {J Lireraryre itarian
e X] Communications 1 Militory Tt Theoter
] Censervation i Music Xi Trensportetian

STATEMENT QF SIGNIFICANCE

I

. Built in 1822, the octagonal stoné Genesee Light is illustra!
tive of the earliest vintage of light stations constructed in !
New York State, and itremains a solid landmark in the history of
Great Lakes navigation and of the Port of Rochester in particular

Qe e

As commercial traffic increased on Lake Ontario in the niner
teenth century, a series of lighthouses at the key Lake ports
became necessary. Surviving today in this group of Lake Ontario
Lighthouses along the American shore are: the Galloo Island
Lighthouse in Jefferson County (1866), the Selkirk Lighthouse
at Port Ontario (1837-8 rebuilt 1855), the Sodus Bay Lighthouse]
(c. 1825, rebuilt 1871}, and the Genesece Lighthouse at Charlott?
(1822, house rebuilt .1863).

INSTRUCTIOQONS

William Hincher, an early settler, first occupied the hill-
top site on the west side of the Genesee River where the Light-
house was later built, Hincher is said to have built a log

cabin there about 1792, and four years later he was joined by ]
other New England settlers who formed their own community on !
the west bank of the Genesee. . . ' |

SEE

In March 1805 Congress established the Port of Genesee, and;

|a collector was appointed for the new customs district. But the
port was surrounded by marshlands and the entrance to the river! was
partially blocked by a sandbar in the jake, thus a lighthouse
was essential particularly after steamboats began to be used on
the lake, (The first steamboat entered the Port of Genesee in
1817.)

4

ﬁ Finally in 1822 3 1/4 acres of the Hincher property on the

bluff were sold to the U.S. Government, and at a cost of $5,000
William Carroll, a Braddock's Bay resident, built the white.lime-
stone light. A stone house was also built for the keeper, and
according to tradition the first keeper, Giles Holdenr, made
additions to the little house during his 12 years residency and
on leaving took these additions with him for his new home on
Holden Street.

W' See continuation sheet
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ENTRY MUMEER DATE

,[ Continualion Sheet)

8. Slonlilranre

(Nuwumber all enrriee)

lands during the. first few years of the lighthouse's history. 1In
1829 a congressional appropriation for the improvement of navigati
on the river included the clearing -of these woods. In 1834 piers
were built out into the lake over the sandbar and these in time
were equipped with ‘lights and fog bells which were more effective
than the lighthouse high on the bluff. However the Genesee Light
house continued to operate until 1902, and a. larger brick Keeper's
house which was bu1lt in 1863 is stlll an official Coast Guard res
dence.

The beéam from the new 80' high tower was obstructed by forest-

oIl
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Commigsionsr

Thank you for requestin
the project noted above. This in

Historic Preservation Act of 1

C-2
New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historlc Prosarvation

Historic Praservation Fleld Services Buraau
Paablas isiand, FO Box 189, Waterford, Naw York 121B8-Q185

51B-237-68643

Cagtrc
April 18, 2000

Mr. Willlam M. Price, Port Projact Manager

City of Rochaster

Depariment of Environmental Services

City Hall, Room 300-B, 30 Church Street

Aaochester, New York 14614-1279
'Dear Mr, Frice:

Re: FHWA/DOT/CORP CG/INS/DEC

Fast Ferry Terminal, River Street . -
V/Charlotte, Manroe County

goPROS02

g the comments of the State Historic Preservation Office {SHFO)tor
formation has been reviewed under Section T06 of the National

986 and the relevant implementing regulations, Based on-this review,

1.

the SHFO is pleased 1o provide the comments balow.

Faderal agency invoivement in any part of a larger undertaking triggers consultation

.with our offlce under Segtion 108 of the National Historic Preservation Ac. Involvad

agencies must identify affecled and adjacsnt properties and the projects effect on
them. This review is required for projects including faderal funding, loans or.
guarantees, licenses, permits or approvals, or wark performed pursuant to faderal

delagation or mandate.

Saction 14.08 of the New York State Parks, Re&raatlan and Historic Preservation Law

:

mandates a simi
the Empire State Davaiopment Corporat
Conservation (DEC).

) ¥

Like SEQRA, these state and federal prese
review of an undertaking or its envirohmmenta
responsibility for initiat
always pleased to worl
expedite reviews. Atih

consuited our office, and as

1

ing consuliation an the state or federd} ag
k with projact sponsors to offer technical assistance and

Is point we can advise you that no staté or federal agency has
K that you remind your contacts at each involved agency

of their environmental review responsibliitias.

Register of Historic P
considered archeolog

prior ground

We can advise you that Ontario Beach Park Is eliglble for listing
aces (see attached eligibility commants).
ically sensitive and a survay Is recormmended unless substantial

tar consultation process for undertakings involving state agencies. like
fan (ESDC) or Department of Envirenrnental

rvation reviaws do not “sagment” the
{bffects. Each alsgplagesthe . = .
anecy, aithough we are .

n the National
In addttion, the area Is

disturbance can be documented (see attached archealogy comments).

[

An Equal Opporunlty/
{3 printsd o
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3. - Although your cover letter indicatad schamatic drawings would be available by the
end of February, we have recalved he further information; Current site plans, building
elevations and mnforrnation about materials, colors and finishes proposed for the Fast
Ferry Terminal Complax and all other components of the May 1999 Charlotte
Harbortown Port Area improvaments Schematic Design Plan should be submitted for
SHPO review as saon as they are available. :

The SHPO appreei&tes the opportunity to commant on this unélertaki‘ng and laoks forward to
helping you complete all required state and fedaral reviews. Please telephone me at 518/237-8643,
axt. 3276 with any questions you may have. Using the PR# abave will significantly expedite the.

processing of {uture submisslons for this,project.

i

Sinceraly,

Richard M, Lord

Hiztatic Sites.Restoration Coordinatar
(Richard.Lord@OPRHPF slate.ny.us)

enc: eligibility. comments (1 pg.)
archsology comments (1 pg.}

cc: Gary McDannell, CORPS Buffalo
Mary lvey, DOT Albany
Stave Beauvals, DOT Rochester
Al Butkas. DEC Avan

1 4 + . 1



ARCHEOLOGY COMMENTS
00PRO502

Based on reported resources, there are archeological sites in or adjacent to your

project area. Thercfore the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) recommends that a

Phase 1 archeological survey is warranted unless substantial ground dlsturbancc can be
documented.

A Phase | survey is designed to determine the presence or absence of
archeclogical sites or other cultural resources in the project’s area of potential effect. The
Phase 1 survey is divided into two progressive units of study including a_Phase ‘1A
sengitivity assesbmcnt and initial project arca ficld inspection, and & Phase IB subsuiface
testing program for the project arca. The SHPOQ can provide standards for conducting
cultural resource investigations upon request. Cultural resource surveys and survey
reports that meet these standards will be accepted and approved by the SHPO.

Our office does not conduct culmral resource surveys. A 36 CFR 61 qualified
archeologist should be retained to conduct the Phase 1 survey. Many archeological
consulting firms advertise their availability in the yellow pages. The services of qmirﬂed
‘archeologists can also be obtained by contacting local, regional, or statewide professmna]
archeological organizations. Phase 1 surveys can be-expected to vary in cost per mile of
n ght—of—-wa.y or by the number of acres impacted. We encourage you to contact a number
of consulting firms and compare examples of each firn’s work to obrtain the best and
most cost-effective product.

Documentation of ground disturbance should include a description of the
disturbance with confirming evidence. Confirmation can include currcit photographs
snd/or  older, photographs of the project area which illusirare the disturbance
(appro}umately keyed to a project area map), past maps or site plans that accurately
record previous disturbances, or current soil borings that verify past disruptions to the
land. Agricultural activity is not considered to be substantial ground- disturbance and
many sites have been identified in previously cultivated land,

- If y"ou have any questions conceming archeology, please call Adran Mandzy at
(518) 237-8643 ext. 3281.

A Mandzy 02/16/00
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05540.007538

C . C-5
RESOURCE EVALUATION - DATE: 16-Feb-00 Co 5TAFY: RTE
PROPERTY: ONTARIO BEACH PARK MCD: ROCHESTER
ADDRESS: BEACH AVE/LAKE AVE COUNTY : BUNROE
PROJECT REF: DOPROSQ2 _ USHN: 05540,007538

[N Property is individually listed on SR/NR:
name of listing: -

[] property is a contributing component of a SR/NR district:
name of district: '

IT KProperty meets eligibility criteria.
[] Property contributes to a distcrict which appears to meet :llglblllty
" eriteria. Pra HAB:_x_ Pozxt SRB:
SKB date

Cricerza £cr Incluxion in che National Ragister:

A [[] Associated with events that have made a significant conctribution ko
:the broad patterns of our history;:

B.[] Aszociated with the lives of persons significant in our
past;

e. X Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a’ type.
period or method of construction; or represents the
work of a master; or possess high artistic values; or
‘represents a significant and discinguishable entity
whose components may lack individual. distinction;

p.[]_ Have vielded, or may be likely to yield information
"imporrant in prehistory or history.

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

oncaris Beach Park is eligible for listing iz the National Ragisrter of
Higteric Placas as a largely irntact example of an sarly 20™ centuxzy
amypensnt park apd pleaasure grouad. The pazrk retains Eeatures £rom its
aarly history as & privataly owned amusemsnt park az well ax features Erom
its readavelopment as a public park immediatesly followlny World Wwar I through
the eerly'15363. Major featuras ineclude a bandstand, carocudel, picnic
shelters and a large Georglan Rewvival style bathhonse dating frem 1931,

Ppleags contact Robert Eaglert nk 518- 237 BE43 axt. 268 if you have qguestions

concerning this decarmination.



