NaplesHistoric Resources Survey
Town & Village of Naple®ntarioCounty, New York

sponsored by
the Town & Village of Naples

with funding providedy
Preserve New York

a signature grant program of the New York State CouncihenArts and the
Preservation League of New York State. Preserve New York is made possible with
the support of Governor Andrew M. Cuomo and the New York State Legislature.

surveyconducted by
The Landmark Society of Western New York, Inc.

submitted August 7 2019

SUMMARY Based on ouhistoric resource survey dlie Village of Naples and adjoining portions of the

Town The Landmark Societiynds (A) basis fathree distinct National Registeceligible historic districts

within the village associatedvariouslywith the @ A  f dev@l&p@éntasa regional miling, viniculture

and commercial centan the nineteenth and earlio mid- twentieth centuries (B) basis for the National
Registerceligibility ofoneindividual property outside the proposed districts, associatell 1 K G KS | NB |
SFNIe aSdiatSyYSyid o6 0)Kdd (e)basis forGpetidlIashivitgéto soverd SdoifaNa
historicproperties and areas in local development planningor general map of proposed districkge p10



Methodology

In Summer 2018, The Landmark Society of Western New York contracted whfilldge and Town
of Naplesto conduct a historic resourcesirvey of theVillage and surrounding aredandedin part by a
Preserve New York grant awarded in July 200t& primarypurpose of the survey was to evaluate the
potential for National Register of Historic Places designationTwn and Villaggroperties so that
property owners might take advantage of historic tax creditd other financial incentivas rehabilitate
their properties. More broadly, thenunicipalitiesalsocommissioned the survey to generate data that
mightinform local planning effogt andpromotion of the@ A f fhistéri® ®@sburces.

Based on information gathered frormaDctober 18th meeting with key bcal stakeholders an
October 30thgeneral public meetingg LINS £ A YA Y I NB & ¢ A Yy RaghiaBdpRliminandzNE 2y
research using primary and secondaegourcesavailableat the local libraryand electronically a survey
area comprising the entety of the Village of Naples and adjoining portions of tlesvii along Route 21
north and south of the Villageras established for the proje¢see Figurela & b). In particular, a 1985
Cultural Resources Surv&eport encompassingroperties along Rout@1 through the Mllage and
beyond ¢ prepared in conjunctiorwith a NYSDepartment of Transportatiomeconstruction of that
thoroughfareq¢ was helpful in establishiniipe Route 21 corridor as a focaxkisfor the presentsurvey; in
fact, this 1985eport was the basis for jwr designationof most of the Route 21 cddor betweenpoints
north and south of theVillage boundarieasHigiblefor listing on the National Register of Historic Places
by the State Historic Preservation Office (SHFE&yond that,the windshield survey and research
indicated that theentirety ofthe densestsettlement, constructionand charactedefining commercial &
agriculturalactivity in the Naples Valldyas been cocentratedwithin the current Village boundariein
the past ad present confined by steepopographyon the northwest and southeastven along Route
HMY (GKS 0dzAASald GK2NRAZAKTF NB i KisBrgdrdughdhi fresedt £ £ S& 7
day, property development is increasingly spaasel peripher&to the historical evolutiornof Naples at
increasing distance fronthe village core justifying the termination of the survey area after its course
along the thoroughfare for some distanci total, the survey areancompassedpproximately 1.1
square mlies (D0acreg and roughly500 propertiesrangng from small residential & commercial parcels
Ay GKS @GAfttr3asS O2NBx (2 €I NHSNJ FANROdzZ GdzNIF £ G NI O
especially in the northeast portion of the survewar

al NOK HMiGK TFadtie2d8BSté FXSER 62N)] Ay 1 3GS al NOK
reconnaissanceand intensivelevel methodology imccadance with National Register (NR) guidelines as

well as guidance gleaned from late September conversations with SHPO employees. Within the areas
where contiguous properties showed sufficient integrity and historical relevance and relatedness for a
historic district, representative streetscape photos were taken, and all individual properties were
R2O0dzYSy i SR dzaAy3a {ldvel suQey foldds i® the/ GRISATEekker ¥ipplBation. Resources
outside of potential districts that appeared to be eligilfor individual National Register listing were
documented using a hybrid approach, with streetscape photos to establish context as well as completion

2F 020K / wL{ ¢NB1 1 SNHdvdldiellshatulthé phgsjc4d deschNigBoD and statenént | y O S

¢KS adzNBBSe o02dzyRINAS& SaidlofAakKSRY ¢2N] LINRBOSSR
I.

Yincluding representatives of Village, Town, and County government, and from the Naples Historical Society

2 New YorkState Department of TransportatioGultural Resource Investigation for the Reconstruction of Route 21
..., Town of Naples and VillageNéples, Ontario County, New Yaflly 1985.



of significance fields on the intensitevel form. Those properties that did not appear to have the

integrity, context, history, or age to be eligible individually or as part of a historic district received cursory
documentation, with streetscape photogphstaken to justify those judgements.
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Figures 1a & b. Survey Areawithin orange boundary, shown on topographic and aerial imagery meplsige municipal
boundary inlilac purple where it does not coincide with the survey area boundary. fétatvely quicktransition to larger
agricultural tracts, sparse residential settlement along major thoroughfares, and undevelopexltait of boundaryas well
as steep slopes to the northwest and southeast that have narrowly confined developnoerghtirK S @A €t f | 3S Q&

KA
This survey report summarizes the findings of our research and fieldwork; our recommendations for
National Register listing, including recommendations and justifications for potential district boundaries;

and general recommendiinsfor using historic commercial and residential architecture as a resource in
local planning and development.

Historic Context& Associated Property Types

Whenthe first New Englandgettlers from Patridgefield (now Peru), Massachusedtsived in the
NaplesValley in the early 178 ¢ having purchased the township as a collectithey set aboutin large
part, recreatingthe built environmentand economidlifewayswith which they were familiar back East. A
smallvillagesquarewas set asidearly onin what is nav the north part of the Villagdrom land donated
by Revolutionary War veterabrothersNathanandWilliamWatking, near a formeiSenecaettlement in
the fertile flatsalong Naples Creekarly civic infrastructure wasoncentratedaround thissite, including

3 The settlement was initially named Watkinstown, then Middletogvior its location on the road between the
larger settlements of Bath and Canandaiguend finally, in 1808, Naples.



the first church and cemetergs well as schodhouse the latter two surviving on the landscapesome
form along with thesquaretoday (see Figuse2 & 3). In addition, the houses and adjoining lands of the
earliest EureAmericansettlers were concentratedaround
the squargincludingthe extantc.1794 Federalstylehouses
of EphraimCleveland (201 N. Main Streetand William
Clark(7976 Route 21significantly alterell andthe Watkins
0 NP (i KpBpekies At least two taverns were ais
established near the square in the first two decades of t
nineteenth century, suggesting bealthy flow of people
through this node. Indeed, @& the geographiand civic
center of thenew settlement, thesquare vas the site of
much early communal actiyi, includingreportedly being
the location fora crude oak stump mortashared by New
England settlers andative Senecg who retained hunting J
rights in the areainto the first decadeof the nineteenth Figure 21859 map detail showing village square

. . area,; cf. Figure 3
century, andthe mustering of a company during theNar of
1812.¢ KS | NBI Q&4 SIF NX ASald 2dzio 2 dzy Rquaitdo,Rvih b&iwdi& NA SR T N.
now Route 245 to Rushville andrious roads west of Canandaigua Lake laid out in thelm@ds.
Subsequentievelopment has removed some of thesglgest structures and features from the landscape
altered others with wn-historicmaterialsand additionsand added norhistoricstructures, isolating the
intact historic properties from one another and obfuscating their connection, but the area reless
retains some of its unique historic charagtesith the square as its centerpie¢gee Figure64-69).
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Figure3. Village square area looking southeast from western slope of valle861 ¢ reportedly oldest known photograph of Naplésbeled for ease
of identifying locations referenced in this report: extant in yellow, lost in red.

—

4 The Cleveland House iBemdy individually listed on the National Register of Historic Places, featuring well
preserved interior stencilingt was recently acquired by the Naples Historical Society, which has been making
initial investments in the property with an eye towardssainable preservation.



In addition,improved milling knowledge andechnology carriedy the early New England settlers
fromi KS Ay Rdza G4 NE Qa Ay Yy 2anid Tidéwater re§iddoudd r¢ailySapglicktipn inithkeS
well-watered Naples Valley, with Grimes, Eelpot, and Tannery Creeks cascading over a shas thstan
converge as the Naples Creek bel(sge Figures 4a
). Benjamin Clarknd Jabez Metcaltonstructed the
~ first of what became manyNaplesracewaysaround
1793 from Grimes Creek dhe mouth of Grimes Glen
northeast over a long courge Naples Creehkorth of
W presentday Route245. Clark built onef the Genesee

¥ |/ 2 dzysilirstBa@nills on this race ithat same year,
il on the site still occupied by later c. 1850flour mill.
SR e .2 Moreover,the earlier trip toElmira or later Seneca

Oablk Lt Sa aAtt 8 AV OPhogint for milling grain was eliminatedwhen Clark
Note flume from original Clark race at far L; race removed ir . A oA A o4 .
early 1920s, but mill building extant on Wall St. Flour mil, oPenedd K'S & S 4 firdt §ist Siffdrorid 1796
roughly on the site of tb presentday Sunoco gas
station at the intersection of N. Main Street and
Ontario Street The success of these mills and the
plentiful  additional opportunities for water
development in the soutlvegern part of the valley
wherethe many creeks convergdd form the Naples
Creek encouraged the construction of a number
additional races and itks in that areathrough the
first half of the nineteenth centuryBy the release of
GKS @AttrasSQa FANRG RSOFAf SR
home to a least three grisnills, two saw & planing

c:
~—h

o B G e i RN
FHgure 4a.c.185

Figure 4. Ontario Mill, once 145 N. Main St., in c.1870 phot Mills, a carding mill for wool prOdSmg,a foundry,

Not first bldg. on site. Variously a grist mill, planing mill,  and a chair factoryon anumber of different races
carding mill.

across a relatively large areaf the southwestern
valley floot By 1859, watepowered sash & blind and
axe factories had den added, as well as an
F'YOATdz2zdzat @ ARSYGAFASR aCl Ny
the extant Griswold Mill. Aaumber of box factories
appear along theaces in the 1874 map, probably to
ASNIBS GKS | NBI Qa @AyAOdzZ G dzNB
since midcentury as prosperous farmes began
recognizing that the well-drained soils and
o e microclimate on thesoutheastfacing slope of the

Figure 4. Griswold sw & planing mill / basket factory in c.189d10rthwest valleywall were ideal for grapegrowing'.
photo. Extant, though highly altered as residence. Thegenerous spacing betweehe racesacross the

valley floor necessitated by th8uid dynamics of the enterprise, and between them and the valley slopes

where vineyards concentratethade for what might be callea farflungdevelopment patterppreserved

Ay GKS @At f [agdipdayGed Rigure §)2 Y LI Ol

Sa{ dz00SaaTdzZd TheNltivBorAprdA8EEdzsEsS ¢
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Figue 5.1859 map detall with mill locations indicated ysllow hexagons, and races highlighted in lighiebhote
dispersion across the valley floor, encouraging a relatively dispersed development pattern retained to some degree today
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With the millsandwater-powered factorieconcentraingwhere the several creeks converged at the
southwestern end of the valle the center of residentiacommercial and religiousdevelopmentwas
shiftingsouthalong presenday Route 2from theold squareby the 1830swith Greek Revival, Italianate,
and Second Empirestyle housesGreek
Revival and Gothic Revivalstyle
churches, and Italianate -style
commercial structurearising in this new
area in the midnineteenth century and
preserved with generally good intety
to today (see Figure 6)The arrval of
businessmetike Elijah Wells and James
L. Monierin the 1820s and 183Qsded
in the commercial turn of the local
economy, and it is telling that both men
Figure6. View N from Mill & N. Main Streets, c.1870. Note Greek Regsigled  PUIlt their homes¢ 2 ¥ 6 KA OK a2y A S

commercial bldg. on L, falseonted bldg.adjacent at center, and Italianate  Still standg154N. Main Street}; toward
cupola in background above. All survive today at core of vill#gEigire 21a.  the new souhwestern center.Similarly,

the A.J. Warnerdesignedt.1872 brick Italianateéown hall¢ dedicatedas a Civil Wanemorial and already

listed on the National Register of Historic Placegas built in the emerging sthwest community center,

justsouth d the 1860Naples Academ(on the site currently occupied by the high school) and just north

of the mid- nineteenth centuryBaptist and Presbyterian churchéle 189202 YLJ SiA 2y 2F (KS

first rail ling from Middlesexc and later Geneva to astationjust west of the new village center, further
encouragedfar flung expansiorto the south and west around the turn of the nineteenth into the

twentieth century(see Figurd). Queen AnngEastlakeand early Colorl Revivat;style housesappear

on newer streetslike Thrall and Lyon Streetieveloped around the westa rail complex and along

thoroughfares extendig out from the commercial corexemplifying this continued turrof-the-century

growth (see Figur®). Stretches of early twentieth centyrtract housingason the northend of East

. . ey N s e
rail statioh 7"yard (VariouseampepgRis extant)

o ‘.,g
2 e % i N WO P S 2 (though1940PWAschool
o survives at this site)

Fran . ¥ ISR
.........

| AESNE S e - =%
Figure 7View E from west slope of valleyear Academy Stc. 19151 abeled for ease of identifying locations referenced in this
report: extant in yellowlost in red.Note dispersed development pattern across valley floor, owing to multiple centers of activity, in
vineyardson slopedforeground), at rail station, along majoggionalroad (Route 21 / Main St.)and at mills, often along waterways.



Avenue, where an agricultural complex including a vineyard, orchard, and-pateered box factory
once stoodtestify to thebroad prosperity, dynamism, and growth of the communétiter the arrival of
the railroad thraiugh the ealy twentieth century, a do alterations to Greek Revival structures in various
early twentieth century styles (see Figurg8a-b, 11). Contemporaneouscommercial and residential
redevelopmenin the center of the village lpgrominentlate nineteenth centuy citizens like businesnan
D® DNIyoes gAlK KAE S.Waig ptand NeNdagsicad hougé2a K. Main Streef)
and banker/ vintner Hiram Maxfield with hisClassical RevivAbuse (105 N. Main Streetand bank
building (109 S. Main ®tet), illustrate the aNB lc@éinued commerciabnd civicdraw, even as the
Granby BITE vigbility of .t.he mill industr.y waned
(115 S Main St) with electrification (see Figure8).
i LYRSSRZ S@Sy I FOUSNI /¢

Naples Hotel L0 S MRIEL removed in 1921 after more than
(111 S Main St.)

125 years on thelandscape, the
QAT EF3SQa LINBiohasy Sy OS
a commercigl viniculturaland civic
centerwas so firmly established that
the Depressiorera Public Works
Administration chose to showcase
their work in Naples with theArt
Deco / Collegiate Gothic1940
school on the site offormer Naples

"t et
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Flgure8 View NE along N Maln St near Vine St., c. llsélﬁ)eled for ease of ideifiying Acacemy.
locations referenced in this report: extant in yellow, lost in nddte differing styles.

Flgure 936 ThraIlSt €.1910 photq typlcal of Figure 10al Mechanic Si; Greek Revival with Figure 1®. 15 Elizabeth St, Greek Revival with

higherstyle housesbuilt during commercial early 20" century Colonial Revival remodeling early 20" century modest Craftsman remodeling
growth period after opening df892 rail station

Figure 1155, 53 & 51 East AvBlote nearlyidentical form, suggesting simultaneous coastion from common plan as early 2@ Sy (i dzZNE & G NI



Thetwin attractions of the@A £ £ I 3SQa y I ( tdlwine iad8sing donsdidated/uRderi K S
2 ARYSNDA 2AyS [/ St bylaNswiss infmigoaytriei§del withycompeyitgryMBE T A St RQ& Ay
1941, andmodernized after a destructive 1943 fikgincreasingly drew visitorfo the valleyas the
twentieth centuy progressed, particularly ashe
automobile put Naples within range for déyppers
and summer residents fromearby urban agas(see
Figure 12) The midtwentieth century sawsome
development to capitalize on the large volume ¢
visitors during the anmal fall grape festival
inaugurated in 1961, and throughout the war
Y2y (i K&T RuttRoRstiyad the Redwood i
Restaurant, YR (G KS 2 ARY S NI e
remodeled in Swiss style at mégntury from an Figurel2.¢ 2 dzNAR 2F 2 ARYSNR& 2 AyS /.
earlier buildingg exemplify this trend and, wh their haltd A YO SNA Yy 3> LI & G2 bl LX S
G{ 6A0GT SNI I y®ee Eigured 1%SaM)i AD thé same time, sme of the historic commercial
structures at the village core were found to be unsuited for the automotive age, and were refdgced
~ nor-historic more auteoriented commercial
~ structures, particularly on south end of the
. central commercial strigsee Figues 36ab).
Nevertheless, een as the locajrape andvine
industry faltered with shifting consumer tastes
in the later twentiethOSyYy G dzZNBEX FyR 2 AR
production declined withchanging ownership
T . in that period, property owners generally
THE REDWOOD, NAPLES, N.Y. recognized that the#A f £ I 3SQa dzy A lj dzS
Figure13.¢.1965 postcard featuring Redwood Restaurant; note would continue to attract people to the region,
neo/ KIf S k! fLAYS adetsSs |y I and nost of the smaller scale historic
af 6AGT SNI I Vieknan& ! YSNAOL ¢ V  structures emainpreservedoday.

LN

Recommendations

Based on our field observations, archival research, and discussions with local stekeheklare
proposing:

(A) threehistoric districtseligiblefor listing on the National Register of Historic Places

- a Central Naples Historic Districtencompassingcontiguous historic properties at the
O2YYdzyAilieQa O2NB | aa2 OADAMSIR IGABK INRR ( KE K 286 Al
agricultural pocessing, and commercial center in the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries
including residential properties associated with these developmésds page 10)

-aNaples South Main Street Historlgistrict, encompassingiostly residential properties ithin
' YySAIKO2NK22R (GKFG ANBg 2dzi 2F Dbl LX SaqQ €4S
as a commercial center for the regicgven as theural milling industrywaned(see page 19)



- a Naples Viniculture Historic Distrigt
encompassing contiguous properties

associated with and exemplifyinthe gl =2 /

growth and evolution of viniculture in _. I ey o
the Naples Valley and the larger Fing: 7 ey jpacimsaE Ose
Lakes region from ta late nineteenth SRS 7, Jebles (individual)

into the twentieth centrry, particularly Vlnlculture dnstruct {'_
the development of theeconomically V|Ilage boundary
and physically dominaidmer winery P

(see page 22

B) the eligibility of one individual historic‘f‘::a ;
propertywith particular signiiance in the [* 4=
I NS Qa SFENIeé& aSdift ?«\.'-
LINE L2 3 SR RA & (i theCofda .
GClLANBASEE OSYSGSN,.
intersection) for individual listing on the N G L Y
National Register (see pagg6-27) ¥ /5 M district
(© locatlevelsensitivity and/omprotection for
several historic propertiesand areas =}

whose presence help establish the - / G :
O2YYdzy A& Qa OKL Wl 54 i Tyt
resourcein local developmenteven if " - 1own of Naples

they do not have the historic integrity Figurel4.General map ofhreeproposed NRellglbIedlstrlcts
and/or contextto belisted to the National

Registel(see @mge26-30)

ProposedCentral Napledistoric District (185properties)

Historic commercial and residential properties at the center of Nagieserallybuilt in the context
2 F U KS mi@nihetebnth® Gadly twentieth century growth as a commercial and civic hub for the
surroundingrural regiong especiallyafter thecompletion of aail lineto the villagein 1892¢ are generally
well-preserved cohere together visually and historically, and in many instances retain their historic uses;
accordingly we proposea National Registeteligible Central Napledistoric Ostrict encompassing these
properties at the village core.

In the commercial area along Main Street, a complete continuum of siglpsesent,from the
originally Greek RevivaD2 N. Main Streefthough modified,ts style is still suggested its form; e
Figure §,to the Italianate 122126 S. Main Stto the Romanesqu&ranby Blockl15 S. Main Stregthhe
Classical RevivislaxfieldBank(109 S. Main Streetand the modedy Art Deco 108112 S. Main Streett
should be noted thaall still sene their generaloriginal pupose, as commercial storefronts, fasancial
institutions, or as hotelsk YR G23SGKSNJ d4dzZa3Said GKS f2y3aSgardae
proposedperiod of signifcance from roughly the 1830syhen some of the Gek Revial commercial
structures and houses in the district where built as mitigandedn this southwest portion of the valley,
to the 1940s, when the includeéntralized high school at 136 N. Main Street was builguBinblic Works
Administration finding Visual coherence within this corridor is achieved with genecalhtinuous

10

27



agle View (2‘018) | Qntaifo County NYS GIS

Figure 15ProposecCentraI Naples Historic Dlstrtuxbundarles(llght blue) on aerial propertymap. Numkbkered ovals
FYR I NNRBga aKz2g @I yil 3 §redadehigtdric phdios,érd blde aBub@hiNdgvesa T A 3 dzZNB

storefronts, often with large display windows and recessed entries; frequent false fronts with bracketed
cornicesthat lend a visual wight and &nse of similar massinglecorative cornice work, including
corbelling and denticulationand brick quoining on brick structures like the adjacent Granby Block and
1895Naples Hotglthelatter used for more than hundred continuous years as &h@ee Fjures 1618).

Moreover, he commercial area transitions graduallynmaterials,scaling, massing, and sieack to
contemporaryresidential properties further north along Main Street and ontcesétkeets like Mechanic,
Monier, and Lyorfsee Figues 2021).{ (& £ Sa dz& S R redidéntial &hecRoktiivse NRpdYe® a
in the commercial areasyith notable examples including the Neoclassical style employedlinE F A St RQ&
Classical Revival hou§E05 N. Main Streetand his bank, and in the Itahate detils of 108 N. Main
Street and theadjacent commercial properties to the south. Also, modest yet distinctive Second Empire
style houseg often with square towers and uniquely shaped and window openings, suggesting the hand
of a common architedfsee Figtes 23, 26, 37 are scattered throughout the district and serve together
to reinforce the coherence of the district, as do generally ypediserved porch decorative details and
large barns / carriage houses with decorative elements found betmiady of heRA & G NA OG Qa Y2 NB
styled housegsee Figures 38e). Further connecting theeommercial & residential areas to one another

11



Figurel7a.Historic storefront104 N. Main St.recessedentry, Figurel7b.104 N. Main St at present. Storefront elements preserved
large display windows. Photo ¢.1950. with high integrity, along with false front, a particularly common
FSIidNE AV (KS QJletidrd 35038 02YYS

'.r\" 3 -

Figure 18.West side of S. Main Street at commercial core, near Mill St. intersection. Note comniutecitoral detailsg like
denticulation and brick consiction ¢ similar massing, and visual continuity along street.

12



is the fact that often, these residential properties were occupied or owned by businessmen operating in
the central commercial area, indA Y3 | ANJI Y al ETA BéeRigeTPralIGERFAraddbyR Q & :
2F DNlyoeQa .ft201 ola Ay GKS OFrasS 2F GKS SINIe ¢
Avenue see Figures 29a). Early homeslusteredat the mills that operated ahe edges of the proposed
district, illustrated in the cluster of older homes at the eastern ends of Mechanic and Monier streets
Figures 223). In the instance of the Greek Revigatyle house at 163 N. Main Street, the oeation
between the residenceand the milling enterprises that once operated within the proposed district
boundaries is literally built into the house: fragmented milling stones are used in the porch foundation
(see FigureO).

Just & the district includes the 1850 Baptist churaidal874 Presbyterian church, the 1872 Town Hall,

and the 198-1940schoolas higha i @8 £ S OA GA O & (G NHzOG dzNBa (Sa edafevic y 3
S center for the region(see Figures 30, 32)he district also

i extends to includehe railroad @mplex at thewestern edge
. of the valley and the intervening early twentieth century
residential development, particularly on and around Thrall
Street Serving as the gateway for pee@nd goods into and
77 out of the proposed districfrom its opening in 182, this
railroad complex ¢ with its many surviving structures
et : suggesing the array of activities that transpired here for the
FigureZO.FragmteI ton in porch foundation sustenance of the comnmity ¢ should be considered an
of 163 N. Main St. integral part of the proposed distri¢see Figures 7, 28, 3.

‘“’7', N a 3 cae O = z R —— -
Figue 21a. View S fromNE corneiof Main St. and Mechanic St., showing continuities across transition from commercial properties at
core to residential propertiesgradual shift from brick to wooffame construction, gradual decline in massing and setback,

bracketing as common architagial element across transition.

a Figure21b.View Srom E side of N. Main St. showin
continuity of setback in portions of the transitior
between the commercial core and the residenti
periphery: housesat R show small setback, similar t
adjacent sbrefront commercial properties, suggestin
visual, functional, and historical unity of the corridor

13



Figure22. ViewN fromS end of Wall Street, showing proximity of 1850 mill at L to back of commercial and civic core, including Rested

Morgan Hook & Ladder Co., at R

Figure23. View E from E end of Mechanic Sote concentration of highestyle 19" century houses (including Second Empire w/ square tatéar
R,particularly common throughout the villagjenear site of 19 century mill

Figure25. View W alondvechanic St. near East Ave. intersection. Note range fcéftury styles, common setback, and large barn outhngidit L.

Figure26. View N along East Aveorth of Mechanic St. intersection; note common setback, spacing; Second Empire w/ square tower at center

14



Figure27. View N from N. Main St north @ntario St. intersection; note range offl8entury style{153 N. Main St. Greek Revival w/ triglyphs at R,
Italianate and Queen Anngstyled houses opposite on L. Common setback, massing, spacingreselfved porch details build coherence.

Figure28. Higherstyle, larger houses on road around rail depottla@pened in 1892; note continued inclusion of large barn outbuildings, establishing
continuity with rest of proposed district.arger form continues story of economic growth in Naples through $fecentury

e ‘ .‘ u'_ - ":’-,_'\ —=- ‘1.'—

ik —

2 =4

Figure29a. View E alon

g Lyon Stear WallSt.; note common setback, similarity of center & right houses, suggesting rapid growth at turn of century

a Figure 29b. View E from N end of Eas
Avenue, showing nearly identical consecuti
gambrelroofed houses likely developed
simultaneously as land was subdivide
around the turn of the century, suggestin

local economic prosperity. cfidures 11 &
28a

A Figure30.ViewNE from N. Main and Lyon St. intersectio
showing midl@h century civic concentration coprised
of 1850 Baptist church (center), 1872 Town Hall (beh
Baptist church, dome showing), and 1874 Presbyter
church. Schoolhouse between churches obscured.
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a Figure 31a. Aerial
view of rail depot,
photo ¢.1960.

A Figure 32. Detail of |
central E etryway to |
1940 Naples High Schoo
funded by Public Works
Administration; note late
Art Deco ¢style grape
motif in surround and in
mullions above, a nod to
the local viniculture.
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The proposeddistrict does not include propertiesn West Avenuebeyondthe raikoad complex
owing totheir more recent construction, pcularly on the east side of the street, their common use of
non-historic materials, and the wider spacing and larger [o¢ $han is found inite more densely settled
village (see Figur@3). Acadeny Street forms a northern boundary for the districtithvthe mid-century
elementary school low and somewhat sprawling over a large propéiffigrent in form and character
from thedenset older construction within the district, particularly on Thrall Street to the immediate south
(see Figured4). On thenorth along Main Street,he proposeddistrict does not extend beyonti69 N.
Main Streef due to the dramatic increase in houspacing and setbaafoing northwardbeyond that
point, in addition to a discontinuity in date of consttion from the Greek Révals on the district side of
the boundary to the Eastlake style most immediately north of the boundary, all of which sugpasitee
development contexts (agricultural vs. village) for properties on either @de Figure35). Low mid
century ranch houss toward the northeast corner of the proposed district might have been included to
show some continuity of residential developnt in the area through midentury, if not for their use of
non-historic materials, their additions that are generally unsynhgdic to the historic character of the
surrounding properties, and their significant intrinsic difference in form from the oldecluded
properties immediately across East Avenue; therefore, they have been exclidgdes Creek and
forested slopes on #h eastern slope of the valley form a clear border to the bufltdistrict on its east
side Commercial propertiesnumbered 130through 148 on S. Main Street are generally automobile
oriented, with larger sebacks than the historic commercial core, andewhere they are older in age,
liberal use of norhistoric materials and significant additions obfuscate their historic charastd do not
continue the trends established by the commercial buildings to the nibidih have beerincluded in the
proposeddistrict (see Figure86ab). Similarly, the collection of houses in the core area south of Cross
Street and north of Vine Streéis a higher percentage of intervening newer buildjraygd the historic
K2dzaSaQ F2N¥a I NB KA 3K ingand rorhiSoiEniateriald, thasdiiffeiestiptos y | R
them from thehousescontained in the proposed distric&Vithin the district only structures that appear
to be constructed® dzil 8 A RS G KS LISNA2R 2F aA3IYATFAOI oo by G KIF 4 A
GKAOK LRAY(G GKS FINBIFQa NIaGS 2F O2YYSNODAIFE 3INRSGK
mightotherwiS GAS Ad (G2 (GKS RAAGNARAOGQ&A I NHSNJ KAAG2NAO!
historic materials, removal, omalitions, were determined nogontributing.

Figure33. View S along West Ave between Academy and Lyon Streets. Note wailegspatween houses and intervening non
historic construction, differentiating this area from those included in proposed Cé¥i#yales Historic District.

Figure34.View2 't 2y 3 ! OFRSYe {i® ySINIolFO1l 27F | Agddm,iphbriraktbotderb 2 1S St &
denser development within proposed district, thugriing a clear northern boundary
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Figure35. View N from N. Main St. just S of Lake Niagara Ln; note abrupt end at L to common setback and spacing uniting develbprtleat wit
proposed district, establishing a clear northern boundary to the district.

Figure36a. View N along S. Main St. north®prague St. Wide paved areas between structures, setback, arkistonc materials differentiate this
commercial strip from theommercial area included in the distrsxen in distance R of center, causing this area to be excluded.

= | :
Figure36b. View Brom 129 N. Main St. Far L included in proposed district, but properties fromddried structure right excluded due to sethac
form, and use of notistoric materials dissimilar to properties at L.

Examples of
large barn /
carriage house
outbuildings
€OmMmMOoNacross
district,
suggesting

- agricultural basis
12 Elizabeth Street 2 Lyon Street 4 Dumond Street of economy
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ProposedNaples SouttMain Street Historic District(70properties)

With denselypacked residential properties testifying to tineighborhoo®2a NBf | G A @St & NI LIAR
as the milling race infrastructure that had been concentrated in this ardaecame obsoleteand local
commercial opportunities expanded the early twentieth century, the neighborhood centered on South Main
Street, in our estimation, constitutes a National RegistigibleNaples South Main Street Historic Distrjct
with a period of significace from roghly 1870, when the first houses on this section of S. Main Street were
built, to 1930, by which point most of the lots subdivided from the previously agricultural tracts had been
developed Houses in this area generally show a narrower ranfystyes tha the Central Naples district,
mostly from the latest nineteenth century to early twentieth centurgwing to this reléively quick
development periodsee Figures 40k); this tends to visually unify the districdecond Empire and Eastlake
stylehousesl t 2y 3 gAGK &a2YS 2F GKS @At f,lar8 ®ubdalordy WaireStreee RS A (
nearer to the village cente(Figure 41)with more recent Colonial Revivals, Neoclassidadgirsquares,
Craftsman bungalos/further south on Main Stret and on the side streets extending into the areas only
opened for residential development in the early twentieth century as nineteenth century mill races in those
areas became obsole{gee Figures 426).¢ KS RA&UGNA OG Q& wmMd@HO bi?CGaMrehy51D2 G KA O
S. Main Streetnow the Bristol Valleyrheatrg testifies to the continued growth and dynamism in the
neighborhood through the first several dmes of the twentieth centuryAs in the Central Naples Historic
District, large, ofterstyled barn / carrige house outbuildinggccompany thdarger lotsthroughout the district
(Figures 48-&), suggesting the still rural character of the village around the turn of the century and providing
coherence across the district where it is notealdy established bfA)more modest styling than that found in
the northern parts of the villag€B) wellpreserved porch trinfe.g. Figures 42.3,45), (O common setbacks,
massing, and scalipgnd (D) narrower spacing between houses, particularly twe side streets likeJames
Street (see Figurd2). Areas where this continuity of setback and massing are disrupted form the boundaries
of the proposed district, witlthe areas of newer, lower, and legsiense construction excludgdee Figures 47,

49,50).

& & AR50 . St e et
4 /; LA Eagle View (2018) | Ontario County, NYS GIS Program | Ontario County GIS

Figure39. ProposedNaples South Main Street Historic Disthotindarieglight green) on aerial propertyap. Numbered
ovals& arrows show vantage point@f K A & NB LJ2 riddiace AistdFid fhate,Bnrd blue are current views.
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uiclsubdivision and development of this area over
thesethirty years as mill race infrastructure concentrated in the area declined in importaimgearticulat note disappearance of holding pond (circled)
as area is developed

Figure4l. View S along S. Main St. between Jam

[ | W ~T Moy )
Figure42. View NE along James St. northVééld St.Note density, common massing and setback, ywediserved porch details, that suggest quick
unitary development as land found new economic usethe decline of 19 century milling industry, and build coherence within the district.

UGS
\,

Figure43. View W along Weld Sivest of S. Main St. Note Walteserved porch details, common short setback, and large barn / carriage
house outbuilding, all common elements within the proposed district.
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- s
R), newer Foursquare form off Main St
) 7

and far

Figure 4. View Nfrom E end of SpraguSt. Narrow range of late ®9%nd early 20 century forms, inalding Colonial Revival at far R,
suggesting development of side streets

- & Figure48ac.

i Examples of large
barn / carriage
house outbuildings
€OmMmon across
proposed district,
suggesting
agricultural basis

— — R e — ' of expanding
165 S. Main Strete 158 S. Main Street At 5 Weld Street economy
(original house presumably lost)
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Figure49. View N along Elizabeth St. north of Vinet8ghly variable forms, ages, and setbacks, and wide spacing, exclude this area from district

Figure50. ViewW at N. Main St. ahVine St. Methodist church (L of center) defines clear gateway to proposed South Main district, contrasting sharpl
in mateiial, setback, form, and historic purpose with the low, #ostoric commercial development to the R

ProposedNaples Viniculture Hisric District (8 properties)

+AYAOdz GdzNB Kl & oSSy | LINEYAYSY (i RAAGASIOGA DS
discovered the ideajrapegrowing conditionsn the Naples Vallein the midnineteenth centuryg so
prominent, in fact, thatgrape plant motifs are found in seveal¥ (i K S highh-¥isible BvEnBaih
centurypublicbuildings like the 1940 High School and the4l$6. Januariushirch The extantcomplex
of the former Widmer Companyvhich grewfrom its founding by Swismimigrant John Jacob Widmer in
1888 tobecomethe I NBlargest locarape productproducer aml largest employer as an industrial
scale operation byhe mid- twentieth century,uniquelyrecords the development of the industry in the
community and the lager region, now a majagrape and wineproducing area. Indeedye propose a
Naples Viniculturddistoric District that includes (A) three slepigle houses and associated agricultural
outbuildings once a part of vineyards on the valley slope behind, wiielledrained soil and more direct
sunlight made for the best growing conditioimsthe era befoe mechanized agriculturesee Figurésd4);
(B) a large portiomf valley-bottom still cultivated with grapes, where growing shifted after agricultural
machineswhich could only operaten flatter terrain,were introduced to viniculture in the mitiventieth
centuny’ (Figures 3,58); (C)the industrial scale plant wemore than 3,000 tons of grapes were processed
in the midtwentieth century, an amalgam of bothaly twentieth century traditional stone masonry
construction andnid-century industrialconstruction following a large 1943 firgsee FiguresZ 56-58);
(D) the Widmer house built in 1923 at 182 N. Main Street, with an Aliitiieienced style includinbalf-
timberingand long, flaing roof lineghat echoes the style of the 1960s remodeling of @& Y LJ- y & Q& Y I A"
buildingas a chalethemed tastingroomim INBESYSy (i ¢A 0K GKS O2YLIl yeQa { 4.

61 yR& { YA (i KpstatéNew York$Ruae22198Q 6.
52y wSO2NRX GCAYIASNI [ 1Sa mrithéstedemotral &aizdnicidNd. 1982y i a D2 2R
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