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1 INTRODUCTION

The New York State Urban Development Corporation (UDC), d/b/a Empire State Development
Corporation (ESDC), as Lead Agency, intends to prepare a Generic Environmental Impact
Statement  (GEIS)  to  assess  the  potential  economic,  social,  and  environmental  effects  of
undertaking the proposed Richardson Olmsted Complex (ROC) Master Plan, a collection of
programs and activities involving the stabilization, rehabilitation, and adaptive reuse of the
buildings and grounds comprising the former Buffalo State Asylum for the Insane (Buffalo  State
Asylum) located in the City of Buffalo, Erie County, New York (see Figure 1.1-1).

The Project would involve expending State funds administered by ESDC to undertake activities
that are an outgrowth of the ROC Master Plan, prepared by the Richardson Center Corporation
(RCC), a not for profit 501(c)(3) established in 2006 to spearhead an effort to plan and undertake
activities to realize new uses for the ROC.

In accordance with the requirements of the New York State Environmental Quality Review Act
(SEQRA), in July 2008, ESDC issued notices to potentially involved agencies to solicit lead
agency status for the SEQRA review of the Project.  No objections to ESDC serving as SEQRA
lead agency were received during the 30-day comment period for lead agency solicitation, and
ESDC was properly established as the SEQRA lead agency.

ESDC issued a “Positive Declaration” for the Project in November 2009 requiring that a GEIS
be prepared because the Project may potentially result in one or more significant adverse
environmental impacts.  The Positive Declaration indicated that scoping would be conducted
prior to the preparation of the Draft GEIS (DGEIS).  Accordingly, this Final Scoping Report has
been prepared.
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2 PROJECT BACKGROUND

2.1 Richardson Olmsted Complex History

Construction of the original Buffalo State Asylum began in 1870 and was completed almost 20
years later.  At the time of construction, it was a state-of-the-art facility, incorporating the most
modern ideas in psychiatric treatment.  The original buildings and grounds were designed by
noted architect Henry Hobson Richardson (Richardson) and famed landscape designers
Frederick  Law  Olmsted  (Olmsted)  and  Calvert  Vaux  (Vaux).   The  design  of  the  original
buildings and grounds were intended to complement the innovations in psychiatric care practices
at the facility.  At the time Richardson was commissioned to design the Buffalo State Asylum, he
was still relatively unknown, but he was later to become the first American architect to achieve
international fame.  The Buffalo State Asylum was ultimately the largest building of his career
and the first to display his characteristic style - what came to be known as “Richardsonian
Romanesque” – and is internationally regarded as one of the best examples of its kind.  The
name of the Buffalo State Asylum was changed to the Buffalo State Hospital in 1890 and to the
Buffalo Psychiatric Center (BPC) in 1972. Today the buildings and grounds of the original
Buffalo State Asylum and the more modern Buffalo Psychiatric Center (BPC) is referred to as
the Richardson Olmsted Complex (ROC).

The Buffalo State Asylum was originally situated on 203 acres of largely undeveloped farmland.
The V-shaped design consisted of a central tower building with five buildings flanking each side,
branching out in a “flock of geese” formation, and connected by curved corridors, (see Figure
2.1-1).  This design was based upon a specific typology known as the Kirkbride Plan, which was
created by Dr. Thomas Story Kirkbride.  The Kirkbride Plan was a system of congregate care
that classified patients according to affliction and degree, in wards designed for maximum light,
ventilation, privacy, and a home like atmosphere.  As a stage of development in the classification
and treatment of mental illness, Kirkbride’s system used an architectural response to create a
humane  treatment  environment.   This  curative  system  was  premised  in  the  belief  that  one’s
physical and social environment could cause and cure mental illness.

The central tower building and adjacent ward buildings were constructed using Medina
Sandstone quarried in nearby Orleans County, New York.  The remaining ward buildings were
constructed with brick.  The hospital grounds were designed by Olmsted and Vaux and were
originally designed to be integrated with “The Park”, now known as Delaware Park (part of
Buffalo’s Olmsted Park and Parkway System) and Forest Lawn Cemetery.  In addition, Olmsted
and Vaux contributed in the orientation and siting of the Buffalo State Asylum.  The buildings
were sited at an angle to maximize sunlight, create a public area to the south, and a private
agrarian and service landscape to the north.

Curvilinear drives and walks were laid out to access the grounds and frame the outdoor
recreation spaces and gardens.  The grounds north of the Buffalo State Asylum were originally
comprised of a large (100-acre) farm, which extended to Scajaquada Creek.
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The overall open character of the Buffalo State Asylum landscape shifted dramatically when 90
acres of its grounds were conveyed from the State of New York to the City of Buffalo for use as
an educational institution.  Specifically, in 1927, the northwestern portion of the property was
severed in half and the farmland portion was developed as the New York State Teachers College
at Buffalo, later to become Buffalo State College (BSC).  Modifications to the buildings and
landscape  of  the  Buffalo  State  Asylum  continued  to  occur,  as  patient  treatment  and  space
programming needs changed over the years.  For example, in 1965, the Strozzi Building was
built as a modern inpatient facility, and, in 1969, the three brick buildings on the east wing of the
Buffalo State Asylum were demolished to make room for an adolescent treatment facility.

While treatment for people with mental illness in the original Buffalo State Asylum buildings
ended in 1974, administrative functions within the original hospital continued until the early
1990’s.  The vacating of the Buffalo State Asylum by the BPC was part of an extensive statewide
master planning effort undertaken by the New York State Office of Mental Health (OMH),
which announced in 1997 its intention to divest itself of several psychiatric hospital sites,
including  the  original  Buffalo  State  Asylum.   Factors  in  the  decision  to  discontinue  use  of  the
Buffalo State Asylum included its declining physical condition and the absence of a feasible
reuse plan.

Figure 2.1-2 illustrates the current configuration of the ROC including the original Buffalo State
Asylum.  Despite being reduced to 91 of its original 203 acres, the Buffalo State Asylum has
been regarded as one of nation’s great architectural treasures.  Since the early 1970’s, interest has
grown among professionals, politicians, and the general community in the preservation of this
historically significant facility and in finding appropriate new uses for it.  Interest by
preservation enthusiasts was bolstered by the addition of the original Buffalo State Asylum to the
National  Register  of  Historic  Places  (NRHP)  in  1973.   After  years  of  effort,  the  original
Richardson-designed buildings were designated a National Historic Landmark (NHL) in 1986
and is one of only 15 hospitals so distinguished in the United States and one of only ten sites in
Western New York to have the distinction.  The facility also was listed on the National Trust’s
list of twelve nationwide "sites to save" and the Preservation League’s statewide list of seven
"sites to save."

However, despite these recognitions, the physical conditions of the buildings were continually
deteriorating in the absence of a feasible reuse plan.  Broken windows allowed the entrance of
pigeons and inclement weather into the buildings and water infiltration through broken down
leaders, which deteriorated significant portions of the structures.  The deteriorating condition
prompted a number of unrealized proposals for demolition of the ancillary buildings and female
brick wards.  Fortunately, none of these were ever carried out due to mounting pressure from
local and national preservation leaders and groups to maintain the sanctity of the entire historic
complex.

The current condition of the original Buffalo State Asylum buildings range from good to poor.
Recent repair and stabilization campaigns have addressed egregious problems, thereby
improving the stone buildings to a fairly good extent and the brick buildings to a lesser degree.
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Despite  these  efforts,  the  effects  of  prolonged  deterioration  are  still  evident  and  additional
measures are needed to fully stabilize the structures for future reuse, including:

¶ Regrading site to drain water away from foundations;

¶ Providing gutters and downspouts at all buildings to better discharge stormwater;

¶ Reenergizing electric and install perimeter lighting;

¶ Sealing roof leaks;

¶ Providing repairs at areas of brick collapse;

¶ Providing shoring at areas of masonry collapse and weakness;

¶ Addressing dead and dying trees; and

¶ Providing passive ventilation.

2.2 New York State Funding Commitment

After years of calls from preservationists, prominent Buffalonians, and elected officials, in
January 2006, then New York Governor George Pataki and the New York State Assembly
announced how $100 million in legislative appropriations, which had been dedicated two years
earlier, would be divided among a number of cultural and architectural renewal projects in
Buffalo including the ROC. Of the $100 million, $16.5 million was used to build the new
Burchfield Penney Art Center and $7 million was allocated to the Frank Lloyd Wright Darwin
Martin House Visitor Center.  The remaining $76.5 million was dedicated to the rehabilitation of
the ROCs buildings and surrounding landscape.  These funds are being administered by ESDC
both to provide for planning/administrative activities and for direct construction/rehabilitation
efforts,  as  well  as  to  leverage  other  public  and  private  funds  to  realize  a  full  program  of
rehabilitation and adaptive reuse of the buildings and grounds of the ROC.

2.3 Project Sponsor and Vision

Rehabilitation of the ROC is the mission of the RCC, a not-for-profit 501(c)(3) organization
established in 2006 to spearhead an effort to plan and undertake activities to rehabilitate and
realize new uses for the property.  The board of the RCC was tasked to chart the future course of
the rehabilitation.  The RCC Board’s vision statement informs the rehabilitation process. The
Richardson Architecture Center board, also a not-for-profit 501(c)(3) organization, is overseeing
the development of a proposed architecture and visitor center at the ROC.  In 2007, ESDC
provided the RCC with start-up funds to undertake master planning, historic/environmental
review, and administrative functions to formulate a strategy for stabilization, rehabilitation and
reuse of the ROC.
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2.3.1 Richardson Center Corporation Vision Statement

The RCC envisions the rehabilitation of the ROC, comprised of the Richardson-designed
buildings and Olmsted-designed grounds, to be the crowning jewel of a mixed-use, multi-
purpose campus of public and private activities.

By combining contemporary ideas with the city’s 19th-century heritage, the RCC intends to
create to the highest standards a nationally significant, 21st-century, economically self-sustaining
and environmentally sound ROC as a place for architectural, educational, cultural, and
recreational activities for the benefit of the residents of and visitors to the City of Buffalo’s
Museum District, the Elmwood Village, and the entire Buffalo Niagara Region.

2.3.2 Richardson Architecture Center Vision Statement

The Richardson Architecture Center would celebrate the region’s architecture, design,
landscaping and cultural institutions.  The center would provide a setting for the public to learn
and understand the artifacts, stories and significance of Buffalo’s more than 200 years of world
class architecture and urban design.

2.3.3 Regional Visitor Center

The Regional Visitor Center would serve as a point of welcome, information and orientation for
visitors to the many offerings and attractions of the surrounding community including the
Museum District, the Elmwood Village and the Greater Buffalo Region.  The Regional Visitor
Center would be established through collaboration between the RCC and the County of Erie.

2.4 Activities Taken to Date

2.4.1 2007 Urban Land Institute Advisory Panel

The reuse of the ROC is of critical importance to the community and the RCC.  In order to assist
in the process, the RCC invited the Urban Land Institute (ULI) to Buffalo in May 2007 to study
the site, the neighborhood, and the city.  After a week of touring the city and surrounding
neighborhoods, intensive evaluation of the ROC site, and interviews with nearly 100 community
stakeholders and regional experts, ULI made recommendations for RCC and community
consideration. ULI recommendations included architecture, visitor and hotel conference centers,
condominiums, and rehabilitation of the landscape.  This visioning exercise was considered an
initial starting point for possible reuses that led to more detailed analysis and refined master
planning efforts undertaken by RCC.  The ULI report titled An Advisory Services Panel Report,
H.H. Richardson Complex, Buffalo, New York, May 2007 can be viewed at:

http://www.richardson-olmsted.com/documents.php

2.4.2 Building Stabilization

2.4.2.1 Initial Stabilization Efforts
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In 2004 and 2005 (prior to the formation of the RCC), $7 million in stabilization funds were set
aside by the State for securing and stabilizing the Richardson-designed buildings.  Utilizing $5
million of the allocated $7 million, the Dormitory Authority of the State of New York (DASNY)
focused on emergency repairs to roof and roof leaders to stop water damage, roof framing repair,
masonry and window repairs, passive ventilation, and measures to further secure the buildings
against vandals such as fencing in the entire complex, blocking off ground level points of entry.

2.4.2.2 Phase I Stabilization Activities
In fall 2007, the ESDC entered into a grant agreement to provide the RCC $2.1 million to
continue stabilization of the buildings.  Additional measures were taken to prevent further
deterioration and vandalism.  Work included the assessment and repair of roof leaks, structural
shoring of vulnerable areas, the installation of a more extensive lighting, and security and fire
alarm  system.   Roofs  were  sealed  on  the  twin  towers  of  Building  45  and  the  adjacent  wards
(Buildings 44 and 10), and gaping holes covered on the roof of Building 39 (the second building
east of Rees Street).  The collapsing connectors between Buildings 39 and 40; Building 38 and
39; and Buildings 40 and 42 were stabilized.  Structural shoring was completed on Building 43
and the former female kitchen located behind Building 45, thereby stabilizing the building from
collapse  and  sealing  the  roof  from  further  water  damage.   The  roof  of  the  connector  between
Buildings 42 and 43 was also sealed.  Electrical service is also planned to be reactivated to
enhance security through perimeter lighting and smoke/heat detection systems.

2.4.2.3 Phase II Stabilization Activities
Utilizing $7.8 million from the $76.5 million State allocation, another round of stabilization
measures by the RCC commenced in December 2009  Phase II stabilization activities are focused
on Buildings 45, 44, and 10 and include asbestos abatement and clean up, ventilation, and
prevention of water infiltration.  Other activities are focused on the brick buildings and
connectors and include temporarily sealing open areas in perimeter walls, stabilizing the north
corner of Building 39 and regrading the site and extending downspouts in order to prevent water
infiltration.  In addition to work on buildings, emergency landscape work will be completed to
improve safety, including trimming dead and dying trees.  The overall objective of this work is to
further protect the buildings and to begin preparing the ROC for reuse.

2.4.3 Historic Structures Report

In July 2008, the professional consulting firm Goody Clancy submitted to the RCC the Historic
Structures Report, the Richardson Olmsted Complex, Buffalo, NY (Historic Structures Report).
This document, which followed National Park Service guidelines, was issued to provide detailed
documentary, graphic, and physical information about the ROC’s history and existing conditions.
The recommendations and guidance contained in the Historic Structures Report provide the RCC
with a framework for future rehabilitation.  The Historic Structures Report can be viewed at:

http://richardson-olmsted.com/documents.php
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2.4.4 Cultural Landscape Report

In October 2008, the professional consulting firm Heritage Landscapes submitted to the RCC the
Cultural Landscape Report the Richardson Olmsted Complex, Buffalo, NY (Cultural Landscape
Report).  This document was issued as the principal tool to document the history, significance
and preservation treatment of the historic landscape designed in 1871 by Frederick Law Olmsted
and Calvert Vaux.  The recommendations and guidance in the Cultural Landscape Report
provide the RCC with a framework for future rehabilitation of the ROC landscape.  The Cultural
Landscape Report can be viewed at:

http://richardson-olmsted.com/documents.php

2.4.5 ROC Master Plan Process

In September 2009, the professional consulting firm Chan Krieger Sieniewicz concluded a nearly
two-year-long  master  planning  effort,  and  submitted  to  the  RCC  the  ROC  Master  Plan.   This
document was issued to assess the ROC’s buildings and site, adjacent neighborhoods and, with a
public process (herein outlined in Chapter 2.5), create a plan for long-term development of the
historic buildings and grounds.  The recommendations and guidance in the ROC Master Plan
provide  the  RCC  with  a  vision  to  implement  and  measures  for  sound  stewardship.   The  ROC
Master Plan can be viewed at:

http://richardson-olmsted.com/documents.php

2.5 Community Involvement as Part of the Master Planning Process

The RCC provided many avenues for community involvement through the master planning
process. Open public meetings as well as numerous interviews and small group meetings were
held during each aspect of the process. In addition, the RCC has maintained a website
(http://richardson-olmsted.com/) that provides archived documents and reports, information
about the ROC and ongoing rehabilitation efforts, and is a forum for public comments and
feedback.

2.5.1 Community Advisory Group

In an effort to include broad-based community involvement in the master planning process, a
Community Advisory Group (CAG) was established.  The CAG included representatives from
the adjacent neighborhoods, business districts, cultural institutions, BPC, BSC, and the historic
preservation community.  The CAG had three main tasks.

¶ Advise the RCC regarding community values related to the ROC Master Plan.

¶ Facilitate the process of broad public engagement throughout the planning process.  This
included convening public meetings as well as routine CAG meetings.
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¶ Review the ROC Master Plan work products as they were produced and provide feedback.

The CAG vision statement and meeting minutes can be viewed at:

http://richardson-olmsted.com/community.php

2.5.2 Public Meetings

The RCC held three public meetings as part of the ROC master planning process.

¶ Public Meeting/Presentation No. 1, August 12, 2008. This meeting at the Buffalo and Erie
County Historical Society focused on planning and stabilization updates and an interactive
community visioning session.  During this open public meeting, attendees had a chance to
comment on ideas presented by the master plan team.

¶ Public Meeting/Presentation No. 2, January 27, 2009. This meeting in the Performing Arts
Center at Rockwell Hall of BSC provided the public with project updates on rehabilitating
and stabilizing the Richardson-designed buildings, creating architecture and visitor centers
and reviving the Olmsted-designed landscape.

¶ Public Meeting/Presentation No. 3, July 14, 2009. This meeting in the Performing Arts
Center at Rockwell Hall of BSC was held to unveil the draft ROC Master Plan.

Additional information pertaining to these public meetings, including meeting summaries, can be
viewed at:

http://richardson-olmsted.com/communityPrev.php
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3 DESCRIPTION OF THE PROJECT

3.1 Project Location

The ROC encompasses approximately 91-acres of land in the northwest portion of Buffalo, New
York (see Figure 2.1-2).  The site is comprised of the  original Richardson-designed buildings
and Olmsted-designed grounds and the newer BPC.  The ROC is generally bounded:

¶ On the north by Rockwell Road;

¶ On the west by Rees Street;

¶ On the south by Forest Avenue; and

¶ On the east by Elmwood Avenue.

Approximately 38 acres and the historic Richardson-designed buildings have been designated as
“surplus” property by the OMH and are available for redevelopment.  The remaining 53 acres
include 45.5 acres used by the OMH primarily for the BPC to carry out its mission of services to
adults  with  mental  illness,  2.5  acres  used  by  BSC  as  its  maintenance  facility,  and  5  acres
dedicated to the Burchfield Penney Art Center (see Figure 3.1-1).

Initial  RCC  actions  would  focus  activities  on  the  surplus  38  acres  of  OMH  land  with  the
possibility of an additional 4.6 acres of OMH land along Forest Avenue (see Figure 3.1-2).
These additional acres of land are considered an integral component of visually linking the
historic Forest Avenue entrance with the original Buffalo State Asylum.  At a later date, the RCC
may seek to gain title to a 2.6-acre parcel of land along Rockwell Road in order to create a
stronger  visual  connection  to  BSC  on  the  northern  side  of  the  original  Buffalo  State  Asylum.
Table 3.1-1 and Figure 3.1-3 summarize existing uses on the 91-acre site.

3.2 Historic Significance

Portions of the ROC, including the Richardson designed Buffalo State Asylum and the Olmsted
and Vaux designed grounds, are designated as a NHL and are on the State and National Registers
of  Historic  Places.   National  Historic  Landmark’s  are  nationally  significant  historic  places
designated by the Secretary of the Interior because they possess exceptional value or quality in
illustrating or interpreting the heritage of the United States. Table 3.2-1 and Figure 3.2-1
highlight the historic significance of the structures on the 91-acre site.

3.3 ROC Master Plan Goals and Objectives

In the early stages of the master planning effort, the RCC defined a series of goals and objectives
to provide general guidance for development of the ROC Master Plan.  These goals and
objectives included the following:
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GOAL 1: Rehabilitate the historic Richardson-designed buildings for a mix of public and
private uses.

OBJECTIVES
¶ Stabilize buildings to prevent further deterioration pending future development.

¶ Rehabilitate buildings according to federal and state historic preservation standards, using the
Historic Structures Report and Cultural Landscape Report as guidance.

¶ Focus internal rehabilitation efforts on buildings 45, 44 and 10.

GOAL 2: Rehabilitate the landscape and improve site circulation, access and parking.

OBJECTIVES
¶ Rehabilitate the Olmsted-Vaux landscape utilizing recommendation from the Cultural

Landscape Report.

¶ Create a new cohesive landscape plan for the site that serves contemporary uses and users.

¶ Reduce the amount of surface parking in the “South Lawn” by relocating spaces.

¶ Address the BPC parking needs within active portion of Center.

¶ Relocate the BSC and BPC maintenance buildings (non-historic structures) to more suitable
locations.

¶ Establish pedestrian and vehicular circulation through the site connecting BSC with area
neighborhoods

¶ Rationalize parking on site to meet requirements for new uses.

GOAL 3: Create a place for architectural, educational, cultural, residential, hospitality,
and recreational activities for the benefit of the residents of and visitors to the Richardson
Community,  the  Museum  District,  the  Elmwood  Village,  and  the  entire  Buffalo  Niagara
Region.

OBJECTIVES
¶ Create Architecture and Buffalo Visitor Centers that showcase the architecture and cultural

amenities of Buffalo-Niagara and the bi-national regions.

¶ Encourage new uses that complement and support the Museum District.

¶ Create synergies with the BSC campus.

¶ Focusing on uses that improve the surrounding communities and become the foundation for
neighborhood revitalization.

¶ Respect the needs and rights of the BPC patients and families.



Figure 3.1-1
Existing OMH Surplus Property

Buffalo Psychiatric Center
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Figure 3.1-2
Potential OMH Surplus Property

Buffalo Psychiatric Center - pending 
transfer from OMH to Surplus
OMH Surplus
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Table 3.1-1
Existing ROC Building Uses

Existing Conditions
LEGEND

BLDG # Former Building Name GSF* OMH Current Use

1 SPR - Superintendent’s Residence 10,320 Buffalo Federation of Neighborhood 
Centers

4 RB-Reception Building 59,768 Cudmore Heights Residential Care 
Center for Adults (RCCA)

5 KN-Kitchen 3,199 unoccupied

9 B-Male Ward 49,446 vacant

10 A-Male Ward 51,080 vacant

11 GH1-Greenhouse 0 remnant-foundations only

12 MK-Male Kitchen 8,120 vacant

13 MDH 33,836 (est) not listed on OMH inventory

15 MAH-Male Attendants Home 23,772 vacant

19 GA1-Garage 1,873 Transportation-Grounds

20 OF-Off ce 2,090 vacant

22 WB 34,090 Work Control/Maintenance

27 FTW-Female Tuberculosis Ward 3,548 vacant- fmr. picnic pavilion

30 MNT/WAG- 6,556 SUNY Storage Facility

34 R2-Staff Residence 4,811 Penthouse social club

35 SR-Steward’s Residence 4,589 Transitional Service, Inc. Hostel House 
(OMH lease)

37 NH2-Nurses Home 23,151 OASAS-Addiction Treatment Center 
(shared service agreement w/OMH)

38 J-Female Ward 19,200 SUNY Storage Facility

39 I-Female Ward 37,731 vacant

40 H-Female Ward 37,731 vacant

41 FDH-Female Dining Hall & 
Kitchen 33,362 vacant

42 G-Female Ward 53,182 vacant

43 FK-Female Kitchen 12,538 vacant

44 F-Female Ward 53,430 vacant

45 AB-Administration Building 63,241 vacant

46 UT1 608 Utilities: Forest Avenue RPZ

47 UT2 611 Utilities: Elmwood Avenue RPZ

48 EL 1,120 Utilities: Electrical Substation

50 IP 13,172 Olmsted Residence SOCR

51 RH 76,284 Inpatient Program Space

62 ITB/ITB2-Reception & Intensive 
Treatment Bldg 284,780 Inpatient Residential Services

66 AC2 0 Utilities: Rehab Chiller

73 PAV1 0 OASAS Pavilion

79 VS 9,925 Vocational Services Building

N/A Buffalo State College
Maintenance Building 35, 600 Clinton Center (not OMH property)





Figure 3.1-3
Existing ROC Building Uses
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Not Contributing To NHL Status, but NR Eligible (after 1896)  

 13 MDH  1923 (not listed on OMH Inventory) 
 27 F TW 1909 Female Tuberculosis Ward
 15 M AH 1905 Male Attendants Home
 20 O F 1925 Office/Mortuary
 34 R 2 1937 Staff Residence
 35 S R 1910 Steward’s Residence
 37 N H2 1930 Nurses Home
 41 FDH  1930 Female Dining Hall

Inside the NHL Boundar y

                              

Contributing to NHL (1896 or earlier)
 

9 B   1880 Male Ward
 10   A 1880 Male Ward
 11 GH1   1888 Green House (demolished, walls remain)
 12   MK18 80 Male Ward
 30 WAG  Pre 1896 Barn/Wagon Shed
 38   J 1895 Female Ward
 39   I 1895 Female Ward
 40   H 1895 Female Ward
 42   G 1895 Female Ward
 43 FK   1894 Female Kitchen
 44   F 1891 Female Ward
 45   AB1 880 Administration Building

Not contributing to the NHL and not NR eligible  
 1 9 GA1  1968 Garage
 22 W B 1872-95 Powerhouse
 46 U T1 1993 Utility Building
 48 E L 1993 Building
 50 IP  1988 Building
 73 P AV1 1992 OASAS Pavilion

Not eligible for the NR 

 

47 UT2  1993 Building
 51 R H 1970 Rehabilitation Building
 62 ITB  1965 Strozzi Building and 1992 Addition
 65 A C1 1987 Utility Building
 79 V S 2003 Vocational Services
    2007 Burchfield Penney Museum

Outside the NHL Boundar y                                 
Eligible for the NR

 
1 SPR  1905 Director’s Residence

 4 R B 1930 Reception Building
 5 K N 1930 Kitchen Building

NHL Boundary (designated by the National Park Service)

Histor ic Significance: Buildings
LEGEND
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Table 3.2-1
Historic Significance of the ROC’s Structures

13 MDH 1923 (not listed on OMH Inventory)
27 FTW 1909 Female Tuberculosis Ward
15 MAH 1905 Male Attendants Home
20 OF 1925 Office/Mortuary
34 R2 1937 Staff Residence
35 SR 1910 Steward’s Residence
37 Nh2 1930 Nurses Home
41 FDH 1930 Female Dining Hall

9 B 1800 Male Ward
10 A 1800 Male Ward
11 GHI 1800 Green House (demolished, walls remain)
12 MK 1800 Male Ward
30 WAG Pre 18896 Barn/Wagon Shed
38 J 1895 Female Ward
39 I 1895 Female Ward
40 H 1895 Female Ward
42 G 1895 Female Ward
43 FK 1894 Female Kitchen
44 F 1891 Female Ward
45 AB 1880 Administration Building

47 UT2 193 Building
51 RH 1970Rehabilitation Building
62 ITB 1965 Strozzi Building and 1992 Addition
65 ACI 1987 Utility Building
79 VS 2003 Vocational Services

2007 Burchfield Penney Art Center

9 B 1800 Male Ward
10 A 1800 Male Ward
11 GHI 1800 Green House (demolished, walls remain)
12 MK 1800 Male Ward
30 WAG Pre 18896 Barn/Wagon Shed
38 J 1895 Female Ward
39 I 1895 Female Ward
40 H 1895 Female Ward
42 G 1895 Female Ward
43 FK 1894 Female Kitchen
44 F 1891 Female Ward
45 AB 1880 Administration Building

13 MDH 1923 (not listed on OMH Inventory)
27 FTW 1909 Female Tuberculosis Ward
15 MAH 1905 Male Attendants Home
20 OF 1925 Office/Mortuary
34 R2 1937 Staff Residence
35 SR 1910 Steward’s Residence
37 Nh2 1930 Nurses Home
41 FDH 1930 Female Dining Hall

19 GAI 1968 Garage
22 WB 1872-95 Powerhouse
46 UTI 1993 Utility Building
48 EL 1993 Building
50 IP 1988 Building
73 PAVI 1992 OASAS Pavillion

19 GAI 1968 Garage
22 WB 1872-95 Powerhouse
46 UTI 1993 Utility Building
48 EL 1993 Building
50 IP 1988 Building
73 PAVI 1992 OASAS Pavillion

1 SPR 1905 Director’s Residence
4 RB 1930 Reception Building
5 KN 1930 Kitchen Building

1 SPR 1905 Director’s Residence
4 RB 1930 Reception Building
5 KN 1930 Kitchen Building

47 UT2 193 Building
51 RH 1970Rehabilitation Building
62 ITB 1965 Strozzi Building and 1992 Addition
65 ACI 1987 Utility Building
79 VS 2003 Vocational Services

2007 Burchfield Penney Art Center





Figure 3.2-1
Historic Signficance of the ROC’s Structures
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