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PREFACE 

This repon was completed during the months of May through September 1994. It was 

sponsored by Market Square Restoration Agency funded by grants from the New York State 

Council on the Ans, which was administered by the Preservation League of New York State, the 

Three Rivers Development Foundation, the Corning Incorporated Foundation and the Market 

Street Restoration Agency. Hunt Engineers and Architects provided site surveys for both parks. 

The document was researched and wriuen by Kenneth J. Allen, Research Assistant Intern 

of Market Square Restoration Agency. The project was supervised by Professor George W. 

Curry of the Faculty of Landscape Architecture at the State University of New York, College of 

Environmental Science and Forestry. 

The rcpon brings together, for the first time, all known data regarding Canfield and 

Denison Parks. It documents the historic evolution of both parks and records the changes to each 

of the character-defining features of the landscapes. For Canfield Park the existing conditions 

arc recorded and a statement of significance is presented along with an evaluation of its integrity. 

The time schedule did not allow existing conditions for Denison Park to be recorded. However, 

an updated topographical map wi th the location of all buildings and structures and major plant 

materials was completed by Hunt Engineers and Architects during the project. This map along 

with a number of site visits 10 the park provided sufficient information to prepare initial 

comments of Denison's significance and integrity. 

Both parks were designed and initial construction began during the first decade of the 

twentieth-century. Canfield Park was located on Block 66 which had been designated as a public 

park when the Corning Company laid out the village in I 835. The park was designed by City 

Engineer Roben H. Canfield in 1905. The site of Denison Park, on the east side of the city along 

the Chemung River, was originally a swamp. The park was designed by New York City 

Landscape Architect Harold A. Caparn in I 906. Both parks remain popular attractions for the 

people of Corning. Denison Park is very active and heavily used. 
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INTRQPJJCIXQN 

The city of Comjng is located in !he soulheastem section of Steuben County, New York 

State (42°10' nonh latitude, 77°4' west longitude).1 This region has been named !he great 

industrial triangle of !he nonheastem United States.2 This aiangle, whose venices are formed by 

Boston, Chicago and Baltimore, encompasses a good portion of !he nation's weallh and 

population.3 Held within !he walls of this aiangle are most of !he natural resources for fuel and 

material as well as !he skilled labor, transportation networks and markets necessary for industrial 

production and prosperity.4 This was an extremely important factor in the growth and 

development of Coming as an industrial community. The city of Coming and its immediate 

surrounding area make up !he largest center of industry and population within the county. s 

/
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

Figure 0.1; Context Map, Coming, NY (Dimitroff. 343). 
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Figure 0.2: Location Map, Coming, NY (USGS, 1953). 
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Denison Park is located on the eastern edge of the city, next 10 the Chemung River. The 

park is surrounded by East Market Street 10 the north, Hammond Street to the south, Park 

Avenue to the west and the Chemung River Levee to the east. Denison Park covers 33 acres. 

Figure 0.3: City of Coming, NY (fames W. Moore. February 1979. revised January 1984). 
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PURPOSE OF REPORT 

The purpose of a Historic Landscape Report is to document the historic evolution of a 

landscape and its character-defining features. See Appendix A for a list of the features and their 

definitions. The historic development of a landscape is typically organized and presented based 

on periods of ownership or major events that have occurred in the landscape. An assessment of 

the existing condi tions is included which provides the bases. when compared 10 the historic 

conditions, to establish the significance and integrity of the landscape. Based on the significance 

and integrity, general preservation treatment recommendations are proposed. A Historic 

Landscape Report provides guidance to those who are responsible for the management and 

maintenance of a historic landscape. 
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HISTORIC LANDSCAPE REPORT FOR CANFIELD AND DENISON PARK 

This report contains two Historic Landscape Repons, one for Canfield Parle and the other 

for Denison Park. Both reports were composed in a comparatively short time period due to 

funding constraints. Thus neither of the reports are fully developed. The time constraint affected 

the park reports in two ways. First, historic research was limited to known material and 

resources that were accessible. Second, certain sections within each report were not fully 

developed. 

The Canfield Park report is basically complete. It includes all sections that would be 

included in a historic landscape report with the exception that the preservation treatment section 

is limited to preliminary recommendations. The historic information available basically 

documents the design, construction and early history of the park. Little information is available 

regarding the park after Canfield's 1912 Report on Progress on Block 66 Park. Thus there is an 

82 year gap in information regarding the park's evolution. 

The Denison Park report does not include the existing conditions section nor treatment 

recommendations. There is only a preliminary statement of significance and evaluation of 

integrity. The historic information available does not include the original design plans for the 

park. The first topographic survey of the park available was produced in 1973. Thus 

documentation of the early history of the park was based on wriuen accounts and a limited 

number of photographs. 

A search for the original design plans of Denison Park was made through research on the 

Landscape Architect Harold A. Caparn. The plans were not located and only a small amount of 

information was uncovered regarding Caparn. Several sources were pursued. Charles Birnbaum 

of the National Park Service, Preservation Assistance Division, Wash., D.C., was contacted on 

June 6, 1994. He had a limited amount of information on Caparn in the Pioneers of Landscape 

Architecture File. Research at Syracuse University's Bird Library produced only Caparn's 

obituary from the New York Times. From both of these sources an attempt was mad to locate 

Caparn's daughter, Rhys Caparn Steel, in Connecticut. But it was not successful. It is not known 

whether she is still alive or whether she has Caparn's office files. Additionally, the Catalog of 
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Landscape Records in the United States at Wave Hill, Bronx, NY., was contacted to locate 

archives that might have Capam's drawings. Catha Rambusch of Wave Hill had no information 

on Caparn in their computer records. A brief mention of Caparn was found in American 
Landscape Architecture: Designers and Places, edited by William H. Tishler in 1989. All of the 

information located on Caparn has been copied and is located in Appendix B. 
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ORGANIZATION OF THEREPORT 

This repon is organized into 1wo sections, one presenting the information on Canfield 

Park and the other presenting the information on Denison Park. Due to the variety of available 

information for each park, the organization of the two chapters is some what different. Each 

chap1er is set up as follows: 

Chapter 1: Canfield Park 

Historic Overview 

Period l: 1907-1912 

Period 2: Existing Conditions 1994 

Statement of Significance 

Assessment of lntegri1y 

Preservation Treatment: Preliminary Recommendations 

C hapter 2: Denison Park 

Historic Overview 

Period I: 1907-1910 

Period 2: 1911-1945 

Period 3: 1947- 1972 

Period 4: 1973 

Preliminary Statement of Significance and Assessment of Integrity 

At the end of the repon extensive appendices include such items as a List of Landscape 

Features-Appendix A, Harold A. Caparn's Obituary-Appendix B, a Description of Steuben 

County Coun House,-Appendix C, and a List of Canfield Park Commissioners and Committee 

Members-Appendix D. 
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C HAPTER 1 

CANFIELD PARK 

The public square where Canfield Park is sited was pan of the mid I 830's plan of 

Coming. The Coming Company reserved Block 66 for the residents of Coming to enjoy, as well 

as for public use as a site for government and church buildings.30 One of the reasons behind the 

planning of Block 66 as a site for public use was the topography. It was fairly steep and uneven 

making it less desirable for residential sale. By the 1850's, Block 66 had begun to take form as a 

public space with the erection of a Baptist Church on lot 1, a Methodist Church on lots 3 and 4, a 

Presbyterian Church on lot 8, a small schoolhouse on lot 16 and a larger schoolhouse on lots 4 

and 8.31 

In November of 1853, Coming was selected for the second scat of the Southern Jury 

District of Stueben County.32 Ground was broken for the first coun house on May 19, 1854, and 

the comer-stone was laid by Davis and Stafford (brick and stone work) on July 20, I 854.33 It 

was built on lot 2 and the western 20 feet of lot 3. The jail was built on lot 9. Both were 

completed in 1856-57.34 On April 24, 1862, the schoolhouse on lot 16 was bought by the Afro

American Community ofComing and converted into a Zion Church.35 The Presbyterian Church 

on lot 8 was purchased by the Free Baptist Society of Gibson in December of 1866.36 The 

church was in use by the Free Baptists until 1883, followed by the Salvation Army for only a few 

wecks.37 

During a heavy snowfall on January 25, 1877, the roof of the Zion Church (lot 16) 

collapsed and destroyed the building beyond repair.38 The Old Presbyterian Church (lot 8), burnt 

to the ground on March 2, 1889.39 In the Spring of the same year, the Episcopal Society 

requested permission to construct a church on the nonhcastem comer of Block 66 (lot 8), and it 

was granted.40 Soon there after the Village Board of Trustees reclined, based on an 1840 state 

statute that defined the uses a village could make of its real estate and churches were not 
41 included. In spite of the Trustees' action, the church instructed the contractors to begin 

building the foundation anyway. Supreme Coun Judge Adams stopped construction on June 13, 
1889.42 
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By 1894, the original county coun house was in need of extensive repairs so thought was 

given to the construction of a new coun house instead. 43 On December 19, 1902, the Board of 

Supervisors voted to build a new court house at a cost of $25,000.44 In 1903, a leading architect 

of Rochester, New York, J. Foster W amer, was retained to design the new coun house.45 In the 

spring, Roben H. Canfield, the future designer of Coun House Park, was appointed City 

Engineer after the resignation of Robert 0 . Hayt.46 On June 2, 1903, Drake and Company was 

awarded the contract to build the new court house on lots 6, 7 and 8. 47 

After the completion of the county court house, the Common Council decided to 

improve public square. On January 7, 1905, the council passed a resolution authorizing City 

Engineer Canfield to prepare drawings and estimates for the conversion of the public square into 

a park. Having previous knowledge and interest in the plan to create a park, Canfield already 

had a drawing finished and it was said to be very well liked by those that had been allowed to see 

it. The design focused on three important criteria, beauty of design, economy of cost and 

practicality.48 

The City Engin=·s plans provide for the pcnnanenl improvement of the balance of the square. 
The design provides for a main cn1tancc ofcement steps, broad and wide, facing First Street about 
opposile the J. B. Ma!Lby driveway. There is a cement landing and then another broad, easy flight 
leads 10 the grand plu.a, 125 feet in width with a beautiful bandstand in its center. From the plaz.a 
10 the right is another enuance from Walnut Street. The approach 10 the plaza on this comer will 
be broken by beautiful ICmlCCS, this plan utilizing the highest part of the square without muc.h cost 
for grading. II is proposed 10 line the en11anccs and border the plaza with arc lights making it 
doubly aUractive at night. 

From the grand plaza 10 the south west runs a winding path leading 10 the comer of Walnut and 
Second SllCCts. To the south runs a gravel walk 10 a 64 foot plaza where a handsome fountain 
graces the center. Extending almost due east is a pergola leading 10 another 64 foot plaza which 
sets off a beautifully designed flower bed. From this plaza runs a winding walk in a diagonal 
direction 10wan1 the comerof Second and Pine SllCCts. 

It is planned 10 set a clump ofLombardy poplars in back of the Counhousc. This would provide a 
pleasing perspective. The whole plan provides for winding walks, all of which connect, making 
passage across the pallc rapid and easy. Each of the walks arc 10 be lined with shade treeS and pallc 
benches. The plot allows three large /rass plots and also provides a path running from the 
courthouse enttance 10 the grand plaza. 4 
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Excavation (hauled away) 
15,000 yards ........ .......... . $4,500.00 

Grading, Sodding and Seeding 
3 Acres .......... .................... 1,500.00 

Gravel Walks and Plazas 
20,750 square feet .. ....... ....... 830.00 

Tilling and Drains 
5,000 feet ... .......... ................ 400.00 

Cement Steps 
180 cubic yards ....... ...... .... 1,080.00 

Cement Walks 
8,000 square feet ....... ........... 800.00 

Trees, Large 
200 ...... .............. ............ ...... .400.00 

Shrubs 
400 ...... .... ............................. 200.00 

Water Pipes .......... ................. ........... 175.00 
Gas Pipes ......................................... 100.00 
Fountain Basin ...... .......... ....... ..... ..... 250.00 
Band Stand ....................... ................ 400.00 
Pergola ........... .... .... ...... ...... .............. 300.00 
Park Benches 

50 ......................................... 250.00 
Total 

$11,185.00 
Contingencies 10% ...................... .1, 118.50 
Grand Total ............................... $12,303.50 

Figure #1.1: R.H. Canfield's Cost Estimate of February 1905, to the Mayor, Park Commissioners and 
Common Council.50 

Canfield's original estimates ranged from $10-15,000 for the implementation of his park 

plans on Block 66.51 Because the city was bonded 10 the capacity of the law, bonding to pay for 

the park const.ruction was not possible.52 In January 1905, Mayor Retigg appointed a park 

comrniuee of prominent men of the community 10 solicit subscriptions in order to raise the funds 

necessary for the parks construction. Originally, Mayor Retigg figured that an appointment of 20 

people to the comrniuee would be sufficient.53 However, in February, he invited nearly the 

entire clergy of the city to join in the fund raising crusade, and increased the commiuee 10 nearly 

60 members.54 Clergy. businessmen, manufacturers, doctors and other men of influence set out 

to raise the estimated $12,000 needed.55 On the 15 of February, Mayor Retigg, Canfield and 

City Clerk Fedder started the subscriptions rolling by donating $100, $75 and $25 respectively, 
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to the park fund.56 In 1906, construction began with grading and sodding, followed by the 

insta.llation of the walks, trees and shrubs.57 The work and installation of the key design 

elements moved along very slowly displeasing the residents of Corning.58 In 1907, Canfield 

drew a new, revised plan for the park that modified and deleted some of the elements. The 1907 

Plan was implemented, although it is unclear whether the bandstand was constructed. 

Canfield made reports to the commission regarding the progress on Block 66. It is not 

known how often or how many of these reports he made. Canfield reported there to have been 

an all out effort by the summer of I907, with a large crew working to carry out the plans he 

describes. 59 

There is to be a large circle 140 feet in diameter a little to the northwest of the center of the plOI. 
When complCled, in the center of this circle will stand the bandstand. Around its outer edge will 
pass seuees being ranged on either side. Within the outer circle will be a grass plot and then 
another double row of trees. Leading from the 10p of the coun house steps and from the junction 
of First and Walnut Streets, long winding walks bordered with trees will lead through the circle 
and on to the diagonal comers of the pl01. 

Southeast of the large circle will be two smaller circles about 200 feet apan connected by a 
pathway over which the crests of the trees on both sides will touch. In the midst of one of these 
circles will play a fountain. The other will probably be utilized temporarily for Oower beds. The 
circles will be about 60 feet in diameter. 

Carolina poplars and elms will be planted altel'lllltely all about the park. The poplars give a fine 
shade, and are noted for their rapid growth. They will provide shade until such time as the elms 
have become ofsufficient size to allow the poplars to be done away with. 60 

By July 9, 1907, $3,600 had been spent on the park's construction. According to 

Canfield's reports, $1,600 had been spent in 1906 for the work completed and $2,000 by the 

close of the season in 1907 for seeding, sodding, tree settings and the laying of the gravel paths. 

The sections of the park that are terraced were sodded and the remainder was sown with seed. 

The park was expected to be near completion, except for the bandstand and fountain , by the time 

the winter snow began.61 Superintendent Canfield claimed that in the coming year the park 

would have seating, the fountain added, flower beds planted and the bandstand erected. 62 

A popular public play ground will be found in the hcan of the city. The park will add much to the 
appearance of the locality which ii will adorn. While for a number of years yet it can not be used 
to any great extent on a hot day it will still be found a very comfonable place for spending the 
early evcnings.63 

16 

https://evcnings.63
https://began.61
https://Corning.58
https://shrubs.57


--- ~r~---Ccf"'& 
r-;a,',\o\ <. 

T• 

\
• 

I 



,; .. r.,. :f, ( ', 
t "'"' 

·-. t, ~ . 

' .JI'., ,. 
•.); . . 

Figure 1.3: Canfield Parle Plan, 1905 (Leader, February 7, 1905). 

19 



In spite of Canfield's optimistic 1907 repon, it was not until 1909 that the park was 

nearing completion. During the week of April 26, 1909, 50 new benches were ordered to be 

placed along the paths.64 The large pla.za that was designed for the bandstand was still 

incomplete, there were no shade trees, only shrubs and flower gardens.65 The circle was laid out 

with plants and flower beds since the bandstand had not been built yet, funher upsetting the 

citizens over the "raw deal" that the park had become.66 The citizens were upset over the length 

of time it was taking to build the park and the fact that all that was promised was not being 

delivered. On June 25, I 909, now Superintendent of Public Works Canfield, ordered 50 more 

benches for Coun House Park and they were to be placed immediately upon receipt.67 By the 

end of September in 1909, the 25 foot diameter, cement fountain that Superintendent Canfield 

designed was finally installed.68 During the spring of 1910, approximately ten evergreens were 

planted in the park and then several hundred tulip bulbs were planted in the fall.69 The entire cost 

of the park, when fully completed, was under the original estimate.70 

The park in Block 66 has been greatly admired and enjoyed by multitudes or people during the 
summer and it has been round that so m:111y people use the cross paths in the winter that it was 
thought best to keep pan or the electric lighis burning throughout the year.71 

Canfield's Repon to the Park Commissioners in January of 19 I 2 stated that the park has 

been well maintained.72 He also added that due to young vandalizers, the public drinking 

fountains in the park would no longer be available. 73 

In the years since Canfield's 1912 repon, a number ofproposals have threatened the park. 

In the winter of 1920, the Common Council refused the use of Coun House Park as a 

construction site for the new Free Academy Building.74 On October 2, 1944, Coun House Park, 

which residents popularly referred to it because of its location, was officially renamed Canfield 

Park, in honor of its designer.75 Mayor Keenan in 1958 proposed building a modem city hall 

and suggested that Canfield Park should be the site for it, but the community was not in 

agreement with him.76 In 1990, the Parks and Recreation Depanment made some plans and 

began a revitalization project for Canfield Park. 77 
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P ERIOD 1 

CANFIELD PARK 
1907-1912 

Plans pertaining to Period 1, Canfield Park: 

Topographical Layout ofProposed Design/or Court House, by unknown, date unknown. 

Steuben County Court House, by J. Foster Warner, I 903. 

City Park, Block 66, by R. H. Canfield, 1907. 

Topography 

The topography of Block 66 was fairly steep and uneven. The land sloped from the 

southwestern section of the block with a high of 1005.0" above sea level. However, the comer 

was not the highest point due to a 5 foot drop in elevation in the southern comer. The contours 

began to arch from the center of Second Street, and then exited on Walnut street. This caused a 

fairly even southwest to northeast slope along with a corresponding but steeper grade from the 

southwest to the northwest. The lowest point is the northeastern comer of First Street and Pine 

Street with an elevation of 945.0' above sea level. The northwestern comer only drops to 960.0 

feet, leaving an even rise in grade from the comer of Pine and First Streets to the comer of 

Walnut and First Streets. Canfield designed the northern slopes with terraces, creating space for 

areas of a mild grade to make pathways possible. 

Vegetation 

Canfield designed the park with a variety of shrubbery, flower beds and shade trees. He 

used several species in order to create mixed massings of shrubs boardering the terminuses of the 

pathways. Between the court house and the diagonal pathway, leading to the hydrangea bedded 

plaza, was an arched row of trees that followed the perimeter of the building and retaining wall . 

The variety of the trees was not specified on the plan but was identified in a report as being 

Lombardy Poplars (this was verified in a photograph owned by Peetie DimitrofO. Between the 

rows of trees and the diagonal path was a double row of Persian Lilacs extending approximately 
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58 feet along the northeastern boarder of the walk. Shade trees were lining the inside boarders of 

the pathways connecting the plazas, along with a few others that lined the entrance paths from 

the southern and western entrances. The bandstand plaza was to contain an inner and outer 

broken ring of an unspecified species. The entry staircase was boardered with shrubbery of an 

unknown species. 

Many individual plants are marked on the plan and a full plant schedule for the 

documented vegetation on the I 907 Plan can be found in the following list and corresponding 

plan. The 1907 Plant List was copied from the 1907 Plan by R. H. Canfield. The corresponding 

list was made by looking up the 1907 name in the Manual of Woody Landscape Plants, by 

Michael A. Dirr and translating them into current tenns of identification, when possible. 

22 



//-

- ··· : :••·······,; ·-- r-r,-=,,.;,.__.:,__-=,.,,......-. ;: ....:x= = ·- · ·· ·· - · 

,,· 

... .., ,~;,..,> I 
·..,_(__~~-

' --~-----
' ' ' ·,' ~ ..· ., 

',
I 

~~ 

s 

• 

\ 
··\-._\'. 1,t 

' ; ,,, 
. I . 
/./ Ilv 

,___ ·---
-- -.-

·- . -~ 

1-
U\ 

1-.., , 
l 7 

.JQ. 
< 
3 

·- ·- · --
ST 

,t~-
,J 



. ,L 

, . 

l 

..... -
-~ .._;'..::t:--.... .. 

,/•!':. .: __" • 

·::_-,;--~~~•·r-' J. ~~~ ~~ 



L•~, •'••t• f"'r"''I .. ......, ...~ .,.,, .._.,, 
!" ...."),.,, . .. ,...,. ,. .. ,") ·------ -

-·-...... 

.. 

~--~;;.._ ~ ;"'' 
.. --,d _,,, 

,~~ .,.,,,.
\ _, 

,,.•-:.,,-' ~,..,- ', 
·' ., 

., 

.," '-"-' , 

/ ~ 
• 

:~ --1 . 
··~ 

••
'• 

• • 

,. 

-· 

{ 
> 
r 
2. 
C 

-{ 

"' -{ 

~ 
r--

I 
..J 

0 
er--. ~ C 
~ uJ 

I 

~ ~ 
Q 0
...J ztu 

f-G: z 
u 
<(: ~ 

0 
_J 
uJ 

--~ 
~ z r---
-z <0!u~ 
Q 

I 
• 

ci 

~ • 
~ - 8 
~ ~~ z :... 

-:f_ 
cl '°~ ~-

- D:: - ':/.
J>- 0I- ..J 
cQ<.J . . 



1907 COURT HOUSE PARK PLANTING SCHEDULE 

1907 PJant List Current Plant List for l907<MjchacJ A, Pim 

I Calycanthus 

2 Colutea 

Caragaua 

Arborercius 

3 Berberry sebuldi 

Berberry vulgaris 

4Comus 

Comus 

5 Comus variegated 

6 Forsythia 

Seiboldi 

Fonunei 

7 Clethra 

Elaeagnus 

8 Honeysuckle wh. yar. 

Honeysuckle red 

Purple Fringe 

Sumac staghom 

Sumac cut leave 

White Fringe 

Calycanthus floridus (Common Sweetshrub) 

Colutea arboresceris sp. (Common Bladder
senna) 

Caragaua arboresceus sp. (Siberian 
Peashrub) 

(unknown) 

Berberis sp. 

Berberis vulgaris (Common Barberry) 

Comus sp. 

Comus sp. 

Comus sp. 

Forsythia suspensa 'Sieboldii' (Weeping 
Forsythia) 

Forsythia fonunei 

Clcthra sp. 

Elaeagnus sp. 

Loniccra sp. 

Lonicera tatarica (Tatarian Honeysuckle) 

Chionanthus sp. 

Rhustyphina (Staghom Sumac) 

Rhustyphina 'Dissecta' or 'Laciniata' 

Chionanthus virginicus (White Fringe tree) 
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