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I. MANAGEMENT SUMMARY 
 
This is the Project Methodology Report for the 2014 Erie County Historic Resource Survey. The pur-
pose of the survey is to provide baseline information in preparation for the countyôs upcoming com-
prehensive historic preservation plan. To meet this goal and Pennsylvania reconnaissance level sur-
vey project requirements, it specifically identified, documented, photographed and mapped all re-
sources in the county that were individually listed on, determined to be eligible for, or potentially eli-
gible for the National Register of Historic Places. The project also identifies, documents, evaluates, 
and maps all historic districts in the county that are individually listed on, determined to be eligible 
for, or potentially eligible for the National Register of Historic Places. The project resulted in the iden-
tification, documentation, mapping and classification of 31,471 properties drawn from every munici-
pality in Erie County. These properties contain above ground resources that are listed by the coun-
tyôs tax assessment department as being 75 years or older (constructed prior to 1940).  
 
A dedicated website was developed to make project findings and recommendations available to the 
public. As envisioned, the website will become Erie Countyôs central repository of historic property 
information, as new information can be regularly added. In addition, all properties containing a re-
source on, determined eligible for, or potentially eligible for listing in the National Register (based on 
architectural significance) were entered into the Pennsylvania Cultural Resource Geographic Infor-
mation System (CRGIS), a historic resource database administered by the Pennsylvania Historical 
and Museum Commission (PHMC). Approximately 3,500 individual survey forms were completed 
and entered into CRGIS. Of these, 543 are properties currently listed on or determined eligible for 
the National Register (individual properties or within historic districts) and an additional 397 proper-
ties meet the consultantôs recommendation of eligibility for the National Register (based on architec-
tural significance alone). The survey results and accessibility of findings should help the county man-
age, protect and reuse their historic resources and historic districts. 
 
This survey, covering 799 square miles or 206,940 hectares (not counting portions of Erie County 
located inside Lake Erie), was a two-phase project: Phase I, begun in late 2013, encompassed the 
Cities of Erie and Corry. Phase II, begun in mid-2014, covered the balance of Erie County. Funding 
was provided by a Multi-Municipal Grant from the Erie County Gaming Revenue Authority, the Perry 
200 Bicentennial Committee, Preservation Erie, and individual donors. The total project budget for 
both Phases was $50,000.   

Per the project scope, the work was consistent with the National Park Serviceôs Secretary of the In-
teriorôs Standards for Archeology and Historic Preservation and the Standards for Identification and 
Evaluation (Federal Register, September 29, 1983, as revised, 1995). Principal consultants met or 
exceeded the Secretary of the Interiorôs Professional Qualification Standards (48 FR 44716 and 36 
CFR 61, Appendix A), and the standards of the Bureau for Historic Preservation (BHP) of the Penn-
sylvania Historical and Museum Commission (PHMC). Consultants utilized the BHPôs Cultural Re-
sources Geographic Information System (CRGIS) in undertaking the survey, using BHP-approved 
survey forms. 
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The survey and associated project elements were conducted by Wise Preservation Planning LLC, a 
historic preservation planning firm based in Chester Springs, PA. Robert Wise and Seth Hinshaw, 
the firmôs Principal and Senior Planner, conducted the survey tasks. Erie residents Shirley Ruth 
French (also a board member of Preservation Erie), recent Mercyhurst University graduate KayAnn 
Warner, and other students from Mercyhurst University assisted. Oversight was provided by Preser-
vation Erie (PE), a nonprofit organization whose mission is to promote, preserve, and enhance the 
distinctive character of greater Erie through community-based planning, design, and historic preser-
vation. Direct guidance was provided by Preservation Erie board members Melinda Meyer 
(President), Dave Skellie and Chris Magoc. Michael Baker, Planner for the Erie County Department 
of Planning and PE board member, provided guidance and Geographical Information Systems (GIS) 
data for mapping and property data. 
 
Preservation Erie works throughout Erie County, and thus selected the entire county to be docu-
mented for this project. The county includes all types of settings, from the City of Erie and its subur-
ban ring, to small towns and rural areas. 
 
The historic survey officially began in 2013 and ended in 2015, with fieldwork completed in 2014. 
Specifically, the project produced several significant results: 
 
1. It is a stand-alone inventory containing nearly 31,500 properties county-wide that have been 
identified, evaluated, mapped, classified and documented. 

2. The above includes 543 properties listed on or determined eligible for the National Register of 
Historic Places, and some 397 properties the consultant considers potentially eligible. 

3. To make this information readily available to the public, the consultant developed the website 

eriebuildings.info. The website displays information about all properties and historic districts 
surveyed throughout the county. It also provides the means to enter and display additional 
information as it becomes available, thus becoming a dynamic tool now and for the future. 
The survey information, via the aforementioned website, is immediately available to all 38 
Erie County municipalities for preservation planning and education purposes. 

4. The project evaluated approximately 25 historic districts in the county. This includes 16 on or 
eligible for the National Register, and others that may be potentially eligible for the National 
Register. This report makes several recommendations regarding new or expanded districts. 
Historic districts can be a key planning and community revitalization tool for municipalities.  

5. The project created GIS Survey Maps of each of the countyôs 38 municipalities, found in the 
project website www.eriebuildings.info and in a separate project portfolio. 

6. The survey added nearly 3,500 properties listed on, determined eligible for, or potentially eli-
gible for the National Register to the state database of historic resources, as administered by 
the Pennsylvania Historical and Museum Commission. This information, which contains pho-
tographs, property information and maps, is immediately available for county or state plan-
ning, education, and resource protection purposes. 

7. The project identified historic resources to serve as a basis for the countyôs upcoming historic 
preservation plan, and thus its recommendations are limited to: 

http://www.eriebuildings.info/
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A. Enlarge the survey scope to include resources constructed from 1940 through a date 
to be determined (several WWII and immediate post-war related resources were not 
surveyed); 

B. Consider pursuing four historic districts, all in Erie City: West 10
th
 Street, Glenwood, 

and possibly Academy and W. 12
th
 Street; 

C. Develop an ongoing program of ñpopulatingò the project website with municipal and 
specific resource information found in previous historic surveys, particularly from the 
1980s. Past surveys were difficult to locate and extract information. The information 
found in this report and website, all obviously digitized, instantly available for public 
use, and easily updated and expanded, should help promote planning and preserva-
tion in Erie County. 

D. Encourage active participation of historic information gathering by citizens and histori-
cal organizations through the website. 

E. Utilize the historic resource classification and mapping to help preservation planning 
and resource protection efforts in communities throughout Erie County. 
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V. INTRODUCTION 
 

Note: This methodology report is organized to be consistent with the Pennsylvania Historical 
and Museum Commissionôs Guidelines for Architectural Investigations in Pennsylvania. The 
format creates some redundancies and may include some information not necessarily appli-
cable to this project. 

 

A. Project Background & Purpose  
 
This report was completed in 2015 by Wise Preservation Planning LLC, Chester Springs, PA under 
contract with Preservation Erie, of Erie, PA. It is the Project Methodology Report for the 2014 Erie 
County Historic Resource Survey. The survey is mainly a reconnaissance level historic resource sur-
vey of all properties, based on county tax records, containing built or above ground resources con-
structed through 1939. The purpose of the survey was to provide baseline information in preparation 
of a comprehensive historic preservation plan for Erie County, proposed to be started in 2016.  
 
The survey had two main project elements. First it identified, documented, classified, photographed 
and mapped all resources in the county that were individually listed on, determined to be eligible for, 
or be potentially eligible for the National Register of Historic Places. To accomplish this, the consult-
ants examined, evaluated and mapped all properties containing built resources constructed through 
1939. Examining all of these properties was the only means of determining whether they potentially 
met criteria to be eligible for the National Register (NR). Criteria evaluation was limited to architec-
ture (National Register Criterion C) as well as resource integrity ï specifically whether the resource 
generally exhibited its historic appearance. The term ñbuiltò or ñabove groundò resource is important; 
this was not an archeological survey. It also did not survey bridges or other structures or objects.  
 
The second project element was to identify, evaluate, photograph, map and document the countyôs 
25 historic districts. These included districts listed on, determined to be eligible for, or potentially eli-
gible for the National Register of Historic Places. Based on these evaluations, recommendations 
were made to reduce or enlarge existing historic districts or to create new districts. Districts deter-
mined ñnot eligibleò or not yet evaluated by the Pennsylvania Historic and Museum Commission 
(PHMC) were also examined. 
 
Altogether, the survey examined a total of 31,471 properties located in every municipality in the 
county.  It is important to note that the consultant team did not physically survey all of these re-
sources. Most of the 543 resources individually listed on, eligible for, or contributing resources within 
a listed historic district on the NR were photographed and documented (see below) by students and 
volunteers of Mercyhurst University. In order to survey the thousands of remaining buildings con-
structed before 1940, the consultant team utilized information available online from the Erie County 
(Tax) Assessment Department and the Erie County Planning Commissionôs Geographical Infor-
mation System (GIS). The Assessment Department provided construction dates, recent photographs 
(between 2008 and 2013), and other pertinent information about properties. The online photographs 
and property information were used to determine the architectural significance and integrity of the 
properties based on established NR criteria. Most importantly, they enabled the team to ñvisitò each 
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windshield  of a car. This created the efficiencies necessary for examining an extremely large num-
ber of resources. While this was not a perfect solution ï some photographs were up to 6 years old ï 
it was the most practical and financially prudent means to conduct this survey.   
 
Note that all of the countyôs historic districts were physically (in person) examined. 
 
The consultant team (Wise) classified each property surveyed into one of five levels based on archi-
tectural significance or NR status. Each classification was color-coded for mapping purposes. The 
GIS system, as provided by the Erie County Planning Commission, enabled the Wise to organize 
the sheer magnitude of findings, classifications and recommendations, while directly providing data 
for the projectôs GIS mapping component. The maps exhibit individual property classifications and 
historic districts, and can be used in a more detailed manner (than provided in this report or website) 
by the county Planning Commission. 
 
With the survey and mapping complete, the consultant team recommended the creation of a dedi-
cated website to make all information, including this report, assessable to the public, as well as plan-
ning agencies, municipalities and historical organizations.  Preservation Erie (PE) will administer the 
website. It is available online at www.eriebuildings.info. The website makes available the survey re-
sults, and can be expanded to include additional historic information. This is important. The survey 
provides mainly baseline information about each property surveyed; going forward, information can 
be added about a given historic resource, district, municipality or architect as it becomes available, 
say from a historical society. The website is thus a dynamic presentation of Erie Countyôs architec-
ture. Over time it should provide greater amounts of information, including maps, photographs, imag-
es, histories of associated resources and individuals, floorplans, etc. Likewise, individual historical 
organizations now have a platform in which to compile local history.  This survey should never 
ñgather dust!ò 
 
Note that much of the website will be ñpopulatedò by information found in a comprehensive architec-
tural survey conducted in the 1980s. That survey provided historic information about specific historic 
resources and municipalities county-wide. The ñmergerò of this survey with the earlier survey is a val-
uable planning and educational tool. 
 
Finally, all properties containing resources listed on, determined eligible for, or potentially eligible 
(based on the consultantôs opinion) for the National Register, or other resources deemed architectur-
ally significant, were entered into the Pennsylvania Cultural Resources Geographic Information Sys-
tem (CRGIS). CRGIS is a historic resource database administered by the Pennsylvania Historical 
and Museum Commission (PHMC). Approximately 3,500 individual survey forms were completed 
and entered into CRGIS. Of these, 543 are properties on or determined eligible for the NR 
(individually or within historic districts), 397 meet the consultantôs recommendation for eligibility for 
the NR (based on architectural significance and integrity), and the remainder are architecturally sig-
nificant. The CRGIS database is a state-wide database of historic resources. It, like all components 
of the survey, is designed to help the County of Erie and its municipalities manage, protect and re-
use their historic resources and historic districts. 

http://www.eriebuildings.info/
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Preservation Erie selected Wise Preservation Planning LLC (Wise) to manage all elements of the 
project. Among other things, Wise specializes in comprehensive and intensive level type historic re-
source surveys and the preparation of National Register and National Historic Landmark nomina-
tions. The combination of this extensive knowledge and experience, the planning and technology 
tools made available from Erie County, combined with the local knowledge and guidance of the PE 
project team (Mike Baker, Chris Magoc, Melinda Meyer and David Skellie), as well as extensive data 
collected from the 1980s survey, has resulted in perhaps the most comprehensive county-wide his-
toric resource survey in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 

Project Acronyms  
 
 

BHP Bureau for Historic Preservation (of the Pennsylvania 
Historical and Museum Commission) 

CR Contributing Resource (in a historic district) 
CRGIS Cultural Resource Geographical Information System 

(state database of cultural resources) 
DOE Determination of Eligibility (for the National Register) 
GIS Geographical Information System 
HD Historic District 
NR National Register, or National Register of Historic Plac-

es 
PE Preservation Erie 
PHMC Pennsylvania Historical and Museum Commission 
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B. Project Administration & Organization 
 
Overall management of this project was provided by members of the board of directors of Preserva-
tion Erie, a county-wide historic preservation planning and advocacy organization located in the City 
of Erie. Day-to-day guidance was provided by PE President Melinda Meyer, and board members 
Chris Magoc and Dave Skellie. Board member John Vanco, PEôs Treasurer, oversaw the financial 
elements of the project. Board member Mike Baker provided technology, such as GIS, and associat-
ed guidance to the consultant team. 
 
The consultant chosen for the project was Wise Preservation Planning LLC (Wise). Wise is a historic 
preservation planning firm located in Chester Springs, PA (Chester Co.) and has been in business 
since 1997. Its principal, Robert Wise, and Senior Planner, Seth Hinshaw, managed or carried out 
all of the survey components (with the exception of the initial photography and data gathering under-
taken by Mercyhurst University students and volunteers) under the close guidance of the above-
mentioned PE board members.  
 
The project had two phases due to funding availability. Phase I, beginning December, 2013, includ-
ed the surveys of the countyôs two cities, Erie and Corry. Phase II commenced June, 2014 once 
funding was in place; it surveyed the remainder of the county. The project Request for Proposal 
(RFP) was sent out on October 28, 2013 and Wise submitted a proposal on November 14, 2013. PE 
selected Wise for Phase I; the initial project meeting was held in Erie on December 17, 2013. Here 
certain project elements were discussed and agreed upon, some of which differed slightly from the 
RFP. Though the Mercyhurst University students had begun the project, the main survey of both 
Erie and Corry Cities took place in early April, 2014. Public information meetings were held in both 
cities in June of 2014. 
 
In late June of 2014 funding was in place for Phase II. (Though called ñphasesò ultimately this is a 
single project resulting in the survey of all 38 municipalities.) The field survey for Phase II took place 
in early November, 2014. Subsequent project work involved website development, resource classifi-
cation and GIS database input, CRGIS data input, mapping, and the production of this report. All 
CRGIS data (specific data for over 3,500 resources and broader property data for 22,000 resources) 
was submitted to the PHMC in February, 2015. The project was completed on February 27, 2015. 
Residual items such as website administration and public meetings will occur throughout the year. 
Three public information meetings will take place in the county May 12-14, 2015. 
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C. Survey Location  
 
The Erie County Historic Resource Survey examined all historic resources, with the exception of 
bridges, archeology sites, structures (such as bridges), and objects (such as statues) constructed in 
the county through 1939 (based on construction dates provided by the Erie County Assessment De-
partment). As such, all 38 municipalities, including the countyôs two cities of Erie and Corry, were 
surveyed.  Though the methodology required the consultants to physically examine all municipali-
ties, the vast majority of resources were documented by means of examining relatively current pho-
tographs and other tax parcel information provided by the Assessment Department.  
 

 
USGS map showing the survey area, with the boundary of Erie County shown in green, and individual USGS maps la-
beled on the grid (per PHMC reporting requirements). For mapping standards, please refer to Mapping & Location Re-
quirements in Section 8. 

 
At 799 square miles (over 1,500 including PA Lake Erie waters), Erie County is the 20

th
 largest coun-

ty in the state. With a population of roughly 280,000 (2010 census), it is the 14
th
 largest Pennsylva-

nia county by population, out of 67 counties. It contains two cities, Erie and Corry, 14 boroughs, and 
22 townships. The largest municipalities are the City of Erie, with a population of just over 101,000, 
and its immediate suburb, Millcreek Township, with a population of over 53,000. Though technically 
a city, Corry has just 6,600 residents; Elgin Borough has just 236. (All population statistics are based 
on the 2010 Census.)  
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Cities Corry, Erie 
    
Boroughs Albion, Cranesville, Edinboro, Elgin, 

Girard, Lake City, McKean, Mill Village, 
North East, Platea, Union City, Waterford, 
Wattsburg, Wesleyville 

    
Townships Amity, Concord, Conneaut, Elk Creek, 

Fairview, Franklin, Girard, Greene, 
Greenfield, Harborcreek, Lawrence Park, 
LeBoeuf, McKean, Millcreek, North East, 
Springfield, Summit, Union, Venango, 
Washington, Waterford, Wayne 

Erie County consists of parts of Lake Erie to the north, with its landmass (aside from Presque 
Isle) to the south of the lake below a diagonal shoreline stretching from Ohio at the southwest 
and to New York to the northeast. The rectangular-shaped Erie City lies near the center of 
this diagonal. Millcreek Township wraps around its southwest and southeast borders, with 
Lawrence Park and other municipalities forming its northeast border. Its northwest border fac-
es Lake Erie.  
 
Much of the population of Erie County outside of Erie City resides in boroughs and townships 
that follow the lakeshore to the southwest and northwest of the city, or wrap around the city. 
The majority of the countyôs boroughs however are located in the southern third of the county 
along route 6/6N. These include Albion, Edinboro, Union City, as well as the City of Corry. 
Although places like Erie, Corry and Lawrence Park Township are highly industrialized, much 
of the county is farmland and forests. Vineyards are the major agricultural activity along the 
lake shoreline, with mixed farming and dairy farming throughout the rest of the county. That 
said, while the southern half of the county appears to demonstrate a robust agricultural set-
ting, much of the northeastern part of the county south of I-90 appears as a post agricultural 
setting, with many fields reverting to forest and barns abandoned and being demolished by 
neglect. The land itself is mainly flat along the shoreline, but gradually rises moving southeast 
from the Lake Erie shoreline. Much of the open farmland or former farmland gives way to roll-
ing forest at the eastern part of the county. 
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VI. METHODOLOGY & EXPECTED RESULTS  
 

 
A. Project Chronology 
 
The survey project began in December of 2013, the physical survey itself was conducted in 2014, 
and the project was completed in February 2015. On October 7, 2013, Preservation Erie released 
the project RFP, and in November 2013it selected Wise to serve as the consultant. The Wise team 
and members of the board of Preservation Erie met in Erie on December 18, 2013 to discuss the pa-
rameters of the project. Phase I, the survey of the Cities of Erie and Corry, began at that time, alt-
hough Mercyhurst University students had undertaken the photography and documentation of nearly 
500 properties in the City of Erie as preparation for the main survey project. In April 2014, the Wise 
team completed the physical survey of Erie and Corry Cities, with the much appreciated assistance, 
knowledge and experience of PE board member Shirley Ruth French. Near the middle of 2014, 
Preservation Erie received funding for Phase II of the project, ensuring that all municipalities in the 
county would be surveyed. Phase II began in June, 2014. The physical survey element of the sec-
ond phase was completed in early November, with the assistance of intern and recent Mercyhurst 
graduate KayAnn Warner. 
 
With the initiation of Phase II, PE elected to have Wise develop a website as a means of holding and 
distributing findings to the public. The number of resources as well as the quantity of data document-
ed on Pennsylvania CRGIS forms was greatly expanded at this time as well. The initial draft of the 
methodology report was submitted to Preservation Erie in mid-February 2015, with final completion 
in early March. CRGIS information was also submitted to the PHMC in February. The website and all 
other project elements were completed and submitted on February 27, 2015, which was also the re-
quired completion date for the grant. Remaining items which could not be scheduled prior to this 
date are public meetings set for May, 2015, data input into the website, final changes to this report, 
and assistance with the new website. 
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B. Project Consultant 
 
The project was undertaken by Wise Preservation Planning LLC (Wise), a historic preservation plan-
ning firm located in Chester Springs, PA. The firm, which has been in operation since 1997 (as Wise 
Preservation Planning since 2001), also undertakes projects such as National Register nominations, 
historic resource impact studies, development / plan reviews, compliance reports, historic structure 
reports, and historic property research. Wise has completed many comprehensive survey projects 
similar to the Erie County survey. These include projects for Schuylkill, East Bradford, Upper Uwch-
lan, Franklin, West Marlborough, and Pennsbury Townships in Chester County; Radnor and Thorn-
bury Townships in Delaware County; and Schwenksville Borough, Whitpain and Upper Providence 
Townships in Montgomery County. In 2012 and 2013, the firm completed a large survey and historic 
district evaluation projects for Haddon Heights Borough, NJ.  
 
The project consultants for the Erie project were Robert J. Wise, Jr., President, and Seth B. Hin-
shaw, Senior Planner. Both consultants meet and exceed professional qualifications outlined by the 
Secretary of the Interiorôs guidelines for Architectural Historians (36 CFR 61 and 48 FR 44716). Both 
consultants are also certified through the ñCultural Resource Essentialsò program, sponsored by the 
PHMC.  
 
Wise retained the following individuals for this project, each of which have experience and/or educa-
tion in historic preservation: 
 
Shirley Ruth French: Phase I: Erie and Corry Cities and Historic Districts 
KayAnn Warner: Phase II: Survey assistance throughout county and CRGIS documentation 
Christine Suhadolnik: Phase I: Resource Classification, CRGIS documentation. 
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C. Reconnaissance Level Survey 
 

As stated, the Erie County Historic Resource Survey is defined as a Reconnaissance-Level Survey 
type. The PHMCôs Reconnaissance-Level Survey definition: 
 

The basic level of survey that results in the characterization of an areaôs general development 
patterns and the nature of its built resources. It collects enough physical information about the 
age, materials, style, condition, and location of a property that it can be easily identified in lat-
er surveys.  Reconnaissance-level surveys do not generally collect information related to the 
specific history or importance of a property.  The background research relevant to a Recon-
naissance-level survey addresses the development and history of the overall survey area ra-
ther than specific information for a given historic property. Reconnaissance surveys may in-
clude a limited identification of sub-surface (archaeological) resources. 

 
Surveys providing more extensive information regarding architecture and property history are known 
as Comprehensive-Level and Intensive-Level Surveys (see appendix for definitions). 
The 2014 Survey Project does provide historic information taken from earlier surveys, and thus 
could be considered a ñhybridò between reconnaissance and comprehensive survey levels. 

Survey Project Elements 

Erie County Historic Resource Survey 2014 

¶ Examining past surveys and other historic information about Erie County re-
sources;  

¶ Mapping and inventorying properties containing historic resources throughout 
the county built before 1940; 

¶ Classifying historic resources based on architectural significance and integrity;  

¶ Evaluating existing and potential National Register Historic Districts;  

¶ Documenting the most architecturally significant resources on the stateôs 
CRGIS database;  

¶ Developing a website as a means of disseminating information;  

¶ Educating the public by means of community involvement in the project, the 
information found in this report and the website, and through public information 
meetings;  

¶ Creating the basis for development of a county-wide historic preservation plan;  

¶ Providing a planning tool for governmental agencies, historic preservation or-
ganizations, municipalities and private use;  

¶ Completing tasks and reporting to meet the standards for a reconnaissance-
level survey as established by the Pennsylvania Historical and Museum Com-
mission (PHMC) in its Guidelines for Comprehensive Surveys. The survey 
greatly expanded the existing inventories of historic resources and resulted in a 
digital inventory that will facilitate the collection of information in the future. 
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D. Survey Target / Resource Type 
 

The survey examined virtually every type of above ground historic resource constructed before 1940 
(according to and as provided by the County Assessment Department) with the exception of bridges, 
structures, objects and known archeological sites. The survey examined a variety of resources, from 
single and multi-family residences, to farms, factories and commercial buildings.  
 
The survey also included an evaluation of the countyôs historic districts, whether listed on the Nation-
al Register or determined eligible for the NR. These districts varied from small downtown commercial 
and residential areas found in North East, Union City, Waterford and Corry City, to commercial and 
residential districts featuring phenomenal architecture in Erie City, to the General Electric (GE) Loco-
motive Works in Lawrence Park. Wise also examined areas to recommend the creation of additional 
districts. The West 10

th
 Street area in Erie City is a notable example.  

 
Erie is a large county with most every kind of historic resource. The condition of its historic resources 
varied from excellent to those nearly demolished by neglect. Unfortunately economic forces appear 
to be taking their toll on historic resources in several parts of the county. Many farmstead resources 
are abandoned and suffering from neglect. Several former agricultural or industrial-based towns and 
villages in the center of the county exhibit empty commercial buildings while many residential build-
ings lack the necessary investment and upkeep. In contrast, places like North East, Waterford and 
Edinboro appear to have healthy economies and townscapes. 

Surveyed Resource Types 
 

Individual Resources 
 

Residences (mainly single family) 
Commercial Buildings (mainly in older commercial centers) 
Industrial Buildings (some vacant or used for other purposes) 
Agricultural Buildings (including many on non-functioning farms) 
Religious Buildings 
Government Buildings (including libraries and fire houses) 
School Buildings 

 

Historic Districts 
 

Listed on the National Register 
Determined Eligible for the National Register 
Determined Not Eligible for the National Register 
Unevaluated Historic Districts 
Potentially Eligible Historic Districts 
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Like most large counties, architectural resources ranged from some of the finest in Pennsylvania to 
the simple vernacular. Of course, given Erie Cityôs size and history, many of the countyôs ï and 
some of the stateôs most significant resources are located there. Almost every style of architecture 
was also recorded; however, there is certainly a difference in the age and resource type compared 
to places like southeastern Pennsylvania, where a good portion of the historic architecture predates 
the American Revolution. 
 
Like any large area, the condition of resources varies from area to area, town to town, and building 
to building. One overwhelming observation was that the countyôs many brick buildings, particularly in 
Erie City, appear to be in far better condition than many of the frame buildings here and elsewhere in 
the county. (Of course, the survey examined the exteriors of resources only.) By-and-large, howev-
er, brick buildings not only looked to be in better condition but maintained their architectural integrity. 
Most received a higher resource classification, as described below. 
 
 

E. Resource Numbering / ñKeyò Numbers 
 

Over 3,500 properties surveyed were considered to be the most architecturally significant in the 
county. These properties were documented on the so-called ñshort formò (PA Historic Resource Sur-
vey Form), a data-base form in use by PHMC for its CRGIS database. Once identified and surveyed, 
each of these 3,500 properties was assigned a state ñkey numberò, if not already assigned. The Key 
Number system provides a unique number to each documented historic resource state-wide for da-
tabase management, GIS mapping and instant identification. This data was then entered on the 
short form and into CRGIS. In addition to the key number, these properties, and all other properties 
surveyed in this project can be identified by tax parcel number and/or street address. 
 
The 3,500 properties ï the countyôs most significant in terms of architecture ï were assigned key 
numbers and classified as Class 1, 2, and 3 by this survey. This is a classification based on architec-
tural significance that will be described below. Two other classifications - Class 4 and 5 - were as-
signed to approximately 28,000 surveyed properties containing less architecturally significant re-
sources. Information listed for these properties was not entered onto PA Historic Resource Survey 
Forms and were not assigned key numbers. These properties ï all surveyed properties - are identi-
fied by tax parcel number and/or street address.  
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F. Survey Procedures &Tasks 
 

The project involved several tasks, some of which were completed simultaneously.  In 2013 Mer-
cyhurst University students completed the initial task of the project. They photographed historic re-
sources in the Cities of Erie and Corry that were already identified and assigned Key numbers (see 
above) in the PHMC-hosted CRGIS website. Ultimately Wise used this information as the basis for 
the National Register evaluation of individual resources for this project.   

Survey Procedures & Tasks 
 
Task One: Background Research 
Task Two: Identification of Resources 
Task Three: Field Survey 
Task Four: Classification of Properties  
Task Five: Recording Property Data 
Task Six: Mapping 
Task Seven: Public Participation 
Task Eight: Methodology Report 

Survey Tasks One thru Eight follow in the pages below: 
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Task One: Background Research 
 

The survey project created a completely new inventory and database of all historic resources con-
structed in Erie County prior to 1940 (bridges, structures, objects and archeological sites excluded). 
The project scope, however, called for updating the existing surveys that were previously undertak-
en. Information on two previous surveys was located by the Wise team in the records of the Erie 
County Historical Society.  
 

a. Previous Surveys 
In 1975 and 1976, a project named the ñErie County Historic Sites Surveyò was conducted. 
The survey documented several dozen properties on a table drawn onto sheets of 22òx22ò 
paper with the following fields: [Survey] No., Title & Type, Location, Owner, Style, Date, Con-
dition, and Comments. The survey identified 50 properties in the City of Erie, one in Law-
rence Park, 17 in Millcreek Township, and nine in Summit Township. The survey did not in-
clude a map of the identified properties.  

 
In 1982, a more comprehensive survey of historic resources was conducted in Erie County by 
the Northwest Research Institute. It involved a survey of each municipality and the drafting of 
a short history of each municipality. To facilitate the survey of the City of Erie, the surveyors 
created 31 zones. A brief summary was drafted for each zone, and a list of the properties that 
were thought to be eligible for the National Register was compiled for each zone. Maps of 
each zone in the City of Erie and for each other municipality were included, but the locations 
of the National Register-eligible buildings were not mapped. The survey included the comple-
tion of an early version of the Pennsylvania Historic Resource Survey Form for the properties 
thought to be eligible; copies of these forms are stored in two binders and encompass 848 
pages. Unfortunately, the forms were copies so that the black and white photographs are 
barely legible. The incorporation of information from the earlier surveys was complicated by 
the lack of complete addresses for many properties and the corresponding lack of a map. Al-
so, each form contains numeric codes of specific architectural details, such as style and ma-
terials, making it difficult to understand without an explanation key.  
 
Each form, however, contained a brief description and/or historic narrative. The survey also 
included municipal histories. This information will be uploaded onto the website as part of this 
project. Because identification of the resources, mapping and the creation of the website took 
precedence in the 2014 survey, this information was extracted in the last stage of the project. 

 

b. National Register & PA Historic Resource Survey Forms 
National Register and Pennsylvania Historic Resource Survey forms completed to determine 
National Register eligibility of individual resources and districts provided a large amount of 
individual property and historic district information. These forms were downloaded into the 
website for the specific property or corresponding historic district. 
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c. Historic Maps 
The survey used maps for the identification of historic resources in instances where a proper-
ty in a historic district was not indicated by the tax assessorôs information. All properties in 
historic districts were visually inspected, regardless of their construction date. Thus, historic 
maps were not, for the most part, used for this particular survey. 
 

Task Two: Identification of Resources 
 

The next project task was identifying all resources in the county listed on, determined eligible for, or 
potentially eligible for the National Register of Historic Places. Once identified, this information could 
then be entered onto the PHMCôs CRGIS database. The main issue was determining how to exam-
ine some 90,000 properties in the county that, according to the assessment department, are over 50 
years of age, the cut-off date for eligibility for the NR as administered by the National Park Service. 
At the very least, only through some kind of visual examination of the current or near current appear-
ance of the resource would the consultant be able to determine National Register status or potential. 
Working closely with the PE project team, Wise developed the following methodology:  

 
¶ Establish a Feasible ñPopulationò of Resources. Due to the sheer number of potential re-
sources, the team determined to examine all resources listed as constructed through 1939. 
Thus, all resources constructed up to  Americaôs entry into WWII, or approximately everything 
75 years and older, were examined. The Erie County Assessment Department would then 
furnish a database of all addresses containing construction dates prior to 1940 ï over 31,000 
properties. 
 

¶ Physically Examine only National Register Resources. As opposed to physically examin-
ing all of the 31,471 properties that met the initial search criteria, only those on, eligible for, or 
potentially eligible for the NR, and ñcontributing resourcesò in National Register Historic Dis-
tricts would be physically examined. The remainder would be examined using photographs 
taken of all properties between 2008 and 2013, as well as other property and building infor-
mation associated with each property, available online through the Assessment Department 
website. 
 

¶ Examine Exteriors Only. Determine potential National Register eligibility by means of exteri-
or architecture only; interiors were not examined, nor were property histories or archeology. 

 
This methodology ultimately saved thousands of hours and untold dollars. It is not a foolproof sys-
tem, as it is commonly known that dates from a countyôs assessment department are not necessarily 
all correct. Some properties are misfiled, and some have no photograph. In addition, the majority of 
photographs dated to 2009, leaving time for buildings to be altered or lost. It also leaves a ñ25-year 
gapò in which buildings could have been built (between 1940 and 1965) that could meet NR eligibility 
requirements. Conventional wisdom (and experience) indicates that most resources eligible for the 
NR are over 75 years of ageébut certainly not all. However, this 75-year ñcut-offò methodology elim-
inated the review of tens of thousands of post-war tract housing and modern commercial structures 
that presumably would not be eligible for the NR. (The methodology for surveying the years 1940-
1965 will have to be determined.) Ultimately Wise believes this was the best and most practical 
means of addressing the project scope, and was wholeheartedly supported by PE.  



 

ERIE COUNTY HISTORIC RESOURCE SURVEY 2014 PAGE 24 

PROJECT METHODOLOGY REPORT 

Notes on Resource Identification using  
Assessment Department Records 

 
A. The dates of the buildings generally fall inside the range of years for the 

particular architectural styles of buildings. In rare cases, a building had 
a datestone that provided a date that was different from the assessorôs 
date, and in other cases the appearance of the building clearly pointed 
to a different date than the assessorôs date. 

B. Several buildings in the Erie County Tax Assessment records have the 
obviously wrong building date of ñ0.ò In Phase 1, this was particularly 
true for many commercial buildings in Corry. Due to the large number of 
properties with a construction date of zero, Wise surveyed all parcels 
containing a building with such a date. (Often other assessment infor-
mation provided a date.) 

C. Approximately 200 properties had no photo; these properties were indi-
cated in the GIS database as Class 5 properties. 

D. In some cases, the assessorôs information indicated a date of construc-
tion later than the actual date, and it is likely that several buildings were 
thus not surveyed due to their stated date of construction (post-1939). 
Given the relative accuracy of the assessorôs dates, however, 
ñmisdatedò properties normally dated to the 1920s and 1930s upon vis-
ual analysis, and not the 19

th
 century. 

E. Photographs were taken by the assessorôs office beginning in 2008 and 
thus the subject building could have, as mentioned above, been heavily 
altered or demolished since the photograph was taken. The Wise team 
noted several such examples during spot checks and on occasion ad-
justed a propertyôs classification accordingly.  

F. The quality of the vast majority of photographs was generally sufficient 
for an accurate evaluation of the property. In some cases photographs 
failed to adequately capture the architectural significance of the build-
ing. In such cases Google or Bing maps helped the consultant make a 
determination.  
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Task Three: Field Survey 
 

A. Mercyhurst Student Survey 
The field survey took place in three phases. The first occurred in 2012. Mercyhurst University 
students, under the direction of Professor Chris Magoc, photographed and field noted historic 
resources in the Cities of Erie and Corry. The students were part of Mercyhurst Universityôs 
Public History Program. More than a year before Preservation Erie (PE) engaged the Wise 
team, Dr. Magoc, chair of the department and PE co-founder, arranged to have student Steve 
Bukowski receive training from PHMCôs Bureau for Historic Preservation (BHP) staff in how to 
take photographs and complete the Historic Resource Survey form. For his senior project, 
Steve photographed some 500buildings in Erie City and began the documentation process. 
His work was followed by that of Lisa Sirois, another public history student. Wise welcomed 
the continued survey work of other students: Hannah Fertig, Emma Capps and KayAnn 
Warner. 

 

B. Main Project Survey 
The PHMC had previously designated ñKeyò numbers to these properties. The majority of 
these properties were either individually listed on or were determined eligible for the National 
Register. Others were contributing resources in one of the cityôs National Register Historic 
Districts. Wise began Phase I of the field survey in April of 2014. This task examined and 
photographed additional resources and historic districts in the Cities of Erie and Corry. Some 
follow-up was required in mid-summer, mainly in the West Sixth Street Historic District. Phase 
II of the survey project took place in early November, 2014 when Wise examined and photo-
graphed resources and historic districts in the remainder of the county. 

 

C. Classification 
The field survey was particularly important because at the time Wise was unsure of the ability 
of the assessorôs photographs to provide the adequate information to fully evaluate NR eligi-
bility. During the field survey, a number of properties were re-classified from Class 2 to 3, and 
a smaller number of Class 3 properties were elevated to Class 2 (classifications are described 
below). 

 

D. Historic Districts 
The countyôs 25 Historic Districts (of various status or potential) were evaluated during the 
field survey. This evaluation, which included the discovery and/or recommendation of new 
districts, took up the bulk of the field survey time. PE board member Shirley Ruth French was 
particularly helpful in educating the consultants about the historic districts in Erie and Corry 
Cities. Maps of all existing historic districts had been collected from PHMC prior to the field 
survey. For districts listed on the National Register, photographs were taken of all contributing 
properties. The status of all historic resources in the various districts was evaluated. In some 
instances Wise produced recommendations to adjust district boundaries and the status of 
contributing / noncontributing properties. For listed districts, a change in the boundary would 
be a challenging project, and the usefulness of minor adjustments to the boundaries was tak-
en into consideration. Wise also recommended the consideration of additional districts. Spe-
cific information on historic districts appears later in this report. 
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Task Four: Classification of Properties  
 
During the identification phase of the project, Wise realized that a tremendous number of historic re-
sources would be surveyed but the scope called for only the most individually significant resources 
and ñcontributingò resources in a National Register Historic District were to be actually photo-
graphed, documented and inventoried. In order to identify these highly significant historic buildings, 
Wise needed to examine thousands of historic resources in the County. Rather than ignoring the 
98% of buildings examined that would probably not be individually eligible for the National Register, 
Wise considered a means of mapping them for future planning purposes. Though perhaps not as 
architecturally significant, many of these properties would certainly be considered ñcontributingò re-
sources in theoretical historic districts. They may be intact, representative examples of a building 
type or architectural style, or are simply fine architectural specimens in-and-of themselves. Con-
versely, many pre-1940 resources have been heavily altered or simply have no apparent architectur-
al significance.   
 
In response, and after conferring with PE, Wise developed an architectural classification for each 
property. Historic resource classification is a common practice in Pennsylvania and is used as a 
means of evaluating the relative architectural significance of historic resources. There is no ñofficialò 
classification system. Municipalities often classify resources as part of their historic resource protec-
tion ordinances. The higher classification, usually denoting the greater significance of the resource, 
often means the greater amount of required planning, resource protection and/or preservation incen-
tives. This provides flexibility to the municipality, and enables it to focus on protecting its most signifi-
cant resources. It also guides developers and landowners in the planning process. 

National Register Criteria for Consideration 
 

A. Properties associated with events that have made a signifi-
cant contribution to the broad patterns of our history. 

B. Properties associated with the lives of persons significant in 
our past. 

C. Properties embodying the distinctive characteristics of a 
type, period, or method of construction or representing the 
work of a master, or possessing high artistic values, or rep-
resenting a significant and distinguishable entity whose 
components lack individual distinction. 

D. Properties that have yielded, or are likely to yield, infor-
mation important in prehistory or history. 
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Wise mainly used National Register Criterion C (see above table) ï architectural significance, for 
evaluating properties in Erie County. In Erie Countyôs case, the classification system was not devel-
oped for ordinance purposes, but simply as a means of differentiating the architectural significance 
of its historic resources. One interesting outcome of the classification was the project mapping. Color
-coding the classification levels enabled the consultants to examine groupings of historic resources 
in consideration of potential historic districts. The county or municipalities may use it for a variety of 
planning purposes.  For the Erie survey, a 5-level classification was developed. It is similar to one 
Wise developed for Chester County.  

 

Class 1 
 
543  

Properties 
 

Map Color: 
Dark Red  

Properties containing historic 
resources at least 50 years old 
and of major architectural or his-
torical significance. These prop-
erties have been listed on the 
National Register of Historic 
Places, been determined eligi-
ble for the National Register, or 
are contributing resources in a 
National Register Historic Dis-
trict.  

 

Class 2 
 

397 Properties 
 

Map Color: 
Red  

Properties containing historic 
resources at least 75 years old 
and of high architectural signifi-
cance and architectural integrity; 
these properties, in the opinion 
of the consultant, have the po-
tential to be determined eligible 
for the National Register. Again, 
the determination is based on 
architecture alone, and only the 
exterior of the buildings (or their 
immediate settings, in the case 
of some farms) surveyed. These 
properties would also contribute 
to a theoretical historic district.  

 

Historic Resource Classifications 
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Class 3 
 

2,557  
Properties 

 
Map Color: 
Orange  

Properties containing historic re-
sources at least 75 years old and 
of moderate to high architectural 
significance and integrity. These 
properties do not appear individu-
ally to meet National Register cri-
teria for architecture but are 
among the more architecturally 
significant buildings of the county. 
They are highly intact and fine 
representatives of a particular ar-
chitectural type or style, but not 
necessarily large or opulent. 
These properties would contribute 
to a theoretical historic district. 

 

Class 4 
 

15,636 proper-
ties 

 
Map Color: 
Yellow  

Properties containing historic re-
sources at least 75 years old and 
of moderate architectural signifi-
cance. These properties do not 
appear to have the architectural 
significance to meet National 
Register criteria individually, but 
maintain their general historic ap-
pearance or integrity. These prop-
erties probably would contribute 
to a theoretical historic district.  

 

Class 5 
 

12,338  
Properties 

 
Map Color: 
Grey  

Properties containing resources at 
least 75 years old but of low archi-
tectural significance. The re-
sources are either highly altered, 
damaged, or have little or no ar-
chitectural significance. These re-
sources would not contribute to a 
theoretical historic district. The 
total also includes 199 properties 
for which assessorôs office provid-
ed no photograph. 
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Architectural Integrity  
Wise examined all resources and classified them based on their architectural significance and integ-
rity. Integrity is a fundamental means of determining whether a resource is eligible for the National 
Register. The National Park Service, which administers the NR program, has developed a system of 
determining a buildingôs architectural integrity. Wise took this system into account in examining re-
sources to assign a classification. If a resource has been altered to a degree that its original appear-
ance has been substantially compromised, it would not be individually eligible for the NR regardless 
of its historic significance. Resources that were heavily altered, with incompatible material or an in-
sensitively to designed addition, for example, would be Class 5. Consideration for resources in his-
toric districts is usually less stringent in determining whether it should be considered a ñContributing 
Resourceò or ñNoncontributing Resource.ò In such instances, Contributing Resources in a National 
Register District became Class 1, while those resources constructed after a districtôs ñPeriod of Sig-
nificanceò or again, those heavily altered, were Noncontributing Resources and assigned the Class 5 
designation. 
 
Note that all buildings change over time. Whereas most brick buildings are still brick, the vast majori-
ty of clapboard buildings throughout Erie County have been re-clad in aluminum or vinyl siding. 
Wood shingled roofs have largely given way to asphalt shingles. Many houses have expanded with 
rear and side additions. Most have replacement windows, and many front porches have been en-
closed. Some of these changes probably would negate consideration for a building to be listed indi-
vidually to the National Register. Given the high propensity for such changes, and if these changes 
did not greatly alter the resourceôs historic appearance, Wise usually designated these resources 
Class 4. That is, these buildings would be considered ñContributing Resourcesò in a theoretical his-
toric district. Finally, assigning a category was done on a case-by-case basis; consistency and accu-
racy was the consultantôs major goal. 
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Resource Classification Notes 
 
A. Classification is based on the propertyôs primary resource, such as a 
house on a residential property and main building of an industrial proper-
ty. Classification assigned to that resource is the same as that assigned 
to the property. 

B. In some cases, the classification of a property was based on the collec-
tion of buildings on the property, not just on the primary resource. This 
was not a major consideration in the cities, where most tax parcels con-
tain a residence and possibly one ancillary outbuilding. In rural townships, 
farm parcels often contain a farmhouse, barn, and one or more outbuild-
ings. In these cases Wise examined the assembly of agricultural re-
sources to determine the classification.  

C. The Wise classification system is based on exterior architecture, and in 
some cases the general setting of the resource (such as a farm). The rec-
ommended classification of a property could change if additional signifi-
cance, such as the buildingôs association with a historic event or person, 
becomes available.  

D. As stated, classification is for the purposes of resource differentiation only 
and is in no way part of a historic resource protection ordinance. 

E. The classification of properties is a somewhat subjective process. Wise 
utilized National Register criteria to most objectively classify each re-
source. While Class 1 and 2 resources were field-surveyed, all other clas-
sifications depended on the tax assessment departmentôs photograph(s), 
the ability of the photograph to convey the architectural significance and 
integrity of the resource, and other assessment information, where need-
ed. 

F. The evaluation of a propertyôs eligibility for the NR was assessed using 
the National Register Criteria (Code of Federal Regulations 36 CFR 
60.4). Since no historic or archaeological research was undertaken by 
Wise in the project, assessment of the Criteria was mostly limited to Cri-
terion C (architecture).  
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Task Five: Recording Property Data 
 
The data collected from the various survey tasks created an inventory of nearly 31,500 historic prop-
erties. PEôs original goal was to document only the countyôs most significant historic resources 
(Class 1 and 2). The goal was to enter this information into the PHMCôs Cultural Resource Geo-
graphical Information System (CRGIS) database and to develop an inventory containing this infor-
mation for use in the county-wide comprehensive historic preservation plan. This project created 
several opportunities that enabled PE to develop a much larger and more comprehensive product. 
The information was developed for CRGIS and a new website specifically developed for PE. 
 

a. CRGIS 
The most architecturally important resources (ultimately Class 1, 2 and 3) were selected for record-
ing on the PHMC electronic architectural survey forms, available through CRGIS. CRGIS, PHMCôs 
cultural resource database, included existing entries for Erie County (properties listed on or eligible 
for the NR). Following the completion of the survey elements, the existing entries in CRGIS were up-
dated through a portable application. PHMC staffer Noel Stratton provided Wise with a bank of un-
used or ñvacantò Key Numbers for the documentation of properties to be added to CRGIS. To meet 
the parameters of the project, Wise entered the information for all Class 2 and Class 3 properties in 
the database.  
 
The PHMC requires a minimum amount of information to develop individual property forms for 
CRGIS. In working with PHMC staff, and given the project scope, Wise was able to provide the nec-
essary form creation data for Cass 1-3 properties, thereby enlarging the contribution of this project to 
the state database from roughly 600 properties to over 3,500 properties. To complete the CRGIS PA 
Historic Resource Survey Form, the PHMC required several pieces of information. 
 
The information entered into the Access database will be accessible through CRGIS upon pro-
cessing by PHMC staff. The list of numeric ñcodesò used by PHMC to document properties was 
used; these codes assign numbers to architectural styles, functions, and materials. The codes were 
in use at the time the database was originally constructed, and the numbers remain hidden in the 
background coding of the database (in contrast to the 1982 survey, where the reader must decipher 
the description codes). Using the codes was an excellent means of ensuring that the information 
was compatible with the existing CRGIS database. In addition to the resource information, the Wise 
team uploaded a photograph (either from the field survey or from the Assessment Department) of 
each Class 1-3 property documented. Because only Class 1-3 properties would be entered on the 
CRGIS survey forms, less information was provided for Class 4 and 5 properties. The PHMC will use 
this information to populate the CRGIS database. 
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Required Information for CRGIS Database  

¶ Address 
¶ Municipality 
¶ Owner type (mostly private) 
¶ Property Name  
¶ County (Erie) 
¶ USGS Quad Map 
¶ Number of resources 
¶ National Register eligibility 
¶ Number of stories 
¶ Date of construction 

¶ Historic function 
¶ Current function 
¶ Number of bays 
¶ Photograph 
¶ Resource type  
¶ Materials 
¶ Style 
¶ Other historic or archi-
tect data, if available 

GIS & Mapping Issues 
 
A. During the survey, Wise discovered a duplication of several tax parcels on 
the county GIS database, particularly in Harborcreek Township. This often 
resulted in a duplication of information for the same parcel as well as the 
map. In cases where duplication was not detected, it is possible that some 
duplicate properties will not show on the maps. 

B. Assigning architectural styles was often problematic. The PHMC offers a 
wide variety of architectural styles, but not necessarily regionally specific. 
For certain kinds of properties, and in particular the countyôs version of the 
American Foursquare and the multi-level front porch duplexes found main-
ly in Erie City, specific styles classifications offered by the PHMC did not 
apply. Depending on the resource, Wise was able to apply a style desig-
nation or simply list ñno styleò or ñother.ò Wise recommends that the PHMC 
consider being more flexible in its coding; for example, it does not recog-
nize ñAmerican Foursquareò or ñDutch Colonial Revival. 

C. Wise aimed to be consistent in determining resource styles, however diffi-
cult. 
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b. Website Creation: Erie Countyôs Historic Resources 
 
When it became apparent that a printed document of the survey would not be an efficient, dynamic, 
or cost-effective means of disseminating information (given the large number of historic resources) 
Wise recommended creating a project-specific website. The result is www.eriebuildings.info. Wise 
worked closely with PE in developing a website that would meet the goals of the project as well as 
PEôs concerns of long-term website cost and administration. Wise Senior Planner Seth Hinshaw, 
having developed similar websites, recommended a basic design. First, it had to be developed to 
efficiently make available the results of the survey. Second, its design had to incorporate additional 
information about individual historic resources, architects, photographs, other graphics, etc. as it be-
comes available and is submitted to PE. It is hoped that with each passing year, the information con-
tained in the website will grow such that the website becomes Erie Countyôs definitive repository of 
resource specific history and architecture.  

www.eriebuildings.info 
provides: 

 
¶ Information on all 31,471 property entries, with the ability to search for a 
specific property 

¶ An individual section for each municipality 
¶ Maps and listing information for all of the countyôs National Register His-
toric Districts, and those determined eligible 

¶ Information on architectural styles and resource types found throughout 
the county 

¶ This Methodology Report 
¶ Architects information 
¶ Base Survey Maps 
¶ The ability to submit individual property information to the website 

http://www.eriebuildings.info/
http://www.eriebuildings.info/


 

ERIE COUNTY HISTORIC RESOURCE SURVEY 2014 PAGE 34 

PROJECT METHODOLOGY REPORT 

Task Six: Mapping 
 
Task six involved mapping all properties and historic district findings and recommendations. GIS 
mapping layers were provided by the Erie County Planning Department, with the assistance of PE 
board member Mike Baker.   
 
Using GIS, Wise color-coded individual properties based on their classification. Of course, such col-
or code could also be designated for resource style, historic and current function, etc., per other in-
formation types included in the database. In any event the color-coded classification system not only 
shows the older portions of a given municipality, but also concentrations in existing or potential his-
toric districts. The maps are available for viewing on the project website and in a separate booklet 
entitled GIS Survey Map Portfolio. In addition, the countyôs GIS system will provide planners with 
specific property information such as addresses etc. simply by holding the curser over the tax parcel, 
which is important for planning purposes. 
 
 

Task Seven: Public Participation 
 

a. Pubic Information Meetings 
Public participation was welcomed and encouraged. It was mainly centered in two areas, and ulti-
mately the new website will be a third area. This first area involved public meetings held on June 24, 
2014 in Corry (Corry Higher Education Council) and June 25, 2014 in Erie (The Jefferson Education-
al Society). The purposes of these meetings, which included a lengthy PowerPoint presentation by 
Robert Wise, was to inform the citizens of Corry and Erie Cities about the project, exhibit preliminary 
findings and recommendations, and solicit concerns, recommendations and general comments by 
those attending.   
 
An additional series of public information meetings will be held in Erie on May 13, and 14, 2015, for 
the purposes of explaining the project and exhibiting findings and recommendations. The Power-
Point presentations will also devote a sizable portion to showing and describing the architecture fea-
tures of Erie County. Presentations on May 13 were given first to the Preservation Erie Board, fol-
lowed by a well-attended public meeting. On May 14, the presentation was given to the Erie County 
Planning Commission.  
 

b. Historical Organization Participation 
The second type of public participation was through the local historical societies. PE communicated 
the consultantôs field survey plans to the numerous historical organizations throughout the county 
and invited their members to assist the consultants. Requests were made to show the consultant 
team the various historic sites and historic districts in their respective communities, and/or to provide 
lists or other documentation of individual historic resources. Several organizations and members re-
sponded and assisted Wise with the survey element of the project. 
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Participating Historical Organizations and Individuals 
 

Margaret Clark, Hornby School Restoration Society 
Sabina Freeman, Fairview Area Historical Society 
Ray Grabowski, Jr., Lake Shore Railway Historical Society 
Judy Nelson, Dorrie Proctor,  Fort LeBoeuf Historical Society 
David Obringer, Edinboro University, Edinboro Area Historical Society 
Lori Sheridan, etal., Harborcreek Historical Society 
CarolineVeith, West County Historical Association 
Amber Wellington, Goodell Gardens & Homestead 
Peter Wills, Corry Citizens in Action 

c. Erie Countyôs Historic Architecture Website 
As stated, the new survey website ï www.eriebuildings.info ï will be a third area of public participa-
tion. Not only will it provide all of the information developed in the survey project, but it will be inter-
active by allowing individuals or historical organizations to submit information to be added to the 
website. Eventually it may be used to provide information for research projects, and expand as a re-
sult of information provided from those projects. It is hoped that it will be an active forum for public 
participation for years to come and thus an improvement over earlier surveys. 
 
 

Task Eight: Project Methodology Report 
 
The final task in conducting this survey was the preparation of this Project Methodology Report. 
Where applicable, this report generally follows the Guidelines for Architectural Investigations in 
Pennsylvania, as established by the PHMC.  

http://www.eriebuildings.info/
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VII. CONTEXT & PROPERTY TYPES  
 
 

A. Brief History, Development & Historic Contexts of Erie 
County 
 

As part of the Background Research for this project, Wise examined the 1982-1987 Historic Sites 
Survey of Erie County, completed by the Northwest Institute of Research, of Erie PA. The survey in-
cluded a brief history of Erie County. It is a very ñbroad brushò history of the county but lacks im-
portant information such as the countyôs colonial history, its early trade and transportation routes, 
wartime history, including the War of 1812 and other wars that propelled the countyôs industry, espe-
cially Erie City, the impact of the discovery of oil in 1859 just south of the county, as well as any spe-
cific municipal histories.  These histories, including municipal histories, if available, are located on 
the project website. The website contains additional information that may also be found in nomina-
tion forms for individual resources and historic districts listed on the National Register. 
 
Regarding architectural context, Erie is a populous county with a large city and several towns and 
villages. As such it contains just about every kind of architectural style. It may not have intact 17

th
 or 

18
th
 century buildings ï thus lacking true Colonial architecture ï but it displays almost every style 

and type of architecture thereafter. Its size, diversity and socioeconomic history combined to create 
some the nationôs finest representative architecture. Examples of such architecture are evident in 
private homes, municipal and commercial buildings, religious structures, and agricultural settings. 
Certain industrial resources are also outstanding, including the Moderne and International styles. 
Buildings, such as the row houses in Lawrence Park, ñAmerican Foursquareò type residences found 
throughout the county, the two-story and porch duplexes found throughout Erie City, the front gable 
and wing houses found in the countryside, make evident regional architectural influences found in 
Northwestern Pennsylvania. 
 
The following briefly describes the various architectural styles of three major architectural resource 
types surveyed: residential, religious and agricultural (barns). This information is also posted on the 
project website to help educate people about Erie Countyôs architecture. The photographs are main-
ly from the Erie County Tax Assessment Office. 
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B. Residential Styles 
 

The following briefly describes the various architectural styles and resource types surveyed. This in-
formation is also posted on the project website to help educate people about Erie Countyôs architec-
ture. The box below reflects resources in Class 1, 2, and 3 only, as the style was not generally listed 
for Class 4 and Class 5 resources. The Bungalow style dominates this list, as many were very well 
preserved and thus given a Class 3 status. Many of the most representative styles are found in the 
West Sixth Street Historic District in Erie City. 
 
 

 
 
 

Architectural Styles Through 
1939 

Number identified 

(Class 1-3 only) 

  
Federal 40 

Greek Revival 287 

Italianate 311 

Gothic Revival 7 

Second Empire 19 

Late Victorian 461 

Stick 12 

Queen Anne 216 

Romanesque 11 

Shingle 5 

Italian Renaissance 14 

Spanish Revival 15 

Colonial Revival 410 

Classical Revival 53 

Prairie 339 

Dutch Colonial Revival 64 

American Foursquare 160 

Bungalow 1,225 

Tudor Revival 230 

Cape Cod 33 
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1. Federal Style (1800-1840) 
The Federal Style, sometimes called the Adam 
Style, encompasses the early architecture of the 
American republic. The style is a refinement of 
the earlier Georgian and colonial architecture, 
with less texture and a focus on symmetry. Fed-
eral style resources almost always feature an 
end-gabled roof, end chimneys, and multi-light 
windows with shutters (although the shutters do 
not always survive). In the early 19

th
 century, it 

was becoming more common to have two sepa-
rate chimney flues on an end wall rather than a 
single chimney venting separate interior fireplac-
es. While some houses dating well into the 19

th
 

century are often considered to be Federal, 
those built after 1840 should not be called Fed-
eral because new houses took advantage of 
new construction techniques and technologies.   
 
Three subtypes of the Federal style were noted 
in Erie County. The main Federal style house 
features the center hall plan. These 2-story, 5-
bay buildings have a door centered on the main 
elevation that opens into a center hall with two 
rooms in each end. The house at 12646 
McChesney Road is an example. This particular 
house has two interior chimneys, a design that 
points to New England antecedents.  
 
A second subtype is the side hall plan. These 2-
story, 3-bay houses have the door near a corner, 
opening into a hall running the width of the 
house and connecting two rooms in the opposite 
end. The house at 146 East 5

th
 Street at Federal 

Row in Erie City is a side hall Federal house. 
Side hall houses usually feature the chimney on 
the end wall opposite the entrance.  
 
The third subtype of Federal houses in Erie 
County is the saltbox. These houses also point 
to antecedents from New England. The Stur-
geon House in Fairview is a very well-preserved 
saltbox house in Erie County. The house dates 
to 1838, near the end of the Federal period. A 
handful of other saltbox houses were identified 
during the survey.  

12646 McChesney Road, Springfield Twp. 

146 East 5
th
 Street, Erie City 

Sturgeon House, 4302 Avonia Road, Fairview Twp. 
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2. Greek Revival Style (1825-1860) 
The Greek Revival style was introduced in the 1820s and became the chief alternative to the Feder-
al style. The style was popularized by the revolt of residents of Greece at the time against the Otto-
man Empire and by an increased interest in Classical architecture. The front end gabled design (of 
the roof) had existed as a secondary design option in earlier decades, but beginning with the Greek 
Revival style, the front end gabled design was common in new construction for the remainder of the 
19
th
 century. Note: the term ñfront end gabledò means the gable end of the roof is built over the main 

fa­ade, per the house at 4901 Kinter Road. Federal style houses usually had the gables at the side 
ends of the house, as shown at 12646 McChesney Road in the earlier section. 

 
Front end gabled houses, particularly those with at-
tached porticoes of Greek design, are the quintessen-
tial Greek Revival buildings. Houses ï as well as cer-
tain banks and government buildings ï with a rectangu-
lar shape and a Greek Revival style temple front ap-
peared on occasion in Erie County, such as the house 
at 4901 Kinter Hill Road in Washington Township. The 
building appears to be a side hall house behind the 
dominant Greek portico. The houseôs entrance has a 
surround composed of an entablature supported by pi-
laster-like jambs. It also features the small chimneys 
commonly associated with the style. Other front end 
gabled examples of the Greek Revival style in Erie 
County can include a smaller porch over the entrance 
in place of the massive Greek portico. When the portico 

does not dominate the entire front end gable, Greek Revival houses often feature a return cornice 
along the eaveline on the front end gable to emphasize the style. The house at 30 High Street, Wa-
terford, features the return cornice on the front end gable instead of the portico and additional Greek 
Revival features such as corner pilasters (called cantons), and pilasters on the side walls.  
 

An important subtype of the Greek Revival 
style found throughout Erie County is the so-
called "gable front and wing" house. These 
buildings consist of a 2-story front end gabled 
section and a 1-story or a 2-story wing con-
structed perpendicular to the main block and 
usually set back from the main elevation. 
These L-shaped buildings are a rather rare 
building type nationally; they are mostly 
found in northeastern Ohio, northwestern 
Pennsylvania, and western New York. The 
house at 13210 Flatts Road, LeBoeuf Town-
ship, is an excellent brick example of the type; 

the examples identified in Erie County include both brick and frame construction. The ñgable front 
and wingò plan was common in Erie throughout the remainder of the 19

th
 century; after around 1850, 

these houses featured Italianate detailing rather than Greek Revival details.  

13210 Flatts Road, LeBoeuf Twp. 

4901 Kinter Hill Road, Washington Twp. 
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Other examples of the Greek Revival style in Erie 
County vary in their appearance. A Greek Revival-
inspired commercial row at 419-421 State Street, 
Erie, has three full floors plus a frieze-like row of 
blind windows on the fourth floor, apparently a par-
apet. Although the front end gabled subset of the 
Greek Revival is the subset mostly commonly as-
sociated with the style, more houses of the style 
nationally were actually end-gabled. Few of these 
end-gabled houses of the Greek Revival style are 
found in Erie County. One example is the Mathias 
Spencer House at 12940 Turnpike Road in Wayne 
Township. This 2-story, 5-bay house features a 

portico over the entrance, a frieze board, undersized windows, and small brick chimneys.  

Mathias Spencer House, 12940 Turnpike Road, 
Wayne Twp. 
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3. Italianate (1840-1890) 
The chief alternative to Greek Revival architecture in the United States in the middle of the 19

th
 cen-

tury was the Italianate. These houses looked to the ornate architecture of rural Italy that was con-
structed centuries after the more formal architecture 
of classical Rome (also in Italy). In the United States, 
Italianate architecture included the use of new types 
of detailing and features. In Erie County, Italianate 
houses fall into three general classes.  
 
The most common subtype of the Italianate style in 
the county is the square (or nearly square) building 
with a hipped or pyramidal roof capped by a cupola. 
The above photograph of the house at 10764 Dona-
tion Road in Greene Township is an example. Its Ital-
ianate features include its heavy paired decorative 
brackets, arched-headed windows with drip molding 
on the second floor, rectangular windows on the first 
floor with small entablatures supported by consoles, 
and the use of engaged columns at the corners 
(called cantons). Many of these hipped roof Italian-
ate houses with cupolas were found throughout 
Erie County.  
 
Another subset of the Italianate style found in Erie 
County is what is termed the ñasymmetricalò Italian-
ate. The house at 6941 Lexington Road in Girard 
Township is an example. It has a complicated foot-
print created by the 2-story projection on the main 
elevation and the 2-story bay on the end. Other 
Italianate features on the house include its heavy 3
-dimensional brackets below the eaves, the elabo-
rate hood molding over the windows, and the piazza-
type porch.  
 
A third type of Italianate house found throughout the 
County is the "gable front and wing" house. These L
-shaped houses were a holdover from the Greek 
Revival period. The house located at 9425 Old Wa-
terford Road in Greene Township is an example. It 
is mostly vernacular, but the piazza-type porch with 
the intricate scroll brackets on the porch qualify the 
house as Italianate. Other Italianate houses found in 
the county include rectangular, front-end gabled 
houses (some of which appear to have a side hall 
plan). 

10764 Donation Road, Greene Twp. 

6941 Lexington Road, Girard Twp. 

9425 Old Waterford Road, Greene Twp. 
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4. Gothic Revival Style (1850-1880) 
The Gothic Revival style was one of the primary 
modes of residential architecture in the third quarter 
of the 19

th
 century. It was introduced by the romantic 

ideals of A.J. Downing and A.J. Davis, who sought 
what they believed would be an American architec-
ture. Their contemporary Augustus Pugin brought the 
Gothic Revival mode back to use in ecclesiastical 
architecture, and some medieval Gothic Revival fea-
tures appeared in residential architecture as well. 
The Gothic Revival style introduced several decora-
tive elements that were being produced in large 
quantities and shipped by rail; these items included 
brackets and consoles, jigsaw bargeboard decora-
tions, and pinnacles and pendants. Gothic Revival architecture was another step towards the more 
complicated architecture found later in the 19

th
 century. Remarkably few Gothic Revival style houses 

were noted during the 2014 survey ï only seven houses.  
 
The standard Gothic Revival house in the United States is an end-gabled building with a cross-
gable. The most important example in Erie County is the house at 7245 Old Ridge Road in Fairview 
Township. This 1.5-story, 3-bay house displays several key features of the Gothic Revival style: its 
steeply pitched roof, centered cross-gable with decorative jigsaw bargeboard, and centered en-
trance. The more common appearance of Gothic Revival style houses is found at 7800 Gilmore 
Road, Girard Township, where a less stylish house is two-and-a-half stories with a cross-gable.  
 
Two other subsets of the Gothic Revival style were also noted in Erie County, albeit only one exam-
ple of each. The house at 9266 Kuhl Road in Greene Township is a 1.5-story house with multiple 
cross-gables. This house has a common design for tenant houses found throughout the Common-
wealth. The house at 64 West Main Street, North East Borough, is a more formal house that repre-
sents a common type in more urban areas. It is a 1.5-story building with a projecting center bay 
(often called a pavilion) that announces its entrance. As with most examples of houses with such a 
projecting center bay, the centered cross-gable is flanked by small gabled dormers on the steep 
roof.  

7245 Old Ridge Road, Fairview Township 
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6. Second Empire Style 
Like its contemporaries the Gothic Revival and Italianate, 
the Second Empire was a modern interpretation of earlier 
architectural forms. The Second Empire style was re-
introduced by Napoleon III of France, who constructed 
several monumental buildings in the mid-19

th
 century that 

incorporated the mansard roof, a Medieval French fea-
ture. Second Empire residential architecture appeared in 
the United States almost immediately after the Civil War 
and was particularly common throughout the 1870s. The 
key feature of the style is the mansard roof, a 
ñrequirementò for a building to be considered part of the 
style. However, other features are also common, such as 
decorative iron cresting along the ridge lines; a heavy cor-
nice that incorporated an interior gutter system supported by heavy brackets and/or consoles; tall 
windows that often featured arched heads; multiple dormers on the third floor; and use of thick mold-
ing on doors and window surrounds. A major advantage of the mansard roof is that it made the up-
per level far more useable in an affordable manner (than a typical attic). The house at 306 West 9

th
 

Street in Erie (above) illustrates many of these features.  
 
A grouping of Second Empire houses along West 6

th
 

Street in the City of Erie represents a subset cluster. 
These houses feature large hexagonal bays on the 
main elevation flanking a recessed entrance atop a 
flight of stairs. Examples were found at 328, 332-334, 
and 462 West 6

th
 Street, all within the West Sixth 

Street Historic District. The survey identified several 
other Second Empire houses of exceptional quality, 
such as the house at 527 West 6

th
 Street, also in Erie. 

A block of Second Empire style rowhouses was identi-
fied at 201-205 West 8

th
 Street in Erie, and a rather 

unusual 2-story Second Empire house was identified 
at 329 West 9

th
 Street in the city.  

306 West 9
th
 Street, Erie City 

328 West 6
th
 Street, West Sixth Street Historic 
District, Erie City 
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7. Stick(1865-1890) 
 

The Stick Style is an architectural type often 
considered to be the step between architectur-
al styles before the Civil War and the Queen 
Anne Style that followed. Stick Style houses 
vary widely in appearance and plan, with the 
defining feature being their use of decorative 
woodwork as a component of the exterior de-
sign. Stick style houses often have cross-
gabled pavilions on at least one side, with im-
portant examples in the County being the 
house at 223 West 7

th
 Street and the house at 

223 West 20
th
 Street, both in Erie City. The 

roofs of the houses were becoming more com-
plicated, containing such features as wall dor-
mers, slightly flared eaves, slightly extended 
gables, and cross gables. A common area for 
ornamentation was the gable area. Many Stick 

style houses were constructed with decorative trusses in the gables, including kingôs post trusses, 
queenôs post trusses, or elaborate trusses. Wall ornamentation included applied framing elements 
that gave a false sense of the balloon framing of the walls; these elements could be horizontal, diag-
onal, or vertical. The house at 223 West 7

th
 Street in Erie features unusual spandrels in the recessed 

corners, with the woodwork rising towards the corner and supporting a pendant. Many Stick style 
elements have been stripped from houses over the years as a less expensive means of handling 
maintenance of elements that were expensive to replicate; as a result, many original Stick style 
houses have a vernacular appearance today.  

6. Late Victorian (1860-1900) 
The term ñLate Victorianò describes a cluster of 
building types of the late 19

th
 century that do not fit 

neatly into other styles. These houses are often 
called ñFolk Victorianò and can even be almost ver-
nacular in design. In Erie County, Late Victorian 
houses come in a variety of shapes and sizes. 
Among the key features of Late Victorian houses are 
front porches that can feature decorative spindles, 
spandrels, or balustrades; the use of brackets or 
consoles below a steeply pitched roof; complicated 
roof forms; and tall windows. In Erie County, many 
Late Victorian houses are L-shaped buildings, some 
of which are a continuation of the ñgable front and 
wingò variety that had been popular throughout the 
century. The house at 114 North Main Street in Albion is an L-shaped version of the ñgable front and 
wingò house; its main entrance is located on the wing under a porch (most examples from earlier in 
the century placed the main entrance on the front gabled section instead).  

114 North Main Street, Albion 

223 West 7
th
 Street, Erie City 
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8. Queen Anne (1876-1910) 
The Queen Anne style typifies the movement 
to build architecturally elaborate houses in 
the late 19

th
 century. Changes in building 

technologies and construction methods con-
tributed to the popularity of the style. For ex-
ample, more frame elements were mass-
produced and could be purchased out of 
printed catalogs; brickmaking was standard-
ized, reducing the amount of mortar (thus 
giving brick buildings a darker red color); and 
increasing availability of slate of varying col-
ors provided opportunities for roof decora-
tion. Complicated roofs were a common fea-
ture of the Queen Anne style, including tow-
ers, cross-gables, L-shaped houses, octago-
nal bays that rose to the attic level, and decorative dormers and chimneys. Wall decoration contin-
ued the patterns from the Stick style and added brick decorations, rounded and polygonal elements, 
and polychromatic brick and paint color schemes. Porches were a common decorative feature of 
Queen Anne houses; they usually had a hipped roof and often wrapped around a front corner of the 
house. Porches often displayed types of details such as gingerbread, spindlework, turrets, decora-
tive balusters, and spandrels.  
 

In the very early 20
th
 century, the design of Queen 

Anne houses shifted as the style was being phased 
out. Two houses illustrate these changes. The house 
at 519 West 9

th
 Street, Erie (built 1901), retained 

some Tudor traits that had been found in Queen 
Anne (and Shingle Style) house of the very late 19

th
 

century, including the rounded bays, simple sprockets 
supporting the jettied second floor and attic levels, 
and decorative chimney design. This house repre-
sents the transition from the Queen Anne to the Tu-
dor Revival style. The house at 36 South Street, Un-
ion City (built 1906), exemplifies the transition to the 
Colonial Revival style; it has a Queen Anne style 
massing but Colonial Revival details. The Queen 
Anne features include the front gabled pavilion, 

hipped dormer, and 2-story bays; the Colonial Revival features include the Palladian window on the 
pavilion, the use of a frieze board below the eaves, and a streamlining of the overall decorative ap-
proach.  

519 West 6
th
 Street, West Sixth Street Historic District, Erie City 

519 West 9
th
 Street, City of Erie 
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10. Romanesque (1880-1900) 
Romanesque residential architecture was introduced by 
Boston architect Henry H. Richardson, and the style is 
sometimes called Richardson Romanesque or even Rich-
ardsonian. The style usually involved a masonry building 
with a large arch. The style almost always features a build-
ing with a complicated roof system (cross-gables, towers/
turrets, cross-gables) and chimneys that were placed off 
the ridge to emphasize their presence. The walls usually 
incorporated quarry-faced stone, either on the first floor 
alone or the entire wall surface. The large arch could be 
over a door or over a window. A common feature was a 
loggia, often on the ground level, that was identified by the 
large arch or voussoirs (sometimes by two such arches). 
The house at 522 East 6

th
 Street, Erie, places the loggia on 

the second floor over the entrance. When the walls were brick, wire-cut bricks were used to minimize 
the mortar; in the later examples, pigment was placed in the mortar to provide the deep red color so 
common in the 1890s. Curved wall elements were also common; the house at 551 West 8

th
 Street, 

Erie, places a round turret in one corner to achieve this effect.  

9. Shingle (1880-1910)  
The Shingle Style was a high-style yet simpler alter-
native to the Queen Anne style mainly in the last two 
decades of the 19

th
 century. Shingle Style houses 

represented a selective use of elaboration in conjunc-
tion with wall surfaces covered with wood shingles. 
The massing of Shingle Style houses varies widely 
but usually incorporates design elements that had the 
effect of smoothing the often complicated roof lines 
and extensions of the Queen Ann Style. It often incor-
porated chimneys with decorative brickwork, jettied 
cross-gables, engaged towers or turrets; and long-
sloping roofs over 1-story elements. The use of the 
shingle cladding, which was often used, resulted in a 
smoother appearance for the walls (compared to con-
temporary Queen Anne houses). In many Shingle 
Style houses, some features were overstated for effect, such as wide towers or turrets and jettied 
gable areas. An innovative window treatment of the Shingle Style used exterior cheeking around in-
set windows in a horizontal band, often with the lintel and sill incorporated into a horizontal band ex-
tending along the wall surface. One subset of the Shingle Style features gambrel roofs. For example, 
the houses at 646 West 9

th
 Street and 447-449 West 7

th
 Street in Erie City feature intersecting ga-

bled and gambrel masses. Houses of this type represent the springboard of the first phase of the 
Dutch Colonial Revival style, which often featured two intersecting gambrel masses.  

502 West 6
th
 Street, West Sixth Street Historic Dis-

150 West 6
th
 Street, West Sixth Street His-

toric District, City of Erie 



 

ERIE COUNTY HISTORIC RESOURCE SURVEY 2014 PAGE 47 

PROJECT METHODOLOGY REPORT 

12. Italian Renaissance (1890-

1935) 

Italian Renaissance residences represent 

another movement away from the architec-

tural complexity of the late 19
th
 century. 

The style emerged following projects by 

the New York City architectural firm of 

McKim, Mead, & White in the 1880s. Key 

features of the type include a low-pitched, 

hipped roof with sprockets; smooth walls; 

applied quoins at the corners; and classical-

inspired elements such as blind arches, arcuated hoods, and the rare use of a front porch. The 

house at 34 West Smith Street, Corry City, is one of the premier examples in Erie County. Other ex-

amples include the house at 404 West 9
th
 Street, City of Erie (a 3-story example); and 51 East Main 

Street, North East Borough (which features a Colonial Revival style entrance portico).  

11. Colonial Revival (1890-1950) 
The Colonial Revival style looked back to the houses of 
colonial settlements in North America for inspiration. 
The style began as an influence of the Queen Anne 
style but became a separate and very popular style from 
the 1890s and well into the last century. It provided a 
common approach to residential design throughout the 
first half of the 20

th
 century and was then picked up later 

in the 20
th
 century in new construction. Colonial Revival 

houses are found in larger numbers throughout the 
county, and particularly in Erie City. 
 
The details of the Colonial Revival style often point back 
to the residential construction of the years 1750-1820. 
Houses tended to have end-gabled roofs, often with 
small dormers and end chimneys. The wall surface was 
smooth, with multi-light windows flanked by shutters. 
While paired windows were rare in colonial times, they 
were a common feature in the Colonial Revival style. 
Other common features of the Colonial Revival style in-
cluded full-length front porches, the entrance centered 
on a 5-bay elevation, a sunrise transom, and oversized 
sidelights. Some houses featured a portico over the en-
trance rather than the full-length porch; these porticoes 
were gabled and either arcuated (with a barrel vaulted 
ceiling below the gable. An example is 4520 Cherry 
Street, Erie (with a half-globe cut out below the gable).  

3804 Morse Avenue, Lawrence Park 

214 West Church Street, Corry City 

34 West Smith Street, Corry City 
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14. Classical Revival (1895-1950) 
The Classical Revival style, also called the Neo-

classical style, is similar to the Colonial Revival 

style but is more formal and emphasizes more 

Classical elements. The use of the 2-story porch 

or portico is a key feature found on most Classical 

Revival residences. The key features of the style 

are exhibited on the house at 558 West 6
th
 Street, 

City of Erie. The building has a hipped roof with 

multiple dormers, sprockets supporting the slightly 

overhanging eaves, applied quoining at the cor-

ners, a 2-story Classical-inspired portico over a formal entrance, and jackarches over the windows 

with a centered keystone. A slightly less stylish example is located at 550 West 10
th
 Street, City of 

Erie.   

13. Spanish Revival (1890-1940) 
Spanish Revival houses, also called Spanish Eclectic 

houses, looked to various architectural elements of 

Spanish history. The first phase of the Spanish Ec-

lectic, sometimes called the Mission Style, was com-

mon from 1890 to 1920 but is mostly found in the 

southwestern part of the United States. The house at 

35 E. Smith Street in Corry City is an example of the 

first phase of the Spanish Revival. The key feature of 

the ñMission styleò is the shaped parapet dormer, but 

other Spanish features include the stepped parapets 

of the porch and bay and the parapet end walls.  

The second phase of the Spanish Revival style 
became common in the eastern states after the 
Panama-California Exposition of 1915, where 
architect Bertram Goodhue demonstrated the 
wealth of Spanish architecture that had not been 
part of the architectural vocabulary of American 
architects. Most examples in the eastern states 
thus date to the 1920s and 1930s. Common fea-
tures of the style include a tile roof, usually 
hipped with a low pitch, tile roofing, and the use 
of arches in various places (especially over the 
door). Among the key examples identified in Erie 
County is 3944 Wood Street and 103 Lincoln Av-
enue, both in the City of Erie.  

35 East Smith Street, Corry City 

317 Frontier Drive, City of Erie 

558 West 6
th
 Street, West Sixth Street Historic District, 
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15. Prairie (1900-1930) 
The Prairie style was made popular by early projects 
of Frank Lloyd Wright in the Chicago area. The new 
type spread throughout the nation in the first decade 
of the 20

th
 century and remained popular until the be-

ginning of the Depression. Most Prairie style houses 
have the form of an American Foursquare. For this 
project, those American Foursquare houses that fea-
ture few Prairie elements are classified separately. 
The house at 246 West 6

th
 Street is an example of 

the more common type of Prairie Style house. It has 
a hipped roof with a decorative dormer. The widely 
overhanging eaves do not feature brackets or sprock-
ets as was common in earlier decades. Other key Erie 
examples of these Prairie style houses with a Four-
square massing include 456-458 West 10

th
 Street and 447 East 8

th
 Street.  

 
The house at 329 West 10

th
 Street is one 

of the most stylish of all Prairie Style 
houses in the County of Erie. The house 
has a hipped roof with widely overhanging 
eaves. Its centered dormer has a similar 
roof and narrow windows with a horizontal 
design. The lower two floors have corners 
that are expressed as tower-like features; 
bands run along the wall surface to help 
emphasize the horizontal nature of the 

246 West 6
th
 Street, West Sixth Street Historic Dis-

trict, Erie City 

329 West 10
th
 Street, Erie City 
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2334 Rice Avenue, North East Twp. 

147 Park Street, Corry 

1726 King Road, Harborcreek Township 

16. American Foursquare (1910-1935) 
Two new building types emerged in the very early 20

th
 

century and were marketed through mail order houses 
as ñkit housesò; the company would ship all compo-
nents to site, where the new owner would use a book-
let to assemble the new house from the building mate-
rials supplied. One of these two new house types was 
the American Foursquare. The usual American Four-
square is a 2.5-story house with a pyramidal roof, dor-
mers on at least one of the four roof slopes, and a full-
length front porch. The front porch almost always in-
cluded columns supporting the eaves; these columns 
did not stand on the porch floor themselves, but in-
stead they stood on a post or wall that was integrated 
into the porch design. The American Foursquare was 
common from 1910 to 1935. Major features of these 
cube-shaped houses included overhanging eaves and 
pyramidal roofed dormers.  
 
Note: The Pennsylvania Historical and Museum Com-
mission (PHMC) does not recognize the American 
Foursquare as a building style. The information sup-
plied to the state identifies these buildings variously as 
Colonial Revival, Queen Anne, Prairie or ñother.ò 
These buildings were marked during the survey, and 
information provided to Erie County has these build-
ings identified as American Foursquare.  
 
Two subsets of these cube-shaped houses are com-
mon in Erie County. These subsets of the American 
Foursquare have no real architectural label but they 
may be influenced by the more horizontal Prairie style. 
The first is a cube-shaped house with a pyramidal roof 
and no dormers. An example shown here is 705 W. 
Pleasant Street in Corry, although this house type was 
noted throughout the County.  
 
The second subset of the American Foursquare are 
cube-shaped houses with a cross-gable on the front 
slope of the roof. Shown here is 147 Park Street in 
Corry, one of many such houses found throughout the 
County.  
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327 East Street, Corry City 

24 West 33
rd
 Street, Erie City  

1215 East 28
th
 Street, City of Erie 

17. Craftsman Style and Bungalows 
Although architectural historians distinguish be-
tween the Craftsman Style and Bungalows, the 
Pennsylvania Historical and Museum Commis-
sion considers the two to be differing expres-
sions of the same style. The style emerged in 
California, where the architectural firm Greene 
and Greene began building ñWestern Stickò 
style houses in the 1890s.  
 
Bungalows vary widely in appearance. The end
-gabled variety (usually called the Bungalows) 
feature either an extended gabled porch like 
that found on 327 East Street, Corry City or an 
incised porch below a large dormer (such as 
1018 East 3

rd
 Street, Erie). This subset of Bun-

galows usually features an asymmetrical roof 
with an oversized front dormer that can be ga-
bled, hipped, or shed in design. The porch usu-
ally features heavy masonry columns or stubby 
classical columns that stand on a pier or ma-
sonry wall. The front end gabled variety (usually 
called the Craftsman style) usually feature a 
heavy, hipped roof front porch and heavy brack-
ets below the overhanging eaves. The house at 
1215 East 28

th
 Street in the City of Erie is 

shown here as an example.  
 
One factor that promoted Bungalows was their 
availability as ñkit houses.ò Mail-order firms 
such as Sears and Montgomery Ward shipped 
all the parts necessary to build the house, in-
cluding an assembly booklet. After World War I, 
each piece had an impressed part number, and 
often these part numbers are visible in private 
areas such as the attic and basement.  
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614 West 7
th
 Street, City of Erie 

101 North Main Street, Union City Borough 

412 Shenley Drive, City of Erie 

18. Dutch Colonial Revival (1900-1940) 
The Dutch Colonial Revival style encompasses two 
phases of architecture, each of which displays the 
key feature of the type: its gambrel roof.  
 
The first phase of the Dutch Colonial Revival style 
was more varied in its design of the houses. Houses 
in this first phase included cross-gambrel houses that 
featured two gambrel masses that intersected; front 
gambrel houses with an incised porch and end-
gambrel houses with a small roof overhang that imi-
tated the pent roof often found on houses in colonial 
America built by people of Dutch descent. The house 
at 614 West 7

th
 Street, City of Erie, is an example of 

this first phase of the Dutch Colonial Revival. It is a 
cross-gambrel building that in some ways hearkens 
back to the ñgable front and wingò plan of the previous 
century but incorporates the elements of the Dutch 
Colonial Revival movement (the gambrel roof, incised 
porch, and narrow shed dormers).  
 
The second phase of the Dutch Colonial Revival was 
constructed in a narrow time frame, mostly between 
1925 and 1940. These houses were related to the 
Bungalow in many ways, and in fact several compa-
nies that sold kit houses had Dutch Colonial Revival 
options. The design of these houses was more uni-
form than that in the early phase. These houses were 
almost entirely end-gabled houses that featured a 
long shed dormer that occupied the bulk of the lower 
slope of the roof. A pent roof, often interrupted by a 
small arcuated portico, connected the roof to the wall 
surface. Many of these Dutch Colonial Revival hous-
es featured small additions on the end walls.  
 
During the survey, some frame Dutch Colonial Reviv-
al houses built in the very late 1930s were found that 
did not feature the pent element along the main ele-
vation; instead, the front wall of the dormer was con-
structed as an extension of the first floor (example: 
412 Shenley Drive, City of Erie, built 1938).  
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19. Tudor Revival (1900-1940) 

One finding of the survey was that Erie Coun-
ty, and particularly Erie City, has an above 
average number of Tudor Revival style hous-
es. Altogether, 230 examples (Class 1-3 only) 
were identified throughout the county. The 
number of Tudor Revival style houses is en-
hanced by the high style nature of the identi-
fied examples. Tudor houses in Erie County 
run the gamut. A typical example is the house 
at 221 West 6

th
 Street, City of Erie. Its end-

gabled main block features two cross-gabled 
projections on the main elevation, each with a 
decorative bargeboard featuring a pendant. 
The second floor wall surface is stuccoed with 
half-timbering; unlike the Medieval examples, little of the half-timbering on this house is diagonal. 
The first floor is built of quarry-faced stone, with many multi-light windows occupying most of the wall 
surface. In this particular example, the entrance has a minimized appearance.  

The many Tudor Revival style houses throughout the County provide a snapshot of the architectural 
variety of the Tudor Revival style. For example, the house at 3819 Emmett Drive, Lawrence Park is 
a brick L-shaped house with its main entrance in a 
turret in the void. The house at 502 West 10

th
 

Street, City of Erie, has the overall form of a 2.5-
story Queen Anne house but with Tudor detailing, 
including small brown medallions. The house at 
44 East Congress Street, Corry City, consists of 
two intersecting hipped roof sections, one featur-
ing a loggia on two sides; the entrance is through 
a 2-story gabled tower in the void. This particular 
house includes diagonal half-timbering (applied), 
decorative quoining around the windows, and dec-
orative brickwork.  

221 West 6
th
 Street, West Sixth Street Historic District, Erie 

3819 Emmett Drive, Lawrence Park 
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117 Chelsea Avenue, Millcreek Township 

339-341 West 9
th
 Street, City of Erie 

424-426 East 8
th
 Street, City of Erie 

20. Cape Cod  
 

The Cape Cod was a common subset of the Colonial Re-
vival style. These 1- or 1.5-story buildings hearken back 
to similar houses constructed in New England during colo-
nial times. The Erie County survey identified 33 examples 
(Class 1-3 only) ranging in date from 1925 to 1938 but 
concentrated in the 1930s. The example shown here is 
located at 117 Chelsea Avenue, Millcreek Township. It 
exemplifies the style: a 1.5-story, 3-bay building with two 
small dormers and multi-light windows. Several Cape Cod 
houses in Erie County feature a small gabled entrance 
section centered on the main elevation; examples are 
found at 548 Wiltshire Road, Millcreek Township; 34 Erie 
Street, McKean Borough; and 1416 Chelsea Avenue, Mill-
creek Township.  
 
 

21. Other Architectural Types 
Many houses documented in Erie County do not fit into 
the usual architectural styles and types. In architectural 
surveys, these houses are often considered to be vernac-
ular or classed as ñOther.ò  
 
One of these house types is demonstrated by the house 
at 339-341 West 9

th
 Street, City of Erie. In the City of Erie, 

this house is an example of what is called a ñBaldwin 
Flat.ò The Baldwin family constructed many of these 
houses on vacant lots in the city in the 1910s and 1920s. 
Their common features include an end-gabled roof with 
dormers, and a 2-story half porch on the main elevation 
beside a bay window.  
 
Another house type commonly found in the City of Erie is 
a front end gabled building with a 2-story front porch. This 
house type does not appear to have an architectural label. 
The example to the right is located at 424-426 East 8

th
 

Street in the City of Erie. These houses are often brick 
buildings, and some are twins.  
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C. Religious Architecture 
 

Erie Countyôs historic ecclesiastical architecture provides an excellent case study of the changing 
aesthetics of the 19

th
 and early 20

th
 centuries. Most large denominations of the two centuries had 

congregations in Erie County, and at least one example of each major type exists. The following 
breakdown uses some British terminology in cases where it is more precise than the standard Amer-
ican terminology. The general phases of historic religious architecture in Erie, with subsets de-
scribed below, were the Chapel Plan (1800-1860), the Gothic Revival (1830-1930), and the Neo-
Classical (1900-1930).  

 
1. Chapel Plan (1800-1920) 
 

The Chapel Plan was one of two architectural modes de-
veloped by English Protestants in the 17

th
 century; it was a 

secondary option for Protestant church architecture from 
1690 to 1790, the primary choice from 1790 to 1860, and a 
lingering option after the Civil War. The ñChapel Planò label 
describes front end gabled (meaning the front of the build-
ing and main entrance were at one of the ends of the build-
ingôs gable roof) houses of worship that feature a longitudi-
nal or hierarchical interior. Chapel Plan churches were de-
liberately plain in design. On the exterior, use of steeples 
and towers was rare until 1790, and pointed arch windows 
were not seen until after the Civil War (windows were usu-
ally rectangular double hung sash, with arched-headed 
windows on occasion during the 18

th
 century). During the 19

th
 century, the term Chapel Plan de-

scribes church buildings that place the main entrance on the front gable end, usually between win-
dows, no doors on the side walls, and a prominent centered aisle that leads from the door between 
banks of benches (now called pews)  to the pulpit on the opposite gable end wall. The side walls 
usually featured many windows with clear window panes that provided natural light so that the con-
gregants could follow the minister in the Bible reading during worship.  
 
In the 19

th
 century, the appearance of Chapel Plan interiors can be dated with some accuracy. De-

nominations that did not usually allow boxed pews (Baptists, Methodists, Quakers) provided two 
banks of open benches facing forward on either side of the main aisle. Denominations that allowed 
boxed pews either created two banks of pews that faced the chancel area where the pulpit and altar 
were located (Episcopal and Lutheran) or arranged the boxed pews in groupings on three sides of 
an elevated pulpit (common among the Reformed groups such as the Presbyterians, Congregation-
alists, etc.). Boxed pews changed in design in the 1830s and were rarely used in new construction 
after 1850. Post-Civil War Chapel Plan churches were increasingly rare in new construction; they 
featured two ranks of open benches facing the chancel-like area. The worship space was called the 
ñmeeting roomò by all English nonconformists; they did not use the terms nave or chancel. Their ear-
lier use of the term ñmeeting houseò for their house of worship gradually disappeared throughout the 
19
th
 century, with the exception of Baptists and Quakers. 

11930 Pennside Road, Conneaut Township 


