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Preserving Landscapes

Rural Landscapes

Hugh C. Miller

Why is what happens today at
Antietam Battlefield important to
the English at Battle Abbey
(Hastings 1066)? Why is what hap-
pened at the village of Longnor in
the Peak District National Park im-
portant to the village of Everett at
the Cuyahoga Valley National Rec-
reation Area? These areas are
worlds apart in terms of time and
space and yet the management and
protection of the countryside in na-
tional parks and historic sites in
England have a lot in common with
cultural landscape resources that
are under similar threats in the
United States.

During a recent travel exchange
sponsored by the Sir Herbert Man-
zoni Scholarship Trust of Birm-
ingham, England, I found that we
can learn from each other and find
answers together about rural land-
scape preservation. I came to
realize that there are many lessons
we can learn from the English
system of managing parks. From
us, they could learn how we have
developed methods for identifica-
tion of historic landscape values
that have become the basis for
management strategies in natural

(Continued on page 2)

The Tao House Courtyard:
Exposing a
Playwright’s Garden

Cathy Gilbert

The National Park Service has
undertaken a variety of landscape
preservation projects over the last
several years, exploring both
cultural and designed historic land-
scapes. The identification, evalua-

tion and management of these
landscapes present many challeng-
ing issues to the designer and
preservationist. Some of these

(Continued on page 3)

Definitions

Cultural Landscape. A geographic
area, including both cultural and
natural resources, including the
wildlife or domestic animals therein,
that has been influenced by or reflects
human activity or was the background
for an event or person significant in
human history. There are five general
kinds of cultural landscapes, not
mutually exclusive:

Historic scene. A micro-environment
where a significant historic event oc-
curred, frequently with associated
structures or other tangible remains.
In historic areas, such remains often
are the most significant physical
resource of the park. The cultural
scene provides the context for under-
standing and interpreting the events,
ideas, or persons associated with the
park. The historic scene is always
present in historic parks, although its
integrity may be severely diminished
because of intrusions such as nearby
developments, inappropriate plant-
ings, or lack of maintenance.

Historic site. A site where an event or
activity has imbued a particular piece
of ground with significance warrant-
ing preservation of the historic
appearance of the landscape, i.e.,
battlefields, landing sites, and historic
routes.

Historic designed landscape. A land-
scape where form, layout and/or
designer, rather than significant
events or persons, are the primary
reasons for its preservation, although
both may be relevant. With historic

(Continued on page 2)



Rural Landscapes
(Continued from page 1)

and cultural areas. There are also
mutual concerns to find methods to
define and communicate resource
issues and values. We could study
together to find answers to these
questions and to raise national, or
even international, awareness of
these landscape assets at risk.

The agrarian landscapes of
America near urban centers are fast
disappearing. We in the United
States need to identify, as have the
English, the significant rural land-
scapes worth saving. Even in the
U.S. National Park System protec-
tion and maintenance of agrarian
lands as cultural landscapes are
generally not considered. In many
recreation areas they are inten-
tionally obliterated as the result of
misguided planning goals. As we
now begin to consider the protec-
tion of cultural landscapes in the
United States, we should also look
for alternative management
strategies.

The English system of national
parks, where most of the land base
is in private ownership, is not
perfect; yet it is worth examining as
a method for managing recreation
areas and natural and historic
resources in the U.S. National Park
System and protecting national
natural or historic landmarks with
large multi-owned land areas. The
success of the English national park
is in its definition of values—often
scenic, to the detail of small
wetlands habitats or medieval field

walls. Planning is comprehensive
enough to indicate management op-
tions. Implementation is based on a
partnership with incentives or
grants, often from non-park agen-
cies, like the Ministry of Agricul-
ture or Ministry of Labor, to carry
out the park plan or to protect the
park resources. The success of
these parks is based on this part-
nership where the park managers
and the private owners have a
mutual understanding of and desire
to protect the same values.

This partnership is also built on
accommodation of an economic
viability for the private owner and
protection of the land or villages
with the appropriate level of public
access and public use of the park.
This understanding of values is
built with a continuous process of
planning and implementation with
an active park technical assistance
program and funding from a
multitude of sources—other national
agencies, local government, founda-
tions and private investment. At
best, as I observed in the Peak
District National Park, there is a
highly sophisticated partnership
between private owners, local
government, the park board and
the park management. In other
parks where the values are not as
broadly accepted there is a tension
between “‘the farmers’” and the
visitors over access issues, and with
park management over protection
issues. Even here the land base is
protected from gross land use
changes. We should learn to do so
well as to have land areas with
basic park values protected with
less-than-fee interest.

Definitions
(Continued from page 1)

designed landscapes, as with historic
structures, attention to detail is impor-
tant, i.e., formal gardens and parks
such as at Vanderbilt National Historic
Site or Olmsted National Historic Site.

Historic vernacular landscape. A land-
scape possessing a significant concen-
tration, linkage, or continuity of
natural and man-made components
which are united by human use and
past events or aesthetically by plan or
physical development.

Ethnographic landscape. A landscape
characterized by use by contemporary
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peoples, including subsistence hunting
and gathering, religious or sacred
ceremonies, and traditional meetings.
A difficult resource to manage because
its significance derives from human
interaction with or consumptive use of
the natural environment. To effec-
tively manage the area, the park
manager must assure perpetuation of
the resources, should afford contem-
porary groups or individuals the op-
portunity to continue their traditional
uses, and must provide for the
general park visitor.

From Cultural Resources Management
Guidelines, NPS-28, National Park
Service.

The U.S. and English park
managers should jointly learn how
to define countryside or rural land-
scape as a national asset and
describe the values in tangible
terms. For the English the ““well
kept”” countryside is a visual qual-
ity that is ingrained in the psyche.
There is little discussion of their
landscape features as historic or
cultural resources. This image of
““manicured’’ rural countryside is
accepted as “’standard”’; it may be
undistinguished farm land or green
belt; it may be national parks or
other zoned reserves with
agricultural uses or it may be estate
land owned by the National Trust,
English Heritage or the Crown.
These places are important to the
way that the English think about
themselves, but these rural land-
scapes are not considered
“historic.”” While there is scholarly
study of historic landscapes in
England, there is little articulation
of this information to assess values
or develop an ethos for protection
and management of the historic
countryside. (This is not true of
historic estate parks.)

Sense of Value

We share a common need to
evaluate rural landscapes for signifi-
cant natural and cultural features
and to identify the threats to these
special places. We in the U.S. have
so much rural countryside that we
take its scenic and historical value
for granted. We don’t miss it until
it is gone. Only by identifying
historic significances and integrity
of these landscapes as resources
and as special places can their
characteristics and limitations be
recognized to eliminate or mitigate
adverse change or remove existing
adverse impacts. The value of rural
landscapes must be described as
national assets with economic value
beyond the tangible property.

In England, the solution to the
encroachment of modern society on
historic resources is needed at
places like Hadrian’s Wall or Battle
Abbey where the Battle of Hastings
occurred in 1066. Here views and
vistas of a rural scene should be a
contextually abstract setting and
should not be interrupted by power
transmission towers or houses in a

(Continued on page 3)



sub-division. The same intensity of
identification of landscape features
is needed to develop a landscape
protection plan for Richmond Bat-
tlefield or Antietam. There is also a
need to develop preservation stand-
ards and management methods to
identify and protect the dynamic
biotic cultural resources of the land-
scape as well as preserve the land-
scape’s more static features.

In the private preservation sector
and at the State and local level
there are growing concerns and in-
terest in rural preservation. The
Commonwealth of Massachusetts
has recognized the value of
““place’’ as an identity factor in
people’s selection of where they
want to work and live (or how
good they feel about where they
live). Using a multi-million dollar
bond issue for economic develop-
ment, Massachusetts is investing in
“"Heritage Parks’’ in urban centers
and identifying, protecting and
rehabilitating open spaces—Olmsted
parks, state parks and scenic areas.
With this identification and protec-
tion of ‘‘place’’ as a goal, the State
has formed a partnership where the
public dollars invested by state and
local (and in the case of Lowell—
Federal) authorities are leveraged
by private investment many fold.
This is economic development as
an investment in ““place.”

In Maryland, the Governor
recently has acted to bring the state
into county zoning and planning
questions at Antietam. There is the

realization that the rural setting of
Antietam and the newly nominated
South Mountain National Historic
Landmark District are more than
protecting lands associated with the
battlefield actions and troop move-
ment of the Civil War. Planning
and development here are more
than local land use issues. There is
a recognition that Antietam is an
asset to the State, not just for
tourism, but as a special place to be
protected with careful land use
planning and development controls
that will permit development only
when it ““fits.”” In both Massachu-
setts and Maryland partnerships are
being formed to invest in specifi-
cally designated places with nation-
ally, regionally or locally significant
history or natural beauty that is
important to the individual and
public image of a ““good place to
be.”

This is the same psyche that
makes the English countryside im-
portant enough to protect with zon-
ing designations of ‘‘national
parks,”” ““places of special scenic
beauty’’ and ‘“places of special
scientific interest.”” This is the same
sense of values that protects
prehistoric or historic sites and
historic structures managed by
English Heritage whether they are
nationally owned or “‘scheduled”’
on a listing of historic property in
private ownership. In these cases
private owners in England par-
ticipate in a process that protects
natural, cultural and scenic values

in a partnership with government
for planning and controls that in-
clude incentives and grants.

We in the United States have the
potential for a similiar partnership
using the presence of national park
areas or the designation of national
natural or historic landmarks to
define the broader values of these
places as “‘landscapes with special
qualities.”’ ‘

We have an opportunity to join
with English Heritage, the Country-
side Commission and others in
England to learn together how to
identify natural, cultural and scenic
resources and to define values so
that protection for rural landscapes
is not just a role of a government
agency, but an active partnership
with all levels of government, with
non-profit organizations and with
private owners. In the future rural
landscapes with park values will be
protected by forces outside the
public ownership.

Hugh C. Miller is the Chief Historical Ar-
chitect, NPS, Washington Office. He and
John A. Fidler, Superintending Architect of
English Heritage, were awarded an exchange
scholarship by the Sir Herbert Manzoni
Scholarship Trust to widen their knowledge
of preservation with experience-gathering ac-
tivities here and in England. Mr. Miller
spent several weeks in England during July
1987, learning about rural preservation. This
article is a summary of his report.

The Tao House Courtyard
(Continued from page 1)

issues were addressed during a
landscape preservation project, con-
ducted at Eugene O’Neill National
Historic Site in Danville, California.
Eugene and Carlotta O’Neill
moved to California and purchased
property for their home in 1937,
shortly after Eugene O’Neill was
awarded the Nobel Prize in
literature. Located 30 miles east of
San Francisco, the 157-acre site was
remote and isolated on a ridge of
the Las Trampas Hills, with views
of Mt. Diablo and the orchards of
the San Ramon Valley below. The
Tao House was the O’Neills” home

for over six years—a period many
critics consider the playwright’s
most creative. During their time
there, the O’Neills developed the
grounds surrounding the main
residence, including a courtyard
garden within a walled enclosure
on the southwest side of the house.
Somewhat formal in design, the
courtyard included a rock garden,
fish pool, walkways, clipped
hedges, rock walls and several
features that personalized the
garden.

The O’Neills sold the house and
property in 1944, and for the next
30 years the site was occupied by a
single owner. In 1947, the court-
yard was redesigned by the Bay
Area landscape firm of

Osmundson-Staley. Incorporating
many of the existing features, the
courtyard was reshaped into a
California Style garden, which is
for the most part intact today.

In 1980, title to the property was
transferred to the NPS which cur-
rently maintains a cooperative
agreement with the Eugene O’Neill
Foundation. The Foundation spon-
sors various programs at the site
and the NPS is responsible for site
operations. The park and the
region have undertaken several
preservation projects aimed at
enhancing the interpretive environ-
ment at the site. In conjunction
with the architectural rehabilitation

(Continued on page 4)
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The Tao House Courtyard
(Continued from page 3)

and restoration of the Tao House,
last year a significant preservation
project addressed the courtyard
garden. The purpose of the project
was to identify significant historic
remnants in the courtyard and
reestablish the garden to the
O’Neill period. No attempt was
made to reestablish the garden to a
specific year; rather, the intent was
to present the garden with its key
components and relationships as it
evolved over a six-year period.

Historic Features

Early research for the project
revealed a good level of historic
documentation for the courtyard.
Historic resource studies, historic
photographs, and excerpts from
Carlotta O’Neill’s diaries were used
to understand the physical struc-
ture, design intent and symbolic
associations for many landscape
components. Investigations on the
site itself indicated a significant
portion of material from the O’Neill
garden remains either below grade,
undefined or in new forms. For ex-
ample, when the garden was
redone in 1947, rather than ex-
cavate a large concrete trough (fish
pool), the top of the feature was
simply broken off and debris cast
inside the trough for fill. The area
was then regraded and covered
with new paving. While other
materials from the O’Neill period
are evident in the contemporary
garden, several important features
are either missing or inappropriate
in the historic garden. As much as
80 percent of the existing plant
material in the courtyard is non-
historic and inappropriate to the
historic design.

A process for identifying impor-
tant historic features and evaluating
their significance was critical for
achieving a responsible design pro-
posal. It was through this process
that a series of landscape principles
was developed to guide restoration
and reestablishment of the O’Neill
garden. In general, design issues
fell into one of two categories:
either the issue involved the
physical landscape or the design in-
tegrity of the historic garden.
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Design issues concerning the
physical landscape focused on the
selection and replacement of
historic material, and the repair or
reconstruction of historic features in
the courtyard. Replacement of
historic fabric is always a difficult
issue in landscape preservation,
especially when the historic context
of the landscape has changed. In
addition, contemporary site limita-
tions, changes in site use and func-
tion, maintenance practices and
unclear or contradictory historic
documentation often complicate the
decision-making process. Under-
standing the individual historic
feature and its significance in rela-
tion to the overall garden was a
key factor in determining an ap-
propriate treatment. This principle,
for example, was used to determine
the selection and replacement of
plant materials. In this project,
plant materials were organized into
three categories. The first category
included plants that are historic but
are in such poor condition they
present a significant safety hazard.
If the plant was not a rare
specimen and did not have a high
symbolic association in the historic
design, it was replaced in kind. The
second category included historic
plants that have changed so
dramatically since the O’Neill
period, that the historic context of
the landscape has been compro-
mised. This was the case with the
oldest tree in the courtyard.

ki

The O'Neills in their garden. Photo courtesy of the Beinecke Rare Book and Manuscript
Library, Yale Univ., New Haven, CT.

Damaged by storms over several
years, the tree survives; but its
crown has altered so much it no
longer provides shade to an area of
the courtyard historically covered
by the canopy of its large limbs. In
the evaluation, the significance of
the tree as a historic feature in the
garden was valued higher than the
impact on the landscape caused by
the change. Therefore, the tree will
remain and a graft will be taken for
future replacement. In the area of
the garden no longer shaded by the
tree, an interim planting of
materials that can tolerate the sun
and are similar in form, texture,
shape and association to the
historic material will be used until
other plantings mature. This solu-
tion retains both the tree as a
significant historic feature, and the
design intent of the garden. The
third category included all non-
historic plants. These materials
were selectively replaced with
plants that were depicted in historic
photographs, or noted in Carlotta
O’Neill’s diaries.

Decisions regarding replacement
of other materials and features
followed on a similar process.
Reconstruction was allowed only
for features that exist (in some
form) in the garden today. Con-
struction details for repair of
damaged features, and replacement
of missing components, were

(Continued on next page)



developed based on existing rem-
nants and careful examination of
the historic record. In every case,
the criteria for determining replace-
ment of various garden features
was based on the significance of
the individual feature, relative to
the greater garden design.

Current Use

Another group of issues in the
project involved the historic garden
and the parameters of design in-
tegrity. These were primarily issues
of “’fit’”” or the capacity of the
historic garden to accommodate
contemporary use. Two significant
aspects in this category were visitor
access and maintenance. Whereas
reestablishment of the courtyard
garden was predicated on
redelineation of existing historic
components, there was much
discussion about the sanctity of
several features. Criteria for deter-
mining integrity of an individual
component was based on an
evaluation of its functional role and
its symbolic association in the
historical design. For example, once

the historic entry walk is
reestablished, access through the
courtyard will be awkward for most
visitors and virtually impossible for
the impaired. The question was,
could the historic design of the
walkway be modified to accom-
modate unrestricted access and still
retain integrity? Based on the
criteria, the walkway will retain in-
tegrity of function as long as it is a
path. But the feature as designed
by the O’Neills was more than just
a path through the courtyard. By
design, the walkway was formal,
contained and symbolically con-
nected to the greater garden con-
text. It controlled direction, speed
and the visual orientation. These
characteristics were vital to the
physical design of the entry walk.
Although there was some flexibil-
ity, these features could not be
altered significantly without jeopar-
dizing the design integrity of the
whole. Given these design
parameters, several alternatives for
handicap access were developed in
conjunction with the historic walk.
A solution was chosen that retains

the initial entry experience for
everyone, uses other existing
historic pathways and has a
minimum impact on the historic
fabric. This path, along with the
entry designed by the O’Neills, will
provide visitor access for everyone.
Maintenance and site manage-
ment concerns involved pragmatic
issues such as upkeep of the
historic garden and interpretation
of the courtyard. Prior to any
design work, meetings with the
park and regional staff provided a
clear sense of the capabilities and
limitation for maintenance and
management of the courtyard
garden. Although maintenance
alone did not drive design deci-
sions, careful consideration was
given to the merit of replacing
features that were poorly designed
in the first place, or cannot be
maintained today as they were
historically. Features such as exotic
plant materials and random edging
details give character to the garden

(Continued on page 6)
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The Tao House Courtyard
(Continued from page 5)

and often enhance interpretive op-
portunities, but when added to
overall maintenance tasks, these
features can create considerable
problems. In the courtyard, features
were replaced only if they were
fundamental to the historic design.

If the feature presented a safety
hazard or put an unreasonable
burden on maintenance that could
not be mitigated by design treat-
ment, it was not reconstructed.
Overall preservation of the Tao
House courtyard was guided not
only by efforts to reclaim and pro-
tect the resource, but by a commit-
ment to enhance our access to it.
Careful and close collaboration be-
tween the park and the region

facilitated a more comprehensive
and responsible preservation plan
for the site as a whole based not on
artifact alone but on the relation-
ship among several resources
within a historic context. Construc-
tion on the historic courtyard is
scheduled to begin soon.

Cathy Gilbert is a historical landscape ar-
chitect in the Pacific Northwest Region,
NPS.

Archeological Resources
in the NHL Program

Richard C. Waldbauer

Only about 10% of the approximately
1,800 National Historic Landmarks
(NHLs) were designated because of the
significance of their archeological re-
mains (although many more NHLs
were recognized within their accom-
panying documentation as having
primary archeological components).
This lack of representation needs to be
addressed, and there needs to be more
awareness of how registration of arche-
ological properties in the NHL program
can contribute to their long term preser-
vation. A second important issue is the
high number of archeological NHLs
that are endangered, particularly by
threats of erosion, vandalism, and
development projects. General informa-
tion needs to be collected on the condi-
tion of archeological properties so that
assessments can be made which will
lead to cost effective treatments.

Objectives

The archeological assistance program
has two objectives for activities to be
undertaken in FY 1988 by the regional
and Washington offices. The first is to
encourage completion of archeological
nominations as NHLs and to the
National Register of Historic Places.
The regional and Washington offices
plan to work with individual experts in
the preparation of nomination forms for
archeological NHLs. Each regional
office will prepare or assist in prepara-
tion of at least two NHL nominations.
The Archeological Assistance Division
(AAD) will coordinate with the Society
for American Archaeology (SAA) NHL
Committee and experts to identify
potential NHL archeological properties.
Attention will focus on properties
associated with the themes of contact
between Europeans and native cultures
and ethnic communities. The review of
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submitted nominations will be coor-
dinated between the NPS History Divi-
sion and AAD, and will involve the
SAA committee and other WASO
National Register divisions.

The second objective is to produce a
technical brief on completing condition
assessments of endangered archeologi-
cal NHLs. The ability to provide
assistance to endangered archeological
NHLs is a function of identifying the
archeological resources and their cur-
rent conditions, prioritizing treatments
according to the most immediate
threats, and defining treatment plans
that include necessary work and costs.
The technical brief will emphasize
guidance on development of treatment
plans, such as applications of site
stabilization techniques, through
systematic condition assessments. Addi-
tionally, there will be guidance on
standardized information about archeo-
logical resources in NHL properties
which is necessary to insure cost effec-
tive protection to these values as part
of an overall management plan. The
technical brief will be drafted by the
Western Regional Office, reviewed in
the archeological assistance program,
and coordinated with the Preservation
Assistance Division for implementation.

Interaction

Cooperation from other Federal agen-
cies, State agencies, professional
organizations, and individuals is
needed to improve the representation
of important archeological properties
as NHLs. Such an improvement will
increase the awareness of and apprecia-
tion for archeological resources by the
general public, legislators, and develop-
ers. Increased participation in the NHL
program is an excellent means for pro-
moting interest in archeology and con-
cern for archeological properties. This

kind of participation is being sought
through two workshops sponsored by
the archeological assistance program in
the Mid-Atlantic Regional Office and
the Office of New Jersey Heritage to be
held consecutively in January. In addi-
tion to instruction for completing
National Register and NHL nomination
forms, participants will discuss registra-
tion issues and help implement a chal-
lenging new program for New Jersey.
Such innovative, interactive approaches
to archeological preservation require
cooperation among the many organiza-
tions and individuals concerned about
impacts to archeological resources.
Improved awareness of the structure
of the NHL program also is needed.
This is particularly important with
regard to the NHL thematic framework,
which can serve as a tool to develop
historic contexts as well as the basis
for evaluating national significance. In
southeastern states there has been an
emphasis on completing historic con-
texts for planning and management
purposes. The archeological assistance
program in the Southeast Regional
Office recently convened a workshop
that included archeologists from ten
State Historic Preservation Offices to
share information on progress and dis-
cuss applications of historic contexts
in planning. It was shown that the the-
matic framework provides an im-
mediately available set of categories
appropriate for this process. Improved
awareness of uses of the thematic
framework would contribute to interac-
tion between agencies concerned about
information exchange and cost effec-
tiveness in their archeological preserva-
tion programs.

Richard Waldbauer is an archeologist in the
Archeological Assistance Division, NPS,
Washington Office.



NHL Architecture Theme

Carolyn Pitts

In November of 1987, the
Secretary of the Interior’s Advisory
Board recommended that 15 struc-
tures or historic districts be
designated National Historic Land-
marks (NHLs) under the Architec-
ture theme. Among the other
buildings, there were four sites
designed by Henry Hobson
Richardson (1838-86), acknowledged
to be one of America’s finest ar-
chitects and the first native
American to attain truly interna-
tional stature. His influence was
tremendous, especially on his im-
mediate successors: the ““Classical”’
architects Charles Folen McKim and
Stanford White and Louis Sullivan,
the great 19th century romantic.
The series of library buildings,
designed late in his life, are
generally regarded to be among the
architect’s best works, expressing
great power of design. As he
matured, his work showed pro-
gressively more simplification and
coherence. Each library became
more compact than the previous
one, all using the heavy archway
and continuous bands of windows
which are the hallmarks of his

Crane Memorial Library. Photo courtesy
Crane Memorial Library.

““Romanesque’’ style. America ac-
quired an indigenous architectural
style with Richardson’s “‘cultural
community center’’ libraries. Most
of Richardson’s libraries were
designed to house not only books,
but were also community cultural
centers, art museums, natural
history collections, as well as lec-
ture halls. They reflect the
late-19th-century flowering of
popular education in this country
represented by the Chatauqua and
other mass cultural movements.
They also served as memorials to
men who had helped to build
small-town America.

The four sites honored by the Na-
tional Park Service are in chrono-
logical order: Winn Memorial,
Woburn; Crane Memorial, Quincy;
Converse Memorial, Malden; and
the complex of buildings in North
Easton, all in Massachusetts.

Winn Memorial Library, Woburn, MA
(1876-79)

The Winn Memorial is the first of
Richardson’s great series of library
designs and it is here that he estab-
lished the characteristic, asymmetrical
plan that gave these educational struc-
tures variety, coherence, and real
monumentality. The Woburn library

Winn Memorial Library. Photo by N. Barbas.

still belongs to the Victorian High
Gothic style, but it bears the emphatic
stamp of individual genius and it is one
of the most important designs of the ar-
chitect’s most creative period between
1870 and 1878.

Crane Memorial Library, Quincy, MA
(1881-82)

The Crane Memorial is the simplest
plan of all of Richardson’s libraries and
the adjoining additions (1908, 1930s) are
appended to the original library with
great respect for the original library.

On February 20, 1880, Albert Crane
of New York, offered the town of
Quincy a library dedicated to his father,
Thomas Crane, a dealer in Quincy
granite. Thomas made a fortune in
New York following a fire in the com-
mercial district in 1835. Among the
buildings Crane helped construct are
the New York Custom House and the
old Grand Central Station.

Converse Memorial Library, Malden,
MA (1885, 1916)

The Malden library is the last of
Richardson’s libraries. As his style
matured, Richardson’s buildings
became less complex and more
coherent—all became more compact
using the heavy ““Syrian’’ archway en-
trance, continuing bands of windows,
and “‘eyebrow’’ roof windows that are

(Continued on page 8)
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