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1. Name of Pro yerty 
Bunke historic name unker H i l l School 

other names/site number same 

2. Location 
N/Al not for publication street & number 65 B a l d w i n S t r e e t 
N|^^ vicinity" city, town Boston (Charlestown) 

state M a s s a c h u s e t t s code 025 county Suf fo lk code 025 zip code 02129 

3. Classification 
Ownership of Property 
Q private 
I I public-local 
I I public-State 
L J public-Federal . 

Category of Property 
Q building(s) 
I I district 
I I site 
I I structure 
I I object 

Number of Resources within Property 

Contributing  
1 

Noncontributing 
buildings 
sites 
structures 
objects 

0 Total 
Name of related multiple property listing: 

N/A 
Number of contributing resources previously 
listed In the National Register 0 

4. State/Federai Agency Certification 

As the designated authority under the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, I hereby certify that this 
nomination request for determination of eligibility meets the documentation standards for registering properties in the 

National Register of Historic Places and meets the procedural and professional requirements set forth in 36 CFR Part 60. 
In.rTV^opinion^ thf prnperty [ylmefi ts does not meet the National Register criteria. See continuation sheet. 

ate / Signature of certifying official Exec 

Ma s sar. hu sftt.t.s Hi s t.nri cA 1 
Lye D i r e c t o r ,  

rn tnmis^^ inn, Sjtatp. H i < ; t n r i c P r e s f t r v a t i o n O f f i c e r 
State or Federal agency and bureau 

In my opinion, the property meets does not meet the National Register criteria. See continuation sheet. 

Signature of commenting or other official Date 

State or Federal agency and bureau 

5. National Park Service Certification 
I, he)»by, certify that this property is: 

rvtentered in the National Register. 
I I See continuation sheet. 

I I determined eligible for the National 
Register. See continuation sheet. 

HZI determined not eligible for the 
National Register. 

I I removed from the National Register. 
O other, (explain:) 

Signature of the Keeper Date of Action 
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On the second and t h i r d f l oo rs , both of the center bays are french doors whi le 
the two outside bays are 6/6 sash. The cornice continues uninterrupted around 
the whole bu i ld ing and the mansard roof has four 4/4 sash windows on th is 
facade. This facade is without granite de ta i l i ng except v^iere the p i las ters 
from the east facade wrap around the corner and the window s i l l s of the 6/6 
windows. 

The rear , west facade is the only facade with a f u l l basement above ground 
l eve l . The rear entrance is a set o f double doors at the basement l e v e l . 
D i rec t l y above these are another pair of double doors. Or ig ina l l y there was a 
wooden double staircase leading to the upper doors. There are no granite 
s t r i n g courses on the rear facade but the p i las ter has granite de ta i l i ng at 
the top and the bottom. The windows have granite s i l l s , but not granite 
keystones. The mansard fenestrat ion is the same as the f ron t facade. The 
south facade is exact ly the same as the north facade .except for the basement • 
level,where the two r i g h t hand bays are doors surmounted by windows, the l e f t 
hand one square, the r i g h t hand one arched. 

The school had a central stairway plan with the classrooms located in the 
corners to provide maximum window space. The basement housed the restrooms, 
vot ing rooms,and bo i le r room. On the f i r s t and second f loors there were three 
classrooms and the other area was devoted to administ rat ive o f f i c e s , nurse's 
o f f i ce ,and storeroom; on the second f l oo r , there was a teachers' room and 
sewing room. The t h i r d f l oo r had four classrooms and the fourth f l oo r under 
the mansard roof was two classrooms and an assembly h a l l . 

In 1986, the Bunker H i l l School was rehab i l i t a ted in accordance with the 
Secretary of I n t e r i o r ' s Standards for Rehabi l i tat ion of H is tor ic Structures as 
condominiums. Several major a l te ra t ions have occurred in the h i s to ry of the 
school. In 1938, the mansard roof and the cornice beneath i t were damaged by a 
hurricane and were removed. This roof was replaced in 1986. The developer 
used W.P.A. measured drawings which predate the 1938 removal of the roof to 
restore the bu i ld ing to i t s o r ig ina l appearance. Although the roof was at one 
point crowned by a cen t ra l l y located b e l f r y , th is was not replaced. At th is 
t ime,the f i r e escapes on the north and south facades were also removed. Most 
o f the o r ig ina l plan was retained in the i n t e r i o r . The central hallway 
remains and the classrooms have been converted into l i v i n g spaces. Where ;• 
possible, the developer has retained the o r ig ina l chalkboards as a way of 
preserving the i den t i t y o f the bu i ld ing as a former school. 

continued 
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Archaeology ]-'''"'•' - . > 

While no archaeological sites are currently recorded on the property, a s l ight 
possibi l i ty exists that sites are present. At least two sites have been 
recorded in the general area (within one mile). The physical characteristics 
of the property, high ground overlooking the Mystic River and Boston Harbor, 
would have made this an attract ive area for native settlement and subsistence 
ac t i v i t i es . Urban development and building construction may, however, have 
destroyed any remains that may have been present. 

There is also some potential for signif icant histor ical period remains on the 
property although l ike the potential prehistoric remains, these too may have 
been destroyed. Background research, controlled testing,and excavation may 
help to determine whether or not building related features exist,as well as 
evidence of 18th and 19th century occupation in the area. L i t t l e documentary 
information exists regarding the area of this parcel during these periods, 
leaving archaeological investigations as the primary means for our 
understanding of the past land-use in the area. 



8. Statement of Significance Du"ker riili achooi^ Boston (CharlestownJ 
Certifying official has considered the significance of this property in relation to other properties: 

I I nationally Q statewide [ 3 locally 

Applicable National Register Criteria [ 3 A Q C I ID 

Criteria Considerations (Exceptions) I |A I IB I Ic I ID I IE I IF I IG 

Areas of Significance (enter categories from instructions) Period of Significance Significant Dates 
Education 1866-1937 1866 
Community Planning and Development TJTT 

Cultural Ajfilî ion 

Significant Person Archjlect/Builder 
Tl/A James Rand 

State significance of property, and justify criteria, criteria considerations, and areas and periods of significance noted above. 

The Bunker Hill School, Charlestown, built in 1866, was a product of the 
increase in school construction after the Civil War. The Bunker Hill school 
is an important example of this new interest in school planning and reflects 
the growth in population of Charlestown at this time. As the only remaining 
Second Empire-style school in Charlestown, the well preserved Bunker Hill 
School retains integrity of location, design, setting, materials, and 
workmanship and fulfil ls Criteria A and C of the National Register of Historic 
Places on the local level. • .., ,ru : . 

The period after the Civil War was distinguished by the growing interest in ; ! 
education, the awareness of its importance, and the planning of school 
buildings. As the population in cities increased, the need for larger and 
more elaborate school buildings was recognized. The familiar one room school 
house was no longer adequate for the needs of the urban community. Prior to 
the Civil War, the need for new school facilities had been neglected, as a 
result the existing buildings were old, overcrowde^and in a state of terrible 
disrepair. New theories about education and the effect of the environment of 
the school on the pupil greatly influenced new school architecture. 
Architects and planners recommended large classrooms with big windows to let 
in sunshine and air and special activity rooms to accommodate the changing 
nature of education: its expansion beyond the "Three Rs." 

The Bunker Hill School was designed by a local Boston architect, James H. 
Rand. John Wilson was the master builder and William W. Bray laid the 
foundation. At $65,862, the cost of the Bunker Hill School exceeded any -.• .M 
previous educational building constructed in Charlestown. The need for such / . 
an expensive school building was prompted by the large increase in the 
population of Charlestown due to two major factors: the establishment of the >/ 
Charlestown Navy Yard, begun in the early 1800s,with significant additions 
made from 1827 to 1834, 1836 and 1856; and the connection by railroad of the 
wharves in Charlestown to the mills in Lowell which was complete by 1838. By 
the 1860s, the population of Charlestown had risen dramatically, the schools 
were overcrowded, and the town was using makeshift space in the Town Hall and . 
other privately owned buildings. At this time the town decided to build a 
school that would accommodate the present and future QSee continuation sheet 

needs of the Charlestown school system. 





NPS Form ^0^0a* ~ OMB Approval No. 1024-0018 

United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 

National Register of Historic Places 
Continuation Sheet 

8 1 
Section number Page Bunker H i l l School, Boston Massachusetts 

The Bunker H i l l School is a f ine example of the new theories about school 
architecture and the transformation of the schoolhouse to a large and planned 
structure. It is arranged around a spacious central hallway and has large 
classrooms with numerous windows. I t also has a special sewing room a lounge 
for teachers and a large assembly h a l l . Rand also took advantage of 
technological improvements and used fireproof construction. Many of the older 
schools were f i r e hazards and so special attention was paid to this problem. 
The Second Empire style chosen by Rand, was at this time becoming a popular 
style for non-domestic buildings and was a break from the tradit ional Greek 
Revival schools that had been bu i l t in Charlestown in the 1840s. 

The Bunker H i l l School was closed,in July 1981,as a result of declining 
enrollment. In 1985,the school was sold to the Crowninshield Corporation 
which undertook the rehabi l i ta t ion. They have restored the building to i ts 
original appearance and retained much of the original plan. 
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Bunker Hill School 
Suffolk County 
MASSACHUSETTS 

Working No. 
Fed. Reg. Date: 

d ] resubmission 
• nomination by person or local government 
• owner objection 
• appeal 

Substantive Review: CH sample CH request 

t-rACCEPT 

.1987 

.RETURN. 

.REJECT. 
Federal Agency: 

CD appeal R decision 

Reviewer's comments: 

Recom./Criteri 
Reviewer 
Discipline; 
Date 

Nomination returned for: .technical corrections cited below 
.substantive reasons discussed below 

1. Name 

2. Location 

3. Classification 

Category Ownership 
Public Acquisition 

Status 
Accessible 

Present Use 

4. Owner of Property 

5. Location of Legal Description 

6. Representation in Existing Surveys 

Has this property been determined eligible? • yes • no 

7. Description 

Condition 

excellent 

CH good 

• fair 

I I deteriorated 

I I ruins 

CD unexposed 

Check one 

unaltered 

altered 

Describe the present and original (if known) physical appearance 

CD summary paragraph 
CD completeness 
CD clarity ',. .v 
CD alterations/integrity 
CD dates "7 , , , ! .• 
I I boundary selection , , r 

Check one 

• original site 

moved date. 


















