


7. Description 

Condition Check one Check one 
X excellent deteriorated unaltered x original site 

good ruins ^ altered moved date 
fair unexposed 

Describe the present and original (if known) physical appearance 

The 1876 Howard Block is located on Main Street in downtown Brockton across the street 
from the City Hall (NR). I t is a four story, seven bay wide block constructed of red 
brick with brownstone lintels and s i l l s \A\ich are surmounted by a console bracketed, 
sheet metal comice. The brownstone lintels are articulated by incised floral ornaments 
and the console brackets are highlighted with acanthus decoration. Two elongated brick 
panels form an additional horizontal element between the top floor windows and the comice. 

The use of these materials and motifs is repeated in the adjoining Lyman Block which is 
stylistically similar to the Howard Block and also erected in 1876. Together, they con­
stitute half of the Main Street block between High Street and Legion Parkway. 

Granite quoins, which visually delineate the separation of the Howard Block from the Lyman 
Block, also indicate the existence of a party wall between them. These granite quoins, which 
are repeated at the other comer of the Howard Block, enframe it s facade. Granite columns 
were originally used on the f i r s t floor in conjunction with large, plate glass storefronts. 

Alterations 

The facade of the Howard Block remained intact until the 1900's when the owner removed 
the center bays and replaced them with a wood and glass (pier and spandrel) curtain wall. 
This type of facade was conventional at that time and was considered more appropriate for 
the Howard Block's new function as a fumiture showroom. By 1978, when the Howard Block 
became the property of the Brockton Redevelopment Authority, the curtain wall was severely 
deteriorated and was boarded up and painted turquoise. The f i r s t floor granite columns 
had gra4ually been replaced by steel columns but the configuration of the storefronts re­
mained" intact. 

In 1979, during the course of adapting the upper floors of the Howard Block for elderly 
housing, the beams and boards of the curtain wall were removed and a red brick facade was 
laid up with a wide central bay and six flanking bays. The design of the original brown­
stone lintels and s i l l s was also recreated. However, the original configuration of the 
sash lias not been recreated and the windows are a l l basically fixed pane with hopper 
below except for the wider central bay which is 2/2. 
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77 NOnrH WASHINGTON STREET • BOSTON • MASSACHUSETTS 02114 • 617/523-7040 

January 26, 1982 
4 v: .-.^ 

r I — 13 

Ms. P a t r i c i a L. Wesldwski 
Executive D i r e c t o r 
Massachusetts H i s t o r i c a l Commission 
State H i s t o r i c Preservation O f f i c e r 
294 Washington S t r e e t 
Boston, MA 02108 

Dear Ms. Weslowski: 

J. 

MASS. i lioT. C3:;:ryi, 

Re Goldthwaite Block 
Howard Block ,̂ 
Lyman Block 

This w i l l c onfirm t h a t the owners of the above roferenced 
p r o j e c t are f i r m l y i n accordance w i t h having our b u i l d i n g s 
l i s t e d i n the Na t i o n a l Rogistor o f H i s t o r i c Places. 

V7e b e l i e v e t h a t t h i s nomination as w e l l as designdlron 
would a c t us t o a s s i s t us i n preserving these b u i l d i n g s . 
I n a d d i t i o n , i t w i l l a c t as a s i g n i f i c a n t f a c t o r i n the 
r e v i t i l i z a t i o n of downtown Brockton. 

Again I would like to reconfirm enthusiastically uur listing 
of our buildings for nomination to the National Register 
of Hi.storic Places. =i<-^'-

I f you have any questions I would be very happy t o appear 
i n person or t o do whatever i s necessary t o a s s i s t your 
or g a n i j ^ a t i o n i n the completion of t h i s important work. 

Yours v i j r y t r u l y , 

G i l b e r t V. Boro 
Managing General Partner 
Brockton Centre Associates 

GVB/kf 

cc: Miguel Gomez-Ibanez 
Ray Faulkner 
Gerard F. Doherty, Esq. 
Edward Fish 



-^rft-'' •'•.v,r;'i-«." 

ENTRIES IN THE NATIONAL REGISTER OF KISTORIC PÎ .CES 

STATE MASSACHUSETTS 

Date Entered 
APRIL 15, 1982 

Name 

Camp Atwater 

Lyman Block 

Curtis Building 

Goldthwaite Block 

Howard Block 

Location 

North Brookfield 
Worcester County 

Brockton 
Plymouth County 

Brockton 
Plymouth County 

Brockton 
Plymouth County 

Brockton 
Plymouth CSunty 

Notified 

Honorable Edward P, Boland 
Honorable Brian J. Donnelly 
Honorable Edward M. Kennedy 
Honorable Paul E. Tsongas 

Mid-Atlantic Regional Office^, NPS 
North Atlant ic Regional Off ice, NPS 

State Historic Preservation Officer 
Mrs. Patricia L. Weslowski 
Executive Director, Massachusetts 

Historical Commission 
294 Washington Street 
Boston, Massachusetts 02108 

For further information, please call the National Register at (202) 272-3506 





The replaosnent windows chocen for the upper floors cf the front wall'are also B 
inappropriate for this building. SlncK there were no windows in this wall prior, t̂' «J-
to this rehabilitation, we have used the historic photographs as a guide in / •i-u.-'!*: S 
evaluating the historic character of tho building. These photograoha show the 
seoond and third floor window openings to' be filled with one-over-onc double- l̂ ^^C-
hung sash of equal size with ineetir^. rails located at mid-point of the window 7 ^"*. 
openings. Sinoe the fourth floor window openings were taller than those on the* *'^/ 
lower floors these openings were fi l led with three equal-sized trlple-hui^ sash'"* J f 
with meeting rails located at third points of the window openir^s. Ihe 
regularity of sash divisions within a variety of window sizes helped to 
establish the historic character of this building. - t- A i - " 

The replacement windows installed are quite different from the^ historic "̂  r'̂  
windows. Olte lower operable sash Is much smaller than the fixed i^^cr sash, > ^ -
filling less than one-third of the window opening. In several cascc; this lowerj-: ' 
sash .is filled with.a ventilation grille. The large fixed î ĵer pane in' ''iJ-r̂ ,lxl'̂ '̂-̂ '''-' ' 

'a»*lnatiai with'the emaU ^̂ 1̂  creates an irregulcr rtythm that d3adMt«i'Â ^̂ ^̂  
the siiqple ar<±iitecturai; ch^ nain elevation. The choice cC a '^j f'̂ 'r̂ l*̂ -' 

'̂ k̂ ^̂ ŷ aha ;lower sash would not have .lu4€'*̂ -

of the historic integrity c£ the werall building; ' Vfery little historic fabric; 
actually survives the changes this building has undergone, including this ix3Str:% •': ...c 
recent r^iabllitation.' New storefronts were installed across the ground iaoor;ifWjl3;r''*v'^ 
Replacement windows and grilles sirailar to those used on the front facEufe were.^R*^^^ '' 
installed in window openings cn the rear. Some of these windows were blocked 45>!f^: . ^ 

i ^'^^^ masonry.. An entirely new structural systera, with' new finishes, tr i^^Vij -^^^ 
^l^^t^-""^*^*^?^ 3nd electrical Eystems,' and new^ire stairs fwere obrstructed witKlnV^^ 
^'^'•fM'-i'^ masonry shell;' A small amourt of niasonry^on the^'f the jaa8Cgicf ^'^fc:< ^.^-

:: y v? ' of the rear wall are a l l that survive.of this tbilding*8 historic ^bric* •-'̂ ''•W • 

f ^ ^ ^ the nomination for this Ixiilding" dia"ibt"re«ive ^ f e s s i o i ^ l »̂ "̂ v̂̂ ^ 
i review, prior to listir^,., jpsguest,that that review now take plada. " I f a^W 

: f fe^s^^s^ review did tate plape -we request thart: the hdminatioh & 'i»-evaluataa%^ "i^^ 
('̂ "^5^^^ infomation contained in thê  Part 2 «?3plication; I t iis ^Mr̂ t̂ r̂ /,̂ -. 

t ^ ^ r - ^ S ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ that the building should te renoviaa from the National Itegister, "In l̂t̂ Svvŝ .v 
' accordance with National Register regulations 36 <SR 60.15 (k) and with Historic 

Preservation Certification regfulations 36 CER 67^ (1) i;if ŷotr peed en/> r- Uff}^^-' 
additional informatic»»^qn^ the proje^ have any queistions dcrioeinning punT;̂^̂^̂^̂  -,>i 
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Gilbert V. Boro ' ' • 
Managing General Partner 
Brockton Center Associates 
77 North Washington Street 
BostcKi, Massachusetts 0211') 

Dear Mr. Borot 

PROPERTYi Howard Block, 93-97 Main Street, Brockton, Massachusetts 

•CONTROL NUMBERi (»57-82-MA-^b2fc *̂ • "̂"̂̂  ' ' ' .-v̂  v-,' S^S't^V'^'iii;^^ 

TAXPAYER'S IDENTIPICATION NUMBER! 092-30-2129 ' ^t - . / 

My review of your appeal requesting reversal of the decision of the Mid-Atlantic 
Regional Office, National Park Service, denying certification for the rehabilitation 
work on the Howard Block has been concluded. This appeal was made under 
Department of the Interior regulations 36 CFR Part 67.10 for pirposes of Federal 
historic preservation tax incentives contained in section 212* of the Tax Reform Act 
of 1976, section 701 (f) of the Revenue Act of 1978, and section 212 of the Economic 
Recovery Tax Act of 198L I want to thank you and your associates for providing, in 
your letter of May 2,1983, a complete written account of the factors involved in 
your rehabilitation decisions, and for meeting with me in Washington on June 22. 
After carefully considering tfie facts of the case, I have determined that the historiĉ ^^ .*'":̂ <*>-' 
character of the Howard Block has not been maintained through the rehabilitation 
and that the project does not meet the Secretary of the Interior's "Standards for 
Rehabilitation." The March 18 decision ot the regional office, therefore, is hereby 
sustained. 

My decision to sustain the regional office's denial of certification is that the ^ 
rebuilding with entirely new materials of thê wcond throu^ fourth floors of the 
primary facade to an approximation of its nineteenth century appearance Is not 
sufficient to preserve the historic character of the Howard Block. I realize that 
most of the character defining features of this building—the fenestration, brickwork 
and storefront—were either altered or missing at the time of your rehabilitation. In 
my opinion, the nineteenth century integrity of this building has been so seriously 
eroded, even before your rehabilitation, as to raise doid>ts concerning the 
appropriateness of its continued listing in the National Register of Historic Places. 
As the building presently exists, the only remaining historic fabric is the rear wall, 
two party walls (whidi have been sandblasted to remove the plaster, thus altering 
their historic appearance), portions of the structural system, the cornice and quoins, 
and some of the brick along the sides of the primary facade. 



Gilbert V. Boro 2 

Because of the building's condition prior to your rehabilitation, great care was 
necessary to preserve tiie remaining fabric and historic appearance of the building. 
Replacement of these missing architectural features should have been based on the 
accurate duplication of their nineteenth century apearance, as is stated in Standard 
6. As a result of your rehabilitation, the brickwork does not match the visual 
appearance of the remaining original brick along ti^e sides and cornice, the new brick 
is not keyed Into the original brick, the fourth floor windows have been reduced in 
height, and the new, ornamented window lintels on the third and fourth floors do not 
match the originals. The one-over-one replacement sash featuring a smaller Iowa-
sash with a horizontal meeting rail at the lower third of the window opening, and 
window air conditioners also differs from the historic window treatment. The 
cumulative effect of these reconstructed features and the new window treatment 
alters of the overall characta* and appearance of the building. Therefore, the 
r̂ Mtbilitation does not meet Standards 2 and 6 and cannot be a certified 
r̂ uU>iitatian. 

Should you become Involved in furture rehabilitation projects of historic buildings, I 
stirmgly ur^ you to contact the appropriate National Park Service Regional Office 
early in the plannlr^ stage* As the Department of the Interior regulations state, my 
decision is the final administrative decision regarding rehabilitation certification. 

Sincerely, 73 

(sgd) Ernest A, Counally 

Emcdit Allen Connally, 
Chief An>eals Officer 

caMA-SHPO 

bcc; MARO-Harrison 
SOL-Hanslin, Main Interior, Rm. 65'f2 
'f2'>-Connally, 1100 L St., Rm. 5111 
^2'^ Johnson 

I f »2»-BASIC FILE RETAINED IN it2M 
FllP:3TRAVERS:mg://22/83:3'A3-9585 (JT 2, "Boro2") 
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United States Department of the Interior 
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20240 

IN REPLY REFER TO: 

H32(413) 

Memorandum 

To: Regioned Director, Mid-Atlantic Region / / ; 

From: Keeper of the National Register ' • % ; / 

Subject: Howard Block, 93-97 Main Street, Brockton, Massacnusetts 

This is in response to your March 24, 1983 memorandum requesting a review of the ^ 
nomination file for the Howard Block. The Howard Block wsis listed in the National 
Register having had only a tectinical review. After completing a substantive professional 
review of the nomination we have determined that, based on the information provided in 
your memorandum, there is sufficient reason to question the eligibility of the property in 
the condition in wliich it was nominated. • ' r -

Since our file does not contain the historic photograph referenced in your memorandum 
we have requested i t from Cindy McLeod of your staff. If after receipt of the 
photograph and further review of the file we conclude that the property should be 
removed from the National Register, we will proceed in accordance with National Park 

5 ervice regulations 36 CFR 60.15 and notify you when the action is complete. Thank you 
for bringing this matter to our attention. 



DATE! June 6, 1983 
Ju'-ia d , l-.''o5'-

REFl-YTO 

ATTNOF: B i l l Brookover, A r c h i t e c t , MARC 

SUBJECT: Howard B lock , 93-97 Main S t . , Brock ton , MA 

TO: Bruce MacDougal, Architectural Historian, NR, WASO 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

memorandum 

Enclosed i s a copy of our memo to the Keeper of the National Register dated 
March 24, 1983. Hope t h i s gets to you i n time. We look forwarld to your 
response. 

Regards, 

B i l l Brookover 

O P T I O N A L F O R M NO. 10 
; 1 ( R E V . 1-80) 

a S A F P M R ( 4 1 C F R ) I01>tl.e 
5010-114 

«U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE : 1982 0 - 361-B26 (7290) 
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• ' , . : ' i ^ v - • 
Kfs. Valerie T«liniq[e 
Acting Executive Director, fiiassachusetts 

Historical Commission 
294 Washington Avenue 
Boston, f̂ ass&chuaetts 02108 

iSear Ms. Talmages 

This is in regard to the nominatiOT to the NaticKial Register of the Howard Blocic, 
Brockton, Plymouth County, ?lassaehusetts. . , , 

Hie Mid-Atlantic Regional Office of tlie National Park Service requested that we review 
tlie nomination file for the above property to determine If, in light of rec^t information 
on the property contained in an application for "Certification of Rehabilitation", the 
property may have been listed in the Nati<Mial Register tn error. The nomination ; 
received only a technical review by this office before it was Usted in April of 1982. As a 
result of the Region^ request, we conducted a sut̂ tantive review of the nomination. 

Based on the inforuiation provided in the nomination and by the region, attached, the 
building appears to have lost a substantial amount of architectural integrity in the course 
of remodelling in the twentieth century. Almost all of the facade v^as removed and 
replaced by a wood and glass curtain wail leaving original masonry oiUy above the fourth 
floor windows (including the cornice) and at each of the ends ol trie facade. Further, in 
the course of the recent rehabilitation more of the remaining original fabric of the 
building was removed. , ^ = , 

We concur with the Region's opinion sustained by Dr. Connally in las denial of the owner's 
recent appeal that most likely too little of the historic fatoie of the building survived for 
it to retain its integrity of materials and workmanship feeling anti association and that 
this loss of historic fabric makes the eligibility of tiie building under National Register 
Criteria for Evaluation highly questionable. Also, the recent rehabilitation, sf.hiie 
replacing tlie later facade with a facade similar in â êarance to the original, did not 

lifcstore the facade to its documented earlier appearance as shown by the circa 1885 and 
circa 1900 photographs. 

Since it appears likely that the Howard Block was listed in tiie National Register in error, 
we request that you review the file in liglit of current information on the property and 
request reznoval in accordance with 36 CFR 60.15. 

i ''if 



Ttiank you for your oonsidaration of this matter, ff you would like to discuss it with w 
lurther, please call Bruce iViacDougal at 343-9536. 

^ctarely, - , ^ -% 

QBXOI D. Shull (Sgd. J] 

Carol D. Shull 
Chief of R^istration 
National Rĉ iiater of Historic Places 
btwagcpi^ RMOurces Division 

cc: Mid-Atlantic Region 

•Mr' 

bcc:413 
Reading File 
Record Center 

FNP:BMacDougal:mdj:06/13/83 

Sys. 8 (Norn.) #8022 

Basic File Retained in NR 
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United States Department of the Interior 
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20240 

I N REPLY REFER T O : 

FEB I 7 1984 ' 
Mr. Gilbert V. Boro 
Managing General Partner 
Brockton Centre Associates 
77 North Washington Street 
Boston, Massachusetts 0211* 

Oear Mr. Boroi 

• ... \' 
If 

" *!; .-PROPERTYt Howard Block, 93-97 Main Street, Brockton, Massachusetts 

CONTROL NUMBERS - •> * 
" ^. • f . - ' - r ; 

TAXPAYER'S IJD. NUMBER* 092-30-2129 " 

Your letter of Novembar 9, 1983, requesting reconsideration of my decision dated 
3uly 28, 19S3, to sustain the Mid-Atlantic Regional Office's denial of certification 
for the rchabiUtation of the Howard Block has been carefully considered. This 
respome also a^nowledges our sttesequent telef^ne conversations <xi November 28, 
December 12 and December 13 of last year, when you offered to make chmges in the 
work done on the Howard Block In order to reopen the case* 

As stated in my letter of 3uly 2S, 1983, the rehabilitation of the Howard Block was 
denied certification because the rebuilding of the facade did not accurately duolicate 
the histcM-ic appearance of the building. Standard 6 of the Secretary's "Standards for 
Rehabilitation" requires that replacement of missing architectural features should be 
based on accurate duplication of features, sirfjstantiated by phystcai, historical or 
Pictorial evictence. '-'̂ ''-t-f'̂ ^̂ ^̂ ^̂ ^ 

As indicated in our telejrfione a>nversation, i am witling to reopen the case provided 
it is your intention to effect such changes in the facade of the Howard Block as to 
brir^ it into conformance with Standard 6. The pyrpose of th« further work would be 
a faithful reprodix:tion of the facade in its state of circa 1900. f am aware from 
previous acquaintance with your project that there exists a very clear frontal *' 
photograph of the building that documents its unaltered appearance at about that 
date. Further work that would accurately recapture that appearance would be 
consistent with the historic character of the building. As I mentioned in our ^ 
telephone conversations, requirements for such work include the following: 
enlarging the window openings in the fourth story to their original dimensions; 
installation in all windows above the first story of sash that matdi the originals (or 
those illustrated c. 1900) in composition, configuration of meeting rails and muntins, 
color, and all other visual aspects? reconstruction of the first-floor storefront to its 
appearance of circa 1900. The other concerns expressed in my earlier letter will be 
c<msidered in reviewing any plans and specifications ym may submit. ^ 



•,., -̂ v • . ' 

Mr. Gilbert V. Boro 

Until plans and specifications are developed to meet the conditions outlined above, I 
do not believe a meeting in Washington, D. C. with me or the staff of the . 
Preservation Assistance Division ^̂ 'ould be useful. Instead,! suggest you forward a |> 
revised Historic Preservation Certification Application, along with proposed plans ' - . 
and specifications for the changes to the facade of the Howard Block, to the 
Preservation Assistance Division, National Park Service, Department of Interior, 
Washington, DC 202*̂ 0. Your sifcrnission will be carefully reviewed. If a meeting 
with you is necessary to discuss whether the proposed revisions meet the Secretary's 
Standards, you will be so advised directly. 

As a firw,l matter, I must point out that I am willing to consider certification of an 
altered rehabilitation project under these conditions only because of the special 
circumstances of the Howard Block, particularly, its listing in the National Register 
sijbsequent to completion of your rehabilitation project. If it proves possible to 
certify an altered project, such certification will not be considered as generally ' 
endorsing the listing of buildings in the National Register which are siibstantially 
lacking in historic integrity nor the appropriateness of certifying similar , : : 
rehabilitation projects. r' " 

Should you have any questions concerning the conditions outlined in this letter please 
call Ward 3andl on 202-343-958*. 

Sincerely, ./-'".r. • . ' . . f ' 

(sgdj Ernest A. Couiiially 

Ernest A. Connally, 
Chief Appeals Officer 

cc: MA-SHPO 
I NR-Howard Block. Brockton, M A 

V . ' 

Mm 
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