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Minnesota Historic Preservation Office 

Request for Removal from the National Register of Historic Places 
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Natl. Reg. of Historic Places 
National Park Service 

Name of Property: Blind Department Building and Dow Hall, State School for the Blind 
(NR 90001092) 

Address: 400 6th Avenue SE 

City/Township: Faribault 

County: Rice 

Reason for Removal: The property has ceased to meet the criteria for listing because the 
qualities which caused it to be listed have been lost or destroyed. {36 CFR 60.15 (a)) 

Dates and Nature of Change: Razed, March 1998. 

Comments: 
When they were nominated to the National Register of Historic Places in 1990, Dow Hall and 
the Blind Department Building located immediately to its southwest represented "the State's 
earliest endeavors to educate its blind and vision-impaired." 1 Six years later the State of 
Minnesota, which owns the property, determined that the buildings could be demolished, with 
the stipulation that a "historical marker . .. be placed at the site [of Dow Hall and that it 
include) ... one or more artifacts of the original building and [that the marker) ... explain the 
history and significance of Dow Hall." 2 The demolition of the two buildings took place in 1998.3 

At the time of their nomination, both buildings retained seven aspects of integrity (location, 
design, setting, workmanship, materials, feeling and association). The integrity of the setting is 
retained, since the property is still part of the campus of the Minnesota State Academy for the 
Blind. Integrity of association is compromised, however. Association "requires the presence of 
physical features that convey a property's historic character," and while some features of the 
building remain, there is not enough to convey that historic character. Despite the fact that 
elements of Dow Hall remain on site, including the foundation walls and pillars from the 
building's interior, the integrity of its location and materials were irrevocably damaged when 
the building was razed. Similarly, the buildings' design, workmanship, and feeling were lost 
when the buildings were demolished. 

References: . 
1 Zahn, Thomas R. and Jacqueline Sluss. "Blind Department Building and Dow Hall, State School 
for the Blind," National Register of Historic Places Registration Form, 1990. Minnesota State 
Historic Preservation Office, Minnesota Historical Society, Saint Paul. 



Request for Removal: Blind Department Building & Dow Hall (NR 90001092) 

2 Minnesota Statutes 1996, section 6.03. 
3 "Dow Falls," Faribault Daily News, 3 March 1998,1; Roise, Charlene K., et al. "Minnesota State 
Academy for the Blind, Blind Department Building," Historic American Buildings Survey (HABS) 
No. M N-161-A, ( 1997), 6. http://lcweb2.loc.gov/master /pn p/habshaer /mn/mn0500/m n0584/ 
data/mn0584data.pdf (accessed 20 February 2016). 

Field Check & Prepared By: Emily Ganzel, 21 February 2016 

Legal Description: 
An irregularly shaped parcel of land within the SWl/4 of Section 32, TllON, R20W, including 
the following description: Beginning at a point 40 feet east of the northeast corner of Dow Hall, 
thence at right angles with said line, south 190 feet, thence at right angles with this eastern 
line, west 120 feet, thence at right angles with said south line, south 115 feet, thence at right 
angles with said east line, west 55 feet, thence at right angles with said south line, north 115 
feet, thence at right angles with said west line, east 55 feet, thence at right angle with said 
north line, north 205 feet, thence at right angles with said west line, east 120 feet, thence at 
right angles with said north line, south 15 feet to point of beginning. 

Date 
Deputy Minnesota Historic Preservation Officer 
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United States Department of the Interior
National Park Service

National Register of Historic Places 

Registration Form
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national
register

This form is for use in nominating or requesting determinations of eligibiiity for individual properties or districts. See instructions in Guidelines 
tor Completing National Register Forms (National Register Bulletin 16). Complete each item by marking “x” in the appropriate box or by entering 
the requested information. If an item does not apply to the property being documented, enter "N/A" for ‘‘not applicable.” For functions, styles, materials, 
and areas of significance, enter only the categories and subcategories listed in the instructions. For additional space use continuation sheets 
(Form 10-900a). Type all entries.

1. Name of Property _________________________________________
historic name Blind Department Building and Dow Hall, State School for the Blind
other names/site number N/A ________

2. Location
street & number 400 6th Avenue S.E. N/A J not for publication
city, town Faribault N/A j vicinity
state Minnesota code MN county Rice code zip code 55104

3. Classification
Ownership of Property
[ private 

pubiic-local 
|yl public-state 

public-Federal

Category of Property 
building(s)

13 district 
13 site 
1] structure 
3 object

Number of Resources within Property
Contributing

2
Noncontributing 

0 buildings 
sites
structures 
objects 

0 Total
Name of related multiple property listing:

n/a___________________________
Number of contributing resources previously 
listed in the National Register ^

4. State/Federal Agency Certification

As the designated authority under the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, I hereby certify that this 
H3 nomination 13 request for determination of eligibility meets the documentation standards for registering properties in the 

3f iHistoric Places and meets the procedural and professional requirements set forth in 36 CFR Part 60. 
r, the j4oplfftyi3^|i^ts 13 does not meet the National Register criteria. 13 See continuatio^h^.

Natio^l R 
In my oi

^gnature certifying official Dat^ ' '

State or Federal agency and bureau Minnesota Historical Society

In my opinion, the property 13 meets 13 does not meet the National Register criteria. 13 See continuation sheet.

Signature of commenting or other official Date

State or Federal agency and bureau

5. National Park Service Certification
I, hereby, certify that this property is:

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

I I determined eligible for the National 
Register. 13 See continuation sheet.

1 I determined not eligible for the 
National Register.

^ removed from the National Register, 
other, (explain:)_________________

/

Signature of the Keeper Date of Action

United States Department of the Interior 
· National Park Service 

National Register of Historic Places 
Registration Form 

OMS No. 1024-00:a J ~ "2,_, 

---~uJrnl]J 
JUN 1 51990' 

NATIONAL 
REGISTER 

This form is for use in nominating or requesting determinations of eligibility for individual properties or districts. See instructions in Guidellnes 
for Completing National Register Forms (National Register Bulletin 16). Complete each item by marking "x" in the appropriate box or by entering 
the requested information. If an item does not apply to the property being documented, enter "NIA" for "not applicable." For functions, styles, materials, 
and areas of significance, enter only the categories and subcategories listed in the instructions. For additional space use continuation sheets 
(Form 10-900a). Type all entries. 

1. Name of Property 
historic name Blind De:partment Building and Dow Hall, State School for the Blind 
other names/site number N / A 

2. Location 
street & number 400 6th Avenue S.E. 
city, town 

state Mi nnesota 

3. Classiflcatlon 
Ownership of Property 

□private 
D public-local 
Ix] public-State 
D public-Federal 

Faribault 
code MN county Rice 

Category of Property 

[Jg building(s) 
0district 
Osite 
Dstructure 

□object 

Name of related multiple property listing: 
1 

4. State/Federal Agency Certification 

NA U not for publication 

N/A vicinity 

code 131 zip code 55104 

Number of Resources within Property 

Contributing Noncontributing 
2 0 buildings 

___ sites 

___ structures 
___ objects 

2 0 Total 

Number of contributing resources previously 
listed in the National Register __ o __ _ 

As the designated authority under the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, I hereby certify that this 

[iJ nomination D request for determination of eligibility meets the documentation standards for registering properties in the 

Natio I Reoistef"'O·f H'storic Pia es and meets the procedural and professional requirements set forth in 36 CFR Part 60. 

, the eats D does not meet the National Register criteria. D See continuatioih~. 

ignat re o ce ing official _D..,a~""'e ...... ~..,. ........ Y.?>.._ ___ _ 

State or Federal agency and bureau Minnesota Historical Society 

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

Signature of commenting or other official 

State or Federal agency and bureau 

5. National Park Service Certification 
I, hereby, certify that this property is: 

0 entered in the National Register. 

D See continuation sheet. 
D determined eligible for the National 

Register. D See continuation sheet. 
D determined not eligible for the 

National Register. 

D removed from the National Register. 
D other, (explain:) _______ _ 

Date 

r1 

Signature of the Keeper Date of Action 



t». r-unctlon or Use
Historic Functions (enter categories from instructions) 
Education/school

Current Functions^(enter cat^ories from instructions)

7. Description
Architectural Classification 
(enter categories from instructions)

Materials (enter categories from instructions)

Second Empire (Blind Dept. Bldg) 
Classical Revival (Po^ Hall)

foundation limestone 
walls brick

roof, wood shinale, asphalt
other. stone

Describe present and historic physical appearance. 

See continuation sheet
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IyISee continuation sheet

b. i-unctlon or Use 
Histqric Functions (enter categories from instructions) 
Education/school ; ' . 

7. 
Architectural Classification 
(enter categories from instructions) 

Second Emoire (Blind Dept. Bldg) 
Classical Revival (Dow Hall) 

Describe present and historic physical appearance. 

See continuation sheet 

Current Functions
1

(enter cat!BQories from instructions) 
Education school 

Materials (enter categories from instructions) 

foundation limestone 
walls brick 

roof ____ w_o-o_d_-s-h~i=n___.g=l-e~,--a-s_p-h~a ___ l_t ___ _ 
other __ ..,,s,._t..,o~n...,e,.__ ____________ _ 

Ii] See continuation sheet 



MNnulMM
|M«

OM0^ tm ica4^i$

United States Department of the Interior
National Park Service

National Register of Historic Places 

Continuation Sheet
Dov7 Blind Department Building
Section number ?__ Page _J------

Dow Hall and the original Blind Department building stand on the northwestern edge 

of the historic State Academy for the Blind campus located on the eastern bluffs of 
the Straight River in Faribault. This campus is one of six historic campuses, three 

private and three public, that dominate the eastern bluffs of the city. Although the 

two buildings share this campus with other more modern facilities, their location is 

isolated on the edge of a campus that has steadily evolved southward since World 

War II. Dow Hall still visually dominates the site with its expansive lawn and 

circular drive.

Dow Hall
The present Dow Hall structure is a U-shaped configuration made up of a central 
rectangular five-bay brick mass flanked by two four-bay pavilions. The building is 

a simple symmetrical design, institutional in feeling, with minimal classical and 

Italianate detailing. This structure rests on a raised stone foundation. A central 
three-story projecting bay on the cast facade contains the classically inspired main 

entrance at the first floor level, a pair of windows at the second level, and an 

entablature that reads “Dow Hall” at the third level. The bay is crowned by a 

gabled parapet with metal coping.

Window fenestration is regular and retains original pairs of double hung windows 

with a variety of lights, one-over-one, two-over-two and four-over-four. A 
contrasting smooth limestone band (part of an earlier Second Empire Design), 
emphasizes the continuity of the fenestration and provides decorative lintels to the 

first and second story windows.

Each bay of the first two stories is further defined by engaged brick pilasters 

spanned by brick corbelling at the third story line. The third story, a 1916 addition, 
IS marked by a plain stone belt course and a metal modillioned cornice at the 

roofline. This level supports paired double hung wood windows with one-over-one 

lights.

United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 

National Register of Historic Places 
Continuation Sheet 
Dow Halland Blind Department Building 
Section number 7 Page _, __ 

Dow Hall and the original Blind Department building stand on the northwestern edge 

of the historic State Academy for the Blind campus located on the eastern bluffs of 

the Straight River in Faribault . This campus is one of six historic campuses, three 

private and three public, that dominate the eastern bluffs of the city. Although the 

two buildings share this campus with other more modern facilities, their location is 

isolated on the edge of a campus that has steadily evolved southward since World 

War II. Dow Hall still visually dominates the site with its expansive lawn and 

circular drive. 

Dow Hall 

The present Dow Hall structure is a U-shaped configuration made up of a u :ntral 

rectangular five-bay brick mass flanked by two tour-bay pavilions . The building 1s 

a simple symmetrical design, institutional in feeling, with minimal classical and 

Italianate detailing . This structure rests on a raised stone foundation. A central 

three-story projecting bay on the east facade contains the classically inspired main 

entrance at the first floor level, a pair of windows at the second level, and an 

entablature that reads "Dow Hall" at the third level. The bay is crowned by a 

gabled parapet with metal coping. 

Window fenestration is regular and retains original pairs of double hung windows 

with a variety of lights, one-over-one, two-over-two and four-over-four. A 

contrasting smooth limestone band (part of an earlier Second Empire Design), 

emphasizes the continuity of the fenestration and provides decorative lintels to the 

first and second story windows. 

Each bay of the first two stories is further defined by engaged brick pilasters 

spanned by brick corbelling at the third story line. The third story, a 1916 addition, 

1s marked by a plain stone belt course and a metal modillioned cornice at the 

roofline . This level supports paired double hung wood windows with one-over-one 

lights . 
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United States Department of the Interior
National Park Service

National Register of Historic Places 

Continuation Sheet
Dow Hall and Blind Department Building
Section number 1  Page —2 

Truncated hip roofs, shingled In asphalt, span all three portions of the building and 

metal eyebrow dormers punctuate all but the inside slopes of the north and south 

wings. The space captured by the U configuration on the rear elevation is occupied 

by a basement level maintenance wing.

Alterations to Dow Hall, not described in the significance statement include the 

removal of exterior porches ca. 1940. Three porches were removed at that time; the 

porch on the east and north elevations of the north wing, the entry porch on the 

south side of the central bay where it intersects with the south wing, and the 

central entry porch on the front facade. Porch platforms were bricked-in and are 

still extant. The wooden classical entry of engaged Tuscan pillars and plain 

entablature was probably added at this time and frames a plate glass door with 
sidelights and transom (door pre-dates the 1914 renovation). Some time ca. 1940-45, 

the metal balustrade on the central roof was removed. Until at least 1936, the roof 

was finished with slate. It is now sheathed in asphalt shingles.

More recent changes to Dow Hall include the addition of a single story conference 

room built above the 1914 basement level rcfrigerator/freczer room on the rear 

(west) elevation of the north bay. It is sheathed in vertical wood panels and 

appears to date from ca. 1960. A brick enclosed entrance at the southeast corner of 
the intersection of the central and south wing also appears to date from ca. 1960, 
Three story brick stairwells were added to the north and south elevations ca. 1970 

and enveloped the 1914 north elevation entrance. These alterations do not 
substantially change the final 1916 style and configuration of Dow Hall, The greatest 
visual change, the removal of the porches, is not irreversible.

United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 

National Register of Historic Places 
Continuation Sheet 
Dow Hall and Blind Department Building 

Section number __ 7 __ Page __ 2 __ 

Truncated hip roofs, shingled in asphalt, span all three portions of the building and 

metal eyebz·ow dormers punctuate all but the inside slopes of the north and ~outh 

wmgs. The space captured by the U configuration on the rear elevation is occupied 

by a basement. level maintenance wing . 

Alterations to Dow Hall, not described in the significance statement include the 

removal of exterior porches ca. 1940. Three porches were removed at that time; the 

porch on the east and north elevations of the north wing, the entry porch on the 

south side of the central bay where it intersects with the south wing, and the 

central entry porch on the front facade. Porch platforms were bricked-in and are 

still extant. The wooden classical entry of engaged Tuscan pillars and plain 

entablature was probably added at this time and frames a plate glass door with 

sidelights and transom (door pre-dates the 1914 renovation). Some time ca. 1940-45, 

the metal balustrade on the central roof was removed. Until at least 1936, the root 

was finished with slate. It is now sheathed in asphalt shingles. 

More recent changes to Dow Hall include the addition of a single story conference 

room built above the 1914 basement level refrigerator/freezer room on the rea1· 

(west) elevation of the north bay. It is sheathed in vertical wood panels and 

appears to date from ca . 1960. A brick. enclosed entrance at the southeast corner of 

the intersection of the central and south wing also appears to date from ca. 1%0 . 

Three story brick. stairwells were added to the north and south elevations ca. 1970 

and enveloped the 1914 north elevation entrance. These alterations do not 

substantially change the final 1916 styl.:- and configuration of Dow Hall. The greatest 

visual change, the removal of the porches, is not irreversible. 

' 
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United States Department of the Interior
National Park Service

National Register of Historic Places 

Continuation Sheet
Dov7 Hall and Blind Department Building
Section number ^ Page _J___

Blind Department Building
The present configuration of the historic Blind Department Building consists of a 40’
X 60’ wood frame and red-pressed brick veneer structure on a low concrete 

foundation that is banked into the edge of the bluff. A wood shingled Mansard roof 

with boxed eaves and metal coping, ridges and gutters, completes the structure. 
Windows and door fenestration is vertically symmetrical on all facades and appears 

to be unchanged except for the removal of the transom above the central east 
facade door. All windows are wood double hung with two-over-two lights and are 

set into brick voussoirs and stone lintels. A single story shed roof frame addition 

spans the south elevation. The addition is finished with cedar panelling and asphalt 
roof shingles and has four shuttered windows. Double wood doors give access to the 

addition from the east elevation.

Historic photographs indicate that, when originally constructed, the Blind 

Department building was surrounded at the first floor level with a single story 
frame porch with fluted pillars and classical balustrades that engaged the east 

facade of the older attached Faribault residence. The porch was supported on brick 

columns. Stairways with matched classical balusters and classical newel posts led 

to the yard on all three elevations. These porches were reattached at the new site, 
but were removed sometime after 1940 as were the Empire style dormers in the 

Mansard roof,

Other alterations that are recorded in historic photographs include: the removal of 
two brick corbelled chimneys where the 1883 addition was built onto its south 

elevation, and the replacement of the decorative wood shingles on the Mansard roof 

prior to its move to the new site in 1914.The greatest visual alteration to the Blind 

Department Building, the removal of the ground level porch does not seriously 

compromise the material and stylistic integrity of the building.

United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 

National Register of Historic Places 
Continuation Sheet 
Dow Hall and Blind Department Build ing 
Section number 7 Page _ 3 __ 

Blind Department Building 

The present configuration of the historic Blind Department Building consists of a 40, 

x 60' wood frame and red-pressed brick. veneer structure on a low concrete 

foundation that is banked into the edge of the blutf. A wood shingled Mansard roof 

with boxed eaves and metal coping, ridges and gutters, completes the structure . 

Windows and door fenestration is vertically symmetrical on all facades and appears 

to be unchanged except for the removal of the transom above the central east 

facade door. All windows are wood double hung with two-over-two lights and are 

set into brick voussoirs and stone lintels . A single story shed roof frame addition 

spans the south elevation. The addition is finished with cedar panelling and asphalt 

roof shingles and has four shuttered windows. Double wood doors give access to the 

addition from the east elevation. 

Historic photographs indicate that, when originally constructed, the Blind 

Department building was surrounded at the first floor level with a single: story 

frame porch with fluted pillars and classical balustrades that engaged the east 

facade of the older attached Faribault residence . The porch was supported on brick 

columns. Stairways with matched classical balusters and classical newel posts led 

to the yard on all three elevations. These porches were reattached at the new site, 

but were removed sometime after 1940 as were the Empire style dormers in the 

Mansard roof . 

Other alterations that are recorded in historic photographs include: the removal of 

two brick corbelled chimneys where the 1883 addition was built onto its south 

elevation, and the replacement of the decorative wood shingles on the Mansard roof 

prior to its move to the new site in 1914. The greatest visual alteration to the Blind 

Department Building, the removal of the ground level porch does not seriously 

compromise the material and stylistic integrity of the building. 



u. CM diuiimcance
Certifying official has considered the significance of this property in reiation to other properties:

I I nationally [3 statewide ] locally

Applicable National Register Criteria HA OB I Ic

Criteria Considerations (Exceptions) [Y|B Dc □□ Qe Qf I Ig

Areas of Significance (enter categories from instructions) 
Education

Period of Significance 
1 874- 1939

Cultural Affiliation 
N/A

Significant Dates 
1874. 1883. 
1 895^

Significant Person Architect/Builder
Waite & Kingsley, architects 1874 
Monroe Shiere & Bros., arch. 1883

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

III';

nn See continuation sheet

1y1111u;ance 
Certifying official has considered the significance of this property in relation to other properties: 

0 nationally [xi statewide O locally 

Applicable National Register Criteria [i] A DB DC DD 

Criteria Considerations (Exceptions) DA [x] B DC D D DE D F D G 

Areas of Significance (enter categories from instructions) 
Education 

Significant Person 
N/A 

Period of Significance 
1874- 1939 

Cultural Affiliation 
N/A 

Architect/Builder 

Significant Dates 
1874, 1883, 
1895 . 

- · . I'•• 

Waite & Kingsley, architects 1874 
Monroe Shiere & Bros., arch. 1883 

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

See continuation sheet 

[iJ See continuation sheet 
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United States Department of the Interior
National Park Service

National Register of Historic Places 

Continuation Sheet
Dow Hall and Blind Department Building
Section number 8 Page _J____

Dow Hall and the Blind Department building are significant as a component of a 

larger system of four state-funded schools for the mentally and physically 

handicapped established before 1885: the State School for the Deaf; the State School 
for the Blind; the State School for Dependent and Neglected Children; and the State 

School for the Feeble-Minded. All of these institutions, (three of which are located in 

Faribault), are, with the exception of the Blind School, represented on the National 
Register of Historic Places. Together, these institutions provided for the care and 

education of Minnesotans who could not benefit from traditional educational 
settings. This system of schools also represents turn-of-the-century ideas about the 

importance of education for all the state’s citi2ens.

ii

I-

r.

Within that context, Dow Hall (1883-1916) and the earlier (1874) Blind Department 
Building are significant as the embodiment of the State’s earliest endeavors to 

educate its blind and vision-impaired. (This context spans both Minnesota Historical 
Society contexts; Eeirly Agriculture and River Settlement, and Agricultural 
Development and Railroad Construction.) The history of the State Schools is also 

outlined in the 1986 Minnesota Historical Society publication, The Public Buildings of 

the State of Minnesota: An Architectural Heritage.) The original Blind Department 
Building is more specifically representative of Minnesota’s initial efforts to not only 

recognize the need for special education facilities, but to tailor education to the 

specific needs of handicapped groups. The numerous physical changes to these 

structures are “natural” to the development of the institution and represent an 

extended period of educational achievement and growth in state-funded education 

for the blind that took place before the second World War.

Because of the common legislative and administrative history of the facilities for the 

Deaf and for the Blind, the early development of the School for the Blind parallels 

that of the Deaf School. The evolution of the system of state-funded education for 

the deaf and blind began with the State Legislature’s 1858 Act that established the 

Deaf and Dumb Asylum in Faribault. (This also marks the beginning of the State

k-

....... ,CMl»e 
49-111 

United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 

National Register of Historic Places 
Continuation Sheet 
Dow Hall and Blind Department Building 
Section number 8 Page _1 __ 

Dow Hall and the Blind Department building are significant as a component of a 

larger system of four state-funded schools for the mentally and physically 
handicapped established before 1885: the State School for the Deaf; the State School 

for the Blind; the State School for Dependent and Neglected Children; and the State 
School for the Feeble-Minded . All of these institutions, (three of which are located in 

Faribault), are, with the exception of the Blind School, represented on the National 
Register of Historic Places. Together, these institutions provided for the care and 

education of Minnesotans who could not benefit from traditional educational 
settings. This system of schools also represents turn-of-the-century ideas about the 
importance of education for all the state's citi2ens. 

Within that context, Dow Hall (188'3-1916) and the earlier (1874) Blind Department 

Building are significant as the embodiment of the State's earliest endeavors to 
educate its blind and vision-impaired. (This context spans both Minnesota Historical 
Society contexts: Early Agriculture and River Settlement, and Agricultural 

Development and Rallroad Construction.) The history of the State Schools ls also 

outlined in the 1986 Minnesota Historical Society publication, The Public Bwldings of 

tiie State of Minnesota: An Architectural Heritage.) The original Blind Department 

Building ls more specifically representative of Minnesota's initial efforts to not only 
recognize the need tor special education facilities, but to tailor education to the 

specific needs of handicapped groups. The numerous physical changes to these 
structures are "natural" to the development of the institution and represent an 
extended period of educational achievement and growth in state-funded education 
for the blind that took place before the second World War . 

Because of the common legislative and administrative history of the facilities for the 

Deaf and for the Blind, the early development of the School for the Blind parallels 

that of the Deaf School. The evolution of the system of state-funded education for 
the deaf and blind began with the State Legislature's 1858 Act that established the 
Deaf and Dumb Asylum in Faribault. (This also marks the beginning of the State 
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system.) Not until 1863, however, were funds actually appropriated and a facility 

rented in Faribault.

f;

The following year, the need to assist the blind was recognized when the facility 

was renamed the Minnesota Institute for the Deaf, Dumb, and Blind. Actual 
appropriations for the education of the blind were not procured until 1866 when 

Harriet N. Tucker, a Faribault teacher who had a blind nephew, encouraged 

Rodney A. Mott of the Deaf and Blind Commission to lobby for funding. Within the 

year, the Blind Department of the Minnesota Institute for the Deaf, Dumb, and 
Blind took up residence in the Fitzgerald house (not identified) in southeast 

Faribault under the tutelage of Harriet Tucker. In 1867, the Blind Department 
moved into the Tanner residence (not identified) on the north side of Faribault near 

the Gas Works on 9th Street. In 1868, a single facility for the blind and deaf was 

constructed on v,'hat was to become the permanent Deaf School campus.

Six years later, in 1874, educators and legislators alike realized that the different 
needs of the deaf and blind necessitated separate facilities for each group. Thus, 
they appropriated funds to buy the 97 acre estate of Alexander Faribault on the east 
side bluffs of the Straight River and build a 40 by 60 foot frame and brick veneer 

addition to the smaller Faribault house. The building was built by Faribault 
contractors Waite and Kingsley for a cost of $14,000.00 and is the first building 

erected by the State of Minnesota expressly for the education of the blind. This site, 
about three-quarters of a mile south of the Deaf School campus, became the 

permanent home of the Blind Department.

The new facility offered a five year program (with two additional years upon 

recommendation) in reading, spelling, arithmetic, and music. Classes were held 

from 9 a.m. to 12 noon and from 2 a.m. to 3:30 p.m. with one additional hour of 
study in the evening. The school had an enrollment of 23 students and housed 

classrooms, faculty and students. By 1879, the first industries were added to the
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curriculum: broom and mattress-making. (This industry was taught in a separate 

building, no longer extant.)

In 1883-84, the central 86 by 45 foot central portion of the existing Dow Hall was 

built to accommodate the growing needs of the school, The visually rich Second 

Empire design was drawn by Monroe Shiere and Brothers of St. Paul and built by 

L.Ruggles and E.S, Palmer for a cost of $28,500,00. It was connected to the 1874 

structure on the south elevation. Built with solid brick interior partition walls, it 
reflected the improved safety standards of the time. The new facility housed 

kitchen and dining space in the basement, classrooms on the first floor, dormitories 

and music rooms on the third floor and dormitories in the fourth floor mansard 

level. By 1886, the school's curriculum had been expanded to include a three year 

high school course and enrollment had increased to 50 students.

The existing facility was again found inadequate by 1895. Under a special 
appropriation, a new wing was added to the south elevation of the Second Empire 

structure. Owing to the sharp competition among contractors at the time, the 

building was let to M.L. Emery for about $8,000. The space was used for additional 
student and faculty residences, a play room, lavatories and a third floor gym and 

an orchestra room. The enlarged physical space of the school coincided with 

expanded curriculum, educational innovations and opportunities for its students and 

Minnesota’s blind population. By 1900, the school offered a full 12 year curricula 

and had added the industries of piano tuning, sewing and faneywork. In 1904, a 

free-franking law enabled the school’s Braille library to extend Its services to the 

blind throughout the state. In 1907, under the guidance of Superintendent James J. 
Dow, (for whom the central building was named) the first summer school in the 

nation was begun for the vocational rehabilitation of men blinded later in life. The 

program was expanded to include women in 1913.
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The seventeenth biennial report (1910-12) outlined the need for further fireproofing 

that precipitated a final series of additions and renovations drawn by State 

Architect C.H. Johnston and Engineer Charles Pillsbury and resulted in the present- 

day configuration of Dow Hall and the relocation of the original Blind Department 
building. (By 1908, the old frame Alexander Faribault house had been moved to a 

new location in back of Dow Hall where it was refitted as a laundry. It is no longer 

extant). In 1914, a fire-proof north wing addition necessitated the removal of the 

old frame and brick veneer Blind Department headquarters to a location just south 

of Dow Hall, where it now stands. It also included the removal of the ornate 

“plumbing tower” on the west side elevation of Dow Hall. The new north wing 

afforded more spacious living space to the school’s female students, and provided 

sick rooms and basement dining/kitchen facilities. A 20 foot west end addition to the 

1895 south wing expanded the school’s library and music rooms. To complete the 

fire-proofing process, in 1916 the frame and slate Mansard roof was removed and 

replaced with a brick third floor and frame and slate hip roof.

The period between the final expansion of Dow Hall and the end of World War II 
(1916-1945) was marked by more important changes in the focus, method, and 

curricula of the school. Enrollment during this time increased from about 90 to 135 

students. In 1917, the school changed from the New York Point system to the more 

widely used European Braille system. During the 1920s, an increased awareness of 
public health issues identified a larger number of Minnesotans with vision 

problems. Larger population areas began to set up facilities for the blind while the 

State School began to serve more students from rural areas where special programs 

were not available.

In 1925, the school made the important distinction between blind and vision- 

impaired and began to use Clear Type (enlarged print) in its new Sight 

Conservation Department. It was one of the first State institutions in the country to 

do so. Accompanying the new department for Sight-Conservation, experiments were
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made with lighting. In 1935, a 20,000 watt totally Indirect lighting system was 

installed, increasing the available light for the vision-impaired by two to four 

thousand percent. This enabled the wider use of Clear Type. In 1940, in cooperation 

with the Westinghouse Corporation, the school Installed the innovative mercury 

vapor lighting. In 1933, the Braille library in Dow Hall was designated the Library 

of Congress distributing center for Minnesota and the Dakotas. In 1935, the Talking 

Books department was added. In 1941 came two more changes: the school was 

renamed the Minnesota Braille and Sight Saving School and became the first in the 

nation to offer courses in peripatology (physical orientation and cane travel).

The Blind Department Building and Dow Hall are the two oldest standing structures 

on the original Blind School campus. They represent the earliest period of 
establishment of state funded education for the Blind. The alterations to these 

buildings tell the story of a later period of growth and the efforts of the State to 

adapt existing facilities to the growing needs of the School.
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with the Westinghouse Corporation, the school installed the innovative mercury 
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An irregular shaped parcel of land within the SWl/4 of section 32, TllON, R20W 

including the following description: Beginning at a point 40 feet east of the northeast 
corner of Dow Hall, thence at right angles with said line, south 190 feet, thence at 
right angles with this eastern line, west 120 feet, thence at right angles with said 

south line, south 115 feet, thence at right angles with said east line, west 55 feet, 
thence at right angles with said south line, north 115, thence at right angles with 

said west line, 55 feet east, thence at right angles -with said said north line, north 

205 feet, thence at right angles with said west line, east 120 feet, thence at right 
angles with said north line, south 15 feet to point of beginning.
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE

NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES 
EVALUATION/RETURN SHEET 1

REQUESTED ACTION: NOMINATION

PROPERTY
NAME:

Blind Department Building and Dow Hall, State School for the 
Blind

MULTIPLE
NAME:

STATE & COUNTY: MINNESOTA, Rice

DATE RECEIVED:
DATE OF 16TH DAY: 
DATE OF WEEKLY LIST:

6/15/90
7/12/90

DATE OF PENDING LIST: 
DATE OF 45TH DAY:

6/26/90
7/30/90

REFERENCE NUMBER: 90001092

NOMINATOR: STATE 

REASONS FOR REVIEW:

APPEAL: N DATA PROBLEM: N
OTHER: N PDIL: N
REQUEST: N SAMPLE: N

LANDSCAPE: N 
PERIOD: N 
SLR DRAFT: Y

LESS THAN 50 YEARS: 
PROGRAM UNAPPROVED: 
NATIONAL:

N
N
N

COMMENT WAIVER:

attached SLR■ DOCUMENTATION see attached comments Y/N see

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 

NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES 
EVALUATION/RETURN SHEET 

REQUESTED ACTION: NOMINATION 

PROPERTY 
NAME: 

Blind Department Building and Dow Hall, State School for the 
Blind 

MULTIPLE 
NAME: 

STATE & COUNTY: MINNESOTA, Rice 

DATE RECEIVED: 6/15/90 
DATE OF 16TH DAY: 7/12/90 

DATE OF PENDING LIST: 6/26/90 
DATE OF 45TH DAY: 7/30/90 

DATE OF WEEKLY LIST: 

REFERENCE NUMBER: 90001092 

NOMINATOR: STATE 

REASONS FOR REVIEW: 

APPEAL: N 
OTHER: N 
REQUEST: N 

DATA PROBLEM: N 
PDIL: N 
SAMPLE: N 

COMMENT WAIVER: N 

LANDSCAPE: N 
PERIOD: N 
SLR DRAFT: Y 

VACCEPT __ RETURN __ REJECT 

ABSTRACT/SUMMARY COMMENTS: 

RECOM./C 
REVIEWE 
DISCIP 

LESS THAN 50 YEARS: 
PROGRAM UNAPPROVED: 
NATIONAL: 

·DOCUMENTATION see attached comments Y/N see attached SLR Y,4t) 

N 
N 
N 



F^-
CLASSIFICATION

___ count ___ resource type

STATE/FEDERAL AGENCY CERTIFICATION

FUNCTION 

___ historic .current

DESCRIPTION

.architectural classification

.materials 

.descriptive text

SIGNIFICANCE

Period Areas of Significance—Check and justify below

Specific dates Builder/Architect
Statement of Significance (in one paragraph)

.summary paragraph

.completeness

.clarity

.applicable criteria 

.justification of areas checked 

.relating significance to the resource 

.context

.relationship of integrity to significance

.justification of exception

.other

h/

BIBLIOGRAPHY

GEOGRAPHICAL DATA

.acreage
UTMs

.verbal boundary description

.boundary justification

/:v
■>''

ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTATION/PRESENTATION

___ sketch maps ___ USGS maps ___ photographs ___ presentation

OTHER COMMENTS

Questions concerning this nomination may be directed to

 Phone 

Signed Date
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__ verbal boundary description 
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MINNESOTA STATE RESIDENTIAL ACADEMIES
Minnesota State Aademy for the Blind Minnesota State Academy for the Deaf

P.O. Box 308 • Faribault, MN 55021 • (507) 332-3363 (V/TDD)
Wade M. KarU 
Administrator

November 17, 1989

Mr. Alan Lathrop, Acting Secretary 
State Review Board 
Minnesota Historical Society 
Fort Snelling History Center 
St. Paul, MN 55111

Dear Mr. Lathrop:

The community of Faribault and the alumni and staff of the academy for the 
blind are proud of the school's 123 year history in Faribault. Therefore, 
we are genuinely pleased that two of its structures are being considered by 
the State Review Board for nomination to the National Registry of Historic 
Places.

As academy administrator I believe that, as the Review Board considers the 
nominations of Dow Hall and the Blind Department Building, it is my 
responsibility to point out that the facilities are not currently utilized 
by the academy, except to provide small office space and to house the 
mechanical system. Portions of the first floor and basement area are used 
by the State Library for the Blind/Physically Handicapped, the Faribault 
Public Schools, and the Community Food Shelf.

The academy has no current plans to increase utilization of these 
structures, the primary reason being that a major commitment of capital 
funds would be necessary before the buildings would be acceptable for any 
purpose. During the past three years, requests have been made for funds to 
support a space utilization study; however, these requests have been 
Tinsuccessful. It is clear, however, that increased state utilization of 
this building would require a major commitment to capital projects.

While I recognize the architectural and historical significance of these 
two structures, and am pleased that they are recognized as worthy of 
consideration, I do need to share with you that neither structure fits into 
future state plans unless plans for utilization and a major capital 
commitment is secured.

If I may be of assistance, please feel free to call (507-332-3363) or 
write.

Sincerely,

Wade M. Karli 
Administrator

An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer

MINNESOTA STATE RESIDENTIAL ACADEMIES 
Minnesota State Academy for the Blind Minnesota State Academy for the Deaf 

P.O. Box 308 • Faribault, MN 55021 • (507) 332-3363 (V/rDD) 
Wade M. Karli 
Administrator 

November 17, 1989 

Mr. Alan Lathrop, Acting Secretary 
State Review Board 
Minnesota Historical Society 
Fort Snelling History Center 
St. Paul, MN 55111 

Dear Mr. Lathrop: 

The community of Faribault and the alumni and staff of the academy for the 
blind ar.e proud of the school's 123 year history in Faribault. Therefore, 
we are genuinely pleased that two of its structures are being considered by 
the State Review Board for nomination to the National Registry of Historic 
Places. 

As academy administrator I believe that, as the Review Board considers the 
nominations of Dow Hall and the Blind Department Building, it is my 
responsibility to point out that the facilities are not currently utilized 
by the academy, except to provide sma11 office space and to house the 
mechanical system. Portions of the first floor and basement area are used 
by the State Library for the Blind/Physically Handicapped, the Faribault 
Public Schools, and the Community Food Shelf. 

The academy has no current plans to increase utilization of these 
structures, the primary reason being that a major commitment of capital 
funds would be necessary before the buildings would be acceptable for any 
purpose. During the past three years, requests have been made for funds to 
support a space utilization study; however, these requests have been 
unsuccessful. It is clear, however, that increased state utilization of 
this building would require a major commitment to capital projects. 

While I recognize the architectural. and historical. significance of these 
two structures, and am pleased that they are recognized as worthy of 
consideration, I do need to share with you that neither structure fits into 
future state pl.ans unl.ess pl.ans for util.ization and a major capital 
commitment is secured. 

If I may be of assistance, please feel free to call ( 507-332-3363) or 
write. 

"#:J'M ~· 
Wade M. Karli 
Administrator 

An Affirmative Action/ Equal Opportunity Employer 



Mayor
Dean R. Purdie Councilmambars 
Kathleen A. Erickson 
John F. Hanscom 
Gary A. Kindseth 
Michael C. Meillier 
Pat M. Rice 
Thomas B. Waarvik Administrator 
Patrick W. Hentges

Qlyof
Faribault

MINNESOTA

November 21, 1989

Dr. Nina Archabal
State Historic Preservation Officer 
Fort Snelling History Center 
St. Paul/ Minnesota 55111

Dear Dr. Archabal:

We understand that the following properties/ all located in the 
city of Faribault/ may be considered by the State Review Board for 
nomination to the National Register list of Historic Places at 
their meeting on November 30/ 1989.

Episcopal Rectory/ 112-6th Street NW/ Faribault 
Gordon E. Cole House/ lll-2nd Street NW/ Faribault 
Vincent Lieb House/ 201-4th Avenue SW/ Faribault 
Thomas McMahon House/ 603 Division Street East/ Faribault 
Frank Berry House/ 319-3rd Street NW/ Faribault 
Adam Weyer Wagon Shop/ 32-2nd Street NE/ Faribault 
Cormack McCall House/ 817 Ravine Street/ Faribault 
John G. Pfeiffer House/ 931-3rd Avenue NW/ Faribault 
Timothy McCarthy Building/ 24-3rd Street NW/ Faribault 
Louis Carufel House/ 425-3rd Street SW/ Faribault 
John Cottrell House/ 127-lst Street NW/ Faribault 
Dow Hall and Blind Department Building/ State School for the Blind/ 

off 6th Avenue SE/ Faribault 
M. P. Holman House/ 107-3rd Avenue NW/ Faribault 
Roby W. Allen Oral Home School/ 525-5th Street NE/ Faribault 
Batchelder's Block/ 120 Central Avenue North/ Faribault 
Dobbin House/St. James School/ 14th Street NE/ Faribault 
Thomas McCall House/ 102-4th Avenue SW/ Faribault 
Jonathon L. Noyes House/ 105-lst Avenue NW/ Faribault

The Architecture of Olaf Hanson/ 1895-1901/ Multiple Property 
Documentation Form

Episcopal Rectory/ 112-6th Street NW/ Faribault 
Frank Berry House/ 319-3rd Street NW/ Faribault 
Jonathon L. Noyes House/ 105-lst Avenue NW/ Faribault

We hereby waive our participation in the Certified Local Government 
comment procedure as outlined in Section I.B.3. of the state 
certified local government procedures. We realize that we may

City Hall ★ 208 N.W. First Avenue ★ Faribault, Minnesota 55021—9988 * Phone (507) 334-2222

Mayor 
Dean R. Purdie 

Counc/lmembers 
Kathleen A. Erickson 
John F. Hanscom 
Gary A. Kindseth 
Michael C. Mei/lier 
Pat M. Rice 
Thomas 8. Waarvik 

Administrator 
Patrick W. Hentges 

November 21, 1989 

Dr. Nina Archabal 

Cityor--
Faribault 

MINNESOTA 

State Historic Preservation Officer 
Fort Snelling History Center 
St. Paul, Minnesota 55111 

Dear Dr. Archabal: 

We understand that the fol lowing properties, all located in the 
city of Faribault, may be considered by the State Review Board for 
nomination to the National Register list of Historic Places at 
their meeting on November 30, 1989. 

Episcopal Rectory, 112-6th Street NW, Faribault 
Gordon E. Cole House, lll-2nd Street NW, Faribault 
Vincent Lieb House, 201-4th Avenue SW, Faribault 
Thomas McMahon House, 603 Division Street East, Faribault 
Frank Berry House, 319-3rd Street NW, Faribault 
Adam Weyer Wagon Shop, 32-2nd Street NE, Faribault 
Cormack McCall House, 817 Ravine Street, Faribault 
John G. Pfeiffer House, 931-3rd Avenue NW, Faribault 
Timothy McCarthy Building, 24-3rd Street NW, Faribault 
Louis Carufel House, 425-3rd Street SW, Faribault 
John Cottrell House, 127-lst Street NW, Faribault 
Dow Hall and Blind Department Building, State School for the Blind, 

off 6th Avenue SE, Faribault 
M. P. Holman House, 107-3rd Avenue NW, Faribault 
Roby W. Allen Oral Horne School, 525-5th Street NE, Faribault 
Batchelder's Block, 120 Central Avenue North, Faribault 
Dobbin House/St. James School, 14th Street NE, Faribault 
Thomas McCall House, 102-4th Avenue SW, Faribault 
Jonathon L. Noyes House, 105-lst Avenue NW, Faribault 

The Architecture of Olaf Hanson, 1895-1901, Multiple Property 
Documentation Form 

Episcopal Rectory, 112-6th Street NW, Faribault 
Frank Berry House, 319-3rd Street NW, Faribault 
Jonathon L. Noyes House, 105-lst Avenue NW, Faribault 

We hereby waive our participation in the Certified Local Government 
comment procedure as outlined in Section I.B.3. of the state 
certified local government procedures. We realize that we may 

City Hall * 208 N. W. First Avenue * Faribault, Minnesota 55021-9988 * Phone (507) 334-2222 



f'-
I;,

■ vl .'

;V'’

- ■•-■v' .:::.,.=vv*^-".

'■i:,'-, ■■'
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Page Two

'■ ' V.': '-■>'

Still comment on these nominations, but that any objection on our 
part will not prevent the state from proceeding with the nomination 
process.

_—-Sincerely 

V____ ,/,
—Ow-

Mayor Dean Purdie Roii^Dwyer, Chair 
Heritage Preservation 
Commission
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Dr. Nina Archabal 
November 21, 1989 
Page Two 

still comment on these nominations, but that any objection on our 
part will not prevent the state from proceeding with the nomination 
process. 

Mayor Dean Purdie 

DP/sk 

~o0ow~~:r 
Heritage Preservation 
Commission 



state of MINNESOTA

Department of 
Administration

Division of
Building Construction

G-10 Administration Building 
50 Sherburne Avenue 

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55I5S 
(612) 29646«

November 27, 1989

Nina M. Archabal
State Historic Preservation Officer 
Fort Snelling History Center 
690 Cedar Street 
St. Paul, Minnesota 55111

Dow Hall Minnesota State Academy 
for the Blind

Dear Nina:

In a recent memo the Academy expressed a cause for 
concern over the ramifications of placing Dow Hall on the 
National Register of Historic Places. I am sharing that 
memo with you in hope that in some way the impact of 
preserving such a building is understood by the Society 
from the programmatic and operations area.

This dilemma is not a new subject but one which has 
repeated itself over the past several years as various 
buildings pass into program obsolescence.

Left standing without maintenance 
become a hazard to life and limb.

such a building can

To preserve such a building costs many thousands of 
dollars. Our institutional leaders cannot sustain their 
programs under the burden of preserving unneeded 
buildings. Yet, we must be respectful of our State's 
collective resources.

Before you act upon this issue at your November 30, 
meeting, please give consideration to the issues that 
have been brought forth.

Sincerely,

Bruce E. Taber 
Director

BET/cef 

Attachment:

cc: Wade Karli, Administrator
Ted L. Suss, Assistant Superintendent
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fflrEO°t MINNESOTA 

Department of 
Administration 

Division of 
Building Construction 

0 -10 Administration Building 
SO Sherburne Avenue 

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155 
(612) 296-4640 

November 27, 1989 

Nina M. Archabal 
state Historic Preservation Officer 
Fort Snelling History Center 
690 Cedar Street 
st. Paul, Minnesota 55111 

Re: Dow Hall Minnesota state Academy 
for the Blind 

Dear Nina: 

In a recent memo the Academy expressed a cause for 
concern over the ramifications of placing Dow Hall on the 
National Register of Historic Places. I am sharing that 
memo with you in hope that in some way the impact of 
preserving such a building is understood by the Society 
from the programmatic and operations area. 

This dilemma is not a new subject but one which has 
repeated itself over the past several years as various 
buildings pass into program obsolescence. 

Left standing without maintenance such a building can 
become a hazard to life and limb. 

To preserve such a building costs many thousands of 
dollars. Our institutional leaders cannot sustain their 
programs under the burden of preserving unneeded 
buildings. Yet, we must be respectful of our state's 
collective resources. 

Before you act upon this issue at your November 30, 
meeting, please give consideration to the issues that 
have been brought forth. 

Sincerely, 

.//mJ11tv/4l~ 
Bruce E. Taber 
Director 

BET/cef 

Attachment: 

cc: Wade Karli, Administrator 
Ted L. Suss, Assistant Superintendent 



MINNESOTA 1990 0Minnesota Department of Education
Capitol Square 550 Cedar Street Saint Paul, Minnesota 55101

November 30, 1989

Mr. Alan Lathrop, Acting Secretary 
State Review Board 
Minnesota Historical Society 
Fort Snelling History Center 
St. Paul, Minnesota 55111

Dear Mr. Lathrop:
The purpose of this letter is to respond to the nomination of Dow Hall and 
the Blind Department Building to the National Registry of Historic Places.

I agree with the statements made by Wade M. Karli, Administrator of the 
Minnesota State Residential Academies. While we are aware of the 
architectural and historical significance, we do not intend to utilize 
those structures in the future. They are in need of substantial repair 
which would require a major financial commitment which is not forthcoming. 
I urge you to consider not pursuing nomination to the National Registry at 
this time.

Sincerely,

' ''X

Robert J. Wedl
Deputy Commissioner of Education

RJWtJH
CC: Wade Karli
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Minnesota Department of Education 
. capitol Square 550 Cedar Street Saint Paul, Minnesota 55101 

r 

November 30, 1989 

Mr. Alan Lathrop, Acting Secretary 
State Review Board 
Minnesota Historical Society 
Fort Snelling History Center 
St. Paul, Minnesota 55111 

Dear Mr. Lathrop: 

The purpose of this letter is to respond to the nomination of Dow Hall and 
the Blind Department Building to the National Registry of Historic Places. 

I agree with the statements made by Wade M. Karli, Administrator of the 
Minnesota State Residential Academies. While we are aware of the 
architectural and historical significance, we do not intend to utilize 
those structures in the future. They are in need of substantial repair 
which would require a major financial commitment which is not forthcoming. 
I urge you to consider not pursuing nomination to the National Registry at 
this time. 

Sincerely, 

~µ __ _ 
Robert J. Wedl 
Deputy Commissioner of Education 

RJW:JH 
CC: Wade Karli 

I: ? AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER ? I: r r & 



TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

Minnesota Historical Society 
State Historic Preservation Office 

345 Kellogg Blvd West, St. Paul, Minnesota 55102 
651-259-3451 

Stephanie Toothman, Keeper 
National Register of Historic Places 

Denis P. Gardner 

September 19, 2016 

~~CfEO \W fE ~ 
:SEP232016 

Nall. Reg. of Historic Places 
National Park Service 

NAME OF PROPERTY: 

COUNTY AND STATE: 

Blind Department Building and Dow Hall, State School for the Blind 

Rice County, Minnesota 

SUBJECT: National Register: 
D Nomination 
D Multiple Property Documentation Form 
D Request for determination of eligibility 
~ Request for removal (Reference No. 90001092) 
D Nomination resubmission 
D Boundary increase/decrease (Reference No. ) 
D Additional documentation (Reference No. ) 

DOCUMENTATION: 

D Original National Register of Historic Places Registration Form 
D Multiple Property Documentation Form 
D Continuation Sheets 
~ Removal Documentation 
~ Photographs 
~ CD w/image files 
□ Original USGS Map 
D Sketch map(s) 
D Correspondence 

D Owner Objection 
The enclosed owner objections 
DoD Do not D constitute a majority of property owners 

STAFF COMMENTS: 
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