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1. Name
higtoric United Shoe Machinery Corporation Building

and/or common same

2. Location

street & number 138-164 Federal Street . notfor publication
city, town Boston vicinity of congressional district ninth
state M assachusetts code 025 county Suffolk code 025
3. Classification
Category Ownership Status Present Use
district public — occupied agriculture museum
JC building(s) X private unoccupied — commercial park
structure both work in progress educational private residence
site Public Acquisition Accessible entertainment religious
object in process yes: restricted government scientific
being considered 3 yes: unrestricted industrial transportation
no military other:

4. Owner of Property

name Merideth and Grew, Inc; Herbert W. Vaughn and Thomas Horan

street & number 125 High Street

city, town Boston vicinity of state Massachusetts
5. Location of Legal Description

courthouse, registry of deeds, etc. Suffolk County Courthouse

street & numtier Pemberton Square

city, town Bost on state Massachusetts

6. Representation in Existing Surveys

titlel nventory of Historic Assets of the has this property been determined elegible? yes X no
dtOormDnV\ealth federal tat t local
al e Februar y, 1980 edera X state county oca

depository for survey records M assachusetts Historical Commission

city, town Boston gae Massachusetts



7. Description

Condition Check one Check one

X excel | ent deteriorat ed X Unal tered X_original site
good ruins altered noved date
fair unexposed

Describethe present and original (if known) physical appearance

The United Shoe Machinery Corporation Building is a twenty-four story Art Deco sky-
scraper office building located in Boston's financial district. [|ts use today, as

when built, is for offices and ground floor commercial establishments. The immediate
area i s characterized by a mx of four and five story commercial buildings, 8 to 15
story turn-of-the-century elevator office buildings, and modern, high-rise office towers.
It is set on a trapezoidal |ot, the sides of which curve slightly with the street lines
The measurenments are as follows: High Street - approximately 220 feet; Federal Street
approximately 198 feet; High Street Place - approximately 160 feet; and the side joining
the building to 136 Federal Street at a party wall - approximately 123 feet.

TThe United Shoe Machinery Corporation Building is one of Boston's finest exanples of

o7 the Art Deco skyscrapers characteristic of that architectural style popular between Wrld
Vér | and World Vér |I. Constructed in 1929 and 1930 by architects Parker, Thomas and
Rice of Boston and Baltimore, associate in charge Henry Bailey Alden, contractor
George W Fuller"" . of Beacon Street, Boston, the building incorporates a major |ist

of the elements common to Art Deco style office buildings; ziggurat massing - a series

of successively smaller vertical geometric blocks set one on top of the other, ascending
dynam cally to an ornanented, graduated geometric roofline; vertical w ndow treatment
piers with recessed windows and spandrels nmoving the eye up continuously with speed; a
facade which accents the inner steel structure; textural varieties - brick and stone, stone
and metal, brick patterns created with creative coursing; major decorative elenments at
street level and roofline; standard Art Deco decorative motifs - geometric shapes”and
lines, stylized flowers, leaves, fruit, fountains, eagles, abstracted nude mn and wonen,
and machine parts; and finally theatricality - illustrated primarily in the building's
essentially unaltered |obby, with dazzling bronze door and w ndow treatments, gilded
ceilings and spectacul ar suspended frosted glass light fixtures.

The United Shoe Machinay Corporation Building has a conplicated ziggurat massing conbined
with a trapezoidal plan. The building appears to sit directly on a low |imestone and
black granite platform which serves the ground floor comrercial establishments. The

rest of the officebuilding is conposed of a major central shaft with flanking lateral
nmasses, al | sheathed in dark sand colored tapestry brick. The flanking masses rise
directly fromthe platform are set back at the eleventh and twelfth stories and termnate
at the sixteenth floor. O the primary High Street facade, a major light court is
created above the platform by the flanking masses. O axis at the Mathews Street party
wall, a smaller light court is similarly created.

The central nmass is set back at the twenty-first, twenty-third, and twenty-fourth floors.
It is capped by a tw and a half story penthouse enclosed by a truncated hip roof covered
with gold colored terra cotta tiles.

Above the ground floor platform the elevations are organized with the same fenestration
systembut with the nunber of bays differing on each facade. Essentially, each elevation
has a sjmmetrical arrangement consisting of a pier, window spandrel grid configuration
flanked by plain corner piers. The grid comprises uniformy sized wi ndows that are
separated vertically by and recessed behind brick piers. The w ndows alternate with
brick spandrels, which have decorative bond patterns on the High Street flanking masses
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but otherwise are plain. Subtle enphasis is given to the corners of each nass by
the placenment of the wi ndow spandrel band in an unornanented brick wall which is
chanf er ed at the corner angle.

The wi ndows are original with a few random exceptions. They are dark brown painted
steel sash, double hung, three over three, with the lights divided by mullions.
This configuration adds t othe building's over-all vertical enphasis. The w ndow
sills are limestone. Thelintels are a soldier course of brick, except at the

top rowon sone of the set-backs, when the lintels conbine with |imestone spandrels.

The twolower andlarger portions (second through eleventh floors) of the entire
nass are nineteen bays across on the Federal Street elevation andeighteen bays
across High Street including five bays on each of the flanking nasses and ei ght
bays across the light court. TheHi gh Street light court in this portion is four
bays deep. Along High Street Place there are sixteen bays, andat the rear party
wal | (parallel to Mathews Street), where the elevation is visible above the eighth
floor, there are eight bays including three each for the facades flanking the two
bay wide light court which is three bays deep.

The highest portion of each of the flanking nasses (twelfth through fifteenth
floors) hasfifteen bays across the Federal Street elevation, andsixteen bays
across High Street including four bays each onthe flanking mass and ei ght bays
across the light court, which in this portion is tw bays deep. Along High Street
Place there are eleven bays, andat the rear elevation, there are eight bays
including three bays across each nass flanking the tw bayw de |ight court which
in this section is one bay deep.

The central shaft of the United Shoe Machinery Corporation Building from the
sixteenth through the twentieth story is nine bays across Federal Street, ten

bays across High Street, six bays across High Street Place, andsix bays wi de

on the rear wall. The shaft reduces by tw bays on each elevation in the portion
fromthe twenty-first andtwenty-second floors; it mintains the same bay count

in the set back portion which is the twenty-third floor. Thefinal set back
portion, the twenty-fourth floor, also reduces in size by tw bays on each elevation.

At each set back, the elevation termnates with a special decorative treatment of
the piers andspandrels conbined with string courses at the corners and a bevel ed
coping. In hierarchical fashion approaching the summit, the ornamentation becones
nore intensified. Light colored limestone is uniformy used t ocontrast with the
sandy brick tone; the |imestone provides avisual termnation to each nass as well
as a subtle horizontal band around the interconnected ziggurat nass.
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There are a variety of patterns used to decorate spandrels, pier "capitals"”

and |imestone string courses on each of the set backs of the building. In each
case the patterns are very typical Art Deco motifs, fountains, pineapples,
radiant suns, spirals and flowers. Limestone is used decoratively in the upper
ziggurat portions. Thick applied pilasters instead of the brick piers alternate
wi th wi ndow bands.

The United Shoe Machinery Building is unique armong buildings of itsage in Boston
in having essentially unaltered ground floor store fronts and entrances. The
ground floor platformis sheathed in |imestone with a tw foot high polished black
granite watertable. The nmin entrance to the office building is centered on

High Street with another off-center on Federal Street. O High Street,pairs of
storefronts of unequal length flank the entrace and each are divided into display
wi ndows and shop doors. O Federal Street, the entrace is set near the party wall
corner and is flanked with window bays; the remainder of the level contains a

long storefront divided into display windows and shop doors. The High Street Place
ground floor is undressed and is used as a service alley. Although nost shop doors
on both major facades have been replaced, the store fronts retainan unaltered
character because of their original bronze architraves. This ornamentation encloses
the windows and upper fascia and has floral, fruit and abstract zig-zag line
decoration on the vertical sections, rising to an abstracted fountain pattern. The
decorated bronze rod shaped fixtures attached to either side of each storefront
originally were associated with awning nechani sns.

The upper edge of the surround includes the decorative motifs of heads of cattle
wearing headdresses (representing |eather used in shoe making). Bunting and gar-
| ands are strung from the horns of each cattle head to a formal vase of fruit and
flowers. The bronze door frames and doors of stores at 48 and 58 High Street are
original, with floral, leaf and abstract zig-zag motifs, a transom above and Art
Deco style nunber on the address. The doors are set in fromthe property Iline,
with tiled entrance way floors fromthe sidewalk to the door.

The limestone door surround of the High Street entrance is massive and nonunental .

It rises about four feet above the term nation of the first floor |imestone facade,
up into the light court area. The flat rectangular blocks of |imestone formng the
surround are carved to represent abstract classical forms of colums, terminating

in carved "capitals"with spiral, floral, radiant motifs. Between the "capitals"

is a three part spandrel. The mddle section is an unornamented octagonal cartouche
in relief fromthe rest of the surface. The tw side sections have rectangular
relief panels carved with stylized cornucopias. Set backslightly above this spandrel
is a dentilated "entablature" with a small central "pedinent". Bevelled coping

tops this, above which is a rectangular base for a flag pole which rises three storie:
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and i s topped dramatically with a golden eagle.

The bronze High Street doorway is recessed and fitted with four equal sized doors.
The bronze architrave contains figures of stylized nude nen, sone working with

| eather and hand tools for shoes. Above these inmages are the classical figures

of two wonen resting on a piece of shoe machinery, representingthe manyinventions
that brought the shoe industry up froman individual handcraft to the powerful
econom ¢ success that conmmi ssioned this building. Behind the wonen figures is an
intricate, delicate and airy bronze screen that rises approxianmtely six feet to the
underside of the |limestone lintel. The screen is backed with glass.

The Federal Street first story facade and entrance way is simlar to that on High
Street, interns of |imestone and granite facade, shop wi ndow surround ornamentation
and the abstract classical formof the door surround. This door surround is two
stories high. The spandrel is nore ornate and detailed that on High Street, with

a flying griffin motif and dentillated underside. The sane men, wormen and machinery
motifs are featured on the Federal Street door surround as on High Street, but the
ornamentation i s stretched with the addition of twelve glass |ights between the

door head and the panel of stylized figures. The bronze screen above is simlar

to that on High Street.

The four outer and inner doors inthis entrance have been replaced with bronze
col ored annodi zed al um num doors.

Bronze Art Deco lettering signage announces the 140 Federal Street address on
the right hand entrance "colum". Similar lettering on the left hand col um
reading "United Shoe Machinery Corporation" has been renoved.

Qv the ground floor interior, the |lobby has an L-shaped plan with entrances

fromHi gh and Federal Streets. e descends eight steps fromthe H gh Street
entrance to the main level of the lobby. The walls are greenish gray marble,

with a baseboard of polished black granite. The floors are white terrazo with
geometric border patternsinlaid inblack. The ceilings have gold painted ornanent-
al moulding and border patterns.

Anong the outstanding decorative elements of the |obby are: the entrance foyers,
with gold leaf ceilings; intricately ornamented bronze radiator screens; highly
polished brass and bronze doors and a light fixture of sandblasted glass and bronze;
the ten original bronze elevator doors and casings, exenplary of the extremely
fine detailing of Art Deco metalwork, incised with stylized scenes of fountains,
flower baskets and birds; and the original bronze elevator monitoring panels.
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Al'so outstanding are: original signage for bronze door surrounds, doors, and
ornanental screens leading to ancillary spaces andshops; original bronze mail
shute and box; hanging light fixtures of bronze and white frosted glass. They
are nounted to the ceiling bywhite metal star shaped attachnents set inthe
m ddl e of gold painted ornamental plaster rossettes.

The |obby has recently been restored.



8. Significance

Period Areas of Significance—Check andjustify below
prehistoric archeology-prehistoric community planning landscape architecture religion
1400-1499 archeology-historic conservation law science
1500-1599 agriculture economics literature sculpture
1600-1699 ~~™architecture education military social/
1700-1799 art engineering music humanitarian
1800-1899 X.commerce exploration/settlement philosophy theater
~1900- communications JE_industry politics/government transportation
invention other (specify)
Specific dates 1929 Builder/Architect p~~i.A"  Th..n.ac. p.-M"

Statement of Significance (in one paragraph)

The United Shoe Machinery Corporation Building possesses integrity of location, design
materials and workmanship and significant associationswith the consolidation of a major
industry in Boston. |t was constructed in 1929 as the Boston headquarters of the U.S.M.
Corporation, which had been formed in February 1899 to unify the efforts of independent
shoe manifacturing companies. As such it represents the corporate growth of Massachusetts
industry during the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. Also it is a maor
Boston example of the Art Deco style designed by the prominent firm of Parker, Thomes
and Rice.

Shoes have been made in Massachusetts since the first settlement period, and their
manufacture became an important cottage industry in mawy towns during the late-eighteenth
to mid-nineteenth centuries. During this period shoes were usually made in small
shops called "ten-footers". Shoe factories run by middiemen provided the materials for
individual artisans to work on, then the finished product was sold back to the middlemen,
who in turn sold to a larger market such as Boston. After mid-century, the invention of
various types of shoemachinery allowed the establishment of consolidated factories in
both the suburbs and Boston. Leatherworking continued as an important trade in Boston
until the 1890's when most shoe manufacturers moved to the suburbs and Boston once again
becane almost solely a trade center. By 1909 approximately one half of the nation's shoe
manufacturing establishments were located in Massachusetts and by 1916, Boston was rec-
ognized as a leading world trade center.

The success of the Massachusetts shoe industry resulted from the mechanization of the
manufacturing process. Sare of the labor saving machinery and methods for leatherworking
and shoe manufacturing developed in Massachusetts which led to this growth include:

the sewing machine, invented in Cambridge by Elias Honve of Spencer, Mass. and further
developed in Cambridge by Issac Merit Singer; a machine to sw shoe uppersto soles, patented
in 1858 by Lyman Blake of South Abington, Mass, the rotary horn. Invented by Robert H.
Mathies of Massachusetts; the automatic clinching machine, the product of J.M. Estabrook,
Milford, Mass, the pegging machine, the work of Benjamin F. Sturtevant of Boston; a nail
making machine by D.C. Knowlton and O.R. Chapin of Boston, and the lasting machine, the
invention of Jans Ernzt Matzeliger, resident of Lynn, Mass. Scores of other shoe working
devices were produced by Massachusetts inventors, all of which changed the shoe industry
from a cottage hand industry to an urban and suburban factory manufacturing process.

The rights to the manufacture and distribution of these inventions, by 1899, were primarily
in the hands of three shoe machinery companies; the Goodyear Shoe Machinery Company, the
Consolidated and McKay Lasting Machine Company and the McKay Shoe Machinery Company. In
1899, Sidney W. Winslow, a native of Brewster, Mass.,, and a man of broad industrial vision,
consolidated these companies to form the United Shoe Machinery Corporation. The purposes
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10. Geographical Data ACREAGE NOT VERHED

Acreage of nominated property less than one acre
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11. Form Prepared By
name/tite  Candace Jenkins, National Register Coordinator

date Marrh 1980

street & number 294 Washington Street telephone 617-727-8470
city or town Boston state Massachusetts 02108

12. State Historic Preservation Officer Certification

The evaluated significance of this property within the state is:

national A. state local

As the designated State Historic Preservation Officer for the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (Public Law 89-
665), | hereby nominate this property for inclusion in the National Register and certify that it has been evaluated
according to the criteria and procedures setforth byltfe Heritage Conservation and Recreation Service.

State Historic Preservation Officer signature

titte Executive Director, Massachusetts Historical Commission dae

For HCRS use only
| hereby certify that this property is included in the National Register

date

Keeper of4he National Register

'‘Attest: YOxmMA] JhJiA date

GPO 938 635
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of this merger were to avoid confusion and duplication of efforts i nshoe machinery
manuf acture, tohalt patent litigation between the conpanies and to accumul ate cap-
ital and machinery design expertise i norder to inprove shoe production means.

The United Shoe Machinery Corporation, under Wnslows direction, grewrapidly to an
extremely important position i nthe shoe machinery industry of the country. Wthin
ten years of its formation, the US M Corp. controlled 98% of the shoe machinery
business i nthe United States. By the late 1920's it had subsidiary conpanies
throughout the world, in South America, Canada, England, Europe, Scandanavia, South
Africa and Australia. Among its board of directors in 1912 were such prom nent
Bostonians as Louis D Brandeis, WlliamH Coolidge, Gordon MKay and Janes J.
Storrow.

Parker, Thormas and Rice, the architectural firm responsible for the design of the
United Shoe Machinery Corporation Building, had offices i nBoston and Baltimore and
were recogni zed by contenporary critics as being anong Boston's nost skillfull de-
signers i nthe nineteenth century. J. Harleston Parker (1873-1930) F.AIl.A, a
graduate of Harvard Col | ege, studied architecture at MI.T. and the Ecol e des Beaux
Arts. @ his return to Boston i n 1900 he began architectural practice i n partnership
with Douglas H Thomas (1872-1915), F. A |l.A , a Johns Hopkins graduate who also
trained at MI.T. and the Ecol e des Beaux Arts. I n 1907 (after design of the Fenway
Studios, NR Arthur Wallace Rice joined the firm and it was under the nane of
Parker, Thomas and Rice that nost of their well known conm ssions were executed. The
firms major Boston works include the RH Stearns Gonpany Building (1909-potenti al
NR , the Harvard Club, the Tennis and Raquet Club and the John Hancock Building (1923).
The associate i ncharge of this particular conm ssion was Henry Bailey Al den who had
also studied at MI.T. and was a fairly well known architect inhisow right.

A, The United Shoe Machinery Corporation Building i s the second of only five Art Deco
style buildings constructed i nBoston's Central Business District. Al l reflected

u passage of a 1928 zoning law relating to set backs and building height limts. |t
is one of the first buildings inthe city over one hundred and fifty-five feet in

| height and is representative of the inpact of regulatory legislation on architectural

A styles and design. |tsmajor elements include dramatically stepped back massing, geo-
metric ornamentationon both exterior and interior, and enphasis on verticallity.

The United Shoe Machinery Corporation Building i s unique anong buildings of its age
V inBoston i n having essentially unaltered store fronts and entrances. The decorative
details of the doorway and shop wi ndows contribute significantly to the building's
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A nature as anArt Deco nmonument t ot heindustrial power of theUnited Shoe Machinery
Corporation. This building i salso unique i nretaining anelaborate and essentially
unaltered |obby. Outstandingelenments include thegold leafed ceiling of theentry,
marble walls, intricately ornamented bronze radiator screens, geometric chandeliers
of sandbl asted glass andbronze, tenoriginal bronze elevator doors and superbly
detailed metalwork incised with such Art Deco motifs as stylized scenes of fountains,
flower baskets and birds.



AR 8 300A
(11/ 78)
LN TED STATES CEPARIMENT OF THE | NTER QR
HER TACE GONGERVATI ON AND RECREATI N SRV CE FOR HORS USE ONLY
RECEIVEDjy "3 5

NATIONAL REGISTER OFHISTORIC PLACES e g
INVENTORY - NOMINATION FORM

CONTINUATION SHEET ITEM NUMBER PAGE

Deed Records, Suffolk County Courthouse.

Harvard Business School. Gase Study on United Shoe Building. Canbridge, Mss.;
Harvard Col | ege, 1970.

Ward, David. Economc Geography, "Thelndustrial Revolution andthe Energence
of Boston's Central Business District." Vol. 42, No. 2, PP. 52-171. \Wrcester,
Mass.: Clark University, April, 1966.
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HALE AND DORR
COUNSELLORS AT LAW
60 STATE STREET
BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS 02109

TELEX TELEPHONE
(617) 742-9100

TELECOPt ER CABLE ADDRESS

DOMESTIC (617:367-6133 (617, 742-9108 HAFIS BSN
INTERNATIONAL (6!?: 367-6160

April 8, 1980

Ms. Patricia L. Wesl owski

State Historical Preservation Officer
Mass. Historical Cominission

29" Washi ngton Street

Bost on, Massachusetts 02108

Dear Ms. Wesl owski :

Herbert W Vaughan and Thomas Horan, as trustees of the
property known as t he United Shoe Machinery Corporation
Building ("United Shoe Building") at IhQ Federal Street i n
Boston, submts thefollowing comments i nopposition to the
nom nation of said property for theNational Register.

The opposition of thetrustees totheNational Register
nom nation of this building derives from thefact that this
structure fails toqualify for National Register status under
the criteria established 1 n36 GR 860.6. To qualify forthe
National Register, a building nmust satisfy one of four condi-
tions:

A The building must be associated with events that have
made a significant contribution tothebroad patterns
of our history; or

Al though thebuilding was constructed t o be t he head-
quarters of theUnited Shoe Machinery Corporation,

the design of thebuilding expresses itsrole as an
office building rather than theowner's relationship

to theshoe industry. The building never served as a
shoe factory, i nfact, not a single Pair of shoes has

ever been manufactured at 140 Federal Street. To

mai ntain, as the Massachusetts Historical Conm ssion
does, that a building's services as a corporate head-
quarters i s"associated with an event that has nade a
significant contribution tothebroad patterns of our his-
tory" |stosuggest that every headquarter for a major
industry qualities for theNational Register. |t should be
clear, therefore, that any National Register nom nation
of theUnited Shoe Building relying upon the building's
relationship totheshoe industry would be a spurious
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and ill-founded manipulation of thebuilding's true

place i nhistory.

The building must be associated with thelives of
persons significant 1 nour past; or

There has been no serious suggestion that the United
Shoe Building i sassociated with thelife of a signi-
ficant historical personage. i

The building nust enbody thedistinctive characteris-
tics of a type, period, or method of construction, or
must represent thework of a master, or nmust possess
high artistic values, or nust represent a significant
and distinguishableentity whose conponents may |ack
individual distinction; or

The Art Deco style i nBoston never achieved the high
devel opment of style associated with Art Decoi n

other cities. The Art Deco style itself has always
been an eclectic artistic conpromse between the waning
Victorian style and t he waxing modern architecture.
The conservative environs of Boston forced a further
conpromse i nthevery essence of thestyle by pre-
senting a constrained manifestation of a style whose
essence i s exuberance and |lack of restraint. | t is
not surprising, therefore, that the Art Deco skyscraper.
I ndeed highrise building itself, didnot gain great
acceptance i nBoston until the mid-sixties.

Even i nt he Boston context, the United Shoe Buildingi s
not an exemplary Art Deco building. Unli ke famous Art
Deco structures such as the Chrysler Building i n New
York and t he Palmolive Building i nChicago, the United
Shoe Buil di ng does not capture the dramatic thenme of
novenment which epitom zes thestyle. The buildingi s
not even noted as a skyscraper of Interest by national
and international architectural professionals. Hence,
under thecriteria establishingeligibility for the
National Register, the United Shoe Buil ding does not
qualify as a distinctively characteristic structure of
its period.
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D The building nust have yielded, or nust be likely to
yield, information important i nprehistory or history.

The United Shoe Buil ding has not yielded, noris it
likely toyield, information significant i nour pre-
history or history.

It i sapparent from t he above review of the four criteria
relevant toNational Register nomnations that the United Shoe
Bui Il ding does not qualify for theNational Register. This con-
clusion i sbuttressed by theother criteria considerations out-
lined i n36 GR 8§60. 6.

"Ordinarily * * * properties that have achieved
significance within the{)ast fifty years shall

not be considered eligible for theNational
Register. However, such properties will qualify
if ** * they fall within thefollowi ng categories:

* * * G A property achieving significancewithin
the past fifty years i fi ti sof exceptional inpor-
tance."

Al'though the United Shoe Buil ding was conpleted approxi mtely
fifty years ago, thebuilding was not considered significant at
that time. Aside from being noted as a new skyscraper onthe
skyline, theUnited Shoe Building' s design when constructed met

with neither critical acclaimnor disclaim | ftheUnited Shoe
Bmldmgl has achieved significanceat all, that significancehas
been achieved i nthepast fifty years. Thus, the standard which

must be net before considering the- United Shoe Building for
National Register nomnation I swhether thebuilding i sof excep-
tional inmportance. For al | t hereasons expressed above, the
United Shoe Building fails tomeet this exceptional inportance
st_andardo| and t henomnation for National Register nust be

rej ected.

Gven theshort time period provided for preparationi n
advance of t he National Register nomnation hearing, thetrustees
have not been able toinclude thevarious materials which support
the statements nade above. G ven nore time, however, i t would
be pleased toprovide whatever further documentation the Nom nation



HALE AND DORR

Ms. Patricia L. Wesl owski

State Historical Preservation Officer
April 8, 1980

Page Four

Revi ew Board desires
Sincerely vyours.

17172 v

J. Onen Todd, Counsel for the
[ Trustees of | 40 Federal Street

JOT: nhf
cc: M. Donald C Moulton



COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS
iiiiiiim | Office of the Secretary of State
MASSACHUSETTS 294 washington Street
HISTORICAL ggiz)OSn, Miassachusetts MICHAEL JOSEPH CONNOLLY
COMMISSION 617-727-8470 Secretary of State

May 19, 1980

Ms. Carol Shull

Acting Keeper

Registration Branch

Heri gage Conservation and Recreation Service
440 G Street NV

Washi ngt on, DC 20243

Dear Ms. Shull:

Encl osed youwill find thefollowing nomnation forms:

Boston: United Shoe Machinery Corporation Building (state)
Cambridge: Sacred Heart Church, Rectory, School and Convent (local)
Deerfield: Dedic Site. (state)

Al'l' have been voted eligible by theState Review Board and have
been signed by theState Historic Preservation Officer.

Sincerely,

Christine Boulding
Survey Director

B/ m
ends.
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0 My 1980

M. Ellloc Lea R chardson
1100 Geat Lane
MWBo, Virginia 22101

Dear M. R chardaon:

| very nouch enjoyed our converaatlon on the plane froa Mam & Boston on

Kwover, | Duat apol ogi ze for toy not having recognl eed you before you vera

kind enough to introduce yourselfl | have long been an ardent adclrer of

yours» and have seriously hoped that in tha next national election you

Bight ctake the ultiioate sacrifice and allow yourself to ba conal dered as a

potential nomnee for the Presidency. | nust add that after our brief
nous acquai ntance,' | am convinced that | vas absolutely rii,0 in

havi ng that hopal

I nasnuch as you indicated that you would be interested in followng the
Lhited Shoe case, | am enclosing a copy of the final reﬁort wiich | presented
to the Doston Landmarks Coonlssion. | firmy believe that tho wong decision
inthis case mght have a serious negative effect on preservation efforts
throughout tho Lhited States.

| an al so taking the liberty of sending you sona Viscaya material aud hope
that when you' re next inHam you nay want to pay us a visit.

| hope your Journey on the "tall ship* was as exciting as antici pated.
Wth best regards,

Your s si ncerely.

Carl J. Vel nhardt, Jr.
fJ Director, MiseumDi vision
Cade Qunty Park & Recreation Depart nent

Encl osur es
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OBSERVATI ONS ONTHE NOM NATI ON OF THE A / A
UNI TED SHOE MACHI NERY CORPORATI ON BUI LDI NG AMfxMifAi |
FOR THE NATI ONAL REG STER AND I TS/ //<”. . 5. ly
DESI GNATI ON AS A LANDVARK BY THE CNCHA.
BOSTON LANDVMARKS COWM SSION  SST /U Ui,»  ~AXA*it4AjLi

Wth reference totheletters fromM. Qwen Todd of Hale and Dorr t o M.
Patricia L Weslowski of April 8 and My 9, 1980:

National Register Criteria

A

"Thie bLutcUng miut be a66ocMtXzd uxUh eucnti that have nmade a 6igni{i<cant
contAA.biition to the. bfioad pattoAiii, oi OUA IvUtoKij."

M. Todd' s statement that the Conmssion's lengthy history of the
devel opnent of t he shoe manufacturing industry inMssachusettsin
no way establishes that this building i-s "associated with events that
have nade a significant contribution tothebroad patterns of our
hi story" isentirely correct. The building isa respectable comercial
office structure of its period which apart fromits nane, and afew
very mnor decorative detai 1s--"heads of cattle wearing headdresses
(representing |eather used i nshoe naking)" and " . . . stylized nade
nen, sone working with |eather and hand tools for shoes" and" . . .
classical figures of two wonen resting on a piece of shoe nachi nery

. ." These insignificant applied details have no particular intrinsic
quallty and arelittle nore than a polite sop on thepart of the
designers totheir principal corporate patron. Wth adifferent
assignnent and two or three days' work by thedesigners, the building
could just as well have been headquarters for a conpany that nmanufactured
razors, radios, or radiators.

In short, this large and pedestrian comvercial structure i sinnoway a
logical or fitting synbol of the inportance of theshoe industry in the
history of the Conmonv/ealth. Indeed, one of theearly shoe factories
which mght well have been on thesite inthe md-19th century, or the
birthplace of Phillips Brooks which I'J& once on thesite, would have had
far nmore historical significance. (The Brooks plaque should, of course,
be preserved and applied tothenew building that nay be erected there,
and another could be added citing thefact that theUS MQrp. Building

had once stood there--for whatever that mght be worth.)

"The buAlXUnQ mndt znbody the. duttincZivz  chaAact2AAJti(i6 of, a tijpo.,

peAlod, inzthod o" conitAuctlon, on mMt KQ.pfizi>Qjiit tixz wofik 0 a maitcA,

ofi ma’t P06&2A6 high anXAAtlt \jazxiu, on ma6t fLepfiQAent a &igitLfiicant

and dXy&tingtuAhable, znZity who4e, compomnti maij lack  individual
idiitinction."

M. Todd's refutation of the Conmssion's position onthis criteriais

i ngeneral equally convincing and valid. .

1. "The building nust enbody thedistinctivecharacteristics of a type,
period, nethod of construction . . ." This clause initself is so



general as to be virtually meaningless. A nost any large building
designed by a large architectural firmfor a large corporation will
alnost inevitably neet this standard. The US MQrp. Building does
indeed enbody nany of the characteristics of the style which has
relatively recently (and probably tenmporarily) been assigned the
nane "Art Deco." However, no serious scholar or critic of the style
could argue seriously that it does so in an historicallysignificant,
original, innovative, or aesthetically satisfactory nanner.

The ardent preservationists will, no doubt, try to dismss the
contention of the Stubbins' firm that "squat, massive character-
istics of the building constitute an unconscious pardoy of Art Deco,"
as comng froma prejudiced source which has a financial interest in
the demolition of the building. However, as a reasonably objective
architectural historian, | had written bC50Ae 6e.(Ung the. Stubbinb’
fizpoftX' "The structure has a stocky, unpleasantly heavy and 'non-
soaring' quality due to the overall wuse of a relatively large site
and the height limtat ions, which conpletely defeat itswould be
verticality."

. or nust represent the work of a master There can
certa|nly be no serious attenpt to Jusl|fy | andmark status on this
score. Three quotes fromthe Commssion's own report (section 3.2
p. 17 of hk go a long vay toward laying this hope to rest.

a . no one school or style domnated their work."

b. . . . there have, of course been other architectural firms
the volum of whose work has been larger, but it is safe to say
that there is none whose work has been nore varied" (the
Architectural Record, 1913).

¢c. "They worked with facility in a nunber of architectural styles
and vocabul aries."

n n

> + or nust possess high artistic values "Facile" is

indeed the word for their work (see "c" above). They pursued no
phi | osophy or style with any genius or conviction, but rather
produced nunerous reasonably conpetent essays dictated hy the fashions
of the nonent or the wishes of their clients. [|f the tw happened to
coincide so nuch the better, but the results were never the inspired

"work of a mmster."”

Y . . or nust represent a significant and distinguishable entity
whose conponents nay lack individual distinction.” The building is
indeed a "distinguishable entity" and its conponents for the nost
part "lack of individual distinction," but even by the nost |enient
standards it is not "significant."
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C. "UNdinoAxZy p”~opel/ t Xt ei that have achieved significance -intiie pa&t iiftij
yeoAA &hatt not be con&ideAed eZigibie {n the National HegiitoA.
HonveeA, 6uch buiZding Mill quatcly if, . . ." (they are of)
"cxceptionaZ  importance.”

A half century's perspective has enabled us t orecognize and definethe
At Deco styles and begin toassess itsinportance. At this pointin
tim it appears tohave been an erratic, sonetimes brilliant, often
diverting but ultimtely false attenpt tocreate a conplete new | anguage
or ornament suitable tothenewerawith itsradically new building
techni ques, or the"nachine age,"” and "the century of progress.”

Its application was often at once |udicrous and whinsical. Perfune
flasks becane mini soaring skyscrapers, and toasters and ti e clasps,
nei t her of which was going very far or very fast, were streanlined.

[t was short-lived and itsbeginning and end were neatly defined by the
two great wars--1 and 1. Like itspredecessor. Art Nouveau, with
which there arecertain parallels, itdied anatural death. It was a
brief, and for our present nostalgia-riddengenerations, fascinating
chapter inthehistory of our architecture. Itsnaive optinsmand
presunption have great appeal in our nore troubled time. Itwill take
much |onger todetermne whether it will rate nmore than a passing
reference i nthe grand story of thehistory of the world's architecture.

Wat ever theultimtejudgenent nay be, thefinest works of the period
should certainly be preserved. The perspective we now have on thestyle
nakes it possible todistinguish thebest from the medi ocre and amateurish
works in a definitive way.

*

The building has not achieved significance within thepast 50 years
because it is a poor exanple of thestyle, and could in no way be
construed as having "exceptional inportance." Placing iton the National
Regi ster and/or designating itas a landmark will in noway change this
fundanental fact, and would be grossly msleading tothe general public
whi ch deserves t oexpect that such designations signify that thestructure
is of true inportance in our social history or an aesthetic achei venent

of real -distinction.

11. G her Considerations

A The question nust immediately be asked, "isthis the only large building
of the Art Deco style i nBoston, and as such, should itspreservationbe
considered despite itsmediocrity? The answer fortunately is "no".
There are at |east seven other "Deco Skyscrapers” i nthenearby downtown
area. Three of these are | believe of clearly superior quality, anda
fourth is of considerable interest for a nunber of reasons. They are:
'H Federal Street, theBatterymarch (Public Service Building), the
Federal Courthouse and Post Office, and possibly the New England Tel ephone
and Telegraph Building. These areall worthy of being carefully considered
as candidates for both theNational Register and Landmark designation. e



It i slndeed unfortunate that all the time andefforts now being spent on
the USMQrp. "case", are not being directed tothe far nore worthy
cause of preserving one or all of these buildings. The nere fact that a
building is threatened canin noway alter the fundamental facts about it,
but | amafraid that it canandoften does alter one's perception of
those facts.

1. Seventy-five Federal Street inparticular is the best case in point
because of itsproximty, simlarity, and clearcut superiorityto
the US MQrp. structure. Though 75 Federal is smaller and not as
tall, it possesses the soaring verticality inanatural and seemng
effortless way, which the ponderous USM Corp. building failedto
achieve. Itsoverall propertiesarefar finer and it is enhanced
externally and internally with rich and inventive decorative el enents
of extremely high quality. |t possesses all of the Deco character-
istics which the Landmark Commssion's report attributes to the
US MQrp. building, but here is nore clearly understood, far better
executed and fully realized form |f one forgets the tenuous and
unconvinci ng argunent about socio-historic inportance, and conpares
the twobuildings on purely architectural grounds, 75 Federal Street
would win the contest by acclamation.

Furthernore it has the added advantage of higher visibility fromthe
pedestrian level on three sides of itsfiner deco details - the

el aborate floral stone ornanent and | arge | owrelief bronze panels
above the first floor. The lobby too is nore sophisticated and
elegant inits decor. The elevator doors are at |east worthy of
mention in the conpany of their best counterparts in the great nonu-
ments of the style in New York The ceiling has unfortunately been
"noderni zed" and the original light fixtures renoved. This however
could be rectified with a proper restoration program Qe of the
original elevator cabs renmains by sone happy accident. This is the
first onthe left (or north-east), as one enters from Franklin Street.
The ground plan at the |obby being symetrical is nore satisfactory
and suitable to deco principles than the rather ambi guous and
unresol ved L-shaped plan at the US MQrp. lobby with itsunfortu-
nate change of level - just inside the Hgh Street entrance.

2. The Batterymarch building is also of great interest, and is unusually
original and innovative i nitsexpression of the deco vocabul ary.
The subtle transition of color of the brick from reddi sh brown at
the base through orange to yellowas it ascends t othe top is both very
unusual and beautiful. The handsone col ored terra-cotta ornanental
details, which occur frequently i ninportant deco buildings in other
cities, are used with particular effectivenesshere. The arcaded
screens which carry the plane of the street facade across the |ower
level of the light courts are both unusual andeffective. The great
"romanesque” brick arched entry though adapted toits"deco" setting
nay well have been a deliberate reference t oBoston's great archi-
tectural heritage in general - or even 233 (arendon Streetin-
particular.



3. The Federal Courthouse and Post Office isa truly nonunental stone
structure inthe style, with a strong and nenorabl esi 1houette and
skyline. It was designed by a mgjor architectural firm QGamt
Ferguson, and due to its ownership and function will always have
an excellent chance of being preserved.

k. The New England Tel ephone S Tel egraph Building designed by the
sane firmis of special interest because it isan unusual and najor
instance of the persistance of the style into the post-war years
of 19%6""7. The detailing here isnore reserved and sonber, and

though the Commission report refers to it as "Art Mdern", it is
clearly an inportant exanple, inexcellent condition of very late
deco.

The renaining three though characteristically "Deco" in concept,
overal | design, and detail are not inthe sane class as those
mentioned above. They are the Western Union Building, the Nw
Suffol k County Courthduse and the Bowdoin Sguare New England

Tel ephone Bowdoi n Square Building. Wile less inportant they
have the Deco characteristics, and like the US MQrp. building
are interesting as period and study peices, but not of "Landmark"
quality.

B Inasnuch as all the blueprints that | have studied date from 1928,
and there are drawings dated '27, itishard to accept the inplications
in the Coomssion's report that the building is a nonunent to corporate
imagery which represents the hope "of a disillusioned economc period"
or that it aspires "past the traumatic Depression". However | do
aye.e with the Conmssion's assessnent of the merit of the bronze details
of the ground floor of the building and would hope that these grills,
chandeliers, elevator doors and other elements will be preserved shoul d
the building be denolished, be reused creatively ina new structure
on this site or el sewhere.

[11.Conclus ion

In sunmary, .speaking only as a preservationist, | feel strongly that the
US MQrp building should not be placed on the Register or designated as
a Landnark. To thus honor a structure, which is of highlyquestionable
historic inport and a second or third rate exanple of the style it repre-
sents, would be a serious disservice to the preservation cause, not only
i n Boston but throughout the nation. The fact that itisa very large
econom ¢ white el ephant is bound to dramatize and intensify thenegative
results of these actions.

Inclosing | would like to respectfully urge the commssion to exercise
itSf"option of not designating the building as a |andmark."

Carl J. Weinhardt, jr.

Boston, 25 My 19"0
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_______ -~ COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS
111111 m1  Office of the Secretary of State
MASSACHUSETTS 294 washington Street
HISTORICAL Boston, Massachusetts

02108 MICHAEL JOSEPH CONNOLLY

COMMISSION 617-727-8470 Secretary of State

July 10, 1980

Carol Shul |, Acting Keeper
Departrent of the Interior
HRS D0, 434

440 G STreet

Viéshi ngt on, BC 20243 *

Atten: Patrick Andrews
Dear M. Shul | :

Encl osed i s a contact sheet of the United Shoe Machinery Gorp. Buil ding
in Boston. | hope that this additional photographic information will
allow your staff to congjlete their reviewof this nomnationwth a
favoraijle result. The views are described bel ow

1-3 South elevation (Hgh Street)

47 Southeast elevation (Hgh Street)

89 East elevation

10-11 Vest el evation (Federal STreet)

12 Entry -(Federal Street)

13 Wést elevation -
14-20 Lobby show ng chandeliers, elevators and door surrounds.

Sincerely,

Gandace Jenki ns
Eval uation Director

G/
enc.



COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS
iiiiiiimi Office of the Secretary of State

MASSACHUSETTS 294 washington Street

Boston, Massachusetts
HISTORICAL 02108 MICHAEL JOSEPH CONNOLLY
COMMISSION 617-727-8470 Secretary of State
July 31, 1980

Carol Shull, Acting Keeper
l&a:t’ional Regi ster of Historic Places

WA
Viéshi ngton, DC 20243
Dear Ms. Shull:

Encl osed you wi [l find 2 8x10black andwhite photos of the United Shoe
Machi nery Corporation BuildinginBoston (Suffolk County). | hope that
this will allowyour staff to conplete their review

Sincerely,

Candace Jenkiiis/
Eval uation Director

-

\' \ AUG 111980
CJ/lk \ A NATIONAL
\"  REGISTER
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ENTRI ES | NTHE NATI ONAL REG STER

STATE MASSACHUSETTS
Date Entered AG |1 9 1B

Nare L ocation

United Shofi Machi nery Corporation Building iioatoa

Suffol k County

Also Notified
Honor abl e [Jdward M Kennedy State Historic Preservation Officer
Honor abl e Paul Tsongas Ms. Patricia L. Vsl owski
Honor abl e John J. Makl ey Executive Director, Mssachusetts
Hi storical Gonm ssion

294 Véshi ngton Street

Bost on, Massachusetts 02108
NR Byers/md 9/2/80

For further information, please call theNational Register at (202)343-6401.



DOMESTIC

(617) 367-6133 !6i7) 742-9106

HALE AND DORR

COUNSELLORS AT LAW
60 STATE STREET
BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS 02109

TELEX TELEPHONE
(617) 742-9100

TELECOPI ER CABLE ADDRESS

HAFIS BSN

INTERNATIONAL (617) 367-6180

Sept ember 29, 19 80

Chris Del aPorte, Director

Heritage Conservation and Recreation Service - .
Department of the Interior

|8th & C Streets, NW

Washi ngton, DC 20240

Re: Appeal of National Register Designation
of | 40Federal Street, Boston, Massachusetts

Dear M. Del aPorte:

As attorneys for Herbert W Vaughan and Thormas Hor an,
Trustees (the "Trustees") of theproperty known as the United
Shoe Machinery Corporation Building ("United Shoe Buil ding")
| ocated at | 4o Federal Street i nBoston, Massachusetts, we
are writing tocontest your action i ndesignating saidbuilding
for theNational Register.

The Trustees maintain, as they have since the date of
nom nation, that theUnited Shoe Building fails to qualify
for theNational Register under thecriteria established by
3% CR 860.6. The Massachusetts Historical Conmm ssion was
apprised of this fact but nonetheless nom nated the building
for theNational Register. Your recent designation of the
United Shoe Building for theRe?ister apparently also ignores
the fact that this buildingfails toqualify under the legal
criteria established by theregulations.

V¢ wish now t o appeal what we believe t obe your inproper

designation of theUnited Shoe Building. I nreviewingthe
appropriate rules and regulations, however, we find no neans
by which we can assert an appeal. As we would like to avoid

an ar)peal by neans of thecourts, please advise us of any
avai lable and appropriate adm nistrative appeal mechani sm
through which your designation decision can be reviewed.



HALE ANfD DORR

Chris Del aPorte, Director

Heritage Conservation and Recreation Service
Sept enber 29, 1980

Page Two ...

W areseeking this appeal despite thefact that we received
our only notice of designation through abrief mention i n the
Federal Register and a news item in the Boston G obe. No direct
notice of designation has been received by t heowners of
| 40 Federal Street. W& aresurprised that youwould nake a
designation without notifying the affected owners.

V& appreciate your cooperation I nthis matter and |ook
forward t oyour response. ' " mo

Sincerely y(MArs7h

Qnen Todd
Counsel for the Trustees of
140 Federal Street
Bost on, Massachusetts

JOT: nhf

cc: Herbert W Vaughan, Esq,
M. Donald C Moulton
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M. J. Qen Todd 2 1980
Qounsel

Hal e and Dorr

Counsel lors at Law

60 State Street

Bost on, “iabsachusetts 02109

Dear M. Todd:

Thank you for your letter of Septenber 29, 1980, concemng the United
Shoe Machi nery Corporation Building in Suffol k Gounty, Massachusetts,
listed inthe National Register of Historic Places on August 19, 1980.

The nethod for appealing the |isting of properties in the National
Register i sto apply for a delisting pursuant to 36 (R 1202. 17.
Properties can be renoved fromthe National Register only under certain
circunstances. As outlined in the enclosed Federal regulations,
properties nomnated by the States or Federal agencies will be

renoved fromthe National Register only when they have ceased to

neet the criteria for tiie National Register: when the qualities which
caused themoriginally to be nomnated have been |ost or destroyed;
upon proof that an error in professional judgnent has been nade; or,
for failure to follow the procedures set forth in the Federal regulations.
Information concemng the loss of integrity, error in judgnent, or
procedural error should be submtted through the appropriate State
Historic Preservation Officer to the Acting Keeper of the National
Register. As you know the State Historic Preservation Officer for
Massachusetts 1 s Ms. Patricia Wsl owski, Executive Director,
Massachusetts Historical Cormssion, 294 Véshington Street, Boston,
Massachuset t s 02108.

In addition to review ng anK material sent to the Acting Keeper of the
National Register through the State Historic Preservation Officer, e
woul d be happy to ineet here in Véshington, D.C wth you or your
representative, to discuss the decision of the National Register to
list the United Shoe Machinery Corporation Building. |f you wshto
arrange such a neeting pl ease tel ephone Patrick Andrus of the National
Register Staff at 202-343-6401, to arrange a nutual |y convenient tine.

Sincerely,

' Jery L. Rogas
A Acting Keger of the National
fndcSurC Register

cc: Ms. Patricia Véslowski, SHO Mssachusetts
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