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. 1 NTRODUCTI ON

The Fenway Preservation Study, conducted from Septenber 1983 to July

1984, was admi nistered by the Boston Landmarks Conmi ssion, with the
assi st ance

of a matching grant-in-aid fromthe Departnment of the Interior, National Park
Servi ce, through the Massachusetts Hi storical Comm ssion, Ofice of the
Secretary of State, Mchael J. Connelly, Chairnan, under the provisions of
t he

Nati onal Historic Preservation Act of 1966.* The |ocal share of the project
was provided by the Boston Redevel opment Authority and the City of Boston
Envi ronnent Departnent and Historic Boston, Incorporated. The study was
conduct ed by Rosalind Pollan, Carol Kennedy and Edward Gordon, architectura
hi storians and consultants to the Boston Landmarks Conmm ssion. Staff

supervi sion was provided by Judith MDonough, Director of Survey and

Pl anni ng.



The goal of the project was to undertake an in-depth architectural and

hi storical survey of the Fenway study area and to nmake recomendations for
Nati onal Regi ster and Boston City Landmarks desi gnations. Specific goals

i ncl uded preparation of individual information forns for certain sel ected

buil di ngs of architectural or historic significance, as well as evaluating
t he

rel ative significance of each building for which a formwas prepared.

The met hod of recordi ng and eval uating buil dings, as explained in the

Met hodol ogy section, follows the pattern established in the previous phases
of

t he Conprehensive Boston Preservation Study conducted by the Boston Landmarks
Conmi ssi on and begun in 1977.

The boundaries of the 1983-4 Fenway Study Area are shown on Map 1

*However, the contents and opinions do not necessarily reflect the views or
policies of the Departnment of the Interior, or the Massachusetts Historica
Commi ssi on, nor does the nmention of trade names of commercial products
constitute endorsenent of reconmmendation by the Departnent of the Interior
or

t he Massachusetts Historical Conmm ssion.”

BRI EF HI STORY OF THE FENWAY*

Oiginally, the Fenway was made up of unfilled Charles River Basin flats
with the Muddy River weaving in an out of the region. In addition, this area
enconpassed two former peninsulas: Gavelly Point (site of the present day
Christian Science Church Conpl ex, extending west to the Back Bay Fens) and
Sewal I s Point (projecting from Brookline, including what is now Kennore
Squar e

and Audubon Circle)

Bet ween 1818 and 1821, Uriah Cotting and the Boston and Roxbury M|
Corporation built two dans dividing the Charles River Basin at this point,
and

channel l ed the power source for mll sites that were then to be | ocated al ong
Gravelly Point. The nilling operation existed for about thirty years unti
devel opi ng residential |and use made the flood basin an unacceptabl e

nei ghbor.

The area to the west of Gavelly Point and the cross dam was nade up of
t he uni nhabitabl e marshes of the Muddy River and acted as a sewage coll ector
The railway lines running through the Basin exacerbated the probl em of

standi ng water and forced the need for filling the region.

The m |l was shut down in the late 1850' s. Landfill comenced from
Arlington Street, and progressed steadily westward, with the Cty always
realizing substantial profits fromsales of fill rights. Landowners in the

Gravelly Point area and to the south, on what is now Massachusetts Avenue
expected that in due time their |and would be contiguous with the energing
Back Bay residential neighborhood. Wien the Back Bay grid was concei ved and



laid out, it was assunmed that the street pattern would eventually grow to
adj oi n Brookline. However, the many railroad tracks built across the Basin at
the tine of the Back Bay landfill inpeded this growth.

Wth the South End I andfill project conpleted and the Back Bay grow ng
steadily westward toward Gravelly Point, the city officials, in 1875, created

*This section is largely taken fromthe Fenway/ Boyl ston Street District
Nat i onal Regi ster Nomi nation form

a three-man Park. Conmission to develop a park, systemfor the city and to
sol ve

the problem of the drainage of the Full Basin. The Fens area at this tine
represented the boundary between Boston and Brookline. Not only did it drain
these areas, but it drained Roxbury and Dorchester as well. The Middy River
and Stony Brook enptied into the Marsh before nmoving to the Charles River
tidal basin.

In 1878, the Park Conm ssion asked Frederick Law O nsted to review

various proposals that had been devel oped to solve the problens created by

t he

mar shy, odorous site. O nsted rejected the proposals, believing they failed
both to solve the drainage problemand to create a public park. His own
solution for the area he was to nane the "Back Bay Fens" did both. From 1879
to 1893, the tidal gates were constructed, a sewage interceptor buried in the
Boston side of the Fens basin to provide run-off for Stony Brook, the path of
the Muddy River altered, and the land filled in around the conduit and subtly
and naturalistically reshaped to create a public park. The Back Bay Fens
becamre a jewel in the coordi nated park system envisioned by A nsted.

In the 1895 Boston Park CGuide , Sylvester Baxter described the Fens as
"primarily an engi neering work designed to effect a drainage and sanitation
i mprovenent". He conti nued.

To give the desirable | andscape aspect to the scene, a strikingly
original but beautifully sinple design was adopted, in sinulation of the
characteristic salt-marsb scenery of the New Engl and Coast — a brackish
creek, neandering am dst fens with bosky banks. This | andscape was ..

so natural ... so resenblant to the scenes that once existed in the near
nei ghbor hood, that it gives the inpression that, by some fortunate
accident, a typical l|andscape of this character had been preserved for
its exceptional charmin the mdst of the city growing up around it. 1

The westward nmovenent of the growing city brought new buildings to the
area. Following the great fire of 1872, many of the institutions once | ocated

i n downt own Boston began to look to this new Fens area for acconodation. Land
was sold at public auction to devel opers and. speculators and turned into the
East and West Fens, l|argely consisting of adjoining apartnent or hotel



conpl exes. The present day Henenway Street, is on the site of the Cross Dam
built across the Full Basin of Back Bay in 1818. The street (projected as an
avenue to the Brookline town line as early as 1855) was built in 1878, as was
Westl and Avenue. In 1879, according to Onsted' s plan for the Back Bay Fens,
The Fenway was designed as a raised roadway to skirt the eastern edge of the
Fens. Hitchcock refers to its as, "the first parkway approach to an American
city." 2 Westland Avenue was proposed as a major entrance to the park. In
1888, Boylston Street was extended from Exeter Street to The Fenway.

By the late 1880' s, there were nunerous horsecar railroad |ines

travelling within the Fenway /Kennp re area. Alnpbst all these transportation
lines nerged into the West End Street Railway Conmpany in 1887, and by 1889 it
began their first electric car line opera-ting between Boston and Brookline.

The West End Street Railway's electric car service triggered residential
devel opnent in the Audubon Circle area beginning c. 1888 and continuing until
1915. Beacon Street had been laid out as a 50' wide country road as early as
1851. It ran fromHarvard Street, Brookline to the MIIl Dam The Audubon
Crcle area was annexed from Brookline by Boston in 1870. In 1886-1887
Beacon Street, fromthe Boston and Al bany railroad tracks to Cleveland Circle
was transfornmed into a 160" "nodel French Boul evard" by Frederick Law

O nmsted. The 260" in dianeter Audubon (originally Burlington) Circle was
linked to the Back Bay Fens via Park Drive (originally Audubon Road). Henry
M Wi tney, Wst End Street Railway Co. president, envisioned Audubon Circle
and vicinity as an extension of the fashionable Back Bay residential
district. During the 1890 s and early 1900 's Beacon Street and Audubon
Crcle

becarme |lined with townhouses that cane close to matching the design quality
and craftsmanshi p of Back Bay housi ng.

By 1892, residents near the Fens could travel to and from downtown Boston via
lines on the principal streets including one on Boylston Street from Park
Street to Massachusetts Avenue. During the early 1890' s'Kennore Square was

4"

initially devel oped with rowhouses. Two grass covered, ornanented triangul ar
lots were planned for the center of the square but were apparently never

i npl enmented. As early as the 1860's the Kennmore Square area was partially
laid out from Charlesgate Wst to St. Mary's Street. Beacon Street in 1860
continued across the MIl Damas far as Brookline. This was followed in 1861
by Brookline Avenue extending fromwhat is now Kennmore Square to the Muddy
River at its Brookline boundary. In 1868, Commonwealth Avenue (originally
Bri ght on Road) reached from Kennore Square to Brighton, and by 1881, reached
Br ookl i ne.

It should be noted that, in the East Fens uni que market pressures were
brought to bear on the newy created |and due to its proximty to both the
Back Bay (NR 1975, LHD 1966) and the South End (NR 1973, LHD 1984). As the
reputati on of the Back Bay was ascending with each new bl ock of fine houses,
t he nei ghborhood directly south of the Fens — the South End — declined. The
so-called flight fromthe South End was hastended by unscrupul ous | and
specul ators, a credit crunch, and a financial panic. Wat had started in the
1840 's as the city's newest fashionable district was, by the 1890' s, a
hodgepodge use of room nghouses and tenenents.



CULTURAL | NSTI TUTI ONS

Sandwi ched between the Back Bay and the South End, the Fens region

reflected the primarily residential |and use of both nei ghborhoods but was
uni que in drawing nany cultural and educational institutions seeking roomfor
expansion in new | ocations on undevel oped | and. Once the Harvard Bridge to
Canbri dge, now known as the Massachusetts Avenue bridge, was conpleted in
1891

and brought cross-town traffic through the area, the |ots on Massachusetts
and

Hunti ngt on Avenues were qui ckly devel oped. The Christian Sci ence Church was
built in 1894, and nany institutions soon followed. Two of the earliest
institutions in the new area | ocated in The Fenway /Boyl ston Street District.

The Massachusetts Historical Society noved in 1897 from Trenont Street to
the corner of Boylston Street and The Fenway, |and they had purchased in
1892. Swiftly following was the Boston Medical Library which built on

nei ghboring |l ots and opened in 1900. Menbers stated the site was, "the only
one worthy of the dignity of the profession, and that a handsome buil di ng
there will bring us notice, noney and reputation." 3 -

Q her inportant cultural institutions which built in the East Fens during
the 1890' s and 1910* s include Horticultural Hall (1903), New Engl and
Conservatory of Misic (1903), Synphony Hall (1899-1900) and the Museum of
Fi ne

Arts (1907-8).

LONGAOCD/ FENVWAY  AREA

The Longwood / Fenway section, to the southwest of the Back Bay Fens, was

anot her inportant hub of institutional construction activity during the 1890
S

and 1910' s — particularly as a center for nedical facilities. This area,
too, was originally made up of the Muddy River, Stony Brook and narshes. By
1832, Francis and Parker Street and Brookline Avenue were laid out, and in
1861, Longwood Avenue extended fromwhat is now the R verway to Parker
Street. In 1873, one could see the water of Stony Brook right up to Longwood
Avenue and Pater Street. The Sewall and Day Cordage Conpany and the Boston
Wat er power Conpany had their works here and the area was covered with rope
wal ks and dans. Wth the filling of the Fens, devel opnent of the area quickly
started.

| sabel | a Gardner began construction of her nmuseumin 1899 and it

officially opened to the public in 1903. Oher institutions followed suit.
Harvard Medi cal Coll ege constructed five new nmarble buil dings on Longwood
Avenue in 1906. The college originally purchased 26 acres of |and but only
used el even acres for the nedical school. They subsequently sold the
remaining fifteen acres to the Peter Bent Brigham Hospital (1912) and
Children's Hospital (1914), so that these hospitals mght be close to the
nmedi cal school buildings and to be used for clinical teaching in affiliation
with the school. This "revolutionary" idea obviously caught on as nany

nmedi cal institutions foll owed these innovators into the area. (Harvard

Medi cal Col | ege now i ncludes the Harvard Dental School, the School of Public



Heal th and Vanderbilt Hall.)

O her nmedical institutions as well as colleges have since settled in the
Fenway: Angell Menorial Aninmal Hospital (until recently), Beth Israe
Hospi t al

(1928), The New Engl and Deaconess Hospital (1896), The House of Good
Samaritan, Simons Col |l ege, Emanuel College, English H gh School and Boston
Latin H gh School

The nost recently devel oped section of the Fenway Survey area is the West
Fens. However, as early as the 1880' s, Park Drive (formerly Auburn Road) was
laid out as part of O nsted's Park Drive during late 1890 's - early 1900 's
in

anticipation of substantial row house devel opment simlar to that of the
Fenway, on the eastern side of the Back Bay Fens. Residential devel opnent of
this scale did not predominate in the Wst Fens. Rather, opened |and proved
nore specul ative to | and devel opers, who raised four and five story apartment
bui | di ngs. The section south of Boylston St. was al nbst entirely devel oped
with fairly large adjoining apartnment conpl exes oriented to the Back Bay Fens
and very simlar in style to the apartnment structure on the opposite side of
the Fens. North of Boylston St. (to the railroad tracks), the area housed
commercial and light industrial facilities as well as a riding school (1900),
Boston's Fenway Park (1912) and the huge Sears Roebuck and Conpany store at
the coner of Brookline Ave. and Park Drive (1928).

The Fenway area continues to enconpass many di verse nei ghbor hoods.

Al 'though this area |Is characterized primarily by residential buildings. The
Fenway is also a najor center for the cultural, nedical and educationa
institutions. The original residential character of certain sections, e.g.
Massachusetts Ave. and Kennore Square have been altered to aconpdate
conmer ci al concerns, colleges and universities. This is particulaly the case
in the Kennore Square area with many buil di ngs adapted for use by Boston

Uni versity.

REVI EW OF ARCHI TECTURAL STYLES
A. Residenti al

The Fenway's domestic architecture is conposed prinmarily of single famly
row houses dating fromas early as 1871 to c. 1910 and | arge apart ment

conpl exes built fromec. 1910-1930. Its residential building stock includes
both nodestly scal ed specul atively built row houses and substantial, stylish
town houses, representing a variety of materials and styles.

The earliest extant residence in the survey area is an Italianate , gable on
side wall plan frane on Short St. which dates to the 1850 's and is now part
of

a Sinmmons Col |l ege's residential canmpus. #4 Short Street exhibits Italianate
and Stick Style elements. Both structures are located in the Longwood /Fenway
sub area

The mansard style is represented by a nodest, extrenmely plain group of
brick row houses at 220-226 Hemmenway St. (1871). A mansard roof appears as a
curiously retardaire feature of a 1903 Queen Anne and Georgi an Revival



det ai | ed t ownhouse designed by and built for Boston architect Theodore M
Clarke at 107 Park Drive.

The Queen Anne style was frequently enployed in town house architectura

desi gns throughout the Fenway, usually blended with other styles including

Ri chardsoni an , Ronanesque and Georgian Revival . Early exanples of the Queen
Anne styles in the survey area include the row house enclave with conically
capped bow fronts at 3-15 Synphony Road, designed and built by David W
Thonas

in 1886. S.D. Kelley designed several well crafted Queen Anne / Ronanes que
Revival single famly row house groups, including 918-924 Beacon St., near
Audubon Circle (1892). St. Germain St., with its relatively nodest Queen
Anne/

Romanesque row houses, has been recently renovated in its entirety (e.g. 8-36
and 15-25, 1892-93). Also noteworthy is the Lord and Full er designed group of
t hree Queen Anne row houses at 428 Synphony Road (1885-1886). The stylish

t ownhouses at 52 and 54 The Fenway represent |ate exanples of this style.
Built in 1893, they were designed by Hartwel|l and Ri chardson, best known for

their Ri chardsoni an Romanesque design for the first Spiritualist Tenple (now
Exeter Street Theater).

The Georgian or Colonial Revival style is by far the best represented

style in the Fenway. Exanples range from handsone wood shingl e covered, two
famly houses on Fenwood Ave In the Longwood section, (e.g. #36 and #40,

1900)

to high style townhouses designed by | eadi ng Boston architectural firms. The
Fenway /Boyl ston St. National Register district bounding the east side of the
Back Bay Fens in particularly rich in Georgian Revival townhouses. Noteable
exanpl es include the Arthur Bowditch designed 28 and 30 The Fenway (1895), an
early work of Albert C. Fernald at 36-38 The Fenway (1894) and the relatively
| ate Bri gham desi gned 34 The Fenway (1910). The Ceorgi an Revival style was

bl ended with the C assical Revival style on the curved, buff brick and white
i mestone facade at 877 Beacon St. and Audubon Circle. It was designed by
S. Db,

Kell ey in 1895. The inpressive sweep of apartnment building facades

overl ooki ng the Back Bay Fens at 117 and 121, 125-151 Park Drive (1910' s)
exhi bits an appeal i ng nel ange of Georgi an Revival elenents. Both sides of

Gai nsborough Street in the east Fens are lined with red brick, bow front and
white linestone trinmed row houses. Enconpassi ng 37 buil di ngs, each of these
structures were built to house four units rather than the nore standard
single

famly type

Li ke the Ceorgian Revival, the Federal Revival is well represented by
substanti al townhouses al ong the Fenway. Notabl e exanpl es include the Robert
S. Peabody designed 24 The Fenway (1900) and 32 The Fenway, designed by
Dabney

and Hayward in 1899.

The Beaux Arts style was utilized for early 20th century apartnment
bui |l di ngs. The npst notabl e exanpl es were designed by Fred A. Norcross and
include the five story, tan brick apartnment house at 114 The Fenway
(1912-1913) and the flanboyantly ornamented terra cotta faced 80-84 The
Fenway



(1914) .

Renai ssance Revival notifs and el enents are featured on a well detailed
br ownst one townhouse at 875 Beacon St. (1895) and the Arthur Bowditch
desi gned

six fam ly apartnment buildings at 465 Park Drive (1897).

Much of Audubon Circle's charmis derived fromthe presence of Jacobet han
resi dences along its edges. The group of red brick row houses at 899-909
Beacon St. at the southwestern side of Audubon Circle are characterized by
oct agonal bays, flem sh gables and a nodi fi ed octagonal conically capped

t owner

at the intersection of Beacon St. and Park Drive (early 1900' s). In addition
t he concave main facade of Kil ham and Hopki ns' Jacobethan three famly
apartnent of c. 1905 echoes the curved edge of Audubon Circle. Just to the
orth of Audubon Circle, at 516-522 Park Drive is a large u - shaped apart nent
conpl ex known as Audubon Court which was built in 1915. The Jacobet han styl e,
al so along with the ubiquitous Ceorgian Revival style, is evident at the red
brick and white terra cotta fronted Stuart and Sumrer apartnent conpl exes at
31-45 and 36-46 Petersbo rough St. (1915).

Al t hough Cl assical Revival designs were nore frequently used for

institutional buildings in The Fenway, residential exanples of their style
appear throughout the survey area. ' The Robert Peabody desi gned townhouse at
26 The Fenway, is an interesting severely classical building (1902-1903). The
Classical Revival is effectively blended with the CGeorgian Revival at 877
Beacon St., a buff brick and white linmestone fronted townhouse with a curved
facade (1895). Large O assical Revival apartment conpl exes were built in the
east and west Fens during the 1910 's and 1920' s. Particularly noteworthy is
Silverman Brown and Hienan's 111 Park Drive (1922) with its nonunenta
Corinthian entrance porch. CGeorge N. Jacobs designed the multi-unit apartnment
bui | di ngs at 61-69 Park Drive (1922). These these buildings feature
attractive corintian colummed entrances.

Six large apartnent buildings with vaguely Mediterranean characteristics
appear at 12-34 Medfield St., near Audubon Circle. Built during the 1910's,
t hese buildings feature planar, white painted brick surfaces, wought iron
bal conies and red tile roofs.

B. Non- Resi denti al
Chur ches

Cenerally, the Gothic Revival is the predom nant ecclesiastical style in
nost Bost on nei ghborhoods. The Fenway's churches, however, enbrace a variety

10

of architectural nopdes ranging fromthe Romanesque, Charl es Batenan desi gned
St. Cecilias Ronman Catholic Church (1889-1892) to the Modern Gothic St
G ement Church at 1103 Boyl ston St., designed by Allen and Collins in
1923-1924. Frank |. Bemis designed the original First Church of Christ
Scientist in the Romanesque style in 1893-1894. The Christian Sci ence conpl ex



al so features the huge doned Renai ssance Revival church extention, designed
by

Charles Brighamwith S.S; Bemis (1904-1906).- The proninent |late 19th century
Boston architectural firmof Rotch and Til den was responsible for the
Victorian Gothic St. Ann's Catholic Church at 77 St. Stephens St.
(1890-1892). Also noteworthy is Janes Purden's severly Neocl assi cal Revival
church of the Disciples (now the Seventh Day Adventist Church and School)

whi ch was built in 1905. The Second Church in Boston or the Ruggles St

Church (together with its Parish House) was designed in 1914 in the Georgi an
Revival style by the preem nent early 20th century Mddern Got hic Speciali st
Ral ph Adam Cram (874-876 Beacon -St. at Audubon Circle). Boston theatre
architect Clarence H Blackall designed the marble faced Tenple Israe
(presently Boston University's Mirse Auditorium in 1905 at 612 Col unbus Ave.

C, Minicipa

The former Fire Engine House No. 3 at 477 Brookline Ave. was built in the
Panel brick style in 1873-1875 and has been drastically altered. The Back Bay
Fens enconpasses several interesting municipal structures including the early
1880" s and c. 1905 gate houses on the Fenway, opposite Forsyth Way. These
rustic, Roxbury Pudding Stone constructed buil dings were designed by H H

Ri chardson and Shepl ey, Rutan and Coolidge, his successor firm The

Neocl assical Fire Al arm Headquarters Building on the Fenway, opposite the
West| and Ave. entrance was designed in the Venetian Renai ssance style during
the md-late 1920" s by WIIliam Austen and | andscape architect Arthur
Shurcliffe. W

D. School s

Not ewort hy Fenway school s include the Georgian Revival Farragut Schoo
(1903) in the Longwood section and a | ate exanple of the sane style at
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85 Pet erborough St. (1929, Ceorge Robinson). The sane style was used for the
Boston Public Latin School on Ave. Louis Pasteur (1922; James E. MLaughlin).
The CGetting School for Handi capped Ghildren was desi gned by the pron nent
Boston architectural firm of Peabody and Stearns in 1903. Architectural firnms
responsi bl e for the Beaux Arts forner Grls' Latin and Normal Schools (now
Roxbury Community Coll ege) at Palace Rd., Tetlow St., and Huntington Ave

wer e

Peabody and Stearns; Maginnis, Wal sh, and Sullivan; and Cool i dge and Carl son
(1906-1907). The Wnsor School at 103 Pilgrim Rd. exhibits Mddern Gothic
elenents in its design by R Cdipston Sturgis (1909-1910).

E. Institutional Architecture

The Fenway survey area possesses an unusually rich collection of cultura
institutions with a large concentration of cultural institutions in the East
Fens. Medical and Col | ege buildings are located primarily in the Longwood

/ Fenway subarea. By far the Cassical Revival style is the predoni nant
institutional style.



Cultural Institutions include the Guy Lowel| designed Boston Miseum of

Fine Arts (1907-1908), the McKim Mead and Wiite designed Synphony Hal
(1899-1900) and the Wheel wight and Haven desi gned CGeorgi an Beaux Arts
Horticultural Hall (1900-1903). Edwi n Marsh Weel wight was responsible for
t he handsone buff brick Massachusetts Historical Society at 1154 Boyl ston St
(1897-1899), WT. Sears designed |Isabella Stewart Gardner's Venetian

Rennai sance fantasy, Fenway Court in 1900. The Boston Conservatory of Misic
was designed in the Renai sance Revival style by \Weelwight and Haven in
1901. The Tapestry Brick YMCA at 312-320 Huntington Ave., was desi gned by
Shepl ey, Rutan and Coolidge in 1911

The Forsyth Dental Center echoes the nearby Miseum of Fine Arts C assica

Revi val style. It was designed by Edward T.P. Grahamin 1912-1914. Further

to the west in the Longwood subarea noteworthy nmedical facilities include the
original Harvard Medical School building, designed in the O assical Revival
style in 1906 by Shepley, Rutan and Coolidge, the original Peter Bent Brigham
Hospi tal building (Codman and Despradelle, 1913) and the old Coolidge and
Shattuck designed Boston Lying In Hospital building is still extant at 300
Longwood Ave (1921).
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Col | ege buildings worth noting include several Sinmons Coll ege buil dings

i ncl udi ng Peabody and Stearns' Adm nistration building (1901), and a Cuy
Lowel | designed dornmitory at 312 Brookline Ave (1905). Magi nnis and Wl sh
desi gned Emmanuel College's nain building in 1913. The only state supported
autonormous art school in the nation is the Massachusetts College of Art, a
Modern Got hic and Art Deco buil ding which dates to |ate 1928.

F. Commerci al

Few notewort hy conmercial srtuctures are located within the prinmarily
residential and institutional survey area. By the 1920' s a nunber of

resi dential buildings were beginning to be converted for commrercial use,
particularly in the Kennore Square area. Solid exanple of this type Include
the C assical Revival Building at 78-88 Brookline Ave. (1916), the cast

st one,

concrete and brick forner Shawnut Bank branch buil ding at 540-548
Commonweal t h

Ave. (c.1925) and the Andrews Jacque and Rantoul designed Peerless Mtor Car
Conpany buil di ngs at 648-660 Beacon St., Kennore Square (1910-1916).

G Special Use Structures

Intriguing special use structures |Include several riding club/schools

e.g. the Jacobethan New Riding C ub designed by WlliamT. Sears in 1891-1892
on Hemrenway St. and The Riding School designed in the Queen Anne style by
Wheel wi ght and Haven in 1900. Al so noteworthy is the Renai ssance Revi val



Edi son Electric Illumnating Co. -Transfornmer Station at 863 Beacon St
(1916,

Bi gel ow and Wetherell) and the huge Art Deco Sears Roebuck and Conpany nmai
order house building and offices at 309 Park Drive (1928). Fenway Park
(1912), with sone later additions, remmins intact as an early exanple of a
basebal | park.

H Montunents

Several fine exanples of early 20th century civic scul pture/architecture

are located in and adjacent to the Back Bay Fens. Notable exanpl es Include
Dani el Chester French's bronze scul ptural figure on the John Boyle O Reilly
nonunent and the John Endicott statue by scul ptor Paul Jannewein on Forsyth
Way and the Fenway. The architectural setting of the O Reilly nonunent was
designed by C. Howard Wal ker, and that of the Endicott nonunent by Ral ph Weld
Gray (1937).
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NOTABLE AREAS COF DEVELOPMENT

The Back Bay Fens
(This section taken from Boston Landmarks Conmi ssion Study Report on the Back

Bay Fens)
On Wednesday evening, June 7, 1876, Boston citizens gathered at Faneui

Hall to endorse the recommendati ons of the Park Coiranissioners, contained in
a

report released on April 24, 1876, for a system of parks in Boston. Mst of
the attention focused upon the health factors of open space. Dr. Edward d ark
addressed the gathering on the

"sanitary aspect of the park . . . Let us not forget that a park laid
out in accordance with the plan of the Park Comm ssioners will

utilize localities that woul d otherw se becone pl ague spots ...
Portions of the Back Bay . . . are sure to becone unhealthy localities
unl ess they are preserved and | eft unoccupied."

Landowners and specul ators, realizing that the continued devel oprment of

the Back Bay would be sjmed without a solution to the Fens problem | obbied
long and hard in the City Council to pass a bill authorizing funds for the
park. This was done in 1877.

In deference to |l ocal political opinion, a conpetition was held for
pl ans. Frederick Law A nsted declined to subnmit or to judge the entries. He
wr ot e,

"No aid | could give in the selection of a plan to receive your
prem umwoul d materially |l essen either class of objections to the
conpetition, which | have indicated. Advising your choice |I should
pl ace nmyself in a | eaky boat with you. Keeping out of it I retain a
prof essional position in which it is possible | may yet be of
service to you."*

Al t hough a $500. 00 prize was awarded to Hernann Grundel, his plan was

i nappropriate. Even though the Boston park comm ssioners had requested a park
for the Back Bay they needed, instead, a solution for Stony Brook fl ood
waters. They asked O nsted to prepare a plan. O nsted accepted this

engi neering problemas the dictating factor in his design and decl ared t hat



hi s undertaki ng not be ainmed at anything with the slightest resenblance to an
ur ban park.

* Onsted to Dalton, May 13, 1878, A nsted Papers, Library of Congress
Washi ngton, D.C
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O nsted' s design was primarily a sanitary inprovenent, the nain feature

of which was a storage basin for the stormwaters of Stony Brook. A second
aimwas to restore the salt narsh to its original condition, (from

Zai t zevsky,

Cynthia. Frederick Law O nmsted and the Boston Park System . Harvard

Uni versity Press, Canbridge. 1982. p. 57.)

Intercepting sewers were to be constructed, the Muddy River woul d be diverted
to the Charles by a conduit, and the ordinary flow of Stony Brook carried out
by a simlar conduit. The flow of salt water in and out of the 30 acre basin
was to be carefully regulated. During tines of flood, approximtely twenty
additional acres could be covered with water.* O nsted created a salt creek
bordered by salt narshes, and encl osed by hi gh banks. The banks were covered
with wild flowers, conpact shrubs and vines, grasses and trees that thrived
on

salt water.

O nmsted met with many problens while building the park. The nbst serious

was the small size of the site. O the 100 acres, purchased at $450, 000.

half was conmitted to the basin. Only 50 acres could be used for recreationa
purposes. Along this |and A nsted devel oped the maj or parkway of the system
now t he Fenway, parallel to a bridle path. "Several city streets had to
traverse the park, necessitating the construction of several bridges."*

An engi neer of the Park Comni ssion, Thomas Doane, had superintended the
filling in and |aying out of the border roads around the Fens site.
Consequently, through no fault of A nsted' s, the Fenway roads | ack attractive
views of the park.

The third najor problem d nsted faced was the size of the conduit needed

to carry Stony Brook overflow directly to the Charles R ver. Due to the
expense of such a large conduit, a smaller one was decided upon by the City
engi neer. O nsted conpensated by maki ng the Fens basin two feet |ower than
usual .

The Back Bay Fens was sinple by design, a passive park made up of

wal kways and a bridle path. Traffic |anes were segregated by slight grade
changes and plantings. Architecture was kept to a mininumand what exists is
| ow key.

Agassi z Bridge was deliberately kept lowto provide a |long view of the
park, and Fenbridge is tucked into the banks of Park Drive and planted so
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closely as to be nearly invisible. Even the enornous Boyl ston Street Bridge
never intrudes in the park because of its undul ating surface, exact
proportions to the land around it, and earth tone granite 'facing. The
bridge's great arch was carefully designed to be a wi ndow on the Fens' from
Commonweal th Avenue, inviting visitors into the park. Al three origina
bridges are barely noticeable on the roadways and appear to be part of the

| andscape fromthe park. The gatehouses are heavily planted to al so be as
unobt rusi ve as possi bl e.

Al formal elements were kept to the edges of the park — especially the
four entranceways . Reaching out like arns fromthe nmain body of the park

t hese entranceways connect the park with main public roadways: Hungi ngton
Ave., Massachusetts Ave., and Brookline Ave. O nsted al ways urged that nmain
public roadways be the boundaries of his parks to provi de easy access by as
many peopl e as possible. In the Fens the high price of land nade this

i npossible so, in a clever way, O nsted extended the park out to the

t hor oughfares by short ribbons of parkland.

The Trenont Entrance, today called Evans Way, adjoins the Gardner

Museum It was originally planned as the begi nning of the parkway system A
par kway was designed to extend over Parker Hill through a planned park on

t hat

el evation and down to Janmi ca Pond. Expensive land prices scuttled the plan
On Decenber 30, 1887, the Boston Park Comri ssion voted on a continuous

par kway

fromthe Fens to Franklin Park using the Muddy River Valley. The Trenont
Entrance was conpleted as planned in 1893 to Huntington Ave. It served as an
entrance from Trenont St. and the M ssion H Il nei ghborhood.

The Muddy River, with its polluted water and floodi ng, brought as nany

probl enms to Brookline as Stony Brook did to Boston. As a solution to their
comon troubl es, Brookline and Boston col | aborated on the Riverway and
Leverett Park. The project was nmade possible by the Brookline Park Conm ssion
Chai rman, Charl es Sprague Sargent.

Sargent, who was the first director of the Arnold Arboretum and served
in this capacity for over fifty years, was also a friend and nei ghbor of
F.L. O nsted. Upon assuning the newy formed position of chairman of the
Br ookl i ne Park Commission in 1830, Sargent turned to O nsted to solve the
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Muddy Ri ver problem QO nsted subnmitted his first plan in 1882 and $40, 000 was
appropriated to begin |and taking. Over the next seven years, sufficient |and
was purchased and the boundairy |ine between Brookline and Boston was redrawn
to go down the middle of the new waterway. A revised plan was submitted,
based on the actural amount of |and purchased, the the Town of Brookline on
Jamuary 28, 1890. W rk comrenced in the spring of 1890,



The original Middy River Channel was conpletely rebuilt fromthe
nmeandering streamit once was. An 1873 Boston Atlas shows the Miuddy River
once w nding through what is today Tenple Israel, \Weelock Coll ege and

Si nmons

Col l ege, and exiting to the Charles River through present-day Queens bury
Street.

In February, 1886, Stony Brook flooded 63 acres of |ower Roxbury causing
ext ensi ve damage and posing serious health problens. The flooding proved that
the old Stony Brook Conduit of 1881 was far too small

In 1887 a twelve by twelve foot channel was built, going directly from
Roxbury Crossing to the Back Bay Fens. The sol d purpose for this channel was
the prevention of upstream flooding and no provision was nade for foul flow
The work at the Fens was conpleted in 1889.

The wi deni ng and extensi on of Col unmbus Avenue and the extensive

rebui | di ng of the Boston and Provi dence Railroad, beginning in the md 1890
S,

spurred nore action to sufficiently control Stony Brook. In 1896, work began
on a newer and much | arger conduit in | ower Roxbury called the Commi ssioners
Channel . The conduit stopped at Huntington Avenue in 1897 since flood control
was still the primary concern. Pollution of the Fens from sewage in the
channel becane a serious problem for the Park Departnment and dredgi ng was
carried out in 1898. The sludge deposits and the odor fromthe Fens pronpted
nmore action and finally in Septenber of 1903, a foul flow channel was begun
from Hunti ngton Avenue to the Charles River. This was an extension of the
1897 Conmi ssi oners Channel . A new gatehouse was built in 1904 to control fou
flow and the original Richardson gatehouse was noved under a new substructure
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with wider gates. Unfortunately the state |egislature vetoed a plan for a
separate systemfor foul and clean water flow and for a larger foul flow
channel ; the state wanted to keep the Harbor water as pure as possible. As a
result only a seven by seven foot foul flow channel was built under the new
gat ehouse, despite objections by the chief engineer of the Sewer Division

The project took five years and caused the digging of vast trenches down
Hunti ngt on Avenue Entrance and out the Charles River. Over 100,000 cubic
yards of sludge was dug out of the Fens by the Park Departnent using a unique
hydraul i c barge which carried the waste out to sea. Failure to build a
segregated sewer systemin 1904 has resulted in sanitary problenms for the
Fens.

M suse and overl oadi ng had caused problens al nost fromthe begi nning for

the tide and flood control systemcarefully worked out by O nmsted and the
city

engi neer. When the Charles River damwas conpleted in 1910, the water flow ng
into the Fens fromthe Charles was fresh instead of salt, thus rendering the
entire design obsolete. The dam kept the Charles River Basin at a constant

| evel of fresh water and the tides no | onger washed up the Fens and filled in
t he marshes. The marshes were no | onger needed and soon the salt water



grasses, trees, and shrubs began to die out. As the nmarshes were filled in,
fresh water plantations were added, although original willows can still be
seen.

The three large marshes in the southern half of the Fens, just bel ow
Agassiz Road, were filled in stages, just prior to and after the First Wrld
War. An athletic field was filled in 1912 on the site of the present Roberto
Clemente Field and | andscaped between 1925 and 1928.

The Western side of the parkland, or, as O nsted referred to the banks of
the marshl and, the Fenside, has been changed beyond recognition fromits
ori gi nal appearance.

In 1911 the eleven acre site of the present Victory Gardens began to be
filled in order to build a recreation field.- As noney becane avail abl e
duri ng
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the teens of the 20th century, the flats were filled in by the Park

Depart ment, shaping the |Iand mass which is nmore or |ess evident today. The
Back Bay Fens was conpleted in 1893 at a cost of $18, 000, 000. However, in the
years that foll owed many changes took place, |leaving behind little of

O nsted' s original design

In 1904, Harvard Medi cal School chose a site on Longwood Avenue for its

new school and it proposed a realignnent of the roadway to the Fens to
acconmpdate the site. This was agreed upon by the Park Departnent and the City
Street Departnment. The aptly named Avenue Louis Pasteur was built in 1906.

O her changes were nore disruptive. The actual site of the infanous

Sears parking lot was a |lovely | agoon crossed by a handsone stone bridge
whi ch

carried the parkway to Park Drive. Both bridge and | agoon were plowed under
in 1958-1959.

The construction of Boston State College's new building (in 1984 the
Massachusetts Col |l ege of Art building) blocks forever the Trenont Street/

M ssion Hi Il connection and isolates the entranceway into an island.

Mor eover, the enornmous hei ght of the Boston State building is a visua
intrusion and ruins an otherwi se fine view fromthe Boyl ston Street Bridge of
unobst ruct ed greenspace.

The largest intrusion into the Back Bay Fens was the Bowker Overpass,
connecting the Fens with Storrow Drive. The Bowker construction amputated the
Boyl ston Street Bridge, obliterating the original A nsted | andscapi ng of
Char |l esgate. Bowker Bridge construction also destroyed the wall of a netal

bri dge which carried Audubon Road (now Park Drive) over the Boston and Al bany
Rail road. This bridge had been built in 1893 from Ri chardson's plans of a
decade earlier. O nsted hinself requested the plate girder deck bridge over
the railroad and Ri chardson designed it in crisp, clean lines with only

sl i ght

ornanentation. The metal truss bridge was essentially a wide break in the
stone wall which continued the sweep of the Boylston Street Bridge around to
Conmonweal t h Avenue, alnpbst to the Hotel Sonerset. The railroad bridge was



denol i shed in 1964 for the Massachusetts Turnpi ke extension. Al that renains
today is the massive central masonry support.
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In 1982 maj or changes were again introduced to the Back Bay Fens:
- Agassi z Road was narrowed and a new curb and sidewal k install ed.

- The rotary at the Westland Avenue Entrance was renoved, changing the
pattern
of traffic and returning sone |and to park use.

- The southern portion of The Fenway was narrowed. New wal ks, curbs and trees
wer e added.

- The Boylston Street intersection was entirely rebuilt. In addition to the
rel ocation of the John Boyle O Reilly statue, new wal ks were installed and
The

Fenway wi dened.

- Boylston Street has al so been wi dened, the nmedian strip renmoved and a new
traffic pattern to the Bowker Overpass put into effect.

- At Fenway West a residential parking | ane was created out of the west |ane
of the 1925 roadway. Park |and was added at the gas station, at the corner of
Boyl ston Street and The Fenway.

- Residential parking was al so added in the Fenway Southwest section. Here a
grade change of traffic | anes al so occurred.

The Back Bay Fens as City Pl anning

One of the mmin groups |obbying for the Fens construction was conposed of

| andowners and specul ators wi shing to protect their Investrment in the Back
Bay

devel opnent and exploit its grand success. Landowners demanded that boundary
roads, facing private lots, be built by the Parks Departnment. These roads

i nsured access to the property which began to be built upon in 1892. Land
val ues had begun to rise as early as 1882 due to the control of the Stony

Br ook and narsh.

Unli ke the Back Bay, the Fens could not sinply be filled over. The great
fl ow of wataer from Stony Brook made this inpossible. Ansted s brilliant
solution permitted the grow h of Boston around the Fens.

By keeping architecture to a mninumand providing for only passive
recreation the Fens remained a | arge green for the residential blocks which
surrounded it. Such a layout allowed a maxi mrum nunber of people to enjoy a
park of m nimal space.
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Boundary roads that reached house lots were segregated by A nsted into
residential and park roads so that visitors could get the nost out of their
park. The several entrances, which reached out like arns to main public

t hr oughways, provi ded easy access to the park. Wthout these entrances the
park woul d have been conpletely surrounded by private property.

The entranceways becane even nore utilitarian when streetcar |ines began
operating al ong Huntington Avenue and Brookline Avenue. For years the Park
Conmi ssioners wisely resisted attenpts to put a streetcar |ine through the
park al ong Boylston Street. This issue was resolved with the construction of
the Boyl ston Street subway in 1912. This |line goes under the watercourse at
Charl esgate, midway between Commonweal th Avenue and t he Boyl ston Street
Bridge, and is 100 feet bel ow ground.

Because the Fens is flat O nsted had to use two design techni ques. He

noved Agassiz Road somewhat south of the Westland Avenue entrance to prevent

t he Avenue from beconi ng a hi gh speed throughway bisecting the Fens. He al so

pl aced Boyl ston Street as far downstream as possible, creating a gentle curve
in the road before it crosses the Bridge.

Devel opnent of residential Back Bay insured that the Fens woul d al so

remain residential. The earliest house built in the Fens was a grand
structure near the Westland Avenue Gates: nunber 48, The Fenway. Constructed
in 1892, it was designed by Arthur Darrell. Nunber 22 was built by and for
the noted architect and Park Conm ssioner Robert S. Peabody in 1900. Robert
Treat Paine built a townhouse for hinself at number one Queensbury Street at
Park Drive. It was conpleted in 1901. The building's massive brick circular
bay faces the Agassiz Bridge and nmakes for one of the npbst distinctive houses
in the Fens. This western side of the park was devel oped nuch later and for
years the Pai ne house was the only structure on that side.

The Back Bay Fens was so attractive that it invited institutions to build
near it. In 1899, the Massachusetts Historical Society Building, designed by
Edmund M Wheel wright, was built at 1154 Boylston Street across fromthe
OReilly Menorial .
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In 1901 the Boston Medical Library was built at nvinmber eight The Fenway.
This building is now the Boston Conservatory of Misic.

Robert Peabody designed the first building of Simmons College, built in
1902 on a large tract of |and near the Gardner Miuseum |ater additions came
in

1916. Emmanuel College was built in 1914 across fromthe Longwood Entrance.

The nost fanouse house of the Fenway, built in Fenway Court between 1899

and 1903, was |Isabella Stewart Gardner's. Interestingly, it was her husband

who urged that they nove out of their crowded Beacon Street home to the new

| and of the Fenway. After Jack Gardner died in 1898, Ms. Jack purchased the
corner lot at the Trenont Street entrance. A familiar site fromthe Fens is



the enormous "Y' fornmed by brick chimeys on the Fenway facade of the Miseum
When a new fireplace was added to the Raphael Roomin 1914, Ms. Jack had the
masons formthe chimeys into the shape of a "Y' which is the first initial

of

| sabel l a i n Spanish

In 1905, negotiations took place between the trustees of the Museum of

Fine Arts and the Park Department for a transfer of park land to the nmuseum
The trustees wanted a rectangul ar [ ot which was nmade when the Huntington
Avenue Entrance was rebuilt in 1907.

The great institutional crush on the Fens was probably inevitable, given
t he vast anount of |and now opened for building after the fl ooding and
pol I uti on problenms were solved by A nsted.

The Back Bay Fens is inportant for its great influence on the growh of
Boston. The park's significance belies its size. Part of the significance of
the Back Bay Fens is that it is an exanple of city planning on a par with the
Back Bay plan of Arthur Glnore. As Louis Munford wote in 1969: "It is

i npossible to wite a history of city design or |andscape architecture in the
United States without reference to the Back Bay area.”
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Audubon Circle sub-area

Audubon Circle is the triangular residential area adjacent to Brookline's
eastern boundary. It is bounded by the Boston Railroad Tracks/ Massachusetts
Turnpi ke on the north, the Riverside MB. T.A |ine and Muddy River on the
south, and St. Mary's St. (Boston city line) on the west. This area is

bi sected east-west by Beacon St., a- 160" w de extensioa of Beacon H Il and
Back Bay Beacon Streets which term nates at the Chestnut Hil

Reservoir/C eveland Circle. Audubon Circle (originally Burlington Circle) is
the centerpiece of the district. Measuring 260" in dianmeter, this "Square" is
enframed by a stylish, harnonious ensenble of primarily red brick single
famly row -houses and multi unit buildings dating from 1890-1915. Presiding
over the northeast curve of Audubon Circle in the Ral ph Adans Cram desi gned
red brick Second Church (1914). The church's spire is the area's nost highly
vi si bl e | andmar k.

During the 17th and 18th centuries this area was part of Sewalls Point, a
tributary of the Charles River (south) and the Charles River Basin (north,
east) Topographically Sewalls point enconpassed salt marsh, cow pasture and a
cedar swanp. Its nanme refers to the fanpbus diarist Salemw tch craft trial
judge, Sarmuel Sewall. His farmwas located to the west of St. Mary's St.

By the early 1820' s Sewall 's Point was nore closely linked to Boston via

an extension on Beacon St. which ran from Charles Sreet to Kennore Square. As
early as 1814 the present route of Auburn G rcle - Brookline Beacon St. was
antici pated on Benjanin Dearborn's map of the proposed MII Barn. By the md
19th century the Longwood and Cottage Farm Estate in Brookline of David Sears
and Anps Abbott Lawrence, well-to-do Beacon Hill Brahm ns included the
Audubon



Circle area. During the md 1830' s, the Boston and Worcester Railroad were
set out along and nore clearly defined the northern and southern edge of this
ar ea.

Beacon St., the oldest thoroughfare in the area, was laid out as a 50
wi de country road by 1851. It ran fromHarvard Street to the MII| Dam at
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Keiinore Square. As early as 1866 Henry M \Whitney, an executive in the

Met ropol i tan Steanship Co., began buying up the farmland borderi ng Beacon
St.

i n Audubon Circle/Brookline and |ater formed a syndicate known as the West
End

Land Co., buying on an even larger scale. The Audubon Circle area was annexed
from Brookli ne by Boston in 1870

In 1886, Frederick Law A nsted was hired by M. Witney to draw up pl ans

for transform ng Beacon St., west of the Boston and Al bany tracks froma
rural

country road to a 200" wi de nodel French boul evard. The conpl eted

t horoughfare nmeasured a still-grand 160" in width. Witney and d nsted
envi si oned Beacon St., west of Kennpbre Square, as a |ogical extension of the
fashi onabl e Back Bay district and their plans enjoyed a renarkabl e degree of
success. In 1887 Wiitney's West End Rail Road Co. put an electrified street
car on Beacon St. to bring custoners to Wesj: End Land Co. properties. In the
same year Park Drive, originally Audubon Road, was set out to connect Beacon
St. with Ansted' s main park system begi nni ng near the Muddy Ri ver. Between
c. 1890-1915, Audubon Circle and vicinity was devel oped as a nei ghborhood of
wel | designed masonry single family row houses and three-six fanmily apartnent
buildings with a few larger nulti unit structures.

The earliest residential devel opnment in the Audubon Crcle area occured

al ong Beacon St., near the eastern and western edge of the district.
Initially- housing was characterized by groups of single famly red brick and
brownst one turned bow front townhouses exhibiting el enents and vari ous

combi nati ons of the Queen Anne, Ronmanesque Revival, Ceorgian Revival and

Cl assical Revival style. Notable exanples include 918-924 Beacon St. (1889),
822-836 Beacon St. (1890) and 912-916 Beacon St. (1893). During the nid

1890 's real estate specul aton builders such as Sanmuel Shapl ei gh and Howard
Coon joined forces with Sanuel D. Kelley, Arthur Bowdith and ot her Boston
architects (but primarily S.D. Kelly) to build row houses with sophisticated
detailing conparable to contenporary town houses in the Back Bay.
Particularly noteworthy is the Beacon St. streetscape (south side) between
M ner St. and Audubon Circle including 845 and 847 (1892), 849-853 (1895),
867-873 (1893), 875 (1894)and 877 Beacon St. (1895). This streetscape al so

i ncl udes the Inverness (1898) at 857 Beacon St., a 6-story 12-famly
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apartnment buil di ng which was a harbi nger of the post 1900 trend toward multi
unit housing in this area. Later exanples of Audubon Circle row housing are
| ocated in the southwest corner of the district. Alternating rows of
Jacobet han and Georgi an Revival single famly, three story townhouses |ine
Park Drive, Beacon St., Keswick St. and St. Mary's St. Dating to the early
1900' s, the nobst notable exanple is the group at 899-909 Beacon St. The

Fl em sh gabl es and Hanpton - court like tower at the Park Drive - Beacon St
corner contribute greatly to Audubon Circle's uniqueness as an urban open
space. Good exanples of three famly houses include the Strath Cena (503-499
Park Drive) and the Audubon Terrace (504-500 Park Drive). These red brick and
rock face brownstone trinmmed Queen Anne - Ronanesque buil di ngs serve as an
attractive "gate way" at the northern approach to Audubon Square. Also
noteworthy is the Jacobet han/ C assical Revival, three-fanmily buil ding
constructed for judge Henry S.. Dervey in 1905 at 896 Beacon St. (northwest
curve of Audubon Circle) . The eastern side of Park Drive between the

Ri verside line and Audubon Circle assesses noteworthy early 20th century

mul ti

fam |y houses, nost notably the 6-family Arthur Bowditch designed Italian
Renai ssance Revival structure at 465 Park Drive (1896) and 463, 461-459,
457-455 Park Drive. Unlike the West Fens, lots in this relatively small, com
pact area were not anple enough to acconodate | arge apartnent conpl exes. The
exception to this rule is Audubon Court, a |arge, U shaped Jacobet han
apartment conplex at 514-522 Park Drive (1915).

The Second Church in Boston or Ruggles Church is the npbst inportant
nonresidential structure in the sub-area and is the nost visible | andmark on
t he Audubon Circle horizon. It was designed in the Georgian Revival style by
Ral ph Adams Cram the preeninent early 20th c. American Gothic church
specialist, in 1912-1914.
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Kennore Square

For the purpose of this survey, the Kennore Square sub-area is bounded by

the northern side of Beacon St., Between Ral eigh and Deerfield Sts., Kennore
St. on the east, the Massachusetts Turnpi ke on the south and Bl andford

St. /Conmonweal th on the west. Kennore Square was originally known as
Governor's Square and was devel oped as an area of residential, comercial and
light industrial facilities between c. 1890-1930. During this period Kennore
Square becane an inportant transportation center on the western edge of the
Back Bay residential district.

Prior to the 19th century Back Bay land fill operations, the Kennore

Square area was a marshy wasteland at the tip of Sewall's Point, a peninsula
projecting from Brookline, surrounded by the waters of the Charles River
basin. By the early 1820' s a MII| Damf Turnpi ke (later Beacon St.) had been
constructed from Charles and Beacon Sts. to what is now Kennbre Square. |n
1835 t he Boston and Wircester Railroad (later Boston and Al bany Railroad) was
[ aid out through the southern portion if this area. Between 1860 and 1870 the
area from Charl esgate West to St. Mary's St. (including Kennore Square) was
partially laid out . In 1861 Brookline Ave. (originally Brighton Road)



reached from Kennore Square to Brighton and by 1881 reached Brookline. The
West End Street Railway Co. provided service to Kennore Square by 1889. The

1890 atlas indicates the area as still devoid of structures and shows two
smal |, triangular grass covered plots near the center of the square on what
is

now t he bus term nal

The earliest buildings on Kennore Square is the group of Samuel D. Kelley
desi gned Queen Anne row houses at 510-522 Commonwealth Ave. Built in 1892,
several of these single famly structures were converted for comercial and
multl unit residential use as early as the 1920' s. Qther noteworthy
residential buildings include the white stone fronted single fanmly town
houses at 506, 508 Commonweal th Ave. and the Jacobethan Charl esvl ew apart ment
buil ding at 536 Commpnweal th Ave. (c. 1910).

In addition to residential properties, this area becane a center for
hotels, with half a dozen exanples of their building type on and near the
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square by the 1920' s. The first Hotel in the area was the Hotel Buckm nster
whi ch was erected c. 1900 and designed in the Beaux Arts and Renai ssance
Revival style. This massive red brick and granite trinmred structure, with

its wide, bowed northeastern corner, doninates the Brookline Ave.
Conmonweal th Ave., Beacon St. intersection on the southwestern side of
Kennor e

Square. The conpl etion of nearby Fenway Park in 1911-1912 attracted thousands
of baseball fans to the area and encouraged comercial construction in the
area. Between 1910-1916 three |arge office/garage buildings were erected in
the northern side of Kennobre Square at 648-660 Beacon St. These concrete and
cast stone buil dings were designed by the pronm nent Boston architectural firm
of Andrew Jacques and Rantoul as the headquarters of the Peerless Mtor Co.
As early as 1916, a sign advertising their conmpany was installed on the site
of the present Citgo sign. This sign or billboard had "electically Iighted
letters of skeletal type, supported on an angle iron frane."

By the mid 1920' s the Kennore Square area was al nost conpletely built

up; a relatively late addition cast stone buildings at 542-548 Conmonweal t h
Ave. Exhibiting an el aborately decorated nain facade wi th Renai ssance Reviva
and Baroque elenents, it was built to house commercial enterprises, officers
and a branch of thr Shawnut Bank c. 1925. In addition several architecturally
interesting buildings are |ocated just beyond Kennore Square, including the
mar bl e faced Tenple Israel at 612 Conmonweal th Ave. (now Boston University's
Morse Auditoriunm). Built in 1905-1906, it was designed by Boston theatre
specialist Clarence H Blackall. The Edison Electric Illumnating Co.
transformer building at 693 Beacon St. possesses a highly academic Italian
Renai ssance granite and cast stone facade.

It was designed by Bigel ow and Wadsworth in 1916 and 1917.

Over tine Kennore Square residential, comrercial and |ight industrial
buil di ng stock has been adapted for a variety of uses. Boston University, and
t he now defunct G aham Juni or Col | ege have used t ownhouses and hotels in the
area for dormitories. Industrial buildings are now being used to house



various institional functions, houses have been converted into apartnents and
the commercial buildings have had their storefronts nodernized to attract and
cater to the college conmunity.
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Since 1965 the Citgo sign, a fine and locally very rare exanple of the

spect acul ar neon di splay, has served as Kennore Square's nmajor geographically
orientating device. Perched high on top of 660 Beacon St., the Citgo sign
represents a | ess energy conscious, highly autonobile dom nated period in
Anerican cul tural history.
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West Fens/ Fenway Par k

The West Fens/ Fenway Park represents the nbost recent devel opnent in the
survey area. It is generally bounded by the Boston and Al bany Rail road
tracks/

Massachusetts Turnpi ke on the north, the winding path of Park Drive and the
Back Bay Fens on the east and south and the Riverside MB.T.A tracks on the
west. The portion of the disrtict south of Boylston St. was al nost entirely
devel oped as a residential disrtict of |arge apartment conpl exes between
1915-1931. To the north of Boylston St. is a post-1900 conmercial |ight

manuf acturing district which contains Fenway Park. The West Fens is situated
on level, partially filled Iand that was characterized by narsh and pasture

| ands bordering the Muddy River prior to the mid 19th century. Park Drive,
originally Audubon Road, appears on O nsted plans of the late 1870 s and was
laid out during the early 1880' s. By 1887 Park Drive had been extended to
Audubon Circl e/ Beacon St. Back Bay Land Co. plans indicate that the streets
bet ween Park Drive and Boyl ston St. (Peterborough, Queensberry, Jersey St.,
etc.) were laid out during the md 1890" s. Unlike the East Fens, which were
extensively devel oped beginning c. 1880, the first building in the West Fens
was not constructed until 1899. In that year Charles K Cumm ngs designed the
red brick, CGeorgian Revival Mansion at 1 Queensberry St. for Robert T. Paine
Jr. Paine apparently expected the West side of the Back Bay Fens to devel op
as an elegant, mirror imge of the town house lined eastern side of the Park
Despite proxinmity to the Museum of Fine Arts, Synphony Hall and Gardner

Pal ace, the Paine house remained virtually a solo performance until 1910. The
other residential properties in the area built during the early 1900' s are

t he

mansard crown Queen Anne/ Georgi an Revival town house designed by and for
Boston architect Theodore M Cark at 107 Park Drive (corner Jersey St.) and
the A L. Darrow designed row of restrained, tan brick town houses at 22-32
Pet er borough St. (1903).

By 1910, the West Fens had caught the eye of real estate specul ator -
devel opers and for the next 20 years this area was the scene of fairly |arge,
nodestly priced apartnment conpl ex construction. These adjoining rmulti unit



structures were oriented to the Back Bay Fens and were very simlar in style
to the apartment structures on the opposite side of the Fens. Early well

29

desi gned exanpl es of these apartment conplexes include the thirty one fanily,
Geor gi an Revival Peterborough Chanbers at 133 Peterborough St. and the terra
cotta faced, 16-fam |y Jacobethan/ Georgi an Stuart and Summer at 35-45, 36-46
Pet er borough St. (near Jersey St.). The U shaped Stuart and Summer with their
| andscaped, recessed courts were designed by George N. Jacobs in 1915.
Particularly noteworthy is the undulating "wall" of yellow brick and cast
stone apartment buil dings bordering Park Drive from Queensberry to Ki-I| marnok
Streets. Built during the early 1920' s and exhibiting el enents of the
Georgi an Revival, Beaux arts and O assical Revival styles, these nulti unit
structures include 61-69, 73-95, 111, 117-121 and 125-151 Park Drive.

Not ewort hy non-residential buildings between Park Drive and Boyl ston St

i nclude the austere, red brick Neo O assical church of the D sciples designed
by Janes Purdon at 105 Jersey St. (corner of Peterborough St., 1905) and the
chastely designed Martin M| nore School at 85 Peterborough St. which
represents the work of George Robi nson (1929).

The streets between Boylston St. and the Riverside MB.T.A tracks, with
the notabl e exception of Brookline Ave., were laid out during the 1890" s.
Br ookl i ne Avenue dates to at least the early 19th century and was known as
"the road to the punch bow Tavern"” or "Punch Bow Road".

Runni ng froma hanlet on the Muddy River in Brookline, this thoroughfare was
extended to what is now Kennore Square in 1861. In 1868 it was formally laid'
out and received its present nane. The streets to the north of Boylston St
are lined with post 1900 masonry |ight manufacturing, comrercial, warehouse
and garage structures. Surviving fromthe earliest phase of its devel opnment
are Eben Jordan's Weel wight and Haven desi gned Riding Stables at 145-151

| pswich St. Conveniently |ocated near Kennobre Square transportation
facilities is the Fenway basebal |l park which it opened its doors on April 20,
1912 (24 Yawkey Way, fornerly Jersey St.). Prominently sited on a corner | ot
across the street from Fenway Park, is the conmercial C assical Reviva

Ri chardson Buil ding at 5-15 Yawkey Way and 76-88 Brookline Ave. (1916). The
nost visible structure an the West Fens skyline is the tower of the huge Art
Deco Sears and Roebuck commercial /office building which was desi gned by
Charl es Nimmon and Co. of Chicago, Illinois in 1928.
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East Fens and vicinity

The dresent-shaped area considered in this study as the East Fens
sub-area is generally bounded by the Boston and Al bany tracks on the north,
Dalton Street on the east, the Christian Science Center, St. Botol ph Street,



and Huntington Avenue on the south, and the Fenway on the east.

Devel oped as part of the |later phase of the extensive Back Bay land fill
operations during the 1880' s, the East Fens area began to be built-up with
single fam |y row housi ng. Al though the East Fens was devel oped through fil
activity, a peninsula known as Gravelly point jutted into the narshy Back Bay
from Roxbury and exists today as the area roughly encl osed by Henenway and
Dalton Streets. As early as the 1830' s. Gavelly Point was the site of nills
and foundries established in connection with nmill and cross dam operations in
Back Bay, and several brick and frame industrial structures renmained in the
area around Henenway and Norway Streets into the 1890 's while much of the
surroundi ng vicinity was being devel oped into a residential district included
t he new honmes of several prestigious cultural and educational institutions.

The earliest residential devel opnent in the East Fens area occured in the
early 1870' s just south of Gravelly Point along Parker Street in the
vicinity

of today's Huntington Avenue. O the npdest mansard rows that were built in
this location, only the four houses at #220-26 Henenway (near Fencourt
Street)

have survived

Subdi vi si on and devel opnent of the East Fens district in the 1880" s

qui ckly transformed the new |l ands into residential streets. Al though Wst
Chester Park (now Massachusetts Avenue) was part of the regular grid of the
Back Bay district, the street pattern in the East Fens was predom nantly
determned on its western edge by the curvilinear contours of O nsted s Back
Bay Fens, and in the heart of the area, by the alignnent of early streets on
Gravelly Point that were laid out at right angles to Parker Street (now
Hemenway), an 1870 s extension of a 17th century Roxbury road whi ch was cut
through across Gravelly Point |aid-out over the cross damand its causeway.
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Around the mid-1880" s. West Chester Park and the streets in its inmmediate
surroundi ngs began to devel op with row housi ng. Al though few of these

resi dences renmin al ong Massachusetts Avenue, several Queen Anne and Georgi an
Revival rows dating fromthis early devel opnent period are | ocated on St

St ephens Street and Synphony Road. The nobst notabl e of these are #38-56 and
37-57 St. Stephens (Peabody and Stearns, architects) and #4-8, 10-22 and 3-15
Synmphony Road. Multiple unit buildings also were being put up at this tineg,
and the Romanesque Revival block at #23-27 St. Stephens and #1- 1A Synphony
Road is representative of the 1880' s 4-family housing in the area.

By the early 1890' s the frontage facing out onto the Back Bay Fens began
to devel op with substantial single-fanm |y housing which by the turn-of-the-
century included #52-54 The Fenway, Hartwell and Ri chardson, architects
(1895), the S.V.R Thayer House at 28 The Fenway, A W Longfellow, architect
(1896), and #22-24, and 26 The Fenway dating between 1900 and 1903 and

desi gned by Peabody and Steans. At this sanme tinme, row houses for a |less

af fluent class were being devel oped in the East Fens by specul ators and #12-
30

Edgerly Road (1893) an d#8-36 and #15-25 St. Germain remain as notabl e and



i ntact exanples of the nore nodest row housing in the sub-area.

Mul tiple-unit residential buildings including 3 and 4-fanily houses,

hotel s, apartnent hotels and | arge-scal e apartnent buil di ngs becane an

i mportant housing type beginning in the late 1890' s. Three and four famly
houses repeat in formand scal e the appearance of Back Bay town houses and
were built in stretches along several streets in the district.

O these groupings of three- and four-famly brick housing characteristic of
pockets of the East Fens, #38-56 and 27-65 St. Germain (1895-98) and #76-110,
65- 115 Gai nsborough and 114-120 Henenway (1900-03) renmain relatively intact,
al t hough these have been or are in process of considerable interior
renovati on.

Larger-scal e apartnent devel opment predominated in the area especially

al ong The Fenway between Westl and Avenue and Forsyth Park, along Westl and
Avenue, on the even side of Huntington west al ong Gai nsborough, and in the
Havi | and, Burbank, and Norway Street area beginning in the 1910" s and
continuing through the 1920 s. Architectually notable exanples of hotels and
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apartnent buil di ng devel opnent in the Ekst Fens includes the Carlton Hotel at
1138 Boyl ston Street, Arthur H Bowditch, architect (1901-02), the Georgi an
Revi val apartnent hotel at 91 Westland (1900), the Beaux Arts building at
#114

The Fenway, (1912-13), the Beaux - Arts block at 1109 and 1111 Boyl ston St
and 64 Charl esgate East (1914), the terra cotta fronted buildings at 80 and
84

The Fenway, (1914), the Federal Revival Students House at 96 The Fenway,

Ki | ham and Hopki ns, architects (1913-14), and the three C assical Reviva
apartnent buildings at 66-74 The Fenway (1924).

Maj or cultural institutions established thenmselves in the East Fens or
relocated to the area fromin-town |ocations beginning in the 1890' s. During
the following two decades the area included along its major frontages of The
Fenway, Huntington Avenue, and Massachusetts Avenue - The Massachusetts

Hi storical Society at 1154 Boyl ston, c. The Fenway (1897-99), the Boston
Medi cal Library, 8 The Fenway, now the Boston Consrvatory of Misic (1899-
1901),

Synphony Hal | (1899-1900), Horticultural Hall (1900-01), New Engl and
Conservatory of Misic (1901-03), Boston Opera House, fornerly at 353

Hunti ngton, c. Opera Place (1909-10; denolished 1953), the Museum of Fine
Arts

(1907-28) and the YMCA at 312-320 Huntington Avenue (1911-13).

Rel i gi ous buildings located in the East Fens include St. Cecilia's Church

at 20 Belvidere Street, the first Roman Catholic Church in the Back Bay

/ Fenway

area, Charles J. Batenman, architect (1888-1892), St. Ann's Ronan Catholic
Church, 77 St. Stephens Street, originally built as the Protestant Epi scopa
Church of the Messiah, Rotch and Tilden, architects (1890-02), and St

Cl ements Roman Catholic Church, 1103 Boyl ston Street, originally built as the
Uni versal i st Church of the Redenption, Allen and Collens, architects



(1923-24), The First Church of Christ Scientist, the Mther Church of the
Christian Science faith built in 1893-94 was substantially enlarged ten years
later with a Renai ssance Revival extension designed by Charles Brigham

By the turn-of-the-century, Massachusetts Avenue started to acquire its
present day character as the main comrercial street in the area. The Back Bay
branch of the State Street Bank was built at 130-32 Massachusetts Avenue in
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1902, and by the 1910' s residential buildings along the thoroughfare began
to

be renpdel ed and replaced by stores and offices. This redevel opnent process
al so affected Huntington Avenue, and several of its stately apartnment bl ocks
were altered for ground floor retail and commercial uses.

Institutional devel opnent in the East Fens and its vicinity continues

into the present day, and is denonstrated nost dramatically by the buil ding-
up

since the 1930' s of the Northeastern University canpus al ong Hunti ngton
Avenue

and around Forsyth Way and Opera Place and by the conpletion of the Christian
Sci ence Center which began to develop in the first years of this century and
whi ch by the_1970's occupied a 15 acre site, rmuch of which replaced an

1880' s-90' s nei ghborhood of three and four-story red brick residential

bui | di ngs.
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Fenway- Longwood

In this survey, the boundary of the Fenway-Longwood sub-area extends from
the intersection of Louis Prang St. and Huntington Avenue to the sout hwest

al ong Huntington Avenue, turning to the north at the Muddy Ri ver (Brookline
boundary) . Fromhere it follows the curving path of the Riverway to the
Fenway, then southeast returning to Huntington. Major streets running through
the area are Brookline Avenue (sout hwest/northeast) and Longwood Avenue

( southeast /northwest ) . OQther streets within the sub-area are generally
parallel with these two. However, a grid street pattern is not evident here
due to the presence of numerous one to two block Iong streets, "T"
intersections, and institutional uses of |arge |and areas.

In terns of Its topography the sub-area is largely flat, with a rise from
Longwood Avenue, and the Riverway upward to Francis St., cresting just
sout heast of Binney St

Open space dedicated to public park Iand exists at the sub-area
boundari es along the R verway (Miuddy River) and along the Fenway with the
Back

Bay Fens as part of Boston's O nsted-planned "Eneral d Neckl ace." The snal
Elliot P. Joslin Park (formerly Longwood Park) is found between Brookline



Avenue, Pilgrim Joslin, and Deaconess Roads.

In addition to park land, considerable open space exists in the Fenway -
Longwood area as a result of the presence of several educationa
institutions. Along The Fenway are Enmanuel and Si nmons Col | eges, both of
whi ch have | andscaped canpuses. Avenue Louis Pasteur contains spaci ous
settings for Boston Latin and English H gh Schools. Harvard Medi cal School's
original conplex of white marble O assical Revival buildings are formally
arranged around a | arge, grassy quadrangl e opening onto Longwood Avenue at
Avenue Louis Pasteur.

At the present tinme, the area primarily characterized by the | arge-scale

use of educational and nedical facilities, with a residential pocket between
Francis St., Huntington Avenue, and the Riverway. Sone commercial uses are
found al ong Hunti ngton and Brookline Avenue. Institutional expansion and its
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par ki ng needs continue to reduce the nunber of buildings extant fromthe
area's early devel opnent period (late 19th - early 20th century).

The Fenway-Longwood sub-area was part of the town of Roxbury (in Norfolk
County) until Roxbury was annexed to Boston in 1868. Devel opnent in the
sub-area was sparse until late in the 19th century. Portions were covered in
mar shes of the Muddy River and Stony Brook. Early streets in this region

i ncluded Trenont (its portion southwest of Francis St. is now part of

Hunti ngton Avenue). Francis St. was |aid out by 1832, as was Brookline
Avenue. Longwood Avenue was in place in 1857. A cluster of streets present
in 1852 near Francis and the MII Dam Road (now Brookline Avenue) included
Bi nney, Cedar (now Pilgrim, OGak (now Autum), Longwood St. (now part of The
Ri verway), Park St. (now Deaconess), and El m (now part of Longwood Avenue).
Appl eton Place (now Short St. & Pilgran) had al so been, laid out.

By 1873, large sections of the Fenway - Longwood sub-area renai ned

undevel oped, particularly from Brookline Avenue and Longwood Avenue

sout heastward. Exceptions were several detached frame houses on the northeast
si de of Longwood Avenue, in the vicinity of present-day Avenue Louis

Past eur, .

Anot her residential section was found in the area just east of Brookline
Avenue, between Fancis St. and Longwood Avenue. In addition to the doni nant
frame structures, brick row houses were | ocated on Brookline Avenue (from
Francis to Peabody Strs.) and on Peabody (from Brookline Avenue to Bi nney
St.).

A brick school stood at the northeast corner of Francis and Binney Sts.

Further detached frane residential developnment in 1873 was found al ong

Mapl e Avenue (now Pil gri m Road), Appleton Place (now Short St.), and

Br ookl i ne

Avenue. This nei ghborhood had been a parcel owned by L. Pope and N H Emmons
in 1845. Lot sizes shown in an 1845 plan ranged from 15, 000 to 40,000 square
feet, with some extending to Longwood Stream The earliest extant structure
in the sub-area is the house at 4 Short st. (ca. 1850), a franme Italianate
style dwelling with 3 bay front facade and gable end walls. Its neighbor, an



Italianate/ Stick Style house (ca. 1875) provides the only other exanple of an
early residence in the sub-area. Both houses are now part of Simons
Col  ege' s residential canpus.
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The Ebenezer Francis estate of over 20 acres was at Trenont and Francis
Streets, extending to Longwood Avenue and present-day Vining & Bl ackfan Sts.
Francis' heirs were owners of the estate in 1873; they al so owned ot her
tracts

northeast of Longwood Avenue. Other |arge estates were |ocated al ong Trenont
sout hwest of Francis St. The Catholic House of the Good Shepard, with its

| arge brick building and surounding | and of 385,070 sq. ft. stood at the site
of the present nodern M ssion Park housi ng devel opnment. Further southwest was
the Catherine D. Hancock estate.

Snall lots with detached frane dwellings were found lining Downer St. No

| onger extant, this street was parallel with Brookline Avenue, just inside
t he

Bost on/ Br ookl i ne boundary. By 1873, Longwood Park (now Joslin Park) was in
Pl ace.

Before the inplenmentation of A nsted' s plan for the R verway and Fenway,

the area northeast of Longwood Avenue was partially covered in creek and

mar sh

| ands. Industrial uses existed along the northeast side of Longwood Avenue,
near its present intersection with Huntington Avenue. Three buil dings of a
floor oil cloth manufacturing stood on a large | and parcel which extended to
the water's edge. Further to the northwest on Longwood Avenue was a currying
wor ks .

Bet ween the years 1873 and 1890, little additional devel opment had

occurred in the Fenway-Longwood sub-area. By 1875, the Panel Brick style fire
station at Longwood and Brookline Avenues was built. It remains standing
today in comrercial use, with drastic alterations. The Massachusetts Hone for
I ntenperate Wonen, a brick structure, was standing at Binney and Smyrna Sts.
(now Deaconess Road)

Hunti ngt on Avenue had been extended to Francis St. in 1882, and somne
construction had taken place along it by 1890. Notable extant buildings are
the brick "Elsie"” and "Ornonde" apartnent buildings at 641 and 643 Hunti ngton
Avenue (1888), which feature Richardsoni an Romanesque and C assica
ornanentation. A few other brick row houses and the Martin School al so had
been erected on Huntington. However, the area between Huntington Avenue, The
Fenway, and its Trenont and Huntington entrances remai ned undevel oped in
1890.
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Layout of the Fenway and Riverway in the |ate 1880' s brought new devel opnment
opportunities with them

Many changes in the devel opnent character of the Fenway-Long wood sub-area
took place around the turn-of-the-century . Housing devel opnent accel erated
sout hwest of Francis St. as large |and parcels were subdivided and the new
streets of Kenwood (now Fenwood) , Crowl ey (now St. Al bans), and Kenpton
were laid out. House lots were rapidly devel oped with frame, detached 2 and
3-famly dwellings. Nearly all of the lots had been built upon by 1906,
Kenpton St. was lined with brick row housing. A notable concentration of

t hose frane houses remains today. Realtor Jeremiah C. Spillane was the

devel oper for many of the handsonme Col onial Revival 2-fanily residences and
triple-deckers along Francis St. and Fenwood Road (extant exanples include 50
and 58 Francis, 4, 11, 15, and 40 Fenwood Rd.). Spillane 's real eatate
office

was | ocated nearby at Huntington and Francis from 1899 to 1906. The Farragut
School (10 Fenwood), a brick CGeorgian Revial structure, was designed by
Wheel wri ght and Haven and built in 1903.

It was early in the 20th century that the Fenway-Longwood sub-area began
taking on its present character as a principal site for educational and
medi cal institutions. Venetian-inspired Fenway Court, the |Isablla Gardner
Museum (architect WT. Sears), conpleted in 1903, had the distinction of
bei ng

the first building along the Fenway (#280). Simmons Fenal e Col | ege acquired
property nearby and in 1904 noved into its newy finished d assical Revival
bui l di ng (300 The Fenway) designed by Peabody and Stearns. Sinmons' first
dormitory was built in 1905 at 321 Brookline Avenue, a Georian Revival
bui | di ng

by architect Guy Lowell.

Harvard University's Medical School held dedication cerenonies for its
conpl ex of Cl assical Revival white marble buildings in Septenber of 1906.

The University Trustees' purchase of a |large section of the Francis estate

i ncl uded vacant |and set aside for future hospital use. By 1906, Children's
Hospital owned the vacant parcel adjacent to the nortwest side of the Medical
School . Planning for the school was underway by 1900, with the architectura
firmof Shepley, Rutan, and Coolidge as designer
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QO her nmedical facilities were noving into the area, such as the New

Engl and Deaconess Hone and Trai ning School (175 PilgrimRd, built in 1903).
Harvard's Dental School building (Shepley, Rutan, and Colidge, architects) at
[ ]

188 Longwood was erected 1908-1909.

The City of Boston chose a site on Huntington Avenue for its new Grls'

Latin and Normal Schools, conm ssioning prom nent architectural firns for
their design. Coolidge and Carl son; Peabody and Stearns; and Magi nnis, Wl sh,
and Sullivan were responsible for a handsone, formal conplex of Beaux-Arts
buil di ngs. Erected in 1906-1907, sone of these remain as part of Roxbury
Conmunity Col |l ege and the relocated portions of the Mass Coll ege of Art.



Boston's Commercial H gh School was built a block away on Avenue Louis
Past eur
within a few years (site of present English Hi gh School).

Anot her school in the sub-area is the Wnsor School (103 PilgrimRD.), a
private girls' day school which opened in 1910. R dipston Sturgis was
designer of this Mddern Gothic style building.

Further devel prent on the Fenway occurred when the Convent and the

Acadeny of Notre Dane (now Enmmanuel College, 400 the Fenway) was begun in
1913.

Thi s distinguished Mbodern Gothic structure was the work of architects

Magi nni s

and Wal sh. The sane year, the Peter Bent Brigham Hospital (Codman and
Despradel l e, architects) opened (Francis St. at Huntington Ave.) adjacent to
Harvard Medi cal School on a portion of the former Francis estate. C assica
Revi val design is seen in both the Brigham Hospital and Children's Hospita
(300 Longwood, another work by architects Shepley, Rytan, and Coolidge),
whi ch

was begun in 1912 and conpleted in 1914. The forner building of the Angel
Menori al Animal Hospital (180 Longwood) dates fromthis period as well,
desi gned by Putnam and Cox (1913-1915). Across Longwood Avenue, (#179) the
Cl assical Revival Mssachusetts Coll ege of Pharmacy (Kil ham and Hopki ns,
architects) was built in 1918.

Si mMmons Col | ege was acquiring residentail properties between Pilgrim Road
and Brookline Avenue, close to its dormtories, North and South Halls, by
1915. Around this tine, the section along Huntington Avenue (#873-877) and
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the Ri verway (#382-394) took on its dense residential character of today with
the construction of nunmerous apartment bl ocks.

In the 1920' s, the Mediterranean Revival Boston Lying-in Hospital and
Nurses' Hone at 221 Longwood was conpleted, as was the sinilarly detail ed
Vanderbilt Hall (245 Longwood), housing for Harvard Medi cal School students.
The Georgi an Revival style Boston Public Latin H gh School (78 Avenue Louis
Past eur), designed by Janmes E. MLaughlin, was opened in 1922. Additiona

i nstitutions, which opened facilities on previously undevel oped land in this
decade were Beth Israel Hospital and Massachusetts Col |l ege of Art on

Br ookl i ne

Avenue .

Changes in the Fenway-Longwood. area's physical character during nore
recent years of the 20th century have been caused by grow h and expansi on of
the area's institutions. The canmpuses of Simmons and Enmanuel Col | eges now
i ncl ude nunerous contenporary buildings. Simobns' residential canpus has

al nrost obliterated signs of its 19th century nei ghborhood of frane houses.
Harvard Medi cal School, Children's Hospital, and the Bri gham and Wnen's
Hospital (successor to the Peter Bent Brighan) and Beth |Israel Hospital ,
have

added new buil di ngs anong the old, in sone cases denolishing parts of their
original facilities. O her exanples of recent construction in the sub-area
are the English Hi gh School on Avenue Louis Pasteur, Dana Farber Cancer



Institute (Brookline Avenue). New comerci al and m xed-use buildings are
found on Brookline Avenue to the southwest of Longwood Avenue, while the
recent residential devel opment of M ssion Park enconpasses a |large tract on
Hunti ngton. Increased demand for parking spaces and physical support
facilities for the nmedical institutions has al so decreased the stock of
earlier structures.
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I1. METHODOLOGY
CGener al Procedures

The Fenway Preservation Study essentially consisted of three procedures:
field survey, docunentary research, and evaluation. The field survey of al
properties within the- study area was conducted on foot. Approximtely 1,000
structures were visually surveyed. In addition, the style, material, and type
of each building were recorded on a 100-scale, Figure 5 photogranmetric base

map. The key to this map can be found in Appendix Il. The second procedure
i nvol ved docunentary research using Boston archives, libraries, Suffolk
County

Deeds, and relevant respositories, to investigate prinmary and secondary
sources. The third procedure was evaluation of the entire survey which
resulted in reconmendations for preservation activity.

Because of the considerabl e nunber of structures within the survey area,

the decision was made to record buildings or areas of particular historic
and/or architectural significance using the standard Boston Landnmarks

Conmi ssion Building Informati on Form (Appendix 1) . Buildings selected for
inclusion in these foirns were narked on a 400-scal e Fenway nap by bl ack dots
wi t h acconpanyi ng notations of inventory form nunbers.

The Fenway was divided into the follow ng sub-areas which were prinmarily
determ ned by historic research and topographi cal divisions: Audubon Crcle,

Kennore Square, Fenway /Longwood, West Fens /Fenway Park, East Fens and
vicinity, and Back Bay Fens. (Map I1).

Recordi ng and Eval uati on

I ndi vidual Buildings - Building Information Fornms were conpleted for 170
i ndi vi dual structures, using the following criteria in the selection process

(map 1V)

1. Uni queness in The Fenway,

2. Good exanples of an architectural style and/or type,
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3. Association with inmportant national or |ocal events or personalities,
4. Promnent visual |andmarks, and
5. Nationally significant |andscapes

Districts - Wre evaluated on the basis of the distinctiveness of

i ndi vidual buildings and cohesi veness of the streetscape, and in sone

i nstances, the historical significance of the area. Wenever possible,
bui |l di ngs were grouped into National Register districts rather than singled
out for individual listing (Map I11)

Research Procedure

Research was focused on determ ning date or date range, architect and/or
bui | der, original property owners and origi nal appearance of buil dings
recorded on individual forms, as well as sequence of nei ghborhood devel opnent
and street devel opnent pattern. The investigation procedure foll owed these
general stages:

1. Field observation and buil di ng description

2 Exami nation of building permts.

3. Examination of maps, and atlases using the collections at the Boston
Public Library, Boston Athenaeum Bostonian Society, S.P.N.E A , and
Massachusetts State Library.

4. Exam nation of Boston directories, as well as histories of The Fenway.

5. Deed research at the Suffolk and Norfol k County Regi stries of Deeds.

6. Exam nation of |ocal newspapers including the Boston Transcript, Boston
d obe, and the Boston Pilot.

7. Exam nation of photographs and views in the collections of the Boston
Public Library-Print Department, the Society for the Preservation of New
Engl and Antiquities, and the Bostoni an Society.
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Phot ogr aphy - Phot ographs were taken for buil dings described on
i ndi vi dual Building Information Forms. These phot ographs were taken by al
three consultants.

I nformati on Organi zati on- The 100-scal e map (Buil ding

Style/ Material/Type) and copies of all building information forms will be
kept

on file at the offices of the Boston Landmarks Commi ssion and will be



avai l abl e for consultation. Building information forns are organized in a

| oose-1 eaf notebook and are further arranged al phabetically by street
address. These Building Informati on Forms, which are nunbered using a system
adopted for all survey and inventory purposes in Boston (Appendix I11) , are
al so available for study at the Boston Landmarks Conmi ssion. Duplicate
building information forns also will be kept on file at the Massachusetts

Hi storical Conm ssion, The Boston Public Library-Art Departnent, the

Bost oni an

Soci ety, the Boston Athenaeum the Library of the Society for the
Preservation

of New Engl and Antiquities, and the Library of the Boston Redevel opnent

Aut hority.

A file on architects, builders, and devel opers active in The Fenway was
organi zed with infornmation recorded on 3x5 i ndex cards and subsequently
transferred to typed listing arranged al phabetically by nane. This list wll

be avail able for consultation at the Landmarks Commr ssion and copies at the
agencies and institutions previously listed.

The buil dings selected were next evaluated as to relative architectura
and historical inmportance using the follow ng six-category system

I. Highest Significance
Buildings in Category | are considered to have national significance

* as buildings associated with Boston history, particularly the
Col oni al and Revol uti onary War peri ods

* as nationally-known exanples of the work of Boston architects,
or
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* as exanples of particular building styles or types which becane
prototypes for sinmilar buildings throughout the nation or which

are rare throughout the nation.

Al buildings in this category nerit designation as Boston Landnmar ks and
are eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places.
Bui |l di ngs which fall into Category | are coded on the survey forms with
t he nunber (1).

1. Mjor Significance

Buildings in this category are considered to have the highest

significance to the City of Boston, the Comobnweal th, and the New Engl and
Regi on



* as the city's npst outstandi ng exanples of their style or building
type, distinguished for high architectural quality and high degree
of intactness

* as early or rare exanples of the use of a particular style or
bui | di ng technol ogy i n Boston

* as buildings outstanding in their setting, with particular urban
desi gn val ue, or

* as buildings of the highest regional or local historica
significance.

Al t hough often |l ess well known than buildings in Category I, these
buil dings are also considered to neet the criteria for designation as
Bost on Landnarks, as well as being potentially eligible for individua
listing in the National Register of Historic Places. Buildings which

fall into Category Il are coded on the survey fornms with the nunber (11).
I11. Significant
Buil dings in Category IIl are considered to be of significance to the

City of Boston
* as fine exanples of the work of Boston architects

* as buil dings which make an inportant contribution to the character
of a street or area

* as buildings with strong historical associations with najor Boston
i ndustries or events, or
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* as fine exanples of a particular style or building type.

Al buildings in Category |1l falling outside the boundaries of suggested
National Register Districts are considered eligible for individua

listing in the National Register of H storic Places. In sone cases,
buildings in Category IIl may also nmeet the criteria for designation as
Boston City Landmarks. Buil dings which fall into Category IIl are coded
on the survey forns with the nximber (I111).

I'V. Not abl e

Buil dings in Category |V are considered inportant to the character of
their particular street, neighborhood, or area

* as an integral part of a visually cohesive streetscape or integra
elenent within a district

* as buildings with sone individual architectural distinction, whether



because of their materials, craftsmanship or detailing

* as the best exanples in their area of a particular style or building
type, or

* as buildings with sone | ocal historical significance.

Buil dings in Category IV are not considered significant enough to be
designated as Boston City Landmarks or to be listed individually on the
Nati onal Register of Historic Places. Buildings which fall into Category |V
are coded on the survey forms with the nunber (1V).

V. M nor

Buildings in Category V are of little architectural or historical

i nterest but may be considered to make a minor contribution to the

street scape

* as buildings which are conpatible with surrounding structures in
scale, style, materials, or fenestration patterns, or

* as buildings with some architectural interest or integrity.

Buildings in this category are not considered eligible for designation as
Boston City Landmarks or for individual listing on the National Register
of Historic Places. Buildings which fall into Category V are coded on
the survey forns with the number (V)

VI. Non-Contri buting

Buil dings in Goup VI are considered to be visual intrusions ,

i ncompatible with the surrounding architectural fabric. Buildings in

Category VI are coded on the survey forms with the number (V)

45

4) — .
(A"S
C 0)

51

NF



LLJ

LU

ccC

2)

co



LU

LL

<>

I'11. RECOMVENDATI ONS

As outlined in the Methodol ogy section, the survey- results were

eval uated for architectural and historic significance. Based on this

eval uati on, reconnendations for preservation activity were nade by the

consul tants. The recommended activities consist of listing of indlvidioal

bui l dings and districts in the National Register of H storic Places and
designation as Landmark or Architectural Conservation Districts by the Boston
Landmar ks Commi ssi on. The recomendati ons of properties and bri ef
descriptions of their architectural characteristics follow



A. Districts

The recomendations are divided into two parts: those considered to neet
criteria for both National Register listing and Boston Landmark District

desi gnation and those considered to neet criteria for National Register and
Architectural Conservation Districts. Proposed districts are shown on Map
I1l1. Previously designated Architectural Conservation Districts adjacent to
the Fenway Study Area (and also shown on Map I11) are the Bay State Road/ Back
Bay West and St. Botol ph Districts.

Districts neeting criteria for National Register and Landnark Desi gnation
1. Fenway District

#56- 64 Charl esgate East, 8-54, 60-140 and 230 The Fenway, 465 Hunti ngton
Avenue, 43-67 and 52-86 Henenway, 91 Westland, 1103-1111 and 1138-1154

Boyl ston, 16-30 Ipswich, and all of the park strips and subsidiary frontages
facing the Back Bay Fens between | pswi ch and Louis Pasteur Streets. (Maps
22N/ 10E, 21N 9E, 22N 9E).

Considered eligible for including an inpressive group of residential and
institutional buildings of local, regional, and national significance
fronting

on, or in the imediate vicinity of Frederick Law O nmsted' s Back Bay Fens
whi ch survives as the northerly end of Boston's nationally inportant |inear
park system- now listed in the National Register and protected as a Boston
Landmar k.
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Bui l dings in the proposed Fenway district date fromthe early 1890' s
through the 1920 's and represent a full range of notable exanples of the
architectural styles of that era. Between Boylston Street and Wstl and
Avenue, the Fenway frontage is predomnantly built-up with substantial
single-famly residences while apartnment devel opnent representative of the
best exanples of this building type in the study characterize Charl esgate
East

and The Fenway frontage between Westland Avenue and Forsyth Park. At the
district's southerly and between Forsyth Park and Louis Prang Street, The
Fenway is developed with |arge-scale institutional buildings. This area has
al ready been listed in the National Register because of its common thenes of
single-fanmly row house styles and extraordinary institutional styles.

Bui | di ngs of particular historical and/or architectural significance in

the proposed district include Wllard T. Sears' Jacobethan style New Ri ding
Club (1892) at 52 Henenway, Weelwight and Haven's Massachusetts Historica
Society at 1154 Boyl ston Street (National Registered Landmark)* (1897-1899),
Shaw and Hunnewel | 's Renai ssance Revival Boston Medical Library at 8 The
Fenway, * now t he Boston Conservatory of Misic (1899-1901). The Peabody and
Stearns residences at 22 and 24* The Fenway (1900), Arthur Bowdltch's Carlton
Hotel at 1138 Boylston Street, now the Berklee Coll ege of Misic (1901-02),*
The Fenway Studios at 30 Ipswich Street* (1904-06), Parker and Thonas,



architects (already listed in the National Register), Guy Lowell's Johnson
Menorial Gates (1902) at the Westland Avenue entry to the Fens, his Beaux-
Arts

apartment block at 67 Hermenway (1904-05) and his Neo-d assical Miseum of Fine
Arts at 465 Huntington Avenue (1907-38),* Edward T.P. Grahanmis Neo-d assl ca
Forsyth Dental Infirmary at 140 The Fenway (1912-14),* the Allen and Collins
Modern Gothic St. Clement's Church at 1103 Boyl ston Street,* fornerly the
Church of the Redenption (1923-24), and Guy Lowel|'s Ceorgian Revival Schoo
of the Museum of Fine Arts at 230 The Fenway (1926-27).*

* See also indlvldiial recomendati ons.
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2. Harvard Medical School District

230 and 240 Longwood Avenue and 25 Shattuck St. (Buildings A, B, C, D, E
of the School). Conpleted 1906. Shepl ey, Rutan, and Coolidge, architects.
(Maps 21N-8E and 21N-9E) (F/ K 528)

Qualifies as an architecturally distinguished conplex of C assical

Revi val style buildings, a major work of a prom nent Boston architectura
firm This formal grouping of white marble - clad buildings around a grassy
guadr angl e has housed Harvard Medical School since 1906, and provides a
handsonme | andmark in the Longwood area. Harvard University's first Medica
School classes were held in 1782 in Harvard Hall at the Canbridge canpus.
Today the School is recognized nationally as an exceptional nedical teaching
and research institution. Its noved to this site on Longwod Avenue was a
maj or influence in the growmh of this area of the city as the home of many
significant Boston medical facilities.

3. Sout hwest Fenway District

280 The Fenway, 300 The Fenway, 400 The Fenway, and all of the park
strips and subsidary frontages facing the Back Bay Fens and Muddy River
between Louis Prang St. and Brookline Avenue. (Maps 22N 9E and 21N 9E)
(F/ K 514, 515,516)

Considered eligible as a group of architecturally and historically
significant institutional buildings facing the Fenway, Middy River, and the
Back Bay Fens. Devel oprment in this section only occurred after inplenentation
of Frederick Law A nsted's park plan. The city's "Emeral d Neckl ace" has been
gi ven National Register and Boston Landmark status. Buildings included in the
District are Wllard T. Sears' Venetian Fenway Court (The Isabella Stewart
Gardner Museum 1900-1902) at 280 The Fenway* (National Register), Sinmons
Col l ege' s O assical Revival Min building at 300 The Fenway* (architects
Peabody & Stearns, 1901-1904), and the distingui shed Modern Gothic Enmanuel
Col  ege main building (architects Mginnis and Wal sh, 1913-1916) at 400 The
Fenway.* Three of the colleges' contenporary buildings | ocated on The Fenway
woul d fall within the boundaries of this district.



* See al so individual recommendati ons.
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B 4. Symphony District

One Norway Street, Christian Science Church at Norway Street, near
Massachusetts Avenue, 300 and 301 Massachusetts Avenue, 241-47 St. Botol ph
Street, 250-320 and 249-307 Huntington, 29-35 and 30, 40-46 Gai nshorough
Street. (Maps 22N 10E, and 23N 10E).

Consi dered eligible for its concentration al ong Massachusetts and
Hunti ngt on Avenues of prominently sited architecturally distinguished
bui | di ngs which serve as the hones of cultural, educational, and religious
institutions of major inportance to the city of Boston and the nation and
remain as an intact grouping of inmportant works by architects of |ocal

regi onal, and national influence.

Included in the district is McKim Mead, and White's Synphony Hal

(National Register)* (1899-1900), Weelwight and Haven's Horticultural Hall*
(National Register) (1900-01), and New Engl and Conservatory of Misic*
(National Register) (1901-03), The Christian Science Church Extention,*

desi gned by Charl es Brigham (1904-06), the Getting Industrial School* 241-47
St. Botol ph Street, designed by Peabody and Stearns (1903), Shepley, Rutan
and

Cool i dge's YMCA* (1911-13) at 312-20 Huntington Avenue, the Jewett Repertory
Theatre,* now Boston University Theatre, 264 Huntington Avenue, designed by
J.

WIllians Seal (1924-25), and the Christian Science Publishing Society at One
Norway Street.*

District interiors qualifying for protective status as Boston Landnarks

i ncl ude Synmphony Hall, Jordan Hall (New England Conservatory of Misic),
Christian Science Church - auditoriuns of the original buildings (1893) and
the extention, and the | obby and Mapparium at the Christian Science
Publ i shi ng

Co.

* See al so individual recommendati ons.
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Districts meeting criteria for National Register and Architectura
Conservation District designation

1. Audubon Circle D strict

499-503 and 500-504 Park Drive, conmer Buswell, 896 Beacon St., 900
Beacon St., 906-924 Beacon St., 100-102 St. Mary's St. and 90 St. Mary's
St, 874-880 Beacon St., 845-879 Beacon St. (including 7 Mner St., 8-16
Aberdeen St., 447-465 Park Drive, 448-468 Park Drive, 899-923 Beacon St.,



6-16 and 5-17 Keswick St., 124-134 St. Mary's St. and 12-34 Medford St
(Maps 23N-8E and 23N- 9E)

Considered eligible for its collection of well designed residential

bui | di ngs and the vei*y fine Ral ph Adams Cram desi gned Second Church in

Bost on

or Ruggles Church (1914). In addition, Audubon Circle and Beacon St. were

pl anned in 1886 by the pre-eminent 19th century American |andscape architect
Frederick Law A nsted. Buildings in the proposed Audubon Circle district were
built from 1888 to c. 1915 and represent an extension of the fashionabl e Back
Bay residential district. Beacon St. and the curved edge of Audubon Circle
are built up with substantial single-famly row houses, three-fanily houses
and | arger apartment conplexes. Architecturally and/or. historically
signifigant buildings in the proposed district include several S.D. Kelly
groups of Queen Anne /Romanes que row houses row houses docunenting the
earl i est

stage of the area's devel opnment, e.g. 918-924 Beacon St. (1889). Highly

i ndi vi dual row house designs appear on the Renai ssance Revival 875 Beacon St
and the CGeorgian/ C assical Revival 877 Beacon St. (1895). Both houses were
built in 1895 and designed by S.D. Kelly. Jacobethan residences include the
groups at 899-909 Beacon and 6-16 Keswi ck St. designed by WL. Mrrison in
1901, the baronial three fam |y house designed by Kilham and Hopki ns for
Judge

Henry S. Dewey c. 1905 and the | arge, U shaped Audubon Court apart ment
compl ex

(now B. U. dorns, built 1915-1916). Benjanm n Fox designed the three famly
Strat hcona Terrace and Audubon Terrace in the Romanesque/ Georgi an Revi val
style (449-503 and 500-504 Park Drive, 1903). The six story, Beaux
Arts-Jacobet han I nverness at 857 Beacon St. was one of the first large multi
unit buildings in the area and dates to the late 1890° s. Architecturally the
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nost significant building 'in this proposed district, and the major |andmark
on

its "skyline" is the very fine Ral ph Adans Cram desi gned Second Church in
Bost on (and parsonage) which was designed in the Georgian Revival style in
1914.

2. Park Drive District

1 Queensberry St., 51-55, 61-69, 73-79, 107, 111, 117-121, 125-151 Park
Drive and all of the Park strips and subsidiary frontages facing the Back Bay
Fens between Queensberry St. and Kil marnock St. (Map 22N 9E)

Considered eligible as an interesting, contiguous collection of town

houses (two) and | arge apartnent buil dings facing the Back Bay Fens and
representing the highest quality designs in the West Fens. These structures
summarily docunent the devel opnental history of the area from 1899-1930 and
exhi bit elements of the Queen Anne, Georgian Revival, Beaux Arts and

d assi cal

Revi val styl es.



The proposed district includes the Georgia Revival Robert Treat paine Jt.
House (1899). It is the oldest structure in the Wst Fens and represents the
work of Charles K. Cunm ngs. Boston architect Theodore M O ark designed and
originally occupied #107 Park Drive. Built in 1903, this house is an
intriguing blend of the Mansard, Queen Anne and Ceorgi an Revival styles. The
majority of structures bordering the curving path of Park Drive and t he Back
Bay Fens are specul ator built apartnment conplexes dating fromc. 1910-1930.
The work of 1910' s and 1920 's Boston apartnent building specialists
Silverman, Brown and Hi enan are well represented here and include the
flanboyantly ornamented 111 Park Drive (1922) and 125-143 Park drive (1922).
George N. Jacobs was responsible for #61-69 Park Drive (1921).

3. St. Germmin Street District
#8-62 and 15-69 Bt. Germain and 10-12 Dalton Street (Map 23N 10E)

Considered eligible as an intact pocket of nodestly scaled 1890 s Queen
Anne and Romanesque Revival single and three-family row housing which has
retai ned much of its original architectural character, style, and detail. St
Ceinnain Street is of particular inportance as the |ast remining groupi ng of
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red brick residences and multiple-unit housing that devel oped during the 1880
's

and 1890' s in the vicinity of Massachusetts Avenue, Fal nouth, Norway, and
Dalton Streets, and which characterized nuch of that area prior to the

devel opnent in the 1970' s of the Christian Science Center

4. St. Stephen/ Synphony Road District

#23-121 and 28-122 St. Stephen Street, 50-58, 76-110 and 69-116
Gai nsborough Street, | A-33 and 2-42 Synphony Road, and 114-148 Henenway.
(Map 22N 10E) . - - -

The St. Stephen/ Synphony Road area enconpasses much of the residential

core of the East Fens area and qualifies as a protected district for its

i nclusion of architecturally significant and substantially intact single-
famly

rows dating fromthe md-1880" s through the early 1890" s and nultiple—unit
4

and 5-story residential buildings of high design quality dating fromthe |late
1880' s through the 1910' s. A nei ghborhood predom nantly of noderately

scal ed

red brick housing, the district includes at 28-36, 38-48, 54-64 and 37-57 St
St ephens Streets, Peabody and Stearns' |ate Queen Anne and Georgi an Revival
rows and al ong both sides of Gainsborough, turn-of-the-century 4-famly

resi dences designed by Arthur H Vinal. Also located in the district is the
Victorian Gothic Rotch and Tilden designed St. Ann's Ronan Catholic church
originally built for the Protestant Episcopal Church of the Messiah.*

* See individual recomendations. Considered individually eligible for
Nat i onal Regi ster inclusion
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B. ' Recommendations for Individual Properties

The recomendations are divided into three parts: (1) those properties
neeting criteria for both National Register listing and Boston Landmark
designation, (2) those neeting criteria for National Register listing only,
and (3) those reconmmended for further study. See Map IV for individua
recommendations and Map V for further study recommendati ons.

Meeting Criteria for National Register and Boston Landmark designation
1. Back Bay Fens .

(Maps 22N-9E; 22N 10E; 23N-9|:; 23N-10E) (F/ K 900A, and for structures:
900, 901, 902, 903, 904, 905, 906, 907, 908, 500, 501)

Already listed in the National Register as part of the O nsted Park

System and desi gnated a Boston Landmark, the Back Bay Fens is a site
representative of elements of |andscape design enbodying distinctive
characteristics of late 19th century park planning and inplenmentation and is
a

not abl e work of Frederick Law O nsted, whose work influenced the devel opnent
of the Cty, Commonweal th, region, and nation

2. Children's Hospital

(Original administrative building). 300 Longwood Avenue. 1912-1914.
Shepl ey, Rutan, and Coolidge, architects. ' (Map 21IN-8E) (F/ K 529)

Qualifies as a noteworthy exanple of O assical Revival institution
architecture, designed by Boston's inportant firm of Shepley, Rutan, and
Coolidge. It was constructed to house Boston's Children's Hospital, which had
been incorporated in 1869. At that time it was the third pediatric hospita
established in the United States, and today is recogni zed throughout the
nation for its nedical contributions. The 4-story building has an exterior
material of a concrete conglonerate; its design features a front facade of 25
bays with a central Corinthian-columed portico and is crowned by a copper
done.
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3. Christian Science Publishing Society

One Norway Street. Chester Lindsay Churchill, architect. 1932-34. (Map
23N 10E) (F/ K 703)

Consi dered eligible as the home and publishing plant of the international

dai ly newspaper The Christian Science Mnitor, and as a visually prom nent
Neo- Cl assl cal building displaying distinguished design features including an
encl osed courtyard al ong Massachusetts Avenue, a set-back tenple-like roof
extension near its Massachusetts Avenue end, the atrixomlike building | obby,
and the 30" in dianeter stained glass and bronze Mapparium room whi ch

provi des

an inside-out intact view of a world globe of the 1930' s.

The Lobby and Mapparium of the building also nerit designation

(The Christian Science Publishing Society is included in the proposed
Synphony Nati onal Regi ster and Landmark District).

4. CITGQO sign
| ocated on top of 660 Beacon St. 1965. (Map 23N-9E) (F 910).

The CI TG sign is a fine and locally very rare exanple of the spectacul ar
neon display which, in its extravagant use of neon lighting, its nmarketing of
petrol eum products and its appeal to the noving autonobile, represents a | ess
energy consci ous, highly autonobile doninated period in Arerica's cultura

hi story. Technologically innovative in the history of advertising signs, it
is also a key visual landmark on the Boston skyline. It is considered to neet
Landmark criteria as a nman-nmade object representative of elenments of design
and craftsmanshi p which enbody distinctive characteristics of a type

i nherently val uable for study of a period and nmethod of construction. It is
of cultural significance in representing a popular cultural, urban aesthetic
i nfluenced by technol ogy and springing in part from our autonobile oriented
age. Due to conplex |legal and policy issues surroundi ng designation, the

Bost on Landmar ks Conmi ssi on denied a petition for Landmark status on January
25, 1983.
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5. Enmanuel Col | ege, Main building

400 The Fenway, 1913-1916. Magi nnis and Wal sh, architects. (Map
22N-9E) (F/ K 516)

Qualifies as an intact, noteworthy exanple of Mdern Gothic acadenic

design. The Boston firm of Mginnis and Wal sh was responsible for this red
brick structure with distinctive bell tower, one of the firm s nmany buil di ngs
for Catholic institutions in the Boston area. This edifice also serves as a
significant visual |andmark along the Fenway. Originally the Convent and
Acadeny of Notre Dane, this building was conmpleted in 1916, and Emmanuel day



col | ege opened here in 1919 and was granted a charter in 1921

(Emmanuel College's main building is also included i n Sout hwest Fenway
District)

6. Fenway Studios

30 I pswich Street, near Charlesgate East. Parker and Thomas, architects.
1904-06. (Map 23N 10E) (F/ K 701)

Included in the National Register, The Fenway Studios qualifies for

Boston Landnmark status as a relatively unaltered building which has been in
continuous use as artists' studios and housing since its conpletion, as a
rare

exanpl e of the influence of the Arts and Crafts nmovenment on Boston
architecture as a design by a pronminent firmand in addition, through its
cl ose association with the Boston school - a group of painters of |ocal and
regi onal influence.

The Fenway Studios al so has been included in the proposed Fenway Nati ona
Regi ster and Landnmark District.
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7. First Church of Christ Scientist

Christian Science Center near Massachusetts Avenue. Original church, -
Franklin I. Welch, architect. 1893-94. Extension, Charles Brighamwth
S.S. Benan, architects. 1904-06. (Map 23N 10E) (F/ K 535)

Qualifies as an architecturally significant church conplex, historically

i nportant through its association with Mary Baker Eddy, the founder of
Christian Science and as the Mdther Church of the Christian Science faith.
The doned Church Extension which is nmuch larger in scale than the earlier
Romanesque Revival building is a distiguished exanpl e of Renai ssance Reviva
architecture, and since its conpletion, has maintained its physical presence
as an architectural |andnmark of the city.

The auditoriums of both church buildings remain intact and al so nerit
desi gnati on.

(The First Church of Christ Scientist is included in the proposed
Synphony National Register and Landmark district).

8. Forsyth Dental Center

140 The Fenway. Edward T.P. Graham architect. 1912-14. (Map 22N 10E)
(F/ K 512)

Qualifies as an architecturally significant marbl e-faced buil ding

prom nently sited at one of the primary |andscaped entrances to the Back Bay
Fens and formng with the Museum of Fine Arts, just across Forsyth Way, an

i mpressive Neo-C assival setting in the Fenway. Forsyth Dental Center is also



of inportance as the home of a mmjor Boston health institution and as one of
the nost inportant centers for dental research and education in the country.

The cafeteria of the building, fornerly the Children's Waiting Room is
decorated with a Delft tile frieze of scenes of children's stories from
designs by Boston artist and architect A H Hepburn. It also considered
eligible for designation

The Forsyth Dental Center is included in the proposed Fenway Nationa
Regi ster and Landmark District.
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9. Isabella Stewart Gardner Museum (Fenway Court)

280 The Fenway. 1900-1902. Wllard T. Sears, architect. (Map 22N 9E)
(F/ K 514)

Listed in the National Register, the Gardner Museum qualifies for its

significance as an architecturally distinctive Venetian - inspired structure
which was built as the home and nuseum of |sabella Stewart Gardner, who nmade
i mportant contributions to the city's cultural life. Her diverse collection

of art includes Medieval and Renai ssance scul pture, contenporary paintings
(Whi stler, Sargent, Degas, Mitisse), and other works. The focal point of the
building is the skylight-covered interior courtyard with its Venetian

wi ndows,

arcades, scul pture, and horticultural displays.

Al so considered eligible for Landmark designation of its interior
The Gardner Museumis also included in the proposed Sout hwest Fenway
District.

10. Horticul tural Hal

300 Massachusetts Avenue and 247 Huntington Avenue. Weel wi ght and
Haven, architects, 1900-01. (Map 22N 10E) (F/ K 536)

Prominently | ocated across Massachusetts Avenue from Synphony Hall,
Horticultural Hall qualifies as a najor work of an inmportant architectura
firm

and as the continuing home of a cultural and educational institution of

| ocal

regi onal and national significance. Horticultural Hall also has been included
in the proposed Synphony National Register and Landmark district.
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11. Massachusetts Historical Society

1154 Boyl ston Street, c. Fenway. \Weel wight and Haven, architects.
1897/9. (Map 23/10) (F/ K 505)

A Regi stered National Landmark since 1966, the Massachusetts Historica
Society is considered eligible as the home of a cultural institution founded
in 1791 and renmining as the ol dest state historical society in the U S. and
as a mgjor work of an inportant architectural firm The Massachusetts

Hi storical Society is promnently |ocated across from O nsted' s Back Bay
Fens.

1154 Boyl ston Street also is included in the proposed Fenway Nationa
Regi ster and Landmark district.

12. Museum of Fine Arts

65 Huntington Avenue. Guy Lowell, architect. 1907-28. (Maps 21N 9E and
22N/ 9E) (F/ K 524)

Locat ed between Huntington Avenue and the Fenway, between Miseum Road and
Forsyth Way - the | andscaped entry to the Back Bay Fens, the Miuseum of Fine
Arts qualifies as an architecturally distinguished exanple of a |large scale
Neo- Cl assical architecture, as a major work of a prominent architect, and as
the hone of a cultural institution of major significance to the city,
commonweal th. New Engl and region and the nation. (The Miuseum of Fine Arts
also i? included in the proposed Fenway National Regi ster and Landnmark
District).

13. New Engl and Conservatory of Misic

290 Huntington Avenue and 30 Gai nsborough. Weel wight and Haven,
architects. 1901-03. (Map 22N 10E) (F/ K 522)

Al ready included in the National Register, the Renai ssance Revival New
Engl and Conservatory of Misic qualifies for Boston Landmark status as an

i mportant work of a prominent |ocal architect and as the hone of a cultura
institution of local, religious and national significance. Established in
1867, the New Engl and Conservatory is of additional significance as the

ol dest

i ndependent conservatory of nusic in the U S. Since its foundings, New
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Engl and Conservatory faculty and students have nmade significant contributions
to the city, region, and nation in nusic performance and education

Desi gnati on of Jordan Hall as an interior landmark is al so reconmended.



The New Engl and Conservatory of Misic also falls into the proposed
Synphony National Register and Landmark disrtict.

14. Synphony Hal

301 Massachusetts Avenue and 249 Huntington Avenue. McKim Mead, and
VWhite, architects 1899-1900. (Map 22N 10E) (F/ K 537)

Included in the National Register, Synphony Hall merits recognition as a
Boston Landnmark as the home of a cultural institution of considerable |ocal
regi onal, national and international significance and as a prom nently sited,
maj or work of a nationally inportant architectural firm and for its intact
audi torium whi ch continues to enjoy international recognition for the
excel l ence of its accoustics.

Specific designation of the interior of the auditoriumis also
recomended .

Synphony Hall also is included in the proposed Synphony National Register
and Landmark District.

15. YMCA

312-320 Huntington Avenue. Shepley, Rutan, and Coolidge, architects.
1911-13. (Map 22N 10E) (F/ K 523)

Considered eligible as a najor work by an inportant architectural firm

as a |large scal e and handsonme exanpl e of the Tapestry Brick Style, as the
hone

of an inportant educational and social service institution and as the "hone
office" of the first "Y' branch to be organized in U S

(The YMCA is included in the proposed Synphony National Register and
Landmark District).
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Meeting criteria for National Register listing only
Resi denti al

16. Hastings Houses

2 Shart Street, (ca. 1875). (Map 22N-8E) (F/ K 81).
4 Short Street, (ca. 1855). (Map 22N-8E) (F/ K 82).

Consi dered eligible as significant intact exanples, the only ones

remai ni ng, of the franme residences which forned the 19th century nei ghborhood
al ong Short Street, Pilgrim Road, and Brookline Avenue northeast of Short
Street. The early Italianate style dwelling at 4 Short Street has a 3-bay



fom facade, side gables, corner pilaters, and bracketed cornices. Now
around the conmer fromits original site, the house was purchased by Bul key A
Hastings, a Boston butter and cheese merchant, in 1868 and remmi ned (except
for 1876-1877) in Hastings fam |y ownership until acquired by Sinmmons Fenal e
College in 1904. 2 Short Street, later Italianate in style, features a 3-bay
front with central entry and porch, a hipped slate roof, bracketed cornice,
and bay wi ndows. It was the residence of Bul key Hastings' son Francis and
wife Mary C. (Hews) Hastings. Both houses are now part of Sinmons College's
resi dential campus.

17. Moorfield and Gertrude Storey House

24 The Fenway. Peabody and Stearns, architects. 1900. (Map 23N 10E)
(F/ K 18)

Considered eligible as an architecturally notabl e Federal Revival

resi dence designed by an inportant architectural firmand |located within the
Fenway frontage near Boylston Street. #24 The Fenway is of particul ar

i nterest

as the residence of civil rights lawer Morfield Storey from 1900 until his
death in 1929. He is best known for his successful efforts during the 1910 's
to gain Supreme Court enforcenent of the 15th anmendnent.

(#24 The Fenway also is included in the proposed Fenway National Register
and Landmark District)
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18. Robert Treat Paine, Jr. House

1 Queensberry St. at Park Drive. 1899-1901. Charles K. Cunm ngs,
architect. (Map 22N-9E) (F 65)

Consi dered eligible as a substantial, well-designed brick Georgian

Revi val mansion which is the oldest building in the West Fens. Constructed
for attorney Robert Treat Paine, Jr. The house is a rem nder that Park Drive
was originally slated for devel opnent with substantial, stylish townhouses
simlar to those on The Fenway east of the Back Bay Fens. From 1914-1935, the
house was owned by the Boston Vedanta Center

Chur ches
19. Church of Disciples

105 Jersey Street, corner of Peterborough. James Purdon, architect.
1905. (Map 22N/9E) (F 540). W

Qualifies as an architecturally significant exanple of early 20th century

Cl assical Revival design. Its architect was Harvard University C ub
Speci al i st James Purdon. The Church of the Disciples was organized in 1841 on
Beacon Hi Il by James Freeman Clark. Overtinme it occupied several buildings in
the South End before a West Fens site was chosen in 1904. This red brick,



white cast stone and narble faced edifice is one of the ol dest structures in
the West Fens. It is presently owned by the Seventh Day Adventist Chuch and
School .

20. St. Ann's Roman Cat holic Church

77 St. Stephen Street. Rotch and Tilden, architects. 1890-92. (Map
22N/ 10E) (F/ K 547).

N Considered eligible as an intact exanple of a late Victorian Gothic

church designed by a prominent Boston architectural firm Through its
conversion fromthe Protestant Episcopal Church of the Messiah to its present
use as a Roman Catholic Church, St. Ann's is of additional interest as a

i ndi cator of socio-econonic change in the Fenway area.
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21 . St. Cecilia Roman Cat holic Church

20 Belvidere Street and 30 St. Cecilia Street. Charles J. Batenan,
architect. 1888-1892. (Map 23N 10E) (F/ K 503).

Qualifies as a work of an inportant designer of Roman Catholic churches
and institutions in the Boston area, as a notable exanpl e of Romanesque
Revi val church architecture, and as the first Roman Catholic church to be
built

in the Back Bay and Fenway districts.

22. St. denents Roman Cat holic Church

1103 Boylston Street. Allen and Collens, architects. 1923-24. (Map
23N/ 10E) (F/ K 506).

Qualifies as a notabl e exanple of Mddern Gothic church architecture and
as a work of a major firmknown for its religious and institutional
buildings. St. Clement's Catholic Church originally was built as the
Uni versal i st Church of the Redenption.

(St. Cenments also is included in the proposed Fenway National Register
and Landmark Districts).

Conmrer ci al

23. Sears Roebuck and Conpany Mail Order Store

309 Park Drive. Nimmons, Carr and Wight. 1928. (Map 22N 9E) (F 411).
Qualifies as a fine, early, and locally rare exanple of the Art Deco
style in Boston. The tower of this light grey brick and Indiana |inestone

faced building is the nbst pronminent |andmark in the West Fens. It was
desi gned by the Chicago based architectural firmof N nmons, Carr and Wi ght.



This firmwas responsi ble for a number of Sears Roebuck regional nmil order
houses during the 1910 's and 1920' s.
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Institutional
24. Berklee College of Misic

1138 Boyl ston Street. Arthur H Bowditch, architect. 1901-02. (Map
23N/ 10E) (F/ K 504).

Built originally as the Carlton Hotel, #1138 Boyl ston Street is considered
eligible as an architecturally distinguished and intact |arge-scale exanple
of

the Beaux-Arts style which in Boston often includes a heavy overlay of
Ceorgi an Revival detailing and forns.

(Al'so included in the proposed Fenway National Register and Landmark
District)

25. Boston Conservatory of Misic

8 The Fenway. Shaw and Hunnewel |, architect. 1899-1901. (Map 23N 10E)
(F/ K 511).

Qualifies as an architecturally significant building retaining mich of

its original appearance and its handsone wood panel |l ed Georgi an Revi val
second

floor library. Designed by a prominent firm 8 The Fenway is of further
signi ficance through its |long association with the growth and devel oprment of
the city's medical establishment.

(8 The Fenway also is included in the proposed Fenway National Register
and Landmark District)

26. Boston Lying-in Hospital

221 Longwood Ave. Coolidge and Shattuck, architects. 1921-1922. (Maps
21N-8E and 21N-9E) (F/K 531)

This tan brick Mediterranean Revival institutional building qualifies for

its historic inportance as the hone of the Boston Lying-in Hospital from 1923
to 1981. The hospital was founded in 1832 for poor wonen in |abor, and in
1847 was the site of the first use of anesthesia in a U S. maternity
hospital. The architectural firm of Coolidge and Shattuck received the city's
Harl eston Parker Gold Medal for their design of the Lying-in.

27. Boston Public Latin Hi gh Schoo



78 Avenue Louis Pasteur. 1922. Janes E. MlLaughlin, architect. (Mp
21N-9E) (F/ K 533).

This Georgi an Revival brick school Is considered eligible as the present
honme of Boston's Public Latin School, the oldest public school in the United
States, founded in 1635. Many Bostoni ans who gai ned national proninence in
political and civic affairs have been alumi of the city's Public Latin
School , which has been housed in a succession of hones and school " buil di ngs
since its beginning.

28. Boston University Theatre

264 Huntington Avenue. WIIlianms Beal Sons, architects 1924-25. (Mp
22N/ 10E) (F/ K 521).

Considered eligible as an architecturally significant CGeorgi an Revival
theatre located in the imediate vicinity of several of Boston's cultural

| andmar ks (Synmphony Hall, New Engl and Conservatory, Horticultural Hall) and
originally built as the permanent home for the Jewett Repertory Theatre.

29. Peter Bent Brigham Hospital , (original buildings which face Bri gham
Crcle)

721 Huntington Ave. Codman and Despradelle, architects. 1911-1913.
(Map 21N-8E) (F/ K 525)

Consi dered eligible as an architecturally notable O assical Reviva
institutional building with historic significance as the original hone of the
Pet er Bent Brigham Hospital, which opened in 1913 and was founded to provide
nmedi cal care for the poor of Suffol k County. The Hospital has been a teaching
facility of Harvard Medi cal School throughout Its history. The first
successful kidney transplant occured here.
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30. The Cotting School for Handi capped Children

241 St. Botol ph Street. Peabody and Stearns, architects. 1903.
Addi tion: -Stone and Webster Co., architects. 1926. (Map 22N 10E)
(F/ K 546).

Qualifies as an architecturally notable institutional building of

consi derabl e historical inportance for its continuing use as the first schoo
for handi capped children in the U S. The Cotting School was designed by the
prom nent architectural firm of Peabody and Stearns and remmi ns an intact
exanpl e of their institutional work.

(The Cotting School is included in the proposed Synphony Nati ona
Regi ster and Landmark District).

31. Massachusetts College of Art



364 Brookline Avenue. . (1929-1930). Henry and Ri chnond, architects.
(Map 22N-8E) (F/ K 507).

Qualifies as a distinctive school building exhibiting an interesting

bl end of Art Deco and Mddern Gothic architectural elements. Since 1930 the
bui | di ng has housed the Massachusetts College of Art, for which it was built.
The col | ege which was founded in 1873 as the Massachusetts Nornmal Art School
remai ns the only state-supported autononous art school in the country. The
original purpose was to train art teachers for the public schools, and it has
since expanded its prograns to neet other artistic needs of the Comobnwealth,
in such areas as industry and adverti sing.

32. School of the Museum of Fine Arts

230 The Fenway. Guy Lowel |, architect. 1926-27. (Map 22N 9E) (F/ K
513).

Consi dered eligible as an architecturally notable Georgi an Revi val

buil di ng and one of the |ast designs of the designer and architect Cuy
Lowel I .

#230 The Fenway is of cultural inportance through its association with an art
museum of international reputation and as a teaching institution in the

vi sual
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arts whose staff has included regionally influential painters, scul ptors, and
architects.

(#230 The Fenway is included in the proposed Fenway "National Register and
Landmark District)

33. Thonmas Morgan Rotch, Jr. Menorial Hospital for Infants

5 Shattuck Street. 1910 (begun). Shepley, Rutan, and Cooli dge,
architects. (Map 21N-8E) (F/ K 548).

Qualifies as a fine exanple of C assical Revival architecture by Boston's
prom nent architectural firm of Shepley, Rutan, and Coolidge, who were
responsi bl e for several substantial buildings in the Fenway /Longwood ar ea.
This white marble-clad structure with its nmonunmental lonic portico was
designed to coordinate with the Harvard Medi cal School buildings nearby. It
was built for the Rotch Menorial Hospital for Infants, which was incorporated
in 1881 as the West-End Nursery and Infants' Hospital. Founded in response to
t he needs of the poor in crowded tenenent housing conditions, its purposes
were to provide nedical care for infants and to educate nothers in infant
care

and artificial feeding. The hospital was |ocated at 55 Shattuck Street during
the years 1914-1923.

34. Simons Col | ege (main buil ding)

300 The Fenway. 1901-1904. Peabody and Stearns, architects. (Mp



22N 9E) (F/ K 515).

Consi dered eligible as the work of Boston's distinguished architectural
firm of Peabody and Steans, this brick C assical Revival institutiona

buil ding was the first of Simmons College's structures put up in its Fenway
canpus. Sinmmons Fenal e Col |l ege was incorporated in 1899 and founded through
t he bequest of John Sinmmons (1796-1870), whose wealth had been nade in
Boston's clothing industry. The curriculum of the College conbined acadenic
and vocational courses fromits beginning in an attenpt to "enable the
scholars to acquire an independent |ivelihood" as Simmons had specified in
hi s

will. Sinmons College's nain building is promnently sited facing the Back
Bay Fens.
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(300 The Fenway is also included in the reconmended Sout hwest Fenway
District).

Speci al Use Structures
35. Fenway Park
24 Yawkey Way. 1912; 1934. (Map 23N-9E) (F/ K 911)

Qualifies for its considerable inportance in sports history as the hone
stadi um of the Boston Red Sox baseball teamsince its opening in 1912. Fenway
Park is the maj or | eagues' second ol dest stadiiom and its only remaining

si ngl e-deck stadium The original Tapestry Brick style entrance facade and

st adi um perinmeter remain.

36. New Riding Cub

52 Hemenway Street. Wllard T. Sears, architect. 1891-92. (Map
23N/ 10E) (F/ K 518).

Considered eligible as an architecturally significant and stylistically
distictive Jacobethan buil ding designed by a notable Boston architect. The
New Riding Club is of further interest for its use as a stable for urban
residents in the devel opi ng new nei ghborhood in the vicinity of the Back Bay
Fens.

37. Riding Schoo

145- 151 I pswich Street. Weel wight and Haven, architects. 1900. (Map
23N 9E) (F 407).

Considered eligible as a rare surviving exanple of a Back Bay Fens riding
school, built for well-to-do Boston real estate specul ator Eban Jordan, in
1900. It was designed in the Queen Anne/ d assical revival style by the

prom net Boston architectural firm of Wheelwight and Haven. This firm was
responsi ble for a nunber of inportant Fenway institutions including
Horticultural Hall (1903), The New Engl and Conservatory of Misic (1903) and



Jordan Hall. This red brick building served as a riding school until at |east
the early 1920' s.
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Recomended for Further Study
1. Farragut Schoo

10 Fenwood Rd. Weel wight and Haven, architects. 1903. (Map 21N 8E)
(F/ K 517)

An architecturally notable exanple of a CGeorgian Revival school, designed
by Boston's pronminent firm of Weelwight and Haven. The experinenta

el |l -shape plan attenpted to exclude sunlight fromclassroons to benefit
students' eyes.

2. Grls' Latin School and Nornmal Schoo

(now part of Roxbury Community College). Pal ace Road, Tetlow Street, and
Hunti ngt on Avenue. 1906-1907. Peabody and Stearns; Magi nnis, Wl sh and
Sul l'ivan; Coolidge and Carlson, architects. (Map 21N-9E) (F/ K 538).

Thi s grouping of notable red brick school buildings with terra cotta trim

is Beaux-Arts in design, and is now partially obscured by | ater buildings and
addi ti ons of the Roxbury Comunity Coll ege and rel ocated Massachusetts
Col | ege

of Art. Prom nent Boston architects were chosen by the city to design the
formal group which originally forned a prom nent |andmark al ong Hunti ngton
Avenue .

Further research is needed on the history of the schools and the intactness

of
the original building conplex.

3. Martin MIInore Schoo

85 Peterborough St. George E. Robinson, architect. 1929. (Map 22N 9E)
(F/ K 540A)

A not abl e exanpl e of Georgian Revival institutional design, nanmed for
md-late 19th century Boston area scul ptor Martin M| nore.
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4. Richardson Buil di ng
5-15 Jersey Street, 76-88 Brookline Avenue. 1916 (Map 23N 9E) (F 408).

Considered eligible as a well designed and preserved exanple of an early

20th century C assical revival Kennore Square comrercial building. Its
severly C assical Revival facades are faced with white terra cotta.
Particularly noteworthy are the nonunental, fluted and engaged Tuscan col ums
which flank the nain entrance. Designed in 1916 by Boston architects Mnks
and Johnson, it was dedicated in 1920 to the menory of George Lincoln

Ri chardson, a soldier in WWI1 who was killed at Verdum France in 1918.

5. Wnsor Schoo

103 PilgrimRoad. 1909-1910. R dipston Sturgis, architect. (Mp
22N-8E) (F/ K 543).

Housed in a handsonme Modern Gothic style red brick school building, the
W nsor School deserves further study for its relative inportance in Boston's
educational facilities. The predecessor to this private girls' college

preparatory day school was founded in 1886 by Ms. Francis Brooks, and was
taken over by Mary Pickard Wnsor the next year
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Interior of Synmphony Hall qualifies for Boston Landmark status.
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records, early nmaps, etc.)

deeds, assessor's

30STONGTJ3SS. MAi asU 23, iqrin AimdL& O* SV/ M H C*VHr AC-

StontiAf2V (fFr/s}eA?n"TbhEN)

APPENDI X |
BOSTON LAMBMARKS COWM SSI ON Bui | di ng I nfonnati oa Form Form No. JMArea -
Pl\i I\I\j I\VI\

ADDRESS "~/ 235! Tr LPMSTBgg=" CSJI . KJaag. AMSI <cwS"r«- AvgM Ug-
NAME A4A*jt>/cAff~cuia:!gsjsj Amr e¢peaflMaa cu) 'LD(z.aj
present original

No. ~LZJ"in"" SUB AREA

ATE /~(D3 AKJP | *zi o 3u</”"\ 6-psaih-~

source

CHi i ECT yj-Ss::;. AN ;. -ANAAAANNNAN

source

ITLDE R i9Tj, . m,” ~ KW»i.:t"~:*"j, . BJ/U” IK]5- |I"RKtts-

source



orxgmal present

present
: GTOGRAPHS f AKyAWr | AN 4NN Agh

TYPE (residential) single " double row
(non-residential) StHnt"L-

3-deck ten apt.

NO. OF STORIES (1st to cornice) _S
+OOF - R5»f cupol a

plus *nX"snyt- VgAsaMqr -
dormers ' @ — W

MATERI ALS (Frane) cl apboards
(Cther) brick 7~;j»

shi ngl es stucco
stoiie TT"M

asphalt asbestos al univi nyl
concrete iron/steel/alum

i JKiJii UnbLKirTION z-i-saVps”~cacc. -ri
UM *stt DM A=A Muuxdi CL* trl ata

noderate drastic

EXTERI OR ALTERATI ON

2-fain.

MT-i > s MK "m) a3«nt<t Al _-



CONDI TI ON (goo”™ fair poor
NOTEWORTHY SI TE CHARACTERI STI CS

of Northeastern U (fornerly Boston Arena) . ~__ "

Attached at le ft, single-story -plus "basenent hip-ped roofed squarish- pi

an

bui 1ding with copper trinmred pinnacled cupola with weather vane and copper

_LOT AREA JS/ =1 p>nA
2ry large | ot ocfci

sq. feet

On very large lot oc' cupying all of frontage
"between service alleys . Across from Mat hews Are]

Lot slopes off steeply to rear.

frieze dated 1912. 7' "brick
wall along left street
frontage; fencing with iron
pi ckets al ong right section
(Map)

SI GNI FI CANCE (cont'd on reverse)
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N

of their institutional work.

Founded In 1897, the Industrial School for Crippled and Def ormed
Children, as it was then called, was initiated and supported
entirely through donation and charitable fund-raising » and.

began with 2~ "schol ar-patients" who were brought by bus to St
Andrews Hall on Chanmbers Street in the old West End. Soon after-
wards, as the need to offer board and | odging for pupils increaseo

a row house at 6 Turner Street (see 'formfor 12-30 Edgerly Road)

was rented to provide space for the school. Subjects taught at this f
time included sew ng, crochet, draw ng, woodcarving ("for boys
only"), physical culture, and kitchen gardeni ng.



Francis J. Cotting, one of the original trustees of the Industrial
School, was from around the turn- of- the-c entry to the tinme of
his death in 191" at age ~8, president of the institution, and

as a physically handi capped person, was committed to- instruction
at the school of practical and commercially val uabl e trades.

By the time the school's- honme was built on St. Botol ph Street
(opening reception — Decenmber 1, 1904),. courses in a variety of
handi crafts and trades were being offered and' a print shop — see p)
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that filled over 00 orders for individuals outside of the

school was in operation. The staff snd trustees of the Industrial
School devel oped a curricul umand school -day that provided

study, industrial trades, exercise, good nutrition, fresh-air
and light, and nedical treatment. In 1912, a fresh-air class-
roomwas "built, and children studied in a snmall building with
open sides. This structure was noved to nmake way for the 1926
addition but remains on-site (although now cl osed-in) and

is attached to the left side of the school

A sizeable addition quite simlar in style and treatnent to

the earlier building was conpleted in 1926, and the ol d school
becanme the classroom buil di ng, and the new was used for

i ndustrial training. ' The school's enrollnment was at this tinme
108 students, and 8 grades of elementary work, 3 years of

hi gh school, plus industrial work including printing, |ino-
type operation, stenography, typewiting, and office practice
were avail able. Today, the Getting School provides a ful
academ ¢ program approved by the Boston School System

as well as medical support and vocational training for students
in grades 1 through 12. B All pupil services are provided through
schol arshi p assi stance and city/town paynents, and there is no
direct cost to parent or student. In 1981-2, the Getting

School served 122 children from~7 cities and towns in the
Greater Boston Area.

Robert Swain Peabody (1874-5-1917) and John Goddard Stearns (1873-
1917) » the architects of the Getting School, enjoyed an extensive



practice which |asted for "0 years. The firmwas of najor

i nportance fromthe 187G s through the 1910 's and was known for
its school, public, insltutional, conmercial, and residential
desi.gns. Their work included Mathews Hall and the ol d Hemenway
Gym at Harvard; the Boston and Provi dence Railroad Station
formerly in Park Square; the Exchange, Gunard, and India
Bui |l di ngs on Boston's State Street; the Hotel Bellevue at 19-

25 Beacon Street, and numerous residences in Back Bay. Peabody
and Stearrswere the architects of the Dorchester Heights nonu-
nment in South Boston and the C “om House Tower, and in the
Fenway area, were responsi ble for the Queen Anne/ Georgi an
Revival row at 37-57 St. Stephen, the Georgi an Revival row at
38-56 St. Stephen, and the townhouses at 22, 27, 26 The Fenway,
and Si mons Col | ege at 300 The Fenway (19Ql-4-) (see forns for).

AJr'i"ENDI X |1

Key to 100" Scale Inventory Mps

APPENDI X | I']

H staric Inventory Mao Codi ng System - Boston

City is divided into the following districts, note abbreviations.
A capital letter or pair will always precede a nunmber for coding.

EB

East Boston

SB

Chart estown

JP

N W

Nort h End/ Wat er f r ont



BB

Back Bay

BH

Beacon Hi ||

RD

SC

Bay Vill age/ Chi nat own

VR

FK

Fenway/ Kennor e

HP

AS

Al | st on/ Bri ght on

GC

NI H

M ssion Kill

V\E



SE

Sout h End

CBD

Sout h Boston

Jamai ca Pl ain

Roxbury

Dor chest er

Rosi i ndal e

West Roxbury

Hyde Par k

Governnent Center/North Station
West End

Central Business District

2. Nunerical systemis divided into the follow ng use categori es.

(MHC code is the underlying structure here with additional break-
downs to deal with the large nunber of structures in the Cty).

Bui | di ngs 1-799

Furt her broken down into:

Resi dential 1-399

(including all types of residential structures, apartnents,
out buil dings, such as carnage houses, barns, stables,

and gar ages)

Conmer ci al 400- 499

(I'ncluding retail, office, bank, gas stations, fast food,

auto repair, super markets, shopping center, hotel, theatre,

conbi ned comerci al /residential )



I nstitutional 500-699

(I'ncludi ng church, school, nmunicipal, hospital, nursing
hone, club, R R station, civic, stadiun

Manuf act uri ng 700-799

i ncl udi ng manufacturing, lofts, factory warehouse, mll
Cenetary 800-899

Structures, Parks, Mnunents, Mrkers 900-999

(I'ncl uding bridge, canal, dam tunnel, road/path, windmll,
fort, standpi pe, marker/tablet, statue, fountain, mlestone,
par ks, benches, training fields, clocks)

Street scapes 1000- X

3. Exanple of how to use system

D159 - reflects a residential structure in Dorchester

H900 - reflects a bridge in Hyde Park

H371 - reflects a comrercial structure in Hyde Park

Col or #

Col oni al
(1-30-1775)

Feder al
(1790-1830)

G eek Revival
(1830-1855)

CGot hi ¢ Revi va
(1840-1850)

Italianate
(1845-1885)

Hi gh Victorian
CGot hi ¢
(1860-1890)

Mansar d
(1860-1890)



Stick Style
(1870-1880)

Queen Anne
(1870-1900)

Romanesque
Revi val
(1875-1895

Shingle Style
(1880- 1900)

Renai ssance
Revi val
(1885-1930)

Victorian/ Industrial
Commercial Style
11885-1905)

?518

#930

#931

| #qgi g

1 1 #904

1 1 #Qnfi



I #933

#qn

"t #°07

1 | #cinQ

" #QL3

1 1#qi4

1 1#qi 7

Chat eauesque/
Nor man
(1890-1905)

Beaux Arts
(1890-1915)

Ceorgi an or
Col oni al Revi val
(1890-1930)

Feder al Revi val
(1900-1920) T

Modern Got hi c
(1890-1940)

Jacobet han
(1895-1930)

Cl assi cal

Revi val



(1895-1930)
Medi t er r anean/
M ssi on

(1900- 1930)

Bungal ow
(1900- 1930

Early 20th Century Conmerci al
Tapestry Brick

(1910- 1940)

Art Deco/

Moder ne

(1925- 1940)

| nt er nati onal

| #916

#941
#917

#942
| #945

Styl e/ Moder n
(1927-

\ #°1?

HQU7

1 | #Q7



1Q?Q

| #93f 5

1 | #Q36

#qfi - 5;

#964.

Cont enpor ary
Subur ban

(1940-



Resi denti al

I ns

titutional

Buil ding Materials

unmar ked, single famly

Ch:

church

(b)

brick

2F. two famly

Sc:

school

(s)

st one

3D: triple decker

Mo:

nmuni ci pal

(so)

stucco



A: apart nment

(police, fire.

e (m)

net al

Gar:. garage

library, etc.)

(CO

concrete

Barn: stable or

hospital , nursing

(gi)

gl ass

car nage

Ch:

hone
club



Commer ci al

Man

uf act uring

VAC:

vacant

R : retail store

M

manuf act uri ng

(1-2 stories)

W

war ehouse

I

drastically

of fice, bank

altered
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