
FHn-e-300 (11-7») 

Uni ted Sta tes Depar tment of the Inter ior 
Her i tage Conservat ion and Recreat ion Service 

National Register of Historic P iaces 
Inventory—Nomination Form 
See instruct ions in How to Complete National Register Forms 
Type all entr ies—complete appl icable sect ions 

1. Name 

NCRS use only 

APR 2 8 1982 
•ntercd 

historic Bernard Ratterman House 

and or common 

2. Location 
street & number 1349 Broadway not for publication 

city, town C i n c i n n a t i vicinity of congressional district 1 s t 

state O h i o code 0 3 9 county K a i c i l t o n code 061 

3. Classif ication 
Category Ownersh ip Status Present Use 

district public occupied agriculture museum 
^ building(s) ^ private X unoccupied commercial park 

structure both work in progress educational X private residence 
site Publ ic Acqu is i t ion Access ib le entertainment religious 
object in process X yes: restricted government scientific 

being considered yes: unrestricted industrial transportation 
no military other: 

4. Owner of Property 

name Mr. Charles Levinson 

street & number 1 7 2 0 D u B o i s T o w e r 

city, town Cincinnati vicinity of state O h i o 4 5 2 0 2 

5. Location of Legal Description 
courthouse, registry of deeds, etc. H a m i l t o n C o u n t y C o u r t h O U S e 

street & number Court and Main s t r e e t s 

city, town Cincinnati state O h i o 4 5 2 0 2 

6. Representation in Existing Surveys 
title C i n c i n n a t i H i s t o r i c I n v e n t o r y has this property been determined elegible? yes A _ no 

date 1978 federal state county local 

depository for survey records Miami Purchase Association. 812 Dayton St. 

city, town Cincinnati state O h i o 4 5 2 1 4 



7. Description 

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

good ruins altered moved date 
fair unexposed 

Describe the present and original (if known) physical appearance 

This building i s an asymetrical, 18* x 70', 3 bay, 2 1/2 story 
common bond brick d i s t i n c t i v e example of Italianate architectiire. 
The f i r s t floor exhibits a sandstone s t a i r and stoop treatment leading 
to a raised recessed entrance. A semicircular lighted transom rests 
atop a typically Italianate styled door with paired semicircular headed 
glass and decorative rectangular panels. The door surround i s composed 
of engaged colvunns with long rectangular panels r i s i n g to be terminated 
by rectangular capitals with a mixed bas-relief motif, A semicircular 
compound arched sandstone l i n t e l exhibits a decorative leaf motif at 
the keystone. The window treatment i s 1/1 double hung with compound 
semicircular l i n t e l s supported by engaged smooth columns with an acorn 
motif pendant and bracketed lug s i l l s . 

The raised water table with stone course i s pierced by small 
rectangular windows. 

The second floor window treatment is identical to the f i r s t f loor. 
The upper story de t a i l is composed of decorate brackets, turned column 
supports with acorn pendant, and small dentils. Concentric circles 
are flanked by lighted e l i p t i c a l windows i n the frieze. 

• The moderate gable roof has a sli g h t parapet with stone coping and 
the large t r i p l e flued chimney i s capped by decorative chimney pots. 

'• A decorative wrought iron fence rests atop a low retaining wall 
in front of the main facade. 

The side facades are composed of simple standstone l i n t e l s and 
lug s i l l s and common "bond brick,' . . . 

The i n t e r i o r exhibits a side h a l l plan and the rooms were recently 
rehabilitated to allow for a better u t i l i z a t i o n of space and to bring 
the building up to code. 



8. Significance 

Period 
prehistoric 
1400-1499 
1500-1599 
1600-1699 
1700-1799 

JL-1800-1899 
1900-

Areas of Signif icance—Check and justify below 
archeology-prehistoric 
archeology-historic 
agriculture 
architecture 
art 
commerce 
communications 

community planning 
conservation 
economics 
education 
engineering 
exploration settlement 
industry 
invention 

landscape architecture _ 
law 
literature 
military 
music 
philosophy 
politics government 

religion 
science 
sculpture 
social 
humanitarian 
theater 
transportation 
other (specify) 

Speci f ic dates c . 1 8 6 5 Builder Architect 

Statement of Significance (in one paragraph) 

Identified i n the Cincinnati Historic Inventory as contributing 
to the unique environment of the Over the Rhine, the Bernard Ratterman 
House i s an excellent example of Italianate architecture exhibiting 
distinctive elements associated with the style and fine craftsmanship. 

Constructed i n c. 1665, the building with i t s use of semicircular 
stone window trim, bracketed lug s i l l s and detailed cornice treatment 
exhibits d i s t i n c t i v e characteristics associated with the Italianate 
style. The addition of fine execution for the stone trim by skill e d 
craftsmen enhances i t s architectural significance. The use of acorn 
and foliated motifs are significant stylized elements since they appear 
in extremely limited d i s t r i b u t i o n . 

The building i s found i n close association with similar period, 
scale, and architecturally significant buildings and contributes to a 
di'stinctive streetscape. 

I t is believed that Bernard Ratterman had the building constructed 
in. c. 1865. He and his family resided i n i t for a number of years 
during which time he was employed i n various white collar a c t i v i t i e s . 
In 1883, the building was sold to A. J. Nurre, the owner of a picture 
frame, molding and mirror company. The firm i s s t i l l i n operation 
today. When i t was sold i n 1928 by his heirs, the building changed 
owners numerous times and at an unknown time was converted to 
apartments. 

The building has recently undergone re h a b i l i t a t i o n i n accordance 
with the Secretary of Interior's Rehabilitation Standards and the 
owner is desirous of taking advantage of the provisions of the 1976 
Tax Act as i t relates to h i s t o r i c buildings. 



. . . . . . .m h -

9. Major Bibl iographical R e f e r e n c e s 
Hamilton County Courthouse Deeds 
Williams Cincinnati Directories 

10. Geograph ica l Data 
Acreage of nominated oroperty l e s s t h a n a n a c r e 

. , Cov ing ton , Ky . -On io Quadrangle name S ! _ *' Quadrangle scale 

UMT References 
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Verbal boundary desc r ip t i on and j us t i f i ca t i on 
Lot No. 5 of the Abigail Lewis Subdivision per Sheriff; recorded 
March 19, I860 (Plat Book 2, Page 75) 

List al l s ta tes and coun t ies for proper t ies over lapping s ta te or county boundar ies 

state code county code 

state code county code 

11. Form Prepared By 

name/title Fred Mitchell 
. H i s t o r i c P r e s e r v a t i o n Assoc ia tes ^ . November 1 , 1981 

organization date 

street & number P . O . l iOX 8 9 3 3 telephone 5 1 3 - 8 7 1 - 6 8 5 7 

city or town Cincinnati state Ohio 45208 

12. S ta te Histor ic Preservat ion Officer Cert i f icat ion 
The evaluated significance of this property within the state is: 

national state local 

As the designated State Historic Preservation Officer for the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (Public Law 89-
665), I hereby nominate this property for inclusion in the National Register and certify that it has been evaluated 
according to the criteria and procedures set forth by the Heritage Conservat ion^d Recreation Service. 

^ — M..- • C - - ^ 

title ^^PO ^ date 

For HCRS use only 
1 hereby certify that this property is Included in the National Register 

date 

• I 

keeper of the National Register 

Attest: date 
1 Chief of Registration 

G P O 938 e3C 



NATIONAL R E G I S T E R O F H I S T O R I C P L A C E S wnit«!»t.u^D^rtm«ntoithemt^ 
Si-'r .-,+,-̂ _.,̂ ^^^ . National Psht Serrto« 

EVALUAfibNTillTURN SHEET . • 

Prnp^rty ^^^//er/?:'/'/^ J^d^r/^f^^/^ Mw^^: Working No. 
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< Substantlva Raviaw: _ sampia raquest , appeal _1^TIR decision 

- / / J i Rec'-dm./Criteria Z ^ - ^ 
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•Nomination raturnad for: technical corrections cited below 
.L^BUbstantiva reasons discussed below 

Lxt^ N a m * 

vX^. L o c a t i o n 

C l a s s i f i c a t i o n 

I / 4 . O w n e r of Property 

. L o c a t i o n of L e g a l Descr ip t ion 

Represen ta t ion in Ex is t ing S u r v e y s 

7. Descr ip t ion 

.y^ummary paragraph 
_ completeness 
^ clarity 
y , alterations/integrity 

dates 
boundary selection 





FHR-8-300 (11-78) 

Uni ted States Depar tment of the Inter ior 
Her i tage Conservat ion and Recreat ion Service 

National Register of Historic P iaces 
Inventory—Nomination Form 
See instruct ions in Hoiv to Complete National Register Forms 
Type all entr ies—complete appl icable sect ions 

1. Name 

For HCRS use only 

received APR 2 8 1982 

date entered 

historic Bernard Ratterman House 

and/or common 

2. Location 
street & number 1349 Broadway not for publication 

city, town C i n c i n n a t i vicinity of congressional district 1st 

state O h i o code 0 3 9 county H a m i l t o n code 0 6 1 

3. Classif ication 
Category Ownersh ip Status Present Use 

district public occupied agriculture museum 
X building(s) ^ private X unoccupied commercial park 

structure both work in progress educational X private residence 
site Publ ic Acqu is i t i on Access ib le entertainment religious 
object in process X yes: restricted government scientific 

being considered yes: unrestricted industrial transportation 
no military other: 

4. Owner of Property 

name Mr. Charles Levinson 

street & number 1 7 2 0 D u B o i S T o w e r 

city, town Cincinnati vicinity of state O h i o 4 5 2 0 2 

5. Location of Legal Description 
courthouse, registry of deeds, etc. Hami l ton County Gourthouse 

street & number Court and Main S t r e e t s 

city, town Cincinnati state O h i o 4 5 2 0 2 

6. Representation in Existing Surveys 
title C i n c i n n a t i H i s t o r i c I n v e n t o r y has this property been determined elegible? yes J s _ no 

date 1978 . federal state county local 

depository for survey records Miami Purchase Association. 812 Dayton St. 

city, town Cincinnati 3tate Ohio 45214 



7. Description 

Condition 
X excellent 

good 
fair 

deteriorated 
ruins 
unexposed 

Check one 
^ unaltered 

altered 

Check one 
original site 
moved date 

Describe the present and original (if known) physical appearance 

This building is an asymetrical, 18' x 70', 3 hay, 2 1/2 story 
common bond brick distinctive example of Italianate architecture. 
The f i r s t floor exhibits a sandstone stair and stoop treatment leading 
to a raised recessed entrance. A semicircular lighted transom rests 
atop a typically Italianate styled door with paired semicircular headed 
glass and decorative rectangular panels. The door surround i s composed 
of engaged columns with long rectangular panels rising to be terminated 
by rectangular capitals with a mixed bas-relief motif. A semicircular 
compound arched sandstone li n t e l exhibits a decorative leaf motif at 
the keystone. The window treatment is 1/1 double hung with compound 
semicircular lintels supported by engaged smooth columns with an acorn 
motif pendant and bracketed lug s i l l s . 

The raised water table with stone course i s pierced by small 
rectangular windows, _ _ i 

The second floor window treatment is identical to the fi r s t floor. 
The upper story detail is composed of decorate brackets, turned colvunn 
supports with acorn pendant, and small dentils. Concentric circles 
are flanked by lighted eliptical windows in the frieze. 

The moderate gable roof has a slight parapet with stone coping and 
the large triple flued chimney is capped by decorative chimney pots. 

A decorative wrought iron fence rests atop a low retaining wall 
in front of the main facade. 

The side facades are composed of simple standstone lintels and 
lug s i l l s and common bond brick. 

The interior exhibits a side hall plan and the rooms were recently 
rehabilitated to allow for a better utilization of space and to bring 
the building up to code. 

H It 



8. Significance 

Period 
prehistoric 
1400-1499 
1500-1599 
1600-1699 
1700-1799 

^ 1 8 0 0 - 1 8 9 9 
1900-

Areas of Signif icance—Check and justify below 
archeology-prehistoric community planning 

X 

archeology-historic 
agriculture 
architecture 
art 
commerce 
communications 

landscape architecture religion 
conservation 
economics 
education 
engineering 
exploration/settlement 
industry 
invention 

law 
literature 
military 
music 
philosophy 
politics/government 

. science 

. sculpture 

. social/ 
humanitarian 

. theater 
transportation 

. other (specify) 

Speci f ic da tes c • 1 8 6 5 Builder/Architect CU^ 

Statement of Signif icance (in one paragraph) 

Identified in the Cincinnati Historic Inventory as contributing 
to the unique environment of the Over the Rhine, the Bernard Ratterman 
House is an excellent example of Italianate architecture exhibiting 
distinctive elements associated with the style and fine craftsmanship. 

Constructed in c. 1865, the building with i t s use of semicircular 
stone window trim, bracketed lug s i l l s and detailed cornice treatment 
exhibits distinctive characteristics associated with the Italianate 
style. The addition of fine execution for the stone trim by skilled 
craftsmen enhances i t s architectural significance. The use of acorn 
and foliated motifs are significant stylized elements since they appear 
in extremely limited distribution. 

The building is found in close association with similar period, 
scale, and architecturally significant buildings and contributes to a 
distinctive streetscape. 

I t is believed that Bernard Ratterman had the building constructed 
in c. 1865. He and his family resided in i t for a nijunber of years 
during which time he was employed in various white collar activities. 
In 1883, the building was sold to A, J. Nurre, the owner of a picture 
frame, molding and mirror company. The firm i s s t i l l in operation 
today. When i t was sold in 1928 by his heirs, the building changed 
owners numerous times and at an unknown time was converted to 
apartments. 

The building has recently undergone rehabilitation in accordance 
with the Secretary of Interior's Rehabilitation Standards and the 
owner is desirous of taking advantage of the provisions of the 1976 
Tax Act as i t relates to historic buildings. 

y V f i i j ' .>.!i 



iriMKOTVEM 9. Major Bibliographical References 
Hamilton County Courthouse Deeds 
Williams Cincinnati Directories 

10. Geographical Data 
1 property less than an acre 
Covington, Ky,-Ohio 

Acreage of nominatedjiroperty 

Quadrangle name 

UMT References 
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Quadrangle scale 
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Verbal boundary desc r ip t i on and j us t i f i ca t i on 
Lot No. 5 of the Abigail Lewis Subdivision per Sheriff; recorded 
March 19, I860 (Plat Book 2, Page 75) 

List a i l s ta tes and coun t ies for proper t ies over lapping s ta te or county boundar ies 

state code county code 

state code county code 

11. Form Prepared By 
name/title Fred Mitchell 

. Historic Preservation Associates November 1, 1981 
organization date 

street & number P . O . B o x 8 9 3 3 telephone 5 1 3 - 8 7 1 - 6 8 5 7 

city or town Cincinnati state Ohio 45208 

12. State Historic Preservation Officer Certification 
The evaluated significance of this property within the state is: 

national state local 

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

State Historic Preservation Officer signature / < ^ • ^Jcyt-^ ^ 

title date 

For HCRS use only 
hereby certify that^his property is included in the National Register 

date ^ri^/f<^ 
Keeper of the National Register 

Attest: date 

Chief of Registration 

G P O 9 38 6 3 5 



FHfl-»-300 (11-7S) 

United States Department of the interior 
Heritage Conservation and Recreation Service 

National Register of Historic Places 
Inventory—Nomination Form 

Continuation sheet Bernard Ratterman House Item number Page 

Within the s i g n i f i c a n t a r c h i t e c t u r a l h i s t o r y of Cincinnati, 
the I t a l i a n a t e s t y l e , as used on r e s i d e n t i a l b u i l d i n g s , makes 
a major c o n t r i b u t i o n to the b u i l t environment. Most examples 
of the s t y l e are characterized by bracketed cornice with 
f r i e z e pierced by a variety of styled windows; l i n t e l s com­
posed of semicircular, segmental or rectangular heads with 
lug s i l l s , bracketed lug s i l l s or s l i p s i l l s ; 2 to 4 bays wide; 
mostly asymmetrical facades with simple entrance to frontispiece 
surrounded by decorative stone t r i m . The Ratterman House de­
viates from the t y p i c a l a r c h i t e c t u r a l d e t a i l i n g by incorporating 
stone pendants with acorn motif below i t s f r i e z e and having i t s 
semicircular compound arch stone window t r i m terminate with the 
same motif. The use of t h i s d e t a i l adds a unique, d i s t i n c t i v e 
design element that i s not common to the style i n Cincinnati. 
A d d i t i o n a l l y , the use of the decorative l e a f motif at the key­
stone above the fron t i s p i e c e i s a decorative treatment found 
i n l i m i t e d d i s t r i b u t i o n as i t i s applied to the s t y l e . 

When viewed w i t h i n the context of r e s i d e n t i a l I t a l i a n a t e 
architecture i n Cincinnati, the Ratterman House i s an excellent 
example because i t s e x t e r i o r u t i l i z e s a d d i t i o n a l a r c h i t e c t u r a l 
d e t a i l s that are unique since they are not common to the s t y l e . 
This use of d e t a i l adds to the diverse motifs applied to the 
s t y l e . 

-I 



NATIONAL R E G I S T E R O F H I S T O R I C P L A C S 

EVALUATION / RETUR SH T 

Property: 
Stat*, ftatinty . Uflri.>.i iXHtJ 

Federal Agency: 

rasubmission 
nomination by person or local government 
owner objection 
jappeal 

Substantive Review: sample request 

at«t«B D*partm*fit of tlt« IntMfler 
National Paik Swvic* 

Working No. ^'Z3-82- 12/:.^ 
Fed. Reg. Dat«: _ y 2 I Z Z - Z 3 
Date tjum- fb^ /^ '^ 
Action: Z k ^ C C E P T . 

photos 
maps _ 

appeal 

RETURN. 
R E J E C T . 

NR decision 

Reviewer's comments: 

1 y 
ti CL Recom. /Criteria  

Reviewer A4,S^ Odv<UA^ 
PiBripllnw A'^ 
Date 4M/r^ 

see continuation sheet 

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

1. Name 

2. Locat ion 

3. C lass i f ica t ion 

4. Owner of Property 

5. Locat ion of Lega l Descript ion 

6. Representat ion in Exist ing Surveys 

Ina Vita props^y kaeĉ  tfvta^Minad aliflMe^ fie 

7. Descr ipt ion 

. engin,! turn 

I" I 

summary paragraph 
completeness 
clarity 
•Iterations/integrity 
Hates 
boundary select ion 



S . S igni f icance 

summary paragraph ND^ m > v m D 
i;:^ completeness 

•isr"clarity 
i-^ppiicable criteria ,^ ^ ^ ^ - nA,,Aj.i^ 
^ Justification of areas>A/^»^ iS iM/>^^4iJr ^ ^ . . ^ c c ^ / / ^ ^ > r S 

checiied j / j Co^r^T sr e^/T^ 
relating significance to \ 

the resource | 
context — 

^ relationship of integrity 
to significance 

_ _ d ^ i u s t i f i c a t i o n of excepti&n 
A>g other 

9. Major Bibl iographical R e f e r e n c e s 

10. Oeographica l Data 

11. Form Prepared By 

12 . S t a t e H i s t o r i c P r e s e r v a t i o n O f f i ce r C e r t i f i c a t i o n 
a^MihMtBtf a^ Bits propa^y vrtlMn Bis M M S ts 

• I M M , lacai 

1 3 . Other 

Maps 
Photographs 
Other 

Questions concerning this nomination may be directed to 

Signed Date Phone: 202 272 - 3 5 0 4 

Comments for any Itenrt may be continued on an attached ^sheet 





















1980-1981 

1 

E L L S W O R T H L O V E — C H A I R M A N 
E S T E L L E B . B E R M A N — V I C E C H A I R M A N 

S A M U E L T. B R I T T O N 
R O B E R T J . B R O D B E C K 
T H O M A S B. B R U S H 
L. M O N T Y E R B 
S Y L V E S T E R M U R R A Y 

CITY P L A N N I N G C O M M I S S I O N 
ROOM 2 2 2 . C ITY H A L L 

C I N C I N N A T L O H I O 4 5 2 0 2 

P H O N E 3 5 2 - 3 4 7 1 

February 1, 1982 

ALL-AMERICA CrPT 

H E R B E R T W . S T E V E N S 
DIRECTOR OF CITY P L A N N I N G 

E R W I N E. H O F F M A N 
A D M I N I S T R A T O R . 

L A N D USE A N D Z O N I N G 

Mr. W. Ray Luce 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
Ohio Historical Center 
1-71 & 17th Avenue 
Columbus, Ohio 43211 

Dear Mr. Luce: 

This letter is in regard to the nominations of buildings in the City of 
Cincinnati which will go before the Ohio Historic Site Preservation Advisory 
Board for final approval February 5, 1982. The following ten nominations were 
reviewed by the Cincinnati Historic Conservation Board at its January 25, 1982, 
meeting. 

1. Grace Church 
2. The Bernard Ratterman House 
3. The Samuel Burdsal House 

4. Gilbert Row 
5. The Moses Goldsmith Building 
6. Underwriters Salvage Corps 

7. The Sycamore, 13th Street Grouping 
8. The William Groesbeck House 
9. The Charles Broadwell House 
10. The John H. Endebrook House 

The Historic Conservation Board acknowledged its support of all ten nominations. 
The contribution to a potential historic district of the Groesbeck, Broadwell 
and Endebrook Houses and their historic association with Cincinnati's early 
growth and expansion was acknowledged, despite the fact that the Historic 
Conservation Board questioned their nomination on an individual basis. 

Sincerely, 

Adele Cramer 
City Planner I I 

AC:rmc 

Equal Opporluniiy Employer 



Ohio Historical Center 1-71A 17th Avenue Columbus, Ohio 43211 (614) 466-1500 

April 13, 1982 Z 

life. Carol Shioll, Acting Keeper 
National Register of Historic Places 
Department of the Interior 
440 G Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20240 

Dear Ms. Shiill: 

Enclosed are eleven new National Register nominations. A l l the 
appropriate notification procediires have been followed and the 
state review board has approved each nomination. 

Name 

Ross-Gowdy House 
Burdsal, Samuel, House 
Goldsmith, Ifcses, Building 
Ifeyer-Phillipp House 
Ratterman, Bernard, House 
Sycamore-13th Street Grouping 
Mother Thompson House 
Youngstown Sheet and Tube Company 
Housing 

County 

Clermont 
Hamiltcai 
Hamilton 
Hamilton 
Hamilton 
Hamilton 
Highland 
Mahoning 

We are recomnending that the following nominations receive a substantive 
review: 

Name 

Broadwell, Charles, House 
Endebrook, John H., House 
Groesbeck, William, House 

County 

Hamilton 
Hamilton 
Hamilton 

Please l e t me know i f you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

60-
W. Ray Lucte 
State Histbric Preservation Officer 

WRL/DAS:jb 
enclosure 



1 1982 
Dr. W. Pay Luce 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
The Ohio Historical Society 
Interstate 71 at 17th Avenue 
Columbus, Ohio 43?!i 

Dear Dr. Luee: 

We have reviewed and consi<}ered the followinr nominations for indivicJiieJ properties 
within the Over-the-Rhine area of Cincinnati, Hamilton County, Ohio: 

Broadwell, Charles, House 
Endebrook, John H. House 
GroeshecV, William, House 
Meyer-Philliop House 

î Ratterman, Bernard, House 

We are returning these nominations to vou *'it^ substantive comments on ŵ y the 
properties cannot be lister? on the basis of the ct>rrent documentation. As in f̂ e pp.st, re 
eontintJe to feel it is Inappronrvete to noiT'inpte individually properties who5>e nritne 
sionificance is their contribution to the collective end cohesive character of a la'pcr 
district. We recommend that these prooerties be norrinated as part of the larfrer Ovcr-
the-Ivhine Historic District, which is oreser'tlv pending before the Ohio State review 
board. 

The st'*en?rth of the prooerties listed above lies fn thefr collective contribution to tĥ ^ 
historic character and architectural diversftv of the Over-the-Rhine section of 
Cincinnati. Althourh some properties within a historic district may also individ'iellv 
meet the National Refrister criteria for evaluation, the context for their eveluetion is 
often difficult to estabMsh without an extensive anah'sis of the locality's aT-chiteot-irpj 
development or historic themes. The Charles Burdsal House, also in the Ovc^-the-nhine 
area, was listed in the .National Refri.'?ter on June 10, 198?, because, as one cf the city's 
few remaininp- examoles of Federal period architecture, it stands on its ô .n as 
siPTiificant when evaluated wlthir the context of the city's overall earlv 10th-century 
development. Althou^ the ^'eyer-Phillipp House and the Bernard Rettermen '-•'ouse are 
prime examoles of a predominant style and tyo? of housir̂ q- in the district, we ere unn'-i]'-' 
to ev€iluate tbem individuallv without beinj? provided further analj^i? of the sis:nifica.ncc 
of their pa'"ticula- tyr>e or stylistic detail in the citj'-widc context of •< Qth-ccntur' 
residential architecture. Such anah/sls should define what characteristics and de<rrce of 
Inte^ity an example must possess in order to oualify for individual listing:, md should 
show hov each of the examples meets these requirements. As currently ^ -̂ritter, the 
nominations stress how each binldinp contributes to the sifmificance of the ovcrrJI 
dlstHct. 

The nominations for tins Broad^'ell, Endebrook, and Groeshec!- Houses sin il«rly lac', 
sufficient analvsls of si^ificance in the context of thei- resnective architecturpJ 
themes. However, even if the sipnlficance of their vernacular or tran îtionpl tx'pes couk-



be established, they do not possess sufficient historic Inteprrity for individual listinp: due 
to alterations, additions, and overall deterioration. Although these properties were found 
not to meet Wationa' Re*!rister criteria indiviAially on June 10,1982, they do appeer to 
contribute to the si^ificance of the lar̂ êr district. 

Althoufrh we will reconsider the nominations for the .Weyer-Phlllipp House and the 
Ratterman F̂ ouse if they are resubmitted with additional contextual information, it is 
more appropriate that they be nominated as pert of the overall district. 

We are aware of the eontroversiaJ nature of the nomination for the Over-the-P.hine 
Historic District. We have received an affidavit from the Over-the Rhine Property 
Owne»*'s Association callirn?' for an appeal bv the Actinr Keeoer based on the refusal of 
the Ohio review board and the State Historic Preservation Officer to apnrcve the 
nomination of the district. We are writinô  you seDarately conceminfj the affadavil. 

Sincerely vo»irs, 

Carol D. Shull 
Actin<T Keener of the National 

Refristc 

Enclosures 

cc: Midwest Regional Office 
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®DD9® ffl9©ll(i)[pa© ̂p©©®[PWgiGQ®m (BlJffQcs© 
Ohio Histoncai Center 1-71 & 17th Avenue Columbus, Ohio 43211 (614) 466-1500 

August 10, 1982 

Ms. Carol Shull 
Chief of Registration 
National Register of Historic Places 
Department of the Interior 
440 G Street, NIV 
Washington, D.C. 20240 

Dear Ms. Shull: 

Enclosed are ten new National Register nominations and one resbumission. 
A l l the appropriate notification procedures have been followed for the 
new submissions. 

We are recommending that four of the nominations receive a substantive 
review: the Krumm House, FranJclin County; the Miller House, Franklin 
County; the Wright House, Hamilton County; and the Ropes Building, 
Hamilton County. Questions arose on the Krumm House, Ropes Buildings, 
and Wright House during the ERTA Part 1 certification process which 
we feel have been addressed in the nomination form. The Miller House 
was approved by the state review board but I have questioned its basic 
e l i g i b i l i t y on a signed continuation sheet that is enclosed with the 
form. 

New Submissions 

Name Countv 

Roas - Ilihardt Farm and Winery 
Snow Houses 
Krumm House 
Miller, Orlando, House 
Grace Church 
Ropes Building 
Wright House 
WCA 
Diver House and Storebuilding 
First Reformed § First Lutheran 
Churches 

Resubmission 

Clermont 
Cuyalioga 
Franklin 
Franklin 
Hamilton 
Hamilton 
Hamilton 
Hamilton 
Portage 
Stark 

Hamilton I Ratterman, Bernard, House 

Please let me know i f you liave any other questions 

Sine 

W. Ray 


