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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This Historic Structure Report on the Superior Bathhouse, one of the eight bathhouses
remaining on Bathhouse Row, is intended to edit, augment, and revise existing documents as
well as provide additional information. Research and design completed during the current
phase will be incorporated into the report. The report will provide a thorough description of
the background, physical development, and significance of the structure and its environs in
order to assist in scheduling the most appropriate use of this historic building. The proposed
period of significance is 1916-1947, and rehabilitation recommendations will be based upon
these dates.

A. RESEARCH DONE TO PRODUCE HSR

Research completed to produce this HSR primarily includes accessing two main archives:
The National Park Service Archives at the Hot Springs National Park, and Technical
Information Center (TIC) archives at the Denver Service Center. Numerous documents were
provided which included: Bathhouse Row Adaptive Use Program, Technical Reports 1 and 2,
1985; Cultural Landscapes Inventory 2001; A Chronology of Hot Springs Events, 2000; Hot
Springs National Park: Stabilization, Six Bathhouses, Hot Springs, Arkansas, Order No.
T730001A294; Olmsted documents; General Management Plan, 1986; background
information on numerous hot spring sites; Native American information; historic drawings
and photos; National Register Nomination Form; National Historic Landmark Nomination
Form; and maintenance records from 1990-2004. Internet searches provided historical
background information, as did several books written specifically about Hot Springs. Physical
information on the structure was gathered during two site visits made by the architectural
conservators, and one site visit made by the paint conservator, metals conservator, stained
glass conservator, architects, landscape historian, and additional personnel. Maintenance staff
at Hot Springs National Park also provided information.

B. MAJOR RESEARCH FINDINGS

The current Superior Bathhouse structure was completed in 1916, on the site of the original
c.1888 Superior Bath House, after the Department of the Interior required all bathhouses on
Bathhouse Row to be upgraded. Architect H.C. Schwebke designed the bathhouse with a
decorative treatment loosely derivative of the Classical Revival style. Some of the brick from
the original Superior was used in building the 1916 bathhouse. The Superior operated until
1983 when it closed to the public and was purchased by the National Park Service. The
bathhouse is still vacant today, awaiting a new lease. The Superior’s structural integrity
remains intact, despite the humid environment and years of disuse. The original footprint
remains the same, as do the majority of the interior walls. General maintenance of the
building, however, has included projects, such as lead abatement, which have removed much
of the historic fabric, thus making it appropriate for rehabilitation.

vii



C. MAJOR ISSUES IN TASK ORDER

The task order identifies the major issues to be addressed. It states that the focus of the HSR
effort will be to develop the historical background, document the chronology of physical
changes and development through the building’s history, and describe the historic use of the
structure. The HSR shall clearly define the elements that give this property its architectural
character, describing primary and secondary historic spaces and their significance. Character
defining features of both interior and exterior shall be defined as described in Preservation
Briefs 17 and 18. The historical research portion of the report shall be based on existing
historical source material at Hot Springs National Park and on other materials made available
by the National Park Service.

D. RECOMMENDATIONS FOR TREATMENT AND USE

Recommendation for treatment and use is the following: The Superior Bathhouse
rehabilitation will consist of shell and core rehabilitation for historic lease or concession
contract with final finish by lessee. Historic bathhouse fixtures will be removed and stored to
allow the spaces to be adapted to other uses. Spaces designated as being of primary
importance will be rehabilitated to retain as much historic material as possible that still
remains from the period of significance. Primary historic interior spaces in the Superior
include the Lobby, the Sitting Area and the stairs leading from the first to second floor. Any
restoration will also be based upon materials that existed during the period of significance.
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ADMINISTRATIVE DATA

A. NAMES, NUMBERS AND LOCATIONAL DATA

The Superior Bathhouse is located on Bathhouse Row in Hot Springs National Park, Hot
Springs, Arkansas. The structure is the north-most bathhouse and faces west toward Central
Avenue. The number assigned to this Classified Structure is LCS No. 00710, and the Park
assigned the structural number HB-108. The Superior is a two-story structure with a
basement, is in an L-shaped plan and is designed in an eclectic commercial style of classical
revival origin. It contains 23 rooms and has more than 10,000 square feet of space. The front
elevation has three bays separated by brick pilasters with patterned insets. Green tile
medallions are centered over the pilasters in the friezes below the first and second story
cornices. The one-story sun porch on the facade projects out from the main mass of the two-
story building. The Superior is located on land with title in the United States of America, as
are the surrounding parcels. This land is located in the downtown area of Hot Springs,
Arkansas.

The building was opened in 1916, replacing the earlier Superior Bath House. It closed to the
public on November 5, 1983.

B. PROPOSED TREATMENT INCLUDING SOURCE DOCUMENT

The Superior stands empty, as do many of the structures along Bathhouse Row. In an attempt
to lease the building, the National Park Service signed a lease with Mr. Melvin Bell in 1987.
The lease stipulated that Mr. Bell would rehabilitate and adapt the structure for a new use,
which was proposed to be a museum for the Bell’s collection of 19™ and 20™ century
automated musical instruments. This plan was unsuccessful, and the building is again
unoccupied and waiting for a lessee.

Work completed on the building from 1994 to 2004 has primarily focused on mitigation of
environmental hazards (asbestos and lead paint), exterior renovation (windows, awnings,
doors, roofs), interior climate (ventilation), and removal of interior appointments (tubs,
showers, etc.). The proposed treatment for the Superior Bathhouse is rehabilitation of the
exterior and primary historic interior spaces. Other areas of the bathhouse will be finished to
basic core and shell with final finish by lessee. Existing character defining elements will be
rehabilitated based on materials present from the period of significance. New additions, such
as lighting, will be compatible, but distinctive. Missing elements will not be restored unless
abundant documentation exists: such as an original fixture, original plans and photographs
from multiple angles, or documentation of a similar quality.

The definition of key terms from NPS-28 follows:
Rehabilitation: An historic structure may be rehabilitated (rehabilitation does not
apply to prehistoric structures) for contemporary use if -
1) It cannot adequately serve an appropriate use in its present condition; and
2) Rehabilitation will retain its essential features and will not alter its integrity
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and character or conflict with approved park management objectives. ‘

Preservation: A structure will be preserved in its present condition if -
1) That condition allows for satisfactory protection, maintenance, use, and
interpretation; or
2) Another treatment is warranted but cannot be accomplished until some
future time.

Restoration: A structure may be restored to an earlier appearance if-
1) All changes after the proposed restoration period have been
professionally evaluated, and the significance of those changes has been
fully considered;
2) Restoration is essential to public understanding of the park’s cultural
associations; '
3) Sufficient data about that structure’s earlier appearance exist to enable
its accurate restoration; and
4) The disturbance or loss of significant archaeological resources is
minimized and mitigated by data recovery.

C. RELATED STUDIES

Related studies being used to prepare this document include primarily the following: .
Bathhouse Row Adaptive Use Program, Technical Reports 1 and 2, 1985; NPS Cultural

Landscapes Inventory, Bathhouse Row, Hot Springs National Park, 2001; The Hot Springs of

Arkansas Through The Years: A Chronology of Hot Springs Events, 2000; National Register

of Historic Places Inventory — Nomination Form, National Historic Landmark Nomination.

D. CULTURAL RESOURCE DATA

Bathhouse Row and its environs were nominated as an Historic District in 1973. Bathhouse
Row was placed on the National Register of Historic Places on November 13, 1974 and
included the Superior Bathhouse as a contributing structure. Designation as a National
Historic Landmark District came on May 28, 1987. In 2003, Bathhouse Row was placed on
the list of 11 Most Endangered Historic Places by the National Trust for Historic
Preservation.

E. RECOMMENDATIONS FOR DOCUMENTATION
It is recommended that all materials related to this Historic Structure Report be cataloged and

stored at the archives of the Hot Springs National Park. In addition, it is recommended that a
Historic Structure Report be written on the Creek Arch.




I - DEVELOPMENTAL HISTORY

A. HISTORICAL BACKGROUND AND CONTEXT OF HOT SPRINGS
NATIONAL PARK

INTRODUCTION

The history of hydrotherapy appears to date back thousands of years with cultures worldwide
making use of hot springs for both spiritual and physical health. Social bathing was an
important cultural process practiced by Mesopotamians, Egyptians, Minoans, Greeks, and
Romans whenever they sought relief from pains and diseases." The oldest known mineral
bath still in existence is in Merano, Italy where there is evidence of organized use of the
spring dating back 5000 years. It is believed that the Egyptians used baths for therapeutic
purposes as early as 2000 B.C. There is also evidence of baths being constructed by
Phraortes, King of Media, in 600 B.C. The history of the Romans’ use of hot mineral springs
is well documented. Roman baths became more recreational over time, used by hundreds of
citizens, rather than mainly for hygiene or aquatic therapy. The largest Roman bath was the
Diocletian completed in A.D. 305, which could hold 6,000 bathers and covered 130,000
square yards.” Mineral baths were scattered throughout the Roman Empire from Africa to
England. Asian culture as well, from Japan to China, revered the healing power of water.
The Japanese have a saying known as “mizu no kokoro”, mind like water, which refers to a
peaceful state of harmony.”

In North America, Native Americans used numerous mineral springs for healing purposes.
Although, there is no written history, traditions passed down through generations suggest the
practice. In the area comprising present-day New York State, the Mohawks are known to
have used hot springs for their healing properties, the best known being Saratoga Hot Springs,
whose name means “place of the medicine waters of the great spirit.” George Washington
was only 16 years old when, as part of a surveying party, he recorded finding warm springs
now known as Berkeley Springs, West Virginia. During the Revolutionary War, Washington,
other generals, half a dozen members of the Continental Congress, and assorted signers of the
Declaration of Independence all bought property in Berkeley Springs (then called Bath).
Was4hington and his family members came to enjoy the hot springs numerous times during his
life.

As European settlement moved westward, a number of hot mineral springs were found.
“Taking the cure” was a custom many settlers brought with them from Europe where a long
tradition existed of the curative properties of thermal spring water. The cure often consisted
of daily soaks in hot pools and drinking many glasses of spring water to gain additional
benefits of the benevolent minerals. Those seeking to satisfy their scientific curiosity
analyzed waters for their chemical and physical properties. Great variety was found among
springs, with water being labeled as hot or cold, sulphur, lithia, soda, iron, and so on.>
Different springs were said to have different curative qualities. Diseases said to be affected
by hydrotherapy included high blood pressure, premature aging, kidney and bladder ailments,
gall bladder conditions, many chronic stomach and intestinal disorders, arthritis, rheumatism,
post-polio problems, chronic respiratory infections, general lassitude, and others. In France,
circa 1860, it was noted that most of the famous French spas specialized more or less in one
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disease and advertised their physicians’ proficiency in handling this condition. For example, ‘

Vichy, the Queen of Thermal Waters, was said to be the mecca for sufferers of gout and
kidney disease, because of the stimulating property of its water.®

In the United States, some of the hot springs in the East and Midwest became well-known
health resorts in their early years. Several of the more notable were Saratoga Springs, New
York; Berkeley Springs, West Virginia; West Baden Springs, French Lick, Indiana; as well as
Hot Springs, Arkansas. In 1941, it was reported that, “No other country in the world today is
so richly endowed with natural resources...as our own United States. Within its borders...,
8,826 health giving mineral springs are reported in 2,717 different locations.” ’ The culture of
regularly visiting hot springs for a health-giving respite was not ingrained deeply enough to
weather the social and medical changes taking place in the U.S. in the 1940s and 1950s. The
heyday of America’s hot springs came to an end in the 1940s, and only the buildings and
memorabilia remain to represent this significant era.

PRE-HISTORIC USE OF THE HOT SPRINGS

Early human use of the region around Hot Springs National Park is known to extend back in
history nearly 12,000 years. The area’s natural springs are a result of their topography and
geologic setting and of an estimated 4,000 year-long hydrogeologic process. Proven
occupation and use of resources within the park area goes back at least 3000 years, perhaps
more. Archaic cultures existed at that time, and inhabitants lived as hunters and gatherers.
During this period, quarrying of novaculite along the upper Caddo Ouachita drainages for the
manufacture of tools took place, and remnants of such tools have been found in this area and
beyond.

Archaeologists have identified the period in the American Southeast from A.D. 1000 to the
time of the first contact with Europeans as the "Mississippian period”--an age in which there
was significant reordering of Indian society. The native peoples became farmers and
organized themselves politically into chiefdoms. They built large earthen mounds, which are
considered a distinguishing characteristic of the period.® This is the culture that developed
into a confederation of tribes known as the Kadohodacho.” The French created their own
version of the name and this developed into the name Caddo, which is the term used today. It
was one of the Caddo tribes that most archaeologists believe lived at the site of Hot Springs at
the time Hernando de Soto was rumored to have visited. Burial mounds and remnants of
early villages are scattered along Hot Springs Creek beginning several miles downstream
from the park area. Another mound is located under what is now Lake Ouachita, west of Hot
Springs. Any remains nearer to town were most likely destroyed by Euro-American
settlement. Pre-historic use had little impact on the valley. Though there is no archaeological
evidence of people using the hot springs prehistorically, they certainly may have done so.'°

'EXPLORATION

According to Grant County History — Discovery: 1541, “The first white man to enter Grant
County was a Spaniard named Hernando DeSoto. With about 500 men, several hundred
horses, bloodhounds, hogs, and cattle, DeSoto had sailed from Cuba to Florida in 1539. He
spent the next two years roaming through the south. In May of 1541 DeSoto reached the
present city of Helena on the Mississippi River. He had found no gold or silver and had lost
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many men and horses to the Indians and the elements. He made his way to present day Benton
and followed the Saline River south. It was during this part of his journey that he entered
Grant County. According to the 1939 Swanton Commission, he probably followed the river to
the Jenkins Ferry area and from there headed west to Hot Springs, and then south to Camden
and Calion on the Ouachita River. From here the ill-fated expedition entered Louisiana where
DeSoto died of a fever. The remainder of his expedition made their way back to Cuba.”'' An
alternative route for de Soto’s expedition, mapped in the 1990s by Charles Hudson based on
extensive research, takes the Spanish expedition north and east of the hot springs. Hudson
states:

On October 22 [1541] they arrived at Quipana, a town situated near the river and
among very steep mountains. Quipana was in the vicinity of present-day Nimrod
Lake, Arkansas. For this entire leg of their journey they traveled through very rough
ridges....

The Spaniards evidently spent four or five days resting in the province of Quipana.
Then from the main town of Quipana, they proceeded eastward, down the valley of the
Fourche La Fave River, coming to the village of Anoixi, which possibly was located
in present-day Saline County or northern Garland County, Arkansas, near where they
would pass through the Ouachita Mountains.... On October 30 the rest of the army
crossed through the mountains to the plains beyond, bivouacking perhaps in western
Saline County. On October 31 the entire army reached the town of Quitamaya, in the
vicinity of present-day Benton, and they bivouacked in an open field near the town....

The next day, November 2, they reached Utiangue, which they found to be not on an
arm of the Gulf of Mexico, but on the River of Cayas, the Arkansas. Utiangue appears
to have been located a few mile down stream from present day Little Rock.'?

Although the expedition spent two years in Arkansas, no sites of encampments have been
firmly established in the state, possibly because by then the Spanish were running out of
things to leave behind. A bit of tantalizing evidence in the form of a glass bead and a brass
bell suggest that de Soto may have been in the general area of the Park in site in east called
Casqui, but that’s all researchers have found to date.'?

It is generally agreed today that although de Soto may have been in the area he did not visit
the hot springs. For many years, however, it was believed that he had come in 1541 and spent
several weeks resting by the springs. One of de Soto’s men wrote about “hot pools” or
“brackish lakes” depending on the translation, and descriptions of other landscape features
were sometimes used to place de Soto at Hot Springs. However, the accuracy of the
translations are questionable and it is interesting to note that de Soto was not mentioned in
connection with these hot springs until after the Mexican-American War, when American
society’s interest in Hispanic culture was heightened. The belief that de Soto visited the
springs has had an influence on the development of the area as seen in numerous place names.

In 1803, the area of the hot springs became part of the United States with the purchase of the
Louisiana Territory from France. The Spanish and French had mapped much of the area, but
President Thomas Jefferson wanted more information and requested that William Dunbar and
Dr. George Hunter lead an expedition along the Red and Arkansas Rivers. In 1804, the two




men led a group from Natchez, Mississippi down to the mouth of the Red River, upstream to
the Black River, and on to the mouth of the Ouachita River. They recorded plants, wildlife,
and mineral resources as well as taking readings for mapping. From December 9, 1804 until
January 8, 1805, the group camped at the hot springs. Dunbar and Hunter improved a cabin
already on the site for their use. Dunbar reported that “the hot springs themselves are indeed
a great curiosity; the temperature of their waters is from 130 to 150 of Farheneits’ [sic]
thermometer. The heat is supposed to be greater in summer, particularly in dry weather. In
water of 130 degrees which was comparatively in a state of repose to one side of the spring
run, I found by the aid of an excellent microscope, both Vegetable and animal life...” He
continued, “I shall only mention that from our analysis of the water of the hot springs, it
appears to contain lime with a minute portion of iron dissolved [sic] by a small excess of
Carbonic acid: this is indeed visible upon first view of the Springs. An immense body of
Calcareous matter is accumulated upon the side of the hill, by the perpetual depositions from
the hot waters, and the bed of the run is coloured [sic] by red oxid [sic] of iron or rather
Carbonated iron. Every little spring which rises up in a favorable situation, forms its own
calcareous cup, considerably elevated in form of a Crater.” '

By the time of Dunbar and Hunter’s visit, the Caddo had long since left the Hot Springs area.
Other tribes had moved into the area as they were forced to leave their established lands. One
such group was the Quapaw, which oral tradition says came to Hot Springs to trade horses."
They were also believed to have come to bathe in the hot water, and [plaster] themselves in
mud to bake out the aches of arthritic joints. In addition, it was believed that the waters were
used to speed the healing of arrow wounds.'® For a brief period the Quapaw were given
territorial rights to the land by the Federal in 1818. In 1820, a Cherokee was employed to
point out the trace to Hot Springs for Major Stephen Long’s second expedition through the
area.'” All Native American groups were soon forced out of Arkansas to areas further west.

EARLY SETTLEMENT

The earliest recorded settlement by Europeans in what is now the park is estimated to have
been about 1800. As mentioned above, Dunbar and Hunter found log cabins and huts in 1804
that were built for summer use and utilized by settlers. Manuel Prudhomme was the first
known to build a cabin for permanent residence, which he did in 1807, though John and Sarah
Perceful controlled the springs at this time. Cabins provided public lodging until about 1820
when a double log cabin was constructed to serve as a hotel. Also in 1820, the Territorial
Assembly of Arkansas approved a petition to the U.S. Congress asking that Sections be
granted to the local Legislature that included all the hot springs. The Assembly felt this was
necessary “for the benefit of that watering place.” They also stated that “land about the Hot
Springs is extrem[e]ly poor and worth very little for farming purposes.”'®

Beginning about this time, more people arrived in the area to settle and the number of visitors
increased. Emigrants from Louisiana settled around the springs and hosted both the
adventurous and the sick who came to bathe. Hotels came and went fairly quickly during this
period and changed hands often. Ludovicus Belding’s hotel was the first building recorded as
a hotel, and he placed an advertisement in the July 1, 1828 Arkansas Gazette. This was soon
followed by a gristmill, several hotels, and crude bathing houses built over and near the
springs at the base of Hot Springs Mountain.'® 1835 brought a marked change in local
architecture due to the construction of a nearby sawmill. Cut lumber became available, which
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provided more materials for new construction and allowed buildings to have more
sophisticated decorative features.

By 1832, two events occurred that highlight the rate of growth in the area. The general
Assembly of the Territory of Arkansas asked the U.S. House of Representatives to appropriate
$5000 for a hospital and additional funds for maintenance and for a physician. Secondly,
Congress, fearing abuse of the hot springs, set aside 2529.1 acres as a United States
government reservation on April 20 of this year.”® President Andrew Jackson signed the
legislation that set aside “four sections of land including said springs, reserved for future
disposal of the United States (which) shall not be entered, located, or appropriated, for any
other purpose whatsoever.”?! This reservation, although not the first to be set aside, was the
earliest for which a Federal act stated its purpose was to protect the natural environment for
use of all citizens. It was a significant milestone in U.S. conservation history, predating the
creation of Yellowstone National Park by forty years. Formation of the reservation was
probably in part a response to the 1820 Petition from the Territorial Assembly and its
subsequent political pressure thereafter.

The site was under the jurisdiction of the General Land Office, which was established as a
part of the General Treasury in 1812 and its functions related to public domain. The General
Land Office was subsumed by the Department of the Interior upon its founding. Despite the
Act of Congress making a reserve of the springs, the site was not strictly administered by any
governmental agency and the area developed quickly. At first visitors outnumbered facilities
with records listing Hiram Whittington’s 1836 Hot Springs hotel as one of the few early
establishments. About this time, ambitious businessmen began moving to the growing town,
and in 1848 the two principle hotels were Mitchell’s and Altig’s. There were apparently a
number of small boarding houses as well. John C. Hale was in the area off and on from the
1820s prospecting businesses, and finally came with his family about 1838. He built one of
the early bathhouses, which opened in 1854. Henry M. Rector settled in the area five years
later and opened the Rector House. By 1860, the Hale House and Rector House were the two
main hotels, several smaller bathhouses were present, and the population had grown to 201.2
Hotels and bathhouses were built both around and over the springs to serve the many visitors
who came into the valley largely by stagecoach. '

The idea of setting up a separate department within the federal government to handle
domestic matters was put forth on numerous occasions. It was not until the last day of the
30th Congress, March 3, 1849, that a bill was passed creating the Department of the Interior.
This department had a wide range of responsibilities including construction of the national
capital’s water system, colonization of freed slaves in Haiti, exploration of the western
wilderness, as well as management of public parks and more. Anything that had to do with
internal development of the nation or welfare of its people was placed within this department.
Thus, Hot Springs Reservation came under its auspices. During the American Civil War most
of the buildings in Hot Springs were burned during raids, and growth, of course, halted. By
1865, former residents were returning to rebuild, and numerous sick and wounded war
veterans were coming to bathe in the springs.



DEVELOPMENT OF THE SPA RESORT

By the early 1870s, the area was rapidly becoming a resort, with bathhouses, fashionable
hotels, and a variety of entertainment. (See Photo 1A-1) Built on reservation land, which still
enclosed a one-square-mile area with the springs in the center, the buildings largely followed
the creek in a linear pattern [on both banks wherever the topography allowed it. Development
was also taking place in the valleys between the various mountains and in the relatively flat
area just south of present-day Bathhouse Row. One report stated that at this time 1,276
people were part of the bathing industry in Hot Springs.”> The first hotel that records show
was completed after the Civil War was the Hot Springs Hotel erected by William H. Gaines
and opened in around1890. This was immediately followed in 1871 by the opening of the
Grand Central Hotel. Also in 1891, a street railway was built through town and horse drawn
coaches were also available to serve travelers going to and from the baths. A dramatically
improved and enlarged Rector House and bathhouse appears in historic stereographs from the
early 1870s, and others quickly followed. Between 1870 and 1874, the Rector House and
bathhouse, the Hot Springs Hotel, and the grand Central Hotel and bathhouse were built.
These were well patronized despite the difficulties of traveling to the area. According to
Morrison’s Handbook of the Hot Springs of Arkansas published by J. M. Morrison in 1875,
Bathhouse Row at this time included five bathhouses: the Rector; the Staat’s near the current
site of the Fordyce; the Weir and George on the current site of the gresent Ozark building; and
the Hamilton probably on the current site of the Lamar Bathhouse.** This same year Charles
Leland of New York had a building constructed over the Mud Hole (the largest Ral pool), for ‘
the use of indigent bathers. Earlier, he had excavated the pool, building a rough shelter to use
in treating his own health problem. When he improved and returned to New York, he left the
building for the indigent. This later became the site of the first Government Free Bathhouse.
Most of the 1875 bathhouses were not yet of the same caliber as the hotels. They were rough
timber board-and-batten style shotgun houses, almost all unpainted. The Arlington Hotel,
erected in 1875, provided more luxurious bathing services and accommodations for the
visitor. The two-story Rector Bathhouse, which was larger than the other bathhouses and with
a painted exterior, was incorporated into the Arlington Hotel. It was connected by stairs
running to the Arsenic Springs pavilion on the Arlington’s south end.

By 1874 there was still no railroad connected directly to Hot Springs. Travelers could take a
train to Malvern and then take a stagecoach on to Hot Springs that was said to be of “dubious
comfort”. A visitor commented that invalids seeking the healing springs were unable to
undergo the hardships and fatigue of the journey. In addition, Hot Springs had no banks, so
travelers often carried a large amount of money. Robberies along the isolated trails occurred
much too often making stagecoaches to and from Hot Springs unsafe.”

Joseph Reynolds first came to Hot Springs in 1874, forced to take a hack over the rocky roads

from Malvern. Classified as a minor robber baron, he decided to construct a rail line between

Malvern and Hot Springs using his personal funds. He built a narrow-gauge railroad line

between the two towns in 1875, and it was know as the Diamond Jo line. The advent of rail

connections with Hot Springs accelerated the economic expansion that had already begun in ‘
Hot Springs and allowed the population to grow from 3,554 to 8,096 between 1880 and




1890.® The Arlington became the area’s first world-class hotel”’ and took lodging to a much
higher degree of comfort and elegance than had been available before in Hot Springs.

-After the railroad connected Hot Springs and Malvern, bathhouse construction began
improving. Between 1875 and 1878 a brick bathhouse was built on the current site of the
Buckstaff Bathhouse, and W.H. Gaines erected a bathhouse between it and the Huffman-
Hamilton Bathhouse. The Huffman-Hamilton served as the bathhouse for the Hot Springs
Hotel.?® In 1877, the ironclad Big Iron Bathhouse was completed at a cost of $18,400.
Although it was situated on the Big Iron Spring, a spring that already had a greater flow than
any of the others, the owners felt blasting was necessary to further increase the flow. This
was the first blasting ever done at the springs, and many observed that it caused some of the
smaller, higher springs to disappear. The cost of a single bath at the Big Iron was 50 cents,
the owners paid a monthly water rent of $5 per tub, and attendants were paid about $1 a day.
Construction of the Rockafellow Bathhouse followed in the same year.”

A number of longstanding private claims on the reservation land were still in impediment to
the spa’s development. The principle litigants were the Belding heirs, Albert Gaines,
Governor Rector, and John Hale. In 1876 the Court of Claims decided against all the
claimants, and the U.S. Supreme Court affirmed their decree. The Hot Springs Commission
was authorized by a March 3, 1877 Act to survey the reservation land and settle all remaining
private claims. The Commissioners surveyed and formally laid out the town of Hot Springs,
settled claims, condemned buildings, and sold unneeded lots. Some of the litigants who lost
their case against the government subsequently became primary stockholders in bathhouse
leases granted on the Reservation.”® A fire on March 5, 1878 destroyed many of the
buildings slated for removal by the Commissioners as well as many of the buildings
mentioned above, leaving the Arlington Hotel and a few bathhouses.

In October 1877, Benjamin F. Kelley was appointed first superintendent of Hot Springs
Reservation by the Secretary of the Interior. During his tenure, Kelley established regulations
for bathing at the springs, built a carriage road to the top of Hot Springs Mountain, began
maintenance of the grounds, and actively administered bathhouse leases as new buildings
were constructed after the 1878 fire. The Hale Bathhouse, rebuilt in 1879, was the first of the
Victorian bathhouses to appear after the fire. The Big Iron Bathhouse (1877) was spared by
the fire when the wind changed, driving the flames back down the valley.*' Various
Secretaries of the Interior have taken interest in the development of the Reservation. They all
seemed to share a vision of the area as a spa resort set in a mountain park with carriage drives,
walking paths, summit overlooks, and seats for resting. This vision required repair of damage
from early settlement and imposing order to the wild vegetation to create a park. Underbrush
and fallen trees were cleared and hundreds of new trees were plante:d.32

Upon Kelley’s appointment in 1877, conditions in Hot Springs were considered below
standard. There were still squatters scattered throughout the area at this time, and Kelley
aroused a great deal of controversy as he tried to clear them out of the Reservation. A near
riot occurred when he removed indigent squatters from their make-shift quarters around the
springs and relocated them to Kelleytown on the other side of Hot Springs Mountain.
Eventually a free bathhouse was constructed at the site of one of the dugout pools that had
been frequented by the squatters.



The early 1880s saw the continuation of construction with numerous buildings rising along
the creek. (See Photo 1A-2) Changes continued to be made in the area covered by the
reservation and regulations were put in place to control development. An Act of Congress on
June 16, 1880 reserved portions of the mountainous district adjacent to the reservation from
sale, dedicating it to public use as a park. The reservation was now named the Permanent
Reserve and was comprised of only 911 acres of the original land. Another 700 acres were
awarded to existing businesses and residents, 348 were set aside for streets and alleys, and
570 were platted for town lots to be sold at public auction.”® A number of novaculite quarries
continued to operate adjacent to reservation land and provided material to produce quality
whetstones. Once the change in acreage brought the reservation to 264.93 acres, no further
sites were taken away until a boundary adjustment was made in 1993. Numerous additions,
however, were made over the years, which periodically increased the total number of acres
included in the reservation. These increases included: the mountains around the springs,
1880; Whittington Park, c. 1896; the new Government Free Bathhouse site, 1919; Gulpha
Gorge campground, 1924; part of Indian Mountain, 1935; and areas contiguous to the
reservation mountains, 1938.

Need for more organized control of the water supply was becoming apparent to both private
and governmental concerns. An arched brick reservoir was completed in late 1880 and is still
in place behind Superior Bathhouse. A second reservoir was completed in 1881 above the old
Arlington Hotel, now the Arlington Lawn. These reservoirs, both for storage of thermal
spring water, were built so that 1) the distribution of water would no longer be affected by the
differing flow rates and varying temperatures of the individual springs, and 2) less water
would be wasted in the collection and distribution process. Corn Hole spring and others dried
up possibly due to blasting, and other open springs were covered to prevent them from
becoming polluted.

In 1882, records show that discussions were underway regarding the condition of Hot Springs
creek and any actions the government should take to make improvements. It was felt change
was needed to improve sanitation, eliminate numerous footbridges over the creek, and provide
level topography for new bathhouses and formal landscaping. In a letter to the Secretary of
the Interior, Capt. Thomas H. Handbury, Corps of Engineers states:

The creek is now the common depository of all offal and refuse of every description
whatever that is thrown out upon its banks. The waste from the baths, the contents of
water-closets, privies, and cesspools all eventually find their way into its bed. I am
told that during the summer months the odors that assail the nostril while in its vicinity
are anything but pleasant. . . .

The remedy for this is, I think, in general terms, to wall up the banks of the creek with
" a good substantial vertical wall of cut stone laid in cement, suitably shape the bottom,
cover over with an arch or perhaps a series of iron girders which would support a
roadway, thus making so much more street space available. Behind each wall I would
lay an earthen sewer-pipe of perhaps ten or twelve inches in diameter. Into these
should be conveyed all the waste water from the houses, such as comes from the baths,
water-closets, kitchens, pantrys, & c. The surface water should be conducted directly
into the creek. Everything in the way of refuse, offal, or sewerage should be strictly




forbidden being deposited there, at least in any portion where it would be liable to give
offense. In this way the creek could be restored to its primitive purity. . . . 34

The first project design was submitted in 1883 by Capt. Handbury, and called for parallel
granite side walls spanned with wrought iron beams filled in with brick. In August 1883,
Supt. Samuel Hamblen amended this design by specifying masonry walls and an arch of range
rubble-work laid in cement, with single block skewbacks to be used at the springs. Stone
from the mountainside above the creek was to be used rather than granite.3 > The arch ran
from Whittington to Malvern Avenues, spanning 3,500 feet, and Valley Street, which ran next
to the creek, was covered when fill was placed over the arch. At the time the arch was
completed, Bathhouse Row was comprised of the following rent-paying establishments
running from north to south: Little Rockafellow, Big Iron Bathhouse, Old Hale Bathhouse,
Independent Bathhouse, Palace Bathhouse, Ozark Bathhouse, and Rammelsburg Bathhouse.
Two years later a sewer line was laid along the creek arch, completing the improvements in
sanitation. By 1892, the area in front of the bathhouses was planted with a grass and clover
lawn and nearly 300 small trees. Poplars lined the gravel path between the lawns and Central
Avenue. A number of new bathhouses had been built to serve an increasing clientele drawn
by a popular social circuit as well as the bathing facilities.

The Bathhouse Row Adaptive Use Program lists the buildings present on Bathhouse Row in
1891. Structures included: the Arlington Hotel (1875, expanded in1885, rebuilt 1893); the
Rector (1881, reconstructed in 1892) (See Photo 01915); the Big Iron (1877, removed in
1891); the new brick Superior (1888); the Hale (1879, demolished and rebuilt in 1892); the
Independent (1880 remodeled and renamed the Maurice in 1892); the Palace (1880); the
Horseshoe (1888); the Magnesia (1888); the Ozark (1880); the Rammelsberg (1880); and the
Lamar (1888). The new brick Government Free Bathhouse (1891) was directly above and
behind the Horseshoe and the Magnesia Bathhouses; the government pumphouse and
reservoir occupied the far southwestern corner of Bathhouse Row.*® With the addition of the
Imperial Bathhouse in 1893, the Victorian Bathhouse Row was complete.

Through the years at least 20 scientific investigations have been done involving the hot
springs. Their purpose varied from trying to explain the origin of the water, the source of the
heat, or the chemistry of the water. Early descriptions have accounts of as many as 72 spring
openings in a stretch about one-fourth mile long and a few hundred feet wide.>” Results of
these investigations began to be recorded in the Annual Report of 1891. Most early
investigators felt the water was of meteoric origin, although others felt it came from the
earth’s interior. Composition of the hot springs seemed to differ in only two ways from cold
ground water - the increased temperature and the higher levels of silica dissolved by the heat.
The chemical basis behind any therapeutic affect of the water was the subject of much of the
early bathhouse promotional material.

FEDERAL IMPROVEMENT OF THE RESERVATION

In April of 1892 Secretary of the Interior, John W. Noble obtained funding to improve the
Reservation, and a massive beautification project was undertaken. Noble selected a young
army engineer, Lt. Robert R. Stevens, to supervise the project and outlined his requirements
for the improvements. The main thrust was to improve the character of the “National Health
Resort,” heightening the beauty of the mountainside scenery by placing a decorative park in



the foreground. Bathhouse Row was to be transformed into a formal landscape containing
walks, drinking fountains, rest spots, shrubbery, and so on. The surface network of pipes was
to be removed and wooden cooling tanks replaced by more decorative ones. The foreground
area above the bathhouses was to become a natural park, again with walks and rest spots, and
winding roads and walks of gentle grade for invalids were to lead to the mountain summit.

Lt. Stevens contacted Olmsted and Company requesting Frederick Law Olmsted’s personal
services in planning the improvements. In his letter, Lt. Stevens stated: “The watering-places
of any country are recognized as being entitled to the highest attention of a landscape artist,
and stand out as master-pieces of decorative improvement. The field afforded for landscape
work here would, I think, be fully appreciated by Mr. Olmsted, and for many reasons besides
the actual result of the work as shown on the plan, I would like to have his personal interest
and name associated with the work.”*® Plans submitted by Olmsted’s company were rejected
several times due to differences in vision and changes in specifications. Requests for designs
were left unfinished causing project delays on several occasions. Olmsted’s firm eventually
proposed an ornate Spanish style stone arcade with an open timber roof covering a broad
promenade along Bathhouse Row. Sect. Noble rejected the design feeling that the arcade
would create a visual barrier between the reservation and the town, block the sun from people
strolling during cooler weather, and block access of deliveries to the bathhouses. The only
features used from the Olmsted and Company plan were the entrance pylons, which were
actually designed by the Boston firm of Andrews, Jacques, and Rantoul. Edward Kemeys, the
well-known animalier, designed and cast the eagles.

Ultimately, almost all the design came from Lt. Stevens with the guidance of Sect. Noble,
who had a definite vision of improvements to be implemented. Stevens designed the
entrances to the reservation, including the historic main entrances. He also designed the
Magnolia Promenade in front of the bathhouses, the meandering upper terrace, a series of
pathways and carriage roads, and pocket parks. By 1900 the reservation landscape contained
characteristics of an informal Victorian landscape in addition to more formal post-1880s style.
The most significant features of the current Bathhouse Row landscape were constructed
during this period.39 All but four hot springs (numbering 73 in the 1890s) were sheltered at
this time and their water piped to reservoirs and bathhouses.

GOLDEN AGE OF THE SPA

Even with the magnitude of the improvements made at the end of the 19th century, climate
and increased use took their toll on the bathhouses. Steam and minerals from the hot springs
caused wood and plaster to deteriorate, and pipes and mechanical features became encrusted.
Medical science was developing an understanding of the bacterial theory of illness, and
Americans expected the government to provide clean and safe bathing facilities. Even with
ever-increasing numbers of visitors and deteriorating building conditions, the bathhouse
owners did not take it upon themselves to do more than superficial repairs. This was partially
because bathhouses within the reservation were constructed and upgraded with private funds, .
operating as concession operations. The government provided only the leased use of land and
the provision of thermal water for bathing purposes. For bathhouses constructed outside the
reservation, the government’s role was limited to water sales. Water-use fees were based
upon the number of tubs within the respective bathhouse. In 1915, for example, twenty-five
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bathhouse water-use leases were in force, eleven of which were within the reservation.
Altogether, the thermal springs fed almost 600 tubs at that time.

Expectations from patrons of updated equipment, trained attendants, proper sanitation and
medical direction prompted the government to make a number of policy changes. A medical
director, Harry Hallock, was appointed in 1909 to assist in providing a more scientific
administration of bathhouse hygiene. The position lasted four years, and during this time
common themes in the yearly reports were poor ventilation, mildew, ineffective equipment
for monitoring water temperature and bathing time, contamination of water through open
cooling tanks, and staff inefficiencies. In 1910, following an inspection of bathhouses that
revealed filthy conditions and antiquated equipment, the Secretary of the Interior set up a new
policy. There would be no lease renewals for individual bathhouses unless the applicant
agreed to build a new, sanitary building that included all the essential, up-to-date equipment.

~ No upper limit was put on bathhouse cost, but it was expected that new buildings would be

large and luxurious with the most modern heating, plumbing, and ventilation as well as the
most technologically advanced equipment and furnishings. Since all bathhouse leases were to
expire between 1910 and 1920, this ruling affected all of Bathhouse Row.

To comply with Departmental policy, the bathhouses along the Row were systematically
razed and most were replaced with new structures, starting with the Maurice and the
Buckstaff in 1912. The Hale Bathhouse, the last and best built of the old Victorian
bathhouses, was extensively remodeled, enlarged and reopened to the public in 1915. The
Palace was removed and the new Fordyce rose in its place in 1915. The new Superior opened
in 1916, the Ozark and the Quapaw in 1922, and the Lamar in 1923. Some of these new
bathhouses were large, expensive and exquisitely appointed. Drawing heavily on European
examples, they incorporated expanses of stained glass, paneling, and marble. Other new
bathhouses were more modest in order to appeal to a less wealthy clientele. One of the key
elements of this great federal spa was to serve all economic classes, including the indigent
who were served at the Government Free Bathhouse. During construction of the bathhouses,
new springs were discovered, others were rediscovered or renamed, and several were kept as
display springs in the bathhouse basements.

Encouraged by its success in Europe, the government installed the Oertel Graduated Exercise
Plan in 1914-15. This involved a self-guided booklet and 87 markers set in concrete and
placed 300 feet apart along a trail. Markers were painted to match the appropriate color on
the Oertel map: yellow for flat terrain, green for slight incline, blue for moderately steep, and
red for very steep. The mountainside walks, many built of tufa, were upgraded and
landscaped, and new walkways were added to accommodate the increasing numbers of
visitors.

The creation of the National Park Service in 1916, placed the administration of the Hot
Springs Reservation under a new agency. Director Stephen Mather took a strong personal
interest in the Reservation, urging beautification on an elaborate scale. Mather, wanting to
surpass the European resorts, invited noted landscape architect Jens Jensen from Chicago to
help lay out some of the plantings — in particular colorful raised beds composed of thousands
of spring-flowering bulbs. Jensen may also have been instrumental in the layout and
installation of new electric lights along the promenade in front of the bathhouses, which
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increased the appeal of evening walks. Fifteen ornamental steel cluster light standards, with
five globes each, were erected and the area was nicknamed the “white way”.

Reservation superintendents and departmental officials had been advocating continued
comprehensive development for Hot Springs since the early 1900s. Unfortunately, no
updated general development plan had been written for the Reservation when the first of the
new bathhouses was built. Although the Department of the Interior did have to approve the
bathhouse plans, and in fact made changes to some of them, much of the bathhouse design
was left to the individual lessees. The large new structures encroached upon the buffer space
behind them and adjacent to the foreground area, closing in the space visually and
overshadowing the 1890s entrances. Concerned that much of the work was being done
without proper direction, the Department secured a $10,000 appropriation and employed
Little Rock architects George R. Mann and Eugene John Stern in 1917 to draft a
comprehensive overall plan for the Reservation.

Mann and Stern visualized an entire row of bathhouses in the soon-to-be-popular Spanish
Renaissance Revival style, set among formal lawns, massed shrubbery, vine-covered walls,
and surrounding trees. A backdrop of concert gardens, secluded spaces and walkways were
also part of the general plan. At the same time, the city of Hot Springs was planning a
gigantic sanitarium to be located several blocks southwest of the Reservation. According to
one article, the slogan for this project was “Make Hot Springs the Greatest Health Resort in
the World”. The city plan, as well as the elaborate Mann and Stern scheme for the “Great
American Spa” that would have cost $2 million, were both doomed by the advent of World
War I. Following the war, costs were boosted by inflation, materials were in short supply,
and the Reservation proposal was shelved, never to be completed. Mann and Stern, however,
had a significant impact upon Bathhouse Row. They designed a number of the new
bathhouses and influenced features of others. A scaled back version of their comfort station
design was implemented in the 1920s and the comoprehensive plan, on file at the park,
influenced subsequent planning on a subtle level.*

HOT SPRINGS NATIONAL PARK

The Hot Springs Reservation was formally designated a national park on March 4, 1921. A
description of policy shifts and changes, especially those affecting landscaping, has been
written and reworked in several previous reports. This section is an overview largely taken
from those prior reports. For further details on the development of the park landscape, see the
Bathhouse Row Adaptive Use Program from 1985 and the National Park Service Cultural
Landscapes Inventory 2001.

During the fifteen years following the designation of Hot Springs Reservation as a national
park, administrators slowly shifted their emphasis toward less formal landscaping, increase in
recreation, and conservation of natural resources. Major landscaping changes along
Bathhouse Row were triggered when the Arlington Hotel burned in 1923. Various groups
provided suggestions and site plans for the now vacant area, the majority of which focused on
recreational use, noting its convenient location near the central business district. At the
insistence of NPS Assistant Director Arno Cammerer, however, the area was kept as an open,
grassy expanse. Additional magnolias were planted along the new sidewalk, aligned with the
promenade in front of the bathhouses. White gravel walkways were laid out across the open
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lawn, and trees and flowering shrubs were planted along the inside of the walk. In 1931, a
law was passed to preserve the area for park and landscaping purposes and to forbid its
leasing for bathhouses or other structures. The lawn soon began to be used by various local
groups for assemblies, pageants, holiday programs, and special ceremonies — a use that
continues today.

Other changes to Bathhouse Row during this period were generally limited to the repair,
replacement, or removal of various landscape features and structures. The electric lighting
system and the sewer system were renovated. Spurred by criticism of the forced rebuilding of
the bathhouses along the Row, the Park Service finally removed the old Government Free
Bathhouse and built a new, modern public facility off Bathhouse Row in 1922.

To complete the renovations begun at the turn of the century, a new hot water collection
system was finally constructed during the early 1930s. The centralized system included new
reservoirs, piping, pumps, electrical equipment, meters, and manholes. This construction
resulted in significant changes to the Bathhouse Row landscape. After being damaged by the
heavy equipment, the Magnolia Promenade was redone and the adjacent curbs and gutters
were replaced. A new lawn — complete with sprinkling system, shrubs, and trees — was
installed on top of a reservoir constructed between the old pump house/office and the old
Imperial Bathhouse. Oak, pine, cedar, gum, and hickory trees were also planted in a random
pattern over the other new reservoirs on the mountainside, and shrubbery was set in strategic
areas to conceal the exposed manholes.

Other changes that occurred at Hot Springs after 1921 were the result of broader influences
and philosophies. Based largely on experience with the large western parks, NPS officials
had gradually developed a conceptual picture of the national park as an area to be preserved in
its natural state, free from the inroads of modern civilization. Harold Ickes, appointed
Secretary of the Interior in 1933, was concerned that parks had been over-developed in the
past and supported the philosophy of keeping national parks in their natural state from that
point on. This led to several instances when the Park Service considered removing Hot
Springs from its roster of National Parks.

Prior to Ickes appointment, visitation patterns had begun to change, spurred by the new Little
Rock highway and auto camping. These trends were intensified by the Great Depression,
which saw thousands of people flock to Hot Springs to take advantage of the free auto camp,
bathhouse, and clinic. All of these changes combined to create an identity crisis for Hot
Springs National Park. Despite the long history of federal ownership and formal “park”
designation, the developments at Hot Springs began to be viewed as part of the “non-park”
category. The 1930s concept, of what a national park should be, guided design of Hot Springs
development during this period and for the next half century.

Early in the 1930s, a comprehensive general development plan was completed for the entire
park. The plan proposed formal development of the west slope of Hot Springs Mountain,
including a hot water cascade and a new promenade with large entrances on either end. The
greenhouse, the old superintendent’s house, and ancillary structures on the northern end of the
row were to be removed. The private property across Central Avenue west of Bathhouse Row
was to be purchased and returned to natural conditions more appropriate to a national park.
Park boundaries would be expanded to include the balance of the upper slope of North, West,
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and Sugarloaf Mountains to give Hot Springs the space, character, and atmosphere of a “real .

national park.” Due to the Depression, however, there were no funds available for land
acquisition, so this part of the plan was postponed indefinitely. The postponement of plans
for the hot water cascade was affected by two other factors as well. At this time an awareness
was growing among geologists that the recharge area for the hot springs might be rather
limited in areas relating more to the local aquifer than a deep geologic process, and would be
adversely affected by overuse. Also, park management may have become uncomfortable with
the idea of using a large amount of water for the cascades when the possibility existed that the
bathing industry might once again blossom. If this occurred a situation might be created
where the demand for water could not be met.

Planning for development of the lower portion of Hot Springs Mountain immediately behind
the bathhouses was turned over to designer Charles Peterson, then a junior landscape architect
in the NPS. Peterson’s plan divided the area into two parts, each to be developed differently.
The lower portion of Hot Springs Mountain, which extended from Reserve Avenue to
Fountain Street, was to receive formal development in the construction of a “Grand
Promenade,” while the wooded slope above was to be helped back to its “natural” state as
soon as possible. The rest of Bathhouse Row and the Magnolia Promenade were not
substantially affected by the plan.

Construction of the Grand Promenade was begun in the early 1930s, but despite repeated
requests from the superintendent, funding for the promenade was omitted from the 1935 and
1936 programs. The Grand Promenade project was hindered throughout the 1930s by
numerous design changes and delays occasioned by a variety of engineering problems. About .
this same time, Department of Agriculture employee E.B. Meinecke wrote an outspoken
report critical of past park development policies. While proposing his own ideas for yet
another massive park development program, Meinecke urged that measures be taken to
divorce the park from the city and restore the natural forest and native flora. There are also
numerous indications that NPS personnel were concerned over the integrity of the area as a
national park, and it is probable that this report created a stir among NPS officials, helping to
make the future of the Grand Promenade uncertain. Nevertheless, work continued, beginning
with the removal of the New Imperial Bathhouse and the old pump house/administration
building to make way for the Reserve Street entrance to the promenade. The landscape plan
for the new structure was correlated with the nearby promenade entrance design, and the
building itself was designed to be compatible with the rest of Bathhouse Row. Work on the
Grand Promenade was not completed until July 1958.

A great deal of construction and maintenance work was done along Bathhouse Row during
the 1930s. A new sewer system was installed by the city of Hot Springs. The underground
cable for the Bathhouse Row lighting system was replaced in 1938 and the overhead streetcar
lines on Central Avenue were removed about the same time. The main entrance columns, the
Pagoda pavilion, and other architectural elements were sandblasted in the mid-1930s. The
main entrance exedra walls and the fountains were removed and replaced by a curved row of
shrubbery. The Stevens Spring fountain and the balustrade bandstand were removed.

During this same period, it was proposed that a well between the Fordyce and Quapaw
Bathhouses be used to supply water for an elaborate glass and iron fountain so visitors could
see a “natural” spring in action. After some debate, the idea of a formal fountain was dropped
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and designs were completed for a display spring between the Maurice and Fordyce
Bathhouses. Two seeps were led together to run over small cascades of tufa masonry into a
small pool and from there into the Hot Springs Creek arch. The temporary pool was to be
removed when the promenade was completed, but became so popular with the public that new
walks Rag to be installed to accommodate the crowds. It is still a Bathhouse Row attraction
today.

BATHING EXPERIENCE AND MYTHS

One of the first written reports describing a visitor’s experience at the hot springs was
recorded by G.S. Featherstonhaugh in 1832. His published account stated that, “four
wretched-looking log cabins, in one of which was a small store, contained all the
accommodation that these springs offered to travelers.”” In 1835 an advertisement was
placed in the Gazette for a House of Entertainment, but services available were not
specified.** It was mentioned by one traveler that a well stocked bar was available.
Accommodations varied from one month to the next as crude, wooden facilities were erected,
burned, and re-erected. In 1856 it was noted that there were seven bathhouses and a resident
physician. Harry Baldwin was proud to announce in 1869 that the “New Bath House” was
thoroughly modern. He boasted about the iron pipes throughout the building, the bathrooms
furnished with oil cloth mats, and the dressing rooms with rugs and mirrors. Baldwin stated
that he intended to “keep up with the Progress of the Age.™

Congress first addressed therapeutic bathing in 1872 by directing that free baths be provided
to “the invalid poor.”46 The federal government continued to assume greater regulatory
control of bathhouse facilities and operations, and in 1877 Superintendent Kelley established
regulations for bathing. Rates were set by the government for the first time on May 3, 1883.4
The first printed set of rules and regulations for Hot Springs bathhouses was published by the
Government Printing Office in 1908.

Bathing in the Hot Springs was generally seen as a therapeutic experience, undertaken for the
health benefits gained. Before regulation, travelers came to soak away their pains or to take
advantage of curative results reported to come from hot springs. This continued after
government control was established as the government supported the view that thermal and
mineral springs were quite effective in relieving and even curing a large list of complaints.
Physicians and chemists came to the area to serve potential patients who were coming in large
numbers to use the springs. The Superintendent’s Annual Report in 1911 stated that Hot
Springs was “the greatest health resort in all the world, and proved beyond doubt that the sick
and afflicted from all over the known universe looked upon these thermal waters as a Mecca,
and a panacea for nearly all the ills the human flesh is heir to.”*

The idea of using the springs for simple recreation was not often expressed. As government
regulation developed, it became necessary to have a written prescription from a doctor to gain
access to the baths. Any visitor, however, could obtain a prescription to provide relief from
life’s stresses, relaxation being considered a valid reason for taking the cure. Prescriptions
designated the number of visits needed, the length of each visit, and other factors. Regardless
of the actual medical condition or lack thereof, it apparently was not difficult to get a
prescription for bathing. There were many qualified physicians providing services over the
years, but there were also doctors that worked in conjunction with “drummers” to provide
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business for the competing bathhouses. “Drummers”, whose purpose was to drum up
business, intercepted visitors on the trains, at the train and stage stations, and at other .
advantageous locations to convince visitors to use a particular facility. Numerous regulations

were passed, by both the federal and local authorities, to end this practice. From about 1880

through 1915, the city and Hot Springs Reservation fought drumming with a mixture of

weapons: city ordinances, reservation regulations, train inspectors, and a registered board of

physicians regulated by the federal government. The coup de grace was a 1916 grand jury

indictment of twenty men, including the mayor of Hot Springs, involved in drumming. After

that, drumming became a rarity instead of the norm.

There were many activities available to visitors in addition to bathing, so many people came
to Hot Springs for the social experience. Within the bathhouses were gymnasiums, hair
dressers and barbers, card rooms, and eventually music programs. Bathers were also
encouraged to take advantage of the numerous trails and vistas within the Reservation if they
were able. Outside the reservation, gambling and horse racing were available for a number of
years as well as dining, dancing, bars, and brothels. The Maurice-Palace Bathhouse, built in
1878-79, was only used as a bathhouse until 1880 when it became the Monarch Saloon and
Gambling House."

Visitors to the bathhouses heard numerous legends about the Hot Springs, their benefits, and

their use through the years. In 1880, a compilation of Indian myths was written by J.W. Buel

of St. Louis on behalf of the Iron Mountain Railroad. It is likely that he created many of the

stories himself to promote travel to Hot Springs via this rail line. Titles, which largely reflect \
19th century taste, include The Mysterious Cave, Teponah’s Fatal Wooing, The Old Indian’s ‘
Vision, and more. Many of the literary flourishes Buel included were removed over the years,

as more modern listeners would recognize their non-Native American origins.>

The myth of “neutral ground” was a common theme in stories that were associated with a
variety of springs. The idea that all animosity was set aside when various Indian tribes met at
natural springs was a romantic idea appreciated by Victorian era visitors along with some of
the earliest Euro-American visitors. At Hot Springs this myth takes the form of the “Valley
of Peace.” This idea was first published in a letter in 1804, the author’s source being Major
John Ellis. The letter stated: “The Indians have, time immemorium, resorted to [the hot
springs] on account of their medicinal virtues. The ground around them is called by the
aborigines, the land of peace. Hostile tribes, while there, remain at harmony with each
other.””' A plaque on the Fordyce Bathhouse perpetuated this idea stating: “THE FIRST
WHITE SETTLERS REPORTED THAT THE INDIAN TRIBES LAID ASIDE ALL FEUDS
WHEN THEY ARRIVED HERE AND CALLED THIS PLACE THE VALLEY OF
PEACE.” Neutral ground may have been a reality at some locations in the U.S., but there are
no facts to substantiate this at Hot Springs. By the time the first Euro-American settlers were
arriving in the vicinity of Hot Springs, Native American tribes were being forced to migrate
westward. For this reason, members of different tribes were occasionally seen visiting Hot
Springs simultaneously. None were in a position to be territorial, and their lack of animosity
toward other tribes may have furthered the myth.

Across the country in Manitou Springs, Colorado it was written in The Springs of Manitou
that, “The Indians made their pilgrimages to the springs, recognizing the spot as neutral
ground where they could heal their wounds of battle and cure their sick with life-giving

16




waters.”> It may be coincidental that William G. Maurice was “the president of the Manitou

Baths at Manitou, Colorado™ as well as being involved with the Red Springs and Bathhouse

at Saratoga, New York and, of course, the Maurice Bathhouse in Hot Springs. Common
themes may have been presented by Maurice in his various advertisements.

Another legend that persisted in materials advertising Hot Springs was the legend of Quapaw
Cave. Early in 1921, as excavation was taking place for the new Quapaw Bathhouse,
workmen discovered what they called a “cave” containing a hot spring, with Indian relics
scattered on the floor of the “cave”. It was in reality a small pocket in the tufa rock, quite
common in this area. Artifacts were described as tufa-encrusted projectile points and turtle
shells. Soon, however, bathhouse brochures were making much of the Quapaw gods of the
bath found in an old Indian cave. Early bathhouse owners were entrepreneurs alert to any
circumstance that would distinguish their bathhouse from others. A display of little ceramic
gods, actually Hopi figures purchased from Arizona, created a great deal of interest as their
story was interwoven with the discovery of the pocket cave and with popular local legends.>

The bather’s experience became enhanced as licensed bathing attendants and masseuses, as
well as other professional services, became available in the 1920s and 1930s. In September of
1937, President Truman wrote to his daughter Margaret from Hot Springs:

Your dad’s in a hospital but not sick --- to keep from getting sick. They are taking me
over the hurdles though.

Kiss Mama and you can write me at Army & Navy Hospital Hot Springs.”

1946 was the record year for visitation to Hot Springs National Park baths. In the pay
bathhouses, 952,467 baths were given. An additional 25,000 free baths were given at the free
bathhouse, at Levi Hospital, and as complimentary services at pay bathhouses.”® The total
number of bathers (both Park and town) reached its peak in 1947 after the conclusion of
World War II. Wartime travel restrictions were lifted bringing the general public to the
bathhouses, as well as bringing back former military personnel who had experienced thermal
waters during the War or during rehabilitation. That year saw a total of 1,052,000 baths given
in Hot Springs overall, with 649,270 baths given on Bathhouse Row.

Based on the history of Bathhouse Row to this point, it is recommended that the period of
significance cover the time period beginning with construction of the earliest “new”
bathhouse and ending after the peak year of business. The recommended period of
significance, therefore, is 1911-1947.

THE DECLINE

Following the 1947 peak in visitors, a steady decline began. Contributing factors were
medical advances in a variety of treatments and particularly the advent of antibiotics, which
sharply cut the number of visitors seeking help for venereal disease at the Free Bathhouse. By
1957, the Free Bathhouse was converted to a physical medicine facility, and indigent bathers
were referred to the other bathhouses where their fees were paid by the government. In
addition, the economics of this labor-intensive industry began to force the bathhouses to
close. The Fordyce closed in 1962, and the Maurice closed in 1974. Beginning in 1974, the
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next eleven years saw the closure of the Superior, Hale, Ozark, Quapaw, and Lamar
bathhouses. By 1984, the total number of baths given in Hot Springs was 167,910. 44,130 of
which were administered by the remaining two bathhouses on Bathhouse Row. In 1985, only
the Buckstaff remained in operation as a traditional bathhouse. Four hotels outside the park
boundaries — Arlington, Majestic, Downtowner, and Hilton — as well as the Leo N. Levi
Hospital had bathing facilities that continued to be used and drew water from the hot springs.

After World War 11, the trend toward increased recreational use of the area continued.
Proposals for completion of the promenade were justified on the grounds that this would add
to the recreational possibilities of the park. In addition, after over fifteen years of
negotiations, the old power poles belonging to the Hot Springs Power Company were
removed from Bathhouse Row during the late 1940s. A new centralized cooling system was
finally completed in 1950. It was placed in the southern part of Arlington Lawn near the tufa
cliffs and involved a great deal of ground disturbance. Following construction, the antiquated
cooling towers belonging to the individual bathhouses, some dating from the beginning of the
century, were finally removed. The foundation of the Superior Bathhouse cooling tower still
remains behind the bathhouse.

During the 1950s, the proposals for work on the Grand Promenade were revived, additional
changes were made in the plans, and the project was finally completed in 1959. For the most
part, a simplified version of the 1930s and 1940s alignment plans was used. Proposals were
made at various times during this period to improve the rear view of the bathhouses as seen
from the new Grand Promenade. These plans were never implemented and the vegetation
along the Promenade was simply allowed to grow, closing off the view in all but a few areas.
The completion of the Grand Promenade came too late to fulfill the purpose for which it was
designed. By the time Bathhouse Row’s carefully planned landscape and architectural
scheme was complete, society’s needs had changed.

REVITALIZATION PLAN

Even as the numbers of visitors continued to decline, the historical significance of Bathhouse
Row and its structures was recognized. In 1973, Bathhouse Row and its environs were
nominated as an historic district. The U.S. Geological Survey completed research on the
hydrology of the thermal springs, and the Arkansas Archeological Survey carried out a
limited archaeological reconnaissance of the park. In November of 1973, a Native American
and settlers cultural exhibit was set up at the top of Hot Springs Mountain. In November of
1974, Bathhouse Row was placed on the National Register of Historic Places. It became a
National Historic Landmark District in 1987. As late as 1978, a report from the National Park
Service indicated that the intention was to continue using the structures on Bathhouse Row for
traditional bathing businesses.

The decline in visitors continued until the early 1980s when the number of baths per year
stabilized around 145,000. At this point, the Hot Springs Cascade finally began operating.
Throughout the 1980s, local citizens and the National Park Service began exploring ways to
return the bathhouses and the Bathhouse Row landscape to the splendor, if not the function, of
Hot Springs in its heyday. This resulted in a drive to return the exteriors of the buildings and
the exterior landscape features to their original grandeur in hopes of attracting private
investment. Attempts were made to lease the buildings for adaptive re-use, but this was
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unsuccessful. The National Park Service restored the Fordyce, and in May of 1989 opened it
as the Visitor Center for the Hot Springs National Park. Since 1989, the Park Service has
undertaken to maintain and rehabilitate the structures on Bathhouse Row with the aim of
again attempting to lease the bathhouses for adaptive re-use. At the present time, major
preservation work is underway, hopefully to be followed by leasing the buildings.
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B - CHRONOLOGY OF DEVELOPMENT AND USE

The following sections describing the Business History and the Architectural History of the
Superior Bathhouse are taken from the 1990 Historic Structure Report. These sections were
reviewed by National Park Service personnel, who felt that they were very well done. Minor
changes have been made as needed, but due to the thorough nature of the 1990 text, re-writing
these sections does not seem to be warranted.

INTRODUCTION

The Superior Bathhouse stands at the north end of an ensemble of bathhouses known
collectively as Bathhouse Row. These eight structures, built between 1911 and 1923, lie
within the center of downtown Hot Springs and are the focal point for interpreting the park’s
primary and legislated resource, its thermal water. Hot Springs National Park, which as an
1832 “set aside”, is unique in that throughout its history, utilization of the park resource has
been the thrust of the park’s development. This development began as concessioner
constructed and operated bathhouses with the government providing the land and required
utility linkage. Today, the extant bathhouses and the formal landscape surrounding them stand
as witness to this development and are the premier example of the early 20th Century
American Spa movement. As such, Bathhouse Row was entered in the National Register of
Historical Places on November 13, 1974, as a district having national significance.

BUSINESS HISTORY

The present Superior Bathhouse opened for business on February 15, 1916. The new building,
constructed of steel-reinforced concrete clad in a red brick veneer, replaced an earlier
bathhouse, located on the same site, built circa 1887-1888 by Robert Proctor and L..D. Carr.

Prior to the construction of the second Superior Bathhouse, the owners, Mrs. Mary D. Proctor
and Dr. R.A. Simpson, entertained proposals to remodel the late Victorian bathhouse. In a
letter to the Secretary of the Interior, dated February 13, 1912, Dr. Simpson explained that his
intentions were -

... to remodel the Superior Bath House and put it in a sanitary condition and an
attractive and substantial property, at an expense of not less than Ten Thousand
Dollars..

He continued his proposal to the Department of the Interior with an additional explanation.

... this is suggested by reason of the fact that there is a valuable property there that
should be cared for an [sic] turned into useful operation; that since the extensive
improvements at the Park, Imperial, Buckstaff, and Maurice Bathhouse[s], there is a
demand for a moderate priced bathhouse these houses above mentioned are amply
able to take care of the high priced and particular bathers who patronize houses
isolated from hotels.s
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As a physician, Dr. Simpson was, no doubt, well acquainted with the alleged and celebrated
medicinal qualities of the Hot Springs water. His comments reveal, however, that as a
businessman, he saw an attractive financial opportunity in middle-income bathers — a clientele
not adequately provided for by the Superior’s more elaborate neighbors. Dallas Herndon’s
biographical account of Dr. Simpson attests to the physician’s business acumen. Herndon
writes in his Centennial History of Arkansas.

... his [Dr. Simpson’s] innate talent and acquired ability have brought him to a most
credible position in professional circles, while his ambition keeps him abreast with the
trend of the times in the field of modern medicine and surgical practice.«

In April of 1912, Dr. Simpson submitted to the Washington Office of the Department of the
Interior, “hurriedly drawn” blueprints “suggestive of the general improvements to be made”
as well as certification of his payment to Mary Proctor for her interest in the bathhouse. s

Five months later, G.A. Wynne joined with J.W. Martin, manager of the New Imperial and
formerly with the Great Northern Bathhouse, in proposing to the Park Service the purchase of
the Superior Bathhouse from Dr. Simpson and Mrs. Proctor. s Superintendent Meyer, of the
Hot Springs Reservation, apparently received the proposal favorably, as seen in his comments
of September 12, 1912, which said: “The parties I refer to are amply capable of making a first
class house out of the Superior.”;

Later that month, the Washington office of the Department of the Interior responded formally
to Mr. Martin, noting that:

... the Department will lease the Superior Bathhouse site to anybody who will comply
with its requirements by erecting a new bathhouse or making such improvements in
the old bathhouse as will bring it up to the standards required by the Department.s

Though the Department of the Interior noted only “slight scarcely noticeable” deterioration of
the bathhouse since its closing in May 1911, it had clearly fallen out of favor as suggested by
proposals to use the building as a temporary shelter for fire victims and as a bathing facility
for black patrons.s Nonetheless, J.W. Martin and his fellow investors were advised that they
would still be required to pay Dr. Simpson and Mrs. Proctor “the appraised value of the
present bathhouse, which was $28,000.”10

The appraisal recognized by the Department of the Interior was deduced by totaling the
estimated value of the building, which was regarded as “unfit and unsanitary and not suitable
for operation as a bathhouse,” determined to be $3,000, with the value of the franchise or
lease itself, determined to be $25,000.u

Despite some disputes with Mrs. Proctor and Dr. Simpson regarding a financial settlement for
their interest in the old Superior, by August of 1915, an agreement was reached and a request
was submitted to raze the nineteenth century bathhouse. The principal stockholders in the
venture were three Hot Springs businessmen: Maj. John H. Avery, J.E. Harper, and J.D.
Brock. Avery’s involvement is particularly noteworthy because of this personal and familial
involvement with the bathhouse for more than half a century as both the principal stockholder
and officer in the company.
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Born in Pennsylvania and reared in Illinois, Avery had a distinguished military career before
his move to Hot Springs in 1890 where he established a successful real estate and insurance
business. Avery also served four years as postmaster for Presidents Theodore Roosevelt and
William Howard Taft as well as being a stockholder and director of the Arkansas National
Ba.n.k.12

On March 17, 1916, J.W. Martin submitted a formal application to lease the Superior
Bathhouse site for a period of twenty years and to secure sufficient hot water from the
Reservation to supply twenty tubs. The directors of the Superior Bathhouse Company, E.L.
Howlett, R.A. Simpson, J.E. Harper, Robert H. Kettleberger, J.D. Brock, Frank G. Thompson,
and J.H. Avery were appointed and the lease was signed on February 16, 1916.

Martin’s relationship with the Superior Bathhouse Company was both turbulent and brief. He
resigned from his position in early June 1916 and was replaced by W.W. Preston. As revealed
in a letter to the Board of Directors, the officers of the bathhouse felt strongly that Martin was
“not the man for the place ...” and further, that his employment did not assure that “... the
best interest of the company [was] being conserved or promoted.” s

Despite some difficulties with personnel, the new bathhouse enjoyed comfortable profits in its
first year of operation, earning an income comparable to many of its competitors along
Bathhouse Row.

By March of 1917, the Bathhouse Company petitioned the Superintendent of the Park to
allow them to lower their prices for baths by one dollar for a series of 21 baths - their request
being based principally on the grounds that “the site leased was so much smaller than any
other lease ground for bath house purposes.”« The management believed that their company
was at a decided disadvantage with respect to the other bathhouses. They explained that:

The U.S. reservoir used by the Government for storage of water occupies more than
one third of the space that would naturally be used in erecting a bath house on this site.
... the Superior could not have been built on this lease two stories in height with
sufficient room for parlors, sitting rooms, both for men and women to say nothing of
electric and massage room, and we can only have the bath rooms, cooling rooms,
dressing rooms, small writing rooms, together with the general office or lobby.s

The other bathhouses, they complained, had parlors, sitting rooms as well as additional rooms.

Furthermore, they bemoaned that they were “handicapped” by their location because: “The
Superior [was] located at the upper end of the bathhouse row, while the Superintendent’s
office [was] located at the extreme lower or south end.”s As a result, they maintained that
potential patrons, after registering at the Superintendent’s office, would “rarely go far before
they locate, and the nearby bathhouses usually secure their patronage.”

Their request was denied by the Park Service. Dr. W.P. Parks, the Superintendent, defended
his decision by explaining:

The Superior Bath House is the next house north of the Hale Bathhouse and in
comparison it may be stated that it presents a better appearance from the outside and
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has a more attractive lobby, while on the other hand the Hale Bathhouse has some
advantage in floor space, but in making comparisons it is believed they should both be
on the same [price] basis.is

In comparison with the Lamar, Rector and Rockafellow bathhouses, the Superior was also the
most profitable. The 1920 income tax information submitted for the Superior attests that the
bathhouse enjoyed a net income of $38,622.55 with nearly fourteen thousand dollars returned
to the stockholders as dividends.

With regard to the Superior’s stockholders, there were periodic transfers of shares of Superior
Bathhouse stock, however, John H. Avery and his subsequent heirs retained a controlling
interest in the company throughout its history. In fact, by the start of the second year of its
operation, Avery owned 1,000 shares of the Superior Bathhouse Company, valued at $25,000.
Since February of the previous year, Avery had more than doubled his interest in the
company.

After Avery’s death in 1923, his daughter, Elise A. Lake, and her husband, W.F. Lake,
assumed ownership and control of the colonel’s stock in the Superior Bathhouse Company. A
sworn statement dated January 6, 1927, recorded that the Lakes owned nearly half of the stock
in the bathhouse operation. The Lakes continued to be actively involved with the operation of
the Superior until the death of W.F. Lake in 1964. Mr. Lake had become president of the J.H.
Avery Insurance Company in 1923 after the death of his father-in-law. Two years later he
assumed the responsibilities of president of the Superior Bathhouse and subsequently held
other positions in the management of the bathhouse company.

Natural disasters like the flood of May 14, 1923, had tremendous impacts on the bathhouse,
particularly on the bathhouse company profits. Damage estimates for the Superior totaled
nearly $1,700 with sufficient damage to warrant closing the bathhouse for several days.
Considering that a formal request was required to cease operations, even for the holidays, the
Superior’s decision to be closed for three days underscores the seriousness of the flood
damage.

There is a peculiar hiatus in the Park Service records for the Superior Bathhouse between
January 1927 and February 1936. Presumably the business operations continued smoothly
during this period with little change to the bathing operation generally or to the building
specifically except for the requisite maintenance procedure scrupulously attended to by the
Park Service.

The balance sheet after closing books December 31, 1945, records net profits for the year
after deductions for income tax, appropriations for the building fund, and franchise tax as
$7,101.31 and total liabilities as $51,764.06. ‘

In 1948, the “detailed statement of profit and loss account” notes net profits, less taxes paid,
as $10,935.70. Apparently, it was a steady business operation (steady enough to justify a
request for additional tubbage — 4 tubs — in December of 1947 ..o Houseguests came from all
over the country, many from adjacent states, and others from as far away as Kentucky, New
York, Illinois, and California. As explained by L.A. Vaught, who served as manager of both
the Superior and the Hale, a bathhouse’s success depended upon regular patrons who returned
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year after year, developing loyalties to one bathhouse.: It was the management’s
responsibility to cultivate that loyalty by assuring good service and responsive attendants.

A third twenty-year contract was signed in 1956 and the number of tubs reduced from twenty-
two to twenty. In his letter to D.S. Libbey, the Superintendent, W.F. Lake took care to
mention:

That the hot water baths have been continuously growing smaller each year and that
you please do not require any expensive repairs or changes at this time other than
those you think are absolutely necessary.

It was customary for the Park Service to use lease negotiations as leverage in assuring that the
bathhouse management undertake repairs and remodeling, which the government felt
desirable and necessary.

By the late 1950s it was clear that the bathing industry was failing despite the momentary
resurgence after World War II. The introduction of penicillin, the curtailment of rail service to
Hot Springs and the general skepticism of the medicinal qualities of the hot spring’s water are
only a few of the possible factors involved in the industry’s demise. The Superior had a
particularly “rugged experience” during the 1950s.s They experienced a gas explosion and
were hit by yet another flood.

In addition to the decline of the bathing industry and the aging of the buildings, the
bathhouses were confronted with the challenge of new competition in the form of thermal
water contracts let to hotels. As articulated by L.A. Vaught in a letter to the Director of the
Park Service on May 2, 1962:

From a peak of more than a million baths in 1946, total patronage of bathhouses has
declined gradually to just over 500,000 annually ... the result is that existing
bathhouses are operating with annual losses, or earnings so small as to discourage
additional capital investment. During the past three years, the long decline since 1946
seems to have leveled off.s

Vaught, concluding that “the very survival of the bathing industry is at stake,” argued for the
Park Service to curtail extending additional thermal water contracts..s Despite Vaught’s
efforts to revive the bathhouse’s business, profits continued to decline. Vaught sold his
interest in the bathhouse to the Farrar family in 1962.

The Farrars struggled with the failing business through the 1960s and 1970s. In January of
1983, however, Clayton Farrar, representing the Superior Bathhouse Company, announced
the company’s intention to seek a qualified buyer to succeed to the ownership and operation
of the Superior Bathhouse. A prospectus was later issued, but no buyer could be found. The
business closed on November 5, 1983. A liquidation auction of the bathhouse’s furnishings
was held on November 12, 1983, and a check in the amount of $5,872.18 was sent to the
Farrar family for their possessory interest in the bathhouse.
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BUSINESS HISTORY END NOTES
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ARCHITECTURAL HISTORY

The first Superior Bathhouse, was described in 1893 by Thomas H. Musick, a special
investigator for the Secretary of the Interior, as “a substantial brick building in good state of
repair ... neatly and comfortably furnished” was closed in March 31, 1911.,. Masonry
structures were a rarity on Bathhouse Row until the late 19th century when frame structures
were far more typical. A principal reason for this situation was that land ownership disputes
had not been settled until 1878. At that time, a Board of Commissioners formed by the federal
government affirmed that the national government controlled the hot springs as well as the
land underneath what is now Bathhouse Row.. The owners, however, retained ownership of
the bathhouses and after 1878, secured leases for longer than the five years that was typical of
earlier contracts. At last, the bathhouse owners had adequate incentive to invest their own
funds in the construction of more substantial bathhouses as Musick had prudently advised.
Indeed, in his report, he had observed:

All agree that the vapor from the hot water rots all timber with which it comes in
contact in remarkably short time. Therefore rebuilding should be in brick and lower
beams at least of iron and lower floors of concrete or marble. No more wooden
buildings should be allowed.s

The Department of the Interior had evidently anticipated Musick’s recommendation, because
in 1891 a statute was enacted which required that:

All buildings to be erected on the Reservation shall be on plans first approved by the
Secretary of the Interior, and shall be required to be fireproof, as nearly as practicable.«

Additional incentive for the construction of better built and better equipped bathhouses was
the prohibition of “pooling,” which had allowed individuals to own an interest in more than
one bathhouse — a practice that effectively stymied the healthy competition motivated by the
desire to attract patrons from the neighboring bathhouses.

Descriptions from 1902 indicate that the Superior, which Musick had glowingly described in
1893, was equipped with eleven tubs, one hot room, two cooling rooms, eight metal box
vapors and electric baths in the men’s department with similar facilities in smaller numbers on
the women’s side.s By 1911, however, the structure was in need of extensive repairs and
improvements, which, as noted in the Superintendent’s Report of 1912, the lessees were
unable to provide.s

In August of 1915, the officers of the Superior Bathhouse reported to the local newspaper that
“the new corporation [plans to] rebuild entirely and will replace the old structure with a
modern bathing establishment.”; The design approval process was a protracted one because of
the federal government’s adamant desire to retain architectural compatibility among the
bathhouses by ensuring that new construction “in no way detract from or mar the general
appearance of Reservation Front.”s The Department of the Interior was concerned with the
development of the Bathhouse Row as a cohesive group of structures. This concern was
emphasized by their earlier support of a master plan for Hot Springs Reservation developed
by Lt. Robert R. Stevens of the 6th Infantry in 1892.
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Many, though not all, of Stevens’ proposals had been realized: namely, the Grand Central
Entrance and the sidewalk along Central Avenue with its tasteful landscaping and hot spring
water fountains.io

Permission to raze the old Superior was granted on August 13, 1915.uThe general contract
was awarded to a Little Rock firm, O’Neil and Ault; heating and lighting work was to be
completed by Sudemann of St. Louis; and the Rush Brothers, a Hot Springs firm, was given
the electrical work contract.:

During construction, a new spring with a flow of approximately 22,000 gallons every twenty-
four hours and a reported water temperature of 147 degrees F. was located eighteen inches
outside the building line “... at the extreme southeast corner of the jog in the rear of the
building site [and] fifteen feet below the surface of the ground...”s Because of the soil of the
site, a decision was reached by the park staff to “pipe the water into the large main leading to
the [primary] impounding reservoir in the rear of the Superintendent’s office... where the
water is now flowing into [Superior’s] basement.” 1« John M. Cutter noted further in his 1916
guide to the resort that the spring had been put under glass:

... so that patrons of this house can see the hot Radio-Active water boiling from
Mother Earth before being piped to sealed tanks, where it is then conducted to the bath
tub before it is exposed to the air, thereby retaining its radium-gases.is

On March 17, 1916, Superintendent Parks reported to Secretary of the Interior Franklin K.
Lane that:

The Superior Bathhouse which was opened for business on the 16th ultimo, was
completed to all intents and purposes in accordance with the plans and specifications
heretofore approved by the Department.is

A journalist, recording the bathhouse’s opening for the local paper, elaborated, noting:

The harmonious blending of substantial construction, imposing appearance and
exquisite taste, heightened by beautiful furnishings, with no detail lacking it seems for
the comfort and convenience of patrons, and affording every bathing facility required
by an exacting Federal government..s

Exuberant in his praise, the writer continues:

The Superior is an imposing two-story matte-faced brick, hydraulic pressed, with
stone and ornamental brick trimmings, colonial design, and is absolutely fireproof, all
of the floors and inner walls being constructed of reinforced concrete and steel.is

The decorative treatment, loosely derivative of the Classical Revival style, is concentrated on
the brick pilasters and the cornice. The former, which project slightly from the mass of the
structure, are articulated by restrained vertical patterning in recessed brick and painted
concrete. Green tile medallions add further decorative interest to the pilaster capitals and also
provide a pleasing rhythmic pattern to the front elevation. The articulated cornice is painted
metal and stone.
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Turning his attention to the interior of the bathhouse, the aforementioned journalist entered
“through an attractive sun parlor with vestibule opening connecting it with a lobby by three
handsome colonnades.”s All of the floors, he added, are white glazed tile complemented by
Alabama white marble wainscoting. He hastens to add that “the color scheme, ivory and
mahogany, is also strictly adhered to throughout.”z

Continuing with a description of the bathing halls, he mentioned that they:

... are equipped on both men’s and women’s sides with all bath perquisites [sic] for
the proper administration of the hot baths. The tubs are solid porcelain of the keyed-in
type, which fills in 40 seconds and empties in 30, obviating the necessity of any
delays. Each tub is equipped with an individual marble vapor.x

The men’s hot pack room included Superior Spring no. 51, unearthed during construction
excavation (see Business History), “with glass exposure: and a view of “boiling and
bubbling” hot water.

Turning the reader’s attention to the “handsome marble staircases,” the reporter explained that
these stairs lead up from the office to more than 140 individual dressing rooms, ... which are
finished in the same subdued and elegant manner as the other sections of this most complete
bathing establishment.”z

Several dressing rooms were located on the ground floor adjacent to the bathing parlors in
order to accommodate the crippled and invalid patrons. The ladies’ dressing rooms were
equipped with individual mirrors and plate glass shelves.

To the journalist, the mechanical systems were as impressive as the exterior architecture and
the interior finishes. He described the innovative “Johnson system” of heating and ventilation
with its “thermostat control, enabling [sic] to remain any desired degree of heat in any room
automatically.”2s He added: “The perfect ventilation is also another feature, the atmosphere
being changed every seven minutes throughout the house, meeting all requirements of the
most extreme hygienics.”»s

The mechanical system was comprised of a steam heating and fan blast system. Portions of
the building were heated by direct radiators, a portion heated by the aforementioned fan
system, and the remaining portions serviced by both the direct system and fan system in
combination..s The direct heating system was used in the bath rooms, hot pack rooms, and hot
rooms during the summer months “or during such times when the balance of the building is
not to be heated.”» The two cast-iron boilers with their capacity of nearly 5,500 square feet of
radiation were placed in the basement and were “cross-connected so that either one or both
[could be] operated at will.”zs Registers located throughout the building were of “plain lattice
design” with black or white Japan finish depending on their locations.»» All radiators and
exposed piping above the basement was finished in gold or aluminum bronze.s

The Superior Bathhouse was designed by H.C. Schwebke. Apparently, the architect practiced

briefly in Hot Springs. Hot Springs city directories of 1915 and 1917 note his architectural

office address as 623 Central Avenue; however, his personal residence changed from an in-
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town address of 55 Henderson Avenue to a residence on the outskirts of town on River View
Drive two years later. Little additional information about the architect can be found until his
design in 1923 of the Lamar Bathhouse, the last of the bathhouses to be constructed on
Bathhouse Row, and one that shares a faintly classical revival kinship with the Superior.x

As noted, the old Superior had been razed after August 13, 1915. All of the material from the
demolished structure was removed from the site, except for old brick. Some of this brick was
salvaged for use in the new bathhouse as enumerated in the architect’s specifications. They
stated that, “the face brick taken from the old Building [shall be] used on south side of
building from pilaster back forming a perpendicular line at their destination.”sz Portions of the
old foundation were also incorporated into the new building.:; These sections of foundation
were reinforced “with four inches poured concrete in and outside [so that] the proportion
[would be] the same as the other concrete used in the foundation.”ss

The footings for reinforced columns and outside walls were formed of specified portions of
Dewey Cement and “clean sharp sand” with “clean broken stone” added.ss The footings for
the exterior walls conform to the requisite of being a “substantial” structure as prescribed by
the NPS. The footings are twelve inches thick and projected eight inches on the outside and
four inches on the inside. The sun parlor footings, which only bear the weight of one story,
are less massive but still considerable, measuring eight inches thick, four inches on the
outside, and four inches inside. The foundation extends up to the first floor slab.

All new walls of the 1916 structure were constructed of a mixture of similar materials except
for the substitution of “crushed rock” for “clean broken stone.” Attention was paid to details
as evidenced in the instruction that: “The exposed surfaces of Base and jambs of windows
fare] to have a cement wash or thin coat of cement plaster to give the finished effect upon
completion.”ss New brick used on the fagade was “Hy Tex Brick no. 17 for body with panel
bands and [the] cornice on the north side [was] from copper cornice back of Hy Tex Matt no.
19 dark.”s

Although the Sentinel Record reporter noted that the interior marble originated from
Alabama, the specifications indicate that it was “Tennessee White quality no. 1 highly
polished on all exposed sides.”’s The marble wainscoting in the bath hall stairs and counters
was anchored, set in plaster of Paris with all joints “neat[ly] fitting.”s The tile mentioned in
the reporter’s narrative was white Hexagon Mosaic tile, with no. 1 red tile used in the
vestibule.

Dressing room partitions were constructed with “Pipe Rails and standards and finished with
wire cloth tightly stretched and wedged in place and finished with cement plaster and sand
finish.”«% They were then painted with two coats of oil and lead paint with subsequent
applications of white enamel.

Interior finishes included plastering the walls with “all angles ... true or plumb, forming
rounded corners on door and window jambs,” thus softening the lines of the interior space.«
The final coat was “a sand finish with fine sharp sand.”« All plastered walls on the first and

second floors were then coated with heavy glue sizing, followed by two coats of dull oil paint .
in an ivory color.
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All sashes were clear cypress or western pine. The doors were also cypress “sand[ed] smooth
and glazed with Florentine glass.”s The smooth-sanded doors were coated “with mahogany
oil stain lightly rubbed down when partly dry.”s The plate glass in the sun parlor, however,
was of domestic origin. The interior door and window frames had “two coats of gloss white
lead and oil paint and two coats of inside white enamel.”

The grill panels in the manager’s office were constructed of wrought iron according to the
architect’s design and painted, after installation, with two coats of black enamel. With the
many coats of oil and lead paint with its enamel finish, complemented by the tile floors and
marble wainscoting, the bathhouse interior was assured a glossy and suggestively clean and
hygienic appearance.

As noted in the Cutter’s Guide of 1916, published shortly after the bathhouse’s openings, the
Superior’s furnishings “were approved and specified by the U.S. Department of the Interior
throughout, in view of maintaining the greatest degree of sanitation.”ss Previously, bathhouses
were furnished with “old wooden furniture” with carpeting on the floor and heavy drapery at
the windows — furnishing typical of Victorian sensibilities.« “Modern white enameled steel”
replaced the wooden furniture in the bath halls. However, wooden furniture, specifically dark
stained rockers of a loosely Craftsman style, remained in the public areas of the building.
Indeed, two rows of these rockers provided comfortable seating with a view of the Central
Avenue promenade for the Superior’s guests to enjoy after their bath and massage. The heavy
draperies used in earlier bathhouses were replaced by “plain sheets that can be easily
laundered.”ss The windows in the sun parlor had no window treatment, so that the guests’
view would be unobstructed and the space would be flooded with healthful light. The well-
appointed departments commended by Cutter in his 1916 guide included a large sun parlor, a
lobby, cooling rooms, and ladies’ parlor as well as a reading and writing room. In addition,
private lockers and dressing rooms were provided for the convenience of male and female
patrons.

Photographs taken shortly after the opening of the bathhouse indicate that the exterior’s
simplicity was continued in the furnishing and adornment of the interior. There are no
pictures, murals, or other decorative items visible on the walls except for a clock over the
lobby desk. Lighting fixtures were similarly un-ornate. Lobby lighting included ceiling
fixtures with frosted globes while the men’s bathing halls had brass wall sconces with frosted
glass shades.ss The ladies’ bath hall had ceiling fixtures similar to those in the lobby.

Plumbing fixtures in the 1916 bathhouse included two toilets and one sink on the basement
level, twenty tubs, two toilets, one urinal, one lavatory, two needle showers, and two ice water
fountains and coolers on the first floor and four toilets on the second floor.«

The “L”-shaped plan of the brick bathhouse remains largely unaltered from its original
configuration, except for the extension of the sun parlor. Oriented along a north/south axis
fronting Central Avenue, with a projecting wing on the northeast corner, the bathhouse has
more then ten thousand square feet of space. The basement, the portion of the building which
required costly excavation, has nearly two thousand square feet less than the floor above and
includes only the space required to house the mechanical systems, a laundry, and small
lounges for male and female employees.so Consequently, on this level, the principal axis is
narrower and the projecting wing is truncated. The first floor, or principal and street level,
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contains the sun parlor, with an added bay at each end. These added bays were built circa ‘
1928 and are the only changes made to this level while the bathhouse remained in operation.
Adjacent to the sun parlor is a centrally positioned lobby and manager’s office. On either side .
of the lobby are men and women’s dressing rooms. Schwebke, the architect, placed the
women’s hot room and bath hall behind the lobby, and located the men’s bath hall and hot
room in the rear wing. The exterior detailing and fenestration expresses this layout. This is
illustrated by the use of pairs and groups of three 12/1 double-hung sash along the west or
“public” elevation, and the incorporation of 9 pane windows, which are hinged at their base

and can be suspended open with brass hardware, along the side and more private elevations of
the dressing and bathing halls. It should be noted that the exterior woodwork, including these
12/1 and 9 pane sash, were treated much like the interior woodwork with three coats of lead
and oil paint in an ivory color.

The second floor contains 4,598 square feet, more than one thousand square feet less than the
first floor, and the space remains largely the same as when it was built in 1916 with two
exceptions. The mercury room in the rear of the east wing was removed circa 1940, and
partitions were added to form a women’s lounge adjacent to the men’s massage area. The
mercury room was removed after the practice of rubbing liquid mercury on the afflicted
portions of individuals with sexually transmitted diseases — a mainstay of bathhouse clientele
— was curtailed. This practice ended following the introduction of antibiotics in the treatment
of these diseases in the early 1940s. As mentioned before, the orderly fenestration on this
level expresses the commensurately orderly interior configuration. The double-hung sashes
appear along the front elevation and in the cooling and massage rooms. This sash is also used
around the corner of the north and south elevations allowing the men’s lounge and women's
massage rooms to be filled with light. Again, as on the floor below, the nine pane windows
are used in the more private dressing areas.

Shortly after the Superior’s opening, a concrete walk was installed along the north side of the
bathhouse.s: Because of delays in the shipping of “some fittings,” the wrought iron railing was
not assembled and the project not completed until later.s:

In May of 1918, the bathhouse management requested permission “to excavate the South East
corner of the basement in order that additional space may be provided for the storage of
“coal.”’ss This construction was prompted by the shortage of natural gas. The intention of the
Superior’s management was “to dig out the material, raise it to the surface and then transport
it to the street by means of wheelbarrows, after which it would be loaded on wagons and
hauled away.”ss This costly and labor-intensive project, however, was never executed. After
receiving cost estimates for the work, the bathhouse directors withdrew their request.ss

Two years earlier, the Little Rock architectural firm of Mann and Stern had been contracted
for a fee of $10,000 to develop a master plan for the Reservation. They used as their starting
point ideas forwarded earlier by Howard Greely in his “Report on Bathing Establishments of
Europe and the Incorporation of their System of Operation in a Suggested Scheme for the
Improvement of the Present Building Facilities at the Hot Springs Government Reservation,
Arkansas, U.S.A.”ss Mann and Stern proposed the demolition of the Superior and the
construction of a concert garden on its site at the end of Bathhouse Row. Though the Little
Rock architects’ concepts were appealing to many, particularly park superintendent William
P. Parks, its cost was prohibitive and it was therefore never realized. '
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In October of 1920, Parks granted the Superior Bathhouse Company permission to erect “a
steel frame surmounted by a steel tank, for the purpose of cooling the hot water used in the
bathhouse.”s; The apparatus for the cooling tank, as designed by Fordyce, a consulting
engineer, was installed at the cost of $1,258.71. As pointed out by Laura Harrison in her
architectural history of the resort, cooling tanks historically presented an architectural
challenge. It was not disputed that the tanks were a necessity because the water coming out of
the earth was far too hot to be used for bathing without being cooled or without having cold
water mixed with it. To complicate matters, because each bathhouse had its own spring for
which it was endowed with a reputation, they were not inclined to join forces to construct a
central collecting system.ss As a result, the issue of cooling tank size and location persisted as
an architectural albatross.

Damage resulting from a flood on May 14, 1923, cost the Superior Bathhouse Company
around $1200. In addition to the loss of revenue for the three days, from May 15 to the 17%,
during which the bathhouse had to curtail operations to clean up the building, the manager, H.
Bell, itemized the damage in a letter to the park superintendent. Bell’s list included the loss of
a hot water pump, 155 curtains and 36 chairs, damage to his office floor and furnishings, as
well as damage to the boilers, motors, attendant’s room, and ventilating system.ss Perhaps
because Hot Springs was no stranger to natural disasters, notably fires and floods, the
management of the bathhouses — like their retail counterparts across Central Avenue — seemed
to recover from the damaging effects and, in most cases, quickly resumed “business as usual.”

In December of 1923, the Superior Bathhouse Company requested permission “to place [a]
gold leaf sign on the north side of the Superior Bathhouse.”’s0 Superintendent Waring relayed
to Mr. Howlett of the Superior Bathhouse Company the National Park Service’s
unwillingness to grant the request. He quoted NPS director Stephen T. Mather:

[ am not in favor of the placing of additional signs along bathhouse row and I desire to
have these kept to a minimum. This will be of special importance in this case since it
is my plan to have the old Arlington site made into a park and I want [no] disturbing
sign in view from that end of the reservation.s:

On August 10, 1928, a proposed addition to the Superior’s sun parlor was submitted to the
park staff. The unsigned drawing indicates the designer’s intention to use “old windows in
new locations,” specifically to relocate the two pairs of 12/1 double hung sash at either end of
the west facade to the front of what would become the extended sun parlor and similarly to
reuse the pairs of windows currently in place in the north and south walls of this enclosed sun
porch.e It is likely, considering the simplicity — both structurally and architecturally — of the
suggested alteration, that the manager Harry Bell was involved with the remodeling design.
Though no additional correspondence regarding this matter between the bathhouse
management and the Park Service could be located, photographs reveal that this construction
was completed by the mid-1930s.

The lack of correspondence between the late 1920s and the mid-1930s suggests that little
work aside from the rigorous maintenance schedule required by the National Park Service was
done to the Superior until November 1937.; At this time, the second and third stories of the
green cooling tower building at the rear of the bathhouse were removed and the debris from
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this demolition placed in an obsolete reservoir to the rear of the bathhouse.s+ As explained by
the authors of the technical report on the Superior, in order to improve the view from the
Grand Promenade, “the floor of the reservoir was ... penetrated in several places, then the top
sodded over after the debris was placed inside.”ss

This attentiveness to details by the NPS is further illustrated by the list of required
improvements to be completed prior to lease negotiations in March 1957. The list which W_F.
Lake, president of the bathhouse, compiled in anticipation of the Park Service’s inspection,
included painting of the outside trim, the entrance, and the lobby and the repainting of all
chairs, cots, stools, and vapors. Following a maintenance schedule of alternate years, all
rooms were to be repainted, inclusive of all woodwork and trim. Both men’s and women’s
showers were to be refinished and all tile and marble had to be cleaned and replaced, if
necessary.ss Approximately $15,000 was budgeted to complete these tasks and secure a new
lease.

The bathhouse management complied with the government’s requests except for the
renovation of, rather than the removal of, the lock boxes in the lobby and the placement of
radiators on the wall rather than the ceilings in the men’s bathing, dressing, and cooling
rooIis.e7

In November 1962, the park superintendent approved the expenditure of funds from the
Superior’s special improvement and rehabilitation fund for the purchase of whirlpool
equipment.ss However, Superintendent Atkinson approved only an expenditure in the amount
of the fund’s total, not in the amount that manager Vaught had requested.

In April of 1969, some exterior work including painting, replacement of chair cushions and
awning installation was completed. The multicolored awnings provided a colorful
complement to the structure’s ivory-colored trim and red brick. e

Funds were again drawn from the improvement and rehabilitation account in December 1969.
These improvements included the purchase of two electric heaters, painting of the pack room
and its cots, repairs to the pack room windows, the replacement of worn Venetian blinds in
the ladies massage and cooling rooms as well as the men’s cooling rooms with plastic window
blinds, and the purchase of six electric turbine ejectors and aerators and seven dial
thermometers.

Two furnaces were repaired at a cost of nearly $1,000 in November 1970.n Seven months
later, eight air conditioners were installed.» More repair and redecorating was undertaken in
December 1972. Total expenditure for painting “all of the upstairs section of [the] Ladies side
(excluding cooling room) and Cooling Room on the men’s side,” was $595.52.s The awnings
were replaced with similar ones in December 1973. At the same time, the outside of the
building was painted with two coats.7

In June of 1974, Clayton Farrar, the owner of the bathhouse, made three requests to the park
superintendent to “block the entry of flood water up to the floor level of the building,” thereby
preventing a recurrence of recent water damage to the laundry and heating equipment. First,
he requested permission to increase the height of the wall on the north side of the building to
the floor level of the structure. Second, he asked to extend the staircase on the south side of
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the bathhouse to the floor level of the building, and lastly, he wanted to raise the wall on the
south and east sides of the staircase to the floor level of the bathhouse.rs These requests
requiring minor structural work were approved.

The Superior Bathhouse suffered minor flood damage again in January 1975, requiring the
replacement of three motors for washers. At this time, boiler repair was completed and a
cooler was purchased.. Nearly a year later, the exterior was again painted by the same
painting contractor, John Nobles, at a cost of almost $800, which was secured from the
special improvement and rehabilitation fund.»

In October of 1978, the boiler was upgraded and repaired.:s Later in 1981, the front elevation
was painted for $304; portions of the interior, including the men’s dressing room, rest room,
and ramp as well as the ladies’ cooling room were also painted. More painting was done in
November 1982, including the front of the building and the entrance steps, the outside
window sills on the north side, the men’s cooling room and the radiators.

A year later, in 1983, the Superior closed and its furnishings, including the curved arm wicker
rockers, which had replaced the Craftsman-style ones in the 1950s, were sold at auction. The
bathhouse came under the ownership of the National Park Service at this time. Sometime after
1984 when HABS drawings were completed, the windows in the exterior walls of the
basement were in-filled. The exterior staircase on the south elevation was removed between
1984 and the present, and a new south door was added at the first level. Maintenance work
was done as needed by the Park Service with several major projects undertaken beginning in
1994. In that year, lead abatement of the interior was begun and a new roof was put in place.
Painting took place in 1995 and again in 2001. Wood window rehabilitation began in 2002,
and in the same year major roof repairs were completed.
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C - PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION ()

SITE

The primary construction materials used on site are brick, reinforced concrete and steel.
Concrete has been used for the sidewalk, ramp, stairs, cheek walls, landings and runnels.
Welded iron has been used for the front railings, wrought iron for the rear gate, and pipe metal
has been used on the stairs in the rear of the building. Cast metal has been used in drain
appurtenances.

NORTH SITE:
Description:

To the north of Superior is a large lawn. The north site is defined by the concrete runnel,
which is a few feet north of the structure and beyond the scope of this HSR. The ground cover
is grass with shrubs and a China fir tree growing near the western portion of the elevation.
The ground slopes up to the east where there is exposed bedrock. A pipe and chain link fence
border the site at this location. An electrical box is placed in close proximity to the building,
at approximately the center point.

Condition:

The site and vegetation are in excellent condition.
WEST SITE:
Description:

Between the front sidewalk and the building facade is a lawn. A concrete ramp extends from
the sidewalk to the front door, and is flanked on either side by concrete sidewalks and stairs
leading to the entrance landing. There are welded iron railings on the cheek walls of the stairs
and ramp. The outermost rails are attached to the building fagade.

Condition;

The vegetation is in excellent condition. The north stairs exhibit cracking at the base of the
top riser and on the nose of the third stair. There is a long crack on the north side of the ramp,
which is parallel with its slope. The crack was repaired recently and damage was most likely
due to settlement. Along this portion of the ramp and on the south ramp (south facing) cheek
wall is efflorescence. The rails are new and in excellent condition.

42



SOUTH SITE:
Description:

The south site sidewalk and stairs are poured-in-place concrete. A set of stairs leads east of
the structure back to an early reservoir. The landing of the staircase is roughly one and one-
half feet high with a railing. A chain is linked to the wall and the railing. There is also a metal
railing that borders the stairs and a metal railing to the north of Hale’s stairscape, Metal gates
cross the walk in line with the east elevation. The gates are shared with Hale.

Condition:

The poured-in-place concrete is new and in excellent condition. The metal railings and gate
are also in excellent condition.

EAST SITE:
Description:

The building is set into the natural bank, now seen as the exposed bedrock and grass area. A
concrete runnel begins at the far northeast corner of the building, running around to the south
and then again along the east elevation. The structural base along the southern end of the
elevation abuts the concrete “sidewalk” in this location. The sidewalk or concrete pad covers
a portion of the site with the far south portion being grass. An original reservoir from the
1880’s construction phase is in the southern portion of the east site, which is beyond the
physical limits of the HSR. This spring is covered by a brick arch, and further upslope are
concrete pylons probably from an old cooling tank. The stairs from the south elevation lead to
the top of the reservoir.

Condition:

The east site is in good condition, however the brick arch and reservoir should be investigated
further.

EXTERIOR:
Description:

The Superior is unique among the bathhouses: It is a brick structures with two types of brick,
the newer brick being textured. When built, the brick from the earlier Superior bathhouse was
used in the new construction along the south elevation. The later brick is coarse textured, matt
face, with horizontal markings. The joints in the brick are quite large with an average width of
1/2” and are recessed creating deep shadows. The head joint is occasionally larger than the
bed joint, and in most cases, this occurs at the areas between windows.

Superior Bathhouse’s structural system consists of the foundations of the earlier Superior
bathhouse, which is partially in bedrock. The early foundation was reinforced with poured
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concrete and the floors and interior walls are reinforced concrete and steel. The structural
concrete slabs are sound.

The building is two stories in height, with a projecting sitting area (formerly a sun porch) on
the west elevation. The building is “L” shaped in plan. The west elevation and the west
portion of the north elevation are the most detailed. The surface detailing expresses a classical
vocabulary and includes: brick pilasters where the capitals have an engaged bracket on
center, a base, body, entablature, parapets, which rise above the original galvanized sheet
metal cornice (on the north and west elevation) , occuli or medallions over the center of the
capitals, and limestone window sills. The wooden window surrounds and mullions are simple
and painted teal. The brickwork is patterned and projects in areas creating the pilasters, and
there are painted concrete elements within the pilasters. The decorative emphasis is on the
brick pilasters and the cornice. The style is Classical Revival.

NORTH ELEVATION:

The north elevation is expressed as three masses and is built into the outcropping to the east.
The central portion is the dominant mass. It has a cornice, parapet and pilasters, one at the
northwest corner and the other in the center of the elevation. The center pilaster defines the
two masses, as does the amount of detail. The east mass has significantly less detailing than
the west though there is decorative brickwork coursing, which is carried out at the same
height as the cornice along the west portion. The brick soldier course is topped by two
stringcourses that corbel out from the elevation. The third receding mass is the north elevation
of the sitting area and is partially obscured by foliage. It does, however, have the same
detailed decorative scheme as the western portion of the building.

Fenestration along the north elevation is not symmetrical. There is no specific harmony or
rhythm of the windows as they are functions of the buildings interior spaces. The two
windows on the second story near the west elevation (Room 203, Men’s Lounge) are larger in
size, 12-over-1 double hung sash windows with transparent glass. The rest are smaller, 9 pane
casement windows, and there is one less window on the second story. Most of the casement
windows are single though there are pairs of double windows at the east portion of the
building. For the most part, sill height remains the same.

The windows on the sun porch are a 12-over-1 double-hung sash.

Specific to the north elevation is the rise in slope at the ground level. A louvered window
frame is placed at the far east of the structure at the ground level. There are three conductors
and downspouts on this elevation, the east two collect water through scuppers, the west
through an internal drainpipe.

Condition:

The overall elevation is in good condition.

It is possible that the brick stringcourse to the east that corbels outwards has a reverse pitch
that allows water to get into the building between the brick wythes. There is vegetation

growing out of the building at this point (small woody plants) that would support this
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condition. There is also efflorescence or lime washing out of the mortar joints and discoloring
the brick. This is also indicative of water being in the system. Some of the mortar has
deteriorated.

Repointing is required in less than 5% of the overall structure.
The galvanized sheet metal cornice is in good condition and has been painted recently.

A small amount of bituminous waterproofing material is exposed at the ground level where
the landscaping slopes upward.

The windows are in excellent condition as they have been restored where possible and
replaced where necessary.

WEST ELEVATION:
Description:

This elevation is the building fagade and the primary entrance. The entry is recessed in the
sitting area, a one-story mass projecting from the primary mass approximately 12°, and is 3’
from the corners of north and south elevations.

There are three double wooden and glass doors in the alcove with transoms overhead. Each
transom has eight panes. The return walls are single glass panels with a four-paned transom
overhead, Above the entry, on the frieze panel of the cornice, black raised lettering is used to
display the building’s name: “SUPERIOR BATHS”. The landing to the entrance has a 6” x
6 quarry tile floor.

The sitting area has one window bay with two openings on each of its north and south
elevations, and four across the west elevation. The window openings nearest the entrance door
have three windows per bay and the rest have two windows per bay. The windows are 12-
over-1 rectangular double hung sashes and contain seven sashes in the upper portion and one
below. In the lower section, there is one light. On the second story, windows arel12-over-1 and
9-over-1.

The detailing of the facade and cornice of the sitting area and the second story are described
in the general description.

The parapet on this elevation has limestone coping on the upper and lower parapets.
Conditions:

The overall elevation is in good condition.

There is a vertical crack in the concrete apron associated with the porch extension (front
ramp). It runs through the apron, then stair steps upward to the south, terminating in line with
the head joint underneath the south column of the two columns in the three part windows.

This appears to be related to settlement.
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There are settlement cracks at the northwest and southwest corners of the sitting area.
SOUTH ELEVATION:
Description:

The south elevation is “L” shaped. The brick used on this elevation is from the 1893 Superior
Bathhouse. The only decoration on this elevation is the pilaster at the far west corner. The
parapet on this elevation has vitrified clay coping tiles. Specific to this elevation is a new
metal door leading to the Women’s Bath Hall. The windows are small casements with 9
panes, with a limestone sill, with the exception of the west most windows on the second floor.
At the “L” is a chimney and airshaft. A small concrete pad is adjacent to both walls at this
location, between the wall and the concrete runnel that extends the length of the elevation.
There are two conductors and downspouts on the west portion of the elevation that connect
with scuppers that penetrate the parapet. A meter is located on this elevation near the west
downspout.

Conditions:

Behind the downspout in the eastern corner is an area of bricks that require repointing. This
may have been associated with a downspout seam leak on the backside of the downspout. The
current downspout appears new, so this problem may already have been mitigated.
Repointing is required in less than 5% of the surface area.

Lime has leached from the joints at the point where the parapet wall and roof meet.

At the east portion, west side, there are small holes in the brick, and along the base under the
ground floor windowsill is exposed bituminous waterproofing material.

There is some discoloration around the windowsills along the chimney shaft. The bricks are
unevenly weathered.

EAST ELEVATION:

Description:

The east elevation is “L” shaped. The northern portion extends to the outcropping. There is no
decorative treatment of this elevation. The window details are the same as the south elevation.
There are two downspouts on this elevation, one at the southern corner of the north portion

and the other at the corner of the chimney shaft and the northernmost corner of the southern
part of the elevation.

46




Conditions:

There are small holes in the bricks on the upper portion of the south part of this elevation,
along the parapet and in line with the second story windowsills at the south part of the
building.

Repointing is needed in some areas. Lime has leached from the joints at the point where the
parapet wall and roof meet. Less than 5% of the surface area needs to be repointed.

ROOF:
Description:

Superior has two roofs, one over the main body of the structure and one over the sitting area.
Both roofs are flat. There are parapets on all elevations, which are higher along the west and
north elevations. Two types of copings are used: a limestone coping strip of varying heights
along the entire west elevation at both levels and along the north elevation, and a vitrified clay
coping covering the east and south elevations. The limestone is 18 — 20" in width on the west
elevation, 14” in width on the north elevation, east and between 3 1/4” — 4” in height at all
locations. It is secured with a mortar setting bed with metal flashing below. The back of the
west wall and west portion of north parapet wall has roofing tar laid over a concrete parge
coat, over brick masonry. The remaining walls, which are shorter in height, are totally
covered in rolled mineral asphalt roofing and copper flashing so the underlying material is not
visible. The rolled mineral asphalt roofing material joints appear to be hot mopped.

There is a hatch in the roof near the east elevation, where the north portion projects. There
are eight drains in the roof that either lead to the downspouts or internal drains. On the lower
roof, there are two drains leading to internal downspouts.

Condition:

The copper flashing is in excellent condition as it was recently replaced.

The roof has been laid at too low of a slope and is extremely lumpy. Perhaps this is consistent
with loose fill insulation, such as Perlite, but that is conjectural. There are leaks in the head
joints of the coping strip at different places, which is evidenced by deposits on the sheet metal
flashing under the coping strip.

The vitrified clay coping, some manufactured by Macombs T Works SP and others by

Texarkana Type Company are quite similar and in good condition. There is mostly crazing
and some chips to the surface.
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INTERIOR

The description of interior spaces is arranged in numeric order by room number. Rooms are
therefore described beginning in the basement and continuing to the top floor. Materials in
each room are described in the following order: floor finish; wall base; wall finish by
elevation; ceiling structure (as visible) and finish; windows; doorways, and special features.
Condition assessment issues are those that should be addressed in conjunction with materials
conservation and adaptive reuse.

In addition, a comprehensive schedule of window conditions is provided for each elevation

and for interior windows by floor. Any conditions that reference these schedules will be cross-
referenced on floor plans.
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Room Number:

B01-B06

Room Name:

Basement Rooms

Floor Finish:

Poured-in-place concrete

Wall Base: None
Walls:

North:| Poured-in-place concrete

East:| Poured-in-place concrete

South:| Poured-in-place concrete

West:| Poured-in-place concrete
Others: Partition walls, scratch coat over undetermined tile
Ceiling: Poured in place concrete, exposed
Windows: None
Doors: New metal doors

Special Feature:

Wall openings in-filled with brick and wood stairway at the lowest
section. For portions of the upper staircase see Room 109, Lobby.

Key Conditions Concerns:
There is a series of small cracks in the floors and walls of the following rooms:

BO03: The concrete at the column base in the southeast corner of the room is

deteriorated.

B04: Two parallel cracks in the east wall, and six or more floor cracks that radiate out

in a pattern.

BO05: One crack in the exterior north wall.

BO06: One crack in the south wall, and one crack in the floor, which runs north and
south from the exterior (north) wall across the hall.
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Room Number:

101

Room Name: Electrical
Floor Finish: White hexagonal ceramic tile (except 5 square feet where it has been
removed)
Wall Base: White 6” ceramic tile at the north wall
Walls:
North:| Exposed brick
East:| Exposed brick
South:| Exposed brick
West:| New dividing CMU wall
Others:
Ceiling: Scratch coat plaster (95% intact)
Windows: One double hung window on the north wall; one louvered on the south
Doors: New metal door

Special Feature:

Metal electrical box covering the floor at the southeast corner

Key Conditions Concerns:

The ceiling is missing 5% of its plaster scratch coat.

Most of the white ceramic tile base is missing in this room.
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Room Number:

102

Room Name:

Men’s Hot Room

Floor Finish:

White hexagonal ceramic tile

Wall Base: White 6” ceramic tile, in part
Walls: Built-up shower base composed of ceramic tile at the southwest corner
North:| Exposed brick
East:| New CMU masonry
South:| Exposed brick
West:| Fired clay patrtition tiles
Others:
Ceiling: New plaster, no evident condition problems
Windows: One double hung each on the north and south walls
Doors: Hollow metal door at east wall

Special Feature:

Key Conditions Concerns:

The white hexagonal ceramic floor tile has been removed from a 5 square foot area of

this room.

Tile is missing in the southwest corner of the room.

There is a built-up floor section, which resembles an old shower stall base.
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Room Number:

103

Room Name:

Men’s Bath Hall

Floor Finish:

White hexagonal ceramic tile

Wall Base: White 2” x 6” ceramic tile wainscot 6’ high
Walls: Marble partition walls with brass fittings separate individual bathing
areas (as shown on plans)
North:| Exposed brick
East:| Fired clay partition tile

South:| Exposed brick (east) and structural partition tiles

West:| Fired clay patrtition tile
Others:
Ceiling: Plaster (45% to 50% intact)
Windows: Double hung windows on the north and south walls
Doors:

Special Feature:

Georgia marble bath partitions

Key Conditions Concerns:

Ceramic tile is missing where bathtubs were removed.

The plaster is loose on the northeast wall.
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Room Number:

104

Room Name:

Men’s Toilet

Floor Finish:

White hexagonal ceramic tile

Wall Base: White 6” ceramic tile
Walls:

North:| Scratch coat plaster over brick

East:| Scratch coat plaster

South:| Scratch coat plaster

West:| Scratch coat plaster
Others:
Ceiling: Plaster (90% intact) over flat concrete
Windows: One double hung window on the west wall
Doors: Missing on the south

Special Feature:

Key Conditions Concerns:

The ceiling is missing about 10% of its plaster.
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Room Number: | 105

Room Name: Men’s Dressing

Floor Finish: White hexagonal ceramic tile
Wall Base: White 6” ceramic tile

Walls: Plaster is on average, 95% intact

North:| Scratch coat plaster (95% intact)

East:| Scratch coat plaster (95% intact)

South:| Scratch coat plaster (95% intact)

West:| Scratch coat plaster (95% intact) over brick

Others: Partition walls with fired clay tile

Ceiling: Scratch coat plaster (90%-95% intact) over flat concrete

Windows: Three double hung windows on the north wall, and two on the
west (in-filled).

Doors: One in-filled doorway on the south near the stairway

Special Feature: | A historic radiator on the west wall underneath the windows.

Key Conditions Concerns:

Missing plaster.
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Room Number:

106

Room Name:

Women’s Hot Room

Floor Finish:

White hexagonal ceramic tile

Wall Base: Scattered, white 6” ceramic tile, missing at many locations in the room
Walls: Plaster is on average 95% intact
North:| Scratch coat plaster (95% intact), over fired clay partition tile
East:| Scratch coat plaster (95% intact), over fired clay partition tile
South:| Scratch coat plaster (95% intact), over fired clay partition tile
West:| Scratch coat plaster (95% intact), over fired clay partition tile
Others: Partition wall covered in white ceramic, tile surrounds a shower
Ceiling: Scratch coat plaster (95% intact)
Windows: Two windows on the east wall, where exposed brick surrounds
the frames.
Doors: Door in the south wall is missing

Special Feature:

Key Conditions Concerns:
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Room Number:

107

Room Name:

Women’s Toilet

Floor Finish:

White hexagonal ceramic tile

Wall Base: White 6” ceramic tile

Walls: Gray marble partition wall with brass fittings
North:| Fired clay partition tile

East:| Scratch coat plaster (80% intact), over brick

South:| Fired clay partition tile
West:| Fired clay partition tile

Others: :

Ceiling: Flat concrete

Windows: One window on the east wall

Doors: None

Special Feature: Marble stall partition wall

Key Conditions Concerns:

Missing plaster.
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Room Number:

108

Room Name:

Storage

Floor Finish:

Poured-in-place concrete

Wall Base: None
Walls:

North:| Plaster, heavy texture

East:| Plaster, heavy texture

South:| Plaster, heavy texture

West:| Plaster, heavy texture
Others:
Ceiling: Poured-in-place concrete, and the underside of the concrete stairs
Windows: None
Doors: One hollow panel door with modern hardware on the west wall

Special Feature:

Key Conditions Concerns:
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Room Number:

109

Room Name:

Lobby

Floor Finish:

White hexagonal ceramic tile

Wall Base: White 6” ceramic tile
Walls: White 2” x 6” ceramic tile wainscot, on the arch columns, to a 42”
: height, and at stairways
North:| Plaster, heavy texture
East:| Plaster, heavy texture
South:| Plaster, heavy texture
West:| Plaster, heavy texture
Others:
Ceiling: Plaster, heavy texture and recently painted
Windows: None
Doors: None

Special Feature:

Arched openings between this room and the sitting room; the marble
desk counter with metal storage boxes, and neon “Superior” light
beyond.

Key Conditions Concerns:

There are some substantial cracks in the floor in line with the columns, at the “joint”

with Room 110 and in the Sitting Area.
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Room Number:

110

Room Name:

Sitting Area

Floor Finish:

White hexagonal ceramic tile

Wall Base: White 6” ceramic tile
Walls:

North:| Plaster, heavy texture

East:| Plaster, heavy texture

South:{ Plaster, heavy texture

West:| Plaster, heavy texture
Others:
Ceiling: Plaster, heavy texture and recently painted
Windows: Multiple
Doors: Primary entry

Special Feature:

Arched openings between this room and the Lobby; the acorn light
fixtures that traverse the center of the room; wall sconces and foot rails.

Key Conditions Concerns:

Portions of the floor appear to have been removed or replaced at some earlier time.
There are also areas of missing and loose floor tiles, and substantial cracking. In
particular, those running north and south commencing with the pilasters on the south

wall.

The doors have not been finished but are stripped, thus the outside surface is
particularly vulnerable. '
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Room Number:

111

Room Name:

Women’s Dressing

Floor Finish:

White hexagonal ceramic tile

Wall Base: White 6” ceramic tile
Walls: Plaster is on average, 85%-95% intact
North:| Scratch coat plaster (85%-95% intact), over fired clay partition tile
East:| Scratch coat plaster (85%-95% intact), over fired clay partition tile
South:| Scratch coat plaster (85%-95% intact), over brick
West:| Scratch coat plaster (85%-95% intact), over brick
Others: Stairway walls
Ceiling: Exposed; scratch and brown coats mostly removed
Windows: Two on the south, and two double hung in-filled windows on the west.
Doors:

Special Feature:

Stairway to basement

Key Conditions Concerns:

The room is filled with file cabinets, thereby limiting visual accessibility.

There appears to be a small crack in the floor slab in the extreme southwest corner of

the room.
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Room Number:

112

Room Name:

Women’s Bath Hall

Floor Finish:

White hexagonal ceramic tile

Wall Base: White 6” ceramic tile
Walls: White ceramic tile wainscot 6’ in height; Georgia marble partitions
with brass fittings.
North:| Scratch coat plaster
East:| Incomplete plaster over brick

South:| Incomplete plaster over brick

West:| In part, fired clay partition tile
Others:
Ceiling: Scratch coat plaster
Windows:
Doors: Metal exit door with panic bar hardware on the south wall

Special Feature:

Original bath and sitz tubs are still in place as are the Georgia marble
partitions and fittings.

Key Conditions Concerns:

Most of the ceramic tile wainscot appears to be in excellent condition as does the floor.
Where bath fixtures were removed, there is damage to the adjacent tiles.
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Room Number:

201

Room Name:

Men’s Dressing

Floor Finish:

White hexagonal ceramic tile

Wall Base: White 6” ceramic tile
Walls: Minor fired clay partitions on the north and south walls

North:| Exposed brick

East:] Exposed brick

South:| Scratch coat plaster over brick on the east portion of this wall

West:| Brick with most of the scratch coat plaster intact
Others: Toilet Room 202 is subdivided from this room at the northwest corner
Ceiling: Concrete
Windows: All windows in this room are nine light awning style; all are clear glass

panes except for two, which have a starburst pattern.

Doors: Missing

Special Feature:

Key Conditions Concerns:
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Room Number:

202

Room Name:

Toilet

Floor Finish:

White hexagonal ceramic tile

Wall Base: White 6” ceramic tile
Walls:

North:| Plaster

East:| Plaster

South:| Plaster

West:| Plaster
Others:
Ceiling: Scratch and brown plaster coats
Windows: One double hung window on the north wall
Doors: Missing

Special Feature:

Georgia marble partition with brass fittings, and two historic toilets

Key Conditions Concerns:
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Room Number:

203

Room Name:

Men’s Lounge

Floor Finish:

White hexagonal ceramic tile

Wall Base: White 6 ceramic tile
Walls:
North:| Exposed brick
East:| Scratch and brown coat plaster over fired clay partition tile
South:| Scratch and brown coat plaster over fired clay partition tile
West:| Exposed brick
Others:
Ceiling: Mostly scratch coat plaster over flat concrete
Windows: Two double hung windows on the north and two on the west; twelve
over one double hung sash, translucent, with horizontal ribbing in the
lower sash on the two west windows. The rest contain clear glass
panes.
Doors: Missing

Special Feature:

Key Conditions Concerns:

There is exposed, rusting rebar within portions of the ceiling concrete, including the

beams.
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Room Number: |204

Room Name: Men’s Cool Room

Floor Finish: White hexagonal ceramic tile
Wall Base: White 6” ceramic tile

Walls: Plaster is on average 75% intact

North:| Scratch and brown coat plaster over fired clay partition tile

East:} Scratch and brown coat plaster over fired clay pattition tile

South:| Scratch and brown coat plaster over fired clay partition tile

West:| Scratch and brown plaster coats over brick

Others:

Ceiling: Scratch coat plaster over flat concrete, missing some areas
Windows: Four double hung windows on the west

Doors: Missing

Special Feature:

Key Conditions Concerns:

Missing plaster.
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Room Number:

205

Room Name:

Men’s Massage (see 201)

Floor Finish:

White hexagonal ceramic tile

Wall Base: White 6 ceramic tile
Walls:
North:| None
East:| Plaster (60% intact), over brick
South:| Fired clay partition tile
West:| Plaster
Others: Stairway half-wall
Ceiling: Concrete
Windows: Two on the east wall
Doors: Missing

Special Feature:

Stairway to the first floor

Key Conditions Concerns:
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Room Number:

206

Room Name:

Toilet

Floor Finish:

White hexagonal ceramic tile

Wall Base: White 6 ceramic tile
Walls: Georgia marble partition with brass fittings

North:| Scratch coat plaster over fired clay tile

East:| Scratch coat plaster over brick

South:| Scratch coat plaster over fired clay tile

West:| Scratch coat plaster over fired clay tile
Others:
Ceiling: Scratch coat plaster over flat concrete
Windows: One double hung window with brass handholds on the east
Doors: Missing

Special Feature:

Key Conditions Concerns:
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Room Number: |[207

Room Name: Locker

Floor Finish: White hexagonal ceramic tile
Wall Base: White 6” ceramic tile
Walls:

North:| Scratch and brown coat piaster (30% intact) over fired clay tile

East:| Scratch coat plaster over fired clay partition tile above the lockers

South:| Scratch and brown coat plaster over fired clay partition tile

West:| Partition; scratch coat plaster over fired clay partition tile

Others:

Ceiling: Scratch coat plaster over flat concrete
Windows: None

Doors: Missing

Special Feature: [ The original lockers, and white Georgia marble stairs.

Key Conditions Concerns:
Conservation of the historic metal lockers.

Plaster repairs.
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Room Number:

208

Room Name:

Women’s Cool Room

Floor Finish:

White hexagonal ceramic tile

Wall Base:

Walls: Plaster is on average, 85% intact
North:| Scratch coat (85% intact) over fired clay partition tiles

East:| Scratch coat (85% intact) over fired clay partition tiles

South:| Scratch coat (85% intact) over fired clay partition tiles
West:| Scratch coat plaster over brick

Others:

Ceiling: Scratch coat plaster

Windows: Four windows with ribbed translucent glass in the lower sash on the

west wall
Doors: Missing

Special Feature:

Key Conditions Concerns:

There are “alligator cracks” in all of the plaster in this room.

69




Room Number:

209

Room Name:

Women’s Dressing

Floor Finish:

White hexagonal ceramic tile

Wall Base: White 6 ceramic tile

Walls:

North:{ Scratch coat plaster over fired clay tile
East:| Exposed brick

South:| Exposed brick

West:| Fired clay tile partitions

Others:

Ceiling: Scratch and brown coat plaster over flat concrete with some exposed
rebar; the beams still retain their plaster so any condition problems
with the rebar are unknown.

Windows:

Doors: Missing

Special Feature:

Key Conditions Concerns:

There is some “stair-step” cracking of the plaster in the southeast corner of the room.

Rusted rebar in the ceiling.
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Room Number:

210

Room Name:

Women’s Massage

Floor Finish:

White hexagonal ceramic tile

Wall Base: White 6” ceramic tile

Walls:
North:| Scratch coat plaster (65% intact) over fired clay partition tile

East:| Scratch coat plaster (65% intact) over fired clay partition tile

South:| Exposed brick with some original plaster remaining
West:| Plaster over brick

Others:

Ceiling: Scratch coat plaster over flat concrete

Windows:

Doors: Missing

Special Feature:

Key Conditions Concerns:
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D - CHARACTER DEFINING FEATURES

OVERVIEW

The Superior Bathhouse was described as follows in the 1985 Historic Landmark Nomination
form:

The northernmost bathhouse on the row is the Superior, completed in 1916 and
designed by Harry C. Schewbke of Hot Springs, Arkansas. The building is simply
designed in an eclectic commercial style of classical revival origin. The building has
two stories and a basement, is L-shaped in plan and is constructed of brick masonry
and reinforced concrete. It contains 23 rooms and more than 10,000 square feet.
Principal exterior architectural details are on the front elevation. The three bays are
separated by brick pilasters with patterned insets and are decorated with concrete
painted in imitation of ornamental tile. Green tile medallions (paterae) are centered
over the pilasters in the friezes below the first and second story cornices. The one-
story sun porch at the front elevation projects out from the main mass of the two-story
building. The first floor contains the sun porch, the lobby flanked by the stairs, and the
bathing facilities. The men’s bath hall, dressing rooms and pack room are on the north
end of the building. The women’s smaller facilities are on the south side of the
building. The second floor has additional dressing rooms, a lounge, and massage
rooms. Bath stalls are marble-walled with tile floors and solid porcelain tubs. The
front desk in the lobby is marble. Stairs are marble and tile. Most of the interior
hardware is brass. Walls vary from painted plaster to marble (men’s hot room) to tile
(bath halls). The double hung wood frame windows have twelve lights over one light.
A concrete ramp edged with wrought iron railings provides a central entrance to the
structure. A cooling tank and steel frame to support it were added to the rear of the
building in 1920. The building was damaged by a flood in 1923, but the extent of
repairs is not known. Some remodeling was completed on the interior in the 1930s, but
again the extent of those changes is unknown. In 1957, the massage room was
extended, wall radiators were installed, floors were re-tiled, and modern lighting
fixtures were added. '

AREA/FEATURES

SITE:

1. Building Site/Position in Context:

Superior Bathhouse is located between two promenades, each with its own individual point of
view. The view from the Grand Promenade to the east is from above and behind the building.

The view from Magnolia Promenade to the west is from eye level with the first floor and in
front of the building.
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2. Building Position on Site:

Superior Bathhouse sits tightly against the cliff face to the east. At the west site there is a lawn
area between the building face and Magnolia Promenade. To the north, there is an extended
lawn area between the structure and the street. A sidewalk to the south of Superior continues
behind the structure to stairs which lead to the covered spring.

3. Entry:

The front entry to Superior bisects the site, extending to the midpoint of the elevation. The
sidewalk on the south side of Superior leads to a secondary entrance on the first floor into the
Women’s Bath Hall.

EXTERIOR:
4., Facade:

The facade is symmetrical about the centerline. The sitting area projects as a one-story mass
though the total elevation mass is two stories. The front portion from the perspective of the
plan view is most elaborate. The entry is emphasized by volume, exhibited through the
entrance vestibule, the tiling on the porch, the detailing of fenestration, the parapet and
floorscape. Above the entry, there is lettering that displays the building name.

The Classical Revival style is exhibited through the tripartite division of the structure, with a
base, body and entablature that is divided into architrave, frieze and cornice. There are
pilasters with Doric capitals with engaged keystones on center. The pilasters on the far north
and south end of the building extend the height of the elevation, and on the first and second
floors surrounding the windows, they are one-story in height.

The window openings are formal by their regularity in spacing and uniformity in division.
The pattern of the windows, their size and the bays sizes vary, though they are harmonious
and symmetrical. Sill height, glazing type, and wall to fenestration proportion provide exterior
clues to the interior function of the rooms. Low sills and large windows are functions of the
sun porch whereas higher sills on the second story window are used in the more private areas.

The decorative treatment of the exterior wall surface is subdued: the structure is brick, 