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Field Code 960918a-1 SITS No. 32MO

OWNER'S NAME, ADDRESS, PHONE # Morton County

PROJECT TITLE 960918a
REPORT TITLE Results of a Cultural Resource Inventory for the Missouri West Water System.
Phase 2

SITE AREA (in square feet) 800

Peterson, Marion Plath (editor)
1975  Morton Prairie Roots. The Morton County Historical Society. Taylor Publishing
Company, Dallas, Texas.

SUMMARY OF SITE FEATURES AND EVALUATION OF SIGNIFICANCE one building only,
see page 1A
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NDCRS SITE FORM Photograph Fie ld #

School house, south and west elevations, 960918a Roll 1, Negative 5

School house, north and east elevations, 960918a Roll 1, Negative 6
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Site overview, view to the southeast, 960918a Roll 1, Negative 7
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Field Code 96 07/8a~1 Feature Number / SITS 4 32MO

- DESCRIPTIVE SECTION

FOUNDATION STORIES ~ ROOF TYPE/CORNICE

Concrzfe / Gable /“/“’6/

WINDOW CONDITION DATING METHOD
bv‘#/'(’”/éﬁdivjﬁa/ Chvre 4‘4/4/ Ves‘m;/cA

PRESERVATION RECOMMENDATION (check all that apply):

1) Individual Nomination 2) Contr1butes to a potential district

3) &~ No nomination potential 4) w~"Will not contribute to district

5) Potential district not known at this time: feature would be a contributing
element if neighboring properties constitute a district

6) Thematic nomination potential 7) Component of historic site/landscape
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8) Feature has an important physical, spatial, functional, historic or
architectural relationship to the site/complex/farmstead

9) D Moved: A) relocation occurred within historic period. B) recreates original
site, orientation, landscape and spatial relationships. C) compatible in
context with neighboring structures. D) relocation has damaged eligibility.

10) Request comparative study of neighboring properties

11) Historical associations require further investigation

Urban Legal Description n/a

—_ SEE CONTINUATION SHEET



