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MANAGEMENT SUMMARY

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The District of Columbia War Memorial was built in 1931 using funds from the citizens
of Washington, DC to honor the more than 26,000 residents of the district who served in
World War 1. The Memorial is located in West Potomac Park, between the Reflecting
Pool and Independence Avenue. A circular, open-air, Doric structure, it was designed by
the architect Frederick H. Brooke (with associated architects Nathan C. Wyeth and
Horace W. Peaslee) as a memorial and a bandstand. It was intended that each concert
would be a tribute to those who served in the war.

John G. Waite Associates, Architects and consuitants Robert Silman Associates
(structural engineers), Elmore Design Collaborative (landscape architects), and Masonry
Stabilization Services Cotporation (stone conservators) surveyed the DC War Memorial
over the course of four investigative field trips spanning from March 2005 to July 2005.
Mt. Ida Press prepared the architectural history.

Much of the material used to research the history and development of the monument was
found in the holdings of the National Archives in Washington, D.C., and at College Park,
Maryland, and in the archives of the Commission of Fine Arts in Washington. Many
documents were provided by the National Capital Parks-Central (now known as National
Mall & Memorial Parks) office. The researchers also spoke with staff at the National
Park Service, the Lyndon B. Johnson Presidential Library, and the Martin Luther King
Library.

ARCHITECTURAL SUMMARY

After nearly seventy five years of service, the Memonal remains in relatively good
condition; this is largely attributable to the high quality of its original design and
construction.

The Memorial is built of Danby, Vermont marble, with a concrete foundation set on

concrete and wood piles. Twelve fluted Doric columns support the domed roof. The inner

dome and outer dome are constructed of Guastavino tiles, and clad in marble. On the
base of the Memorial are inscribed the names of the 499 Washington residents who died

* in service in World War L. The names were inscribed on the face of the platform in

alphabetical order with no distinction by rank, race, or gender; seven of the 499 names

are those of women.

Years of deferred maintenance have taken a toll on the Memorial. Open mortar joints
and failed sheet metal flashings have allowed water to mfiltrate the brick, terra cotta tile,
and marbie. The movement of water through the masonry has left calcium carbonate
deposits at the stone joints and at the natural flaws in the marble.
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Freeze-thaw cycling of the saturated masonry has caused the displacement of marble, and
in some instances 1t has induced significant cracks in individual stones. Water escaping
from failed internal downspouts, located within four of the twelve marble columns, has
caused staining on the columns, and 1s supporting the growth of algae at the base of the
columns. Infrequent maintenance has allowed the exposed marble surfaces to become
dirty and stained from atmospheric pollutants and biological growth.

LANDSCAPE SUMMARY

The Memorial is set on a north/south axis within a wooded landscape to the east and
west. Flagstone paving has been added over concrete and gravel walks and minor
additions have been made to accommodate interpretive signs. Dogwood trees and many
azalea bushes have been added and volunteer vegetation permitted to grow, all of which
has changed the appearance of the landscape. Despite these changes, the essence of the
original landscape survives.

RECOMMENDATIONS

The DC War Memorial should continue to function as a memorial, and should again be
used as a bandstand. Regular use of the Memorial will help to ensure the building’s
viability and continued recognition, fostering constant and ongoing maintenance. The
treatment of the structure should, at 2 mimimum, adhere to the Secretary of the Interior’s
Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties.

A thorough program of masonry conservation should be completed, including cleaning,
pointing, and repairs. Storm water drainage systems for the building and site should be
renewed. Lighting for the building should be re-assessed. Pathways between
Independence Avenue and the Reflecting Pool should be restored. The historic character
of the surrounding landscape should be re-established so that band concerts can once
again be held at the memorial with adequate space for the audience.

The recommendations for the future conservation and treatment of the building and site
include the following:

1. Clean the marble construction of the memorial, removing soil, stains, biological
growth, and mineral deposits.

2. Conduct building probes to determine the nature and condition of the bronze
tension ring reinforcement at the base of the outer dome.

3. Remove and reset individual pieces of displaced marble. Pin broken stones and
perform dutchman repairs. Point the marble construction of the memorial.

4. Install new lead gutter and flashings to replicate the original sheet metal
construction, and replace the existing internal downspouts in four columns.

Alternate: Install sheet metal flashings and drip edges over the capstones at the
base of the outer dome, and over the built-in gutter.

5. Replace the electrical panel box and circuit wiring that services the memorial.

6. Replace the cove lighting beneath the lower dome.
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Provide new telephone service to the memorial.

Make improvements to the vault beneath the bandstand and provide a new floor
access panel to the vault.

Clean out the attic space between the domes and adjust the counterweighted attic
access panel.

Within the attic space, point the brick construction of the drum for the upper
dome. '

Reconstruct the paved access to the memorial, extending from Independence
Avenue to the Reflecting Pool.

Restore the lawn areas adjacent to the memorial, removing overgrown azaleas
and dogwoods planted in formal alignment.

Carefully map and restore the site drainage.
Trim the trees and planting that shade the memorial.

Establish a new memorial marker system for the trees in the vicinity of the
memorial.

Develop a maintenance manual for the long term care of the memorial and site.



MANAGEMENT SUMMARY
ADMINISTRATIVE DATA

LOCATIONAL DATA
Building Name: District of Columbia War Memorial

Location: West Potomac Park, between the Reflecting Pool and Independence Avenue.

RELATED STUDIES

District of Columbia War Memorial Project, 2004-5, Historic American Buildings
Survey, HABS No. DC-857.

CULTURAL RESOURCE DATA

National Register of Historic Places: The Memorial is located in West Potomac Park, part
of the East and West Potomac Parks Historic District, listed November 1973; revised
listing July 1999.

PERIOD OF SIGNIFICANCE
Circa 1931,

PROPOSED TREATMENT

Restoration of structure and landscape to original configuration and appearance, so that
the Memorial can again be used as a bandstand; stabilization of marble masonry; repair
and restoration of drainage for building and site.
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- PART 1

DEVELOPMENTAL HISTORY
HISTORICAL BACKGROUND AND CONTEXT

The District of Columbia War Memorial was built in 1931 to honor the more than 26,000
residents of Washington, D.C., who served in World War I. The memorial stands in West
Potomac Park in a grove of trees between the Reflecting Pool and Independence Avenue.
It is the only local monument in the immediate vicinity of the National Mall. A circular,
open-air, Doric structure, it was designed with the purpose of being both a memorial and
a bandstand, from which each concert would be a tribute to those who served in the war.

With an overall height of 47 feet and a diameter of 44 feet, the D.C. War Memorial is
considerably smaller than the other monuments on the Mall. It is built almost entirely of
Vermont marble from a Danby, Vermont, quarry. The domed roof is supported by twelve
fluted columns, each 22 feet in height and 3 feet 10 inches in diameter.

The memorial stands on a 4-foot-high circular marble platform around which are
inscribed the names of the 499 Washington residents who died in service during World
War I. The names were inscribed on the face of the platform in alphabetical order with no
distinction by rank, race, or gender; 7 of the 499 names are those of women.!

THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA AND THE GREAT WAR

World War I marked the first time in American history that the United States sent soldiers
abroad to defend foreign soil.> When the U.S, entered the war in April 1917, it had a
standing army of about 127,500 soldiers. By the time the war ended 19 months later, on
November 11, 1918, the American Expeditionary Force as a whole had grown to nearly 5
million enlistees (approximately 4 million men and women served in the U.S. Army, and
an additional §00,000 served in other branches of the military.) When the war was over
the U.S. calculated that its forces had suffered an estimated 360,300 casualtles 234 300
were wounded, and 126,000 were dead. Hundreds more were missing.’

More than 26,000 men and women from the Dhstrict of Columbia joined the Army, Navy,
Marine Corps, and Coast Guard during World War L. In a brief retrospective report
written in 1937, Washington architect Frederick H. Brooke gave the following summary
of the District’s military participation in the war;

During the World War, National Guardsmen from the District of
Columbia saw service, mostly in the Twenty-ninth, Forty-first, Forty-
second, and Ninety-third Divisions. Washingtonians inducted, under the
Selective Service Act, into the National Army were, for the most part,
assigned to the Seventy-ninth Division. In these and other Divisions they
fought in such memorable campaigns as the Meuse-Argonne, St. Mihiel,
and in the Champagne.
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The District of Columbia furnished 6,000 men to the navy during the
World War. They were widely distributed and took part in practically
every branch of the service. They were represented on twenty-eight
battleships; took part in convoy, transport, and transportation duty, mine
laying and sweeping, served on the Cyclops—Ilost without a trace—on
the Nicholson and Lydonia, credited with sinking enemy sub-marines,
and manned naval guns in France.

Marines, as part of the Second Division, fought through the above
campaigns and at Chateau-Thierry.*

PRELIMINARY PLANS AND THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA WAR MEMORIAL
COMMISSION

The war had been over for less than a month when letters in support of erecting local
memorials to veterans and fallen soldiers began pouring in to the Commission of Fine
Arts.?

In Washington Frank B. Noyes, the president of the Associated Press and the Washington
£vening Star, and his wife, Janet T. Noyes, who was active in many civic organizations in

- Washington, spearheaded the effort to erect a memorial to the residents of the District of
Columbia who served in the war. Early design proposals ranged from a simple, inscribed
marble tablet to a complex plan for erecting not one but several memorials of different
styles throughout the city, including additions to many school buildings in Washington
that could be used as community centers “to develop among the people in the
neighborhoods of the city the democratic principles for which the soldiers fought.”
Charles Moore, chairman of the Commission of Fine Arts, supported the idea that there
should be two classes of memonals, the first being “tablets bearing the names for the
permanent record of the men from the community who fought” and the second a “more
elaborate memorial symbolizing the lessons of the war.””

Janet T. Noyes had been the first to suggest replacing an old wooden bandstand that stood
at the east end of the polo field in West Potomac Park with a marble structure that could
serve the dual function of a bandstand and a memorial to the District’s war dead. In
October 1919 Frederick H. Brooke submitted to the Commission of Fine Arts a
preliminary study of the memorial. Brooke’s vision was of a circular, open-air Corinthian
temple surrounded by a stepped base. The structure had a domed roof and was located in
a formal, park-like setting (Figs. 1 and 2).

The means and cost of creating a suitable memorial was an issue that required attention
from the earliest stage of the project. In order to give the memorial appropriate
prominence, it almost certainly would have to occupy government property within the
city. Nevertheless, the cost of erecting it had to be met entirely by public subscription
with no government funding.” '

The first step in proceeding with the memorial was the formation of an ad hoc committee
that sought to organize themselves as an official commission. On April 8, 1920, a joint
resolution was introduced in the House of Representatives “providing for the
appointment of a commission for the purpose of erecting in Potomac Park in the District
of Columbia a memorial to those members of the armed forces of the United States from

& D.C. WAR MEMORIAL




- the District of Columbia who served in the Great War.”'® The resolution would not be
passed for another four years.

Meanwhile, the Commission of Fine Arts assumed its sanctioned role in advising on the
proposed memorial. In the early years after the war every meeting of the commission
included discussion of erecting one or more world war memorials in Washington.
“Submission after submission has been before the Commission,” stated the 1921 annual
report, “and questions of both art and policy have been considered.” Still, the fine arts
commission was slow to approve a plan, proffering that it was better to wait, to be
cautious, to let the “issues of the war and its results and ideals. . .detach themselves from
the confusion and conflicting emotions” that had left the country reeling in the wake of
one of the more catastrophic events the world had known. The commission believed that
only after the passage of time would an artist have the perspective to express “something
higher and more enduring than the incidents of strife and costume of fighting men.” To
exemplify this phenomenon, the commission evoked great works then in progress,
pointing out that more than half a century had elapsed since the Civil War had ended, and
the national memorials to Lincoln and Grant were only then about to be completed.
“Such instances,” stated the commission, “bid us pause to let Time make sure
foundations under our heroes.”"!

The public had its first glimpse of the proposed memorial when one of Brooke’s 1919
drawings was published in the December 14, 1923, edition of the Evening Star. The
caption beneath the drawing indicated that the structure would be a “white marble
structure for band concerts,” and the “newly formed committee of the National Capital
Chapter of the Garden Club of America (Mrs. Frank B. Noyes, chairman) proposes to
erect either on the site of the bandstand at [the] polo grounds or some other spot in
Potomac Park.”"? (Ultimately a subcommittee of the garden club would be responsible for
shaping the grove that surrounds the memorial.}

The resolution creating the District of Columbia War Memorial Commission was passed
on June 7, 1924, as Public Resolution No. 28 of the 68th Congress. It stipulated that the
memorial was to be “of artistic design suitable for military music and shall take the place
of the present wooden band stand in Potomac Park.”"

The first meeting of the newly formed commission was held at Frank B. Noyes’s office
in the Star Building on the afternoon of Friday, December 12, 1924. Present at the
meeting in addition to Noyes were commission members Gist Blair, Charles A. Baker,
Gen. Anton Stephan, J. R. McDonald, and Col. E. Lester Jones. Much work was
accomplished at this initial meeting; Frank Noyes was unanimously elected permanent
chairman of the commission, a position in which he would take active interest until his
death in 1948. E. Lester Jones was elected as secretary. Also during this meeting two
additional members, Edward B. McLean, of the Washington Post, and G Logan Payne,
“representing the Hearst papers,” were elected to the commission. '

At the meeting Frank Noyes presented Brooke’s 1919 plans to the commission and
explained in detail the “thoughts that had been discussed by Brooke and himself.” Noyes
also read aloud a letter from Brooke expressing his “great interest” in the project,
enthusiasm that was compounded by the fact that Brooke himself was a veteran of the
war. To move ahead with the project, the plans required the approval of Congress’s
Library Committee, as well as both houses of Congress. The record does not show the
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memorial commission’s comments on Brooke’s plans, but it does note that Noyes
suggested that Brooke submit further studies.!

Though Resolution 28 had stipulated in 1924 that the war memorial was to take the place
of the wooden bandstand, the question of the building’s location was not actually settled
until January 1928.'6 The foundation could not be designed before a site was selected
because the “character of the filled-earth would govern the type of foundations for the
proposed building.”"” Structural engineer M. S. Rich, of Washington, D.C., was consulted
in January 1924 with regard to the base in Brooke’s design. Rich calculated that as the
memorial was then designed, the load at the base of each one of the twelve columns was
55,000 pounds, or a total or 660,000 pounds.'®

Tests conducted in Potomac Park revealed that the depth to bedrock varied a great deal
within short distances in the park. Evidently the old wooden bandstand stood in an area
where the bedrock was prohibitively deep and therefore would not be a suitable site for
the new structure, which, because of its weight and mass, required that foundation piles
be driven down to bedrock. Considering this new information, Brooke suggested that the
memorial be built not on the site that had been approved by Congress but at the other end
of the polo grounds, where the bedrock was closer to the surface (Fig. 3)."

For purely aesthetic reasons the Commission of Fine Arts was in favor of another site
altogether, away from the polo grounds—the willow grove in West Potomac Park that
was “opposite a point midway in the length of the Lincoln Memorial Pool,” quite close to
where the memorial stands today. Through the influence of the Commission of Fine Arts
and with the necessary support of the Army Corps of Engineers, the resolution was
amended to allow for erecting the memorial “upon such other site in Potomac Park as
may be selected by the Director of Public Buildings and Public Parks of the National
Capital and approved by the Joint Committee on the Library acting with the advice of the
Commission of Fine Arts.”?

In March 1925 the Commission of Fine Arts examined another round of sketches for the
memorial. This design was credited not only to Frederick Brooke, but also to architects
Nathan C. Wyeth and Horace W. Peaslee (Fig. 4). Only a few changes, however, had been
made to the design: two steps were added to the six-step platform around the memorial,
and the domed roof was given a greater curve, thereby giving the building more height.
This version of the design was still in the Corinthian style and bore no inscriptions on the
building’s exterior. The Commission of Fine Arts made “considerable objection to the
details” of the revised design and recommended that Brooke, in consultation with
prominent New York architect William Adams Delano, restudy the memorial plans and
submit a revised design that May.” Delano served on the Commission of Fine Arts from
1924 to 1928.

The original architects submitted another design to the Commission of Fine Arts, which
was approved, though somewhat tentatively, on May 21, 1925.% This design did away
with the Corinthian details and adopted the more austere Doric form. The commission
agreed that the memorial should be a “little higher to the top of the dome than the width,
but lower than the surrounding trees.” This version of the design included bronze
railings between the columns, an inscribed frieze, and grilles set into the curve of the
roct, just above the entablature (Fig. 5). The fine arts commission described the new
design as being “much better” than the previous one, but the discussion suggests that -
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many of the details still had not been worked out. The members discussed the idea of
installing a metal roof, to make the structure waterproof, and criticized the “dormer
windows,” but it was concluded that these matters could be addressed down the line.
The architects submitted further revisions on July 2 and December 17, 1925 (Fig. 6).2
These plans showed “pierced marble screens™ in place of the metal grilles at the curve of
the roof and indicated that electrical outlets for light fixtures would be installed every 3’
feet on the interior ledge of the cornice. This plan also showed the ceiling placement of
the inscribed names.”

In late February 1926 a plaster model of the proposed memorial was placed on display at
the Woodward and Lothrop department store at Eleventh and F streets NW in downtown
Washington. The display occupied an entire store-front window and attracted “much
attention” (Fig. 7). Constructed at one-half-inch scale, the model was reported to be
“complete in every detail with its surroundings of miniature trees and marble benches™;
in the dome of the model were “inscribed in miniature the more than 200 names.”*

The 1925 design had been approved with the understanding that the exact location of the
memorial was subject to further study. Three years later, on January 6, 1928, Lieut. Col.
U. S. Grant III, Director of Public Buildings and Public Parks of the National Capital,
and William Adams Delano visited West Potomac Park. The location for the memorial
had been narrowed down to two possible sites: one at the polo grounds and the other in
the “grove of willows about midway between the cross axis of the Lincoln Memorial
Refiecting Pool and the Tidal Basin.”¥

Grant was a driving force in selecting the site. According to correspondence, he
requested meetings with Frank Noyes on several occasions beginning in the spring of
1927 to discuss the matter. On October 4, 1927, Grant wrote to Brooke:

I am very anxious to get the location of the District of Columbia War
memorial definitely fixed. I wrote to Mr. Frank B. Noyes on the subject
last spring and never got more than a promise to take the matter up, If
you are advised as to his ideas and those of the Committee, could I come
over and see you and try to get the matter fixed, at least so far as to know
just what you want to do so that it can be started on its course through
the Fine Arts Commission and Planning Commission? If such an
interview with you will initiate a step towards seftling the question, let
me know by telephone and [ will come over to your office to talk it
over.®®

Grant and Delano both preferred the willow grove as the site for the memorial and
temporarily marked a spot in the grove with a bottle when they visited the site on January
6, 1928. The Commission of Fine Arts approved that site on January 17, 1928

Still, the memorial’s location within the grove needed to be fixed more exactly, and there
was some quibbling over it throughout that spring and summer of 1928. The spot that
Grant and Delano had selected was about 400 feet west of 17th Street. Charles Moore, as
chairman of the Commission of Fine Arts, was opposed to placing the memorial
anywhere in West Potomac Park, thinking the location was not “exactly right.”® But after
examining the Mall Plan of 1901 the members of the fine arts commission discovered
that the plan allowed for, and even suggested, the incorporation of a feature on either the
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north or the south side of the Reflecting Pool “at about the point selected for the location
of the bandstand.” The commission agreed that because the memorial was to be located
in the grove of trees, it need not have “axial relations with any element in the plan” of the
Mall. Nevertheless, the commission requested that Grant make a survey of the area and
prepare a sketch plan showing these features on axis.>! In late July or early August 1928 a
life-size silhouette of the memorial was erected in West Potomac Park in order to convey
the size of the building in relation to its surroundings.

Grant delivered his report on the optimal location for the memorial at the August 6,
1928, meeting of the Commission of Fine Arts. Though it was obvious that the site
selected by Grant and Delano was not exactly on axis with the Mall as the 1901 Plan
would dictate, the commission superseded the stipulations of the 1901 Plan and agreed
that it was more important that the memorial be situated in the previously selected, “very
suitable” location in the willow grove because it was more aesthetically pleasing. The
commission decided that if, in the future, another memorial were to be erected on the
north side of the Reﬂeéting Pool, it could be made to balance with the bandstand, with
little change to the 1901 plan.*®

THE ARCHITECTS: FREDERICK H. BROOKE, NATHAN C. WYETH, AND
HORACE W. PEASLEE

Frederick H. Brooke had first submitted plans to the memorial commission in 1919. No
record has been found indicating that anyone but Brooke was ever considered for the job.
Once the building was “definitely to become a reality” with the passage of Resolution 28
in 1924, Brooke informed the memorial commission that Nathan C. Wyeth and Horace
W. Peaslee had agreed to act as his associates in preparing the plans.**

It is not entirely clear what roles Wyeth and Peaslee played in designing the memorial;
except for the inclusion of their names on some of the 1924 and 1925 drawings and the
base inscription, they are rarely mentioned in connection with project, and what
contractual arrangements were made with them are not known.

None of the three architects was a native of Washington, but each had come to the city
early in their careers and lived the remainder of their long lives there. Frederick Brooke
was a native of Birdsboro, in Berks County, Pennsylvania, and graduated from Yale
University in 1899. He continued his study of architecture at the University of
Pennsylvania in 1901 and 1902 and at the Ecole des Beaux-Arts in Paris from 1902 to
1906. He came to Washington after returning from Europe and made it his home for the
rest of his life. By the time of his death, in 1960, Brooke had designed several embassies,
chanceries, and clubs throughout Washington and was also a driving force in the
restoration of Dumbarton Oaks in Georgetown.

Nathan C. Wyeth was a Chicago native who studied at the art school at the Metropolitan
Museum of Art in New York and then went to the Ecole des Beaux-Arts, where he
graduated in 1899. That year he returned to the U.S., living in New York briefly before
relocating to Washington, where he became the chief designer for the Department of the
Treasury. In 1904 he moved to the Department of the Interior, where he served as the
chief architect for the Capitol for one year. In 1905 Wyeth entered private practice. He is
perhaps best known for his West Wing addition to the White House (1909-1913), the
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design of the Tidal Basin Inlet Bridge, the Battleship Maine monument in Arlington
National Cemetery, and the designs of the embassies of the Soviet Union, Mexico,
Afghanistan, Canada, and Chile. Beginning in 1934 he was the municipal architect of the
District of Columbia, a position he held for twelve years. He died in 1963,

Horace W. Peaslee was the youngest of the three men. Bomn in the small town-of Malden
Bridge, in Columbia County, New York, in 1885, Peaslee graduated from Cornell
University in 1910. The following year he moved to Washington, where he became a
landscape designer for the city. He later went into private practice. Peaslee was also a
founding member of the Committee of 100 of the Federal City, which was established to
help shape the physical evolution of the city while safeguarding the fundamental values
of the I’Enfant Plan and the McMillan Commission. Peaslee served as vice-chairman of
this committee from its inception in 1923 until his death in 1959. His body of work
included designs for many parks, monuments, and private residences in Washington. His
best-known works are the U.S. Marine Corps War Memorial (Iwo Jima), completed in
1954, and the Zero Milestone.

All three men were veterans of World War 1.3

FUNDRAISING CAMPAIGNS, 1926-1931

On February 27, 1926, the Evening Star published the following endorsement of the
memorial, supporting the fundraising that was set to begin in a little more than a month’s
time:

Every effort has been made to attain in the plans of the memorial a
combination of beauty and dignity, which shall at once be appropriate,
useful, and unique. It is believed that the temple will adequately meet
these requirements. In its lovely natural setting, white and graceful, with
the exquisite simplicity of old Greece, it will stand through the years as
the expression of the city’s pride in the men who fought in [sic] its
behalf. From the grove where it will stand vistas will stretch to the
Lincoln Memorial, the Reflecting Basin, the Tidal Basin, and the
Arlington shores of Virginia. And used for military concerts, as planned,
each concert will be a memorial service for the deeds of the living whom
we honor and the dead whose memories we cherish. The building of this
memorial 1s, we believe, a cause in which every Washingtonian will wish
to play a part.¥’

To make the memorial a reality, the residents of Washington would need to pull together
and give generously: it was calculated that a sum of $200,000 would have to be collected
before construction of the memonal could begin.

On March 13, 1926, before the official start of the campaign, President Calvin Coolidge
made a personal contribution {0 the fund. In a letter to Frank B. Noyes, the President
expressed hus gratitude for the project, stating that it was an “exceedingly worthy
proposal.”® To ensure Washington’s utmost participation in the drive, President Coolidge
authorized the solicitation of funds in government departments.® Posters promoting
contributior:s were hung in “conspicuous places throughout the offices,” and employecs
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who wished to contribute to the fund were given envelopes in which to enclose their
donations. The envelopes were, in turn, collected by the heads of the various offices and
then turned over to John Poole, chairman of the campaign committee and treasurer of the
fund, at the Federal-American National Bank.*

The fundraising campaign was officially launched on April 11, 1926.# The commission
issued a statement on that day, encouraging “every Washingtonian to contribute to this
memorial; to those for whom someone near and dear served and to those not so favored.
Your contribution...should not be a burden, but a personal tribute to the one, out of all of
the 26,000 names to be enshrined, who means the most to you.”®

Volunteer collectors blanketed the city with a door-to-door collection program. Much of
this volunteer corps was made of up of Gold-Star Mothers—those who lost their sons and
daughters in the war. These women were described as “among the most active workers in
the campaign, giving all of their time” to the effort. The first four days of the campaign
raised $23,050.* In another three days’ time the fund swelled to $44,699. The names of
individual contributors, private companies, and notes of thanks to anonymous donors
were printed regularly in the Evening Star. At the beginning of the second week of the
campaign, to encourage more donations, subscriptions were accepted at any bank within
the District, as well as at any police station.** To promote awareness of the campaign,
local movie theaters regularly played a three-minute film about the planned memorial and
the fundraising scheme. The film depicted the model of the memorial as well as footage
of District soldiers in action. ‘

Employees of departments of various government offices pooled their resources and
contributed to the drive in the name of their respective offices. The employees of the
Department of Agriculture contributed $585.50. Workers at the United States Shipping
Board gave $277.40, and employees of the Library of Congress sent in $153.60. Group
donations were also made by the Department of Commerce and the Government Printing
Office. Local women’s organizations and other clubs participated in a similar manner; in
the spring of 1926 contributions were made by the American Women'’s Legion, the
District of Columbia League of Women Voters, the Park View Women’s Club, the
Catholic Daughters of America, and the District of Columbia chapter of the War Mothers’
Organization.’ The District of Columbia Department of the Disabled American Veterans
publicly endorsed the project on May 22, 1926.4

Edith Bolling Galt Wilson, widow of President Woodrow Wilson, donated $25 to the
campaign. She sent her contribution to the memorial-fund treasurer, John Poole,
unaccompanied by a letter. Her check was simply attached to an Evening Star news
clipping about the memorial.*

As the fundraising campaign progressed, it called for additional staff. An appeal was
made for volunteer typists who could assist in the campaign by addressing “several
thousand letters” to go to prospective donors.” Still, despite the initial success in
collecting donations, cash contributions dwindled as the weeks passed. A year after the
fund-raising effort commenced, the memorial fund had not met its initial $200,000 goal,
falling short by $140,000.'

On May 1, 1927, the Evening Star published a full-page reproof, chiding Washingtonians
with a statement that theirs was the only city that had not erected a memorial to its
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defenders in the war. The admonishment continued, playing on the city’s sense of pride
and shame: “Of all the leading cities in the United States, Washington alone has failed to
erect a suitable memorial to those who served. We were not slackers in war. Shall we be
slackers in peace?"

To reinvigorate the campaign, a second drive was held in the first weck of May 1927; the
goal was to raise $20,000 per day over the course of the week. Campaign volunteers
again blanketed the city, making door-to-door calls for donations. The short film about
the memorial project, made the previous year, was again run in movie houses. Local radio
stations broadcasted advertisements for the campaign interspersed with their usual
programming, along with speeches extolling the importance of the memorial.** Benefit

- concerts by the city’s military bands were staged to take place throughout the week at
various {ocations in the city. All donations to the fund were made tax deductible.®

Booths were set up in government offices as donation-collection stations to facilitate
contributing to the fund. From their pulpits Episcopal, Catholic, and Jewish leaders urged
their congregations to participate in the drive. Buttons emblazoned with the number
“535,” representing the number of Washington residents at that time calculated to have
been lost during the war, were distributed 1o contributors,**

In the first day of the renewed effort, the campaign raised $10,215, or a little more than
half the day’s goal. Three days later the mark of $25,000 was exceeded. On May 5 the
memorial fund reached $36,000. That day, which proved to be the most successful of the
campaign, saw the combined donation of $10,950.28.% On that same day, in the Evening
Star, Newbold Noyes, the son of Frank and Janet Noyes and chairman of the memorial
campaign commitiee, made an emotional appeal to the citizens of Washington:

This 1s a frank statement of the fact that, at its present rate of progress,
the Memorial campaign will fail.. It will take the answering of these
questions by each of us:

Do 1, as one for whom they died, feel that T owe nothing to the fitting
perpetuation of the memory of our war dead?

Do I want to find thin excuses for not doing what I know [, bersonally_,
ought to do?

Do [ want others to carry the obligation of this community to those who
died as its representatives in 1918-1919, while I dodge my share of that
obligation?

Do [ not want to subscribe, generously, gratefully, and gladly to the
Washington War Memorial —paying what I can now and the balance of
my subscription during the next three years?

What is going to be YOUR answer to these questions, Washingtonians?®’

On the following day, May 6, the campaign fund counted a total of $43,231. Nearing the
close of the week-long effort, the memorial campaign committee reported that they found
the returns to have been disappointing, but those in charge of the campaign were
“unwilling to concede defeat”; they were “banking on last-minute reports from a number
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of sources yet to be heard from.” District school children were encouraged to each give
five cents to the cause, and on the final day of the drive they collectively donated
$799.30.* The District police force contributed $2,089.64; the fire department, $60.85.%

Veterans of the war were encouraged to give as well. An anonymous veteran wrote the
following note to encourage his fellow veterans to participate in the drive:

“Iinclose [sic] a small contribution to the District War Memorial. I think
the word “patriot” is a pompous word, and I do not subscribe as a patriot.
I think there is a lot of blah about the love for our soldiers, and I do not
subscribe for love. Nor am I particularly interested in whether the
proposed memorial is architecturally correct, or whether a tree must be
cut down to make a place for it, or whether it will stand in the center of
Pennsylvania Avenue or Rock Creek Park. I leave such details to those
who ought to know what is best. I send this contribution because I heard
the Marine Band play “The Battle Hymn of the Republic” in front of the
Earle Theater the other evening, and because the music and the Spring
twilight and the Marines brought back a lot of memories.

He continued with a personal account, describing in gruesome but poetic detail the
violent and devastating loss of several of his friends in battle. He concluded: “The
memorial will stand for something for me, and what it is I cannot write, for I only feel it.
And the fact that some fate over which I had no control, sent me, as one in millions of
others, to France, and makes me now a ‘veteran,” does not create within me that sense of
modesty which, from all I hear, makes some others abstain from taking part in the raising
of this memorial.”

Still, veteran participation was not without dissent. Some, as individuals, and at least one
local post of the American Legion, opposed the memorial and chose not to contribute.
These veterans took issue with the fact that the design had not been approved by
veterans, whom they believed, should have had a stronger voice in deciding upon a plan.
They wanted a more utilitarian structure, “to house ex-servicemen’s organizations and
possibly a National Guard armory.”'

When this second phase of the memorial fund drive came to a close on May 9, the
campaign had collected $77,256.31, or little more than half of the $140,000 goal for the
week. Meanwhile, however, the total sum required to begin construction had been revised
downward. The Evening Star reported that the memorial commission stated that “while
the cost of the memorial, with the necessary landscaping and amplification devices and
other equipment has been placed at $200,000, the memorial itself may be built with about
$155,000.762

When combined with the $60,000 that had been raised the previous year, the $77,000
raised in May 1927 left the memorial campaign fund with a shortfall of about $18,000,
which had to be filled before construction could begin. After the close of the official
fundraising drive, the campaign committee unanimously agreed that the appeal would
continue, unofficially and with a volunteer skeleton crew, until the remainder of the
money was raised. At this time the headquarters for the committee was moved from the
New Willard Hotel to the Star Building, also on Pennsylvania Avenue.5?
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On May 21, 1927, a benefit luncheon was held at the Mayflower Hotel, and thereafter a
so-called “Dollar Day” initiative was aimed at those Washingtonians who had not yet
contributed to the fund. With these efforts and ongoing public pleas for donations, the
deficit steadily ebbed away over the following weeks. On May 29, 1927, the Washington
Post reported that the fund now stood at $149,138, bringing the total to within $5,861 of
the goal of $155,000 that was needed for construction to begin.%

Over the next three years the memorial commission collected on the pledges that had
been made in the 1927 drive. By May 1930, $135,000 had been taken in, but there still
remained another $20,000 to be collected.® Securing this amount proved to be no easy
task. In the few years since the conclusion of the 1927 campaign drive, the social and
economic climate 1n the country had changed dramatically. After the stock-market crash
in October 1929, the economy foundered, and many Washingtonians who had pledged
funds two years earlier suddenly found themselves unable to donate what little cash they
had for the erection of a marble bandstand. A general committee, headed by Frank Lee,
vice president of the Mount Vernon Savings Bank, was appointed by the executive
council of the Washington Central Labor Union to organize another fundraising campaign
in 1930. This campaign, however, adopted a slightly different approach. Lee’s 14-
member committee was made up of representatives from various unions and included
typographers, bookbinders, painters, teachers, musicians, machinists, steamfitters,
plumbers, press assistants, plate printers, and federal employees. It was this committee’s
goal to contribute funds themselves and encourage others to do so as well.% The
chauffeurs’, bricklayers’, bakery salesmen’s, and elevator constructors’ unions also lent
their support by giving generously to the campaign.¥’

In November 1930 the International Association of Machinists organized a multi-act
midnight show at the Rialto Theater in Washington to benefit the war-memorial fund. In
addition to an opening concert by the 140-piece Veterans of Foreign Wars Overseas
Band, the show featured a new comedic film entitled See dmerica Thirst and
performances by dancers, a monologist, a contortionist, and a psychic, as well as novelty
singing and musical acts.®

In a similar spirit the Central Labor Union put on a two-week-long fair at Fifth Street
and Florida Avenue NE in June 1931. The fair, which drew “large crowds of supporters,”
was kicked off with a parade and included “several big outdoor shows.”®

PREPARATIONS FOR CONSTRUCTION

Afer five years of constant appeals and fund-raising events, the campaign committee had
completed its task; it had raised the amount needed to break ground in West Potomac
Park. During the winter of 1931 the final details of the memorial design were worked out:
the placement of the inscriptions, the size of the chamber beneath the memorial, and the
domed ceiling were addressed.™

In early February Frederick Brooke wrote to the Commission of Fine Arts with a proposal
to change the approved design in order to provide a better space for the inscription of the
names. The ceiling, Brooke had decided, would be too high for people to read the
inscribed names of those lost in the war, and he proposed instead that the base of the
memorial be modified to accommeodate the inscriptions there, closer to eye-level. Brooke
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suggested that the new base be 4 feet in height and that the names be inscribed into its _
marble surface. With the new design the memorial would not be surrounded by a stepped
platform. Instead, the altered plan called for two flights of stairs, each with eight steps,
aligned axially at the north and south sides of the memorial leading up to the platform.
Brooke assured the members of the fine arts commission that with the exception of the
change in the base, the design remained entirely the same. A dedicatory inscription, the
text of which had not yet been determined, would precede the list of names. According to
this plan, bas-relief insignia of the branches of the armed forces, as well as the seals of
the District of Columbia and the United States, would be carved on the east and west
sides of the memorial. The commission approved Brooke’s revised plan at its February
12, 1931, meeting (Fig. 8).”' The bas-relief insignia, however, ultimately did not appear
as planned. The seal of the District of Columbia was carved onto the west side of the
memorial, but the U.S. seal was not used; instead, The Great War Jfor Civilization seal
was carved onto the east side. ’

The 1925 approved plans had called for a cellar beneath the memorial large enough to
contain a bathroom and to store chairs to be used at the concerts. This plan was
abandoned in February, 1931, when it was determined that chairs for events could be
supplied and delivered by the government.” The idea for the bathroom was also given up
at this time. A small subterranean space large enough to hold electrical equipment was
retained.

While the issues of the inscriptions and the cellar were easily resolved, the structure’s
acoustical requirements were not. At the January 6, 1931, meeting of the Commission of
Fine Arts, Horace Peaslee, who had been listed as an associate architect for the project,
had criticized the design, saying that, according to the leader of the Marine Band, the
curved ceiling was not the best shape for good acoustics. He posited that the installation
of a simple, flat sounding board in the ceiling would be “much better.,””

In the month that followed Brooke researched the matter in support of his design. He
reported to the fine arts commission on February 12 that, according to Dr. Paul R. Heyl
of the Acoustical Division of the Bureau of Standards, a “shallow dome is far better if the
audience is away from the bandstand.” Brooke also reported that while bandmasters often
like a marble floor-because it makes the sound within the bandstand “distinct,” the
marble floor is “not so good acoustically for the audience.” Brooke then read a letter
from the famous bandleader John Philip Sousa in which Sousa said that the “most
successful bandstands are somewhat in the shape of the one which Brooke had designed.”
Brooke also noted that Carl Engel, Chief of the Music Division of the Library of
Congress, had been consulted and that he had no objections to the design. In spite of
these endorsements, the commission suggested that Brooke give further attention to the
question of acoustics.™ In the end Brooke evidently prevailed, for the memorial was built
with the domed ceiling. ‘

During this critical time of the memorial’s planning, the Commission of Fine Arts’
resident landscape architect, Ferruccio Vitale, was abroad and unavailable for
consultation. In his place James L. Greenleaf, the commission’s former landscape
architect, was consulted, and in December 1930 he gave Charles Moore the following
advice with regard to the memorial’s landscape design: “The ultimate good effect must
rely upon a well developed grove and the beauty of the structure under the resulting light
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and shade. I would absolutely avoid all fancy planting and flower beds.””” Greenleaf
further recommended that the wooded area extending south of the reflecting pool from
17th Street to the Lincoin Memorial be cleaned out and that the shrubbery and trees be
thinned in preparation for construction.’

In early February the Commission of Fine Arts began determining which trees at the site
could be removed and which could be left standing in the grove. The goal was to create
the most aesthetically pleasing environment for the memorial while at the same time
accommodating large numbers of concertgoers.” Workmen marked the trees, and on the
afternoon of February 12 members of the fine arts commission and Irving W. Payne,
landscape architect of the office of Public Buildings and Public Parks, inspected the site
in preparation for removing the trees and clearing the space so that the bandstand would
have an “appropriate setting.””

The specifications for the memorial were finalized on March 4, 1931 (Fig. 9-12).” The
general description of the work indicated that the memorial was to be a “circular building
of the open temple form™ and that it was to be “supported by composite piles.” The “pile
caps and floor construction” were to be of reinforced concrete, and the dome was to be of
“Guastavino laminated tile construction, with ceiling and outer surface of dome faced
with marble.” The memorial site was described as being “level with an average elevation
of about 12 feet (D.C. datum).”A temporary office and privy were set up on the site for
the duration of construction.®

The test borings made in March 1928 had determined that there were only four feet of
surface earth above the waterline. Below that “sand, clay, and river mud were
encountered to a depth of 53 feet, where bedrock was found.” The results from the test
borings led the architects to determine that 47-foot-long composite wood-and-concrete
piles would be the best means of supporting the foundation. The lower sections of the
piles were to be wood and the upper 15-foot length would be concrete. Brooke reported
that the piles were 10% inches in diameter. Four piles were used to support each of the 12
columns, and one pile was driven into the earth below the small chamber beneath the
center of the memorial. A 5-foot-wide, 12-sided ring rested atop the piles and was braced
by concrete cross beams. ¥

By March 12, 1931, six local contractors had submitted bids for the project: Davis, Wick,
Rosengarten Co.; Boyle Robertson Co.; Frank L.. Wagner; James Baird Co.; George A.
Fuller; and Chas. H. Tomkins.® The memorial commission selected the lowest bidder,
James Baird Co., Inc., and entered into contract with that firm on April 11, 1931. Baird’s
bid was for $137,135.00, which was to be paid to the company in monthly instaliments. %
Baird was well known in Washington. His company had recently built the Internal
Revenue Service Building at 1111 Constitution Avenue, and *as the principal owner of
several buildings” in Washington, he was “known to be one of the largest taxpayers in the
National Capital.™®

CONSTRUCTION, APRIL TO OCTOBER 1931

Lumber was hauled to the site on April 17, 1931, and construction began on April 23.
The pile driving started on May 16.% The work to be carried out by the Baird firm
included “all necessary excavation; the driving of piles; reinforced concrete and
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construction as shown; the erection of marble-work throughout and dome of Guastavino-
tile construction; also electrical work for interior lighting; and plumbing work in
connection with drainage system for storm water.”®” The contract stipulated that the work
was to be completed by November 1, 1931. H. A. McQuary was the superintendent of the
job.B8

It was expected that it would take approximately two months for the quarrying and
finishing of the marble to be completed, during which time the foundation was
constructed and made ready to receive the memorial’s base and superstructure.® By June
27, 1931, when the first shipment of marble arrived in Washington from the Danby,
Vermont, quarry, workers at the site had made “good progress”: 50 piles had been driven
into the earth (one more than the 49 detailed in the March 4 specifications), and most of
the concrete foundation had been finished. Photographs that appeared in the July 12,
1931, issue of the Sunday Star showed the base nearly completed, as well as a partially
finished framework for the dome lying on the ground (Fig. 14).%

On July 20, 1931, the list containing the names of each of the 26,048 residents of the
District of Columbia who served in the war was placed in a “specially prepared” copper
box measuring 12 by 18 inches. The list was typed on special 100-percent cotton-fiber
paper, the same kind used for currency, furnished by the paper division of the Bureau of
Standards; it was then the most long-lived paper known to science. In addition to the list
the box contained a set of the building plans, a copy of that day’s Evening Star, and coins
and paper currency with the latest dates. The box was sealed and placed within a carved
niche on the inner face of the cornerstone by Maj. Gen. Anton Stephan, a member of the
memorial commission, who was one of the four men given the task of compiling the
final, correct list of District soldiers lost in the war. The Evening Star reported that there
were no formal exercises attending General Stephan’s task that morning; it was instead a
“stmple matter-of-fact execution of a masonry task, in which he was assisted by
Frederick H. Brooke, architect for the memorial.”!

By August 3, 1931, the marble base was complete, and the twelve columns had been
erected and were ready to receive the dome.” (Fig. 15) Work progressed swiftly. On
September 29 the half-ton keystone of the outer dome was laid in place. On the next day
the Evening Star reported that this task had been performed with an “informal ceremony
in the presence of representatives of several groups interested in the construction of the
memorial” (Fig. 16). The Star noted that the inner dome was composed of 365 stones and
the outer dome consisted of 324 larger stones.”

In his 1937 report Brooke described the dome construction as being of an “inner and
outer shell of Guastavino laminated construction. The marble ceiling was erected on
wood centers with 6" cramps (1650) built into the masonry. The lower Guastavino shell
was built around these projecting cramps. In reverse fashion the outer Guastavino shell
held dowels which anchor the outer marble dome.”*

The 4-foot-diameter marble roundel at the center of the inner dome weighs an estimated
300 to 400 pounds and rests on a marble ledge. This panel can be removed by means of a
system of pulleys and a counterweight in order to access to the space between the two
domes. It is not entirely clear when this mechanism was installed, as it does not appear on
any of the original drawings, but it is likely that it was rigged during the construction of
the ceiling and roof.
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The highest point of the curved ceiling is about 30 feet above the floor, and the underside
of the roof is 7 feet 6 inches above the center of the ceiling dome. A “five-ply tar and tar-
felt membrane waterproofing” was applied to the outside of the outer Guastavino shell
beneath the marble roof tiles.*® The convex surface of the inner dome was covered with a
heavy coating of tar waterproofing as well. A lead gulter was installed around the base of
the outer dome, and drainpipes were tnserted in 6-inch-diameter holes drilled through the
center of the northeast, southeast, southwest, and northwest columns. Electrical fixtures
were installed at 2-foot intervals in the interior comice of the lower dome.”” The marble
facing of the exterior cornice was applied to brick backing. On September 30, 1931, the
stone masons were reported to be putting the “finishing touches on the inside of the
dome” and “smoothing the edges of the marble ceiling.” It was projected that the
scaflolding surrounding the memorial would be removed during the following week and
that the marble-tile floor with its twelve-point-star-pattern would be laid then.®

During the first three weeks of October, work at the site continued: the scaffolding was
removed, the floor was nearly completed, and the construction of the 8-foot-wide stone
sidewalks was underway. On October 14 the Evening Star reported that the memorial was
then “almost complete.”™* A little more than a week later, on October 23, the memorial
was reported to be “virtually complete,” and the grounds were being prepared for the
upcoming dedication ceremony, which was slated for 11 a.m. on November 11, 1931, The
site was being graded, new sod was being laid down, and the sidewalks were still under
construction,'®

Meanwhile, Maj. Gen. Benjamin Franklin Cheatham, retired quartermaster general of the
U.S. Army, had been appointed chairman of a special subcommittee of the Nationai
Capital Chapter of the Garden Club of America.”' This subcommittee was responsible
for the creation of the memorial grove surrounding the memorial, and its members
included Mrs. David A. Reed, Mrs. Jesse H. Metcalf, Mrs. Robert L. Bacon, and Mrs.
William R. Castle. Janet T. Noyes, who was also a member of the subcommittee, headed
the Commuittee of the National Capital of the Garden Club of America at the time. Janet
Noyes reported that by April 16 the subcommittee had raised $600 toward the memorial
trees. '

On the afternoon of April 16, 1931, Cheatham and some members of the fine arts
commission visited the site, and he “urged that the Comiission recommend a landscape
architect o prepare a plan.” James L. Greenleaf was retained: he arrived in Washington
on April 23 to serve as consulting landscape architect.'®

Frederick Brooke explained the landscape concept to William Adams Delano in
September 1931:

When the site was fixed by unanimous consent on the axis of Nineteenth
Street, it was with the idea of some kind of vista giving a glimpse of the
Memoral along that line ard perhaps some day from a distance to the
North.

Later Mr. Moore called Mr. Greenleaf into consultation as to the
entourage and planting for our building. It was Mr. Greenleaf who
suggested, among other things, an open vista North and South but one
formed by trees not too strictly in line or necessarily of the same species.
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To this end it 15 proposed to leave as many trees as conform to the idea of
informal approaches from North and South and add other trees where
required. Of the old willows near the building, one was blown down,
fortunately without damage, and others were a menace and have been
removed. In general good trees about the site will be left to help our
grove...

We all want to make a grove about the Memorial which shall be entirely
informal but since this is a public monument, we are convinced that it
must be clearly seen from the adjacent roadways and casily approached
by perhaps sizable crowds.**

At the September 24, 1931, meeting of the Commission of Fine Arts, Cheatham
submutted 2 design for the landscape treatment. The plan showed a 70-foot approach at
the axis of 19th Street on the south side of the Reflecting Pool. The meeting minutes
recorded that the vista was “to be 50 feet wide, flanked by sidewalks, shaded by trees
with a grass panel between.” The fine arts commission endorsed the plan.'®

The special committee planned to plant hardy elm trees, indigenous to the area, in an
irregular pattern in the grove. An area 50 feet in circumference around the memorial was
to be covered with sod, with the grove of trees then spreading outward. The plan was
approved by the District of Columbia World War Memorial Commission and by James L.
Greenleaf. The special committee hoped that some of these trees would be planted before
the dedication. With this goal in mind General Cheatham and his committee sent out
invitations 1o veterans’ organizations, as well as to individuals, to participate in the
memorial grove project. The following message was attached to the invitations:

To carry out the memorial idea and to complete the setting for this
classic shrine it is proposed to plant a grove of trees around it, each tree
to be a memorial in itself. Procuring and moving the proper kind of tree,
approximately 12 inches in diameter and 25 feet high, and placing
thereon a bronze tablet suitably inscribed to record the name of the donor
will cost about $200. Veteran organizations and patriotic individuals are
mvited to help make this grove a reality. Money donations may be made
to any member of the committee, any one desiring to present a suitable
tree, which is located in Washington or the immediate vicinity, should
communicate with the chairman.

The planting should be done this Fall in order that the best results be
obtained, so it is urged that donations be sent in as soon as possible.!%

The existing grove consisted of “willows and varous types of swamp trees of soft
wood.” The committee’s plan called for the old trees to be cut down and replaced as
contributions of new trees arrived. “It is the aim of the committee,” Cheatham wrote, “to
leave the present grove as it is until the new trees armive, In other words, there will be no
destruction of present trees until new ones arrive and replace the old.” Cheatham
continued, elaborating on the landscaping scheme:

It is the purpose to leave some of the great willows as a background in
the distance, and to plant also some large tulip trees some distance away
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from the memonal. Then in between this outer fringe of the grove and
the elms around the memorial will be planted other hardwoods, such as
oaks, beech, and elms. They will be irregularly placed so as to avoid the
semblance of formal design. Rather the effect will be to create a new
forest setting for the classic beauty of the marble temple. ..

But the memonal grove will continue to expand and to grow, it is
expected, by the further additions of hardy and sturdy trees, so that the
memory of the heroic dead may be preserved, both in the marble and in
the living trees, for centuries to come.'”?

During the last week of October the first elm ~— a gift from Janet T. Noyes, the
memorial’s “principal proponent”— was planted in the memorial grove.'®® Later she was
recalled to be “more responsible than any other individual for the gathering of funds for
and the completion of the District of Columbia War Memorial in Potomac Park.”'®

On October 9, 1931, Lieut. Col. U. §. Grant III, Director of Public Buildings and Public
Parks of the National Capital, contacted the Potomac Electric Power Company,
requesting the installation of electrical service at the memorial. Grant noted that the bill
for electricity used at the site would be sent to the Office of Public Buildings and Public
Parks of the National Capital.'?

THE INSCRIPTIONS

In the 1925 plans, the inscription on the frieze read “In Memory of the Men and Women
of the District of Columbia...” The March 1931 plans reveal that this wording was
changed to read as it does today: “A Memorial to the Armed Forces from the District of
Columbia Who Served Their Country in the World War.”

Selecting the names of the soldiers to be inscribed on the base of the monument proved to
be a “matter of considerable difficulty.”'"! The American Legion’s list of the fallen
soldiers included 536 names, wiile hists supplied by the U.S. Army, Navy, and Marine
Corps included the names of 448 individuals. Adding to the confusion, 344 names
appeared on one or the other list but not on both. To resolve this situation Frank B. Noyes
appointed a five-person committee to research and prepare a correct list of all of the
names that were to appear on the memorial.

In the end, a list of 499 names was compiled based on the following criteria: First, the
person must have died while in active service prior to the official ending of the war, or
the person must have been discharged because of a physical injury sustained during the
war and died prior to November 11, 1918. Second, the person must have been an actual
resident and citizen of the District of Columbia prior to his or her entry into the service,!2
The service lists were venfied by checking the names against War Department service
cards. [n addition, the lists were printed three times in local newspapers so that the public
could supply suggestions and corrections.'”

The inscription of the names was underway but not completed by the time of the
dedication ceremony. On November 13 Brooke reported that the carving was going very
slowly and that he was “pressing for more carvers and greater progress.”™
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A few days after the dedication, a complaint was lodged about the quality of the
inscriptions. Alfred C. Liebler of 1650 Harvard Street NW in Washington wrote to Grant
requesting, in the public interest, that the carving of the names be stopped at once and
that the “already disfigured stone replaced as the work so far done is not in harmony with
the work as a whole.” Liebler, whose connection with and reason for interest in the
memorial is unknown, noted that the “vari-sized, illshapen, and poorly spaced lettering”
looked like vandalism rather than quality workmanship.'* F. B. Butler of the Office of
Public Buildings and Public Parks of the National Capital responded to Liebler’s
complaint, indicating that the matter of the inscriptions was in the hands of the architect,
and he suggested that Liebler contact Brooke. It is unclear whether any changes were
made. ' -

The identity of the artisan or artisans who executed the six bas-relief medallions is
unknown.

WALKWAYS

Frederick Brooke sought to purchase the stone needed for the circular walkway from the
government. He noted in a May 1931 letter that flagstone sidewalks in front of the U.S.
Treasury Building were being replaced with concrete, and he hoped to reuse that
flagstone.'” This request was met, and flagstone that was being removed in the repaving
of Constitution Avenue was hauled to the memorial site in June.!™®

An estimate of $750 for the construction of 500 square yards of granular rock walks on a
4-inch cinder base was submitted on September 21, 1931. This proposal did not include
the necessary grading. Frank T. Gartside, the Chief of the Park Division of the Office of
Public Buildings and Public Parks of the National Capital, suggested that the R. K.
Funkhouser Company of Hagerstown, Maryland, be contracted to construct the walks.!"®

According to the 1931 annual report of the Director of Public Buildings and Public Parks
of the National Capital, the memorial would be finished ahead of schedule, during fiscal
year 1932 (Fig. 17).1%

The public was invited to the dedication ceremony, and Frank B. Noyes extended an
official invitation to veterans on the day before the dedication. A special place had been
reserved for attending veterans, and Noyes wrote that they would be given “special
attention.” All members of the Washington branches of the American Legion, Veterans of
Foreign Wars, Disabled American Veterans, and American Gold Star Mothers were urged
to attend.'?!

THE DEDICATION CEREMONY

The dedication of the District of Columbia War Memorial, part of the national
observance of Armistice Day, November 11, 1931, was the main commemorative event in
Washington on that day. The ceremony was designed to be “vivid with the colors” under
which the soldiers of the District had “died on the field of action” and “stirring with the
martial music to which they marched.” The weather on that day was “mostly cloudy and
somewhat cooler” than usual.'?
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For the 20 minutes preceding the start of the ceremony, the Marine Band, led by the 77-
year-old Washington native and “incomparable bandmaster” John Philip Sousa,
performed. Music resounded from the flag-and-garland-draped memorial for the gathered
crowd of “several thousand.” At 11 a.m. the band struck up “Hail to the Chief,” and
President Hoover, accompanied by aides and First Lady Lou Henry Hoover, arrived

. through the entrance to the north of the memorial and took their designated places on the
speaker’s stand.'” Justice F. D. Letts, of the District Supreme Court, then announced that.
at 11 a.m. it had been 13 years, to the day and to the hour, that the armistice had been
signed and that the “war to end all wars™ had ended.

The program that followed was brief. Lieut. Col. U. S. Grant [1I introduced memorial
commission chairman Frank B. Noyes, The invocation was given by Chaplain Benjamin
J. Tarsky, of the U.S. Army, after which Sousa led the Marine Band in playing his famous
composition “The Stars and Stripes Forever.” Noyes then presented the memorial to
President Hoover, who accepted it on behalf of the United States. The President delivered
a short speech lauding the heroic deeds of the soldiers who had died in the war and
stressing the ever-increasing need for peace and diplomacy in an increasingly dangerous
world:

It is by building good will and constructive effort among nations that we
can best honor the memory of the men who died that the world should
have peace. This monument stands for men who fought not alone for
thetr country, but to establish the principles of justice and peace. We pay
tribute here to their valor. We honor them for their sacrifice. We respect
their memory by renewing our obligations to the purposes and ideals for
which they fought.'*

The President’s speech was broadcast by radio across the country by the National
Broadcasting Company and the Columbia Broadcasting System.

Mirs. George Gordon Siebold, national president of the American Gold Star Mothers, then
placed a wreath with a ribbon tied at the top, a symbol of death and mourning, at the
memorial. Taps was played by a bugler, and the benediction was given by the Rév. Arthur
L. Smith, department chaplain of the American Legion. The half-hour-long ceremony
concluded with the band playing the “Star Spangled Banner.'?

In the days following the dedication it was reported that several hundred people visited
the memorial each day. The lights were left on in the memorial until 10 p.m. each night
after the dedication until November 15,'%

The project apparently was finished within budget. On November 17, 1931, Frank Noyes
requested a statement of expenses for the dedication ceremony. He wrote that at that time
they were “scraping the bottom of the till.™?

After the dedication, plans for grading and seeding the area around the memiorial were
made for the following spring. All left-over materials, which included 45 bags of “path
material,” were removed from the site as well.12#

The memorial received the Washington Board of Trade Comnmittee on Mummpal Arts's
1931-1932 award for architecture.
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PART 1

DEVELOPMENTAL HISTORY
DEVELOPMENT AND USE

OBSERVANCES, EVENTS, AND CONCERTS

The first band program was held at the memorial on June 2, 1932. The 77-member U.S.
Marine Band opened with “Heroes All” to an audience of 2,000. Other selections
performed that night included “Les Preludes,” a comet solo of “Fantasie Capriccioso,”
and a saxophone solo of “Beautiful Colorado.” A photograph published in the June 4,
1932, Washington Herald shows the concertgoers seated on the grass. The issue of
benches and chairs had evidently not yet been worked out. Capt. Taylor Branson led the
Marine Band (Fig. 18)."®

Beginning on May 1, 1936, the American Legion and its auxiliary organizations held
annual commemorative observances at the memorial. The Marine Band played at these
events, which included a ritual known as the “Poppy Processional,” in which Jjunior
members of participating organizations placed festoons of poppies on a white cross in
front of the memorial.'*

On June 15, 1939, the 50th anniversary celebration of John Philip Sousa’s famous piece
“The Washington Post March” was celebrated at the memorial. The event drew a large
crowd. The Washington Post described a picturesque scene, noting that the audience “sat
on rustic benches and sprawled in the cool grass™ around the memorial, “under the bright
night sky and the brooding trees” of the nearby grove. The crowd “sat raptly through an
hour and a half of music,” which was described as a “more lively set” than the usual
“classical stuff” that was played at the coneerts held at the memorial. Following the
rendition of “The Washington Post March,” a “burst of applause ringed the Memorial and
it slowly died while the softly lighted dome seemed to brighten with the dimming day
and throw into bolder relief the tall white columns against the blue coats of the band and
its glittering instruments.”'

In the years to come, the two people most responsible for making the memorial a reality
were thanked and honored at the memorial that they worked so tirelessly to create and
maintain. Janet T. Noyes died in 1942, at the age of 74. Frank Noyes died six years later,
in 1948, aged 85. Tributes were paid to both. Janet Noyes was remembered at the May
Day ceremony in 1943, before a crowd of more than 400 people for her “great
assistance...in founding the District Memorial,” her “patient effort,” and a “life rich in
accomplishment” (Fig. 20). The American Legion paid tribute to Frank Noyes at the May
Day celebration in 1949, placing a wreath at the memorial and singing “America” and
“Trees” in his honor.'*

The District of Columbia World War Memorial and May Day Corporation was created in
1940. This organization has arranged annual memorial observances at the memorial since
that time.'?

24 D.C. WAR MEMORIAL




REPAIRS AND MAINTENANCE

The care, custody, and maintenance of the District of Columbia War Memorial was
officially placed under the jurisdiction of the Parks Division of the Office of Public
Buildings and Public Parks of the National Capital on February 6, 1932, The
responsibility of guarding of the memorial was placed with the Protection Division at that
time."* On June 10, 1932, maintenance of the memorial was transferred to the Buildings
Division (Potomac Park Group), while the maintenance of the grounds remained the
responsibility of the Parks Division.'* On the following June 10, 1933, President
Franklin Delano Roosevelt issued an executive order reorganizing and consolidating the
Office of Public Buildings and Public Parks and other federal parks under the National
Park Service. Care of the memorial was placed under the jurisdiction of the National Park
Service at that time. '

Care of the memorial was transferred again on June 30, 1939, this time into the hands of
the superintendent of National Capital Parks division of the National Park Service.'¥ In
1965 National Capital Parks-Central was established to administer the National Park
Service units in the memorial core of Washington D.C. This office has been responsible
for the D.C. War Memorial since that time. 3

Security at the memorial became an issue almost immediately after its dedication. It was
impossible to monitor the memorial at all times: budgetary constraints simply did not
allow for it. A night watchman had been provided by the contractor throughout
construction until a few days following the dedication. On November 16, 1931, the
morning after the watchman’s service ended, Brooke visited the site and noticed that the
base of the building had been “dirtied and streaked, greatly marring the appearance and
endangering the carved names and inscriptions.” Also, one of the carved insignias had
been “slightly broken.” Brooke attributed the vandalism to “thoughtless boys.” Site
superintendent H. A. McQuary reported that he had observed three boys roller skating
over the marble floor.'”

As a result of this incident Brooke requested that a permanent watchman be assigned to
the memorial or that it receive better police protection.'® Grant observed that newly
completed structures tended to “receive more abuse immediately after being turned over
than after the public has become accustomed to it.” He reassured Brooke that “rigid
policing” would eliminate all difficulties.'*!

Though the memorial was patrolled by three separate police beats and was inspected at
intervals by a plain-clothes police officer, vandalism was an increasing problem by late
winter 1932. The grove of trees that had been such an important feature of the landscape
design and was intended to create an air of solemnity and peacefulness instead provided a
meeting place for vagrants, ne’er-do-wells, and rambunctious youths. The effects on the
memorial were obvious, with garbage constantly accumulating at the site.' The problem
prompted Frederick Brooke to inquire of Grant in February 1932 whether it would be
possible to hire a “half-guardian” for the memorial. Brooke suggested that a retiree or a
“partially incapacitated veteran” could be on hand on the weekends and on some
weekdays during the summer when the numbers of tourists and visitors increased. Brooke
pointed out that, when he had recently visited the memorial, he had cleaned mud from the
floor and sides of the building, removed broken alcohol bottles, and again shooed away
roller-skating children.
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Brooke noted that the memorial required weekly sweeping and mopping. Special care
was necessary when cleaning the inscriptions; he requested that the letters not be
brushed, for fear of dislodging some of the parts that had come off during the
sandblasting and had been cemented back in place.'?

The memorial was a magnet for teenagers. Though a *No Roller Skating” sign had been -
placed on the site in the spring of 1932, the use of the memorial as an ersatz rolier rink
proved to be an ongoing problem. Also on at least one occasion a group of teens was
stopped by police for playing tag on the memorial and dirtying the place “quite badly by
sliding across the floor from one pillar to the other”; the park police officer noted that
there wasn’t “a square foot of the place that they missed.” Though no real damage
resulted from this incident, such activities marred the memorial’s solemn character, '#
Worse still, people began driving up to the memorial at night and parking on the grass;
the memorial and surrounding grove had become a “rendezvous for those who shunned
the light.” As a result, keeping the memorial lighted at night became crucial.'ss

On March 9, 1933, U. 8. Grant ITI wrote to Brooke inquiring about the proper locations
for drinking fountains at the site. Evidently there were already fountains in place since
Grant wrote of their “relocation,” but he sought Brooke’s input on “giving consideration
to the convenience of the public, drainage so that the water splashed about will not make
a bad spot on the lawn, and the cost of making the change.” Grant also noted that funds
were “very, very scarce,” and he expected that they would be even scarcer the following
year.'%

In November 1936 scaffolding was erected on the site and the coffered ceiling was
thoroughty cleaned. On November 10, 1938, a new time switch was installed for the
lighting system to ensure that the memorial would be lighted each night by 6 p.m.'"7 But
in late December 1939 arrangements were made to have the U.S. Park Police manually
turn the lights on and off.'#

In addition, the flagstone walk around the memorial had not withstood the elements well.,
By 1935 repairs were necessary as the “material had disintegrated very rapidly.” The
deteriorated condition of the flagstone was blamed on the “elements and natural causes”
and not on “abuse from the public.” C. Marshall Finnan, superintendent of the National
Park Service, noted that his office could make temporary repairs but that ultimately they
would need to “resort to another type of paving material.” The need for the repairs was
brought to Finnan’s attention by Frank and Janet Noyes, who visited the memorial
regularly.'*

As of June 9, 1937, the memorial fund had a balance of $690.81. This amount was
sufficient for the memorial commission to contract with local stone mason, Louis Perna
and Sons, Inc., for the removal of the existing circular walkway, the cutting ot new pieces
of the selected gray Pennsylvania flagstone, and delivery of the material to the site. The
laying of the stone was to be done under another contract and with the finanicial support
of the National Park Service.!®

The flagstone-setting plan and pattern were approved in September 1937, and by the end
of the month the cutting of the stone was underway. It was the memorial commission’s
goal that the work be completed in time for the Armistice Day exercises on November 11
that year.'*! '
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An October 1937 inspection report stated that the ceiling and floor of the memorial were
“badly in need of cleaning” and that “considerable pointing of the stone work” was
necessary. It was recommended that this work be carried out before spring so that the
memorial would be in “good condition” for the summer.'** While some cleaning of the
memorial may have been done at this time, the repointing was not.

In the spring of 1938 water leakage through one of the columns of the north side of the
memorial was detected. Brooke reported that it looked as though the damage had been
occurring “for some time,” but he could not determine whether the leak was coming from
the outside gutter, from the interior electric-light trough immediately below the dome, or
from the space between the inner and outer shells of the dome. '

Brooke followed this letter to Finnan with another in which he pointed out that
discoloration was occurring on the floor of the memorial, at the base of the northeast-east
column, and on the scriptions due to dampness, probably the result of a clogged brass
rain-water conductor in the column. Brooke suggested clearing the downspout of the
obstruction to prevent further discoloration. He noted that the streaking on the floor could
be removed, but he feared that the discoloration on the inscriptions could not be cleaned
satisfactorily.'™

E. F. Gillen, Chief of the Construction Division of the National Park Service, investigated
the situation m mid-June 1938. He reported that some of the joints in the gutter and the
connection between the gutter and the downspout were open and that it was from these
locations that the water was seeping in between the gutter and the stone and emerging
from the joints of the stone. The busy summer concert schedule did not allow for
immediate repairs: approximately three concerts per week were being held at the
memorial at the time. Gillen recommended that the marble be cleaned during the summer
to at least improve the memorial’s appearance; in the fall, after the concert season,
scaffolding would be erected, and the repairs to the gutters and downspouts would be
made.'%

However, the repairs were not made in the fall of 1938, “owing to the stress of other
work.” When Brooke inspected the memorial the following April, he found that water
was entering through the interior cornice and washing down the columns. Brooke noted
that a “great deal of dirt” had “accumulated on the parapet wall of the exterior and on the
floor between the columns. ™'

Improvements and repairs were begun at the site in June 1939 and continued through
November of that year. The lead gutter was removed and replaced with a new nickel-
plated copper one. The cost for the gutter materials was $1235; the labor cost for
“forming, plating, and installing” the new gutter was $150; and the fee for the required
five stonemasons for ten days’ work was $400, for a total of $675.'% Also during that
time the entire exterior of the dome and entablature were repointed with a *“lead wool and
caulking compound.” Corson and Gruman Co., of Washington, were engaged to do the
repointing and cleaning at a cost of $9,000.' Ultimately, time did not permit the cleaning
of the interior surface or the columns that year.'

In late July 1939 the Public Works Administration granted a total of $80,000 for an
extensive rehabilitation plan for the memorial grounds. Of this sum, $15,000 was to be
devoted to the “improvement of the grounds” surrounding the memorial and the cleaning

D.C. WAR MEMORIAL ' 27



of the building itself. A total of $25,000 was to be put toward “landscaping and mass
planting of dogwood trees” in the vicinity of the memorial, and $40,000 was to be used in
the “treatment of trees and shrubbery, including moving, transplanting, etc.”!60

From June 9 to August 23, 1949, the memoriél was cleaned and the mortar joints
repointed. In December 1949 it was cleaned and washed down again.'s!

No records were located for the periods between 1940 and 1949 and 1950 and 1967. The.
newspaper clippings from the 1950s and 1960s report on the annual May Day ceremonies
held at the memorial.

In July 1968 William R. Failor, the superintendent of National Capital Parks-Central,
reported that “serious structural deficiencies” existed at the memorial, with the most.
serious being leakage of rainwater through joints in the masonry. The leaks caused
staining of the external marble surface, created built-up mineral deposits in several
places, and, he believed, jeopardized the structural strength of the building. The
superintendent also reported that seams and expansion Joints on the hidden gutter had
deteriorated, and there had been “considerable spalling” of the stonework. 62

On August 21, 1968, National Capital Parks—Central staff architect William A. Dennin
submitted to Failor a report on the condition of the memorial (see Appendix). In this
report Dennin corroborates Failor’s assessments and elaborates on the drainage problems
and possible means of addressing them. It was also crucial that the memorial be cleaned,;
vandals had defaced the building with spray-painted peace symbols (Fig. 22).163

The August 21 report is significant in many ways. Not only does it describe in great
detail the condition of the memorial at that time, but it also indicates how the extant
memorial differs from the March 1931 plans. Dennin noted that the “offset ledge at the
base of the exterior dome” was not constructed “according to the working drawings, i.e.,
with a solid piece of marble extending back to the dome.” Dennin observed that, instead,
the ledge was “only marble faced with a 4-inch-wide lead cap behind the facing covering
brick backup.”

Dennin also pointed out that the ten 1-foot-by-3-foot grille-covered vents on the
memorial’s outer dome that were part of the 1925 plans, but which were not included in
the 1931 drawings had not been abandoned altogether; rather, the design had been
modified. The report indicated that four 6-by-12-inch vents were installed. Dennin also
pointed out that the counterbalancing mechanism between the domes must have been
installed as an afterthought as it did not appear on any of the original drawings.!64

In February 1970 the circular hatch door located in the center of the floor was stolen. The
steel door was decorated with an eagle and stars in low relief. 65

Drawings of the elevation and cornice details of the memorial were done byaD.
Robinson of the National Park Service in March 1971 in preparation for repairing the
drainage problem and repairing and replacing the walkways and the lighting system in
the memorial (Fig. 23).%

In October 1977 the stone walks around the memorial were described as being in “very
poor condition with some stones missing or sunken.” It was also reported that “several
Joints in the floor under the dome and in both sets of steps” were in need of repointing. 67
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The following month the memorial was described as being in “substandard maintenance
condition” and that a “complete rehabilitation” was needed to bring it up to standard. It
was recommended that all surfaces of the memorial, inside and out, be steam cleaned, all
joints be raked and recaulked, the roof waterproofed, rain gutters and down spouts
replaced, and all stone walkways and floors removed and reset. 16

The record does not indicate what, if any, of the work recommended in 1977 was carried
out. It is certain, however, that the drainage problem was not sufficiently addressed,
because it was brought up again a few years later, in 1983. An inspection checklist dated
Februnary 7 of that year indicates that water seeping from the dome had again run down
the columns to the floor, a problem that had plagued the memorial from the beginning.
Areas of the floor were blackened and had an “orangish coloring,” and it was noted that
the discoloration could not be removed with regular cleaning. It was also reported at that
time that there were cracks around the base “in outer areas through many names.”'s

An inspection carried out by Tony Donald of the National Park Service Denver Service
Center in April 1984 indicated that at that time water damage was causing the formation
- of stalactites on the meémorial, as well as extensive staining of the dome ceiling. The
same report notes that the “1971 plans for rehabilitation of the memorial” were
“apparently not carried out.” The inspection report also noted that there was “some
evidence of failure at the top of the columns.”'™

Investigation of the memorial’s dome took place on July 24 and 25 and August 6, 1984,
The following month a report was submitted in which the memorial was described as
having “reddish and brown stained spots on the dome and bluish-green stains on the face
of the memorial’s base,” as well as “numerous dark stains on the floor around the column
bases.” It was also noted that stalactites were forming from the soffits around the column
capitals, and there was vegetation growing from the joints on the dome. The marble floor
showed signs of deterioration, flaking, and spalling.'”

The investigation also showed that parts of the roof and cornice continued to deteriorate.
Though the Guastavino vaults were in “good condition,” the waterproofing tar paper was
peeling off the convex surface of the lower dome. Lime was leaching out of the mortar
around the base of the upper dome, and the face of the cornice’s brick backing was
spalling off inside the dome. All joints in the roof were deemed “deteriorating and
detrimental,” and “caulking at all flashings” was in “various stages of deterioration.” All
joints in the base and ledge of the comice had deteriorated, and the seams in the gutter
were cracked (Fig. 24).'" '

By the summer of 1998 the memorial and its surrounding walkways were still in need of
repairs, and the site was deemed unsafe for visitors.'™ National Capital Parks -Central
determined that the “cracked stones” of the memorial needed to be repinned or replaced,
and stones that had already broken needed to be replaced or repaired. The report does not
specify the location of these cracked stones. Overall cleaning, recaulking, and repointing
of the memorial was also called for, and sugaring marble needed to be consolidated, The
cost for this work was estimated at $300,000 in July 1998. In spite of the memorial’s
seriously deteriorating state, the work was not undertaken. When the estimate was
revised in January 2005, the cost of completing the project climbed to $450,000.!7
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In July 1998 National Capital Parks—Central also recommended that the stone walkways
be removed and the subbase reconstructed. Undamaged stone would be reused where
possible, and new stone would be laid down where necessary. The entire walkway was in
need of repointing. The cost for this phase of the project was estimated at $101,137.20.'7

A June 2002 investigation revealed significant spalling, clogged drains, loose caulk,
cracked flashing, and vegetation pushing through mortarless joints. The drains were
cleared at this time.

In March 2003 the old Pittsburgh Permaflector light fixtures were removed from the
memorial, and eight fluorescent lights were installed in the interior cornice. The fixtures
that were removed appeared in the Pittsburgh Reflector Company’s 1937 catalog as style
p-75-A. These fixtures may have dated to the original lighting installation in 1931, or it is
possible that they were installed in 1939, when the memorial underwent the Public Works
Administration renovation.'”

In October 2004 the memorial was “visibly deteriorating” and in need of “extensive
preservation work.”'”” Following the completion of HABS documentation in the spring of
2005, John G. Waite Associates, Architects, PLLC, was retained to complete a historic
structure report for the memorial.
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no. PMIS 27782, July 15, 1998, updated January 22, 2005. District of Columbia War
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Repair Slate Walkway at the District of Columbia War Memorial, project identification no.
PMIS 27804, July 15, 1998, updated January 22, 2005. District of Columbia War Memorial
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Light Fixtures Taken from the DC World War Memorial, West Potomac Park, Washington
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November 11, 1918
December 1218

Qctober 1919

April 8, 1920

December 14, 1923

June 7 1924

December 12, 1924

May-June 1925

May 21, 1923
July 2 1925
December 17, 1925

February 1926

April 11, 1926
May 1927
January 17, 1928

July-August 1928

January-February 1931

D.C, WAR MEMORIAL

PART 1

DEVELOPMENTAL HISTORY

TIMELINE

War War I ends.
Letters to Commission of Fine Arts support erecting local memorials.'

Frederick H. Brooke submits preliminary study of the memorial to the
Commission of Fine Arts.?

Joint resolution was introduced in the House of Representatives
“providing for the appointment of a commission for the purpose of
erecting in Potomac Park in the District of Columbia a memonial to
those members of the armed forces of the United States from the
District of Columbia who served in the Great War,”?

One of Brooke’s 1919 drawings published in the Evening Star.*
Resolution creating the District of Columbia War Memorial
Commission was passed as Public Resolution No. 28 of the 68th
Congress.*

The first meeting of the commission held at Frank B. Noyes’s office in
the Star Building, *

Resolution amended to allow memorial to be erected on another site in
Potomac Park.”

Commuission of Fine Arts tentatively approves architects’ design.?
Architects submit further revisions?
Architects submit further revisions. "

Plaster model of proposed memorial placed on display at the Woodward
and Lothrop department store."

Fundraising campaign officially launched."

Second fundraising campaign.

The Commission of Fine Arts approves site.'

Life-size silhouette of memorial was erected in West Potomac Park.'s

Memorial design finalized. [nscriptions to be placed on base of
memorial ¢ '
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February 1931

March 4, 1931

April 1931

April 11, 1931

April 23, 1931
June 1931
June 27, 1931

July 20, 1931

August 3, 1931
September 24, 1931
September 29, 1931
October 1931

October 9, 1931
November 11, 1931
February 6, 1932
June 2, 1932

June 10, 1932

June 10, 1933

1935

November 1936
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Commission of Fine Arts determines which trees to remove from
grove.'’

Specifications finalized.'s

Maj. Gen. Benjamin Franklin Cheatham, retired quartermaster general
of the U.S. Army, appointed chairman of special subcommittee of the
National Capital Chapter of the Garden Club of America, to create
memorial grove.!

Contract awarded to James Baird Co., Inc.?

Construction begins.”’ James L. Greenleaf, consulting landscape
architect for memorial, arrives in Washington.?2

Flagstone removed during repaving of Constitution Avenue hauled to
memorial site.?

First shipment of marble from Danby, Vermont arrives in Washington.*

Copper box with list of DC residents who served in the war, along with
a set of building plans, copy of that day’s Evening Star, and coins and
paper currency with current dates, placed in cornerstone.?

‘Marble base complete; columns erected.2

Landscape plan by Cheatham endorsed by Fine Arts Commission.?’
Keystone of outer dome laid in place.?®

First elm (a gift from Janet T. Noyes) is planted in memorial grove.?
Lieut. Col. U. S. Grant III contacts the Potomac Electric Power
Company, requesting the installation of electrical service at the
memorial. ¥

District of Columbia War Memorial dedicated.?!

Care and maintenance of memorial given to Parks Division of the
Office of Public Buildings and Public Parks of the National Capital .

The first band program held at the memorial.*
Maintenance of the memorial transferred to the Buildings Division
(Potomac Park Group); maintenance of grounds remains with Parks

Division.**

Care of memorial placed under jurisdiction of the National Park
Service.

Flagstone walk repairs necessary.*

Ceiling cleaned.”’
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September 1937

October 1937

April 1938

November 10, 1938
Apnl 1939

June 15, 1939

June 30, 1939

June-November 1939

1940

November 1942
November 1948

June 9-August 23, 1949
December 1949

1965

Abgust 21, 1968

February 1970

March 1971

October 1977

November 1977

February 7, 1983
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New flagstone-sefting plan and pattern approved.®
Report by Charles A. Peters Jr., Superintendent of Public Buildings,
National Park Service, recommending that memorial be cleaned and

repointed.”

Frederick H. Brooke notes water leakage through one of columns on
north side of memorial

New time switch installed for lighting system. '
Frederick H. Brooke notes water entering through interior cornice.®

50" anniversary celebration of John Philip Sousa’s “The Washington
Post March™ celebrated at the memorial.?

Care of the memorial transferred to National Capltal Parks division of
the National Park Service.®

Improvements and repairs to memorial include: replacement of lead
gutter with nickel-plated copper gutter; repointing of exterior of dome

and entablature with “lead wool and caulking compound.”*

The District of Columbia World War Memeorial and May Day
Corporation created.*

Janet T. Noyes dies.”’

Frank Noyes dies.*®

Memotial cleaned and mortar joints repointed.

Memerial cleaned.*

Care of memorial placed under National Capital Parks-Central.®
Report by National Capital Parks—Central staff architcet William A.
Dennin notes drainage problems and recommends repairs. Vandals have
defaced building with graffiti.*

Hatch door to basement space stolen.®

D. Robinson of NPS prepares drawings of elevation and cornice for

-Tepairs to drainage system; repairing and replacing walkways; replacing

lighting system.” (These repairs were not carried out.) >
Stone walks in poor condition.®
Memeorial in poor condition,*

Water leaking from dome. Areas of the floor blackened and had
“orangish coloring.”’
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April 1984 Inspection report by Tony Donald of the National Park Service Denver
Service Center notes ceiling stains and stalactites caused by leaks.

September 1984 Inspection report notes “reddish and brown stained spots on the dome
and bluish-green stains on the face of the memorial’s base,” as well as
“numerous dark stains on the floor around the column bases.”
Stalactites forming from the soffits arcund the column capitals.
Vegetation growing from dome joints. Marble floor is deterioration,
flaking, and spalling. >

Waterproofing tar paper peeling off the convex surface of the lower
dome; lime leaching from mortar around the base of the upper dome;
face of cornice’s brick backing spalling inside dome; roof joints
deteriorating; flashing caulking deteriorating; joints in base and ledge of
cornice deteriorated; seams in gutter cracked.®

July 1998 Site deemed unsafe for visitors.®

July 1998 © National Capital Parks-Central recommends that stone walkways be
removed and the subbase reconstructed.®

June 2002 Investigation report notes significant spalling, clogged drains, loose
caulk, cracked flashing, and vegetation pushing through mortarless
Joints. Drains cleared, and remedial repairs begun, including limited
pointing and powerwashing.

March 2003 Pittsburgh Permaflector light fixtures removed from the memorial, and
eight fluorescent lights installed in the interior cornice.®

2004-2005 Historic American Buildings Survey (DC-857) history and drawings
completed.
Summer 2004 Roofing slates repointed by NPS crew (Binh Nguyen and Ray Wooden),

using 5:1:1 mortar mixture.

2005 John G. Waite Associates, Architects of Albany, New York prepares
Historic Structure Report.

TIMELINE NOTES
1. “Asks for Suggestion for War’s Memorial,” Evening Star, December 26, 1918.

2. Frederick H. Brooke, “The District of Columbia War Memorial,” RG 79, Records of the
National Park Service, National Capital Region Subject Files, 19241931, Box 33, File
1430/D.C. Memorial, May 27, 1927 to August 31, 1939, NA-CP.

3. Joint Resolution providing for the appointment of a commission for the purpose of erecting in
Potomac Park in the District of Columbia a memorial to those members of the armed forces
of the United States from the District of Columbia who served in the Great War. H.J. Res.
331, 66th Cong. 2nd sess. (April 8, 1920), RG 79, Records of the National Park Service,
National Capital Region Subject Files, 1924-1931, Box 35, File 1430/D.C. Memorial, May
27, 1927 to August 31, 1939, NA-CP.
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Fine Arts, Washington, D.C.
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“Memorial Tree Planted,” Fvening Star, October 23, 1931.
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February 6, 1932. RG 79, Records of the National Park Service, National Capital Region
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Figure 1. Plot Plan, October 17, 1919, by Frederick H. Brooke. [Commission of Fine Arts,
Washington, D.C.]
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Figure 2. Rendering by Frederick H. Brooke, October 17, 1919. [Commission of Fine Arts,
Washington, D.C.]

D.C. WAR MEMORIAL



~ 2
™ \\ P
P S N, p
/ -~ \ \'\ i
: / : ¥ . ) \ G AMLET
i i L g eeronaso Perserr T gnrege-
i { k. Sl Banparart ] /J—J
' s gy EErTa R,
L X \< 3
:.. s | e e "
i -,
! e

Figure 3. Plan by Frederick H. Brooke of the proposed site, February 20, 1925. [RG 79, Records
of the National Park Service, National Capital Region Subject Files, 19241931, Box 35, File
1430/D.C. Memorial, May 27, 1927 to August 31, 1939, NA-CP].

Figure 4. “Proposed District of Columbia Memorial Perspective,” March 19235, by Frederick H.
Brooke, Nathan C. Wyeth, and Horace W. Peaslee. [Commission of Fine Arts, Washington, D.C.]
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Figure 5. "'Proposed District of Columbia Memorial, Elevation at 1/2 Inch Scale, ” May 1925, by
Frederick H. Brooke, Nathan C. Wyeth, and Horace W. Peaslee. [Commission of Fine Arts,
Washington, D.C.]
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Figure 7. Plaster model of proposed Memorial, displayed at the Woodward & Lothrop department
store in late February, 1926. [Commission of Fine Arts, Washington, D.C. /
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Figure 8. Revised model by Frederick H. Brooke,
Washington, D.C.]
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February 1931

. [Commission of Fine Arts,
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Figure 16. “Keystone of D.C. Memorial Temple Laid,” [Evening Star, September 30, 1931.]
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Figure 17. The memorial soon after completion. [Commission of Fine Arts, Washington, D.C.]
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Figure 8. "Band Season, " Washington Herald staff photograph, June 4, 1932,
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Figure 19. The Memorial circa 1939. Note the movable benches. [James B. Williams and Ian
Forbes, Fees and Charges for Public Recreation, A Study of Policies and Practices (Washington,
DC: GPO, 1939)]
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Figure 20. Janet Noyes was honored at this annual observance at the Memorial in ]943. [Evening
Star, May 3, 1943]

D.C. WAR MEMORIAL




Lincoln Memorial and A%Iingion Bri‘dge from top of Washington Méilument, Washington, D.C. 101

Sy e e =

Figure 21. Postcard of “Lincoln Memorial and Arlington Bridge from top of Washington
Monument, Washington, D.C," circa 1946. The Memorial can be seen at the left side of the
postcard. [JGWA]
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Figure 25. The Memorial in April 1996, photograph by S. Kohler. [Commission of Fine Arts,
Washington, D.C.]

Figure 26. The Memorial, circa 1990s.
[Commission of Fine Arts, Washington,

D.C.]
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PART 1

PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION
THE MEMOQORIAL

John G. Waite Associates, Architects and consultants, Robert Silman Associates,
Structural Engineers; The Elmore Collaborative, Landscape Architects; and Masonry
Stabilization Services Corporation, stone conservators surveyed the DC War Memorial,
located in West Potomac Park, to the southeast of the Lincoln Memorial, over the course
of four investigative field trips spanning from March 2005 to July 2005. After nearly
seventy-five years of service, the memorial has survived remarkably well; this is largely
attributable to the high quality of the structure’s original design and construction.

The Memorial is built of Danby, Vermont marble, with a concrete foundation set on
concrete and wood piles. Twelve fluted Doric columns support the domed roof. The inner
dome and outer dome are constructed of Guastavino tiles, and clad in marble.

Years of deferred maintenance have taken a toll on the memorial. Open mortar joints and
failed sheet metal flashings have allowed water to infiltrate the masonry construction of
the dome. The movement of water through the brick, terra cotta tile, and marble
construction has resulted in the deposition of calcium carbonate at joints in the stonework
and at fissures, or natural flaws, in the marble. Freeze-thaw cycling of the saturated
masonry has caused the displacement of marble, and in some- instances it has induced
significant cracks in individual stones. Water escaping from failed internal downspouts,
located within four of the twelve marble columns, has caused staining and lime run on
the columns, and is supporting the growth of algae at the base of the columns. Infrequent
maintenance has allowed the exposed marble surfaces to become dirty and stained from
atmospheric pollutants and biological growth.

General problems include:

- Marble surfaces suffer from atmospheric and biological growth staining on
exterior and interior surfaces, despite recent maintenance cleaning. There is a
buildup of surface soiling / contaminants on the marble of the west elevation,
where pressure washing has not been undertaken by the National Park Service.

- Many stones above the cornice level exhibit a bright yellow-orange streaked
staining pattern on both horizontal and vertical surfaces. This phenomena
appears to be occurring beneath the surface of the stone.

- Joints are open throughout the memorial, particularly on the upper dome and
cornice elements, despite recent maintenance and re-pointing efforts. There are
moss and plants growing in the open mortar joints, and there is algae growing on
the marble on the west elevation of the memorial.
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- Insect infestation, including wasp nests and spider webs, occurs at the underside
surfaces of the column capitals, lintels, and coftered ceiling.

Based on the “Classtfied Structures User’s Guide Condition Definitions,” the Memorial
is in fair condition. This is an improvement from the LCS assessment in 1998; since that
time, debris has been removed and the masonry has been cleaned and repointed.

The existing numbering system for the columns was used in this report to facilitate the
description and to locate conditions. :

FOUNDATIONS

According to Frederick Brooke’s description of the construction, the Memorial is built on
a “composite type of pile, 47 feet long, having lower sections of wood averaging 10-1/2
inches in diameter and the upper sections (15 feet in length) of concrete. Of these piles
four support each of the twelve columns and one the small electrical chamber. On the
piles rests a twelve-sided ring, 5 feet wide braced by concrete cross beams.”

BASE

The plinth of the Memorial is composed of a 21'-9" diameter circular platform that rises
2’6" from a stepped base. The marble tiles that form the bandstand floor sit above two 6"
deep layers of concrete.

Curved steps on the north and south sides of the Memorial (between columns 2 and 3 and
8 and 9) ascend to the platform. Each flight has eight risers, approximately 6" high.

The comerstone is located in the cheek wall to the east of the north steps. The inscription
on the cornerstone reads:

THIS MEMORIAL WAS ERECTED THROUGH THE VOLUNTARY
SUBSCRIPTIONS OF THE PEOPLE OF WASHINGTON - IT WAS
DEDICATED ON ARMISTICE DAY NINETEEN HUNDRED AND
THIRTY-ONE BY HERBERT HOOVER PRESIDENT OF

THE UNITED STATES « WITHIN THIS CORNER-STONE ARE
RECORDED THE NAMES OF THE TWENTY-SIX THOUSAND
WASHINGTONIANS WHO WHEN THE UNITED STATES ENTERED
THE WORLD WAR ANSWERED THE CALL TO ARMS AND SERVED
IN THE ARMY NAVY MARINE CORPS AND COAST GUARD.

According to Brooke, a carved niche on the inner face of the cornerstone holds a 1'-0" x
1'-8" copper box. In the box is a list of the 26,048 residents of the District of Columbia

who served in the war, a set of the building plans, a copy of the Evening Star, and coins
and paper currency with the latest dates.

On the cheek wall to the west of the south steps an inscription reads:

FREDERICK H. BROOKE
ARCHITECT
HORACE W. PEASLEE
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NATHAN C. WYETH
ASSOCIATE ARCHITECTS

The base of the Memorial is inscribed with the names of the District residents who died
in service during World War I (see Appendix F for a list of the names). The names begm
to the west of the north steps with a dedicatory inscription:

THE NAMES OF THE MEN AND WOMEN FROM THE
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA WHO GAVE THEIR LIVES

IN THE WORLD WAR ARE HERE INSCRIBED AS A
PERPETUAL RECORD OF THEIR PATRIOTIC SERVICE

TO THEIR COUNTRY = THOSE WHO FELL AND THOSE
WHO SURVIVED HAVE GIVEN TO THIS AND TO FUTURE
GENERATIONS AN EXAMPLE OF HIGH IDEALISM
COURAGEQUS SACRIFICE AND GALLANT ACHIEVEMENT

Columns of names encircle the memorial in a counter-clockwise manner and are are
interspersed with bas-relief stone medallions. The three on the west side (from north to
south) are the Crest Seal of the United States, the seal of the District of Columbia, and
the seal of the United States Navy. On the east side (from south to north) are the seal of
the United States Marine Corps; the seal of The Great War for Civilization; and the seal
. of the United States Coast Guard.

Problems

- Several stones on the west side of the memorial have shifted slightly out of
plane.

- The carved stone panel between columns 6 and 7 is cracked above the projecting
ornament.

- Many stones with engraved names are fissured.

- The joint between the base of the memeorial and the flagstone paving is open, and
the mortar is deteriorated.

- To the southeast and northwest, there are rough horizontal tooling marks visible
on the marble base of the memorial, just above grade level. The flagstone paving
in these areas may have settled over time, exposing tooling marks that were never
meant to be seen.

COLUMNS

Twelve Doric columns support the entablature. Each 21'-11 3/4" high column has twenty
flutes, and measures 3'-9 9/16" in diameter at the platform, tapering up to 3'-1 1/2" at the
annulet below the capital. Each column capital is made up of a simple circular echinus
supporting a square abacus.

Each column shaft is assembled from four drums. Columns 1, 4, 7, and 10 contain
drainspouts, which are cast-iron (according to the original specifications).
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Problems

Small marble spalls are visible just beneath the base of most column capitals, at
the top of the fluted shafts.

Heavy calcium carbonate deposits have formed at most column capitals, directly
beneath open mortar joints.

At columns 1, 4, 7, 10 a dark rust-colored staining is present at the lowermost
hortzontal mortar joints of the marble column shafts, and on the fluted shafts
beneath these joints. The internal downspouts within these columns appear to be
leaking. Following a recent period of rainfall, water was observed to be leaking
from the mortar joints between the drums of these four columns, and puddling at
the base of the columns. This appears to be a chronic problem because the
constant presence of water on the marble paving at the base of these columns is
supporting the growth of algae.

Generally, at the inclusions and imperfections in the marble drums of these
columns, stains and lime run streak downward. Staining and lime run (calcium
carbonate) are also visible streaking down from the horizontal joints between the
drums.

Vertical fissures or imperfections in the marble appear to act as weep holes for
moisture. There is significant calcium carbonate deposition associated with these
fissures.

Most column capitals are heavily encrusted with calcium carbonate.

The dark staining visible on the column shafts may be related to the dry _
deposition of air-borne sulfur contaminants. The resulting black staining signals
the conversion or transformation of marble to gypsum.

Many of the column base stones are cracked, chipped, or spalled; and have been
inappropriately repaired with a cementitious material.

Significant areas of mineral deposition and encrustation occur at the joints
between the column capitals and the lintels spanning between columns 10, 11,
and 12,

During a recent rainfall, it was observed that column 12 was generally saturated
with water. This column may have an abandoned electrical conduit riser that is
acting as a conductor for water. :

ENTABLATURE

The 6-0" high entablature inctudes a plain architrave t0pped by a regula (a projecting
fillet). In a classic Doric entablature, the freize above the regula would normally be
ornamented with triglyphs. Instead, the plain freize is inscribed with:

AMEMORIAL TO THE ARMED FORCES FROM THE DISTRICT OF
COLUMBIA WHO SERVED THEIR COUNTRY IN THE WORLD
WAR
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Punctuating the beginning and end of the inscription at the north side of the Memorial is
an carved eagle holding arrows and an olive branch in his talons (a modified version of
the eagle in the Great Seal).

Below the regula are twenty-four sets of guttae (each set with six small drops) that would
traditionally be placed beneath the triglyphs. A denticulated bed molding visually
supports the comice, which includes (from bottom to top) a fillet, fascia, fillet, and an
ovolo.

Problems

- Copper staming is visible on the marble cornice at the perimeter of the memorial
and within the vertical joints of the cornice. Gypsum deposits are present
beneath the comice stones.

- Most vertical and horizontal mortar joints within the projecting cornice are open
or deteriorated; the problem is pronounced on the south elevation of the
memorial.

- Several projecting comice stones on the northwest and southwest sides of the
memorial exhibit severe vertical through-cracking that continues to the underside
of each stone. Hairline cracks and surface spalls are present on the top horizontal
surfaces of these stones.

- The projecting cornice stone aligned with column 10 has a major through-crack,
and is vertically displaced by approximately 1/4". .

- Small stone spalls and chipped edges are visible at the mortar joints on the
underside of the comice stones.

- Five (5) marble lintels between columns on the north and east sides of the
memorial exhibit severe cracking on their undersides; and there are several
cracks within the lintels spanning between columns 2, 3, and 4, where leaking
water has left mineral depaosits.

DOME

The Gaustavino tile dome, rising above a 3'-4 1/4" high ledge, is covered with fourteen
courses of marble tiles and a circular marble cap; the marble tiles are approximately
6-1/2" thick.

The tiles were recently repointed by a National Park Service crew using a 5:1:1 mortar
mixture. This work was partially completed during the summer of 2004. It was reported
that plants were growing in the open mortar joints of the roof, and that a mgmﬁcant
build-up of decomposing leaves had filled the external gutter.

. The 1931 drawings show the ledge to be solid marble in two sections, extending back to
the Guastavino tile. As built, the ledge is made up of two courses of marble facings; a
lead cap at the inside edge of the ledge covers the interior brick.

In the bottom course of the dome, four 4" high x 7-1/2" wide vents with lead scuppers are
fitted with stainless steel wire screens.
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A shallow 8" wide gutter is cut into the base of the dome ledge, at the top of the
entablature. The 1931 lead lining gutter has been replaced by 3'-0" lengths of lead-coated
copper, soldered together. Four lead drain outlets are located in the gutter above columns
1,4, 7 and 10. At each outlet, an outlet pipe extends down to a “Y” juncture at the head
of a vertical downspout within the column. According to the original drawings and
specifications, the downspouts within the columns are cast-iron. These downspouts
extend to catch basins to the northeast, northwest, southeast, and southwest of the
Memorial. The basins were originally covered with gratings; the gratings at the northeast
and northwest basins have been removed. The northeast grate has been converted to a
manhole. A search for the northwest grate, as part of the investigation for this report,
found a structure with a concrete cap in that location; it appears that the northwest grate
may have been replaced with a capped concrete distribution box.

The horizontal lead flashing at the base of the marble roofing on the dome is the original
lead flashing from the 1931 construction period. The lead flashing extends out from
under the lowest course of marblé roofing and terminates in a curving, segmental reglet
cut in the sloping surface of the stonework capping the drum of the dome. The lead
flashing was originally wedged in the reglet with lead wool; much of the wool has been
replaced with elastomeric sealant.

Problems

- Approximately twenty-five percent (25%) of the mortar joints on the dome are
open or deteriorated. Generally, these are concentrated on the north and east
sides of the memorial.

- Two areas of marble stones on the dome have shifted out of plane. These
displacements have occurred on the east and northwest sides of the memorial,
and related mortar joints have failed. Some selective repointing has occurred in
these areas, but cracks have reappeared in the mortar joints. These areas of stone
displacement appear to be located several courses above the presumed location
of the brass rings which encircle the lower half of the dome’s Guastavino tile
construction (according to the original construction documents).

- The woven-wire stainless steel vent grilles at the base of the outer dome are
loosely fitted in the openings.

- The lead-coated copper of the replacement gutter is beyond its service life span;
the lead is eroded, exposing the thin layer of tin between the lead and copper.
Many of the joints in the lead-coated copper have been compromised; they have
been torn and pulled apart by thermal expansion and contraction of the metal.
The solder joints are cracked. The counter flashing at the back of the gutter is
generally loose in the horizontal mortar joint of the marble. Moss and algae are
growing in the mortar joint; and sealant, which is over-applied onto the flashing
and surroundimg stone and mortar, has failed.

- The pitch of the gutter is insufficient for proper drainage to the four downspout
outlets. Cross seams in the copper gutter are pronounced, preventing proper
drainage.
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- The gutter is filled with debris, preventing proper drainage.

- The lead flashing at the base of the marble roofing is torn at the intersecting
joints in the marble capstaones resting on the drum of the dome. While the torn
flashing is a significant concern for water infiltration, so is the original detail that
establishes the intersection of the reglet and stone joints. :

- Most lead wool used for wedgiﬁg metal flashings into reglets has been removed
and replaced with elastomeric sealant. The application of the sealant has not
been done in a workmanlike manner,

- The catch basin to the southwest of the memorial was covered with soil,
preventing site drainage. The drainage structures to the northeast and northwest
of the memorial no longer have gratings; they appear to have been converted to a
manhole and a capped concrete distribution box, respectively.

FLOOR

The bandstand platform floor is paved with white and dark grey marble. At the center of
the floor, a 3'-3" diameter diamond-plate steel access grate covers the hexagonal opening
to the electrical vault below the platform floor. According to Brooke, the original cover
(stolen in 1970) was oniginally a hinged aluminum “circular panel with eagle and stars in
low relief.” The grate is secured using a cam lock.

Grey marble pavers are arranged 1n a twelve-pointed star around the opening, set within a
dark grey border. Radiating lines of the grey marble extend out to an outer grey border.

Problems
- The diamond-plate steel access cover does not match the onginal.

- Areas of the bandstand’s marble flooring are cracked and chipped, and some
areas have been inappropriately repaired. '

- There are open mortar joints in the marble flooring of the bandstand.

- Dark staining 1s present on the marble floor surfaces surrounding the column
" bases, and areas of encrustation and erosion/pitting are pronounced in these
locations.

- Several floor paving stones at the periphery of the bandstand have settled.

INTERIOR ENTABLATURE

The 2'-4 1/2" high interior entablature begins with a two-fascia architrave. The upper
fascia curves out to an ovolo bed molding. The projecting cornice is composed of a plain
fascia, a cavetto molding, and a cyma recta molding.

Electrical conduit behind the cornice extends to fluorescent lighting fixtures. The existing
fixtures replaced the original lighting system.
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Pro blems

- A major vertical crack extends through the interior cornice stone aligned with
~ Column No. 4. :

- There is a significant amount of bird excreta at the ledge of the projecting
interior cornice. :

- Unsightly patch repairs have been made to the interior architrave, above the
capitals of Columns No. 1, No. 4, No. 7, and No. 10. These repairs were made at
stone spalls and joint failures occurring between the lintel stones.

- Most vertical joints between the interior cornice stones are open, or have
deteriorated mortar.

- The modemn fluorescent fixtures do not replicate the quality of the historic
incandescent lighting. The new fixtures are visible from the bandstand below,
and from the street and surrounding landscape.

CEILING

The domed ceiling is faced with marble. In the center of the ceiling is a marble panel that
opens to allow access into the attic. The opening is framed by a simple frieze bordered by
raised fillets and ornamented with raised circles. Beyond the friezé, two bands of Greek
key moldings frame a plain freize; below the outer band, four tiers of recessed panels
extend down to the interior comice.

INTERIOR OF DOME

The construction of the inner and outer domes has not changed since Brooke described
the Memorial:

“The dome construction is one of an inner and outer shell of Guastavino
laminated construction. The marble ceiling was erected on wood centers
with 6” cramps (1650) built into the masonry. The lower Guastaving
shell was built around these projecting cramps. In reverse fashion the
outer Guastavino shell held dowels which anchor the outer marble dome.
Between the inner and outer shell is a space 7' 6" high at the center, A
counter-weighted center marble disc gives access to this space.”

The exposed Guastavino tiles of the outer dome are 6" high x 1'-3" wide. The brick
masonry that backs up the ledge and entablature is laid in a stretcher bond separated by a
single row of solders. Parging covers the inner dome masonry.

A bituminous waterproof coating has been applied to the upper courses of the brick
masonry. A waterproof through-wall flashing of bitumen and roofing felt was installed
immediately above the steel-angle tension ring retaining the base of the upper tile dome.

The 2'-8" diameter marble roundel at the center of the inner dome sits on a marble ledge.
This panel can be removed by means of a system of pulleys and a counterweight in order
to access the space between the two domes. A steel ring encircles the panel; clip angles

welded to the stee] extend up to a ring that is suspended on a 3/4" steel cable. The pulley
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mechanism is marked: “ERECTED BY F.G. _DLEX, F. H{?) BENDEQ[?], 1931” and
“SELF LUBRICATING”

The junction of the inner and outer domes forms a shallow trough. In the trough are four
2" diameter lead condensate drain outlets (correlating with columns 1, 4, 7, and 10).
These outlets are set in lead pans, each approximately 9-1/2" wide x 1'-6" long. Copper
bird’s-nest strainers have been mserted in the outlets.

The outlet pipes extend approximately 3'-2" from the lead pans to a “Y” juncture with the
external downspout outlet, above the columns’ vertical downspouts.

Prob!c_’ms

- Asignificant amount of efflorescence and calcium carbonate deposition are
visible on the interior face of the brick masonry drum supporting the upper dome.
Generally, the bituminous waterproof coating applied to this masonry has failed,
and the brick is moderately spalled.

- The brick construction of the drum has shifted where the waterproof through-
wall flashing was installed.

- The original condensate drainage outlets above columnns 1, 4, 7, and 10 have
been abandoned. The bird’s-nest strainers have been clogged with sand and
covered with bitumen and roofing felt.

- There is surface rust on the support structure of the hoist mechanism used to
raise the marble attic access panel in the ceiling above the bandstand.

- The counterweight system for the marble attic access panel requires adjustment;
there 1s insufficient foree to lift the stone panel.

- Asignificant amount of debris has collected inside the four air-vent openings at
the base of the upper dome.

- Accumulations of leaves and debris were found in the valley between the inner
dome and the drum of the outer dome.

VAULT

This small room was originally designed to be much larger, with a small winding stair. It
was to hold mechanical equipment as well as folding chairs for concerts. In the final
construction, the space was built as an electrical vault.

The vault is 5'-0 1/2" high. One wythe of 2-1/4" high x 8" wide x 4-1/4" deep brick, laid
in a stretcher bond, forms the walls; the ceiling is the 1'-0" deep concrete platform on
which the marble floor is laid. The floor is finished with 4" x 9" brick pavers. Beyond the
brick walls is the concrete foundation and {ill.

The hexagonal opening to the Memorial floor is positioned at the north end of the vault.
Two iron rungs are embedded in the north brick wall to aid in descending down to the
vault.
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At the north end of the west wall, a 1'-0" wide, two-course-high section of brick has been
removed. A 1'-3" wide x 1'-6" high opening in the north wall provides access to a crawl
space within the north portion of the concrete foundation.

Equipment in the north end of the vault include a wood panel on the east wall holding
switches, a fuse box, a “Westinghouse™ meter, the main switch, and a “Tork” timer. A
weatherproof box is mounted to the west wall. The space is lit by an incandescent utility
ceiling fixture. An old receptacle box is mounted to the southeast face of the hexagonal
ceiling opening. » '

The south end of the vault is separated from the north end by an iron gate. The gate is
hung on the iron frame with a pair of 4" hinges, and is secured with a padlock. The iron
frame is supported by two courses of brick at the base; in the gate opening, the base is
one course high.

The equipment in the south end of the vault includes the transformer near the east wall
and; a General Electric Pneumatic switch on the south wall. A cable extending through
the south wall and along the west wall is supported with iron brackets. Rigid conduit

extends through the west wall, and sleeve in the west wall holds old conduits (now cut

off).

Problems

- The open electrical junction box and panel box on the east wall, and a panel box
with exposed conductors on the west wall, are significant electrical shock
hazards.

- The hole in the north wall of the vault, opening to the irregular excavated cavity
beneath the bandstand floor, is unsupported.

CONTRIBUTING FEATURES

The Memorial is, in its entirety, a contributing feature to the site. The existing lighting
system, the replacement floor access cover, and the replacement exterior gutter are not
contributing.
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PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION PHOTOGRAPHS

The Memorial from the southeast. [JGWA, 2005
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PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION PHOTOGRAPHS

The Memorial from the northeast. [JGWA, 2005]
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PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION PHOTOGRAPHS - BASE

Fissures, cracks, and natural imperfections in the carved marble panels at the base of the
. Memorial. [NPS, 2004]
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PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION PHOTOGRAPHS - ENTABLATURE

Detail of the cornice. Several of the cornice stones are cracked. [JGWA, 2005]
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PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION PHOTOGRAPHS - DOME

WAR MEMORIAL

Views of the dome from the
south, looking northeast (upper
photo) and northwest (lower
photo). Note the shallow gutter
construction in the protruding
cornice. [JGWA, 2005]



PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION PHOTOGRAPHS - DOME

Detail of a displaced marble roofing
tile. Water infiltration and freeze-
thaw cycling may be contributing to
the displacement of the marble.
[JGWA, 2005]
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PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION PHOTOGRAPHS - DOME

The original lead flashing on the
marble capstones of the drum has
been torn by the displacement of the
stones. The movement of the stones
appears to be the result of water
infiltration at the open joints in the
masonry and subsequent freeze-
thaw cracking. [JGWA, 2005]

The original lead flashing on the capstones of the drum was wedged into a reglet cut in the stone.
Lead wool was used to retain the flashing in the reglet; the reglet has subsequently been filled with
sealant in a misguided attempt to repair the flashing. [JGWA, 2005]
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PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION PHOTOGRAPHS - DOME

The bright orange and yellow discoloration visible on the outer marble dome appears to be a
biological growth below the surface of the marble. [JGWA, 2005]
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PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION PHOTOGRAPHS - DOME

The shallow gutter in the projecting cornice is lined with lead-coated copper (which replaced the
original lead flashing). The metal has oxidized and eroded, exposing the intermediate layer of tin.
Insufficient pitch, pronounced cross seams, and pieces of deteriorated mortar prevent proper

drainage. [JGWA, 2005]
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PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION PHOTOGRAPHS - DOME

The downspout outlets from the cornice gutter form a “Y” juncture with the condensate drainage
outlets in the attic, draining into internal downspouts routed through four of the columns. [JGWA,
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PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION PHOTOGRAPHS - COLUMNS

Most of the column capitals are
heavily encrusted with calcium
carbonate resulting from the
percolation of water through the
masonry construction. The staining
on the capitals and columns is
partially attributable to the dry
deposition of sulfur contaminents
and the formation of gypsum.
[JGWA, 2005]
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PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION PHOTOGRAPHS - COLUMNS

The vertical staining on column |
(lower photograh) and on column 4
(upper photograph) is indicative of
the staining that has occurred on the
Jour columns with failed internal
downspouts. The stains originate at
fissures and imperfections in the
marble where the storm water
drainage has escaped. [JGWA,
2005)
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PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION PHOTOGRAPHS - INTERIOR DOME

. The ceiling of the Memorial. The counterweighted attic access panel is located in the oculus of the
lower dome. [JGWA, 2005]
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PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION PHOTOGRAPHS - INTERIOR DOME

Interior entablature of the Memorial. [JGWA, 2005]

Modern fluorescent lighting has replaced the original incandescent cove lighting at the base of the
lower dome. The quality of the fluorescent lighting detracts from the historic character of the .

Memorial. [JGWA, 2005]
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PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION PHOTOGRAPHS - FLOOR

The floor of the Memorial. The original decorative access cover to the vault at the center of the
marble floor was stolen in 1970, and has been replaced by a steel cover. [JGWA, 2005]

Floor opening providing access to the electrical vault below the Memorial. [JGWA, 2005]
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PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION PHOTOGRAPHS - FLOOR

Between the bases of the columns, the marble floor is darkly stained. Areas of encrustation are
pronounced in these locations. [JGWA, 2005]
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PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION PHOTOGRAPHS - ATTIC

Attic space between the domes.
[JGWA, 2005]

The tile construction of the upper dome bears on the brick drum below. [JGWA, 2005]
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PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION PHOTOGRAPHS - ATTIC

The counterweighted marble access
panel is suspended from the
Guastavino tile construction of the
upper dome. [JGWA, 2005]

114 D.C. WAR MEMORIAL



PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION PHOTOGRAPHS - ATTIC

A significant buildup of debris has occurred in the attic space adjacent to
an air vent at the base of the upper dome. The waterproof coating on the
drum of the dome appears to have delaminated as the result of water
infiltration and freeze-thaw cycling. Efflorescence is visible on the brick
drum. [JGWA, 2005]
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PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION PHOTOGRAPHS - ELECTRICAL VAULT

The electrical vault beneath the Memorial, looking south into the
transformer room. [JGWA, 2005]
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PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION PHOTOGRAPHS - ELECTRICAL VAULT

The crawl space to the north of the electrical beneath the Memorial, looking east. It appears that
this area was excavated some time after the original construction of the Memorial. [JGWA, 2005]
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PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION PHOTOGRAPHS - ELECTRICAL VAULT

An open electrical junction box and
a panel box with exposed
conductors are located in the
electrical vault beneath the
Memorial. These are significant
electrical shock hazards. [JGWA,
2005]
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PART 1

PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION
PROBES AND WATER TESTS

John G. Waite Associates and the National Park Service undertook probes and water tests
in June and July of 2005.

PROBES

Two probes were undertaken in the attic space between the domes on June 22, 2005. The
weather was rainy and overcast. The temperature was approximately 75 degrees F.

A JLG lift was used to access the attic space. The circular stone access panel at the
center of the inner dome was hoisted above the oculus of the dome using an internal
counter-weighted cable and pulley system. Temporary lighting and power were provided
by a portable generator.

Probe A

The March 18, 1931 section of the dome (see Figure 13) shows four “7/8" ¢ Bronze
Rings” in the marble tile construction of the outer dome, as well as two metal angle
tensions rings: one at the base of the inner dome, and the other at the base of the outer
dome. The brick used in the construction of the drum of the outer dome appeared to be
displaced by the upper of these two angles that were used to restrain the outward thrust of
the dome. There was concern that the angle may have rusted, and oxide jacking had
caused movement in the masonry construction. It was postulated that this movement was
contributing to the displacement and cracks visible in the marble on the exterior of the
structure.

Binh Nguyen and Ray Wooden of the National Park Service executed a building probe
within the attic space, between columns 10 and 11, removing brick and mortar with a
hammer drill, cold chisels, and an electric grinder in an area approximately 1'-0" high and
1'-6" wide. The probe was approximately 3'-0" above the condensate drainage valley.

The brick was removed above and below the horizontal leg of the 6"x6"x1/2" steel angle.
The terra cotta tile of the outer dome was found to be bearing on the angle, with the
vertical leg of the angle restraining the tile. The displaced brickwork was the result of
the brick at the upper extent of the drum sliding on a through-wall bitumen-and-felt
waterproof flashing that appears to have been installed during the original construction of
the memorial. The flashing or membrane appears to have been applied along the vertical
surface of the brick drum, within the attic space, and turned into the wall approximately
3'-0" above the condensate drainage valley between the lower dome and the drum of the
upper dome. The flashing was laid over the horizontal leg of the steel-angle tension ring,
and presumably extended upward at the vertical leg of the steel angle, between the terra
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cotta tile of the upper dome and the steel angle. It is not known how the flashing or
membrane meets the waterproofing on the upper tile dome construction.

Within the attic space the terra cotta tile of the upper dome appeared to be in excellent
condition, with no staining, nor indications of failure. Therefore, it was assumed that the
waterproofing membrane above the terra cotta dome must be in good condition. It was
known that the mortar in the joints of the marble roofing tiles or slates was deteriorated
or missing for an extended period of time. It appears that water infiltrated the open joints
in the marble dome construction and was shed by the waterproof membrane above the
tile dome. The water appears to have drained to the base of the outer dome, where it
saturated the masonry construction of the drum; the moisture in the drum construction
then appears to have undergone freeze-thaw cycling, causing brick spalling and the
delamination of the waterproof membrane from the inner wall of the drum. A significant
amount of efflorescence has occurred on the surface of the drum brickwork as the
moisture in the drum construction has evaporated.

If the through-wall flashing simply continued up the outer surface of the upper tile dome,
we would expect the steel-angle tension ring to be seriously corroded as water was shed
off the base of the tile dome. This was not the case. The steel was found to be in very
good condition, with only a minor degree of surface rust. The membrane on the outer
surface of the upper tile dome may have continued out to the lead flashing at the base of
the marble dome tiles. In this way the integrity of the steel angle may have been
preserved. The 3"+ void between the vertical leg of the steel angle and the back face of
the marble cap stone of the outer drum may have contributed to the survival of the angle
(see drawings).
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Probe A investigated the condition of the steel angle tension ring at the base of the upper dome.
Binh Nguyen and Ray Wooden of the National Park Service removed brick and mortar from the
drum construction supporting the dome. The probe was located between columns 10 and 11.
[JGWA, 2005]
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Binh Nguyen of the National Park Service investigating the void between
the steel angle tension ring and the marble construction beyond. [JGWA,
2005]
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Probe B

The lead condensate drain outlet above column 10 was located and exposed. Roofing felt
coated with bitumen was removed from the area immediately above the drain outlet, and
sand was swept away. The outlet and deformed, copper bird’s nest strainer were blocked
with sand.

A lead flashing or pan, approximately 9-1/2" wide by 1'-6" long was exposed. There was
a 2" diameter outlet located at the center of the pan. The pan was located in the shallow
trough or valley at the intersection of the inner dome and the drum construction of the
outer dome. The drum construction consisted of brick as a backup material for the
marble entablature.

The outlet pipe extends approximately 3'-2" from the lead pan to a “Y” juncture with the
external downspout outlet at the head of the vertical downspout within the column shaft.
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WATER TESTS

Field observations on July 15, 2005, revealed that the downspouts in Columns 1, 4, 7,
and 10 have apparently failed. Original specifications indicate that these downspouts
were of cast-iron construction. Water was found leaking from the horizontal base joints
at each of these columns. This appears to be a chronic problem because the constant
presence of water on the marble paving at the base of these columns is supporting the
growth of algae.

The columns with downspouts have other evidence of internal water saturation.
Generally, at the inclusions and imperfections in the marble drums of the columns, stains
and lime run streak downward. Staining and lime run (calcium carbonate) are also
visible streaking down from the horizontal joints between the drums.

Column 12 is generally saturated with water. This column may have an abandoned
electrical conduit riser that is acting as a conductor for water.

On July 15, at 12:50 p.m., in hot, humid weather (overcast with sun, 80 degrees F), a
continuously flowing water hose was inserted in the downspout outlet above Column
No.10 (southwest quadrant). After removing six to twelve inches of soil and mulch from
the grate of the catch basin located approximately twenty yards to the southwest of the
memorial, water was observed to be flowing freely through the catch basin. Water came
into the catch basin on the diagonal, directly sighted from Column No.10. No moving
water was observed at the catch basin located to the southeast of the memorial.

A continuously flowing water hose was inserted in the downspout outlet above Column
No.7 (southeast quadrant). After removing the grate of the catch basin located
approximately twenty yards to the southeast of the memorial, water was observed to be
flowing freely through the catch basin. Water came into the catch basin on the diagonal,
directly sighted from Column No.7. No moving water was observed at the catch basin
located to the southwest of the memorial.

A continuously flowing water hose was inserted in the downspout outlet above Column
No.4 (northeast quadrant). Water was heard running in the manhole located
approximately twenty yards to the northeast of the memorial; and after a ten to fifieen
minute delay water was observed to be flowing freely at the catch basin located
approximately twenty yards to the southeast of the memorial. Water came into the catch
basin from the north, directly sighted from the manhole located to the northeast of the
memorial.

A continuously flowing water hose was inserted in the downspout outlet above Column
No.1 (northwest quadrant). A capped concrete distribution box was located six to twelve
inches below grade, approximately twenty yards to the northwest of the memorial. It was
not possible to determine if water was flowing into the distribution box (see drawing).

D.C. WAR MEMORIAL 129



— * = NON-VERIFIED
STORM DRAINAGE
= = = VERIFIED STORM
DRAINAGE
SITE PLAN
DRAIN OUTLETS } 8 %
o 5 10 20" 30
- LA

130 D.C. WAR MEMORIAL



Tony Donald of the National Park Service and Nancy Rankin of John G
Waite Associates, Architects look for a site drainage structure to the
northwest of the Memorial, as Binh Nguyen of the National Park Service
directs water through the internal downspout at column 1. A series of
water tests were conducted to determine how the Memorial s stormwater
drainage system operated. [JGWA, 2005]
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Water tests demonstrated that the
downspouts in columns 7 and 10
drained directly to these catch
basins located to the southeast and
southwest of the Memorial,
respectively. [JGWA, 2005]
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PART 1

CULTURAL LANDSCAPE ASSESSMENT

This section of the report documents and describes the appearance and condition of the
site and its landscape characteristics that comprise the cultural landscape surrounding the
D.C. War Memorial. On June 30 and July 1, 2005, Elmore Design Collaborative, Inc.,
Historical Landscape Architects, visited the site with John G. Waite Associates Architects
to assess and photographically document existing conditions. This site visit was
conducted prior to the identification and delivery of detailed site maps that extended
beyond the immediate limits east and west of the flagstone walkways represented on the
map prepared for the HABS report. As a result, identification and verification of specific
vegetation beyond the limits of this map was not possible. However, a detailed list of
existing vegetation within the project area was established.

SPATIAL ORGANIZATION

The D.C. War Memorial is located in the southwest quadrant of Washington, D.C. in
West Potomac Park, north of the Tidal Basin. The wooded site lies between
Independence Avenue to the south and the service drive along the Reflecting Pool to the
north. The horse stables for the United States Park Police (Horse Mounted Patrol
Division) separate the Memorial from the Korean War Veterans Memorial further to the
west. The site’s context has evolved since its inception with the development of
additional war memorials.

For purposes of this assessment, the site directly associated with the D.C. War Memorial,
or core landscape, measures approximately 5.3 acres (378 feet deep and 600 feet wide),
which 1s the area represented on the updated 1990 surveys.' In reality, the site extends
west to the police stables and east to the public restrooms. The project area is wooded
with trees ranging in size between 2" and 57" in diameter. Shrubs, herbaceous plants,
and vines add to the setting. The vegetation has grown, matured, and changed over time.
The site is organized around the Memorial with wooded areas to the cast and west. The
overall spatial organization has remained the same since inception.

Contributing features: The spacial organization of the memorial and the north and south
walks, with the wooded areas to the east and west, is a contributing feature.

CIRCULATION

The only means of designated access is by foot from the sidewalk along Independence
Avenue and from the service drive running south of the Reflecting Pool. The arrival
sequence has not changed since 1ts inception. No vehicular access or circulation is
provided. However, service and maintenance vehicles do approach the Memorial by
driving on the walks.
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Pedestrian Access

Flagstone walks provide the designated pedestrian access into the site. Dirt trails have
developed and provide access from the wooded areas to the east and west of the
Memorial; these trails are unacceptable and visualiy 1ntru51ve

Flagstone Walks

The flagstone walks are designed in a boulevard-type layout with two parallel walks
separated by a central panel of turf. This design prevents a direct, axial approach to the
Memorial. The walks are paved with cut, uniformly colored Pennsylvania flagstone laid
in a random pattern, except where some repairs have been made. Individual stones vary
in size from 5 4" x.5 14" to 33 14" x 47 2". Many stones are broken and colored concrete
has been used in several locations to replace missing stones. Many of the joints are filled
with concrete.

From the south, the exposed aggregate sidewalk along Independence Avenue intersects a
flagstone “terrace” that enables visitors to stand and view the Memorial while providing
sufficient room for others to pass. A continuous grass strip follows Independence Avenue
between the north curb and the sidewalk and terrace. This terrace measures 52'-7" wide
by 20'-10" and 21'-9" deep. The joints between the stones are even and filled with
concrete. Roots from a large elm tree at the northeast corner are causing the pavement to
shift and crack. From the terrace, visitors walk north along the flagstone walks, which
measure between 7'-8 2" wide and 7'-11" wide and 133' long. Weeds are infiltrating the
concrete-filled joints between the stones, causing the joints to expand and the walks to
deteriorate. Archival research indicates that the flagstones on the parallel walks are laid
over a gravel base.?

A broad walk encircles the Memorial and provides access between the approach walks, to
the marble stairs on the north and south sides, and around the Memorial. This walk
consist of two walks: an outer loop that measures 21' wide and the inner loop that is
approximately 8'-4" wide. The outer loop is paved with random rectangular stones set on
a gravel base, while the inner loop has an ornate design with diamond, rectangular, and
trapezoid shaped stones, all set on a concrete base. Previous repairs are evident because
the pattern of cut stone varies. In July 1937, a map was created that shows the inner walk
is concrete and the outer walk does not exist.> An August 1939 map graphically shows
the inner walk with its intricate pattern of cut flagstone and an outer loop to be paved
with 2" random flagstone and 2" wide joints filled with topsoil placed between the
stones.* The layout remains the same, but the joints are now filled with concrete.
Currently, a definite edge between the inner and outer loops of flagstone paving is seen.
Weed infiltration exists throughout the outer loop with gravel base. Few to no weeds
exist on the inner loop with its concrete base. Several areas of the older pavmg have
heaved and are uneven with the adjacent paving.

Transitional paving between the straight approach walks and the circular walk include
square corners adjacent to where the walks meet one another. The southwest and
northeast corners were widened 3' to accept pedestal mounted interpretive waysides.

The walks leading north toward the service drive and the Reflecting Pool are the same
design and style as their southern counterparts. These walks measure 8' wide and 134'
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long. Several previous repairs in this flagstone are noticeable because different sizes of
stones were used. Hereto, concrete was used to in-fill several missing pieces of stone.
The northern terminus of these walks is a narrow concrete pad that abuts the bituminous
asphalt paving of the service drive; while drawings indicate that the northern terminus
may have been designed in a similar manner to that of the southern terminus, there is
currently no information available that confirms if this feature was ever constructed.

Contributing features: The alignment and location of all of the flagstone walks and
southern terrace are contributing features. The material in the joints is non-contributing.

Wear Trails

Wear trails are unimproved pedestrian dirt paths that are created because the existing
walks do not provide the desired route. Deterioration occurs when these trails become
wider and more heavily used. The character and quality of the landscape diminishes as
wear trails develop, which is a problem at the D.C. War Memorial.

Several wear trails exist that provide access through the plantings to and from the east
and west and one major north/south trail west of the Memorial. The latter is a
combination trail used by both pedestrians and vehicles. Two trails from the west
approach the flagstone walks - one trail on the south approach walk and one on the north
walk. The combination trail begins at the crosswalk on Independence Avenue, directly
north of West Basin Drive, where a map and several directional signs help direct
pedestrians in this area. Another trail provides a sweeping link between the Memorial
and the restrooms to the northeast. All of the trails cut through the woods and detract
from the Memorial’s natural setting.

Contributing features: The wear trails are not contributing features.

TOPOGRAPHY

The topography around the Memorial 1s relatively level, with the area to the north being
slightly higher than the area to its south. Visual and graphic evidence indicates that the
Memorial sits at elevation 12.55 and is slightly higher than the surrounding terrain. The
elevation at the top of the curb along Independence Avenue varies between 10.02 and
10.28, and finished grades at the service drive to the north are approximately 12.5 feet in
elevation. The southern walks slope to the south and their panel of turf is crowned in the
middle and slopes east and west. The northern walk and panel of turf have a low area
about three-quarters of the way to the service drive. This depression is visible in both the
lawn and the eastern walk, which is raised slightly above grade to maintain accessibility.
The walk on either side of the depression has been rebuilt, with the eastern side on a
concrete base and the western side with smaller stones set in a similar, but not the same,
pattern. :

The topography in the woods east and west of the Memorial is generally level. Most
areas have positive overland flow but not all. These areas seem to permit water to pond
if sufficient rain falls.

Contributing features: The topography is a contributing feature.
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LAND USE PATTERNS

Existing land use patterns are consistent with the originally intended land use patterns,
with the exception that concerts are no longer performed here. The Memorial and
flagstone walks survive in tact, albeit in a deteriorated condition. This axis or corridor is
the main physical and visual link to the Memorial. The wooded grove with its tall trees
and high canopy to the east and west also survive and provide the desired shade that was
originally intended. Tall shrubs and small ornamental trees along the walks and roads
restrict views and limit pedestrian access between the woods and the Memorial.

 This site originally was intended as a memorial and outdoor concert facility for the
United States Marine Band. Plantings of shrubs have removed the seating area around
the Memorial, and it is no longer used as a bandstand.

Today, much larger and grandiose memorials located on The Mall dwarf the D.C. War
Memorial. This site has become a pass through space between Independence Avenue and
the service drive along the Reflecting Pool. Pedestrians walking along Independence
Avenue and the service drive may pause momentarily to inquire about the marble
monument, but they do not stay long. Other visitors walk along wear trails to expedite
their route between desired locations, such as to and from the public restrooms and West
Basin Drive. Nonetheless, the wooded areas to the east and west provide a shady respite
that is directly counter to the open and sunny axis created as part of the original design.

Contributing features: The existing land use patterns are contributing features. The
former use as a bandstand should be restored.

VIEWS AND VISTAS

On September 17, 1931, Architect Frederick H. Brooke wrote to William A. Delano and
said, “We all want to make a grove about the Memorial which shall be entirely informal
but since this is a public monument, we are convinced that it must be clearly seen from
the adjacent roadways and easily approached by perhaps sizable crowds.”™ In the early
planning stages, much discussion and numerous letters, some of which were politely
heated, discussed and argued for an appropriate setting for the Memorial. Some people
argued to construct the Memorial in a wooded setting, while others argued for an open
vista with woods on both sides. In the end, trees were removed between Independence
Avenue and the service road to create a formal axis and to open up views to and from the
Memorial along the 19th Street axis. It was decided that trees on both sides of the
approach walks would reinforce and frame the views and vistas and that the trees
adjacent to the Memorial would be intermittently planted with new trees to provide more
shade for concert audiences. Unimpeded and restrictive views and vistas exist. Open
north/south views are found along the axis between the Memorial and the roads to the
north and south. Restrictive views and vistas exist within the wooded areas to the east
and west because of tree trunks and the mature hollies and tall azaleas on either side of
the flagstone walks.

Contributing features: The open north/south views and vistas are contributing features.
The restricted views within the wooded areas are contributing, although the restrictions
exceed the designer’s original intent.
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VEGETATION

While the Memorial is the visually enticing feature on the site, the vegetation plays an
aesthetic and utilitarian role. Much discussion took place during the development of the
original landscape plan for maintaining or removing existing trees to provide north and
south views to and from the Memorial. In the end, trees were removed to accommodate
the walks and views to the north and south. Archival research suggests that the woods to
the east and west were to remain and to provide shade for audiences listening to open air
band concerts in the Memorial. The wooded area also provided partial views to and from
the Memorial. Today, the project area remains wooded except for the north/south axis
with the Memorial and the boulevard-type walks and panels of lawn. The trees to the
east and west provide shade and intermittent views to and from the Memorial.

During the site visit, a running list of existing plant material was created and includes
trees, shrubs, herbaceous, and vines. See Appendix E for the complete list of identified
plant material. Unfortunately, no map of the project area existed at the time of our visit
that specifically identified and verified all of the existing vegetation. However, the trees
and shrubs illustrated on the HABS drawing were verified and identified,

Hrstoric Trees

A 1937 survey map documented the existing vegetation in the area immediately around
the Memorial. Individual trees and their sizes were noted. This map was compared to
the HABS map and the “Existing Conditions Survey” that was updated in December
1990.¢ These maps show the existing trees and the 1990 map documents the names and
size of each tree. It appears that 38 trees in the area documented by all three maps
existed in 1937 and include Ailanthus, beech, elm, holly, oak, and Sweet Gum. See map
entitled “Vegetation Assessment — Historic Trees, [L-1]" for the location of each historic
tree.

“Contributing features: The historic trees are contributing features.

Trees

The existing deciduous and evergreen trees identified include Ailanthus, beech, birch,
dogwood, elm, holly, locust, maple, mulberry, oak, pine, Eastern Redbud, and Sweet
Gum. This list differs a bit from the trees documented on the earlier maps. See map
entitled **Vegetation Assessment — Existing Trees, [L-2]” for the location of each species
as they existed in 1990 and along the axis as it existed during our site visit. Common
problems were observed and include girdling roots, exposed roots, mechanical damage,
and vandalism. Several of the larger trees are cabled to prevent stormn damage and to
retain their shape and large limbs. Newly planted trees include the Flowering Dogwoods
along the walks to the Memoral, beech trees to the south of the stables, and several
species planted throughout the project area to maintain and fill in the woods. Tree
removal has been done, though for unknown reasons. A large diameter stump exists to
the west of the Memorial. For the most part, the woods are open and have little
underbrush.
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The layout and placement of the existing trees was assessed and no definitive pattern was
discovered. Rather, it appears that a random pattern and placement exists, which is
consistent with the designer’s original intentions. In 1931, all of the underbrush, which
consisted mostly of dogwoods, was to be removed; later, in 1939, the Public Works
Admininstration authorized planting dogwoods in the vicinity of the memorial.” A still
later planting of dogwoods in a formal alignment along the walks still exists; and azaleas
exist in several locations. This formal planting of dogwoods and use of azaleas differs
from the designer’s original intentions. '

Contributing features: The mature trees are contributing features. The recently planted
trees in random locations are non-contributing, but in keeping with the original intent.
The formal arrangement of dogwoods along the walks and the planting of azaleas is non-
contributing.

Existing Shrubs

The inventoried shrubs located along the flagstone walks, Independence Avenue and in
clusters beneath the tree canopy include azalea, Bottlebrush Buckeye, privet,
Mockorange, and Cherry Laurel. This list varies a bit from the shrubs documented on
earlier maps, which also included privet and Mahonia. See map entitled “Vegetation
Assessment — Existing Shrub, [L-3]" for the location of each species as they existed in
1990. Most of the azaleas along the flagstone walks are several years old and many are
in a declined state of condition owing to deferred maintenance, soil compaction, and
increased shade from the overhanging tree canopy. It is reported that Lady Bird Johnson
had these azaleas planted. However, no archival references have been found to confirm
this oral history. Other groupings of azaleas with red and white flowers are located along
Independence Avenue. These appear to be in better health owing in part to solar access
and limited soil compaction caused by pedestrians. Archival research located a Planting
Plan, dated March 1987, that includes 3,165 azaleas to be planted.® Unfortunately, it is
unclear how much or if any of this plan was implemented. Clusters of Bottlebrush
Buckeye exist today and seem to thrive in the shade and were in flower during our visit.

| Cohtributing features: There is insufficient information to determine if the existing
shrubs are contributing features.

Existing Herbaceous

A variety of herbaceous plantings exist, of which most are weeds and volunteer
introductions. However, many of these plants produce flowers that add seasonal interest
and variety. None of these plants are identified in archival documentation. See Appendix
E for the complete list of identified plant material.

Contributing features: There is insufficient information to determine if the existing
herbaceous plantings are contributing features.

Vines

Eight different vines exist including Virginia Creeper, Trumpet Vine, Bittersweet, and
Poison Ivy. All of these plants are healthy and appear to be volunteer species. None of
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these plants are identified in archival documentation. See Appendix E for the complete
list of 1dentified plant material. ‘

Contributing features: There is insufficient information to determine if the vines are
contributing features.

Invasive Species

Several invasive species listed on the National Park Service’s web site were identified.
All of these plants have prolific spreading and reproduction capabilities. These plants
‘typically dominate their location and crowd out more desirable species. Ailanthus is
documented on the historic maps and did exist when the Memorial was built. None of
the invasive perennials or vines is listed on the historic maps.

Contributing features: The Ailanthus is a contributing feature, but invasive, There is
insufficient information to determine if the other invasive species are contributing.

BUILDINGS AND STRUCTURES

While the Memorial is the main building on this site, two other buildings exist on or
adjacent to this site including the public restrooms and the horse stables for the United
States Park Police {Horse Mounted Patrol Division). The restrooms are a modern
building with public facilities. It sits along the south side of the service drive, northeast
of the Memonal. It 1s one story high, tucked under existing trees, is ADA and universally
accessible, and has benches and drinking fountains for additional visitor facilities. The
horse stables, on the other hand, are not open to the public and are surrounded with a
perimeter fence. Several buildings, paddocks, and parking areas comprise this facility. A
planted buffer of White Pine trees stands immediately east of the fence. As White Pine
trees mature they lose their lower branches, which is happening to these trees. Asa
result, their screening capability 1s weakening. Vehicular access is provided from the
service drive. Security gates with signs deter public access.

Contributing features: The DC War Memorial is a contributing feature. The restrooms
and stables are non-contributing features to this site.

SMALL-SCALE FEATURES

Small-scale features located about the site include drinking fountains, signs, a
commemorative plaque, a small square marker, benches, trash receptacles, underground
utilities, and above ground electrical transformers.

Drinking Fountains

A public drinking fountain exists along the exposed aggregate walkway adjacent to
Independence Avenue and east of the flagstone walk, According to the 1937 survey, two
water fountains existed - one to the north and south of the approach walks near
Independence Avenue and the service drive. The existing fountain to the south appears to
be in the same location as its predecessor. Archival research has not documented when
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the early fountains were installed, removed, and when the present southern fountain was
installed.

Contributing features: The drinking fountain is non-contributing, but consistent with
the original intent. :

Signs

Several types of signs exist including interpretive, caution, directional, and a map. Two
pedestal-mounted interpretive signs are located at the southwest and northeast corners of
the circular walk. The flagstone walks were widened 3' to accommodate these signs,

* which are recent additions to the landscape. One pole mounted caution sign is located
adjacent to the service drive. This sign warns pedestrians that U.S. Park Police and
maintenance vehicles use the service road. The directional signs and map are located
southwest of the Memorial, directly across Independence Avenue from the West Basin
Drive. A crosswalk is located here, as well as a wear trail through the west grounds of
the Memorial site. The directional signs have a brown background with white letters and
a white boarder. The map is mounted within a pressure treated wood frame that extends
into the ground. '

Contributing features: The signs are non-contributing, but are an expected part of
historic/memorial sites today.

Commemorative Plaque

The 1990 updated survey indicates that a single commemorative plaque existed to the
northeast of the Memorial. This plaque was not seen during our site visit. The Planting
Plan, dated March 1987, indicates that this commemorative plaque was installed on May
19, 1968, the 50 anniversary of the American Legion.’

A small square marker was found beneath the trees to the southeast of the Memorial.
This marker, whose purpose is unknown, measures 5" square and retains a small potion
of its plaque. This marker and plaque appear similar to other markers used elsewhere in
the city at the base of trees to memorialize World War I veterans.

Contributing features: The plaque, if it still existed, would be non-contributing. There -
is insufficient information to determine if the marker is a contributing feature.

Site Furniture

A 1939 photograph documents the use of movable benches, known as the “Washington
Bench,” during an evening concert (Fig. 19). None of these wood benches remain.

Two trash receptacles are located at the public restrooms. The receptacles are simple,
‘topless, and have ornamental ribs around their circumference.

Contributing features: The trash receptacles are not contributing features.
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Utilities

The existing on-site utilities include above and below ground services. The above
ground utilities include electrical transformers, junction boxes along the service drive to
the east and west of the Memorial, and hose bids. The below ground services, according
" to the 1990 survey, include a small network of potable water lines connecting to the
drinking fountains, drainage structures, and drainage pipes for stormwater management.
The drainage lines were installed to carry roof runoff away from the Memorial in the
northeast and southwest directions. The 1937 survey documents three power poles with
overhead wires, one electric manhole, one new manhole (purpose unknown), one
telephone manhole, water valves but no pipes, and “Mueller’s” in various locations. In
September 1938, the original hose sprinklers (hose bibs) were installed.'?

The electrical panel boxes to the northwest of the memorial, along the mall pathway,
were not secured and locked at the time of this survey.

Contributing features: There is insufficient information to determine if the utilities are
contributing features. -

GENERAL

Based on the “Classified Structures user’s Guide Condition Definitions,” the landscape
of the DC War Memorial is in fair condition, Problem issues in the landscape, such as
the introduction of the formal dogwood plantings, the azalea bushes, and the lack of
maintenance, are relatively easy to address. The changes required to bring the landscape
to a good condition, and to a condition that will support the use of the Memorial as a
bandstand, are subtractive. '

NOTES

1.  Maps entitled “Existing Conditions Survey” prepared by Dewberry and Davis, 8401
Arhington Boulevard, Fairfax, VA 22031, for the United States Department of the Interior,
National Park Service — Nationa! Capital Region, Office of Design Services, Project Title —
Ashwoods, located within the National Capital Park Central, updated December 1990,
Drawing