
 

 
 

   
 
    
 
     September 25, 2014 
      

Chairman L. Preston Bryant 
National Capital Planning Commission 
401 9th Street, NW, North Lobby, Suite 500 
Washington, DC 20004 
 
RE:  NCPC File No. 6694 
 
Dear Chairman Bryant: 
 
The National Coalition to Save Our Mall, a not-for-profit organization, founded in 
2000 to provide an organized voice for the public on National Mall matters and to 
advocate for comprehensive, visionary planning for the National Mall in the 3rd 
century, is pleased to provide the following comments on the Eisenhower Memorial 
concept. 

The Coalition would like to reiterate the need for the Commission, in reviewing the 
project, to adhere faithfully to the 1791 L’Enfant Plan. 

The Coalition thanks the NCPC for the opportunity to provide input into this 
important initiative. 

Sincerely,  

 

 
Judy Scott Feldman, Ph.D. 
Chair 
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September 29, 2014 
 
Mr. L. Preston Bryant, Jr., Commissioner and Chairman 
The National Capital Planning Commission 
401 9th Street, NW, North Lobby, Suite 500 
Washington, DC 20004 
 
Dear Commissioner Bryant, 
 
Revisions to the Eisenhower Memorial design that was denied approval in April address only one of the several 
concerns in the April 3rd Corrected Commission Action, and this concern only partially. The revisions have 
compromised the current design without making it fully conform either to the seven design principles for 
Eisenhower Square or to the L’Enfant and McMillan plans. For this reason I write to urge that you deny 
preliminary approval to the current design.   
 
The elimination of two side tapestries removes one of the three columns the commission found would obscure 
views to and from the U.S. Capitol along Maryland Avenue SW. These views are still obscured by: 1) the 
freestanding east column, and 2) two west columns and the tapestry section between them at the western end of the 
remaining screen. The resulting composition makes an incoherent and asymmetrical “frame” for viewing the 
Capitol along Maryland Avenue’s diagonal axis. The incoherence along this axis will be most obvious in the winter 
months, when the freestanding east column that is partly obscured by greenery on page 14 of the Design Revisions 
packet is visible through the bare branches of deciduous trees.  
 
Removing the side tapestries has also undermined the designer’s initial intention to create a clearly defined urban 
square where the adjacent buildings are too far apart to accomplish this on their own. The freestanding corner 
columns that are all that remains of his initial gesture are floating objects rather than spatial boundary markers. 
Without tops or bottoms, and bereft of the screens they once supported, it is no longer clear what exactly these 
“columns” are meant to be.  
 
The revised design also does not address the commission’s concerns about pedestrian circulation along the 
Maryland Avenue allée, nor does it remove the Memorial Information Center as requested by the commission. 
 
The attempt to advance this memorial without fully resolving NCPC concerns is not unusual for a memorial 
commission that has departed from standard practice for nearly every aspect of the Eisenhower Memorial. As a 
result the current design has divided public opinion like no other recent memorial. For two years it has received no 
public funding from Congress, which has investigated commission activities on two occasions. The revised design 
you are reviewing was indirectly approved by the Eisenhower Memorial Commission through canvassed voting, 
without informed discussion among the Commissioners. One commissioner who did not vote resigned last week, 
and another abstained from voting.  
 
Approving the revised design in these circumstances will not increase the likelihood of its being built, but it will 
likely preclude further decisive influence over that design. Despite years of controversy, that design underwent its 
first substantial revision only when the NCPC denied preliminary approval. Nevertheless it still does not conform 
to the L’Enfant and McMillan plans. We therefore ask that you continue to enforce the law, and the standards you 
have created, to protect the plan of our national capital.  
 
Sincerely, 

 
Sam Roche 
Spokesman, Right by Ike: Project for a New Eisenhower Memorial 



September 29, 2012 
 
National Capital Planning Commission 
401 9th Street, NW, North Lobby, Suite 500 
Washington, DC 20004 
 
Dear National Capital Planning Commissioner, 
 
As a presidential appointee to the Eisenhower Memorial Commission, I write to you with grave concerns 
about the design you will consider on October 2nd and also about advancing this design amidst confusion 
and controversy, as the Eisenhower Memorial Commission is attempting to do. 
 
I write to you also as a professor of art and architecture history, a former chairman of the National 
Endowment for the Humanities, and the former president of a national museum who has run a national 
design competition for a new museum building. I’ve spent of good part of my life studying monuments 
and have written fourteen books on art and architecture. 
 
The design you will consider—whatever its original merits—has been compromised by the recent 
attempts to make it conform to the L’Enfant and McMillan plans. The designer once talked about an open 
temple and an urban square or plaza delineated by three sets of tapestries. That idea is gone now that two 
side tapestries have been removed. The freestanding shafts that remain at the corners of the site do not 
enclose or even effectively demarcate the intended urban square. Their purpose and character are no 
longer clear without tapestries to support, as the commissioners at the last NCPC meeting noted when 
they compared them to something out of the final scenes of Planet of the Apes, and to pillars holding up 
an interstate-highway overpass. Whether even in this compromised form the design under consideration 
adheres to the seven design principles drafted for this site is questionable.  
 
The Eisenhower Memorial Commission has sown confusion and controversy to bring this design before 
you. Unable to achieve a quorum at its hastily scheduled meeting, after little to no discussion of the 
issues, the acting chairman used irregular parliamentary procedure to solicit voting by mail, thereby 
precluding the democratic deliberation and public scrutiny essential in current circumstances. After the 
meeting, several commissioners complained of the unclear ballot language, which may have caused a 
rejection of the compromise proposed by National Capital Planning Commissioner Rep. Darrell Issa—
again without the necessary public discussion. In addition, without the commissioners having been 
informed before the vote, one of the Kansas senators on the Eisenhower Memorial Commission resigned 
without voting. Another senator abstained from voting.   
 
The design of President Eisenhower’s memorial has now become too controversial to be resolved through 
any but the most standard practice and established procedures. NCPC approval of the design before you 
today would obscure the degree to which those practices and procedures are being ignored and raise 
doubts about their future relevance. I therefore urge you to protect the standard consensus-building 
process for building national memorials, and to either deny preliminary approval of the current design or 
remit it to the Eisenhower Memorial Commission for the public discussion it requires. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Bruce Cole 
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