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Secretary Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the preferred alternative conceptual design
KevinR.Locke of the Eisenhower morial presentation by Franke@y. | would like tocall your

Treasurer attention to just one important aspect of the design as presented: its extent. The question,
JohnW. Yago whet her there shouldnét be a street space
Trustees to its south, was raised during the 106 process in 20Qnigted the attached

Reyn Anderson illustration, Alternative B+, at that time on behalf of the Committee of 100 on the Federal

Bill Crews City.
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EISENHOWER SQUARE

MARYLAND AVENUE

1317 G Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005
202.681.0225 —
info@committeeof10Met A PROPOSAL FOR THE CONFIGURATION OF MARYLAND AVENUE AROUND THE
SITE OF THE EISENHOWER MEMORIAL TO CREATE EISENHOWER SQUARE
Introduced mto the Section 106 process by the Commuittee of 100 on the Federal City in June, 2006
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All three of the alternatives presented appear to be located in the front yard of the Lyndon
Baines Johnson Department of EducationBudi ng. Al t hough t he Men
line of columns separates it from the building to a substantial height, on the ground there is
no clear separation: the Memori al appears


mailto:info@committeeof100.net

functional and symbolic confugiahis is bound to cause between the intentions and meanings of these two very
different memorials to two radically different men, should not be allowed to diminish the effect of either of them.
The Eisenhower Memori al 6s esanddetsedibyvisios.gTeée psoposed | d b e ¢
ambi guous open space between the Building fa-ade an
a pedestrian street along it froffi# 6" Streets. By this simple expedient, clear definition of éngtory of the

Memorial and that of the Building would be established, with a space as neutral as possible between them.
Although existing peripheral elements of the LBJ Building project into the proposed street space, none of them
need impair its funabin as a visual througlvay.
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EISENHOWER SQUARE footprint to curb edges overlaid by those of FREEDOM PLAZA
for size comparison showing that it would contain 16% more area: 2.66 vs. 2.33 acres

At the same time, and just as importantly, the clarity of form that the memorial square would gain by having

streets on all four sides would bring it intnéormity withthec onsi st ent ur ban pattern e
ad El l icott. In the |l aying out of his design, LOEN
discontinuous and irregular grid of streets in the spaces among them. The dominance of the avenues is of primary
importance throughout thetgiplan. This is achieved, in part, by carrying the lines of the avemaesd all

sidesof reservations that lay across their alignmeiiailing to acknowledge this inflexible pattern by stopping

Maryland Avenue, or bending it intd'Gtreets as proged in the preferred alternative, would appear as a unique

error in the design of the 2tentury plan of the city. The relative graphic strength resulting from having the

streets appear to surround the memorial square is apparent in the illustrétienreftive B+, which is
consistent with LO6Enfant and EIllicottds standard.
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EISENHOWER SQUARE as illustrated here, a freestanding entity on the line of Maryland Avenue and the Capitol, would conform
with the pattern of street and avenue intersections established and maintained in Washington for over two centuries

It would be a great mistake to place the Dwight D.
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The L’Enfant Plan is based on a pattern of avenues radiating from three points at the center, and from three major

entry points at the edges of the city, with streets aligned with the cardinal compass points adapted to fit among them.
It is not, as it is usually described, a rectangular grid of streets overlaid by diagonal avenues






