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PROLOGUE

On the afternoon of Septembsr 26, 1941, following the East
" Room funeral of G. Hell Rooseveit end at the request of the de-
éeaaed'é brothor-in-law, Justice Felix Frankfurter called at the
Whito House. The following is from Frankfurter's account of the

occesion, published twenty years later in The Atlaﬁtic;1

The President seemed under considerable strain, and plainly
enough he just wanted to talk. After the barber left, talk
continued, going hither and yon, and the President told me of
a letter to Fred Dslano [FDR's uncle, chairman of the National

. Capital Park and Planning Commission), -which the latter had

" sent to him, from a corrusponcgent viio hed apparently just dis-
covered that Jackson [Lafayette] Park contains the statues of
four Revolutionary heroes and that the equesstrian statue of

“Jackson was incongruous in this Rovolutionary settinge. He

- read me his memorandum in reply to the suggestion for the re=
moval of the Jackson status. + o «

When he finished reading the memorandum, this followed:
F.D.R. 'This leads me to- say somathing that I want you to
remamber because you are much mors lxkely to be here longer

- then I shall be. .

‘ F.F. (jocosely). You mean’ that I shall remain on the Su-
- . preme Court longer than you will remain 4in the White House.

'~ F.0.R. (smilingly but sharply)., No, that isn't what I -
mean at all. - I mean in plain English that I em likely to shuf= .
fle off long before you kick. the bucket. And.{f that should

_happen and i any momorial is to by erecied 0 me, I know ex=
actly what I should like it to be. Now plesse remsmbar what I

- am telling you as my wish in casa they ara. to put up any ‘nemo= -
. ”:ial to me. About halFuay betwgen hers and the Capitol is the -
.- " Rrchives Building: ‘Now 1 hove some relation to Archives...And

"1right in front of - the Archives Bux;cxng iz a Little gzwen tri-;,_"

-

nThe temortal to F.D. Res hat tho p:ésxqent'wanted,ﬁ
March 1961, PP 39-40, : R : -
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englo. If, o3 I say, they are to put up eny memorial to ms3, I
should like it to be placed in the center of that green plot

in front of the Archives Building. I should like it to consist
of a block about the size of this (putting his hand on his
dosk). I den't care whot it is macde of, whether limestono or
granite or whatnot, but I want it to be plain, without any or-
nanentation, with the simple carving "In memory oOf «=--." That
is all, and please romenber that, {f the time should coms.

F.F. I shall indeed remember, @nd you deceply honor me in
putting this wish in the keoping of my memory.

F.D.R. Don't you thirk I am right in wanting that kind of
a memorial and nons othor? '

F.F. The foundsr of your party, Jefferson, left specific
instruction for that beautifully simple memorial of his at
Charlottesville, and I think your idsa entiroly ccmports with
wisdom about such things. '

Our talk then drifted to other matters.



Make no little plans; they have no magic to stir men's blood,
--Attributed to Daniel H. Burnham

»

I. NO LITTLE PLANS (1955-1960)

On July 1, 1946, little more than a year after the dsath of
Franklin D. Roosevelt, Representative Eugene J. Keogh of Naw York
introduced in Congress a resolution to suthoriza a-Federal Memorial
Commission for the purpose of planning a permanent memorial in the
District of Columbia in honor of the late Presicent.? Although
Keogh's resolution was buried in committes and ceme to naught, a
similar proposal by Senator Hefbért H. Lehman of Hew York.nins years
later would enjoy a different reception; Introducing his resolution

_on May 31, 1955, Lehman told tha Sanatat
I think it is more than fitting that we have a memorial to tha
late President Roosovelt to teks its place con the banks of the
Potomac alongside the memorisls to our other great Presidontg=- ..
Washington, Jefferscn, and Lincoln. Presicent Roossvcli has
certainly won his place in history alongside these immortal men

- for what hs did for the walfare of the peopls of the United
States end of the world.3

‘:f With dispatch, the Senate Committea on Rules and Administration fa-ﬁ

: "'~'_A'~vorab1y reported Lahman 's resolution on July 20, and the Senata pa.,sad‘

2H J.,Ros. 373, 72th Cong., 2d Sess. Reﬁ. téﬁes'KéFcubdr'b? -

' :"Tonneseaa first 1ntroducud such legislaticn on. Apr. 18, 1945, but -

" . his bill (H.R. 2943, 7Sth Cong., 1st Sese.) did not specify a wash- :
n,ington location. 4 - -

35.J. Ros. 73, gath Cong., 1st Seos.; 101 Cong. Roc. 7229.
3
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it (together with eimilar legislation authorizing planning for the
Robert A. Taft Memorial) two days lator. Soms qusstioned the wise -

dom of the measure., Thse Naw York Times, editorializing against

boﬂwtheRoosevelt and Taft memorials, declared:
The objection is not that the tributes are not earned but that
they would come a litile too soon. These groat reputations .
should outlast the turmoils of our time. If so, another gen-
eration, or this gencration grown older, can pay a monumental
tribute to them. « « « Uhy not a sort of moratorium on such
memorials--parhaps until a quartar of a century or so aftar
the subject has passed on?
Despite such sentiments, ths resolution sailed through the Houss
and was approved by President Eisenhowsf on August 11,5
- The law establishsed a Frankiin Delano Roossvelt Memorial
Commission, to consist of four Sénatoés, foﬁr members of the House
of Representatives, and foui‘citizené appointed by the Président.
In its assigned mission of formulating plans for the location, do=-
. sign, .and pantrudtioh of a permanent memorial, the Memorial Com-
mission waaieuthorizad'to'orgéningEdntests, receive gifts, and ec-
cept the assiéténce and advice'ﬁf-cértain professional bodies 1n_
tﬁa'Capitai,"The NatiohéL Park Sérviba became the "Housekeeping“
‘agsncy for thé'Commissioﬁ, haheginglfhe Funds appropriafod for its
= uée. At the fitst meeting oF tho Connlssiun on. Nay 17, 1956, Judge

_AFrancis Biddle, Attorney Ganeral undor Roosevelt, was selectad as a

: fchai:man.

v

“4np Moratorium on Memorials," July 25, 1955, p. 18.

5p.L. 84-372, 69 Stat. 694; see Appendix A,
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Among the first acts of the Memorial Commicsion waé the ap-
pointment of an Advisory Committee of seven distinguished architects
and plenners to assist in site selection and the formulation of do-
sign guidelines§ On February 8, 1958, Judge Biddle and mémbers of
the Advisory Committee, accompanied by Associate Superintendent
Hérty T. Thompson of Natfonal Capitel Parks (e branch of the Natione
al Park Service), visited five sités in Washington considerad as
possibilities Fér ths memorial. During tha tour Biddle told Thomp=-
son that the Memoriai Commigsion was thinking in terms of a substan-
tiel and functional structurq,.perhéps an opera housej Thompson in
turn suggested a'planatarium.7' The AdVisory Committes proferred
to leave the naturn of the memorial open, ‘howaver, and {its profés.

sional judgment would pravail. . .
The Committee reassempled in.ﬁe@”York on May 2. Of the

five locations hroboéed by thé.mé@éf;al Commission it found

'threexdeserving of ésfio&s coﬁsideratiéh: a site on the south side

of the fiall opposite the Arthiveslbuildihg'(now occupied by the

6pietro Belluschi (chairman), deen. of the School of Archi-
tecture and Plenning, M.I.T.; Samuzl Glazer, architect; R. Sturgiss
Ingsrsoll, president of the Philédslphia'museum of Art; Lewls Mune
ford, teacher: and writer; Hideo Sasaki, chairman of the Dapartment

of Landscaps Architecture, Harvard; G. Holmas Porkins, chalremzn of _,‘w'

the Department of- Architecturu, Universxty uF Pennsylvania, Jay S,
' Unger, atchitect.. - _ . .
7mcmorandum, Thampaon to Diroctor, hatxonal Park Survice o
(Conrad L. Wirth), Fsb. 10, 1958, File "Rooscvelt, F. D.," MNation-
el Capltol Parks, Records of the Lotional Park Service, Record
Group 79, Accession No. 66AR1097, Gensral Archives DlVlsion, uash-
ington Notional Records Center, Suitland, Md. (File harainaftor ,
cited as NCP-UNRC.) See map, Illustration 1, for site. locations.
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Hirshhorn Museuh of the Smithsonisn); the Old Naval Hospital site
across 23d_5treet, N.V., from the State Department; and tha por-
tion of West Potomac Park south of Indepandence Avenue and west 6?
the Tidal Basin, still covsred by temporery wartimn structures.
The first it thought "suitabls for the erection of a public build-
ing, but not for a memorial," aﬁd ths second would require demoli-
tion of the 0ld Naval Hospital building, judged "worth pras;rving."
In the Advisory Committee's report to the Memorial Ccmmission on
Juns 2, the West Potomac Park site was the unanimous recommendéﬂon.ﬂ
At its third meeting on Juﬁé_17, the Commission adopted

the Committes's racommehdationé, whiéﬁiiﬁcluded the holding of an

"architectural compatition for the aolection of a memorial dosign. . -
The desirad site uould have to bs resarved, and more funds would
be needsd for prizes and oths: e*penseg.involved in adninistering
the coﬁpet;tiqn; For thésa‘pﬁrbasés:the group authorized the in-
troduction of a_secpnd jéint feéplutioﬁjin L‘ongress.9

Representati?a Joﬁn Q. m¢Corm$ck §? Massachusetts, a mem=

- ber §f the memorial Commission, sponsorad the legislation. His

| »resolution died upon adjournment oF tha esth Congresq in 1958, '

4 -"but it ptogrossed with little dsziculty aftar reintroduction th94 -

. following yeat. The favorable report of the Committea on House

8"Report of the Advisory Coﬂnittee to the Franklin Deldno'
 Roosevelt flemorial. Commission," im S. Pcpt. No. 733. Guth uong.,«
-1st Sess., (1959), PP, 3-4. ' : S .

9“Report of Franklin Deluno Roosevalt mgmorial Commisgion,
Janual'y 2, 1959’" ibldo' po 30 ‘ :
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Administration noted thét "the erection of the memorial in that.
particular section of the Nation's Capital uwould be fulfilling the
postwar goal and dream of the iate Presidsent that the temporary
'buildings.erected on the Mall and adjacent parklands, many of them
dating back to the First World War; would be removed as soon as

v10 When Representa=

possible after ths conclusion of World War II.
tive H. R. Gross of lowa asked whsther federal expendituras beyond
the $150,000 authorized in the resolétion would be noedsd, Repre-
sentative Paul F. Schenck of Ohié, anofher Commissiﬁn member, told
_the House:s "It is ths consensus of:all members of the Commission
that it will be highly‘deéirablé ﬁo fiﬁénce the total cost of the
memorial through‘publi; subscriptiod.ﬁ  ;ﬁ tha Senate, Hubert H.
Humphrey andALyndon B. Johnson bbéb'éppke in favor of the measure.!
The resolution, direcfing tha§ ”théAco@ﬁefition for the proposed
memorial shall be carried ouﬁféb75; to1insure that it will be har=-
~monious as to locatioﬁ, dasién, aﬁd lgﬁd use with the Washington
'Monument, the'Jerfafsqn mémqr;al; gnafthé Lincoln fiemorial" and
 cﬁaf§ing'the ﬁemoriéi Comﬁiséﬁoh to “avaii-itself of tha assistance
:  and advice of the Commission of Fino Arts. of the Na»ional Capital

Planning Commission, and oF tha hational Parx Servica," was signad

by the President on Septamber 1. 1959.12

104, Rept: No. 203 To Accompany Hods Res. 115. 86th Cong..
13t SQBB. (1959), pc 1. C ) .

“w '..‘

1105 Cong. Rec. 14147, 16705,

12p,1, 86-214, 73 Stat. 445; see Appendix B. .

&
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Planning for the compstition pfocaoded swiftly. The Memo=
rial Commission appointed as its professiohal adviser Edmund N.
Bacon, exacutive diractor of the Fhiladelphis Planning Commission.
Five persons of high distinction were solected as Jurors: Pistro
Belluschi (chairman), dean of the School of Architecture and Plan-
-ning, M.I.T.; Thomas D. Church.:landscape architoct; Bartlott
Hayss, Jr., director of the Addison Géllery of American Art, Phil-
lips Academy, Ahdova:; Joseph Hudnuyt, emeritus professor of archi-
tecture, Harvard; and Paul Marvin Rudolph, chairman of the Depart-
ment of Architecture, Yals. The Commiséion published a thirty-two-
page program for competitofs; describing end illustrating the memo-
rial site and settin§ forth the?fquirementé for e€ntry snd desién
submission. Although Chaifdan David‘t.vfinley of the Commission of
Fine Arté had stresséd the imﬁoftdnce of:proscribing monumental
_structures that might compete w;th the neighboring memorials,13 the
program gave entrants wide leeway, quoting from the report of the
:Advisory Comnittee to the Wemorial Comnissions
S ¢ would stultify the mind o?f the»designer, perhaps paralyze
him, if the Committee weres to indicate beforehand whether the
. appropriste form would be a building, a garden, a fountain, a
pool, a whole landscape, or .all of these wrought together in
. some fresh, surprising, and eppropriate form. Our. onO-*hounHt'
~ would bs that Roosevelt, the éssential Robsavelt, must be the
focus of an appropriate memorial; 4t is surely not enquh to

"131nscr1b0 his name over the entrance of a building con.eivod
~'for som@ quxta different use- and purpose.1v :

1Eﬂemorandum, Harry T. Thonpson to Coarad. L. erth, Jan. 13.
1950. NCP-WHNRC. ' .

4 14Frank11n Dalano Roo"evnlt ramorinl Compntttion (Lashington:
" Franklin Delano Roosevolt Memoriel Comnission. 1900), pe 244 :
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On September 19, 1960, six finalists. each receiving
$10,000, were selected from 547 design submissions. They presented,
in the words of ths jury, "widely differing solutions, some leave
ing the parklike character of the site untouched, others remodel-
ing the topography to suit their particular ;deas.“15 But the big
moment came on December 30 with announcement of the $50,000 fiist
prize winner: . the New York architectural firm of William F;
Pedersen and Bradford S. Tilney. Norman Hoberman was the sculptor;
Josaph Wassermén and David Bser were associate members of the team.
Their design (see Illustration 2) cohptiaed eight monolithic steles,
or tablets, the largest 165 feet high and 65 feet across, clustered
asymmetrically end Bearing sbmé'Z,QOD of FDR's words (selected with
.the aid of Professor Frahk'fteidpi_of Harvard). To avoid visible
joints the stalés wéuld-be ccnstfudgdd of a white quartz aggtegaﬁe
concrete of high densi:y,'bhsh hémﬁe:ad.for maximum brilliance.
The landséape treatment eﬁp10yed-16w'contoure& mounds and paths cone
necting with the Lincoln and JeFFerson Memorials., The totzl cost
was estimatsd at $4.5 million.A . |

In the comments accompanying their deslgn. the architects
‘!naxpressed their belief that 1t | | |

(1) provides a site solution that complements monumental
washington; . : :

T 15ug Architeqts Named in Roosevelt Design," New York Times,

Sept. 20, 1960, p. 78. Nearly all the entries were publishad by:
Thomas H. Creighton in The Architecturs of Monumonts: Tho Franke
lin Delano Roosevelt Memorial Compstition (New Yorks ~ Reinhold
Publishing Corporation, 1962). '
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(2) creates'a unique and memorable experience for visitors to
the site, & landmark for the city's 1nhob1tants, and a symbol
for the natlion;

(3) is dsmocratic in its accessibility from all sides, its
openness, and the human scalo of {ts spacos; and

(4) is appropriate as a personal memoriel because of ths inte-
gral quality of the inscriptions containing the essential
spirit of ths thoughtz end ideas of the great social and hu-
mans programs of Franklin Delanoc Roosevelt.

report of the jury sought td'capture the impressions of a visi=
to the completed memorials

As one moves onto thes various levels of the platform the visus

'~ changs and new spaces acquire significance. As a monument it

the

satisfies the visitor's dssire to spprehend the whols from
many approachss and {s visible, but without maassiveness, from
the distance. Its open charactsr incorporates the natural
beauty of ths landecaps, including eltering views of the Poto-
mac River end ths Tidal Basin, in which the bright shafts are
reflected. Added to this the shifting play of light end shad-
ow as the sun traverses the sky snimatos the structure and ime-.
parts a sense of living reality to enhance its spiritual
meaning. : : .

“At the announcemeht o} the sslection Francis Biddle characterizad

winning design as pdsséssing “a,tremendous sense of power."

Pietro leiuschi, unwittingly gntic(pating a popular sobriquet,

* primitive in it,

‘added that although the désign*waslmodern, "there is scmsfhing

w18 .

1s”reighton, Architecture of Wonumonts, pp. 51-52.
171b1d., p. 39. - . '

188883 Furman. "Design Selacted Por Franklin D. Roosevelt

 ~memor1al ln hashington." Ncu York Timea. Dec. 31, 1960. p. 1.

Ly



No memorial in our Mation's history has so dividsd the
American people as the winning slab design chosen by the
Franklin Delano Roosgvelt Memorial Commission.

~~William B. Widnall

11. CONTROVERSY AND CCAPROAISE (1961-1964)

Belluschi's words of praise were quickly translated to
"Instant Stonshenge" by those viewing the Pedsrsen-Tilney desigﬁ

in a different light. Their response was not slow in coming.

F;ederick Guthéim, architecturs criti@-for the teshinoton Post,
wrote the next days "The Qinning.des;gh is not a;chitecture, but
literature. It should not be bdiit;f19 The Post reported the
first reaction of Roossvelt's daughters "'Good Lord,’ sa;d Anna
Roosevelt Qoettiggr Halstad es a ééstripfion of the huge monument
T e .'was'fead oygé'the‘ppone:to.hér in Lexington, Ky. 'Wa'll
»just have to hope.For éheibééé.'“éo}lindignant letters poured id
”to nawspapers. to the Dresident. to the memorial Commission, the

Secretary of the Interior, and the National Park- Service. A New

 -4,York citizen dsmanded of President Kannedyx "The first thxng you

,_must do o ..o is to axdatrack this appalling 'memorxal' pr0p050d

”“}Ifor Franklin Dslano Roosevelt.' Is he to be 1mmortalizcd by ironing __“'

19"FDR Tribute Like 'Boox Enda. Dut of Dﬂep anazc,'“ Dec. 31,

- 1960, ‘p. B1.

2OConstanca Fcelay "femorial Plens Stir FOR'sy Kin," Jan, 2.
1961. Pe c1. : -

1
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boards upendzd? . « » Protect him, now that hs is hslploss, from

the fat-heeds.”21. A letter to the Now York Times lamentsd the

prospect of an "agglomsration of jumbo-sized concrate slabs ar-
ranged in higgledy-piggledy fashion near the Potomac River--an
eyesore for the city of u.lash'ington.”22 In more modafate tones
- the distinguished Committee of 100 on ths Fedaral City voiced its
opposition to Secretary of the Interior Qtewart L. Udall, citing
the large scale of tha design in relation to the Lincoln and Jef-
fsrson Memorials, the need to pressrve open space in West Potomac
Park, and the belief that more timo should slapse to allow proper
avaluatign of Roosevelt's contribut_zions.23

The disintersstedness of sdmé opponents could bz questioned.
A letter from ths Diﬁkinson mébumantal Works of fMorristowa, New
Jsrséy ("Artlstiq_Cemetgrylénd'PUb;ic Memorials--Granite, Marble,
.and B;oniq"), pfotested the use ;f cphcrets as "a grava.error"; and
George flogg of the.mogg Cut Skoneléompény in Cleveland asked the .
IPrasident to do all he could "to change ‘the specificaticns + « o to .-

a suxtable natural stons so that [the memorial] will hava tha sndur-

A~£ng beauty it deserves for a graat American president.”24 Those of

’% a tradxtxonal bent in art and architectural circles formed enother ‘

T 21Letter, Roy Pascal. Jan. 22. 1961, Fxlc "Frﬁnklxn D Roose;ﬂt
:=”memor1al," National Capital Parks. (File herexnaFtor cxted as NCP )

722W1n»htop Parmhutqt, Jan. 7, 1961, p. 18. : _
A'23Letter, Neill Phillips (chairman). Apr. 24 1951. wcp

24 ottors, March 10 and 21, 1951, NCP.
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opposition Pection--of far greater influence. Gilmore D. Clarko,
former dean of the Cornell College of Architecture and chairman of
the Commission of Fins Arts from 1937 to 1950, asked
why, in view of Mr. Roosevalt's request [as published by Felix
Frankfurter], does a commission accept the decision of a jury
that selected a design which this writer believes would havs
been objectionable to the parson it {s proposed to memoriale
ize? o . + This writer, who learned to know scmething of his
taste in artistic matters, believes that he would cringa if he
should view the loosely arranged, hugs, reinforced ccncreta
slabs that a few, possibly misquided sculs, wish to srect to
his memory.
Writing to the director of the National Perk Servics on February 14,
1961, C. Paul Jennswsin, president'of the conservative National
Sculpture Socisty, called the w;hning design "truly ths most dis-
turbing occurrence in the Art World seen for meny @ day. «  « We
fesl that it is compietely oué‘or,keeping with the traditions of
ths great memorials to be found in the natlions [sic] Capital, and
certainly most'unworthy as a-Memelal to an Ex-Presidant}"z6
The addrassee of Jennawein s letter. Conrad L. Wirth, was
‘not then in a posxtion to publicize his views. In a menorandum to .
<Assistant Secretary of the Interior John A Carver, however, he
' confidedx "I hope the design will undergo changes through the Fino
e Arts. Commlssion before it comes to use’ I don't like the design.“27

%naPark Sarvice replies to tha many incoming letters on the subject,;‘,

L 25Letter,'New Ybrk-Tiﬁés}jJudg 25,'1§62;'b1'2d;!1j._"
26uce, | | o |

* 27pep, 324, 1951. Ncp., o
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although noncommittal with respsct to the Paodersen-Tilney dasign.
soon carried word that the Service and ths Department of thae Inte-
rior were planning to dsvelop "a uniform policy and criteria to
cover oll memorials which are propossd for placement in the Na-
tional Capital Parks System." These criteria, it was ceclared,
- "might very well require a sufficient period of time to elapse af=
ter the death of an individual or the occurrence of an cvént befora
being memorialized."Z8

Inevitably, thers were critics with suggestions of their

own. One wrote to the Presidents -

I would liks to expross.my sentiments about the proposed
Franklin D. Roosevelt memorial. 1 think F.D.R. should be sit-
ting in a wheelchair with Fala at his fest. His cigaretts
holdsr should be.in his mouth pointing up at a steep engle and
the smila should be on his facae casting optimism evary where.
The memorial should be at least seventy five feet high with no
enclosure like the Lincoln Memoriel. The base should be in-
scribed with his bast sayings. . . .29

“An alternative receiving more. serious oonsideration was presented
by Rapresentative Harris B. McDowell, Jr., of Delaware. On June 17,
'1961, he introduced legislation to establish on the West Potomac

-Park site a Franklin Delano Roosevelt Memorial National Park--"a

_-formal public garden uhich would combino Featuros of ths Longwood

".'f Gardena on the Du Pont estate noor Wilmington, Dol.. u th'somo ‘of _p

"Ef;the features of the formal gardons at MOunt Vernon . .'. and the ;4"

.__gardens at MOnticello." A companion bill was sponsored by Senator

20c.g.. letter, Wirth. to Louis m. Ercsik, Ma*ch 20, 1961, mcp. a

290jck Groer, Farch- 1951, NCP..
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Paul H. Dougles of I11inois.30 The Now York Timos becked this

"1iving memorial® proposals

R1ll esthetic conflicta aside, the last thing Washington needs
is another huge monument. « . +» Small formal gardens for the
display of seasonal flowers, parheps setting off a dignified--
not gigantesqua--pieco of sculpture dedicsted to F.D.R., and
incorporated into an area of beautifully planned informality
like that of the London city parks, would indeed be an sppro=-
priate memorial as well as a delightful relief in a mcnument-
ridden city.3!

Further support for the McDowell-Douglas legislation dame from the
.Federation of Citizens Associaticns, ;epresenting forty-nine Wash=
ington neighborhcod groups. Responding to its lattér of January 17.
1962, Rogional Directer T. Sutton Jett of National Capital Parks
e#pressed--if only implicitly--the displeasure of the National

Park Service with the grand dasign of the Franklin Delano Roosevelt

fMemorial Commiséion:

The legislation (S. 2501 and .H.R. 7664) introduced in Congress
last summer offers a sound basis by which to provids, over a
period of years, an appropriate living msmorial, carsfully cone -
ceived and properly integrated with thse existing beautiful com=
.plex formed by the Lincoln Memorial, Jefferson NMemorial, and

ashington fionument. A memorial of the typs proposed im H.R.
76o4 and S. 2501, with appropriate park treatment, has cons;d-
erable merit.32

Advocates of the Pedersen-Tilney plan did their best to.

make themselves heard above the roar of professional and lay

: 3OH R. 7564, B?th Cong., 1st Sess 3 107 Cong. Rec. 10729, -
N 2501, 87th Cong.. 1st Sess.‘_.. : o

. 31"Th0 F 0. R. MOmnrial" (edito 151),'Juiy 16;_1961.'5¢c, 4).~' 
' _32Letter'. Jan. 30', '1962, Ncp; A
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opposition. "THe Franklin D. Roosevelt Memorial Competition has
produced . . « a very stirring, a very fitting memorial design,"

wrote Thomas H. Creighton, editor of Progreszive Architecture.

I hope it gets built."33 In a letter to the Neu York Times tho
noted architect William Lescaze called the design "a simpls, strong,
sculptural and architectural statement in torms of today,"' "This

is the first breath of fresh air which wo have had in the désign

of Washington monuments for many a decade," remarked Williem A, 0.
Burden, American ambassador to Bglgium;.in another I1gg§ letter;
"Not only is the design extremely beautiful, but I think 1t ex-
tremely appropriatse that.a.gréatAinndvatSr like Franklin De;ano
Roosevelt should be ramembefed bynéﬁ imaginative monument, which
braaks new ground eathetzcally in the same way that hs broke new
ground in the realm of govarment.”34 Francis Biddle was forsmost
emong the defenders, leading §h9 q9unte;attack against Representa- -
tive mcDoweil's prqboaal ("Ta tack Rﬁééeuelt;a name to a park in

no true éensaAcfeatég a memor1a1 £Q,h1m“)§5~und :sspondlng to hostile
editotials‘and'bublishe&.iéttérs.ﬁ He cUliivated and made the most
oF professional support, publicizing favorable resolutions like

that of tha American Institute of Architacts and the comments of

laaders like Jose Luls Sert, dean of th° Harvard Gtaduate School of

33“9 S. [éditorial]," Proqreﬁsivo Arrhmtecturp, Feb. 1961.

R 34Jan. 24, 1951. pe 20; Feb. 2. 1961,  p. za.~.'

= 35Lettcr. New York Timcs, Rug. 6, 1°b1, oec. by p. 8.
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Design. who stated: "The winning design is outstanding--the best
project of this type that I have ssen in many }ears. It Fits.with-
in the onvironment and is ss different es it should be from the
other memorials,"36
On January 11, 1962, the‘Franklin Delano Roosevelt Memorial

Commission by an eight-to-ons vote formally approved the Pedsrsen-
Tilney design--with the addition of a statue or bes relief of Roo-
sevalt in concession to the common criticism of the memorial's un-
relatedness to its subject. The negéfive vote was that of Repre-
ssntative Schenck; Representativé Jémes_Roosevelt. recently appoint-
ed to the Memorial Commission, vpted QI£H the majority. In view
of the Commission's vibtual coﬁmlfmaﬁt'tO'abide by the result of
the compatition, 1ta declsion was a Foregone conclusion, -Le°s cer-
tain was ths outcome of the next step prescribed by the authorizing
legislation: ob»axning the "assistanca and advice"--in practice,
the epproval--of the Commission of Fine Atts, tha prastigious
ﬂseven-member panel appointed by tha Presidunt to provide assthatic
reviaw of proposed public works 1n tha &ashington area.
| The following week Francis Biddle and Williem F. Pedetsen
' ’Jappéared before a meeting oF tha F;ns Arts Commisszon to present

_Vthair case on behalf of the dasign. Undar questionxng by memoers
fearful that the propoued use. oF concrete would craate durability

problems, Pederson, cited recent advanceo in concrcte technology

 36Cited in lotter. Bxddlo to mcDox 11. Mayf31,Ai961, i07‘Cong.
'Rec. A5578 (1961). : AR .
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and the sophistication of the bush hammered white quortz aggregote
he would employs:
With the concrste ws are at least 98-99 per cent sure [of’per-
menonce]« « « « With merble ws would be 100 per cent sure,
end very honestly, we in talking bstwsen ourselves have kept
this subject somswhat opan. If enough monsy can be raised to
do it in marble we may do it in marbls.
He estimated that marble would cost an extra million. On the sub-
Ject of funds, Biddle voiced his expectation that "a large emount”
of private money would be donated for the memorial. "Then if uws
goet, say, a kitty of ... 33, 000,000, we go back to Congress end
sey 'You do the rest'--I think they will do 1¢,37 |
The Commission of Fins Arts, fully,aWare of the importance of
their action on this matter, delé}éd_their‘vote until February 21.
After a closed Sessich..théy annbgnced'their conclusions to the
presss
The Commission is awars of poéitiVe}qualities in the proposad
design; those of great dramatic force and impact, of imagina-
tive and stirring effects of light and shads, s0d the expression
of much that is characteristic of our times. . . . [Buil it is
lacking in the ropose, an cssentisl element in memerial art,
end the qualities of monumentel permenence that are ths essencs
of the threé memorials with which ic must by law conform.
Chalnnan David E Finley added that “tha winning design, by its
'-great size and halght, competes with.rather than supplements. the

three mamorials with which 1t is requited to be harnonious. | Un- '~‘ l

'i convinced by Pedersen s nrgument. thatbmmiosion also questloned the

durability of the proposed con truc;ion_mategial.. Tho decic ion to

PR

37Transcript of meeting. PP 22-23, 25. Ninutas, Jan. 17 19(2,
Commisgion of Fina Arts (hereinaftor citcd as CFA), w2 hxngton, D.C.
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oppose was unanimous. Biddle, reportad "keenly disappointod" and
as responding "with considerable emotion," said, "I can hardly
think that‘thls.actlon by the Commission o? Fino Arts is calculated
- to encourage the Government hersafter © rely on the best architect
they can obtain to plan and build public buildings."38

Opponents of the Pedersan-Tilnsy memorial voiced.expras-
sions of relief at this apparent deathblow to the dtz:-:i'gn.':s‘9 But
obituaries were.piematuto. On May 10, 1962, Representative Eugene J.
Keogh and Senator Hubert H. Humphrey (both members of the mamorial
Commission) introduced joint resolutions that would declare congres-
sional epproval of the dssign and aUuhorize a $200,000 appropriation
for the-organization of a public fund-raising campaign. The reso-
lutzons did call For Fine Arys Comnlssion revicw of tho age-yst-
undstermined statua or bas relief of Roosevelt--axrovlsion unlikely .
to mollify the opposxtion.éq‘:-.”hf"‘f

The Subcommittee on Enrolled Bills and Library of the Com-
‘mittes on House Administration offared a forum for ranewad dsbato
- at its hearxng on Keogh’ tesolution on June 8. William F. Poder-

.sen was there to defend his firm s productx

o 30cra press relewsa, in “Hinutes S, Fob. 21, 1972- "Dov.gn for -
_ Roosevslt Memorial is Rejected by F;ne Arts Panel," Nsu ank Timea,
Febo 22’ 1962. Pe 27. . : -

39E.g., “ﬁonuments and Nen" (editorial). Naw York Tlﬁ05,1'>‘4

4°H J. Ros. 712, '§.J% Res. 187, B7th Cong., 2d Sess.; sea
Appendixc. : . :

h .
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1 feel controversy is a mark of excellence, end I feel very
strongly that if compstition mczns ewything the memorial must

be built. I feel i{f professional opinion means anything the
memorial must be built. And I feel if the arts in America

are to advence in a significent way ths memorial must be built 41

Philip Will, Jr., past president of the American Institute of Ar-

chitects, stressed the importance of abiding by the result of a
Eroper competition judged by a distinguiched jury. Francis Bidd;e
introdu&ed statements from soventeen architects and architeétura
critics praisigg the winning design and'presented resolutions from
five labor unions urging its expeditidus construction. Already.he
had received donations, he rapdrtedé--31.000 from £h9 érotherhood

of Railroad Trainmen, $2,500 ffqm thé'detherhoodt:FMaintenance of

Way cmployees.

" One of the rlchcst men in the country, whose name I em not at libe

. erty to reveal, who was an associate ad intimazie iriend of Rco-
sevelt, wrote .simply: "Thank you for telling me"--and this was
before the design was chosen-~"about the compstition. When the
time comes, let me know hoa much money you think I ought to give

"Constantly I get 1etters From people uho loved F.D. R.." he con~

“tinued, '--little people, all over the. country, enc]osing 85, %1,

| ‘eaying they want to help, es klng whether they can form local commit-

_tees to raise moncy, and I answer then thsy must uait until Cone

“gress acts. Both w111 and Biddle citad A, Lawronce Louell's apno- '

.tiam about tha teat of Amsrican democracy being 1ts ability to use _

axpertq.42

. 41Fran'<lin Dol*no Roosevslt mpnorinl. Hnariﬁqs on H. J. Ru‘.
712 aﬂd He J. Res. 113’ 87th Cong., 2d. sc-‘)oo. P 23 ’

s 421b1d., pp. 5-21, 26-29.
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Unfortunately for the presont applicability of this princi-
ple, exports on art generally egree even Léss than do those on oth~
er subjects. David E. Finley of the Commission of Fino Arts hr- :
rived to restate hho oppopition of that expart body. John Harbo-
son, past prasident of the N;tional Academy of Design, testified,
"Thero is no ordsr in this design; it is a disorganized agglome;a-
tion of ugly forms, of ungainly slabs of difforent cshapes and
sizes sst at odd angles to each other."43 The currant president of
the Academy, Edgar I. Williams,.thought the competition winner pl-
most spbuarsive: "Whereas theAspifit of our national character 15
balance and forthright outspoken clapitéhih the very fabric of our
Constitution, Bill of Righﬁs, éha:nééional policy ‘statemants, the
design p? the Roosevplt Nemoridi péspepké indecision with-overtonss
of hystery. with othors, hs denounc°d tha use of concrete, "which
. gets old and starts deterlorating tha minute it goes up.," Margaret
French Cresson, daughtor of Daniel Chestar Frerich and a sculptor_
" herself, protested ina letter sent for the record: "I cennot &= .-
-'press myself strongly enough in rogard b what I considar a disas-
:trous proposal for our beautiful city of washington né4

Although an opponent of ths design and the Kaogh resolution,

. Representative william B.AWidnall in his testimony votcod what evan

43Ibid., p. 62. Harhpsph 5 firm deéignadnihe"ﬁ ybu on Houea o

Office Buxlding--“a national disastor®{n the words of Ada Louise,
'Huxtable and the oplnion of most othet qualifxed.pdgos.. T

441bid., pp. 57-73.
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the proponents %ust have felt:
I think I can say without fear of contradiction that no memo-
rial i our Nation's history has so divided the American poopla
as thoe winning slab design chosen by the Franklin Delano Ronze=-
valt Memorial Commission.™?

In the snd, the Housg committes prasented a favorable ro=
port on the resolution. But the foe was arrayed for battle on tha
House floor. Representative Thomas P. 0'Neill of Massachussttis
("In all the anhals of American art I have never seen such a hido-
ous monstrosity in my 11?6")46 had praparad an amendment that, -
rather than approving the Pedarsen-Tilney design, would direct tho
Memorial Commission | »

to consult Uiuh tha Commission of Fine Arts to determine wheth-
er the winning dosign . . . may beso changed or modified to se-

- cura the approval of the Cosmission of Fine Arts, If it is de-

 termined that sich changes or modificztions ara not practical,
the Commission is authorized and dirscted to salcct, with tha
advice and approval of the Commission of Fins Arts, such other
design emong those alrecdy submitted in the compstition for ths
proposed memorial, or to considar & living memorial such =2s tha-
stadium, an educational institution, information center, memo-
rial park or any other suitable or worthy project.

‘The authorized.ppprépriatibq'was:rédubéd!to 525.000.47 fha final

blow came when Jamengposdﬁéit'j§1h9§_uith Representative Schanck

. 451b1d., R 47. " The Interior Department submitted an une
favorable report on the Keogh resolution, expressed in terms of
- support for the judginent of tha Fine Arts Commission-~"the agency -
. export in this field." (Lettor, Assistant Secretary Kennsth Helum
to Omar Burleson, Chairman, Committee on House Rdninistratxcn, in o
H. Rept. No. 2148 To Accompany H.Jd. Res. 112, 87th Cong., 2d S SSey

pp. 8-9. ) . N
. 46108 Cong.'Rac.‘21783'(1962).
- 4T1bid., p. 21782,

N
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to speak in support of tha 0'Neill emendment. Tho amsnded resolu-
tion was voted by a wide margin end sﬁbsaqﬁantly passed the Senats,
Prosident Konnedy approved it on October iB, 1962.48

The new lsw required tho Momorial Commissiﬁn to roport its
recommendations to Congress .for approval by June 30, 1963. As a |
first stop, Biddle and Pedsrsan anin met with tﬁa Comnission of
fins Arts on December 19, 1962, to discuss modification of the de-
sign. Pederssn said that he could réche the height of the highest
stele thirty or forty feest without doidg violence to the concept.
He aiso agreed that the steles might be sheathed in vhite limestons
or marble., The Fine Aité.Cbmmiséion ;é?used to grant tentativo aé-
proval of the proposednchénges{1i§ wbula'ohly roestats the congres=-
sional diractivé that the mémoridl."be harmonious as to lccatien,
design, and land usa" uith the othér manorials. It asked thst
" Pedarsen submit skstches with his alterations. and the architact
agreed to do 80.49 |

Ascths nsw year progressed and no sketches appeared, Chair-

. 'man Finley sent a letter of reminder to Chairman Biddlo. Biddle

replied on April 2, pleading a lack of Funds for the purpo.;e.50

4Soon thereafter tha Memorial Commission received itu uZS 000 appro-

..priation, and Finley again wrota Biddle to request é "aimple aketch" .,-fff

499 L. 87-842, 76 Stut. 1079--see Appandix o.
49m1nutes. Dec. 17. 1952, CFA, p. 2. RS : R

solbid., March 19 and Apr. 16; 1964.'
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for the June 17 meeting of the Commission of Fine Arts-~its last
before the June 30 reporting date set‘by Congress. Biddle's rs-
sponse revealed that he was {in no hurry: .

‘1 do not belisve tha£ the use of a simple skstch would bs of

eny service to ths members of your Commissicn. « « « Obvious-

ly a carsful study must bo made by Pedersen and Tilney which

would teke several months to complete and would not possibly

be finished at the time you suggest.51 . :

Contributing to the absence of urgency displayed by thsa

fiemorial Commission was the prospect,of several new appointmcnts
to tha Fine Arts Commission after the middls of the year. Tﬁere
‘'was little expectstion that'thé existing membership would approve
the relatively minor modificatiqns fhat:the architects were willing
to make. The momorial,Commiéaioﬁﬁthbs_preferred to ignore the con-
gressional deadiine énd take 1t§ }hancéa'w1th the ncw Kennedy ap-
pointees.52 This strategy pfavéd.gqundf- the Fine Arts Commision
was 1atet characterized es "rédiéaliy 6verhauled and liberalized"
by the appointments.53 At a meeting 1n October, the new members
eppeared more sympathetic to the Pedarsen-Tilney concept, - and the
4

4 Commission again requested a revised preuantation.s

Contention flared once mora at ‘tha presentation session on .

51Letterg, June 3-and. 5, 1953, rbxd.. June 17, 1963.

S 521ntarview, Charles H. Atherton, Executive aecretary..cra,
NDV. 14 and 22' 19720 ‘ ’ P . L

53Ada Louise Huxtable. ”honunantal Troubleé." Liow York T‘nco,‘7
Juna 26. 1964, Pe 31Q . .

SAntnutes, Oct. 15, 1963, CFA, oo 15-14; :
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May 19-20, 1964-~sparked this time by a New York Times Magazine

aiticle by Williem Walton, new chairman of the Fins Arts Commieion..
Walton, roviewing the controvofsy over the Roosevelt memorial,.had
-.written that the Pedersen-Tilnoy design "probably will nover be
QUilt. at least not in washiﬁgton."55 Francis Biddle declared

. that Walton was projudiced and asked that he disqualify himself

.ftom voting. Walton, uith the support of his ccmmissicn, rafuded

to do so, statidg that his expression raferred solely to the origi-

" nal design and assuring Biddls that he would be given "an unbiased
hearing on the new design.”55 .

;n fact, the "new dasign" was not so changed as to overcoms
the objections of most opponents. fhé highest stele was lowered
thirty-seven feat to bring it Just balou tha above-uater hpight cf
the Lincoln MBmorial, and soms ofthesteles ware reartanged to in-
.corporate within the cluster a three-times-life-size statue of Roo-
_gavelt. Cancrete was rstalned as the building materxal. At the Fine
iArts Conmxssion vote on June 24. walton. along with Thoodore Ros zak,ﬁﬁ
decided against 1t.. But,cordon Bunshaft, Burnhem Kelly, Aline |
‘Sgéfihed;znd John Ca?ld&érdeckaf¥the décessafy majosity--voted to

“-fiapp:oya.s?

55"Monumenta1 Succasses and Failurss,”_March 15, 1964, p. 99,f’4

ss"Plan for Meﬂorial to Roosevelt Stirs Dispute in Capltal,"

:"ﬁ.Nea YorP TlmOQ, liay 21. 1964. p; 3?..

) 57Hidao Sasaki, member of the Advisory Comﬂitteo to the
jFrunklxn Dolano Roosevelt Memorial Comnission and a- conpotition '
entrant, abstainsd. )
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After f&ur end a half years of controversy, construction
of the Pedersen-Tilney design for the Franklin Delenc Roosevelt Mee-

morial seemed assured.



We don't like it, and I'm sure Father wouldn't either.
~=James Roosevelt3d

III. DEATH OF A DESIGN (19G64-1965)

Three days befora the affirmative decision of the Fine Arts
Commission, tha five children of Franklin D. Roosevelt--Elliott,
John, James, FDR, Jr., and Anna--mét ai Hyde Park to discuss ths
memorial design that now appsared likely of approval. James stated
their unanimoué conclusion in 1dent1c§l'letters to Francis Biddle
and Williem Walton: "We are unaltérébl? opposed to the erection
of either the original or the ;éviséd design submitted by the
Franklin D. Roosevalt mamprial Commission, and we do not belisve
any modifications of thé probdéal‘wbuld‘wake it scceptable to us."
In addition, the family requeeted that "no public Fund-raisxng op~
~eration be allowed" regardless oF what design might ultimately be
‘ -solectedss--reportedly because such a cumpaign micht hinder efforts
to financs the Eleanor Roosevalt Foundation.57

The Commission of Fme Arts, 1nl’ormed of the f’am;ly 3 posi- .

-tion before their vote, dxd not allow it to 1nf1uence their

; f'. 55ﬂarjorie Hunter,‘“vae Rocsevelts Oppose MGmorial," New '
‘,’York Tim"s, June 26. 1964’ p' 310 : C

56Letter, Juné 23, 1964, 1n Minutes, June. 23, 1954 CFA.

5T4olf Von Eckardt, "Keogh Becomes Chaitman of FOR MOmorial
"Board," Washinqton Post, Juna 22, 1965, P. A7.

27 ' &



28
decision. Elsewhors, howsver, there was renewed commotion, exem-
plified by the dlvided membership of tho Memorial Commission. "I
rather liked [the design] myself, but, &{f the family doesn't like
it, then I'm afraid it's out,” sald Senator Maurine Neuberger.
"We'll just have to start all over agein." Senator Jacob Javits
~did not like "forcing anything on the family": "I think we should
give it another try to find something they could go with, It looks
all right to me, but they apparently don't like it." Reprosenta-
tive Keogh wanted to take the family's wishes into consicderation
but did not ses how the Commission could reject the winning designs
"Why, that would makes a mockery of the architectural profession."
Chairman Biddle, laader of the Memdrial Commiseion in fact as wsll
as name, was all for prcﬂsing ahead.s8 But his dstérminﬂtion vas
' - matched by that of Jamas Roosevelt, who carried the family posl-
tion to the Housa floor on June 25:
It has come to my attention that the Chairm~n of the Franklin D.‘
Roosevelt Memorial Commission has stated that no further action
is requirod by the Congress of the United States and that the
Commission can now go forward and build according to .the ap-
proved design; this in face of the fact that, of course, the
femily of the late President did. unanimously express thair opin-
" fon that this is en'undesirable design. Therefors I hops that
some of my colleagues'mill Join ms in. exsmining the logislation
- which is controlling.,. e.o -And if, as a result of that exami-
.-nation it appears that the Congress. hes. lost.contral -of tha mat-
"ter of the ersction of this memorial under the approved dzsign,-

... llopse that my colleagues will join with ma - in considaring some j-
"f.,legislation to do something about Lt.sg‘ T T

53Huntar.‘"Five Roosevalts Opposa MEmorlal.“E: '

59110 Cong. Rec. 15013 (1964)
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Once agnin, edvocates end opponents of the design mads
their views known through the press. Ada Louise Huxtable, architcc-

ture critic for the New York Times, was favorably impresseds

There-is a.subtle, processional monumentality that depands'as
much for effect on the mguemont of the visitor as on its purs=-
ly visual impact. It is an impressive monumentality that sur-
rounds the visitor and contains him. . « « It could even
avoid that bugaboo of all memorials, banality.60 4
Siegfried Giedion, prominent art historian, lauded the qesign as 8
successful expression of contenmporary art and denounced the notion
that polifidians or survivors of‘tﬁe'66ceased should "presume to
interfere" with a prize-winning biéée of architecture. "F.D.R. be-
longs to history, his mohUment>tq‘thé.h$£1on,“ he wrote. "Such a
memorial is not a bigthda?}preéen} Fﬁr.ihe‘fbmily,'to like or
dislike,"61 ] '
| Despite thé.dbubte.é#p:égsédAsi?éCma members earlier, the
Memorial Comm.issioﬁ in b'ecembér.i‘g's’d sided with Gledfon snd voted
its formal approval of the ravised Padatsnn-Tilnay design. Under’
LSecretary oF Commerce Franklin D. Roosavalt, Jr., said that the
family still opposed the design but would rot attempt to stop con-

st:uction.sz' Ha may not have apoken for all; eccordxng to ons

”;nfofmed spurga. Jamgs_Roosevqlt threatened to fight any_fund-

N .

60":1ontman£al Troubles;"‘ A

51Letter, New York Times, Aug. 2, 1964, Sec, 4, p. B"i _ﬂt-*"

' 529h111p Benjamin, "ROO“Bvelt Commission Approves 0emoria1
- Design," 1ibid., Dec. 11, 1964. Pe 22. s
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réisingefforts fn the nous media.63 In any event, the Commission
found itself in an untenable position; Francis Biddle announced
the following April that the family's opposition had made ?un& ralse
ing virtually impossible and that the design had besn "put on ice."
Biddle simultaneously gave notice of his resignation as chairman. 64
He hed battled well, but he had lost.

That fall, a new plan by Eric.Gugler and Paul Manship, de-
signers of tha Theodore Roosevelt Memorial on Roossvelt Island,
was quietly circulated emong concerned members ofitongress and éov-

ernment officials. Their désign} réportedly backed by Anna Rooses

velt Halsted, was disparaged by the Wééhington Post:
The memorial itself 1s'apparentlylto be somswhat in the manner
of the Rayburn Building, constructed around a stone version of
the late President es a Romen. scnator, in a fake toga, Mr.
: Roosevelt deserves better of his countrymen.65
This schems nevor surfaced as a formal proposal of the Memorial
Commission. In tha end, tha only positxve acccnplishment of that
“body during 1965 was to obtain authorization for an additional
'3100 000 to continue 1ts existence.65 After Rspresentative Keogh,

Blddle s successor as chairman, described ths Commission as ”stone

. ’53In£ervieﬁ, Cﬁafldtté‘HOSEins, Adnihistrative“Secretary,
Franklin Delano Roosevelt Nemcrial Commxsslon, Dec. 4. 1972.

= 64w1llard Clopton. “Memorial Deaign for fDR 'On Ica,'" W3sh~
S ngton Pest, Apr. 30,. 1965, p. 81. I e .

55uolf Von: Eckardt,'"Fanily Quietly Promoteﬁ New Des {nn for L
FDR Memorxal Near Tidal Basin," Eashinagton Post, Oct.-23, 1965, .
p. A1 "monumental Catautrophe" (édltorial), nOv. 9, 1963. P A20.’

ﬁﬁp L. 89-305, 79 Stat. 1126, Oct. 30, 1965 " sao0, Appondu E.

e
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broke" in the ngsa prior to passage of his bill, Representotive
H. R. Gross expéessed what must have been the wish of all: "1
ﬁope'we will get better rosults for the further expenditure of the

‘money than we have had in the past."57

-

67111 Cong. Rec. 23590-91 (1965).



The Roosevelt Commission can eithsr build this one or for-
cet {t, for it 1s unlikely that a more appropriate version
will come along.

‘>

~-Ada Louise HuxtablabS

IV. BACK TO THE DRAWING BOARDS (1966-1970)

Meoting on January 18, 1966, the Franklin Dslano Roosevelt
Memorial Commiséion officially abandéned the Psdorssn-Tilnay dezign
and, undar the ieadership of Senétot Euéena J. McCarthy of Minne-
sota, decidsd upon msans for éelecting a now ons., Thera would be
no morse covpetitiono; Representativs Ksogh characterized that ap-
proach as "unnecessary. impractxcal, and time-coneuming.“ Instead;
the Memorial CommisSLOn sept_letters'to Pifty-FPive archita;te in-
‘quiring as to. théir 16terest 16 thé bréjéct. On their own, without
bensfit of a profescional advisory body. ths Commission in Junse
selected one of the tespondsnts. Some architacts indicated disap-

' proval of this method. but most had praise for the choice: Marcel

‘E.‘Breuer of New Yotk. dasigner of the UNESCU buildings in Paris. the

e United Statas Embassy in the Hague, the Whitnay ﬂuseum in New York,

and the Housing and Utban Developnent buildxng in waahington. Upon‘_ S

‘ '{‘his appointnent, Breusr declared that ha had o 1daas for the '

68"1? at Fxrst You Don't Succaed. _ Naow York‘Timéq, Jaﬁ.:1};'_ ;jf».'F

1967‘ SBCO 2. po 190
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Roosevelt Memorial but would epproach the jcb as a "frssh prcblom."69
On December 20 Breusr presentsd his design to the Memorial
Comnission (see Illustrations 5 end 6). It includad seven hugod
rough granite "darts" radiating outward frem a thirty-two-foot cube
of polished granite bsaring an incised photographic portrait of
Roossvelt. Thes Psdersen-Tilney design had been widaly criticized
for its lack of relationship to its subject; thus Brousr put par=-
ticular stress on the ways in which his proposal rzflected the
Prasidsnt: 4 |
While the Memorial Pirst of sll is intended to be an inviting,
leisurely, earth-and-nature-bound place, its composition has
further meaning, symbolizing Franklin Delano Roossvelt's phi-
losophy and government and identifying his personality.
The center of tho Memorial $s a plaza, like the centsr af
a rotating turbine. Stons walls, like stone bledas, ara ro=-
~ leasead from this core, evocativs of ideas launcihed during the
dynamic Roosevelt era.. These stons walls emsrge monumental,
sixty feet high, danoting the momentun of great concepts.
Their contours descend to meet tha earth, much as the Proci=
dent's concepts reached at to ‘the people for understanding,
acceptance, and to bacoma an intsgral part of the Nation's
thinking. : .
'Each of the walla would ba flanked by wator. “an slemant which had

‘much to do with F 0. R.'a personality. Recordings of Recosevelt's

-'_.'voice would be played from ths cantral portrait stona,?0

The Breuer design, for which the architact roc°iVGd 940 000, n

.1waa unanimously approved by the memorial Commiosxon. FDR. Jr..

4 6g"FDR memorial Cowmisaion Sebk°"au Design for Hio ronu--‘_'.
“ment Here," Washinaton Post, Jon. 19, 19.., p. B14; Ads Louise Hux= -
“table, "Breuer to bhapa Roooevelt Shrino," f>w York TlﬂO S, Junc 9,
1966, p. 39. : ' - : -

105tatement presented by Senator mcCarthy. 113 Cong, Roc."
20911 (195?). ' , e T
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present at the mesting, also pladged his suppert. At a press con-
ference the following day Reprasentative Keogh expressed confidence
that the Fine Arts Commission would approve the memorial and hopo
- that both Congress and the public would contribute the $2-4 million
necessary to construct 1£.71°

Critical acclaim followed tho presentation. Ada Louise
Huxtable called Breuer's plan "a thoughtful, contemporary, creative
solution that honors ths man it commemoratess at a reprszsntative
leval of today's aesthetic achievemant, without doing violencs to
the classical Washington 1mags.”72 Wolf Von Eckardt, archiiecturé

critic for the Weshinaton Post, lauded it as a "splendid nsw de-

sign.' While unsnthusiastic about’tﬁe‘iecorded voics, ha called
the photographic etching "Breuer s gxeatast stroka of genius" and
urged that the memorial be fintshed by the twenty=fifth anniversary
of Roosevelt's death in 1970.?3 :

The MGmorial Commission had taken cars this time to culti-
'vate'the cooperatton of Roosevelt's-children. At least one dis=-

' cordant note was heard from tha famxly. however, 1n the form of a

| lattat from Anna s son to the New York Times. John R. Boettigsr

'};callqd the Breuep_design‘one ofufstrlking tastoieaédese."

71George Dugan, "New Design for MBmOtxaI to- Roosevelt Is Un- o

’ ‘7]i°,=veiled,v New Yoric Tinos, Dec. 22, 1966, pe 1

72”1? at First You Don't Succeed. | 7  I WJ.;~ l

. 73"F0R Nemorial Should Be Built ~And Soon," W«ﬂhinognn Po;t, B
_Dec. 23. 1966, p. 81.
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Both thbk sarlier tablet desicn and the new model . . . sug-
gast that the F.D.R. ficmorial Coirmission has somshow fixed in
its mind the notion that Prosid:=nt Roosavelt is best tepresent-
ed by monumental slabs of ono cort or enother.
In such circumstancos the plans to play leped recordings
of the President's voice cannot but remind aneo of the similar-
ly amplified words of Ths foundor at Forest Lawn.
Boasttiger suggested an opsn Stona ompitheater employing trsss,
grass,\and water--"a grand monument of simple and unpretentious -
beauty and a suitable setting for carcmonial occasions end national
public events,"74
Despite such dissent, thore was hardly the hostility that
followsd the first design prssenfetion aix years earlier. The
Fino Arts Commission met on January 23, 1967, with little expecta-
tion that Brebet's“daslgn would,nét»be'approved. Only after the
closed session bagan did'ecch'ﬁambé:.find that his own doybis wers
sharad by all ths others.?5 fIt'afwhatﬁi call pop art sculpture,
and it's d;arespectful'ahd frivoidﬁs,"3said.kline Saarinsn. "The
concept of a canned voice 1a.abhorrentqﬁ Both the recording and
the photograpﬁic portfaitlwére c&nsidéreq to datract from the da-
: sired sense of memorial tinelessness. Dvﬂrall, tha design was
judged basically crude 1n concaption-na series of rorms that

“”strongly suggeated stago ssttings rather than saxious architec-.

 <<tur9."75 Brauar 8 petsonul appearence befora the meﬂbers tha co

74Jan. 1, 1957, Sec. 4, P. 11.
751nterview, Charles H. Atherton, Nov. 14, 1972. -

757ranscr1pt ‘of maeting, p. 14, Ninutaw, Jan. 25, 1967 CFA
Ninutca, Jan.‘ZJ, 1967, CFA, pp. 2-3.. : '
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next day ylelded somewhet more sympathy for his plan, but in tho
end the vots was unanimous. A press releasa suwmarized the Fine
Arts Commission stands

The Commission feels that such a memorial requirés the high-
est standard of artistic-achievement and significance. The
proposed design doss not fulfill either criteria.

The Commission has studied all aspects of the plan and
roached its conclusion with great reluctancs, aware of the many
difficulties that have bsen faced by the dabigner and the Roo~
sevelt Memorial Commission.

At the public announcement, Chairmen Willism Walton offered no hops

- that revision might rescus Breuer 8 design. "If thsro had been

some little thing that we thought could ba don3, ws certainly would

have suggested changss," he said. _“we rejected the entire concept."77
The rejaction caught néarly‘everyoné concerned by surprise.

Ftancis Biddle and New Jarsey Rapreqentative Frank Thompson, Jr.,

of ths mgmorial Co*mission expresoed their frustration and disap-

-pointment to the ptBSS' "y don't quita know yet where we will go

from here," Thompson said.7a, That decision was made at the Comnis-

}sion 8 naxt meatinngn march'1. when the membets unanimously voted -."

 to seek congressional approval of the Breuer design. As Senator

?-; MCCarthy saw it, "This is not a case of pitting the artistic judg-

"'ment of the FDR Comn;s°ion again t tha Fina Arts-Ccnnis on, but .

J’rather the Judgment, Skill. and teputa»ion oF Marcal Breuer, 1* -

77M1nutes. Jan. 26, 1067, CFA Ben A, Fran&lin,A"Fine Arte o
A Commission Rejects New Roosevelt. menorial Plan," Now York T1m
Jﬂﬂo 28' 196?. po 6. : S : :

. Byl von Eckardt, "Unanlmous Dccicion Dooms Brouor [ 'Stona
Datts' plaﬂ'." Was hlnqton pO‘!t' Jan. 28, 1967’ p.o C1. B
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recognized as oho of the great architects in tha world today,
againat the coliectiva Judgment of the Fins Arts Commission.ﬂ79
On August 2 McCarthy introduced a joint resolution similar to the
original Keogh resolution that had sought approval of the Pedsrsen-
Tilney design in 1962. On ﬁha Senate floor he stressed Brousr's
nualifications and discussed the neod for the legislationt
We did have an opinion that it was not necessary to coms back
for full authorization and that we pechaps had sufficient au-
thority in the original resclution [P.L. 84-372 (1955)]; but
it was the judgment of the Members of Congrsss on the Commis-
sion, that it would be better to bring the whole proposal bo=-
fors Congress eagazin, in the hops that we could build a solid
base upon which an appeal could be made throughout the country
to raise monesy to help pay for ths memorial. Wa hope to se-
cure this approval soon in order that tho momorial be complet-

ed by the time of the 25th anniversary of the death of
Franklin D. Roosevalt. :

NcCarthy's res olution wae never reported from comiittes.
Idantical 1egielation introduced 1n tha next Congress in 1969 met
with an idsntical fats. Consistent with 1ts position on the old
Keogh resolution, the Interior Department submitted negative re-
'.ports on thsse measuress "Inasmuch as the effect of [tha resolu-

ion] would be to approvebthe Breuar plan over the objections of
.the Commission - of Fine Atta and uithout the advice of the National'

' ,”Park Sarvzce end the National Capital Planning Conmission, ‘as ro-.

'_,quired in axisting laws, wa recommend against its enactmﬂnt.“81

79"FDR Panel Plana Plea to Congross," wq'hinntnn Pnst,
Narch 2. 1957, P 810 . R

7. 803,4, Res. 99, 90th Cong., 1st Sesa.; 113 Cong. Rsc. 20911
(1967) See Appandix Fo ‘ o A

. 81Letter, Secretury Walter J. Hicksl to Chaitman Sqnual N.

B
S T s
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~ Without congress&onal action, the socond great plan to be sponsorsd
by the Franklin Dslano Roosevelt Memorial Commiéaion was dead.

On January 20, 1969, at e time whsn the futuro of thé éoo-
sevelt Memorial appsared most anromising, Presidant Johnson pro-
claimed its site "Franklin Delano Roossvelt iemorial Park."82 of
minimal consequence, Jchnson's action gave at least the appearance
of accomplishment to an undertékinngith nothing else to-shdw for

more than a decads of effort.

Friedal, Committes on House Administration, May 22, 1970, Legisla-
tive Fi;e "Franklin D. Roosevelt flemorial," National Park Sarvics.

B2fgdoral Roqister, XXXIVs 14, Jan. 22, 1969, 913; see Ap-
pendix G. : . o



This sesms to bs the proposal that meets with the least
resistance.

* -;Eugena J. Keogh83

V. THE ROSE GARDEN

For years prior to const:uctioo of tha‘Rochambeau MMemorial
Bridge in the late 1940s, a National Rose Carden had graced West
Potomac Park soﬁtheast of the Tidal Bésin. To maks way for the
bridge, a new site for the garaén Aﬁd the McMillan Fountain was so-
lected south of:lndependéncp AQenge éhdfwest of the Tidal Basin.
The Commission of Finé-Arta and tﬁa~ﬂational Capital Planning Com=
mission approved this plan in 1947.3.‘ ) )

In 1958 Francis Biddls 1nformed tha National Park Servxce
that the Advisory Commxt oe to~the Fran«lin ‘Delano Roosavelt flemo=-
rial Commission had recommendad tho sama site for the Roosavelt

. Mamorial., Suparintendent Harry T. Thompson of National Capital

. Parks told him that the site was taken and that "substantial funds" .

'n_had bsen ccmmitted to the garden project.e4 Thompson and National

'APark Servica Director Conrad L. wirth, inspired by »he litaral
""meaning of the nama "Roosevelt," suggested that with the addition '

of. a stetue or other mEmorinl faature the National ROoQ Gﬂtdan

. 83"Rose Garden end a Statue Ara Planned as MCmorial to Frank--u 
lin Roosevalt,vaew York Times, Sept. 15, 1970, pe 22, ‘ -

94Lettor. June 20, 1953, NCP- wNRC.“ B

[y
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could become thé Roosavelt MEmorial.es The Memorial Comm;ssion did
not adopt this éuggestion, end bath the National Capital Planning
Commission and the Congress assented to use of ths site for a'mamo-
-rial of undefined form.

There wes some thougﬂt. prior to the design competiticn
and in later years, that a ross garden might be a subsidiary fea-
ture in the vicinity of the memorial. But amid the great contro-
vorsy over the Pedersen-Tilney design, Qirth's prdposal of a gar=-
den as the prinﬁipal featurs gained support. Tha.bills Introduced
by Representatlva'MCDowell and Sénatbr Douglas in 1961, while not
specifying a gardan of roses, wére cémpéiible with this concept.
Chairman william H. watars, Jr., o? the District of Columbia Recre-
ation Board urged a "aimple stona nsrker" surrounded by a ‘rose gar=
den at the House hearlng on the Kaogh raaoluticn in 1962.86 with
rejection of both thevpedersen;Iiiﬁé}:aﬁd the Breuer plans, a gar- "
den came inéraasingiylfo apﬁéaf fﬁe baatxalternativo. The washing-

ton Star reflected this sentiments_

Our suggestion ie that [tha monorial Comﬁi sion] push in gcme

direction other than anothser variation of concrete slabB. « o »

A lovely garden or some similar facility might be quite fit-
"ting. to the mamoty of the mad no less than to the parx ‘1tselr 87

*', After ten years of monumental thinking. the Memorlal Com-'~

1ssion gava in and endoraed tha concept of e rose garden with )

BSNemorendLm, kirth to Secrotmry of tho. Intcrlor (SteN:rt L.

, Udall). July 30, 1963. NCP; Interviow, uirth, Oct. 13, 1972.,

B5Franklin Delnno Roosevolt Monardal, Hpﬂrinns. p. 69

87"Instdnt Confusion“ (editorial), Feb. 4. 1967. p. a4

A
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statue on May 18, 1970. With tho assistance of Aversll Harrimen,
the Roosevalt childran were contacted and brought into agreement
with this plan.B® If it did not inspiré wild snthusiecm, thslpro-

posal also aroused no copposition. The Washington Post exprossed

the general ettitudss
By all means let us plant a ross garden to honor the momory of
Franklin Delano Roosevelt, as the FDR femoriel Commizsion now
suggests. Like scnding flowers when ona can't think of a wore
personal gift, it is surely a proper, pleasant, scmswhat non-
committal and thus noncontraversial thing to do.89
The Mqurial Commiasion,received authorization that Septem-
‘ber for an additional $75,000 beyond the $285,000 appropriated end
spent since 1957. Prior to House paséégé of this legislation Rep-
resentativo Thompson assured the watchful Ropresentative H. R.
Gross that this would be the Coémiasidn's'last such regueszt; he
would "not be back.to the Piéér'for,fdrgher housekeeping monsys
without 2 final and absolutejéndfgﬁ;éptabla.design."go Bsfore the -
House Interior Appraptiafions schomnittee on April 29, 1971,
' Chairman Eugene Je Keogh of the MQmorial Commic ion (no longer in
.Congrasa) was: asked by Representative Julia Butler Hansen of Wash-

Aington when Firm plans For ‘the rosa garden would be Fortncomlng.

: '?without attempting to commit,mysqlf-specifical}y,4I would hope

' '83Lettér5 Rep.’Ftank Thompébﬁ,AJr.; to Chairman B.'Evérett : o

Jordan, Senate Rules Committee, Aug. 18, 1970, S.. Rept. No. 91-1131 -
_ro Accompany H'R. 15351' 91St'cong., 2d se S.. po 2. ) " )
894 Rose Garden to Honor FOR" (editorial). Sept. 19, 19?0,p Aas._»f

. 90p.L. 91-358, 84 Stat. 837, Sept. a, 1970; 16 Cong. Rec.'
24966. See Appcndxx He
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that within th&ffiscal yoar 1972 we should bs woll on our way," he
replied.g1 In March 1972 Keogh reappearod before Represontative
Hansen's subcommittes to requost épptoptiation of the balanca of
the §75,000; $27,000 of his request, he said, was "expected to cov=
er the preliminary design that we will then have to tske to the
Fins Arts Commission for epproval and so Forth."gz

Despite these statements, the $75,000 would cover little
more than the Commission's administrative oxpenses. Aware of ;his,
Keogh had asked ths Secretary of. the fnterior forAplanning and dee
sign as3sistance early in 1971.' Natibnal Park Service Director |
| Gsorge B. Hartzog, Jr., astinating the cht of a preliminary plan
at $150,000 (lster revised to 3175 000), told Keogh that legisla="
tion wculd bs requxred to authorxze Intorlor involvement.+« A reso-
lution to this end--with no appropriatlon'11mit~-passed Congress
and was approﬁed by Pfe#ident,N@xéhﬁon Juna~30,.1972.93

Keogh formally reduesééd'lnté:ibﬁ assistance on July 18,
asking that tha:SBciéta§y'initigéé,ateps'td obtain a 3175,000 sup-

.pleméﬁtal approﬁriatioh ?orab%znning‘ahd deaign of the Roosevelt

T 91Dgpartmont of the In*erior and Felntad Agensios Approoria=-

: ftiona for 1872, Hearinns before a Subcemmittee of:tha Committco on

Appropriations, Houss .of Roprsssntutives, 92d Cong., 1st Sess.,
B Franklin Dalano Roosevelt MBmorial Comnission, Part S. p. 4.

- 9208partmnnt of: tha Interinr and Ppiatrd Anpnrtow nnornnriﬂ-
tions for 1973, Hearing" before a Subco.a?ttce on the Co*rittcu on.
Approprxutxona, House of Represcntatives, 92d Cong., 2d Yoss,.;

' Ftanklxn Delano Rcosavelt Hemorial Commisbion, Part 3y Pe 780.

93Letter, Hartzog to Keogh Apr. 28, 1971. NCP; p L. 92- 332,
86° Stat. 401. Sea Appendix I. ; _
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Memorial. 'The ¥oply by Assistant Dircctor J. Leonard Norwood of
the National Park Service promised that the Service would include
this emount in its next budgot submission. The last communication
from the Service to the Memorial Commission as of this writing, on
October 6, 1972, was not parzicularly encouraging:

As of this time, there is no amount in the 1974 budqget 1denti-

fied for the Department of the Intorior participaticn in this

project. If we are unable to includes the amount in 1974, we

will give the project high priority for 1975.94

| 'y
Thers wés talk of compieting the Franklin belaﬁo Roosevelt

Memorial in time for the. twenty-fifth aﬁhiversary of Raosevelt's

death. The centennial of his biftﬁ will be upon us in anothar

ten years. Possibly his mémofidliwili'be~rcady for that occasion.

.

9 etter, Acting Directo#’ﬁénﬁéiJ; Fish, Jr., National
Capital Parks, to Keogh, NCP. L



The dey for conventional monuments, statues, memorials, etc.
has pass'd away. . « « - They are superfluous and vulgar.

-=Walt Whitman®3

VI. -SONE MONUMENTAL THOUGHTS

Walt Whitman's view was hardly characteristic of hisdcentury,
butiif becamé widely shared in our own. According to Thomés H.
Creighton, "the questions related to monumentality--its desirability,
the proper ‘architectural approach when. it ;g_déemed desirable, and its
relationship to oﬁher physical expressions in the community--have been
_éubjects of interest and debate since the beginnings of the mbdern move =
ment of tﬁe twentisth century."g6 With- the modernists' emphasis on
‘function, it wés inevitable that the traﬁitional monumental memorial
would lose favor to the *living memorial." In 1915 Lawrence Weaver,
while not rejecting monuments serving "no purpose but rewembraﬁce."»—
declarad. "There is no more perfect monument than 2 building which, by
1ts usefulness, ministers to living needs, and by its beauty recalls
ﬁhose who served in their day and generation."97 A prominent recent
éxercise in this memorial concept is Washington's John F. Kennedy Center
for the Performing Arts; critics like Wolf Von Eckardt who have questionod
its beauty.have nevertheless admitted its success in filling its

utilitarian function. .

95qyoted in Wolf Von Eckardt, ”mOnumental Decisions,” New
Reeublic. Apr. 2' 1962' Poe 29,

96The Architecture of Monuments, p. 9.

97Memorials & Monuments (London: Country Life, 1915), p. 23. -
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The.last ma jor Washington memorial with "no purpose but remém«
brance" was that erected in honor of Thémas Jefferson. Designed in
'the 1930s by the classicist John Russell Pope with no attempt to reflect
conteﬁporary architectural thought, it was not an exemplary product of
'its time énd has en joyed littie critica} acclaim. A more récent.memor-
ial td Jefferson, on the other hand--Eero Saarinen'§ stainlesé steel
Gateﬁay ﬁ;ch'at the Jefferson National éxpansion Memorial -in-St. Louis--
is.a ettikingly modern and successful symbol of the man and the west-
ward movement he furthered. -

Undoubtedly buoyed by the Federal patronage of the St. Louis
project énd guided by the expression of the Roosevelt competitioﬁ program
'ggainst memorial buildings essentially functional rather than commemora-
tive in nature, entrants in the Roosevelt Memorial competition were al-
ﬁost unanimous in submitting contemporary and “nonfunctional® conceptions;
Creighton.interpreted this developﬁent and the selection of . the Pedersen-
filney design as a renewed acceptance of donumentality in architecture:
"We havg accepted monumentality as a matter of scale, of consisténcy with -
ghe aims of a democratic socisty, of‘hierarchy within the range of build-
'ing types and purposes--and of ability to produce, using the vocabulary
6? modern architecture, a significant and emotionally convincing result."98

Yet others were not so sure. After the Pedersen-Tilney design
wés chosen John Ely Burchard asked, "Is it pqssible.in these days tc
memorialize anybody in a significant way through artifacts? If it is
possible is a monumental aétifacﬁ possible? Da we know how to make ons?
Do artists have their hearts in the job when they try?"99 Lewis Mumford,

who had served on the advisory committes to the Memorial Commission,

9BArchitecture of Monuments, p. 9.

99”Debatin8 the FDR MBmorial: ‘A Plea for Relevance," Architectur-
al Record, March 1 61, pe. 2, -_—
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refused to serve on the selection jury, .partially because he believed
_that "in the present state of the arts'today the odds were heavily against
finding a msmorial design that yould effectively symbolize Ffrenklin D.

'ﬁoosevelt."loo In a Saturday Review article, "Must Monuments Be Monu-

mental?" Katherine Kuh took issue with the monumental scale perpetuated'
by the Pedersen-Tilney design. She did not oppose the design as archi- .
tecture, she subseﬁuently wrote in response to a letter from Francis '
Biddles "It is the conception I question, the idea of another huge,
costly monument. . . . The great human qualities of FDR seem curiously
misrepresented py such false giganticism. As I seid in my article, whet
1 had hoped was that 'we in America might even have pioneered in deéign,
as Roosevelt did in government, to come up with a fresh idea.'101  The

New York Times was another source of doubts "Should any more monuments

'ggg_monﬁments (as opposed to ornamental buildings dedicated to useful ...... ..
| purposes) be erectea in an already monument-ridden city? The fact that
e goqd monument today seems impossible to design could be proof that we
do not really believe in monuments any more. 102

B fF in fact we do not bselieve in monuments, it is at least par-
tially because of the time in which we live. Monuments best suit ages
of confidence. They are most readily built by people sure of their
place in history and certain that what fhey leave will be meaningful to

thase who follow. But ours is an age of uncertainty--about ourselves,

our ideals, our future. Monuments are forever, bespaaklng eternal

100Letter, New York Times, Aug. 16, 1964, Sece. 4, p. B.
1015ept. 2, 1961, pp. 26-27; Sept. 30, 1961, p. 27.

102vmgnuments and Men" (editorial), Feb. 27, 1962, p. 32.
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truths. B8ut what we express today we uswally qualify tomorrow. Con-
cepts and ideals frozen in stone (or reinforced concrete) may prove

embarrassing.

Another and more particular consideration derives from the sub-
. ject to be commemorated by a monument. National monuments are most ap=
propriate to persons who have taken on -the .aura.of national institutions. -
This transformation normally requires the passage of sufficient time to
place the living human being, with his inevitable frailties,‘beyand the

memory of cther living persons. Washington, Jefferson, and Lincoln had
all attained superhuman stature by the time their memorials were built

“in Washington. Franklin D. Roosevelt ié still remembsred.as a man. As

~ such he may rate a garden--but not a tower or temple.



EPILOGUE

On Aptil 12, 1965, tha.twentieth annivéréary of Roosovalt’
death, a plain block of white Vermont marble, 6'10" by 3! B” by 3’3”
high, was unveiled on Pennsylvania Avenue near the National Archives
building. Among thosa present at the ceremony were John A, Roose-
velt, Franklin D. Roosevelt, Jr., and Anna Roosevelt Halsfad.
Ambassador-at-targe Averell Harriman'made a épeecb, and Presidant

Johnson stoppsd by to lay a mreath; 'On'tha'block was inscribed.

IN. MEMORY OF FRANKLIN DELANO ROGSEVELT .

1862 - : 1945
The Roosevelt children; Architect Eric -Gugler, a family
'-friend, Charles F. Palmer. a membar or the Rocsevelt Admninistration

‘and chairmen of the Ftanklgn«o. Roosevelt Warm Springs Memorial

‘Commission;'and Conrad'L.'wirth'weré contributots toward the monu= -

‘f-_ ment, which received no - govarnment fund&ng.103_ Their names and

E thosa of other donors not made publxc were 9ealed 1n tnc base oF

‘f'f.the etone.' A bronzo plaque nearby recounted tho convaroatxon of

1OjLet.tor. Regional Director T. Suttén Jett,'hatiex~l Cgpltbl
Parks, to William A. Schmidt, Commissioner of Public Buildings, Gen-
eral Sorvices Administration, Jan. 22, 1965, NCP; Nan Robertson,
"iMemorial Is Dedicated to Roosevelt in Capital,” Now York Timesz,
"Apr. 13, 1965, p. 16; Interview, Wirth, Oct. 13, 1972.
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Roosovalt and Frankfurter and pointodiy noted how "A small group of
living aséociates of the President . . o fulfilled his wish by pro=-.
viding and dedicating this modest memoriel.”

Justice Frankfurter had made Roossvelt's desire known to
the Franklin Dslano Roosevel% Memorial Ccmmission soon after the
Commission's establishment. According to Francis Biddle, the msm-
bers quickly dscided that "this expression of Presidont Roossvelti's
should not intsrfere with the erection of any sufitzble memorial
thét the commission might recommend."1°@ Eugene J. Kesogh, speaking
shortly before he succseded Biddle aéAchairman of the Commission,
took passing notice of-the:sione pla;ed by the Archives building.
"It is nics for Roosevelt's friéﬁds”to do what FDR wantsd," he said.
."Bﬁt we capnot be content ﬁith such modest instructions."10®

Perhaps they should have been.

104 otter, Tha Atlentic, March 1961, p. 35. Biddle's lastter, pub=
- lished in the same issue es Frenkfurter's account, displayed soms
~ennoyance with the Justice for publicizing Roosevelt's wish.

1055ckardt,l"Kéogﬁ Bébdhés.chairmen of FOR fiemorisl Board."
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1.. Location Map

Memozial site. Memorial may
occcupy 27 of total 66 acres.
'Othéf'sitec éonsldersd.-'(a

. fourth site in Georgstown is

- not shown.)

.Tha Roosevelt Stons.
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