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AGENDA

MEE TING PROTOCOL

INTRODUCTION

REVIEW OF PROJECT TO DATE AND PRESENTATION OF CURRENT DESIGN (15 MINUTES)

REVIEW OF DETERMINATION OF EFFECTS (15 MINUTES)

IDENTIFICATION OF MITIGATION (45 MINUTES)

NEXT STEPS (15 MINUTES)

- IDENTIFY YOURSELF PRIOR TO MAKING ANY COMMENTS 

-  BE COURTEOUS OF OTHERS (DO NOT INTERRUPT) AND AVOID PERSONAL AT TACKS

- LIMIT YOUR COMMENTS TO THE AGENDA ITEM THAT IS BEING DISCUSSED

- IF  YOU BELIEVE A RELEVANT ISSUE SHOULD BE RAISED THAT IS NOT ON THE AGENDA, ASK THE FACILITATOR IF IT CAN BE ADDED

- WE EXPECT TO HEAR FROM ALL AT TENDEES; DO NOT JUST BE AN OBSERVER
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AREA OF POTENTIAL AFFECTS

•	 Pennsylvania Avenue is  the ceremonial 
physical  and visual  corr idor connecting 
the Capitol  to the White House

•	 The site is  located within Pennsylvania 
Avenue National  Historic Site

•	 Pennsylvania Avenue streetscape 
materials  and al ignments have been 
integrated into the design of  the park
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EXISTING SITE PHOTOGRAPHS

EXISTING PARK - VIEW OF PERSHING STATUE

EXISTING PARK - VIEW LOOKING NORTHEAST EXISTING PARK - VIEW LOOKING WEST

EXISTING PARK - VIEW LOOKING EAST EXISTING PARK - VIEW OF KIOSK
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EXISTING SITE CONDITIONS -  SURVEY
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JUNE 2017 CONCEPT
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JUNE 2017 RESTORED POOL CONCEPT
ASSESSMENT OF EFFECTS

The June 2017 concept would result  in the 
fol lowing:

No adverse effect on the L’Enfant Plan of the 
City of  Washington, the Pennsylvania Avenue 
National  Historic Site ,  and the Pennsylvania 
Avenue NW-White House to the U.S.  Capitol 
Cultural  Landscape

Adverse effect on Pershing Park  due to 
changes to the spatial  organization,  views 
and vistas,  bui lt  features,  water features,  and 
vegetation:

•	 Loss of  the cascade fountain,  granite steps 
and planters along the western edge of 
the sunken plaza,  as wel l  as f ive specimen 
trees.

•	 Alterat ion of  the spatial  relat ionship 
between the upper and lower sections of 
the park.

•	 Inser t ion of  a walkway through the water 
feature would alter  i ts  use and appearance, 
although the footprint  of  the pool  basin 
would be retained.

•	 Replacement of  the exist ing kiosk with a 
f lagpole located on a circular  pl inth.

•	 Change of  recreation use to no longer 
include ice skating

Removed    

Modified

Existing
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DESIGN OPTIONS
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DESIGN OPTION COMPARISONS: IMPACT ON POOL ACCESS 

NORTH
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Scale: 1/8" = 1'-0"

4' 8'
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Scale: 1/8" = 1'-0"
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Scale: 1/8" = 1'-0"
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EXISTING CONDITIONS

TOTAL NON-ACCESSIBLE POOL EDGE ON 
WESTERN TERRACE = 50’-11”

TOTAL NON-ACCESSIBLE POOL EDGE ON 
WESTERN TERRACE = 35’-8”

TOTAL NON-ACCESSIBLE POOL EDGE ON 
WESTERN TERRACE = 64’-8”
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OPTION A -  FREESTANDING WALL OPTION B -  INTEGRATED WALL
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AREAS OF STUDY
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3. KIOSK2. POOL
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SCULPTURE WALL -  OPTION A: FREESTANDING WALL

NEXISTING UPPER WALKWAY

EXISTING PERSHING MEMORIAL

FLAGSTAFF

CONTEMPLATIVE GATHERING

EXISTING LOWER PLAZA

FOUNTAIN BASIN

WALKWAY + VIEWING PLATFORM

PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE1

1

1

6

6

7

8

8

7

2

2

2

3

3

4

4

5

5

SECTION

SCULPTURE WALL

EXISTING PLANTERS TO REMAIN

MODIFIED PLANTER 
TO ACCOMMODATE 
PROPOSED WALKWAY

3-SIDED CASCADE FOUNTAIN 
WITH QUOTE INTEGRATION 
ON WEST FACADE

WALKWAY FLUSH WITH 
ADJACENT PAVING

STEPS ADDED AT FORMER 
FOUNTAIN STRUCTURE 
LOCATION
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SCULPTURE WALL -  OPTION A: FREESTANDING WALL

2'-0"

4'-5"

5'-0"

6'-9"

10
'-0

"

5'-7"

Existing Fountain

5'-7"

2'-0"

10
'-0

"

Existing Fountain

2'-4"

PERSHING MEMORIALBERM BERMLOWER PLAZA UPPER TERRACE

PROPOSED SCULPTURE AND 3 
SIDED FOUNTAIN CASCADE

WESTERN TERRACE SEATINGWALKWAY CONNECTION 
BEYOND

VIEWING PLATFORM

SECTION LOOKING SOUTH

POOL (EXTENTS TO MATCH THE EXISTING CONDITION)
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SCULPTURE WALL -  OPTION A: FREESTANDING WALL



15

SCULPTURE WALL -  OPTION A: FREESTANDING WALL
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SCULPTURE WALL -  OPTION A: FREESTANDING WALL
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NORTH
N

Scale: 1" = 30'-0"
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OPTION A: FREESTANDING WALL -  ASSESSMENT OF EFFECTS

NORTH
N

Scale: 1" = 30'-0"

15' 30'

ALTERATION OF PLANTER 
FORM TO SUPPORT 
WALKWAY CONFIGURATION

REMOVAL OF ELEVATOR 
FORM AND KIOSK 
STRUCTURE TO SUPPORT 
INTEGRATION OF FLAGSTAFF

REMOVAL  OF FOUNTAIN 
STRUCTURE

ADDITION OF 
FREESTANDING WALL

ADDITION OF WALKWAY
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SCULPTURE WALL -  OPTION B: INTEGRATED WALL

UPPER WALKWAY

PERSHING MEMORIAL

FLAGSTAFF

OVERLOOK

LOWER PLAZA

FOUNTAIN BASIN

WALKWAY + VIEWING PLATFORM

PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE1

6

7

8

8

2

3

4

5

1

1

6

7

2

2

34

5

SECTION
MODIFIED 
PLANTER

GRANITE BENCH TO MATCH 
PERSHING MEMORIAL BENCH

OVERLOOK NOTCHED 
OUT OF FOUNTAIN 
AND PLANTING

FOUNTAIN CASCADES ON NORTH 
AND SOUTH SIDES INTO STEPPED 
RUNNEL CONDITION

SCULPTURE WALL
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10'-3"
Cascading Water (rough face)

2'-4"1'-9"

11
'-6

"
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"
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Existing Fountain
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"
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9'-0"
10'-3"

Existing Fountain

2'-4"

SCULPTURE WALL -  OPTION B: INTEGRATED WALL

PERSHING MEMORIALBERM BERMLOWER PLAZA UPPER TERRACE

PROPOSED SCULPTURE SET 
INTO WESTERN TERRACE

FOUNTAIN CHANNEL

OVERLOOK WITH PERSHING 
MEMORIAL BENCH

WALKWAY CONNECTION 
BEYOND

VIEWING PLATFORM

SECTION LOOKING SOUTH

POOL (EXTENTS TO MATCH THE EXISTING CONDITION)
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SCULPTURE WALL -  OPTION B: INTEGRATED WALL
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SCULPTURE WALL -  OPTION B: INTEGRATED WALL
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SCULPTURE WALL -  OPTION B: INTEGRATED WALL
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NORTH
N

Scale: 1" = 30'-0"
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OPTION B: INTEGRATED WALL -  ASSESSMENT OF EFFECTS

NORTH
N

Scale: 1" = 30'-0"

15' 30'

ALTERATION OF PLANTER 
FORM TO SUPPORT 
WALKWAY CONFIGURATION

REMOVAL OF LOWER 
TREES AND PLANTERS FOR 
SCULPTURE WALL

UPPER PLANTERS 
COMBINED

ADDITION OF WALKWAY

PORTIONS OF STAIRS 
REMOVED

REMOVAL OF FOUNTAIN 
FORM FOR SCULPTURE WALL / 
OVERLOOK INTEGRATION

REMOVAL OF ELEVATOR 
FORM AND KIOSK 
STRUCTURE TO SUPPORT 
INTEGRATION OF FLAGSTAFF
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SCULPTURE WALL COMPARISONS - ASSESSMENT OF EFFECTS

Character-Defining 
Feature

Assessment Character-Defining 
Feature

Assessment

Retained Modified
Pershing Memorial 
granite walls  

No adverse effect Granite planters Adverse effect

Terra-cotta pavers No adverse effect Granite steps Adverse effect
Memorial plaza granite 
flooring

No adverse effect Pool basin Adverse effect

Belgian block paving No adverse effect Omnidirectional view Adverse effect
Semi-circular alcoves No adverse effect Honey locust trees over 

lawn on berms
Likely no adverse effect

Pershing statue and 
memorial

No adverse effect Willow oaks above paving at 
NE corner

Likely no adverse effect

PADC lighting No adverse effect Willow oaks in planters on 
north side of pool

Likely no adverse effect

Removed Crape myrtle trees in 
alcoves

Likely no adverse effect

Granite cascade pool 
structure

Adverse effect Crape myrtle and birch trees Likely no adverse effect

Kiosk Adverse effect Native and naturalized 
grasses and perennial 
flowering

Likely no adverse effect

Cascade fountain Adverse effect Drinking fountains Likely no adverse effect
Trash cans Likely no adverse effect

Character-Defining 
Feature

Assessment Character-Defining 
Feature

Assessment

Retained Modified
Pershing Memorial 
granite walls  

No adverse effect Granite planters Adverse effect

Terra-cotta pavers No adverse effect Granite steps Adverse effect
Memorial plaza granite 
flooring

No adverse effect Pool basin Adverse effect

Belgian block paving No adverse effect Omnidirectional view Adverse effect
Semi-circular alcoves No adverse effect Honey locust trees over 

lawn on berms
Likely no adverse effect

Pershing statue and 
memorial

No adverse effect Willow oaks above paving at 
NE corner

Likely no adverse effect

PADC lighting No adverse effect Willow oaks in planters on 
north side of pool

Likely no adverse effect

Removed Crape myrtle trees in 
alcoves

Likely no adverse effect

Granite cascade pool 
structure

Adverse effect Crape myrtle and birch trees Likely no adverse effect

Kiosk Adverse effect Native and naturalized 
grasses and perennial 
flowering

Likely no adverse effect

Cascade fountain Adverse effect Drinking fountains Likely no adverse effect
Trash cans Likely no adverse effect
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SCULPTURE WALL -  COMPARISONS

A

N

B

N
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SCULPTURE WALL -  COMPARISONS

B

A
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POOL WALKWAY
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POOL WALKWAY
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FLAGSTAFF 
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FLAGSTAFF

N

6 FLAGS ARRANGED 
IN PLANTING

FORMER CONCESSION 
STRUCTURE REMOVED AND 
REPLACED WITH PLANTING

ELEVATOR FORM 
REMOVED AND 
STAIRS EXTENDED

WALL REPAIRED AT 
FORMER DOOR / ENTRY

EXISTING WALL LOWERED AND 
NEW STONE CAP INSTALLED
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MITIGATION TOPICS
Mitigation Strategies would l ikely fal l  into one of  three categories:

•	 Paved / hardscape elements

•	 Vegetation

•	 Documentation

Mitigation Strategies 
Mitigation strategies would likely fall into one of three categories: 

- Paved/hardscape elements 
- Vegetation 
- Documentation 

 

Design Change Mitigation Topics 
Removals 
Remove cascade fountain 1) Salvaging of fountain materials (stone) for use in 

new fountain 
2) Interpretation about the missing design elements 

Remove section of western steps and five granite 
planters (Option B only) 

1) Consideration of reduced length of sculpture wall 
and fountain 

2) Salvaging of stone for use in other locations within 
the park 

Remove trash receptacles 1) Repair and retention 
2) Replacement in-kind 

Remove sections of steps and portions of one granite 
planter 

1) Consideration of where new pool walkways 
require step and planter removal 

2) Salvaging of stone for use in other locations within 
the park 

Additions 
Add bas relief wall and fountain 1) Consideration of reduced length of sculpture wall 

and fountain 
2) Reuse of stone from existing fountain in 

construction of new fountain 
Add walkway over pool 1) Minimization of size of new walkway 

2) Consideration of number of connections to the 
pool edge to minimize loss of granite steps and 
planters 

Replacements 
Replace unhealthy street trees Replacement in kind 
Replace river birch trees Replacement in kind 
Replace herbaceous plants Replacement in kind 
Replace kiosk with flagpole  Minimization changes to the kiosk base and ramp 
Replace honey locust trees and reduce quantity 1) Replacement in kind and retention of current 

number 
2) Retention of planting pattern  

Replace crape myrtles Replacement in kind 
Replace drinking fountain Replacement in kind 
Replace lawn with flowering perennials to match OVS 
plan 

Replacement as described 
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PAVING AND HARDSCAPE EFFECTS MINIMIZATION AND MITIGATION

EXISTING PAVING PLAN

EXISTING TO BE REMOVED PROPOSED

PROPOSED PAVING PLAN

S PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE NWS PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE NW
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N  PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE NW

N PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE NW

PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE PAVER:
TERRA COTTA PAVERS AND BRICKS OF 

VARYING SIZES

PERSHING MEMORIAL PAVING:
(THERMAL FINISH), COLDSPRING 

CARNELIAN GRANITE

GRANITE SETTS:
COLDSPRING CARNELIAN GRANITE 

SETTS

EXISTING TO REMAIN AND/OR PROPOSED TO MATCH EXISTING

POOL BASIN / ICE RINK FLOOR:
CAST IN PLACE (CIP) CONCRETE

POOL BASIN / 
SCULPTURE SUPPORT WALL:

COLSPRING MESABI BLACK GRANITE 
(DIAMOND 100 FINISH FOR BASIN, 

DIAMOND 8 HONED FINISH FOR WALL)
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REHABILITATE OEHME VAN SWEDEN PLANTING PLAN
The Oehme van Sweden planting plan for  Pershing Park added grasses and perennials  near the pool.  
Water plants,  ornamental  grasses,  and perennials  created lush spaces within the design framework.
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0’ 20’ 40’ 60’ 80’ 100’

Quercus imbricaria - Shingle Oak
Deciduous shade tree
Planting appears mostly healthy

Missing tree

Gleditsia triacanthos - Thornless Honeylocust 
Deciduous canopy tree producing dappled shade
Planting exhibiting signs of extreme stress

Copper BeechFagus sylvatica purpurea - 
Low-branching specimen shade tree
Tree missing

Quercus phellos - Willow Oak  
Pennsylvania Avenue Street Tree
Planting exhibiting moderate stress

Quercus borealis - Northern Red Oak
Deciduous shade tree
Planting appears mostly healthy

Lavender Crepe Myrtle Lagerstroemia indica twilight - 
Multistemmed flowering understory tree
Planting exhausting soil volume

River Birch Betula nigra - 
Multi-trunk deciduous shade tree
Planting near end of life span, exhausting soil volume

VEGE TATION MITIGATION: OEHME VAN SWEDEN PLANTING PLAN
Potential  treatments

•	 Root Col lar  Excavation

•	 Repair  of  Girdl ing Roots

•	 Pruning

•	 Soi l  Improvements
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DOCUMENTATION

The Historic American Buildings Survey
In an effort to preserve our nation’s architectural legacy,  
in 1934 the National Park Service formed a unique alliance 
between the public and private sectors through a tripartite 
agreement with the Library of Congress (LoC) and the 
American Institute of Architects (AIA).  The Historic 
American Buildings Survey (HABS) was thus established 
to create a public archive of measured drawings, historical 
reports, and large-format black-and-white photographs 
of important and/or representative examples of our built 
environment.  Then, as it is now, the program was motivated 
in part by the need to mitigate the effects of rapidly vanishing 
historic resources upon America’s built environment as well 
as upon its history and culture.  While creating a lasting 
record for future generations, the rich HABS archive 
of period-specific architectural details also aids in the 
restoration and interpretation of historic properties. Prior 
to the formation of HABS, architects trained in the École 
des Beaux Arts methods prepared drawings of colonial-era 
buildings in folio volumes as a means of understanding 
and promoting historic architecture. Although important, 
these activities occurred only on a limited, local or regional 

What is historic architecture?
Historic architecture encompasses a wide variety of  
building types and styles, reflecting American values, 
ambitions, lifestyles, and folkways.  It ranges from high-style, 
architect-designed structures to the vernacular forms that 
are the product of local building traditions and indigenous 
materials. America is a vast nation and our architectural 
heritage is also represented by a rich array of regionally and 
ethnically derived forms. These include adobe-constructed 
Native American pueblos and Spanish missions in the 
Southwest, wood-frame Cape Cod houses and brick mill 
buildings in the Northeast, and sod houses and early 
skyscrapers in the Midwest. Our heritage spans eras of 
development from the ubiquitous log constructed settlers’ 
cabins to  mass-produced post-war suburban development.  
In short, our historic resources embrace all forms, from the 
distinctive and monumental to the more humble  
and day-to-day.   

Why should we record historic architecture?
There are many important reasons for recording historic 
architecture. Some of our greatest achievements as a society 
are manifested by structures innovative in their construction 
technology, beautiful to behold, and evocative of our shared 
experience.  Whether it is the communities in which we 
live or the monuments that we hold dear, for many, historic 
structures engender a sense of pride and of belonging.  The 
study of historic architecture enables us to recreate former 
patterns of everyday life and to examine cultural values as 
expressed through our built environment.  Architecture can 
serve as a mechanism to help shape society’s ideals, whether 
it be through designs that inspire better living or those that 
help promote social reform.  Historic structures can also 
serve as tangible reminders of important persons and events. 
Our architectural heritage is a legacy left to us by previous 
generations and we in turn have an obligation to safeguard it 
for the next.  If we cannot save these structures, then we can 
at least create a lasting record.  

basis. The HABS surveys implemented for the first time the 
comprehensive examination of historic architecture on a 
national scale and to uniform standards.  

The significance of the HABS program resides in the  
broad scope of the collection and its public accessibility, 
as well as in the establishment of national standards for 
recording historic architecture. As was stated in the 1933 
proposal for the creation of HABS, the collection represents  
“a complete resume of the builder’s art,” from the 
monumental and high style to the vernacular and utilitarian. 
Priority is also given to endangered structures for which  
no record would otherwise exist. The HABS records are 
available to the public copyright-free and on-line through 
the Prints and Photographs Division of the Library of 
Congress.  The collection is a resource for architectural 
historians, restoration architects, preservationists, scholars, 
and those of all ages interested in American history and 
architecture.  HABS is also responsible for the development 
of guidelines for the production of the drawings, histories, 
and photographs, and the criteria for preparing them for 
inclusion in the collection, recognized as the Secretary of the 
Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for Architectural and 
Engineering Documentation.

According to HABS 
methodology, the three  
components of the 
documentation—drawings, 
history, and photography—
work together to create a 
comprehensive understanding 
of the structure.  Drawings 
include plans, 

elevations, sections, details and other character-defining 
elements that best communicate architectural importance 
and patterns of use.  HABS undertakes careful field 
investigation through a process of hand measuring.  In the 
case of exceptionally large structures, and where accessibility 
is an issue, hand-measuring is supplemented by the use 
of three-dimensional laser scanning. Measurements are 
recorded with pencil on graph paper and augmented by 
digital photography, and the drawings are then produced 
using Computer Aided Drafting.  Field analysis is supported 
by primary source research to create a written report that 
outlines the architectural and historical context in which the 
structure was developed and later evolved in order to convey 
its significance.  Large-format, black-and-white photographs 
record texture, details, and spatial relationships not easily 
conveyed by drawings or the written word.  They are often 
supplemented with color photography, particularly when 
color is an important feature.  Thorough field work and 
research are an important part of the HABS process, aimed 
at providing not just a permanent record, but an approach to 
the study and understanding of historic structures.  Equal to 
HABS’s concern for the learning potential of its methodology 
is the need to maintain the quality, reliability, uniformity, 
and long-term archival sustainability of the records, as 
mandated by the Secretary’s Standards. 

DOCUMENTING AMERICA’S  
ARCHITECTURAL HERITAGE

HABS 

HISTORIC AMERICAN 
BUILDINGS SURVEY

BACKGROUND IMAGE 
Free Library of Philadelphia, (former) Manayunk Branch, Philadelphia, 

Pennsylvania; cornice detail; Joseph Elliott, photographer, 2008.
It was built in 1908 with funding from Andrew Carnegie who believed 

in the power of public libraries to favor hard work over social 
privilege by providing equal access to knowledge.

Pear Valley, Northampton County, Virginia; front elevation; James 
Rosenthal, photographer, 2011. This ca. 1740 yeoman planter’s cottage 
is a rare, intact survival of a once-common rural Virginia building form.

Margaret Esherick House, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; exterior view of 
front facade; James Rosenthal, photographer, 2009.  The house was 
designed by renowned architect Louis Kahn for Margaret Esherick and  
built in 1961.  Its aggressively Modern form includes concrete construction,  
open floor plan, and a playful geometry of oversized windows.

Carnahan Store, Cane River Heritage Area, Natchitoches, Louisiana;  
front elevation, with scale stick; Jack E. Boucher, photographer, 2002. 
Community stores such as Carnahan’s are rapidly disappearing, and in 
fact, this one has since been lost to a fire.

BACKGROUND IMAGE
Magnolia Plantation, Overseer’s House, Cane River Heritage Area, 

Natchitoches, Louisiana; southeast (front) elevation and section drawing,  
Irby and Gallagher, delineators (Tulane University), 1986. This fine 

example of a raised Creole cottage once served as a slave hospital.

Free Library of Philadelphia, 
Central Library, Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania; stairway detail; 
Joseph Elliott, photographer, 

2008. Built 1917-1927 as the 
flagship of the Free Library 

system, it was designed by noted 
practitioners of the Beaux Arts 

style, Horace Trumbauer 
and Julian Abele.

DOCUMENTING AMERICA’S ARCHITECTURAL HERITAGE

NPS_HABS Brochure FINAL_R.indd   1 10/17/11   5:28 PM

What are historic landscapes?
Historic landscapes range from several thousand-acre  
rural farms and ranch complexes, to several acre urban  
plazas and parks, to a residence with a yard less than an acre.   
Like historic buildings, historic landscapes reveal aspects of 
our country’s origins and development through their form, 
features, and the ways they were and are used.  In fact, 
almost every historic property has a landscape component.  
Imagine a historic residential district without sidewalks, 
lawns, and trees; an agricultural complex with buildings  
but no fields, garden plots, or hedgerows; a densely populated 
city with no park system or plazas; or a Native American 
settlement with no gathering place, irrigation systems,  
or animal corrals.

Why should we care about historic landscapes?
Historic landscapes are typically “invisible” to both the 
public and policy makers.  Hence, like many historic 
properties, America’s historic landscapes are subject to 
loss and change through inappropriate use, development, 
vandalism, and natural forces such as flooding.   
When historic landscapes are publicly identified as  
significant, unique resources they become “visible” and  
can be incorporated into local, state, and federal planning 
and recording processes.  Documentation of historic 
landscapes through research, photography and drawings  
is crucial to their preservation.  We must act now to record  
our landscape legacy before it is too late.

What is happening to our landscape legacy?
The evolutionary nature of historic landscapes makes them 
fragile and highly vulnerable to loss and alteration. Sprawl 
claims over one million acres of farmland each year. Road 
widening projects disturb the rolling splendor of scenic 
parkways. Redevelopment undermines historic industrial 
landscapes.  Modernization of urban centers impacts the 
park and plaza master works of landscape architects from 
the late-1800s to today. Incompatible development warps 
neighborhood parks and estate landscapes. The collective 
story of these places needs to be captured and documented 
for future generations.

DOCUMENTING AMERICA’S 
LANDSCAPE HERITAGE

The Historic American Landscapes Survey
In an effort to preserve, protect and interpret America’s 
significant and threatened historic landscapes, the American 
Society of Landscape Architects (ASLA), the National Park 

Service (NPS) and the Library of Congress (LoC) 
cooperated to create the Historic American Landscapes 
Survey (HALS) program.

HALS is modeled on two existing historic resource 
documentation programs: the Historic American 
Buildings Survey (HABS) and the Historic American 
Engineering Record (HAER). Established in 1933, HABS 
comprehensively documents historic American architecture. 
Established in 1969, HAER documents historic sites, 
structures, and objects associated with the development of 
engineering, industry, and maritime resources. Growing 
interest in historic landscape research, planning, and 
stewardship, underscores the value of a parallel program 
devoted to historic landscape documentation. To date the 
three programs have documented over 40,000 structures 
and sites, with these records publicly available through the 
Library of Congress.

The Intent and Focus of HALS

Recognizing the value of landscape 
documentation, the National Park Service 
established HALS as a permanent federal 
program in October 2000.  HALS builds on 
HABS and HAER documentation traditions, 
while expanding the range of stories that can be 
told about human relationships with the land.  
HALS documents the dynamics of landscapes, 
as HABS and HAER have documented 
unique building and engineering structures 
and systems.  Although the HALS program 
has officially been established, the effort to 
comprehensively develop the program  
needs your support.

Teams of students and interested professionals 
in landscape architecture, architecture, 
planning, horticulture, and related disciplines 
conduct fieldwork for HALS as short term 
projects.  Guided by HALS documentation 
specialists, the participants record significant 
historic landscapes nationwide through 
measured and interpretive drawings, 
large-format photography, written narratives and other 

documentation 
techniques.  
The results not 
only document 
significant 
landscapes, but 
instill a greater 
understanding of 
the relationship 
between land and 
history for the 
participant and the 
related community.  

Promoting this critical ethic 
among future stewards and design 
professionals mirrors ASLA’s own 
stated purpose: “The advance of 
knowledge, education, and skill in 
the art of landscape architecture.”  
Through their existing 
documentation programs, HABS, 
HAER and HALS have educated 
thousands of professionals lover the 
past 80 years.

The location, duration and 
complexity of HALS projects 
are determined on the basis of 
historical significance, landscape 
type, state of endangerment, and 
potential partnership opportunities. 
HALS works with the ASLA; state, 
local, and national preservation 
organizations; academic institutions 
and other interested parties to 
develop projects and explore 
funding possibilities for both short 
and long-term efforts.

DOCUMENTING AMERICA’S  
LANDSCAPE HERITAGE

HALS
HISTORIC AMERICAN 
LANDSCAPES SURVEY

Tudor Place, Washington, DC; south lawn and façade of house through 
historic tulip poplar; Jack E. Boucher, photographer, 1998.

Stratford Hall, Stratford, Virginia; east garden and elevation of house;  
Jack E. Boucher, photographer, 1969.

North Family, Mount Lebanon Shaker Village,  
New Lebanon, New York; view east from left to 
right of the Sister’s Shop, stone walkway, and 
daylilies and hostas growing along the north side 
of the Second Dwelling House; James W. Rosenthal 
and Renee Bieretz, photographers, 2009.

Woodlands Cemetery, 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; 
view looking north 
from house into circular 
driveway and cemetery 
beyond; Joseph Elliott, 
photographer, 2003.

background image

Woodlands Cemetery, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; general landscape plan; 
Courtney L. Gunderson, delineator, 2004.

background image

Tudor Place, Washington, DC; view through south portico of south lawn; 
Jack E. Boucher, photographer, 1998.

Briarwood, The Caroline Dormon Nature Preserve, Saline, Louisiana; view of  
bay garden; James Rosenthal, photographer, 2004.
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Documentation of  historic resource could provide mit igation for changes to the 
park.   Potential  options and topics for  documentation include the fol lowing:

•	 Context study on modernist  landscapes in DC, or

•	 Updating the Historic American Bui ldings Survey/Historic American 
Landscape Survey (HABS/HALS) documentation with plans,  sections,  large 
format imagery,  and interpretive materials
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Site Photos
APPENDIX 
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FOUNTAIN AND TERRACES
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SITE ELEMENTS


