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Chapter 26 of the Resolves of 1929, creating the Com-
mission, reads as follows:

Resolved, That an unpaid commission is hereby established, to con-
sist of such members as may be appointed by the governor, one of
whom shall be designated by him as chairman. Said commission
shall consider and report as to appropriate sites for a fitting memorial
to the men and women of Massachusetts who served in the world
war, indicating its preference as to each such site and the type of
memorial suitable therefor, together with drawings and estimates of
cost in each instance.

The commission shall be provided with quarters in the state house,
shall hold one or more public hearings, and for traveling and other
expenses and for expert, clerical and other assistance may expend,
subject to the approval of the governor and council, such sum not
exceeding three thousand dollars as the general court may hereafter
appropriate. Said commission shall report to the general court its
findings and recommendations, together with drafts of legislation
necessary to carry its recommendations into effect, by filing the same
with the clerk of the house of representatives not later than the first
Wednesday of December of the current year, and at the same time
shall file a copy thereof with the budget commissioner.

Approved April 25, 1929.

In accordance with a preliminary report filed on De-
cember 4, 1929, the scope of the original resolve was
enlarged, and the date for the Commission’s final report
extended, by chapter 1 of the Resolves of 1930, which
reads as follows:

RESOLVE CREATING COMMISSION.

Resolved, That the special unpaid commission established, under
chapter twenty-six of the resolves of nineteen hundred and twenty-
nine, to consider and report upon the site and type of a fitting me-
morial to the men and women of Massachusetts who served in the
world war, is hereby revived and continued. The scope of said re-

solve is hereby enlarged to include consideration and report by said
commission upon the site and type of such a memorial to the men
and women of Massachusetts who served in any war. The report
of said commission, together with drafts of legislation necessary to
carry its recommendations into effect, shall be filed with the clerk of
the house of representatives on or before the first day of February
in the year nineteen hundred and thirty.

Approved January 24, 1930.



Chapter 1. Appointment of Commission and Pre-
liminary Report.

Acting under authority of chapter 26 of the Resolves of
1929, His Excellency, Frank G. Allen, on July 26, 1929,
appointed the following as members of the Commission:

William H. Eaton of Pittsfield, chairman; John Aliot
of Boston, Raymond 0. Brackett of Marblehead, Charles
A. Coolidge of Boston, Eben S. Draper of Hopedale,
Clarence R. Edwards of Westwood, Thomas F. Foley of
Worcester, Claude M. Fuess of Andover, William H.
Griffin of Boston, Leo M. Harlow of North Easton,
Robert W. King of Springfield, Mrs. George W. Knowl-
ton of Upton, Edward L. Logan of Boston, Charles F.
McCarthy of Marlborough, Mrs. Lettie Oppenheimer of
Springfield, Morton Prince of Boston, John W. Reth of
Boston, John H. Sherburne of Brookline, Max Singer of
Boston, Crawford K. Sweeley of Somerville and James
H. Webb of Boston.

Subsequently the Commission suffered a grievous loss
by the death of Dr. Morton Prince. To fill the vacancy,
His Excellency, on October 31, 1929, appointed Joseph
R. Hanken of Revere.

The chairman was designated by His Excellency the
Governor, as provided in the resolve. To complete the
organization, at its first meeting, the Commission elected
Wendell D. Plowie of Cambridge as secretary.

In order that this report may be complete, the follow-
ing extracts are included from the preliminary report of
the Commission, filed in the office of the clerk of the
House of Representatives on December 4, 1929;

REPORT OF THE SPECIAL COMMISSION.

The Commission has diligently pursued its duties, has held one
public hearing, several conferences and a number of executive sessions.
It has created subcommittees to handle various phases of the work.
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It has made a survey of war memorials in other States, cities and
countries, and has also been engaged in a special survey of war me-
morials erected by the cities and towns of Massachusetts. Several of
its members, at their own expense, have visited shrines and memorials
in various parts of the United States and in European cities.

At the outset it was evident that the far-reaching demand for a
suitable war memorial in Massachusetts is for one which would be a
fitting tribute to the memory of the men and women of the Common-
wealth who served in all wars not solely the World War. In this
conclusion the Commission unanimously concurs. As the resolve
creating the Commission, however, specifically limits its scope to a
memorial to the men and women of Massachusetts who served in the
World War, further legislation becomes necessary.

Accordingly, the Commission urgently recommends immediate
action by the General Court in accordance with the proposed resolve
herewith presented. This resolve would extend the scope of the Com-
mission so as to permit recommendations for a suitable war memorial
to the men and women of Massachusetts who served in all wars. It
would extend the time for the completion of the Commission’s work to
on or beforeFebruary 1, 1930. It would also make provision for any
slight additional expense which may be thereby necessitated.

The preliminary recommendations of the Commission
were subsequently carried out by the General Court
under the provisions of chapter 1 of the Resolves of 1930.

Chapter 2. Brief History of War Memorial
Movement in Massachusetts.

While sporadic efforts have been made to bring about
the erection of a State war memorial by the Common-
wealth ever since the Civil War, Massachusetts stands
practically alone among the States of the Union in hav-
ing failed to provide a memorial of any kind within its
own borders in recognition of those who served their
country in the Civil, Spanish or World Wars.

At the close of the World War, an aroused public
sentiment demanded that a fitting memorial be pro-
vided by the Commonwealth, which, while primarily a
World War memorial, would also be dedicated in honor
of those who served in the Civil and Spanish Wars. A
decade passed with nothing accomplished, during which
several commissions studied the proposal and made
recommendations, only to have them discarded.
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The subject was reopened by Governor Frank G.
Allen in his inaugural address to the General Court in
January, 1929, resulting in the creation of the present
Commission. A survey of the various plans of the past
ten years shows that they include both ornamental and
utilitarian projects, as wT ell as a combination of these
two features. Prominent among them have been the
following:

A civic auditorium in the Fenway, Boston.
A memorial auditorium back of Arlington and Brim-

mer streets on land to be created in the Charles River
Basin by means of a fill.

A memorial island, containing monumental buildings
and carillon tower to be constructed at the Harvard
bridge in the center of the Basin.

The development of a memorial hall in the State
House.

The erection of a triumphal arch over Tremont Street.
Grave and monument for unknown soldier on State

House lawn.
The extension of Dartmouth Street and construction

of a memorial bridge across the basin to Cambridge.
The widening of Charles Street, between the Public

Gardens and the Common, with the erection of a series
of triumphal arches.

A veterans’ memorial building adjacent to the State
House, at the corner of Beacon and Joy streets.

Construction of a memorial building on the same site,
to also house the Supreme Judicial Court, State Library
and Department of Education.

Taking of land north of State House to Cambridge
Street for memorial park, with veterans’ building and
auditorium in center.

Building of memorial park overlooking Swift River
Valley in western part of State.

Monument and shrine to be erected in Copley Square.
In December, 1918, Mayor Andrew J. Peters of Boston

appointed a special committee to direct the movement
to commemorate the soldiers, sailors and marines of
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metropolitan Boston by a permanent memorial. This
committee of some fifty representative citizens created
a Subcommittee on Form of Memorial, which consisted
of the following:

Charles A. Coolidge, John K. Allen, Frank W. Ben-
son, Ralph A. Cram, Cyrus E. Dallin, Morris Gray,
Charles D. Maginnis, A. A. Shurtleff, R. Clipston
Sturgis and C. Howard Walker.

Upon this subcommittee rested the duty of determin-
ing the type of memorial desired. Its final report was
not made until November 22, 1921. The committee
was flatly opposed to any utilitarian project as such,
believing that no such project could properly be desig-
nated as a memorial. It rejected the idea of various
buildings for semi-private institutions dedicated to pub-
lic use, of a new City Hall group and other structures of
this type. It decided against a plan for a memorial
boulevard through the tenement districts.

The committee determined that the spirit to be sym-
bolized and perpetuated should not be one expressive of
triumph so much as the ideals “of right, justice and
liberty with which America entered the war.”

The final selection, which was later approved by the
full committee and by the Boston Chamber of Com-
merce, was a plan for the building of an island of ten
acres in the Charles River Basin at the Harvard bridge,
upon which would be several monumental buildings in-
cluding a carillon tower, and with the island itself to be
developed as a water-front park. The plans were so
constructed that the State might, if it so desired, erect
two wings to the memorial, to house an auditorium, a
war museum, a war library and records. The total cost
of the memorial which the committee proposed should be
built, without the wings, was 12,000,000.

While this committee was at work, a special memorial
commission was created by the General Court, under
chapter 82 of the Resolves of 1920, to which Governor
Calvin Coolidge named J. Payson Bradley of Boston,
Willis W. Stover ofEverett, George F. Keenan of Boston,
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Charles R. Greco of Winchester, and Louis E. Kirstein
of Boston.

The State commission reported in February, 1921, prior
to the mayor’s committee. It did not favor the island
memorial idea. It stated that the preponderance of ex-
pression received by it was in favor of a project of the
utilitarian type, and that all except two persons to ad-
dress the commission favored a building which would
include an auditorium.

The commission recommended, after considering va-
rious sites, that such a building be erected on land to be
created in the basin by means of a fill, opposite Arlington
Street. It proposed that a broad avenue be laid out from
the corner of Beacon and Arlington streets, running
through to the basin at an angle of about 45 degrees, and
that the memorial building be placed at the end of that
avenue.

The building itself, the commission planned, would
have an auditorium with a seating capacity of 5,000;
headquarters rooms for State organizations of veterans
of the Civil War, Spanish War and the World War;
assembly rooms for veterans’ auxiliary societies; a trophy
and relic room; an historic military library, and other
rooms. The total cost, including land takings and fill,
was placed at $4,889,850.

Nothing came of either of the plans recommended in
1921 by the mayor’s committee and the State commis-
sion. Still another proposal for a memorial which was
made in that year, although of an entirely different
nature, also fell by the wayside. It was the inaugural
recommendation of Governor Channing H. Cox for the
burial of an unknown soldier from the battlefields in
which Massachusetts troops were engaged, and the erec-
tion of a suitable monument on the State House lawn.

The General Court of 1921, however, did provide for
the erection of a memorial tablet in the State House in
recognition of the services of the Massachusetts chaplains
who gave their lives in the World War, creating a com-
mission to carry out the mandate, with the approval of
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the Art Commission, and appropriating $2,000 for the
tablet.

The chaplains whose names are inscribed on the tab-
let erected in their memory were the late Reverend Father
John B. DeValles and Reverend Walton S. Danker,
chaplains in the Twenty-sixth Division, the late Rev-
erend William F. Davitt, chaplain of the One Hundred
and Twenty-fifth Infantry of the Thirty-second Division,
and the late Reverend Simon A. O’Rourke, chaplain
lieutenant, United States Navy.

This was not the first memorial tablet to be erected
following the World War, as on May 30, 1920, Governor
Calvin Coolidge accepted a tablet which had been erected
by friends of the Massachusetts Society for the Prevention
of Cruelty to Animals in the entrance of the East Wing
of the State House “in memory of the horses, dogs and
other animals whose faithful service, whose sufferings
and whose death were part of the price paid in the Great
World War, 1914-1919, waged in behalf of the liberties
of mankind.”

The General Court of 1922 provided for a memorial
tablet in the State House in memory of those to wßom
the Congressional Medal of Honor had been awarded
during the World War, the late Lieutenant-Colonel
Charles W. Whittlesey, formerly major of the Three
Hundred and Eighth Infantry of the Seventy-seventh
Division; the late Private, First Class, Michael J. Perkins
of Company D, One Hundred and First Infantry of the
Twenty-sixth Division; and the late Private George
Dilboy of Company H, One Hundred and Third In-
fantry of the Twenty-sixth Division. A commission
was created to select the tablet, with the approval of
the Art Commission, and an appropriation of $3,000
was made. A resolve was passed in 1923 adding to this
list the name of the late Ralph Talbot, second lieutenant
of Squadron C, First Marine Aviation Corps, in France.

Under chapter 46 of the Resolves of 1922, Governor
Channing H. Cox appointed a special commission to
consider “the construction and erection within the State
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House of a suitable and fitting memorial or memorials
to commemorate the services in the World War of mili-
tary units composed of Massachusetts soldiers.” The
commission consisted of Raymond H. Trefry, Christian
Nelson, Ralph Adams Cram, Francis J. Good, Erland
F. Fish, Henry H. Wheelock, Merle D. Graves, William
H. Root and Roland D. Sawyer.

This commission recommended the development of a
memorial hall or vestibule in the State House, 85 feet
in length and 25 feet in width, by means of alterations
to the area between the Senate Chamber and the Ex-
ecutive Department, at a cost of $75,000, and the appro-
priation of an additional $25,000 for pictures, paintings
or other memorials to commemorate the services of
Massachusetts units in the World War, to be placed
within the memorial hall.

The report was filed in the General Court in January
of 1923, and was referred to by Governor Channing H.
Cox in his inaugural address of that month. At the
same time Governor Cox recommended another plan.
He proposed “that the Commonwealth take the land
to the west of the present State House, bounded by
Beacon, Joy and Mount Vernon streets, and on that
land erect a memorial building which may provide a
beautiful assembly hall, where might be gathered relics
from all the wars in which sons of Massachusetts have
fought, provide sufficient rooms for the veteran organ-
izations of all the wars, and which may also house the
Supreme' Judicial Court, and afford dignified and ade-
quate accommodations for the State Library.”

Both of these proposals brought a storm of protest.
Veterans’ organizations were unanimous in their oppo-
sition to them. Committees representing the various
organizations went on record “that no utilitarian factors
should be given consideration that will in any way take
away from the sacredness or dignity of the memorial as
such, that the memorial should be independent of any
present structure; and that it should be a memorial for
the people of Massachusetts of all wars.”
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As a result of this situation, both proposals were re-
jected by the General Court. In the meantime the vet-
erans’ organizations were active on the subject. Some
of them favored taking the site adjacent to the State
House, at the corner of Beacon and Joy streets, and
erecting a memorial building which would contain an
auditorium and quarters for the various organizations.

Others favored the plan of taking the land to the north
of the State House, as far as Cambridge Street, for a
memorial park with a building and shrine in the center
of it. There was much agitation for both proposals.

Then came the year 1924. Governor Channing H.
Cox, in his annual message to the General Court, again
mentioned the wT ar memorial subject. He called atten-
tion that in 1919 Massachusetts was first of all the
States to give a gratuity to the men and women of the
Commonwealth who served in the World War. This
gratuity of $lOO to each individual was raised by means
of a special poll tax of $3 for the years 1920 to 1923,
inclusive.

After the gratuities had been paid - amounting to a
total of more than $20,000,000 there remained a balance
of $2,000,000. The Governor proposed that this amount
be made available for a “worthy memorial,” or that it
be returned to the cities and towns of the Common-
wealth in the proportion in which their inhabitants paid
the tax.

Although there was a preponderance of sentiment
favoring the Beacon and Joy Street project, under what
were known as “The Guy Lowell Veterans’ Memorial
Plans” among the veterans’ organizations, considerable
objection was voiced in the General Court. Meanwhile
a growing demand was heard from some of the munici-
palities for a return of the excess amount in the gratuity
fund, and this proposal finally prevailed.

The return to the municipalities of this $2,000,000
sounded the death knell of a war memorial for the time,
at least. Chapter 480 of the Acts of 1924, providing
for the return of the surplus funds, stipulated that such
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payment must be held as a special fund to be appropri-
ated only for the purpose of paying indebtedness or for
purposes for which the city or town may borrow under
specified section of the General Laws.

Many of the municipalities have carried these special
funds to the present time. Some of them have expended
the money for municipal war memorials. Others have
used them within the restrictions determined by the
statute.

The General Court, by chapter 19 of the Resolves of
1924, appropriated $B,OOO for a mural painting to be
erected in the State House in commemoration of the
decoration by the French Republic during the World
War of the colors of the One Hundred and Fourth In-
fantry of the Twenty-sixth Division, the first unit of
American troops to be so honored by a foreign govern-
ment in the history of the Nation. A commission was
created to select the painting, subject to the approval of
the Art Commission, and to determine the site within
the building for its erection.

Governor Alvan T. Fuller, in his inaugural message to
the General Court in 1926, reopened the war memorial
subject by recommending that consideration be given to
the advisability of erecting a memorial in Copley Square,
or elsewhere in the city of Boston, to the men and women
of Massachusetts who served in the World War. A
commission was created by chapter 56 of the Resolves of
1926, to which the Governor appointed Francis J. Good
of Cambridge, Mrs. Margaret Perkins Herrick of Milton,
James J. Phelan of Boston, Louis E. Kirstein of Boston,
and T. Jefferson Coolidge of Boston.

“It was evident from the beginning,” reported this
commission in March, 1927, “that the memorial, wherever
it might be located, should be purely emotional, the
unanimity of opinion among the persons and organizations
having a peculiar and special interest in a memorial being
that the memorial should be stripped entirely of any
utilitarian purpose.”

The commission recommended a monumental struc-



HOUSE No. 1050. [Jan.16

ture, to cost $500,000, to be located in Copley Square on
land to be given by the city of Boston for the purpose,
valued at $2,000,000. The monument was designed
by Guy Lowell, of the purely ornamental type. The
crowning bronze figure was designated “Hope.” Within
the memorial was a circular hall crowned with a deco-
rated dome fifty feet above the pavement, from which
would hang a sanctuary lamp with an inextinguishable
flame. The marble-lined walls and niches were for
rolls of honor, regimental colors and other mementoes.
A water basin surrounded the structure.

The plan had practically no support in the General
Court, and strong opposition developed, largely directed
against the site for the memorial. The General Court
rejected the proposal and the war memorial subject was
again dead for the time being.

The General Court of 1927, by chapter 22 of the Re-
solves of that year, provided for the erection of a tablet
in the State House commemorating the services of
Spanish War veterans who were awarded the Congres-
sional Medal of Honor. An appropriation of $l,OOO was
made and the Governor and Council authorized to
erect the tablet. The names of the heroes listed in the
resolve were Benjamin F. Baker of Brockton, Daniel
J. Campbell of Boston, Leonard H. Chadwick of Boston,
Anthony J. Carson of Charlestown, John J. Doran, late
of Fall River, Herbert L. Foss of Hingham, Henry L.
Murray, late of Medford, George S. Nee of Boston,
John P. Riley of Salem, and Joseph F. Scott of Cambridge.

The general subject of a war memorial was not again
revived until Governor Frank G. Allen recommended
in his inaugural message to the General Court in 1929
that a commission be created to again consider the
proposal.

Chapter 3. War Memorials in Other States.

Immediately after its first meeting, the Commission
began a survey of war memorials erected by the States.
It was aware that hasty action in some cases had re-
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suited in the erection of memorials which were later
found to be entirely inadequate, lacking in true patriotic
expression, and satisfactory to none. It desired to avoid
the pitfalls which other States had encountered. It
sought advice and the benefits to be derived from the
experiences of others. Letters requesting information
were sent to the governors, secretaries of state and, in
some instances, to the adjutants general of all of the
States. In this way every State was heard from and a
fairly complete record of war memorials was finally
obtained. Illustrated brochures were received from sev-
eral of the States, which proved of material assistance
in the studies which were being undertaken. The Com-
mission at this time desires to acknowledge a debt of
gratitude to the officials of various States who made
such a survey possible.

No attempt will be made here to present more than a
few illustrations of what some of the other States have
done in the way of war memorials.

The State of Indiana has expended and is now spend-
ing more money for war memorials than any of the
other States in the country. In 1887 Indiana started
the erection of a monument, which was not completed
until 1901, and which was dedicated to the soldiers of
the Civil, Mexican and Spanish Wars. This monument,
located in the heart of Indianapolis, the capitol city,
cost 8600,000.

The Indiana World War Memorial is one of the most
ambitious undertakings in this or any other country.
In 1920 the Legislature enacted a statute known as the
"Indiana World Memorial Law,” which contained ex-
tensive details for the carrying out of the program.
Five city blocks were taken for the purpose of creating
a plaza within which the memorial was to be constructed.
While the cost of the undertaking is given as $6,000,000,
in communications to this Commission by Indiana offi-
cials it is understood that the total expense, including
the land takings, will amount to about $16,000,000 be-
fore the project is finally completed.
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To meet the expense of the program, the city of In-
dianapolis and Marion County issued bonds aggregating
$2,500,000, and this sum was turned over to the State as
a contribution toward the memorial. The State then
levied a tax of six-tenths of one cent on each $lOO of
taxable property within the State of Indiana for the
years 1920 to 1925, inclusive, to be paid into the memo-
rial fund.

A sum of $35,000 was appropriated for the purpose of
holding a competition among the architects of the coun-
try in order to obtain the best possible plan. The proj-
ect as finally decided upon included the erection of
several structures. First, a memorial building was
erected to house the national and State headquarters of
the American Legion. A memorial shrine, a massive
structure to contain war relics, commodious halls for
meetings of patriotic societies and a chapel are now
under construction. In the center of the plaza is to be
erected an obelisk, a black granite shaft one hundred
feet high and surrounded by an electric water fountain.
Still another building is to be erected, which will be a
twin of the Legion building.

The State of Maryland completed in 1925 the erection
of a World War memorial, the total cost of which, in-
cluding land, was about $3,600,000. Memorials to the
veterans of other wars had previously been erected from
time to time. The city of Baltimore contributed the
site in its civic center, valued in excess of $2,500,000,
and further appropriated the sum of $660,000 as its
share of the cost of the memorial structure. The State’s
contribution amounted to $440,000. The building,
known as the “Maryland Shrine of Patriotism,” con-
tains quarters for all patriotic societies and veterans’
organizations. The cost of maintenance of this structure
is shared equally between the city of Baltimore and the
State of Maryland.

North Dakota has erected a “Liberty Memorial
Building” dedicated to those wdio served in the World
War at a cost of more than $500,000. This building
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houses the offices and museum of the State Historical
Society, the Adjutant General, and the Justices of the
State Supreme Court. It has also constructed a memo-
rial bridge, dedicated to those who served in the World
War, at a cost of $1,300,000, which spans the Missouri
River between the cities of Bismarck and Mandan.

The State of Oklahoma has now under construction a
memorial building on its capitol grounds to cost $500,000,
dedicated to Civil, Spanish and World War veterans,
and to be used for utilitarian purposes.

The State of Tennessee has erected at Nashville a
building known as the Parthenon, as a memorial to Ten-
nessee veterans of all wars in which the State has taken
part. The building combines the utilitarian and inspi-
rational ideas, and cost $2,000,000, which was shared
by the State of Tennessee, Davidson County and the
city of Nashville.

Wisconsin, at the close of the World War, erected “at
large expense” a rehabilitation hospital for soldiers and
a State general hospital, both as memorials to the vet-
erans of the World War. As a third memorial, it had
prepared and published a history of its famous 32d
Division.

The State of Washington, at an expense of more than
$50,000, is now erecting a monument on its capitol
grounds as a World War memorial. In connection with
this undertaking, the capitol grounds are being land-
scaped by Olmstead Brothers of Boston.

The State of Texas, by public subscription, has erected
a stadium on the campus of the University of Texas at
a cost of $725,000 in memory of the heroes of the World
War.

The State of Idaho, “in honor of the State’s soldiers
and sailors of the World War and other wars,” has
erected an armory gymnasium on the campus of the
University of Idaho. The building contains a tower,
known as the “Hall of Memories,” containing tablets
bearing the names of those who gave their lives in the
various wars. Of the total cost of $250,000 the sum of
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$175,000 was raised by popular subscription, and the
balance is being met by increasing the student athletic
fee by $5 per semester.

Nevada has erected, at a cost of $125,000, a “Nevada’s
Heroes Memorial Building” in Carson City, Nevada, to
house the Nevada Department of Highways and the
State Engineers’ Offices. A fifteen-year bond issue was
provided to meet the expense of this undertaking.

The State of New Jersey has prepared plans for a
World War Memorial Building which is to take the form
of an auditorium containing twenty-one niches or al-
coves, one for each county in the State, in which are to
be deposited war trophies, memorial tablets and works
of sculpture and art. For this project, thus far, the city
of Trenton has appropriated $200,000; the County of
Mercer has contributed $200,000, and an additional
$400,000 has been raised by public subscription and
through contributions made by the school .children of
the State.

The States of Maine and New Hampshire combined
in erecting the huge steel bridge between Portsmouth,
New Hampshire and Kittery, Maine, as a memorial to
the veterans who served in the World War from their
respective States. The cost of this structure was met in
part by the United States government, and the balance
divided equally between the two States.

It is needless to continue further a description of the
various State memorials. The illustrations given will
present a fairly accurate idea of the results obtained
from this survey. It might be added that in a number
of instances dissatisfaction was expressed where memo-
rials were erected with the utilitarian idea being solely
expressed or completely submerging inspirational or
artistic efforts. Some of the States warned Alassachu-
setts against making what they termed a serious mis-
take. The point was further made that utilitarian struc-
tures soon lose their identity as memorials, and often
disappear completely after a generation or two, while
the memorials of an inspirational character have a far
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greater degree of permanency and are looked upon with
infinitely more reverence.

Chapter 4. War Memorials in Other Countries
and Cities.

As a second step in its preliminary work, the Commis-
sion undertook a survey of war memorials erected in
other countries and in several of the principal cities of
various States in this country.

Considerable help was obtained in determining a
policy with respect to the type of a memorial from, the
reports of the American Battle Monuments Commis-
sion. These reports, obtained directly from the Ameri-
can Battle Monuments Commission in Washington,
contain descriptions and illustrations of the various
memorials which have been erected and proposed to com-
memorate outstanding engagements carried on during
the World War by the British, French, Belgian, Canadian,
Australian, Italian and American troops. In most cases
the monuments and memorials erected have been of a
clearly inspirational type. The cost of the battlefield
memorials erected by the United States in Europe
varied greatly, ranging from $7,500 to in excess of
$400,000.

During the summer of 1929 several members of the
Commission, at their own expense, visited the Scottish
National War Memorial erected within the grounds of
Edinburgh Castle. This memorial was erected by pub-
lic subscription, and the actual cost of it has never been
made public. The memorial is of the inspirational type,
containing a shrine, a hall of honor, and separate me-
morials of a sculptural nature in memory of the great
Scottish regiments. It is one of the outstanding war
memorials to be found anywhere in the world.

The Commission obtained photographs and a descrip-
tion of a Canadian war memorial which is to be erected
in Ottawa at a cost of some $185,000. This modest
memorial also is solely of the inspirational type. The
selection of the design was the result of an open compe-
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tition, and consists of a sculptural group representing
the various branches of military service.

Mention has already been made of memorials erected
in some of the cities of the United States which were
paid for in part by the cities and in part by the States,
notable instances being in Indianapolis, Indiana; Balti-
more, Maryland; and Nashville, Tennessee.

One of the outstanding memorials erected by a mu-
nicipality is that of Kansas City, Missouri, paid for by
public subscription, which amounted to a total of $2,051,-
506.57. Like most of the large memorial structures
which have been erected, the Liberty Memorial of
Kansas City was selected as a result of an open com-
petition. The main portion of the memorial is a shaft
217 feet in height upon which burns a pillar of fire. A
memorial court bounds the structure, and there are two
small buildings also included in the group, one known as
a memory hall and the other a museum.

The city of Providence, Rhode Island, at a cost of
$325,000, has erected a memorial to the soldiers and
sailors of the World War from Providence in the heart
of the city. This monument is entirely ornamental.

The State of California has erected no central war
memorial, but legislation was provided authorizing the
erection of memorials by the counties. The general plan
followed has been the erection of structures both orna-
mental and practical to house veteran organizations of
all wars. About twenty structures have been erected
thus far. One of the county memorials located in Los
Angeles cost $1,500,000. Other cities having similar
buildings are Oakland, Berkley, Alameda and Fresno.
The city of San Francisco has a fine arts museum known
as the California Palace of the Legion of Honor which
was donated to the city by a private individual as a
memorial to California soldiers who lost their lives in
the World War. A second memorial is soon to be
erected which will cost $8,000,000, and will house the
San Francisco Symphony Orchestra and the city’s opera
organization, as well as providing quarters for various
veterans’ organizations. The city has voted a bond issue
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of $4,000,000 in connection with this memorial, and an
equal amount is expected to be raised by subscription.
The plans for the building are being selected by a com-
petition.

The city of Chicago, Illinois, has just awarded prizes
in a competition which has been conducted for the erec-
tion of a war memorial island and structure off the
shore of Lake Michigan. This structure, it is under-
stood, will cost several million dollars.

No attempt has been made here to include more than
a few of the memorials which have been erected in other
countries and in cities of the United States outside of
Massachusetts. The purpose of the survey was to
obtain a general idea of the types of structures erected
and proposed, together with ideas as to the cost of such
memorials. Here, again, in several instances there has
been considerable difference of opinion over the com-
bining of inspirational and utilitarian plans in the erec-
tion of war memorials.

Chapter 5. Municipal War Memorials in
Massachusetts.

As a part also of its preliminary work, the Commis-
sion made a survey of municipal war memorials in
Massachusetts. The purpose of this survey was to show
to what extent the cities and towns have been imbued
with a desire to permanently commemorate the services
rendered by their inhabitants in time of war. The Com-
mission also desired to ascertain, if possible, to what
extent this desire was expressed as between the utilitarian
and the inspirational ideas.

The survey has shown that some sort of a memorial
has been erected by practically every city, town and
village in the Commonwealth. It has shown that up-
wards of $8,000,000, as nearly as can be determined,
have been expended for such purposes. It has shown
further in point of total cost, although not in numbers,
that the memorials have been about equally divided be-
tween the inspirational and utilitarian.

The first of the utilitarian memorials came shortly
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after the Civil War. A number of municipalities erected
public libraries which they called memorial libraries.
A memorial tablet was usually erected within the li-
brary bearing the names of those who had served from
the municipality in the Civil War. In several cases the
funds for these projects were raised by public subscrip-
tion. Andover, Bridgewater, Falmouth, Lancaster and
Petersham are among some of the municipalities erect-
ing Civil War memorials of this kind, the cost usually
varying from about $15,000 to $60,000.

By far the largest number of Civil War memorials,
however, were of the inspirational type and consisted
of monuments located in a central setting. Municipal-
ities expending in excess of $lO,OOO for such memorials
include Arlington, Boston, Chelsea, Greenfield, Haver-
hill, Lawrence, Malden, Monson, Northbridge, Pitts-
field, Plymouth, Quincy, Saugus, Scituate, Somerville,
Southbridge, Wakefield, Watertown, Webster and Worces-
ter.

Comparatively few of the cities and towns have erected
memorials to the veterans of the Spanish War. Such
memorials as have been erected are almost all of the

form of Hiker monuments,
of about $6,000. Everett,

;enfield, Haverhill, Lawrence,
Waltham, Medford, Clinton,

inspirational type, in the
having an average cost
Fitchburg, Gloucester, Gn
Leominster, Marlborough,
Natick, Lynn, Southbridj
are included in this list.

Stoneham and Wakefield

a wider range of memorialFollowing the World War
plans was developed. Municipal buildings, playgrounds,
town forests, memorial buildings for veterans, towers,
arches and even band stands were among the projects
decided upon.

The city of Lowell erected a memorial auditorium at
a cost of $1,080,593.63. The town of Framingham ex-
pended $516,303 for tablets, land and a memorial build-
ing. In the town of Athol a memorial municipal building
was erected to the veterans of all wars at a cost of $350,000,
and a memorial municipal building was also erected in
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the town of Spencer costing $229,254. The town of
Norwood erected a municipal memorial office building as
a memorial to the veterans of all wars, the total cost of
which, with the land, was about $524,000, including
private donations. The town of Plymouth erected a
memorial building to the veterans of all wars, the total
cost being $325,000; and a public playground costing
$13,000 was also dedicated to the memory of the World
War veterans.

Of the strictly inspirational memorials, the city of
Pittsfield expended $52,500 for a World War memorial,
about one-half of which was appropriated by the city,
with the balance being raised by popular subscription.
The town of Milton erected a monument at a cost of
$35,000 which has attracted wide attention for its merit
as a work of sculpture. The town of Weymouth, in
connection with the establishment of a civic center, has
worked out a memorial plan containing an open-air
theatre and a granite cross, the total cost of which will
be about $35,000.

Lack of space in this report prohibits any complete
presentation of the municipal war memorials in Massa-
chusetts, and these few illustrations have been selected
at random merely to indicate the various types of me-
morials which have been erected. They are sufficient to
show that the municipalities have had a keen interest in
commemorating the services of their inhabitants in war
time. The complete survey will be filed in the State
Library at the conclusion of the Commission’s work.

In a previous chapter mention has been made of the
of the surplus raised for the
bonus. In many cases this

return to the municipalitie
payment of the World Wa
money was applied to the
memorial.

erection of a municinal war

Almost without excepti
formed the Commission th;

i, the cities and towns in-
they highly approved of the

erection of a suitable memorial by the Commonwealth
in memory of the veterans of all wars. The belief waswas
expressed that, while each municipality desired a local
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war memorial, the State should also, without further
delay, provide for an imposing central memorial which
might well be in the nature of a permanent shrine. The
Commission desires to take this opportunity of thanking
the city and town officials of the Commonwealth for the
expression of their views and for their assistance in the
survey of municipal war memorials.

Chapter 6. Type of Memorial.
The Commission early reached the conclusion that the

real purpose behind any State war memorial should be
the translation of the ideals and emotions of the people
into terms of stone and bronze and wood and glass in a
work which, together with its setting, would be of such
true artistic expression as to constitute a permanent in-
spiration to generations yet to come.

It was felt that the erection of any war memorial
which subordinated this principle, and in which distinctly
utilitarian features were the dominating factor or influ-
ence, would be a grave mistake. Such a memorial would
not be a proper or permanent expression of the people
of a great Commonwealth like Massachusetts to the
memory of her men and women who served in time of
war. It would be unworthy of a people so rich in history
and tradition.

Massachusetts has cause to be proud of the part
played by her sons and daughters in every war in which
the American people have been involved, from the early
colonial period down through the late World War. She
has cause to be prouder still of the ideals of right, justice
and liberty which they have always fought to defend.
A State memorial to the Massachusetts men and women
of all wars must perpetuate those ideals, for in them
lives the hope, the desire, the prayer that those who are
to follow may be spared the sorrows and sufferings of
future wars.

With such thoughts in mind, the Commission pro-
ceeded with its task. The conviction was developed by
the various surveys, and strengthened as later hearings
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and conferences were held, that Massachusetts would
only stultify herself to mix up any utilitarian project
with homage to her heroes.

It was possible to dismiss several of the memorial
proposals, mentioned in a previous chapter, when the
Commission reached a final decision on this first im-
portant point.

Some sentiment was found favoring a memorial which
would combine the inspirational and utilitarian ideas, to
the extent, possibly, of providing quarters for the use
of veterans’ organizations in the base of the structure.
The Commission felt that to modify its decision, even
in this particular, would be unwise, and further called
attention that with the passing of another generation
there will probably be no need for such provision.

In this connection the Commission has felt that mu-
nicipalities such as Boston and other of the larger cen-
ters of population may well take care of this need of
the veterans, which is not expected to be more than
temporary. Property devoted to the needs of living
war veterans, such as meeting houses, executive and
recreational quarters, will unquestionably be used for
other purposes in years to come.

In deciding that the Massachusetts war memorial
should be a permanent structure of beauty and inspira-
tion, the Commission felt that no utilitarian features
should be connected with it, except, possibly, a chapel
or shrine, a depository for war flags and relics, and a
hall of honor.

Chapter 7. Site and Setting of Major Memorial.
As already indicated, the site and setting of a State

war memorial are fully as important as the type of
memorial to be erected. There are many considerations
entering into this subject.

In the first place, a State war memorial must be
located in that section which represents as nearly as
possible the center of the largest portion of the total
population. Only in this way can the maximum number
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of people of the Commonwealth and the hundreds of
thousands of visitors attracted to Massachusetts annu-
ally have an opportunity to see and appreciate it. In-
volved in this point, also, is the question of accessibility.

In any artistic work the surroundings, natural or other-
wise, must be considered, and the relation of the memo-
rial structure to the sky line of the vicinity cannot be
lost sight of. It would be folly to erect a memorial in
the midst of a group of other buildings.

The Commission received considerable help and advice
from members of former war memorial committees or
commissions in connection with its study of the ques-
tion of site of a memorial. Out of all the discussion over
a period of several weeks came the suggestion, strongly
supported by individuals and organizations throughout
the State, that a major war memorial be erected in
Boston, and a second memorial, on a much less elabo-
rate scale, be located in the western part of the State.
This second memorial plan is discussed in a separate
chapter.

Various locations for a war memorial within the city
of Boston were studied by the Commission, most of
which had been considered for similar purposes during
the past ten years. It was finally decided that the major
memorial should be placed in or adjacent to the Charles
River Basin. A subcommittee was created to consider

nd report on available sites in the basin area
The subcommittee considered several sites on both

the Cambridge and Boston shores of the basin. Follow-
ing a meeting with the Metropolitan District Commis-
sion, the members of the subcommittee finally decided
that the best possible site for the memorial would be
an island in the center of the Charles River Basin, con-
tiguous to the Harvard bridge. The island would be
about five acres in area, which the Metropolitan Dis-
trict Commission said could be created without engi-
neering difficulties of any kind. Persons who are inter-
ested in the development of the basin under the legis-
lation enacted in 1929 were also consulted by the



1930.] HOUSE —No. 1050. 29

subcommittee, and in every instance hearty support was
given to the proposal, providing the island did not ex-
ceed five acres in size.

As a result of the recommendations of the subcom-
mittee, the Commission voted unanimously to recom-
mend to the General Court that an island of five acres
be created in the Charles River Basin upon which a
suitable memorial can be erected. The Commission
believes that no finer site for a war memorial could be
selected anywhere in the United States. The memo-
rial, with a lofty tower, will be seen for many miles in
all directions. From Boston the tower will appear
against the rolling hills beyond Cambridge. From the
Cambridge side the tower will loom above the sky line
of Boston. The water setting will enhance its beauty.

The Commission was unanimous in feeling that the
island and memorial should be contiguous to the Har-
vard bridge, but not a part of the bridge.

Chapter 8. Second Memorial Proposal

Mention has been made of the suggestion that two
memorials be erected, a major war memorial in Bos-
ton, and a second, less elaborate, in the western part of
the State. Individuals and organizations in all parts
of the Commonwealth communicated with the Commis-
sion and urged that the second memorial be erected on
the summit of Mount Greylock, in Berkshire. More
than a score of petitions were submitted to the Com-
mission urging that the Mount Greylock memorial take
the form of a lookout tower or granite shaft surmounted
by a perpetual beacon light.

The Commission has given careful consideration to
the Mount Greylock memorial suggestion, and has voted
unanimously to recommend its adoption by the General
Court. While the major memorial to be erected in the
Charles River Basin may well be dedicated to the mem-
ory of those who have served from Massachusetts in all
wars in which this country has been engaged, the Mount
Greylock memorial might be erected in memory of Mas-
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sachusetts men and women who lost their lives in those
wars. The location of Mount Greylock lends itself par-
ticularly to such a proposal. It is the highest point of
land in Massachusetts, the summit being visible in four
other States, Vermont, New Hampshire, New York
and Connecticut.

The mountain has for a number of years been a State
reservation. A dirt road, passable until snow fall, leads
to the summit. A summit house was destroyed by fire
several months ago, and a proposal is now pending to
replace it.

All along the nine miles of road leading to the summit
is a country of rugged, primitive beauty, unsurpassed
in all New England. Views extend southerly to the
Litchfield Hills in Connecticut; the city of Pittsfield,
Lanesborough and New Ashford Valley; Onota and
Pontoosuc Lakes in the foreground; the Hoosac Moun-
tain is visible on the east, Taconic Mountain on the
west; and the Green Mountains on the north, including
the Bennington Battle Monument. Below in the valley
are North Adams, Cheshire, Williamstown and Adams.

From an historical point of view, Mount Greylock is
also a splendid site for a war memorial. The mountain
was sighted by white men even before Boston was set-
tled. Hendrick Hudson, in the "Half Moon,” gazed at
the mountain in the distance when he made his way up
the river which bears his name. Massachusetts soldiers,
on their way to Lake George, in the French and Indian
War passed beneath the shadows of the mountain. The
Battle of Bennington was fought within its sight, and
General George Washington, in his travels from eastern
Massachusetts to the west, also passed by the base of
the mountain.

A New York memorial, also with a beacon, is to be
erected on one of the peaks of the Adirondacks. A
similar memorial “in memory of the honored dead of
all wars” is now being completed on the top of the
mountain known as High Point Park, in New Jersey.

As Mount Greylock is on the direct line of travel by
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airplane from Chicago to Albany and Boston, it has
also been suggested that the memorial tower and beacon
light will greatly aid in guiding air travel in the future.
The Commission believes that the erection of a second
war memorial on the summit of Mount Greylock would
create a closer tie between the extreme eastern and
western ends of the State.

The commission presents two specific recommenda-
tions. It respectfully requests the General Court to
authorize it to proceed with the erection of a major war
memorial in the Charles River Basin and a second me-
morial on top of Mount Greylock. It asks the appro-
priation of $1,500,000 for the first project, and a sum
not to exceed $lOO,OOO, in addition, for the Mount Grey-
lock memorial.

The Commission believes and accordingly recommends
that the entire amount should be authorized by the
General Court in 1930, with the sum of $350,000 made
available in the current year, and the balance provided
by including an appropriation of $650,000 in the budget
of 1931, and of $500,000 in the budget of 1932.

Various suggestions relative to the financing of the
two memorials were made to the Commission. It was
decided unanimously, however, that the money should
come out of current revenue over a two or three year
period. The Commission emphatically opposed any
special tax proposal for the raising of the necessary
money. It also opposed any suggestion that the money
be raised by public subscription, believing that any proj-
ect of this kind should be carried out by all of the people
of the State.

In fixing the arbitrary amount of $1,500,000 for the
Charles River Basin memorial, the Commission found
that it would cost $500,000 to build the island, and that
no fitting memorial could be erected on the island for
less than $1,000,000. Of this total sum, $25,000 is for
the purpose of conducting a contest among the archi-

Chapter 9. Recommendations.
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tects and sculptors of the country in order to obtain the
best possible memorial plan. This contest proposal is
in keeping with what has been done in other States and
cities. Only in this way can the leading architects of
the country be induced to place their services at the
disposal of the Commission.

The Commission believes that the two memorials
which it proposes will be suitable and fitting tributes
to the memory of the men and women of Massachusetts
who have served their country in time of war. It be-
lieves they should be carried out together as a single
program.

In conclusion, the Commission desires to call atten-
tion, perhaps with pardonable pride, that despite its
membership of twenty-one representing varied interests
throughout the State, it is unanimous in all of its con-
clusions and recommendations. It desires to thank His
Excellency, Frank G. Allen, for the opportunity granted
to it to be of service to the Commonwealth.
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In the Year One Thousand Nine Hundred and Thirty.

An Act to provide for the Construction of Suitable
Memorials on an Island to be Created in the Charles
River Basin and on the Summit of Mount Greylock in
Memory of Massachusetts Men and Women who
have served Their Country in Time of War.

1 Whereas, The deferred operation of this act would
2 tend to defeat its purpose of providing for the com-
-3 mencing of work in the current year, on a project
4 already too long delayed, in connection with the
5 holding of the national convention of the American
6 Legion in Boston and to increase employment, there-
-7 fore it is hereby declared to be an emergency law,
8 the immediate enactment of which is necessary for the
9 public convenience.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives
in General Court assembled, and by the authority of the
same, as follows:

1 Section 1. The unpaid special commission, es-
-2 tablished under the provisions of chapter twenty-six
3 of the resolves of nineteen hundred and twenty-nine,
4 and appointed by the governor pursuant thereto, is
5 hereby designated as the Massachusetts War Memorial
6 Commission, hereinafter called the commission, and
7 is hereby revived and continued for the purpose of
8 carrying out the war memorial projects for which
9 provision is made in this act.

DRAFT OF PROPOSED LEGISLATION.

C&e Commontoealtfr of o@assacf)usetts
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1 Section 2. Subject to the approval of the de-
-2 partment of public works, and of the war department
3 of the United States, and under plans to be selected
4 as prescribed in section five, the commission shall
5 construct an island, by fill, of not exceeding five
6 acres in area, in the center of the Charles River basin,
7 contiguous to the present location of the Harvard
8 bridge.

1 Section 3. Upon the completion of said island
2 the commission, under plans to be selected as afore-
-3 said, shall construct a major Massachusetts war
4 memorial to be located on said island, in memory of
5 the men and women of Massachusetts who served in
6 all wars in which Massachusetts has participated.

1 Section 4. The commission is further directed to
2 construct a second memorial on the summit of Mount
3 Greylock in memory of the men and women of Massa-
-4 chusetts who gave their lives in all wars in which
5 Massachusetts has participated.

1 Section 5. For the purpose of obtaining the best
2 possible designs, plans and specifications for the
3 projects authorized in this act, the commission shall
4 hold an open competition under rules and regulations
5 adopted by it, subject to the approval of the gov-
-6 ernor and council.

1 Section 6. The commission may expend, for the
2 purpose of carrying out the work authorized by this
3 act, such sums as may be necessary, not exceeding in
4 the aggregate, one million six hundred thousand
5 dollars, after an appropriation has been made. Of
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6 said sum, not exceeding one million five hundred
7 thousand dollars may be expended under the pro-
-8 visions of sections two and three and to carry out
9 the provisions of section five, and not exceeding one

10 hundred thousand dollars may be expended under the
11 provisions of section four of this act.

1 Section 7. To meet the costs of the projects au-
-2 thorized by this act, there is hereby appropriated
3 from general revenue in the current fiscal year the
4 sum of three hundred and fifty thousand dollars in
5 anticipation of a further sum of six hundred and
6 fifty thousand dollars to be appropriated in the year
7 nineteen hundred and thirty-one, and of five hundred
8 thousand dollars to be appropriated in the year
9 nineteen hundred and thirty-two.

1 Section 8. The commission may obtain quarters
2 outside of the state house, and may expend for such
3 purpose and for traveling and other expenses, and
4 for expert clerical and other assistance, such sums as
5 shall from time to time be approved by the governor
6 and council.




