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C fte C o m m o n to e a ltf) o f Q^aggaclnisetts
D e c e m b e r 1, 1931.

To the General Court of Massachusetts.

The Massachusetts War Memorial Commission, ap
pointed pursuant to the provisions of chapter 21, Resolves
of 1931, respectfully submits the following report:
T h e C om m ission

and its

P urpose.

This Commission in reality continues the work of a
special commission created under chapter 26 of the
Resolves of 1929, and revived and continued by chapter 1
of the Resolves of 1930. Its authority is derived from
the following resolve:

3
C h a p t e r 21.

Resolve establishing a Special C ommission to continue a Study
and I nvestigation relative to a Certain Additional F itting
M emorial to the M en and W omen of M assachusetts who
served in All W ars in which M assachusetts has partici
pated.
Resolved, That a special unpaid commission, consisting of one member
of the senate to be designated by the president thereof, three members
of the house of representatives to be designated by the speaker thereof,
and three persons to be appointed by the governor, with the advice
and consent of the council, shall continue the study and investigation
relative to a certain additional fitting memorial to the men and women
of Massachusetts who served in all wars in which Massachusetts has
participated, heretofore conducted under sections three, four and five
of chapter four hundred and eleven of the acts of nineteen hundred and
thirty. 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 on or before December first in the current
year, and at the same time shall file a copy thereof with the budget
commissioner.
1 or the purpose of securing a design for said memorial by means of
conducting a competition among architects of Massachusetts, and for
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such traveling and other expenses, including expert, clerical and other
assistance, as may be deemed necessary, subject to the approval of the
governor and council, the commission may expend such sum, not
exceeding five thousand dollars, as the general court may hereafter
appropriate, in addition to the unexpended balance of the amount ap
propriated by item one hundred and fifty-eight bb of chapter four
hundred and twenty-six of the acts of nineteen hundred and thirty.
[Approved May 16,1931.

His Excellency the Governor appointed as members of
the Commission General Charles B. Wheeler of Pittsfield,
Mr. Ralph Adams Cram of Boston, and Mr. Willard B.
Luther of Cambridge.
The President of the Senate named as the representa
tive of that branch of the Legislature, the Honorable
Christian Nelson of Worcester.
The Speaker of the House named from th at branch,
Representative Horace T. Cahill of Braintree, Daniel J.
Coakley of Chicopee, and M artin Swanson of Worcester.
The Commission subsequently organized with the elec
tion of General Wheeler as chairman, Mr. Luther as vicechairman, and James H. Guilfoyle of Worcester as
secretary.
Since the first session, on July 7, the Commission has
held frequent meetings for consideration and study of
the instant problem, and has also had the advantage of
a perusal of the minutes and records of the two immedi
ate preceding memorial commissions, and of a first-hand
inspection of other war memorials in the United States,
by a subcommittee which spent ten days in travel to
gather information for this Commission.
This Commission feels th a t it has made a thorough
investigation, and th at the recommendations herewith
presented represent the most feasible and prudent solu
tion, having in mind the financial aspects, the wishes of
veterans and of the public, and the State’s desire fittingly
to commemorate the sacrifice of the men and women who
have served her in all wars.
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R e c o m m e n d a t io n s .

Massachusetts, despite her heritage of patriotism, is
one of the very few States of the Union which has yet to
complete a State War Memorial. Controversy over the
location and type has in the past occasioned endless
delay. This Commission believes definite steps toward
such a project can no longer be deferred without serious
reflection on the Commonwealth’s appreciation of the
services of her sons and daughters, and respectfully pre
sents the following recommendations essential to its full
attainm ent:
1. The erection of a memorial, inspirational in char
acter, in the Back Bay Fens in Boston, about 200 feet
south of the Richardson bridge, so called.
2. Preparation of necessary legislation to take such
site by right of eminent domain, if amicable agreement
for acquisition cannot be obtained with the city of
Boston.
3. Approval of the accompanying design, selected in
an open competition of Massachusetts architects, as the
design for the memorial.
4. Authorization by the General Court of the cost of
the structure and the approaches, a part of such sum to
be made available by appropriation in the current year,
and the balance in future budgets; said current appro
priation to commit the State to a war memorial program
to be completed as expeditiously as financing will permit.
5. Creation of a special unpaid War Memorial Com
mission to have full charge of the erection of the memo
rial, together with all developments and additions
thereto; said commission to serve until the project is
completed.
These recommendations are discussed more fully in
the following chapters of this report, and are accompanied
by appropriate draft of proposed legislation.
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T h e Si t e .

In the early months of 1930 a special War Memorial
Commission presented to the General Court two specific
recommendations for a State War Memorial. The major
proposal was for an island of five acres in the Charles
River Basin, upon which a suitable memorial should be
erected. The second proposal was for a memorial shaft
on Mount Greylock in the Berkshires.
The Legislature rejected both proposals, but on recon
sideration approved the Mount Greylock project and
authorized a further study for the major memorial. This
continued study was carried On by a new commission
during the latter part of 1930. The present Commission
is to a large extent a continuation of that body, and four
of i its members are included among the seven of the
present Commission.
The first duty of the new commission in its further study
was to determine the municipal location for the major
memorial. Extensive public hearings held throughout
the State in the latter part of 1930 demonstrated a pro
nounced public sentiment for its situation in Boston, the
capital city of the Commonwealth.
W ith the Legislature on record as definitely and over
whelmingly opposed to the Charles River Basin location,
originally reported, this Commission has devoted itself
to consideration of the other available sites in Boston.
In this connection these fundamentals were developed:
1. Any memorial should be on a site that would prevent
it from being dwarfed by its surroundings.
2. Any memorial should be in a location readily acces
sible by all methods of transportation, sufficiently central
to permit gatherings of large bodies of people without
undue effort, and near enough business Boston to be on
reasonable routes of parades. It should be especially
easy of access for children to gain patriotic inspiration
wholesome to future citizenship.
3. Any site should, if possible, involve no taking of
improved property, in view of the unwillingness of the

P roposed D evelopment of Site and A pproaches, showing Opportunity
for L ater U tilitarian D evelopment if D esired

I
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Legislature to appropriate money for such a purpose,
and in view of the greatly increased expense involved.
\\ ith these fundamental requirements in mind, the
Commission believes that the only ideal site available in
Boston is in the Back Bay Fens at the Richardson bridge.
It is pre-eminently accessible both to motor traffic and
also by street car. Massachusetts and Kenmore stations
of the subway are within 300 yards, and the Ipswich
street trolley line within 100 yards. It would be most
accessible to parades, and, if located on a cleared plaza,
as the Commission contemplates, would afford a magnif
icent area for massed reviews. The portion of the Fens
to be taken would be restricted almost to the size of the
structure chosen, and yet by reason of its location it
could not possibly be dwarfed by its surroundings, either
present or future. I t would be visible for long distances
along the axes both of Boylston Street and of the Fen
way. The development of the Charlesgate approach as
contemplated will make it magnificently prominent, not
only from Beacon Street and Commonwealth Avenue,
but also from the Esplanade, the Charles River Basin
and Cambridge.
The Commission is unanimously of the opinion that
the site is preferable from every point of view. Further
more, this location lends itself to an absolutely unique
development which could not possibly be given in any
other location. The contemplated treatm ent should
result in a memorial of startling loveliness, and at the
same time give Boston as a city a vista of superlative
beauty.
The land in this area was deeded to the city of Boston
for park purposes. The Commission holds to the view
that the proposed memorial will so add to the attractive
ness of the Fens it will more than recompense for the
trifling loss of open space. This conclusion has been
heartily concurred in by Mayor James M. Curley, Chair
man Frederic H. Fay of the Boston City Planning Board,
and other city officials. The Commission is confident
that there will be no difficulty in attaining a suitable
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arrangement with the city of Boston for utilization of the
area without resort to a taking by right of eminent
domain, which, however, it is understood, can be employed
if deemed advisable or necessary.
That the difficulty of obtaining an appropriate open
space in Boston for a war memorial may be fully appreci
ated, the Commission’s thoughts on other sites which it
has inspected are herein set forth:
1. Common. — This location is perfect for accessibility,
but is otherwise open to grave objections. Paramount,
would be the universal objection to any structure of any
size on the Common. Second, the Common itself is com
plete historically, a fact that would detract from any
modern additions, no m atter how otherwise significant.
Third, the Common is in the heart of an intensely busy
district, and no structure on it could give the feeling of
repose th at should go with any memorial.
2. Public Gardens. — The same considerations that
apply to the Common apply to the Public Gardens. In
addition, their area is so small th at any structure erected
thereupon would be overshadowed by the high buildings
already along Arlington Street and further to be antici
pated.
3. Esplanade. — This site, while otherwise good, has
two insuperable objections: It would not lend itself to
parades, and, far more important, could not be made
attractive without the condemnation of the whole block
bounded by Brimmer Street, Beacon Street, Embank
ment Road and Beaver Place. This would entail a pro
hibitive cost.
4. Copley Square. — It is altogether too small for an
adequate and appropriate memorial of the character
planned by this Commission.
5. Governor Square. — Any use of this area would not
only seriously interfere with already complicated trans
portation problems, but would require a large expense for
condemnation of property. The general district is also
unattractive as at present or as likely to be developed.
6. Fenway Opposite the Art Museum. — This area is, as
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it exists, altogether too restricted, and could only be made
adequate by the condemnation of a large tract between
Audubon Road and Queensbury Street. Furthermore, it
is relatively inaccessible, as the Huntington Avenue
trolleys would be 400 yards away, and other lines much
farther.
7. Pasteur Avenue. — There is no isolated location in
this area, the only available space being on one side or
the other of Pasteur Avenue. Such spaces are not only
restricted in size, but relatively inconspicuous. The
whole tract is, moreover, already filled with public or
semi-public buildings of much greater size than any
anticipated memorial, which would inevitably dwarf its
impressiveness. This area is also somewhat inaccessible
and not suitable for parades.
8. Parkway around Jamaica Pond. — While perfect in
itself, this location is absolutely unsuitable for a variety
of reasons. It is so far out that to get to it by any method
of conveyance is a pilgrimage in itself. It is also entirely
inaccessible to anything except automobiles, and quite
beyond any possibility of parades.
9. Strandway, South Boston. — All the objections of
the Jamaica Pond area, except inaccessibility of trolleys,
would apply to this area. It is, furthermore, located at
what is in part a manufacturing district, and what would
never be anything but a manufacturing or residence
district.
P ro posed D e v e l o p m e n t

of

S it e

and

A ppro a ch es.

An essential part of the Commission’s scheme is the
development of the proposed site with its approaches.
The Commission is of the opinion that the proposed
location gives an unusual opportunity for a dignified and
impressive effect. In the first place, it makes possible
two widely separated grades at the memorial itself. The
level area to the north, where Boylston Street crosses the
so-called Richardson bridge, and intersects the axis of
Charlesgate East and Charlesgate West, will form the
base for the memorial. At the south there will be a drop
of some 30 feet or more to the level of the Fenway, with
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an area of water acting as a reflecting pool and impressive
steps descending to this level. In the second place, the
Charlesgate approach from the Charles River to Boylston
Street can be so treated as to give a magnificent vista
closed at the highest point by the memorial. This will
permit a direct axial view from Cambridge, from the
Charles River Esplanade, and from Beacon Street and
Commonwealth Avenue as they cross the Charlesgate
area.
This last named space, that is to say, Charlesgate from
the river to Boylston Street, was originally laid out in a
pseudo-picturesque fashion, with irregular waterways and
casual planting in the effort to obtain a more or less
rustic effect. At the time of this development such a
treatm ent may have been justifiable, but since then the
city has grown rapidly to the west, so that the plan of
some fifty years ago is no longer appropriate. The Com
mission recommends th at should the memorial be built in
the place indicated, this entire area should be rearranged
after a formal fashion, with rectilinear water areas,
formal lines of trees and broad roadways and paths, so
forming not only a monumental approach to the memo
rial, but also opportunity for military or other processions
to advance from the north up to the paved area in front
of the memorial where a reviewing stand could be placed
directly in front of the memorial itself.
The design for this portion of the scheme formed no
part of the problem placed before the competing archi
tects, nor is the cost included in the recommended appro
priation of $1,000,000. We should call attention, how
ever, to the fact that this landscape treatm ent of the
architectural feature is an essential part of the whole
scheme, and should be carried out, though not necessarily
until after the completion of the memorial itself.
T h e A r c h it e c t ’s C o m p e t it io n .

Having selected an appropriate site in the Back Bay
Fens, the Commission undertook to secure a design for
the most beautiful and imposing edifice that art and skill
could produce. That it might be wisely guided in dealing

1932.]

)

HOUSE — No. 300.

13

with the many technical problems to be solved, the Com
mission retained as professional advisor, Mr. William D.
Austin of Boston, Fellow of the American Institute of
Architects. His advice and counsel have been of ines
timable value.
Prompted by the desire to induce the employment
upon the task of the best thought and artistic skill of
Massachusetts’ foremost architects, and at the same time
to leave open the door to the genius and talent of the
younger members of the profession, an invitation to join
in an open competition was sent to every known archi
tect’s office wdiich has been in practice in Massachusetts
for two years or more. The program for this competition
(see Appendix C) was approved by the Boston Chapter
of the American Institute of Architects.
The invitation was sent out on September 3, 1931, and
surrounded by every precaution to insure anonymity.
The competition closed on October 5. There were received
103 entries, presenting a collection of designs of particular
excellence, and confronting the Commission with a most
difficult task in considering their respective merits.
The members of the Commission, after many hours
of inspection, individually and collectively, met on Octo
ber 9 and selected five designs, which in their opinion
were the most beautifully distinctive and most com
pletely fulfilled the purposes to be served.
On October 14 the Commission announced these selec
tions and made an award, in accordance with the terms
of the competition, of $1,000 to the author of each of the
five designs. The authors conferred with the members
and received verbal instructions (later reduced to writing,
see Appendix E) for the second stage of the competition,
and in which they only were entitled to compete by
virtue of their selection in the first stage.
The authors of the five designs were:
L. W. Briggs Company, 314 Main Street, Worcester.
G. Adolph Johnson, 16 Norwich Street, Worcester.
Maginnis & Walsh, Statler Building, Boston.
Jasper Rustigian, 16 Norwich Street, Worcester.
Richard Shaw, 25 Huntington Avenue, Boston.
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Ihese men were known to have made the designs, but
it was not known which architect submitted any par
ticular design.
The second stage of the competition closed on Novem
ber 23. The professional advisor, assisted by an expert
building estimator, verified the probable cost of the con
struction of each design to insure its being within the
limits set by the Commission.
The Commission met on November 27 and made final
selection of the design herein recommended, which is the
creation of G. Adolph Johnson. This selection carries an
additional award of $2,500, but the awards in both stages
are to be applied as a part of the architect’s fees if the
author is commissioned to carry out the construction.
The design selected as the second most appropriate in
the final stage is the creation of Maginnis & Walsh. By
the terms of the contest this selection carries an addi
tional award of $1,000. The Commission agreed early in
its deliberations it would be unwise to recommend more
than one design for consideration of the Legislature.
T h e D e s ig n .

The design which this Commission recommends for the
State War Memorial is an imposing circular edifice 147
feet high, surmounted by a beacon light. Provision is
made in the interior for an impressive memorial chamber.
The exterior development provides for plazas, terraces
and other details to produce a beautiful and picturesque
setting. The following detailed description is in the
architect’s language:
Having in mind the axial lines and vistas, it was felt that the adapta
tion of a circular plan would be more satisfactory than a square or
octagonal plan, and of such height (147 feet) th a t this monument would
be visible from all approaches, and the height and size of the surround
ing buildings would not tend to dominate the structure.
Upon the level constructed plaza is a terrace 120 feet in diameter and
6 feet high, on which rises the memorial. By means of this terrace the
main floor of the memorial chamber is 7 feet higher than the plaza.
The monument, with its ambulatory encircling the memorial chamber,
forms the base, the height of the memorial chamber, and the shaft with
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its cornice and pyramidal top, being, designed in modified classic, with
exterior walls of Massachusetts granite.
Fourteen fluted granite pilasters encircle the main shaft, one for each
county of the Commonwealth. These flutes on pilasters and sculptured
stars in caps give the effect of the stars and stripes. A series of sculp
tured eagles and shields form the frieze with an ornamental crest and
dentiled cornice, surmounted by a pyramidal top supporting a bronze
beacon light.
Twelve sculptured figures around the base symbolize the heroism of
our men and women in the various wars of our country, and also act as
a perpetual honorary guard to this memorial shrine. The dates of these
various wars are in bronze inserted in the terrace floor.
Bronze grilles between the pilasters give the necessary fenestration
to the memorial chamber. The insignia of the various branches of the
army, navy and air forces are worked into the design of these bronze
grilles. Over these bronze grilles, recessed between the pilasters, is a
design of a sheathed sword carved in granite.
Steps lead from the plaza to the terrace at north and south entrances.
The north and south entrance portals are dedicated to the army and
navy, respectively. These entrances have ornamented pediments
with a sculptured seal of the Commonwealth. Entrance doors are
bronze with reveals panelled and carving in bas-relief. A design using
the seals of the army and navy is inserted in the floor directly opposite
each entrance.
From these entrances one enters a circular ambulatory, with marble
walls pilastered, marble floor, and marble domed ceiling, encircling the
memorial chamber. Directly opposite the entrances, as well as from
the ambulatory, there are marble pilastered and panelled openings
into the memorial chamber, affording easy circulation. In the wall
space are located staircases to the basement and circular staircase and
elevator to attic space. The walls surrounding these staircases are
partially niched, on the memorial chamber side, to receive a bronze
dais for the regimental flags.
The memorial chamber is 47 feet in diameter and approximately 80
feet in height, finished in gray marble with fourteen fluted marble
pilasters the full height of the chamber, in modified classic, with sculp
tured bas-reliefs on face of caps and a panelled maroon marble frieze.
Bronze wreaths are inserted in the frieze, one directly over each pilaster.
Beams, coffered panels and ornamentation, all in bronze, form the
ceiling of the memorial chamber. In these coffered panels are concealed
the lights for the general illumination, with a spot light in the center to
illuminate the altar. Maroon marble is used for the base. Over the
openings into the memorial chamber and between the pilasters are
marble sculptured bas-reliefs. Bronze tablets are on ambulatory walls
and pilasters.
Varying colored marbles are used in the floor of the memorial cham-
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ber. Inserted in the floor next to pilasters and openings are fourteen
county seal designs, one for each county. These county seals are made
of marble mosaic and bronze. Two marble steps encircle the maroon
marble altar with its perpetual flame.
A series of terraced circular granite steps descends from the south
entrance portal to a reflecting pool. Terrace walls encircle the south,
west, east and partially north sides of plaza. These terrace walls with
sixteen piers afford banking and terracing of grass, shrubs and trees
from pool to plaza.
Flood lights are distributed around the building and in the piers of
the terrace walls so th a t this memorial building can be entirely flood
lighted, giving a remarkable effect at night, with a soft glow light
from the beacon light a t the top.

I n s p ir a t io n a l

v.

U t il it a r ia n .

Every proposal for a State War Memorial in Massa
chusetts has provoked a controversy as to whether it
should be inspirational or utilitarian, or be a combination
of both features. This Commission has given due con
sideration to the arguments on both sides, and has
concluded that unanimity of opinion is impossible of
attainment. I t believes, however, that its recommenda
tion herein respecting the type of structure, after serious
consideration of every suggestion and recommendation
on the subject, is in accord with the views of the citizens
of the Commonwealth who have given the m atter any
thought.
The central theme of any State War Memorial should
be definitely monumental and memorial in character,
the architectural design so stately and beautiful, the
material of its construction so enduring, its site and set
ting so appropriate and commanding, and its distinctive
memorial features so artistic and dignified, th at the
attention of all beholders will be arrested. For genera
tions to come it should prove an inspiration to loyalty
and patriotism. Any utilitarian features should be sub
ordinated to the memorial aspect, and regarded purely as
supporting elements.
The program recommended herein provides as an initial
step an inspirational monument as the central theme
around which there may later be built utilitarian features

1932.]
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in the wisdom of the Legislature. Suggestions for an
auditorium of large capacity, where memorial and
patriotic services may be held, a building wherein may
be grouped the State departments of the veteran organ
izations, a military museum, and similar ideas, have been
advanced for this utilitarian development. The Com
mission believes th at these may well be carefully studied
when the central theme is accomplished, but with due
reference to the expense for maintenance. which will be
involved.
F in a n c in g .

The monument proposed by this Commission will cost
approximately $1,000,000. This includes all structural,
decorative and sculptural work, all outside steps, ter
races and retaining walls, all piling and foundations,
plumbing, electrical work and fixtures, and everything
to complete the memorial. It also includes architect’s
fees, but not the cost of the clerk of works.
The Commission is convinced, after a survey of other
war memorials, th at any cost below that given above
would produce a monument unworthy of the Common
wealth and the men and women it is proposed to honor.
No State war memorial thus far constructed th at has
come to the attention of the Commission has cost less
than $1,000,000, and most of them have been far more
expensive.
Various methods have been employed to raise funds
for memorials in the other States of the Union. In Kan
sas City, Mo., funds were raised through public sub
scription in a nine-day campaign. The Indiana World
War Memorial in Indianapolis is being constructed
through bonds and a special tax levy. Other memorials
have been built through legislative appropriation. In
some instances the expense has been shared jointly by the
State and the city and county in which the memorial is
located.
This Commission believes the Massachusetts W ar
Memorial should be exclusively a State undertaking. It
recommends that funds for its erection be appropriated
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by the General Court. Doubtless public-spirited citizens
of the Commonwealth could raise a fund for its construc
tion, but it is felt this is an undertaking in which every
resident of Massachusetts will take pride in participating.
The opportunity for each person to share is through the
appropriation budget, supported by the revenues and
tax income of the State. The Commission realizes its
recommendation comes in an unfortunate period of
economic disturbance. Governmental resources are being
directed to relief of unemployment and the consequent
distress. Strict retrenchment in the other than normal
undertakings of the Commonwealth appears essential.
I t might be pointed out, howTever, that this project will
in itself be a medium, to an extent, in the relief of
unemployment.
The Commission would like to have $1,000,000 made
available for the State War Memorial in 1932. It hesi
tates, however, to recommend any definite sum, knowing
the funds available will be contingent upon the demands
on the State treasury and the economic improvement in
the coming months.
The Commission earnestly recommends that some
appropriation be made in 1932 definitely to commit the
Commonwealth to a State War Memorial program. It
recommends that the Legislature appropriate for this
purpose to the very fullest possible extent in the current
year, the remainder to be made later available. An ap
propriation in some amount in 1932 will mitigate in the
public mind the injustice of past delays in this important
and noble undertaking.
A B u il d in g C o m m issio n .
M any of the States of the Union have permanent War
Memorial Commissions. These commissions, in the early
stages of such undertakings, had charge of preliminary
details of construction and supervisory oversight of the
actual erection, making annual reports to their creative
bodies. The subsequent duties have been the direction,
management and development of the memorial.
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This Commission is not prepared to recommend a sim
ilar commission for Massachusetts at this time. It does
recommend the creation of a War Memorial Commission
to serve until this project is completed. It believes such
a body is essential if the State is to undertake a war
memorial program.
The new commission should be entrusted with full
responsibility of the program, including the preliminaries
necessary for undertaking the project, supervisory con
trol of construction, and all future studies for develop
ment or extension of the program and its execution,
subject to the approval of the Legislature or of the
Governor and the Executive Council.
This Commission would impress upon the appointing
powers the desirability of selecting for service on the new
commission members who are entirely familiar with the
current project and its purposes. The selection of site
and type and design have been accomplished only after
long study and with a definite policy in mind. If the
execution is to be carried out to the greatest advantage
to the State, the need of a commission personnel familiar
with all details of the program is obvious.
The Commission would recommend that the new com
mission be similar in composition to the present one, one
member to be appointed by the President of the Senate,
three members by the Speaker of the House, and three
members by His Excellency the Governor. The mem
bers should serve until the project is completed, but in
the event of vacancies through any cause they should be
filled by the appointing power which made the original
appointment.
O t h e r W ar M e m o r ia l s .

It became increasingly evident, as this Commission
continued its investigation, that much of educational
value could be gained through inspection of the outstand
ing war memorials in the United States and intimate
contact with the problems surrounding their inception
and achievement.
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Three members of the Commission, accompanied by
the professional advisor and secretary, left Boston the
evening of September 17, and subsequently visited me
morials in Baltimore, Washington, Pittsburgh, Indian
apolis, St. Louis, Kansas City and Chicago, returning
September 26. Their observations were duly reported to
the full Commission.
The concensus of opinion of the inspection group is
th at there are impressive and pretentious memorials in
the cities visited, but th at none exceeds in setting and
design that which is recommended in this report. The
benefits of the inspection were manifold, giving an insight
into cost, management, utilitarian and inspirational
features and other problems, but particularly emphasiz
ing the details which Massachusetts must avoid if its
war memorial program is to reach a successful culmina
tion. The recommendations in this report exemplify the
Commission’s effort to profit from the experience and
mistakes in other projects. In the account appearing in
Appendix F of these outstanding memorials, the Com
mission directs attention to the period of time required
for construction, which emphasizes the need for immedi
ate action, if the Commonwealth is to keep pace with her
sister States.
T h e W ar M em o r ia l M o v e m e n t .

The State War Memorial movement in Massachusetts
dates back to the Civil War, but has been more intensive
since 1920. The Legislature of that year created a special
commission, the members of which were named by
Governor Calvin Coolidge. Since then several other
commissions have studied the subject. Their efforts have
been marked by an extensive investigation and study.
Their recommendations have exhausted many suggested
projects, varying in cost from $100,000 to nearly $5,000,000. All proposals, other than the Mount Greylock
memorial shaft, have fallen on deaf ears. The General
Court has rejected them, one by one.
Ten years, during which some of our most public-
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spirited and able citizens have given time and thought to
the problem, have produced a bulky and elaborate col
lection of data and statistics, but no memorial other than
the present uncompleted shaft on Greylock. These data
are available in reports on file with the Legislature and
in the archives of the State. To include them in detail
in this report would be boring repetition. The projects
proposed have included auditoriums, islands, bridges,
halls, buildings, arches, parks, monuments and shrines.
They have encompassed both the utilitarian and inspira
tional ideas and a combination of both. They will be
found listed in House Document No. 1050 of the 1930
legislative session. We mention these projects as a matter
of record, with no thought whatever of implying that
any of them should be reconsidered, having interpreted
their rejection by the General Court as its final decision
in each case.
The Commission therefore presents its own plan as an
added effort to solve this difficult major problem, hoping,
in the light of its knowledge and study of all previous
plans, it may have suggested one that will measure up
to and fully meet the wishes, desires and requirements
of the citizens of our Commonwealth as expressed through
the General Court.
C. B. W HEELER.
CHRISTIAN NELSON.
HORACE T. CAHILL.
M ARTIN SWANSON.
DANIEL J. COAKLEY.
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A.

STATEMENT BY MR. WILLARD B. LUTHER.
While the structure recommended to the Legislature by the
majority of the Commission is not the one that I personally
should have chosen, I am entirely willing to concur in that rec
ommendation as well as in all other matters covered by the
Commission’s report. I reach this conclusion the more easily
because I realize that personal unanimity on any subject of
importance is almost impossible of attainment among groups of
people having positive views. At the same time, I consider it
the paramount duty of every member of any commission to sink
his own personal views in order to secure official unanimity,
save only when this would be to sanction something that his
conscience could not approve.
In connection with the proposed memorial I think this duty
of unanimity is of supreme importance. It is impossible for
anyone acquainted with the history of the many efforts to agree
upon a memorial to be blind to the fact that something which
was at first a gracious idea has become, or is rapidly becoming,
a sour and stagnant muddle. The recent public utterances of
one of this Commission prior to the filing of any report strongly
accent this conviction. In view of this history the failure of
this Commission to agree among themselves is a direct invitation
to the Legislature likewise to fail to agree. It is in effect an
invitation to perpetuate a struggle instead of to erect a memorial.
The services that many Governors and many Legislatures
have sought to memorialize were noble services, nobly rendered.
They constitute their own best memorial and can neither be
added to nor detracted from by any action or inaction by the
Commonwealth. On the other hand, if the Commonwealth
seriously desires to honor these services, any memorial should
be noble in itself and nobly given. The nobility of the giving
is in my opinion even more important than the nobility of the
memorial itself.
It is open to serious question as to whether or not the past
history of the attempts to create a memorial has not already
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shorn the giving of any nobility. It has certainly demonstrated
that there is no strong, insistent public demand for a memorial,
and the open hearings held by other commissions confirm this
conclusion. It is in my opinion open to no question whatever
that any further controversy and bickering as to the type and
location of the memorial would forever destroy the underlying
appreciation which should accompany it. If, notwithstanding
the fact that the present Commission is unable to agree, the
Legislature can put through the project now proposed with either
structure suggested I should desire to see it go forward. On the
other hand, if this report, like so many other reports, should be
cast into the discard, I not only urge but implore the Legislature
to put a final end to all such efforts and to allow the idea of any
memorial forever to disappear.
It is impossible for me to believe that those, living and dead,
whose services are sought to be memorialized could have any
desire to have the question bruited further. The real memorial
would then remain what it always has been, — the simple
memory of loyalty and patriotism freely offered in time of
greatest need.
WILLARD B. LUTHER.
N o v e m b e r 30, 1931.
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B.

MINORITY REPORT.
I unequivocably associate myself with the members of the
Commission in endorsing the site recommended for the proposed
war memorial and the general idea of the memorial itself. I
regret, however, that I am unable to agree with the majority
of this Commission in placing first, and recommending for
execution, the design herewith submitted to the Great and
General Court. I feel so strongly in the matter that, greatly
to my regret, I am unable to concur with the majority in their
judgment, and therefore submit this minority report which
carries with it the design I believe should be adopted.
In the first competition I opposed with all my power the
inclusion, amongst the selected five admitted to the final com
petition, the design which is now approved by the majority of
the Commission, holding that it possessed neither intrinsic value
nor promise of material betterment with further study, and that
there were at least twenty-five other designs of notably superior
merit. It was finally included amongst the five premiated
designs by a vote of four to three.
In the judgment of the five final designs I was compelled to
argue and vote against this same design because I considered it
markedly inferior to any or all of the other four, holding it to be
without beauty, distinction or appropriateness; inconsistent
with the printed requirements as to the nature of the proposed
memorial as laid down by the Commission, and in itself un
worthy of the Commonwealth and of the high services to be
commemorated. Finally, I hold there is grave injustice in plac
ing it above any of the other four premiated designs, and
especially that for which three of the seven members of the
Commission voted in the final judgment for second place, and
which forms a part of this minority report.
It is my opinion, as an architect of forty-five years’ practice,
that this design, which was awarded second prize by a majority
vote, is now, as it was in the preliminary competition, a work of
outstanding merit. It is reserved, impressive, dignified and
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marked by a most unusual quality of beauty. While it is
monumental in nature, it is treated with great originality and
possesses a refinement and distinction that give it place amongst
the great examples of contemporary design. It is evidently the
work of architects of culture, training and high ability. It was
also the design most highly commended by Mr. Austin, the
professional advisor, and by him recommended to the Commis
sion for first place. These same qualities hold, though possibly
in somewhat less degree, in the case of two of the remaining four
premiated designs, but the facts noted above do not, in my
opinion, apply in any degree to the scheme which has the ap
proval of the majority of the Commission.
It should be said, also, that the authors of this design which I
offer with this minority report have adhered with absolute
fidelity to the conditions laid down by the Commission. Its
estimated cost is less than that of any of the others, and is,
indeed, as based on the specified units of cost and on the cubage
as determined by the Commission’s building expert, about
$250,000 less than the amount allowed by the Commission. Two
of the members who voted for this design did so with the pro
viso that, were it given first place, it should be slightly increased
in its dimensions up to the limit of $1,000,000 laid down as the
maximum cost.
I make this minority report with the greatest regret. I
realize that a divided opinion in the Commission may prejudice
the Legislature against the entire project. This, I hold, would
be most regrettable. No one is more strongly of the opinion
than I that a war memorial should be built forthwith, and on
the site recommended by the Commission. I am bound to hold,
however, that it would be better to have no war memorial than
one that did not do the highest credit to the architectural pro
fession, and would not redound to the lasting honor of the
Commonwealth.
Respectfully submitted,
RALPH ADAMS CRAM.
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C.

PROGRAM FOR A TWO-STAGE COMPETITION TO
SELECT A DESIGN (FOR RECOMMENDATION
TO THE MASSACHUSETTS LEGISLATURE OF
1932) FOR A WAR MEMORIAL TO BE ERECTED
IN THE CITY OF BOSTON BY THE COMMON
WEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS.

This competition is conducted and is to be judged by the War
Memorial Investigating Commission.
Note. — Throughout this program the word “ commission”
is used to indicate the said Investigating Commission, and the
word “ architect” is used to indicate an individual or firm or
corporation of architects or any other aggregation of architects
practicing as an entity.
P art I .
G eneral P rovisions .

1. Powers and Duties of the Commission.
The Commission was duly appointed under chapter 21,
Resolves of 1931, of the Great and General Court of the Com
monwealth of Massachusetts, for the purpose of recommending,
to the Legislature of 1932, a location and design, with an approx
imate cost thereof, for a war memorial to be erected at the
expense of the State. The Commission has the authority and
the necessary funds to initiate, conduct, judge and pay money
prizes in this competition, which is for the purpose only of
selecting a design for recommendation.
2. Character of Competition.
This competition will be in two stages: the first stage will be
open to any architect who has been in practice in Massachusetts
for two years or more; the second stage will be confined to the
authors of the five designs in the first stage selected as the most
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meritorious. These five will each be paid $1,000, and will then
be requested to elaborate their first sketches for further inspec
tion and judgment by the Commission. The one of the five
finally ranked first will be paid, besides the original $1,000, an
additional $2,500, which $2,500 plus the original $1,000 would
be a payment on account of his total fee, should he be appointed
architect.
The one of the five ranked second will be paid $1,000 in
addition to the original $1,000.
Details concerning the submission of drawings for the second
stage will be determined after the first judgment has been
announced and after consultation with the five competitors.
3. Professional Advisor.
The Commission has appointed as its professional advisor,
William D. Austin, Fellow of the American Institute of Archi
tects, to prepare this program and to act as its advisor in the
conduct of this competition.
4. Competitors.
This competition is open to all architects who have had offices
in and have been practicing in Massachusetts for two years or
more. All other architects, whether in or outside of the State,
are disqualified from competing.
An invitation to compete, together with this program, has
been sent by the professional advisor to every known archi
tect’s office in Massachusetts. Disqualified architects’ offices
in Massachusetts, as defined above, and all architects with main
offices outside of the State, are advised not to compete, as their
designs will be rejected and not be considered when, on the
opening of the sealed envelopes, as hereinafter described, the
author’s status is revealed. Such rejection will be made, even
if one or more of the prize winners should be of the disqualified
class. In such an event the Commission reserves the right to
select other prize winners.
If any Massachusetts qualified architect has failed, by some
accident, to receive this invitation and program, a program will
promptly be sent him upon making application therefor to the
secretary of the Commission, Room 249, State House, Boston,
Mass.
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5. Jury of Award.
1he Commission, having in its membership an architect who
is a Fellow of the American Institute of Architects, will itself
act as a jury of award in the selection of prize winners. The
professional advisor may assist in the deliberations of the Com
mission, but shall have no vote in the decisions.
6. Examination of Designs.
The professional advisor will be the original examiner of the
designs to ascertain whether they comply with the mandatory
requirements of the program, and will report to the Commis
sion any instance of failure to so comply.
7. The Commission's Agreements.
The Commission agrees to select five prize winners for the
second stage of the competition not later than three weeks after
the close of this competition, and to notify them immediately
after the decisions have been made.
It further agrees to approve the payment of the sum of $1,000
to the author of each of the five prize winners, within ten days
after the judgment has been announced.
If, upon the opening of the envelopes, it should appear to the
Commission and its advisor that one or more of the five prize
winners is lacking in experience in designing and supervising
structures of the character of this memorial, the Commission
reserves the right to require such an architect, as a condition to
the payment of the $1,000 prize, to associate with a more
experienced architect satisfactory to the Commission, and that
such an association shall continue through the second stage of
the competition, and should such an association prove to be the
first prize winner in the second stage, the names of the associates
will be included in the recommendation for appointment of
architect, such association to continue until the completion of
the architect’s contract with the State.
The Commission further agrees to conduct a second stage
competition, confined to the said five prize winners, the pro
gram to be determined after holding joint conferences with the
same; to constitute the jury of award and to pay the sum of
$2,500 to the first prize winner and $1,000 to the second prize
winner, these sums to be additional to the aforesaid $1,000
payments.
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Ih e Commission agrees to present the first prize design (to
accompany its report) to the Legislature of 1932; and to recom
mend in the report that the author of the said design be ap
pointed the architect for full professional services, with the
terms of the contract in accordance with the recommended
charges and practices of the American Institute of Architects,
and that the $2,500 plus the original $1,000 already paid him
should be considered by the appointing power as a payment on
account for full professional services.
The anonymity of the five competitors in the second stage
will be safeguarded, as described in paragraph 14.
Note. — Whoever is appointed architect will, obviously, be
obliged to agree upon the terms of his employment with the
future appointing power. This Commission can do no more
than recommend the proper charges and practices.
8. Exhibition of Drawings.
It is agreed by the Commission that no drawings shall be
exhibited or displayed to any one except the members of the
Commission and its professional advisor, except with the consent
of their author.
9. Disposition of Drawings.
No drawings will be returned by the Commission, but any
competitor (except the five prize winners) will receive his draw
ings upon applying for same to the secretary, at Room 249,
State House, Boston. Such application must be made not later
than November 1, 1931, and all drawings remaining uncalled for
after that date may be destroyed by the Commission.
The five prize winning designs will not be returned to their
authors, as, in so doing, the anonymity would be jeopardized in
judging the second stage competition. Competitors must,
therefore, retain copies of their designs. (Mandatory.)
10. Use of Features of Unsuccessful Designs.
Nothing original in the unsuccessful designs shall be used
without consent of, or compensation to, the author of the design
in which it appears.
In case the Commission desires to make use of any individual
feature of an unsuccessful design, the same may be obtained by
adequate compensation to the designer, the amount of such
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compensation to be determined in consultation with the author
and the professional advisor.
11. Communications {Mandatory).
If any competitor desires information of any kind whatever in
regard to the competition, or the program, he shall ask for this
information by an anonymous letter addressed to the profes
sional advisor, 41 Pilgrim Road, Boston, and in no other way,
but no request received after 12 o’clock, noon, of Friday,
September 18, 1931, will be answered.
By Monday, September 21, 1931, copies of all the letters
received and the answers thereto will be sent to all architects on
the original list, and to any other qualified architects who may
have been later invited to compete.
12. Anonymity of Drawings {Mandatory).
The drawings to be submitted shall bear no name or mark
which could serve as a means of identification, nor shall any
such name or mark appear upon the wrapper of the drawing,
nor shall any competitor directly or indirectly reveal the identity
of his design, or hold communication regarding the competition
with any member of the Commission, or with the professional
advisor, except as provided for under “ Communications.” It
is understood that in submitting a design, each competitor
thereby affirms that he has complied with the foregoing provi
sions in regard to anonymity, and agrees that any violation of
them renders null and void any agreement on the part of the
Commission as hereinbefore provided.
13. Delivery of Drawings {Mandatory).
The drawings submitted in this competition shall be securely
and doubly wrapped, the outer wrapping carrying the address
and transit stamps, to be removed by a clerk. The inner wrap
ping, containing no marks whatever, to be opened by the pro
fessional advisor, who will number each design and the enclosed
sealed envelope to correspond. The packages shall be addressed
to the professional advisor, C/o James H. Guilfoyle, Secretary,
Room 249, State House, Boston, in plain lettering and with no
other lettering thereon, and delivered, flat, at the above address
not later than 4 o’clock p .m., Monday, October 5, 1931.
In case drawings are sent by express, they may be delivered to
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an express company at the above date and hour, in which case
the express company’s receipt, bearing date and hour, shall be
mailed immediately to the professional advisor as evidence of
delivery.
14. Sealed Envelope and Contents (Mandatory).
With each set of drawings must be enclosed a plain, opaque,
sealed envelope without any superscription or mark of any kind,
same containing the name and address of the author, and also a
statement that the author is a Massachusetts architect who has
practiced for two years in said State. There must also be in
cluded a list of three buildings of which the author has been the
architect in a full professional capacity. These sealed envelopes
will be retained, unopened, by the professional advisor until the
Commission has selected the five prize winning designs, known
only by their numbers as previously marked by the professional
advisor. At this juncture the said professional advisor will take
the corresponding numbered sealed envelopes to some clerk in
the State House who has not seen the designs. This clerk will
open the five envelopes, but not directly in the presence of the
professional advisor. He will hand the folded contents (without
reading same) of each envelope to the professional advisor and
then destroy the envelopes. The professional advisor will then
deliver the folded contents of each envelope to the Commission,
who, upon reading the same, will know the names of the five
prize winners, but will still be ignorant of the author of any
particular design, and anonymity in the second'stage is thus
preserved. The authors of the five prize winning designs will
have to rely upon their retained copies, in preparing their elabo
rated designs for the second stage competition.
P a r t

II.

Special I nformation .

1. The Problem.
A design must attempt to indicate a memorial which, in
execution, would be, in the opinion of the designer, inspirational
in character and a shrine as a “ fitting memorial to the men and
women of Massachusetts who served in all wars in which Massa
chusetts has participated.” The exterior would express grave
dignity and reverential spirit, while the interior, consisting
principally of one lofty room or chamber, serving no utilitarian
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purpose, would be beautiful, impressive and awe-inspiring. The
five designs showing, in the judgment of the Commission, the
best promise of achieving these results, will be selected for the
second stage of this competition.
In the contemplation and recording of their conceptions, the
competitors must be influenced and affected by the following
considerations.
2. Freedom and Limitation.
The size and form of the memorial is left to the judgment of
each competitor, controlled only by the limitation of cost as here
inafter specifically described.
3. Specific Additional Requirements. (Mandatory).
(а) The building is to be absolutely fireproof and constructed
of the most enduring materials.
(б) Exterior to be of Massachusetts light granite.
(c) The finished walls and floors of the memorial chamber to
be of rich marble or stone, or both.
(id) On the walls of this memorial chamber will be metal
tablets. Their arrangement must be suggested in the section
drawing.
(e) The chamber will have no furniture other than a few
marble or stone benches and a fixed solid altar, shrine, cenotaph
or other feature consonant with the spirit of the monument.
(/) The memorial is to be located as specifically hereinafter
described.
(g) The main entrance must be in the north facade.
(.h) Small rooms for toilets, coat rooms and custodian are to
be provided in the basement, but are not to be indicated on the
drawings.
(i) Adequate staircases to the basement and the upper por
tion of the memorial to be provided.
4. Suggestions (Not Mandatory).
The Commission suggests the desirability of providing, some
where in the memorial chamber, facilities for a perpetual flame,
and also (perhaps) for a beacon light on the highest portion of
the building. Flood lighting, also, it is suggested, should be
borne in mind.
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5. The Site.
The site, tentatively selected, is in the Back Bay Fens, about
250 feet south of the so-called Richardson bridge. The central
point of the building plan, it is suggested, should be on the axis
of Boylston Street, extended on the line of the present axis
between Massachusetts Avenue and Hemenway Street.
As the immediate site for a building of the character of this
memorial will not provide a sufficiently worthy setting, the
Commission proposes to recommend certain new approaches,
involving existing road reconstruction, new bridges, fillings and
extensions of the areas around the immediate approaches, and
landscaping and formal pool, contiguous to the building.
A plot plan, accompanying this program, illustrates in a
general way, and with some grade elevations, the above descrip
tion.
Competitors in this first stage competition shall not present
any plan of these approaches. (Mandatory.)
In this preliminary competition, the participants will only be
required to include in their sketch plans an area included within
lines of 200 feet beyond the perimeter of the memorial on all
sides. A plan of the present layout of streets, etc., in this
vicinity, also accompanies this program. Important grade
elevations are noted. Competitors will particularly observe
the difference between the elevations of the present roadway
of the Richardson bridge and that of the Fens at the south of
the proposed site. Terraces and steps, if included in any pro
posed design, will establish the main floor of the memorial at a
still higher elevation above the water level in the Fens.
6. Cost.
The total cost of the memorial shall not exceed $1,000,000.
(Mandatory.) This cost shall include all structural, decorative
and sculptural work. It shall include all outside steps, terraces
and retaining walls (if any), all piling and foundations, plumb
ing, electrical work and fixtures, and everything to complete the
memorial. It shall include architect’s fees, but not the cost of
clerk of works.
The entire cost of constructing new approaches, bridges,
fillings, sewer, water, electrical connections, etc., landscaping,
formal pool, retaining walls (except in immediate relation to the
building), and all filling, finished grading and planting up to the
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foundations of the memorial, is wholly outside the consideration
of the competitors in this first stage competition.
7. Cubage.
No maximum cubage is imposed, each competitor using his
own judgment in this matter of the cost per cubic foot. Ex
perienced builders will be called in to estimate the approximate
cost of some of the various schemes, and any design which seems
to them, to the professional advisor, and to the Commission
to appreciably exceed the $1,000,000 limitation will be placed
out of the competition. These builders will be the only ones,
outside of the members of the Commission and the professional
advisor, who will see the plans.
8. Presentation {Mandatory).
The drawings submitted shall be made according to the follow
ing list at the scale given, and rendered as noted, and no other
drawings than these shall be submitted.
They shall all be drawn and rendered in pencil at a scale of 8
and 32 feet to the inch on white illustration board or other fairly
rigid white cardboard. Cardboards to be uniform in size, 24
by 30 inches. The edges may be bound with tape. Each card
board shall have a border line one-half inch away from the edges.
The plans shall have all walls and partitions blacked in by
pencil. Fine decorative border lines around the external walls
and around the interior memorial room will be permitted, but
are not required. No axial lines through doorways, windows or
elsewhere will be permitted, but fine broken lines to indicate
lintels over important openings will be allowed.
The elevation of floor on the plan shall be noted by figures in
feet and decimals thereof, calculated from the elevations marked
on the plot plan. The section shall be drawn with heavy black
lines, and the elevations on the sections with delicate black
lines. The walls, floors and voids in sections shall be left white.
No detailing of constructural features is required. Indications
of wall decoration will be permitted, by means of narrow, light
pencil lines. The elevations of the various floors are to be noted
as described for the plan.
The character of material for exterior wall surface shall be
noted by small lettering on the margin of the elevation.
One human figure 6' 0" tall will be allowed on fafade and
section.
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Each sheet shall have a graphic scale, say 2 inches long, on
one sheet representing 16' 0", and the other sheet 64' 0", with
subdivisions for every 4 feet in each case.
Each sheet shall bear only the title “ War Memorial in Bos
ton,” and the name of the portion or portions represented. No
tracing paper mounted drawings will be accepted. The drawings
are to be made directly on the cardboards and are expected to
be in the nature of rough sketches though accurate to scale.
9. Drawings Required (Mandatory).
Two sheets required: on first sheet, north elevation, scale 8
feet to the inch; on second sheet, a section on north and south
axis through building and for 200 feet beyond the north and
south sides, scale 32 feet to the inch; and a main plan of memo
rial and of the surroundings for a distance of 200 feet beyond
the walls on all sides at a scale of 32 feet to the inch.
WILLIAM D. AUSTIN,
Professional Advisor.
S e p t e m b e r 1, 1931.

This program is approved by the War Memorial Investigating
Commission.
Members.
Senator C hristian N elson , Worcester, Mass.
Rep. D aniel J. C oakley , Chicopee, Mass.
Rep. H orace T. C ahill , Braintree, Mass.
Rep. M artin Swanson , Worcester, Mass.
R alph A dams C ram, Boston, Mass.
W illard B. L uther , Cambridge, Mass.

C harles

J ames

Chairman.
B. W h eeler , Pittsfield, Mass.

Secretary.
H. G uilfoyle , Room 249, State House, Boston, Mass.

This program is approved by the American Institute of Archi
tects through its subcommittee on competitions of the Boston
Chapter.
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D.

WAR MEMORIAL COMPETITION COMMUNICATIONS
RECEIVED FROM COMPETITORS AND ANSWERS
BY THE PROFESSIONAL ADVISOR.
Communication No. 1.
An architect asks if “ the height requirements of the City of
Boston Building Code may be ignored?”
Answer. — Yes. They may be ignored.
Communication No. 2.
An architect asks for an extension of time.
Answer. — No extension can be granted.
Communication No. 3.
An architect asks for compass direction, grade of the Fens,
location of north entrance, etc.
Answer. — Consult the maps enclosed with the program.
Charles River is approximately north from Richardson bridge.
Read the program carefully. No cubical contents required.
See answer to Communication No. 6.
Communication No. J.
An architect writes, “ May any qualified competitor submit
more than one competitive scheme?”
Answer. — No.
Communication No. 5.
An architect asks, “ Is it permissible to indicate roughly any
design on the floor plan of main room, etc.?”
Answer. — No.
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Communication No. 6.
(Too long to quote in full.) Regarding renderings, scale of
section, stone jointing, etc.
Answer. — The program seems reasonably clear. No devia
tions are to be made. Naturally, stone jointing will be indicated
on the elevation. The one interior room can be sufficiently
indicated in the small scale plan and section to show the archi
tect’s general conception of its appearance. No notes of interior
materials are needed, and, as only granite is wanted on the
exterior, the note to that effect may be omitted on the elevation
drawing.
Competitors should place the first floor elevation at such a
height above the level of Richardson bridge as to procure a
satisfactory view of the memorial from Commonwealth Avenue
looking up to the north elevation.
The proposed location is, under present conditions, almost
directly in Muddy River. But the intention is to so fill all
around with sloping grades, etc., that the building will appear
to be resting on an extensive plaza at, or above, the present
level of Richardson bridge, the parapet walls of which would
be eliminated and the road area greatly enlarged by additional
bridge work.
Consult the maps carefully. Competitors are expected to
study the proposed filling and landscape treatment around the
building, including slopes, possible retaining walls, and possible
steps down to level of the Fens.
Communication No. 7.
An architect asks if boiler room and flue are to be provided.
Answer. — No boiler room is contemplated.
Communication No. 8.
An architect writes about furnishing borings for piles, or else
permitting competitors to compute cubage from level of base
ment floor.
Answer. — The competitors may assume a length of 48 feet
for each concrete pile. The cost per pile depends upon their
number and arrangement, but $75 per pile may be assumed with
their tops at elevation 8 for the purpose of this competition.
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Communication No. 9.
An architect asks if a side elevation is permissible.
Answer. — No.
Communication No. 10.
Question. — In paragraph 9 the north elevation is called for.
May this be substituted for a perspective?
Answer. — No. Perspective is not allowed.
Communication No. 11.
Question. —- Is it permissible to cast shadows and render the
elevation in pencil?
Answer. — Yes.
Question. — Is it permissible to draw the foreground of the
elevation in perspective?
Answer. — No.
Communication No. 12.
Question. — Can a firm of architects entered in this competi
tion collaborate with a Massachusetts sculptor, using his name
associated with theirs?
Answer. ■
— An architect may collaborate with a sculptor or
landscape architect in this first stage competition, but thennames shall not be given as associated with the architect.
These matters come properly within the scope of the second
stage competition.
Communication No. 13.
Question (too long to quote in full). — An architect is con
fused about the new approaches (not required to be shown) and
the immediate approaches within 200 feet of the building, which
are required to be designed and shown by the competitors.
Answer. — Of course, the immediate approaches would have
to be an extension of and related to the general approach from
the Charles River and to the formal lagoon in the Fens. The
cost of these immediate approaches and lagoon is not to be
included in the $1,000,000 maximum cost of building. The
suggestions regarding lighting (beacon, perpetual flame and
flood) were principally written as a reminder to include these
items in the maximum cost. Their location and design need
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not be shown, but the competitors may incorporate into their
designs the beacon light and the interior perpetual flame, if
they care to do so. All this will be more thoroughly considered
in the second stage competition. No notes shall be made on the
drawings other than called for in the program. The subtitles
shall be simply “ North Elevation,” “ Section,” “ Plan.”

f

i

Communication No. IJ.
Question. — “ Is steel framing (in computing costs) within the
intent of the program?”
Answer. —• Steel framing thoroughly protected is permissible.
Communication No. 15.
Question. — 1. “ Can the drawings submitted be rendered in
pencil so that they will have the appearance of a wash drawing?”
Answer. — No. Jointing required to be shown on elevation;
pencil shadows are optional on same.
Question. — 2. “ Can the axis lines of Boylston Street and the
axis north and south be shown?”
Answer. — No. Not necessary.
Question. — 3. “ In connection with the grade at Richardson
bridge, can the grade be changed at this point, or will the present
level be retained?”
Answer. — Present highest level of bridge to be retained.
Communication No. 16.
Question. — “ Is it permitted to cast shadows on elevation,
plan and section, rendering same in pencil, together with any
trees, planting, or other entourage which may appear inside the
200-foot limit?”
Answer. — No cast shadows on plan and section. They are
permitted on the elevation. Trees, planting or other entourage
within the 200-foot limit should be indicated on the section and
plan, but in the simplest manner.
Communication No. 17.
Question. — “ Will it be permitted to put a light gray wash
over the sky of the elevation drawing?”
Answer. — Yes. A light gray wash or a black pencil over the
sky is permitted but not required. No other background (trees,
etc.) is permitted.
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Communication No. 18.
Question. — “ May a competitor submit a written description
of his design?”
Answer. — No description allowed.
The inquirer asks about metal tablets, inscriptions, area, etc.
Answer. — Too early to determine the nature of the inscrip
tions or the number of tablets. Assume for this competition a
size of about 3' 0" x 5' 0" for each tablet. Simply indicate by
enclosing pencil lines and provide for them on the sides of room.
Show no design of tablets.
The inquirer asks about stairways.
Answer. — Stairs are not for public use; 3' 6" sufficient width
for basement stairs. Those to upper part of memorial may be
narrower and steep. The start of these stairs will be indicated
on the plan. It is desirable that they be concealed as far as
possible, perhaps in the thickness of the outer walls.
Question. — “ Are draughtsmen, now fired, who are on their
own, eligible through having worked in Massachusetts offices
two or more years? If so, why?”
Answer. — Draughtsmen are not eligible to compete in this
competition.
Question (Program, Part I, 14). — “ Will failure to sat
isfy the requirements of this section disqualif3'- a competitor?
What is a Massachusetts architect? What constitutes full pro
fessional capacity?”
Answer. — Failure to satisfy the requirements will disqualify.
A Massachusetts architect, for this competition, is one who
is a resident of Massachusetts who has had an office and prac
ticed in the State for two or more years.
Full professional capacity means preparation of plans, details
and specifications, supervision, auditing of accounts, and certifi
cation of payments.
Question. — “ What is the medium of a perpetual flame? Gas?
Oil? Or what?”
Answer. — Cannot answer at this time. Not important for
this competition.
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Communication No. 19.
An inquiry has been made as to whether there is any prefer
ence on the part of th e Commission for a Gothic building. ^
Answer. — Competitors are left entirely free in the ma er o
type of design. No preference has been expressed by the Com
mission or any member thereof for a Gothic building.
WILLIAM D. AUSTIN,
Professional Advisor.
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E.

INSTRUCTIONS TO THE FIVE COMPETITORS IN THE
SECOND STAGE OF THE ARCHITECTURAL COM
PETITION FOR THE PROPOSED STATE WAR
MEMORIAL IN THE CITY OF BOSTON.

1.

G eneral C onditions .

The terms of the original program and the nineteen commu
nications as supplements thereto will hold in this second stage
competition, except in so far as the following instructions are
inconsistent therewith. These instructions are to be the con
trolling factors in the preparation of the designs for this second
stage competition.
2.

G eneral I nformation .

The Commission desires the memorial to stand on a con
structed plaza of earth filling brought up to the foundations of
the extreme limits of the memorial on all four sides. The
extreme limits mean the outer limits of terrace walls and exterior
steps, if any such terraces and steps are included in a design.
The finished ground elevation against these extreme limits on
all four sides should be at elevation 38.
The south elevation, facing the proposed formal pool, will
appear to rest on the plaza level (38) of the three other sides of
the building, forming a natural terrace of such width as each
competitor may determine. The difference between this terrace
elevation (38) and the level of the ground surrounding the formal
pool (about elevation 9) may be overcome by means of a long
sloping bank, with or without steps between elevations 38 and
9, as the competitor may determine, bearing in mind that the
cost of such steps and foundations for same must be included
within the limit of cost of the building as hereinafter stated.
The aforesaid sloping bank may extend some distance beyond
the extreme limits of the terraces on the east and west fronts,
and from these points be brought down by easy grade to eleva-
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tion 9, with paths from same up to elevation 38. Granite steps
may be substituted for these paths, but the cost of such steps
and their foundations must be included within the imposed
limitation of total cost of the building.
In place of the sloping banks a competitor may substitute
one or several retaining walls with granite facings and connect
ing steps from the several levels thus formed, down to elevation
9 from the upper level of 38, but the cost of all such retaining
walls, steps and foundations for same must be included within
the imposed limit of cost of the building.
As stated in the original program, the entire cost of all filling
up to the extreme limits of the foundations of terrace walls, if
any, grading, paths, planting, enlargement of present bridge,
all reconstruction of the approaches from the Charles River
Basin, all formal pools, conduits for the flow of Muddy River,
etc., will be provided for by others, and is not to be included
within the limitation of total cost of building.
The plan of these approaches, prepared by the Commission,
has been shown to the five competitors. It is proposed to sub
mit this plan, together with the first prize design of this second
stage competition, to the Legislature as a part of the Commis
sion’s report.
This present plan of the approaches will be altered to con
form to the plan of the first prize winner, but certain areas
may be noted thereon for possible future buildings in the Fens.
These future buildings, however, do not concern the competi
tors in this second stage competition.
3.

M odifications

of the

C ompetitors ’ P resent D esigns .

It is expected that the present designs may have to be modi
fied to bring them within the imposed limitation of cost, and
that such modifications will somewhat affect the original de
signs. Such modifications are permissible, but no wide de
parture from the original “ parti” will be acceptable.
4.

P urpose

of t h e

M emorial .

The purpose of the memorial, as explained by several mem
bers of the Commission to the five competitors at the recent
conference, is to commemorate “ heroism” rather than “ sac
rifice.” It is a memorial to those who served their country
and survived in any war in which Massachusetts participated.
In short, it is to be a memorial to “ patriotism.”
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Suggestions (N ot M andatory).

It is felt by the Commission that a too great height of the
memorial chamber or shrine would not conduce to arousing
the desired emotion, which should be reverential. In view
of the comparatively limited area of the chamber (necessi
tated by the limitation of cost), it is felt that 75 feet might
well be the maximum height, even if such height should affect
the exterior design in some instances. There is no objection,
however, to leaving an unfinished space above the ceiling of
the chamber in order to gain the effect of total height that may
be desired on the exterior. A beacon light at the highest point
of the exterior is not mandatory. If a competitor feels that
his design is better without it, let it be omitted.
6.

C ost.

The limit of the appropriation to be recommended to the
Legislature for the cost of the memorial itself, exclusive of the
cost of approaches, etc., is SI,000,000, out of which will be
deducted the architect’s fee. You will, therefore, deduct $58,000 for such fee or fees. This will leave $942,000 for the actual
cost of construction, which must include all piling, foundations
and everything necessary to the full completion.
The cost shall be computed as follows: Foundations (not
including piles) up to elevation 37.5 at 30 cents per cubic foot.
The piles may be assumed as 48 feet in length with their tops
at elevation 8. The cost per pile may be assumed as $75.
The number of piles must be determined by each competitor
to fit his plan and weight of building.
The foundations may be, above the concrete grade beams, of
rough brick or concrete or steel frame thoroughly protected
and with curtain walls where necessary. There should be one
rough concrete floor about 25' 0" below the main floor. The
spaces under the terrace floors, if any, should be partitioned
off to form several small rooms which should have rough
concrete floors. These rooms need not be finished under this
appropriation. The lighting of these under terrace rooms
would be by flush glass lights set in the floor of terrace and
by artificial lights. No exterior windows in the outer terrace
walls or other portions of the building below the main floor
are wanted.
The balance of the building above elevation 37.5 shall not
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exceed SI per cubic foot. The outer surfaces shall be light
Massachusetts granite. This granite, where a plain surface is
used, may be in 4-inch and 6-inch ashlar, with proper backing
of rough brick or concrete or protected steel frame with cur
tain walls.
Cubage shall be so computed as to show as exactly as possible
the actual volume of the building, calculated from elevation
37.5 to the highest point of the structure and contained within
the outside surfaces of the walls. Pilasters, cornices, balconies
and other similar projections shall be included. Porticos with
engaged columns and similar projections shall be taken as solids
and figured to the outer face of the columns. When columns
are free standing one-half of the volume of the porticos shall be
taken. There shall also be included in the cubage the actual
volume of all parapets, towers, lanterns, dormers, vaults and
other features adding to the bulk of building, and also the actual
volume of exterior steps above grade.
In calculating cubage, account shall be taken of variations
in the exterior wall surface, as, for example, the projection of a
basement story beyond the general line of the building. The
cubage shall include the area of all terraces from the outside
face of terrace walls, if any, times the height from elevation
37.5 to the level of terrace floor. Parapets, if any, at the edges of
terraces shall be computed as solids at $1 per cubic foot.
This cost of SI per cubic foot of the superstructure above
elevation 37.5 must include the cost of all estimated carving,
sculpture and cut exterior lettering; also it must include all
electric wiring and all plumbing inside the building. There
should be two small rooms somewhere in the basement for two
toilet rooms, with two urinals, two water-closets and two lavato
ries in each room. The basement should be reached from the
main floor of building by two staircases, each about 4' 0" wide
and concealed, if possible, so as not to be visible in the memorial
chamber, but accessible thereto. If an attic story above the
memorial chamber is shown, a small, steep and concealed stair
case thereto must be provided.
A carefully computed cubage of the building above elevation
37.5 and of the foundations below must be submitted by each
competitor, as hereinafter called for. The estimates of all cu
bages will be checked by a reputable builder, and any designs
that appreciably exceed the necessary limitation will be excluded
from further consideration by the Commission.

46

HOUSE — No. 300.
7.

D rawings

and

[Jan.

D ocument R equired .

(а) One perspective showing principally the north front and
a foreshortened view of the east front, taken from a point on the
sidewalk where indicated to the competitors on the suggested
approach plan, which each competitor already has. This point
is at the end of the Charlesgate East approach, at the edge of the
proposed plaza. It is about 400 feet from the center of the plan.
The horizon line shall be at elevation 41.5. The perspective
shall be drawn at a scale of ^ inch to the foot at the line of
height which is at the northeast corner of the building.
(б) A second perspective taken from a point directly on the
center line of the south front and about 400 feet from same,
bringing it on the center line of the formal pool near the southern
end thereof. This will be a one point perspective, the line of
height being in the center of the south facade and drawn at a
scale of | inch to 1 foot. The horizon line shall be at elevation
15. The rendering of these two perspectives to be in India ink
wash tints with shades and shadows, sky, background and fore
ground indicated, — trees, shrubbery, etc., — and at least one
human figure 6' 0" tall at or near the wall of building. Other
accessories, such as a crowd of people, automobiles, etc., may
be shown at the option of the competitors. These perspectives
must be laid out accurately so as to give a true picture of the
appearance of the building when erected, from the points of view
indicated.
(c)
One plan of main floor at a scale of § inch to the foot,
indicating the competitor’s suggestion of the treatment of the
immediate surroundings, and particularly on the south front,
with the beginning of the formal pool shown, and the manner of
handling the difference in grades. The plan may be drawn in
black pencil and shall be in the nature of a working drawing,
showing the different material of which the walls are constructed
and the steel columns, if used. The floor of the memorial should
be shown in such design and material as the competitor pro
poses. The treatment of the floor of terraces, if any, should
also be indicated with the flush glass lights for lighting the
basement rooms. The plans may be inked in, if preferred, but
all walls shall be rendered by hatched and dotted lines to indicate
the different materials. A few general figures, showing the
inside dimensions of the memorial chamber, and the overall
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exterior dimensions, should be given, and also neatly lettered
small notes indicating the materials of finished floors, etc. The
plan should be designated “ Main floor plan, Scale §" = 1' 0".”
No basement plan is required.
(d) One section on north and south axis at a scale of f inch
to the foot. This section shall also be in the nature of a working
drawing, whereon shall be shown the foundations from the top
of piles at elevation 8, the construction of the main floor, base
ment floor and ceiling of the memorial chamber, and the different
materials in the construction of the walls. The surface outlines
of the walls shall be in sharp black lines. Different materials
shall be noted by small lettering, and general heights shall be
given. This section must include the section of the grounds at
the south side of building down to and including a short length
of the formal pool. On the north side, 10 feet beyond the bottom
step will be sufficient. This drawing may be drawn in sharp
black pencil or in India ink. Tablets on the walls of memorial
chamber should be indicated.
(e) Each competitor will enclose, without signature, a sheet
of typewritten computation of his cubages and a brief statement
of the important materials in his design and the amount he pro
poses for the cost of sculpture, carving and outside lettering.
8.

M anner

of

P resentation .

The above mentioned four drawings are to be on four separate
sheets of cardboard. The exact size is not prescribed. The
drawings shall have double wrappers as described in the original
program. The inner wrapper to contain the sealed envelope
containing only the name of the competitor.
9.

C ommunications.

Anonymous communications may be sent to the Professional
Advisor, 41 Pilgrim Road, Boston. Answers will be promptly
sent to each competitor. No questions will be answered after
noon of Monday, November 2, 1931.
10.

D elivery .

Drawings are to be delivered not later than 4 p .m . of Monday,
November 23, 1931, at Room 249, State House, Boston, ad
dressed to Mr. James H. Guilfoyle, Secretary. The Worcester
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architects will be given until 5.15 for delivery, which must be
by hand and not by express. This is required in view of the
very short time left the Commission for judging the plans and
writing its report.
WILLIAM D. AUSTIN,
Professional Advisor.
O

cto b er

14, 1931.

This program is approved by the War Memorial Investigating
Commission.
Members.
Senator C hristian N elson , Worcester, Mass.
Rep. D aniel J. C oakley , Chicopee, Mass.
Rep. H orace T. C ahill , Braintree, Mass.
Rep. M artin Swanson , Worcester, Mass.
R alph A dams C ram, Boston, Mass.
W illard B. L uther , Cambridge, Mass.
Chairman.
Gen. C harles B. W heeler , Pittsfield, Mass.

J ames

Secretary.
H. G uilfoyle , Room 249, State House, Boston, Mass.
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OTHER WAR MEMORIALS.
B a l t im o r e .

The Baltimore memorial, which is a joint undertaking of the
State of Maryland and the city of Baltimore, cost $1,100,000,
exclusive of the site. Although not so interpreted by the admin
istrators, it is a combination of utilitarian and inspirational
features. The structure is designed to provide an impressive
memorial to the dead, and at the same time aid organizations
of ex-service men to develop their maximum of influence, in an
atmosphere of a structure devoted to patriotic uses and designed
to furnish the facilities necessary for their maintenance and
growth. It is a place of meeting for all patriotic and ex-service
organizations and a depository for trophies of war.
Ground for the memorial was broken on November 22, 1921,
and the dedication was on April 5, 1925. The building, with the
memorial plaza, covers two entire city blocks in the civic center
of the city.
The interior is divided into two stories. The lower, or the
ground floor, contains four well-equipped rooms for the meetings
of the patriotic societies, offices for administration, suites for the
headquarters of the Maryland departments of the active veteran
organizations; also an assembly room seating 500, with kitchen
and service equipment adjoining. The upper or main floor|is
devoted entirely to a memorial hall, so decorated and lighted
that it instinctively imparts a feeling of reverence and silence.
This auditorium, which contains tablets with the names of those
who made the supreme sacrifice, shields of insignia and other
paraphernalia associated with the World War, has a seating
capacity of 2,000, and is utilized for selected events that do not
destroy the reverential and memorial atmosphere.
The use of the lower floors is granted to all patriotic and exservice organizations for their regular meetings and other
assemblies. No charge is made to organizations, who are not,
however, permitted to sponsor any event for which an admission
fee is charged.
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The memorial is administered by a joint commission of ten
members, five appointed by the Governor and five by the mayor
of the city. Maintenance is shared by city and State. More
than 65,000 persons use the memorial annually.
An unusual feature is a chaplain’s office which is open every
day to attend to matters pertaining to veteran relief, child
welfare, and emergency spiritual needs of veterans and their
families. The memorial is intended to be not only a tribute to
the dead, but an inspiration to the living and a center for the
patriotic activities for the State and city.
W a s h in g t o n .

In Washington the inspection group was privileged to observe
the famed Lincoln Memorial as an outstanding example of the
effectiveness of the inspirational type, and the Tomb of the
Unknown Soldier and amphitheatre as an illustration of the
detraction from impressiveness when there is not proper formal
development of the surroundings and approach. Extensive
work is now under way to correct this detail.
P it t s b u r g h .

Pittsburgh, with its noted Cathedral of Learning, gave oppor
tunity to devote attention to the effect that may be accom
plished in this type of architecture, which, however, did not
impress as being appropriate for a war memorial.
I n d ia n a p o l is .

In Indianapolis there was viewed what is probably the most
extensive memorial of its kind in the world, which combined
the central theme of an inspirational monument, around which
is being developed utilitarian structures. This project has been
under way since 1925, but still is unfinished. The cost is ex
pected to exceed S6,000,000, not including the land takings.
The memorial is a plaza five blocks long and one block wide,
containing buildings, parkways, open plazas and fountains.
1
he main building, designated as the shrine, has in the base
on the first floor four large rooms, besides large halls and corri
dors, and in the center an auditorium which will have a seating
capacity of 600. The rooms will be used for permanent offices
for the board of trustees which administer the war memorial
affairs and for meetings of patriotic organizations. The halls
and corridors, both on the first floor and in the basement, will
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be used to display historical and war relics. In the tower will
be a room 60 feet square with a ceiling almost 110 feet high, and
16 columns 60 feet in height. This room finished in colored
marble will be a shrine to the flag. In the center will be an altar,
above which will be suspended the national emblem, and above
it will shine the star of destiny. There has already been erected
a building in the five block oblong which is utilized as national
and State headquarters for the American Legion and its auxili
aries, the American Red Cross, and the trustees of the memorial.
A companion building eventually will be erected. It is between
these two buildings that eventually will be found the real
memorial spot of the Plaza. This will be a beautifully designed
cenotaph set in a sunken garden. The plans for the development
of the whole plot with cross walks, trees and shrubbery are
most extensive.
S t . L o u is .

St. Louis gave a view of the Jefferson Memorial which ante
dates modern memorial conceptions.
K a n sa s C it y .

The Liberty Memorial in Kansas City, Mo., considered
among the finest in the United States, is a monument plus
buildings, not for utilitarian purposes but to house trophies of
war, with other matters closely related thereto. Construction
was begun on July 5, 1923, and the memorial was dedicated in
November, 1926, although there is minor work yet to be done.
The cost thus far has been $1,791,609.95. A fund of $2,051,506
was raised by public subscription in nine days, with 83,000 men,
women and children contributing. The memorial is adminis
tered by a permanent association. The memorial consists of a
shaft 217 feet 6 inches high and two small buildings to the east
and west, one for memorial meetings, and known as Memory
Hall, and one a museum of memorabilia, all encompassed in a
great memorial court. The effect of a perpetual flame is
achieved at the top of the shaft by distribution of steam over
red colored electric lights. The effect is dependent on the wind,
and did not leave a favorable impression on the inspection
group.
Probably no memorial site in the country offers a better
example of the impressiveness and attractiveness to be added
through development of the approach and setting. The memo
rial site comprises thirty-three acres, and the landscape possibili
ties have been developed to the fullest degree.
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C h ic a g o .

The most artistic memorial viewed, one which would be
difficult to duplicate in grandeur and sacred impressiveness, is
the National Elks Memorial in Chicago. This cost $3,500,000.
Situated in a spacious setting, the converging boulevards offer
impressive views, and the outlook from it, across Lincoln Park
and over the waters of Lake Michigan, is charmingly command
ing.
The main unit is massive and circular, and has a flattened
dome, 115 feet above the ground. The wings on the north and
south are connected by enclosed passageways and contain two
stories of offices for administration use. The only front entrance
is through a vestibule that leads to a memorial rotunda, 75 feet
in diameter. There is a reception room and a conference room;
also a spacious lounge, writing rooms and other like facilities.
The offices in the wings are utilized by the national officers and
for storage of records. The cornerstone was laid June 7, 1924,
and the building dedicated July 14, 1926.
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Clic CommoiUuealtf) of egassacintsetts
In the Year One Thousand Nine Hundred and Thirty-Two.

£

An Act providing for the Construction of a Memorial
in the Back Bay Fens, Boston, in Memory of Massa
chusetts Men and Women Who Have Served Their
Country in Time of War.

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

1

1 S e c t i o n 1. An unpaid special commission of
2 seven citizens of the commonwealth, known as the
3 Massachusetts War Memorial Commission, here4 inafter called the War Memorial Commission, three
5 of whom shall be appointed by the governor, with
6 the advice and consent of the council, one by the
7 president of the senate from the membership of that
8 body, and three by the speaker of the house from
9 the membership of th at body, is hereby established,
10 and the members thereof shall serve until the com11 pletion of said memorial. The governor shall desig12 nate the chairman. Any vacancy in the appointed
13 members of said commission shall be filled by the
14 original appointing power, under the same terms and
15 conditions as the original appointment.
2. The War Memorial Commission is
2 hereby authorized and directed to erect a memorial
3 structure in the Back Bay Fens in the city of Boston,
1

S e c t io n
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4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12

Massachusetts, in memory of the men and women
of Massachusetts who gave their services in all wars
in which Massachusetts has parciptiated, at a cost,
including travel, expert and clerical expenses, not
to exceed one million dollars in the aggregate, after
an appropriation has been made therefor; provided,
however, that no contracts shall be let and no work
shall be authorized until the plans and specifications
have been approved by the governor and council.

1
2
3
4
5
6
7

Section 3. The commission may on behalf of
the commonwealth take, under chapter seventynine of the General Laws, or acquire by purchase or
otherwise, such area of the Back Bay Fens or rights
therein as it may deem necessary for carrying out
the provisions of this act, provided th at no damages
shall be paid for the area so taken.

1 Section 4.
2 passage.

This act shall take effect upon its

i
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