¥ : -'A'.l Stetia

i i.
V. Madison, W!
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. Mr. J. Carter Brown, Chairman
National Commission of Fine Arts
208 Jackson Place, N, W.
washington, D. C. 20006

December ., 138k

Dear Mr. Brown: Ret Vietnam Veterans Memorial

1 am writing to you in regard to the above sub ject.

I am a former Federal employee, now retired, and have been a con-
tributor to the fund for a Vietnam Veterans memorial., I say "have
been” because when I received a gsketch of the proposed memorial
my reaction was one of horror and disbelief:

i think it’'s a most ugly, ghastly joke to play on all of us good
Americans who contributed in good faith to a momorial that we trusted
would be a fitting tribute to our veterans,_;{jupﬂj R AT s >

I wrote a letter to Mr. Scruggs and some of the National Sponsoring
Committee members, trying to express my revulsion, and it is only
now, after receiving replies and literature, that I have been made
aware of the fact that there has been a misconception as to the
full intent of the memorial.

Some responses I have received indicated they thought the monument
. was a memorial only for those who gave their 1ives in the service
of our beloved country.

Please see the enclosure taken from 1iterature sent to me by the
Vietnam Veterans Memorial Fund when 1 was a contributor. Note the
touching "rhetoric” about how much we owe our living veterans, .

I hope you Ca&n understand my feeling of extreme revulsion at the
thought that this macabre memorial was our way of thanking the

1iving vetarans.

In a second enclosure (a reprint from one of our Madison newspapers)
you will note that Mr. Carhart himself seemed to think it was a
memorial only to Americans who died in Vietnam,

This ralises a question in my mind as to whether the Fine Arts
Commission was aware of the fact that this was a memorial for the
living veterans as well as the dead, and if they would have approved
the design if they knew it was for living veterans as well as for

those who died.

Also, I have jearned that one of the rules in the Guidelines was
“The memorial will make no olitical statement re arding the war
or its conduct,” and another one was -The design must rovide for
the Inscription of the names of all 57, Americans who died in
Vietnam, as well as the names of the approximately 2 00 who_remain
Ihis last rule makes a pol cal statement,

. unaccounted for.” To me,
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why was 1t mandatory to include the names of the dead and missing
on a memerial for the living, as well as the dead? To be fair,
I think all the names should be listed, living and dead., Why was

it mandatory?

The purpose of the memorial, in their own words (see enclosure

at "A") was to "mean that the American people have said thank you."
How does this large tombstone with all those names Tnscribed on 1t
say "thank you” to the living veterans?

I think the design is anti-veteran and anti-America. I think the
Communist world will love it, and they will laugh and laugh and
laugh, and I agree with everything Mr. Carhart says in the reprint,
I hope you will take the time to read this letter and enclosures,

Thank you,
Sincerely yours,

Stella
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Fort Meade, MD
17 December 1981
Mr. J. Carter Brown
Chairman
Fine Arts Commission
National Gallery of Art : , \
Lth Street and Constitution Avenue Cif; : fuz fp%;p -
Washington, DC 20565

et

Dear Mr. Brown:

1 am writing to you to ask your personal intervention in obtaining a review
of the appropriateness of the design that has been selected for the Vietnam
Veterans Memorial, which is to be erected on land provided by the Congress
for that purpose. I am a Vietnam veteran who was neutral about the projected
memorial until I visited the American Institute of Architects Foundation
exhibit on the design competition.

while I am in no way an expert in architectural design, and do not pretend

to be able to judge the pure aesthetic appeal of the competing submissions,

it is clear to me that the chosen design sends out the wrong signals. I came
away from viewing it with the impression that the professionally expert panel
did not adequately consider the effects that their design choice will have on
the average viewer. The buried black walls will be seen as a further attempt
to conceal the "forgotten fallen" from sight, and the down sloping approaches
will discourage quiet contemplation because of the lack of seating arrangements,
the slippery turf, and the dampness that will form at the base of the memorial
walls., This black walled sunken hole is appropriate only in that it represents
a continuation of the national attitude toward the Vietnam experience and
Vietnam veterans: submerge the experience and minimize the honor due to all
those, living and dead, who served their country there,

I ask your personal intervention to evaluate what is about to be irrevocably
"set in concrete," on Congressionally donated land, as the final tribute to
those who served at the will of Congress in Vietnam. I believe that most
veterans would prefer the disinterest that has prevailed to the one more
bulldozed scar in the ground that is being proposed.

Sincerely

Michael
IR T
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'mited States Flne Arts Commission STy N
708 Jackson PPlace ,NW )
Washington, D.C. 20505
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13 October, 1981

Devar "Chalrperson':

I must take this opportunity Lo submil my comments in support

of the position of Mr. Thomas Carhart,lsquire,Attorney-at-Law,
in his comments of opposition to tho proposed Vietnam Veterans
Memorial Fund's design on the basis that it does not represent

a historically-precedented,socially-accepted, and geneologically
-defined statement of veteran sacrifice,loss and service to this
nation in any Western,Eastern or mixed-societal architectually-
designed method. In essence, in "our"historical context, this
"black hole,resembling a crater at Khe-Sanh" by its color and
design, or lack thereof will serve as a constant psychological
reminder of the ignorance of America to the plight and conditions
of not only the dead comrades, but to the living veterans. The
color "black" has always had a limited definition in art and
architecture: death, failure, loss,mistake,bastardom( see black-
bar across family crests as signature of illigitimate son),
defeat,deceit,and anti-spiritual, albeit, evil! On the other
hand, white: clean, godlike, spiritual,good, alive, hope, love,
perfection, beyond the human in elevated spiritual terms,victory,
character,purity of cause,body,soul, and will. All that is good-
all that is to be remembered because of the unigqueness of the
color "white" and the lLack of impurities within, and especially
the difficully in oblaining thal purily and that color.

Further, the placement in the ground reflects the hidden desire

to forget--to overlook, to not remember, to bypass, not to thrust
in the mind any intent to remember through burial. Bodies are burr
to prevent sickness from spreading; holes are dug to bury things
in; things to forget,to remove from sight-—-and the present; to

place in the pastji;never to spark the mind into remembering what
once lived,

Furthermore, the intent of the design was to have all veterans
represented,not by names, but through a design which befits the
motivations, intent,psychological aspirations of the veteran
population of the Vietnam War in general. I have heard numerous
complaints across the nation about this design. L ave listed
mine-previously in the-attached—iet ter—so—the-editor of "the S+arss
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Stri_g,-_‘_&:-(_LLS—..BHClOSE'ﬁ)',— and fecl quite qualified as a combat-
disubled Vietnam Veteran with a few vears overseas,many lost
~lose friends, and many presentday Vietnam Combat Veterans
in my circle of friends and assoclialtes. We originally suppor-
ted this eoffort and freely donated what we could, as ‘Tom
Carhart did, but we fecl now that certain actions by the
Fund have created a situation which we feel must be corrected
boefore this design is “ormally accepled as being representative
of thev*victnam factor."

Frirst, [ felt that the luack of a combat Vietnam vVeteran on

the selection panel of distingulshed(?) architects and artists
was an insult and a complete disregard for those for which

t he monument was meant. Scecond, Lhe monument 1s not accessible
to the handicapped because of the lack of walkways,lifts, and
inclement weather provisions. Third, the insulting thrust

of the intellectuals(?) deciding the design shows again the
plight of the combat Vietnam Veteran: that values, not his
own;definitions of service and sacrifice,not his own, are
being thrust upon his dead comrades and himself by people

who knew nothing,nor cared to, of the war's effects on the
living and the dead's memory.

In closing, I would like to say that there was no legitimate
input to the design competition by the majority of citizenry
known as combat Vietnam and disabled veterans as to what
their definitions of structural theme and immortalization
weres ‘only the rich, the immune, and the inane were asked
indirectly through this lack of credibility with a clientel.
For myself, I cannot, and will no longer support the efforts
of this debacle of misguided intentions. However, I applaud
the work and untiring efforts of the VVMF to sustain their
decision, no matter how misguided and non-representational
it may be. I fully support the concept of the idea of a
vietnam Veterans Monument,but I detest and reject the method
of creating it(namely a professional contracted contest
consultant whose credentials T have never seen, and creating
a4 council of judges who have no,}limited, or innacurate infor-,
mation about the vietnam War, and the total absence of legi-
timate credibility on that council--namely a combat Vietnam
Veteran.).

Sificoryiy,

Encl[a”dﬂﬁa/ G.

cc: T. Carhart
File & Press
Congressional and Presidential
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October 19, 1981

. T R -%f;i‘;? ;,;.‘j\ :
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AN LA M

MR, J. CARTER BIOWN
Chairman

Fine Aris Commisnion
washingion, b. C.

h Dear Mr. Brown: (
I agree with Thomas Carhart. qqtk .
The proposed memorial is protlesgue, '
an insult. ;
. I shall urge everyone 1 know iv not

contribute a dimc.
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Concerning the article Ly “omw Carhort in the 2€ Ccilober issue
o the CSt. letersbury . irmes in which he deplore: the design
of the Vio tnam Veteranc' | cmorial irn coshington, L.C., I

agree with his " feelio; of pain ".

Ll deberaobury, Tlorlen

Lear Clirs

~he design, which is o Llack wal) b ject long cunk ten
feet into the ground, i: chaped likco 1 boomerang.

Cur grundchildren, cven cur youti o lueug, villl never realive
vVhet thie black wall in the ¢rounc 35 #11 aboui. 14 i ac
thourh the ULL. Fine ar o Cormiocicr, 1o cons ldering o monu-

acat for the Yie*nan veteronn tut o i sshimes o moke it
comparable to the boratiful wmoe ! flready tuilt in
roamemberance of our oi‘vr VI G .he Commiculon is
irnfluericed b\ the desirers who 1_Li rut of this country
and the riots creoter ty éru. owdaic r on ihe cempuues. he

Lommission fecls guillt., o muern se, that 1t belittles the
the " vrnpopular " war. ' he

toys who enlisted ond jcupht

Commiceion feelw thaet a bLlaca +ull ir o ten foot trench is
suffiicient tribute 1o the 57, 0C0 Ly iern vhe died in that .
VIar. ’
i Yor ihe merorial, iy noe it d¢n been decided upon

vithout input from thc victniunm v i, ranct Why was the des;lgn
o a foreiyner chonscr, ' on cimong 1,1 entriec? Lhy isn't it
tall and o sparkling viite merble cdifice to honor these
dead who vere cubjec'cd Lo criticiin rnd blame ior a war in
vhich they did their duty.

Cne la:xi thouyirt. Vhy haven't the virious military organ-
lzations cuch as the vetired Cifficers A;3001atlon, The
Filitary Craer of Vorld i, ihe n'(llCln Legion, ete.,
voleed thoir objeclion: upainst thi. shameful memorial?
Lurely, the Vietnem votorans decserve a itribute worthy of
their cacrifices as memerable 2 the memorials erected

to the dend ol other wvirs.

- > ,
——edicerely volrs,
"“heodore

cer Lenalor lwrston Cill, o
wendicr Taula Hav ki

Lou- receman CU, DL Vourng
. Uiss dlne Arts (i iocien
Cho Notired (fficor o scsocintic:.
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November 6, 1981
HAY BENNER TELEPHONE
AGB-B8T72-2101
My. J. Carter Brown, Chairman
FFine Arts Commission
708 -Jackson DPlace, N. W.
washington, D. C. 20006
Dear Mr. Brown:
In reading the ncwspaper article "Vietnam Vet Wants

in Memorial® which appeared in the October l4th Ava-

Change

lanche Journal, Lubbock, Texas, I was impressed by the words
toward the end of the article . . . .and needs noc "corny
specific references" to the war and no "bits of whipped cream

on pedestals.” I guess, when we are planning a memorial to
some thing or somebody, the idea would be to best consider

the feelings of those that were involved. It just might be
that the people that still feel a sense of duty to respond

when called upon by the Country to do so, just might be
emotional enough to respond to a corny reference. And I don't
believe I have seen any whipped cream on a pedestal. Of course,
I am one who likes to drive down Monument Avenue in Richmond
and observe the 'whipped cream' that is spaced at intervals
down the boulevard there.

My boy lies among his fallen comrades at West Point -
safely away from the grounds that were so disgustingly dese-
crated by our uncultured demonstrators of the '60s. I say
vour” for the reason that they, too, were our youth, however
encouraged they might have been to behave obnoxiously to our
roturning soldiers. You know, it is one thing to hate war
and guite another to try to destroy the men who, for whatever
reason, did not run the other way when called to serve. And
now, to deprive the veterans of much of an opportunity to have
a voice in the proposed memorial is much worse than ending
up with whipped cream. I guess I don't know whose wounds are
to be healed. Naive, aren't I7?

Sincerely yours,
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Decewnber 23,1907

VoUTale VEPERANS MEMORIAL Q2 A IOAN 3JHI0UDLED BY

Lill e R R

A CONSPIRACY OIF SIL=NCL.

pr. J. carter Brown, oCoilrman
Commiscslon of Fine aArto

08 Jaecicrnon Place, liJde, il Leoy wll. A
Dear lr. brown:
The accompanying bricefl denicts o horrendous scandal in

the malking., The Vietnam memorianl 1o nresently designed
would find itself iumerced in artificially created sink-
hole occasioned by a zpround water condition which in ef-
fect male it unbuildable. Hence the ternm HOAX.

This situation should have been recognized by the pro-
fessional advisor and the jury, but it was not,

This wv»roblem was anticipated by the zecond 96th Congress
in a Joint Resolution on Jan.3rd, 1980, Sec.2(2) which
states that “if surface soill conditions nrevent the en-
gineering of & feasible foundation system,...thenthe sec-—
retary of the Interior...ls authorized and directed to
select aa suitable site...in an arca of West Potomac Park
..north,...of Constitutron Cardey:, "

The competition program warns that '"the lowest poin of

the memorial site Lo «t elevation +17,5' above mean sed
level...tine maximun Lotely flood Llevel is +13'...in pe-
riod:s of extended and intense reinrfall.,..the site is like-
ly to be somgy...below grade ground witer may pose dif=-
ficulties for below grade spaces.”

As for the term CONSPIRACY OF SILENCE, please turn to
nages thnree and four of the hrief.

R LR A

I do hope phat, you may help to nublisize thils farce and
thus prevent a}nationul disgruace.

¢ S\incerely,
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After many years of abuse shown the American veterans o! Viebtnam war, steps are now being
taken by the United States Government and the public at large wo rectify their neglect. Involved
are J.7 million veterans of whom 300,000 were wounded, 75,000 permanently disabled and 57,700
dead and unaccounted for.

In 1980, the sixty-sixth Congress of the United States in a4 joint resolution authorized
the Vietnam wWar Veterans Fund, Inc. (WMF) to establish a memorial in honor of the veterans of
the American armed forces who served in Vietnam. [

Two acres of land within the Constitution Gardens in Washinaton, D.C. were donated by the
government for the memorial, provided that 1f subsurface condilions prevent the engineering of
the memorial, the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to sclect another site in the West
Potomac Park.

During the latter part of 1980, the VWMF sponsored a nation-wide competition for the design
of the memorial. In Mairch of the following year, 1421 entries were received and the winner wasg
an undergraduate student of architecture at Yale University.

THE COMPETITION PROGHAM AND DEVIATIONS THIREFHOM

The program consisted of two booklets and 230 questions from the contestants and answers
by the Professional Advisor. The following guotes refer to all three parts. The writer points
out the deviations and his reasons for requesting invalidation of the winning design.

Program: “While experiences in combat areas were Liutal enowugh in themselves, their adverse effects
wure multiplied by the maltreatment recelved by the veterans upon thelr return home. The time
taken from their lives, thelr wounds, and the honorable service they rendered, have received

litt le acknowledgement from American society... The memorial will make no political statement
regarding the war or 1ts conduct. .. The hope is that the memoriol will begin a healing process,
a reconciliation of the grievous Aivisions wrought by the war 7

“The design must provide for 1nscriptlon of the names o1 a1l (%7,700) Americans who died
in Vietnam...The full name only will Lo presented,  There will e no information as to rank,
date, place or service branch,...The memorial should be open and accessible in all seasons and

at «ll hours. The design should pose no hazards. . next o1 kin should be able to locate an
individual name without difficulty...Alphabetical listing would seem to be the most direct way
to do this..."” .

Comment ; Instead ot honoring cach dead and missing soliic: of the war on an egual basis .
and in a way that next of kin and others vould easily find same, the jury chose a design that :
placed the names in a chronological order, which makes it wellnigh impossible to locate them. !
The narrative of the winning design states incorrectly or pervertedly that "this memorial is
meant not as a monuwment to the individual, but rather as a memorial to... (those who died) as
a whole."

The area of the retaining walls upon which the names were to be inscribed is sufficient

only for a fractiun of the required number. Was that done because this memorial was “not...a
monument to the individual™?

Program: “Accessibility...Pedestrian pathways are the man and preferred modes of access
to the memorial area.

Commuent: The jury selected a memorial design without any pathways., Grassy meadow, soggy in i
rainy seasong, wdas indicated in lieu of the pedestrian walks. i
Program:  "Since the site is virtually Flac, and 1ts slope: oxtremely slight, porsons in
wi Tobates may appaoach el wvibat the aate e Phe aames woy oo et bt L O The lowesl peoint of
The mcmortal site 18 ot clevatlon w1205 dweve mean Sca lewve |0 1o pertoeds of extemded and intense

fatntall, however, the gite is Dikely to boecomie seapiy. b bow b ground waler may pose di Fflcul-
Lics tor Delow grade gpaces.”

Comment : The jury selected o design Lhat Lrowght alsaul an incongruous concept of retaining
Wl ls on flat Jamd.  Inoorder te accomplish it teature the contours of the Site were substan-
teally modified, reguiring digging into Jund where ground woter was encountered.  The change of
leviels, created adverse slopes of 7.6% — thus immobilizing wheelchalr invalids' approach to the
memer 1al .

I[r the horizontal level of the cop of Che retalning Walls were o be +20° as 1t is implied by '
the winning destgn, the 10° high retaining walls would extend 205" bBelow ground water level and 7 i
fect below existing countours at the center part of the memorial, thus converting the “grassy
meadow” into an impounded pond, inaccessible to those who may wish Lo visit the memorial at its
main level,and in addition creating a dewdly precipice ot the upper level because of the unpro-
tected drop between the two (pledse refer Lo section through the memorial wall on the front page
of this brief).

From above revelations, it becomes apparent that the concept selected by the jury does not
fit the site, and the insurmountable obstacles stated above make the memorial unbuildable.

This situation was anticipated by the Y96th Congress in suggesting the possibility of the need
to select an alternate site in the West Potomac Park and by the program's warning relative to
the ground water condition at the memoriral site.
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Wy did che tessaonal advisor cowd Phee jury oneot e Theelr lmewsrK 50 4% Lo acguaint them-

selves with the tncompatabrloty o Lhe s b tend hesipgn om0 mysterny .
MANDATURY  ADHERANCE B RIS AN THE PR EAM

Coogram  “Any campel il o who bircakes oy ot Rl uomipre b e Kl wor who tails to comply with
the Competityon Program will be disgqued il boed o Bt i Che VWME el the Professional Advisor agree to
L Lowped by Chie Compreetostoon Kules amd chee G Bregrom. T sproering Doooseove on the jury,
(bl qurors have attested that they Dove reas Phe oot cr o #be o e the Vot rtion Program.”

CThe Prestosstonal Aadviason o wil [ R I I CER RNt oy e e Pl que gt el s Lo
e luate designs wn Lhee Lasis ol whal  Theeas boooppne o it rayent 1 Lhee ol lustrations .
Thie role of the jury s Lo evaluate desogn Vet

Alomme nt The Frotesstondl Adwisor onloeimesd Dlie st or oot o Moy B, Lok, "that all 1d42d
ey submissions were examinesd Ly LE eoght g " oot Wt cin, el Bl wiribter boelleves
Lhot 34 was, 30 oot rems Phe susiors toa thatl Ul Drebeze ool woreen cbaed et Cleeok Do connpel bahoe
ard drd not disouabety aregeone for vl tieg Pl tubes coed Ul eroegnam s terpuired . dlad he done so,

1t 1sm wvery likely that the premiated desogn owould bove eever reoted Lhe Jury.

The Protfessional Advisor alse revealed i Lhe Moy Sth letter the amazing tact that the jurors

“examined all designs = 1321 Lo toto - v the Fiost D4 ddays ol viowoine Hased on this intormation,
Ptoapjrears that the quey's Pirst climinat tor e = whofasor o T housage] submissions were
droppued, ook sheght Ty Teoss Chan 28 G cmet o ontaey s T wert e et b sl Cheeughit

yraphics and a narrative Jjudged in less than 23 seconds! Unly the "most coneclent lous, accomplished
and fair minded” jury (as described Ly the peogram) could have ocomplished that with such incredi-

Ble expendioincy. 1t Lu absolutely fant.on o
. JURY " COMMENTS by THE WINRNER D EHTHY
TP qury bonds Entry Numbaer Looe rhe Cinestoatd gt tate ot tall entricu) submitted.
We roecommendd Lo Thee WML 0 oet ke L BUooen TR st all artaln sulsnitted, this most
leanly mects Che sporot amd fooma b ceperremet s ot the g
Comment s It Cannot e that Che ey wos st Todis, The checocn destgn most certarnly dad not
mect bhe spirit or tormal regquirements of thee prosgram o st bl to atore and hercatter comments.

duryts Letter Contanuged: "It 1s contemplative and oot beotoves 10 s superbly harmonious with its
site fhich, and yot ves Che wisltors from Lhe podse aond st pro ol the surrounding city.  Its
open nature will encourage access oo al L ococeiions fuac) al abd bnrs {s10), without barriers (sic).

Lte sitaeg aned meter tals ace somple aeed boetbe pght daee) 0™

Comment : The chosen design Lo the oo b Tl w0 tebalbby el absolutely Lnappro-
priate; it surely violates the spioit sl ol revpureement s the program; 1t ois only reflective
because of the 2.5 feet of standing growed woter at ats Beea: ot sn uttorly disharméhous with the
site 50 much %0 that it cannol be bullt Uhereonr; it does ool Tioe the visitors trom the main source
of noise, which according to the progroam, o ocreaied by the lyoneg jets overhead and not the vehicu-
lar traffio,singled out by the gury ot the warmes [ TR o tor placing the memorial in
dats ﬂl’tltl{'lﬂll‘f croated stokbole was Lo provent Dot etk then wowvering Lhe hole with a concrete
slab would eliminate the ma]or pwisatoes b Phe Dlgatag ety Arct Uhesn, Che memorlal would be
successtfully relegated Lo total oblovion, a1 Dhat o wan fhe cebipec b v ot the gury. And what 15
"torthright” about bLlock  stonewalls of Dhe memor el with whilo o ble monuments surrounding 1t?

Jury: “This is very much a memorial of our own time, once that could not have been

achieved in another time and place.”

cvrtous impedipents enumerated;

Comment Thiu memor lal ds wure!ly neol echrevanle witl
above all this memortal "could not bove beon achieved onoanotbeer teme and place”, and it cannot

be "a memorial of our time" either.
ADDITIONAL NON-COMPLIANCES WITH THE RULES

Programs : "Passengers in wvehicles (on ad jacent sreets) will e able to look into the
memorial site from both Henry Bacon Drive and Constitution Avenue...An gn—board guide (in tour-—
mobile describes the monuments and other sites during the tour...visitors walking along the
curvilinear paths of Constitution Gardens coming from the cast, wiill also be able to see the
memorial site...similarly, the curvilinear paths bordering the south, west, and northern edges
of the memorial site will also offer vistoes into it... The Vietnam Memorial is a place in itself,
but not a place apart.”

Comment : Weither travelers in vehicles on the streets oor visitors 1n Constitution Gardens
would be able Lo see Lhe memorial because 1t 1s proposed to be ploced in 4 hole in the ground
and therefore it 1s most assuredly an pnvisible “place apart.”

Program: “"Urban Design Characteristics. Washington, D.C. Jderives 1ts urban form from...
late Remaissance and early Barogue periods of French landscape architecture and urban planning -
Constitution Gardens are based on English ... landscape design, which derived in part.,. from
Chinese garden art...0Our intention 1s that the memorial be carefully integrated into the existing
Constitution Gardens; that it be an intrinsie part of 1t, scositively wedded to 1t... We want

to have a design which accommodates itselfl to the site as 1t presently exists, ™
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Comme it The  gury sclected desgn hon oot so ettt o resemblance to the wntermal English
Tearch ol Comstitution Gardens. G thee coat Wl ol ren Lo finear  retalning walls, it
wiclates every tenct ob anformal plonoineg and oo oty U esiaged to divide the gardens Lnto
i upsprer and lower level Ly entroduc Bt thn Cattis] wolln which created hoazacrdous
tpandiments Lo normal Tuncbionsg on baeth Lo b, eag Dol e

Frogram: Tllustrations must be presented on o crged 307 % 0" pane ], Two panels are
allowed rendered on one side only.

Comment : Why were Che twio aoaree 1o Wltatridet vk et wrth o cardboard mode]
perosducend by no less thaon someons o Lo i Poothars notoin coliusion with rules
el e violation o! the jucy 'S pProsuijativ ot tha ol wompet it ton state that thas
1a st al lowed?

l‘lU‘il’lull: UPRe role o b Ui jue s ek e o]t S bty rhe designn, "

o it Thie muste ] must e b Tl e . oot b Pl paarsaent ot pon ol
Pl whnnd g dlowlan wen oot Soeanpbet et [ RO van s mend 01 ool bonn ol Lhe
winnuing entry.  The qJuesSt1on cemalns, what oo ol i TR wickote the rules of the program
tooorder to amplity and modify o design that was doomed e o 0 The ground water situatlon, to
Lecgan with?

RELJUBST B TRVAT DDl Lol a3 TiE e

Section 13,1 p. 10 of the rules otales:

Program:  “Any ollspat e on st Lo o 31t ot under these rulon shall be
cocordered b Ll Forot bt e [ N T TR B P R TRt ot el render o decision
prow bt iy, adbstrrbatoedd v a1 b tete b et g R T R ol Abursor e e tn o meey e
spiobed o the WE Board of Tieee oo 0 ahe LTI R P . thad el bendeneg o gl prarties, "

. AT TTTER VI BT L we T ! : ] B e e s Hesquest Lo Luva b pdate bhe

Wt “J-_.;J.un i Lhe grounds Uoeat 0 00Tt et e e 1 Chee peresgram andd the wgdbaun bebaten |ty ot
e comcept

July 1, Db - The wriber e Chee e bl At s Tt e pour reply i yel to come,
[ I-muu. o wonder whestChier 1t 1 oot e g Arnl owli Por o njatn, may T oask you one

wther guestion? e coame el I T TR BT ctumenolona ] coardipeaed mode ! ot
The winmer s desrgn) Boone™ 0 thins e oo Ve wdiang e Pan L Che function of g compet itor
ancd Pl quror sget e miekesd upet Wos Uil s vnwasiibe e ot St prbasyr o

-Jul_y e PED - Protessronal Al e o b s it ol trned thees desgn the jury telt

1t had chosen the b ot ofbeatr thost il

Locoan pet pnement gnd ad justments in

verbaln details. The jury telt fhone el iement con b b e by acompd ished. The strength of
the concept was tar superior tooay ofher coamepnt bt d . Pl esagn ref tnements requiced due to the
lssues you polnb oul were a0t decied Lo booso ovete oo oo 0! dasquaelitication. .. the jury made its

duevision very caretully and, Linoomy oquinioan, s Brodeocroana ] S iaor, Witelby®,

The Protessional Advisor ol ol e lis Powar bonn U G ler compet 1Lion process was
o Daudesd T ware Baan bt Los e e T he paatdy stesoont b geen st t e g Wla g press conlerence "

The answer Talls Lotk ot oot e rale it 000 iy ts omeoddid rcation aiml claritfication
tof submissions.

July 20, 1981 - the writer tu the Protessional Advisor - "It 15 quite obvious that my five page
letter replete with deviations and datiome of the mandatony praaram requircements hy the winning
wnl ey Moade guo Lmp BRI R ooty [T Corn ocs et g Kadele mrghit be sub oot Lo
duestagn tefinements. .. my oomwet Lo el e s aedat e e e lected design is unbulldable. . .
Care you recommend anobbes et hoel o0 oMo ool oyt 1 gt

duly 27, TUB] = Protessione! Aoy 1 D L Tt thiieg b add te omy letter to you,
UHCept to ref o Lor Bodes D30T pouvpes Fod 0t 00 o act L8 jes b oLEe tanskl ™

July 28, 1YH1 - the writer Lo Che Prodcssional A s Ui el frablee Ll your decision

vontained in your letter of July 90 PO sheanbd Doave fecn T s statesd o
Has Lhat been dooe, and 11 g0, when 0"

ol atteuted parttes,

Thereafter o completc wibence by the T cre i,
TAugust 1o, lul Hlas waatee ceddiconnd e g e b e ikl st Dkrectons ) The WHEF, giving

all facts and [igures o the dispule.

August 26, 191 - Lhe writer o the Project Dipectorn of the WME - "Question 1, Since the
writer has not yet heard from the Board oo to whether Uhe gl wirll oor will not he considered,
he asks you to be guod enough to Lot him koow what 1o the status o1 Lhe appeal. ..

Question Z. Did the Professional Adviaer comply with the oo jrart of (Rule 13.1) and write to all
partres affected.. . this gquestion directed o Che Professtona! Advisor on July 28, 1981, by the writer
Was never answered."

August 28, 1981 - Project Director of WMF to the writer - * [ wish to inform you that your
appeal to the Board of Directors, dated Awjust Lo, 198 was rowerwved and forwarded to all directors.

o will consider your appual at 1ts nesxt o

T, which should occur the
Acvisor's decision was distribu-

] expect that the boa
next mon T

s .awWlth roo

e Lo yOour o secored aresT o, fthe aatos e
o ey ra,
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the Project Director of VWMF - “Since the month of
I wonder whether the Board met and if so, whether it

} = The writer Lo

tobe ]
and gune a week ago,

September had com
rendered a decision.”

Broject Director of VWME - “The months of September and
Can you please tell me whether a decision
2%, 149Hl ... o large picture was shown of
rhwe retaining walls 1no Tront ot owhich stoisl.. . (the} President of VVMF
Judaging trom the aforemcntioned, 1 appedrs that my

Hoeard o1 Lirectors abcut the impending

The writer to the

O toabag r had passed and 1 received no word trom YO
IS AR LY 4

Tn Orlando Sentinel Starx of

November 2, 1

was rendered?.
a4 partlal mock-up wt
ared L L Che winner ol Lhee competit 1on.

(B BT Les war it Lhee vrotessional Adwvisor . Yok o od thuer
Arsaster, wient unheeded and Lhat e wi bl oo otrying ter bulld the unbul ldable, .. 1 remonstrate
arnt omy plea thot 1t he winiang design be tnvalidated and

ter Lisafen tay my Wil teldeg
irectoty troat Lhe [

WLl o ceoe mare

Lhat thy Vietnam Vetcran's Board ol qa w1l utmost care.’

To date - well inte December 1901, not g wond rrom the Pro veect Dlrector or the Vietnam

Veterans Board of Directors.

Advrnor d1d not distribute
vro oall atfected parties.”
Vlee 1421 contestants, the jury .
Ll ez cxpecterd hoete that cach of
fat Ll abde.

I the tnferim the writer wulablishied that Lie Protessianal

his declsion to deny the appeal to inval tdate The winnlie]
Since rejection ol the winner's entry would ot lect wvery o

the VWMF Project Director and the VVME Boardd ob Tiorectors,
Poas oduet cdeene amown b atingg

edus Lt

¢ hee absove ment toned wirn il rece rve Port ardsper by thrs b

According to recent accounts of the pross, Lhe Vietnam momorial iy nchedulued to be

dedicated during the nexl Veterans Day in Hovembeer, L9H2. Siouw Lhe cost of Lbuilding the

through public bonat Lohss and s the estimated cost of constructlon
Gt 1ot BT omulblon midway through 1981 and $7.7 million
multitude Oof Americans, in¢luding
Lhis noble venturfe from becoming

memorial 15 to be pald Tor
has risen trom $3 million at the emnd
L November ot this year, 1C should e b groal cone
the writer, to make sure that proper stops abw takon to prewvent
one of the more recent maior scandals ob Lhis COUntIy.

rpgr Les b

To do so, the writer believes fhat 1t 15 essential that Lhe tacts of this matter Le

disseminated by the communication medla to the fullest extent.
prevall amd thad the memorial with a workable cancept

The writer is hopeful that the truths will
Loreg overdue Vietnam Veterans honor .

would eventually redound to our nation's pride and to the

CONCLUS LON
The names of those ilnvolved in this briet have been deliberately cmitted. It does not matter

what they are; what matters 18 that the Viclnam Memorial becoimss freality without a blemish and
that the reality be of everlasting credit tw A1l those quniine Ly concerned wi th this worth-while

wiwlertaking.

THE SPIRLT AND PUILOSOPHY OF THE FROGHRAM

THE NAMES THAT DO MATTER

an eleven year old boy who

Lo} e Moy 20, LOBO, thuie Was
uf the girls uttered

with twu little qgirls and one
spoke her husbend's name. Then an
telled bn Vietnam . . . The

"At rthe site of the memorial (to
spoke his father's name. There was o mother
her father's name. And there was o woeplig wobab dn wnd tarm whee
old seldier came up and Spoke Lhe name of o battalion e
important thing was to hear a name, while sensing the pain.”






