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WASHINGTON, MONDAY, NOVEMBER 26, 1979

By Mr. MATHIAS:

5. 2038. A hill to preserve, protect, and
maintain the original boundary stones of .
the Nation’s Capital; to the Committes
on Energy and Natural Resources.

HATIONAL CAPITAL BOUNDARY STONES ACT

& Mr. MATEIAS. Mr. President, the
question of a permanent site for the na~-
tional seat of Government was debated
by Congress from 1783 until 1751, In that
year, President Washington signed into
law an amendment to the Residence
Act of 1790 expanding the site of the
Nation’s Capital to include the eastern
shore of the eastern branch of the
Anacoestia River and including t{he Port
of Alexandria, Va. .

The site of cur Nation’s Capital was,
thus, finglly determined—a 100-square
mile distriet, with boundary lires 10
miles on ezch of its four sides.

Perhaps because they feared the de-
cision on 2 permanent site would some-
how be abrogated, President Washing-
ton and Secretary of State Thomas Jef-
ferson wasted no time In engaging a
surveyor as well as private individuals to
begin quietl]y purchasing property on be-
half of the Government. . “

‘To survey and mark the bounrdaries of
the new BDistrict of Columbir, Mr. Jef-
ferson immediately commissioned Mai.
Andrew Fllicott of Philadelphia,

Ellicott was a well-known surveyor
possessing some of the most advanced
surveying instruments in the United
States at that time. Most of those in-
struments are now housed in the Smith-
scnian Institusion.” : -

Ellicott accepted the commission and-
quickly began leoking for an assistant
to make the astronomical ohservations
upon which the survey lines and markers
would he based. He turned to Benjamin
Banneker, & {ree black man who wis o
friend and neighbor of his cousin in
Elicott Mills, Md.

Bannecker, s self-taught astronomer,
was over 60 at the time, He readily agreed
to make the astronomical observations
for the scuth corner stone while Ellicott
and fleld crews did the actual surveving.
Between February and April of 1781,
Banneker made observations sid mathe-
matical calcuiations upon which the first
stane marker was placed at Jones Point
on the Potomac River in Alexandris, Va.

11 health forced him to retern home in
April.

Elicott completed the survey and sei-
ting of markers—-40 in all—hy January
1783, -

‘The 39-year-cld surveyor described the
mearker stones, which were of sandstone
quarried at Acquia, Va., as follows:

Lines are opened and cleared forty feet
wide that is twentiy fzcet on each side of the
lines limiting the Territory, and in crder to
perpetuate the work I have set up square
mile stones marked progresslvely with the
number of miles fram the beginning on
Jones” Point to the West corner thence from
the West corner to the North cornier to the
Bast corner and from thence to the place
of beginning on Janes' Paint; except in
tew coses where the miles terminated on de-
clivities or in waters; the stones ars then
placed on the first firm ground, and their
true distances in miles and poles marked on
themn. On the sides of the stones facing the
Territory is imscribed, “Jurisdiction of the
‘United States.” On the opposite side of those
placed in the commonwealth of Virginia is
Inseribed “Virginia.” And on those In the
State of Maryland, “Maryland.” On the third
and fourtt sides. or faces, inscribed the year
in which the stone was set upd, and’ the
conditions of the Aagnetic Needie at that
place.
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‘Those sandstone markers are now 186
years old, They have fallen on herd times
with no one really charged with their
maintenance and upkeep. Yet they are
important testimonials to the history of
the founding of the Nation’s Capital, the
work of Andrew Ellicoit apd Beniamin
Banneker and the history of early sur-
veying anad civil engineering in the United
States. -

The stones are category I Iandmariks
designated by the Joint Committee on
Landmarks of the Nation’s Capital. This-
‘loeal designation means they should be
preserved or restored, if possible. They
are not, however, on the National Regis-
ter of Histor{c Places although T under-
stand the State historic preservation of-
ficers of the District of Columbia and
Virginia are prepared to nominate them
to the register. w»

In 1914, a comunitfee of the District of
Columbias Daughters of the American
Revolution set ahout reclaiming the
boundary markers. Over the course of
the following 3 years, members of the
DAR once agaln loeated the stogtes, se-
cured “deeds” from affected property
owners to place a fence, installed protec-
tive iron fences around them, marked
them with a bronze plague, and assigned
continued mainienance . responsibility
for each stone to one of its chapters.

Were it not for this ploneering preser-
vation effort by the Daughiers of the
American Reyolution, it is very likely the
bomndsry stones of the Nation's Capital
wouid not have survived to foday. But
development, traffic, remote locations,
and vandalism have all taken their toil.
The DAR, while as committed as ever to
continuing its stewardship rele, can no
longer assume the Anancial and personal
burden necessary to assure the mainte-
nance of these stones.

Thanks to the efforts of the National
Capital seciion of the American Soclety
of Clvil Engineers, in cooperation with
the DAR, and the Nationai Capital Plan-

- ning Commission, a conditions report was

prepared on the stoné markers as & bi-
eentennial project. -

- That report, titled, “Boundary Mark
of the Natlon's Capital: & Proposal for
Their Preservation and Protection™ iz g
careful history of the survey of the Dis~
trict of Cohnnbia and the current status
of the markers . T

. There are several stones overgrown
with weeds; a few are missing; some hive
been relocated; some badly weathered.
Yet others are well cared for by con-
cerned citizers.

There Is g clear need to 8x responsi-
bility for the stones and their protection
and maintenance, It is with this purpese
in ming that I am introducing legislation

' today that assigns respongibility for the

preservation; protection, and mainten-
ance of the boundary stomes to the Nz-
tional Park Service. Such continuing
maintenance peeds are to be identified
by the District of Columbis Daughters of
the American Revolution znd reporied
directly to the National Park Service Di-
rector for appropriste action. This ar-
rangement, I belleve, will cortinue the
DAR's stewardship of those Important
hiistorie markers and assure their con-
tinued maintenance, )

A rough estimate of costs for surveying
he stones, preparing a conditions report,
and preparing a relocation, repiacement
and marker plan is $40,000 according to
the National Capital section of the So-
clety of Civil Enginesrs. They estimate

that capitalcosis to replace proteciive

fences, replace DAR markers, clean and

protectively “coat the stones against -
weathering, and trim the immediate area

around those stones now neglected Is

$200,600. Once these initial costs have

been borne, annual upkeep should be

about, $20,0C0. .

The second purpese of my hill Is to
assure recognition for the two original
survevors of the Nation’s Capital, and
the history of thelr survey, its instru-
mbntg and technicuies. As I noted earlier,
many of Andrew Ellicott's strveying in-
struments are held by the Smithsonian
Institution. My bili direcis the Xational
Park Service in coerdination with the
Smithsonian to develop such a display,
which I hope would be in one of the
Smithsonian museums.

Mr. President, too often we find cur-
selves mourning the loss of some sig-
nificant historical feature of our Na-
tion. The boundary markers of {1e N&-
tion’s Capital are such endangered mon-
uments of the history of the Federal
City. Despite rather overwhelming odds
these markers have survived 186 years.
With just g little bit of care; they can be
assured of preservation jor decades to
come, - .

Mr, President, I ask tmanimonus con-
sent that several letters supporiing the
purposes of this lezislation, together
with the text of the hill, be printeqd in the
RECORD.

Therte being no oblection, the bill ang
material were ordered i{c be printed in
the Rrcurp, as fellows:

5. 2038

Be it zhacted by the Senate and House of |
Representatives of the United States of

America i Congresz assembled, That thig
Act mey be cited as the "Natlonal Capital
Boundery Stones Act.” .

Sec. 2. (a) Congress finds that hecause of
the delerlcrating condition and neglect of
the forty original boundary stones delimiting
the ten mile gquare first ser aside by the
State of Maryland and the Commonwealth
of Virginla &8 the “seat of government of the
United States”, thers is a need to provide for
the preservation, protection, and mainte-
nance of such stones.

{b) The purposes of this Act are to—

{1) assign responsibiiity for the preserva-
ticn, protection, angd maintensance of the
boundsary stones;

(2} assure perpetuity of these Important
historie boundary stones for future genera-
tHons of Americans to view snd enjoy;

(3) provide an sdequate mechanism for
ensuring that the boundary stones are pro-
tected end mainiained; and

{4} to make available to the public infor-
mation, data, and iltems involving or per-
tatoing to the hilstory of the criginal survey
of the Natiom's Capltal, including the sur-
veyors, and the. instruments and technlques
used in connection therewith,

SEC. 3. {a8) The Secretary of the Interior,
acting through the Natlonal Park Service,
shell have the responsibillty for the preser-
vation, protection, snd maintenance of the
boundary stones referred to in section 2 of
this Act.

{b} Within the twelve month period fol-
lowing the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Director of the National Park Service
stoall prepare amnd submit to the Secretary for
his approval & program for preserving, pro-
tecting, and maintaining such boundary
stones. Such program shall include—

{1} & location and conditlon survey of
each corner stone and bowndary stone, con-
ducted in copsuitation 'with the District of
Colurabis Daughters of the American Revo-
lution, whick shall be referenced to the ap=
propriaste State Plane Grid Coordinate Sys-
tem wilh 2ppropriste tles to property lines
and which shall provide for the results to be
shown on plats of survey in such form as may



be sultable for recording purposes;

{3) with respect to each houndary stone
located at esch of the four cardinsal points
of the compass at the corners of the ten mile
squere delineating the original site of the
Nation's Capital a plan for preserving, pro-
tecting, and meintalning such corner stones;

{3} with respect to each of the other boun-
dary stones, a plan to preserve, protect, and
maintain eéach such boundary stone;

(4) a relécation, replacement, and marker
plan for those Towndary stones which have
been moved or which are missing or which
cannot be placed in the original location:

{5) alternative plans for the lobg-term

care, protection, and maintenance of the -

boundary stones which may include agree-
ments among prizate individuals, the Fed:
eral Qovernment, local governments of areas
within the State of Marvland cr the Com-
monweslth of Virginia within which such
boundary stones sre located, and the govern-
ments of the State of Maryland, the Com-
monwealth of Virginia, and the District of
Columbia;

{8} a schedule and financis] plar for pro-
viding such preservation, protection, and
malntenance of such boundary stones; and

{7} 1n coordinstion with the Smirhsonian
Institution, a plan setting forth s display
ot the history of the survey of the District
of Columbla cornductad ditring the years 1981
and 1752, the original surveyors, the instru-~
ments and techniques used by such sur-
vayors In conducting the survey of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, snd surveying methods
and techniques currently in use.

{¢} Within the twenty-four month pericd

following the date of the approval by the

Secretary of the Interior of the program pur-
suant to subsection (D) of this section, the
Secretary of the Intertor, acting through the
National Park Service, shall, in consultation
with the District of Columbia Daughters of
the American Revolutien, implement such
program and provide for the preservation,
protection, .and maintenance of such boun=
dary stones.

Bee, 4. In carrylng out the program. ap-
proved pursuant to sectlen 3 of this Act, the
Secretary of 'the Interior i3 authorized to
acquire, by donation, purchase with appro=
priated or donated funds, exchange, or con-
demnation, such iands and Interests therein
- (including easements), together with im«
provements thereon, fs may be Recessary 1o
carry out such program.

SEC. 5. Whoever willfully damages or re-

moves any boundary stone referred to in this’

Act shall be fned not more than 500, or
tmprisoned not more than six months, or
both.

SEc. 6, There are suthorized to be appropri-
ated such sums a3 may Le necessary Lo CAITY
out the provisions of this Act.

U.8. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
Washington, D.C.
Mr. CEarixrs CONEAD,

Ezecutive Director, Natiomal Capital Plan-
wing Commission, Washingion, DO,
Drak Mz. Conrap: We are pleased 10 ¢omi~
ment on the revised publcation entitled.
“Boundary Markers of the Natlon's
Capital” & proposal for their preservation

and protectlon prepared by the siaff of the

Commisgion- We appiald the dogiment and
look forwsrd to your continued leadership
in assurizg that these historic properties
receive appropriate preservation.

The National Park Servicé strongly sup-
ports the preservation of the stones for
thelr histerical value to the Nation's Capital.
We believe that this offce, with the neces-
sary legislative authority. could sssume this
responsibiiity and provide for the continued
preservation and interpretation of the stones
subject to sppropriated funds.

We nre pleased to offer the following
comments on the recommendations in order
form,

1. We goncur with the- concept that the
stones should be in the owunership of the
U8, Government. However, some of the
stones are located within private residential
homesites, Thus, we do not agree that access
for public viewing of the stopes should be
& mandatory requirement. Possibly easement
for maintensnce may be fn order in these
CASEE.

2. We support the recommendsation of
placing the stones on the Nationai Register
of Historte Places.

_8. We feel that a spscial Ofce of the Eeep-
er of the Boundary Stoues i3 not necessary.
However, wa recommend that the responsi-
bility for the care of the stones be clearly
identifled through the legislative process.
The National Capital Eeglon could sssume
this responsibility pursusnd to legislation.
Wea would be happy to work with the stail”

of the Commission on a legislative proposal.

4. Additional lands must be identifled and
tunds appropriated in order to lmplement
the recommendation that four Cornerstone
Parks be created. Presumably, thesa parks
would- be contained In the legislative
proposal.

5. The subject of the future use of the
lighthcugse at Jores Point should be left
open for future planning discussion between
Natiopal Capital Planrking Commission and
the Natlonal Park Service.

8. We concur in this recommerdation.

7. We concur in this recommendation.

8. We concur in .this recommendatiom.
9. We conecur In this recommendation.

16, We concur in this recommendstion,

The National Park Service looks forward
to worklng with you and your staff on this
project.

Sincerely yours,
- JACK FrsH,

Regional Director,

National Capital Region.

SMITHSON AN INSITIUTION,
Washington, D.C., August 15, 1877,
Mr. MarTIN J. Ropy, D
Assistant Director, Special Projects Branch,
Natiengl Capiial Planning Commission,
Washington, D.C'.°

Drxap MRr. Rony: Although I had reviewed
the attractively produced Boundary Stone
Report scme tirme 8go, I falled to submit my
comments before departure on extended ab-
sence ogutside the country. I am including
them herewith in the event that they are
still of interest,

The boundary stones and mile markers of
the ten-miie square sheuld become the prop-
erty of the U.B. Government and placed un-
der the care of an appropriate agency, such
as the U.5. Park Service, The agency re-
sponsible for them should &lso be able to
physically care for the stones with its own
staff. It probabiy would be necessary to have
An appropriate agreement with the District
of Columbis, and the states of Maryland and
Virglnia before transfer to the U.S. Govern~
ment can be achleved. Such a pilan wowld
completely eliminate any role in the project
for the Daughters of the American Revolue
tion.

It will ba necessary to dlstmguish between
care of or ownership of the stones them-
selves, and that of the fand on which they
are. Therefere, a first step will be to review
the history of the land on whick the stones !
are found, parcictlarly that which s now
private property. It indeed the stones are
located precisely on, or. by today's survey
near, the houndary line betweepn D.C. and
the two astates, the problem may be complex.
Thus, {t tay be desirable to ireat stones’en
public versus private property separately,

STOWES ON PUBLIC PROPERTY

These stones, Which i{nclude at least 22
of the total of 40 stones and a small portion
of the land on which they ars situated
should become the property of an appropri-
ate U.S. agency. The land Involved might he
as small ag three feet square.

Wherever possible and practicsl, the stones
should be restored. Where the stone has de-
teriorated beyond recognition 1t should be
replaced with a replica. A protective barrier,
similar to those erected by the DAR earller
In this century. wouid be sppropriate, to-
gether with s label &t each site describing
the stone and its significance. As feasibls,
each of the markers should be retrevened to
{ig original stte, or as ciose to the actual loca-
tion as possihie,

* SYONE ON PRIVATE FROPERTY

Although it may not be difficult to obtaln
U.8. government contrel of the physical

stones, it is not clear at this time whether

control of a small parcel of land on which
the stones are situated could ever becoms
the praperty of the US. government. The
stones themselves should bé restored or re-
piaced a3 noted for those on public property.

It may be necessary to develop individual
agreements with each of the owners of pri-
vata property concerning the ersction of
erecting a protective barrier and concerning
BCCess.

It would be eminently desirabie to estab-
lish a park at one of the four corners of the
original ten-mile square. One wouid be ade-
quate. The south stone site at the Jone's
Polnt lighthouse seems to be the most dee.
strable iocation because of it prime role as
fhe stariing poini of the survey and the site
of Andrew Ejlicott’s base camp during the
first phase of the boundary survey. Addition-
ally, tirls site is already a park. on ground
eet acide fer this purpose, and furthermore

. has a lighthouse structure of local and his-

torical interest.

Howerver, the South stone should be moved
back from the water’s edge to a safer ioca-
tion, with a replica on the actual sfte, At
tractive oufdcor displays could easily be
erected to tall the history of the houndary
markers.

Careful thought must be given to the prac-
ticallty of estabiishing » museum facllity at
this lacation, or of converting the lighthouse
to a museum. Although there is merit in

- having such & facility to preserve and display

cobjects and docuinents assoclated with the
boundary story, the physical location of a
museum at any one of the four corner points
removes It from proximity with local monu-~
ments and other natlonal atiractions by at
least several miles, and the ratlo of full-time
mussum staf requirsd to the number of
annual visitors may not be economically

{ feasible. Of the four corners however, the

South point remalns the most desirable foca-
tior for & museum, and its sltuation slong

' the route between Washington, Atexandria

and Mount Vernon Is 4 factor o its favor,
One stone marker which is In good condi-

tion should be transferred to the Smith-

sonian or the Capital Park Service for pres-

2

servation and display. Ths Natlonal Park
Service operates a nuinber of museum-type
sites (n the Washington area, and 1f they are
to have the resporsibllity for malntaining
the stones and thelr sifes, it should e pos-
sible to include exhibits about the boundary
surveys, inciuding objects, ‘nto one of the
museum Iccations currently under thelr
jurisdiction, to supplement the outdoor d4is-
plays at Jones” Polat,

It is recommended that all stenes, thiat are
remcved from the groung a8 Iragments
thereo!, be preserved even If the stone 15 not
totally recognizabie.

Any preservative steps taken to mamtain
the markers in site should be done only atier
consultation with experienced experts. The
Conservation-Analytical Laboratory of the
Smithsonian Institution is avallable for con-
stltation to provide information for this and
other aspects of preservation.

There appears to be no justification rfor
establishing & separste agency or organiza-
tlon to oversee the preservaticn and malnte-
nance of the boundary markers. Thls func-
tion appears to te clearly within the jurls-
dicticn of the National Capital Park Service.
The inclusion of all the stone markers in the
National Register of Historfc Places i3 emmi-
nently desirable, and should be pursued &s
soun as feasibje.

Sincerely.,
Smwo A. BEDINI,
Deputy Diregctor.

THz COMMISSION OF FPINE ARTS,
Wazhington, April 12, 1977.
Hon. Davm M. CHizDs,
Chairmen, Nationgl Cepital Planning Com-
mission, Washington, D.C.

Drar Me. CHOLbs: The Commission of Fine
Arts reviewed the <raft National Capital
Planning Commissior report on District of

. Columbia - boundary markers. In hls presen-

tatlon to the Commission, Mr. Rody pointed.
out the historicsl siguificance of these very
specisl monuments of the Washington plan.
The Commission. generally approves the con-
cept of protecting them and establishing
cornerstone parks and treating the inter-
mediste stones with some degree of protec-
tion. Wa varticularly endorse the preserva-
tion of the Jones Foint Lighthouse and park
#8 one of the elements of the program and
hope that the conditions on this site can

recsive the immediate attention they de-
serve. Though we realize the Planning Com-
mission recommendations may take some
time to trmplement, the Commission of Fine
Arts hopes 1o assist You with design-related
matters a3 the project moves ferward.
Sincerely yours,
J. Caarewr Brown,
Chairman.

BoUNDARY Musxres OF THE NATION'S CAPTTAL,

A PROPOSAL FOR THEIR PRESERVATION AND

PROTECTION :

(Report of the Joint Committee on Land-
marks, April 21, 1977}

The Jolnt Committee 1s pleased to have
the opportunity to review and comment on
this handsome and lnformative report on
the Boundary Stones of the Distrler of Co-
lurnbis, 8 Categery I Landmark of the Nad
tional Capital.

The Joini Commitiee is in general agree-
ment with Recommendatinns Nos. 1 through
§ and 19, and particularly supports the pro-
posed preservation and use of the Jores
Point Lighthouse, a Category II Landmark
of the Naticnal Capital.

The Committes Is éoncerned by the pro-
posals in Recommendations Nos. 7 azd 8
that the best preserved marker {(Scutheast
No. 68) be removed and given to the Smith-
sopfan and that other damaged stones be
repiaced by duplicates. The Department of
the interior's regulations state that National
Register properiies “should be moved only
when there Is no feasible alternative for
preservation. When a property s moved,
every effort should be made to reestshlish -
its historic orientation, immediate setting
snd general environment.” Unless the Na-
tional Park Service s convinced that the
property’s historical integrity has not been
destroyed by the move, the property will be
deleted from the Natlonal Register. In vlew
of the fact that the significance of the
Boundary Stenes is based slmost entiraly co
their location the Committee recommends
vhat every possible alternative to moving
any of the markers from {ts original site be
meticulously expiored. .

The Joint Commlttee is siso concerned by
the proposal in Recommendation No. 8 that
the markers be ireated with & protective
coating, While the Committee agrees that
every effort should be made to preserve the
marXers in sltu apd to protect them from
Turther deterioration, 1t feels that great cars
must be used In choosing a method of treat-
ment., The Committes recomnends that s
professional conservator with expertise tn
the preservation of stone surfaces be con-
sulted before any such action is taken. The
Commlittep further recommmends that aiter-
astlve means of in situ preservation be
explored.



AMIRICAN SOCIETY OF CIvIL ENGINTERS,
Washington, D.C., April 4, 1977.
Mr. Cxartes H. Coxman,
Erecutive Director, National Copital Planm-
ning Commission, Washington, D.G.

Drar Ma. Conran: I want to express appre=
clation, en hehalt of the oficers and Board
of Directors of the National Capital Secticno,
ABCE, and of our Bicentennisl Committee,,
for distrihuting with your memorangum of
January 17th the coples of the Commission’s
report on the “Boundary Markers of the
Nation's Capital.”

Thig report, both as to Itz format and
substance, Las been very well received by
our membership &ud i3 4 conunendsable
production. Alse, we have taken especial
pleasutre in reviewing it, for, ss you will re-
cgll, 1 was at the lnstigation of our Bleen-
tennial Committee that the Nationnal Capital
Section wWrote on August 18, 1975 urging the
National ;Capital Plamiing Commissicn to
take the lead in developing recommends-
tions for the preservation of the boundary
stone markers. :

I am now pleased to advise that our Board

to support the Commission's recommetda~

tions and furiher to recommend that a dralt

of legisiation ke prepared 10 estublish fed-

eral juiisdiction and implefent the report’s

ten recommendations. Qur representatiives

are available to cooperate in this drafting
proces? at your convenlence. -

Sincerely,

. L. G. Bysp,

’ Pr 8

AMIRICAN SOCTETY

T . oF Civin ENGINEERS,
Washington, D.C,, September 18, 1979.
Senator CHARLES M. AIATHIAS, -

U.8. Senate, .
Wuashington, D.C.

DrAR SENATOR MaTHIAR: The Natlon's Capl-
tal Is truly & city that is unique to the nis-
tory and herttage of our pation. It was estab-
lisked in 1788 as the Seat of Governiment and
actually marked oo the ground in 1752 by
tha placement of sandstone moniunents.

The ares so iarked. lormed & ten Inile
square purcel of land which was ceded to the
Unlted States by the State of Maryland and
the Commonweslth of Virginia, Subse-
quently that portion ceded by Virginia was
resurned, but Dot before the siolie marker
had been placed. There were 40 stones it
stalled and masgt of these still remain today.

Although they no-longer serve as critical
aurvey points, ithey do however serve as
physical reminders of & significint part of
our Matlon’s history and heritage. They ro-
mind us too of the work dons by Benjamin
Bandeker and Andrew Ellicott in placing
them. These stones ahould be protected and
preserved for this and future generations, we
beiteve. . e

The Nsational Capital Sectlon, after having
worked with the staff of the National Capital

Planping Commission and the Daughters of |

the American Revolution is of the opinion
that the {nitiatior of appropriate.legislative
setion i the Congress could substantially
enhance the-establishment of a program of
protection and preservation. With respect to
“this we have prepared and are enclosing A
Prospectus For Pregserving the Boundary
Stone Markers of the Distriet of Columbia.

This prospectus sets furth, In greater de-
tall, backgzround siid support for legislaticn.
There is also enclosed, as an attachment {0
the prospecius, draft legislation which wowd
define an overal! legal and formsl responsi-
ciilty for the stocnes as well as for the devel-
cpment of g program. The tutroduction of

a1 appropriate bill would signifcently ald in
esgsuring the preservation and protection of
th%?%ﬂ historical markers. R
2 you msay note that the prasmectus
kas been prepared by our Ccymmi:t?aamoi His~
tory and Herftage, it has also been unani-
mously approved by gur Board of Directors
-on September 11, 1973, We appreciate, there-
Zore, the opportunity of furnishing you with
this prospectus snd for 817 suppoert which
you may find appropriate respecting this leg-
islative Deed.

Sincerely,
Wastace J. CoREN,
Enclosure, Fr 5
DrgreicT OF CoLUMBIA

DATGCHTERS OF THE
Washingt Mm.tD CAl REVOLUTION,
nglon, D.C, September 15, 1577,
Mr. MaRTIN J. RopY,
Gfffce of Special Projects,
National Capitel Planning Commission,
Washington, D.C,
Drar Ms, Ropy: Encicsed is a copy of the

Resolution conceralng Federal
of Directors at itS March meeting resolved * Y s Eh.l oral | City

Boundary Stones which waa passed on
March 1. 1877 at the State Conference of the
District of Columbia Soclety of the Daughters
of the American Revolution. .

Piease let me know if I ahould send coples
to any one elze. .

The Distzict of Oolm:gglls B;:i.ehti DAR :1;;
préciates your great P ving
Boundary Stonwe book printed. It bas bean
well received by the members.

8incetely,
Mre. AzTHOR EoamoN BaoWN.

RESOLUTION 7

Whereas the District of Columbis Daugh-
ters of the American Revolution was desig-
nated by the United States Government i
1914 s Steward of the Boundary Stomes of
the Pederal City with superviston shared with
Governmental Agencles; and

Whereas ualntenance of these stones has
been & heavy fnancial burden, and stones areg
placed on s-long boupdary and the often in
aress diffcu!t or dangerous to reach; and

Whereas after study, the Natlonal Capital
Planning Commission has recommended that
an Agency be created for malntenance of the
sones and appronriate park areas, with Sta~
wsrdshlpvestedmtham:trmtorc:olumma
Dianghteraof the American Revolution, which
i to makse AnnuAl mspecuonsa_n,d.reporzs;

Rogcived that the District of Columbias
Dwughtérs of the American Revolution coop~
erata with the Nations] Capital Planning
Commission in impiementing the ten recomn-
mendations &4 set forth in the booklet en=

. titled “Boundary Markers of ths Nation's

Capital™; and

Hesolved that the District of Columbia
Daughters of the American Revolution con-
tinus the care gnd stewardship of these im-
portant historic markers.

The above resolution was adopted at the
18th D.0. DAR State Confersncs, Muxch 1,
1971

WasgmncTon, D.C.,
September 5, 1978.

Mr. ManTIN J. BHODY,

Asslstant Director, Special Profects Branch.
National Capital Planning Commission,
Washington, D.C,

" DEap Mz Rooy: Thank you for sending the

Dralt of & Bll) to preserve the District of

Cclumbia Boundary Stones, Tou are to be

commended on your effort to preserve these

COMMENTS ON NKCPC ZECOMMNENTATIONG

Following are the general recarmmendstions of NCPC and our staff reactions to them:

NCPC SUGGESTED RECOMMENDATIONS
1. Al boupdary stones showld be in the owmership of the TS,

Goveroment.

historical markers. I eincerely appreciate
your hein In securing the printlng of the
Bicentenaial book on the stones.

I continue to be terribly inlerested in the
preservation of the Boundary 5wongs even
though the present District of Columbia
State Historlan 5 now responsikble for tbe
Daughters of the American Revolution’s care
cof the stones. Tne following are the namses
and eddresses of the State Repent and the
State Histcrian: "

Miss Alice H. Wilson—D.C. State Regent—
telephone BS4—8049, 2118 Gaither Sireet,
Hillcrest Helghts, Maryland 20031,

Mrs. Richard Powell Taylor—D.C. State
Historien—telephone 9831999, 8801 Belimart
Road, Potomac, Maryland 208534,

Again, sincere thanks_for your assistance

_during the Bicentennial years.
Cordizlly,
Mas, ARTEUR EpMoN BROWN.

THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPTTAL
PaARE AND PLANNING COMAISSION,
Silver Spring, Md. Marck, 11, 1877,
* RE: File No. 1502

br. Cranies 5. CONRAD,

Ezecutive Directotr,

National Capital Planning Commission,

Washingion, D.C.

Deaz Mz, Conzmap: At our regular meeting
held or March 10, 18977, the Montgomery
County Planning Board reviewed your re-
cently published report “Boundary Markers
of the Natlon's Capital.”

As you requested we are reacting to the
tentative recommendations of the National
Capital Planning Comunission beginning on
page 31 of your report. Cur Board approved
the recommendations contained in the at-
tached stad report for transmittal to your
Commission. .

We thought your report was very informa-
tive and well done. i

_Sincereiy,
Rovce HANSON,
Chairman.
MEMORAND DM

To: Montgomery County Planning Board.

From: Community Planning Staffs.

Re: Mandatory Referral from the National
Capital Plapning Commisslon re Bound-
ary Markers Preservation and Protection.

' NATURE OF *REFERRAL

The Nsaticnal Capltal Planning Commis-
sion ¢NCPC) approved the circutiation of &
e . "Boundary Markers of the Natlon's
Cepital--A Proposzl Ior thelr Preservation
and Protectlon.™ NCPC kas lnvited commenis
and suggestions on the rsport which glves
the bistory and background of the boundary
stones and explains the present siatus ¢f the
stones and the problems now faced.

A background report provides a very in-
formative review of the actlvities leadlng up
to the selection of the present site of the
Dlstrict of Columbiz as the Nation's Capital.
"It relates the state of surveying technology
in the i790's and the fact that Andrew Elli~
cott was engaged, siong with a free~black
mathematician, Benjamin Banneker, to sur-
vey the 10-mile square Federal territory. -

There has been a gradual detericration of
the boundary stones which were placed af
each of the four corners and at eath mile
slong the sides. Many have been burled or
destroyed. In 1515 tke Dsughiers of the
American Revolution undertock to fence and
preserve the stones but furiber efort on the
part of the public is now felt to be necessary
‘to preserve and protect the stones. The NCPC
report is an atiempt to create a public
awareness ©of the problem and to suggest
some actlons to be taken,

MCFR STAFY BECOMUWENWDATIONS

2. The boundary stones shouid be placed on the Natiousl Register While they do have historic interest, the bounary stones should not
rank with butidings where historic events occurred and which nare
architectura]l merit. They should retain the Category I Landmeri

of Historic Places.

designation.

3. An appropriate land mansging agancy or agencles should be given Rather than create = new ofice or sgency, the National Park Service

specific responsibility for the preservation and maintenance of the

boundary stones and fences. An "Offices of the EKeeper of the

Boupdary Stones™ should be created.

shouid be assigned responsibility for the boundary stones.

4. A “Cornerstone Park” should be created at each of the four This would be especiaily approprizte for the North Cornerstone which
Hes just of Bast-West Highwny in the west portion of Siiver Spring
at the western extremity of the Falkland apartmpent complex. Sub-
ject to consideration of safety, a highway turnod shouid be con-
Bidered. An historical marker sign with explanatory tezt would be
beipfu® to the visiting publie. Ultlmately a bikeway might previde

cornerstone markers.

5. Create a "Boundary Stone Museum” at the lighthousze at Jones
Polnt in Alexandsia, Virginia, site of the South Boundary Stons.

sdditional access,

visitor center which

We agree with the general concept but rsisf & concern over tkbe an-
nual cost of maintalning what would ameunt to & mited-nurposa

iz in an unprominent locmiion, Instead, we

sugeest that az exhibit be added to the Smithsontan’s Museum of
Higtory and Techuology culrent display on surveying the National

Capital.



%. For: historical integrity, all boundary merkers that have hoen

Agree.

moved should, if poesible, be placed 1n their original locatiozn.
Otherwise, plagues shouldindicata relocations.

7. One of the mile markers shouid be acquired by the Smithsonian
preservation (probably B.E. No. 8).
8. Each of the missing, badly decayed stones, or hmkm: stumps

Irstitution for permanent

should be repiaced.

9. Al of the stones should be treated with s protective comting,
these monurments ghoold

10. The DAR's role in tha stewardship of
be continued.

ment on item § above.
Agres, ’

Agree.
Agren.

RECOMMEINDATIONS

The Planning Board should approve the above comments for transmittal to NCEC,

Agree: It could be part of tha display recommended in our COLa~

THEZ Marvranp Hisrorcat, Truep,

Annapolis, Md., February 3, 1577,

Attention: Mr. M. J. Rody.

Re: NCPC-Fille No. 1502,

NATIONAL, CAPITAL PLANNING COMBMISSION.

G Street, NW.,

Washington, D.C.

T DEAR My, Ropy: Please sccept the thanks

of the Maryland Historical Trust for the

copy of “"Boundary Markers of the Nation's

Capital”, (National Capital Planning Come-

mission, Summer 1978}, an attractive pub-

Heation.

The Maryland State Hlstorle Preservation
office is.ready to cooperate with the nomina-
ton of the boundary stones.to the Naticnal
Register Historic Places. In fact, I had
thought the National Capltal Planning Com-
mission staff had prepared such & nomination
several vears ago. .

Thie recommendations for Dregervation on
the whole, seem sound. I do wonder why o
separsie, new federal agency was suggestad
85 & custodian. T {eel an existing sgency could
handie the responsiblitty.

Sincerely,
_ Jouxt N. PrARce,
State Historic Preservation Owner.

CouNTY ov Famrax,
Foirfaz, Va., February 11, 1977,
Mr. CHApLES H. CoNRAD,
Ezecutive Director,
National Capital-Planning Commirsion,
Washingion, D.C.

Dxar Cmarirz: The Office of Comprehen-
#lve Planving has reviewed your report,
Boundary Markers of the Nation’s Capital~—
A Proposal for Thelr Preservation & Protecs
tion. We make the following comments and
recommendations:

1. Slnce some of these stones are in pri-
vately owned yards on suburbag streets, 1t
will be diffieult, and porbaps undesirable, to
assure public access to all the stones. Par-
haps all the gtones should be pubiicly owned,
but visitors should
trate on certain gelected stones, such as the
DProposed eornerstone parks.

2. This ofice would be nappy to cocperate
in preparation of a nominaticn to the Na-
tionnl Register {f that would be desiradle,
(We¢ have already prepared invemtory forms
on the stones listed in Pairfax County.)

This office endorses the remaining recome-
mendations,

Wo apprecizte the opportunity to have
commented on this report.

Sincerely vours,

- D. Waryw PunrHRrY,
Acting Director-
COMMITTEE oF 100 ON THE FEDERAL Crry,
Washington, D.C., September 21, 1978.

Hon. CHARLES MATHTAS,
7 8. Senote, :
Ruassell Senate Ofice Building,
Washington, D.C.

Drsz Srvator MatHTas: When you spoke
10 the Committee of 100 jast June, you indi-
cated you wouild consider introducing legis-
lation to provide for the Ppreservation of, the
criginal boundary stones marking the bound-
aries of ihe District of Columbia In 792,

be directed to concen- .

We understand that a draft of such legis-
lation with supporiing documentation has
been compieted recently by the American So-
clety of Civil Engineers in cooperation with
the Nationsl Capital Planning Cotmmission
and is now prasented for your consideration.

At itz meeting of September 20, tha Com-
mittee of 100 voted to support this proposal
and advise you on its intarest in seeing that
the legislation was introduced and approved
by the Congress at an esrly date.

Sincerely,
Mrz. Jaxrs H. Bmm.:.rl..

COMMONWRALTH OF VIRGINIA,
Richmond, Va., Cotober 10, 1975.

Ee: D. C. Boundary Stones, Fairfax County
Mr. Marion Morris .
Legislative Azsistant
Benator Charles McC. Mathias, Jr.
358 Ruzsell Senate Office Building
Washington, 2.C. 20610

Drax Mx. Mogris: Thank you for sending
the Information on the D.C. Boundary
Stones. The stones” are a remarkable series
of landmarks snd I fully support the bill
to gusrantes their preservation. I trust you
will keep me informed of action cn the legis-
lation and its jmplementation, -

It i3 gratifying to know of Congress’s in-
tereat {n thia matter.

Wih best wishes, I am

Bincerely,
Tocure Ho,
Ezecutive Director.
‘THEX LEAGUE OF AMERICAN

. WHEFLMREN, INC.,
Arlington, Va., January 30, 1977,
Re: NCPC Flle No. 1602 -
Mz, M. J. Rooy,
N.OPC.
G Street NW.,
Washington, D.C.

Ihean Ma, Bopy: I find the boundary marker
report to be axcellent; a first class effort.

On page 27, picture No. 2:'refers to S.W.-3
&8s an exsinple of neglect, On page 28, SW-3
-is sald to be in good condition.

That's & minor comment; P'm proud of the
report and I think N.CP.C. did g terrific job.

Sincerely, . .
AraN HIERXSEN,
COvERNMENT OF THE
Distaicr oF COLUMETA,
Washington, D.C., November 26, 1879,
Hon, CHARLES McC. MaTHIAS, JT.,
U.S. Sengte,
Washington, D.C.

Drar SzyaTor Marzias: It has come to our
attention that you plan to introduce legisla-
tion to insure the preservation and mainte-
nance of the remaining markers placed in the
18th century to identify the boundaries of
the Diatrict of Columbila.

My. Robert L. Mocors, the State Historic
Pregervation Officer for the District of Colum-
bia, supports the proposed nomination of the
boundary markers to the National Register
aof Historic Places. A copy of a report from
My, Moore is enclosed.

‘We are ready to cooperste with the Mary-
land and Virginia State Historic Preservation
Officers and the National Capital Planning
Commission to fnd & worksble solution to
the preservation and maintenance of the
boundary markers.,

We appreciate your leadership
matter,

Sincerely yours,
BaRBARA C. WasHINCGTON,
Assistant City Administrator
for Intergovernmentel Relations

fn this

MEMORANDUM

To: Barbara Washington, Assistant City Ad-
ministrator Ior Intergovernmental Af-
fairs.

From: Robert L. Moore, State Historic Pres-
ervation Otficer for the District of
Columbia,

Subiect: Preservation of the Original Bound-
ary Markers of the District of Columbia,

It hag come to my apttention that there is
growing concern, and Interast tn the preserya-
tion of the remaining boundary markers set

up by Andrew Elllcott during his 1791-1792

survey establishing the boundaries-of the

District of Columbign,

Thirty-elght of the original forty markers
ars extant, but many of them have been

damaged over the years. They are designated
Category II* Landmarks of the National Cap~
ital ltsted on the District of Columbla’s in-
ventory of historic places but are not llsted
In the National Register of Historic Places,
The District’s historic preservation office
ought to work with the historie preservation
offices in Maryland and Virginla towsrd the °
pomingtion and lsting of the markers in the
Nationsal Register. .

A3 the Natlonal Capltal Planning Com-
misslon’s 1578 study showed, there are a
number of possible steps which could be
taken to insure the markers preservation.
‘These possibilities’ ought to be studied fur-
ther- and & woerkabls solution found before
the markers suffer additions] damage and
detertoration.

i understand that Senator Mathias ig golng
to introduce a bill calling for the markers
preservation. The District of Columbia ought
to assist Sepator Mathiss in anyway nessibie
in this matier.g



