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APPROVED AND FURTHER CONSIDERED DESIGN OPTIONS

Option 2 Wire Mesh Addition ( Further considered by CFA)

Option 3B Replace Concrete & Metal Fence ( Preferred Option )
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APPROVED DESIGN OPTION

Option 3B Replace Concrete & Metal Fence

U.S. COMMISSION OF FINE ARTS

ESTABLISHED BY CONGRESS 17 MAY 1910
01 F STREET NW  SUITE 312 WASHINGTON DC 200012728 2025042200 FAX 202-504-2195  WWW.CFA.GOV

28 September 2023
Dear Mr. Lott:

In its public meeting of 21 September conducted by videoconference, the Commission
of Fine Arts reviewed a second concept submission for the installation of pedestrian
safety barriers on the William Howard Taft Bridge, carrying Connecticut Avenue above
the Rock Creek valley. Expressing appreciation for the response to its previous review,
the Commission approved the new Option 3B, providing the following comments for the
development of the design.

The Commission members observed that the range of alternatives in Option 3—
replacing the piers and railings of the bridge in the same design character but increased
to a height of eight feet—would be more harmonious with the bridge’s historic
appearance than the other options, which would add a new barrier system next to the
existing railings. Among the Option 3 alternatives, they recommended the articulated
treatment of Option 3B as the best adaptation of the historic design, and they urged more
development of its details. Where new material is added to replace or extend the
existing concrete piers, they recommended that the new material closely match the
appearance of the existing masonry. They also recommended careful perspectival
studies to understand people’s experience moving along the bridge, and of the views
upward from the Rock Creek and Potomac Parkway, to inform the development of the
barrier system’s horizontal and vertical elements at the increased height. the aesthetic
sense of appropriate proportions, and the views outward from the bridge. Understanding
the complexity of this undertaking on the historic bridge, some Commission members
expressed willingness to further consider Option 2, which would add an eight-foot-tall
wire mesh supported by metal stanchions, for its relative transparency and ease of
maintenance.

The Commission looks forward to further review of this important project. Please
coordinate the next submission with the staff which, as always, is available to assist you.

Sincerely,

—== .

Thomas E. Luebke, FAIA
Secretary
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WHAT WE HEARD FROM THE APPROVAL AGENCIES ON OPTION 3B

General :

» Additional view studies are preferred.

Metal Railing
* The top rail may be too slim when it is at 8'-0” feet.

* Pickets are thin and the gap in between should be evaluated.

Concrete Pedestal & Pier:

» Option 3B design achieves harmonious and preferred design
among other Option 3 variations.

* Lower pedestal height to be investigated.
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In its public meeting of 21 September conducted by videoconference, the Commission
of Fine Arts reviewed a second concept submission for the installation of pedestrian
safety barriers on the William Howard Taft Bridge, carrying Connecticut Avenue above
the Rock Creek valley, Expressing appreciation for the response to ils previous review,
the Commission approved the new Option 3B, providing the following comments for the
development of the design.

The Commission members observed that the range of alternatives in Option 3—
replacing the piers and railings of the bridge in the same design character but increased
to a height of eight feet—would be more harmonious with the bridge’s historic
appearance than the other options, which would add a new barrier system next to the
existing railings. Among the Option 3 alternatives, they recommended the articulated
treatment of Option 3B as the best adaptation of the historic design, and they urged more
development of its details. Where new material is added to replace or extend the
existing concrete piers, they recommended that the new material closely match the
appearance of the existing masonry. They also recommended careful perspectival
studies to understand people’s experience moving along the bridge, and of the views
upward from the Rock Creek and Potomac Parkway, to inform the development of the
barrier system’s horizontal and vertical elements at the increased height, the aesthetic
sense of appropriate proportions, and the views outward from the bridge. Understanding
the complexity of this undertaking on the historic bridge, some Commission members
expressed willingness to further consider Option 2, which would add an eight-foot-tall
wire mesh supported by metal stanchions, for its relative transparency and ease of
maintenance.

The Commission looks forward to further review of this important project. Please
coordinate the next submission with the staff which, as always, is available to assist you.

Sincerely,
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Thomas E. Luebke, FAIA
Secretary
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OPTION 1 (PREVIOUS OPTION 3B) - DESIGN STUDY CATEGORY

Metal Railing
1. Pickets

2. Top Rail

Concrete Pedestal & Pier:

3. Articulated Massing Variations
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EXISTING SIDEWALK SECTIONS — 1995 REHAB
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EXISTING SIDEWALK SECTIONS
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EXISTING METAL RAILING

TGF HANDRAIL

5/16" TAP SCREW (TYR)
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g

1 1/8"X | 1/8" SQUARE BAR

SECTION A-A SET DIAGONALLY

NOT' TO® SCALE

1°X 3' BOTTOM RAIL

11/8"X 1. /87SQUARE BAR

SECTION F-F
NOT TO SCALE.
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EXISTING METAL RAILING

Photos
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1 - PICKET SIZE AND SPACING

Concealed top rail (above)

- n‘ ==
Pickets: 1 1/8” square — Pickets: 1 3/8” sq re
Picket spacing: 4” o.c. 4" 2.4” Picket spacing: 5 1/2” o.c.
Gap between Pickets: 2.4” —-— Gap between Pickets: 3 12"

Picket

_.#Nbte: The Bottom Rail is 3 %" wide,
per structural calculation :

Sidewalk Rendered View Sidewalk Rendered View
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