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CAMPUS CONTEXT1



PARKING NEEDS:
  4,448 (TOTAL MP APPROVED)

- 1,973 (EXISTING GATE 4 GARAGE) 

  2,475 (REMAINING REQUIRED)
TO BE DONE AS MULTIPLE 
PROJECTS, STARTING WITH 
A NEW GATE 7

GOAL:
DEVELOP GATE 7 TO HAVE 
A PARKING GARAGE THAT 
MAXIMIZES AMOUNT 
OF SPACES TO SATISFY 
IMMEDIATE PARKING 
NEEDS
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Historic and visual Resources
the site of the st. Elizabeths West Campus is part of 
the topographic bowl, or ridge of hills that surrounds the 
l’Enfant-planned capital city. dorothea dix and Charles 
nichols chose the site in part because its position above 
the Potomac and Anacostia rivers offered panoramic 
views of the rivers and of Washington, d.C., and the 
Virginia shore. therapeutic philosophy of the time held 
that contemplation of nature could be beneficial to the 
mentally ill. nichols placed the earliest buildings at st.
Elizabeths with regard for the site’s privileged location. 

nichols and subsequent superintendents laid out walks 
and drives and landscaped the campus with an eye toward 
providing calming views of the ornamental, agricultural, 
and wooded lands for patients as part of their therapy. 
subsequent construction, especially the campus-like 
arrangement of the early twentieth-century buildings in 
the southern portion of the site, created other viewsheds 
between and among the buildings. st. Elizabeths’ location 
also resulted in important views of the hospital from 
various points in the region, especially north and west of 
the site.

In many ways, the topographical features exploited by 
the designers of st. Elizabeths remain unchanged. Views 
toward the rivers, Washington, and Virginia can be found 
at numerous locations throughout the campus, and the 
site provides innumerable opportunities for observation of 
natural and ornamental landscapes similar to those dix
and nichols envisioned 150 years ago. the wooded ridge 
on which st. Elizabeths was built can also be seen from 
prominent locations in the city and suburbs. 

the st. Elizabeths Hospital West Campus Cultural 
landscape Report evaluated views from and within the 
site, as well as some views toward the hospital from 
outside the site.  the ClR categorized its contributing 
views as primary, secondary, and tertiary and developed 
the concept of visual zones that encompassed multiple 
views. Preparation for the Master Plan analyzed views 
toward the site in greater detail than did the Cultural 
Landscape Report. This figure, which is a revision of a 
plan in the ClR, illustrates both ClR and Master Plan 
views.

Figure 4.22 – Historic Views diagram
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REGIONAL CONTEXT

CAMPUS

NATURALLY OCCURRING HIGHER ELEVATIONS, INCLUDING RIDGES, 
ESCARPMENTS AND HILLS ENCIRCLE WASHINGTON DC, FORMING 

WHAT’S KNOWN AS THE TOPOGRAPHIC BOWL. 
N.T.S
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4  |  Executive Summary
 September 2020

The DHS Headquarters Consolidation at St. Elizabeths 
Master Plan Amendment 2

Figure 1.2 - St. Elizabeths West Campus Illustrative Site Plan

Master Plan Amendment 2

Illustrative Site Plan
Amendment 2’s strategy is to focus new construction in 
two areas, the plateau and the Sweetgum Lane sites.  

The development on the plateau includes two 
buildings. B1, adjacent to the ravine, is approximately 
630,000 GSF. B2 is approximately 570,000 GSF 
and is located at the south end of the campus. B1 
will include landscape improvements with the goal 
to transform the ravine from being a physical barrier 
into a seam which unites the north and south areas of 
the West Campus. The building and landscape at the 
ravine will functionally and aesthetically integrate new 
construction with adaptively reused, historic structures 
and enhanced and accessible landscapes. The south 
building on the plateau, B2, is intended to provide a 
complementary terminus for the South Lawn. 

The Sweetgum Lane site has been identified for a 
175,000 GSF building, C1, (25,000 GSF above grade, 
and 150,000 GSF below grade) with required functional 
proximity to the Center Building DHS Headquarters and 
the Douglas A. Munro Building.

Beyond these two sites, the goals and the intent of the 
2008 Master Plan remain intact.  
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AMENDMENT 2 (2020)

CURRENT SITE 

(GOOGLE EARTH)
AERIAL PHOTOGRAPH
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CLR RECOMMENDATION:
MAJORITY OF EXISTING WOODLAND COVER IS OF MARGINAL QUALITY DUE TO 

SITE DISTURBANCE. RENEWAL OF WOODLANDS WOULD PROVIDE NATURAL 
COMMUNITIES ON CAMPUS.

SITE EVOLUTION
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EXISTING CONDITIONS - CONSTRAINTS AND BUILDABLE AREA

200’ 400’100’0

SW
EE

TG
UM

 L
AN

E
I-295 GATE 6

EX BLDGS

POINT
CENTER BLDG

BARRY FARM
FUTURE DEVELOPMENT

TRUCK SCREENING

EXISTING STREAM

25 FT DOEE BUFFER

EXISTING WETLAND

VIP ACCESS AND 
CAMPUS DELIVERIES

ELEVATED ROADTURNAROUND

SECURITY FENCE
15 FOOT CLEAR ZONE

SECURITY PATH
WATER LINE

ST ELIZABETHS ROAD S.E.



2 DESIGN DRIVERS



200’ 400’100’0

SW
EE

TG
UM

 L
AN

E

ST ELIZABETHS ROAD S.E.I-295 GATE 6

EX BLDGS

TRUCK SCREENING

POINT CENTER BLDG

BARRY FARM
FUTURE DEVELOPMENT

SITE DESIGN GOALS
MAINTAIN HISTORIC VIEW FROM THE POINT AND CENTER BUILDING TO CITY AND RIVER



SITE DESIGN GOALS
SCREEN VIEW OF GARAGE FROM BARRY FARM, RT. 294, AND THE POINT
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SITE DESIGN GOALS
INCORPORATE STORMWATER MANAGEMENT ELEMENTS INTO THE DESIGN AND MAINTAIN THE EXISTING EPHEMERAL STREAM AND WETLAND
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SITE DESIGN GOALS
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SITE DESIGN GOALS
USE NATIVE AND ADAPTED PLANTINGS AND RESTORE TREE CANOPY HISTORICALLY PRESENT ON CAMPUS 
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BASIC MESIC HARDWOOD FORESTMESIC MIXED HARDWOOD FOREST
Found in low-lying areas with moist, fertile soils, this type 
of forest is the most diverse. Look for large-diameter Tulip 
trees, Sugar maples, Mayapples, and Paw Paws.

The most common type of plant community, sandwiched 
between the most- and least-fertile soils on moderate 
slopes, this forest is made of American Beech, Oak, and 
Tulip trees.

PLANT COMMUNITIES

PIEDMONT PHYSIOGRAPHIC REGION

WASHINGTON, D.C.

PLANTING CONCEPT - REGIONAL CONTEXT



V

V

UPLAND WOODLAND

MEADOW

RAVINE WOODLAND

RIPARIAN EDGE

BASIC MESIC HARDWOOD FOREST - BEECHES, OAKS, BASSWOODS, 
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MIXED MESIC HARDWOOD FOREST - INCLUDES TULIP POPLARS, MAPLES, OAKS, AND HICKORY TREES

VEGETATED SWALE

LANDSCAPE TRANSECT - ECOTONES
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ACER RUBRUM 
RED MAPLE

AMELANCHIER LAEVIS
ALLEGHENY SERVICEBERRY

TAXODIUM DISTICHUM
BALD CYPRESS

NYSSA SYLVATICA
BLACK GUM

CERCIS CANADENSIS
EASTERN REDBUD

CORNUS FLORIDA 
EASTERN DOGWOOD

QUERCUS RUBRUM
RED OAK

CLR

JUNIPERUS VIRGINIANA
EASTERN RED CEDAR

ILEX OPACA
AMERICAN HOLLY

CLR CLRCLR

CLR CLR

HAMAMELIS VIRGINIANA
WITCH HAZEL

MAGNOLIA VIRGINIANA
SWEETBAY MAGNOLIA

CLR

PINUS STROBUS
EASTERN WHITE PINE

PLATANUS OCCIDENTALIS
AMERICAN SYCAMORE

CLR

CLR CLR

TAXODIUM ASCENDENS
POND CYPRESS

ILEX OPACA
AMERICAN HOLLY

CLR

LIRIODENDRON TULIPIFERA
TULIP POPLAR

FAGUS GRANDIFOLIA
AMERICAN BEECH

CARYA CORDIFORMIS
BITTERNUT HICKORY 

TILIA AMERICANA
AMERICAN BASSWOOD

CLR

CLR CLR

PLANTING PALETTE - SELECT TREE SPECIES



ARONIA MELANOCARPA 
BLACK CHOKEBERRY

CALLICARPA AMERICANA
AMERICAN BEAUTYBERRY

SYMPHORICARPOS ALBUS
COMMON WHITE 
SNOWBERRY

ILEX VERTICILLATA
WINTERBERRY HOLLY

CLR

ECHINACEA PURPUREA
CONEFLOWER

HELIOPSIS HELIANTHOIDES
FALSE SUNFLOWER

RUDBECKIA HIRTA
BLACK-EYED SUSAN

PANICUM VIRGATUM
SWITCH GRASS

SCHIZACHYRIUM SCOPARIUM
LITTLE BLUESTEM GRASS

SYMPHYOTRICHUM NOVAE-
ANGLIAE
NEW ENGLAND ASTER

ASCLEPIAS VERTICILLATA
WHORLED MILKWEED

PANICUM VIRGATUM 
‘SHENANDOAH’ RED SWITCHGRASS

ASCLEPIAS EXALTATA
POKE MILKWEED

ASCLEPIAS INCARNATA
SWAMP MILKWEED

*PLANT SPECIES SELECTION WILL BE BASED ON US FOREST SERVICE PUBLICATIONS, THE 2015 NATIONAL STRATEGY TO PROMOTE 
THE HEALTH OF HONEY BEES AND OTHER POLLINATORS, NCPC’S POLLINATOR BEST PRACTICES RESOURCE GUIDE, US DEPARTMENT 
OF AGRICULTURE’S MARYLAND CONSERVATION PLANTING GUIDE, XERCES SOCIETY FOR INVERTEBRATE CONSERVATION (2023), 
NATIVE PLANTS FOR POLLINATORS & BENEFICIAL INSECTS: MID-ATLANTIC AND MONARCH WATCH (2015). PLANTS FOR BUTTERFLY 
AND POLLINATOR GARDENS: NATIVE AND NON-NATIVE PLANTS SUITABLE FOR GARDENS IN THE NORTHEASTERN UNITED STATES 
AND THE CULTURAL LANDSCAPE REPORT FOR ST. ELIZABETHS CAMPUS.
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LENTEN ROSE
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CREEK SEDGE

HEUCHERA AMERICANA
AMERICAN ALUMROOT
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LIATRIS SPICATA
DENSE BLAZING STAR

RAVINE WOODLAND
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SIDEOATS GRAMA

PLANTING PALETTE - SELECT SHRUB AND GROUNDCOVER PLANTINGS
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4 PROPOSED GARAGE 
DESIGN
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��!,��,A
�̂�L̂L���!�W!���̂����
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L̂�!WŴ��̂��
�	���̂,6̂���L�̂,�6�̂�	��!
�̂�6	L!L,�	,̂�!,�̂L��,!6	L̂#� '̂�	�̂#�$'̂6�̂,!,W�̂(�̂%	!,��̂�,�,�L̂&6���̂��)���
�	�!	�̂,��̂�A
�6L�L̂�	�̂!��W���	,!	�̂,��̂�6W!�!�L̂6�̂,�!L̂6
��
̂�̂�
!,!��W��
�6
��	��̂�W���	,̂!	̂,��̂!	�!
!�A�Ŵ��
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HIITS711UUUVUH=IBHRJSBV?RX1TDBS=CB>I=;EY;GI=R>S1232Z13[1\;<=>?YMBCBD;EY;DGH=IBGIJDBY]B;JI=MJEY;?;=>1 Z1[

��
�"-8̀LW-���̀�-�����8̀	
�
���̀����
���8̀�
�̀���-"̀�-���-""�
-�
̀����-�̀��̀�"����-��W"-�����"������̀"���-�̀�
̀��"��W�̀"-���
�̀��̀��-"�������̀̀�����̀�����"��̀�-�
�̀�����"�̀�� W��-�̀��"̀�
������
̀W��
�̀��-̀!W"-�Ẁ��̀���
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23453467̀295:̀;< <=>?@ÀBCDCE=F̀GEHI?JCHJKEC̀MC=KJ?NKF̀GA=?@̀ÒPIC̀QI?JC̀RSKTC
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MAKING FEDERAL ARCHITECTURE BEAUTIFUL AGAIN - EXECUTIVE ORDER

•	 Sec.2 Policy (a) ‘Applicable 
Federal public buildings should 
uplift and beautify public spaces, 
inspire the human spirit, ennoble 
the United States, and command 
respect from the general public.  
They should also be visually 
identifiable as civic buildings 
and, as appropriate, RESPECT 
REGIONAL ARCHITECTURAL 
HERITAGE.”

•	 Sec.2 Definitions 
(g) ‘TRADITIONAL 
ARCHITECTURE includes 
classical architecture, as defined 
herein, and ALSO INCLUDES 
THE HISTORIC HUMANISTIC 
ARCHITECTURE such as 
Gothic, Romanesque, Second 
Empire, Pueblo Revival, 
Spanish Colonial, and other 
Mediterranean styles..”

•	 Sec.2 Policy (b) ‘Great care 
and consideration must be taken 
to choose A DESIGN THAT 
COMMANDS RESPECT FROM 
THE GENERAL PUBLIC 
AND CLEARLY CONVEYS 
TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC 
THE DIGNITY, VIGOR, AND 
STABILITY of America’s system 
of self-government.”

•	 Sec.3 Definitions (c) 
“Classical architecture 
means the architectural 
tradition derived from the 
FORMS, PRINCIPLES, AND 
VOCABULARY OF THE 
ARCHITECTURE OF GREEK 
AND ROMAN ANTIQUITY...
Classical architecture 
encompasses such styles as 
Neoclassical, Georgian, Federal, 
Greek Revival, Beaux-Arts, and 
Art Deco.”

REGIONAL 
HERITAGE

TRADITIONAL 
PRINCIPLES

HUMANISTIC 
ARCHITECTURE

DIGNITY, VIGOR, + 
STABILITY



NATURAL HISTORY MUSEUM, 1911
BEAUX-ARTS

REGIONAL ARCHITECTURE | WASHINGTON DC

TREASURY BUILDING, 1842
NEOCLASSICAL REVIVAL

NATIONAL ARCHIVES BUILDING, 1935
NEOCLASSICAL REVIVAL

CIVIC BUILDINGS

NATIONAL BUILDING MUSEUM, 1887
ITALIAN RENAISSANCE REVIVAL

SMITHSONIAN CASTLE, 1855
ROMANESQUE REVIVAL

YATES FEDERAL BUILDING, 1880
ROMANESQUE REVIVAL



ADMINISTRATION BUILDING, 1903
RENAISSANCE REVIVAL

HISTORIC SITE ARCHITECTURE | ST. ELIZABETHS 
AERIAL LOOKING SOUTH ~1950

EAST CAMPUS

WEST CAMPUS

CENTER BUILDING

THE POINT

SOUTH LAWN

SHOPS BUILDING

HITCHCOCK HALL

POWER HOUSE

ADMIN ROW

72

64

38

73
74

75

NEW GATE 7



HITCHCOCK HALL, 1910
ITALIAN RENAISSANCE REVIVAL

ADMIN. BUILDING 74, 1903
ITALIAN RENAISSANCE REVIVAL

ADMIN. BUILDING 73, 1904
ITALIAN RENAISSANCE REVIVAL

‘L’ BUILDING 64, 1904
ITALIAN RENAISSANCE REVIVAL

ADMIN. BUILDING 75, 1904
ITALIAN RENAISSANCE REVIVAL

CENTER BUILDING, 1855
GOTHIC REVIVAL

HISTORIC SITE ARCHITECTURE | ST. ELIZABETHS 
PLATEAU BUILDINGS



ICE HOUSE, 19XXHAGAN HALL, 1942POWER HOUSE, 1908

HISTORIC SITE ARCHITECTURE | ST. ELIZABETHS 
SUPPORT BUILDINGS

SHOPS BUILDING, 1950PUMPING STATION, 1901



SITE ARCHITECTURE | ST. ELIZABETHS CAMPUS

CENTER BUILDING

POWER HOUSE

GATE 7 GARAGE (OUTLINE)

ADMIN. BUILDING 75HITCHCOCK ADMIN. BUILDING 74



SITE ARCHITECTURE | ST. ELIZABETHS CAMPUS

CENTER BUILDING

POWER HOUSE

GATE 7 GARAGE - ADMIN ROW OVERLAY

ADMIN. BUILDING 75HITCHCOCK ADMIN. BUILDING 74



FACADE DESIGN PRINCIPLES

ORDER

REGIONAL HERITAGE HARMONY + SCALEDIGNITY + VIGOR

PROPORTION

BASE

TOP

MIDDLE

SYMMETRY 

ST. ELIZABETHS RESIDENCES, EAST CAMPUS NATIONAL BUILDING MUSEUM - MONTGOMERY C. MEIGS



ELEVATIONS

01 - WEST ELEVATION 

02 - NORTH ELEVATION 03 - SOUTH ELEVATION 

LEVEL 1

LEVEL 1

PORTION OF BUILDING CONCEALED BEYOND RETAINING WALL 
(SHOWN SCREENED) 

PORTION OF BUILDING CONCEALED BEYOND RETAINING WALL 
(SHOWN SCREENED) 

LEVEL 1

LEVEL 2

LEVEL 2 LEVEL 2

LEVEL 3

LEVEL 3 LEVEL 3

LEVEL 4

LEVEL 4 LEVEL 4

LEVEL 5

LEVEL 5 LEVEL 5

11
’-1

”
TY

P.

45
’-9

”



PROPOSED FACADE DESIGN - ENLARGED ELEVATION + SECTION

EXCAVATE IN 
PHASE 2

VEHICULAR
BARRIER

FRIEZE/ROOF 
PARAPET

FUTURE GREEN ROOF

CORBELED
ARCH

PRIOR CFA 
APPROVED 
HEIGHT 

STRUCTURAL
SPANDREL

RUNNING BOND 
BRICK

VERTICAL STACK 
BOND BRICK

METAL MESH + FRAMING 
(SECURITY REQ)

HORIZONTAL STACK 
BOND BRICK + 
ARTICULATION

SECURITY 
MESH SCREEN



RUNNING BOND 
BRICK

VERTICAL STACK 
BOND BRICK

METAL MESH + FRAMING 
(SECURITY REQ)

HORIZONTAL STACK 
BOND BRICK + 
ARTICULATION

THIN BRICK 
ARCH BEYOND

THIN BRICK 
CLADDING W/ 
RETURNS AT 
CORNERS

PRECAST
CONCRETE

EXTERIORINTERIOR

METAL MESH
SCREEN

METAL 
FRAMING

PROPOSED FACADE DESIGN - ENLARGED ELEVATION + DETAIL SKETCH

24”

12”

12”

 8”  8”  8”



TOTAL GSF
394,000

TOTAL PARKING STALLS 
1,200GROUND LEVEL PLAN

0'

WHEN NO LONGER NEEDED

KEY PLAN

ALE

5'
11

'
21

'

SURFACE LOT

CAR 
ENTRY SHUTTLE LOOP 



SURFACE 
PARKING

01

03

04

05

06
02

200’ 400’100’0

SW
EE

TG
UM

 L
AN

E
I-295

GATE 6

GARAGE

POINT

CENTER BLDG

BARRY FARM
FUTURE DEVELOPMENT

EXISTING TREES

PROPOSED TREES

BIORETENTION

ST ELIZABETHS ROAD S.E.

PERSPECTIVE SITE VIEWS



VIEW 01 - FROM POINT LOOKING WEST



VIEW 02 - FROM SWEETGUM LANE



VIEW 03 - OVER SHUTTLE LOOP LOOKING NORTH 



VIEW 04 - FROM I-295 



VIEW 05 - FROM BARRY FARM LOOKING SOUTH

APPROXIMATE EDGE OF 
FUTURE BARRY FARM 
DEVELOPMENT



VIEW 06 - AERIAL LOOKING TOWARD CAMPUS



VIEWSHEDS ACROSS THE RIVER 

Barry Farm

gate 1

Martin luther King Jr. Ave.

st. Elizabeths East Campus

Congress
Heights

gate 2

View from 
navy yard

View from 
south Capitol Bridge

View from 
Washington 

sailing Marina

Source: “St. Elizabeths Hospital West Campus Cultural Landscape Report” CLR, (2007)

Existing Conditions Analysis | 47the dHs Headquarters Consolidation at
st. Elizabeths Final Master Plan 

Historic and visual Resources
the site of the st. Elizabeths West Campus is part of 
the topographic bowl, or ridge of hills that surrounds the 
l’Enfant-planned capital city. dorothea dix and Charles 
nichols chose the site in part because its position above 
the Potomac and Anacostia rivers offered panoramic 
views of the rivers and of Washington, d.C., and the 
Virginia shore. therapeutic philosophy of the time held 
that contemplation of nature could be beneficial to the 
mentally ill. nichols placed the earliest buildings at st.
Elizabeths with regard for the site’s privileged location. 

nichols and subsequent superintendents laid out walks 
and drives and landscaped the campus with an eye toward 
providing calming views of the ornamental, agricultural, 
and wooded lands for patients as part of their therapy. 
subsequent construction, especially the campus-like 
arrangement of the early twentieth-century buildings in 
the southern portion of the site, created other viewsheds 
between and among the buildings. st. Elizabeths’ location 
also resulted in important views of the hospital from 
various points in the region, especially north and west of 
the site.

In many ways, the topographical features exploited by 
the designers of st. Elizabeths remain unchanged. Views 
toward the rivers, Washington, and Virginia can be found 
at numerous locations throughout the campus, and the 
site provides innumerable opportunities for observation of 
natural and ornamental landscapes similar to those dix
and nichols envisioned 150 years ago. the wooded ridge 
on which st. Elizabeths was built can also be seen from 
prominent locations in the city and suburbs. 

the st. Elizabeths Hospital West Campus Cultural 
landscape Report evaluated views from and within the 
site, as well as some views toward the hospital from 
outside the site.  the ClR categorized its contributing 
views as primary, secondary, and tertiary and developed 
the concept of visual zones that encompassed multiple 
views. Preparation for the Master Plan analyzed views 
toward the site in greater detail than did the Cultural 
Landscape Report. This figure, which is a revision of a 
plan in the ClR, illustrates both ClR and Master Plan 
views.

Figure 4.22 – Historic Views diagram

View from 
Hains Point

lEgEnd

Primary Visual Zones
 secondary Visual Zones
 lost Areas of Visual Zones

Additions to Visual Zones

Primary Vista/Viewshed
 secondary Episodic Vista/Viewshed
 tertiary slot Vista/Viewshed

Views looking towards the site

 local Views looking towards the site

novembeR 10, 2008 – ncpc submission

Barry Farm

gate 1

Martin luther King Jr. Ave.

st. Elizabeths East Campus

Congress
Heights

gate 2

View from 
navy yard

View from 
south Capitol Bridge

View from 
Washington 

sailing Marina

Source: “St. Elizabeths Hospital West Campus Cultural Landscape Report” CLR, (2007)

Existing Conditions Analysis | 47the dHs Headquarters Consolidation at
st. Elizabeths Final Master Plan 

Historic and visual Resources
the site of the st. Elizabeths West Campus is part of 
the topographic bowl, or ridge of hills that surrounds the 
l’Enfant-planned capital city. dorothea dix and Charles 
nichols chose the site in part because its position above 
the Potomac and Anacostia rivers offered panoramic 
views of the rivers and of Washington, d.C., and the 
Virginia shore. therapeutic philosophy of the time held 
that contemplation of nature could be beneficial to the 
mentally ill. nichols placed the earliest buildings at st.
Elizabeths with regard for the site’s privileged location. 

nichols and subsequent superintendents laid out walks 
and drives and landscaped the campus with an eye toward 
providing calming views of the ornamental, agricultural, 
and wooded lands for patients as part of their therapy. 
subsequent construction, especially the campus-like 
arrangement of the early twentieth-century buildings in 
the southern portion of the site, created other viewsheds 
between and among the buildings. st. Elizabeths’ location 
also resulted in important views of the hospital from 
various points in the region, especially north and west of 
the site.

In many ways, the topographical features exploited by 
the designers of st. Elizabeths remain unchanged. Views 
toward the rivers, Washington, and Virginia can be found 
at numerous locations throughout the campus, and the 
site provides innumerable opportunities for observation of 
natural and ornamental landscapes similar to those dix
and nichols envisioned 150 years ago. the wooded ridge 
on which st. Elizabeths was built can also be seen from 
prominent locations in the city and suburbs. 

the st. Elizabeths Hospital West Campus Cultural 
landscape Report evaluated views from and within the 
site, as well as some views toward the hospital from 
outside the site.  the ClR categorized its contributing 
views as primary, secondary, and tertiary and developed 
the concept of visual zones that encompassed multiple 
views. Preparation for the Master Plan analyzed views 
toward the site in greater detail than did the Cultural 
Landscape Report. This figure, which is a revision of a 
plan in the ClR, illustrates both ClR and Master Plan 
views.

Figure 4.22 – Historic Views diagram

View from 
Hains Point

lEgEnd

Primary Visual Zones
 secondary Visual Zones
 lost Areas of Visual Zones

Additions to Visual Zones

Primary Vista/Viewshed
 secondary Episodic Vista/Viewshed
 tertiary slot Vista/Viewshed

Views looking towards the site

 local Views looking towards the site

novembeR 10, 2008 – ncpc submission

**STREET VIEW FROM DECEMBER 2022

CENTER BUILDING SMOKE STACKS

COAST GUARD BUILDING

GENERATOR AND PUMP HOUSEGATE 6
GARAGE

VIEW FROM FREDERICK DOUGLASS MEMORIAL BRIDGE **STREET VIEW FROM DECEMBER 2022

GATE 7 



VIEWSHEDS ACROSS THE RIVER 

VIEW FROM HAINS POINT **STREET VIEW FROM FEBRUARY 2020

COAST GUARD
BUILDINGCENTER BUILDING SMOKE STACKSGATE 6 GARAGE 

(BEYOND)

**STREET VIEW FROM FEBRUARY 2020

GATE 7 GARAGE

Barry Farm

gate 1

Martin luther King Jr. Ave.

st. Elizabeths East Campus

Congress
Heights

gate 2

View from 
navy yard

View from 
south Capitol Bridge

View from 
Washington 

sailing Marina

Source: “St. Elizabeths Hospital West Campus Cultural Landscape Report” CLR, (2007)
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Historic and visual Resources
the site of the st. Elizabeths West Campus is part of 
the topographic bowl, or ridge of hills that surrounds the 
l’Enfant-planned capital city. dorothea dix and Charles 
nichols chose the site in part because its position above 
the Potomac and Anacostia rivers offered panoramic 
views of the rivers and of Washington, d.C., and the 
Virginia shore. therapeutic philosophy of the time held 
that contemplation of nature could be beneficial to the 
mentally ill. nichols placed the earliest buildings at st.
Elizabeths with regard for the site’s privileged location. 

nichols and subsequent superintendents laid out walks 
and drives and landscaped the campus with an eye toward 
providing calming views of the ornamental, agricultural, 
and wooded lands for patients as part of their therapy. 
subsequent construction, especially the campus-like 
arrangement of the early twentieth-century buildings in 
the southern portion of the site, created other viewsheds 
between and among the buildings. st. Elizabeths’ location 
also resulted in important views of the hospital from 
various points in the region, especially north and west of 
the site.

In many ways, the topographical features exploited by 
the designers of st. Elizabeths remain unchanged. Views 
toward the rivers, Washington, and Virginia can be found 
at numerous locations throughout the campus, and the 
site provides innumerable opportunities for observation of 
natural and ornamental landscapes similar to those dix
and nichols envisioned 150 years ago. the wooded ridge 
on which st. Elizabeths was built can also be seen from 
prominent locations in the city and suburbs. 

the st. Elizabeths Hospital West Campus Cultural 
landscape Report evaluated views from and within the 
site, as well as some views toward the hospital from 
outside the site.  the ClR categorized its contributing 
views as primary, secondary, and tertiary and developed 
the concept of visual zones that encompassed multiple 
views. Preparation for the Master Plan analyzed views 
toward the site in greater detail than did the Cultural 
Landscape Report. This figure, which is a revision of a 
plan in the ClR, illustrates both ClR and Master Plan 
views.

Figure 4.22 – Historic Views diagram

View from 
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Source: “St. Elizabeths Hospital West Campus Cultural Landscape Report” CLR, (2007)
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Historic and visual Resources
the site of the st. Elizabeths West Campus is part of 
the topographic bowl, or ridge of hills that surrounds the 
l’Enfant-planned capital city. dorothea dix and Charles 
nichols chose the site in part because its position above 
the Potomac and Anacostia rivers offered panoramic 
views of the rivers and of Washington, d.C., and the 
Virginia shore. therapeutic philosophy of the time held 
that contemplation of nature could be beneficial to the 
mentally ill. nichols placed the earliest buildings at st.
Elizabeths with regard for the site’s privileged location. 

nichols and subsequent superintendents laid out walks 
and drives and landscaped the campus with an eye toward 
providing calming views of the ornamental, agricultural, 
and wooded lands for patients as part of their therapy. 
subsequent construction, especially the campus-like 
arrangement of the early twentieth-century buildings in 
the southern portion of the site, created other viewsheds 
between and among the buildings. st. Elizabeths’ location 
also resulted in important views of the hospital from 
various points in the region, especially north and west of 
the site.

In many ways, the topographical features exploited by 
the designers of st. Elizabeths remain unchanged. Views 
toward the rivers, Washington, and Virginia can be found 
at numerous locations throughout the campus, and the 
site provides innumerable opportunities for observation of 
natural and ornamental landscapes similar to those dix
and nichols envisioned 150 years ago. the wooded ridge 
on which st. Elizabeths was built can also be seen from 
prominent locations in the city and suburbs. 

the st. Elizabeths Hospital West Campus Cultural 
landscape Report evaluated views from and within the 
site, as well as some views toward the hospital from 
outside the site.  the ClR categorized its contributing 
views as primary, secondary, and tertiary and developed 
the concept of visual zones that encompassed multiple 
views. Preparation for the Master Plan analyzed views 
toward the site in greater detail than did the Cultural 
Landscape Report. This figure, which is a revision of a 
plan in the ClR, illustrates both ClR and Master Plan 
views.

Figure 4.22 – Historic Views diagram
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VIEWSHEDS ACROSS THE RIVER  

VIEW FROM ANACOSTIA RIVER **STREET VIEW FROM SEPTEMBER 2014

GATE 7 GARAGE

CENTER BUILDING

SMOKE STACKS COAST GUARD BUILDING
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Historic and visual Resources
the site of the st. Elizabeths West Campus is part of 
the topographic bowl, or ridge of hills that surrounds the 
l’Enfant-planned capital city. dorothea dix and Charles 
nichols chose the site in part because its position above 
the Potomac and Anacostia rivers offered panoramic 
views of the rivers and of Washington, d.C., and the 
Virginia shore. therapeutic philosophy of the time held 
that contemplation of nature could be beneficial to the 
mentally ill. nichols placed the earliest buildings at st.
Elizabeths with regard for the site’s privileged location. 

nichols and subsequent superintendents laid out walks 
and drives and landscaped the campus with an eye toward 
providing calming views of the ornamental, agricultural, 
and wooded lands for patients as part of their therapy. 
subsequent construction, especially the campus-like 
arrangement of the early twentieth-century buildings in 
the southern portion of the site, created other viewsheds 
between and among the buildings. st. Elizabeths’ location 
also resulted in important views of the hospital from 
various points in the region, especially north and west of 
the site.

In many ways, the topographical features exploited by 
the designers of st. Elizabeths remain unchanged. Views 
toward the rivers, Washington, and Virginia can be found 
at numerous locations throughout the campus, and the 
site provides innumerable opportunities for observation of 
natural and ornamental landscapes similar to those dix
and nichols envisioned 150 years ago. the wooded ridge 
on which st. Elizabeths was built can also be seen from 
prominent locations in the city and suburbs. 

the st. Elizabeths Hospital West Campus Cultural 
landscape Report evaluated views from and within the 
site, as well as some views toward the hospital from 
outside the site.  the ClR categorized its contributing 
views as primary, secondary, and tertiary and developed 
the concept of visual zones that encompassed multiple 
views. Preparation for the Master Plan analyzed views 
toward the site in greater detail than did the Cultural 
Landscape Report. This figure, which is a revision of a 
plan in the ClR, illustrates both ClR and Master Plan 
views.

Figure 4.22 – Historic Views diagram
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