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PURPOSE 

 

The purpose of the Campus Heritage Preservation Plan is to guide the decision-making 

process in the management of the physical assets of the Sunken Garden campus at the 

College of William and Mary. Designed by Charles M. Robinson and Charles F. Gillette 

as an extension of the colonial campus, the Sunken Garden campus endures as a fine 

representation of the fashions and trends prominent in American architecture and social 

movements at the beginning of the twentieth century.  

 

While the Sunken Garden campus is respected and valued by the College, decades of 

service and use have begun to show their effects on the site. As with many historic sites, 

especially those in constant use, renovations, incremental changes and routine 

maintenance in combination with the natural aging and deterioration of materials have 

begun to show their signs. 

 

This Campus Heritage Preservation Plan represents the first comprehensive study of the 

Sunken Garden campus at the College of William and Mary. In the past, individual 

buildings have been assessed in response to a certain need or issue, but the campus has 

never been studied in relation to its original design. Among the first steps taken was to 

assemble and organize all known documents pertaining to the design and construction of 

the campus. Archives at the College of William and Mary, Library of Virginia and 

Boynton Rothschild Rowland Architects were utilized to acquire drawings, photographs 

and correspondence. These documents provided the foundation for understanding the 

history and development of the site.  

 

Each building has been individually surveyed and evaluated. The information gathered 

through the research, field surveys and synthesis of data has been organized into 

individual building reports that form the core of this document. Each report is a succinct 

reference providing ready access to information concerning a particular building. 

 

Preservation Guidelines have been included to assist in improving the care and treatment 

of the campus. These guidelines address administrative, maintenance and adaptive reuse 

issues that have a direct effect on the long-term conservation of the campus.  

 

It is expected that this master plan represents only the first step of a much larger 

initiative. The information contained within is intended to serve as a starting point for 

future research and planning. This preservation plan should be understood as an ñopen 

documentò to be added to and revised through time as new information is revealed.  
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METHODOLOGY  

 

This master plan has been developed over a four-year period beginning in September 

2004. The project was funded by a grant from the J. Paul Getty Foundation, administered 

through the Campus Heritage Initiative. The architectural analysis and investigation were 

conducted by Jeffrey Baker and Eric Gradoia of Mesick Cohen Wilson Baker Architects 

(MCWB Architects), Albany, New York.  

 

The architectural component of this project began with an initial site visit to the College 

of William and Mary in May 2006, with three follow-up site visits in June, August and 

October 2006. The buildings and landscape were surveyed during these visits along with 

supplemental research conducted at the Special Collections Research Center in Earl 

Gregg Swem Library. Louise Lambert Kale, Executive Director of the Historic Campus, 

made accessible all available archival documentation for review, including transcribed 

correspondence, historic photographs, drawings, etc. Student interns working under Ms. 

Kale provided the architects with dossiers for each of the buildings of the Sunken Garden 

campus. The dossiers contained original and current drawings of the buildings, historic 

photographs, and a summary of changes that have occurred to the building. These 

abstracts proved to be valuable reference tools during the evaluation of the buildings. 

 

The surveys consisted of non-destructive inspections of the exterior and interior building 

fabric. All accessible areas were inspected; those areas which were inaccessible at the 

time of the inspections are noted as such. The survey process included written recordation 

of the existing fabric and digital photographs of representative features and conditions. 
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ARCHITECTURAL SIGNIF ICANCE  

 

In the early 1920s, several significant events converged in the mutual history of 

Williamsburg and the College of William and Mary. College President J.A.C. Chandler 

announced a fundraising campaign for endowment and campus expansion, hired the 

Reverend W.A.R. Goodwin as director of the campaign, and engaged Richmond 

architects Charles M. Robinson and Charles F. Gillette to design the campus expansion 

located immediately to the west of the Collegeôs colonial campus. At about the same 

time, Goodwin persuaded John D. Rockefeller, Jr., to undertake the restoration of the 

colonial town. The simultaneous restoration of the colonial town and the College, the 

design and construction of a new campus for William and Mary, and the development of 

nearby residential neighborhoods all bear witness to an important period in the history of 

the preservation movement in the United States, and each illustrates a unique local 

expression of the Colonial Revival movement. 

 

Robinsonôs and Gilletteôs vigorously ordered Beaux-Arts campus plan is arranged around 

a terraced green space known as the Sunken Garden. The campus was completed to an 

unusual degree: 11 of the 12 buildings included in the original plan were constructed 

between 1921 and 1935, all but one of them under the supervision of Robinson and his 

associate and successor, J. Binford Walford. The campus is the epitome of the University 

Beautiful, employing continental classical design principles expressed through a 

distinctly American Colonial Revival vocabulary. While the site has changed through the 

decades, it still retains its essential character and remains an exceptionally rich and intact 

testament to the original designers and their time. 

 

The Robinson/Gillette campus plan reinterpreted the enclosed courtyards of English 

colleges and extended west the axis established by the Sir Christopher Wren Building, its 

two flankers, and the Duke of Gloucester Street. The plan capitalized on the fact that the 

Wren Building, originally designed as a closed quadrangle with a center courtyard, had 

been left a three-sided quadrangle, open to the west. Located on 35 acres immediately 

behind the Wren Building, the new campus was visually connected to the 18
th
-century 

one and to the town by the Sunken Garden. 

 

Designed at a time when Sir Christopher Wren was being celebrated as the architect of 

the Collegeôs first building, the Sunken Garden was inspired by the Thames-side lawn at 

Wrenôs Chelsea Hospital in London. Beaux-Arts symmetry is incorporated throughout 

the landscape and architecture at all levels, from the layout of the original plantings and 

paths to the placement of the buildings. Spatially the campus is organized into a hierarchy 

of areas with the most formal, the Sunken Garden and academic buildings, at the center 

of the landscape, and those of lesser importance such as dormitories and private gardens 

relegated to the outer perimeter of the plan. 

 

The resulting campus plan illustrates the critical American transition from court to 

campus, and has considerable historic significance when viewed in the context of the 

Collegeôs history, the restoration of Colonial Williamsburg in the 1920s and ô30s, the 
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evolution of the Colonial Revival in the United States, and the development of American 

university campus design in the early 20
th
 century. 

 

Robinsonôs buildings are the result of the artful merging of Beaux-Arts design with 

American architectural traditions. While traditional Beaux-Arts design preferred the Neo-

Classical, the context of the campus (locally, regionally and nationally) favored an 

overtly American form. Robinsonôs designs rested on ñdue consideration for the 

principles [of] color, texture, proportion and balanceò found in the Collegeôs colonial 

architecture. The architecture of the new campus thus combined a more regionally 

familiar Georgian Revival vocabulary with Neo-Classical elements. 

 

The buildings take a strong cue from the local colonial architecture, employing a range of 

red brick set in Flemish bond, jack and round arches at window openings, symmetrical 

facades and bold architrave cornices along the gable and roof lines. While subtly varying 

in details, the buildings share many common characteristics including massing, height, 

uniform cornice lines and water tables which visually tie them together and contribute to 

the harmony of the site. 

 

The significance of the Robinson/Gillette campus lies not in any one single piece of the 

plan, but rather in the sum of the parts. The architecture, landscape and spaces in-between 

combine to form a unique settingða setting distinctive to the College of William and 

Mary and one representative of the College during the first half of the twentieth century.  
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GUIDELINES FOR THE P RESERVATION OF THE SUNKEN GARDEN 

CAMPUS 

 

The purpose of the Campus Heritage Preservation Plan is to guide the decision-making 

process in the management of the physical assets of the Robinson/Gillette campus. The 

essence of these guidelines is rooted in modern preservation practices which advocate a 

disciplined approach to work on historic resources. As stewards of the campus, the 

administration, faculty, and staff of the College of William and Mary have a 

responsibility to protect the Robinson/Gillette campus so this and future generations may 

continue to experience the unique architectural qualities of the site.  

 

Stewardship of the Robinson/Gillette campus comes with a number of considerable 

challenges, foremost being the need to preserve the unique architectural qualities of the 

site while also responding to changing programmatic, access, and sustainability demands. 

Unlike museums, where buildings often exist as static objects, a college campus is a 

dynamic site, serving as both a learning institution and ñcommunityò for students and 

faculty. Improvements above and beyond routine maintenance are therefore necessary to 

maintain a modern learning and living environment. While change is inevitable, it does 

not necessarily follow that change must adversely impact its surroundings. Change within 

historic contexts can be successful; however, achieving this requires careful planning and 

consideration. 

 

The guidelines in the Campus Heritage Preservation Plan are based on the fundamental 

philosophies of conservation, restoration and rehabilitation. The goal of the guidelines is 

to preserve and protect the character-defining features of the historic buildings and 

campus plan. It is those features which give the Robinson/Gillette campus a distinct sense 

of place and time. The guidelines are designed to protect those essential qualities and the 

historical integrity of the campus and to promote the goal of historic preservation while 

accommodating the needs of a modern college. 

 

The Secretary of the Interiorôs Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties with 

Guidelines for Preserving, Rehabilitating, Restoring and Reconstructing Historic 

Buildings (by Kay D. Weeks and Anne E. Grimmer, published by the U.S. Department of 

the Interior in 1995) and the Secretary of the Interiorôs Standards for the Treatment of 

Historic Properties with Guidelines for the Treatment of Cultural Landscapes (edited by 

Charles A. Birnbaum with Christine Capella Peters published by the U.S. Department of 

the Interior in 1996) have been consulted and modified to relate specifically to the 

Robinson/Gillette campus landscape and buildings.  

 

The guidelines presented by the Department of the Interior recognize that historic 

materials and architectural details have proven records for durability and compatibility, 

and that routine maintenance avoids costly repairs. The careful consideration of 

materials, finishes, proportions, and design elements consistent with the style of a 

structure will maintain or add value to the property and enhance its character. 

Inappropriate replacement materials detract from the character of the buildings and 

landscapes. If new materials are incorporated, care must be taken to assure that their 



College of William and Mary  

Campus Heritage Preservation Plan 

 

 6 

physical properties do not conflict with the surrounding historic materials. If materials are 

improperly applied, the installation may cause or accelerate physical deterioration of the 

historic fabric. 

 

Prior to the onset of any work that will affect the exterior of a building or the campus 

plan, proposed projects should be clearly defined and evaluated to ensure the 

appropriateness of the work. Contemporary and archival information must guide the 

decision-making process and ensure that responsible decisions are made. In many 

instances, new information must be acquired to answer questions that arise as part of the 

planning process.  

 

The process of conservation work often begins with research to gain an accurate 

understanding of the resource prior to any interventions. The research of buildings and 

landscapes includes both the traditional practice of gathering archival documents 

(drawings, specifications, photographs, correspondence, etc.) and the more specialized 

process of building archaeology. The modern practice of building archaeology weaves 

together the careful analysis of a buildingôs existing fabric with archival research in order 

to develop a chronology illustrating the phased development of a buildingôs history.  

 

The ultimate goal of the guidelines is to help ensure the long-term preservation of the 

Robinson/Gillette campus by establishing standards and practices which safeguard the 

essential character-defining features of the site. Conservation practices protect the 

essential qualities of the resource while at the same time repairing deterioration and/or 

failures. Unlike new construction which centers around an original idea and modern 

materials, conservation projects involve treating existing construction in a manner that 

respects the original design and construction and in some instances later additions and/or 

alterations which have gained significance through time.  

 

Note: The guidelines which follow have been developed to guide the maintenance and 

preservation of the exteriors of the buildings in the Sunken Garden Precinct. While 

treatment of interior features does not fall within the scope of this document, stewards of 

the Sunken Garden Precinct are encouraged to continue their current sensitive approach 

to the preservation of significant interior features. 
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General Guidelines 

 

· The College of William and Mary acknowledges the significance and importance of 

the Robinson/Gillette campus in relation to its greater goals. 

 

· Proper stewardship of the campus cannot be accomplished without respect for the 

site. Efforts must be made to establish and foster a sense of pride and appreciation for 

the Robinson/Gillette campus at all levels of affiliation. 

 

· The importance of the Robinson/Gillette campus lies not just in the physical 

appearance of the site but also in the parts of the whole. Just as the individual 

buildings and landscape together create the campus, there should be a respect for the 

individual materials that form the buildings and landscapes.  

 

· Preservation is a continuing process, not a treatment. It is essential for the long-term 

protection of the Robinson/Gillette campus that it be sensitively maintained on a 

permanent basis. Considerations in accomplishing this goal include funding, planning 

and implementation of facilities projects in the Sunken Garden precinct.  

 

· The impact of incremental change to building exteriors should be evaluated before 

any facilities project is undertaken. This evaluation should consider the impact on the 

greater whole of the removal of historic fabric from the exterior of a building, no 

matter how minor or insignificant.  

 

· Coordination and communication between all parties involved in the design process 

should begin at the earliest stages of development in work impacting, directly or 

indirectly, the exteriors of the buildings of the Robinson/Gillette campus. 

 

· Repair and renovation work affecting the Robinson/Gillette campus should be 

carefully planned and studied prior to execution.  

 

· Future planning shall recognize the need to retain the visual qualities of the spaces 

created by the buildings and landscape so as to retain the atmosphere created by the 

sum of these parts. 

 

· The reuse of buildings should not negatively impact their original design, nor should 

additions to the grounds negatively impact the original Robinson/Gillette campus 

plan. By the same token, previous alterations and changes unrelated to the historic 

significance of the site should be removed when the opportunity arises and assets 

allow. 
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Administrative 

 

This Campus Heritage Plan has been endorsed and adopted by the Board of Visitors of 

the College of William and Mary.  

 

· The College of William and Mary Design Review Board shall be responsible for 

implementing and administering all preservation guidelines as they affect the 

Robinson/Gillette campus. 

  

· The Associate Vice President for Facilities Management will be responsible for 

forwarding to the DRB appropriate maintenance issues that impact the exterior of the 

buildings of the Robinson/Gillette campus. All Capital and Maintenance Reserve 

projects that affect the exterior of these buildings will be referred to the Design 

Review Board by the Associate Vice President for Facilities Management. 

 

· The extensive research and recording of the Robinson/Gillette campus begun with 

this project will be continued. Building assessment studies should be consulted prior 

to renovation or repair work, with additional assessment performed as required. 

Building assessment studies should incorporate destructive and non-destructive 

analysis of the building fabric when deemed necessary by the Associate Vice 

President for Facilities Management.  

 

· A permanent collection of records and information chronicling the development and 

evolution of the Robinson/Gillette campus will be established and maintained by the 

Executive Director of the Historic Campus. 
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Care and Maintenance  

 

Proper maintenance of the exterior of the buildings is fundamental to the long-term care 

and conservation of the Robinson/Gillette campus. In the on-going process of 

maintenance, the most appropriate action is the one which achieves the desired goal with 

the least impact on the historic resource. The materials used in the repair of historic 

buildings and landscapes should, whenever possible, meet or exceed the quality of those 

used in the original construction.  

 

· Conservation of historic buildings and landscape features shall become an active and 

integral part of repair, maintenance and planning. 

 

· Original fabric and character-defining features should be retained to the greatest 

extent possible. 

 

· The use of traditional construction practices and materials, those contemporary with 

the original period of construction, is the desired means of maintenance and should be 

carefully considered during the design phase of any maintenance or repair project. 

 

· The least intrusive methods of stabilization and repair should be employed when 

dealing with historic fabric and assemblies. 

 

· Photographic and written documentation of facilities projects should be incorporated 

into all phases of work conducted on historic buildings and landscapes. 

 

· Specialists may be needed in certain circumstances when assessing, planning or 

executing repairs on historic resources. 

 

· The repair and reintroduction of original elements and assemblies should be executed 

faithfully, without reproducing original failures or shortcomings. 

 

· When necessary, the college should engage skilled tradespeople who are 

knowledgeable in period materials and construction practices and are capable of 

performing maintenance and repairs to a degree equal to that required in the original 

construction. 

 

· New materials employed in the repair of historic buildings should meet or exceed the 

quality, performance and characteristics of those materials used in the original 

construction. 

 

· Substitute materials should be utilized on building exteriors only when they do not 

sacrifice or damage original fabric.  

 

· Completed work products should visually match work from the resourceôs period of 
significance. 
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·  A primary goal of all work performed on the buildings and site within the historic 

precinct is the preservation of as much historic fabric as possible. Contractors, 

mechanics and consultants performing work on buildings within the historic precinct 

must make special efforts to accomplish this goal.  

 

· Construction documents for all repair and renovation projects must include a specific 

protocol for protection of historic fabric during the project.  

 

¶ Contractors must request and obtain approval from the University where work 

beyond that identified within a project scope will affect historic fabric. Where  

damage to historic fabric occurs during construction, those materials and/or elements 

should meet or exceed the quality, performance and characteristics of those materials 

used in the original construction.  



College of William and Mary  

Campus Heritage Preservation Plan 

 

 11 

Adaptive Use of Buildings 

 

The College of William and Mary is constantly evolving, and change is inevitable. This 

change should be managed to guard against unnecessary damage to the Robinson/Gillette 

campus. Improvements and alterations to historic resources should produce minimal 

impact to the integrity of the building and/or campus plan while at the same time 

extending the life and use of the resource. 

 

Improvements to existing buildings should respect the existing architecture while 

contributing in their own right. The quality of improvements to existing structures should 

be commensurate in regards to design, execution and quality to that of historic buildings. 

The design and execution of improvements should exhibit a degree of quality worthy of 

the next generationôs historic resources.  

 

· Proposed changes should be evaluated against the building or landscapesô 

significance to identify what impact alterations may have on the integrity of the 

resource, and modifications to project plans may be necessary to avoid altering or 

damaging the significance and character of the building or landscape.  

 

· Respect for the original design intent, features and elements should be considered in 

the planning, design and implementation of the reuse of a building. Ideally the use of 

buildings should be compatible with their original function and/or plan.  

 

· New programs introduced into historic structures should be sympathetic to the fabric 

of the buildings and their associated landscapes. 

 

· Efforts should be made to ensure that the installation and/or replacement of systems 

will not adversely affect the integrity of buildings and landscape features. 

 

· Alterations to buildings to accommodate temporary uses and occupancy should be 

reversible. Permanent improvements to accommodate changes in use should be 

executed to a degree of quality equal to or exceeding that of the original construction. 

 

· During subsequent capital projects, past alterations that detract from the integrity of a 

historic resource should be reversed when circumstances and resources allow. Efforts 

should be made to reinstate conditions associated with the period of significance for 

the building.  

 

· The design, materials, assemblies and execution of improvements should be 

commensurate to that used on historic buildings and landscape features. 

Improvements to existing buildings should adapt harmoniously to their surroundings; 

they should utilize comparable scale, massing, materials and details as established by 

the existing buildings.  
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CHARACTER DEFINING FEATURES  

Barrett Hall  

Á Tripartite plan with center frontispiece flanked by angled dormitory wings 

Á Horizontal massing  

Á Bilateral symmetry of elevations  

Á Molded brick watertable 

Á State roofing 

Á Brick string course between second and third floors 

Á North porch with projecting, center semi-circular, classical portico 

Á Gambrel roof and wood dormers with sash windows 

Á South Porte-Cochère  

Á Wood frame octagon cupola with copper ogee roof. The cupola terminates with a 

copper weather vane. Wood frame base in the classical style supports the cupola.  

Á East cloisters between Barrett and Jefferson Hall 

Á False chimneys  

Á West porch 

Á Wood frame 8/8 true divided-light windows; Wood window sills. Palladian window 

in south pavilion. 

Á Molded wood cornices  

Á Flat arch window openings  

Á Copper leaders  

Á Limestone bas relief in north and south pediment tympanums  

Á Flemish-bond brick with glazed headers 

Á Iron balustrades above north and south entries 

 

Blair Hall  

Á H ï shaped footprint and massing of the building 

Á Horizontal massing  

Á Bilateral symmetry of elevations  

Á Slate roofing 

Á Paired brick chimneys 

Á Gable roof dormers. Windows in dormers have half round upper sash with 

pointed arch tracery. Cheeks are sided with slate. 

Á Wood architrave-cornice at eaves, raking eaves  

Á Limestone cartouches in tympanum of pediments 

Á Flat and round arches over window openings. Brick arches with limestone key 

stones and imposts 

Á Ox-eye windows in tympanums 

Á Masonry openings of windows (windows themselves have been replaced) 

Á Classical door surrounds at entries with granite steps 

Á Copper corrugated box gutters 

Á Flemish-bond brick with glazed headers. Grapevine joints. 

Á Molded brick watertable 

Á Brick belt course between first and second floor and second and third floor 

Á Wood frame, divided-light, paneled doors 
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Blow Memorial Hall  

Á H ï shaped footprint and massing of the building 

Á Bilateral symmetry of elevations  

Á Slate roofing 

Á Cupola 

Á Wood architrave-cornice at eaves, raking eaves  

Á Flat arches with keystones over window openings 

Á Brick water table 

Á Wood frame true divided-light windows 

Á Ox-eye windows in ends of gables 

Á Paired brick chimneys at gable ends 

Á Flemish-bond brick with glazed headers. Grapevine joints. 

Á Classical door surrounds at entries 

Á Wood frame, paneled doors with transom lights above 

Á Stone stairs to entries 

Á Brick and stone staircase to the south entry 

Á Wood frame, paneled doors with transom lights above 

 

Chandler Hall  

Á Rectangular form 

Á Horizontal massing  

Á Molded brick watertable 

Á Bilateral symmetry of elevations  

Á Gable roof and dormers 

Á Slate roof 

Á Paired brick chimneys at gable ends 

Á Wood architrave-cornice at eaves and pediments  

Á Cast stone cartouches in tympanum of pediments 

Á Ox-eye windows in tympanums 

Á Wood frame true divided-light windows 

Á Classical door surrounds at entries 

Á Flemish-bond brick with glazed headers. Grapevine joints. 

Á Brick belt course between second and third floor 

Á Wood frame, paneled doors with transom lights above 

 

Ewell Hall 

Á Horizontal massing  

Á T-shaped footprint of the early building 

Á North façade of early building including single story wings.  

Á Three part arcade on north façade 

Á Slate roof 

Á Brick chimneys 

Á Wood architrave-cornice at eaves and pediments  

Á Classical door surrounds at entries 

Á Wood frame true divided-light windows; Stone and wood window sills 

Á Paneled wood doors 
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Á Flemish-bond brick with glazed headers. Grapevine joints. 

Á Wood frame, paneled doors with transom lights above 

 

Jefferson Hall 

Á Rectangular form 

Á Molded brick watertable 

Á Horizontal massing  

Á Brick string course between second and third floors 

Á Bilateral symmetry of elevations  

Á North and south door surrounds with leaded glass fan and transom lights  

Á Gambrel roof and wood dormers  

Á Granite steps 

Á False chimneys  

Á East porch and west arcade  

Á State roofing 

Á Wood frame true divided-light windows; Stone and wood window sills 

Á Molded wood cornices  

Á Round and flat arch window openings; Round arches have limestone springers and 

keystones.  

Á Copper leaders  

Á Limestone cartouches in north and south pediments 

Á Flemish-bond brick with glazed headers 

Á Iron balustrades above north and south entries 

 

Landrum Hall  

Á Rectangular form 

Á Horizontal massing  

Á Molded brick watertable 

Á Bilateral symmetry of elevations  

Á Gable roof and dormers 

Á Slate roof 

Á Paired brick chimneys at gable ends 

Á Wood architrave-cornice at eaves and pediments  

Á Cast stone cartouches in tympanum of pediments 

Á Ox-eye windows in tympanums 

Á Wood frame true divided-light windows 

Á Classical door surrounds at entries 

Á Flemish-bond brick with glazed headers. Grapevine joints. 

Á Brick belt course between second and third floor 

Á Wood frame, paneled doors with transom lights above 

 

Monroe Hall 

Á Rectangular form 

Á Molded brick watertable 

Á Horizontal massing  

Á Brick string course between second and third floors 
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Á Bilateral symmetry of elevations  

Á North and south door surrounds with leaded glass fan and transom lights  

Á Gambrel roof and wood dormers  

Á Granite steps 

Á False chimneys  

Á East porch and west arcade  

Á State roofing 

Á Wood frame true divided-light windows; Stone and wood window sills 

Á Molded wood cornices  

Á Round and flat arch window openings; Round arches have limestone springers and 

keystones.  

Á Copper leaders  

Á Limestone cartouches in north and south pediments 

Á Flemish-bond brick with glazed headers 

 

Old Dominion Hall  

Á Rectangular form 

Á Molded brick watertable 

Á Horizontal massing  

Á Brick string course between second and third floors 

Á Bilateral symmetry of elevations  

Á North and south door surrounds with leaded glass fan and transom lights  

Á Gambrel roof and wood dormers  

Á Granite steps 

Á False chimneys  

Á East porch and west arcade  

Á State roofing 

Á Wood frame true divided-light windows; Stone and wood window sills 

Á Molded wood cornices  

Á Round and flat arch window openings; Round arches have limestone springers and 

keystones.  

Á Copper leaders  

Á Limestone cartouches in north and south pediments 

Á Flemish-bond brick with glazed headers 

 

Tucker Hall  

Á Footprint and massing of the building 

Á Granite steps 

Á Symmetrical organization of elevations  

Á East porch and west arcade  

Á State roofs with copper dormers 

Á Wood frame true divided-light windows; Stone and wood window sills 

Á Wood cornices 

Á Round and flat arch window openings; Round arches have limestone springers and 

keystones.  

Á Copper leaders 
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Á Limestone cartouches in north and south pediments 

Á Flemish-bond brick with glazed headers 

Á Iron balustrades above north and south entries 

Á Molded brick watertable 

Á Brick string course between second and third floors 

Á North and south door surrounds with leaded glass fan and transom lights 

 

Tyler Hall  

Á Hïshaped footprint and massing of the building 

Á Horizontal massing  

Á Bilateral symmetry of elevations  

Á Slate roofing 

Á Paired brick chimneys 

Á Gable roof dormers. Windows in dormers have half round upper sash with 

pointed arch tracery. Cheeks are sided with slate. 

Á Wood architrave-cornice at eaves and pediments  

Á Limestone cartouches in tympanum of pediments 

Á Flat and round arches over window openings. Brick arches with limestone key 

stones and imposts 

Á Ox-eye windows in tympanums 

Á Dimension and shape of masonry openings of windows (windows themselves 

have been replaced) 

Á Classical door surrounds at entries with granite steps 

Á Copper corrugated box gutters 

Á Flemish-bond brick with glazed headers. Grapevine joints. 

Á Molded brick watertable 

Á Brick belt course between first and second floor and second and third floor 

Á Wood frame, divided-light, paneled doors 

 

Washington Hall 

Á H ï shaped footprint and massing of the building 

Á Horizontal massing  

Á Bilateral symmetry of elevations  

Á Slate roofing 

Á Paired brick chimneys 

Á Gable roof dormers. Windows in dormers have half round upper sash with 

pointed arch tracery.  

Á Ox-eye windows in tympanums 

Á Wood architrave-cornice at eaves and pediments  

Á Limestone cartouches in tympanum of pediments 

Á Dimension and shape of masonry openings of windows (windows themselves 

have been replaced) 

Á Copper corrugated box gutters 

Á Flemish-bond brick with glazed headers. Grapevine joints. 

Á Classical door surrounds at entries 

Á Wood frame, divided-light, paneled doors 
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Zable Stadium 

Á Horizontal massing  

Á Slate roofing 

Á Wood architrave-cornice  

Á Brick parapet 

Á Pyramidal roofs on wings 

Á Brick chimneys 

Á Blind arcade with round arches constructed in brick with brick keystones 

Á Brick jack arches over windows 

Á Grand round arch openings at gates 

Á Wood architraves and entablatures in entry porticos 

Á Molded brick water table 

Á Flemish-bond brick with glazed headers. Grapevine joints. 

Á Wood frame true divided-light windows 

Á Wood ox-eye windows 

Á Steel frame windows  

Á Decorative iron grilles and gates 

Á Brick steps 

Á Herringbone brick paving at entry gates 

Á Bronze grills at ticket windows 
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LANDSCAPE CHARACTERISTICS OF THE SUNKEN GARDEN CAMPUS  

 

While this master plan primarily focuses on the architecture of the Robinson and Gillette 

campus, the landscape as a design element can not be overlooked. Carved out of 

undeveloped fields nearly three quarters of a century ago, Gilletteôs design for the Sunken 

Garden campus remains essentially intact. While changes to the plan have occurred, the 

site still retains its essential landscape characteristics that shape the unique character of 

the campus. 

 

Owing to the artistic and historical significance of the site and as a near intact example of 

Charles F. Gilletteôs work, the university should consider developing a Cultural 

Landscape Report (CLR) on the Sunken Garden campus. Much like a Historic Structure 

Report (HSR) for a building, a CLR documents the history, evolution and existing 

conditions of a landscape. While much has been learned about the Sunken Garden 

campus during the research for the campus heritage plan, far more research is necessary 

to thoroughly record the landscape. Research into Charles F. Gilletteôs personal 

correspondence and drawings, William and Mary Board of Visitor minutes, photographs 

and archival documents will yield great insight into the development of the Sunken 

Garden campus. As a research tool and planning document, the findings contained within 

a CLR are essential in making educated decisions for the short-term and long-term 

preservation of the Sunken Garden campus.  

 

As a formally designed landscape, the Sunken Garden should be considered much the 

same way as a historic building is viewed; as a designed artistic work embodying 

features, both tangible and intangible, intended to convey an expression through the 

environment it creates. Where the individual parts or features may seem inconsequential 

on their own, it is the sum of these individual parts that together form the whole. 

Therefore, it is important to recognize these features in order to protect them and prevent 

their loss. In instances where these features may have been removed or altered in the past, 

the opportunity may exist as part of future work to reestablish those missing elements in 

order to strengthen/restore the original design intent. 

 

A.) SPATIAL ORGANIZATION 

 

Original Design 

Á ñWhen an appropriation for a new dormitory became probable, the general 
plan of everything west of the main building had to be fixed if mistakes in 

location were to be avoided...ò
1
  

 

Á At the time of developing the new plan Robinson notes the college ñhad 

something like 200 pupils and was to be changed from a menôs college to a 

coeducational institution. 1200 students was fixed as the max. requirements 

(capacity) and it was thought that if [the college] grew to a greater size than 

this duplication of some of the units would be necessary.ò 
2
 

                                                   
1 Robinson, Charles M. (c. 1927). The College of William and Mary. Unpublished Manuscript: 22.  
2 Robinson 22. 
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Á Form of a triangle located between Jamestown and Richmond Roads 

terminating at Duke of Gloucester Street. The main axis of the old college 

extended provides a base line on which to plan the new college consisting of 

three main groups 1) Womenôs Dorms group 2) Menôs Dorm Group and 3) 

Academic group.
3
 

 

Á ñThe minor axis runs at right angles to the base line and at points where it 
intersected the Richmond and Jamestown Roads build a driveway with 

reentrant angles; the important question was ñhow far west of the main 

building should the minor axis be located in order to permit the buildings to 

have sufficient space for safety and yet keep within reasonable distances to 

permit light, heat and service lines to be operated economically.ò Solution --- 

the number, capabilities and general plan of the buildings were determined. It 

was settled that the womenôs dorms should be grouped on the Jamestown 

Road, the center building to be located at the intersection of the minor axis 

with that road. It was generally understood that the Menôs dorm group would 

occupy a similar situation on the Richmond Road but in neither case was the 

purpose for which the center building would be used determined at that time.
4
  

 

Á A high percentage of Gilletteôs design was actually constructed. Some 

secondary features (gardens between the academic buildings and dormitories, 

landscape follies, open space, etc.) were not realized.  

 

Existing Condition 

Á Gilletteôs landscape plan remains remarkably intact. 

Á While the key features of Gilletteôs plan remain(overall plan, axial 

arrangement, hierarchy of spaces, etc.) aspects of it have been altered and 

obscured through the decades, such as scale and species of plantings, 

transitional gardens between buildings, and view corridors. 

 

B.) VIEWS AND VISTAS 

 

Original Design 

Á Primary axis of the Gillette plan runs east-west continuing the relationship of 

the Wren building and Duke of Gloucester Street through a westward 

extension of the campus. The view west from the back of the Wren building 

forms the principal view corridor composed by Gillette.  

Á The secondary axis of the Gillette plan runs north-south between Barrett Hall 

and Blow Memorial Hall. The arrangement of these two buildings resulted in 

a second view corridor along this axis. 

Á Minor view corridors are created between the spaces framed by the buildings  

 

                                                   
3 Robinson 22. 
4 Robinson 22 ï 23. 
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Existing Condition 

Á The principal east-west view corridor remains comparatively intact; however, 

architectural features, primarily the academic buildings to either side of the 

view, are obscured by the density and maturity of the plantings. 

Á The secondary north-south axis has been completely masked by the mature 

trees planted in front of Barrett Hall, between McGlothlin Street Hall and 

Washington Hall and along the sides of the Sunken Garden 

Á Minor view corridors have been compromised as a result of unsympathetic 

additions to the landscape. The need to install air conditioning chillers 

adjacent to the academic and dormitory buildings has resulted in numerous  

 

C.) VEGETATION 

 

Original Design 

Á Gilletteôs drawings all show a calculated and formal landscaping plan for the 
campus with symmetrically arranged plantings and balanced gardens to either 

side of the sunken garden 

Á The original planting plan has not been identified. The plantings for a design 

of this scale and complexity would have been carefully considered and sited. 

Research documents identify plantings such as box wood, beeches, magnolias, 

maples, American Elm and crepe myrtles but do not reference their exact 

species.  

Á The Presidentôs Annual Report for Session 1936-37 states, ñThe work 

beautifying the Campus continues. Since my last report, one hundred and 

forty-seven trees have been planted, much hedging has been done, brick walls 

around Blow Gymnasium have been laid, the west end of the Campus has 

been graded through the aid of the CCC camp, and I desire to record my sense 

of obligation to Mr. E.B. Saunders for the skill with which he has carried out 

this work.ò  

Á Later plantings, although early in the history of the campus, are the product of 

Dr. John T. Baldwin Jr. and do not relate to Gilletteôs plan for the campus. It 

is understood that Dr. Baldwinôs plantings are a significant study collection 

and important in their own right.  

 

Existing Condition 

Á A high percentage of the trees located within the Sunken Garden campus have 

matured to a point where they no longer enhance the design of the campus but 

rather detract from it.  

Á The mixture and density of plantings throughout the Sunken Garden campus 

obscures the original vision of the campus design. Gilletteôs planting scheme 

intended to complement the architecture, frame view sheds and create spaces 

between the buildings. Unfortunately, the maturity of the trees now dominates 

these features and supersedes them. 
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D.) CIRCULATION CORRIDORS 

 

Original Design 

Á Gilletteôs plans all show a series of linier walks organized around and between 
the buildings and the Sunken Garden. As the site was envisioned as a 

pedestrian campus, only a single roadway enters the campus off Richmond 

Road.  

Á Brick pavers have been used to surface walks and stairs throughout the 

Sunken Garden campus.  

 

Existing Condition 

Á Within the inner core of the Sunken Garden campus the design of the walks 

remain essentially unchanged. New walks have been added to connect 

features such as modern gardens; however, these do not detract from the 

campus plan. 

Á Informal paths have been created by pedestrians in areas resulting in stretches 

of dirt trails. These paths are largely confined to the southwest portion of the 

campus between academic buildings and Jamestown Road. 

 

E.) WATER FEATURES 

 

Original Design 

Á Crim Dell forms part of the western terminus of the Sunken Garden campus. 

The exact design of Crim Dell was not researched. The history and design of 

this feature warrants further investigation. This should be addressed as part of 

a Cultural Landscape Report (See Recommendations below). 

 

Existing Condition 

Á Crim Dell appears to survives intact although it is overgrown by surrounding 

vegetation. Without a full understanding of Crim Dellôs history it is difficult 

to assess its current state.  

 

F.) CONTRIBUTING FEATURES 

 

Original Design 

Á Gilletteôs landscape design for the Sunken Garden campus incorporated a 
variety of small-scale, built features which were both functional and aesthetic. 

They include: 

  

Á Iron fences and gates with brick piers and limestone details 

Á Brick retaining walls 

Á Brick perimeter walls  

Á Brick steps 

Á Lamp posts 
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Á The College Cemetery is an important feature within the greater campus plan.  

 

Existing Condition 

Á The Sunken Garden campus retains a high percentage of original built 

features. As many of these features are functional elements (walls, steps, etc.) 

they are exhibiting signs of deterioration common to their age. The brick walls 

across the campus exhibit a variety of minor problems such as the need for 

selective repointing and cleaning; more complicated problems exist where 

settlement has occurred and sections of the wall have cracked.  

Á Paint analysis should be performed on the iron fences to identify the original 

paint color used.  

 

G.) FURNISHINGS 

 

Original Design 

Á Further investigation into period furnishings (benches, light posts, etc.) needs 

to be performed. While these features are not necessarily identified on the 

drawings, it is reasonable to believe that they were originally located 

throughout the campus. Further research into the design and location of these 

features should be considered as apart of a Cultural Landscape Report. 

 

Existing Condition 

Á All of the existing furnishings (benches, trash cans, bike racks, etc.) date from 

within the last decade or so. While not period in style, most of these features 

do not detract from the appearance of the site.  

Á In regards to these types of furnishings, an effort should be made to maintain a 

uniform design style throughout the campus.  

 

 



College of William and Mary  

Campus Heritage Preservation Plan 

 

 23 

PROBLEMS OF REPAIR 

 

Whereas the buildings of the Robinson/Gillette campus, with the exception of 

McGlothlin-Street Hall, are of the same vintage, construction and design, it is not 

surprising to find that they share similar problems. Some of these issues are intrinsic to 

their construction and are a result of their design and materials. Others are extrinsic, 

brought about as the result of exposure to the weather, improper repairs or simply 

physical damage. 

 

The exteriors of the buildings are in generally good condition, a testament to the quality 

of workmanship that went into their construction. As with all buildings which have stood 

the test of time, age takes its toll and it is inevitable that materials and systems reach the 

end of their service live. One should take note at how well these buildings have aged. 

Whereas all of the buildings suffer from isolated issues, for the most part they remain 

sound. Systems exhibiting the greatest problems include: 

 

 Å Windows 

 Å Exterior Doors 

 Å Brick 

 Å Stone Stairs 

 Å Woodwork 

 Å Access Ramps 

 

Possibly of greatest concern is the issue of rusting lintels in the brickwork, primarily 

because this detail appears to be used throughout the entire campus (see Brick below for 

full details). There is no easy repair for this failure apart from opening the walls and 

removing the failing members. 

 

The greatest impact to the outward appearance of the buildings has been the use of 

aluminum clad replacement windows throughout the campus. Given the quality of the 

original wood frame windows, it is strongly recommended that these be restored rather 

than replaced.  

 

An inherent characteristic of wood windows is that they are intended to be maintained 

and repaired. In the post-World War Two era of production based construction, where 

prefabricated units have become the norm, the art of skilled carpentry has diminished, 

replaced instead by a practice of product installation. In an era where construction labor 

is in short supply and in high demand, building materials are at a premium and ñtime is 

moneyò, it is understandable that the cheap cost of replacement windows and 

ñmaintenance freeò claims are attractive; however, the reality is, in the long run, properly 

restored wood windows offer the best long term value.  

 

Consider for a moment the existing wood windows. While their existing condition may 

appear poor, one must bear in mind the age and service these units have provided. The 

original windows (had they all survived) range between 50 and 87 years old. After 

roughly five to nine decades of service it is understandable that these elements are in 
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need of repair. The majority of the issues affecting the windows are directly related to 

deferred maintenance, failing glazing compound and paint finishes, broken sash chains, 

isolated pockets of rot and inoperable sash; all problems that are easily repairable as part 

of a well planned window restoration project. 

 

While the concept of maintenance free materials is desirable, in reality none exist. All 

materials break down in time, only their rate and process of decay varies. The difference 

between wood windows and clad replacement windows is in the ways the two age and 

fail. Replacement windows by their nature are not intended to be repaired; when a failure 

occurs with a pane of glazing the entire sash is simply replaced. In an era where 

manufactures come and go and styles change annually, the likelihood of finding an exact 

match to a machine manufactured unit is rare. When problems arise with older 

replacement units, discrepancies between factory applied colors are common especially 

when a new element is introduced to a unit that has been exposed to the elements for a 

decade or longer.  

 

The quality of materials used in historic wood windows is far superior to those used in 

most modern commercial grade windows. As previously stated, the original wood 

windows have provided between fifty and ninety years of service and remain restorable. 

An examination of the modern wood windows at McGlothlin-Street Hall reveal a number 

of failures already manifesting themselves (Figure ). Paint finishes are already failing to 

bare wood. More disturbing is the finger-jointed wood used throughout the construction 

of the window frames. The quality of wood used and the numerous joints in it make 

finger-jointed stock an inferior material, especially when used on exterior elements.  

 

One goal in the protection of the Robinson and Gillette campus is to maintain its essential 

character for future generations to experience. A part of this process is the protection of 

the character defining features which contribute to the design and style of the 

architecture. Since wood windows are one of the most visual and prevalent architectural 

features used across the campus these elements should be retained and restored during 

future repairs and improvements to the Robinson and Gillette campus. 

 

WINDOWS 

Original Conditions: 

ǒ True divided light wood windows originally installed in all of the 

Robinson/Walford buildings. A variety of window types are employed: 12/12, 10/10, 

8/12, 8/8, 6/6. 

ǒ Many dormers have wood windows with half-round heads. The upper sash of 

these have pointed arch tracery. (See Sheet 5 of Alterations to Tucker Hall). 

ǒ Ox-eye windows incorporated into the gable ends of the buildings 

ǒ Wood frame fan lights over the entries to the buildings  

 

Existing Conditions 

ǒ Where original wood windows remain, they range in condition from fair to poor  

ǒ Windows suffer from deferred maintenance, weathering and normal wear. Issues 

include; broken panes of glass, deteriorated and missing glazing putty, excessive 
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paint buildup, failing paint finishes, weathered and deteriorated woodwork, failing 

sealants at window opening, broken and/or missing sash cords/chains, open 

joinery and inoperable units 

ǒ Aluminum frame, double-glazed window units have been used to replace original 

windows during renovations of some buildings. Glazed with low ï E glass.  

 

Recommendations 

ǒ Restore original wood windows 

ǒ Remove all operable window sash from openings for repairs including adjustment 

of stops, new sash ropes, and replacement of deteriorated glazing compound. 

ǒ Repair windowsills and frames. Epoxy consolidants and fillers may be used for 

isolated areas of deterioration. Dutchman repairs and/or replacement of elements 

may be necessary for larger repairs. 

ǒ Remove, clean, lubricate and reinstall all hinges and locks; make minor 

adjustments to ensure smooth operation, supplement with new as required that 

complement historic character of building.  

ǒ Replace broken glass with historic glass.  

ǒ Remove existing deteriorated paint. Follow environmental regulations for the 

removal and disposal of lead paint. Repaint using a three-coat system designed for 

exterior use on wood; they should be primed using a high quality oil-alkyd primer 

(such as Sherwin-Williams A-100 Alkyd Wood Primer or equal) and top coated 

with two coats of a compatible latex finish paint. 

ǒ Integrate weather stripping into the frame and sash. Weather stripping should not 

be noticeable upon completion. 

ǒ Provide new storm sash for all windows using high quality storm sash that align 

with the original sash. Evaluate based on functional requirements, exterior 

appearance and use of building. 

 

EXTERIOR DOORS 

Original Conditions 

ǒ Nearly all of the principal entries to the buildings have classical surrounds with 

fanlights and sidelights. Wood or stone porticos embellish many of the entries.  

ǒ Combination of exterior doors originally used. Entries tend to have double doors 

although single doors are employed.  

ǒ Wood frame, raised panel doors. Number of panels vary (2, 3 and 4 panels 

per door). Termed as ñColonialò style doors. 

ǒ Wood frame, divided light doors with panels. Six and eight lights per door 

common.  

 

Existing Conditions 

ǒ Original doors show signs of their age. Issues include excessive paint build-up, 

deteriorated finishes, scratches and dings in the woodwork and related problems 

related to decades of daily use. 

ǒ Hardware, chiefly door knobs have been replace with modern lever handles. The 

style and finishes are not in keeping with the period of the buildings. 
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ǒ Some door units (doors and frames) have been replaced with modern metal doors. 

Replacements tend to be metal clad units with simulated panel lowers and glazed 

uppers. 

ǒ Original doors were not outfitted with weather stripping. Retrofitted weather 

stripping is poorly designed and detracts from the doors appearance. 

ǒ Excessive paint build-up on surrounds and porticos. Masks ornament and 

detailing. 

ǒ Soiling of masonry at lower portions of porticos 

 

Recommendations 

ǒ Restore original wood doors 

ǒ Repair thresholds and frames. Epoxy consolidants and fillers may be used for 

isolated areas of deterioration. Dutchman repairs and/or replacement of elements 

may be necessary for larger repairs. 

ǒ Remove existing deteriorated paint. Follow environmental regulations for the 

removal and disposal of lead paint.  

ǒ Repaint using a three-coat system designed for exterior use on wood; they should 

be primed using a high quality oil-alkyd primer (such as Sherwin-Williams A-100 

Alkyd Wood Primer or equal) and top coated with two coats of a compatible latex 

finish paint. 

ǒ Remove, clean, lubricate and reinstall all hinges and locks; make minor 

adjustments to ensure smooth operation, supplement with new as required that 

complement historic character of building. 

ǒ Clean soiled masonry at porticos.  

 

BRICK 

Original Construction 

ǒ 20th century, sand-struck brick in a range of red, laid in Flemish bond with flashed 

headers. Joints struck with grapevine joints. 

ǒ Brick jack arches over window openings 

ǒ Limestone used for subsills, keystones and imposts at window openings 

ǒ Steel lintels embedded in the masonry at window and door openings 

 

Existing Conditions  

ǒ Where brickwork has been repointed, replacement pointing is not a suitable match 

to the historic pointing. Modern pointing does not match in color, texture and 

joint profile. 

ǒ Replacement brick do not match original  

ǒ Brick is dirty and soiled. This is especially true in areas where it is shielded from 

direct sunlight and moisture, (air conditioning condensate, leaking 

gutters/downspouts) is saturating the surface 

ǒ Steel lintels are rusting and jacking the brickwork over window openings. The 

condition of these range from good to poor depending on building and location 

within the building.  
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Recommendations  

ǒ Pointing mortar ï Quality of pointing needs to be better executed. New pointing 

should be nearly indistinguishable from original pointing. New pointing should 

match original in color, texture and joint profile. 

ǒ Premixed/packaged pointing mortar should not be used for repairs. 

Recipes for an appropriate mortar mix identifying, ratios, sand and cement 

should be established. The use of natural cement rather than Portland 

cement would improve the performance of new pointing and may provide 

a better visual match. 

ǒ Replacement brick must match the existing in color-range, dimensions and texture 

ǒ Cleaning of buildings and walls should be incorporated into larger exterior 

restoration projects. The buildings should be cleaned utilizing the gentlest means 

possible; mild cleaning agents and low pressure water may all be necessary.  

ǒ Steel lintels ï All of the buildings should be surveyed to identify the full extent of 

this problem. The condition of the steel lintels will only continue to get worse 

where they have begun to deteriorate. The lintels must be removed and replaced at 

these locations, preferably with stainless steel or epoxy coated lintels.  

 

 

STONE STEPS 

Original Construction 

ǒ Barrett Hall ï Limestone stairs on the north façade, east side of portico 

ǒ Blow Memorial Hall ï Limestone stairs on the east elevation at south end of 

building.  

 

Existing Conditions 

ǒ Barrett Hall ï Limestone is damaged at its nosings, edges and has severely 

deteriorated treads 

ǒ Blow Memorial Hall ï The outside ends of the stone are cracked and broken as a 

result of rust jacking from the previous railings installed here. 

 

Recommendations 

ǒ Barrett Hall ï Remove existing stairs and rebuild to match original design. 

ǒ Blow Memorial Hall ï Repair existing steps using natural stone Dutchman. Fill 

holes in treads with lead. Clean stone with mild cleaning agents and low pressure 

water.  

 

WOODWORK 

Original Construction 

ǒ Trim elements (cornices, brick molds, window and door frames, balustrades, 

porch railings, etc.) are all constructed in wood, most likely a species of pine.  

ǒ All decorative woodwork was originally painted. 

 

Existing Conditions 

ǒ Isolated pockets of rot are located across the campus. Generally these were in 

areas of harsh exposure such as near grade or above the cornice.  
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ǒ A number of painted elements showed signs of excessive paint buildup resulting 

in failing surface finishes. 

ǒ Newly applied paint was observed failing on a door surround at Landrum Hall It 

appears the wood may have been stripped as part of the preparation. The nature of 

the failure, extensive blistering and peeling of the finish, may be the result of poor 

surface preparation, unprimed surfaces and/or adverse weather conditions.  

 

Recommendations 

ǒ Use a decay resistant species of wood (reclaimed heart pine/Honduran 

mahogany/Alaskan yellow cedar) when replacement of rotted details is necessary. 

ǒ Synthetic composite materials should not be used to replace natural wood. 

ǒ Existing woodwork must be properly prepped prior to painting. If elements are 

stripped to their bare surface, they should be primed using a high quality oil-alkyd 

primer (such as Sherwin-Williams A-100 Alkyd Wood Primer or equal) and top 

coated with two coats of a compatible latex finish paint. 

 

ACCESS RAMPS 

Original Construction 

ǒ No provision for universal access was provided for in the original design and 

construction of the dormitories and academic buildings. 

 

Existing Conditions 

ǒ A number of ramps have been installed throughout the campus to make the 

buildings accessible. 

ǒ Designs for the ramps vary depending on the building and conditions. A wide 

variety of materials are used in the construction of the ramps. While it is 

understandable that the designs for the ramps may need to differ, the variety of 

materials used in their construction is unnecessary. 

 

Recommendations 

ǒ A common approach to the design and construction of access ramps should be 

established. 

ǒ Adopt a selection of materials to be used in the design of access ramps throughout 

the Robinson/Gillette campus. These materials should compliment the 

surrounding construction and architecture. Materials unrelated to the architecture 

should be avoided.  
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WINDOW RESTORATION  

 

Windows are an integral part of the design of the architecture throughout the Sunken 

Garden campus and as such, should be preserved whenever possible. The subtle details of 

historic wood windows; their setback, brick molds, dimensions of the sash and even the 

reflective qualities of the glass all contribute to the greater appearance of the architecture. 

Like all materials used in building construction, especially those exposed to the elements, 

wood windows age and require maintenance and repair over time. Wood frame windows 

constructed prior to 1940 are easily restored, and in fact are intended to be restored. 

Generally, the wood used in early twentieth-century windows is of a higher quality than 

that used today; often, dense heart pine or other similar old growth species were used in 

their fabrication (Figure 1). Old growth woods are far more decay resistant than todayôs 

plantation grown woods. This can be observed in the remaining wood windows at Tucker 

Hall. Although the paint systems has completely failed in places the exposed wood 

remains solid (Figures 2 + 3 ). This even held true in typical problem areas such as at 

window sill where moisture tends to sit and the end grain of brick molds are exposed. A 

100 year old window if properly restored can reasonably be expected to function another 

century. Whereas wood windows are essentially constructed of four materials; wood, 

glass putty and paint, modern window units are factory built and assembled using 

industrial processes. Touted as maintenance free substitutes, it is not uncommon to see 

failures in these windows within 10 years of their installation. Because maintenance free 

is interpreted as zero maintenance these windows endure the same treatment as their 

wood predecessors except their effective life cycle lasts a shorter duration of time before 

Figure 1 Comparison of old growth heart pine with modern plantation grown pine. Note the difference in 

the density of the growth rings. The long growing cycle of old growth timber makes it a much more durable 

and decay resistant material compared to todayôs fast grown woods. 
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they must be replaced again.  

 

In many renovation projects, wood windows are frequently replaced without 

consideration of repair alternatives. Existing windows are commonly replaced with 

modern aluminum clad units which mimic the general appearance of true divided light 

windows (Figures 4 + 5 ). Replacement windows are often selected based on initial costs 

without ample attention to quality of construction and appearance. While the wholesale 

removal and replacement of deteriorated windows is easier to plan and execute, the 

payback is short lived.  

 

As the preservation of historic buildings is a long-term initiative, the repairs made to 

these buildings should also be long-term. In an age where construction materials and 

labor costs are constantly rising, economically, long-term repairs make the most sense. 

To some people, window restoration projects may appear to be onerous and expensive 

compared to simply specifying replacement units. The fact of the matter is careful upfront 

planning together with a skilled window restorer creates a project no more complicated 

than most other construction jobs.  

 

Planning 

 

The first step of any window restoration project is to perform a detailed survey of all the 

windows. Surveys are best conducted by experienced consults knowledgeable in the 

details and failures of traditional wood windows. Without an accurate and objective 

survey of conditions it is difficult to access repair alternatives and treatment options. 

Components to be evaluated include: 

 

Á Glazing and putty 

Á Condition of wood elements and joinery 

Á Paint  

Á General operation 

Á Hardware (locks, pulleys, chains and ropes, lifts, etc.) 

 

Based on these findings, repairs can then be developed to treat the specific problems 

identified. Whereas the problems will likely be wide ranging so will be the treatments. 

Repairs are often thought of as fixing existing fabric, but in some instances it may include 

the limited replacement of windows.  

 

Upgrades to the window systems should considered at this time, especially those which 

reduce air-infiltration and improve energy efficiency. Improvements to reduce air-

infiltration is generally always cost-effective when restoring older windows that lack 

these details. Upgrades may include such details as weather stripping and/or secondary 

glazing. Secondary glazing systems can increase the thermal efficiency of the windows. 

These include energy panels piggy backed to the interior of the sash themselves, interior 

storm sash or exterior systems. The choice of system depends on such factors as 

appearance, use and operation of the window, cost, etc. 




