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Co~npetitors are challenged to create a memorial to the 
xictims of the September 11. 2001 terrorist attack on the 
Pentagon. Like all memorials. this one  nus st speak - 
generallj -a< the U.S. government's official response. it 
represents all Americans - and specific all^ - it must also 
ernhod\ the deeplj personal traged! that the events of that 
day ~ i s i t e d  on the families of the xictims. hether it iy 
large or small. kinetic or static. both the sponsors and the 
families of the victims nant  the memorial to address not 
onlj the loss of those murdered at the Pentagon. but the 
dedication to the principals of liberty and freedom that this 
terrible exent re-awakened in people around the world 
(September 11. 2001 Pentagon Competition Guidelines. 3. 
italics added). 

Conipetitiori entrants uere challenged and invited to submit 
concepts for a 'dignified' memorial. a 'testament' honoring the 
125 individual$ killed in the Pentagon and the  59 innocent 
people who died aboard American Airlines Flight 77 Septe~nher 
11. 2001. (Pentagon Competition Guidelines. 8) This rne~norial 
co~npetition is exemplar! - i t  is the first completed memorial 
cornpetition after September 11. The project also participates in 
a larger comrnernorative rriolernent against the anon!mit! of 
mass killing in America. 

Aarning. eler  .ince Maya Lin's I ietnam War Ilemorial. has 
been a hall~narli if not an explicit expectation placed on 
rne~norial de~ign. hlicheal Iiimrnelman. from the  &ex+ Iorl i  
Times. remarks with curiosit! and criticism the inherent xalue 
and potential familiarit! in a name. He asserts q'x+ithout 
thinking. u e  sa! v e  knox+ someone nhen v e  knou his [or her] 
name." (Yev 1 orlc Times. lugust 31. 2003) F'hat is it about a 
name that makes it necessar! for rneniorialization? What is it 
about 1-~cop7t7on that is necessar! in memorial de?igri and 
mernorial design competitions! 

Recognition ib arguabl! an important part oi our enxironment 
of com~nemoratiori - as exemplified b! the I ietnam F a r  

Memorial and Hans and Torrej Butzer's Olclahoma City 
Bombing filernorial - and  rnerriorial design cornpetition crite- 
ria - as exemplified b j  the E o ~ l d  Trade Center and Pentagon 
September 11. 2001 Memorials. (1) Built exidence of individu- 
alit) arid the prescribing of indixidual differentiation is exi- 
dence of our societal expectations. 01. as Charles Ta!lor would 
date. our need and demand for recognition in political and 
public processes. (Tarlor. 25) 

This paper compares t h e  construction of memor! ~ i t h  respert 
to identitj. representation. arid recognition in the six final 
Pentagon Ilernorial Competition ent~ieb conimerrioratirig the  
September 11. 2001 attack on the Pentagon. Here. t he  
"construction of Inernoq- corinotes a malung and consumption 
of material and conceptual structures enabling the formation of 
memo? and remembering. Remembering. in turn. utilizes x$ hat  
is represented and recognizable. 

The research presented in this paper is part of a broader 
inbestigation questioning the form. function. and phenomena of 
recognition existent in recent mernorial design conipetitions 
commemorating \ iolent events in the Lnited States. namelj the  
Oklahoma City Bombing Jle~norial. the Texas IS11 Bonfire 
Memorial. and the forthcoming 5 orld Tiade Center IIemorial. 
The purpose of this paper is to engender discussion that 
knox~ledgeabl~ engages issue* surrounding the politics of 
iecognition. the commemoratiori of xiolerice. and the construc- 
tion of mernor! in a multicultural bocietx. 

Fiist. I xti11 introduce t h e  scope of anal!& and the concept of 
lecognition in Charles Tayloi'h easa! Ifult7cultural7sm: exuniln- 
7ng the pol7tzrs of reco,gmt7011. Second. I \+ill discuss the  six 
competing proposals in terms of identit\. iepresentation. and 
iecognition. Lastl!. I will articulate h o ~  the definition. produr- 
tion. and reception of memoiial architectu~e ~ o ~ ~ i m e m o r a t i n g  
liolence in the Lnited States is not critical of the lens h! which 
l+e lie\+ difference nor  the coristruction of coniniemoration. 
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Uehigri ( onlpetitions are ( orn~riittee p~oc (we? that mu-t negoti- 
ate the toncept and I d t  conqtruct of iep~e*entatior~.  The 
decision to  coirur~eirioi ate initiate- a de l ibe~dt i~  e pi ot rss 

~ o n ~ e r n i n g  inrlnoi?. Presurnablj. que-tion- concc~riirig -11 lro 1s 

to be ~cnlenlbelerl' and ' l t  110 1s ien~enrbc~mg' are centlal to 
rnernolializing. 111 addition. que<tion\ conceining " l~l ra t  15 

r e p r ~ s e n t d  as nell  a? ' I (  110 1s replerelztrd' ale r losel~ associated 
~ i t h  1ne111orj foimatior~ and identitr politics. Constituent 
participation in design processes in~i tc-  the expectation of 
o ~ ~ n e r s h i p .  This onnership. in conjunction nith oui denlociatic 
societh. fuel the desire and demand f o ~  iecognition. 

Recognition. of both the l i ~ i n g  and the lost. has progra~n~natic. 
formal. and spatial implications. -Inal!sii therefore centers on 
the  space arid form of each memorial proposal as each relates to 
competition criteria. the representation and location of identit!. 
and recognition. 

Tk hat do I mean b! the politics of recognition. equal dignit! and 
difference? Why are they important? lccording to  Charles 
Tajlor. the acbno~ledgement  of indkidual identit! enables the 
constructiorl of the selt and in some instances. the construction 
of culture. iLlisrecognition or denial of recognition. can result in 
a form of oppression. Recognition, on the other hand. can result 
in a form of emponerment (Taylor. 25). Identities. therefore. 
have a dialogical character with othei human l~eings - h e  at 
once acquire and express ou r  identitj ~jhile others read and 
project identities on to us. T h e  dialectic surrounding recogni- 
tion is paramount in self-discoveq and self-affirmation - iden- 
titj  formation depends upon human relationships (Taylor. 32. 
36). Similarlj. menlorialization is a dialectic. demanding an 
acti le  relationship between the  coinmernorated and the corn- 
memorator (Sensie. 27 and Smith. 10.5). 

T h e  notion of identitj emerged at the end of the 18th centur!. 
Thinkers such as Rousseau. Herder. Hegel. and Kant produced 
a n  authentic. moral. and autononlous indi~idual  \\ithi11 a 
collecti~e. During the Enlightenment. the collapse of social 
hierarch!. a s!stern that distinguishes indi~iduals b j  rank. \\as 
replaced with the notion of dignit!. Dignit?. a concept freel! 
obtainable and compatible within democratic societj. is a 
shared b\ the collectire and is a discrete human characteristic. 
Its participation in the construction of identitj places the act of 
recognition inseparable from democratic culture (Tajlor. 27).  
Democracj. in turn. introduces and affirms the politics of equal 
recognition. ( 2 )  

Our modern notion of identit!. l ioue~el .  is coinplicated the 
politic< of difference. the belief that ..e\er!one should he 
recogni~ed for his or her unique identit!" ( T a ~ l o ~ .  38). 
Indixidual uniqueness conflicts with the notion of equal dignit! 
and demand for recognition because ~nulticultuialism asl'. that 
we aclmouledge indi\idual charactelistic- that die not shared 
(Taplor. 39). Here. Me haxe conflict - hetlteen the demand foi 
the recognition of equalitj and of diffeience. 

Both the constructio~r of' the uni\.ersal and acl\rlo\\~ledgeinrr~t of' 

specificit!- ha\ e political and procedural iinplicatioris rele\ ant to 
the franling and execution of' ~ne~riorial  desigri cmnpetition 
prqjects. Not old! are \ \e  faced with political condructs of 
recognition. \\e erlcouritcr phjsical rnarlifestations of recogni- 
tion* heginning with site. 

The  nleinorial site (Fig. 1). as described in the competition 
brief. is 16.5 teet from the west f a ~ a d e  oi the  Pentagon. TMO 
roads bind the southern and western edges. the lrlington 
Yational Cemete? is north-northnest across route 27. and a 
clo~er-leaf is immediatel! soutlmest of the  site. Pedestrian 
access is from the south. originating from the Metro station. and 
from the  west. through a pedestrian tunnel under Interstate 
395. Both pedestrian paths cross the south parking lot. 

T h i l e  the site is a destination distant from the imnlediate 
infrastructure of the PentagonSs pedestrian system - paths 
intersect parltirig - and is framed b! infrastructures laper  than 
the pedestrian experience - limited access roadwajs and the 
Pentagon itself - the site is literally and contextuall! \isihle. 
T h e  site is seen from the road and has an unobstructed ~ i s u a l  
relationship nith the portion of the Pentagon American lirlines 
flight 77  hit. T isibilit~. in this instance. is privileged oler scale 
or access. (3) 

In addition to site. other criteria explicitl! set forth b! the 
cornpetition include that the memorial design con\ e! general 
and specific. national and indi~idual .  concepts pertaining to the 
tragedy (Septernbei 11.2001 Pentagon Competition Guidelines. 
4). T h e  rnemorial should also he a --dignified and mo\ing 
testament to the sacrifice of both those killed in the Imilding. 
arid the  innocent people mho died aboard Anlerican Airlines 
Flight 77 as it nas  crashed into the building'" (September 11. 
2001 Pentagon Competition Guidelines. 8). Differentiation of 
\ ictims. in this instdnce. is p r i ~  ileged in conjunction \z it11 
1 isibilitj . 
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The winning coin petition entr!. nu1111)er 171 7. p1opoce- a 
rational orgariization for indi\idudl rnerriolial units uithin 4 

niernorial park. The oiganization is bayed upon differentiation 
and \i&ilitj. R ith ~eapect  to differentiation. mernoiial units ale 
organized bj both age and location of each ~ i c t i m  at the  t i ~ n e  of 
the attack. Here. the nu~nber  of rhildlen lost are made apparent 
through spatial sepalation (plesurnabl! there i* a gap in age*) 
and the orientation ol rnelnolial unit< - 59 memorial units face 
one \\a! mhile 125 units face another. Orientation of the 
n~einorial units clarih \ \ho xsai aboard the com~nercial aircldft 
and tvho mas inside the building (Fig. 2). 

Fig. 2. Conceptual uDstmc,riol~ oJ' tictinu' locotion orpcmired h\ date r!/' 

birth. entr]. 171 7. 

B ith respect to x isibilit). the specilicitj of recognition goes 
further - a visitor liening an e n p a ~ e d  name on a memorial 
unit representing a peibon killed in the Pentagon will see the 
reconstructed mall of the Pentagon. A \isitor ~ i e w i n g  an 
engraved name on a rnernorial unit representing a person lost 
aboard American Airlines Flight 77 will see the sky. The 
association and collage between xiev and ind i~ idua l  name 
reinforces categories of differentiation. Difference in ~ i s u a l  field 
is equated to  difference among aictims. 

Entq  number 1717 d1so propobes a \\all xisible on the  site and 
from the road. This  all organizes information ~e r t i ca l l j  in 
order to conxej tlie totalitj of loss - all xictims are part of a 
single wall - and indi~  idualit! of losr - all xictirns are presented 
on the uall. ch~onologicall!. b! age. Age. in this instance. 
corresponds to uall height. 

Similar to 1717. enti: nuniber 2248. proposes 184 glass 
monoliths. each engra~ed ~ i t h  a ~ ic t im's  name. as part oi an 
interdependent, c~clic. and interacti~e ~ne~nor i a l  experience. 
Here. memol? is constructed through participation. through 
processes of renewal and regeneration. B! design. \isitorb are 

ahle to lea1 r messages. traces. or1 a lalei of condeniation. 
Rlrwiges are then \\ritteri and ie-\\litten the identit\ of the 
~ i s i to i  is superirnpoaed on tlie leplcsentation of the indilidual 
lictirn (Fig 3). Both. risitor and xictirn. ol~tain recognition. 
\ isibilit! is ephemeral and local. 

Fig. 3. Conceptual uDst~actron o f  tune nnd partrcrputron. en tn  1248 

Entn  number 4163 proposes a pedestal as the symbol and 
process of democracq. Through the orchestration of perce i~ed 
scale. the xisitor is to understand the significance of the space. 
the list of names. the magnitude of the event. and the 
importance of ~ne~nor ia ls  (Fig 4). Here. scale arid time, ~ h e t h e r  
intimate or   no nu mental. present or past. is designed to promote 
recognition. 1-isitors. however. unlike e n t q  2248 must. through 
their imagination. activate and enact memor!. 

Fig. 4. (;onr~ptuul abstraction of ,form and inzugilantion. entl:v 4163. 

Sirnilar to 4163. entq  number 2857 proposes a tangible space 
of rnemor) that collapses the  form of indi~idual  recognition and - 
democracq. Specificall!. t h e  space contains a large table. 
representing the meeting place of both farnil! and go\ ernment. 
The benches on either side of the table i n ~ o l t e  multiple 
interpretations -the! are empt! and represent the loss. the! are 
eInpt) and aaailahle for u s  to octupj and mourn. the! are 
empt! and represent an absence of our goxernrnental table. 
and/or the) are e~npt! a n d  alailable for us to occup! and 
participate in democrat! (Fig 5). Thr proporal implies a fornial 
continuitj betmeen the private and public spllele. a shared loss. 
and a suggested emptiness. (4) 

Entl? n u ~ n h e r  4099 proposes a re-presentation of aircraft black 
box life recorders as niemors containers. The contents of each 
life recorder. 184 of thern. is determined h! the sunixors of 
each xictim. The surface of each Life Recordel has. etched. a 
map of the indi\idual's birthplace. h i d e  from birth plac ea. the! 
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share an  aesthetic -the! are orange - and a specific purpose - 
reflecting the sl? and ~ a t e r .  

The life recorders are organized spatiall! in t ~ t o  shifted grids - 
alphabetical ui th a s!mbol denoting mhether or not the ~ i c t i ~ n  
\\as on  American Airlines Flight 7 7  or in the Pentagon. 

'G hile life recorders are of the same dimension and constructed 
of the same materials. the\ contain and exhibit d a e r e n t  
information. The! are simultaneously unified in form and place 
arid differentiated b j  content. Here,  difference is negotiated 
\\ithin the context of collective representation and recognition. 

Lihe entr! 4099. entq  number 1276 proposes a formal 
negotiation bet\\ een indix idual and  collectia e loss. Here, 
indikidual loss is r e ~ n o ~ e d  or 'subtracted' from a proposed wall 
on the mernorial site. The subtracted forrn if placed, b! 
s u ~ ~ i l i n g  famil! me~nlrers. elsewhere in the ~ o r l d  (Fig 7) .  
Indi\idual identit!. therefore. is seen as a I oid. and can onlj  be 
~nlagiized as a discrete entit! in a unique location. 

The scattering of identit! in entq  nu rnbe~  1276 has significant 
iinplications: the site is no longer i~n~nediatel! tangible. 
processes of discoxeq necessitate time arid d is tanr~.  each 
lictim's i n d i l i d ~ a l i t ~  is potentiallj heightrned b j  tlie specific 

location of his or her memorial. farnil! and friends participate 
in the process of recognition. and xisitors must theoretically 
tralel to experience each discrete entit! and know the socio- 
geographic irnpact of elents on September 11. 2001. 

'G ith t he  exception of two. entries numl~er  4163 a n d  2857. final 
entries represent each xictirn indi~iduall! as a group of 184 
'units.' T h e  degree of difference. organization. and  visibilit! of 
identity. houexer. of units laries. 

Entries 4163 arid 2857 share an ordering concept - democrat!. 
Both utilize naming as representation in conjunction uith a 
s!nibol- a p e d e d  or table. Compared to 1717, t he  degree of 
differentiation and specificit! of recognition is less. Entry 
number 1 7  17 utilizes an ordering del ice - age - to differentiate 
betneen indiliduals on American Airlines flight 7 7  and in tlie 
Pentagon, F ith respect to recognition this is universal - u e  
share aging. b e  vere once or will be any number of consecuti~ e 
ages. Age. is therefore simultaneousl~ differentiating arid 
unifiing and participating in the demand for recognition. 

Entries 4099 and 1276 differ the most nit11 respect to the 
degree of indiliduation arid recognition. Entry number 1276. 
for example. extends recognition beyond the memorial site. 
Entn, 4099. like 1276. does not utilize external categorie? to 
gioup x ictimi - i n d i ~  idualit! of birthplace. for example. is p a t  
of indix idual re( ogriition but not part of group recognition. 
Vole significanth. ho\\e\ er. 4099 and 1276 require explicit 
participation on the part of suluiling famil! member<. The 
result of this participation - locating a memorial i n  Ueu Jerse! 
or determining the content? of a Life Recorder - is in\isihle to 
tlie public. R e  do not liriov the ~ori tents of the Life Recoider or 
the geographic location of the distant memorial. 

En tq  number 1717 not onl! keeps the construrtion of Inernor-), 
\tithin the  limits of the site both literall! and figuratikel!. as 
described arid presumed b j  tlie competition guidelines. it 
rnalies a categorization of xictims visible. Categorization. in this 
instance, is acting as a surrogate means of representing 
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difference. not just 183 undiifereritiated units marl<ed b! 184 
ditferent names. 

Tlie halarice bet\+ een lleteiogerlcit! arid liorriogerieit~ of repie- 
sentation in menlorid design is indicati\e of the conflict 
hetween the politics ot I ecognitiori and the politics of diiier- 
ence. Charles Taylor'? disc ussiori of rer ognitiori aptl! coritextu- 
alizea the questions '~cho 7 5  i~p '~-"esmted '  and .lrho 1s remembcl- 
rng.' Fiist. I will addres. '~clm is ~~nleniberrrlg' in the context of 
identit! and recognition. Second. 1 nil1 address .~tlzo 1s 
rep~esriited' in the context of multiculturalsim. 

Ilernorials recognize indi~iduals ~ 1 1 0  are no longer able to 
demand recognition for themselves. 4 b  survilors. we represent 
and recognize victi~ns on their behalf and use memorials to 
construct memo?. In the context of identit! formation. 
recognition affirms traged! and loss for the living - we see 
ourselx es in the  memorial. participate in ~nemorialization. and 
collapse our identity onto the  exent and the site. (5) The 
process of participatol: recognition is analogous to Taylor's 
description of a dialectic relationsliip betmeen identit! and 
other human relations. Participatoq recognition also fosters 
equalit) - all want to 'helong' similarly and re spe~ t fu l l~  . 

m - h ~  discuss recent rnenlorial design competitions in tlie 
context niulticulturalism~' The answer is at least t ~ o  fold. 
Charles Taylor asserts the politics of difference is founded on 
equal recognition - difference is .blind' and valued equally. 
Interestinglj. competition entry number 171 7 stratifies india id- 
ua1s into categories. Re.  for example. lino~c. based on design, 
where someone died September 11. 2001. Entn number 1276. 
stratifies indi~iduals  into single entities - n o  t ~ t o  r oids need to 
be alike. Do differences in age- location of death. birthplace. 
etc. constitute multiculturalism? 40. but it constitutes differ- 
ence. the basis of multiculturalis~n. 

Here. I must return to Charles Taylor's examination and 
critique liberalism and the politics of equal dignitg. First. 
'difference-blind' liberalism is '"not a possible meeting ground 
for all cultures, hut is the political expression of one range of 
cultures"'. Second. **liberalism can't and shouldn't claini com- 
plete cultural neutralit!" (Tajlor. 62). Difterence. in the context 
of these proposals. is limited to unilersal categories of 
experience or it is not addressed at all. If \+e are to meanin,rrfull! 
examine ~nulticulturalism arid difference in the Pentagon 
IIerriorial. n e  must then ierognize \+hat is and is not repreaerit- 
ed. 

If recognition of i n d i ~  idual \ ictims is p e n  ash e. needed. and 
demanded. wh! are thr 3 hijackers ahoard hnerican 4irlines 
Flight 77 absent. omitted frorn the merit and the construction 
of me~norq? irguabl!. it uould he shocliing or upsetting to 
imagine Hitler recognized in a Holoraust ~rierriorial or Timoth! 
IIc\ eigh in the Oblahornd C i t ~  Bombing SIemorial - the! are 
understood as criminals. Difference<. h o ~ e \ e r .  betueen Tirno- 

tli! RIcI-eipli. and the 5 1iijac.liers. exist. Tiiriotli!- \Ic\-eigli is 
white and rlrnerican - thc 5 liijaclicri, are rieither. It is not the 
first time practices in the Lnited States haw oniitted a group of 
indil-iduals from rne~norialization. (6) 111 the part and prewntl!. 
\ve have been e a p r  to eserc-ise rnoral j~idgrnent at the expense 
of identity forrnation arid construct liistor! on an axis rather 
than a field of' recognition. The omission of the hijackers is not 
shocliirig but. in the context of globalization. re\eals ur~checlicd 
assunlptions about cultural value. difference. arid recognition 
and aHir1ns Taylor's belief: liberalisrri does not. at least riot y t .  
ha\-e a means of assigning value to differencr. 

I am not proposing \+e recognize hijachers. or Timoth! I I c I  eigh 
in the Oklahoma Cit! Bonibirlg Rlerno~ial. in the same manner 
l+e recognize victims. I am suggesting. honever. it is both the 
presence and absence of real recognition that signifies a rnissed 
opportunit! in memorial design. It is memorial architecture that 
can enalde a connection between our present experience and 
past exents and it ma! be the o n l ~  phjsical manifestation of 
niernoq oxer time. The roles and relationships betxleen site. 
e ~ e n t .  Inenlor!, and identit! have dehign potential. Presentl!, 
these potentials are stjmied bj a predominant cultural propen- 
sit! to categorize diff el ence numericall!. 

Thomas Keenan. director of the Human Rights Project at  Bard 
College. remarks that tlie apparent fixation on the statistics 
surrounding September 11. 2001 rmeals a false reliance on 
numbers to quantib and rerrlembe~ loss (\en kork Times. 
hoaember 30. 2003). He argues that categorization has 
interaened and molded our comprehension of the elent. If the 
construction of commemoration relies upon numerical repre- 
sentations of difference and identit!. hat are ~e memorializ- 
ing? census data? Has the politics of recognition, equal dignit!. 
and difference led us to equate categorization llith representa- 
tion. ~ i t h  identit!? 

If. and onl) if. we are able to comprehend the complexity of 
liolent e\ents. confront the politics of recognition. and \+eigh 
ddference. mill inlention. rather than the application of a 
memorial style. redran. and potentialit! relocate. tlie construc- 
tion of Inemor!. representation of identit!. and elent in politics. 
t ommunitj processes. mission statenients and in nlernorials 
themselr es. 

NOTES 
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