
2 BASEBALL HISTORICAL ATLAS

Here we see the original space 
Griffith Stadium later occupied as 
it appeared in the first decade of 
the twentieth century. An “athletic 
field” closed of by a simple board 
fence that maximized the empty 
land of this busy urban neighbor-
hood in NW Washington DC. The 
field was integrated into the public 
space, sharing the block with the 
Freedman’s Hosptial and Howard 
University’s Medical Department, a 
lumber yard, stables, a hotel, a 
barber, and a number of houses. 

As Griffith Stadium was built up 
around the field, many of the busi-
nesses disappeared from the area. 
In 1920, this more permanent 
strucure was completed. However, 
the layout of the original field, as 
well as the remaining neightbors, 
gave Griffith a unique and strange 
shape. The left field fence was 80 
feet further from home plate than 
in right.  The center field fence 
jutted in at a right angle around a 
group of five houses and a large 
tree which was visible above the 30 
foot wall.

Conversely, DC (later RFK) 
Stadium was built on an unused 
section of land on the very out-
skirts of the city. No detailed 
Sanborn insurance map for the 
area even existed before it was 
built in 1961. The perfect symme-
try of the building and lack of 
character are in a part a result of 
the different contruction processes 
at work. With a clear and open 
space available, and no specific 
neighborhood to fit into, RFK was 
an entity built solely with regards 
to its purpose.

The interior spaces of the two sta-
diums offered fans very different 
experiences. In the first image we 
see the intamacy fans were offered 
at Griffith Stadium. The action was 
close, bringing the speed and 
power of the game into focus. And 
the stadiums large outfield dimen-
sions were couched by neighbor-
hood entities, such as the tree in 
center, which offered perspective. 
Conversely, the circular, multipur-
pose seating of RFK pushed fans 
far from the field. Even from the 
prime seats behind the dugout, as 
pictured here, the players look 
small. Simlarly, despite its smaller 
dimensions than Griffith, the out-
field fences of RFK seem extremely 
distant, in part because there is no 
frame of reference. The game 
appears to be swallowed by the 
stadium.

These three dimensional views of 
the stadiums bring out some of the 
differences in the presence of each. 
The view from behind the left field 
bleachers at Griffith Stadium high-
lights how much the stadium was 
part of the neighborhood. The seat-
ing areas had roofs, but were open 
in back, and the bleachers were 
completely open, offering patrons 
views of the surrounding area. The 
overhead view of RFK Stadium, 
meanwhile, presents the very differ-
ent relationship it has with the area 
around it. It is completely closed off 
with only an opening at the top, 
offering its patrons a view of the sky 
alone. There are no unique angles in 
its “cookie-cutter” shape, as it roams 
across the margins of the city. Not 
just the location of these stadiums, 
but the approach to their design 
tells us a lot about how baseball fit 
into the District’s daily life.


