
FORT GREENE PATHS
Bound by Myrtle Ave, Washington Park, 
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Dekalb Avenue at Cumberland Street (1886)

Dekalb Avenue at Fort Green Place (1887)

FORT GREENE PATHS | Historic Plans | 1868 Olmsted & Vaux Plan
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Historic Postcard of Ft. Greene Park (early 20th C)

Prison Ship Martyrs’ Monument (1908)

FORT GREENE PATHS | Historic Plans | 1908 Design - Prison Ship Martyr’s Memorial 

N



6

NW Entrance Plaza (1930’s)

Tennis in the Park (1940’s)

FORT GREENE PATHS | Historic Plans | 1936 Gilmore Clarke Plan   

 
By the late 1860s Washington Park showed signs of 
its popularity in wear and tear, and interest renewed 
in its design.  As early as 1858, Whitman had written 
to the local newspaper to decry the general state and 
design of the park.  In 1867 Brooklyn Mayor Samuel 
Booth initiated a comprehensive park plan with the 
help of the commissioners of Prospect Park.  Over the 
next few years, Olmsted and Vaux laid out their plans 
for a system of parks, greens and boulevards, which 
included an updated design of Washington Park.  The 
movement toward upgrading the park coincided with a 
change in the neighborhood makeup, with middle-class 
families occupying elegantly built brownstones.  
 
olmsted and Vaux  
 
The team of Frederick Law Olmsted and Calvert Vaux 
began work on Washington Park in the late 1860s, which 
included a design for a crypt to hold the prison ship 
martyrs’ remains.  Their initial survey found the park 
unsafe for women and children, with its trees and lawns 
in a bad state.  The designers also found great potential 
in the site.  In their report that accompanied the design 
for Washington Park, submitted to the President of the 
Board of Commissioners of Prospect Park, Brooklyn, 
on September 9, 1867, Olmsted, Vaux and Co. laid out 
their vision for a small park on a unique site:  
 
The ground to be improved - over thirty acres in extent - is 
in the heart of the city, and is mainly elevated above the 

adjoining land.  The rise in parts is so considerable that 
the surrounding buildings are overlooked, and interesting 
views are commanded, extending far up the East River, and 
down the Lower Bay.  We also find that even in the hottest 
weather of summer, and when the air in the adjoining 
streets is disagreeably close, a refreshing sea-breeze can often 
be enjoyed on the higher levels of Fort Greene.    
 
Owing to the advantages it thus offers of fine prospect 
and pure air, combined with extended and varied 
character of surface, the ground suggests a more complete 
and interesting arrangement of accommodations for 
popular recreation than can often be attempted in the 
public squares of large towns; and yet it is altogether 
too restricted to be properly laid out as a park.  
 
The general treatment which will be likely to give those who 
frequent the grounds, during the day, the greatest enjoyment, 
must be of a somewhat rural character; but it is undesirable, 
with reference to public morals and the general police of the 
city, that grounds laid out in this way should be left open after 
dark, or that they should be used for the assemblage of public 
meetings, the display of fireworks, or for other incidental 
purposes which bring together large crowds.  
 
Olmsted and Vaux relied on curved paths, deliberate and 
close plantings, and the designation of easily accessible 
spaces for a parade ground and a site for saluting to orient 
and anchor their design. The plan also included lawns 
for use as girls’ and boys’ “playgrounds.”  Their report 
describes the included features and characteristics:

In the enclosed pleasure-ground, broad walks are, in the first 
place so laid out that the whole space is thoroughly traversed 
and turned to account.  Lines of communication, tolerably 
direct, and of easy grade, are at the same time secured for 
those who may have occasion to cross the Park during the 
day...the undulating ground is intended to be somewhat 
closely planted, and is proposed to be so laid out that it will 
offer a series of shady walks that will have an outlook over 
open grassy spaces at intervals...On the upper plateau, a 
site is arranged for a “Vine-Covered Walk,” of considerable 
extent, which would offer, in hot weather, a sufficient 
protection from the rays of the sun, even at noonday.    
 
Work began soon after this report was 
submitted, in June of 1868.    
 
early Martyrs’ Monument  
 
The redesign of Washington Park coincided with a 
movement to find a suitable and permanent monument 
for the prison ship martyrs.  The land where the first 
monument stood had been sold for taxes to another 
Brooklyn resident, Benjamin Romaine. Romaine, who 
had been a prisoner on one of the ships, hoped to be 
buried in the rehabilitated site and raised funds to build 
a more impressive memorial.  After his death in 1844, 
concerned citizens began mobilizing to secure a proper 
memorial, and in 1845 they attempted to interest the 
federal government in providing a monument and 
tomb.  In 1855, the Martyrs’ Monument Association 
was founded, drawing representatives from each 
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1930’s view of NW entrance plaza 

Prison Ship Martyr’s Monument, 1941 

Tennis in the park, 1940’s 
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Ft. Greene Park (Today)

FORT GREENE PATHS | Historic Plans | 1971 A. E. Bye Plan   
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2012 Community Listening Session

I.  Monument
 A. Upper Monument Plaza
 B. Lower Monument Plaza at Base of Stairs -  
     Myrtle Avenue

II.  Landscape
 A. Plantings
  1. Trees
  2. Lawn
  3. Planting Beds
 B. Hydrology
  1. Drainage & Erosion
  2. Water Utilities
 C. Paths, Stairs Walls, Fences, Rails
 D. Perimeter Sidewalk
 E. Lighting
 F. Signage
 G. Entrances
 H. Seating

III.  Architecture
 A. Visitor Center
 B. Comfort Station

IV.  Masonry
 A. Perimeter Wall

V.  Passive Recreation
 A. Picnics
 B. Entertainment/Events

VI. Active Recreation
 A. Tennis
 B. Playgrounds
 C. Basketball 
 D. Exercise

VII. Operations and Maintenance

The Park Programming and vision for the future of the park is based on input from a community listening session (February 2012), organized by the 
Brooklyn Borough Commissioner’s Office and meetings with various user groups.  Additional input was obtained from the Brooklyn Borough Office, 
Olmsted Capital Projects, Former Ft. Greene Park Manager Carol Anastasio, Current Park Director, David Barker, and the Fort Greene Park Conservancy

FORT GREENE PATHS | 2012 Community Listening Session   
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FORT GREENE PATHS | Nancy Owens Historic Resource, Management, & Operations Study - Circulation and Path Reconstruction  
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FORT GREENE PATHS | Nancy Owens Historic Resource, Management, & Operations Study - Circulation Comparison

LEGEND
1867 Olmsted & Vaux Plan

Current Configuration
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WILLOUGHBY AVENUE LANDSCAPE 1
-Drainage and Erosion Control
-Asphalt Path Replacement
-ADA Ramp at Entrance
-Entrance Plantings
-Entrance Stair and Wall Restoration

FORT GREENE PATHS | Completed Project
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FORT GREENE PATHS | Completed Project Photos

Ramp at Entrance New Entrance w/ new cheek walls & Handrails Granite Block Edging Vista towards Entrance

Large Scale Entrance Plantings
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FORT GREENE PARK 2a & 2b:  

30.17 ACRES
Community Board 2
Council District 35
Location:  Myrtle & Willoughby Ave
Funding: $3M

SOUTHEAST PARK PATH2b

MYRTLE AVENUE LANDSCAPE

-Project Area:  4.8 Acres

-Project Area:  1.3 Acres

2a

FORT GREENE PATHS | Funded Projects  

N
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FORT GREENE PARK 2a & 2b:  

SOUTHEAST PARK PATH2b

MYRTLE AVENUE LANDSCAPE

-Project Area:  4.8 Acres

-Project Area:  1.3 Acres

2a

•	 Mitigate Erosion and Storm 
Water problems

•	 Update and Improve Entrances 
and pavements

•	 Improve circulation and 
connectivity between                                                        

FORT GREENE PATHS | Overall Project Goals

N
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FORT GREENE PATHS | 2a - Project Goals

2a - MYRTLE AVENUE RECONSTRUCTION AREAS
•	 Myrtle/Washington Entrance reconstruction 

w/ ADA ramp

•	 Mid block entrance at Myrtle Avenue 
infrastructure

•	 New Asphalt Path

•	 Reorientation of jogging path near 
monument stair

•	 Stair landing reconstruction

•	 Erosion Control                                

•	 Drainage & runoff management

•	 General asphalt pavement replacement
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FORT GREENE PATHS | 2a - Existing Conditions

Exterior Walls

Park Entrance MYRTLE AVENUE W
A

SH
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TO
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K

Informal Jogging Path

Monument Stair

Event LawnEvent Lawn

Prison Ship Martyrs 
Monument

Monument Stair 
Landings

Existing Park Path

Visitor’s Center

East Wing of Monument

Existing Park Security 
Lighting

Park Entrance
-Stairs

Erosion Control 
Plantings with Cribbing

Prison Ship Martyrs 
Monument
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1 - PANORAMIC VIEW AT MYRTLE & WASHINGTON CORNER ENTRANCE

1

FORT GREENE PATHS | 2a - Myrtle Avenue Landscape - Site Photos 
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2 - CONCENTRATED FLOW 3 - CONCENTRATED FLOW 4 - CONCENTRATED FLOW

3+4

3

FORT GREENE PATHS | 2a - Myrtle Avenue Landscape - Site Photos 
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5 - MYRTLE MID BLOCK ENTRANCE
 -Erosion & Sedimentation at base of path

5 

FORT GREENE PATHS | 2a - Myrtle Avenue Landscape - Site Photos 
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6 - MYRTLE MID BLOCK ENTRANCE 7 - GULLIES ALONG PATH EDGE

7 6 

FORT GREENE PATHS | 2a - Myrtle Avenue Landscape - Site Photos 
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9 - MONUMENT STAIRCASE LANDING PAVEMENT DETERIORATION8 - JOGGING PATH DESIRE LINE AT MONUMENT STAIR

8 

FORT GREENE PATHS | 2a - Myrtle Avenue Landscape - Site Photos 9
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10 - PANORAMIC VIEW OF EVENT LAWN AND PROPOSED CONNECTION PATH

FORT GREENE PATHS | 2a - Myrtle Avenue Landscape - Site Photos   

 10
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FORT GREENE PATHS | 2a - Proposed Drainage and Erosion Control Plan
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LEGEND
Concentrated 
Flow

Overland Flow
Proposed Low 
Point/Rain Garden

Granite Block 
Edging 

French Drain

Proposed 
Drainage Pipe

Proposed Catch 
Basin

Proposed 
Leaching Concrete 
Dry Well

Existing 
drainage line.  
Most not found

Proposed water 
detention pipe

Existing Catch 
Basin

New Drainage 
Connection to 

Combined Sewer
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FORT GREENE PATHS | 2a - Typical Stormwater management details

Typical Section - Bioswale Typical Section - Concrete Dry Well

Typical Section - French DrainTypical Section - Granite Block Edge

Filter Fabric

Concrete leaching

Planted or Grass Swale

Broken Stone

Perforated Drainage Pipe

Overflow Outflow

Inflow

Granite Block Edge

Granite Block Edge

Catch Basin
Cover

Catch Basin & 
Dome Cover  
Beyond

Granite Block Edge
Bioswale Planting Mix

Broken Stone
Perforated Drainage Pipe

Planted Slope
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FORT GREENE PATHS | 2a - Site Plan

MYRTLE AVENUE W
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Granite Cheek Wall

Informal Jogging Path

Flowering Trees to 
dissuade joggers from 

jogging on the stair 

Cheek wall with Shrubs

Reconstruct Cheek Wall 
for informal jogging 

path safety

Reconstruct Monument 
Stair Landings with 

new asphalt hex block 
pavers

Three trees removed.  
Two will remain on 

upper landing

Add additional Park 
Security Lighting 
throughout (typ)

Replace Asphalt 
Pavment throughout

New ADA Compliant 
Ramp at Entrance

New Path conecting 
lower and upper 
portions of the park

Erosion control 
plantings along steep 
slope 

Granite Block edging 
(typ)

Reconstruct Myrtle & 
Washington Park corner 
entrance.
-Add stairs to increase 
elevation & mitigate 
ADA compliance and 
erosion and drainage 
problems

Entrance Plantings for 
erosion control (typ)

N
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FORT GREENE PATHS | 2a - Existing Circulation

MYRTLE AVENUE W
A

SH
IN

G
TO

N
 PA

R
K

Opportunity to create a 
connection from lower 

to upper paths.  Path 
to be in the spirit of the  

historic path

Event LawnEvent Lawn

Prison Ship Martyrs 
Monument

Prison Ship Martyrs 
Monument
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FORT GREENE PATHS | Original Olmsted and Vaux Plan with Connection Path

Opportunity to create a 
connection from lower 

to upper paths.  Path 
to be in the spirit of the  

historic path

‘Military Parade Route’
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FORT GREENE PATHS | 2a - Proposed Conection path

MYRTLE AVENUE W
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New Path conecting 
lower and upper 
portions of the park

N
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Section A-A   BEFORE

Section A-A   AFTER

Bottom of ADA 
Ramp

Top of ADA 
Ramp

Additional Granite 
Stairs with 
Handrails

Granite Cheek 
Wall Extension and 
Reconstruction

Reconstructed 
Entrance

Existing
Entrance

Handrail

Extended Cheek Wall

Existing Cheek Wall

Additional 
Granite Stairs

Existing Granite 
Stairs

A

A

A

A

Ramp 8.3%

Ramp 8.3%

Granite Block 
Edge

Existing 
Entrance

Existing Granite 
Steps

Reconstructed 
Entrance detail

Existing Cheek 
Walls

EXISTING ENTRANCE @ MYRTLE & WASHINGTON PARK

PROPOSED ENTRANCE @ MYRTLE & WASHINGTON PARK

FORT GREENE PATHS | 2a - Myrtle and Washington Entrance Blowup & Sections



30

Erosion Control 
Plantings at 
Entrance

Granite Cheek 
Wall

A

A

Section A-A   

Historic 
Granite Wall

Existing 
asphalt 
pavement on 
steep slope

New Granite Cheek 
Wall to retain soil

New Granite 
Cheek Wall similar 

to the Willoughby 
entrance ramp

Granite Block Edging 
near entrances (typ)

Entrance 
Planting

PROPOSED MID BLOCK ENTRANCE PLAN ON MYRTLE AVENUE

EXISTING MID BLOCK ENTRANCE PLAN ON MYRTLE AVE

GRANITE CHEEK WALL 
AT WILLOUGHBY AVENUE

FORT GREENE PATHS | 2a - Myrtle ‘Mid Block’ Entrance Blowup & Sections

Varies 
4” to 2’-0”
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Existing informal 
jogging path

New planting to 
disuade joggers 
from running in 

this location

Reoriented 
jogging path

Asphalt hex block 
pavement in need 

of replacement

EXISTING CONDITION PROPOSED CONDITION

Replaced 
asphalt hex 

block pavement

FORT GREENE PATHS | 2a - Stair Landing Reconstruction & Reorientation of jogging path

N
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FORT GREENE PATHS | 2b - Project Goals

2b - SOUTHEAST PARK PATH GOALS

•	 Mitigate Erosion and Storm Water problems
•	 Update and Improve Pavement

PROJECT AREA:   1.3 Acres
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11 - Ponding - Problem drainage area 12 - Ponding after a storm

FORT GREENE PATHS | 2b - Southeast Park Path - Site Photos  

11  12
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Low Point

Existing Path

Multi-Purpose Field
& erosion has created a 
‘dust bowl’

Major Ponding due to 
lack of drainage

Perimeter Schist Wall

Erosion

Concentrated 
Flow

Overland Flow

Ponding

Sedimentation

Denuded Lawn

Informal Jogging Path
-Compaced earth

LEGEND

N

Project Area

FORT GREENE PATHS | 2b - Existing Drainage Conditions
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FORT GREENE PATHS | 2b - Proposed Site & Drainage Plan
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Raised and 
reconstructed Asphalt 
Path

Project Area

Proposed Park Security 
Lighting

Hydroseeded LawnHydroseeded Lawn

LEGEND
Concentrated 
Flow

Overland Flow

Proposed 
Drainage Pipe

Proposed Catch 
Basin

Proposed water 
detention pipe

Proposed Bench
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FORT GREENE PATHS | Preliminary Plant Selections

Diervilla lonicera Symphoricarpos albusClethra alnifolia

Amelanchier canadensis Cercis canadensis Ulmus Americana
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FORT GREENE PATHS | Furnishings   

LightingSettee Bench

Asphalt Hex Block Pavement

Granite Cheekwall and Handrail Granite Block Edging
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FORT GREENE PATHS | Proposed Design 
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