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SEATTLE CITY COUNCIL CLERK

SEATTLE MUNICIPAL BLOG SEATTLE WASH
SEATTLE CITY COUNCILMENS BEST, CARROLL, COOLEY, LAMPHERE, LARKIN
cMITH, TUAL, WILLIAMS.

I STRONGLY PROTEST APPROVAL CONSTRUCTION OF THE BAY FRE

cTOP ASIDE FROM BEING AN UNMITIGATED AESTHETIC DISASTER ) i
INEXCUSABLE IRRESPONSIBLE FINANCIAL UNDERTAKING IN FACE OF
THE PRESENT COMMUNITY SITUATION AND THE ORIGINAL LIMITED CITY
COMMITTMENT ALTHOUGH CONCERNED BY THE POSSIBLY ILLEGAL AND
DEFINITELY DAMAGING MONEY SITUATION MY MALIN OBJECTION 1€ THE
PHYSICAL AND ARTISTIC DAMAGE TC THE REMAINS OF A POSSIBLY LOVELY
CITY, MINE AS WELL AS YOURS PLEASE INSERT IN RECORDS ANU ACKNOW LEDGE

FRANK DOBBINS 510 NORTHEAST 81ST SEATTLE 115,
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8 SEATTLE CITY COUNCIL, DLY 75
SEATTLE MUNICIPAL BLDG SEATTLE
e BEFORE VOTING ON BAY FREEWAY STRONGLY URGE YOU EXAMINE Fuwfnmu
DI SCREPANCIES, BAY FREEWAY WAS PUT ON FEDERAL AID SYSTEM IN
¢ 1967. NEW 1971 SEATTLE BUDGET INDICATES FEDERAL AID NO LONGER
REQUESTED. CITY TU MAKE UP NINE MILLICH DOLLAR RESULTING DEFICIT
FROM FUNDS ALLOCATED FOR CITYWIDE STREET AND ARYERIAL IMPROVEMENTS.
e WMY TURN DOWN FEDERAL AID FOR THIS STATE HIGHWAY AND REPLACE
IT BY CITY AID FROM STREET IMPROVEMENT FUNDST NEEDED CITY STREET
e IMPROVEMENTS SHOULD NOT HAVE TO BE PAID FOR OUT OF PROPERTY
TAXES WHEN GAS TAXES ARE ALREADY MADE AVAILABLE FOR THIS PURPOSE.
a CITY TAXPAYERS DESERVE A FULL AND COMPLETE EXPLANATION,

MAYNARD ARSOVE PRESIDENT CARHT .
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City Council
Municipal Puilding Re: Freeway Txtensica
Seattle, Washington

Centlomen s

I am at a loss to understand how, in the face of mounting evidence
against the desirability of further freeway-buildine in the city, the
council nevertheless is considering additiocnal freeway construction,
This time, it's a freeway xtension to Seattle fenter and some new
interchanges at Roanoke and Mercer.

Concerning the extension =- it's been demonstrated time and again that
additional freeways dc not relieve congesticn. In tact, they tend to
worsen it by attracting an even greater volume of traffic, which, in
turn, raises further needs for more freeway building. Following this
pattem, the city must become paved over with highways and parkins lots.
And still the original problem remainz., Attendant problems of pellution,
loss of taxabls property, and destruction of the heart of the city (both
in terms of business revenues and as a pleasant place to spend time in)
== al]l thsse problems are only intansified with more freewars,

Rapid rail transit, with connectiny bus linkages, will ultimately be the
only way to deal with city and suburban transportation problems. Trus,
the Forward Thrust rapid transit bond issue was defeated this year. Rut
to give up on rapid rail transit simply because of this defeat would be
& serious mistake. The plan was defeated partly because of i%s excessive
local tax burden in the contaxt of rising unemployment, and partly
because the plan.itself had defects. (For example, West Seattle and also
large areas northest of the tiversity were not to be servad conveniently
by rail transit, In addition, the cost to the passenper par ride was
fixed at too high a level to be at tractive, )

In any event, rather than abandw ing efforts to promote rapid rail transit
andruming te demonstrably faulty freew: y=bullding concepts -~ wouldn't

it mike sense to (ag revamp the rail rapid transit propusal to inersase its
rail service and (b) put more pressurc on the Federal Covernment to foot

the bill both for canstruction and for actual operation of the urban/suburban
transit system.

Without 50% Federal funding (as well as a highway monopoly on gas tax revetues)
there would be no vast network of freeways. likewise, without massive Federal
Iinarcing, there can be no solution to the city's rapid transit problems.

I supgest, therefore, that the Council make short shrift of the proposed
freeway construction and turn its creative efforts, instead, toward promoting
rapid rail transit,

Yourg twruly,
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¥, F. Tversen
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