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ain Floods Underpass

o e ¥ Pavement In
: ' Mercer St.
Buckled

By Flood

| A portion of Mercer Street
|became a river bed when a
lwater main broke at Third
Avesue North and Merder
Streat at 8:15 o'clock this
morning.

Water gushad from berieath
both sides of Mercer and from
under a parking strip on the
north side of the street near
the Civic Auditorium,

Equipment Submerged

Water flowed east in Mer-
cer Street, partly {looding the
underpass under construction
at Aurora Avenue and Mer-
.|cer Street. Some construction
cquipment was submerged
| Whater department em-
ploves shut off valves con-
| trolling a2 20-inch main and a
‘12 inch main in Mercer Street.
{The flow was stopped at §
io'clock
. . ;A . | Pavemen: Undermined
enveloped  UNDERPASS FLOODED: Censtruction  Streed, recr. Troffic in Aurere Avenue | Pavemeat at the (ntersec.

DELUGE: Water qushed from o broken

maoin ot Third Averue Neorih ond flowed at ‘the point whers the breok occurred. ' equipment lay portly submerged in water is visible cbove the underpass. Water [lion where the break occurred
inte Mercer Street this merning os pe- The woter flowed east in Mercar Street fodoy in the Mercer Street underposs, Dopartmant employes were dispatched (was forced upward six to
lice diverted troffic from the flooded in-  acros: Fifth Avesue North. The rumofi The runoff from o broken water main  to pump cct the woter. The coese of the |eight inches over a distance

of about 75 feet, Police said
the pavement was umnder-
mined extensively. Traflfic
was diverted.

l Water Department work-
|men were unsble to determine
the cause of the break. A
1pokesman sald the break
could have been In elther of
:!M two water mains or in.a
|branch to & fire hydrant.

| Workmen were dispatched
Ito pump water out of the
|underpass

Hdersection. A utility pole, o police celi. emptied into the Marcer Stresd underpass. emptied info the underpass from Mercer  broken main was net fearned immadiately.

“Break in Water Main Floods Underpass: Pavement in Mercer St. Buckled by Flood,” The Seattle Times, January 4,
1958, p. 1.
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Rosellini Sees
8 Start On
Ind Lake Span

-Governor Rosellini pre-
dicted today that a start on|'
construction of a second Lake|'
Washington bridge would be|
made this year. j

The governor told a lunch-{,
eon of the Women’s City Club|’
in Seattle that the state in-
tended “to progress as quickly
as possible on a bridge at
Evergreen Point.” '

The state.proposed a plan
to build a bridge at Evergreen|.
Point as quickly as possible
and later to construct a third
bridge parallel to the Float-
ing Bridge, putting tolls on
all lake traffic.

The City of Seattle has op-
posed the plan and recently
proposed that the second
bridge be built between Sand
Point and Kirkland. '

Rosellini said that advances
in highways and institutions
would highlight his adminis-
tration's program in 1958. He
said work on the Tacoma-
| Seattle-Everett freeway would
!|be extended and that work
'lwill begin on a Hood Canal/
|bridge.

Rosellini Sees ‘58 Start On 2nd Lake Span,” The Seattle Times, January 7, 1958, p. 34
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“CUNNINGHAM'S COMMENT:

Group's Rebuff fo Metro Wil
DoNothingto Speed lakeSpan

—By ROSS CUNNINGHAM,
Assaciate Editor, The Times
T seems veey doubtful if the second Lake Washisgton
Seidge peoject snar'sp was helpad any by the Lake Bridge
Users' Assaciation taking 2 position in opposition 1o the
Metro proposition which will de ca the March 1] ballot

'huc‘.mbvﬂnmommxdmmvmdx
tive—in retaliation foc the opposition by Seattle munichal
cfficials 10 the constraction of 2 Beidge cn the Everpreen
Peint-Mentiake route.

This perhaps should be pointed cut in cccnection with
the Jong bridge controversy. If Seattle officials have been
stubborn in their insistence upon a Saad Point or paraliel-
route bridge, the Bridge Users' Associatica kas been equally
stubbom in its fight for an Evergreen Point bridge.

No Concession by Either Side

Thare bas been mo “give” o compromise on the part
of either side. Both groups have bung so tough in their
insistence that they Bave their own ways that it Bas been
impossible over the yeare to get started on a bridge,
althoogh there seems 10 be a growing consessts ca both
sides of the lake that the need for 2 new crossing is 8
great that a bridge sheuld e built wherever one caa b2
built.

The problem right sow appears to be more 002 of
HOW to fizance 2 Beidge rather than WHERE it is o be
locpted.

The stzie's twobridge package plas is not moving
abead and appears {0 Se dead, Seattle cfficials are pushing
a preposal for improvenent of the peesent tridge, o be
fellowed in 2 mumber of years by another toll-free bridge
on the parallel roste—3at no oze yet has suggested where
the mozey for the present bridge improvements is ¢ come
from.

long, Doubtful Shet in Dork

The Lake Bridge Users' Asseciation’s thinking that
e bond marke: bas improved encugh to permit the fnanc-
ing of a ol beidge oa the Evergreen Peint route, without
restoeing tolls to the presnt bridge, seems to be z kag
and doubtial shet in the dark.

In tais writer's view, it may be necessary lo work up
a2 entirely new approach o the financing of a second lake
bridge. This might inveive a combization use of 1!l reve-
nees a2d tax fonds. The tax funds might come from either
county ¢ state, or frem 2 combingticn of both

However, this much appears 0 be very clear The
oroperation OF The sTale, city and county, either in 2
finascing or 2 political operation, will be required to get
the beidge project started.

Vindictive attiteces om the part of &y of the groups
cozcerned will not bring absct the co-op2rative atmosphere
needed to fester the bridge peojact. Such attituces tend
1o make *he atmosphere even less favorable to 2 seitle-
ment of the Jng stalemate, and he problem of finencing
mece difficult.

Another Condroversy Threatens

What appears to be _zp;rxm is that the Metro peo-
posal the principal immediate 3im of which is to clea up
Lake Washizgten pellution, s gelting into the same soct of
basdls that has preveatsd constraction of a laks Zeidge.

If this controversy gets oat of kazd, as the lake bridge
covtroversy has, we may te argeing tes yeus!from
20w absot vhs is ta Blame for the lass of Lake Waskington
25 2 recreational asser, H

“Group’s Rebuff to Metro Will Do Nothing to Speed Lake Span,” The Seattle Times, February 6, 1958, p. 8.
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14 The Seattle Times

Manday, Maech 17, 1958+

Second-Lake-Bridge
Fight Blocks Federal
Approval of Freeway

By GENE HILLS Ilt Roanoke Street to thel

* Unless a bridge is dullt!

across the northern area of south

north and Connecticut Street
south of the business area,
Any Nerthern Site 0. K.

ergreen P
or north of there—the Sem.le
freeway will not do the job
for which it is being designed.
State nghwny Department on
today said the de-

sign for a 12-lane freeway,
through ceatral Seattle is|
hued on the assumption that

Department offi-
cials made it clear that the
northera  bridge does not
necessarily have to be built
on the Evergreen Point
Mountiake route, as far as the
{reeway is
A bridge at Sand Po(nt. ad-
vocated by the city adminis-(
tration, or almost any other

Lake
Mdg: will be in operation by
1975,

If such a bridge is not built

and all cross-lake traffic is|

carried on bridges in the area
of the existing Floating
Rridge, the freeway design|
wﬂih upset, the officlals

The freeway would have!

too many zruf!lc hnu mnh ljected 10 the Evergreen Poml
central b

of ‘the

polnl north of the Moatiake|
District would have a con-
nection with the freeway at!
Roancke Street. i

route to a

Some city officlals have ob-

s lmdp, P

trice and not encugh wm tojcause it weuld b

handle traffic to and from/
lake bridges south of the
downtown area.

Access Plan Schmitted

The Highway Department|
ssid sccess plans for a major!
traffic interchange at Roa-
noke Street, coanecting the!

bridge, have been submitted|
to the Federal Buresu of Pub-
lic Roads for approval.

The bureau, however, Is
not expected to approve the
iaterchange amless it is as-
sured now that a lake bridge!
will be Beilt before 1975, The

fwith the freeway norm of the
business district.

Main Problem in North
The City Planning Commis-
sion, for ome, declared that
Seattle's greatest traffic vol-
umes are north of the central
district and contend that an
[Evergreea Point bridge pour-
ing traffic into the freeway at
|Roanoke Street would aggra-
vate the problem.

freeway bas been d
part of the nation’s interstate|
highway system, wkich,
under federal law, is being
designed for 1375 traffic.
Federal
ﬂu“ylnehdkzld they’
will not even approve con-
struction of a section of the
freeway itself in the Roanoke
Street area until the contro-
wersy over the site of a sec-
ood Lake Washington bridge
Is settled.

If no noethern biridge is to
be bailt, there will be no need
for 2 major Roanoke Street
interchange. A relatively
minor access point to handle
lqc:l traffic wouald be esough,

1 Declsion Sought Now

‘But the federal bureau
wants the city and state 1o
decide now about the.lake|
bridge. The bureau dotsa’t
want to appeove a  minor]
abcess point, then, after thel
freeway is in operation, have
to recomstruct & major inter.
clange when the lake-beldge
problem is solved, That weeld
be too expensive.

The pressure for an early
lake-bridge decision, however,
it mot prompted by the inter-
<baue problem alone.

“Tha entire Seattle freeway|
s being designed with traf.
fic flows to and from eight!
lanes of I:t w:nla;wn

in the area of the ex-|
mﬂu Bridge (the
Floating Bridge and a p!nl
lel span) and a northern four
Jane bridge in mind,

Traffic surveys, detailed
roadway and sccess-ramp de-
signs and the federal bu-
-reau’s approval of 12 lanes
for the freeway all have been!
made under a plan that calls|
for three Lake Washington
bridges whose traffic would!

teave and enter the freewayl

“Second-Lake-Bridge Fight Blocks Federal Approval of Freeway,” The Seattle Times, March 17, 1958, p. 14.

lake bridge—whether it be at
Montlake, Sand Point or any,
other north-end site.
“That always has been the|
idea,” coe city ing of-
con-|ficial sald. “The freeway plan
mow is to handle traffic ¢
and from the Floating Bridge,
a four - lane parallel brlqc
and a four-lane nosthern lake
bridge by .1975.
No Conflict Seen
The city’s latest
constroction of & parallel
bridge first and of a bridge n|
Sand Point later-~would mot,
conflict with present freeway,
plans, state and city engi-
neers pointed out.
So far, however, this plan
is just & proposal. The con-
troversy over the sites for ane
or two more Jake bridges still|
fs far from settied.
“The lake are tied
|directly to the freeway,” said
one HI

Department en-
M.‘Mlhclm-nykl
long way ahead of those who
notododl'mm.qm|

ticn.

“The decisicn - makers are
going to bave to catch up, or|
we won't have either the
|bridges or the freeway,”
said,
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Esthefic (rime" Committed on Franklin High

Editor, Taz Times:

AS an elumozs of Freoklin High Scicol, and as an
architecs, 1 wish to gubcly proiest ta2 dishizres
ment of “he (lormerly) most ccaviifal hgh scl in

Searle

1: was ¥Rmys 2 pleassre 1w pess by ki 3:d
{2 view i; giosg the tieelined boulevard from Razinier

AP,

Now, ¢ wn2s 10 void
i szt of the building An
eshetic crime Bag be2n oo
mitied!

Tre beawsiful western

2c20e has brez myltlated
by 20 awiwardly pregos-
ticacd 20d waseated protus
an Al e lawes serton.
J2e elassie tolumng are
paraly faft zdove, o
claming tize vy,

Tre peneen ad ooly of
ths new woek i cifensive ¥
facsasment with the cher-
guee of e nider buticne,
Te resuli 35 exemely ga-
pleasart!

A rev gamnas.uin feciiny
o leated e froce of ke
Bilding 0 iFe northase,
pan ally (2&era g the mess
¢f 152 me= bulding,

I seqaby zeinard 20d
Lajasats 12 g i0calon,
coine, pronerion and 02’

Banistp 0 e xzin
blrs...
~V1ZT0R STEINSRUECH,
272 Doeffel Drive
’
FOR EVERGREEN
baaor Tre Times

Your edaod of Augost
21, “Sate Srould mek
Liag Siclezate on Lake
Eniee” hag ceme Sefoce
tze Brge Lommiiee of the
Firkiaed Cramber of Com
e,

Ameng acher thinge, vour
edireeial s glaringly bwee-
reey o slaiig that 2 great
manety of Torass do not
kave any preferance where
the secced Lae Waskiegton
Bridze s bt

Sinzz 1430, e comausi-

Ues ¢f Krdand, Beikvue,
Redmané and oter coasigu-
Ous ‘MeCrporiad and Lan-
corpocated aveas throagh
Uheir municipal govemanents
and <heir chambers of com-
merce, have crsstealy
peaded fac 2 yige 1 be
bal: where (v state of
Washington, threuga its
Legslatize and the Toll
Brid22 Autheity, Bas retom-
mended the dnpe 1o be
buili=~irom Evergress, Pomt
iz 3 eoamerire cf oit-
3¢ on e st Sde—not
Over 3 por ¢ef a m
bas »or favernd the Sand
Pt biicge o the pasallel
bride

—(EARLEC 0, MORGAY,

Crarmer, ak and

Fudae Corvaiver.

Kokizaf Laasher of
Comameres.

WHEN, NOT WHERE
Editor, Toe Times:

Congrzwulations on vour
fortright and revealing edi-
toral on 3 ¢2cond L
Washingree aridoe (“State
Should Erwak Loag Sule
mate om Lake 3ndge,” The
Times, Argust 23),

s hard o enderstand
why the state hasnt solved
the problem loag 220, valess
i‘, deesn't wany 2oy solation
except 1ts owm.

As a dxlv cemmater 10
Seattly, 1 e2n sar there i
U geater plaest in
WIEN we zet a bricee and
whether we gy TOLLS than
th2re is 2 s wherz 2
bricze is lcated,

Yoo <told be complic
mexad dor scus revelation
o the dzes alleotk”
Posna 1t the Jakedrider
b (A

A WOPRATT,
101 105 A S €,

“Esthetic Crime’ Committed on Franklin High,” The Seattle Times, August 31, 1959, p. 8.
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Lake Bndge. No Span in Sight After Six Years of Controversy 7

Simca 1953 = controrarsy
finencing and

@ bridge started but ol Ism
uil A

i et e
" e ot
r:.--ﬂl.nue witl e

n more intalerable be-
fore another beidoe enn be hanks

—eren if it were atarted Tmme:

"‘2- id rhis lmln pnku
auch

.‘
nese under consideration for iv
nancing®
‘m talls 1o k resiored 1o thel
rent bridge!

'l-u obu AM rowte mm

W hat are the prospects
ting & sccond bridgo baile ih
wewr future?

There cre awang the mawy!
quastlons du the minds of many)
ditisens of Sesttle and nu o
the Toke. To theow same light
on them, the following Aos been|
writien by Russ Commisgham,
amociate editer of The Tiwn

Q. When is it likely that af
bridge

will be started?

A, No one can say for sure.
The state Is considering sev.|
eral plass for financing 8!
Moztlake « Evergreen Point

. I toll-revenue bonds
to finance it cas be sold, &
start could be expected
within several months. But
the prospects still are pretty
ity

Q. What do you mean by
ity

A, Let's take thie various
fimancing plans, one by one,
to get the answer,

Fusd Pl Offered

County Commissicaer Scott
Wallace has that
rcad funds of his district be
pledged 10 guarantee an i
sussce of toll-reveave bonds
for a Montiake - Evergreen
Point bridge, which he cam-
paigeed for whea he was
elected.

Wallace Ras yet to sall the|
two other mmlﬁsslcﬂcu e«
Urely oa his propesal,
though the state would like)
to grasp it If it would get al;

ige started,

But there is a legal ques-

g tolls were not|
mﬂl the state would not
have 10 resort to the device to
sell the dands,

In this connectiom, the Ta-
coma  Narrows bridge has
pald Its way withost resoct-|
ig to the use of a guarantes

| |fund available. The opposite]

Is true In Spokane, where &
state (dl'h“huze has beea a

istate Brought the suit, iy
might get through: the Su-
preme Court in two oe three
months.
Suit Considered

The state is considering the
wit to save time—because if
it is brought by outsiders it
might take a year or Jonger
to get the question adjudl
catsd. The state has special
rights 10 get speedy court de-
terminations. |

Q. Are there nny political
probiems Inwh!d in Wal-
Ixin plan?
Al Yu. Tt has beea charged]

al-by vrities that he would)

jecpardize the road program
lnmudmu& King County
north of Renton by pledging
the funds.

tion whether the ccunty can
do what Wallace propotes
Whare there is a logal ques-
tion there i an opportumity’
for n court test—and 09p0-|
nents of Wallace's plaa Mvc
sald they will go to court.
Q. How long would such
couxt test take?
A, This fwewld depend upon|
honr it wae hremeht  IF tha

al

“Lake Bridge: No Span in Sight After Six Years of Controversy,’

{how moch moncy the county|

No one can sy for sure

might have to put up, The
total lability woudd be adeost
$750,000 a year i the bridpe
did Bot earn enough revense
[to meet its dedt service,

Q. What other

PROPOSED ROUTES FOR SECOND LAKE BRIDGE

[focmstr plan to pledge restora-|

tiom of tolls 1o the present
Bridge if needed to service
the debt of a Meootlake-route
bridge.  If this plan were)
used, the Wallece plan would
be unnecessary.

Q. How would this tolt.
restoration work?

A, Uader one plan, the statel
would build the Evergreen,
Point - Montlake bridge from)
0 ul' ol toll-reventse bosds;

¢ bonds could be re
dnmed from the toll rev
enues from that beidge, o)
tolls would be applied to the
present betdge; but if the new|
bridge didn't pay cut, tolls
would be restored ca the ex-
isting bridge,

Toll on Both Bridges

All motorists crossing the|
lake then would have to pay|
a toll to crois either bridge.

Q. What {5 the likelihood of|
this cccurring?

A, No onz can say, not
even the traffic engiceers)
who have studied the revenue)

|plans are under considera-
tion?

situation~~altkough they are|
optimistic. However, it is ob-

AL Thern it 3 revival af the!

virie that if the -musunv

0,

Q. Wkat are the relative
ccsts of the two bridge proj
ecty?

A. There are lots of “fig.
ures” floating around, some
of them designed to make one|
tor the other project Joak more,

Estimates Given |
The Coverdale & Colpitts,
repoct, in 1957, placed the)
cost of a parallel route bridge)
at $46,000,000 and an Ever-
green Point beridge at $26.
020,020

Soane factors have changed
since then, but these esti-
mates give a geod idea of the|
{comparative costs.

Q. Why is the parallel route
|the more expeasive?

A. This is mostly becaase
it requires two bridges—-one
scross the main body of the
lake, another across the
Chasnel —two more tummels)

Mercer Island, and extezsive
[interchanges in Seattle,

Q. What akout route rec-
cmnmendations by traffic en-

gineers?

A. The De Leuw, Cather &
Co. report, made at state ex-
pense in 1936 to “resohve” the)
route controversy, recom-
meaded the parallel route.
The State Highway Depart-
ment has made one or more
reports  recommending the
the Evergreen Point route.

. Ceafusion Results

The coaflicting reports have

In Seattle, right-of-way onleaa, o

diate of a toli

16 ook after they

lme parallel bridge?

A, The mayor's plan has
bten rejected by the governor|
and the Board of King
[County Commissioners, They
wast an Evergretn Point
bridge,

And the governor's latest
proposal—that e’ city Belp)
finznce an Evergreea Pomt
bridge — can be  consider
dead, too, City officals phad
nh.l:e.y to kelp finances
bridge they have opposed.

Q. But the governor bad

Interests of Sesttle as he sees
them,

Q. What is the brhlce sear
timent in Seattle’
A. 1t never hu been meas-|
ured by a disinterested sam-|
pling of opinion, An lndicator,

Department to spend more of,

its money in monmetropolitany

areas.

Q. But' one hears that

“Seattle is, getting 2 the

money™ with the [reaway|

coastruction

A, That's not quite troe,
ish and Pierce Coun-

boweves, con be found
lection results,
Elections Cited
Candidates who have ron
for mwnitipal offices on an
Evergreen Point bridge plank
have Bees defeated without

ties, and the outlyizg parts of
King Coualy, will benefit lﬂ
muech as Seattle from
{three-county freewsy, These
K [theee countles were quite pa- !
tient, and rightly so, when the
state was ding tens of

said earlior that he was open|
minded regarding Clinton's
proposal?

A. The governor usually
takes the positica he is open-|,,
minded ca the bridge route,
Bt he always eads up back-|
ing the Evergreen Point route,
which be indorsed when he
veas elected,

Q. Hasn't Cllnton beer

bt

'who have supported the may-

jor's positicn = have been re-

turned 1o office.

An Important difference be-

millicas of dollars to improve
the east-west and north-south
highways in the rural areas.

Q. Is it troe, &3 soeme co0-

tween the city and state plans|
is that the city’s plan w
“lprovide a  tollfree bn@e
while the state's plan would|
require tolls,

Q 1s It true that the former|

A. The myw has argued
vigoroasly against an Ever-
green Point bridge, bat at no|

tizse has be been in a positica)
kplly to Block its constru
tica if the siate had had the|
money (o finance it. The
state’s authority in this mat-
ter is superior to the city’s.

Freeway Job Pushed
The my is helpin to pm-

state

tion favored the Evergreen)
Point bridge, and could bave
buit it without su;-plmnul
tinanc

A. Yes, If the bridge had
~|beess started in, say, 1953 oc
1854, it could have been fi-
nanced without any gusras.
tees. But costs have risen,

Pattera Seen

The State Highway Depart

mn(. through Republican dnd

tend, that federal money forp
vould parallel bridge will not e
avallable until 19657

A. That's true a3 loag
the state continues 10 mke]
it true; it all depends ca W
Ithe state decides 10 budget
|lts revenues.
Priority Questioned
| Critics of the state have
comtended it has given a par
sllel-route bridge & Jower prl
ority than some other peoj-
ects where traffic congestion
is cither Jess or moaexistent,
They cite the freeway 1o be
bullt between Olympia and
the Nisqually River as being
on & noncongested route.
This project has a higher pei-

tertie, which would be m in-
tegral part of .an Evergreen|Poén!
Point bridge.

Q. What has been the basis
of Clinton's position?

A. The mayor suppérts the
position of the City Planning
Commission that a paraliel
bridge, and later a Sand Point

hn p]uavd for an Evergreen
t beidge and bas kaocked |

down every proposal (o beild
a parallel-route bridge.

The reassas for this are
vague, but suggestions may
be found in the history of the
[department. It always has
been rural-minded and, \mnl

bridge, would
the city’s loeg-range traffic|
pattern better than a bridge
through Blontiake.

The mayor also may be
echoing  sentiment Qn the|

lp'ndmg in the »onmdrvpcll
tan areas of the state,

There Is evidence of this In|
the bighway patterm: High-

Madisoa Park,

ways bave been improved to!
i north
Evecett and south of Tacoma,

been used by to
support their positions, which
has wdded to the confusion.

Q. If the state decides to
pledge restoration of tolls to
the present Leidge, is there
likely to be a coust test?

A. Opponents of this plas
have said they would carry!

Supremo Court if possidble.
Q. What about Mayor Clin-

to's peoposal for the city,

lcounty and state to finacce,

the fight to the United States|bridge somewhere else.™

which Ion‘ bave been protest-|:
ling intrusion of a bridge
These people say the bridge]
is wanted mainly by residerts]
east of the lake and “we see|
no reascm why they should
run it through our neighbor-|
hoods. Let them Euild their|

Q. One hears that Clinton's
position was dictated by a
handful of his suppoc!

A. That's nonséase. The

on 2 “loan™ basis. the imme-

|and across the state, bat only!
[recently bas work begun oo
e Tacoma - Seattle - Everetl
freeway—the locatice of the
greatest congestion in  the|
state.

The freeway was first en.
visaged as a tollway, and the
lake-beidge peoblem seems to
fall in this same category.
Il the pecple of this area
could be made to pay for
thelr facilities from tolls, that

mavor obviously has a deeol

would permit the Highway)

ceity than the lake bridge.
Q. It has heen asserted that
the lakebridge financing!
plans have been “overloaded™
with costs that should not bel
borne by tollpayers, to such
an extent that it has been im.
possible to finance them with
toll-revenue boods. s that
Lowe?
A. A case might well bo
[made along that JineC Critics!
|of the state’s financing plans
Rave held that they are wroag
in concopt. They cite, for ex-
ample, the financial pl

'

anaing)
Ollin comnoction with an Ever-

grees Point bridge.

The floating sections and)
their approaches were esti-
mated in 1957 to cost aleut)
$15,000,000—which pwbchly‘
could be financed from toll
revenue bonds withoat resoety
to guarantees. |
Hut what the state hasdone
is to hasg ancther $11,000,000
worth of monbridge  woek|
ionto the beidge financing
This includes highways amd)
other werk east of the hke

lextending to east of Lakel

Washington Boulevard, and
rwest of the lake through
Montlake 10 the freeway

route on noethern Capitol HuL
The critics argue that if
the city, oc State were willing
to pay for the shore-side fa-
cilities from k';,; furgds'—as
have for highways
‘:{m ‘x\a be m‘gﬁ'%’l-
culty fimancing a toll beidge

on that route eves Now,
“Loading™ Cited
The parallel-bridge route,
likewise, has bLeen “loaded”

with mmbddse costs—such
as the highway across Mercer
island, additicna] tunnels and
lmer(h.ngu in Seattle,
’nma are not strictly

0" peojects; they are
“Righumy systems™ extending
far from the lake Itself, Many
parts of the “systems” would
ibe wsed by motorists who
{would mot pass through the
toll plazas.

The argument essentially is
that of these facilities extend-

far from the bridge them- |
l’?hu were pald for from tax
funds, the costs of (he bridge |
would be L down to
‘within range of fimancial fea-
sibility.

Q. Has this concept ever
been explored?

A. Yes, Past of it has been
carried out In the city.seate
agreemest to bulld the Mont- ¢
lakeeCapitol Hill intertle, but -
opparently for reasons other |
than to get a bridge. The city- !
state agreement reduced costs
estimates for an Evergreen
Point “bridge™ by about $4..
000,000, Bt mot enough to
snsure the fisancing of a
bridge without some form of

Q. Jt has blen said that 2
parallel bridge couldat be
begun, even if money were
available, decause the Legis-
fature Bas decreed that the
bridpe be duilt on the Ever-:
green Point location, Is that
true? o
A. No, The Legislature .
weuod & preference for the,:

Evergreen  Point rowte, but
left the decision on the site to
ndministrative officiale

The Seattle Times, September 6, 1959, p. 2.
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TIMES READERS HAVE THEIR SAY:

Money Troubles Real Cause of Evergreen Delay

Editor, The Times:

OUR editorial, “And Still No Bridge in Sight” in The
Times of September 29, gives undeserved credit to

The fact is that no pro-

- tests against building this
: span, instead of where the

State Highway Commis-

- sion’s own engineers found
. the need to be the greatest,

the paralle] route, have had
any effect whatever on state
officialdom.

The reason the Evergreen
Point bridge has not been
built is that they have not
vet found a way to fi-
nance it,

The DeLeuw - Cather re-
port, for which the state
paid some $30,000, was
swept under the carpet be-
cause it recommended the
parallel route.

The opposition to the Ev-
ergreen Point route of
Mavor Clinton, the City
Planning Commission, the
Municipal League, the Ar-
horetum Foundation and nu-
merous improvement and
community clubs has been
brushed aside.

Your editorial would indi-
cate that The Times thinks
it makes no difference
where a new bridge is Jlo-
cated as long as we get one.

But the site of the bridge
could make a big difference
to the home-owners of
Montlake and North Broad-
way residential districts,

- and to the comprehensive,

Jong-range city pian of the
City Planning Commission.

These city officials, who
are working for Seattle's

. this and other organizations opposing a second Lake
. Washington bridge on the Evergreen Point-Montlake route
: for having delayed its construction.

best interest, are deserving
of better support.

They understand, as state
officialdom at Olympia stub-
bornly refuses to acknowl-
edge, that U. S. Highway 10
is Seattle’s main highway
link with the rest of the
state and the nation, and
that only a free parallel
bridge will serve this grow-
ing traffic, which is not go-
ing to make a detour to pay
a toll for crossing the lake
at another point.

—CARL M. BALLARD,
President,

Citizens Parallel Bridge
Association.

®
METRO COUNCIL
Editor, The Times:
It is most fitting as our

NOTES ON THE NEWS

! 35 ‘_
/ /4_.;__/. >

— -

"Wait'll Cape Canaveral
gets a foad of this!"”

Metro Council begins its
work, that public notice be
taken of the part Seatte's
two newspapers played in
presenting the proposal to
the voters.

You not only carried in
your columns the routine
news about the Council, and
urged its adoption in your
editorial pages. Your writ-
ers studied the plan and
carried many educational
articles on it so that our
citizens could vote intelli-
gently on this complicated
question.

The new Metro plan will
need careful study and in-
telligent and patient leader-
ship from the members of
the Metro Council to put the
concept into operation.

We know our newspapers
will continue their responsi-
bility in keeping our citizens
informed of its progress.

—GORDON S. CLINTON,

Mayor.
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Second Lake ‘Span No Nearer |

Realization Than Year Ago-

r ago today the state green Point route, ) (Sow Sheteh ) wm—
impatiently for  Janwary 10—The Citizens’ Lo bridge. R
ng report that Parallel  Bridge  Asseciation a0 93 Trhe Ton fridze
Vg expecied 1o pinpaint the was formed (0 €O-0rdinME 4, hocisy hired Coverdale &
bheet site for a second bridge the efforts ‘of more than a Colpitts, New York traffics
acraes Lake Washington. dozen groups apposing (RE L inacsinn firm, 10 make A
t was submitted Evergreen Point site. financial-feasibility -study of
hut today (he Jauvary 30— Gov. Albert o poooreen Point route
om scttled D. Rosellini, at a news cof- “gonremiber 19—The Times
The controversy still blazes ference, indorsed the 5‘"""9«[(«4 that it had learned
hetwéen hackers of a new freen Point route. + likat & peeliminary report sub-
s paraliel to the existing  Febevary S--Mayor Gordon witved 1o the governor by
Fieating Wridze and those who S, Clistoar said Seattle woald Coyerdale & Coipitts would
favor a crossing from Ever- oppose the Evergreen Point!gio., ihar the Evergreen Point
zreen Point to Union Bay near roste a8 not  mecting e o000 could not be financed
1he Momtlake district. city's traffic neede by toll reveaues.
Here is 1he seomawing so-  Febraary 27—After heisk Seplember 28~The povers
quence of developments in the debate. the State House of o0 oa he weuld settle for
e6 voled T4 10 4o oo hat could be fi

2e iesie {or 1he past year: Reprewe
November 15-The state re- 21 for & bill designating 18 00000 byy repeated that he
ceived 1he enginecring report Everprees Point roste, but guunred the Evergeeen Point
by Deleaw, Camber & Co, permilting the Toll Beidge Au. o 00 -
Chiicago, recomanending & par- thorily 10 build the span rl\t" October 17—Bugge  dis
alttel heidize, 'where if the Evergreen Point o0y he had proposed 10
December 6 State High- site proved fimancially Ut o Eoderal Dureau of Public
way Deparinest enpineers. feasible, Roads that both a parallel
wul they would recommend’ March 27—The Toll Bridge 3 oo and an  Evergreen
w the Highway Commission Authority officially selected’noiny iidpe he built and that
at the second Bridge e the Tvergreen Union ', vae he placed on both new
It from Tvergreen Doint, Bay route. Roseliini said De'y oo ncang the present hridge
i~ eommitsion subsequently would try to oblain City of 10 finance the coastruction.
appreved the empinecrs’ Seattle approval, i Today=?
recnmmendation, March 27—W. A Bugpe.| - @ m—
Decomber 12 — The Toll state highway director, saidi The unit of currency ¥
Fridee  Authocity approved the Federal Bureau af Public' Panama is the Balboa,

e Mighway Commistion's Roads had reled that tollsland used interchasgeabiy {;;‘0“: Times staii ort
reermmendation for the Fver- could not he reimposed on the 'with the United States du_lnv.\ he L'"_‘,‘,‘, 0 yeor @30,

» ON AND ON AND ON: This sketch ubest the
3t par, Loke Weikiagton bridge controversy by Alon
| . which oppeered in

{The

only chenge it that Sedquolmie Pess now it made for bridging the loke, but the mejor de-

closed by o aide.} LUitile progress hos bees  bate is betw
made in the potl year teweed seltling the  to the Flool

brid

» advocetes of o 1p0n porclle!
Bridge and thore whe faver o
S_-inul n__qq,:}lam have been”  bridge between Evergreen Peint end Unioa Bay,

“Second Lake Span No Nearer Realization Than Year Ago,” The Seattle Times, October 20, 1957, p. 2.



