
Planning p pert Offers 
Alternate Park Routes 

By MICHAEL LOLLAR 
A city planning expert from New York continued the 

ecologists' battle against an Overton Park expressway in 
federal court yesterday, presenting two alternate proposals 
which would route Interstate 40 north of the park. 

Robert Hart, a former architect with a master's degree in 
city planning from the University of Pennsylvania, supported 
the plaintiffs' contention that the government did not adequ
ately consider routes which. -------- - -
would be "less disruptive" 
than the route through the 
park. 

Later, attorneys read the 
written testimony of former 
Secretary of Transportation 
Alan S. Boyd, now president of 
the Illinois Central Railroad. 

"The proposed 'Southern 
Freeway' is based, in part, on 
the same idea." He explained 
that a 1969 study by Harland 
Bartholomew & .(\s~ociates 
proposes to run the "Southern 
Freeway" along either side of 
the Southern Railroad tracks 
directly . north of Audubon 

In his · testimony, taken by de- 11 

position, Mr. Boyd indicated ,.
1

!'ark. That routing would cut ~ 
th t h . h 1 ft ff' . 1969 mto the northern border of Au- . 

a w en : e o 1ce m _ ·ctubon Park. 
he was convmced the express- Mr. Hanover 0 b j e c ted: 
way throu~ Overt~~ - Park "That is a future plan. It has 
would be bUilt as a cut and nothing to do with this law-
cover tunnel." suit." 

. 1 Mr. Hart's own proposals 
He later gave some brief in· also incorporate the use of the j 

sight into b~hind:the-scen~s L & N right-of-way. Both of 
maneuvers durmg C1ty Counctl his routes would follow the ex-
earings in Memphis in 1968. 

The council in April, 1968, res- (Continued on Page 14) 
cinded its earlier opposition to 
the park route after discus-
sions with then Federal High-
way Administrator Lowell K. 
Bridwell. 

Mr. Hart testified he has 
studied several alternatives 
proposed for the Overton Park 
expressway route, particularly 
two routes suggested as feasi-. 
ble by A:arland Bartholomew 1 
& Associates in 1958. Those 
routes, both using the L & N 
right-of-way north of the park, 
are feasible routes, he said. 

Comparing those routes with 
the existing route through the 
park, 'he said that "for all 
practical purposes they are the 
same," based on cost and traf
fic use study. "All three routes 
(the two L & N routes and the 
existing route) seem .to be 
equally disruptive." 

On cross-examination by J . 
Alan Hanover, special counsel 
for the state Highway Depart
ment, Mr. _Hart's testimony 
was attacked on the -basis tha~ 
"the L & N right-of-way was 
available at one time, but may 
not be at this time." 

At that point, Mr. Hart said 
the L & N routes could still be 
used if the railroad's right-of
way were used as a median 
strip. Three lanes of the ex
pressway could be run along 
either · side of the railroad 
tracks," he said, "and trains 

I would run right through the 
middle of the highway. 

:.Plans 'Utilize 
l&N Property 

(Continued from Page 1) 

isting .route to Holmes. At that 
point, both veer north and fol
low Cypress Creek. 

One of the routes then moves 
northwest until it reaches Hol
lywood where it joins the L & 
N right-of-way and continues 
past Overton Park. 

The . second route . mPY!!S 
northwest a)ong Cypress Creek 
until · it reache5 J,ackSon, after 
which it runs west I>iU:all~lto 
Jackson. · •,", 

He said both routes were 
drawn to run thrpugh as much 
"open · land" as possible. 
"When you are trying to mini
mize disruption you begin by 
looking for areas with open 
land," he said. 

"I'm not proposing that 
these_ or any other alternatives 
should necessarily be accept· 
ed," Mr. Hart explained. "But, 
the differences in disruption, 
using the alternatives as op
posed to the park route, are 
certainly worth . a plausible 
look:" · 

He said studies by Harland 
Bartholomew . & Associates 
also indicate "the routes are 
about equal as far as residen
tial, commercial, industrial 
and traffic disruption are in
volved." 

Mr. Hanover asked him 
however, "Is it not possibl~ 
that after considering all the 
~lternative routes, including 
your own, that you might still 
approve the park route?" 

"I suppose it is possible, but 
unlikely." 

In his deposition, Mr. Boyd 
said that cost was not "a very 
great factor" in the govern· 
ment's decision to build the 
~xpressway through the park. 

We (the Department of 
Transportation) had proposed 
to build 5,000 feet of tunnel 
under the Lincoln Memorial 
(in Washington) for 130 million 
dollars," he said. 

"I couldn't get too excited 
about costs elsewhere I felt 
that if we could swall~w that 
we could swallow most any' 
cost." . 
H~ said Mr. Bridwell, feder

al highway administrator was 
respons!ble for deciding the fi. 
nal design of the highway "on 
the basis of my general in· 
structions to him ... 

Mr. Boyd said that fJ;Om his 
own ~xperience the term "all 
possible pl~nning to minimi~ 
harm· (to the park)" would 

. have required a depressed 
freeway through the park · 
and, "I knew that cut and c~~: 
er (a depressed tunnel with an 
outer lid) was feasible 

"The only problem' was the 
water table (possible drainage 
problems i n v o 1 v i n g Lick 
Creek). And, Lowell's (Mr. 
Bridwell's) statements to me 
were that a siphon for the 
creek was feasible and had 
been used in other places. So, I 
thought all of these plans were 
totally feasible, and, therefore, 
absolute conditions." 

But, he said, the design of 
the park route was not com
pleted before he left office. 

Mr. Boyd said the decision to 
route the highway through the 
park would have weighed the 
"total community impact" of 
the route. 

''We tried to involve local 
people. One of the things we 
established while I was in of· 
fice was . . . a conscious effort 
to !ry- to get a greater partici· 
patJon by local concerned indi
viduals in both the corridor 
routing and design aspects of 
highway development and con
struction." 

However, he said he recalls 
no decision to review the Over· 
ton Park route after it was 
decided, despite protests by 
many local citizens. Nor was it 
reviewed "to see if it con· 
formed to the law.". . 

He said Mr. BridweU ,met 
with the City Council after it 
voted not to accept the park 
route on March 5, 1968. But, he 
said he did not recall discuss· 
ing with Mr. Bridwell the 
council's later decision to· set
tle for the park route. 
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