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Tha nres

Tne present official explanation for the absolute necessity for an exprassway

@

system in Baltimore is that it is needed to previde access for trucks ard
Yo keep manufacturing in the city., Thsis is a nice sounding explanaticn
and a very difficult one to criticiza since none of its advocates have

ever actuallymads an overall study of Trucks in the Baltimore area. This
may bs a little hard to believe but unfortunately its truse, In fact,the last
traffic study was made in 1962 and was such a poor job that it actually
was used in a t2xt book as an example of how not to do it, &% But this
doesn't mattet too much to the road planners anyway since, as you can see,
almost all of the major elements of the Expway plan were alrsady present
hare in the 1957 plan which was designed for a completely different reason
at a time when Baltimore's tax base had just incraased by 50% over the mst
15 years =mat the city contained 60% of the region's population and joﬁs

and suburban £ growth was in no way sean as a threat, Thas official
explangtion then was that the road system was absolutely necessary for
through;k%g%c and innsr city commuters, Some of that through traffic
incidently, is that horde that flows between £ Frederic and Philadelphia,
But this plan tco is a patch work of some 6 earlier plans dating back to
1942 sach of which has a different rationalization,

If we go back to the 1949 plan we can see that the Franklin/iulberry
corridor was originaly proposed as part of a system of radial and ring
roads, It than became part of the East West Expway(which lost its east).
Here also is I-95, which we are now told is needed sc despartely for trucks,
was originalb suggasted as a not to important possible future completion
of the ring rcad systeg.

There is a tremendous amount of inertia in highway planning hers,

are

(v h

once the enginz ars have figured out a route they like to keep it an
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may conflict with the old ones,




It leads to such physical oddities as that funny right angls turn in the

Jones Falls at N, Royal, It was originaly designed to comnatt with the
E Al expway, which disappsared, Now on tha plans it comes down to connech
with the inner harboe crossing, which is no longsr there,

Franklin/Mulberry which was originaly a radial from a ring road, bacomes
extended into the absolutely necessary E/N Expway then looses its right half,
then baecomes demoted to being a spur for the rcad which is now the really
important one.

The absolutely necessary central portion of the 49 through 64 plans,
the north south expressway ring -proves to be not so necessary in the
next plan and loses its top half, Then it gets it back again and
becomes a distributor boulavard instead of an expway., Then it looses its
top half egain,

I could go on and on- the point is %X not to be fooled into thinkiewing
S

that this is in anyway some sort of logical gystem planned on tha bagis of
carefully researchsed facts and figures. Ilore accurately, it is a bling
roaction to the availability of federal funds which have created terrific
pressure on the state and city to bulld a road system- ANY RO4D SYISTEU-
and get their fair cut of ths federal pie,

According to whgt arguments were nseded the "Tacts and figures"
found by engineering consukanta have at various times"proved"that of ths
existing city trafficé% was thrbugh traffic, then they showed 43%, and for
the next time the figure became 29%,

s Larry Reich, the head of thes city planning Dspt says,” Traffic
figures are very unscientific, We go through the motions Iike its all
scienca and computers, but garbage in is garbage out, VWhat we are forced
to do is use our horse sense,"

But the real problem is that the people who are using their

horse sensa ara civil engineers-who know absolutely nothing about

@



cities or urban planning, During tha last 30 years of highway planning

timrximsdrman  urban planners hava been involved only once- the famous
-
Concept Design Tean,

hey came up witth a plan algost identical to tha earlier
plans for the simple reason that they ware forced to accapt all the decisions
that had already been made by the engin=sers about the location of the roads,
lihen they questioned a spactacularly poor proposed routs through the middle
class black community of Rosemont, their contract was almost cancellsd and
further restrictions were put on them,

Perhaps the mosr signifigant example of the non=-relationship batween
road planning and the needs of the city and reality in general is that a
rapid rail system costing almost 2 billion dollars was: proposed in 1962
and is in the process of being carried out. Yet there has been ng changs
in the basic raad plans, Does this mean that this 2 billion dollar

i
rail system won't meke any differsnce&? It evédently doesn't to some psople.

So here is ths presently proposed system— a little shop worn
after being patched together from 30 year old parts but it looks good on
a map- from a distance, From closer up we can see what it is actually

doing to the city.




Thers are many people whox =ra aware of the faults in the expresswa
desiign and the severe damage it would cause to ths environments and city
communities but feel that inspite of it we must have the 34 system bacausa
Baltimore needs it in order to survive and compete with the counties,
This thinking is based on two major mistaken assumptions which,

unfortunately, have become part of our conventional wisdom about cities,

The first assumption is that the counties are growing because they
have roads and that by putting freeways in the city we will somehow put
the city on top again, This is simply not true,

There are many reasons for county devalopment one of the major
ones baing of course that there ars a lot of pesopla who want to live in
single family houses on suburban lots. You can't build them in the city,
there's not much vacant land, any land which is around costs many times more
than in the county, and prospective home buyers find that by living in the
counties thay pay lower taxes,lower insurance rates, and can send their kids
to nice fancy all white schools.

Buisnesses and stores look at the same costs and land availability
factores when deciding where to locate and also see the county as a goecd

0, lasae portion ot
place to go for the obvious reason that that is wherinth31r workers and
market now live, Reducing the travel time by 5 mimutes is not going to
aeffect these ~factors.
But it seems liks common sense that roads will change things

and the road lobby has dependsd on this. Thay have not burkied us under
a mbuntain of facts and figures showing how exrressways will save the city
for tha very good reason that thay do not exist., In fact any survey of
city's comparabls to Balto that have put in expressways such as St.Louis
or Claveland would show that not onlp have development trands continued but

they have gotten worsa.



b o.d EX X ¢
Finaly, attembting to rebuild our tax base by getiing industry overlocks
some facts which evidently the left hand o2 the planners knows but the
right hand doesn't., That is that over the last 20 years in tha US goods
producing manufacturing jobs have increased by only I5 1%- service jobs
on the otherhand have increassd by 61%. In absolute numbers in the Baltimore
Region there were 6,000 new manufacturing jobs and 175,000 service retail
and government jobs.
Even if these expressways would make thes city as equally attractive
as the counties fo manufacturers it would be a useless victory,

The other mistaken assumption is that %5 it is possible to reducs
traffic congestion and make the city work by building more roads., This %
also is simply not trus, In all cities everywhers traffic congestion
has increased, Tha Federal Govt., recently had a study done for them on
all the possible ways for reducing congestion that covared everything from
building new roads to computer operated stoplights zmsxmm the report is
about the size of a phone book, They found that any reductiop in
traffic congestion is eliminated in 4 to 5 years by a combination of normal
traffic growth and the induced traffic growth brought about by the presspes
of the improvements themsalves(!) Anothe federal study of the naw
congress Street Expressway in Chicago found that a 21% increasa in traffic
was generated by the opening of the rcad over a two year period,

Building roads to rsduce congestion is like trying to bail
out a boat with a bucket that knocks a bigger hels in the bottom each
tims you use it,
And the question remains what are all those cars goiang to do after
they get to the downtown? W hat is going to happen to these streets with
twice as mach tfaffic on them as thers is now? A4lready about half of tha

downtown area is used of automobiles.




The city does have certain advantages over the counties, fﬁf ‘
L

especially for service and governmental work, Things are convient & you

can walk to another buisness cr to lunch and you dont have to wait all day
for someone to come to fix the typewbitker ., 4nd its an interesting place

to be with lots of digferent things happening., By increasing the necessity
for cars , jamming the streets and making the city intolerable for pedesﬂians
we are xXkx® undercutting the advantages we've got,

We have to face up to the fact, as many cities in other countries
are doing, that automobiles are suited for low density travel and they
simply do not work in cities, There ars workable alternatives which are again
being implemented mainly in other countries, but they are begining to \
be considered hers,

These are called people movers or Psrsonal Rapid Transit. They
£ill in the missing spots in our transportation technology. Tyey are
completely cbmputer controled and can travel very closely to one another
without danger. When you go to a station & vehicle will comes by every
90 seconds- it will stop only if there is a person at the station who
wants to got on or someone who wants to get off, othermwise it will just keep
going- they are sometimes refered to as horizontal elesvators.

These systems cost about 1/6 to¥/3 as much as traditional reil
rapid because of their light weight and roc k bottom labor costs, At the
present time the New York trarisit system pays out $1.12 in wages for every
$1.00 it takes in (its subsidized for the rest) 4n entire people mover
system would be controled by one man who would actually be spending most
of nis time on security, watching the stations over tv, Because of their
low cost the system can be built on a very tight grid and provide much
more door to déor service than any other system, The same lines can
carry large vehicles and smaller ones that seat 3 ori passengers so
that for a slightly higher fare a passsnger can get a vehicles that is

his along = traveling directly to their destination with out any stops,




The sums system can carry containerized cargo and have it dirsctad by the

computer tc transportation centers whs

H

e the containers can be loadesd directly

This im not futuristic dreaming, these systems are already in use
CTampa, FLA
at several major airports in the USpand are going to be installed at 9 others
soon, A 2 mile system has just been opsnad up in lorgantown ‘1{, Va.
< DOT is now deciding on a major city,mrobably Boston,in which to construct
an extensive system, Atlanta plans tc uses peoplemovers as part of their
plan to keep city transportation moving,

Atlanta has realized that its expressways have simply increased
the number of people who want , and need, to use cars,and mads congastiocn
much worse, They have decided that the only wayto improve access to the
city and reduce congestion is to eliminate the dependance on X cars,

What Atlanta is doing, and what Baltimore should be doing is to
8=t up a system of fringe parking lots and commuter rail which connects %o
an inner city system of peoplesmovers which will carry people over the whole
inner city area, The streets can be turned back to pezople as they are besing
in many places all over the world, and we could redavelop the

cleared areas of the city for people mmd& as nice places to live instead

of pollution generators.
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In theﬂ}ﬂetro(}antar rel;‘grt the need for this kind of Xitwx planning

is discussed, They acknowledge that traditional types of transportation
are approaching the breakdown point , We feel that it would be a terribly
¥

sad joke on ourseovas &i»# spend a billion dollars and causes irreparabls

harm to the city in order to construct a transportation system thit will be

obsolete years-befor it is finished, o [ /m‘l’ gﬂl-ﬂ-hﬂ ua‘{" t
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