~ Another point that ,babheréd; you was the fadt "?t)hat‘wa, sewage out-

 flow occurred at the foot of Royal Street and by lopping oft a tiny

bit of the application, you could get that sewer extended through, SO

that the crud, when it is poured out, is not, poured out on these new o

high-rise apartments but on the general public just past them. Well,
thanks very much for that, but 1 wasn’t particularly interested in
that, either. LR o Fodie e
 What I was and am interested in was your very cogently made asser-

" tion that here you have a future national park in the Capital area at -
Jones Point. 1f the Corps of Engineers 1s going to allow a 9-acre

fill here, two things are going to happen when the harassed citizen, e

~ looking for a little bit. of nature, comes down to Jones Point. Park
on a Sunday: First, instead of looking down the broad sweep of the
Potomac where George Washington once looked, he is going to be

looking at some high-rise apartments built by a fast-buck artist who

| managed to con the Corps of Engineers into issuing that permit. That
~ obviously is not a very good way to fix up the landscape and the vista

from the national park.

‘Secondly, you made a Very cogent _dbje@tibh, t}iat‘ the tidal Pobo-mac; . :
silt laden as it is, could well cause a destructive fill in the Hunting Bay

~ estuary if this 9-acre A1l is allowed to be made. I now come to my

- question: R e o o IR
"~ Itisa fact,is it not, that the permit i
on May 29, 1968, offends against both of those ‘reasons for the National

ssued by the Corps of Engineers

Park Service’s objection to any fill there, and that the mere fact that .

you have settled the question of riparian rights, a
of the dumping of raw pollution, while nice, does not make any mean-
ingful contact with the main reasons for the National Park Service’s
objection? i R S e
~ Mr. Harrzoa. Sir, you pose a very difficult question and T think

~ Dbasically it is a question of judgment. I think the record, as you made
it this morning, the memoranda and the file, is replete with the fact

iy

nd settled the question

that our judgment is that it does affect the park and recreational values. :

You can get to Jones Point, and T am told by our people who have
~ projected this that at that point you would simply not see all of these
buildings, if they were built high rise as the Towers that are there now,
but only one part of one building. Now, of course, as a park man—-

Mr. Revuss. From where? g S E A

- Mr. Harrzog. From Jones Polnit, 0 D e e E
~ Mr. Reuss. That is true, but irrelevant. I was not talking about Jones
Point, where admittedly—particularly if you got on the lee side of the
lighthouse, in which you couldn’t see a thing—you would see only one

puilding. But how about the nature walk all along the southern lip of

the proposed Jones Point Park? I have walked that site of the nature
 walk and I can assure you that the erection of a high-rise apartment /
' on that 9-acre land fill would squarely block the view across the Hunt- -
ing Creek estuary. Is that not so? o s T e e
NMr. Harrzoc. I think that is a fair statement. T would like for Mr.
Forne to comment on this, particularly the second part of your obser-
' irat;iion about that sedimentation there, making that whole area fast -
and. . '
~ Mr. Reuss. I did not suggest that. 1 simply suggested that there was
a possibility that if you put a thumb, sticking out there— U
Mr. Harrzoe. Right ; that it will silt in. EN ek :
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