
 

 

Midland Valley Bridge 
AKA “The Pedestrian Bridge”     

 
 

Essential Information 
For Public Awareness 

 

 
 

Historic, Shaded, Iconic—Demolished 
 

“ This historic bridge should never have been 
considered for demolition.” 

—Eric R., Tulsa 
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Quick Reference 
 
 
 

FALSE EXCUSES FOR THE DEMOLTION: 
 
The bridge “just can’t be salvaged”—pages 3, 4; 
Cost-prohibitive to repair—pages 5, 6; 
Condition of the bridge—pages 7, 8; 
Not legitimately historic—page 12, paragraph 3; 
                       pages 13, 14 
 
 

SOME THINGS TO BE AWARE OF: 
 
Bridge committee member quotes—page 9 
Public suppression—page 10 
2016 election claims—page 11 
GKFF and TCF business connections—page 12 
Transfer of funds to new bridge—page 15 
New bridge downgraded, NO SHADE—page 16 

 

*** 
“I still believe there is a place for the old bridge.” 

—Michael Wallis, Author and Historian (2020) 
 
 

“We are fools for tearing that down.” 
—Steve W., Tulsa   

 
“They could and should have moved any new bridge somewhere else 
and kept Tulsa’s most unique bridge. Instead, this was handled with 
shameless dishonesty, resulting in an unnecessary demolition and in 
many millions of dollars being transferred away from the historic, 

pleasantly shaded, and highly popular bridge.”—Jonathan P., Tulsa 
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1. Engineering Fact Check 
 

The City of Tulsa was dishonest about the actual Pedestrian 
Bridge engineering facts. 

 
City Engineer Paul Zachary told Tulsans in 2017 that the 
original bridge “just can’t be salvaged.” He justified this by 
selectively referring to a 2015 engineering study (by HNTB) 
and lied that the bridge “has to come down.”  
 
The actual 2015 HNTB documents, later obtained by members 
of the public, judged the bridge capable of being brought “up 
to a state of good repair.” The documents contained fixes and 
recommendations for everything Zachary mentioned as being 
problematic.   (Examples and video available at PedBridge.com;   
                   see the article “Midland Valley Myths,” Myth 1.) 
 
Mayor Bynum also made misleading comments to the public 
and media. He originally used the excuse that “wood is decayed 
and needs to be replaced” as his justification to build new. 
(Video link on PedBridge.com “News” page.) 
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Mr. Zachary admitted in late 2020, in the Tulsa World (Dec. 
9), that the decision to demolish the bridge involved “trail 
width” preferences! (Article accessible from the PedBridge.com 
“News” page.) He has made other revealing statements as well. 
 
The actual July 2015 engineering report also judged that the 
bridge could be left open as it was. Far from the City’s claim 
that it was “new bridge or no bridge,” the bridge was judged 
suitable for continuing pedestrian use and could have been 
used for decades for far less expense, by all credible evidence 
available.  

(See the engineer’s notes on the page “Report and 
Gallery” at PedBridge.com.) 
 

Below: December 3, 2020 letter to the editor  
about the July 2015 HNTB report. 
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2. Cost Fact Check 
 
The City of Tulsa was dishonest about the actual Pedestrian 
Bridge repair costs, let alone cost comparisons. 
 
City officials claimed that keeping the original bridge would 
cost $20,000,000 or more. Mayor Bynum also stated on TV in 
2018, “It’d be less expensive to just build a new bridge than try 
to rehabilitate this old bridge that was about to fall apart.” 
(Link on PedBridge.com “News” page.) The new bridge will, in 
reality, exceed $30 or $40 million. About $27 million of that is 
OUR money, that is, public funds. 
 
The May 2015 HNTB document included a detailed chart with 
most of the “Necessary Repairs” for the Midland Valley Bridge 
and these repairs totaled LESS than 7 million dollars. The City 
has NEVER publicly admitted this, or anything even close to 
this, concerning a straightforward single-deck rehabilitation… 
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A Tulsa engineer, Mr. Charles Pratt, looked at the July 2015 
report’s (double-deck) cost estimate. (The estimate included a 
hypothetical upper deck for cyclists which drove up the 
estimated cost.) Using their numbers, he attempted to leave out 
the unnecessary upper-deck “upgrades” included in that 
estimate, and judged that the bridge could be rehabilitated for 
about $10, 600, 000. That total is UNDER 50% of the new 
bridge’s cost. 

(See the engineer’s notes on the page “Report and 
Gallery” at PedBridge.com.) 

“If you take out the unnecessary work required for bicycle access to upper deck, 
upgrade lower deck only, and leave in necessary work and basic lighting you come up 
with a total cost of approx. the following (using their numbers): 

Mobilization, site prep, etc. = $1,173,431 
Replace piers and bearings = $3,008,364 
Superstructure repairs = $2,160,766 
Upgrade lower decking only (no bicycle deck) approx = $1,500,000 
Auxiliary structures (only new pedestrian ramp to lower deck needed) = 
$300,000 max. 
Subtotal = $8,142,561 
30% contingency adder = $2,442,768 
Total rehab and partial upgrade = $10,585,329” 
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3. Bridge Condition Fact Check 
  
The City of Tulsa misled the public about the Midland Valley 
Bridge’s actual condition. 
 
In 2018, Mayor Bynum stated on TV that the bridge was “about to 
fall apart.” (Video link on PedBridge.com “News” page.) In 2019, 
however, the 115-year-old bridge faced a record flood and stood 
firm, despite all the City’s claims about it being “structurally 
unsound.” It withstood everything until the City began to 
unnecessarily demolish it in June 2021.    
  

A confirmed insider even stated, off the record, that the bridge 
would remain standing for decades if simply LEFT ON ITS OWN. 
 

 
 
 

Of relevance, a 40-year employee in the CSX Bridge Department, 
with experience both as a railroad Bridge Manager and Bridge 
Inspector, Mr. John Gardner, was given the July 2015 HNTB 
engineering report in 2021. He stated the following: 
 
“After reading the article mentioned, and not questioning 
someone else’s inspection, it seemed to me this company making 
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recommendations went a little overboard with repairs. It almost 
seemed they were looking to run rail traffic again.”  
 
Mr. Gardner also stated: “I don’t think many people realize steel 
trestles were built with overkill. Some of the stone piers I've 
inspected were built around 1840. Still being used, still in good 
condition, some wrapped in concrete some not. Just because 
something looks defective doesn't mean it is.”  
 
Other experienced railroad men (including another former Bridge 
Inspector) have also expressed the opinion that the bridge did not 
need all of the listed repairs for purposes of pedestrian use. 
 
(About his experience, Mr. Gardner stated, “My experience on bridges may not 
be to AREMA [American Railway Engineering and Maintenance-of-Way 
Association] standards, but I worked in the Bridge Department for 40 years 
with CSX, the last 15 as a Bridge Manager and 6 before that as Bridge 
Inspector for the Atlanta Division. I also worked on 11 movable bridges from 
Bay Minette, AL, to New Orleans, LA. Most of my experience was through 
being fortunate enough to have foremen and supervisors who taught me the 
ins and outs of bridges and who recommended that I attend classes 
sponsored through the company and approved by the FRA and AREMA to 
further my knowledge of bridges. It did help me during my career, but I never 
forgot where I came from.") 

 
 

 
         (Preceding two photos taken during the 2019 flood.) 
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4. Sample Quotes from New Pedestrian Bridge 
Selection Committee Members 

(Confirmed Quotes from 2020, 2021) 
 

(Member A) “ The winner was selected even before the 
process was started.”  “…we spent about two months just 
talking about why the current bridge ‘needed’ to be 
demolished.”  “The entire process (covered by a sophisticated 
‘data driven’ team) was a picture-perfect public relations 
stunt.” 
 

(Member B) “At one of our sessions, I said that perhaps we 
should reconsider removing the pedestrian bridge, if only 
because of its historic significance. In the end, however, the 
design was selected that some of us knew from the get-go 
would be chosen from the start.” (From Michael Wallis’ Tulsa 
World letter to the editor, December 27, 2020.) 
 

(Member C) “…we narrowed it down to four entries. Now 
these were all blind entries; nobody knew who they were 
voting for…for the most part. The exception being, which I 
found out later—right?—was the Van Valkenburgh 
bridge, the one that has been selected. Obviously, Jeff 
Stava knew about that, because he’d been consulting with 
them all along on that bridge, and turns out he was paying 
them to develop the designs.”  “…the other thing is, and 
this is when it sort of became apparent to me, is that 
certain people were pulling for the Van Valkenburgh 
bridge; they didn’t like that, you know, I wasn’t even 
gonna put that in the possibility list.” 
 
Short version: Bridge committee members believe the 2017 new 
bridge “selection process” was illegitimate; various committee 
members had vested interests.  



 

 Bridge Informational Handout – 10 

5. Public’s Voices Suppressed 
 

—Multiple applications to put the Pedestrian Bridge (and 
bridge petition) on a City Council regular meeting agenda 
were refused in late 2020 and early 2021. Public comments on 
the bridge during a regular meeting were not allowed, even by 
phone or email. This was after the online petition to save the 
bridge had been on the Tulsa World front page (12/9/2020), 
had appeared on local TV news, and a large, growing body of 
citizens supported saving the bridge.  
 
—The Council Rules should have allowed citizens to put the 
bridge issue on a regular meeting agenda and to make 
comments, but this possibility was blocked. Despite claims that 
the pandemic caused suspension of all public comments, 
another member of the public directly addressed the Council 
in person, about an unrelated issue, around the same time. 
 
—A video featuring members of the public who wished to save 
the bridge, including a local business owner, was supposed to 
be shown at the January 27, 2021 Public Works Committee 
meeting. Councilor McKee had arranged this. The video was 
NOT shown, however, and a staged “accidental” omission took 
place instead. (Video online at PedBridge.com.) “McKee must have 
been put under tremendous pressure prior to the meeting,” a 
citizen commented.  
 
Short version: The public’s dissenting voices were repeatedly, 
deliberately, and unfairly silenced by the City Council, 
undoubtedly due to the orders of someone with more power. 
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6. 2016 Election Claims 
  
—Mayor G.T. Bynum has stated that the April 2016 election 
authorized the bridge’s demolition, but it did not. The word 
“bridge” did not even appear on the ballot. (And the words 
“demolition” or “removal” did not appear anywhere in the 
Vision package.) Members of the public expressed strong 
objections to the bridge’s demolition after the City officially 
proclaimed that it “could not be salvaged” (and that there 
would be a new bridge selection process) in 2017. (See the 
article “Midland Valley Myths” at PedBridge.com.) 
 
—Bynum has also claimed that Tulsans overwhelmingly 
approved the 2016 Vision package. The election actually had 
record LOW turnout. (See same article, Myth 6.) 
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7. Business Connections 
 

—GKFF Construction is the lead party on the new bridge 
contract. (In fact, the new bridge contract is simply the 
Gathering Place construction contract, which was just 
amended to include the bridge. Did any other firm have even a 
SLIGHT chance of securing the new bridge contract?) Another 
document states that “[River Parks] Authority has requested, 
and GKFF has agreed, that GKFF undertake all of the 
Operational Funding for the project.” In other words, GKFF 
has control of the money. (Documents available at Pedbridge. com.) 
 

—Councilor Phil Lakin is Chair of GKFF. Mr. Lakin did not 
recuse himself from City Council proceedings about the 
Pedestrian Bridge. He should have, according to the City’s 
Ethics Code, due to personal, organizational, and financial 
interests. Lakin instead openly advocated demolishing the 
historic bridge and building the new bridge in its place. 
 

—Mr. Lakin is also the CEO of the GKFF-affiliated Tulsa 
Community Foundation (TCF). TCF commissioned an official 
report which claimed the historic bridge could be demolished 
without adverse effect to Tulsa’s history and community, a 
conclusion that was completely false. (See pages 13, 14, and the 
page “History on the Line” at PedBridge. com.) 
 

—Mayor G.T. Bynum, a strong proponent of building the new 
bridge (who has even been quoted as saying that fixing the 
original bridge was “impossible”), was at one time a lobbyist 
for GKFF. He is a trustee of TCF. He was on the bridge 
selection committee, as was Mr. Lakin. (See videos of Bynum 
linked from PedBridge.com “News” page.) 
 

—Jeff Stava is managing the new bridge project. He is a high 
level employee for GKFF and TCF. Mr. Stava was also on the 
bridge selection committee. (See page 9, member C quote.) 
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8. Bridge’s Real Historic Value 
(Overview)  

 

 
The Beryl Ford Collection/Rotary Club of Tulsa,  

Tulsa City-County Library and Tulsa Historical Society 
 

—Nathan Holth wrote, in January 2021, “Metal truss bridges in 
Oklahoma have been demolished at a staggering rate. This bridge 
today stands out as increasingly rare due to its long, multi-span 
configuration.” Mr. Holth, author of Chicago’s Bridges, works 
with the Historic Bridge Foundation and runs HistoricBridges.org.  
 
—“The Midland Valley bridge is an early Tulsa example of 
adaptive reuse of historic resources. Tulsa has an unfortunate 
pattern of preferring to demolish history and build from scratch; 
this bridge stands as a testament that a better way is possible.”  
     —Michael Bates, December 2020 
 
—“The bridge is literally a bridge to our shared past as Tulsans. This 
bridge is every bit as historic as any man-made structure in the city of 
Tulsa. The existence of the bridge visually connects us to Tulsa’s 
earliest days. Moreover, the history of the bridge is intertwined with 
that of the legendary, if mythic Muscogee-Creek warrior and medicine 
man, Tuckabatche. In 1904 Tuckabatche granted an easement to the 
Midland Valley Railroad that allowed the railroad and the bridge to be 
built on his land which encompassed much of today’s Maple Ridge 
residential district as well as the world-renown Gathering Place. 
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Tuckabatche’s life story is the history of Tulsa. As such the bridge is 
literally a bridge to our shared past as Tulsans. Save the Bridge.” 
     —J.D. Colbert, January 2021  
 

 
The Historic Bridge Foundation was improperly denied a 
consultation role by the Oklahoma State Historic Preservation 
Office in late 2020. The Historic Bridge Foundation was, 
therefore, NOT allowed to make a case to the appropriate 
officials for the Midland Valley Bridge’s historicity, including 
arguments about the flaws within TCF’s commissioned report, 
prior to the matter being “closed” due to improper procedures 
brought about by…? (See the “Denial of Historic Consultation” 
article at PedBridge.com.)  
 

 

***The bridge was also, of course, part of countless 
individuals’ personal histories and family memories.*** 
 
 

More Midland Valley Bridge Historic Info 
 

• Built in 1905 it is one of the oldest man-made structures in Tulsa; 
• The bridge was constructed in the classic Warren Deck Truss style 

which visually evokes the period from 1900-1930 when such 
bridges were popular; 

• The bridge facilitated Tulsa’s exponential growth and the moniker 
as “The Oil Capital of the World”; 

• The bridge historically connects us to the famous oil discoveries 
at Redfork in 1901 and the Glenn Pool Field in 1905; 

• The bridge is closely linked historically with the founding citizen 
of Tulsa, Tuckabatche (Muscogee-Creek); 

• The story of Tuckabatche is the history of Tulsa; 
• The bridge serves as an historic bridge to Tulsa’s rich Muscogee-

Creek roots and heritage.  

—From Save the Midland Valley Bridge by J.D. Colbert 
Full document and other info available at PedBridge.com 
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9. Transfer of Funds from the Historic 
Bridge to the New Bridge Project 

 
It appears that over 12 million dollars were transferred 
away from the Midland Valley Bridge to the new bridge 
project (when that amount—or less—could instead have 
revitalized the Midland Valley Bridge, according to all 
credible evidence available). 
 
A Tulsa World article (from July 20, 2018) states, “The city 
is using three funding sources to pay its share of the 
project: $7.7 million from the Improve Our Tulsa capital 
improvements program; $4.7 million from a federal TIGER 
grant; and $15 million in Vision Tulsa sales-tax revenue.”  
 
The Improve Our Tulsa and TIGER grant funds referenced 
in that quote were, in the past, intended (at least by and 
large) for the Midland Valley Bridge, but later were 
transferred away to the “New Bridge Fund” (while, 
remember, the public was being told the original bridge 
“just can’t be salvaged,” etc.). 
 
Is this the ultimate reason officials deliberately chose to 
demolish the original bridge, so certain parties could 
instead use these existing public funds to help pay for a 
“pet” project that will possibly financially benefit certain 
members of those parties?  
 
(See the page “Bridge Q and A” at PedBridge.com.) 
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10. New Bridge is Downgraded, NO SHADE 
 
 

 
 

The original bridge was shaded with historic railroad ties, 
making it one of the most pleasant walking bridges in the 
USA (or world). The new bridge will NOT be shaded. 
 
“That, to me, is really sad that there’s not going to be any 
shade. You’re not going to have a lot of people that are going 
to want to sit out there in the middle of Oklahoma summers 
without any shade.”—Councilor Patrick   
          (Article link on PedBridge.com “News” page.) 
 
Quality of life at the River Parks WILL be affected, it appears, like 
it or not. Many citizens will lose out, although some (such as the 
very young) may never even realize it. The bridge’s demolition—
which was NEVER approved by the general public—constitutes a 
costly mistake in MANY ways, not merely financially. 
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Concluding Thoughts 
 
Many thousands supported saving the bridge and 
revitalizing it, including some City officials. But other 
officials refused to alter their preexisting plans despite 
mounting pressure (thousands of petition signers and also 
broader support beyond that).  
 
Although the effort to actually save the bridge fell short, it 
is important for citizens to be aware of the unacceptable 
misconduct by various officials that has already taken 
place, and which may continue to take place in one way or 
another. 
 

 
 

Additional Information is at PedBridge.com 
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This document was completed in September 2021 
 

The engineering documents cited are downloadable at PedBridge.com 


