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1.0 PROJECT OVERVIEW 
 
Proposed Project 
 
Parkmerced is an existing residential neighborhood with 3,221 residential units on approximately 
116 acres of land in the southwest portion of San Francisco adjacent to Lake Merced (Project 
Site).  The existing on-site residential units are located in 11 towers and 170 two-story buildings.  
The proposed Parkmerced Project is a long-term mixed-use development program to 
comprehensively re-plan and redesign the Parkmerced site, increase residential density, provide 
new commercial and retail services and transit facilities, and improve utilities within the 
development site.  About 1,683 of the existing apartments located in 11 tower buildings would be 
maintained, and over a period of approximately 30 years, the remaining 1,538 existing apartments 
would be demolished in phases and fully replaced, and an additional 5,679 net new units would 
be added to the Project Site.  With project implementation, there would be a total of 8,900 units 
on the Project Site.  The Proposed Project also includes construction of a new neighborhood core 
containing neighborhood-serving retail and office space, including such potential uses as a 
grocery store, restaurants, and banks.  The neighborhood core would be within walking distance 
of the residences at Parkmerced.  Small neighborhood-serving retail uses would be constructed 
outside of the neighborhood core in close proximity to residential units throughout the Project 
Site.  A new Pre K-5 school and day care facility, fitness center, as well as new open space uses, 
including athletic fields, walking and biking paths, an approximately 2-acre organic farm, and 
community gardens would also be provided on the Project Site. 
 
The Proposed Project includes construction of (or provides financing for construction of) a series 
of traffic and infrastructure improvements designed to reduce the amount of automobile traffic 
originating from Parkmerced, and to improve traffic flow on adjacent roadways such as 19th 
Avenue and Brotherhood Way.  As a component of these traffic improvements, the Proposed 
Project includes rerouting the existing MUNI Metro M-Oceanview line from its current alignment 
along 19th Avenue.  The new alignment, as currently envisioned, would leave 19th Avenue at 
Holloway Avenue, proceed through the neighborhood core in Parkmerced, and re-enter 19th 
Avenue south of Felix Avenue, providing safer and more direct transit access for Parkmerced 
visitors, residents and neighbors without removing any existing stops for users.  The Proposed 
Project also includes a plan to landscape the median areas of Junipero Serra Boulevard between 
19th Avenue and Brotherhood Way and a section of 19th

 

 Avenue that are currently occupied by 
the MUNI rail tracks after the proposed realignment is completed.  Other proposed infrastructure 
improvements include the installation of a variety of new facilities intended to reduce the 
Proposed Project's per-unit use of electricity, natural gas, water, and the City’s wastewater 
conveyance and treatment systems.  A combination of renewable energy sources, such as wind 
turbines and photovoltaic cells, would be used to meet a portion of the Proposed Project’s energy 
demand.  In addition, stormwater runoff from buildings and streets would be captured and filtered 
through a series of bioswales, ponds, and other natural filtration systems.  The filtered stormwater 
would then either percolate into the groundwater that feeds the Westside groundwater basin and 
Lake Merced or be released directly into Lake Merced.  This feature of the Proposed Project 
would reduce the amount of stormwater flows directed to the Oceanside Water Pollution Control 
Plant, and potentially help to increase and improve water levels in Lake Merced and reduce 
combined sewage overflows to the ocean. 

Amendments to the San Francisco Planning Code and the San Francisco General Plan (General 
Plan) would be needed.  The Planning Code amendments would change the Height and Bulk 
District Zoning Map and would add a Special Use District (SUD) applicable to the entire Project 
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Site.  A Development Agreement is also proposed, which would be accompanied by a Design for 
Development document containing specific development guidelines. 
 
Environmental Review 
 
The San Francisco Planning Department is the lead agency implementing environmental review 
under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) for the proposed Parkmerced Project.  
The Planning Department’s Major Environmental Analysis Division (MEA) is directing 
preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the project.  CEQA requires that the 
decision-making body and the public be informed about the significant effects of a project and 
identify ways to avoid or reduce those effects prior to project approval.  When a proposed project 
may have significant effects that are not reduced by mitigation measures included in a project, an 
EIR must be prepared.  As part of the EIR process, the Planning Department conducted public 
scoping in May-June 2009 to obtain input from agencies and the public regarding the scope and 
focus of the EIR. 
 
Following consideration of the public comments received during the scoping process, the 
Planning Department will prepare a Draft EIR on the proposed Project.  The Draft EIR will 
include a description of the existing environmental conditions on and around the project site, and 
will identify significant impacts on the physical environment that could be caused by construction 
or operation of the proposed project.  The issues raised during the public scoping process will 
help to identify potentially significant impacts that should be studied in the EIR and the 
alternatives that should be discussed in the EIR.  The Draft EIR will be circulated for public 
comment, and written responses will be prepared to comments raising physical environmental 
issues.  Following certification of a Final EIR by the Planning Commission, actions on the 
Parkmerced Project will be considered by the Planning Commission and the Board of 
Supervisors. 
 
2.0 SCOPING PROCESS 
 
The purpose of scoping is to provide the CEQA lead agency with the opportunity to consult 
directly with interested public agencies, the public, and organizations and other interested parties 
on matters related to environmental effects associated with the project.  The scoping process 
helps identify alternatives and mitigation measures that should be considered in the EIR.  It also 
assists with the coordination of regulatory agencies, local agencies and other stakeholders who 
may have different views and concerns regarding environmental issues.  Scoping activities can 
also serve as a means to engage a community, resolve issues early in the EIR process, and foster 
public participation in the environmental review process. 
 
Public Notification 
 
On May 20, 2009, the San Francisco Planning Department issued a Notice of Preparation (NOP) 
of an Environmental Impact Report and Notice of Public Scoping Meetings for the Project (see 
Appendix A).  The public comment period extended from May 20, 2009 through June 19, 2009.  
Legal public notice was provided to local elected officials, affected public agencies, members of 
the public, including over 3,500 residents on and within 300 feet of the Parkmerced Project site.  
In addition, full copies of the NOP were available at the San Francisco Planning Department as 
well as on the City’s website, and were mailed to local elected officials, informational 
repositories (e.g., libraries), and various agencies and interested individuals.  Copies of the NOP 
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and Legal Notice are available for review at the Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 
400, as part of Case File No. 2008.0021E. 
 
Scoping Meeting Overview 
 
A public scoping meeting was held to solicit input regarding project issues of concern to the 
community and identify potential environmental effects and potential alternatives to be 
considered in the environmental review process.  The meeting was held on June 8, 2009 at the 
Stonestown YMCA Annex.  The meeting was attended by approximately 75-100 people.  
Meeting proceedings were documented via audio recording, and transcribed by a court reporter 
who made a verbatim written transcript of the meeting (Attachment A). 
 
Scoping Meeting Presentations 
 
The meeting format consisted of an overview of the CEQA process provided by Rick Cooper, 
EIR Coordinator with the San Francisco Planning Department, and a brief description of the 
proposed project presented by Leo Chow, AIA, of Sidmore, Owings & Merrill, representing the 
project sponsor. 
 
Scoping Meeting Comments  
 
During the public comment portion of the scoping meeting, attendees were given an opportunity 
to provide input regarding issues of concern to the community and identify environmental effects 
and potential alternatives to be considered in the environmental review process.  Those 
individuals wishing to speak at the meeting filled out speaker cards, and those who did not wish 
to speak publicly were encouraged to fill out comment cards or provide written comments 
directed to the Planning Department to document their concerns related to physical environmental 
issues.  Meeting attendees were also reminded that project comments could be submitted by U.S. 
mail, electronic mail, and by facsimile to San Francisco Planning Department representatives 
(Bill Wycko, Environmental Review Officer) through June 19, 2009 (the conclusion of the public 
comment period).  Copies of the sign-in sheets and speaker cards are available for review at the 
Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, as part of Case File No. 2008.0021E. 
 
Oral Comments 
 
Twenty-seven individuals spoke at the scoping meeting. 
 
Written Comments 
 
As noted at the scoping meeting, written comments were accepted via U.S. mail, electronic mail, 
and fax addressed to Bill Wycko at the San Francisco Planning Department.  Twenty-six 
comment documents were received during the public review period.  Copies of the comments 
received are available for review at the Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, as 
part of Case File No. 2008.0021E. 



 
Turnstone Consulting 5 Parkmerced Project Scoping Report 
2008.0021E  July 2, 2009 

3.0 LIST OF COMMENTERS 
 
Oral Comments 
 
Oral comments were given by 27 individuals.  The commenters are listed below and a summary 
of their comments is included in Attachment B: 
 

• Maria Elena Guerrero Engber 
• Neil Topliffe 
• Reverend Dr. Albirda Rose-Eberhardt 
• John Jweinat 
• Stephen Heide 
• Chris Manitsas 
• Nima Gabbay 
• Laura M. Traveler 
• Mark Christensen 
• Ronald Stovitz 
• Genevieve Callejo 
• Jeannie Scott 
• Aaron Goodman 
• Richard Leconte 
• Andrew Wolfram 
• John Scott 
• Jeff Rocca 
• Brian Turner 
• M.K. Venkatachari 
• Dr. Terence Faulkner 
• Judith Flynn 
• Maria Elena Mestayer 
• Mike Vezzali 
• Anna-Maria Brattan 
• John Kim 
• Adele Passalacqua 
• Liz Pruiett 

 
Written Comments 
 
Written comments were received from 27 interested parties and agencies.  The commenters are 
listed below and their comments are summarized in Attachment B: 
 

• Public Utilities Commission, Vincent Kwong (1 of 2) 
• Marilia Powers  
• Maria Elena Guerrero Engber 
• San Francisco Architectural Heritage, Jack A. Gold  
• M. K Venkatashari  
• John Jweinat (1 of 2) 
• John Jweinat (2 of 2) 
• The Cultural Landscape Foundation, Melanie Macchio 
• Henry Tyldsley 
• Dr. Terence Faulkner 
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• Jeanie Scott 
• Janet Karesh 
• Marty Walker 
• Parkmerced Residents Organization, Aaron Goodman (1 of 2) 
• Pruitt, Nguyen, Ala, Njau, Solyuna 
• Kevin C. Kozminski 
• John J. Beeston, MD 
• National Trust for Historic Preservation, Western Office, Anthea M. Hartig 
• Parkmerced Residents Organization, Aaron Goodman (2 of 2) 
• Aaron Goodman 
• The Cultural Landscape Foundation, Charles A. Birnbaum 
• docomomo, Chandler McCoy 
• San Francisco Public Utilities Commission, Paula Kehoe 
• San Francisco Public Utilities Commission, Vincent Kwong (2 of 2) 
• Joe Desmond 
• Julian Lagos 
• Department of Transportation, Lisa Carboni 

 
4.0 SCOPING COMMENTS SUMMARY 
 
The following is a summary of oral and written comments, arranged by topic: 
 
Traffic/Transportation 

• EIR should include detailed rail safety analysis, including considerations of grade 
separation or tunneling, median-running track, track alignments to reduce potential 
vehicle and pedestrian conflicts, adequate line of sights, adequate pedestrian safety, 
queuing times, traffic signal configuration, and lane configuration and width. 

• Mitigation measures need to be included to address all rail safety-related impacts. 
• EIR should consider parking issues and gridlock related to SFSU students parking on 

Parkmerced streets. 
• EIR should evaluate the impacts of over 11,000 cars proposed to be parked on the site. 
• A needs assessment should be conducted and included in the EIR to assess future 

projected MUNI ridership. 
• EIR should examine alternative locations for re-routing MUNI, including out of the 

19th

• EIR should identify an updated maintenance agreement for 19
 Avenue median, and including providing direct connection to BART. 

th

• EIR should identify performance measures and/or mitigation measures to improve 
pedestrian and bicycle access to transit facilities. 

 Avenue. 

• The Traffic Impact Study in the EIR should include analysis of the impacts on State 
highway facilities. 

 
Historic Preservation 

• EIR should identify the original Parkmerced boundary and discuss impacts of the selling 
off (division) throughout the years. 

• EIR should identify how “poor” landscape maintenance and ad-hoc landscape work 
throughout the years (and still on-going) has damaged the originally designed 
landscaping on site. 

• EIR should include a district-level evaluation of project impacts and should accurately 
detail the project’s impacts on the key features of the identified cultural landscape on the 
site. 
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• A feasibility analysis in the EIR should take into account regulatory and tax incentives 
available under the California Historical Building Code, Mills Act, and Federal 
Rehabilitation Tax Credit Program. 

• EIR should discuss whether the Army Corps must comply with Section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) before issuing a permit. 

 
Land Use/Visual/Massing 

• EIR should address the overall “departure” from the site’s unique character. 
• EIR should analyze the size of the project site in relation to the planned population 

increase and determine if there is “adequate” space for all the residents. 
• EIR should identify that the new MUNI wires will be overhead even though all other 

utilities on the site are underground. 
• EIR should discuss that re-routing of MUNI will impact existing peaceful character. 
• View corridors should be identified and view (skyline) impacts of new towers identified. 
• EIR should identify that the removal of Juan Bautista Circle for stormwater retention (the 

heart of Parkmerced) would damage the character of Parkmerced. 
• EIR should discuss the scale of this project in relation to other San Francisco 

neighborhoods (numbers of units and residents per acre compared to other parts of the 
City). 

 
Biological Resources 

• EIR should identify avian corridors and address potential for bird strikes from wind 
turbines and high-rise buildings.   

• A tree survey should be done, and identify include any heritage trees (or trees that could 
be eligible as a heritage tree). 

• EIR should identify impacts on nesting birds as a result of the tree removal planned on 
the site. 

• EIR should discuss a tree replacement plan. 
 

Sustainability 
• EIR should quantify the carbon footprint from all construction activity planned (including 

planned tree removal activities). 
• EIR should identify safety of wind turbines (on people and animals). 
• EIR should clarify the definition of green space. 
• EIR should mention preservation, renovation, rehabilitation, restoration as sustainable 

methods of increasing the neighborhood sustainability.   
• EIR should address the useful lifespan of the existing buildings. 
• EIR should measure the impacts of “wholesale” demolition on sustainability goals. 
 

Open Space 
• EIR should identify the overall cumulative effects on open space – density proposed 

should be calculated for the Parkmerced community based on its original outline, not 
current boundaries. 

• EIR needs to identify how the open space is being calculated (what is being included?). 
• EIR should address how the loss of open space will affect the neighboring uses (SFSU, 

800 Brotherhood, etc.). 
 
Water 

• EIR should identify current water wastefulness.  
• A regional “water use report” should be included in the EIR that addresses the 

surrounding development.   
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• Any groundwater use will need review and authorization by the SFPUC. 
 

Wind 
• EIR should include wind tunnel analysis and identify wind impacts to avian corridors. 

 
Population/Jobs/Housing 

• EIR should identify population density and potential for over-crowding, including 
increased wear-and-tear on open space, public resources and infrastructure, traffic, 
pollution, litter, traffic and congestion. 

• EIR should identify the number of units (and bedrooms). 
• Density impacts should be evaluated per the original 191.5-acre Parkmerced boundary. 
• EIR should address the loss of rental homes and where people are supposed to go once 

they are displaced. 
• EIR should assume implementation of the SFSU Master Plan, which involves purchasing 

over 1,000 units of rent-controlled housing. 
• EIR should identify the proposed target demographic for both proposed rental and for-

sale units.  
• EIR should include a cost-benefit analysis for both housing and commercial/retail uses 

planned. 
• EIR needs to address rent control laws in place that protect the existing residents. 
• EIR should identify impacts to existing retail and commercial services as a result of 

construction of new retail and commercial services. 
 
Stormwater 

• EIR should identify storm water diversion designs and should address maintenance of 
planned bio-swales. 

 
Noise 

• Streetcar noise should be analyzed in the EIR. 
 
Air Quality/Hazards 

• EIR should address the health impacts of demolishing the existing buildings. 
 
Geology 

• EIR should identify existing seismic upgrades that have been made to the property. 
• EIR should provide information about locations of earthquake faults near the site. 
• EIR should address proposed seismic upgrades and whether these upgraded and new 

buildings would stand up to a large earthquake. 
 
Cumulative 

• EIR needs to address cumulative impacts (to the surrounding areas, SF as a whole, and 
regionally) as a result of expansion identified in the SFSU Master Plan. 

• EIR should mention the cumulative development impacts from other nearby sites: 800 
Brotherhood, 77 Cambon, 700 Font (SFUSD site).   
 

Alternatives 
• A preservation alternative should be considered that follows the Secretary of Interior 

Standards.   
• EIR should include a reduced scale alternative that would maintain Parkmerced’s 

eligibility for the National Register.   
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• The standards-compliant alternative should analyze whether and where some infill 
construction and selective demolition and new construction could be appropriate within 
the identified cultural landscape.   

• Other locations for re-urbanization and construction should be identified. 
 
Miscellaneous 

• The EIR should consider quality of life impacts, particularly nuisances created by on-
going construction activities, stresses from needing to relocate from existing housing 
units and into a new unit. 

• EIR should identify the existing micro climate in the area and that neighboring 
developments have many issues such as mould and mildew, causing respiratory issues for 
occupants. 

• An initial study needs to be done for the project. 
• Adequate notice of all environmental documents needs to be given to the public. 
• All environmental documents need to be translated so that the large Russian, and Asian 

communities can understand the proposed project and environmental impacts. 



Attachment A 
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Summary of Parkmerced Written and Oral Scoping Comments 
July 2, 2009 
 
Written Comments 
1. Public Utilities Commission, Vincent Kwong, June 18, 2009 (rail safety issues, 

Caltrans involvement, approvals process, light rail/motorist/pedestrian conflicts). 
2. Marilia Powers, 405 Serrano Drive #9, June 20, 2009  (project scale, wildlife, 

water pollution, traffic congestion, historic designation, grading quantities, 
cost/benefit analysis needed, stormwater/swales runoff, tree impacts, cumulative 
impacts on services and utilities).   

3. Maria Elena Guerrero Engber, 310 Arballo Drive, Apt #11D, June 8, 2009 
(quality of life impacts from construction activities, rent control laws, historic 
district, Muni realignment will destroy neighborhood). 

4. San Francisco Architectural Heritage, Jack A. Gold, June 12, 2009 (preservation 
alternative following Secretary of Interior Standards).   

5. M. K. Venkatashari, 355 Serrano Drive Apt. #12-c, June 17, 2009 (altering codes 
and plans are bad precedent, carbon footprint of all construction activity, consider 
cumulative impacts of SFSU too). 

6. John Jweinat, 111 Cambon Drive, June 17, 2009 (financial impacts- new 
neighborhood-serving core would force him out of business, desires more Muni 
lines and stops, phasing and sequencing). 

7. John Jweinat, 111 Cambon Drive, June 1, 2009 (Muni realignment). 
8. The Cultural Landscape Foundation, Melanie Macchio, June 17, 2009 (historic 

significance). 
9. Henry Tyldsley, 810 Gonzalez Apt. #11E, June 14, 2009 (unit count, bedroom 

count, status of keeping Muni 17 bus, wants to see model, construction duration, 
additional population numbers). 

10. Dr. Terence Faulkner, 106 Crespi Drive, June 16, 2009 (proximity to San Andreas 
Fault, earthquake impacts to existing and proposed buildings, tree removal / 
flyway impacts, population increase impacts, new Muni noise, retail needs 
assessment, historic significance). 

11. Jeanie Scott, 769 Gonzalez Drive, June 13, 2009 (general support of the project). 
12. Janet Karesh, 582 Arballo Drive, May 27, 2009 (too many units planned for size 

of site, congestion impacts). 
13. Marty Walker, 100 Cambon Drive, May 22, 2009 (too many proposed units, taller 

buildings impact views and spaciousness, potential traffic impacts). 
14. Parkmerced Residents Organization, Aaron Goodman, June 1, 2009 (multiple 

comments, including no mention of prior EIR’s affecting the Parkmerced area as 
a Historic Resource) 

15. Pruitt, Nguyen, Ala, Njau, Solyuna, 3, 5, 7, 7a, 9 Gonzalez Drive, June 16, 2009 
(impacts to existing style and character, list of suggested upgrades to current 
development). 

16. Kevin C. Kozminski, 150 Font Blvd Apt. #11J, June 17, 2009 (will destroy 
quality of life, increased congestion on 19th Ave, new Muni line will add new 
overhead electric wires and structures in the “heart” of the community, status of 
tree replacement plan, questions about practicality of wind turbines). 
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17. John J. Beeston, MD, 810 Gonzalez Drive Apt #12B, June 15, 2009 (density 
impacts, Muni re-routing would disrupt community). 

18. National Trust for Historic Preservation, Western Office, Anthea M. Hartig, June 
19, 2009 (need for historic preservation alternative, include a district-level 
evaluation of project impacts detailing the impact of the project and alternatives 
on the key features of the identified cultural landscape on the site, include a 
reduced scale alternative that includes some densification of Parkmerced but not 
to the extent proposed (that includes Mills Act and Federal Rehabilitation Tax 
Credits), include a preservation alternative that complies with Secretary of the 
Interior’s standards for treatment of historic properties (allows infill construction 
and selective demolition and new construction), cumulative impacts that includes 
SFSU campus master plan, Section 404 requires compliance with Section 106, 
general concerns about the maintenance of existing landscaping). 

19. Parkmerced Residents Organization, Aaron Goodman, June 18, 2009 (27 pages, 
33 topics - cumulative impacts with SFSU, housing, alternative locations, 
breakdown of units and bedrooms, rent control questions, affordable housing and 
loss of rental housing planned, parking shortage and gridlock [look at SFSU 
resource capacity], request for 20-year SFSU student enrollment data, request for 
confirmed use of open space [definition], open space vs. green space, global 
warming and environmental green space, proposed tree removal and status of 
landmark trees eligibility, need for tree survey, carbon off-set from existing trees, 
biological entities and natural habitats on site [loss of habitat], loss of green space 
impacts/ acid rain effects on Lake Merced, historic landscape design integrity and 
national landmark status, need to study effects of ad-hoc landscape work and need 
for a complete survey of the existing landscape elements and individual unique 
designs of the interior courtyards, illegal subdivisions of existing units, need for 
accurate population density, need accurate open space calculation, need for an 
accurate list of existing open space areas, need accurate calculations of impacts 
due to tearing down all of the townhouse units, discuss current practices of 
wasting water, request for a needs assessment study of commercial areas within 
walking distance of Parkmerced [overdeveloped and underutilized commercial 
and retail areas would have a negative impact throughout the neighborhood], 
Muni realignment impacts, need to consider different routes for Muni 
realignment, construction noise impacts, Muni track noise impacts, view corridor 
impacts, need for wind tunnel testing, wind impacts on avian migratory pathways, 
earthquake damage from 1989 and need for a comprehensive geological study, 
structural concerns of existing towers, insufficient outreach being done, existing 
tenant issues). 

20. Aaron Goodman, June 18, 2009 (includes Appendices) (need for preservation, 
questions and concerns about the amount of open space and need for a cumulative 
discussion of open space based on the original Parkmerced community outline, 
references to original landscape configuration, questions of sustainability 
authenticity [why isn’t preservation, renovation, rehabilitation and restoration 
considered?], SFSU impacts on parking, need for the Parkmerced project and 
SFSU master plan to look cohesively at rerouting Muni, concerns about 
practicality and manageability of bioswales, concerns about tree removal, current 
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status of existing tower seismic stability, air quality impacts and asbestos from 
demolition, wind, shadow, discussion of Parkmerced community and 
development in terms of the original layout of 191.5 acres must be considered in 
the EIR.) 

21. The Cultural Landscape Foundation, Charles A. Birnbaum, June 17, 2009 (site is 
of national significance.) 

22. docomomo, Chandler McCoy, June 19, 2009 (Parkmerced is Church’s largest 
extant work, need to include a true preservation alternative, need to measure 
impacts of entire demolition on sustainability, evaluate impacts on parking 11,000 
cars on site, questioning Muni ridership projections, need to study impacts on 
neighboring natural and cultural resources, need to evaluate quality of existing 
housing and open space vs. proposed, questions about scale of project, need to 
include a market analysis to determine if there is a demand for all the high- and 
mid-rise buildings in this weather-challenged part of SF.) 

23. San Francisco Public Utilities Commission, Paula Kehoe, June 19, 2009 (need for 
the SFPUC to review and grant authorization for any groundwater withdrawals or 
use.) 

24. San Francisco Public Utilities Commission, Vincent Kwong, June 26, 2009 
(traffic study needs to include a methodology to identify mitigation measures in 
addressing rail safety-related impacts by the project, requests to review draft 
traffic study before it is finalized.) 

25. Joe Desmond, June 23, 2009 (email) (concerns about constructing new retail 
when existing is doing so poorly, concerns about bird impacts.) 

26. Julian Lagos (general opposition) 
27. Department of Transportation, Lisa Carboni, June 18, 2009 (traffic mitigation and 

Muni realignment.) 
 
Oral Comments 
 
1. Maria Elena Guerrero Engber (concerns about changes to quality of life, increased 

noise and air pollution, dislocation of existing residents [particularly older 
generation].) 

2. Neil Topliffe (questions about relocation of existing residents.) 
3. Reverend Dr. Albirda Rose-Eberhardt (thinks the project is “out of line” and has 

concerns about purchasing of other parcels from Parkmerced.) 
4. John Jweinat (questions about rent control for new units, where dislocated 

residents will move to.) 
5. Stephen Heide (concerned about traffic, water, electricity, sewage use.) 
6. Chris Manitsas (concerns about the additional new homes and additional traffic, 

timing of traffic studies being done[will they be done when SFSU is out of 
session?].) 

7. Nima Gabbay (concerns about increased traffic.) 
8. Laura M. Traveler (need more facts about the project.) 
9. Mark Christensen (concerns about the overall size and scale of the project, need to 

know the number of bedrooms, concerns about building heights.) 
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10. Ronald Stovitz (need accurate population numbers assigned to the project, 
concerns about Muni realignment, height and massing.) 

11. Genevieve Callejo (concerns about existing speeding within Parkmerced.) 
12. Jeannie Scott (in support and wants to see the project built.) 
13. Aaron Goodman (urges holistic planning, site is eligible for listing on the 

National Register, open space diagrams are not accurately identified.  Has many 
concerns and will submit a formal letter.) 

14. Richard Leconte (concerns about avian corridor at Lake Merced, need to bring in 
the Audubon Society for their review and input.) 

15. Andrew Wolfram (EIR needs to consider real preservation alternatives that 
realistically support the project sponsor’s objectives, need to evaluate visual 
impacts of 50 new high-rise buildings.) 

16. John Scott (opposed to demolition of garden apartments and objects to high-rise 
buildings.) 

17. Jeff Rocca (need for traffic mitigation.) 
18. Brian Turner (EIR needs to include feasible preservation alternatives that meet the 

Secretary of Interior Standards, concerns about the loss of open space, need 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act.) 

19. M.K. Venkatachari (concerns about increased number of students at SFSU and 
overall cumulative impacts from the Parkmerced project.) 

20. Dr. Terence Faulkner (concerns about the proximity to the San Andreas and 
Hayward faults.) 

21. Judith Flynn (concerns about what will happen to the existing school, wasn’t 
notified of the meeting, need for better communication.) 

22. Maria Elena Mestayer (concerns about earthquakes, “Manhattanization” of the 
site.) 

23. Mike Vezzali (concerned about what will happen to the elderly population 
currently living at Parkmerced, SFSU master planning needs to be accounted for 
when reviewing the Parkmerced project.) 

24. Anna-Maria Brattan (project too dense and too many people will use cars.) 
25. John Kim (concerns about impacts on birds if trees are removed.) 
26. Adele Passalacqua (general concerns.) 
27. Liz Pruiett (don’t want people’s homes torn down.) 
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