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PH 

1 THE CLERK : We a r e now on I tem 13 f or Case 

2 No . 2 00 5.1 9 12 E , Significan t Natu r a l Resources Area 

3 Managemen t Pl an , p ub lic h earing on the dra ft env i ronmenta l 

4 i mpact repor t . 

5 Please note that written comments will be 

6 accepted at th e p l ann in g department's of fice unt il the 

7 clos e o f bus i ness of October 1 7th , 20 11. 

8 

9 

MS . RANGE : Good afternoon , Pres i dent O l ague , 

membe rs of the commission . I am Jessica Range with the 

1 0 Environmenta l P l ann in g Di vis i on of the Plann i ng 

11 Depar t men t. 

12 Thi s i s a hear i ng t o receive pub li c comments on 

13 the d raft environmental impact report for Case No . 

14 2005 . 1912E , the Signif ica n t Natura l Resources Area 

15 Management P l an . 

16 Th e Recrea tion and Parks Departme n t d eveloped 

17 the natural areas program to pro t ect a n d manage t h e 

18 remaining natural areas owned by the City . There are 32 

1 9 designated natur a l areas , 31 in San Francisco and one , 

20 Sh arp Park, i s l oca t ed in Pac if ica. 

21 The management pla n id e n tifies management 

22 actions within each of these natural areas and is intended 

23 to g uide resource protection , habitat restoration, and 

24 tr a i l a n d access i mprovements , o th er cap it a l projects , and 

25 maintenance activities over the next 20 years . The EIR 
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PH 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

also addresses the imp acts o f the rout i ne maintenance and 

the Sharp Par k rest o ra t i on project at the pr oj ec t level . 

Rout in e main te na nc e activities are simila r to 

th e current s ca l e and scope o f th e Nat ura l Areas Program 

and wou ld not change substant ial ly w i th imp lementat i on of 

the management plan . Project level details have been 

deve l oped for the Sh a r p Park res t o r at i on project , enabl ing 

this aspect of the management pl an t o b e addressed at the 

9 project level . 

1 0 

1 1 

1 2 

1 3 

1 4 

1 5 

1 6 

1 7 

1 8 

1 9 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

The purpose of th e Sh a rp Park restoration 

project is to enhance the habitat for t he California 

red - l egged frog and the San Francisco garter sna k e . 

main components of the S ha r p Park restoration project 

T he 

inc l u des dredg in g a nd re - contouring of the Laguna Salada 

wetlan d compl ex , creati ng an upland and wetlan d ha b i t in 

an d around the l agoon , and creating a hab i t corridor 

between L a g una S alada and Ho rs e Stable pond . 

The project evaluated in the EIR is the project 

proposed by Rec and P a rk . As part of the env ir onmen tal 

review under CEQA , we are requ ired to analyze alternatives 

to the project . These alternatives are not Rec a nd Park 

p ro p osa l s f o r management o f the natura l areas . 

S taff i s not here to answer comments today . 

Comments w ill be t ran scr i bed and responded to i n wr iti ng 

in a comments and responses document , which will respond 
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PH 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

1 1 

1 2 

1 3 

1 4 

1 5 

1 6 

1 7 

1 8 

1 9 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

to all ve rbal and wr it ten comments receive d and make 

r e visions to th e dra f t EIR as ap p rop r ia t e . 

I would , h owever , like to note one correction 

t hat w ill be made i n the comments and responses document , 

which ma y clarif y some comments rece i ve d today . P age 2 of 

the su mmary erroneous l y i dentifies the env i ronmental l y 

su p e rio r a l t er nativ e as the maxi mum r es t o r atio n 

alternative. 

A comprehens i ve analys i s of the environmentally 

superior alternati ve i s prov i ded on draft EIR pages 525 

through 5 2 6 and determ i nes tha t the ma i ntenance 

alterna ti ve is th e environmentally superio r alte r native . 

Page 2 of the summary chapter will be corrected in the 

comments and responses document . 

Th i s i s not a hear i ng to consider approval o r 

disapproval of the project . That hea r in g w i l l fol l ow the 

final EIR certification . Co mments today should be 

directed at the a dequ ac y and accuracy of the 

information of the information contained in the draft 

EIR. 

Commenters s h ould speak slow l y and c l ear l y so 

that the court reporter can produce an accurate 

tra nscript . Also , commenters s hould state their name and 

a ddr ess so that they can be proper l y ident ifi ed a nd so 

t h at they ca n be sent a copy of t h e comments and responses 
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PH 

PH-Ballard 

1 whe n completed . 

2 After hear in g comments from t h e general public , 

3 we wi ll a l so t ake any comments on t h e draft EIR by the 

4 Pla n n in g Commission . The p ublic comment period for th is 

5 pr o j ect began on August 31st and it extends until 

6 

7 

5 : 00p . m, on Monday , Aug u - October 1 7th . 

This conc l u des my p resenta tion on this ma t ter , 

8 and unl ess th e commission members h ave an y questions , I 

9 would respectfu ll y suggest that the public hear i ng be 

opened . Th ank you . 1 0 

11 PRESIDENT OLAGUE : Great. I do want to exten d 

12 the comment per i od unt il the end of October , so by a 

1 3 coup l e of weeks at least . Okay . And we can discuss it i f 

14 we both want to exten d i t b e yond that , y ou know , later on . 

15 We have a few speaker cards , Sarah Ba l l ard 

1 6 fo l lowed by Sally St ephe n s . 

MS . BALLARD: Good afternoon , Commissioners , 17 

18 Director Rahaim . I ' m Sarah Ba ll ard from the Recreation 

1 9 a nd Parks De partme nt , a nd I ju s t br i ef l y want e d to put 

20 this pl a n in a lit tle bi t of context for you . 

21 As you may know , we own about 14 percent of the 

22 l an d in San Franc i sco , about 4 , 000 acres , an d of that , 

23 abo ut a t ho usand acres are what we refer to as natura l 

24 areas . As Jessica said , they ' re made up of 32 d istinct 

25 areas , including Berna l Hi ll , Tw i n Peaks , S h arp Park . 
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1 

2 

Th e plan -- t h e Natura l Ar eas Manageme n t Plan 

was est a b li shed t hrou gh a decade s-l ong process . I t wa s 

3 p ublishe d in 2006 , a n d about ten yea r s of expe r t resea r c h 

4 a n d comm u n i t y pro c es s went i nto c rea t ing th e p l a n . Uhm, 

5 a nd a s J essica s p oke t o , i t rea ll y creates a r oad map fo r 

6 u s as the department f or how to manage ou r s e nsi t iv e 

7 natur a l h a b i t, in c l ud i n g s ome th r ea t e n e d and en da ngere d 

8 spec ies, di r ects u s how t o p r iori t i ze our sc a rce res o u r ces 

9 and ou r v o lu n t eer t ime . 

10 Our j o b as the Re c r eat i o n and Parks De pa r t me nt 

11 i s t o b al a n ce a var i ety of needs , and some time s t h o s e 

12 n eeds a re compet i n g . And we fe el that t his manageme n t 

1 3 plan does that t hr o u gh a ve r y c a r e f ull y crafted pr o ces s . 

14 A s you k now , wha t ' s b efor e yo u t od a y is t h e d raft EI R , and 

1 5 we l ook forw a rd t o c on t i n u in g t o re c ei v e pub lic f ee d back 

1 6 on th a t , to h ear yo ur f e e d back , u hm , and contin ue work in g 

1 7 wit h your staff . T h ey ' ve bee n r e al l y e x cep t iona l t hro u g h 

18 t hi s process . 

19 

2 0 

Uhm , I j us t did want to po int o ut t h at , uhm , t o 

e ch o wh a t J essica sa id a b o u t t h e a l ternati v es , we as 

21 yo u kn ow , th e r e a r e -- we a r e re quir ed u n de r C EQA t o st ud y 

22 a var i e ty o f a lter n a t i v e s , b u t t h e project a n d th e plan 

23 for u s h as n ot c h a n g e d . An d I t h ink t h e r e ' s bee n some 

2 4 c onf u si o n a r ou n d t hat , par t icu larl y as i t p ertai n s to t he 

25 d og p l a y areas , a nd j ust wan t ed t o clar i fy tha t f o r you . 
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PH-Stephens 

02 

01 

PH 

1 Than k y o u very much . 

2 PRES I DE NT OLAGUE: Tha nk you . Rene e Pitt i n , Bo 

3 L inks , L i nda Shaffe r . 

4 MS . S T EPHE NS : Yeah . Hi , my name is Sal ly 

5 S tephens , and I' m the ch a ir of the San Francisc o Dog 

6 Owners Gr oup . Urban pa rks a r e for people . They ' re our 

7 c ol l e ct i ve bac k yards , t he p l aces wher e we go to play with 

8 our kid s a nd ou r d ogs a n d simp l y sit in the s un . 

9 We have so l ittle open space in San Francisco , 

10 we ca n n o t affo rd to l o c k a th i rd of i t away in plant 

1 1 mu se um s whe re you can l oo k bu t not en ter , which is wh a t 

1 2 the projec t a nd t he max i mum restorat i on alternatives would 

13 

[

1 4 

1 5 

1 6 

d o . 

We obviously support the maintenance or maximum 

r ecreat i onal a l ternat i ves bec ause they pro tect existing 

natura l are as yet preserve access for peop l e . The EIR 

17 inco rre c t l y s tates the number a nd tot a l acreage of all 

1 8 p la ced dog play areas , or DP A ' s . The r e are ac t ually 29 , 

19 whi ch cov er abo ut 1 20 a c res total , bu t 80 percent of tha t 

20 to ta l is loca ted either w i t h i n or adjacent to a natural 

21 area and is therefore at r i sk of future closure i f NAP 

22 claims impacts from the dogs . 

23 Many were designated a s DPA ' s years before th e 

24 N -- the NAP c ame aroun d, yet wit h a simple st r oke of a 

25 p la nn e r' s or a NAP s t a ff er ' s p e n , they can b e g one . If 
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04 

05 

06 

PH 

03 

1 yo u 're g oing to f orce people out of the parks, you better 

2 have a good reason . 

3 The NAP EIR repor tedly -- repe a tedly says dogs 

4 may have an i mpact , but there's no ev i dence c i ted in t h e 

5 EI R that dogs are now or ever have done so . EIR ' s mu s t be 

6 ba sed on d ocumented i mpacts , not hypothetical conjectures. 

7 Sp e c i f i c proof o f i mp a cts , not just c l aims of observatio n s 

8 wi th no de ta il s given , mus t be added to the EIR . 

9 Gi ve u s u n biased proven facts or don ' t k ic k u s 

1 0 o u t . NAP has become a way to ge t rid of DPA's and c i t y 

1 1 p a rk s s i n c e t he on l y r ea l r emedy from the alleged imp acts 

1 2 fr om dogs is c l osure of t he DPA . As such , the EIR mu st 

1 3 c ons i de r the i mpact of those c l osures on the human a n d 

1 4 u r ban enviro n ments , not t he j us t t he na t ural e nviron men t . 

1 5 

16 

1 7 

Throughout the EIR , dogs are d esc r ibed s o l e l y as 

n u isances . The EIR d o es not consider any b e n efits o f d o g s 

an d off - leash d og wa l king t o people and c o mmunities . The 

1 8 NAP EIR must conside r i mpacts of a physica l a nd e mo tio n a l 

19 hea l th of people who can n o lo nger walk t h e ir do gs in 

20 c l osed DPA ' s , and o n the se n se of n e ighbor h ood and p ark 

21 commun i ty that wil l be impacted i f DPA ' s are cl o sed o r 

s i gnif i can t l y reduced . Yet i t does n o t . 22 

23 This is part icularl y imp o r t a n t with th e ma ximum 

24 restoration a l ternat i ve that wi l l essentiall y c l o se DP A ' s 

2 5 at McC l aren , Berna l Hil l, Buena Vis t a , and Lake Mer c e d . 
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PH 

01 

PH-Links 

1 Thes e DPA ' s constitute r oug h l y 75 percent of t he total 

2 l egal of f- le as h area in the city parks . The E IR does not 

3 adequately analyze the impact of that local closure on the 

4 remaining DPA ' s and other nea rby pa r ks , especial ly when 

5 combi ne d wi th the Gol den Gate Nation a l Re creation Ar ea ' s 

6 plan to cl ose 90 p e rc e nt of i t s off - leash space . The dogs 

7 and dog people aren ' t goi ng t o g o away o r be qu i etly 

8 f orced out of our parks . Thank you . Cop i e s of what I 

9 said . 

MR . LI NKS : Good afternoon . My name is Bo 1 0 

11 Links . I ' m a lifelong San Franc i sco re s i dent, and a s I ' m 

12 sure yo u can imag i ne with a l a s t n am e l i ke mine , I ' m a 

13 v ery pass i onate go lfer . 

14 I ' ve been p l aying Sharp Park golf co u rse for 45 

15 years now, and I ' ve a l so served for a number of years as a 

16 volun tee r go lf h istor i an for the Ci ty an d Coun ty o f San 

17 Francisc o , and what I wanted to convey to you -- and I ' ve 

18 subm i tted some written comments as wel l, and my friend and 

19 colleague Richard Harris I t hi n k with will speak l ater on 

20 behalf of the San Francis co Public Golf Alliance , which we 

21 co - fou nd e d -- b ut I wanted to add some historica l words 

22 and spec ifi ca l l y to say the staff got i t a h undred percent 

23 correct in th e draft EIR designating th is precious gol f 

2 4 course as an his toric reso u rce . 

25 This is th e l egacy of John McLaren . I t was his 
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PH 

02 

01 

(Cont.) 

1 vision, and he brought in o ne of t he grea t est arch it e c ts 

2 in th e histo r y of t he wor ld , Alister MacKenzie , to cr ea te 

3 t hi s v e ry spec i a l a sset for t he City and County o f Sa n 

4 Francisco even t h ough i t ' s on proper t y i n Pac ifica. 

5 Thi s is clear l y th e work of a master . I t ' s t he 

6 equiv alent o f a Rembrandt that wo u ld ha ng i n a muse um , and 

7 t he fact that it ' s o ld and maybe a lit t l e fa ded d o esn ' t 

8 take away i ts l uste r . Peop l e come from a ll ove r t h e wo r l d 

9 to wal k it , to pl a y it , to see i t, to a dmir e i t, t o k now 

10 

11 

it , t o unders t a nd it . It ' s a s ymbo l of gol f ' s g ol d en age . 

It ' s pa r t of o ur histo r ic l egacy j u st t h e way Sharp th e 

1 2 way Coi t Tower is, th e way th e c a b le c ars are . 

13 And the h ab itat restoration that ' s i n the wor k s 

14 in the s u b jec t of t hi s EI R is by n o mea n s i ncompat i b l e 

1 5 

16 

wit h ma i ntainin g t h at go l f co u rse . 

qu es ti on are fresh water s p ec ie s . 

Th e species in 

Thi s pr o duct th i s 

17 property , excuse me , was a sa l t marsh before MacKenzie 

1 8 tra n sformed it i nt o the oasis it is today . I t ' s goi n g to 

1 9 ce l ebrate its 80th anniversary ne x t y ear , an d th e proc ess 

20 t h at ' s un der way in this dr a ft EIR shou ld co ntinue without 

21 int e rr u p tion so th e ci t y can mov e forward t o d o what ' s 

22 needed to do , and t hat is to i mpl eme nt a very responsible 

23 habita t r estorati o n pro toco l . 

24 Th e fro gs a r e t h ri v i ng dow n t h e r e . Thi s i s o ne 

25 of th e bigg es t b i rth y ears i n r e c e nt me mory , a n d t h at 
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PH 

PH-Pittin 

01 

1 ev iden ce i s on the r e c ord , and wh at the ci t y p l ans t o d o , 

2 we supp ort . It ' s consistent wi t h maintaining this 

3 p r opert y in a way that serves a var i ety o f i nteres t s , a n d 

4 I wa nt t o thank yo u fo r g i v i n g me the o p p o r tun i ty t o speak 

5 to y o u , and y o u cons i der i n addi t i on t o wr i t t en comments 

t hat h av e b een s ub mi t t ed . Tha n k yo u so muc h . 

MS . PI TT I N : Good afternoon , Commiss i oners . My 

6 

7 

8 

9 

na me is Renee P i ttin . Th e Hi ppoc r atic Oa t h says first d o 

no ha r m . This seems t o be a g oo d a p pro a ch fo r any person 

1 0 and ce r tain l y f or gove r n ment . 

11 

1 2 

I d o n ' t th in k t hat t hi s app li es t o the National 

Areas Pro g ram . As a sen i or , whos e p rimary okay , whose 

1 3 on l y exer c i se i s wa l k i ng w i th my dog , I feel that t he 

14 i ncr ease d remo v a l of our shared o p en space is by the 

1 5 Na t ur a l Areas Program , wh ich i s a s i n g l e purp o se and 

1 6 excl u s i o na r y program, wil l dr i ve mo re and mo r e loca l 

1 7 residents into inc reasin g l y sma l ler areas for exerc is e , 

1 8 access , and enjoymen t of ou r San Franc i sc o landscape . 

19 I live near Glen Canyon , an d too ma ny time s I 

2 0 h ave n o t been able to wa l k ther e be c a use t he Natu r a l Areas 

21 Pr ogram was engagi ng in yet ano th er rou nd of toxic 

22 wa rfa re , laying waste t o new g e n era tions of hapless an d 

23 h e l p l ess f l o ra a n d fauna a nd exposi ng th e l oca l 

2 4 n e ighborhood and e v eryone mov i ng th r o u g h t h e a r ea to th e se 

25 poison s . 
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PH-Shaffer 

01 

(Cont.) 

PH 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

1 0 

1 1 

1 2 

1 3 

14 

1 5 

1 6 

1 7 

1 8 

1 9 

20 

21 

22 

23 

2 4 

25 

I oppose this un fe t tered i ncrease o f the Natura l 

Areas Program i nto mo re and mo re of Sa n Francisco ' s 

p arkland and open s p ace , and I ask t h at you all , as 

members of t h e planning c omm i ss i on , recognize tha t this 

p r o g r am remove s shared space fr om t he community on the 

basis of sharp l y and scientif i ca l l y contested assump ti ons 

about what i s native or n at ural and makes equa l ly 

unfounded assumptions about wha t actions , such as wa l k ing 

with one ' s pooc h , c a n or cannot occur i n our s h ared and 

all - t oo - limited San Francis c o op en spaces . 

Please op p ose any expansion of this progr am . 

Thank you. 

MS . SHAFFER : Goo d a f t e r noon , Commissioners . My 

name is Lin da Shaffer . T h at ' s s p elled S - h - a - f - f - e - r . I 

am currently th e vice - president of t h e local chapter of 

the California Native P lant Society , and I would like t o 

thank you f or this opportunit y t o address you . Uhm, I 

h ave th ree po i nts that I wo ul d l i ke to try to make i n th i s 

limited t ime . 

The first one is , uhm , that I have I have to 

admit I was v er y curious to see what an e nvir onmental 

impact ana l ys i s wo u ld look like , g i ven that it ' s of a 

prog r a m that i s e n v ironmental i n nat u re , and I have to say 

in the time that I ' ve had to read it so far , I ' ve been 

very impressed . It ' s I t hin k that those involved have 
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PH 

1 done a g oo d job , a wonder ful j ob , particu l arly with 

2 r esp e c t t o the 3 1 n atura l a r e a s that are l ocated in the 

3 Cit y o f Sa n Francisco . So I would l i ke to commend those 

4 i nvolved . 

5 I would also l ike to add t ha t th e Nat ive Plant 

6 S ociety is in the pr o cess of hav in g people who have 

7 volunteered i n a lot of these natural areas f or many years 

8 r ead ove r t he sect i ons t hat per t a i n specifica l ly to th e 

9 proj ec t s p r oposed for those natural a reas a nd make sure 

1 0 th at , uhm , base d o n their knowledge of t he area that the 

1 1 r epo r t i s bo t h accurate and complete . 

12 And I' m de l ighted to hear tha t there will be an 

13 e x t ens i on t o the publi c comme nt per i od b e cause i t ' s been 

14 very d iff i c u l t . Th e same gr oup of people that ' s been 

15 i nvolve d i n commenting on this has also b e e n involved in 

16 commenti ng on the recreation/open spac e e l e me nt , and th e 

1 7 first 30 days of t h is comment period overlapp ed with the 

1 8 las t 30 d ays of th at . S o it' s been kind o f crazy . S o 

1 9 th a nk you for t hat . The other -- th a t wa s actually t h e 

20 second po in t tha t I wa nt ed t o make . 

21 

22 

The t h i rd po i nt tha t I would l ike to mak e is 

tha t I ' m s t i l l i n th e p rocess of r ead i ng th i s . The 

23 comp l ex i ty in th i s d o cumen t has to do wi t h the i ssue at 

Sha r p Park . You can a lr ead y tell that this is a 2 4 

2 5 controversial issue issue , a controversial program . 
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01 

PN-Sherap 

PH 

1 Uhm , I have so far ide ntified one factua l error in th e 

2 portion of t h e document t h at dea l s with Sharp Park . 

3 I wi l l be submitting comments in wri t ing , but I 

4 don ' t h a ve t h em fin i s h e d yet , and I wou ld like to add , 

5 please , I do not want t o r ece i ve a copy of the comments 

6 a nd respo n ses , so I ' d l ik e to get th a t -- I had that 

7 h appe n to me once whe n I wasn 't expec ti ng i t , s o n o t h ank 

you . That was j u s t f i ne . 8 

9 

10 

Th a nk y o u v ery much for your attention . 

PRESIDENT OLAGUE : Th ank you . Tenzin Sherap , 

11 George Moz ing o , Pa t ric k Skain , followed by Clare nce 

12 Bryant . 

13 

14 

15 

MR . SHERAP : My n ame is Tenzin Sherap , and my --

my address is Genera l De livery , San Franc i sco , 94 1 42. I 

would lik e I kn o w th a t ther e ' s been comments abo u t th e 

16 go lf course as be ing -- wh e t her or no t t h e go lf co u rse is 

17 go i ng to be preserved , a n d I wou l d l i ke to say t hat I ' m 

18 spea king highly in favor of the golf course being 

19 p r ese rv ed . 

2 0 I t seems as thoug h Mr . Anto nini and -- or maybe 

21 the rest o f this board has been me rcil ess ly okaying 

22 practically a ny r e qu es t t h at has to do with children ' s 

23 such as in our bea u t i f ul Dolores Park that is be in g 

2 4 d efaced for th is c hild ' s p ark . And it ' s v er y important 

25 th at a pl ace l ike thi s golf course , whi c h is for t eenagers 
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02 

01 

PH-Mozingo 

PH 

1 and fo r el derly and older people to get exercise and enjoy 

2 th e envir on me n t , that t his be maintained for San Francisco 

3 reside n ts. Thank you very mu ch . 

4 PR ESIDE NT OLAGUE : Tha nk yo u. If I did call 

5 your name , if you can just keep com i ng up to t he mic . 

6 MR . MOZI NGO : Good morning, my name is or 

7 good aftern oon , rather . My name is George Mozingo . I ' m a 

8 resident of the City and County of San Francisco , and I'm 

9 an emp l oyee of the Co u nty of San Mateo . 

1 0 Our count i es have worked col l aborat i ve l y and 

11 cooperatively to come up wi t h a plan that rea l ly d oes 

1 2 address t he i ss ues of hab i tat preservat i on and to protect 

1 3 th ose spec i es t h at are enumerated in the article in the 

14 draft EIR , specifically frogs , the red - legged rana aurora 

15 draytonii , the garter snake , and others . Those are , in 

16 fact , as Mr. Links previously stated , fresh water species. 

17 That original geograp hy was called in t he colonial period , 

1 8 Laguna Salada , which I believe t o be mean i ng a still b ody 

19 of water that is salty . 

20 

[

2 1 

22 

23 

2 4 

Now , those frogs do not exist in those 

environments , so this is , in fa ct, a construction . It is 

a histor ical constr uction by a -- one of the great 

architects of golf courses ever . I t is also a - - of 

cultural va l u e . If y ou were to go there o n any day , you 

25 would find old people and young people and students and 
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PH 

1 every -- p e op l e fr om ever y g r oup an d nati on play i n g on as 

2 g r o u p s , as -- and a s individuals . I t is also a ffordable 

3 r e l a ti v e t o o t he r g o l f cour ses in t h e a r e a . 

4 

5 

6 

In t h e cou n ty , we d on ' t have a l ot of 

i nexpens i ve go l f cou rse s . He re in the city and county we 

hav e e v en fewer . Thi s is an opport u nit y for p eop le o f 

7 limite d in come to p l ay i n a g o lf co ur se t h at is s t u n ni ngly 

8 be a ut i f u l and c an be restored . 

9 

10 

Uhm , i t i s also -- uhm , this p l an wi l l p rotec t 

thos e species t ha t are en umera t ed . Without i t, i t will , 

1 1 ag a i n , become a r at h er d r y a n d d ifficul t p l ace for those 

12 spec i es to ex i st . Part i c u l ar l y in the p la n , the crea t i n g 

13 o f th e contours for the snakes to exist where they can g o 

14 d own and feed o n t he frogs I t houg ht was j ust nothing 

15 shor t of enginee r i ng br il l i a n ce on the par t o f t h e two 

16 park -- park gr o u ps . 

17 And finally , it is a recreationa l . Even those 

18 li ke myself wh o don ' t g o l f , it is a wonderful place to go 

19 

20 

wa l k . Thank you . 

P RESIDE NT OLAGUE : Ag ain , I'd like t o ask those 

21 who are stan ding in front of the door to either find a 

2 2 seat o r move t o thi s ot h er side s i nc e it is c r eat i ng a 

23 f i re hazard , j ust t h ose stand i ng i n front of the door. 

24 Have to clear the door ways . 

25 So i f you ' ve hea r d you r name ca l l ed, please come 
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PH 

PH-Skain 

01 

02 

1 up to the mic . Greg Gaa r , Paul Ro t t e r, and Nef f Rot t e r --

2 Ro t er? 

3 MR . SKA IN : Good afternoon , Commiss i oners . My 

4 name i s Pa t Ska i n . I was a member of t he C i t iz ens 

5 Advisory Commi t t ee f o r the Na tu ral Areas Prog ram . And I 

6 see thi s draf t env i ronmenta l i mpa c t repor t as a 

7 continuance of those efforts in past years. We need to 

8 move ah e a d with t hese -- this study itse l f i n t he defined , 

9 a nd g iv e Pa r k a nd Rec sta f f wherewi t hal t o a c tua l ly begin 

10 to improve our recreational facilities and our natural 

1 a reas in San Franc i sco . 

[

1 2 

13 

1 4 

15 

16 

I do wan t to -- specif i c a l ly to comment o n the 

great work t ha t staff d id in prepar i ng this and work done 

by all the consultants on it. We ' re never going to be 

100 percen t hap py . Th e r e a r e some eleme nt s in the city 

t h at wa n t t o o ccupy everything . There are a c t ivit ies th at 

1 7 simply have significant impacts on every area of our 

18 r ecreat i on faci li t i es . 

1 9 We ' ve seen i n t he l ast year exponent i a l g rowt h 

20 in requ ests for soccer fields and whatnot , so it ' s not 

21 just any one group , but these are simply 32 areas. It was 

22 even cu l led t own i n ter ms of 32 areas . And t h e man agemen t 

23 of those 32 areas have been looked into significantly by 

24 the staff , the individuals working on this report. 

25 I thi nk it ' s very important to move thi s 
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PH 

PH-Bryant 

e nv i ro nme nt a l i mpact r epor t forward . It ' s a 20 - ye ar 1 

2 pr o j e ct . I ' m sure i t wi l l be tweaked in the co urse of the 

3 nex t 20 yea r s , but it ' s important t o give staff and the 

4 citizens an opportunity to see what San Francisco can be 

5 and how g ood o ur recreational facili t i es c a n become . I 

6 want to thank you al l. 

MR . BRYANT : Good afternoon , Commissioners . My 7 

8 

9 

name is Cl arence Bryan t . I am a res ident of San Francisco 

a nd a p r odu c t of it s st r ee t s , i t s env i ronmen t. I ' m also a 

10 golfer , an d I would li ke to read into -- I ' m no t sure what 

11 the protocol is for this hearing , but I would like to read 

12 into the record a copy of a letter that the Ba y Area Golf 

1 3 Assoc i a t ~ on has submit ted t o Co n gressman Speier , Mayor Ed 

1 4 Le e , Board of Sup e rvisors of both S a n Francisco an d San 

15 Mateo . 

16 And , to wit, i t says , Dear Congressman Spe i er , 

1 7 S h arp Park i s wel l k n own as th e peop l e ' s golf course , 

18 pub l ic course , wh e re racial minorities , retired seniors , 

1 9 schoo l ch i ldren, working men and women , and i n these d ays 

20 eve n un e n ployed c a n play g olf . 

21 

22 

23 

Because o f its modest f ees , a l l t hese groups 

play golf in large numb ers in Sharp Park. The Bay Area 

Golf Club represents such golfers. We are a mostly 

24 Af ri can - American c l ub for me d in 1954 and based i n S an 

25 Francisco . 
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PH 

01 

1 We are a f ounding me mb er of the Western States 

2 Golf Assoc ia tion , on e of Amer ic a ' s o l dest African - American 

3 golf assoc ia tions . We were the h os t club for the Western 

4 States Ina u gural Champions h i p Tournament in 1 955 , where 

5 the f ounding members o f the c l ubs met and played golf 

6 tog ethe r for the first time . Th e tou rnament was held at 

7 S h arp Park . 

8 It i s sign i fican t that S harp Par k was built by 

9 h i story ' s g rea test gol f arch i tect , Alister MacKenzie . 

10 Mo st of MacKe n z i e ' s courses include t h e most famous ones , 

11 lik e Au gus ta Nat i o nal, th e s i te of the annual Master ' s 

1 2 

1 3 

Tou r n a ment , and Cypress Point . These are pr i vate and 

i n access i b l e to common p eople . Sh a r p P a r k is par t of San 

14 Francisco ' s l egatorian t r adition of providing great 

1 5 c l ass ical archit ectu r e f or i ts p u bl i c p l aces . Th i s is the 

16 spirit of San Fra n c i sco . 

17 

1 8 

I s that my dong ? 

PRES I DE NT OLAGUE : There ' s a second one , but you 

19 have a bou t 30 secon d s , but yo u can certa i nly s u bm i t the 

2 0 l e t ter. 

21 MR . BRYANT : I ' d l i k e to s ubmit th i s into the 

22 r ecor d i f poss ibl e . 

2 3 PRESI DE NT OLAGUE : I nto the record , yeah , 

24 definitely . 

25 MR . BRYANT : Ok ay . Th a nk you very mu ch for your 
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PH 

PH-Rotter-P 

02 

01 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

1 2 

13 

14 

1 5 

1 6 

17 

1 8 

1 9 

2 0 

21 

22 

23 

[ 2 4 

25 

t i me . 

PRESIDE NT OLAGUE : Thank yo u , sir . If I ' ve 

called your n ame , p lease feel free t o c ome t o t h e mic , an d 

Peter Brastow is the l ast card I have , and I k now I did 

ca ll a few other names , so p l ease fee l free to come u p . 

MR . ROTTER : Co mmiss i o n e r s , my n a me is Paul 

Rott e r. I ' m a r e si de nt o f San Francisc o . This pr o gram i s 

o ffer i ng the c i ty a major expansi o n of NAP programs i nto 

t h e MA3 maintenanc e a r e a 3 . And i n suppor t of t hat , 

th e stateme nt o n pag e 2 says t hat the EIR co n s i d er s th e 

maximu m res tor a t ion altern a tive a s the e n vironmental ly 

sup e rior . 

How e v er , i f yo u wa d e you r s e lf -- wa d e th rough i t 

ba ck to p age 5 25 , th e E IR sa y s , t h e max imum r e c reat i on a nd 

maint e n a n ce a l t e rnativ es a r e th e e nv i ronme nt a l l y s u pe r i or 

alter nat i v es , a nd i t e nd s t h e sta t e me nt t h at t h e 

ma i nt e n a n ce a l t er nativ e , on th e o th e r h a nd, wou l d preserv e 

t h e existing d istributio n ex t e n t of b io l ogical reso u rces , 

i n c lu ding se n s i tive h ab i tats . 

For th ese r e a s on s th e ma i nt e n a nc e a l te rn at i ve i s 

e n viro nm e n ta ll y superior a lt e r n at i v e . That ' s n ot wh at ' s 

bei n g proposed by th i s EI R. The E I R i s proposing t h at y o u 

a d op t a p r og r a m t h a t i s e nvironme ntal l y l eas t good . 

S eco n d t h ing about th a t i s th at t hi s proposa l is 

a vio l ation of CEQA . CEQA says t h at pub lic agencies 
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PH 

04 

05 

03 

02 

(Cont.) 

1 s h ou ld not approve p r oject s propo se d i f t h e r e are f eas i b l e 

2 al t er n atives or feasi b le mit i gat i on measures available. 

3 There are -- f ro m what they propose is the main ten ance 

4 in te r ve ntio n of i n t o t h e e nv ironme nt. 

5 

6 

7 

T h ere are a l ter n at ive s, and it says s o i n this 

EIR. This EIR is not a g ood one . This is a bad po li cy 

for the city . NAP l arg ely is also a bad po licy for the 

8 ci t y with t h e ir e n vi ro nme n ta l destruct ion , u se of t ox ic 

9 sprays . 

10 I walk o n Tw in P eaks almos t e v ery weekday 

1 1 morn i n g, a n d on there I r u n i nt o t he department do i n g 

12 

13 

sp ray i n g of pesticides when t hey sho u ld be 

do i ng t h a t s hould be we aring respi rators. 

the me mb ers 

Th ing s lik e 

1 4 that when I point out to t h e m the y say that 's n o n e o f y o u r 

1 5 business . 

16 

17 

So it 's i mportant t hat you real i z e t h a t this E IR 

is not the dire c tion t hat you s h ould be g o i ng . We s ho uld 

18 b e go i n g into a mor e e n v ir onmen t a l l y pro tect e d t ype of 

19 al t er na tive, and t h at i s max imum mai n tenance of t he 

2 0 existing envi ron ment . 

21 T h e env ir o n men t a l s o decides the use of t ox ic s . 

2 2 The destruction of the numbe r of t rees is a gross 

23 vi o lation. S a n Fr a nc is co has barely on e tr ee per citiz en 

24 in t hi s ci t y, an d this proposes to tur n d o wn a l ar g e 

25 perce n tage o f t h a t. I t shouldn ' t b e done. Th an k yo u very 
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PH 

PH-Rotter-N 

PH-Bowman 

01 

01 

1 much . 

2 PRESIDENT OLAGUE : Any a d d iti o nal pub l ic comme nt 

3 o n thi s item? 

4 MS . ROT T ER : Hi , I ' m Neff Ro t t er , a nd I a gree 

5 wi th my husband that th e ma i n tenance al t er nat iv e would be 

6 the very b est way for Sa n Fra nci s co to go . 

7 MS. BO WMAN : He l l o . I ' m Arn i ta Bowma n , a nd I' m 

8 a user of t h ese park s , a n d I r e a lly f eel that rec r eat i o n a l 

9 fun d ing an d ope n s pa ce fo r p eople i s b ei ng h i j a ck ed by 

10 t hi s p l a n . S a n Franc i sco has al r eady ta k en ext r eme 

1 1 pos i t i on o f excl u ding a ll p eop l e fr o m t h e S a n Fra ncis c o 

12 wat e r shed . The 26 , 000 acres t h e r e is s urr o unded by a 

13 seve n foot chai n lin k fe nce , a nd th is plan ignores that 

14 this has been a lre ady allocated to na t ural areas . 

1 5 The San Francisco park sites are only t en 

1 6 percent or tenth of the size o f that single re f uge , and 

1 7 this ex t reme plan ta kes 40 percent of tha t little s pace 

18 for more native plant projects . For me , t he gar d ening 

19 pro j ects will p rovi de li tt le benefit a nd will destroy the 

20 new ecosystems that have b een devel oped over the past 400 

2 1 years a nd will d es troy th i s tr e asur e d Sa n Franci sc o 

22 l andscap e that is par t o f ou r diverse c u lture , h i story , 

23 a nd futur e . 

24 This c ost l y p l a n is not even the e n v i ro n ment all y 

25 s up e ri o r plan that ' s been ment i o n e d and d oes not 
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PH 

02 

(Cont.) 

PH-Gaar 

02 

1 

[ 
2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

[ 10 

11 

1 2 

1 3 

14 

1 5 

16 

1 7 

1 8 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

2 4 

25 

necessar i l y impro v e th e beauty o f the parks or qua l ity of 

the lif e f or re si de n t s . In a ddi t i on , in t roducing new or 

expa n di n g e ndang ere d spec i es habitats will permanently 

h ij ack o u r sma ll b u t precious recreational areas. 

For example , the historic Sharp Park 

recreat i ona l area is u n de r a tt a ck even though man ma de t he 

fresh wa t er ha bi t that wa sn ' t p r eviousl y there , and 

ne ither the endangered s n ake nor t he endangered fr og could 

liv e t here if the sa l t wat er h ab i tat was restored. 

Thi s plan doesn ' t ta k e i nto co n sideration these 

future imp acts on people or recreation . People with dogs 

are o nly a ll ocated freedom i n three percent of the city 

park a r eas , and th e hoardi ng p l an treats us li ke an 

invasive nuisance and t akes a way a n additional 20 percent , 

a n d th e mon i tori ng p l an wil l p r obably el i min ate the r es t . 

I resent b e i ng treated l i ke an invasive part of the 

community in our treasured city parks . 

P l ease s upport the either the recreational 

p l an o r t he ma i ntena n ce pla n so that we won ' t wake up from 

t he n i ghtmare o f NA P to an ugl y and u ni nv it i ng o p en space . 

Thank y o u very muc h. 

PRES IDENT OLAGUE : Thank you. 

MR . GAAR : Good afternoon , Commissioners . My 

Name ' s Greg Gaar . I ' ve l ived i n San Fra n cisco all my 

l ife , a nd I ' ve volunteered with the Natural Areas Program 
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01 

PH 

02 

1 a nd th e National Park Servi c e doing habitat r es torati on . 

2 I also s tarted a San Francis co nativ e plant n u rsery in 

3 Go l d en Gate Park because I want to propagate San Fra ncisco 

4 native plants that can be used for h a b itat rest orat i on 

5 t h roughou t the c i t y and would he lp co mplement t h e Nat u ral 

6 Areas Program . 

7 

8 

9 

I a l rea dy sent my written comments in to the 

env ironmental review of fice r . So that will b e on the 

r ecor d . Bu t so me of the cr itici s ms I have of t h e d raft 

10 EI R i s altho ug h I s upport the plan , the Natural Areas 

1 1 Ma n agement plan , there are a few little f law s t h at I would 

12 

13 

li ke t o tweak in the the draft EIR . 

Number one , what i s recreation? Well , 

14 r ec re a t i on in the draft E I R is predominantly traditi on al 

15 

16 

r ec re a t i on : Bicycle r i ding , hiking , dog wal k in g , et 

ce t e r a . But for a l ot of us wh o are naturalists , we do a 

17 l ot of vigorous hab i tat restoration , wh ic h is real hard , 

18 phys i ca l labor, contro l ling t h e weeds from ov er - r unning 

19 t h e n a t i ve plant communit i es , and th at is very 

20 

2 1 

i nv i gorating recreation . And also you get to meet 

ot h e r yo u get to work wit h other city workers , and you 

22 work with your community . 

23 It ' s unfortunate that the draft EIR cannot ta l k 

2 4 abou t the environmental benefi t s of rest or in g Sa n 

25 Francisco's natural herita ge . Th e 31 natural a rea s in San 
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02 

(Cont.) 

PH 

PH-Brastow 

1 Francisco are na t ural areas because t hey ' re remnan t s o f 

2 t h e or i g i nal landscape c ontaining flora a nd fa un a tha t 

3 were h ere when the Spaniards arrived in 1769 . 

4 

5 

So the goal i s to try to protect what rema i ns of 

San Francisco ' s natural her i tage . And , you know , it ' s 

6 been a l ong t ime coming t ry i ng to get th i s EIR a dop t ed , 

7 and I think we' re gett i ng very c l ose now , and we can start 

8 i mp l emen ti ng some of t h e ac tio n i tems i n the managemen t 

9 

1 0 

11 

12 

1 3 

plan . I ' m very excited b y t hat . So I hope we hav e yo u r 

support . Thank you . 

PR ES I DE NT OLAGUE : Than k you . 

MR . BRAS TOW : Good after n oon , Commis sio ne rs . 

name i s Pete r Bras tow . I ' m director of Nature i n the 

My 

14 City , and I want to make a f ew comme n ts about the natural 

1 5 areas planned EIR today . 

1 6 

1 7 

First , I want to commend the goa l s which are in 

the Latura l areas plan . These, i n fact , are the goa l s 

18 should be the goals of the PUC and DPW and fo r t he res t of 

19 the Recreation and Par k s in ma n aging their la nds , frank l y . 

20 I t h ink t h e DEIR in general h as do ne a t errific j ob o f 

21 analyzing the environmenta l impacts of the proposed 

22 pro j ect , and I' d l ike to say tha t the p l an is not rad ical 

23 at all . 

24 In fact, it was a pretty ser i ous comprom i se . It 

25 was Lego ti ated with the working group several years ago 
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PH 

01 

02 

1 c h a i re d b y Ge nera l Man a g e r Agunb i ad e I gu e ss a t the time . 

2 And so t h e -- a l l the myths tha t I k eep hear 

3 be i n g p erpet u at e d abo u t natu r a l ~ esou r ce manage ment and 

4 weeds an d lagoons and this , that , and the othe r thing , I 

5 d on ' t wan t t o t a k e u p al l my t i me di s pell i ng those myth s , 

6 b u t y ou ' re h earing a lot of myt h ol og y today , 

7 u nf or t un a t e l y . 

[ 8 

9 

So I s u ppor t the plan whol e h e ar t ed ly . I wo ul d 

l i k e to see i t go forward . I h op e we h ave you r support , 

10 b u t I a l so h ave some c o nstructiv e c r itici s m that I woul d 

11 li ke t o offer . An d tha t i s to say th a t i t ' s it is a 

12 l ot of -- k i nd of i ron i c t h at t h e recreat i o n and the 

1 3 ma i n tena n ce t h at was a t ypo , by th e way , s i r . 

14 Th e tr u e envir on men ta l ly superior al t ernatives 

1 5 appar e ntly are t h e r ecrea t ion a n d ma i ntenance 

16 alternatives , which I find to be q u ite ironic , considering 

1 7 t ha t we ' re t r y in g to res to re th e natural environment . So 

18 the project plan -- neither the proje c t pl a n nor the 

1 9 max i mu m res t ora t i o n a l te r nat i ve are t h e envi r onme n ta ll y 

2 0 su p er i or alternatives , and I wo u l d j ust li ke to ask a few 

21 q uest i ons a b o u t t h a t . 

22 Wh at are the ass u mpti o n s behi nd t h ose 

23 a lternati ves becoming the e nvi ro nmenta ll y s u pe r ior 

2 4 alt er n ati v e? Which h u man e nvi ro nme nt are we actually 

25 try in g to create if the maximu m ~e storation alter n at i ve i s 
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03 

PH 

02 

(Cont.) 

04 

[ 1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

1 0 

11 

1 2 

1 3 

1 4 

1 5 

16 

1 7 

1 8 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

not the environmentally superior alternative? One where 

na tur e conse rv a ti on is n ot pa ra moun t? 

Wh a t , in fac t , is environmental sus t ainability 

without the actual conservation of our indigenous 

biodive r si ty? I mean , that s h ould be the underlying 

fabric of sus t ainability . And so I thank you for 

e xt en di ng th e commen t period because I ' m going t o need 

some more time to help you answer these questions . 

An d a couple mo re thi ngs , so I ' m afraid that th e 

true impacts of th e maximum r es t ora t ion alterna t ive are 

really h ard to evaluate because the description of that is 

li t e r ally onl y two pages long , an d th en it goes into th e 

impacts , which is a few pages , but wi th in describing the 

impac t s , th ere ' s no specifics . 

There ' s nothing about how the maximum 

rest ora t ion al t erna t ive varies from th e projec t plan --

f r om the p r ojec t at the remainder -- at all of the sites , 

and so I find it really hard for the public t o say , well , 

th is is what th e maximum r es t o r a ti on al ter na tiv e is going 

to do or this is what the maximum recreation alternative 

is going t o do a t any given sit e . 

And finally , we would like t o h ave a lot more 

specifics , as I sai d , included in th ose ot h e r 

al t e rn a t ives , including a t Sh a r p Park . I th in k given th a t 

the proposed project includes the 18 - hole golf al t ernative 
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01 

PH 

04 

(Cont.) 

PH-Keating 

1 f rom the alter na t ives report , the max i mum r e st o ra t i on 

2 a l te r nat i ve shou l d include res tori ng all of Sharp Park 

3 

4 

g olf c ours e . Thank yo u . 

PRES IDE NT OLAGU E : Thank you . John Kea t ing , 

5 Ri chard Harris. 

6 

7 

MR . KEATING : Goo d a f t e rnoon . I ' m J ohn Keating . 

I wa nt t o thank y ou fo r your p ub l ic service . I ' m a nat iv e 

8 and r esi d ent , a nd cur i ously , I real i ze my f ir st ho use wa s 

9 ri ght ac r oss the stree t fr om the s p eaker a coup l e ag o, 

10 Greg Gaar. So I appreciate al l the ardent advocacy of t he 

11 cit izen comments on all sides of this issue . 

1 2 I t hink yo u r h i ghest duty and your highest 

13 benefit you ca n p r ov ide i n society is mak i ng sure t hat t h e 

14 staff rep orts yo u ' re g et t ing i n th e env i ronmen t a l impact 

15 repo rts ar e straigh t u p . Th at ' s all I t hink y ou c a n 

1 6 r eal l y do i s ma ke -- because yo u g ot to r e l y on your 

17 t hos e r ep ort s , b u t make sure they ' re straight up , and I 

1 8 d on ' t kn ow the answer to that . I ' ve heard a l o t of t hings 

19 both ways . 

20 Wha t I sug gest general l y in other areas I ' ve 

21 been involved in are the two eas i est ways to find o ut 

2 2 whether you ' re gettin g good , impartial analysis is , one , 

2 3 what a re th e pres umptio n s that a r e b e i ng ma d e , th e 

24 

25 

u nfounded presumptio n s? Everyo ne al ways makes unfounded 

presumpti o n s . So to find o u t whether it ' s bia se d o r not , 
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PH 

01 

(Cont.) 

1 fin d out wh ether t hey 'r e al l sor t of in one favor . 

2 Do they make presumptions that always g o i n one 

3 favor , o r are t he p res ump t i o ns bal anced in valuing 

4 recreation versus natural res t orat i on , i n evaluating 

5 whether these restorat i on efforts wil l have a d verse short 

6 t erm i mpacts regard le ss of t he lon g term impacts? So you 

7 l ook a t whet h er t h e pres u mp t ions a l l go one way . 

8 

9 

10 

The second t h ing I t hink you look at is wha t' s 

bei n g considered and what ' s not be i ng considered. Are 

they l o o k ing at t h e r e l evan t i s sues? We have maybe , what, 

1 1 10 0 , 15 0 years of ma nag i ng t hese parks i n o u r city 

1 2 b alanc in g these i ss u es . I t h in k if you' re f i nding that 

13 they ' re ma king a r a di cal depart u re in a gene r a l management 

14 strategy , yo u ought t o have a heig h tened scrutiny then . 

15 

16 

17 

An d , you know , q u ick analogy is when we got our 

hous e and I live on sort of the east end of the Sunse t 

up above the Su nset l ooking out the biggest attraction 

18 o n ou r day l ook i ng at i t a blue heron fl ew r i ght over the 

1 9 

20 

top . S o I t h o u ght this was cool . We h ad a l ot of blue 

h erons com i ng ove r , and we had h aw k s . We had a hil l 

2 1 nearby , and there was a natural restoration plan , which I 

22 favored, and it was a good deal . 

23 

2 4 

Subsequently , we lost some habitat for th e bl ue 

herons and al l those hawks. I don ' t know whether they ' l l 

25 ever come b ac k , b ut now we have ravens all over the place. 

Paae 2 9 

Attachment C: Draft EIR Hearing Transcript

Significant Natural Resource Areas Management Plan 
Planning Department Case No. 2005.0912E

C-29 Responses to Comments 
November 2016



PH 

PH-Harris 

1 So t he q ue stion i s wha t's th e s hort te r m? 

2 The o th e r ana lo gy i s I sp en t my childhood 

3 c l ear ing out wha t we ca l led gr easewood , wh i ch i s coyote 

4 b r u s h th at g rows wh en y o u let th in g s grow wild aro und 

5 he r e . And it ' s call e d g r easewood b e c ause th e ci t i es made 

6 us cut it o u t --

PRESIDENT OLAGUE : Than k you . 7 

8 

9 

MR . KEATIN G : -- b e ca u se s o it was so d a n gerous 

for f i res . Thank yo u . 

PRESIDENT OLAGUE : Thank you . 

MR . HARRIS : Good after noon , Commissioners. I ' m 

10 

11 

1 2 Rich ar d Harris . Thank yo u for yo u r time o n t h is . I a m a 

1 3 found e r of the P u b l i c Golf Al li ance , a n d we are co n cer n e d 

14 with issues having to do with the city ' s golf courses . We 

15 have submitted pr e viously to Bil l Wyck o a letter with 

1 6 subs tanti a l ex h ib i ts o n the hi sto r y of the Sharp Park g ol f 

17 course . 

1 8 

19 

20 

2 1 

We are -- we want to assis t you and y our staff 

in knowing the hi story . We ' ve don e a l ot o f researc h on 

i t . Th ere ' s old n ewspape r art i cles , o l d photographs . 

There ' s writing s of MacKe nzi e himself . The s taff ha s 

22 designated the golf course as a historic resourc e , and we 

23 s u pport t h at d esig nation . 

2 4 Th e -- and we -- giv e n v e ry s ub s tantial a mou nt 

25 of additional support than the matter that was in the 
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PH 

PH-Noetzel 

01 

1 s ta ff 's report . The -- we will be s ubm itti ng addi ti ona l 

[: commen t . Genera lly the notion o f s ha r i ng t he property 

between species and go l fers , uhm , we support that . Uhm , 

4 and , uhm , we think there are ways that it can be done 

5 where t h e property c a n be s h ared to mutual bene f i t by the 

6 spec i es and the g o lfers . 

7 T here are some details in t h e -- in the draft 

8 EIR that we will ma k e more comment -- more detailed 

9 

10 

c o mment on . We ha ve archi tec ts and en gi neers t h at are 

lookin g at that , and we wil l have detai led comment . We 

11 give pre l i min ary comment in the letter that y ou ' ve had . 

1 2 We wi ll h ave muc h more detai l e d comment a b out t h at . 

1 3 Uhm, and we , u hm, look forward t o continui ng t o 

1 4 par ti cipat e i n t h is process wi th t he c ity , wi th t h e Count y 

15 o f San Ma t eo , a nd wit h y o ur b o d y and with your s t aff . 

1 6 

1 7 

Th i s is very i mporta nt p ro per t y . It ' s s i gn i f ic an t to t he 

wo r ld of gol f . And I have some l e tt e rs t ha t have c o me i n 

1 8 from the World Go l f Association , t he PGA , t he Nationa l 

1 9 Go l f Course Sup er in tendents Or g an i zat ions , and we will be 

20 subm i t t ing those as we ll. 

21 Thank yo u very muc h . We l oo k forward t o 

22 working -- cooperat i ng wi th you and with your staff . 

MR . NOETZEL : Goo d afte r n oon . I ' m S teve n 23 

24 Noet z el . I li v e in the mission . I happen to al so be a 

25 commi ssioner on t he veterans affa i rs commi ss i on in Sa n 
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01 

PH 

PH-Emanuel 

01 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

1 4 

1 5 

16 

17 

18 

1 9 

20 

21 

22 

23 

[ 2 4 

25 

Fra nc i sc o . So I tha nk y o u all for y our serv i ce as well . 

I I do h av e a do g i n t h is f ig h t . Sh e happen s 

to be a b eaut i fu l b l a ck l ab mix t ha t we g ot from th e SPCA 

so me s i x y ear s ag o . And t h at' s wha t I wan t to t ake a 

mo men t t o talk ab o ut, t h e squee z e t ha t ' s happ e n i n g i n thi s 

city be twee n dog a dop t i o n number s a n d at t he same t ime 

restrict io n of s p a c e f o r d o g s to r u n fre e . 

And s o I h op e t h a t you a l l re cogn i z e t ha t we i n 

S a n Fra n c i sc o h a v e p rob ab ly t he most p ro g ressive and most 

p r od u ctiv e S PCA in t he e nt i r e Uni ted St a t es . The r atio of 

d og s ad o pted b y fam il ies in Sa n Fran c i sco is higher than 

a l mo s t a n y wh e re in t h e Un i t ed States , and al mos t no d ogs 

are eut h an i ze d in S a n Fr ancisco . 

S o y o u have t his squeeze wh il e at t he same time 

yo u ng fami l ies and yo u ng p eop le are adopting do g s in 

r ecord n u mb e r s , at t he same t ime the r e ' s a squeeze i n some 

plans to restrict the places that those dogs can run , 

eit h er o n l eash or off l eas h, and I t h ink this needs to be 

seriou s l y l oo k e d i nto an d addressed by any EIR or any 

p l anning for off - l eas h dog areas in the fut u re . 

Do n ' t r es t rict t hem. Th ere ' s more dogs coming 

every day . Thank you. 

PRESIDENT OLAGUE: Thank you . 

MR . EMANUE L : He l l o , I ' m Dav i d Emanu e l . I ' v e 

lived i n Gl en Park. I am for the ma x i mum recreational 
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PH 

PH-Solomon 

01 

(Cont.) 

01 

1 alternati ve , a n d I j us t wanted to po i nt out the Golden 

2 Ga t e Nat i onal Recreational Ar ea j ust proposed a dog 

3 man a g eme nt p lan , an d t hey fo r ce f ul l y cited t he dog play 

4 ar e as in t he S an Franc i sco parks as a lterna t ives . 

5 So i f th ose a r eas a r e closed , like the maximum 

6 p l an is su g ges ti n g, people wit h dogs will not have places 

7 t o t ake t heir animals for exercise wi t h them . So I just 

8 wan t to point out that it ' s -- that this plan is just a 

9 fur th er re d uction o f those areas , and please consider 

10 a ll owing o u r an i mals to h ave space be cause they are 

1 1 

1 2 

13 

'T' hnnk you. 

PRESI DENT OLAGUE : Tha nk you . 

MR. SO L OMON : Good afterno on , Commissioners . 

14 Mark S o l omon aga i n , an invas i ve nu i sance in the north 

1 5 Mi ssion , wh o ro ll ed into town 22 years ago today to a 

1 6 po l ic e ri o t on t h e Cas tr o , and the u lt imate Natural Areas 

1 7 Program h appened 11 year s la t e r when t he earth shook 

1 8 v i olent l y . 

1 9 I th i n k tha t th is EI R is p r obably going t o be 

20 i n comp l e t e un l ess it an a lyzes t he op t ion of taking Sharp 

2 1 P a r k and g i ving i t to t he Golden Ga t e Nat i onal Recreation 

22 

23 

Ar ea . Tha t' s someth i n g that has been proposed already . 

don ' t believe it ' s covered in th is . I really think that 

24 shou l d be o n the table fo r analysis in order for this to 

25 be a complete EIR . Thank y ou very much . 

I 
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PH 

PH-Antonini 

PRE S I DENT OLAGUE : Tha nk you . Is there 

addi t i ona l pub li c comment on th is it em? See i ng none , 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

pub l i c c omment i s c lose d . And j ust wanted to repeat that 

th e comment pe riod has been extended to October 3 1s t? Is 

that a Monday or -- a t 5 : 00p . m . ? Commissioner Antonini . 

COMMISSIONER ANOTONINI : Tha nk yo u . Thank you 

all fo r your comments . Just a few overviews and so me 

questions . Of the 31 areas wi thin the City and County of 

9 San Fr a ncisco un de r consideration , l eaving Sharp Park out 

10 for the moment , of cou r se , we h ave t o realize that these 

11 a r e not there by d es i gn but rather by happens t ance . 

12 Many of them happened to be in areas t hat were 

13 un - accessible or hard to build on or at the tops of hills 

14 or various other things , and so I don ' t know that we 

15 necessarily have to l oo k at wh a tever exists there as b ein g 

16 t h e best use. I ' m not saying that these are areas that 

17 shou l d be deve l oped. 

18 Obv io usly , we have t o kind of cons i der the 

19 situa ti on an d deci d e whether or not what has developed 

20 over t he years i s wha t we wan t on the lands and if every 

21 inch of these l ands shoul d be maintained as public 

22 prop er ty . 

23 I mean , I often walk around when bigs , wal k 

24 around a lot of the areas that are under consideration , 

25 and one thing that ' s quite c l ear is many have become 
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PH 

01 

02 

1 ove r grow n over t he yea r s . Trees a r e wonderful th i ngs , bu t 

2 t oo ma ny trees , l ike a n yth i ng e l se , i s no t the best thing 

3 and , y o u know , thinni ng t hem out mak es for a healthier 

4 

5 

en vironme nt somet imes . Mak es i t safer ; ma ke s it t he ones 

t h at remain heal t hie r , and they ' re I t h i nk careful tre e 

6 re mo val wo u ld b e something that is i mp o rt an t . 

7 However , on th e o t he r s id e of it i s t hose wh o 

8 wa nt everything comp lete ly re moved b ac k to the so - ca lle d 

9 natural e nvi ronme nt . Th e pictures I ' v e seen o f S an 

10 Fr a ncisco, yo u know , in 1 850 o r be for e is mos t ly sand , 

11 wind , a nd a l most an un - inhabitable area . S o we ' v e done a 

12 wonderfu l job in maki ng t hi s c i t y th at p eopl e can l ive in. 

13 

1 4 

S o I think to -- yo u kno w , I don ' t kno w what 

native plants are really native. Th ere coul dn ' t h a v e b een 

15 v ery much from the pic tu res I ' v e seen , but maybe some 

16 scr u b grass a nd a n occasio nal tree h e r e o r there , but not 

17 a lot . Uhm, so you know , I t hi nk we have to look 

18 carefully at a l ot of t h ese areas . 

19 F o r examp l e , yo u ta k e p l aces l ik e Bayv i e w Park , 

20 which i s b rought up in h ere , parts of McLaren Park , t h e 

21 PUC lands ar o und L agu na Ho nd a , e v e n parts of Mount 

22 Dav id so n , but , yo u know , make s u re th at we ' re looki n g a t 

23 t h is and maxi mi zi n g our natural resources so th at people 

2 4 can us e t h e m as we ll as pos s ible , and some of t h ese areas 

25 probab l y n ee d improveme n ts . Just to l eav e th e mess th ey 
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PH 

03 

04 

05 

06 

1 are pr obably may not be the b est t h i n g . 

2 

3 

Yo u know , people ta lk a b out d og wa l k i ng a reas. 

Peop l e ta lk about recreati on a l areas . We h a v e a big 

4 s h o r ta ge of playing fie l ds an d o th e r thi ng s a nd t h es e ar e 

5 th in gs tha t we need to rea l l y l o ok i n t o . 

6 The other thing i n re g ar d s t o Sh a r p Park i n 

7 part i cu l ar , I ' m g l ad the o n e s p ea k e r br ou g h t u p t h e fa ct 

8 th a t before there was a brea k wa t er , yo u know , th e Lag un a 

9 S a l i da [sic] means Salt La k e , and i t was b asically -- o r 

10 sa l t l a g oon , yo u know, whic h was a sa l ty e nvironme nt that 

1 1 wo u l d not have supported the re d - l e gg e d frog and th e 

12 garter snake . So we act u a l l y c re a ted a b r ee ding ground 

1 3 and , yo u know , to el i minate th e b rea k wat er would , o f 

1 4 cou rse , eliminate those s pe c ies. 

15 So I t h ink t ha t p art of th is whole thi ng is 

16 protecting som e t h ing t ha t was n e ver there in the first 

17 place , b ut I ' m not s a yi n g that we s h ouldn ' t pr o tect t hem , 

bu t th ey ' re not reall y in d igenous t o the area . The most 

i mp o rt ant th i ng i s to make sure th at , in my op i nion , that 

the Sh ar p Park g olf course is maintai n ed . 

21 I di d not s ee and maybe staff can answer this 

22 ques ti o n, Jess i ca Ra n ge i n part i c u l ar -- u h m, I didn ' t 

23 see -- t h e re ' s t a l k a b ou t re mov i n g o ne of the holes o f 

24 

25 

S harp P a rk , an d is th e r e a r eplace men t ? I d id not see 

that i n th e EIR . Mayb e it ' s i n t h ere and I didn ' t read 
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PH 

06 

(Cont.) 

07 

[: care f ull y enough , because a 17 - hole golf course doesn ' t 

wo r k rea l g oo d f or me . 

3 An d a l so I d i d not see an alterna t ive t h at 

4 u t ili z e d s ome of t he s p a c e to the east of Highway 1 , which 

5 now ha s f o ur ho l e s -- I believe i t ' s e i ther three or 

6 f o u r a nd I a l ways thought wh e n I was g o l f ing t h ere that 

7 t h a t would be a great place to put a co u p l e of extra 

8 h o l es . 

9 Because back i n 198 1 when we h ad one of o ur big 

1 0 storms , I remembe r wh at happened t o numb er 16 and 1 7 , and 

1 1 t h e y go t washed o ut for q uite a f ew years . Took a l ong 

1 2 time t o g e t t hem bac k i n there , a n d mostly you were 

1 3 p l ay i n g go l f i n th e sand . So I think yo u may b e f i ghting 

14 k i n d of a l os i n g batt l e on it . 

1 5 I ' m not say i ng you s h o u l d ever r ea lly change 

1 6 t hi s histor i c course , bu t you k n ow , some of the t h i ngs you 

17 h ave t o l ook a t is if y ou ' r e l os i ng a h o l e somewh ere , 

1 8 certainly maybe yo u c an reclaim it on t he other side of 

1 9 Hi ghway 1 a n d ma k e s u re t hat t h e holes you do have can 

20 withs t and t h e for c es of Mo t her Na t ure a n d make the course 

21 a re a lly good , playable course at all times . 

22 Maybe you can ans wer my quest i on about these 

23 alter na tives . 

2 4 MS . RANG E : Jessica Range , p lann ing staff . Uhm , 

25 we d i d ide n t i f y t hat removal of t he h o l e would be a 
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PH 

1 s i g n i f i cant impact o n t h e Sharp Pa rk go l f cour se as a 

2 recreat i o n a l resourc e . And so the recreatio n sec ti on 

3 iden ti fies a mitigat i on meas ur e a t th e v ery en d, wh i ch i s 

4 to resto re the playab il it y o f th e Sharp P ar k golf course 

5 as an 1 8 - ho l e course , an d a fte r t he mi t igat ion sect ion, 

6 there ' s also a prog ramma t i c analysi s of the i mp a ct of th e 

7 mit igat i on me a su r e , an d th e re ' s two o p t io ns tha t a r e --

8 are propo sed programma t ica ll y . 

9 And one is to re store the ho l e on th e ea st s i de 

10 of the h i ghway , and the other one i s to res tor e t h e hol e 

1 1 

1 2 

on the wes t s id e of the h i g h way . Tha t proj ect would n ee d 

to be furt he r eva lua ted . I t ' s on l y addressed very 

13 pro gra mmat i ca lly at th i s s t a g e , so Re c and P ark wou l d have 

1 4 to come back f or add i tional e n vironmen ta l clearanc e to do 

15 that . 

16 

17 a n swer . 

CO MM I SS IO NER ANTONIN I : Ok a y . Thank s for y o ur 

I wou l d say what e v e r y ou need to do to ma ke sure 

1 8 you end up with an 18 - ho l e c o urse i s importan t , an d a l so 

19 work with the San Fran cisc o Public Go l f Alliance an d Bo 

20 L inks and Richard Ha rri s an d the other people wh o spoke to 

21 make sure we ' re as cl ose to t h e h istoric Ali s ter MacKenzie 

22 d es ig n as poss ibl e . 

23 But wh ere there a re s i tu at ions where , even 

24 withou t the fr og and snake h abita t issue , if i t ' s kind of 

25 a l os ing batt l e with nature , we have to make su r e that , 
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PH 

1 you know, we make a course that's go i ng to work . S o t ha nk 

2 you very much f or your work on th i s . 

PRE S IDENT OLAGUE : Commissioner Sugaya? 3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

COMMI SSI ONER SUGAYA : Oh , I s hou ld have taken 

o ff. I 'll subm i t somethin g i n writi ng . 

PRES I DE NT OLAGUE : Okay . 

COMM I SSIONER SU GAYA : Had a concern about t he 

8 way th e resources --

9 PRE SI DE NT OLAGUE : Thank yo u . I thin k we ' re 

10 done with the public h ear i ng on this i tem, and we will be 

11 tak ing a 15 - mi nute recess after this . 

1 2 

13 

14 

15 

1 6 

17 

18 

1 9 

20 

21 

22 

LJ 

24 

25 

--- ooo---
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PH 

1 CERTIFICAT E 

2 

3 I , th e undersigned , a Certified Sh o r t hand Reporter 

4 fo r the state o f Californ ia, hereby certify t h at the 

5 f oregoing proc ee dings were report ed by me , a disintere s ted 

6 person , and were thereafter transcribed under my direct i o n 

7 into typewritin g ; that the foregoing is a full , comp lete , 

8 and t rue rec o rd o f sa i d p ro ceeding s . 

9 Ex ecut e d th is 1 5 t h day of No v ember , 2 011 . 

10 

11 

12 

13 
LAURA AXELSEN , CSR NO . 6173 

1 4 

1 5 

1 6 

1 7 

18 

19 

2 0 

21 

22 

23 

2 4 

25 
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