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IMPROVING THE QUALITY OF LIFE IN SAN FRANCISCO�

Customer Service Teamwork Continuous Improvement

October 12, 2010

Bill Wycko 
San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94103

Re: North Beach Public Library and Joe DiMaggio Playground Master Plan Project

Dear Mr. Wycko:

I am writing in support of the Draft Environmental Impact Report for the North Beach Public Library and Joe 
DiMaggio Playground Master Plan Project. 

The Department of Public Works manages the Branch Library Improvement Program for the San Francisco 
Public Library. As such we have been closely involved in all aspects of this project. For the last two years, we 
have been working with the San Francisco Public Library and the Recreation and Park Department to ensure that 
the Planning Department received all necessary information and support to ensure that the EIR for the new North 
Beach Library and expanded Joe DiMaggio Playground is accurate and complete.

Last fall, we worked with the project sponsors and North Beach community members to close Mason Street 
between Columbus Avenue and Lombard Street. During this temporary closure, at the request of North Beach 
community organizations, we erected story poles to clearly indicate the height and location of the proposed new 
library building on the triangle site. This closure not only facilitated traffic studies for the EIR, but with the story 
poles, planting beds, and street furniture, gave the community a sense of what the future project would entail. 
Please see attached photographs with arrows indicating story pole locations.

The Master Plan for the new North Beach Library and expanded Joe DiMaggio Playground exemplifies many of 
the goals and objectives of the Department of Public Works. As a department we strive to enable the safe use of 
public spaces, expand the City’s green space, improve aesthetic and other qualities of public space through 
innovation and collaborative projects, and create and maintain beautiful, highly functional, and sustainable 
facilities. This proposal accomplishes these objectives and much more.

We believe the draft EIR to be thorough and comprehensive and look forward to continue working with the San 
Francisco Public Library, the Recreation and Park Department, and the Planning Department on this broad plan 
for the North Beach neighborhood.

Sincerely,

Edward D. Reiskin,
Director of Public Works
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CALIFORNIA REPORTING LLC
52 Longwood Drive, San Rafael, CA  94901  (415) 457-4417

San Francisco Planning Commission

North Beach Library and Joe DiMaggio Playground Master Plan

Public Hearing on the Draft EIR

Commission Chambers
Room 400 

City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, California

Thursday, October 7, 2010

7:30 P.M.

Reported by
Tasha Sanbrailo

CALIFORNIA REPORTING LLC
52 Longwood Drive, San Rafael, CA  94901  (415) 457-4417
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Ron Miguel, President

Christina R. Olague, Vice President
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Linda D. Avery – Commission Secretary

Michael Jacinto - Staff
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CALIFORNIA REPORTING LLC
52 Longwood Drive, San Rafael, CA  94901  (415) 457-4417

P R O C E E D I N G S1

OCTOBER 7, 2010 7:48 P.M.2

-oOo-3

Item 16. Case No. 2008.0968E – North Beach Library and Joe 4

DiMaggio Playground Master Plan – Public Hearing on the 5

Draft EIR.6

MS. AVERY: Okay, the Planning Commission is back 7

in session.  Commissioners, you are now on your 6:00 8

Calendar Item No. 16, Case 2008.0968E, the North Beach 9

Library and Joe DiMaggio Playground Master Plan.  This is 10

the public hearing on the Draft Environmental Impact Report.11

MR. JACINTO:  Good evening Commissioners, 12

President Miguel, this is Michael Jacinto, Planning 13

Department staff.  This is Department Case No. 2008.0968E, 14

the North Beach Public Library and Joe DiMaggio Playground 15

Master Plan project. The purpose of this evening’s –16

COMMISSIONER MOORE:  There was a sign not to start 17

because we are not on TV.18

MS. AVERY:  Well, let’s call and find out.  Okay, 19

I need to re-announce.  Okay, sorry for all of that, 20

everyone.  The planning Commission is in session.  We are on 21

Item No. 16.  Before I call the item, let me just remind 22

everyone to turn off pagers, cell phones, any electronic 23

devices that may sound off during these proceedings.  Item 24

16 is Case No. 2008.0968E, the North Beach Library and Joe 25
CALIFORNIA REPORTING LLC
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DiMaggio Playground Master Plan.  This is a public hearing 1

on the Draft Environmental Impact Report.2

MR. JACINTO:  Good evening Commissioners, Michael 3

Jacinto, Planning Department Staff.  The purpose of this 4

evening’s hearing is to take public comment on the adequacy, 5

accuracy, and completeness of the Draft Environmental Impact 6

Report for the North Beach Library, Joe DiMaggio Master Plan 7

project.  There is no approval action requested of this 8

Commission, this evening.9

The subject properties are located at 701 Lombard 10

Street and 2000 Mason Street at Columbus Avenue in the 11

City’s North Beach Neighborhood.  The Master Plan entails 12

the elimination of the existing commercial parking lot at 13

701 Lombard Street, closure and vacation of Mason Street 14

between Lombard Street and Columbus Avenue, construction of 15

a two-story, 8,500 square foot branch library at 701 Lombard 16

Street, demolition of the existing branch library, and 17

phased open space improvements to the adjacent Joe DiMaggio18

Playground.19

Commissioners, the Planning Department prepared an 20

Environmental Impact Report for this project because it 21

would have significant impacts on the environment.  The 22

Draft EIR found that the existing branch library is 23

individually eligible for the California Register of 24

Historic Places because of its architecture and its 25
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association with a broad, nationwide library modernization 1

and program reform movement and at the local level in San 2

Francisco as part of the 1956 Library Services Act.  Thus, 3

the EIR finds the demolition of the branch would be an 4

adverse physical impact.  The EIR also finds that the 5

existing branch contributes to an historic district or, in 6

this case, a multiple property listing.  The branch is the 7

fifth of eight libraries constructed by the firm of Appleton 8

and Wolford during the 1951-1960 period of significance.9

The EIR considers it is a loss of this contributor as a 10

significant impact on the multiple property districts.11

Staff held a public hearing at the Historic12

Preservation Commission yesterday and the Commission had a 13

number of comments on the Draft EIR.  The HPC agreed to 14

submit a letter to the Environmental Review Officer, 15

capturing its comments.  In addition, the HPC also decided 16

to have one of its members represent them this evening 17

before the Commission to provide a summary of their 18

comments.  I believe that was Commissioner Martinez, and I 19

do not know if he is still here.  In addition to Historic 20

Resources, the EIR also analyzes the Master Plan’s land use, 21

recreation, aesthetic, shadow, and transportation effects, 22

as well as provides alternatives that reduce the project’s 23

impacts on historic resources to less than significant 24

levels.25
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Commissioners, staff published this Draft EIR on 1

August 25th, and it has a 48-day public review period, which 2

closes October 12th.  For those who are interested in 3

commenting on the Draft EIR in writing, they may submit 4

their comments to the Environmental Review Officer at 1615 5

Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, by 5:00 p.m. on 6

October 12th.  For members of the public who are at this 7

hearing this evening, please state your name for the record, 8

and address comments to the adequacy and completeness of the 9

EIR.  All comments will be transcribed and responded to in a 10

Response to Comments document.  When the Comments and 11

Responses document is complete, the Planning Department will 12

provide copies to those who have made comments on the Draft.13

We will then return to this Commission, likely in the spring 14

of 2011, to request this Commission certify the EIR.15

Commissioners, this concludes my presentation.  Thank you. 16

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  Thank you.  Before we start 17

public comments, again, I will remind everyone this is not 18

to speak about the necessity for the project, about the 19

project itself, it is only to comment on the EIR, that is 20

the only valid comment that is really before this 21

Commission.  All right, Luis Herrera.22

MR. HERRERA:  Good evening, Commissioners, 23

President Miguel.  My name is Luis Herrera, the City 24

Librarian, and I appreciate the opportunity to provide25
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commentary on the Draft Environmental Impact Report for the 1

North Beach Library and Joe DiMaggio Playground Master Plan 2

project.  The North Beach Library project is a final branch 3

of the Branch Library Improvement Program.  The BLIP, as we 4

refer to it, is the largest library building campaign in the 5

City’s history, with our goal to renovate 60 neighborhood 6

branches and build eight new library buildings.  It is about 7

equitable access, safe buildings, and ensuring that we 8

provide libraries that meet the growing and diverse needs of 9

our community and neighborhood residents.10

This project has been an incredibly thorough, two-11

year review for the North Beach branch library.  The library 12

participated in partnership with the Recreation and Parks 13

Department to conduct an exhaustive public planning process 14

to ensure the North Beach Neighborhood had a voice in the 15

plans for the future of this branch library.  What we heard 16

loud and clear was the need to provide this community with a 17

first class library that provided full access to our 18

patrons, areas that were dedicated to children and teens, 19

enough shelf space to provide a diverse multi-lingual20

collection, technology upgrades, which includes more public 21

computers, and meeting space for the community.  Because 22

this is a complicated project that requires planning to 23

enhance services from two City departments, it was important 24

to deliberately and carefully examine the potential impacts 25

G-1

CALIFORNIA REPORTING LLC
52 Longwood Drive, San Rafael, CA  94901  (415) 457-4417

that the project has on land use and recreation, cultural 1

resources, transportation, and the aesthetic character of 2

the project area, including shadowing of the proposed 3

building options.4

From my standpoint, the Environmental Impact 5

Report does exactly that, and provides a very thorough and 6

accurate assessment of the Master Plan and the multiple 7

alternatives for the North Beach Branch Library.8

Ultimately, this document shows that the only way to provide 9

this very dense urban neighborhood with the library service 10

it deserves in an accessible and safe building is by 11

replacing and updating an inefficient branch library with a 12

new building.  The design of the new branch library is bound 13

to have no significant impacts on the character of the 14

neighborhood, or the scenic vista and, in fact, provides a 15

more unified, safer, and greener connection between the 16

library and the Joe DiMaggio Playground, which will enhance 17

the entire neighborhood.18

Finally, the Environmental Impact Report is 19

adequate, accurate, and complete.  Thank you. 20

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  Thank you.  Jewelle Gomez, Dawn 21

Kamalanathan – pardon me, Dawn, I never pronounce your name 22

correctly – and Alan Martinez.23

MS. GOMEZ:  Good evening.  Jewelle Gomez.  I am 24

the President of the San Francisco Public Library 25
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Commission.  It is a pleasure to get to meet other 1

Commissioners.  One of the joys of being the President of 2

the Library Commission is that I get to cut the ribbon at 3

the openings and groundbreakings of all the libraries, and I 4

usually begin those moments pointing out that we are on 5

sacred ground; in this City, much of our ground is sacred.6

And as Library Commissioners, Rec and Park Commissioners, 7

and Planning Commissioners, I think it’s important for us to 8

take our stewardship of this ground very seriously.9

The Cultural Resources section of the Draft EIR 10

and the Historic Resources Technical Report tell the story 11

of that land.  Mexico Settler Juana Briones, a resident 12

Herbalist and Healer, lived on the land in the late 1830’s.13

Following her in the 1850’s, the Sisters of the 14

Presentation, an Irish Women’s Teaching Order, established a 15

school for African-American and Native-American girls.16

Following the 1906 Earthquake, a children’s playground was 17

built on the rubble of the convent, all of these things are 18

referenced in the report; all of this is sacred ground.19

A document that is not included in the EIR is a 20

report, which I can leave with the Commission, from the 21

Recreation and Park Department, a letter to Mayor George 22

Christopher dated July 26th, 1956.  In it, it describes the 23

Library Commission’s request to build a new library.  That 24

report states in 1956, “The Library and Recreation and Parks 25
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Commissions specifically recommend ‘that the North Beach1

Library be located on the triangle parcel of property 2

located between Lombard Street, Columbus Avenue, and Mason 3

Street, and that Mason Street be closed between Lombard and 4

Columbus,’” the exact same plan that we are considering 5

today.6

You and I, as City appointed Commissioners, have a 7

chance to correct a 50-year mistake.  The EIR under 8

consideration is accurate and more than adequate as it 9

clearly shows that the plan to build a new North Beach 10

Library on the triangle parking lot and expand the Joe 11

DiMaggio Playground is the correct course of action.  Please 12

join your fellow Commissioners and approve the North Beach 13

EIR so we can use this ground wisely for our children for 14

the future.  Thank you. 15

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  Thank you.16

MS. KAMALANATHAN:  Commissioners, my name is Dawn 17

Kamalanathan, I am the Planning and Capital Manager for the 18

Recreation and Park Department.  Thank you for taking time 19

tonight to hear about this important project. The Draft 20

EIR, the Recreation and Park Department feels, provides an 21

excellent analysis of the proposed Master Plan for the Joe 22

DiMaggio Playground and its various alternatives.  The EIR23

carefully evaluate the numerous impacts, including potential 24

historic resources, open space and recreational resources, 25
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traffic impacts, as well as on views and aesthetics, it is a 1

thorough and complete document.  The plan reviews and 2

presents the advantages of the preferred plan, which 3

replaces the parking lot with the new library branch, a 4

plaza, and a unified park, adding an additional 12,000 5

square feet of open space, in a highly dense, high open 6

space need neighborhood.  North Beach-Chinatown residents7

only have about a half acre per thousand residents, as 8

compared to the rest of the City, which is about nine acres 9

of open space per thousand residents, a significant gap.10

And when you add that to the fact that there are no or 11

little backyards in North Beach and Chinatown, you can 12

understand why this neighborhood has been clearly designated 13

in the Recreation and Open Space element of the General Plan 14

as a high needs area for acquisition of new open space and 15

the addition of open space. 16

And I am really here tonight, I think, to make 17

that particularly point, around the policy context for 18

environmental review, as we think about its consistency with 19

our overall General Plan and the ROSE process that I have 20

been very personally involved with working with City 21

Planning staff over the past year, and if there is one clear 22

– one of the main clear messages – that has emerged through 23

that ROSE, through the updating of the ROSE, has been this 24

focus on adding open space in highly dense neighborhoods, 25
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and that we need to think about that criteria and that 1

impact as we evaluate the EIR and the preferred 2

alternatives.  So, with that, I thank you very much.3

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  Thank you. 4

MR. MARTINEZ:  Good evening, Commissioners.  My 5

name is Alan Martinez and I am speaking for the Historic 6

Preservation Commission.  As you may or may not know, we 7

reviewed this yesterday, so I do not have comments that I 8

can give to you that are written up, but I will be 9

commenting from my notes of what the different Commissioners 10

had in mind yesterday.11

There was a general consensus on all these points.12

I think the main one is that people felt that, although the 13

preservation alternative that was picked as superior was a14

good preservation alternative, but that the superior 15

preservation alternative is the addition to the North 16

because, as Commissioner Haas pointed out, functionally, an 17

L-shaped building is going to be very difficult to work 18

with, and a straight addition to the north is going to be a 19

much easier building to run.  Additionally, the two main 20

reasons for not choosing that as the preservation 21

alternative seemed to be very, shall we say, flimsy reasons, 22

one of them being that it was aligned with the other23

building, and that that would impact the historic resources, 24

but then, the Parkside Library additions aligned with the 25
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older building, and that doesn’t impact the resource.  The 1

Merced Branch and Marina Branches have the addition in front 2

of the building, and they claim that that doesn’t impact the 3

historic resource, and the resource still retains integrity, 4

so to have the building aligned with the existing building 5

seems – that is the state-of-the-art these days, so, to me, 6

that disappears as an objection, and the only other 7

objection was that it cuts off the playground from the 8

triangle park.  Well, it seems to me that, you know, it is 9

debatable about how this land is used, but the triangle park 10

in and of itself is about the right size for a public 11

square, so you would want to cut it off from the playground.12

So, that gets into a land use issue outside of our purview, 13

but I don’t think that’s a reason to not do the addition, I 14

don’t think it’s a reason to drop that particular – to not 15

look at that particular alternative seriously.16

The other big issue is that we felt that the EIR 17

really does not analyze the aesthetics of what is being done 18

to the playground, itself, and wherever the park is on a 19

surrounding context, on the historic resources around it.20

There is no analysis of the aesthetics of the new library on 21

the historic resources around it, there is absolutely 22

nothing about that.  I mean, we’re talking about an existing 23

older neighborhood, and we’re putting in this huge project 24

that is landscaping and a new building, and the extent of 25
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the Historic Resources analysis is just about the building 1

they want to tear down, there is nothing about the buildings 2

around it, and how this new landscaping and building is 3

going to affect the resources around it. 4

There is detailed stuff about the mitigation 5

measures need to be reviewed by my Commission and Planning 6

before the issuance of a permit.  While the new library will 7

be LEED-certified, the most sustainable route is always to 8

re-use existing structures instead of to build new ones, so 9

that really wasn’t brought out that, you know, the greenest 10

thing to do is to re-use and retrofit our existing 11

buildings.  And the Draft EIR also states that the Merced 12

Branch has a high degree of integrity; my Commission 13

disagrees with that, that’s the one with the addition in 14

front, while the building that they left retains a high 15

degree of integrity.  Putting an addition in front, we 16

really feel sort of compromises that which increases the 17

cumulative impact of demolishing this library because the 18

pool of libraries with integrity, we feel, is smaller than 19

what was stated in the Draft EIR. And then, the final point 20

was about the Ortega Branch is treated as if it’s extinct 21

and ineligible, when in fact it’s been demolished, which22

makes it ineligible, but the reason is that it’s no longer 23

there, not that it might not have been eligible.  Also, the 24

Western Addition and Excelsior found ineligible in the Draft 25
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EIR, whereas our Commission found them eligible.  So, those 1

were discrepancies.  But I think the biggest points were 2

that we were very dissatisfied with the preservation 3

alternative and how it was handled, and that we felt it was 4

a real lack of analysis of how the landscaping in the new 5

building affected the historic resources around the site, as 6

a whole.  Well, thank you for your time. 7

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  Thank you, Commissioner.  I 8

have a stack of cards here, however, rather than call them 9

directly in order, I would first like anyone who has small 10

children, due to the lateness of the hour, if you could come 11

up first and we will hear you, and then we will get to the 12

rest of the cards.13

MS. BOHMAN:  Hi.  My name is Lisa Bohman.  I am a 14

mother of three.  I have already written you a letter, so 15

I’m not going to take any more time.  Sorry my children have 16

been so disruptive, but thank you for letting me go and get 17

them out of here.  But, I just wanted to say that, on my way 18

over here, my nine-year-old said to me, “Mom, are we going 19

to get this library and this park built before I’m in 20

college?”  And I said, “I hope so.”  And then I started 21

thinking, it has been seven years since this project got 22

started and I do not know.  So, I just wanted to say I’ve 23

looked at the EIR, I actually have, all 386 pages or 24

whatever it is, I’m not an expert in that area, but to me it 25
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seemed to, I guess, address a lot of the issues, and I think 1

any benefits of getting a new library and park would far 2

outweigh any of the destruction of the current existing 3

building.  Thank you. 4

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  Thank you.5

MS. DARMAWI:  Hi, my name is Fay Darmawi and these 6

are my two sons, and we use the North Beach Library a lot, 7

and we think that the EIR is accurate and complete, I 8

actually read it, I actually have a Masters in City 9

Planning, so I actually understood it.  But we want to move 10

ahead with the new library.  Thank you. 11

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  Thank you.12

MS. DAL SANTO:  Hello, my name is Theresa Dal13

Santo and I am taking younger kids home with me and I have 14

two at home waiting for me.  I’m a 23 year resident of the 15

neighborhood who lives one block from the library and the 16

playground in a typical small apartment with no yard, with 17

my husband and two children.  I’m also actively involved in 18

five community-based neighborhood associations, the two –19

the elementary school, the middle school, the North Beach 20

Telegraph Hill Neighborhood Association, and an aging in 21

place group, so I am actively involved with my neighbors, 22

see them often, and speak with them often.  I’m here 23

speaking in support of your approval of the North Beach 24

Library Draft EIR.  I believe the EIR is complete and 25
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accurate, it shows that, by building a new library on a 1

parking lot, tearing down the old library, and closing a 2

small portion of Mason Street, we gain over 12,000 square 3

feet of open space.  We need more open space in North Beach 4

because it is the densest neighborhood in the City with the 5

least amount of open space per capita.  In addition, the 6

Draft EIR, one of my concerns was about traffic, and there 7

were no significant impacts on traffic when they close the 8

street.  I was there, I saw, it didn’t change anything, and 9

it didn’t impact public transportation or emergency 10

vehicles.  My neighbors and I were actively engaged in the 11

community input process leading to the plan to build the new 12

library on the parking lot, and we gathered as a community 13

and provided our input, voice our support of the new design 14

when it was unveiled and we thought we would soon have a new 15

library and more park space.  We have been shocked by the 16

amount of time that this process has taken to make this 17

community vision a reality.  We are busy parents on the 18

frontier of urban living, trying to make some community 19

space for our children, and speaking up actively and vocally 20

at every opportunity afforded us.  The Draft EIR is complete 21

and accurate as presented, let’s finalize the Draft EIR as 22

presented so we can move forward with a bigger library and 23

more space for all the neighborhood residents.  Thank you. 24

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  Thank you.25
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MS. GARBUS:  Hi.  My name is Lisa Garbus.  I am a 1

resident of North Beach, a teacher, I speak on behalf of the 2

Elementary School Parent Teacher organization, I am a 3

library patron, and a park patron, and I urge you to approve 4

the EIR and allow the project to begin.  The EIR is 5

complete, adequate and accurate.  It took two years to 6

prepare, many many preservation alternatives were considered 7

and studied extensively, and they didn’t work.  They took up 8

too much of our precious open space, they were not 9

functional, the preservation alternatives, they were frankly 10

disrespectful to the people in our community who have 11

disabilities, who are elderly, those alternatives did not 12

work.  The EIR shows good, complete, accurate information 13

that the best alternative is a new library on the triangle.14

It showed accurate, complete information that an expanded 15

park is good for our community.  We in the community want a 16

new library because we love the library and we want to be 17

able to use it.  We in the community want a new, bigger,18

safer park because, as everybody has said, open space in our 19

neighborhood is rare.  I live in a small apartment with my 20

family, with no backyard.  We in our community use our open 21

space.  We and the community participated in the public 22

process to get this plan going.  It was a respectful 23

process, it took into account everybody in the community, we 24

have been waiting and waiting and waiting, and we are ready.25
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Thank you. 1

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  Thank you. 2

MS. DECARL:  Hello, Commissioners.  My name is3

Ginnina Decarl and I am a 26-year resident of North Beach 4

and I am a Prop. H School Librarian at SFUSD.  I am an avid 5

user of our North Beach Library for work and for pleasure, I 6

have a 10-year-old son who has been using our branch library 7

his entire life.  I am here to support the approval of the 8

Environmental Impact Report for the North Beach Library.  It 9

is accurate and complete.  It shows that many preservation 10

plans for a new library were considered, but that each one 11

of them kept the library that is currently four levels, 12

which would enforce an inefficient use of space in the 13

library and a loss of open space outside of the library due 14

to ramps and an elevator.  Also, there are six other 15

Appleton and Wolford libraries in San Francisco which are 16

more historical in architectural value.  The EIR shows that 17

over 12,000 square feet of additional open space added by 18

building the new library on the triangle, and closing one 19

block of Mason Street, is sorely needed in our very densely 20

populated neighborhood. Through an extensive transportation 21

study on the closure of Mason Street, the EIR shows that 22

there were no adverse effects on the flow of traffic in the 23

neighborhood.  I live two blocks away and my husband works 24

at home full time and we are on busy Powell Street, and we 25
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notice no differences.  The EIR also found that the new 1

library would not obstruct any views or create negative 2

shadows.  North Beach needs a new and bigger library that 3

supports the needs of our community, it needs dedicated 4

spaces for adults, toddlers, elementary school children, and 5

teens, there are five schools in walking distance from the 6

North Beach Library.  There also needs to be enough space to 7

meet the computer needs of these patrons.  The new library 8

on the triangle would be almost 60 percent larger than the 9

old one.  Along with my neighbors, many of my neighbors who 10

could not be here tonight, my family and I have attended 11

hours of community meetings regarding the library and the 12

expansion of Joe DiMaggio Playground.  The Master Plan13

includes not only a larger space for the library that meets 14

the needs of the community, but it creates more open space 15

and it reconfigures the park.  It moves the toddler area 16

away from the car exhaust on busy Columbus Avenue, and near 17

the blacktop where caregivers and families can supervise 18

children of different ages.  North Beach residents need and 19

deserve a new and bigger library.  We need and deserve more 20

open space.  Please approve the EIR and allow construction 21

of the library to begin.  Thank you. 22

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  Thank you.23

MS. MONAHAN:  Hello.  My name is Meagan Monahan.24

I am a North Beach resident, I am a mom, I am a student, I 25
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am also the neighborhood representative on the Council of 1

Neighborhood Libraries, and I wanted to say that the EIR is 2

adequate and complete, and we would like to get on with this 3

process and get a new library.  Thanks. 4

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  Thank you.  Okay, I will now 5

start calling the names in the order I have them here.  Zack 6

Stewart, Gerry Crowley, Howard Chabner.7

MR. STEWART:  I am an architect and landscape 8

architect, and general contractor in private practice and I 9

have lived near the library for 50 years.  The EIR has 10

confused me a bit, so I asked some of the experts I’ve 11

worked with over the years to help me understand it and see 12

if anything is missing in it.  They volunteered their time 13

to do that, although they normally work for developers, and 14

get paid for doing this kind of thing.  The Arborist says 15

there’s no arborist report on the trees that will be16

demolished in the EIR description.  The acoustician says 17

that the 100-foot long, two-story sound wall on Columbus 18

Avenue will alter the acoustics of Columbus Avenue.  The 19

Building Maintenance expert says that the Appleton has been 20

very badly maintained and can’t be judged by its present 21

looks.  The Value Engineer says that there is a zero sum 22

gain involved in destroying three tennis courts, and then 23

rebuilding them new, there is no net gain there, and 24

destroying a playground, and then building it new, there is 25
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no net gain there.  And destroying a building and building 1

it new, there is no net gain there.  She also points out 2

that North Beach has a lot of buildings and it doesn’t need 3

another new one.  She also points out that the whole second 4

floor of the proposed new library is there to support one 5

meeting room, and there are three meeting rooms within about 6

200 yards of the building.  In terms of the seismic and 7

handicapped, they are a wash for either building; both 8

buildings require seismic and handicap. In structural and 9

architectural, I found an architect who worked to slide a 10

brand new building under the Palace of Legion of Honor, 11

actually one of my Yale classmates designed that.12

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  Thank you. 13

MR. STEWART:  Okay. 14

MS. CROWLEY: Good evening, President Miguel, 15

Commissioners.  My name is Gerry Crowley.  I am here today 16

on behalf of Telegraph Hill Dwellers.  The Draft EIR is 17

inadequate and incomplete because it fails objectively to 18

explore and analyze feasible alternatives to expand and 19

upgrade the existing library to meet the goals of the BLIP, 20

the Branch Library Improvement Program.  Most significantly, 21

the EIR rejects out of hand all potential preservation 22

northerly expansion alternatives that could clearly meet all 23

of the goals for a new expanded library, yet the EIR fails 24

to look at these in enough detail to justify their 25
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rejection.1

Another significant inadequacy is the EIR’s 2

failure to look at the alternative Master Plan schemes for 3

the park.  Instead of taking a look at an alternative park 4

plan configuration that would meet Rec Park’s goals, it uses 5

only one proposed Master Plan as the basis to reject all of 6

the preservation alternatives.  This is supposed to be an 7

EIR of the Master Plan, as well as the library, so why were8

alternative park plans not analyzed?  The EIR makes it clear 9

that the Library staff committed long ago to demolishing the 10

existing library, and then developed the Master Plan for the 11

park to fit their predetermined outcome. 12

In conclusion, we believe there are feasible 13

alternatives to the demolition of the historic North Beach 14

Library that will meet and exceed the goals of the Library 15

Program and Rec Park.  We urge and ask the department to 16

revise the EIR to more fully consider these alternatives.17

Thank you.18

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  Thank you.  Howard Chabner, 19

Robert Hinish. 20

MR. CHABNER:  Good evening, President and 21

Commissioners.  My name is Howard Chabner.  I urge you to 22

approve the Draft EIR.  It is accurate, adequate, and 23

complete.  I urge you to approve it so that the inadequate 24

existing library can be torn down, a state-of-the-art,25
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larger, warmer, lighter, and fully disability accessible 1

library can be built, and the playground could be expanded 2

and integrated with the new library.  The Draft EIR is3

complete because the City spent over two years analyzing 4

every impact on this project, it is accurate because it 5

shows that none of the renovation alternatives provide more 6

space or more efficient library services, a better or more 7

integrated park, or better disability access.8

The Secretary of Interior’s Guidelines for 9

Rehabilitation of Historic Properties defines rehabilitation 10

as the process of returning a property to a state of utility 11

through repair or alteration, which makes possible an 12

efficient contemporary use, while preserving those portions 13

and features of the property which are significant to its 14

historic architectural and cultural value.  It is simply not 15

possible to renovate the existing library to provide an 16

efficient contemporary use.  For one thing, inserting a 9 X 17

12 elevator shaft on each of the floors would be necessary 18

for disability access, would seriously compromise the 19

openness that is supposedly an important character defining 20

feature, plus, that does not even address what would be done 21

to make the patio level accessible, you would end up having 22

to alter significantly a lot of the window and door, and so 23

forth.24

The EIR states that tearing down the building 25
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would be a significant impact, but that is only if the 1

building were deserving of landmark status, which, with all 2

due respect to the Historic Preservation Commission, it just 3

simply is not.  Absent the landmark issue, the environmental 4

impacts of the new project would not be significant, so I 5

urge you to approve the EIR.  Thank you. 6

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  Thank you. 7

MR. HINISH:  Good evening, President Miguel, 8

Commissioners.  I would like to speak to the relocation of 9

the tennis courts on the playground, itself.10

MS. AVERY:  Please state your name for the record. 11

MR. HINISH:  Robert Hinish.  I live across the 12

street from the playground, I have lived there for 25 years, 13

my daughter grew up on that playground.  Those tennis courts 14

are located in the center of the playground for a very good 15

reason, there are walls, high walls, on three sides, and 16

they keep the noise from traveling.  The noisiest aspect of 17

that playground is the tennis courts.  If you relocate those 18

tennis courts to any other streets where there are 19

residents, those residents are going to be impacted severely20

by percussive noise starting at 7:00 in the morning.  It is 21

not going to be easy to study, work, or sleep with that 22

tennis court along Greenwich, along Stockton, along Lombard.23

It is also going to intrude into the hardscape there and I 24

can tell you from looking at that playground, nothing is 25
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used more than that large rectangle out there of open space.1

Anything that intrudes on that is going to impact the kids 2

that play on that.  The majority of kids playing there are 3

five and up, so, if you cut into that with the tennis court, 4

not only do you get noise, you get less use of that space 5

for the age demographic that has most need of this.  Thank 6

you for your time.  I hope you will consider it.  And I did 7

not read the Environmental Impact Report, I don’t know8

whether it addresses this issue, but I just don’t see how it 9

could not be noisy with people pounding tennis balls, 10

running and groaning at 7:00 in the morning, all day long, 11

for everybody on Greenwich.  And then there are the kids 12

coming around the playground all day.  Thank you.  Good 13

evening.14

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  Thank you. 15

MS. PAYSON:  Good evening, Commissioners.  My name 16

is Karin Payson and I have either lived or owned a business, 17

an architectural practice, in North Beach, for 20 years.18

The EIR, I did read most of it, I understood it, it is 19

complete, accurate, and adequate in evaluating the impact of 20

the proposed project. The EIR demonstrates that the 21

community will be much better served by a new library than 22

by renovation of the existing building.  It shows that a 23

renovated building will not achieve full parity for the 24

disabled, that space for books and programs would be 25
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compromised, and that it would result in a smaller 1

children’s playground, and less usable open space.  I think 2

it is time to bring that building into the 21st Century.  I 3

used to live a block away.  The EIR is complete it evaluates 4

multiple options for preservation of the existing building, 5

and it still demonstrates that a new building will better 6

serve the community with universal access, improved library 7

services, and program spaces.  And as an architect who has 8

worked on the Parkside Branch, which is about to open, I can 9

also say that I am familiar with Appleton and Wolford and 10

that is a really lovely building.  I don’t know that the 11

North Beach Branch really rises to the level of landmark 12

status.13

The EIR is adequate because it shows that the new 14

plan for the site will result in 12,000 square feet of new 15

open space.  The EIR is accurate because it shows that there 16

are no significant impacts to transportation or traffic with 17

the closing of that section of Mason Street, and a similar 18

diversion at 17th and Castro, which was completed, I think, 19

last year, has had absolutely no adverse impact on local 20

traffic patterns.  So, I ask you to please accept the EIR as 21

it is written in the Draft.  Thank you very much. 22

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  Thank you.  Ginnina Decarl, 23

Lisa Garbus, Alison Witherall.  If I have called your name, 24

please come on up.  Excuse me.  Angie Penally, Pat Turra, 25
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Mable Santiago.1

MS. TURRA:  Good evening, Commissioners.  My name 2

is Pat Turra and I am here to speak on behalf of supporting 3

the EIR, as I believe it is accurate and complete.  It does 4

address the issues of the multiple preservation alternatives 5

which were studied thoroughly.  There is an exhaustive 6

transportation study.  There is included accurate 7

information, that there is no significant impact to 8

aesthetic character of the area’s scenic vistas, shadows, 9

and land use for recreation. 10

The City conducted a comprehensive public process 11

that was used to come up with a plan for the new library in 12

the park.  That process included hundreds of neighbors and 13

City Government stakeholders.  At this time, I think because 14

the EIR was so much work that went in to get to the EIR, 15

that it is time to move on and to grant this community what 16

the majority of the community has wanted for the last seven 17

years.  Thank you.18

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  Thank you.  Herschel Perry, 19

Tina Moylan, Michelle Wesley, Bill Bondy, Curtis Woo, Scott20

Lewis.21

MR. BONDY:  Good evening, Commissioners.  My name 22

is Bill Bondy, I am a resident on Jones Street, about two 23

blocks from the library for 25 years, have raised two 24

children in the neighborhood, was a former PTO President.  I 25
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am also an Architect and have been before this Commission 1

many times for conditional use permits and preservation 2

issues over the 25 years I have been practicing architecture 3

here, and feel that the examination of the alternatives in 4

the EIR was very thorough, extremely detailed.  And, without 5

making comment on the pluses and minuses, I find that if you 6

look at the plans, that it is very easy to tell and make a 7

decision about what the positives and negatives are.  I, 8

myself, have concluded that the proposed project is the best9

alternative, and I feel it is the best thing that has come 10

to our neighborhood since I’ve lived there.11

I would also like to say that a lot of the 12

speakers have spoken to the impacts on buildings, the 13

impacts on preservation, the impacts on traffic, nobody has 14

spoken to the impacts on children; I think this is the best 15

alternative and I don’t know if you could list an 16

environmental impact on a child, but certainly this is -- I17

believe the proposed project is the best alternative for the 18

children of our neighborhood.  Thank you. 19

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  Thank you.20

MS. MOYLAN:  Good evening.  My name is Tina 21

Moylan.  I represent Russian Hill Neighbors, and we 22

recently, Monday night, for the second time, put it up to a 23

vote about the EIR and unanimously – which is rare for our 24

group – accepted the EIR as adequate, accurate, and very 25
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efficient, and came to the general consensus that reading is 1

the key to knowledge, knowledge is the key to success, and 2

let’s get on with it.  Our group urges you to accept and3

adopt the EIR as it is presented.  Thank you very much. 4

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  Thank you. 5

MR. LEWIS: Good evening, Commissioners.  My name 6

is Scott Lewis.  I have lived in the North Beach 7

neighborhood for almost 25 years.  During this time, I’ve 8

become familiar with the North Beach Library and the Joe 9

DiMaggio Playground, and the inadequacy of those current 10

facilities for the neighborhood.11

The community and dedicated professionals have 12

worked for seven years on a Master Plan for a new library 13

and park.  The Draft EIR is a thorough and objective 14

assessment of the options.  Based on this comprehensive 15

analysis, it’s clear that the best option for the 16

neighborhood is a new library on the Mason Street triangle, 17

and an expanded and upgraded Joe DiMaggio Park.  Thank you.18

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  Thank you.  Rene Bihan, Dale 19

Weimer, Laura Bernavaei [phon].20

MR. BIHAN:  Good evening, Commissioners.  My name 21

is Rene Bihan.  I am a resident of North Beach with my two 22

young sons.  I am also a former Art Commissioner and was on 23

the Civic Design Review Commission, which unanimously 24

approved the North Beach Library.  I believe that the EIR is 25
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both accurate, adequate, and complete, and I ask that you 1

approve the EIR.  I will state that, as the landscape 2

architect on the Civic Design Review, I think that it is my 3

responsibility to look beyond the buildings and to look at 4

the effect that each project has on its urban edges, its 5

open space, its relationship to the larger urban context, 6

and I think the EIR adequately and accurately addresses 7

those issues.  Thank you. 8

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  Thank you.9

MR. WEIDMER:  Good evening, Commissioners.  My 10

name is Dale Weidmer, I am a resident of Telegraph Hill, 11

North Beach for 15 years.  I am also somewhat active in some 12

of the community, including the Telegraph Hill Dwellers.  I 13

was involved initially and attended the meetings where the 14

Master Plan was approved, it made a lot of sense to me then.15

I looked at the EIR, I think it supports what Mr. Herrera 16

and the Parks and Rec came up with as a Master Plan, mainly 17

for the kids and, as the mothers articulated so well here, 18

this is the right thing to do, the EIR supports it, and I 19

urge you to approve it.  Thank you very much. 20

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  Thank you.21

MS. BERNABEI:  Hi, Commissioners.  My name is 22

Laura Bernabei and I am here representing a committee that 23

is called the Council of Neighborhood Libraries, CNL.  And 24

this is a group of people that they have representatives 25

G-1
cont.

G-1

CALIFORNIA REPORTING LLC
52 Longwood Drive, San Rafael, CA  94901  (415) 457-4417

from all the libraries, and we meet once a month to discuss 1

the San Francisco library issues.  We sent a letter to the 2

Planning Department and I am just going to read two 3

paragraphs from that letter:  “CNL visited the North Beach 4

Branch Library and reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact 5

Report, the EIR, which included the studies done on the 6

building.  As you know, this is a very complete two-year7

study.  It included looking at transportation, shadow, 8

aesthetics, views, preservation, and other impacts, of 9

building a new library and expanding the park.  As the Draft 10

EIR points out, the existing library is inadequate and 11

inefficient to serve the needs of the North Beach community.12

North Beach families deserve a state-of-the-art facility 13

with separate spaces for children, teens, and adults, more 14

computers, access for all, improved librarian supervision, 15

children’s early learning features, and space for library 16

and community programs.  They also deserve a library and 17

park that is safe and makes the best use of our limited 18

civic resources.”  Thank you. 19

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  Thank you.  Terry Granchik, Lee 20

Goodman.21

MS. GRANCHIK:  Commissioners, my name is Terry 22

Therese Granchik, and I have been a resident of North Beach 23

for about six years now.  Before that, I lived all over the 24

world.  I find that the EIR is very complete.  I think the 25
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study was very thorough.  I think the transportation study 1

was especially well done and found no problems and no 2

impact.3

Something that we haven’t touched much on tonight 4

is a safety issue.  I am a medical health provider and I 5

deal a lot with seniors.  The way the project would sit with 6

the street being closed, so that the seniors could get 7

across the street, have a place to gather, and do this8

safety, and with the graying of America, we are having a lot 9

more seniors, and I see a lot of them in North Beach, so I 10

do hope that you will all consider accepting the EIR and 11

there is always something I leave you with, and that is a 12

message of hope, we can hope, we have all been waiting, even 13

before we lived in San Francisco, my husband and I were 14

involved with it, and it has been at least seven years, so I 15

don’t want to bore you with the sad patient story with the 16

issue of hope, but I do hope that you all will consider the 17

EIR.  Thank you. 18

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  Thank you. 19

MS. GOODMAN:  Lee Goodman, Commissioners, 20

President, Lee Goodman and I live at Chestnut and Mason in 21

North Beach.  A few years ago, prior to returning to my 22

native San Francisco, I was Mayor of a small town in Amador 23

County, and served on the County Transportation Commission, 24

the Air Quality Control Board, and several other boards and 25
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committees.  As such, I had the opportunity to review many 1

environmental impact reports.  This Draft EIR for the 2

library and playground project is one of the most complete 3

and accurate I have seen.  It provides complete information 4

to support a new library and an exhaustive transportation 5

study that full supports the Mason Street closure.  There is 6

more than adequate information that there are no significant 7

impacts, with the single exception of the highly 8

questionable preservation of the existing structure.9

Demolition of what is arguably the worst example of the 1950 10

style of architecture is easily mitigated by a memorial 11

photographic and narrative display in the new library.12

Over the past several years, there have been many 13

public meetings and opportunities for public input, we have 14

waited a long time for a new and better library, and a 15

bigger and better playground.  It is time to move this 16

project forward.  Thank you. 17

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  Thank you.  Julie Christensen, 18

Joan Wood, June Osterberg.19

MS. CHRISTENSEN:  Julie Christensen, a resident of 20

North Beach, and I belong to the Friends of Joe DiMaggio 21

Playground.  Commissioners, thank you for your service, 22

particularly on evenings such as this one.  Our library 23

needs to double in size, we desperately need more recreation 24

space, not plazas and pretty places to look at, by 25
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programmable, active recreation space.  No expansion, no 1

expansion of the current library is possible without severe 2

adverse effects to our playground.  Eleven years ago, some 3

of us set out to try to work with the City to solve these 4

intractable problems.  The toddlers of 1999 are in high 5

school now.  The teenagers of 1999 are working, some of them 6

married, some of them even with children of their own.  We 7

absolutely respect the need for due process and for careful 8

consideration, particularly on a project as complex and 9

important as this one, but the EIR, in process for over two 10

years, builds on 10 years of park studies and seven years of 11

library studies, it follows scores of concepts, sketches, 12

tests, hearings, reviews, and meetings.  I personally have 13

over 62 different concepts for this library and park project 14

in my records.  The more the City has studied options, the 15

more sense the Master Plan makes.  It is a hard project to 16

understand, but when you do, and you go through the process 17

we have been through, you can understand how we ended up 18

where we are today.  People love the project, some people 19

hate the project, my plea to this Commission is that you let 20

the debating begin, and let the fate of our neighborhood be 21

decided without further delays.22

The only thing missing from the EIR, in my 23

perspective, is a sense of urgency, and we ask this 24

Commission to add that to these proceedings.  Thank you. 25
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PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  Thank you.1

MS. WOOD:  Good evening, President Miguel and 2

Commissioners.  My name is Joan Wood.  I live on Huston 3

Street, it is a block and a half from 701 Lombard where the 4

new library is projected, and I have lived there 5

continuously since 1962.  I have been continuously in San 6

Francisco since 1948.  I think we are here to address the 7

EIR, not get into a debate with some of the misstatements I 8

have heard, but I just have to say that the first community 9

meeting was in 2008, and I do not know how this project is 10

said to have been in process for seven or eight years.11

It is an inadequate EIR and I feel bad to say that 12

because Mr. Jacinto has worked very hard on it.  Several 13

things have been omitted.  There are serious legal 14

restrictions on the 701 Lombard Street lot and, if this plan 15

goes forward, it may provoke lawsuits.  It has to do with 16

the lot being seized by eminent domain.  I have looked 17

throughout the EIR and I do not see any mention of that, it 18

is a very serious omission.  It was seized with the purchase 19

of – they used open space funds, and those funds are 20

restricted to recreational purposes on the lot, and a 21

library does not qualify for that.  There is no arborist 22

consulted, and trees – mature trees will have to be 23

eliminated if that lot is used.  The transportation analysis 24

is lengthy and it has one interesting conclusion, page 167, 25
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it refers to five different dates of transportation studies, 1

but there was a study in December of ’05 commissioned by the 2

MTA, and it is not referred to anyplace, and it found 3

serious traffic on Mason Street, which would obviously be4

diverted if the street were closed, which it would be if the 5

Master Plan were implemented.6

But I just want to read this one thing, it is on 7

the bottom of page 167:  “In the professional opinion of 8

City staff and the consultant, the LOSE,” I don’t know what9

that stands for, but, “…the LOSE condition calculated using 10

the traffic volumes collected in July of 2009 is not an 11

accurate characterization of prevailing conditions.”  In 12

other words, the staff decided they didn’t want to use that, 13

and so they didn’t.  I am sending you a longer statement of 14

my objections to the EIR, in which you will see some more 15

detail about traffic studies that are not in here.16

The alternatives are treated too superficially, in 17

my opinion. 18

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  Thank you.19

MS. OSTERBERG:  President Miguel and 20

Commissioners, for 45 years, I’ve lived a block from the 21

historic North Beach Library, which –22

MS. AVERY:  Would you state your name for the 23

record?24

MS. OSTERBERG:  Oh, yes, sorry.  June Osterberg.25
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Which should be landmarked, not destroyed.  The Draft EIR is 1

riddled with false and shortcomings.  I want to address the 2

subjective statements in Chapter 4 that the environmental 3

impact of enacting the Master Plan proposed would be 4

insignificant.  Actually, under the plan, the Library is 5

demolished.  The costly new two-story library is an inferior 6

design, it would be built on traditional open space.  Three 7

magnificent mature trees would be destroyed.  The wall a 8

half block west by the high-rise, Crystal Tower, would be 9

carried across Columbus Avenue.  The North Beach view 10

corridor would be obliterated.  The proposed new library 11

would extend 20 feet into Mason Street.  The wide open 12

character of an important Columbus intersection would be 13

gone.  An insignificant environmental impact?  I don’t think 14

so.15

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  William Colon, Sal Busalacchi.16

MR. COLON:  Good evening, Commissioners.  My name 17

is William Colon.  I am a 15-year resident of North Beach.18

I am a father of two young children.  I cherish my 19

community, I cherish my children, I skipped putting them to 20

bed tonight to come here and ask for your support of the 21

Draft EIR.  It is time to move forward with this effort.22

The EIR is adequate, accurate, and most importantly, I 23

believe it is complete.  Again, it is time to move forward 24

with this project.  The EIR addresses all of the required 25
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aspects and the potential impacts of this project.  It 1

considers all preservation alternatives, provides 2

significant analysis to support the need for a new library, 3

a significant analysis that supports the closing of Mason 4

Street, and it provides multiple analyses of the conflicting 5

General Plan policies, an analysis yielding that there is no 6

aesthetic impact to this project.  Please allow us to make 7

progress.  Please support our families and our children in 8

San Francisco.  Please support the approval of this Draft 9

EIR.  Our neighborhood is desperate for this.  Our children 10

deserve this.  And our community is almost in unanimous 11

support of this.  Thank you. 12

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  Thank you. 13

MR. BUSALACCHI:  Mr. President, Commissioners, 14

ladies and gentlemen, my name is Sal Busalacchi.  I am a 15

lifelong resident of the 2100 block of Mason Street.  I, of 16

everybody in here, probably, am the only person that has 17

actually used the playground and the toddler space up on 18

top, and I came out okay.19

At this point, I would like to mention the fact 20

that there is a traffic study which I gave you, there are 21

two traffic studies there that are not in the Environmental 22

Impact Report.  Not only are they not in the Environmental 23

Impact Report, but I would like to put a picture down here 24

to show you the picture that I got from the library, itself.25

G-1
cont.

AE-2

TR-2

CALIFORNIA REPORTING LLC
52 Longwood Drive, San Rafael, CA  94901  (415) 457-4417

Now, I took the liberty – this is the actual library that 1

they want to put on Columbus Avenue, and I took the liberty 2

of putting a sign on it, I wanted to put that into 3

perspective, that sign says “Walgreens” because that is how 4

large this particular library is.  This library is not in 5

keeping with the neighborhood character, not at all, not one 6

– it does not have any Bay windows, all the bottom that you 7

see there are all walls, there are no windows on the bottom.8

A safety issue, if you are inside and you have a problem, 9

the police will not be able to see inside.  That is number 10

one.  Number two, it is a substandard library because they 11

have 43.3 percent non-assignable space inside that.  That is 12

actually two percent better than the old library that we 13

have.  We are going to get 1,200 square feet more useable 14

out of that library, but if you remodel the other one, 15

you’ll get much more out of that library.  All of those are 16

in the papers that I have just given you.  What else?  It is 17

going to block – if you stand in the middle of that 18

particular corner and look around, it is called an expansive 19

view; this library is going against the grain of every 20

general policy that San Francisco has put, the view 21

corridors, the expansion views.  It is absolutely – it is 22

not in this book.  The General Plan tells you that you’re 23

not supposed to build a library in a non-recreational piece 24

of property on a park land, it’s right in there, it is in 25
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your – all of us here want a better library, but that’s not 1

it.  I say that, if we remodel the old one, bring it all the 2

way down to Lombard Street, put the Bocce balls on the top,3

we’d have a better library.  Thank you very much. 4

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  Karen Weiss. 5

MS. WEISS:  My name is Karen Weiss.  My first time 6

presenting.  Good evening, Commissioners.  I am a retired 7

teacher that has lived and worked in this neighborhood for8

41 years.  Yes, we do need a new library that is accessible 9

to everyone and has computer availability; however, I 10

disagree with what I’m hearing from the EIR, that it would 11

make the neighborhood safer.  My experience during the short 12

time that there was a temporary street closing and park was 13

an incredible increase in the homeless, scary, homeless 14

people living there.  I personally experienced, well, let me 15

go back, the park and the landscaping – the landscaping and 16

the library are integrally connected, you cannot consider 17

one without considering the impact of the other.  The impact 18

of the open space which is necessary, however, they are 19

building a very secluded area that will be a Mecca.20

During the temporary street closing, I was 21

practically attacked in the Laundromat, the police had to 22

come, every morning there were homeless men on my doorstep 23

drunk, there were beer cans in front, there were beer cans 24

in the homeless park, when I walked by with my head down, 25
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trying to go to the pool, there were a bunch of drunk guys 1

playing the guitar and jeering at me because – I don’t know 2

why, I had my head down and I was just trying to ignore 3

them, it’s not safer.  And until this design flaw of 4

building the park so that it is secluded, you cannot see it 5

from Columbus Avenue, people will be able to stay there all 6

night, there is no talk about fences, there is no talk about 7

you must have a walking corridor for people on Mason Street 8

so they can get through there, that the park has to be open 9

– where I’ve spoken to police that patrol that area, they 10

also feel it’s a problem.  What can I say?  I hope we can 11

get a new library, but I hope you will see that the impact 12

of this landscaping and design for open space is just going 13

to negatively impact the safety of the neighborhood.  And 14

that can be considered, it should not go forward until you 15

accept that.  Don’t say we have to have the library first 16

and then we’ll do the other.  They are together, and it 17

really needs to be solved, both problems, everything in 18

modern life is very complex.  Thank you. 19

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  Thank you. Joseph Butler. 20

MR. BUTLER:  Commissioners, I am a neighbor and a 21

friend of almost everyone in the room.  We’ve not always 22

been on the same side of things, but we’ve always figured 23

out a way in the end to figure out how to get by and I think 24

we can do that again here.  The community deserves a modern 25

PS-2
cont.



CALIFORNIA REPORTING LLC
52 Longwood Drive, San Rafael, CA  94901  (415) 457-4417

library, there’s no doubt about it.  My daughter has learned 1

to read in this library, we learned to rollerblade in the 2

park.  So, it’s an integral part of the community and it’s 3

time for an upgrade.  And the funds are available.  So, 4

where are we?  There is a view that we talk about from 5

Columbus Avenue through this new triangle that we found, and 6

at great cost to the City and at great expense on the part7

of the neighborhood to secure.  And what that – it’s the 8

neck of a bottle, it lets you look through the part to Coit 9

Tower beyond, to the spires of Saints Peter and Paul, you 10

know where you are, it’s two blocks, this park from 11

Washington Square.  One of the ten best urban places in the 12

United States, why wouldn’t you connect yourself to one of 13

the ten best urban places in the United States.14

Daniel Burnham had a plan in 1905, he said we 15

should connect all these parks down here with Coit Tower, 16

and he had three blocks of the City decimated by stairways 17

and gardens and none of it got built, even after it all 18

burned, nobody would build it.  We do have a chance, though, 19

from Joseph Conrad Square at one end of Columbus Avenue up 20

past all the little triangles that were cut off by Columbus 21

Avenue, which was finagled through Built San Francisco in 22

the 1870’s, they actually condemned properties and cut that 23

street through.  You come up past DiMaggio Playground, then 24

Washington Square, you keep going, you find a flock of books 25
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that were put their recently, an Arts Commission project 1

when they re-did the Broadway Corridor, beautiful books 2

flying in the air, solar powered from the roof of City 3

Lights.  You continue on, you get down to Redwood Park next 4

to the Transamerica Pyramid, North Beach is a wonderful 5

place, so let’s not put a cork in the bottle, not just yet.6

If you look at the DiMaggio Playground plan, the 7

library sits here with an unused understory space.  Part of 8

it could be a Rec Center, about 360 square feet, part of it 9

could be a program room, about 700 square feet, two means of 10

egress, one past the bathrooms down at this playground level 11

where the tennis courts and the tot lot are in the middle 12

between the pool, or new staff space here adjacent to the13

staff space that is in the existing library at that level.14

When you go up from that existing lower library, the staff 15

level, you come into the main reading room of the Appleton 16

and Wolford Library.  In this plan, we would not do anything 17

other than upgrade the finishes as they were originally 18

intended, replacing in kind and restoring where possible.19

There is a solution that meets the ADA, it can be accessibly 20

upgraded.21

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  Thank you.  Is there additional 22

public comment on this item?23

MR. WONG: Howard Wong, Friends of Appleton and 24

Wolford Library.  I am an architect and a native of North 25
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Beach who grew up with North Beach Library when it was first 1

opened, and played at the children’s playground, and the 2

playground when I was at Francisco Middle School, 3

particularly when we had our softball lunchtime tournaments 4

there, and I, too, came out okay. 5

First of all, as an architect and as planners, you 6

all know that there are many possible design solutions to 7

any problem.  What we want to do as a community and as a 8

city is to satisfy all the programmatic requirements and 9

needs of the community and the City, and that is possible.10

The Environmental Impact Report needs to study several 11

things, 1) that we do have an acknowledged historic 12

resource, and it can be renovated and expanded.  There are 13

alternative designs that have not been explored, some of 14

them you have seen a glimpse of tonight, but also, the 15

entire lower level expansion of the existing library is very 16

very possible because Mr. Appleton, the architect who 17

designed it, once told an 80-year-old architect who grew up 18

in our neighborhood, who works in our neighborhood, that 19

this library has a secret, and that secret is the library is 20

expandable.  Also, the library can be extended, not 21

southward, necessarily, but northward, with a smaller 22

addition.  I will be submitting a plan also to the process, 23

showing that there is a possibility of a 12,000 square foot 24

library which would be a renovation and an addition, much 25
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larger than the new 8,500 square foot, two-story, triangle 1

library, which is very inefficient, it has over 43 percent 2

inefficiency ratio as an international library consultant 3

told us when he evaluated the project.4

The triangle park, as you also heard earlier, was 5

seized in 2004 by eminent domain for a park, and it was 6

purchased in 2007 with open space funds.  Only in 2008, 7

after the 2007 Library Preservation Fund bond measure was 8

passed, which gave the library revenue bond authority, was 9

the new library even considered, and that was in 2008.  The 10

playground where I played is going to be decreased by 12,000 11

feet; I will be submitting drawings showing you how that’s 12

been done.  The closure on Mason Street does add more park 13

land and playground to the area, but that should not be14

counted in any true addition to the playground because it 15

can be closed in any design scheme.  The softball fields 16

will be eliminated in the Master Plan, and that is because 17

the fence will be moved 41 feet eastward, and that is also 18

shown in the plan.19

The public process since 2008 really hasn’t shown 20

property lines, it hasn’t shown where original fence lines 21

are, so when you look at a green site plan, it does look 22

very appealing.  In fact, when I first saw that site plan in 23

2008, my initial reaction was positive.  But, the more you 24

look at it, the more you will see that it violates and 25
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contradicts many parts of the San Francisco General Plan.1

Thank you. 2

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  Thank you.3

MS. CAUTHEN:  I am Sue Cauthen.  I am disappointed 4

in the EIR and I will tell you why, but first I want to tell 5

you what the present Library Commission said about a 50-year6

mistake in locating the library where it is.  I read the 7

Minutes of the Library Commission and, at the time, the City 8

Librarian, a guy named Hearst, he said the triangle was too 9

small for a library unless Mason Street was closed.  And the 10

Assistant City Engineer at the time said, if Mason Street 11

were closed, it would be a traffic nightmare.  I just wanted 12

to make that point.13

Another thing I wanted to correct before I get to 14

the specifics of the EIR, the evaluations by the Planning 15

Department said that the North Beach Library is the most 16

historic of all the eight Appleton and Wolford Libraries.  I 17

also wanted to state that the community is really split down 18

the middle on this.  The Telegraph Hill Dwellers oppose the 19

plan.  The North Beach Neighbors oppose the plan.  Many 20

community members oppose it; as you can see, many community 21

members are for it, as well.22

But what I’m upset about the EIR is that it 23

ignores so many of the impacts.  It talks about an 24

insignificant impact from street closure.  That is not true 25
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at all.  A traffic study done in December of 2005 showed an 1

enormous traffic impact, for some reason this didn’t make it 2

into the EIR, and it should make it into a revised EIR.3

Also, the EIR doesn’t state that the urban design elements 4

say that buildings should be visually interesting and 5

harmonious with the neighborhood.  The proposed building is 6

not either one of those.  The EIR fails to say the baseball 7

fields where Joe DiMaggio played are going to be completely 8

eliminated.  It fails to discuss some of the restrictions on 9

open space that come about as a result of the plan, and one 10

of the most important things is that it does not even 11

consider preservation alternatives properly.  Alan Martinez 12

covered that one.  And finally, the triangle was taken by 13

eminent domain to be open space, it was bought with nearly 14

$3 million of open space money, which cannot be used for a 15

non-recreational purpose.  So, putting a library is defined 16

as a non-recreational purpose in the General Plan.  Putting 17

a library on there is going to cause all kinds of problems, 18

so I do hope that the EIR is revised to address some of the 19

issues that have been raised tonight. Thank you. 20

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  Thank you. 21

MS. HURGATE [phon.]:  Good evening, Planning 22

Commission.  My name is Abby Hurgate [phon].  I am a 23-year23

resident of North Beach and a teacher at a Pre-K through 8th24

grade school in North Beach.  The opportunity for a new 25
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library has really been a rallying cause at our school, so 1

please picture next to me at least 200 parents and 200 2

children in their pajamas standing next to me.  I have been 3

involved in this project since my son was six-years-old, he 4

is now 13.  I have felt very involved and very informed 5

about this project.  I have been to meetings, presentations, 6

brainstorms, at the library, at the clubhouse, on the 7

playground, and even at my school.  I’ve watched the street 8

closing, I’ve studied the plans, and I also can honestly say 9

I read the EIR online.  So, I feel that this EIR well 10

documents our neighborhoods urgent need for more park space 11

and a new library.  The EIR also documents that this elegant 12

and efficient solution was developed with enthusiastic 13

seven-year long community involvement.  Please support the 14

EIR and make our involvement worthwhile and meaningful.15

Thank you. 16

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  Thank you.  Is there additional 17

public comment on this item? 18

MS. MAUNEY-BRODEK:  Good evening, Commissioners.19

I am Karen Mauney-Brodek.  I am a Planner with the Planning 20

Division of the Recreation and Parks Department, and I just 21

want to add my comments to the comments you heard earlier 22

from Dawn Kamalanathan from the Department.  One of the 23

things I really am pleased about the EIR is it does study 24

the potential historic impacts, open space, and recreational 25
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resources, traffic impacts, views, and aesthetics.  The site 1

is a very complicated project, but I am very pleased with 2

the EIR, which took a long time to put together; the 3

Planning Department did a very good and thorough job, in my 4

opinion.5

Again, you know, the North Beach-Chinatown6

neighborhood lacks open space, that is one of the really 7

important things about this plan.  And I just wanted to 8

mention, one of the things that people are referring to is 9

that there was a two-month – six weeks or two months, I 10

actually can’t remember off the top of my head – closure of 11

Mason Street.  I don’t know if a few of you had a chance to 12

witness that, but it was a really interesting project, a lot 13

of the community came and worked to build that together, and 14

that was, I think, one of the best ways to really study the 15

impacts, and I think it allowed us to really do that in a16

thorough way in the Environmental Impact Report.17

I also did just want to quickly just show you a 18

couple of images because they mean a lot to me, here, as you 19

can see, is the current layout of the park, and one of the 20

things that we have challenges with as a department, which 21

this EIR addresses and discusses, is that the park is 22

currently on a few different levels, right now the tennis 23

court is at this level with a pool and clubhouse, the 24

playground is on a separate level, and then the hardscaped 25

G-1

G-1
cont.



CALIFORNIA REPORTING LLC
52 Longwood Drive, San Rafael, CA  94901  (415) 457-4417

area is separate and everything is divided by fences and you 1

can’t actually pass through the site.  The new plan, the 2

Master Plan, that has been evaluated in the EIR before you, 3

it allows some of the things that actually people have 4

talked about here today – safety and visibility, by putting 5

all the facilities on one level, someone is able to actually 6

have children play on the playground, the tennis courts, the 7

ball field, the softball field, the basketball courts, we 8

got a couple additional basketball courts, and the library 9

and everything is visible and it is much more open.  That is 10

one of the things the EIR talks about, but I think it’s 11

something that a lot of the people here have also 12

contributed a lot to during this Master Planning, how 13

important those safety and those visibility questions are.14

So, again, I encourage you to support the EIR, to find it 15

complete and accurate.  I believe it has been extensively 16

studied, many many of the aspects of this project, and I 17

appreciate your time this evening, and I appreciate the 18

Commissioner President, that you allow the parents to speak 19

at the beginning, it is a very big challenge for families to 20

be here this late.  I appreciate that.  Thank you. 21

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  Thank you.  Is there additional 22

public comment on this item?  If not, public comment is 23

closed.  Director Rahaim. 24

MR. RAHAIM:  Thank you.  If you will forgive the 25
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brief digression, I am pleased to report that the Giants 1

beat Atlanta 1 to nothing.  [Applause]  And directly 2

following that, Commissioner Antonini.3

COMMISSIONER ANTONINI:  Okay, keeping it on a 4

baseball theme, you know, I think a lot of what the EIR did 5

looks good.  One thing that does concern me is having enough 6

room for baseball, and everyone has mentioned that Joe and 7

Vince and Don grew up there and a lot of other great 8

baseball players playing on that very playground, we’ve got 9

to make sure, however, this is reconfigured, that if it is 10

reconfigured, that the ability to play baseball, which a lot 11

of guys do, is still able to be done.  Another little 12

digression is, I grew up in the ‘50s, and this is just a 13

personal opinion, but great music, lousy architecture, but, 14

you know, that’s just the way I feel about it.  But the one 15

thing you want to do, no matter how you do this, is you want 16

to make sure that, if you do have a replacement structure, 17

that you don’t replace the structure with bad architecture 18

in the 21st Century.  I’m not saying that’s it, that is 19

something we can work through as we go through this thing, 20

because right now we’re looking at the EIR, not necessarily 21

looking at the design of the new building, which can be 22

worked on if that is what is decided.23

A couple other things that were brought up, there 24

was a question about, you know, I remember being here when 25
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we approved the condominiums on the triangle and then you 1

know, it was overturned, and then it was seized by eminent 2

domain, and I’m glad to hear that the process did get seized 3

and there was some funding approved, and I guess what we’re 4

going to have to figure out is, is it appropriate that the 5

parkland that is being provided is not necessarily on the 6

triangle, but if the library is on the triangle and you end 7

up netting out that parkland in between the street and where 8

the library was, I would say that probably works for me if 9

it makes for a better playground and everything flows, so, I 10

mean, but that is something we would have to get an opinion 11

on, probably, from maybe the City Attorney or whatever, get 12

some kind of a decision as to whether that is appropriate.13

But, you know, I think from what I’ve seen so far, and 14

there’s a long ways to go on this, and there will be 15

Comments and Responses, but I’m really excited this is 16

moving forward and we’re going to end up with either some 17

sort of new or rebuilt library that’s going to be a lot 18

better than what we had, and I’m kind of leaning towards the 19

idea as was expressed in the ‘50s in that letter I looked 20

at, that we might be better off with the library in the 21

corner, rather than in the middle of the park, and leave 22

more space for park activities.  But that’s something that 23

we’ll be looking at in the next months to come.24

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  Yeah, I was also interested in 25
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hearing about Mayor Christopher’s 1956 letter, I found that 1

very interesting and somewhat telling.  The concept from 2

ROSE, the Recreation and Open Space Element of the City’s 3

General Plan, I’m actually quite familiar with because I 4

served on and for several years chaired the Recreation and 5

Open Space Advisory Committee.  And indeed, North Beach was 6

then 10-12 years ago when I served there, as it is now, 7

designated officially in the City as a high needs area.  So, 8

the concept of additional recreation and park space is very 9

telling and very apt in this area, without question.  The 10

larger library, I don’t think anyone questions, let alone a 11

new configuration.  I was involved in two library renovation 12

projects, the Richmond Branch and the Anza Branch – Richmond13

is finished, Anza is in progress – as well as the Potrero 14

Hill Branch, which is finished and gorgeous.  I am not a 15

Historic Preservationist expert by any manner or means, I 16

have taken a look at, very purposefully because of this, of 17

the various Appleton Wolford branches.  In my non-18

professional opinion, this is perhaps the least of their 19

efforts that is still remaining, not everything the best of 20

international architects does is necessarily worth saving 21

for posterity.  I think the alternatives have been well 22

studied.  In spite of what we do, my estimation on traffic 23

studies, of running the figures and everything else, I think 24

the several month closure of Mason Street – and I viewed it 25
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a couple of times, in particularly, because I wanted to see 1

what would happen at various times of the day – seemed to 2

have no impact, in my opinion, on that area, and I think 3

that was pretty much the conclusion that was reached, is far 4

better, the type of traffic study I would like to look at, 5

than running a bunch of assumed figures.  I do feel that the 6

EIR is adequate.  I feel that it is complete.  And that’s 7

the end of my comments. Commissioner Moore. 8

COMMISSIONER MOORE:  Talking about the EIR, I 9

found the EIR interesting and quite thorough.  There is one 10

area where I feel it lacks a level of disclosure.  I would 11

ask that be provided, and that is a more three-dimensional12

depiction of the spatial variations on all of the schemes.13

There is obviously, which is harder to depict, is the level 14

differences on the playgrounds, which currently operates in 15

a very architectural way with little retaining walls, etc., 16

as that is being changed, I would like to see that as a new 17

plane of operation and how it deals with the surrounding 18

weights of the streets – that side is not a level side, so 19

how did you do that?  Are you operating on a partially 20

tilted plane?  And what does it really mean, even in the 21

alternatives, to look at the massing of the building as it 22

moves through the different schemes?  I find the EIR too 23

diagrammatic, it speaks about three-dimensionality, but it 24

doesn’t really show what it really means, and I believe it’s 25
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necessary for disclosure when people look at this EIR to 1

understand that really, more visually.  I will probably have 2

some other comments, but I will submit them by the time 3

specified here in the Draft EIR. 4

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  Commissioner Borden. 5

COMMISSIONER BORDEN:  I also, too, wanted to say 6

that I thought the EIR is adequate and accurate, and I 7

actually wanted to add that the findings about the closure 8

on Mason Street seem to be consistent with what we found in 9

closing other streets with the parks, the pavement program, 10

it just shows, I mean, that is the direction that we are 11

moving into, and the data from here is very consistent data 12

that we found in other instances where we’ve closed streets.13

So it actually further validates the accuracy of this 14

information for me.15

PRESIDENT MIGUEL:  I think this hearing is closed.16

I believe the comments are due to the Department until the 17

close of business on the 12th of this month.  If you have 18

anything further in writing you would like to submit right 19

now, you may give those to the Secretary; if not, you may 20

submit them until the close of business on the 12th to the 21

Department.  And with that, this hearing is closed.22

[Public Hearing Adjourned at 9:20 p.m.]23

24
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WHAT DO THESE POLES MEAN? 
These three “story poles” show the location and height of the proposed new North 
Beach Branch Library. Though not required, the San Francisco Public Library and 
the Department of Public Works erected these temporary poles at the request of 
community members. They will be removed by 9/27/09 when Mason St. reopens. 

 

THE POLES ONLY TELL PART OF THE STORY 
The new library is part of a proposed expanded, redesigned park for the North 
Beach community. When the existing library is torn down, views will be opened up 
to Coit Tower, Sts. Peter & Paul spires and the Transamerica pyramid. The future 
expanded park will be more open, sunny, and unified. See sfpl.org/blip for details. 
   

 
 

For more information, contact:  Branch Library Improvement Program at 415‐557‐4354 
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Ms. Vedica Pun, President 
Telegraph Hill Dwellers 
P.O. Box 330159 
San Francisco, CA 94133 

DEPARTMENT 

1650 Mission St. 
Suite 400 
San Francisco, 
CA 94103-2479 

Reception: 

415.558.6378 

Fax: 

415.558.6409 

Planning 

RE: 	Temporary Mason Street Closure and North Beach Public Library and Joe DiMaggio Information: 

Playground Master Plan EIR, Case No. 2008.0968E 	 415.558.6377 

Dear Ms. Purl: 

Thank you for your letters dated July 6, 2009 and July 29, 2009 on behalf of the Telegraph 
Hill Dwellers (THD) highlighting your specific requests pertaining to the temporary closure of 
Mason Street. This letter provides the Planning Department’s responses to the issues raised 
in those letters. 

As you are aware, the trial closure will provide data to inform the transportation study being 
prepared as part of the analysis that will be included in the Draft Environmental Report 
(DEIR) for the proposed North Beach Public Library and Joe DiMaggio Master Plan project. 
The Planning Department anticipates the release of a DEIR in early 2010. 

In addition to the project’s environmental review, this project will require other Planning 
approvals, anticipated to include Conditional Use authorization, a recommendation related to 
the rezoning of the triangular parcel from NCD to P, approval of the proposed Mason Street 
vacation, and issuance of General Plan conformity findings. As the project sponsors have 
not yet submitted their applications for the other project entitlements, the Department has to 
date primarily focused on the environmental review of the proposed project. This letter’s 
responses to the concerns raised in the THD letters reflect the City’s current environmental 
review process. 

TRIAL CLOSURE OF MASON STREET 

In your July 6, 2009 letter, you requested that the trial closure of Mason Street incorporate 
specific elements, each of which are discussed below. 

(1) Simulate the actual conditions of the proposed Triangle Library and the Mason 
Street Closure, including the construction that would occur within Mason 
Street. 

For purposes of environmental review, the Planning Department does not require 
installation of visual simulations of the proposed library. 



As indicated in the Notice of Preparation (NOP) of an Environmental Impact Report 
for the North Beach Public Library and Joe DiMaggio Playground Master Plan Project 
issued by the Planning Department on April 29, 2009, the NOP/Initial Study 
determined that the proposed project’s aesthetic effects could "potentially affect the 
environment." 

The Initial Study Checklist points out that the project could potentially "have an 
adverse effect on a scenic vista; substantially damage scenic resources, including 
but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and other features of the built or natural 
environment which contribute to a scenic public setting; and substantially degrade the 
existing visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings." These are the 
significance criteria the Planning Department uses to evaluate potential aesthetic 
impacts during the environmental review process. 

The forthcoming EIR will examine the proposed project in that light. The EIR analysis 
will evaluate the change to the local physical setting resulting from the project in its 
entirety - demolition of the existing branch building, closure of Mason Street, 
construction of the proposed library on the triangular parcel as well as 
implementation of the long-term aspects of the Joe DiMaggio Playground Master 
Plan components. 

The EIR will include computer-generated simulations that aid in visualizing aesthetic 
changes at the site and in its surroundings. These simulations will demonstrate 
aesthetic changes from key vantage points that are publicly accessible in the vicinity 
of the project site. The simulations are being prepared by an independent consultant 
based on information provided by the project architects and subject to Planning 
Department input. The visual simulations satisfy the Planning Department’s 
requirement under the California Environmental Quality Act to determine whether the 
proposed project would result in significant aesthetic effects. 

(2) Install "Story Poles" to accurately depict the footprint and height of the 
proposed Triangle Library - which would extend approximately 24 feet into the 
Mason Street right-of-way and have heights in the range of 30 feet. 

As indicated above, an analysis of visual and aesthetic impacts will be provided in the 
project’s forthcoming EIR. It is not and has not been the practice of the Planning 
Department to require the installation of story poles as part of the environmental 
review process. Story poles are not necessary for the Department to accurately 
assess the impacts of the project on aesthetics as well as other environmental topics, 
such as land use, shadow and wind. 

I want to clarify that the project sponsor may choose to install story poles at their 
discretion. We do not believe the poles are necessary to understand the 
environmental impacts of the project. 
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(3) Simulate the impacts on public view corridors from each direction, as well as 
light and shadows, and sight lines for drivers, pedestrians and cable car riders. 
Simulate the potential impacts on pedestrian safety and traffic impacts upon 

adjacent streets and businesses. 

As mentioned in the response to the first concern, the EIR will include several visual 
simulations that will illustrate the extent of visual change the project would have on its 
site and its surroundings, as well as to publicly accessible views from streets in the 
project vicinity. 

As indicated in the NOP, the EIR will also include an analysis of the project’s shadow 
effects that will be supported by computer-generated graphics illustrating where 
existing shadows would be eliminated (due to demolition of the existing branch 
building) and new shadows created (due to construction of the proposed library). 

The transportation study being prepared for the EIR will analyze potential pedestrian 
safety and traffic impacts associated with the proposed closure of Mason Street and 
the altered physical configuration of the site. The EIR also will evaluate whether the 
project would "substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp 
curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses." 

(4) Tag all trees to be removed or endangered. 

It not Planning Department policy to require applicants to tag existing trees for 
removal. Existing procedures, described below, are adequate in the Department’s 
assessment of impacts to biological, visual and cultural/historical resources with 
respect to the potential loss of trees. 

Depending on the location and jurisdictional control of the trees, the Planning 
Department relies on procedures dealing with tree removal and protection set forth in 
Article 16 of the San Francisco Public Works Code. With the exception of landmark 
trees, trees on Recreation and Park Commission jurisdictional property are not 
subject to the Public Works Code provisions. The NOP/Initial Study indicates the 
number and type of trees that may be affected by the proposed project, which 
includes 5 trees along the Columbus Avenue sidewalk and 4 conifers along the 
existing library wall (in Phase I) and up to 14 trees in the children’s play area during 
the project’s latter phase. The Initial Study identifies measures to ensure that tree 
removal would minimize impacts on protected birds. 

Additionally, to the extent that trees proposed for removal are defined as street trees 
or "significant" trees under the Public Works Code, the applicant would be required to 
obtain a tree removal permit from the Department of Public Works before the 
Planning Department permit(s) are issued. 

(5) Post signs explaining the purpose of the street closure, including public 
notifications, test parameters and opportunities for public comment. 
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Regarding the request for temporary street closure, a duly noticed meeting was held 
at the Interdepartmental Staff Committee on Traffic and Transportation (ISCOTT) 
prior to granting approval for the closure. The temporary closure of Mason Street was 
an item on the July 9, 2009 calendar and was noticed in accordance with the San 
Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency procedures. 

In addition, the project sponsors sent notifications to residents within 300 feet of the 
site, contacted local businesses and interested parties, as well as posted placards on 
the subject property and light standards along the perimeter of the project site that 
indicates the purpose of the closure, dates of the temporary street closure as well as 
contact information for persons seeking additional information. 

The Planning Department understands that the Branch Library Improvement 
Program and Recreation and Parks Department are preparing informational placards 
and signage related to the proposed master plan for display in the existing library and 
in publicly accessible areas of the Mason Street right-of-way during the temporary 

closure. 

The permanent closure and vacation of Mason Street is described in the NOP as part 
of the overall project description for the project. A notice of availability of the Initial 
Study was sent out to residents within 300 feet of the project site and neighborhood 
groups and interested parties in the project vicinity. Opportunities for public comment 
on that or any other aspect of the project are available as part of the Draft and Final 
EIR hearings before the Planning Commission, Conditional Use hearing at the 
Planning Commission and street vacation/rezoning hearings before the Board of 

Supervisors. 

LONG HISTORY WITH TRIANGULAR SITE 

The Planning Department acknowledges the long land use history of the triangular parcel as 
stated by THD. Regarding the issues of open space and historic preservation, the project’s 
forthcoming EIR will include alternatives to the proposed project that address open space 
uses on the triangle parcel as well as several alternatives that examine historic preservation, 

reuse and expansion of the existing branch library building. 

FUNDAMENTAL PLANNING PRECEPTS 

The comment related to fundamental planning precepts and General Plan policies is noted. 
For the purposes of environmental review, the Draft EIR will identify potential conflicts with 
General Plan policies that relate to environmental issues, and such conflicts will be taken 
into consideration within the Draft EIR ’s impact analyses and findings. 

As you know, the General Plan consists of many policies, often conflicting and competing, 
that the decisionmakers balance as part of the consideration of the merits of the project. As 
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the project’s entitlement applications undergo staff review, the Department will begin this 

aspect of the analytical process and ultimately make a recommendation to the Planning 

Commission as part of its decision on the project. 

The Department will comprehensively review pertinent General Plan policies, including the 

eight priority findings as they relate to the proposed project. An analysis of General Plan 

conformity will be included in a staff report to the Planning Commission and Board of 

Supervisors in support of the Department’s recommendation of whether to approve, modify 

or deny the project or certain elements thereof. 

If you have questions regarding the environmental review of the proposed project, please 

contact Michael Jacinto at 415.575.9033. Questions concerning the merits of the project and 

project entitlements may be directed to Tim Frye at 415.575.6822. 

Sinterely, 

J0 Ra aim 

Lt1ctor of Planning 

cc: 	Bill Wycko, ERO, Planning Department 

Michael Jacinto, Planning Department 

David Alumbaugh, Planning Department 

Mark Luellen, Planning Department 

Tim Frye, Planning Department 

Lena Chen, Department of Public Works 

Brian Bannon, Branch Library Improvement Program 

Mindy Linetzky, Branch Library Improvement Program 

Karen Mauney-Brodek, Recreation and Parks Department 

President David Chiu, Board of Supervisors 

Luis Herrera, City Librarian 

Phil Ginsburg, Director, Recreation and Parks 

Jerry Robbins, MTA/ISCOTT 

Cindy Shamban, MTAIISCOTT 

Planning Commission 

Historic Preservation Commission 

Recreation and Parks Commission 
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~
BRANCH LIBRARY
IMPRúvrM~NI PROGRAM

City & County of San Francisco
Branch Library Improvement Program

Gavin Newsom. Mayor
Luis Herrera. City Librarian

Edward 0 Reiskin. Director of Public Works

August 31. 2009

Brett Bollinger
Department of City Planning
1650 Mission Street. 4tr Floor
San Francisco. CA 94103

Subject: North Beach Branch Library
Story poles

Dear Mr. Bollinger:

The San Francisco Public Library. Recreation and Park Department, and Department of Public
Works have been working together to develop a plan for a new North Beach Branch Library
located at 701 Lombard Street. In order to help the community visualíze the size and location of
the proposed new library, we would like to erect three story poles on the site marking the
proposed corners of the building. These poles would be installed on a temporary basis and will
be removed by September 27,2009.

At this time we are requesting environmental clearance in order to erect temporary story poles
near the lot of 701 Lombard Street.

We appreciate your consideration of our project. If you have any additional questions, I can be
reached at (415) 557-4354.

Sincerely,

~ )t~3~
Mindy Linetzky
Bond Program Administrator
Branch Library Improvement Program
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Cc: Ed Reiskin, Director, DPW

Luis Herrera, City Librarian
Michael Jacinto, SF Planning Department
Karen Mauney-Brodek, Recreation & Parks Department

-




