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end of the time that you speak, then, any questions that
we can, we'll forward to the panel

If the questions are -- we want to answer as
many as we can, but if they're too technical or too
detai l ed, then you can know that they'll be answered in
the final environmental document. But the ones that are
fairly straightforward we'll try to work through tonight
so we can clear up as many questions as you have.

And then after that, if the -- if you have a
clarifying cooment after the panel questions, we'll give
you a mnute just for a clarifying comment. W would
ask that no tine slots will be yielded or traded.

Pl ease don't interrupt the speakers with side
conversations or applause. W want to be able to hear
everybody. And please turn off those cell phones and
beepers. W don't want to be too draconian here, but we
do want to get through and hear from everybody. And we
appreci ate your cooperation. And let's get some speaker
cards up here, please.

Just raise your hand, and we'll be glad to --
Okay. Well, we'll start out with the first two, and
I"1l check back in a few m nutes.

Patri cia Vaughey?

PATRI CI A VAUGHEY: (Good eveni ng.
KAY WLSON: Good eveni ng.

30
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PATRI Cl A VAUGHEY: Patrici a Vaughey for the Cow

Hol | ow Nei ghbor hood Merchants.

There were two slides back on No. 5 concerning
Marina Boul evard's entrance. And | want to make a
statement, first, that our association has a stand that
we all have to share the burden in the greater
nei ghbor hood and that all of us are going to have to
share some of this traffic.

But there are two slides that Gary produced.
One of them he says that Doyle Drive was one third on
Marina Boul evard and two thirds on Lonbard. And yet the
next slide, it says 22 percent on Lonbard. And Gary
said that's 2 percent. And it's actually 11

My questionis, is this -- is what studies did
you do with this transportation analysis for your nodel,
and what was the mathematical principle behind it? 1've
asked this question several tines, and no one can seem
to answer it.

At the time the stop signs were put on Marina
Boul evard, Lonbard was at 98 percent. And then when the
stop signs went up, it went up to 104 percent. Then,
after the dot comboom it went down to 96 percent, and
nowit's up to alnost 99 percent. Wth 11 percent
i ncrease, not counting the projected 25,000 by 2030, we

are going to be approximately 110 percent over maxi mum
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capacity. What mitigations do you have for this? W
al ready have Greenw ch, Filbert, Chestnut, Al hanbra,
Franci sco being inundated with people that want to get
of f of Richardson and divert throughout our

nei ghbor hoods. Marina Boul evard, after the stop signs
went up, on Baker they put a "no right-hand turn."” So
now the cars are going up Scott.

My question is, is what mtigations are you
going to do to help the entire nei ghborhood on this, and
how can you rationalize diverting sone traffic fromone
nei ghbor hood to another so close together? And that's
ny big problem

My next problemon this is, the section near
Lyon and Bay, the dianond portion and the circle
portion, not the highway part, but the part that goes
into the Palace of Fine Arts, there's sone great inpacts
on the neighbors. Ckay?

And | want to know if there is any way we can
get that mathematical principle behind that study,
because | think you're a little bit off on sone of it.
And 1'd |like to be able to have a | ook at that
mat hemati cal principle nyself.

Thank you.

KAY WLSON: Patricia, you' ve asked some neaty

questions. Let nme summarize a couple of themfor the

32

1485 of 539

2

cont



© 00 N oo o~ w N P

N NN N NN P PP PP P P P PP
g N W N P O © 0O N O U A W N P O

traffic fol ks and see how t hey do.
What studies were done as far as the
transportation nodel, and what were the mathenmati cal

principles behind that?

W'l start with that, and then I'll go to the
ot her two.
Joe?
JOE STORY: | guess it's a Joe question.
KAY WLSON: | think so

JOE STORY: Thanks.

Actual ly, the traffic analysis was done in two
different -- with two different steps. The first step
is to look at the forecast on what's supposed to happen
by 2030. And that part of it was handled by the
Authority staff thenmselves. And of course, with Doyle
Drive as an existing roadway -- and we certainly have a
no-build condition -- we needed to see how traffic
vol umes woul d actual ly change by 2030.

The way that the TA does this is, they have
what's called a nultinodal regional traffic nodel that
it's built that is designed to sinulate traffic behavior
characteristics across the entire Bay Area. |It's
specifically focused in the city of San Franci sco.

And that focus actually |ooks at the travel

speeds and the travel tines of each length of every city
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street in the entirety of San Francisco. That -- when
you get outside of the city, the other regions are
represented by the portion of the nodel that replicates
what's done by MIC, or Metropolitan regional [sic]

conmmi ssion at the regional level. And that allows for
the forecast to be technically consistent with FHM
standards for doing projections.

But a nore specific answer to Pat's question
is, the volunmes are a result of traffic speeds. And the
nodel has what's called an "equilibrium assi gnnment."

So between any two points or any two districts
in the nodel, it |ooks at the mnimumtravel -time paths
and | ooks at several different paths and assigned
probabilities to each of those paths so that what ends
up happening i s, sone people may choose to go from
Downt own to Marin County via Marina, and sone of those
peopl e may choose to go from Downtown to Marin County
vi a Lonmbard.

And the probabilities are directly related to
what is the travel tine on each of those paths. Then
t he nodel has what | would call a feedback mechani sm
that the higher the traffic volunes get, the nodel then
begins to say, "Wll, the road can't handle this nuch
traffic. It's going to get slower and slower."

And also there's this rel ationship between the
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t heoretical capacity, the carrying capacity of the
roadway, and the actual speeds that are achi eved on the
r oadway.

KAY WLSON: Ckay. A couple of followons: Wat
mtigati ons have we proposed to address traffic issues?
And how can you rationalize diverting traffic from one
nei ghbor hood to anot her?

JOE STORY: That's certainly an interesting
question. | would begin by saying it's al nost a
chi cken-or-egg question. And the reason | say that is
because the alternatives were designed, and then the
qguestion cane up whether or not the alternatives woul d
create significantly nore or |less problens on the
adj acent roadways.

And while we did identify sone percentage
changes between the alternatives, in the aggregate, the
alternatives did not have what | would call a fatal flaw
internms of significantly making a negative result
happen. One of the reasons for that is, as Gary said in
his presentation, is nost of the traffic increase is in
t he non-peak direction rather than in the peak
direction.

KAY WLSON: Patricia, do have a foll ow-on coment
or question?

PATRI Cl A VAUGHEY: No one seens to be able to tel
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me what the principles behind this nodel are. And ny
only question on that is, the studies were based on
2000. And we're at 2006 right now. And we had a great
i ncrease before Lucas, and now we have a great increase
after Lucas.

And |I'mjust wondering, for the greater
nei ghborhood, if we're not being nore cautious -- |
think we can do a better job. | think I |ike what we've
done. | amon the citizens advisory conmmttee.

But we've got to |l ook into these issues because
the side streets of all of Scott, from Marina Boul evard
on up, as well as the side streets of G eenw ch and
Filbert, are getting inundated with diverted traffic.

And this isn't fair to the entire neighborhood. Thank

you.
KAY WLSON: Thank you very nuch
Jacki e Sachs is our next speaker, please.
JACKI E SACHS: Good evening, Panel. [|'malso on
the citizens advisory conmttee. | have a few questions

regarding transportation and traffic.

First of all, regarding traffic, near the
Pal ace of Fine Arts, howw |l this construction inpact
t he parking at the Pal ace of Fine Arts? -- for the
sinple reason that you will not only have peopl e taking

public transit, you will have tour buses, you will have
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cabs wanting to drop people off and pick people up, you
will have MWV vans with senior and disabl ed individuals.
You m ght even have sone handi capped buses, bus | oads of

peopl e that are handi capped

And | was just wondering, howw Il this new --
howwill the -- will there be enough -- and you may even
have linousines as well. Howw Il all of this inpact

t he parking at the Pal ace of Fine Arts? That's question
nunber one.

Question nunber two, as you know, there are
currently two bus lines that go through the Presidio,
the 28 and the 43. Once the construction is started,
how are you going to re-route those buses, and what are
you going to do with the 18-wheelers that get off the
Gol den Gate Bridge, and they want to go down to the
Marina? How in the world -- how -- they'Il have to go
down -- they may have to -- how are you going to
acconmodat e those 18-wheel ers that have to make
deliveries down at the Marina? And that's about it.

KAY WLSON: Ckay. Thank you. First question is
for traffic near the Pal ace of Fine Arts, how w ||
construction inpact parking at the Pal ace?

GARY KENNERLEY: \What we're | ooking at doing there,
for during the construction period, we've been working

with the Presidio Trust on the parking study; we had to
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analyze. There will be sonme |esser parking in that
area. W're looking at -- working with the Presidio
Trust with their spaces, to manage it. The Pal ace of
Fine Arts, specifically we're |ooking at, if necessary,
provi ding shuttle buses to other areas of parking to
mai ntai n that access.

KAY WLSON: The second question -- and | don't
know i f we have this one available tonight -- bus |ines,
how will buses be rerouted, and what about 18-wheel ers?
Are we at that level of detail yet?

JOE STORY: | can address the bus issue.

KAY WLSON: Ckay. Thank you

JOE STORY: But not the 18-wheeler issue. That's
probably a Gary issue.

KAY WLSON:  Ckay.

JOE STORY: Because this is a design study and it's
not a transit routing study, we are not at liberty to
redirect |local bus routes within San Francisco. So we
basi cally have assunmed that the |ocal routes would
generally follow the paths that they do today.

Having said that, we did relocate the bus stops
in the Parkway alternatives and -- at the intersection
of Francisco, north of Ri chardson -- and created enough
roomfor the buses to pull out of the line of traffic,

in closer to the Palace of Fine Arts fromwhere the
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current Richardson stops are today.

But we did not reroute the 43. That's a
deci sion that Mini would make thensel ves. But that
woul d affect the 28.

JACKI E SACHS: Wsat about the followup to that?
VWhat about the transit hub that they're planning on
putting into the Presidio? Wuld the construction in
any way affect the transit hub that they want to put
near where Letterman -- well, where Lucas is now?

JOE STORY: As | understand it, the transit hub is
not part of the scope of these alternatives. So it's
actually not in the right-of-way of the Doyle Drive
corridor as it is. There is going to be enough room for
t hese stops on Richardson that will be able to
accommopdat e the buses, as | nentioned earlier.

KAY WLSON: Thank you, Jackie. And we'll have to
answer that other one in the final analysis.

JACKI E SACHS: Thank you.

KAY WLSON: Thank you very nuch

Any ot her yellow cards, please? W'd love to
hear from sone nore people. |If you don't have a yell ow
card, raise your hand, and Lauren will bring you one.

Do you have a card?

MALE I N AUDIENCE: No, | don't.

KAY WLSON:. Ch, well, we'll get you one. That's
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easy.
Rai se your hand if you would Iike a yellow
card, and we'll run them around.
Ckay. Are you ready to come on up?
RI CHARD COVERT: My nane is Richard Covert. |'ma

| ong-tine resident of San Francisco and a forner
assistant chief counsel of Cal Trans legal. And | was
retired, but | had occasion to have been interested in
some Doyle Drive litigation.

But | have a question, a specific question
about the land-use alternatives on Page 11 on your
handout, for Alternative 5, the Parkway. And under the
tenporary inpacts, it's got, "Construction staging wll
require use of the parking |lot at the Post Exchange."
And that's now, | believe, a Sports Basenent.

So as | understand it, under Alternative 2, you
woul d be putting that Sports Basenent tenporarily out of
busi ness for an extended period of time during
construction, which would obviously have an inpact on
revenues to the Cty.

On the other hand, Alternative 2, which is to
Repl ace and Wden, has significantly |less construction
costs than Alternative 5, for obvious reasons. You'd
have it two tinmes. So that would obviously increase

construction costs of the Parkway over the
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Al ternative 2.

My specific question is, what analysis -- and |
al so note under the Parkway alternative, you' re not
going to be inpacting the Sports Basenent during
construction. So it could stay open. So we don't have
t hat severe inpact, econom c inpact, on the Presidio
under the Parkway alternative that you do under
Al ternative 2.

And |' m wondering what specific studies have
been made in right-of-way costs, which it would appear
you woul d have under the Parkway al ternative because you
don't have to close the Sports Basenent, which | woul d
t hi nk woul d generate a very significant revenue for the
Presidio. Under that Parkway alternative, you don't
have to close it up, whereas under Alternative 2, you do
have to close it up

KAY WLSON: Ckay. Gary, do you have any input on
t hat ?

GARY KENNERLEY: Very quickly. One thing, al
alternatives will actually be using a portion of that
parking | ot for staging. However, that parking |ot has
greater capacity than the Sports Basenent actually
needs. So the detour alternative under Alternative 2
woul d actually require the renoval of that buil ding;

otherwise it could stay in operation.
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RI CHARD COVERT: | wasn't calling on the detour so
much as on the -- the way | read this, and this is on
Page 11, is even without the detour, you're going to
have -- under Alternative 2, you're going to have
construction staging that's going to take out that
parking | ot for significant periods of time, which
woul d, obviously, affect the liability.

GARY KENNERLEY: As | say, it wuldn't take out the
whol e parking lot. It would | eave enough. But
basically, to answer your question on the right-of-way,
general ly we have taken square footage of buil dings,
typically projected in-line, sort of building-use work
in the Presidio, and applied typical commercial rates to
t hose square footages to generate antici pated
right-of-way costs.

Rl CHARD COVERT: Thank you

KAY WLSON: Thank you. Any nore yellow cards?

W'l | collect that one.
And Lew s?
LEWS LEM Hi. | just have a quick question. [|I'm
Lewis Lem | work for AAA of Northern California. |

was just starting to | ook at the docunents, but | have
one question just about the data on the highway safety
and | evel of service, and as sonebody famliar with

that, just a very sinple question. Mybe not too
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sinple; we'll see.

As | read it, basically, on the highway
segnents between -- conparing between Replace and W den
and t he Parkway options, other than Ri chardson, there's
really no difference in |level of service. There's
difference in volunmes of traffic carried. That's what
it appears to be. But it doesn't |ook like, other than
Ri chardson, the level of service for the segnents of the
hi ghway are any different with this scenario, Replace
and Wden --

KAY WLSON: Can you confirmthat, Joe?

JOE STORY: | don't have the -- | don't have the
tables in front of ne, so | couldn't say exactly what it
says.

I wll say that the term"level of service" is
a qualitative termthat's based on sone quantitative
analysis. | would expect |evel of service is based upon
the density of traffic, whichis, if you -- how many --
how cl ose together are the cars, how tightly packed or
| oosely packed in are they? And it's created |ike your
school report cards: A, is very little congestion, and
F is over-saturation

Havi ng said that, because it is a replacenent
project, fromthe no-project to the project, we're

essentially |ooking at carrying, roughly, about the sane
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amounts of traffic. There may be nuances wi thin that
traffic of 100 vehicles or 200 vehicles that m ght
change a letter here or there just because of where the
line is drawmn when we cal cul ate things.
But certainly the whole project as a
repl acenent project does not create a major regional
attractiveness to the roadway or away fromthe roadway.
LEWS LEM |Is there a way we can just check and
get an answer?
KAY WLSON: Yes. Maybe after the neeting, we can
get the docunent out and go over the tables.
LEWS LEM | just think that's a relatively
i mportant question when you're conparing the Replace and
Wden with the Parkway. Basically, as | read it, other
than Ri chardson, there's no difference in terns of the
| evel of service. But | wouldn't presume to have the
answer to that question because | could be wrong.
JOE STORY: | would need to check the technical
reports one nore tinme.
KAY WLSON: Ckay. Thank you
The next yellow card that's been submtted is
by Jan Blum And she's asked that | read these
comment s:
"How far off the ground will the Parkway be in

el evation to the marsh expansi on area?" Gary?
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GARY KENNERLEY: O f the existing ground?

KAY WLSON: Yes, that would be ny guess.

GARY KENNERLEY: Basically, it would vary from
pretty nmuch being -- as it conmes out of the Miin Post
tunnel, it will be pretty nuch at-grade. And as it goes
over where the Hall eck Street connection would be, it
woul d be about three neters -- ten feet above the
exi sting ground.

KAY WLSON: And then the next few questions
believe pertain to the height of the Parkway:

"What is the maxi mum height in feet? Wat is
the m ni mum height in feet?"

GARY KENNERLEY: The mininumis zero. Wen you say
"height in feet," again, | would assune -- are we
tal ki ng height off the ground, or absolute --

KAY WLSON:  Yes. |I'magetting a nod "yes."

GARY KENNERLEY: At the high viaduct, it is
approxi mately about 35 neters above -- it's the sane
pl ace as the existing structure is, about 35 neters off
t he ground.

KAY WLSON: And in feet?

GARY KENNERLEY: Which is about 100 feet.

KAY WLSON: Thank you. Okay.

M chael Levin?

And pl ease raise your hand if you' ve got some
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nore yell ow cards to give us.

M CHAEL LEVIN: Thank you. [|'m Mchael Levin. [|I'm
not too well prepared for this, but you' re soliciting
comments, so | thought, well, why not. And | have a | ot
of reading to do. | know we're supposed to be
commenting on the thoroughness of the Draft EIR EI'S, but
maybe my questions are at |east partly answered in the
report.

But first of all, you nmentioned that a few
historic buildings that, in the case of Alternative 2,
woul d have to be tenporarily relocated and, in the case
of Alternative 5, the Parkway, would be lost, as |
understand it. Again, | don't know if there's nore
t hor ough di scussi on on exactly what these are in the
report, but maybe you coul d say sonething nore about
that, what these buildings are, their significance.

There are a ot of historic structures in the
Presidio. And I think every one of them should be
treasured. That's why they were designated historic
structures.

But on the other hand, maybe the | oss woul d be
mtigated by the benefit of this new parkway. As
someone who's lived here all ny life, is very used to
Doyle Drive -- although it's certainly negative on the

environnment through nost of its length, it's sonething
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that we're used to. And | sure would like to think that
inm lifetinme | would be able to see sonething that's

| ess harnful to the environnment, that's an i nprovenent,
a significant inprovenent over what's there now.

So |I''m hoping that one of these alternatives --
and it sounds |ike the parkway would be it, would be
that type of change. But again, | have nore reading to
do.

Al'so, | just thought I'd nmention, with regard
to the bus lines, the previ ous speaker nentioned the 43
and the 28. There's also the 29 bus, which takes just
an amazing scenic route through the Presidio which |I've
often traveled. And it's one of the best bus rides in
the city. And |I'm hopeful that that will remain in

place. And I'mwondering if there's going to be any

significant inpact to that. | know you' ve already said
it's up to Muni whether they'll be rerouting any buses.
But riding that bus will give me a chance, |

hope, to see this project when it's actually under
construction. Anyway, thank you for listening to ny
comment s.
KAY WLSON:  Ckay.
Jared, do you want to respond?
JARED GOLDFI NE:  Yeah, | would need to respond --

can you just -- here. Thanks.
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There is a difference in the nunber of
buildings. But first of all, the Presidio is part of a
nati onal historic |landmark district. And the
alternatives do take varying nunbers of buildings within
the Presidio. As we worked towards selecting a
preferred alternative, we were working with the advisory
council and the State Historic Preservation officer to
devi se sone neans of addressing the adverse effects
resulting fromthe |loss of those historic buildings.

KAY WLSON: And anybody on Muni Line 29?

JOE STORY: Yeah. There's certainly -- you know,
there's nothing in any of the alternatives that would
precl ude having to change the 29 in the current
situation. There may be issues with the 29 during
construction periods, so we would need to address that
inthe final EIR

M CHAEL LEVIN: If | could just follow up with --
regarding historic structures -- could you clarify a
little bit nore what you neant by what's bei ng addressed
with that, how you're working this out with the other
agenci es?

JARED GOLDFINE: O course, we're working with the
Presidio and the National Park Service because the
Presidio Trust is the landowner. And so we're trying to

devel op ways to record | oss of historic buildings. And
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if we can relocate historic buildings back into their

exi sting locations, how we can do that, so a program

of -- a programin order to address the effects on those
hi storic buil dings.

Sone of those buildings will be lost. And so
to the extent that we | ose those, we will have to do
recordati on of those.

LEE SAAGE: We often get so caught up in agonizing
over the loss of a building -- as we should -- but
sonmetines we forget to nention that we've worked very
hard in designing the project to try to mss as nmany
buil dings as possible. And in fact, both the Parkway
and Alternative 2 have been very, very carefully
designed to thread their way through that maze of
historic structures as carefully as possible.

And we have been watched |ike hawks by the
cultural resources both at the Presidio and the State
Hi storic Preservation officer. And | can assure you
t hey have held our feet to the fire on that and that we
are doi ng everything humanly possible to mnimze the
impact. And it's only with great reluctance that we
have concluded that a few of those buildings will be
lost. And that is detailed within the environnenta
docunent .

M CHAEL LEVIN: Thank you.
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KAY WLSON: Thank you very nuch
Dee Hermann has subnmitted a card, and she'd
like me to ask this question
“"In light of the dianond interchange option,
does Section 4F preclude the selection of the circle
drive option under Parkway alternative?"
Jared?
JARED GOLDFINE: No, it does not preclude the
sel ection of the circle drive option. W need to
devel op that decision, hearing a variety of factors.

And of course, the input, the comments that we get

during the public review period will hel p us nmake that

deci sion. But 4F does not preclude that.

As it happens, by virtue of engaging in this

project, we are having an effect on 4F resource. So --

no matter how we slice it. But what we're trying to do

is mnimze that effect. And gravitating on what Lee
said earlier, we have attenpted to do that throughout
this project by reducing inpacts on recreational
resources within the Presidio and historic resources.
KAY WLSON: Thank you.

Any nore people that would Iike to address
this? Any coments? Love to have them

Anybody el se? Going once. (oing tw ce.

Okay. Looks like we've heard from everybody

2033 of 539
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tonight. | really thank you all for working with us
wi th our guidelines and getting us some good questions.
Pl ease submt any other witten comments that you have
by the cl ose of the coment period, which is 5:00 p.m
on Wednesday, March 1st. And thank you very nuch. Have
a good eveni ng.

(Wher eupon, the proceedi ngs concl uded

at 8:09 o'clock p.m)
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STATE OF CALI FORNI A )
COUNTY OF MARI N 3 >

|, DEBORAH FUQUA, a Certified Shorthand
Reporter of the State of California, duly authorized to
adm ni ster oaths pursuant to Section 8211 of the
California Code of Gvil Procedure, do hereby certify
t hat the foregoing proceedings were reported by ne, a
di sinterested person, and thereafter transcribed under
nmy direction into typewiting and is a true and correct
transcription of said proceedings.

| further certify that I am not of counsel or
attorney for either or any of the parties in the
f oregoi ng proceedi ng and capti on nanmed, nor in any way
interested in the outcome of the cause nanmed in said
capti on.

Dated the 10th day of February, 2006.

DEBORAH FUQUA
CSR NO. 12948

52

205 of 539



© 00 N oo o~ w N P

N NN N NN P PP PP P P P PP
g N W N P O © 0O N O U A W N P O

SAN FRANCI SCO COUNTY TRANSPORTATI ON AUTHORI TY
I N PARTNERSHI P W TH
CALTRANS, FHWA, GOLDEN GATE BRI DGE H GHVWAY AND
TRANSPORTATI ON DI STRI CT
I N COOPERATI ON W TH THE PRESI DIl O TRUST, THE U. S.
DEPARTMENT OF THE | NTERI OR, AND THE U. S. DEPARTMENT OF
VETERANS AFFAI RS

DOYLE DRI VE DRAFT EI S/R
PUBLI C HEARI NG
GOLDEN GATE CLUB - SAN FRANCI SCO PRESI DI O
135 FI SHER LOOP
SAN FRANCI SCO, CALI FORNI A

VEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 15, 2006
7:00 O CLCCK P. M

REPCORTED BY: DEBORAH FUQUA, CSR#12948

206 of 539



Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: Cow Hollow Neighborhood Merchants (011806)

Reviewer's

Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 Modeling is conducted based on the MTC Regional Transportation Model and SFCTA and 1046

Caltrans criteria. These criteria examine projected traffic volumes based upon future
population and employment changes predicted in San Francisco and across the Bay Area.
The mathematical principles of travel forecasting are found in the San Francisco County
Transportation Authority documents, including Chapter 10 of the 2006 Congestion
Management Program
(http://www.sfcta.org/Publications/documents/Chapter10_000.pdf). In addition, the
Authority hosted a workshop to describe the modeling process and principles to
interested partieson February 21, 2006.

2 Traffic volumes on Lombard in the future are predicted to be similar in the No Project and 1047
Preferred Alternatives. No additional impacts are anticipated from the Preferred
Alternative, so no additional mitigations are appropriate.

3 Additional local intersections were studied in the Refined Presidio Parkway alternative on 1048
these streets, and no additional delay to create a level of service problem was identified
for those streets. Although the Authority supports traffic calming, an area wide traffic
calming study, as requested by the neighborhood, is beyond the scope of this project.

4 As stated in Section 2.5.1, the Preferred Alternative maintains Palace Drive as a two-way 1049
street and incorporates the modifications proposed by the San Francisco Department of
Recreation and Parks. Based on comments from area residents, the alternative will
maintain Lyon Street as a two-way street with connection to Bay Street.
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Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: J. Sachs (011806)

Reviewer's

Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 There would be a loss of 258 parking spaces in the Palace of Fine Arts Area during 1050
construction. Replacement parking at the Parade Grounds augmented by the existing
shuttle service was proposed. Parking will be coordinated with the Presidio Trust.
2 Routing of 28 and 43 will not need to change during or after construction. Muni may 1051
choose to reroute the bus as part of a different effort.
3 18-wheeled trucks are not allowed on the remainder of Marina Boulevard. This project 1052
does not propose any procedural changes in regards to trucks.
4 This project is designed for bus service on Doyle Drive. No elements of this project would 1053
preclude a Presidio transit hub.
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Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: R. Covert (011806)

Reviewer's

Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 The Community Impact Assessment (August 2005) (pages 4-15 - 4-18) describes the 1054

initial right-of-way assumptions and results; final right-of-way will be agreed upon
between the FHWA and the Presidio Trust.

2 Alternative 5, the Presidio Parkway Alternative, has been identified as the Preferred 1055
Alternative. Replacement parking at the Parade Grounds has been proposed to address
any project-related impacts during construction. Details pertaining to the proposed
mitigation would be developed in the Plans, Specifications, and Estimates (PS&E) phase
of the project.
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FOUTH AGTESS 10 THE GOLDEN (A TE BRIDGE

DOYLE DRIVE

Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: L.Lem (011806)

Reviewer's
Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 Comment noted. 1056
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'DOYLE DRIVE

Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: J. Blum (011806)

Reviewer's
Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 The project description is enhanced in the FEIS/R. 1027
2 The minimum height of the strcuture is zero. The maximum height at the high viaduct is 1848
approximately 35 meters or 100 feet above the ground, about the same as the existing
structure.
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Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: M. Levin (011806)

Reviewer's

Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 The text explaining the process for preserving structures was enhanced in the FEIS/FEIR. 1028
2 Muni Route 29 would not be affected upon completion of any alternative. The route may 1029
need to be temporarily relocated during construction when Halleck Street is closed, and
the bus would be able to use McDowell. This would not be a significant impact to the
project.
3 Comment noted. The EIS/R adequately addresses these concerns, since “landscape,” as 1030
the term is used by biologists, comprises natural habitats and plant communities.
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SOUTH ACCESS 10 THE GOLDEN (A TE BHIDGE

DOYLE DRIVE

Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: D. Hermann (011806)

Reviewer's
Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 The Circle Drive option was not selected as the Preferred Alternative for the project. 1031
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Chappel I, and M chael Marston.

M CHAEL ALEXANDER: Good evening. |'m M chael
Al exander, Chair of SPUR s Doyl e Drive Task Force and
Vice Chair of the Board of Supervisors' Doyle Drive Task
Force in 1993.

SPUR strongly supports M chael Painter's

Presidio Parkway. The parkway is the only alternative
whi ch neets the objectives of the project. A parkway
design was called for by the San Franci sco Board of
Supervisors in 1993, the National Park Service in 1994,
the Doyle Drive Internodal Study in 1996, and the
Presidio Trust in 2002.

Alternative 2 is a freeway, taller and tw ce as

wi de as what we now have. |t ensures that increasing
nunbers of people who drive to work, live, or play in
t he national park will be forced to use nei ghborhood

streets to access the park, as they do today.

The parkway, by contrast, has direct access to
t he Presidio.

The Presidio Parkway is the result of years of
work to accommodat e the needs of neighbors and agenci es.
M chael Painter's goal has been to nmake this necessary
roadway much better -- better for drivers, better for
park users and visitors, and better for the Presidio's

nei ghbors.
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SPUR supports the hook ranp option at the
Hi ghway 1 Interchange. W do not support the slip ranp
to the Bridge parking |ot, which adds roadway w dth at
the project's w dest point, renpves residences and
trees, and adds over $10 million in costs.

Legiti mate concerns have been rai sed about the
Parkway's inpacts to natural and cultural resources. W
asked M chael Painter to do sun and shadow studi es on
t he i npact of the Parkway over an expanded marsh and the
Tennessee Hol |l ow restoration. They show that the
shading inmpact is a small fraction of the shading of the
freeway alternative

Wi | e marsh expansion and creek restoration are
not part of this project, the Presidi o Parkway has been
designed to accommopdate them W urge the Presidio
Trust and the National Park Service to accel erate
designs for those projects because excavation
coordinated with Doyle Drive's construction woul d save
tens of billions.

W' ve exam ned carefully the legitinmate
concerns of sone historic groups about inpacts of the
Mai n Post tunnel on the bluff edge and Hall eck Street,
whi ch are historic |andscape el erents. W're convinced
they can be mtigated so the Main Post and Crissy Field

can be reunited for the first tine in 70 years. \Were
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today you stand at the Main Post and watch trucks
roaring by, you will be, instead, |ooking at the bay and
never hear the traffic.

The Parkway al so restores the historic
alignment of Halleck Street.

Finally, the Parkway needs nodern
traffic-mnagenent features, including video nonitoring,
as called for in the Doyle Drive internodal study. They
will also increase the Bridge's security. Renenber, if
Doyle Drive is closed, so is the Golden Gate Bri dge.

The deadline for including that in the regional plan for
nati onal security funding is March 1st.

G ve us a parkway through the national park,
noving traffic at noderate speed that is worthy of being
t he southern approach to the CGol den Gate.

Thank you.

KAY WLSON: Thank you.
Ji m Chappel |, wi th SPUR
JIM CHAPPELL: Ji m Chappel |, President of SPUR

Good evening. GCetting the eastern end of Doyle
Drive right has al ways been the project's greatest
chall enge. At the eastern end, there are two great
sites: the Palace of Fine Arts and the Presidio National
Park. People want to see and enjoy both of them but

for 70 years, Doyle Drive has been a physical and visual
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barri er between them

Before that, the Presidio and the Pal ace were
united as sites of the 1915 Panama Pacific Exposition.
That unity was forenost in the mnd of the great
| andscape architect and National Medal of Honor w nner
Law ence Hal prin when he recently created the stunning
new park, sweeping towards the Pal ace from Letterman
Digital Arts Canpus. But Hal prin could do nothing about
the intervening Doyle Drive. W can.

SPUR s obj ectives have been to reunite the
Presidio and the Pal ace, to |l essen inpacts on the
Pal ace, to provide a magnificent Presidio entry, and to
mnimze traffic in the nei ghborhoods and the park.

There are two options for the Presidio access,
circle drive and the dianond. Each has advantages and
di sadvant ages. SPUR believes that the circle drive best
nmeets these objectives.

The di anond takes cars borne for the Presidio
on a freeway-style off-ranp past nmuch of the I ength of
t he Pal ace. This adds the equivalent of nearly two
| engths of road wi dth and extends the third northbound
| ane 700 feet farther north. The result is to bring
traffic closer to the Palace and to create a dangerous
weave between buses entering Doyle Drive and exiting

cars.
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Crcle drive separates Pal ace and Presidio
traffic at the Palace's south end. It renoves between
17 and 45 feet fromDoyle Drive's width along its nost
constrained ar ea.

The di anond uses a freeway-style of f-ranp,
visually signaling to drivers that they're entering a
freeway instead of a noderate-speed parkway. GCircle
drive provides a nore gentle exit which visually says
you're entering a national park.

We think about 500 of the 1500 cars going to
Letterman will be com ng from San Franci sco. Under the
di anond desi gn, each of those hundreds of cars a day
will have to make a nearly half-mle-long |loop to the
north in order to enter the Letterman garage.

Crcle drive brings themto the garage al nost
directly. However, circle drive nmeans renoval of
Bui I ding 1151, the pool, which was built in the very
| ast year of the Presidio' s 169-year period of historic
significance. Renoval nust require conpliance with
historic preservation regul ations and that the Doyl e
Drive project pay for the replacenent of the building
and its use el sewhere in the Presidio. W think a new
aquatic center near the main Presidio YMCA nore
conveni ent and cheaper to operate.

The visual result of circle drive will be a
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truly spectacul ar reconnection of the Presidio and the
Pal ace of Fine Arts. It will also provide an entry to
the Presidio that will draw visitors through a historic
area and then lead themto a natural area with a
stunning scenic vista. And | recomend people to our
Web site, spur.org, for further information.
KAY WLSON: Thank you.

M chael Mar st on.

M chael Marston?

Rednond Ker nan.

REDMOND KERNAN:  Good evening. |'ma SPUR board
menber, and | did want to append to the SPUR
presentation that SPUR did today at their board neeting,
recomend a 60-day extension with conditions that it
didn't harmthe project in terns of its funding. So --
just so you're aware of that.

So | would like to speak today fromthe Fort
Point & Presidio Historical Association, and we ask that
t he conmment period be extended from March 1 to May 1.

Alternative 2 has the |east environnental
effect, the least cultural effect, and the | east cost.
It is therefore attractive to many peopl e.

| believe it is not the nost desired
alternative froman aesthetic point of view and fromthe

poi nt of view of a national park.
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Alternative 5 is nmuch recomended. And it has
a greater environnental and historic inpact. But those
can be alleviated. And it's a question of how they're
alleviated. Right nowthe alternative is the entire
Alternative 5 -- wi thout sub-options to |ook at the Miin
Post, how coul d buil dings be preserved, what are the
options in terns of where they m ght be rel ocat ed.

To sonme preservationists, relocating a building
is not a good thing, and you mght as well get rid of
it. | don't agreed with that. | think relocating is an
option that should be expl ored.

So there's a process that you' re required to go
t hrough because not only is the Presidio a national
park, it is, in fact, a national historic |andmark. And
you're required to go through the 106 process for
| andmark status as well as a nmenorandum of agreenent.

We don't have the results of that. That
process | ags the environnmental process. And if we knew
the mtigation nmeasures that m ght be applied, that
woul d hel p in being able to nmake a decision or
recomendation to you. R ght now, we |ack that.

The mitigation nmeasures in the draft DEIS could
be sinmply to record, photograph, put in a file, docunent
the building that was there but renove it entirely with

no evidence that there was ever a building there. W
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find that unacceptabl e.

We therefore ask that this additional time be
used to study sub-options for the areas that are
troubl esonme in terns of historic preservation. And that
is not only the building but the bluff itself, which is
a topographic feature. So we urge you to have the
extension and | et us work together to find options that
add the historic preservation to what is otherw se under
consi derati on.

KAY WLSON: Thank you very nuch

Next three speakers: Gary Wdnman, D ane
Her mann and Luci a Bogat ay.

GARY WDMAN:  |'m Gary Wdnan, President of the
California Heritage Council. And | have to say that |
agree with virtually everything that you just heard from
Rednond Kernan, who is also one of our nenbers as well
as being on the Fort & Point Presidio Hi storica
Associ ati on.

I"mconcerned that, if the objectives of the
project were to call for a parkway in 1993, there is
really only one parkway alternative that's descri bed.
And it seens that a process should produce nore than one
alternative that neets the project objectives.

W' re al so concerned for historic preservation

of the structures, including the swinmng pool. W note
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24
25

that the concerns -- two of the slides that |isted
concerns did not nention historic preservation or
historic issues, although they did nention cultura
resources on its list of concerns. But historic
preservation and interpretation should be a concern as
wel | .

So we believe that the conment period should be
extended for 60 days, as M. Kernan just suggested, and
t hose 60 days put to the use of devel opi ng
sub-alternatives to 2 and 5 that could better preserve
the historic properties involved and still produce the
optimum structures for everyone.

We think that one should consider that, as one
drives into the Presidio fromthe north and exits to
Marin County -- exits San Francisco for Marin County,
that a great many people's aesthetic values will be at
stake as they drive through that area. And it's not
just the aesthetic concerns of the people that are
wal ki ng al ong the shoreline that should be consi dered
here but the aesthetic concerns of the people who are
driving the freeway need to be considered as well.

And to that end we do reconmend the extension
and greater attention to the historic resources.

KAY WLSON: Thank you.

D ane Her mann.

45

226 of 539




© 00 N oo o~ w N P

N NN N NN P PP PP P P P PP
g N W N P O © 0O N O U A W N P O

DI ANE HERMANN:  Good evening. Tonight | would |ike
to focus on a lack of full and fair disclosure in the
DEI'S of the adverse effects of the Parkway Alternative
as currently proposed on the Presidio as a national
historic |landmark district. As required by the Nationa
Hi storic Preservation Act, a docunent called "Finding of
Effect,” which is alnost as thick as the DEIS, was
recently issued for the Doyle Drive project but has not
been distributed to the public with the DElIS.

The Finding of Effect does contain ful
di scl osure of the adverse effects on historic buildings,
features, and cultural |andscapes. But its nost
reveal ing points are ignored or given only passing
attention in the DEIS. Three exanples include the
fol | ow ng.

First, the Finding of Effect states that the
presence of a continuous bluff to the north of the Main
Post is a character-defining feature of the Presidio and
expl ains why the bluff's renoval or even its alteration
woul d | essen the public's understanding of the
devel opnent of the Presidio over tine.

In contrast, the DEIS states only that the
bl uff, quote, "influenced the pattern of devel opnent of
the Main Post," end of quote.

Second, the Finding of Effect notes that
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Hal | eck Street is a character-defining circulation
characteristic of the ower Main Post. |t discusses how
the Parkway Alternative's creation of a man-nmade hil
under Halleck Street will destroy the visual connection
between the Main Post and the water's edge and will

| essen the integrity of setting, association, and
feeling of this part of the Presidio. The DEIS

di scussion of the adverse effect of the Parkway
Alternative is limted to the bare statenent that
historic Halleck Street will be realigned.

Finally, the Finding of Effect discusses
cumul ative adverse inpacts on the NHLD, for exanple, the
renmoval, since the Arny's departure fromthe Presidio,
of dozens of historic buildings near Doyle Drive,
including the denolition of 39 historic buildings for
the Crissy Marsh project. That discussion underscores
why the denolition of three of the very few remaining
historic buildings in the quartermaster’'s district
shoul d be avoi ded. The DEIS does not discuss these
cumul ative inpacts.

We therefore respectfully request that the
comment period be extended 60 days so that the public
can be given a fair opportunity to review the ful
nature and depth of the project alternatives' relative

i mpact on the national historic |landmark district and
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its historic buildings, features, and cultura
| andscapes.
KAY WLSON: Thank you very nuch

Luci a Bogat ay.

LUCI A BOGATAY: Good evening. |'m Luci a Bogat ay,
an architect nmenber of the Fort Point & Presidio
Hi storical Association and |ong-time advocate for
preserving and interpreting history of the Presidio. |
believe the design, as many of the previ ous speakers,
for Alternative 5 nust be reconsidered in the sensitive
area closest to the Main Post.

The four historic structures slated for
denol i tion should be retained. Buildings 204 and 201
date from 1896, just before the Spanish- Anrerican War.
One of them has an inportant design role in defining the
west edge of Halleck Street, which is the original route
to the wharf. And given what happened to this route to
the wharf next to the marsh, it definitely needs to be
preserved all the nore.

The circle drive, in nmy opinion, is not worth
the sacrifice of Building 1151, which was -- although it
was built at the |l ast possible year, it could be
preserved. It was inportant to the rehabilitation of
t he wounded following Wrld War 1l1. And in the spirit

of sustainability, which is supposed to notivate this
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park, not tearing it down would prevent having to
rebuildit.

Second, the DEIS does not give proper weight to
t he damage to the cultural |andscape, which woul d be
caused by burying the bluffs at the foot of the Miin
Post .

The Secretary of the Interior's guidelines for
treatnment of cultural |andscapes call for beginning the

resource preservation effort by, quote, "...identifying
t hose | andscape features and materials inportant to the
| andscape' s historical character and whi ch nust be
retained.” The guidelines |list as the inportant
character-defining features of a cultural |andscape,

quote, "...its spatial organization and |and patterns,
features such as topography, vegetation, and
circulation.”

The bluffs and Halleck Street are such
character-defining features. And altering or destroying
t hem shoul d be avoided at all costs. And its inpacts
are avoi dable thanks to Red's idea of drafting one end
of Alternative 2 to the majority of Alternative 5.

In any case, it's sonmewhat ironic to think
that, after watching Crissy Field di sappear under the

dirt fromthe first marsh project, that we will have to

wat ch the bluffs disappear under the dirt fromthe
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second marsh project. And you can bet | will be there,
standi ng by the bul |l dozers.

In any case, | do think that additional time
woul d give a possibility for comng up with a better
solution, and | applaud the possibility that that could
happen.

Thank you.

KAY WLSON: Thank you very nuch

Joseph Butler.

JOSEPH BUTLER: Good evening. M nane is Joseph
Butler. I'man architect here in the city and chair of
t he San Franci sco Preservation Consortium

Today I'd like to echo the comments of Diane
Her mann and support the notion of a 60-day extension for
t he purpose of |ooking at whether Buildings 201 and 204
that define Halleck Street and speak to the history of
the Presidio fromthe latter part of the 19th century
could be conserved or preserved with a roadway schene
that's simlar to the Parkway but one which noves
further north and allows the Parkway to cone to grade
and even perhaps go below grade as it passes the base of
t he Main Post.

It was nmentioned that the Main Post should be
reconnected to Crissy Field. But | think the purpose of

the siting by the Spanish was the attraction of the
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bluff and the disconnect that it nmade between the beach
and the main post that they were establishing for

def ensi ve purposes above the bluff. To elimnate this
cultural |andscape as part of this project seens too
high a price.

And while the Parkway is greatly preferred to
the Alternative 2, which environmentally as a roadway
has fewer attributes, the better part of 2, its lighter
foot, if you will, on the cultural and | andscape
resources, should be carried through in the Parkway
Option 5 so that Parkway option, which is aesthetically
preferabl e, could also be culturally and
| andscape-resource preferable as well. Thank you

KAY WLSON: Thank you.

| have a card submtted by D ane Rowe. And she
asked ne to read her comments.

"The DEI'S includes two project objectives that
appear to be inpossible to neet in the Repair and Wden
alternatives, nunber one, to design the Doyle Drive
corridor using a parkway concept, and two, to inprove
i nternmodal and vehi cul ar access to Presidio which is the
G rard Road exit/entrance ranps in the Parkway
Al ternati ve.

"l have two questions: One, why isn't there an

addi ti onal parkway alternative that woul d avoid or
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m ni m ze adverse inpacts on the national |andmark 1

district?" cont
Second question, "Wiy don't all build

alternatives contain an exit/entrance ranp into the 2

Presi di 0?"

Does anyone have any response to those
guestions?

The first one was, "Way isn't there an
addi ti onal parkway alternative that woul d avoid or
m nim ze adverse inpact to the national |andmark
district?"

LEE SAAGE: | can try.

The alternatives that were elimnated fromthe
study in 2004, Alternative 3 and Alternative 4, were
actual ly devel oped in response to the notion of a
Parkway Alternative. So in a sense, those were part of
the collection of early parkway alternatives.

In fact, in trying to achieve the two goal s of
those alternatives -- one to avoid inpact to historic
resources and to -- and to maintain or create the
opportunity to reconnect Crissy Field with the upper
portion of the Post, we wound up with the very | ong
tunnel s that were associated with those alternatives.
It turns out that, with those alternatives, the attenpt

to, if you will, save cultural resources wound up having
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such adverse effect on natural resources, it drove the
cost of the project up to the point that it sinply
wasn't tolerable. It just becane a chal |l enge that
couldn't be net.

The alignnent that's associated now with the
Parkway Alternative is really confined by the
constrained features of the Presidio. It would be very
difficult to find an alternative that was materially
different in terms of its alignment or its primary
characteristic.

It's certainly possible to nmake adjustnents or
changes to the alternative with regard to precise length
of tunnels or |ocation of tunnels or even how many
tunnels there are. And that's sonething that we're
heari ng comments on toni ght and something that can
certainly be | ooked at.

In ternms of alternatives, particularly
Al ternative 2, not neeting all the objectives of the
project, there are a nunber of objectives that were
established for the project. And none of the
alternatives have nmet all of the objectives in exactly
the sane way. |If they did, we'd only have one
alternative.

So that's kind of a part of the process, that

each alternative neets the various project objectives to
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a greater or |esser degree. And part of the evaluation
process is to try to make judgnents about which
alternatives, overall, do the best job

Alternative 2 in part was devel oped to be sort
of the m ninmum cost, mninmumreplacenent project that
woul d neet purpose and need. And it does do that.

KAY WLSON: Thank you.

D ane Barry, Dick Tilles, and Wnchell Hayward.

DI ANE BARRY: | just have to say that, to the
extent | support any alternative, it would be
Al ternative 2, the Replace and Wden w t hout a detour.
| think it's the superior environnental alternative, and
I think it provides certainly a reasonable and prudent
alternative to taking out the pool. | think we should
retain the historic Letterman Pool and reject the circle
drive option under the Parkway Alternative.

And during construction, | would ask that you
retai n adequat e, convenient and safe parking for
Letterman Pool .

I"d also like to request an extension of the
comment period for 60 days. | ama user of the pool.
And in trying to drum up support for people to cone and
speak here tonight, the YMCA on February 6th, put out a
statenment telling the people who use the pool that they

were not asking for support and that there were sone

54

235 of 539




© 00 N oo o~ w N P

N NN N NN P PP PP P P P PP
g N W N P O © 0O N O U A W N P O

project options that would result in an elimnation of
Bui I di ngs 1151 and -52, which is not correct. And they
stated -- and | would like to submt this statenent to
you -- that they were not asking their YMCA nmenbers to
rally against the project at this tinme, until they have
nore substantive informati on about the project and their
options.

Certainly they don't have the information that
| have. And I'mjust a regular citizen. They are a
tenant of the Presidio Trust. So because of that, |
woul d ask for an extension -- at |east a 60-day
extension of the coment period so that the Y can be
educated. And 1'd like to submit this to sonmeone.

KAY WLSON: Thank you.

Dick Tilles.

DI CK TILLES: Thank you, Kay.

"' m speaking here as a private citizen,
al t hough soneone who's been involved with the project
for many years.

I want to say | do support the Parkway
Alternative, and | thank the SPUR, M chael Painter, and
our consultants for making it a reality when we thought
it mght be dead for a while. | also support the
di anond option and do not believe that the Merchant Road

slip ramp is necessary. | think we can acconplish just
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about all that the Merchant Road slip ranp does by
adding a stop sign for cars going to the Bridge fromthe
Presidio and by elimnating a couple of toll booths,

whi ch shoul d be done one of these days if the Bridge
District gets their act together.

My mai n concerns for the project, though, are
really during the construction period. |It's pretty
important. |It's going to be five years, about the tine
the Presidio Trust needs to neet its financial goals.
And it's five years in a national park

| have two primary concerns. One is that the
connection between Route 1 and Doyl e Drive eastbound or
sout hbound not be mai ntained during construction. There
are a nunber of reasons for that. There's good
alternative routes that exi st between the Mrina and
Ri chnond and the Sunset -- Ceary, California Street. So
we don't really need this connection. The project would
be built faster and for a lower price if we did that.

It would also reduce traffic on Doyle and help
nove traffic along during the construction peri od.

There will be detours. The |ower anmount of traffic we
have on Doyl e during that period, the better.

Traffic fromthe Bridge needs to use Doyl e
Drive. Traffic comng fromthe R chnond and Sunset does

not. So it shouldn't be -- that connection shoul d not
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be made during the construction period.

Secondly, |I'mvery concerned about what the EI S
says about connections between the Main Post and Crissy
Field during the construction period. Basically that
there's no north-south access between Lyon Street and
McDowel | Street, quite a distance. Access really does
need to be maintai ned, both for vehicles and pedestri ans
and bicycles during that period. So |I'm hoping that
there will be a traffic-nmanagenent plan that cones out
very soon that addresses that issue.

Thank you very much for your tinme.

KAY WLSON: Thank you.

W nchel | Haywar d.

W NCHELL HAYWARD: Good evening. M nane is
W nchell Hayward. |1'ma long-tinme resident of San
Franci sco and of various historic preservati on groups
[sic]. | amspeaking in support of Alternative 2
because -- for several reasons. Nunber one, the traffic
| anes are somewhat wider. Alternative 2 has six 12-foot
| anes, whereas Alternative 5 only has four 11-foot | anes
and two 12-foot |anes. Wy there's a difference, |
don't know. But it adds up to a difference in the
overall width. Alternative 2's overall width is, from
shoul der to shoul der, 124 feet. And Alternative 5 is

148 feet. | might be off a foot or two either way, but
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it's a significant difference.

Now, both alternatives would nodify that Park
Presidio Interchange. One of them Alternative 5,
proposes a 270-degree turn. But | suspect that's going
to be elimnated, but that's very expensive.

Anot her thing, too, is that the Alternative 2
only renoves the one building. That's if you use the
no-det our option, only one buil ding woul d di sappear.

But if you use Alternative 5, you're going to |ose 13
bui | di ngs, according to the DEIS. And |I'mnot sure -- |
think that figure may have been changed, but that's
what's printed in the book: 13 buildings would be | ost
if Alternative 5 is adopted.

Now t he -- of course, one of the nost
significant things, at least in ny book, is the huge
difference in cost between Alternative 2 and Alternative
5. Alternative 2, without the detour, is about
$553 million. Aternative 5 with the Merchant Road
access is $710 mllion, give or take a few thousand. So
that's a 28 percent increase of Alternative 5 over
Alternative 2, $157 million.

I think as taxpayers, we have to open our eyes

and ask ourselves, is it really worth -- that 257
mllion [sic], is that worth the environnenta
enhancenent? |It's really -- to ny way of thinking, it's
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not. But others may think differently. But bear in
mnd that significant difference of cost.

The book did not indicate a total construction
time. | suspect there's sonme difference between the
time of each of these, but it's not indicated.

Al so, to the grades, the grades are somewhat
different. |It's a constant grade, essentially, for
Al ternative 2, whereas Alternative 5 there's alittle
bit of a dip up and down. And | suggest that that's not
necessary.

And is this enough for ne?

Ckay. One nore sentence? Alternative 51is
going to erase sonme parking spaces at Pal ace of Fine
Arts.

KAY WLSON: Thank you.

Kristofer Ore has asked that | read a couple
of comments. The first one is, "Have you considered the
i ncorporation (present or future) of a rail system
and/ or bi ke paths along the Doyle Drive corridor?"

The second is, "How will you mitigate for not
only the | oss of threatened/ endangered species but al so
the [ oss of native habitat? What specific actions wll
be taken, and for how |long after the conpletion of the
project will they be carried out?"

Lee, did you want to coment on the alternative
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l[ight rail that's going to be considered?

LEE SAAGE: The primary purpose of the project, as
i ndicated in the purpose and need statenment, is to
repl ace the existing Doyle Drive. And the existing
Doyle Drive is a highway facility, so we did, during the
early scoping process, |ook at a nunmber of options
including rail. But for a variety of reasons, | ooking
at rail only associated with Doyle Drive, it didn't seem
to be a reasonable thing to do because there's nothing
to connect it to on either end.

Wth regard to the question concerning
endangered species, | think we can probably ask our
environnmental expert from Cal Trans to conment on that.

KAY WLSON: Ckay. Thank you

Jared?

JARED GOLDFI NE: Yeah. The short answer to that is
that there are no threatened and endangered species that
woul d be affected by the project.

There are habitats that woul d be affected, and
we will be mtigating those, but in terns of federally
or state-listed species, none will be affected.

KAY WLSON: Is there a guideline in ternms of how
long mtigation will be in place after the project is
carried out?

JARED GCOLDFI NE: Those are detailed in the
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envi ronnent al docunent, how they'll be mtigated.

KAY WLSON: Ckay, thank you

Next three speakers: Eric Sol onon, M chael
Strunsky, and Sue Chang.

ERI C SOLOMON:  Yeah, very quickly -- | think you
ought to save the swimmng pool. Yes. | think enough
stuff has happened to veterans of our wars who need
rehabilitation, not to do a synbolic smash in their
faces at this tine or at any tine.

Nunmber two, | get sense that the mapping and
t he whol e di scussion tonight is based on a world where
sonet hing ends at Richardson or the Palace of Fine Arts.
There is nore, you know. There's Lonbard Street. There
are all the side streets.

| happen to live on Filbert. | deal with
megavolts [sic] every day now, helping the Presidio. So
I"ma contributor.

But | do not grasp why you haven't discussed
what the hook is, what the circle is, and what the
lights are, or how many |anes are going -- is it going
to be the same? 1Is it going to be different? What wll
be the traffic inplications? WII people want to take
every possible side street to escape what this highway
is going to do?

And, finally, |I want to thank the various SPUR
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peopl e who |'ve never seen in action before, because |
t hi nk they' ve made a very sensitive and interesting
suggesti on.
KAY WLSON: Thank you.
M chael Strunsky.
M CHAEL STRUNSKY: Thank you for this very
i nteresting presentati on.

My comments are based upon the fact that ny
hone is al nost exactly at the eastern end of this
project. And | would like to just ask the design team
to be very critical and assure the accuracy, in
particular, of its traffic studies.

The | ast gentl eman before ne tal ked about the
i npact away fromthe project. And | just want to
reinforce that. It is very hard for nme to understand or
believe the traffic studies that show the rather
circuitous way of getting to Marina Boul evard is going
to function [sic].

And | point out the major construction project
that existed at the eastern end of the Bay Bridge which,
if any of you have tried to get on or off the Bay Bridge
in heavy traffic tinmes, it's just a disaster of waiting
intraffic and so forth.

Don't let that happen here. If it takes

anot her 60 days, as many peopl e have recomended, to
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| ook again at this, |ook again also at your traffic
studi es because they are very hard for ne to believe
that they are correct.

Mari na Boul evard seens to be forgotten in this.
Don't let political pressures of the nice fancy houses
there ruin the rest of San Francisco. Do it right,
pl ease. W only have one chance. Thanks.

KAY WLSON: Thank you.
Sue Chang.

kay. She wote a conment down, so I'Ill read

It says, "Please conbine 2 and 5 and offer a
beautiful Alternative 2 if possible.”

Gkay. The next three speakers -- and when you
come up, stand back just a little bit fromthe
m crophone, and maybe we'll get rid of a little bit of
t hat ringing.

James Ream Richard Coffin, and M chael Keck.

JAMES REAM M nane is James Ream |'m a nenber

of the SPUR s advi sory council, although |I'm speaking
tonight for nyself and not for the council.

Once in a great while, a city -- and in this
case a city and park -- has an opportunity for
greatness. And M chael Painter's parkway scheme has

gi ven us that opportunity. And |I'm absolutely convinced
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that we're going to proceed in that direction

M chael's vision and 15 years of work with this
proj ect and everybody el se who has hel ped hi mal ong the
way have brought us to this point. | think it's a great
nonent for the city, and | appl aud everybody who has
been involved with it.

I"d like to al so address the concerns for the
historic preservation that have been brought up here
tonight, and |'msure that your panel has given a |ot of
time and attention to. And | speak to that as a past
vice president of the San Francisco Preservation
Advi sory Board and past president of the Foundation for
San Francisco's Architectural Heritage. So | care about
t hese matters.

Too often, the concerns for preserving pieces
of history have stood in the way in this city of
projects fromwhich we could all greatly benefit and
whi ch could increase the livability and enjoyability of
this city.

A rational society will take a | ook at what
m ght be lost in the way of historic structures and
compare that to what will be gained by doing a worthy
project in the best possible way. And |I'd like to urge
everybody connected with this project to stay in there,

wei gh these alternatives, and nmake a decision in favor
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of the optinmum Presidi o parkway system
M chael, 1'd also planned to ask this audience
tojoin nme in a round of applause for the work that
you' ve done, but that's against the rules. So what |'m
going to do is just applaud you nyself as |I've al ways
wanted to do.
KAY WLSON: Thank you very nuch
Ri chard Coffi n.
RI CHARD COFFI N CGood evening. M name is Rich

Coffin and -- let nme raise this up.
Ckay. | get ten nore seconds now.
I'm here on behalf of the 5,000 nenbers -- over

5,000 nenbers of the San Franci sco Bicycle Coalition.
We want to thank you, first of all, for allowing us to
serve on the citizens advisory commttee. And we've had
i nput over the last three years on a lot of issues on
the project. W appreciate that.

W'd also like to say we favor Alternative 5
for the aesthetic values that it offers, for the reduced

footprints, and especially for the options to allow

better interface with city streets. | think Mchae
Painter did an excellent job with that. | think there's
a lot of work to still be done with that, but | think

there's a lot nore potential in Alternative 5 than there

isin Alternative 2.
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W al so ask that, if the boulevard alternative
is selected, that Grard Street have bike lanes on it.
They're not currently shown in the design. There's been
tal k about alternate routes on old Mason to Hall eck.

But the nmore we've | ooked at the situation, it's
definitely a desirable route for bicycles that would
want to go fromLyon and Marina into the Main Post. And
we think bike |anes could be accommpdated really easily
on that stretch and safely with crossover | anes and new
techniques. So we ask for that.

We al so ask that, in light of the fact that

there are no bike facilities in a sone 6- to $700

mllion project, that some other mitigation nmeasures be
consi dered, such as inprovenents to Marina -- check ny
notes -- to Crissy Boulevard -- Crissy Field Avenue from

Mason Street up to Lincoln Boul evard, and al so that a
multi-use path be installed fromthe top of Crissy Field
Avenue up to Vista Avenue along the stretch fromthe
Gol den Gate Bridge. That's a heavily used bicycle and
pedestrian corridor. | know the Presidi o pathway plans
have sone inprovenents designed for that already. W'd
like to see those inplenmented as part of mitigation for
this project.

Furthernore, we'd |like to consider the fact

that, since there are no bicycle |anes or pedestrian --
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in fact, we're losing a pedestrian path on Doyl e

Drive -- that noney, perhaps, get applied fromthis
project to the west span of the Bay Bridge and -- for

t he new mai nt enance and pedestrian path and bicycle path
on that project, so....

Again, | want to thank you for including us in
this process, and we hope that we can work with you in
the future to devel op a world-class parkway alternative.
Thank you.

KAY WLSON: Thank you very nuch

M chael Keck.

M CHAEL KECK: M nane is Mchael Keck. It's
K- E-C-K

KAY WLSON: M apol ogi es.

M CHAEL KECK: That's okay. 1've had ot her
versions thrown at ne.

I think this project is about 30 years too |ate
in comng. |'ve |ooked at the history that you' ve put
forth in the programhere. And you've tried it severa
times. | come froma very unique perspective that |'d
like to address to you, sonmething that M. Kennerley
t ouched on, which is | ama survivor of a head-on on
Doyl e Drive, July 26th, 2003, just about outside this
wi ndow.

One of the things that you have failed to give
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the public -- and I've heard sone questions so far as,
"Why are you going to 12-foot | anes? Wy are you making
it so wde?"

M. Goldfine can certainly verify, one of the
facts is that Cal Trans sets forth regul ati ons when you
buil d hi ghways and freeways here. The m ninum | ane
width that they feel is acceptable for safety is 12
feet. But the bottomline is that ten feet, there's no
roomto get out of an accident. And if sonebody changes
| anes and si deswi pes you, you all of a sudden find
yourself on the other side of the roadway where you
don't belong. And whatever you do, cars aren't going to
save you; air bags aren't going to save you

I was incredibly fortunate. Unfortunately, the
young |l ady that was on her way to a birthday party for
her best friend was not, and she was kil l ed.

But | hear, "Mre time. Mre tinme. Let's
talk. Let's study." How many nore people are going to
die in that passage of tinme?

M. Goldfine of Cal Trans can probably run the
nunbers for you because Cal Trans keeps track of all the
accidents on its highways. They keep statistics. And
they're pretty cold. They know whi ch roadways are
danger ous because they have nore accidents.

That road out there is one of them The sooner
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you can change it is not soon enough. But one of the

t hi ngs that you should provide these people as they're
maki ng their decisions about aesthetics and animals and
mar shes and buildings -- how many lives is it worth? It
wasn't worth the life of that young lady that died two
and a half years ago. |I'mhere to tell you about it.
And |'ve got sone issues. |I'mstill walking. 1've just
had nmy third surgery.

But people can live. You need to nove this
forward with all speed. | can't tell you which life
you'll save, but | can guarantee you, you're going to
save lives. Do it now.

KAY WLSON: Thank you, M. Keck

M chael Bol and, followed by Ri ck Foster and
Moni ca Dant as.

Excuse nme. That last one I'll read.

M CHAEL BOLAND: Thank you. M nane is M ke
Boland. I'mdirector of planning for the Presidio
Trust. [1'd like to thank everyone for organizing a
wonder ful event tonight, and an opportunity for us al
to see the incredible work that's gone into the Doyle
Drive project.

The rel ease of the Doyle Drive EI'S, | believe,
is really a mlestone, sonething that's been com ng for

along time, along tine in the making. | think Doyl e
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Drive has been waiting a long tinme for the right
solution. And | think that the process has finally
closed in on that proper solution for the future of this
pl ace.

The Presidio Trust and National Park Service
are in the process of transformng the Presidio into a
21st-century national park. W're trying to turn this
into a place that's a nodel of innovative design, of
resource managenent, heritage preservation, and
communi ty stewardship.

Because of its size and scope, the
reconstruction of Doyle Drive obviously has an enornous
effect on our ability to acconplish this m ssion.

The ol d Doyle Drive carried civilians over the
Presidio to the Golden Gate without letting themtouch
down in the Presidio, without giving theman opportunity
to enjoy the wonders of this place. W believe that a
new Doyl e Drive can and should reflect the Presidio's
new life as a national park and as a public resource by
engaging the public in the | andscape of this place in a
way that the old Doyle Drive does not and cannot because
of its design.

As a result, we believe the Parkway Alternative
best achi eves our vision of the Presidio as a wonderf ul

public place. W think that the Parkway Alternative
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better neets the objectives of the Presidio Trust
managenment plan, which is our | and-use managenent plan
that guides all of our actions here in the Presidio, in
Area B. And we think that the Parkway Alternative
better achieves the objectives for the Doyle Drive
project as stated in the EIS and, you know, the
obj ectives that have guided this process thus far, that
it really creates a roadway that responds in a very
contextual way to the Presidio and to its future as a
nati onal park

We appl aud the fact that the Parkway re-creates
a direct connection between Crissy Field, a wonderfu
new public resource that the citizens of this city and
t he nation can enjoy, to the Main Post, which in PTMP we
i magi ne as the other great public site in the Min Post
of the Presidio, to create together a really world-cl ass
ensenbl e along the northern waterfront of the Presidio.
We think that the Parkway Alternative allows this to
happen in a way that the retrofit and wi den woul d not.

Lastly, we really believe that the Parkway
Alternative will set a new standard for highway design
inthis region and that it will endure as a nodel for
how ci vi c- mi ndedness can drive us to achi eve greatness
in the transformation of the | andscape. W don't see

any of these benefits in retrofit and widen alternative.
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W're extrenely pleased with the progress
that's been nmade thus far. W're also pleased that the
design team has been so open to our comments as it
i ncorporated so many of themas we' ve worked together on
this project. W |look forward to our continuing
col |l aboration as the project alternatives are refined,
based on the feedback you receive on your draft ElS.

Qur goal maintains the goal we began with: To
mnimze the inpacts of this roadway to parkland and to
the park's resources and to maxim ze park benefits by
creating a world-class roadway that we think is worthy
of this world-class park site.

For that, | thank you.

KAY WLSON: Thank you.

R ck Foster.
Rl CK FOSTER: I'"'mRi ck Foster with Gol den Gate
Nati onal Recreation Area. Brian O Neill, our

superintendent, was unable to participate in tonight's

nmeeting. But he asked nme to convey his enthusiastic

support for the Parkway Alternative, Alternative 5.
GCGNRA first endorsed replacing Doyle Drive with

a parkway rather than a freeway in the genera

managenent plan for the Presidio in 1994. W' ve

participated in the draft environnmental inpact statenent

for Doyle Drive for the past six years and have worked
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closely with the transportati on agenci es and consultants
in an effort to help themgain a better understandi ng of
the recreational, cultural, and natural resources in the
nati onal park

Through this effort, project-specific design
gui del i nes have been devel oped for Doyle Drive for the
Par kway that have resulted in a narrower, slower roadway
that responds to its unique setting in a national park
We appreciate the efforts that M chael Painter and SPUR
have contributed to this effort, and also for the
efforts from Federal Hi ghways, Cal Trans, and especially
the Transportation Authority in support of the many
desi gn exceptions that they've chanpioned in an effort
to keep the Parkway vision for Doyle Drive alive.

Thank you.

KAY WLSON: Thank you, Rick

Moni ca Dant as.

Is Monica still here?

Okay. We're mmking very good progress through
our cards. | appreciate everybody' s cooperation. W're
getting through the stack. |If anybody does want to turn
in a card, please raise your hand now, and Lauren wl|
collect them Over there? Thank you. And we'll keep
goi ng.

Patricia Vaughy.
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Patricia?

PATRI CI A VAUGHY: Patricia Vaughy. Can you guys
hear me? 1'mgoing to have to do it like this.

KAY WLSON: Let us lower the mke. Just a second.

PATRI Cl A VAUGHY: Well, the 5 plan | ooks pretty.
And | think it has sone good nerits. | don't think that
anybody ever | ooked at the traffic patterns of the
Mari na- Cow Hol | ow and of the Richnond. And | think that
t hese counts may be off. And what |'m nore disturbed
about is nei ghborhood neetings where the establishnent's
supposed to be asked, the Transportation Authority, and
peopl e from out si de nei ghbor hoods com ng in and
interfering. That really bothers ne.

The Marina-Cow Hollow is a very, very, very
tight nei ghborhood. W may have associations that
squabbl e, but we will cone together for a solution. And
right now | am saying everything don't -- into the
m ddl e part of the Marina and into the side streets of
Cow Hol | ow.

And | feel very, very, very sad that -- the
counts that are mssing fromthe EIS. | would
particularly like for that 60-day extension so that we
can do a better study.

Yes, people have been killed. But we have an

accident every two days al nost at the corner of
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Franci sco, Al hanbra, and at Lyon. W don't have police
protection. Wen we call for sonebody after an
accident, the State cones, the Gty cones. They argue
for 30 m nutes which one has the territory. And there's
a lot of things that are happening.

I amsorry that SPUR did not include people of
Marina-Cow Hol low in their plan because | think that we
could have gotten a plan through better and faster had
t hey been included. And |I'mvery sorry about that. |
have not be able to find anybody fromthe area that is
on that committee that actually speaks with authority,
and |'msorry.

The other thing is, | wuld like to have a nore
open dialog with the Departnent. | feel that, when we
go to the CAC neetings, that people from SPUR get 30
m nutes to speak, and we get to speak two minutes and we
get cut off. And | think that we really desperately
need to have nore input on this, and I think we can cone
up with a win-win solution. But right now |I'm not
seeing it.

"' m hearing nore and nore peopl e, because of
t hese -- 30 seconds? Geat.

I really think right now we shoul d | ook at
No. 2, but | would like to |l ook at No. 5 when we can

find solutions. But right now I'mnot seeing it.
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And | will not support anything being put next
to the neighbors at Lyon and Bay. There is no reason
for that phase of the circle or that phase of the
di anond project. The circle and di anond, you can go up
and use themup on the Parkway. But you don't need them
up agai nst peopl e's houses.

Thank you.

KAY WLSON: Thank you, Patricia.

Gretchen Nichol son has asked that | read this,
representing herself and YMCA nenbers. And she wites
as follows:

"As a nmenber of the Presidio YMCA and frequent
user of the fornmer Letterman Pool (Building 1151), |
deeply oppose the circle drive option of Alternative 5,
Presi di o Par kway.

Si nce the purpose of converting a former
mlitary facility to public cultural, recreational use
is to foster and pronote and serve such uses, it mmkes
no sense to destroy the Letterman Pool to w den a road
when there are other alternatives. The pool is heavily
used by famlies, the elderly and the disabled for
educational, health and rehabilitative type and
recreati onal purposes, which is what this national park
shoul d be supporting and not destroying."

kay. W have a conment from Lori Brooke
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that's representing the Cow Hol | ow Associ ati on, asked ne
to read as follows:

"How does traffic get onto Doyle Drive from
Marina Boul evard headi ng west?" That's the first
guesti on.

"Does this cause a greater delay fromthe
current configuration?" Joe? Gary?

JOE STORY: It would be easier to show with a map

KAY WLSON: "How does traffic get to Doyle Drive
from Mari na Boul evard headi ng west?"

JOE STORY: That's good. There we go.

This is the fanobus five-points intersection up
here, which is where Lyon and O d Mason and Mari na neet.
And this, of course, is the current corridor that the
vi aduct from Marina Boul evard currently is in place now
There is still two lanes at this intersection. And
traffic i s obviously stopped, controlled here before it
gets onto Doyl e Drive.

In the Parkway option, the traffic would nove
t hrough this and go up to the next intersection here,
where we're envisioning having a yield sign and a right
turn sign, essentially a free right, that would then
conti nue up and get onto the mainline of Doyle Drive.

In terms of the actual additional travel tine

required, | don't have every single nunber of the
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traffic study in my head. | believe it will probably
t ake about another eight or ten additional seconds to do
that. There's not an additional signal that sonebody
headi ng west will have to go through

| may al so point out that the Richardson
corridor is also going to be designed with sone
super -el evati on nodifications and such to encourage
traffic not to achieve a fast speed on Richardson as
wel |, but certainly, unlike today where you have the
| oop that |oops up and back, there will be a slightly
shorter path on Ri chardson

KAY WLSON: Thank you. |'ve been asked to make an

inquiry in the group -- are there people that are
pl anning to use the Presidio Shuttle at the end of the
nmeeting? |If we could have a show of hands -- because if
not, they may send the driver home. But if there's
peopl e that want to use it, they may keep it.

Thank you.

Doug Kern.

DOUG KERN: Hello. Good evening. |'m Doug Kern.

Thanks for the opportunity to comment.

On behal f of ten environmental and comunity
organi zations, 1'd like to respectfully request a 60-day
time extension so that we can respond to this docunent.

Most of our organi zati ons have been involved in the
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process for six to ten years, and we appreciate the
substanti al amount of work and effort that's been
expended on this docunent.

VWiile we are keenly aware of your desire to
keep a steady nmomentum wi th the project, our
organi zations are still wading through the vol um nous
docunents and suppl ementary docunents that acconpany the
DEIS. W need additional tine to prepare coordinated
responses to many of our technical concerns regarding
the Doyle Drive inpacts to marsh expansion and wildlife
corridors. Thanks for considering our request.

KAY WLSON: Thank you very nuch

Eugena Perez.

EUGENA PEREZ: Thank vyou. | -- in Spanish
(speaki ng Spani sh)

| would like to address a tiny little line
under circle drive option that woul d have a significant
effect on a large part of the population. And that is,
it says, "Wuld require the renoval of the YMCA sw nm ng
pool . "

Such a little line for a resource that's so
val uable. And as sonebody who is an immgrant, it
really shocks ne that we treat a huge val uabl e resource
as this pool -- you know, it goes along with having to

t hrow away ny fax machi ne because nobody will fix it, or
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usi ng di sposabl e razors.

This Letterman Pool is a | arge beautiful pool.
And |I'ma psychologist. And |I'mparticularly concerned
about renoving this resource fromtwo specific
popul ations. It teaches swinmng to a great many
children frominfants to teens. And we know that there
is a huge obesity problemin this country. And we have
children learning fromvery early, establishing habits
that will help themwith that problem And we're
destroyi ng the pool.

And nost of the popul ation are seniors, of whom
| happen to be one. And | use the pool for aqua-fit to
mai ntai n ny physical and nental health. And | know t hat
there are many, many seniors for whomthis resource
prevents depression and, in many cases, their heal th.

So | would urge you to | ook for an option that
woul d not include destruction of this very val uable
resour ce.

Thank you.

KAY WLSON: Please raise your hand if you didn't
submt a card so we can collect themall. Lauren is out
there to collect and hand them back. Anybody in the
front? Like to get all of the cards in.

OGkay. The next one is from David Bancroft who

asks that | read the follow ng coment:
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"Wth respect to Alternative 5, what
justification is claimed for" -- sorry.

"What justification is clainmed for dealing with
the very heavy traffic comng off the CGolden Gate Bridge
otherw se getting onto Marina Boul evard by, one,
reduci ng the nunber of lanes fromtwo to just one; two,
nost inmportantly, interposing two new four-way
i ntersections and presunmably stoplights; and three,
provi ding the nunber of |anes" -- "reducing the nunber
of |anes going north?"

Ckay. Another card fromElaine -- | cannot
read the | ast name, a concerned citizen, "Save the pool
for the people.”

And t he next speakers are Ann Harrison and Jean
Caramatti .

ANN HARRI SON:  Hi . Good eveni ng, everyone. Good
evening, all of ny neighbors. |'ma resident here in
the Marina District. | love our community here in San
Francisco. | think that we have a beautiful town, and
we want to keep it so it's beautiful. People cone here
fromall over the world just to be here. They cone here
for a nunmber of reasons.

I"mnot a professional speaker, by the way.

Also, | would like to et you know that | think

Alternative 2 is the better alternative for our

81

262 of 579




© 00 N oo o~ w N P

N NN N NN P PP PP P P P PP
g N W N P O © 0 N O OO M W N P O

community. The reasons are the followi ng: The cost is
| ess than -- between 165- and $200 nmillion than
Al ternative 5.

Alternative 2 provides us with | ess disruption
to existing buildings in the Presidio, San Francisco
wildlife. 1t's not destroyed -- and the trees. Fewer
historic buildings are destroyed al so.

On Doyle Drive, with Alternative 2, views of
the San Franci sco National Cenetery are left intact as
wel | as the San Franci sco Bay as you conmute in and
out si de of our beautiful city.

On Doyle Drive views give drivers visual and
enotional relief, so road rage is not encouraged, and we
have open sky throughout. The traffic flows would be
about the sane in and out San Francisco with
Al ternative 2.

But traffic is diverted nore to Lonbard and to
Ri chardson with Alternative 5, so you' d have increased
noise. And with Alternative 5 you al so increase the
growmh in the Presidio. The Presidio is our park, is
our heritage. | have children that live here in San
Franci sco. They want to stay here living in San
Francisco. | want San Francisco to stay as this
beautiful community that we have. | want it to be there

for themto enjoy our parks, not only for us but for
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future generations.

Alternative 2 is better because, if there is a
terrorist attack, an open existing Alternative 2 will be
the [ east anobunt of risk to famly and friends trapped
in tunnels than Alternative 5 is being considered [sic]. 1
Alternative 2 has the feel of a rel axed, cozy cont

exi sting comunity commute to and from San Franci sco.

The construction tine for Alternative 2 is | ess

than a mininumof 2 years. Can you inmage what it's
going to be like if we go for Alternative 5? It's not
going to look like the Marina anynore. It's not going
to look like the beautiful approach when you cone across
from Marin and you cone across the Col den Gate Bridge.
Alternative 2 allows us to keep the feel that we have
currently in place intact.
Thank you very much for your appreciation and
consi deration. And | hope that the committee wll
consi der the needs and the wants of the |ocal comunity
here.
And | appreciate the opportunity to talk
tonight. Thank you so nuch.
KAY WLSON: Thank you.
Jean Caramatti.
JEAN CARANMATTI: Just a couple of comments. |'m

conpl etely opposed to the stoplights that you're
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consi dering placing getting onto Marina Boul evard. |
believe, as do many residents in the area, that it wll
shift traffic onto R chardson nuch in the sanme way that
it did when the stop signs were placed on the boul evard.

Second, |'mdisappointed that you find it
acceptabl e to tunnel under the Presidio to protect the
cenmetery, but you aren't giving the residents of this
nei ghbor hood t he sane consideration. | think it's very
i mportant that you start considering the residents in
this area because | think we're being left out of this
| oop here.

And finally, | do support a 60-day delay in the
comrent period. Thank you.

KAY WLSON: Thank you very nuch

Last call for speaker cards. Please raise your
hand. Lauren is in the back, and she'll collect them

Ckay. John Brooke.

JOHN BROOKE: H . Thanks for the presentation
process tonight.

I think the Parkway is a very attractive
alternative; it seens to neet many of the objectives
that were set out. But it also seens to have an
objective that wasn't said up there, and that's to push
the traffic off Mrina Boul evard and onto Lonbard.

The projections that you gave, M. Kennerl ey,
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i ndicated that 37,000 cars, vehicle traffic, per day
with -- | think it was the expanded Alternative 2. And
now it's going down to 25- with Alternative 5. So
that's a 30 percent reduction. That seens |like there's
a new objective here that wasn't stated in the
Power Poi nt slide presentation, noving traffic onto
Lonbard Street.

| have a couple of questions and -- let ne
finish with this. | urge you guys to reconsider that to
bal ance the alternatives to ook at leveling traffic
flow, and | think -- the percentages, the ratios to what
there is today so that there isn't a seem ng ot her
objective for Alternative 5 versus Alternative 2.

Back on your level -of-service charts, it
i ndicates that, today, Richardson -- the intersection of
Ri chardson and Broderick is considered AAA. That's --
t hi nk best of -- best operation of flow But Mrina
Boul evard, Divisadero and Marina intersection, and
Marina Boul evard and Broderick intersection is FFF.
There's clearly a different rating standard there.
Maybe you guys can explain that.

Question nunber two, the presentation indicated
that flow to Marina Boul evard was nearly identical in
the Alternative 5 scenario as it is today, but yet it

showed a 30 percent reduction in traffic. Can you guys
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explain that?
Thank you very nuch
KAY WLSON: Thank you.

Joe can you -- the first one was about

Ri chardson and Broderick, AAA and --
JOE STORY: Yeah.

Certainly, the definition of "level of service"
is sonmething that's a nationally devel oped standard over
a nunber of years. |It's used widely across the country
and recogni zed by basically Cal Trans and nost of the
public agencies. Wat it does is it actually grades the
performance of traffic. There's different nethodol gies
for signalized and unsignalized intersections and for an
intersection with what we call two-way stops and
i ntersections that are all-way stops.

So what ends up happening is an intersection
i ke the one on Broderick, which is signalized, this one
nmet hodol ogy does not -- every car has to stop and go
through; if the light's green, the car keeps goi ng. But
on the other hand, cars that go fromthe all-way stop
i ke the ones on Marina Boul evard -- every car has to
stop or go through that. Well, eventually that just
creates nore and nore delay. And according to the
nati onal standards, that neans that the average car is

going to have a higher level of delay to get through
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t hat intersection.

KAY WLSON: Ckay. And then explain the 30 percent
reduction.

JOE STORY: Yeah. The 30 percent reduction on
Marina Boul evard is a situation that happens --
basically the traffic on Ri chardson is the controlling
point of the system And as you may know, all of San
Francisco traffic signals, wherever possible, have a
fixed time and control so that pedestrians will have
enough tine to get across the street.

Sonetinmes you take your life into your own
hands when you do that, but basically what ends up
happening in our analyses is that if there is no
traffic, people prefer to take Lonbard Street, and so in
the increases in -- or I'"'msorry. So what ends up
happening i s, when you actually open up the additional
access from Grard Road which then cuts through the
Presidio to the Presidio Gate, it actually opens up a
little bit of a relief valve

Wel |, because the preferred route is stil
Lonbard Street, the traffic -- sonme of the traffic
shifts from Mari na Boul evard to Lonbard. Sone of the
traffic shifts from Lonbard Street over to Grard Road
So the net result is a reduction of traffic incurred on

Mar i na Boul evar d.
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KAY WLSON: Ckay. Thank you
Did you have a foll ow on?

JOHN BROOKE: Just that second answer on that
seened to be a little bit inconsistent when the traffic
on Richardson was a little over 80,000. So it doesn't
seemto be -- at or less than the sane capacity, it
doesn't seemlike we'd be reducing traffic on Marina
Boul evard.

KAY WLSON: Thank you.

I have two nore speaker cards, and two that
"Il read at the end.
Joseph Fi gone.

JOSEPH FI GONE: Thank you for the opportunity to
speak. [|'ma 44-year resident of the Marina District.
|'ve seen this area in alnbst every way you can imagi ne,
growi ng up here. |'ve seen many cars w apped around the
corner of Richardson and Francisco. | think right now
our biggest thing is safety. Safety neans that we
probably woul d need a parkway. And that would be one of
our best alternatives. O course, ny biggest concern,
al so, is the neighborhood and the neighbors and their
concerns, traffic and our streets. That needs to be
| ooked at and addr essed.

Wth the Parkway, | understand there's to be

denolition, possibly, of Letterman Pool. | used that as
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a toddler learning howto swm And | used it when |
became a charter nenber of YMCA. Things need to be

changed after awhile. And there's a sw nm ng pool that

was built on Third Street for $9 mllion dollars -- or
what was it -- | forgot the exact figure. | think it
was 9 million.

Way couldn't we replace that pool eventually
with sonmething else in that nearby facility of the
Presi di 0?

| also have a question of, with Bay Area rapid
transit and all that, when things are built, different
counties pay and assist in all this. The majority of
users of Doyle Drive of the Marina infrastructure right
there come from Marin County.

Wiy is it that one third conmes fromlocal, one
third fromthe state, and one third fromthe federal
governnment? Why doesn't Marin County, since they're
pushi ng over a hundred thousand of their cars fromthere
to here? That's about all | have to say. But | do
support the Parkway, and |'ve been living here all ny
life.

KAY WLSON: Thank you.

Bet sy?

BETSY: Just a quick -- oops. Just a quick

cooment. To ne, | ama fifth-generation San Franci scan,
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and | feel very passionate about this city. And | feel
very passionate about this project. | |ook at San
Francisco as an internationally recognized city for its
beauty and for its vistas fromdifferent el evations
around town.

As | review Alternative No. 5 here on the
screen, | amextrenely disturbed by its |ikeness to the
web of freeways in Los Angeles. It is quite a weaving
of pavenent, circling around. And | think once it's up,
it wll be, really, a blight on the beauty of the Mrina
District.

In addition, | feel the Presidio is a unique
area, needing unique attention, that it's crucial to
protect and preserve the heritage of the Presidio. It's
a landmark status to the State of California and very,
very inportant to those of us who are natives to
California and to San Francisco. Once this massive
structure is up, it becones a permanent part of San
Franci sco.

The traffic flowis of trenmendous concern to
me, both in the nei ghborhood and the approach to the
bridge, across the bridge. Al of it is needing of a
t remendous amount of discussion and attention. And |
think it has sonme concerns when you think of how

California is exploding in population. Tonight on the
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news, they tal ked about the farm di sappearing in
California to nake way for people who need hones.

There's no way that traffic, it seens |ike,
will ever be reduced. It is a major, major part of this
freeway. And it is going to be an inpact to the
nei ghbor hood around it.

Therefore, | am advocating an additional 60-day
ti me extension, please. Thank you.

KAY WLSON: Thank you.

Do | have everyone's cards?

kay. |'ve got two nore to read.
Jan Blum submitted a card. And it says: "Wen
will the public know a 60-day extension will be

grant ed?"
Lee, do you have any insight on that?

LEE SAAGE: We'll certainly take it under
advisenent. The only thing | can commt to is if the
Transportation Authority, in cooperation with the
Federal Hi ghway Adm nistration and Cal Trans deci des t hat
t he extension is appropriate, the extension will be
announced prior to the close of the comment peri od.

KAY WLSON: Ckay. And | have one last submitta
that |'ve been asked to read. And the submttal is from
M chael Marston on behalf of the Presidio Heights

Associ ati on of Nei ghbors. And | have in ny hand a
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letter he has subnmitted that is signed by Charles
Ferguson, President. And |I've been asked to read
certain portions.

"Dear M. Saage, historically, the Presidio
Hei ght s Associ ati on of Nei ghbors has supported M chae
Painter's Presidio Parkway now designated as Alternative
5. We believe it to be superior to all other
alternatives that we've seen over the years. The PHAN
board unani nously supports these positions. PHAN
supports Alternative 5. PHAN supports circle drive.
PHAN supports contact-sensitive design refinenments.
PHAN does not support the hook ranp option at the Park
Presidi o I nterchange. PHAN opposes the Merchant Road
slip ranmp. PHAN remai ns concerned by the
Lyon- Mari na- Mason Street intersection.

"Credit for work done by M chael Painter:
Finally, we are very surprised that we weren't able to
find either print or nmention of Mchael Painter,
vi sionary desi gner of the Presidio Parkway, in the Draft
EISEIR  Thus we strongly request that his work, nuch
of it pro bono, be properly credited in the final
docunent . "

Just to clarify, for the record, | believe
M. Painter is listed as part of the team as a

contributor to the project. But it's a big book, and it
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m ght have been hard to find.

On that note, 1'd like to thank you all for the
time and attention you've given us and for cooperating
with us to get through submtting your conments. Pl ease
be advised, to remi nd you, you have until close of
busi ness on Wednesday, March 1st to submt your
coments, that being 5:00 p.m, unless there's an
announcenent that the comment period has been extended.

Thank you, and good eveni ng.

(Wher eupon, the hearing adjourned at 9:21

o' clock p.m)
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STATE OF CALI FORNI A )
COUNTY OF MARI N 3 >

|, DEBORAH FUQUA, a Certified Shorthand
Reporter of the State of California, duly authorized to
adm ni ster oaths pursuant to Section 8211 of the
California Code of Gvil Procedure, do hereby certify
t hat the foregoing proceedings were reported by ne, a
di sinterested person, and thereafter transcribed under
nmy direction into typewiting and is a true and correct
transcription of said proceedings.

| further certify that I am not of counsel or
attorney for either or any of the parties in the
f oregoi ng proceedi ng and capti on nanmed, nor in any way
interested in the outcome of the cause nanmed in said
capti on.

Dated the 22nd day of February, 2006.

DEBORAH FUQUA
CSR NO. 12948
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FOUTH AGTESS 10 THE GOLDEN (A TE BRIDGE

DOYLE DRIVE

Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: SPUR (M. Alexander (021506))

Reviewer's
Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 Preference for Alternative 5 noted. 1060
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FOUTH AGTESS 10 THE GOLDEN (A TE BRIDGE

DOYLE DRIVE

Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: SPUR (J. Chappell (021506))

Reviewer's
Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 Preference for Alternative 5 with the Circle Drive option noted. 1061
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Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: SPUR (R. Kernan (021506))

Reviewer's

Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 The comment period was already extended an additional month. 1062
2 Building removal is negotiated with the Presidio Trust. The relocation of buildings will be 1063
detailed in the Programmatic Agreement (PA) which was developed with input from
participating agencies as outlined in the Avoidance, Minimization and/or Mitigation
Measures of Section 3.2.11. The PA is provided in Appendix | of the FEIS/R.
3 This was addressed as part of the PA and treatment plan process. The resolution of 1064
adverse effects associated with the project is provided in the PA (see Appendix | of the
FEIS/R). Mitigation measures are outlined in the Avoidance, Minimization and/or
Mitigation Measures discussion of Section 3.2.11.
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Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: California Heritage Council (G. Widman (021506))

Reviewer's

Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 Through the alternative screening process the modified Parkway Alternative (Alternative 1065
5) was selected as the Preferred Alternative.
2 This was addressed as part of the Programmatic Agreement (PA) and treatment plan 1066
process. The resolution of adverse effects associated with the project is provided in the
PA (see Appendix I of the FEIS/R). Mitigation measures are outlined in the Avoidance,
Minimization and/or Mitigation Measures discussion of Section 3.2.11.
3 The comment period was already extended an additional month. Discussions with the 1067
Presidio Trust resulted in the PA presented in Appendix I of the FEIS/R.
4 The visual analysis does consider the visual effects to motorists traveling on Doyle Drive, 1068
see Section 3.2.10 of the FEIS/R. Also viewpoint 13 in the Visual Impact Assessment
specifically addresses the motorists view while traveling on Doyle Drive.
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Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: D. Hermann (021506)

Reviewer's
Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 Discussion was expanded to address these concerns. See discussion of Permanent 1069
Impacts in Section 3.2.11.
2 Discussion under Alternative 5: Presidio Parkway in Section 3.2.11 was expanded to 1070
address these concerns.
3 Discussion under Alternative 5: Presidio Parkway in Section 3.2.11 was expanded to 1071
address these concerns.
4 See Section 5.6.4 for the discussion of cumulative impacts to cultural resources. 1072
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Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: L. Bogatay (021506)
Reviewer's
Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 Design workshops were held to modify Alternative 5 to enhance its features which 1073
resulted in the creation of the Preferred Alternative (See Section 2.5.1). Those measures
to avoid, minimize and/or mitigation impacts associated with the project are presented
throughout Chapter 3. In addition, a Programmatic Agreement (PA) was prepared which
presents those avoidance, minimization and/or mitigation measures for impacts to cultural
resources (see Section 3.2.11 and Appendix I).
2 The Presidio Trust has determined that the top floor of Building 201 will be retained along 1074
Halleck St. Building 204 will be deconstructed and materials salvaged for preservation
and/or reuse.
3 In July 2006, Alternative 5 with the Diamond interchange option was selected as the 1075
Preferred Alternative therefore Building 1151 (YMCA Pool) will remain intact.
4 Cultural Resource preservation discussions to minimize impacts and possibly preserve the 1076
bluff similar to 1920's photo were held prior to the FEIS/R, see the Avoidance,
Minimization and/or Mitigation Measures of Section 3.2.11.
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Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: J. Bulter (021506)

Reviewer's

Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 The comment period was extended an additional month. The issues stated in the 1077
comment can be addressed during final design of the preferred alternative. Measures to
mitigate impacts to cultural resources are outlined in the Programmatic Agreement (PA)
prepared for this project (see Section 3.2.11 and Appendix | of the FEIS/R)..
2 Cultural Resource preservation discussions to minimize impacts and possibly preserve the 1078
bluff similar to 1920's photo were held prior to the FEIS/R. As stated in Section 2.5.1, the
refinements make for the Preferred Alternative reduce the disturbance of the existing
bluff.
3 The profiles of Alternative 2 and Alternative 5 are independent. Great effort has been 1079
spent to minimize impacts to resources.
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Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: D. Rowe (021506)

Reviewer's
Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 While a considerable effort has been spent to minimize impacts to resources, not all 1080
resources can be avoided with the Parkway Alternative.
2 The intent of Alternative 2 was to replace the existing facility to meet the project purpose 1081
of traffic, seismic and structural safety. The current facility does not provide an exit to the
Presidio.
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Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: D. Barry (021506)

Reviewer's

Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 Preference for Alternative 2 noted. In July 2006, the Presidio Parkway (Alt 5) with the 1082
Diamond Interchange option was selected as the Preferred Alternative. The Preferred
Alternative would retain the YMCA swimming pool.
2 Comment noted. Detailed design of parking facilities affected by the project would take 1083
pedestrian circulation, traffic safety, and parking access into consideration. Such design
will be developed as part of the Plans, Specifications, and Estimates (PS&E) phase of the
project.
3 The comment period was extended an additional month. 1084
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Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: D. Tilles (021506)

Reviewer's

Comment Database ID
Number Response

1 Preference for Alternative 5 noted. in July 2006, the Presidio Parkway (Alt 5) with the 1085
Diamond Interchange option was selected as the Preferred Alternative. The Merchant
Road slip ramp is not an element of the Preferred Alternative.

2 Comment noted. The management of traffic during construction will be finalized as part 1086
of design to minimize impacts. A Traffic Management Plan (TMP) will be prepared as part
of the project which will include strategies to minimize potential pedestrian, bicycle and
traffic impacts during construction of the project. See Appendix K for the draft TMP.

3 A detailed Transportation Management Plan will be developed during final design that will 1087
address access during construction.
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Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer:

W. Hayward (021506)

Reviewer's

Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 Preference for Alternative 2 noted. 1088
2 Preference for Alternative 2 noted. The Preferred Alternative would result in the 1089
permanent removal of 8 buildings, see Section 3.2.6 of the FEIS/R.
3 Preference for Alternative 2 noted. Updated project cost information is presented in 1090
Section 2.7 and Exhibit 2-38 of the FEIS/R.
4 Correct, construction time would vary by alternative but was estimated to take 1091
approximately 5 years. Modifications to Alternative 5 and the construction staging
proposed may reduce the contruction time to approximately 3.5 years for the Preferred
Alternative.
5 Design of the alternatives, including grades, was to provide the proper safety features 1092
while minimizing impacts to the surrounding environment.
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Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: K. Orre (021506)

Reviewer's

Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 The project does not preclude the extension of light rail into the Presidio or hinder the 1093

implementation of the Presidio Bicycle/Pedestrian Master Plan.

2 Comment noted. The EIS/R mitigations are clear on these points. Mitigation for 1094
wetlands, probably the most productive of the habitats present, is discussed at length in
the Avoidance, Minimization and/or Mitigation Measures portion of Section 3.4.2;
avoidance of sensitive habitat areas and their revegetation (where avoidance is not
possible) in the Avoidance, Minimization and/or Mitigation Measures portion of Section
3.4.3. Generally, restoration actions are begun as soon as possible after construction,
and monitoring continues for a period of five years.
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Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: E. Solomon (021506)

Reviewer's

Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 In July 2006 Alternative 5 with the Diamond Interchange option was selected as the 1095
Preferred Alternative therefore Building 1151 (YMCA Pool) will be preserved.
2 To analyze any potential impacts on neighborhoods, the traffic study was expanded 1096

beyond the original parameters studied in the DEIR/S. The results of this expanded
analysis are presented in the FEIR/S - see the discussion under the Preferred Alternative
in Section 3.2.8. However, as this project is to replace an existing transportation
structure increases in transportation impacts based solely from this project is not
anticipated to occur.
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Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: M. Strunsky (021506)

Reviewer's
Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 Comment noted. 1097
2 Comment noted. 1098
3 Comment noted. 1099
4 To analyze any potential impacts on neighborhoods, the traffic study was expanded 1100
beyond the original parameters studied in the DEIR/S. The results of this expanded
analysis are presented in the FEIR/S. No adverse impacts from this project onto the
neighborhoods was indicated.
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DOYLE DRIVE

Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: S. Chang (021506)

Reviewer's
Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 The modified Alternative 5 which was selected as the Preferred Alternative incorportated 1101

several elements from Alternative 2 to enhance overall design and to reduce the
construction period.
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FOUTH AGTESS 10 THE GOLDEN (A TE BRIDGE

DOYLE DRIVE

Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: J. Ream (021506)

Reviewer's
Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 Comment noted. 1102
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Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: R. Coffin (021506)

Reviewer's
Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 Preference for Alternative 5 noted. 1103
2 Current Presidio Trust Bike and Trail plan proposed bike lanes on Girard Road. 1104
3 The restoration of the project area, including bike paths will be coordinated with the Trust 1105
and their Bikeways and Trails Master Plan.
4 This project does not impede the existing Presido Trust Bikeways and Trails Master Plan. 1106
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DOYLE DRIVE

Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: M. Keck (021506)

Reviewer's
Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 The roadway is being designed to meet all safety standards. 1107
2 Comment noted and as Commenter stated, increased safety is one of the elements of the 1108

Purpose and Need for this project.
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DOYLE DRIVE

Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: Presidio Trust (M. Boland (021506))

Reviewer's
Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 Preference for Alternative 5 noted. 1109
2 Preference for Alternative 5 noted. 1110
3 Preference for Alternative 5 noted. 1111
4 Positive comment regarding the management of the project. 1112
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SOUTH ACCESS 10 THE GOLDEN GATE BHIDGE

DOYLE DRIVE

Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: GGNRA (R. Foster (021506))

Reviewer's
Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 Support for Alternative 5 noted. 1113
2 This comment contains the reasons why the GGNRA gave its support to Alternative 5 in 1114
comment #1113.
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Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: P. Vaughey (021506)
Reviewer's
Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 To analyze any potential impacts on neighborhoods, the traffic study was expanded 1115
beyond the original parameters studied in the DEIR/S. The results of this expanded
analysis are presented in the FEIR/S. No adverse impacts from this project onto the
neighborhoods was indicated.
2 The comment period was extended an additional month. 1116
3 The EIR is not related to how SPUR developed their plan. 1117
4 Following the circulation of the DEIS/R, there were a series of workshops and meetings 1118
with interested parties to develop a consensus for the preferred alternative. The project
team has made the commitment to continue an open dialog throughout the completion of
this project.
5 Comment noted. 1119
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DOYLE DRIVE

Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: G. Nicholson (021506)

Reviewer's
Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 In July 2006, Alternative 5 with the Diamond interchange option was selected as the 1120

Preferred Alternative therefore Building 1151 (YMCA Pool) will remain intact.
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Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: L. Brooke (021506)

Reviewer's
Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 There is no additional delay associated with traffic in this direction as one unsignalized 1121

lane can accommodate the traffic volumes for this stretch; there is a lower speed limited
in Alternative 5 for this portion of the project as the transition zone between city streets
and the highway is moved westward.
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FOUTH AGTESS 10 THE GOLDEN (A TE BRIDGE

DOYLE DRIVE

Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: D. Kern (021506)

Reviewer's
Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 The comment period was extended an additional month. 1122
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DOYLE DRIVE

Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: E. Perez (021506)

Reviewer's
Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 In July 2006, Alternative 5 with the Diamond interchange option was selected as the 1123

Preferred Alternative therefore Building 1151 (YMCA Pool) will remain intact.

Friday, February 02, 2007 300 €59 Page 1 of 1



Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: D. Bancroft (021506)

Reviewer's
Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 There is no additional delay associated with traffic in this direction as one unsignalized 1124

lane can accommodate the traffic volumes for this stretch; there is a lower speed limited
in Alternative 5 for this portion of the project as the transition zone between city streets
and the highway is moved westward.
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DOYLE DRIVE

Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: E. Hathaway (021506)

Reviewer's
Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 In July 2006, Alternative 5 with the Diamond interchange option was selected as the 1847

Preferred Alternative therefore Building 1151 (YMCA Pool) will remain intact.
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FOUTH AGTESS 10 THE GOLDEN (A TE BRIDGE

DOYLE DRIVE

Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: A. Harrison (021506)

Reviewer's
Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 Preference for Alternative 2 noted. 1125
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Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: J. Caramatti (021506)

Reviewer's

Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 Comment noted; the proposed intersections meet project design requirements and would 1126
also include signal coordination.
2 Numerous opportunities have been provided throughout the life of the project for public 1127
involvement. Public meetings and workshops were held and a Citizen Advisory Council,
consisting of representatives from the neighborhoods, has been involved from the
beginning to provide recommendations on the project.
3 The comment period was extended an additional month. 1128
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Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: J. Brooke (021506)

Reviewer's

Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 Project alternatives do result in less traffic on Marina Boulevard. This is a consequence, 1129
not an objective of the project.
2 The Refined Presidio Parkway Alternative achieves a much closer balance of traffic 1130
between Marina Boulevard and Richardson Avenue.
3 The Refined Presidio Parkway Alternative achieves a much closer balance of traffic 1131
between Marina Boulevard and Richardson Avenue. The traffic decreases in the original
alternative were in the off-peak direction.
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Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: J. Figone (021506)

Reviewer's
Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 The Preferred Alternative is being designed to improve safety throughout the corridor. 1132
The proposed facility will have increased curvature to enhance traffic calming and provide
a transition zone starting at the Main Post tunnel in order to reduce vehicle speeds prior
to entering city streets.
2 In July 2006, Alternative 5 with the Diamond interchange option was selected as the 1133
Preferred Alternative therefore Building 1151 (YMCA Pool) will remain intact.
3 Marin County residents pay sales taxes which results in the funds available from state and 1134
federal sources, so the Marin residents are paying into the project. The Marin residents
who use the facility are traveling to SF where they most likely work, shop, and spend
money which generates sales taxes for SF City/County.
Thursday, July 31, 2008 306 ¢t 659 Page 1 of 1



Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: Betsy (021506)

Reviewer's

Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 Comment noted. 1135
2 An enhanced description of the process for building preservation and other historic 1136
preservation efforts is included in Avoidance, Minimization and/or Mitigation Measures of
Section 3.2.11 of the FEIS/R.
3 Traffic projects are based upon population and employment forecasts as established by 1137
ABAG in order to meet requirements set forth by FHWA and CTC. Marin County and
Richmond District populations are not forecast to experience "exploding" growth.
4 The comment period was extended an additional month. 1138
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DOYLE DRIVE

Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: J. Blum (021506)

Reviewer's
Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 The comment period was extended an additional month. 1139
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DOYLE DRIVE

Comments on the Doyle Drive Project DEIS/R

Reviewer: M. Marston (021506)

Reviewer's
Comment Database ID
Number Response
1 Preference for Alternative 5 with the Circle Drive option noted. 1140
2 Mr. Painter is credited in the FEIS/FEIR as a participant in this process. 1141
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