


Figure 1 — “Key Issues Index” from Round 3 BSP Outreach Community Meetings

Key Issue Community Meeting
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Greening v v v v
Plan Implementation v v v v
Traffic Calming v v v v
Maintenance v v v

Noise Pollution v v v

Plan Funding v v v

Public Space v v v
Accessible Streets v v

Enforcement v v

Partnerships v v
Personal Safety v v
Stormwater Mgmnt v v
Education v

Lighting v

Public Art v
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Nelson|Nygaard

consulting associates

785 Market Street, Suite 1300
San Francisco, CA 94103
(415) 284-1544  FAX: (415) 284-1554

MEMORANDUM

To: Adam Varat, San Francisco Planning Department

From: Jeremy Nelson, Todd Vogel, Chris Ganson — Better Streets Plan Community
Involvement Consultant (CIC) Team

Date: June 18, 2008

Subiject: Summary of Feedback from Senior Action Network outreach event for the San
Francisco Better Streets Plan

Overview of this Memo

This memo contains the consultant team’s summary of the feedback received from
participants at the Senior Action Network outreach event as part of Round 3 of Community
Outreach for the San Francisco Better Streets Plan.

Event Details

Date: June 11, 2008

Time: 9:30 — 12:30 pm

Location: St. Mary’s Cathedral, 1111 Gough St. (Lower level)

Forum: Regular monthly membership meeting of Senior Action Network (SAN)
Format: 30-minute presentation of Draft BSP; 45-minute Q & A and solicitation of

comments; BSP boards set up before and after event so participants
could provide written or verbal comments
Attendees: Approximately 98

Summary of Key Comments

= Participants expressed a strong desire for improved pedestrian safety, and urged more
emphasis in the plan on traffic calming to slow vehicle speeds and additional attention
to crosswalk safety (raised crosswalks, banning right turns on red, etc).

= The plan recommendations were well received (especially greening, pedestrian
amenities like lighting and benches, etc), but there was also a strong desire for existing
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infrastructure be better maintained (such as keeping sidewalks cleaner and putting
grates on tree wells to prevent tripping) and existing laws be better enforced (especially
prohibitions against auto parking on sidewalks and biking on sidewalks).

There were generalized concerns about if and when the Plan would ever be adopted,
funded, and implemented.

All Comments

These are beautiful designs, but the primary
focus should be on calming traffic to slower
speeds.

Provide safe bike facilities so that cyclists
don’t ride on sidewalks and enforce bicyclist
who endanger pedestrians by riding on
sidewalks.

Ban right turns on red lights to provide better
protection for senior pedestrians who may
still be in the crosswalk even after all other
pedestrians have cleared the crosswalk.

Provide raised crosswalks.
Clarify in plan what “continuous trenching between sidewalk trees” means.
Maintain or increase quality of street furniture.

Install tree grates that prevent tripping and wheelchair tipping, and can be altered to
accommodate tree growth.

Make one parking space per block a green space.

Allow garages to be converted to housing units.

Deal with social problems or all these design improvements will be for naught.
Fix sidewalks.

Maintain/clean bus shelters, reserve them for riders, prohibit smoking with better
signage and enforcement.

Incorporate NextBus into all BSP proposals for transit stops.
Reduce street noise.
Keep historic granite curbs, or at least recycle them.

Add more benches for rest along walks, which is important for seniors who need to get
out and about but who also need to stop and rest more often than others.
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Facilitate MUNI buses pulling all the way to the curb for easy boarding.

Coordinate reconstruction of streets so streets don’t get torn up, repaved, and then torn
up again.

Center lane bus shelters [i.e. Muni’s median boarding islands] are difficult for seniors to
reach and feel dangerous to be waiting in the middle of traffic.

Provide bike lanes along curb, separated from car parking and travel lanes (like they
do in Europe).

Remove concrete between trees to prevent roots from coming up through sidewalk and
to allow for additional area for sidewalk landscaping.

Stripe alley and mid-block crosswalks.

How will plan recommendations be funded?
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Nelson|Nygaard

consulting associates

785 Market Street, Suite 1300
San Francisco, CA 94103
(415) 284-1544  FAX: (415) 284-1554

MEMORANDUM

To: Adam Varat, San Francisco Planning Department

From: Jeremy Nelson, Todd Vogel, Chris Ganson — Better Streets Plan Community
Involvement Consultant (CIC) Team

Date: June 18, 2008

Subiject: Summary of Feedback from the CC Puede, San Jose/Guerrero Coalition to
Save our Streets, and Precita Valley Neighbors outreach event for the San
Francisco Better Streets Plan

Overview of this Memo

This memo contains the consultant team’s summary of the feedback received from
participants at a joint meeting of CC Puede; San Jose/Guerrero Coalition to Save our Streets,
and Precita Valley Neighbors as part.of Round 3 of Community Outreach for the San
Francisco Better Streets Plan.

Event Details

Date: June 12, 2008

Time: 6:30 — 8:30 pm

Location: St. Luke’s Hospital, 3555 Cesar Chavez Street, Solarium (top floor)
Forum: Joint meeting of 3 neighborhood groups above

Format: 30-minute presentation of Draft BSP; 45-minute Q & A and solicitation of

comments; BSP boards set up before and after event so participants
could provide written or verbal comments
Attendees: Approximately 38

Summary of Key Comments

= Participants emphasized the need for implementation of the plan to improve pedestrian
safety and personal safety (from street crime).

= A desire was expressed to expedite implementation in the Mission in support of the
City’s transit first policy, respond to the neighborhood needs, and build on all the work
that community groups have already done to improve their streets.
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=  While the need to accommodate autos was made clear, participants supported ideas to
improve pedestrian safety (such as mid-block crossings), support local businesses
(such as allowing businesses to provide additional dining area or merchandising area
in the parking lane), and to create public space (such as street closures for farmer’s
markets).

All Comments

= More public restrooms.

= Create methods for the public to participate
in public space allocation, e.g. merchants
using space in front of their businesses for
seating, landscaping, etc.

=  Maintain sufficient sidewalk width when
planting street trees.

= Expedite implementation.

= Pilot projects could include Mission at Valencia, Mission at Cesar Chavez, Mission at
30" St., and/or Mission at San Jose.

» Look at growing food within the city (e.g. fruit trees and community gardens).

= Converting one-way streets.to two-way benefits pedestrians — do you recommend
conversions in the plan?

= BSP should support of transit-first policy.

= Consider improvements’ impacts on transit and private motor vehicle congestion.
= Amenities such as bus stop benches are vital to those with disabilities.

= Consider more temporary street closures, like the Noe Valley farmers’ market.

= Include mid-block street crossings.

= Create public space at MUNI stops (cafés are already springing up).

= Add greenery (trees) at bus stops.

= |Increase permeability.

= Add pedestrian amenities and traffic calming where people are already crossing the
street, even if that isn’t an intersection.

= Allow greening between driveways where curb length is too short for a parking space.
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Address day laborers sleeping on the street.

BSP implementation will likely result in increased property values; strategies should be
in place to avoid displacement as a result of gentrification.

Daylight creeks where possible.

How will this plan be implemented, and how is the plan being coordinated with other
plans (TEP, Bike Plan, Mission Streetscape Plan)?
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