
Clara Johnson Comments Pub Hrg #3 Traffic/ Circulation/Noise FEIR Plan Com Baylands 

MMR Pg 4-63 MM 4.I-1 

I don’t agree that the General Plan roadway level of service standards should be changed and therefore I 

don’t support a General Plan Amendment to do so. 

Separate note:  I have concluded that DSP, DSP-V, CPP & CPP-V  are not appropriate for this site.  The 

traffic of the project alternatives is so significant that it cannot be mitigated.  The result is that the  

quality of life for the people of:  Brisbane,  Visitacion Valley, Bayshore Daly City is adversely impacted.  

We would be subjected to delays at all arterial intersection and on the  freeway.  Our air quality will be 

worsened.  Our town’s character will be lost.  The political center will be changed if housing were built 

and community values would change. 

I believe that any income from this project would be offset by the need of constant monitoring and 

oversight that is needed.     

This land is a railyard that is contaminated, an Industrial Way with potentially more contamination.  A 

unengineered Landfill on Bay mud. It has a rail line through it.  It has upland contaminated land that 

drains through it.  It has a contaminated site beside the Lagoon (VWR).  It has a Regional Petroleum 

Distribution Facility within it.  It has underground petroleum running under it.   

It has a contaminated remediated Schlage site north of it which is not clean just less contaminated.  It is 

next to the Bay and next to a 10 lane freeway providing primary auto and truck transportation 

southbound from San Francisco and a four lane arterial on its western border.  It has numerous small 

contamination containing sites on the other side of that arterial. 

This site should be lightly and carefully developed.  The proposal for placing renewable energy in the 

form of 100 acres of solar panels and perhaps some wind generation in a small format might work.  They 

also propose 1 Million sq ft of retail and research and development.  It seems like a lot but something 

has to pay for the remediation, monitoring and oversight.  The high speed rail repair facility could help 

pay for needed services.  It must be screened and hidden.  The noise from it has to be mitigated.  Putting 

the solar panels on noise attenuated roofs over the tracks might help. State of the art recovery traps for 

escaping industrial chemicals should be required.  Extensive wetlands could really help the quality of Bay 

water in this localized area.  Recreation uses like a Velodrome for Bicycle racing or an entertainment 

venue would allow for limited exposure to potential health threats and that would be better than 

constant exposure.  It could all fit including Recology and its anaerobic digesters, properly filtered for air 

pollutants and odor.  Look out for the SFHHW facility, it may be coming. 

MMR Pg 4-65 MM 4.J-1a 

Noise and Vibration 

An exterior level of noise within common areas of 64 DBA ( a measure attuned to human hearing)CNEL 

of any use is very loud.   
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  .   A 65 DBA CNEL area is where the FAA requires an airport to pay for noise attenuation measures in 

residential, schools and public meeting buildings You can’t hear someone speak close to you at that 

level.   

The Brisbane noise ordinance requires that noise generated on a property be below 65 DBA when it 

reaches the property line but that is not a very restrictive standard but it is better than this.  A study 

should be done to determine what is a non- stressful level of exterior noise for most people and that 

should determine the exterior standard. 

______________________ 

MM 4.J-1b 

Hotels, See last paragraph above in MM 4.J-1a 

MM 4.J-2a 

The distance from the tracks should be 400 ft. rather than 200 ft. for inhabited building included in this 

mitigation.   

4.J-4a   The temporary plywood noise barriers need to have noise attenuation treatment to be at all 

effective for buildings as close as 75 ft. 

The City of San Francisco’ comments on Traffic and Circulation  included: 

1.  concern that Program EIR needed to be done .      yes needed 

2. There was no access for Bicycles to BRT/Caltrain hub    must be fixed 

3. Concern that high intensity use near the existing Recology site would result in conflicts. Reduce 

intensity 

4. Mitigation Measures “ 4.N7 and 4.N 9 are too vague and lack the specificity and clarity needed 

to understand what is being proposed, how the measures would be implemented or funded or 

how effective they would be in terms of mitigating identified impacts”  I agree 

5. “The Mitigation Measures are not specific enough”  I agree 

4.N-1a 

This is inadequate.  Project must be sized to not create un-mitigatible significant impacts. There are 

no overriding considerations 

I strongly object to the provision that states the City Engineer will inform the Building Official that 

certificates of occupancy may be issued despite the fact that Daly City will not allow improvements 

to be constructed.  This is not a mitigation.  It is the removal of a mitigation  It is a political 

presumption in an EIR document  
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4.N-1c 

The same political statement is made saying the the  City Engineer will direct the Building Official to 

issue occupancy permits despite the fact that the City of San Francisco does not agree to construct 

the mitigation in 4.N-1c.  This destroys a mitigation. 

4.N-1d 

The same political statement is made about the City of San Francisco and issuing occupancy permits 

without required mitigation.  This destroys a mitigation. 

4.N-1e 

The same political statement is made regarding mitigation measures and the City of San Francisco 

4.N-1f 

 A review of the improvements including the length of rail platform needed and the overpass of the 

Geneva extension and all the access routes and connections required there because I believe there isn’t 

enough space allotted to achieve all the goals required of an adequate circulation plan.  The figure is 

misleading. 

4.N-3a 

Who pays for all the traffic count monitoring.  A funding source needs to be established for all traffic 

counts in the whole project. 

MMR 4-84 

The mitigation measures should be available when certificates of occupancy are issued 

Responsibility frequency column 

This is a political statement.  The idea that mitigation measures should be removed from an approved 

project is not acceptable.  The certificates of occupancy should not be issued if the mitigation measures 

are not available 

MMR Pg 4-87, MM 4.N-3e 

There should be specific benchmarks that are met to determine when the requirements of this measure 

are met and that is true in every similar traffic mitigation measure 

MMR pg.4-88-89  MM 4.N-3g 

 



Clara Johnson Comments Pub Hrg #3 Traffic/ Circulation/Noise FEIR Plan Com Baylands Page 4 

 

This is a political statement.  The idea that mitigation measures should be removed from an approved 

project is not acceptable.  The certificates of occupancy should not be issued if the mitigation measures 

are not available 

MMR Pg 4-89, MM  4.N-3h 

There should be specific benchmarks that are met to determine when the requirements of this measure 

are met and that is true in every similar traffic mitigation measure 

MMR Pg 4-90,  MM4.N-3 

This is a political statement.  The idea that mitigation measures should be removed from an approved 

project is not acceptable.  The certificates of occupancy should not be issued if the mitigation measures 

are not available.  This destroys the mitigation. 

MMR Pg 4-90,  MM 4.N-7 

The decision as to what contribution is made by the developer to the SF municipal Transportation 

Agency is a decision that should be made by the City Council on advice from the City Engineer.  It is a 

political decision. 

The monitoring responsibility for this mitigation is too vague to allow implementation. 

MMR pg 4-92 MM4.N-9 

This is a decision that should be made by the City Council using advice from the Community 

Development Dir. 

MMR Pg.  4-93,  MM 4.N-10  

Sidewalks – what about the requirements that materials and color should not add to the heat sink or the 

reflection of heat. 

MMR Pg. 4-95, MM4.N-11 

Why not separate bicycles from cars and pedestrians. 

The responsibility section is too vague.  How will it happen? 

MMR Pg  4-97, MM 4.N-17 

These loading areas should be screened by landscaping from other buildings and roadways or paths. 

_________________________________________________________________________ 
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Noise 

The noise attenuation and vibration attenuation state of the art methods should be employed when pile 

driving on this project.  Homes and businesses are close to where the pile driving will be done.  The 

noise and vibration will have a negative impact on human health in the adjacent neighborhoods. 

 


