From: Poling, Jeanie (CPC)

Sent: Thursday, September 12, 2019 7:50 PM
To: Balboa Reservoir Compliance (ECN)
Subject: FW: Comment on 3.B.4 Existing Conditions (Transportation)

From: aj <ajahjah@att.net>

Sent: Monday, August 26, 2019 8:51 PM

To: CPC.BalboaReservoir <CPC.BalboaReservoir@sfgov.org>; Poling, Jeanie (CPC) <jeanie.poling@sfgov.org>
Subject: Comment on 3.B.4 Existing Conditions (Transportation)

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Hi Jeanie,

My comment on 3.B.4:

3.B.4 Existing Conditions [Transportation & Circulation]

The project site is a 17.6-acre rectangular parcel and encompasses Assessor’s Block 3180/Lot 190 in San
Francisco’s West of Twin Peaks neighborhood. The project location and site characteristics are described in SEIR
Section 2.A, Project Overview, p. 2-1, and Section 2.D.2, Project Site, p. 2-7. The existing land use setting is
described in Appendix B, Initial Study, Section E.1, Land Use and Land Use Planning, p. B-12.

This description of the existing condition is less than adequate. This description avoids and evades
the existing condition of the project site being a student parking lot that furthers a public purpose and
benefit by providing physical access to a commuter school's educational public service.

Although 2.D.2, Project Site notes the site's use by CCSF stakeholders, it fails to acknowledge the
reality that the current use of the Reservoir serves a public benefit in providing physical access to
education.

CEQA requires a baseline determination of existing conditions upon which environmental impact of a
project will be assessed.

From the Association of Environmental Professional's (AEP) CEQA Portal:

What Are Baseline and Environmental Setting?

Under CEQA, the impacts of a proposed project must be evaluated by comparing expected environmental
conditions after project implementation to conditions at a point in time referred to as the baseline. The changes in
environmental conditions between those two scenarios represent the environmental impacts of the proposed
project. The description of the environmental conditions in the project study area under baseline conditions is
referred to as the environmental setting.



Why Is Baseline Important?

Establishing an appropriate baseline is essential, because an inappropriately defined baseline can cause the
impacts of the project either to be under-reported or over-reported. A considerable number of CEQA documents
have been litigated over the choice of a baseline for a given project, and many CEQA documents have been
invalidated for the use of an inappropriate baseline (see Important Cases below).

The draft SEIR is inadequate because it fails to recognize the baseline condition of the
Reservoir's current use by City College to serve a public benefit for its students.
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Parking Conditions

The proposed project meets all of the criteria, and thus the transportation impact analysis does not consider the
adequacy of parking in determining the significance of project impacts under CEQA. Parking is not discussed
further in this SEIR.

My 10/11/2018 scoping comment stated:

Although 21099 exempts parking adequacy as a CEQA impact "for the (Reservoir Project itself) project”, 21099
does not exempt the secondary parking impact on CCSF's public educational service to students from assessment
and consideration.

Student parking, being the existing condition and setting, cannot be be bypassed by extending 21099's parking
exemption onto the elimination of the public benefit of providing access to a commuter college.

The proposed Reservoir development has forced City Colllege to include in its Facilities Master Plan 2-3 new
parking structures to make up for the loss of existing parking in the PUC Reservoir. This is the secondary impact
that must be addressed in the Subsequent EIR.

The draft SEIR is inadequate and defective in failing to treat parking in the main body of the
SEIR. Although the Initial Study does discuss the subject, the Initial Study's assessment is
similarly inadequate and defective.

Submitted by:
Alvin Ja



