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From:                                         CPC.PotreroPowerStation <CPC.PotreroPowerStation@sfgov.org>
Sent:                                           Tuesday, November 20, 2018 5:15 PM
To:                                               Sean D'A
Cc:                                               Compliance, PPS (ECN); TheStack
Subject:                                     RE: 2014‐001272ENV Potrero Power Plant | Negative Feedback to DEIR
 
Your comments were received and added to the administrative record.
 
Rachel Schuett, Senior Planner
Environmental/Transportation Team, Environmental Planning Division
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.9030| www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map
 
 

From: Sean D'A <seanda@msn.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 19, 2018 11:57 PM
To: CPC.PotreroPowerStation <CPC.PotreroPowerStation@sfgov.org>
Subject: 2014‐001272ENV Potrero Power Plant | Negative Feedback to DEIR
 

 

November 19, 2018

 
San Francisco Planning Department
Attention: Rachel Schuett, PPS EIR Coordinator
Enviromental Review Officer
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94103
 
Potrero Power Plant
Case No. 2014-001272ENV
 
Opposition | Negative Feedback
 
Dear Ms. Schuett,
 
Thirteen years ago, Friends of the River warned the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission and others
that our nation’s tallest dam at Lake Oroville was a clear and present danger.
 
Last year, Governor Jerry Brown recognized that it’s time for commissioners to start listening to
citizens; not just hearing (and ignoring) valid local neighbor concerns.
 
Today, the longtime neighbors for Potrero Hill and Dogpatch urgently warn you and the SF  Planning
Commissioners of imminent severely negative impacts due to accelerating overdevelopment in the
Eastern Neighborhoods, including the Potrero Power Plant.
 

http://www.sfplanning.org/
http://propertymap.sfplanning.org/


I am opposed to the current proposal for Potrero Power Plant, and I disagree with findings of the
Draft Environmental Impact Report.
 
I observed the ignored issues of insufficient prerequisite infrastructure to mitigate (1) flooding by bay
water table rise due to global warming which will flood this location, (2) insufficient transportation
infrastructure for +140,000 new daily trips to/from the Power Plant area, (3) inadequate
parks/recreations open space for new residents, (4) gridlock traffic on streets, (5) delivery vehicle
loading impacts, (6) noise and vibration, and (7) permanently deteriorated air quality.
 
1.  FLOODING
 
FLOODING:  “NONE REQUIRED”
 
I’m opposed to all conclusions of “NONE REQUIRED” for the bayside elevation zero development at
the Potrero Power Plant.
 
This EIR report is based on obsolete data as current neighbors observe the new and accelerating
flooding along The Embarcadero and our bayside waterfront neighborhoods.
 
I ask, “What world do San Franciscans live in surrounded on three sides by water?  Was this draft EIR
report written by incompetent out-of-state climate global warming denialist?“
 
You, the planning officers, and the commissioners, need to decide now how to mitigate global
warming impacts and to solve for imminent flooding at future development sites located along the
sea level elevations.  If you ignore the overwhelming scientific predictions of imminent rapid sea level
rise --that will flood Potrero Power Plant -- you will negligently exposure San Francisco citizens to
predictable flooding, massive property losses and unfunded mitigation solutions.  In this decision, I
urge you to consider if you would be willing to accept your own personal financial responsibility to pay
for future property losses due to predictable flooding at this bayside elevation zero flood zone. 
Luckily, you aren’t personally responsible; however, you will expose all of us to an unnecessary
imminent loss if a new development is approved at this future flood site without expensive
prerequisite preparations to this site.
 
I urge you to HALT this project until fresh studies can assess the impacts of future flooding based on
new climate models.
 
 
2.  TRANSPORTATION and CIRCULATION
 
• Project will substantially increase transit demand that could not be accommodated by public
transit.  Predictably, the result is substantial transit delays and unaffordable  public transit operating
costs that cannot be mitigated to less than significant levels.
 
• Proposed improvements to public transit are uncertain, as is obtaining adequate funding in current
government budget trends.  Improvements will require discretionary approvals by the SFMTA and



other agencies.
 
The cumulative impacts of the newly approved Warrior Stadium, UCSF Hospital, ATT Park and the
accelerating overdevelopment around Potrero Hill and Dog Patch are  already overwhelming the
existing public transportation infrastructure along Third Street, which is the only major transportation
connection connecting Potrero Power Plant  to our city.
 
The 280 freeway is now chronic gridlock from 8am to 8pm during weekdays.
 
This Potrero Power Plant  development will add hundreds of thousands of new trips to/from the
neighborhood.
 
I urge the project sponsor to fund creative solutions such as an aerial cable-propelled transit system
—as considered in Brooklyn, Washington, Chicago, San Diego, Seattle, Cleveland, Cincinnati, Buffalo,
Baton Rouge, Austin, Tampa Bay, Miami, and as already existing in Mexico, Brazil, Bolivia, Colombia,
the Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Peru and Venezuela— that could complement the traditional
MUNI ground networks of buses and streetcars.
 
An aerial system could be a “temporary” remediation that is removable after sufficient conventional
transit improvements are afforded by MUNI.
 
To service new Potrero Power Plant  residents and workers, I would propose an aerial cable-propelled
gondola transit system from Embarcadero BART > ATT Ballpark > Warriors > Potrero Power Plant  >
Caltrain 22th Street Station.  3 mile over 32 towers traveled in 17 minutes.
 
A similar 3 miles aerial cable-propelled system in Mexico City opened in 2016 was constructed for $26
million.
 
Highlights of the “Mexicable” aerial system in Mexico City:
 

3,000 passengers per hour each direction
Zero CO2 emissions
"Two stations will house daycare centers for children of working parents”
A ticket costs eight pesos (43 cents)

 
Here are more examples of aerial cable-propelled transit systems:
 
10 Urban Gondolas Changing the Way People Move
 
http://www.curbed.com/2016/7/25/12248896/urban-gondolas-cable-cars-cities
 
https://www.wsj.com/articles/uphill-climb-cities-push-gondolas-on-skeptical-commuters-1465237251

http://www.curbed.com/2016/7/25/12248896/urban-gondolas-cable-cars-cities
https://www.wsj.com/articles/uphill-climb-cities-push-gondolas-on-skeptical-commuters-1465237251
https://www.wsj.com/articles/uphill-climb-cities-push-gondolas-on-skeptical-commuters-1465237251


Uphill Climb: Cities Push Gondolas on Skeptical
Commuters ‐ WSJ

www.wsj.com

Aerial gondola systems are being considered in many cities across the
U.S., from San Diego and Miami to Boston and Baton Rouge, but many
commuters won’t take them seriously

 
 
http://www.chicagotribune.com/news/local/breaking/ct-sky-gondolas-chicago-river-met-0505-
20160504-story.html

Could airborne cable car boost Chicago tourism?

www.chicagotribune.com

An aerial gondola called "The Skyline" that would connect to Navy Pier,
Millennium Park and the Chicago Riverwalk is proposed to boost
international tourism.

 
 
https://archpaper.com/2016/05/chicago-skyline-gondola-proposal/#gallery-0-slide-0

Chicago Skyline would bring gondolas to
Chicago

archpaper.com

Editorial Associate, The Architect's Newspaper

 
 
http://www.chicagotribune.com/news/local/breaking/ct-sky-gondolas-chicago-river-met-0505-
20160504-story.html

https://www.wsj.com/articles/uphill-climb-cities-push-gondolas-on-skeptical-commuters-1465237251
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Could airborne cable car boost Chicago tourism?

www.chicagotribune.com

An aerial gondola called "The Skyline" that would connect to Navy Pier,
Millennium Park and the Chicago Riverwalk is proposed to boost
international tourism.

 
 
 
(3)  PARKS and RECREATION
 
I strongly believe the Potrero Power Plant would be better suited for OPEN SPACE and PUBLIC PARKS
AND RECREATION as a natural extension to fulfill the promised benefits of the Eastern Neighborhood
Plans.
 
Here are specific references to open space and recreation that should be addressed   in the EIR for
the Potrero Power Plant.
 
Eastern Neighborhoods Plans
Chapter 5:
OBJECTIVE 5.1
PROVIDE PUBLIC PARKS AND OPEN SPACES THAT MEET THE NEEDS OF RESIDENTS, WORKERS AND
VISITORS
 
Page 51 of Showplace Square/Potrero Hill Area Plan December 2008 adopted version:
 
“It is critical that at least one new substantial open space be provided as part of this Plan. The Planning
Department will continue working with the Recreation and Parks Department to identify a site in
Showplace / Potrero for a public park and will continue to work to acquire additional open spaces.” 
 
Page 52 of Showplace Square/Potrero Hill Area Plan December 2008 adopted version:
 
POLICY 5.1.1
Identify opportunities to create new public parks and open spaces and provide at least one new
public park or open space serving the Showplace / Potrero.
 
(4)       TRAFFIC
 
Adequate analysis of noise, air quality, greenhouse gas emissions, emergency vehicle access,
pedestrian and bike safety are all dependent on accurate and realistic traffic and mode share
projections, rather than the outdated modeling from SF-CHAMP and 2002 SF Guidelines. Traffic is
considered only indirectly, but its impacts are undeniable.
 

http://www.chicagotribune.com/news/local/breaking/ct-sky-gondolas-chicago-river-met-0505-20160504-story.html
http://www.chicagotribune.com/news/local/breaking/ct-sky-gondolas-chicago-river-met-0505-20160504-story.html
http://www.chicagotribune.com


This is a very private car-centric project. With a total of 2622 parking places, parking comprises
921,981 gsf or 17% of the entire building area. Analysis in the DEIR shows the proposed project would
generate 93,609 person trips daily, with nearly half of external trips made by private automobile.
There is no recognition of TNC’s as a transit mode so it’s likely that the number of person trips by
private automobile is even higher.
 
A discussion of automobile delay impacts under LOS is relevant and should be provided at least for
informational purposes to better determine traffic-related impacts and inform a more realistic TDM
plan.
 
(5)       DELIVERY VEHICLE LOADING IMPACTS
 
The Loading Demand analysis is not accurate. Delivery vehicle impacts are vastly understated by
reliance on the outdated 2002 SF Guidelines that show only 81 daily delivery trips for 2682 residential
units (or .03 deliveries per 1000 gsf).
 
(6)       NOISE AND VIBRATION
 
This projects adds substantial increase in ambient noise levels despite noise control measures.
 
Increased traffic will be a substantial and permanent increase in ambient noise.
 
(7)       AIR QUALITY
 
Construction will generate air pollution at unacceptable levels that violate air quality standards.
 
Traffic and operations from the development would result in substantial and permanent increases in
air pollutants that would violate air quality standards, and cumulatively impact regional air quality.
 
Studies are out of date: The City is relying on a document (Eastern Neighborhoods Final EIR) that is 10
years old and is now stale for the environmental review. Some of the studies and research rely on
data that is as old as the 2000 census.
 
 
I believe the Draft EIR report presents false conclusions.
 
I urge the Planning Department to order a ‘time out’ halt to this poor proposal and all future projects
around Dog Patch and Potrero Hill until the cumulative negative impacts caused by current projects
that are already rapidly deteriorating our neighborhood’s quality of life are assessed and mitigated.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sean D Angles, on behalf of

Grow Potrero Responsibly



18th & Arkansas Homeowners Association
 
PO Box 410621
San Francisco, CA 94141-0621
seanda@msn.com
 
 
 

mailto:seanda@msn.com

