Parkmerced
Brotherhood Way - Chumasero Intersection Improvements Presentation
Public Comment Summary
Updated: April 26, 2021
Item Category
1
Intersection Realignment

Comment
I am opposed to all your plans to redesign the intersection at Brotherhood and Chumasero.

Response
The plan to relocate the intersection of Chumasero Dr and Brotherhood Way has been approved since the Parkmerced
Redevelopment Project was entitled in July 2011. The current discussion regarding the intersection relocation are specific design
details for the Phase 1B Street Improvement Plan.
a) With regard to the pedestrian bridge, your foundational premise is invalid. No one, or almost no one, uses that crossover to get a) At the November 2019 community meeting held at St Thomas More School, attendees at the meeting explained that some students
from your Point A to your Point B. The existing bridge is used by Parkmerced residents who need to cross Brotherhood safely in
use the bus stop on the north side of Brotherhood Way to get to and from schools on the south side of Brotherhood Way, since there is
order to reach destinations to the west. We're talking about people attending their places of worship and children going to school no at-grade crossing at the intersection today. Our expectation is that many current bridge users would likely use the new at-grade,
at Thomas More. b) If you have to adjust the slope to meet new ADA standards, find a way to do so without changing its present
signalized crossings in lieu of the longer route via the bridge.
location.
b) With the reconstruction of Chumasero Dr, the existing bridge touch down at Chumasero Dr requires modification. Option 2B was our
recent proposal to the City. However, the City determined that federal ADA requirements require connecting the bridge to a sidewalk
with a slope of 8% or less. The road cannot be regraded due to existing buildings and the elevation of Brotherhood Way. Therefore to
be compliant with ADA requirements, the bridge connection is shown further up Chumasero Drive in Option 2B-1 and 2B-2. For
reference, SFMTA conducted pedestrian counts on the bridge on September 24, 2019. During the AM peak usage hours of 7-9am, 53
pedestrians and 3 bikes crossed the bridge and in the PM peak usage hours of 4-6PM, 30 pedestrians and 3 bikes crossed the bridge.
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Bridge
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Traffic Calming

I'm also opposed to any plan that involves narrowing traffic lanes, which makes driving more dangerous.
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J. Serra/Brotherhood Way
Cloverleaf

Please tell me what the question is concerning the pedestrian bridge at Brotherhood Drive. Why do you need a bridge extension? The bridge extension is necessary in order to connect the bridge into the reconfigured intersection at Brotherhood Way and
What is wrong with the bridge in place already?
Chuamsero Drive. In order to meet Federal ADA requirements, we have been asked to explore different alternatives for a bridge
extension that conects further up Chumasero Drive. As this is a change from the approved plans shown at the previous meeting, we
are asking the community for their feedback on the options. See response to comment 2.
Seems to be a lot of trouble and of little utility.
Acknowledged.
I am in favor of the 2B - 1 bridge proposal. I would like to see concrete stairs also placed at the north end of the bridge, on the west The City has determined that, per Federal ADA requirements, stairs could not be added at this location wtihout access to/from the
side, that will provide easier access for those persons able to take stairs to reach Chumasero and Brotherhood Way, thus
bridge being provided at the same location for individuals using a wheelchair or with other disabilities. We did investigate ramp
shortening the walking distance from point A to B and visa versa.
designs to provide access closer to the Brotherhood Way intersection, but the topography made it an infeasible option.
Also, I wish to discuss the need for a left turn lane from east bound Brotherhood Way with a left turn lane and signal to north bound The proposed reconfiguration of the Brotherhood Way/Junipero Serra Blvd interchange is not included in the street improvement
Junipero Serra. Not only is this proposal a waste of money, it is more dangerous and time consuming than keeping the current
package for Phases 1A and 1B of the Project.
ramp that circles from eastbound Brotherhood Way to northbound Junipero Serra. Very few vehicles each hour use that entry,
and with the new striping and the removal of bushes at the top of the ramp, it is now a safer passage for vehicles to merge. Having Adding a left hand turn lane and eliminating the loop on ramp from eastbound Brotherhood Way to northbound Junipero Serra Blvd
yet another signal on west bound Brotherhood, plus vehicles crossing the path of oncoming traffic will certainly create a greater
was studied in the certfied EIR and is included in the Parkmerced Design Standards and Guidlines, both of which were approved by
hazard for an accident. There has not been an accident in the current configuration in many many years. This is worth a serious
the Board of Supervisors in June of 2011.
discussion prior to this proposal going through.
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Public Comment Period
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Bridge
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Multi-Use Path takes away Your presentation did not address my main objection to the proposed plan, which is the dedicated bike path on the north side of
Public Street Parking
Brotherhood. This would eliminate all the street parking in front of the Summit 800 development where I live.
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Public Street Parking

After the development is completed, will parking continue to be available to the school and church communities that are currently along
Brotherhood? Currently we have access to park cars in that neighborhood throughout the year.
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J. Serra/Brotherhood Way
Cloverleaf

I am in favor of plan 2B-1 to retain and extend the pedestrian bridge over Brotherhood Way at Chumasero. I do believe that there should be a
serious discussion with residents about adding stairs from the bridge down to Chumasero near the relocated pillar.
As an aside, I think that putting a left turn lane on Brotherhood Way (heading east) to access Junipero Serra going north (thereby eliminating the
current cloverleaf) is a bad idea and a waste of money. If traffic controls are added it is an even worse idea.

Thank you for keeping the pedestrian overpass. We too like the first alternative option. Our goal is to keep everyone safe and the
overpass will definitely help.
I just viewed your latest video received yesterday regarding the proposed plans for the Brotherhood/Chumasero intersection. I
received your email yesterday (1/13/21) and noticed you are requesting feedback be submitted to you in only two days (1/15/21).
That is an unreasonably short time frame which does not encourage community feedback.
Nevertheless I found the presentation of the bridge alternatives to be clearly presented. Based on what was said none of the three
plans seem to be reasonable for a bridge at that new intersection. a) I do not think it likely that anyone would walk an extra 1,000
feet just to avoid crossing at street level so building a bridge there would seem to be a waste of money. b) Have you considered
taking down the existing bridge entirely and c) relocating it somewhere else on Brotherhood that does not have the slope
challenges?

Narrowing traffic lanes is a commonly used traffic-calming street design feature that reduces vehicle travel speed to create a safer
environment for pedestrians and cyclists. The proposed design lane widths will meet jurisdictional safety and design requirements.

Acknowledged.
A three week turnaround for public comment was provided. The video presentation was distributed on December 24, 2020 with
requests for comments by January 15, 2021. A reminder email was circulated on January 13, 2021 to encourage more feedback. The
response deadline was then extended to January 26, 2021 for those who had not yet responded.
Acknowledged. In response to previous public comments requesting preservation of the existing bridge, the City required we study
new bridge options on both sides of the Brotherhood/Chumasero intersection and multiple bridge extension options. Multiple options
were determined to be not feasible. See April 2020 video presentation posted on parkmercedvision.com for a review of these studied
options. It is our expectation that most pedestrians wishing to simply cross Brotherhood Way, without entering Parkmerced, would
likely use the new street level crosswalks rather than the longer extension to the pedestrian bridge.

This presentation was an update on the Parkmerced Vision plan and a further discussion on the pedestrian bridge option. The
multiuse path on the north side of Brotherhood Way was included in the San Francisco 2009 Bike Plan. The certified EIR, the
Parkmerced Design Standards and Guidelines and the Parkmerced Transportation Plan also include the multi-use path on the north
My guests use this parking area as guest parking is quite limited inside Summit 800. In addition, it seems to make more sense to side of Brotherhood Way, all of which were approved in June of 2011. In May 2019, the City requested that Parkmercd include a
have the bike path on the south side of Brotherhood, especially since the bike path changes over from the north side to the south dedicated bicycle crossing at the new Brotherhood / Chumasero intersection in order to provide a more direct route for bicyclists to the
side at the Chumasero intersection. Why make the bicyclists cross busy Brotherhood more than necessary making the route more St. Charles Ave path and Daly City BART station. Detailed design of the bike path segment west of Phase 1B of the Parkmerced
dangerous? Please give me your reasoning for retaining the bike path on the north side.
Vision has not yet begun and the City will lead the design of any path improvements in front of Summit 800. The City acknowledges
that Parkmerced is not responsible for the installation of a multiuse path in front of Summit 800. Please see the City's FAQ document
I look forward to your response.
on this topic dated 3/4/2021 for more information.
Parkmerced is not responsible for the section of multi-use path in front of 800 Summit, which is the City's public right-of-way. For the
remaining sections of path, it is not anticipated that any legal public parking spaces would be removed.
See response to comment 6.
See response to comment 7.
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Public Comment Period
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Multi-Use Path Safety
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Multi-Use Path Safety

18

Multi-Use Path Safety

Thanks for the update however the 2-day turnaround for public comment is unreasonably short and doesn't really support the value you place on
public feedback noted in the video. As a result, I am copying my fellow board members in case that will help them chime in during this very short
comment period... but a better solution would be to extend the comment period as I know others in our community would likely add more valued
community feedback if given a more reasonable time to do so.
A) Bi-direction bike path (cycle track) and related crossing - As noted in the past, our community believes that the bike path on the north side of
Brotherhood Way presents additional safety risks and issues which include:
1. Increased safety risk resulting from biker/pedestrian collisions or biker/auto doors with the creation of a bi-directional bike path that separates
public space users, pet owners and, Summit 800 Community members from their vehicles and the public space/Summit 800 Community. This
risk seems particularly worse given that the steepest part of the hill on this section of Brotherhood Way is right after the start point for the northside portion of the bike path and given that the bike path is to be bi-directional for cyclists traffic.

A three week turnaround for public comment was provided. The video presentation was distributed on December 24, 2020 with
requests for comments by January 15, 2021. A reminder email was circulated on January 13, 2021 to encourage more feedback. The
response deadline was then extended to January 26, 2021 for those who had not yet responded.
See responses to specific questions below along with the City's FAQ document on this topic dated 3/4/2021.
Parkmerced is not responsible for the section of multi-use path in front of 800 Summit, which would be designed by the City. However,
the cycle track fronting Parkmerced is proposed to be separate from the curb by a 4' sidewalk and 3' planter. Cycle track and side walk
would also be separated by a 1' divider. Cycles would not come into contact with car doors or sidewalk users.

2. Increase safety risk resulting from requiring cyclists to cross from the south side to the north side of Brotherhood Way at a busy juncture right The northside Brotherhood Way alignment allows for fewer driveway/intersection crossings when compared to the signficant number
at the bus stop as well as the start of a turn right-hand turn lane into our community.
that exist to serve the schools and places of worship along the southside. Use of the north side adjacent to Parkmerced's property was

approved in June of 2011 in an effort to reduce the number of bike and pedestrian interactions with vehicles.
3. Less-optimal cyclist traffic flow - Requiring the cyclists to cross at what is likely to be the busiest of the signals between Junipero Serra Blvd
and Lake Merced Boulevard not only doesn't make sense from a safety perspective but from a biker efficiency and enjoyment perspective. An
uninterrupted path continuing from DC Bart all the way along the south side of Brotherhood Way would be the most efficient, but even a crossing
at the least busy intersection right before the Lake Merced Blvd intersection would be better.
4. Diminished Aesthetic and Property Value. Reduction of a new and beautiful 12' sidewalk with trees to a 4' foot pedestrian walk and the removal
of all of the trees and planters, which were an original requirement of the City of San Francisco's requirements for our project's approval. Potential
required removal of new Summit 800 infrastructure (water and fire system meters and infrastructure). Why require this when there is dilapidated,
narrow walkways but more usable space (22' versus 17'7') for safer and more efficient cycle path design across the way?
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20

Multi-Use Path will
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and Aesthetic
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Multi-Use Path Location
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Agrees with Hans
I echo all of Hans’ sentiments. Furthermore, a two day comment period is extremely short as he noted.
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Multi-Use Path
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Ownership

Summit 800 has over 500 residents and we all feel strongly about an efficient, continuous bike path on the South side of
Brotherhood Way that will not impact safety on the North side as the current plan does. We’ve presented the proposals at our
community meetings and the overwhelming majority all feel the same way — keep the bicycle path on the South side of
Brotherhood Way for the reasons Hans mentioned.
May I ask how many people have provided feedback for the recent virtual meetings/presentations?
Agrees with Hans
I strongly object to a bike path in front of Summit 800. I join in the objections set forth by Hans Wu, President of the Summit 800
homeowners’ association.
Parcmerced [sic] does not own Summit 800 nor any of the property or frontage associated with it and has no legal or other rights to
do anything.
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Taking of Property
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Multi-Use Path Safety

The northside Brotherhood Way alignment allows for more optimal flow as there are less driveway/intersection crossings (reduced
vehicle interaction) when compared to a southside alignment.
Parkmerced is not responsible for designing or construcitng a multi-use path in front of 800 Summit, which is the City's public right-ofway and any path improvements will be designed by the City. Please see the City's FAQ document on this topic dated 3/4/2021 for
more information.

The northside Brotherhood Way alignment allows for less driveway/intersection crossings when compared to a southside crossing
reducing the number of interactions with vehicles. Safety concerns surrounding access from street parking spaces in front of 800
Summit to publicly owned park space at 800 Summit can be adequately mitigated.
B) Pedestrian overpass - In prior meetings, the issue of if stairs could be added to improve the overpass by eliminating the substantial increase in The City has determined that, per Federal ADA requirements, stairs could not be added at this location wtihout access to/from the
distance that the two current proposals would require for those users that could elect to do so. Where additional stair options exhausted? I
bridge being provided at the same location for individuals using a wheelchair or with other disabilities. We did investigate ramp
believe the overpass will see substantially less usage and therefore have substantially less benefit without stairs.
designs to provide access closer to the Brotherhood Way intersection, but the topography made it an infeasible option. It is our
expectation that most pedestrians wishing to simply cross Brotherhood Way, without entering Parkmerced, would likely use the new
street level crosswalks rather than the longer extension to the pedestrian bridge.
Why not further look into having the bike lane continue further down the south side of Brotherhood Way to avoid the above Safety and other
risks?

Acknowledged - see responses above to Mr. Wu's comments.
A three week turnaround for public comment was provided. The video presentation was distributed on December 24, 2020 with
requests for comments by January 15, 2021. A reminder email was circulated on January 13, 2021 to encourage more feedback.
The response deadline was then extended to January 26, 2021 for those who had not yet responded.
The City approved the Parkmerced Development Agreement and associated plan documents in June of 2011 which includes the multiuse path on the north side of Brotherhood Way. Please see the City's FAQ document on this topic dated 3/4/2021 for more information.

As of January 27, 2021, there have been 16 responses.
Acknowledged - see responses above to comments 15-22.
Acknowledged - see responses above to comments 15-22.

Parkmerced agrees we do not own Summit 800 nor the City's public right-of-way in front of 800 Summit. We are not proposing any
work to the sidewalk areas in front of Summit 800 and we defer to the City for any future design decisions for the section of right-of-way
in this area. Please see the City's FAQ document on this topic dated 3/4/2021 for more information.
It is not safe, no legal notice properly given, it is not practical, destroys our property and improvements which were negotiated with The multi-use path on the north side of Brotherhood Way was included in the San Francisco 2009 Bike Plan. The certified EIR, the
the City years ago all of which Parkmerced had notice of, results in diminished real estate values, takes away the open space
Parkmerced Design Standards and Guidelines and the Parkmerced Transportation Plan also include the multi-use path on the north
areas and other areas that are for the benefit of the community at large and used hard by people all over the West side including side of Brotherhood Way, all of which were approved in June of 2011. In May 2019, the City requested that we include a dedicated
the dog park and the playground.
bicycle crossing at the new Brotherhood / Chumasero intersection in order to provide a more direct route for bicyclists to the St.
Charles Ave path and Daly City BART station. Detailed design of the bike path segment west of Parkmerced Phase 1B has not yet
begun and the City is responsible for the design and construciton of any path improvements in front of Summit 800, which would be
located in the public right-of-way. The City acknowledges that Parkmerced is not responsible for the multiuse path in front of Summit
800. Please see the City's FAQ document on this topic dated 3/4/2021 for more information.
Over 400 residents live here in the 182 multi family homes and they bought based upon and in reliance upon the agreements
made by and between the developer and the City. There was much litigation regarding the development all of which is a part of
public records.
In addition, during that decade or so of litigation and then the build out Parcmerced was very well aware of the hundreds and
thousands of dollars spent (possibly millions) to put in new wide sidewalk which we love especially with COVID-19, substantial
landscaping, irrigation, our utilities, a beautiful field used by many and the schools, a dog park, a playground and since that time
we have spent countless money maintaining these beautiful and expensive improvements.

See response to comment 30.

See response to comment 30.

I believe we are grandfathered in and any objections to this or other plans should have occurred decades ago. I know of no legal Any future City path improvements in this location would occur in the public right-of-way. Please see the City's FAQ document on this
precedent for this and the taking of property/improvements, etc. which were contracted for, negotiated and relied upon.
topic dated 3/4/2021 for more information.
We will not agree to have our property, improvements, utilities, parks, landscaping, irrigation ripped apart when 1) the design is
See response to comment 30.
unsafe and flawed and there is no other place in the City with a two way bike path
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Multi-Use Path Location

2) the south side of Brotherhood Way is much wider, has much city property frontage unused and just sitting there, more so than
this side,

The City has determined that the north side alignment is safer and more efficient as it crosses less intersections/driveways and
therefore has less interaction with vehicles. Please see the City's FAQ document on this topic dated 3/4/2021 for more information.
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Multi-Use Path Location
Multi-Use Path Location

3) the other side is much safer
4) the non-resident neighbors on the other side will benefit allowing bicycles for school, churches, etc. and much easier access

See response to comment 35.
See response to comment 35.
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Multi-Use Path Location

See response to comment 35.
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Multi-Use Path Location
Multi-Use Path Location

5) there are driveways all over the city and intersections all over the city which require all pedestrians, cyclists, automobiles, etc.
to stop at lights and no reason to not require that or have that on the other side
5) there are at least three lanes over there
6) it is unreasonable to put a bike path simply in the front of Summit 800 and attempt to tear this property apart when it is safer,
more feasible, easier and practical to put on the other side
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Public Notice

7) there has been no 600 notices about this ever. The information submitted is very recent and not easy to read or figure out what The multiuse path on the north side of Brotherhood Way was included in the San Francisco 2009 Bike Plan.
the plan was,
Since 2006, Parkmerced has had over 600+ meetings with residents, neighbors, and stakeholders regarding the Project's EIR, the
Parkmerced Design Standards and Guidelines and the Parkmerced Transportation Plan all which include the multi-use path on the
north side of Brotherhood Way, and all of which were approved in June of 2011. This includes presentations of the Parkmerced Project
to the developer of 800 Summit.

42

Multi-Use Path Location

8) it is inconceivable why anyone would require pedestrians to trapeze across a large/wide bike lane going both ways to access
sidewalks

Brotherhood Way has 2 lanes in the eastbound direction, albeit, the rightmost lane/shoulder are wide.
Parkmerced is not responsible for designing or construction a multi-use path in front of 800 Summit, which is the City's public right-ofway. Any path improvements would occur in the public right-of-way not on 800 Summit owned property, The City has determined that
the north side alignment is the preferred alignment and more efficient as it crosses fewer intersections and therefore has less
interaction with vehicles. Please see the City's FAQ document on this topic dated 3/4/2021 for more information.

It is common for multi-use paths to allow for safe crossing for pedestrians. This concern can be mitigated when discussing the final
design with 800 Summit and the City.
Two way bike paths/multi-use paths, as defined by Caltrans and the City, exist at many locations in the City including: Lake Merced
multi-use path (Class I); the northern edge of Marina Blvd (Class I); through The Panhandle (Class I); the length of most of the eastern
edge of The Embarcadero between Oracle Park and Pier 39 (Class I); and most recently along the eastern edge of Terry Francois Blvd
near Chase Arena (Class IV).
https://www.sfmta.com/maps/san-francisco-bike-network-map
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Multi-Use Path

9) this has not been signed off on by anyone and it should have been a collaborative effort including the only residents of Summit The multi-use path on the north side of Brotherhood Way was included in the San Francisco 2009 Bike Plan. The certified EIR, the
800 – us and our other neighbors the churches and schools.
Parkmerced Design Standards and Guidelines and the Parkmerced Transportation Plan also include the multi-use path on the north
side of Brotherhood Way, all of which were approved in June of 2011. In May 2019, the City requested that we include a dedicated
bicycle crossing at the new Brotherhood / Chumasero intersection in order to provide a more direct route for bicyclists to the St.
Charles Ave path and Daly City BART station. Detailed design of the bike path segment west of Parkmerced Phase 1B has not yet
begun and the City will lead the design of any path improvements in front of Summit 800, which would be located in the public right-ofway. The City acknowledges that Parkmerced is not responsible to install a multiuse path in front of Summit 800. Please see the City's
FAQ document on this topic dated 3/4/2021 for more information.
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Multi-Use Path
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Multi-Use Path

This is just a small number of reasons and clearly Parkmerced has not looked at the huge opportunities, room and ease of doing
the bike path on the other side of Brotherhood Way nor have they done this in a complete way or thought it through by trying to
make cyclists cross over twice – it’s illogical and unsafe and BART access, etc. is all on the other side too.
I strongly agree with the below from Hans. There are significant safety concerns and risks to have the two way bike lane on the
Summit 800 side as there are people in the community using the dog park, children’s play ground and the grass area by the
monument. This includes parents walking with strollers and young children as well as pet owners with their dogs. The bike lane
will barely allow two people to walk one way up the street. It will be difficult to have two people walking opposite directions
without walking into the bike lane and possibly getting in accidents.
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Multi-Use Path

In addition, the sidewalk on the south side of Brotherhood Way (opposite side of Summit 800) can be expanded as the east bound See response to comment 35.
street is wide enough to accommodate two-way bike lanes in addition to the two car lanes marked. There are also barely any
pedestrians walking on that side of the sidewalk which will reduce safety concerns for the bikers and pedestrians. It’s illogical to
have a two way bike lanes placed where there are significant safety concerns when it can be mitigated by having it on the south
side where the risk is significantly reduced. There have been several car accidents from the westbound traffic causing damages to
the parked cars along Brotherhood Way. There will be increased risk to both bikers and pedestrians based on the proposed plan.
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Public Comment Period

Furthermore, clearly Parkmerced is not serious with trying to get any input/feedback from the community since they are only
allowing a 2 day window period which is totally ridiculous. A project of this size which impacts Summit 800 and the surrounding
neighbors, e.g., the house of warships, schools, senior center, which comprises of few thousand people is just downright
negligence to solicit as little feedback as possible. The proposed plan does not factor in the negative impact it will have on our
community especially limiting the open space available to us.
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Multi-Use Path

49

See response to comment 35.

See response to comment 35.

A three week turnaround for public comment was provided. The video presentation was distributed on December 24, 2020 with
requests for comments by January 15, 2021. A reminder email was circulated on January 13, 2021 to encourage more feedback.
The response deadline was then extended to January 26, 2021 for those who had not yet responded.

I and the vast majority of other residents in the Summit 800 neighborhood strongly object to a bike path being built in front of the
Acknowledged.
Summit 800 neighborhood.
Multi-Use Path / Ownership Over many years, an agreement with the developer and the City and County of San Francisco was developed to design the
See response to comment 30.
improved Brotherhood Way roadway, bike path, parking, sidewalks, and the park. To change this now, into such a dangerous
configuration, is unnecessary and remarkably unsafe. A By the way, please also know that Parcmerced does not own Summit 800
nor any of the property or frontage associated with it and has no legal or other rights to impact this property.
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Multi-Use Path
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Traffic Speeds
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Multi-Use Path
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Multi-Use Path

I purchased my home new in December 2015, along with hundreds of other residents in Summit 800, and we relied on the
information provided by The City that what we saw would remain for the long term.
To spend funds and use City resources on this dangerous change is of great concern. If the project must proceed, we strongly
recommend that the bike path be built on the south side of Brotherhood Way, in front of the churches and other buildings, because
there is far less in and out cross-traffic from those locations, even when schools are in session, than there is by our almost 500
residents of Summit 800, who come and go at all times of the day and night, seven days a week.
Also, I watch cars and trucks speed downhill, westbound on the north side of Brotherhood Way (the side that Summit 800 is on),
and inviting bicyclists into that space is very dangerous. Vehicles travel much faster on the north side of Brotherhood way, as it’s
downhill. I have watched this pattern for over five years now from the window on my home in Summit 800, and there have been at
least five occasions where cars careening westbound down Brotherhood Way have collided with parked cars in front of Summit
800.

The City acknowledges that Parkmerced is not responsible for the multiuse path in front of 800 Summit. The City will lead the design
and construction of any path improvements in front of Summit 800, which would be located in the public right-of-way.
See response to comment 35.

Parkmerced is not responsible for the section of multi-use path in front of 800 Summit, which is the City's public right-of-way. However,
the cycle track fronting Parkmerced is proposed to be separate from the curb by a 4' sidewalk and 3' planter. Cycle track and side walk
would also be separated by a 1' divider. Cycles would not come into contact with car doors or sidewalk users.

I respectfully and most strongly request that this project be re-considered for the safety of our citizens. There is a better way.
My understanding is that Phase 1(A) B includes the start of the proposed bike track just west of the new Chumasero intersection
Phase 1B includes the section of path east of 800 Summit and the new, realigned intersection of Brotherhood Way and Chumasero Dr.
and East of Summit 800. If this is incorrect, or if there is to be another comment phase specifically for that piece of the project, then
please let me know. Otherwise, at what point would feedback be given on this specific item?
My statements are not limited only to the stretch of public right of way with the parking but rather to the plans of Parkmerced to
See response to comment 30.
build a bike track on either side of that stretch, thus effectively limiting any other options for that stretch. The community
consideration and the process to arrive at the best solution for the community for this "street improlvement" has been lacking and
all requests for evidence of analysis or community involvement from Parkmerced or the SF agencies have yet to produce much.
This is why, we are bringing up concerns.
Again, as the only residential community and Parkmerced's largest neighbor on this western portion of Brotherhood Way, we are
hopeful of working together to arrive at a solution that benefits all as best as possible.
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Multi-Use Path

I continue to strongly object to any of the bike plans by PM and/or the City if they are on the North side of Brotherhood Way. There
has been no discussion with those that it impacts and our requests that those involve meet and discuss and/or consider the bike
path to be placed on the South Side of Brotherhood Way where it is safer, there is an extra lane and significantly more open
space and unused frontage be considered. Plus it would not entail the destruction of property or improvements.
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Multi-Use Path

So I ask that all plans cease and desist relating to any bike path on the north side of Brotherhood Way and specifically to the East See response to comment 30.
of Summit 800 until such time as the entire plan with respect to the bike path for the entire strip of Brotherhood Way are properly
and legally disclosed to everyone and until such time as all information is properly disclosed and those effected are involved in
the process.

57

Multi-Use Path

If the bike plan presented by PM showing a bike path in front of Summit 800 is not PM’s plan or recommendation then why does
PM even have it on its website?
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Parkmerced is not responsible for designing or constructing a multi-use path in front of 800 Summit, which is the City's public right-ofway. Any path improvements would occur in the public right-of-way not on 800 Summit owned property, The City has determined that
the north side alignment is the preferred alignment and more efficient as it crosses fewer intersections and therefore has less
interaction with vehicles. Please see the City's FAQ document on this topic dated 3/4/2021 for more information.

See response to comment 30.
Parkmerced is not responsible for the section of multi-use path in front of 800 Summit.

What is PM’s position on the bike plan in front of Summit 800?
What or who is involved in that diagram which you state is not yours? That is, where did it start? Was it part of PM’s 2009 bike
path plan?
What is the status of that plan? Who should we contact?

See response to comment 30.

Please see the City's FAQ document on this topic dated 3/4/2021 for more information. Questions regarding infrastructure design and
construction for the Parkmerced project should be directed to Cathal Hennessy at cathal.hennessy@sfdpw.org.
We want to see the entire bike path plan from Alemany to Lake Merced before any decisions are made and want to be involved in Please see the City's FAQ document on this topic dated 3/4/2021 for more information.
all decisions.
We again strongly “ask” for the entire plan and for meetings with the City on site and the contact person for the alleged bike plan
Please see the City's FAQ document on this topic dated 3/4/2021 for more information. Questions regarding infrastructure design and
for Summit 800 frontage as per last email from PM they are not in charge but are presenting it to the entire public in their plans.
construction for the Parkmerced project should be directed to Cathal Hennessy at cathal.hennessy@sfdpw.org.
I think you in advance for your anticipated providing of the information requested and full transparency and disclosure of all
existing plans so that we can have meaningful discussions.
Good morning. With respect to the Pedestrian Bridge I believe 2B-1 is the preferred choice, with concrete stairs on the north side,
entering and exiting to the west, for shorter access for pedestrians who wish to use the bridge and access the north side of
Brotherhood Way.
First of all, your statement that Brotherhood Way was originally designed for cars is patently untrue, as evidenced by the many
group walks to the various churches and the Peace Park that have taken place.

Acknowledged.
See response to comment 6.

Brotherhood Way was constructed as Stanley Drive by the Works Progress Administration (WPA) in the 1930s as a vehicular roadway
connecting Juipero Serra Blvd and Lake Merced Blvd. Brotherhood Way predates the development of the churches and schools along
Brotherhood Way, and Parkmerced. A variety of changes to the road and its surroudnings were certainly made in the intervening
years. See also https://www.foundsf.org/index.php?title=Brotherhood_Way
Lake Merced/Brotherhood Secondly, I don't see a clear explanation of how two lanes of traffic will turn right onto Lake Merced. Currently, it is difficult for one The intersection is being reconfigured to allow for 2 lanes of traffic to occur.
Way
lane to merge onto Lake Merced northbound from Brotherhood Way.
Thomas More Way
Third, how will the new bike path cross Thomas More Way or the on-ramp to 280 South? In San Francisco, bikes are not required The final design for the path to cross the on-ramp 280 south will occur in a future phase.
to stop at intersections; and the majority don't!
Thomas More Way
Four: Is the signal at Thomas More Way being eliminated? It appears to be gone in the presentation (see the diagram at 20:15
The signal at Thomas More Way will remain and be coordinated with the new signal to Brotherhood Way/Chumasero Drive
minutes)
intersection.
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CEQA

Five: No where in the presentation or in any of the documentation do I see a CEQA report. Nor does the SF Planning Map show The certified EIR was approved by the Board of Supervisors in June of 2011. Demolition permits and Site Permits have been
the garage location on Galindo having been given a clean bill of health. Given that you are putting housing on what was once the approved for Galindo garage and these proposed buildings. Higuera garage will remain in place. A copy of all of the June 2011
site of a working gas station and full service garage, I wondered if this had been done. Likewise for the garage on Higuera.
documents can be found at https://sfplanning.org/project/parkmerced#info.

Frequently Asked Questions
Pedestrian & Bicycle Facility on Brotherhood Way

Updated March 4, 2021

Q1:

What is the purpose of a new bike path on Brotherhood Way?

A:

The goal of the shared path facility is to create a safe bicycle and pedestrian connection
between Lake Merced and nearby neighborhoods, schools and religious institutions
along Brotherhood Way, and to the St. Charles Avenue path that connects to Daly City
BART. The Parkmerced Development Agreement and other project approvals in 2011
secured a commitment from the developer to build this community benefit along
Brotherhood Way from Junipero Serra Blvd to Summit 800, then again from the western
edge of Summit 800 to Lake Merced Blvd. The City is responsible for the connection in
front of 800 Summit and no schedule or funding are yet in place for this portion of the
project.
The pedestrian and bicycle facility would extend from the new alignment of Chumasero
Dr. to Lake Merced Blvd. on the north side of Brotherhood Way, and from the new
alignment of Chumasero Dr., then across Thomas More Way to the St. Charles Ave. path
on the south side. It would create a continuous pedestrian and bicycle network and
provide transportation and recreational walk/run/bike options connecting Outer
Mission/Ingleside to Lake Merced, Ocean Beach, and Golden Gate Park. It would also
connect to the existing Brotherhood Way bike lanes to the east and the St. Charles path,
which leads to Daly City BART. A future pedestrian/bicycle facility extension would
continue east through the Brotherhood Way open space between the St. Charles path
and the Alemany/Sickles intersection, connecting from there to the Sagamore Street
sidewalks and bike lanes. See attached exhibit.

Q2:

What is the history of this plan and when did it originate?

A:

The need for bicycle facilities along Brotherhood Way was identified in San Francisco’s
2009 Bicycle Plan. Parkmerced’s project approvals in 2011 included a commitment to
construct a 16’ Shared Use Path along the north side of Brotherhood Way. This
requirement was included in their Transportation Plan and Design Standards and
Guidelines.

Q3:

Who is building this bike path? Is it the City or a developer?

A:

The majority of the bicycle and pedestrian improvements planned along Brotherhood
Way were requirements placed by the City as part of the Parkmerced project approvals in
2011. These improvements are the responsibility of the Parkmerced developer to fund
and construct. The City will be responsible for establishing the section immediately
fronting Summit 800.
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Q4:

What will the new bike path look like? How will the existing sidewalks change?

A:

The only portion of the new bicycle facility that is currently designed is part of Phase 1B
of the Parkmerced project. Those improvements will start on the east side of Summit Way
and extend east to Thomas More Way and will be constructed along with other street
improvements by the Parkmerced developer. The attached cross sections illustrate the
bike path configuration on the north and south side of Brotherhood Way in these
locations.
For the segment between Summit Way and Thomas More Way, a new 4-foot-wide
continuous pedestrian sidewalk zone will be installed, separated from the street by a 3foot landscaped buffer and 6-inch curb. The pedestrian zone will be demarcated from a
separate 9-foot-wide class IV bikeway (cycle track) by a 1’-0” wide raised divider. See
attached drawing.

Q5:

Would a bike path along the south side of Brotherhood Way be safer? Does the
south side have a wider space available?

A:

When designing a bicycle facility where the bicyclists travel in both directions, minimizing
conflicts with driveways is a top safety priority. This is because a driver who is turning
would have to look both ways before making a turn to ensure no bicyclists are coming.
The south side of Brotherhood Way has four driveway locations. In contrast, the north
side of Brotherhood Way only has one driveway at Summit Way. Mature trees on the
south side of Brotherhood Way present another challenge to locating facilities there.
Additionally, the Parkmerced Development Agreement includes a commitment by the
developer to widen the pedestrian and bicycle facility on the north side of Brotherhood
Way between Summit 800 and Lake Merced Boulevard, and this commitment would not
be applicable to the south side of the street

Q6:

The north side of Brotherhood Way has cars speeding downhill. Is it safe to locate
bikes next to traffic?

A:

The proposed path in Parkmerced Phase 1B is a sidewalk-level bicycle facility, so it is
separated from vehicular traffic. High-speed traffic moves in both directions on
Brotherhood Way, which is why the city recommends a separated bicycle and pedestrian
facility.

Q7:

Will the bicycle crossing at Chumasero be convenient and safe for bikes? It is a busy
intersection and there is also a bus stop at that location.

A:

The future intersection design at Chumasero includes dedicated bicycle crossing zones as
well as dedicated pedestrian crossing areas to facilitate safe crossings for all modes.
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Chumasero Drive will be realigned as part of the project into a T-intersection, in order to
make it safer for all modes of transportation.
Q8:

How will a bike path in front of Summit 800 accommodate pedestrians, pet owners,
and residents and guests accessing their parked cars?

A:

The only segment of the bike path that has been designed is east of Summit 800.
Multi-use paths exist around the city with strong safety records such as the Panhandle
path, multiple paths throughout Golden Gate park, and Marina Green. Bicycle volumes
along Brotherhood Way are anticipated to be lower than these locations. Further, there
are parking-protected bike lanes throughout San Francisco, and where warranted (such
as near school drop-off zones) special measures are taken to ensure the safety of
pedestrians crossing the bike lanes. The design of the path will incorporate mitigations,
including signage, to further reinforce the safety of the shared facility.

Q9:

Will the bike path location conflict with westbound cars making right turns into
Summit 800?

A:

Conflicts with driveways and intersections do occur and can be an issue, but these
locations can be designed to mitigate potential conflicts. The north side has only one such
conflict, compared with four driveways on the south side of the street.

Q10:

Will the bike route eliminate the street parking in front of Summit 800?

A:

The only segment that has been designed is east of Summit 800. The remainder of the
bike route has not been designed, including the segment fronting Summit 800. During
the next phases of design, the City will be able to provide more information about any
anticipated impacts to landscaping or street parking. A sidewalk-level bike facility should
minimize the need to remove street parking.

Q11:

Will the bike route eliminate the landscaping in front of Summit 800? The trees and
planted areas were installed by Summit 800.

A:

The only segment that has been designed is east of Summit 800. The remainder of the
bike route has not been designed. Preservation of existing landscaping will be a priority
of the design, to the greatest extent feasible.

Q12:

How does the bike path design accommodate the water and fire pumps and
infrastructure located near the sidewalk just east of Summit Way?

A:

Within Parkmerced Phase 1B, the majority of the existing infrastructure facilities are not
impacted by the proposed bike path and sidewalk. However, there is one utility box
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(small backflow preventer) just east of Summit Way that will be relocated out of the
sidewalk area. This will be performed by the Parkmerced developer.
For the section fronting Summit 800, upon initial review existing utility facilities fronting
Summit 800 should be able to remain in place. During detailed design this issue will be
investigated further.

If you have questions that are not addressed in this FAQ, please contact: Kristin.Michael@sfmta.com
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