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www.sfplanning.org 

 

 

 
Subject to: (Select only if applicable) 

  Affordable Housing (Sec. 415) 

  Jobs Housing Linkage Program (Sec. 413) 

  Downtown Park Fee (Sec. 412) 

 

  First Source Hiring (Admin. Code) 

  Child Care Requirement (Sec. 414) 

  Other 

 
 

Planning Commission Motion No. 18640 
LOCAL COASTAL ZONE PERMIT 

 
Hearing Date: May 24, 2012 
Case No.: 2010.0016P 
Project Name: Beach Chalet Athletic Fields, Golden Gate Park 
Zoning: P (Public) Zoning District 
 OS (Open Space) Height and Bulk District 
Block/Lot: 1700/001 
Project Sponsor: San Francisco Recreation and Parks Department 
 c/o Dan Mauer 
 30 Van Ness Avenue, 5th floor 
 San Francisco, CA  94102 
Staff Contact: Glenn Cabreros – (415) 558-6169 
 glenn.cabreros@sfgov.org 

 
 
ADOPTING FINDINGS RELATING TO THE APPROVAL OF A COASTAL ZONE PERMIT 
APPLICATION PURSUANT TO PLANNING CODE SECTION 330 TO ALLOW RENOVATION OF 
THE BEACH CHALET ATHLETIC FIELDS FACILITY INCLUDING REPLACING THE EXISTING 
GRASS TURF FIELDS WITH SYNTHETIC TURF, INSTALLING FIELD LIGHTING, RENOVATING 
THE EXISTING RESTROOM BUILDING, INSTALLING PLAYER BENCHES AND SEATING, AND 
COMPLETING OTHER MODIFICATIONS FOR PARKING, CIRCULATION, AND SPECTATOR 
AMENITIES TO IMPROVE THE OVERALL CONDITIONS OF THE FACILITY AND INCREASE 
THE AMOUNT OF ATHLETIC PLAY TIME, WITHIN THE P (PUBLIC) ZONING DISTRICT AND 
THE OPEN SPACE HEIGHT AND BULK DISTRICT. 
 
PREAMBLE 
On April 4, 2012, Dan Mauer of the San Francisco Recreation and Park Department (hereinafter “Project 
Sponsor”) filed an application with the Planning Department (hereinafter “Department”) for a Coastal 
Zone Permit under Planning Code Section 330 to allow renovation of the Beach Chalet Athletic Fields 
facility including replacing the existing grass turf fields with synthetic turf, installing field lighting, 
renovating the existing restroom building, installing player benches and seating, and completing other 
modifications for parking, circulation, and spectator amenities to improve the overall conditions of the 
facility and increase the amount of athletic play time ("Project").  
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On April 17, 2012, the Department mailed a letter to the California Coastal Commission (CCC) to inform 
the CCC that and application for a Local Coastal Zone Permit had been filed.  The letter disclosed to the 
CCC that the Project site is not within the area appealable to the CCC.  
 
On May 24, 2012, the Planning Commission (hereinafter “Commission”) conducted a public hearing on 
the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Project.  The Commission reviewed and considered 
the EIR and found the contents of said report and the procedures through which the EIR was prepared, 
publicized and reviewed complied with the California Quality Environmental Quality Act (Public 
Resources Code section 21000 et seq.) ("CEQA"), the CEQA Guidelines (14 Cal. Code Reg. section 15000 et 
seq.), and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code. 
 
On May 24, 2012, the Commission certified the Final EIR by Motion No. 18637.  Additionally, the 
Commission adopted approval findings, including findings rejecting alternatives, amending a mitigation 
measure, and making a statement of overriding considerations, and adopted a mitigation monitoring and 
reporting program ("MMRP") pursuant to CEQA by Motion No. 18638, which findings and MMRP are 
incorporated by this reference as though fully set forth herein. 
 
On May 24, 2012, the Commission conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly scheduled 
meeting to consider the Coastal Zone Permit, Case No. 2010.0016P.  The Commission heard and 
considered public testimony presented at the hearing and has further considered written and oral 
testimony provided by Department staff and other interested parties. 
 
On May 24, 2012, the Commission approved the Coastal Zone Permit requested in the application under 
Case No. 2010.0016P based to the findings below. 
 
FINDINGS 
Having reviewed the materials identified in the preamble above, and having heard all testimony and 
arguments, this Commission finds, concludes, and determines as follows: 
 

1. The above recitals are accurate and constitute findings of this Commission. 
 

2. Site Description and Present Use.  The project site is located at the west end of Golden Gate 
Park, Assessor’s Block 1700, Lot 001 within the P (Public) Zoning District and the Open Space 
Height and Bulk District.  The area of the project site is bound by Great Highway to the west, 
John F. Kennedy Drive to the north and east and by Martin Luther King Drive to the south.  The 
site contains existing athletic playing fields of natural turf and various park amenities associated 
with the fields’ use, including parking, restrooms, fencing and pedestrian paths. 

 
3. Surrounding Properties and Neighborhood.  The neighborhoods closest to the project site are 

primarily residential in character and include the Outer Richmond neighborhood directly north 
and across Fulton Street from Golden Gate Park and the Outer Sunset neighborhood directly 
south and across Lincoln Way from Golden Gate Park.  Directly west of the project site and across 
Great Highway are the Ocean Beach parking lot and Ocean Beach.  The site is located southeast of 
the Beach Chalet, City Landmark No. 179, which includes a visitors center and restaurant 
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facilities.  As the project site is located within Golden Gate Park, the athletic fields are not visible 
from the adjacent residential neighborhoods due to dense vegetation and tree canopy. 

 
4. Project Description.  The applicant proposes to renovate the Beach Chalet Athletic Fields facility 

including replacement of the existing grass turf fields with synthetic turf, installation of field 
lighting, renovation of the existing restroom building, installation of benches and seating, and 
other modifications related to parking, circulation, and spectator amenities to improve the overall 
conditions of the facility and increase the amount of athletic play time. 
 

5. Coastal Zone.  Pursuant to Planning Code Section 330, review of a Coastal Zone Permit 
Application is required as the project site is within the Local Coastal Zone Boundary per City 
Zoning Map Sheet CZ05.  The Local Coastal Zone boundary within Golden Gate Park starts at 
Fulton Street and 40th Avenue, curves eastwardly from the Chain of Lakes Drive and ends at 
Lincoln Way and 41st Avenue.  The boundary for the Coastal Zone area that is appealable to the 
CCC is an area 300 feet wide as measured from the inland extent of Ocean Beach.  The project site 
is not located within the Coastal Zone area that is appealable to the CCC. 

 
6. Public Comment.  The Department has received no comments to date regarding the Coastal Zone 

Permit application.  
 

7. Planning Code Compliance:  The Commission finds that the Project  is consistent with the 
relevant provisions of the Planning Code in the following manner: 

 
A. Coastal Zone Permit Findings.  Planning Code Section 330.5.2 states that the Planning 

Commission in reviewing a Coastal Zone Permit application shall adopt factual findings that 
the project is consistent or not consistent with the Local Coastal Program and that a Coastal 
Zone Permit shall be approved only upon findings of fact establishing that the Project 
conforms to the requirements and objectives of the San Francisco Local Coastal Program. 
 
The requirements and objectives of the San Francisco Local Coastal Program are established in the 
Western Shoreline Plan of the General Plan with specific objectives and policies related to Golden Gate 
Park and the Richmond and Sunset Residential Neighborhoods.  See “General Plan Compliance” 
findings below. 

 
8. General Plan Compliance.  The Project is, on balance, consistent with the following Objectives 

and Policies of the General Plan and specifically as identified in the Western Shoreline Area Plan: 
 

WESTERN SHORELINE AREA PLAN – GOLDEN GATE PARK 
Objectives and Policies 

 
OBJECTIVE 3: 
ENHANCE THE RECREATIONAL CONNECTION BETWEEN GOLDEN GATE PARK AND 
THE BEACH FRONTAGE 
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Policy 3.1: 
Strengthen the visual and physical connection between the park and beach. Emphasize the 
naturalistic landscape qualities of the western end of the park for visitor use. When possible 
eliminate the Richmond-Sunset sewer treatment facilities. 
 
Policy 3.2: 
Continue to implement a long-term reforestation program at the western portion of the park. 

 
The rehabilitation of the Beach Chalet Athletic Fields does not introduce a new use into Golden Gate Park; 
rather the project is a renovation of the existing facilities to allow continuation of existing park amenities 
and uses.  As such, the naturalistic landscape qualities around the athletic fields and around the perimeter 
of the Park would remain intact.   The project does propose removal of 16 trees; however each tree removed 
would be replaced at a ratio of one-to-one or greater.  The proposed tree replacement is consistent with 
emphasizing the natural landscape qualities of the Park and also the need for continued reforestation of the 
Park’s aging tree population. 
 

WESTERN SHORELINE AREA PLAN – RICHMOND & SUNSET RESIDENTIAL NEIGHBORHOODS 
Objectives and Policies 

 
OBJECTIVE 11: 
PRESERVE THE SCALE OF RESIDENTIAL AND COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT ALONG 
THE COASTAL ZONE AREA. 

 
Policy 11.6 
Protect the neighborhood environment of the Richmond and Sunset residential areas from the 
traffic and visitor impacts from the public using adjacent recreation and open space areas. 
 
The “Transportation and Circulation” section of the EIR analyzed for the project found that impacts to 
traffic, public transit and pedestrian circulation would be less than significant.  Although field lighting is 
proposed as part of the project, the hours of operation for the recreation area will be the same as the existing 
park hours which are 6 AM to 10 PM daily.    
 

9. Planning Code Section 101.1(b) establishes eight priority-planning policies and requires review 
of permits for consistency with said policies.  On balance, the project does comply with said 
policies in that:  

 
A. That existing neighborhood-serving retail uses be preserved and enhanced and future 

opportunities for resident employment in and ownership of such businesses be enhanced.  
 

The proposal does not affect neighborhood-serving retail uses as the project is a public recreational 
facility within Golden Gate Park. 
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B. That existing housing and neighborhood character be conserved and protected in order to 
preserve the cultural and economic diversity of our neighborhoods. 

 
The existing neighborhood character surrounding Golden Gate Park would be conserved and protected 
as the project would continue to be screened from the outlying residential areas by dense vegetation. 

 
C. That the City's supply of affordable housing be preserved and enhanced,  

 
No housing is removed by this project. 

 
D. That commuter traffic not impede MUNI transit service or overburden our streets or 

neighborhood parking.  
 

The project proposes improvements to the existing 50-space parking lot.  The new parking lot would 
contain 20 additional parking spaces.  The amount of parking spaces is not considered excessive for the 
use, and the EIR for the project found the parking, vehicular and public transit impacts associated with 
the project to be less than significant.   

 
E. That a diverse economic base be maintained by protecting our industrial and service sectors 

from displacement due to commercial office development, and that future opportunities for 
resident employment and ownership in these sectors be enhanced. 

 
The project will not displace any service or industrial establishment.   

 
F. That the City achieve the greatest possible preparedness to protect against injury and loss of 

life in an earthquake. 
 

The project, particularly the building structures will be designed and constructed to conform to the 
structural and seismic safety requirements of the City Building Code.   

 
G. That landmarks and historic buildings be preserved.  

 
As identified in the project EIR, the project would cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of Golden Gate Park, an historical resource.  While the project would have a significant 
unavoidable impact from the perspective of historic preservation, the project is a rehabilitation of an 
existing park amenity. 

 
H. That our parks and open space and their access to sunlight and vistas be protected from 

development.  
 

The project will have no negative impact on existing parks and open spaces and their access to sunlight 
and vistas.  Per Section 295 of the Planning Code, pertaining to shadow studies, no building 
structures are proposed over 40 feet in height and therefore a shadow study is not required for the 
project. 
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10. The Project is consistent with and would promote the general and specific purposes of the Code 

provided under Section 101.1(b) in that, as designed, the Project would contribute to the character 
and stability of the neighborhood and would constitute a beneficial development.  

 
11. The Commission hereby finds that approval of the Coastal Zone Permit would promote the 

health, safety and welfare of the City. 
 

DECISION 
That based upon the Record, the submissions by the Applicant, the staff of the Department and other 
interested parties, the oral testimony presented to this Commission at the public hearings, and all other 
written materials submitted by all parties, the Commission hereby ADOPTS the CEQA approval findings 
set forth in Planning Commission Motion No. 18638 including the statement of overriding considerations, 
ADOPTS the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program, attached to Motion No. 18638 as Exhibit A, 
and APPROVES Coastal Zone Permit Application No. 2010.0016P in general conformance with plans on 
file, dated April 4, 2012, and stamped “EXHIBIT B”, which is incorporated herein by reference as though 
fully set forth. 
 
APPEAL:   Pursuant to Planning Code Sections 308.2 and 330.9, any aggrieved person may appeal this 
Coastal Zone Permit to the Board of Appeals within fifteen (15) days after the date of this motion.  For 
further information, please contact the Board of Appeals in person at 1650 Mission Street, 3rd Floor 
(Room 304) or call 575-6880. 
 
 
I hereby certify that the Planning Commission ADOPTED the foregoing Motion on May 24, 2012. 
 
 
Linda D. Avery 
Commission Secretary 
 
 
AYES:   Commissioners Fong, Wu, Antonini and Borden  
 
NAYS:  Commissioner Moore 
 
ABSENT:  Commissioners Miguel and Sugaya 
 
ADOPTED: May 24, 2012 
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West Sunset Soccer Fields: Sample Field Rotations 
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Beach Chalet Athletic Fields: Sample Field Rotations 
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Increase in Hours of Play Due to Field Renovation- The Critical Question

Youth only Adult only Either Total Youth only Adult only Either Total Youth only Adult only Either Total

Winter 2055 234 488 2777 1229 234 156 1619 644 293 312 1248

Fall and Spring 2090 2003 835 4928 425 1519 81 2025 0 502 122 623

Summer 1013 720 144 1877 1115 644 237 1995 0 252 0 252

Total Hours 5158 2957 1467 9582 2768 2396 474 5639 644 1046 434 2123

54% 31% 15% 49% 42% 8% 30% 49% 20%

Youth only Adult only Either Total Youth only Adult only Either Total Youth only Adult only Either Total

Winter 2055 234 488 2777 1872 527 468 2867 (183) 293 (20) 89

Fall and Spring 2090 2003 835 4928 425 2021 203 2648 (1665) 17 (633) (2280)

Summer 1013 720 144 1877 1115 896 237 2247 102 176 93 370

Total Hours 5158 2957 1467 9582 3412 3443 908 7762 (1746) 485 (560) (1821)

59% 21% 20% 57% 26% 17%

Summary: Impact on Changes in Hours if West Sunset Combined is done in Place of Beach. West Sunset benefits adults over kids

Total Increase in Hours: 1821 Fewer Hours Per Year Overall from West Sunset vs Beach

Hours Available For Youth: 1746 Fewer of Youth Only Hours of Play (a 31% decrease or put differently Beach gets a 45% increase over WS)

2306 Fewer Hours of Play Available for Youth (a 30% decrease)

Hours Available For Adults: 485 More Hours for Adult resulting from West Sunset

Beach Chalet West Sunset Upper West Sunset Lower

Beach Chalet West Sunset Combined West Sunset Instead of Beach
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San Francisco Recreation and Parks 
Beach Chalet Athletic Fields Maintenance:  
Current/Grass vs. Planned/Synthetic Turf  
 

 Current – Grass Sports Fields Planned – Synthetic Turf 
Sports Fields 

Hours and Staffing   

Facility Hours 

Open for reserved play only, locked if 
not reserved 

 
Winter: 9am – 5pm 

Fall/Spring: 8am – 7pm 
Summer: 9am – 8pm 

Open all the time, no locks on 
gates 

 
Year-round: 8am – 10pm 

Athletic Play 4,738 hours of play annually 14,320 hours of play annually 
Open Play Community Hours 0 2,248 hours annually 

Days of Operation Tuesday – Sunday 
Closed on Monday & 4 months a year 

7 days a week, 365 days a year 
No weekly closures 

Field & Landscape Maintenance 1/2 Full Time Employee  1/2 Full Time Employee 
Integrated Pest Management   

Gopher Trapping/Removal 
Trap daily 

60 gophers & 8 moles trapped in      
FY 2012-2013 

Zero 

Herbicide Spraying 

2 x annually around fence line 
As needed on athletic fields 

16 oz of Aquamaster Herbicide annually 
1 application of Sapphire English Daisy 

Control in the past 5 years 

Zero 

Turf Maintenance   

Water Use 3-4 x weekly from April - October 
Est. 5,737,285 gallons per year Zero 

Fuel consumption for 
maintenance/gardening vehicles 

105 gallons of diesel annually 
50 gallons of petroleum annually Zero 

Mowing with gas powered mower 1 x 1-2 weeks 
Approx. 38 cuts annually Zero 

Fertilize from gas powered Toro 
Workman 

1 x 6-8 weeks 
2000 lbs granular fertilizer annually  Zero 

Aeration and field rolling from 
diesel powered tractor 2 x annually Zero 

Seeding from gas powered Toro 
Workman 

2 x annually 
2000 lbs of perennial rye grass seed 

annually 
Zero 

Athletic Fields Striping Weekly Zero (synthetic turf includes 
permanent field striping) 

Sweeping with electric Cushman Zero 1 x 2 weeks (anticipated) 
 

Grooming with electric Cushman Zero 1 x 5-8 weeks (anticipated) 

Repair goals, field holes and turf As possible by staff availability As possible by staff availability 

Spot Cleaning Zero As needed with soap and water, 
no detergent 

2/15/13 

Exhibit 10 
A-2-SNF-12-020 (Beach Chalet) 

Page 42 of 43



Summary

Hours Hours

Current With Turf No Closure No Rain Lights Total Ground Ball Ground Ball Ground Ball Ground Ball Ground Ball Ground Ball Ground Ball

Winter 184 832 109 85 455 648 1945 0 327 0 254 0 1365 0 832.00 0 2,777.20 0

Fall and Spring 661 1,728 392 108 567 1,067 3200 0 1175 0 324 0 1701 0 1,728.00 0 4,928.40 0

Summer 734 1,020 118 0 168 286 857 0 353 0 0 0 504 0 1,020.00 0 1,876.80 0

Total Hours 1,579 3,580 618 193 1,190 2,001 6002 0 1855 0 578 0 3570 0 3,580.00 0 9,582.40 0

Factors & Assumptions: 

1. Beach is closed 12 weeks per year from October through December and Every Monday for Maintenance

2. During school hours, field is only utilized 10% in winter and 20% in spring and fall.

3. During summer 9 to 3, fields Is utilized 80% for camps

4. Field is closed 25% in winter and 10% in fall and spring due to rain.

Detail - Current Capacity in Hours PER FIELD
TOTAL 

# of weeks Hours Open

 Total 

Hours/Day 

% 

available

Day Per 

Week

 

Estimate

d Hrs/ Hours Open

 Total 

Hours/Da

y 

% 

available

Days Per 

Week

 Estimated Hrs/ 

Week HOURS PER YEAR

Winter 9 am to 3 pm 6 10% 4 2.4

Winter 3 pm to 5 pm 2 75% 4 6

Fall and Spring 9 am to 3 pm 3 20% 4 2.4

Fall and Spring 3 pm to 7 pm 4 90% 4 14.4

Summer 9 am to 3 pm 6 80% 4 19.2

Summer 3 pm to 8 pm 5 100% 4 20

Weeks Closed 12

TOTAL 52 TOTAL 1,579.20

Detail - Post Field Turf Capacity in Hours PER FIELD Note: Assumptions Changed Are Highlighted

# of TOTAL 

weeks Hours Open

 Total 

Hours/Day 

% 

available

Day Per 

Week

 

Estimate

d Hrs/ 

Week Hours Open

 Total 

Hours/Da

y 

% 

available

Days Per 

Week

 Estimated Hrs/ 

Week HOURS PER YEAR

Winter 9 am to 3 pm 6 10% 5 3

Winter 3 pm to 10 pm 7 100% 5 35

Fall and Spring 9 am to 3 pm 3 20% 5 3

Fall and Spring 3 pm to 10 pm 7 100% 5 35

Summer 9 am to 3 pm 6 80% 5 24

Summer 3 pm to 10 pm 7 100% 5 35

Weeks Closed 0

TOTAL 52 TOTAL 3,580.00

1,020.00

27 9am to 10pm

12 9am to 10pm 13 100% 2 26

13

26

100% 2 26

734.40

Weekends Weekday

832.00

1,728.00

22

13 9am to 10pm 13 100% 2

18
661.20

9 9am to 5pm

12 9am to 8pm 11 100% 2

19 9am to 7pm 10 90% 2

8 75% 2 12

Hours Due to LightsHours Due to No Closure

183.60

Beach Capacity Analysis - 3 Existing Fields and One New

EXISTING FIELDS IMPACT PER FIELD Existing Fields Total Impact ADDITIONAL FIELDSTOTAL INCREASE

Hours Due to No Rain Hours

3 Full 0

Weekends Weekday

Total Hours AddedIncrease Due To   Fields Impacted Total Hours Added
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA-NATURAL RESOURCES AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN, GOV£RI\i"OR 

CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION 
NORTH CENTRAL COAST DISTRICT OFFICE 

45 FREMONT ST, SUITE 2000 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105-2219 
VOICE (415) 904-5260 
FAX (415) 904-5400 
TDD (415) 597-5885 

Memorandum 

To: Commissioners and Interested Parties 

AprilS, 2014 

FROM: Dan Carl, North Central Coast District Deputy Director 
North Central Coast District 

Re: 

Agenda 
Item 

Additional Information (or Commission Meeting 
Thursday, April9, 2014 

Applicant Description 

W14a A-2-HMB-14-004 City of Half Moon Bay Correspondence, James Benjamin 1-9 

W15.5a A-2-SNF-12-020 SF Rec. & Park Dept. Emails and Correspondence 10-69 



From: Michael Russom  
Date: Tue, Apr 1, 2014 at 1:40 PM 
Subject: soccer in GG Park 
To: Jana Zimmer 
A-2-SNF-12-020 (Beach Chalet Soccer Fields) 

Please do NOT approve the construction of a toxic field in Golden Gate Park that will 
create horrible light pollution and threaten wildlife and birds on a major flyway. Watch slow 
motion replays on TV of soccer or football artificial fields and see players breathing clouds 
of toxic rubber dust as they slide along the field. I was a soccer coach for years with kids 
from kindergarten up to 5th grade and we can't stand this idea. Real turf is the best and can 
be maintained in a socially responsible ecological and green way. 
 

mmarquez
Text Box
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mmarquez
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From: Adele Framer
To: Kahn, Kevin@Coastal
Cc: CoastalBeachChaletAppeal
Subject: Fwd: Important Public Hearing Notice (Revised Findings) for San Francisco Recreation and Park Department

(Beach Chalet) A-2-SNF-12-020 Item No. W15.5a
Date: Saturday, March 29, 2014 12:50:18 PM
Attachments: HEARING NOTICE A-2-SNF-12-020 SF Rec and Park Dept REVISED FINDINGS .pdf

I find it incredible that you're holding this hearing in SANTA BARBARA.

Is this a way to discourage San Franciscans from voicing their concerns???

That does it, put me down on record as opposing any scrap of artificial turf, the
bright lighting, and tree removal. No compromises.

I'm not going to be able to attend this hearing in SANTA BARBARA.

Sincerely,
Adele Framer
183 Parnassus Ave. #4
San Francisco CA 94117

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: CoastalBeachChaletAppeal <beachchaletappeal@coastal.ca.gov>
Date: Fri, Mar 28, 2014 at 5:55 PM
Subject: Important Public Hearing Notice (Revised Findings) for San Francisco
Recreation and Park Department (Beach Chalet) A-2-SNF-12-020 Item No. W15.5a
To: CoastalBeachChaletAppeal <beachchaletappeal@coastal.ca.gov>

mailto:adeleframer@gmail.com
mailto:Kevin.Kahn@coastal.ca.gov
mailto:beachchaletappeal@coastal.ca.gov
mailto:beachchaletappeal@coastal.ca.gov
mailto:beachchaletappeal@coastal.ca.gov



EDMUND G. BROWN, JR., Governor STATE OF CALIFORNIA - NATURAL RESOURCES AGENCY 


CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION 
45 Fremont Street, Suite 2000 
San Francisco, California 94105-2219 
(415) 904-5260 or (415) 904-5200 FAX (415) 904-5400 


North Central Coast District Office 


March 28, 2014 


1 Page: 


Date: 
IMPORTANT PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE 


REVISED FINDINGS 


 A-2-SNF-12-020 PERMIT NUMBER: 


PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
    Consideration of findings for Commission’s May 9, 2013 approval of coastal permit with conditions 


to renovate existing Beach Chalet athletic fields in Golden Gate Park 


APPLICANT(S): San Francisco Recreation and Park Department, Attn: Dan Mauer 


PROJECT LOCATION: 


   1500 John F. Kennedy Dr., San Francisco, San Francisco County 
HEARING DATE AND LOCATION: 


HEARING PROCEDURES: 
This item has been scheduled for a public hearing and vote.  People wishing to testify on this matter may appear at 
the hearing or may present their concerns by letter to the Commission on or before the hearing date.  The Coastal 
Commission is not equipped to receive comments on any official business by electronic mail.  Any information 
relating to the official business should be sent to the appropriate Commission office using U.S. Mail or courier 
service. 
 
AVAILABILITY OF STAFF REPORT 
A copy of the staff report on this matter will be available no later than 10 days before the hearing on the Coastal 
Commission's website at http://www.coastal.ca.gov/mtgcurr.html.  Alternatively, you may request a paper copy of 
the report from KevinKahn, Coastal Program Analyst, at the North Central Coast District Office. 
 
SUBMISSION OF WRITTEN MATERIALS: 
If you wish to submit written materials for review by the Commission, please observe the following suggestions: 
 
- We request that you submit your materials to the Commission staff no later than three working days before the 
hearing (staff will then distribute your materials to the Commission). 
 
- Mark the agenda number of your item, the application number, your name and your position in favor or opposition 
to the project on the upper right hand corner of the first page of your submission.  If you do not know the agenda 
number, contact the Commission staff person listed on page 2. 
 
- If you wish, you may obtain a current list of Commissioners' names and addresses from any of the Commission's 
offices and mail the materials directly to the Commissioners.  If you wish to submit materials directly to 
Commissioners, we request that you mail the materials so that the Commissioners receive the materials no later than 
Thursday of the week before the Commission meeting.  Please mail the same materials to all Commissioners, 
alternates for Commissioners, and the four non-voting members on the Commission with a copy to the Commission 
staff person listed on page 2. 
 
- You are requested to summarize the reasons for your position in no more than two or three pages, if possible.   


1111 East Cabrillo Blvd , Santa Barbara, CA  93103 
(415) 407-3211 


Hyatt Santa Barbara 
.  W15.5a 


Wednesday, April 9, 2014 DATE 
TIME 
PLACE 


PHONE 


ITEM NO: Meeting Begins at 8:30 A.M. 







 
March 28, 2014 


2 Page: 


Date: 
IMPORTANT PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE 


REVISED FINDINGS 


You may attach as many exhibits as you feel are necessary.  
 
Please note: While you are not prohibited from doing so, you are discouraged from submitting written materials to 
the Commission on the day of the hearing, unless they are visual aids, as it is more difficult for the Commission to 
carefully consider late materials.  The Commission requests that if you submit written copies of comments to the 
Commission on the day of the hearing, that you provide 20 copies. 
 
ALLOTTED TIME FOR TESTIMONY: 
Oral testimony may be limited to 5 minutes or less for each speaker depending on the number of persons wishing to 
be heard. 
 
ADDITIONAL PROCEDURES: 
The above item may be moved to the Consent Calendar for this Area by the Executive Director when, prior to 
Commission consideration of the Consent Calendar, staff and the applicant are in agreement on the staff 
recommendation.  If this item is moved to the Consent Calendar, the Commission will either approve it with the 
recommended actions in the staff report or remove the item from the Consent Calendar by a vote of three or more 
Commissioners.  If the item is removed, the public hearing described above will still be held at the point in the 
meeting originally indicated on the agenda. 
 
No one can predict how quickly the Commission will complete agenda items or how many will be postponed to a later 
date.  The Commission begins each session at the time listed and considers each item in order, except in 
extraordinary circumstances.  Staff at the appropriate Commission office can give you more information prior to the 
hearing date. 
 
Questions regarding the report or the hearing should be directed to Kevin Kahn, Coastal Program Analyst, at the 
North Central Coast District Office.  
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From: Yorkman Lowe
To: CoastalBeachChaletAppeal
Subject: Re: Important Public Hearing Notice (Revised Findings) for San Francisco Recreation and Park Department

(Beach Chalet) A-2-SNF-12-020 Item No. W15.5a
Date: Friday, March 28, 2014 6:18:28 PM

The meeting is in Santa Barbara, 300 mi from SF!
Yorkman Lowe
YorkmanLowe@comcast.net
1 510 601 9675

----- Original Message -----
From: CoastalBeachChaletAppeal
To: CoastalBeachChaletAppeal
Sent: Friday, March 28, 2014 5:55 PM
Subject: Important Public Hearing Notice (Revised Findings) for San Francisco Recreation and Park
Department (Beach Chalet) A-2-SNF-12-020 Item No. W15.5a

mailto:YorkmanLowe@comcast.net
mailto:beachchaletappeal@coastal.ca.gov
mailto:YorkmanLowe@comcast.net
mailto:beachchaletappeal@coastal.ca.gov
mailto:beachchaletappeal@coastal.ca.gov
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From: Paul McKenzie
To: CoastalBeachChaletAppeal
Subject: Re: Important Public Hearing Notice (Revised Findings) for San Francisco Recreation and Park Department

(Beach Chalet) A-2-SNF-12-020 Item No. W15.5a
Date: Friday, March 28, 2014 7:40:04 PM

i am not in favor 

From: CoastalBeachChaletAppeal <beachchaletappeal@coastal.ca.gov>
To: CoastalBeachChaletAppeal <beachchaletappeal@coastal.ca.gov> 
Sent: Friday, March 28, 2014 5:55 PM
Subject: Important Public Hearing Notice (Revised Findings) for San Francisco Recreation and Park
Department (Beach Chalet) A-2-SNF-12-020 Item No. W15.5a

mailto:doobeedoo@prodigy.net
mailto:beachchaletappeal@coastal.ca.gov
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From: Adele Framer
To: CoastalBeachChaletAppeal
Subject: Re: Important Public Hearing Notice (Revised Findings) for San Francisco Recreation and Park Department

(Beach Chalet) A-2-SNF-12-020 Item No. W15.5a
Date: Saturday, March 29, 2014 12:41:48 PM

This is being held in SANTA BARBARA????

They don't want any local people to attend!!!

On Fri, Mar 28, 2014 at 5:55 PM, CoastalBeachChaletAppeal
<beachchaletappeal@coastal.ca.gov> wrote:

mailto:adeleframer@gmail.com
mailto:beachchaletappeal@coastal.ca.gov
mailto:beachchaletappeal@coastal.ca.gov
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From: Andrew Solow (Gladding & Michel)
To: Kahn, Kevin@Coastal; mary.shallenberger@coastal.ca.gov; carol.groom@coastal.ca.gov
Cc: Lester, Charles@Coastal; Carl, Dan@Coastal; Craig, Susan@Coastal
Subject: Permitl #: A-2-SNF-12-020 - Consideration of Findings for the Commission"s May 9, 2013 Approval to Renovate

Existing Beach Chalet Athletic Fields in Golden Gate Park
Date: Monday, March 31, 2014 9:57:06 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Coastal Commission should allow city"s plan for soccer fields to proceed_5.2.2013.pdf

CA Coastal Commission re:
Permit #:  A-2-SNF-12-020
Consideration of Findings for the Commission's May 9, 2013 Approval to Renovate
Existing Beach Chalet Athletic Fields in Golden Gate Park
 
Calendared for Consideration: April 9, 2014
 
Honorable Commissioners and Staff,
 
The 105 page “revised staff report”  for Permit #: A-2-SNF-12-020,  dated 3/28/2014 is
replete with deletions and additions and is very difficult to read. What it should day is that
the Beach Chalet Athletic Fields have been in continuous use as athletic fields for more
than 75 years. And, all the proposed project does is continue that existing use with a better
quality field and field lighting that will at least double the number of playable hours for
this facility and dramatically reduce the number of injuries associated with the current
uneven and gopher hole ridden grass field.
 
The report should also say that the Beach Chalet Athletic Fields are NOT a natural area. In
fact this portion of what is now Golden Gate Park was formerly covered with sand dunes.
So the idea of preserving naturalness or restoring this area to it’s former natural state
means replacing the athletic fields that have been in continuous use at this location for
more than 75 years with sand dunes.
 
I am pleased that the Coastal Commission previously supported organized athletic
activities in the middle of San Francisco, population 800,000+. I am equally pleased that
the Coastal Commission did not NOT support restoration of sand dunes that were removed
more than 100 years ago when Golden Gate Park was constructed to provide increased
recreational opportunities for the City’s taxpayers.
 
I hope the Coastal Commission passes something that approves the Beach Chalet
athletic field renovation project that is considerably simpler than the 105 page revised
staff report that is now before the Commission.
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
 
I hereby request that the CA Coastal Commission again take formal notice of the
attached San Francisco Examiner Editorial dated May 2, 2013 - see text of Editorial
below.
 
I also request that the CA Coastal Commission again take formal notice of the
rendering of the Beach Chalet Soccer Fields as previously designed by the CA
Coastal Commission Staff shown below.
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

mailto:alsolow@earthlink.net
mailto:Kevin.Kahn@coastal.ca.gov
mailto:mary.shallenberger@coastal.ca.gov
mailto:carol.groom@coastal.ca.gov
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mailto:Dan.Carl@coastal.ca.gov
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EDITORIALS


Coastal Commission should allow city’s plan for soccer fields
to proceed
By: SF Examiner Editorial  | 05/02/13 10:46 PM


SF Examiner Editorial


A recent report by staff members of the state agency that controls development along California’s
coastline argues against a plan for new playing fields near the Beach Chalet in Golden Gate Park.
But the document is flawed in its reasoning and its recommendations should be rejected.


When the California Coastal Commission takes up the issue of the Beach Chalet soccer fields
during its Thursday meeting, the members of the agency will have before them a document based
on a false understanding of what this portion of the park was, is and should be.


The 9.4-acre playing fields sit on the western side of Golden Gate Park, where athletic fields of
some sort have existed for more than 75 years. The fields are among the most used in The City,
but poor drainage and wear forces them to be closed roughly half of the time, according to the
Recreation and Park Department. One of the four fields is typically closed at all times to allow the
grass to regrow.


To extend the playing time at the fields, the parks department has entered into a public-private
funding proposal with the City Fields Foundation that would pay to replace the grass with
artificial turf. The site would also receive new lights to illuminate the fields for more hours, a new
children’s playground, new seating and revamped restrooms. These improvements would add
more than 9,500 hours of playing time at the fields, which are much needed in a city where field
space and time are both at a premium.


The plan has been approved locally, but an appeal to the Coastal
Commission prompted the report. In that document, agency staff
members erroneously refer to the existing fields as “pastoral
landscape,” arguing that features of the playing field, including
the lines that mark the athletic fields, could be harmful to
wildlife.


Opponents of this plan and now the Coastal Commission’s staff
make it appear as though the Recreation and Park Department is
clear-cutting virgin forest in an isolated area to make way for a
mega development. The truth is that the site, which comprises
less than 1 percent of the total space in Golden Gate Park, is
already a playing field with marked lines. The arguments against
lighting range from the light pollution it could cause to the
impacts the lights would have on migrating birds. The report
even objects to the sideline seating from which parents would be
able to watch their children play sports. Oh, yes, and the new
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MORE BY EXAMINER EDITORIAL


Turf plan would blight GG Park’s green oasis


Beach Chalet soccer field plan panned by state
agency


Board rejects appeal of Beach Chalet soccer
fields


Soccer, conservation fans battle it out with
home turf in balance


Turf plan criticism is misinformed


RELATED ARTICLES


soccer fields are too rectangular!


The report’s main is that the area should remain natural, as is
called for in a Golden Gate Park master plan. But, of course, a
truly natural Golden Gate Park would consist of the sand dunes
that used to dominate the area before the park was created.
Others argue that the area should consist of trees and walking
paths. However the Coastal Commission staff argues that nine
acres of mowed grass — but not artificial turf — would be


natural.


This paper has argued before that if there were not already playing fields at this location, this
project would be an inappropriate one. But given the history of the past 75 years, this project
wisely upgrades the existing use to make it more usable for the children and adults who need
more space for sports in The City. The remaining 99 percent of Golden Gate Park is there for
everything else.


MORE ON THESE TOPICS: Beach Chalet soccer fields  California Coastal Commission  golden gate park
ocean beach  San Francisco Recreation and Park Department
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Coastal Commission should allow city’s plan for soccer fields to proceed
By: SF Examiner Editorial | 05/02/13 10:46 PM
SF Examiner Editorial .
 
A recent report by staff members of the state agency that controls development along
California’s coastline argues against a plan for new playing fields near the Beach Chalet in
Golden Gate Park. But the document is flawed in its reasoning and its recommendations
should be rejected.
 
When the California Coastal Commission takes up the issue of the Beach Chalet soccer
fields during its Thursday meeting, the members of the agency will have before them a
document based on a false understanding of what this portion of the park was, is and
should be.
 
The 9.4-acre playing fields sit on the western side of Golden Gate Park, where athletic
fields of some sort have existed for more than 75 years. The fields are among the most
used in The City, but poor drainage and wear forces them to be closed roughly half of the
time, according to the Recreation and Park Department. One of the four fields is typically
closed at all times to allow the grass to regrow.
 
To extend the playing time at the fields, the parks department has entered into a public-
private funding proposal with the City Fields Foundation that would pay to replace the
grass with artificial turf. The site would also receive new lights to illuminate the fields for
more hours, a new children’s playground, new seating and revamped restrooms. These
improvements would add more than 9,500 hours of playing time at the fields, which are
much needed in a city where field space and time are both at a premium.
 
The plan has been approved locally, but an appeal to the Coastal Commission prompted
the report. In that document, agency staff members erroneously refer to the existing fields
as “pastoral landscape,” arguing that features of the playing field, including the lines that
mark the athletic fields, could be harmful to wildlife.
 
Opponents of this plan and now the Coastal Commission’s staff make it appear as though
the Recreation and Park Department is clear-cutting virgin forest in an isolated area to
make way for a mega development. The truth is that the site, which comprises less than 1
percent of the total space in Golden Gate Park, is already a playing field with marked
lines. The arguments against lighting range from the light pollution it could cause to the
impacts the lights would have on migrating birds. The report even objects to the sideline
seating from which parents would be able to watch their children play sports. Oh, yes, and
the new soccer fields are too rectangular!
 
The report’s main is that the area should remain natural, as is called for in a Golden Gate
Park master plan. But, of course, a truly natural Golden Gate Park would consist of the
sand dunes that used to dominate the area before the park was created. Others argue that
the area should consist of trees and walking paths. However the Coastal Commission staff
argues that nine acres of mowed grass — but not artificial turf — would be natural.
 
This paper has argued before that if there were not already playing fields at this location,
this project would be an inappropriate one. But given the history of the past 75 years, this
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project wisely upgrades the existing use to make it more usable for the children and adults
who need more space for sports in The City. The remaining 99 percent of Golden Gate
Park is there for everything else.
 
 
Read more at the San Francisco Examiner: http://www.sfexaminer.com/opinion/op-
eds/2013/05/coastal-commission-should-allow-city-s-plan-soccer-fields-
proceed#ixzz2SgfaG869
 

 
Beach Chalet Soccer Fields
as designed by the CA Coastal Commission Staff
 
sfpix.com

http://www.sfexaminer.com/opinion/op-eds/2013/05/coastal-commission-should-allow-city-s-plan-soccer-fields-proceed%23ixzz2SgfaG869
http://www.sfexaminer.com/opinion/op-eds/2013/05/coastal-commission-should-allow-city-s-plan-soccer-fields-proceed%23ixzz2SgfaG869
http://www.sfexaminer.com/opinion/op-eds/2013/05/coastal-commission-should-allow-city-s-plan-soccer-fields-proceed%23ixzz2SgfaG869
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sfpix.com
 
 
Andrew Solow
Past President and Co-Founder
Mission Youth Soccer League (MYSL)
San Francisco, CA  94131
Cell 415-722-3047

 

 

mmarquez
Text Box
18



April 1, 2014 

To: California Coastal Commissioners and Staff 
       April 9th, 2014 hearing 
       Item W15.5a 
       Permit Number: A-2- SNF-12-020 
       Gary Browd 
       Request for Postponement to May 2014 
       In opposition to project 

       

 
I am writing this letter to urge you to postpone discussion of item W15.5a to 
the May CCC meeting in Northern California because the mitigations and 
impact monitoring proposed by San Francisco Rec and Park should be 
discussed in a meeting near where everyone lives who will be impacted by 
this project. The local opponents of this project should have the right to 
speak to the issues, which was denied to most at the meeting last May. 

There is plenty of time for the CCC to hear the topics in May and to issue 
the permits needed by SFRPD which has scheduled construction to begin in 
late June. 

I also urge the CCC to reinstate the original Staff Report which found 
overwhelmingly that the project would negatively impact Golden Gate Park. 
It would destroy wildlife habitat, introduce artificial turf in violation of the 
Park’s master plan, have stadium lighting in immediate proximity to Ocean 
Beach, disrupt bird migration, have soccer played by children on artificial 
turf, which has been shown to risk injury. Other alternatives have been 
proposed and never given a fair hearing. Let soccer be played on these 
historic fields but on real grass and without artificial lighting! 

Sincerely, 
Gary M. Browd 
San Francisco 
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April 1, 2014 
 
 
California Coastal Commissioners and Staff 
April 9th, 2014 hearing, Item W15.5a 
Permit Number:  A-2-SNF-12-020 

 
Request for Postponement/Continuance to May, 2014 

  
Via US Mail and email 
Kevin Kahn, Coastal Program Analyst 
Beach Chalet Soccer Fields 
North Central Coast District Office 
45 Fremont Street, Suite 2000 
San Francisco, CA 94105-2219 
Kevin.Kahn@coastal.ca.gov  
 
Attn:  Beach Chalet Soccer Fields - request for postponement 
 
Dear Kevin, 
 
The Golden Gate Audubon Society requests that the hearing on the Revised Findings and 
Memorandums regarding Park Improvement Status, Light Monitoring, and Avian Monitory for the 
Beach Chalet project be continued to the May, 2014 California Coastal Commission hearing in San 
Francisco.  
 
The San Francisco Department of Recreation and Parks have outlined a program to conduct 
evaluations on potential neighborhood impacts of the project.  The San Francisco residents should 
have the opportunity to hear this presentation and to comment on these proposals in person.  
Travelling over 300 miles to Santa Barbara is not an option for many San Francisco residents. It 
seems only fair that the hearing be held in Northern California, giving more residents the 
opportunity to participate in person. 
 
The City project construction schedule shows a start date in late June.  Therefore, delaying this 
permit hearing until May should not have a negative impact on the project. 
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
Noreen Weeden 
 
Noreen Weeden 
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Charlotte Hennessy     1125 Hollywood Ave.   Oakland, CA 94602 
 
 

California Coastal Commission & Staff 
April 9th, 2014 hearing 
Item W15.5a 
Permit NO. A-2 SNF-12-020 
Charlotte Hennessy 
Request for Postponement to May 2014 
In opposition to project 
 
 
Cc: Kevin Kahn 
 
I am asking that agenda item W15.5a Beach Chalet be postponed to the May California 
Coastal Commission meeting in Northern California because the residents of the area 
should have the right to address their concerns about the “proposed mitigations.”  Having 
the meeting so far away will not allow this as easily, forcing many voices to go unheard. 
 
Since the Rec & Park’s plans show a June construction for the project, May would not be 
too late for a hearing. 
 
I am reiterating here (after writing to you about this previously), that going forward with 
the Beach Chalet project will cause major disruption to the wildlife (and human life) in 
the area.  The night sky will be drastically disrupted, with lights burning for too many 
hours, for too many days.   Please refer to other letters I’ve written about the other 
concerns I’ve had regarding the negative effects that the project will bring, but at least for 
now, please focus on postponing the hearing until May. 
 
I am also requesting that the original staff report be reinstated. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Charlotte Hennessy 
 
charlottehennessy@att.net 
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From: Tehmina Khan
To: Kahn, Kevin@Coastal; zimmerccc@gmail.com; cgroom@smcgov.org; gregcostal@sdcounty.ca.gov;

mmcclureccc@co.del-norte.ca.us
Cc: SunsetCitizen .
Subject: Beach Chalet - request for postponement to May 2014
Date: Wednesday, April 02, 2014 3:36:49 PM

California Coastal Commissioners and Staff

April 9th, 2014 hearing

Item W15.5a

Permit Number:  A-2-SNF-12-020

Tehmina Khan

Request for Postponement to May 2014

In opposition to project

  

Kevin Kahn, Coastal Program Analyst

North Central Coast District Office

45 Fremont Street, Suite 2000 San Francisco, CA 94105-2219

 

Dear Coastal Commissioners and Staff,

 

I am writing to request that the vote that the agenda item W15.5a Beach Chalet be postponed to
the May CCC meeting in Northern California, so that local residents who will be most
affected by the project may have a chance to attend the meeting.  The Rec and Park
Department is proposing mitigations and impact monitoring programs to satisfy concerns of
residents.  These mitigations should be discussed in a meeting held near where everyone lives who
will be impacted by this project! Furthermore, Last May most of the project opponents were denied
the right to speak -- at least this time, the proposed mitigations report should be discussed at a
meeting in Northern California, so that those previously denied can have the right to speak to the
issues.  Rec and Park's own schedule show the construction starting in late June -- therefore, there
is plenty of time for the CCC to hear the topics and issues in May and to issue the permits that
RPD needs.

 

In addition, I am asking that the original staff report on this project be reinstated, as I have serious
concerns about the project.  I am a San Francisco soccer mom who has watched several games
at Beach Chalet.  It is true that the grass is uneven and needs improvement, but turf is not the
answer.  As a parent watching a game, it is much more comfortable and enjoyable to sit on real

mailto:teatime4pm@gmail.com
mailto:Kevin.Kahn@coastal.ca.gov
mailto:zimmerccc@gmail.com
mailto:cgroom@smcgov.org
mailto:gregcostal@sdcounty.ca.gov
mailto:mmcclureccc@co.del-norte.ca.us
mailto:sfoceanedge@earthlink.net
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grass rather than on plastic covered tire crumbs. I do not understand why soccer is now being
equated with artificial turf. It seems to me that we have a failure of imagination when it comes to
providing soccer fields for our children. I am urging you to support a win-win alternative, which
would renovate the existing grass fields without adding lights. I have many reasons for this:

 

1.         Although we are a soccer-obsessed family, we also love Golden Gate Park, especially
the less developed western end.  We love to look at the night sky at Ocean Beach, and the
proposed lighting would ruin this experience.  There are so few dark places in the city; this
project would bring urban light pollution all the way to the ocean!  Also, as a city family,
we would be sad to lose seven acres of Golden Gate Park open space to an urbanized
single-use development.  

2.         We are not big fans of artificial turf.  After soccer practice and games, we come home
with tire crumbs in our clothes and hair.  It sometimes ends up in players' mouths and eyes
and in the mouths of younger siblings.  When the temperature exceeds a mere 70 degrees,
the surface becomes too hot to touch and we can see the heat currents radiating off the
surface.  I have burned my feet running barefoot on artificial turf on an ordinary summer
day.  Some days the chemical smell is terrible and I worry about the kids breathing in
these gases while exercising intensely.  I also worry about bacteria, viruses, and fungi that
become trapped in the plastic grass and cannot break down.  The EPA has even reversed its
earlier statement on artificial turf and no longer considers it a safe playing surface. 
Furthermore, old tires are considered too toxic to dispose of in landfill.  Why then do we
use them to create children's playing fields?  Our favorite fields are the Polo Fields in
Golden Gate Park — decently maintained grass fields that lend themselves to multiple uses.
  

3.         According to SFUSD, most of the city's children live in the southern and eastern parts
of the city.  Therefore, I feel it makes more sense to focus on renovating or creating new
fields in the neighborhoods where most of the children are.  Some seasons we have had to
drive for an hour to get across town to soccer games.  We have tried to recruit players who
simply cannot make it to the fields to which we are assigned.  Furthermore, many of our
neighborhood fields are in terrible disrepair.  My son practices at Franklin Square in the
Mission District.  The field is a tire crumb sand pit and is full of sinkholes when it rains; it
poses a greater health and safety hazard than Beach Chalet.  We would much prefer that
some of the funds be used to repair existing turf fields rather than to create new ones.

4.         Why do we believe that our playing surface should be perfectly even and manicured?
 In most of the world, children play on less than perfect grass and even bare dirt.  My son's
former teammate recently moved to France and sent back video of himself and his new
team in Paris playing on dirt.  In France!  A much more soccer obsessed society than ours. 

5.         If we can maintain grass on golf courses, why can't we maintain grass on soccer
fields?  It seems to me a matter of will.  

6.         We love that San Francisco prides itself on being a green city.  If we destroy the open
space at Beach Chalet, we take a step backwards.

7.         According to my son's coach, we have more than enough fields in the city -- we just
don't have access to them.  The city could easily contract with public and private schools to
allow recreational teams access to these fields when the schools are not using them.   The
coach also noted that the youth soccer lobby is powerful and well-funded.
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We can do better by our children than to put artificial turf in Golden Gate Park.  I urge you to
reinstate the staff report and postpone the vote on the agenda item W15.5a Beach Chalet, so that
the people most impacted by the project can weigh in on it.  Thank you for your attention to this
matter.

 

Sincerely,

 

 

Tehmina Khan    
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DIANE M. RIVERA 

4133 A Judah St. 
San Francisco, CA 94122 

 415-753-1443 - email: dianariver@aol.com 
 

April 3, 2014 
 

Request for Postponement/Continuance to May 
2014California Coastal Commissioners and Staff 

 April 9th, 2014 hearing, Item W15.5a 
 Permit Number:  A-2-SNF-12-020 

  

Kevin Kahn, Coastal Program Analyst 
North Central Coast District Office 
45 Fremont Street, Suite 2000 
San Francisco, CA 94105-2219 
 
Attn:  Beach Chalet Soccer Fields - request for postponement 
 
Dear Kevin, 
 
Please postpone to the May CCC meeting in Northern California because: 
 

• Rec and Park (RPD) is proposing mitigations and impact monitoring 
programs to satisfy concerns of the residents. (See “Mitigations” 
document.)  These mitigations should be discussed in a meeting held 
near where everyone lives who will be impacted by this project!  
Therefore, the topic should be discussed in Northern California. 
 

• Last May most of the project opponents were denied the right to 
speak—at least this time, the proposed mitigations report should be 
discussed at a meeting in Northern California, so that those folks can 
have the right to speak to the issues. 
 

• Rec and Park’s own schedule shows the construction starting in late 
June—therefore, there is plenty of time for the CCC to hear the topics 
and issues in May and to issue the permits that RPD needs.  

 
 
In addition, I am asking that the original Staff Reports be reinstated.  Please 
see my concerns about this project.  
 
I am a native Sunset District resident and a frequent user of Golden Gate 
Park and Ocean Beach. I am OPPOSED to the renovation of the Beach Chalet  
 

mailto:dianariver@aol.com
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Soccer Fields by the City and County of San Francisco as they have proposed 
which is resulting in this appeal. 
  
I am opposed to the proposed installation of synthetic turf in the playing 
fields for at least 3 reasons: 
  
    1.  The synthetic material will be ingested by persons of all ages, 
especially young people and disrupt their health. 
  
    2.  The synthetic material will be absorbed into the ground water system 
and contaminate the water supply and harm all life forms. 
  
    3.  The synthetic material will leach into the ocean waters getting into the 
natural food chain contaminating all wildlife, marine animals large and 
small   and moving up the food chain. 
 
I am opposed to the proposed installation of the 60 foot tall sets of field 
lighting that is planned for this project.   
  

1. The proposed lighting will detract from the natural beauty of San 
Francisco’s Ocean Beach.  
 

2. The proposed lighting will take away the night sky and our ability to 
see the stars at night.  

     3.  The proposed lighting will disorient the flight patterns of migrating 
birds. 

4. The proposed lighting may have an effect on the fish that swim next to 
our shore line.   
 

I am opposed to this project as it will result in the loss of 55 trees that will 
affect wildlife habitat for all species.  
 
I am opposed to this project as it will increase traffic and create more 
pollution in this area.  
 
I am opposed to this project as it will take away the natural link between the 
park and the beach.   
I am opposed to this project as it will be a misuse of natural beauty of the 
Western End of Golden Gate Park.   
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I am opposed to this project as it will turn what should be a meadow 
available to all into a single-use area.  
  
I am opposed to this project as it will create an area that is not equitable to 
everyone who likes to hiking, picnic, and enjoy nature. 
 
I do not want the Ocean Beach area to be marred with this very urban 
soccer complex that will serve a selected few individuals.  
 
Respectfully, I thank you for your consideration.  
 
 
Diane M. Rivera 
Native Sunset District Resident 
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Where Golden Gate Park meets Ocean Beach . . . 

www.sfoceanedge.org 

 

 

April 2, 2014 

Copies to:  California  Coastal Commissioners and Staff 

 April 9th, 2014 hearing, Item W15.5a 

 Permit Number:  A-2-SNF-12-020 

Request for Postponement/Continuance  to May 2014 

 

Mr. Steve Kinsey, Chair 

California Coastal Commission (CCC) 

c/o County of Marin Board of Supervisors 

3501 Civic Center Dr # 329  

San Rafael, CA 94903-4193 

Attn:   REQUEST FOR POSTPONEMENT TO MAY:   Beach Chalet Soccer Fields 

Dear Mr. Kinsey, 

As part of the revised findings on the Beach Chalet, the CCC is considering new policies regarding Park 

Improvement Status, Light Monitoring, and Avian Monitoring.  These policies were first briefly discussed 

last year by the project proponents at the end of the hearing on this project; however,  your current 

package is the first detailed presentation of these proposals that has been made available for the public.   

In order to let the public fully participate in the decisions about these new, important policies, we 

request that the hearing on the Revised Findings and these Memorandums be postponed to the May 

2014 California Coastal Commission hearing in Northern California.   

The California Coastal Act states: 

". . .The Legislature further finds and declares that the public has a right to fully participate in 

decisions affecting coastal planning, conservation, and development; that achievement of sound 

coastal conservation and development is dependent upon public understanding and support; 

and that the continuing planning and implementation of programs for coastal conservation and 

development should include the widest opportunity for public participation."  (Section 30006, 

italics added.) 

However, the process followed for the April 2014  CCC hearing has not allowed for the widest 

opportunity for public participation.  In particular: 

• Information about the hearing and staff support have not been made available in a timely manner  

to the public.   Notices were mailed on Friday March 28th, arriving for some on a Saturday and for 

others not until the next week.  The noticing period has overlapped with a state holiday, Cesar 

Chavez day, March 31st.  Kevin Kahn, the staff person who is listed on the legal notice as handling 

this issue is apparently not in the San Francisco office.  The public, when calling him - was told there 

was no one there of that name.    At least a few of our supporters have  let us know that they tried 

to contact your offices to find out more information on how to submit materials for this hearing.  

Here is what one person emailed to us: 

o " . . .  I called both numbers on the hearing notice to no avail.  The mailbox was full on one. 

 The office of the Coastal Commission was closed [Monday, a state holiday] and I couldn't 
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even leave a message for Kevin Kahn.  When I put in the first three letters of his first name 

as directed,  I got a message that there was nobody there by that name. . . " 

• The San Francisco Department of Recreation and Parks (RPD) has outlined to the CCC a program to 

conduct evaluations on potential neighborhood impacts of the project.  However, despite having 

almost one year to reach out to the community, the RPD has not consulted the residents about what 

the residents would like to see happen as part of this monitoring program.  Therefore, the local San 

Francisco residents are depending on the CCC giving the neighbors the opportunity to weigh in on 

these monitoring programs in person. 

• The residents of the local neighborhoods should have the opportunity to hear this presentation and 

to comment on these proposals in person.  Travelling down to Santa Barbara is not an option for 

many residents;  it seems only fair that the hearing be held in Northern California, giving elderly and 

disabled residents the opportunity to participate in person. 

• The RPD monitoring program does not even mention consulting the Sierra Club, the Audubon 

Society, SF Ocean Edge, GGNRA, Friends of Lands End, the Amateur Astronomers, the 48-member 

Coalition for San Francisco Neighborhoods, or the Golden Gate Park Preservation Alliance and the 

many others who appealed this project.  These and other groups may wish to weigh in on the 

lighting and avian monitoring in person at a CCC hearing. 

• This project is highly controversial even now in San Francisco and the Bay Area.  You may recall that 

over 200 individuals appealed this project;  opponents submitted over 6,000 hand-signed cards to 

the Commission at public hearings.  In addition, hundreds of personal  letters have been written 

about the damage that this project will do to the environment and to the beauty of Golden Gate 

Park.  We are aware that you are not hearing this issue again; however, please understand that 

there are still many, many people who are concerned with this project.  They need to be given the 

opportunity to weigh in on the monitoring programs in person. 

We note that the City project construction schedule (attached) shows a start date in late June.  

Therefore, delaying this one permit until May should not have a negative impact on the construction of 

this project. 

We thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

Katherine Howard,  ASLA 

Member, Steering Committee 

 

cc:  Kevin Kahn, CCC Staff 

cc:  California Commissioners 

 

Attachment:  RPD construction schedule 
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Judith Berkowitz 415.824.0617    
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George Wooding     
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 Rose Hillson  
 Recording Secretary  

Penelope Clark   
 Treasurer/Corresponding 

Secretary  
 Dick Millet  

 Members-at-Large      
Charles Head  

Jeanne Quock  
 
 

Barbary Coast Neighborhood Assn    
Buena Vista Neighborhood Assn    

Cathedral Hill Neighbors Assn    
Cayuga Improvement Assn    

Cole Valley Improvement Assn    
Cow Hollow Assn    

Diamond Heights Community Assn   
Dolores Heights Improvement Club    

East Mission Improvement Assn    
Ewing Terrace Neighborhood Assn    

Excelsior District Improvement Assn    
Fair Oaks Community Coalition    

Forest Knolls Neighborhood Assn   
Francisco Heights Civic Assn    

Golden Gate Heights Neighborhood Assn    
Greater West Portal Neighborhood Assn    

Haight Ashbury Improvement Assn   
Inner Sunset Park Neighbors   

Inner Sunset Action Committee    
Jordan Park Improvement Assn    

Laurel Heights Improvement Assn    
Liberty Hill Neighborhood Assn   

Marina Civic Improvement &    
     Property Owners Assn       

Middle Polk Neighborhood Assn   
Midtown Terrace Homeowners Assn   

Miraloma Park Improvement Club    
New Mission Terrace Improvement Assn    

 Nob Hill Neighbors   
North Beach Neighbors    

Oceanview, Merced Heights,    
     Ingleside – Neighbors in Action   

Outer Mission Merchants &  
Residents Assn    

Pacific Heights Residents Assn    
Panhandle Residents Organization/    

     Stanyan-Fulton       
Parkmerced Action Coalition   

Potrero Boosters Neighborhood Assn    
Richmond Community Assn    

Rincon Point Neighborhood Assn    
Russian Hill Improvement Assn    

Russian Hill Neighbors    
Sunset Heights Assn of    
     Responsible People       

Sunset-Parkside Education &    
     Action Committee       

Telegraph Hill Dwellers    
Twin Peaks Council & Open    

     Space Conservancy       
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University Terrace Neighborhood Assn   

 

April 3, 2014 
 Re: April 9, 2014 CCC Hearing, Item W15.5a 

 Permit Number: A-2-SNF-12-020 
Request for Postponement/Continuance to May 2014 

Copies to: California Coastal Commissioners and Staff 
Steve Kinsey, Chair 
California Coastal Commission 
c/o County of Marin Board of Supervisors 
3501 Civic Center Drive #329 
San Rafael CA  94903-4193 
Re: Request for postponement to May CCC meeting — Beach Chalet Soccer Fields 
Dear Mr Kinsey, 
The Coalition for San Francisco Neighborhoods represents over 48 neighborhood organizations citywide in 
San Francisco. Our membership has been deeply involved in trying to modify the impacts of the Beach 
Chalet Soccer Fields project since this project was introduced to the public almost 5 years ago. During that 
time we have had to fight for an Environmental Impact Report and to get the facts out to the public about the 
damage that this project will do to Golden Gate Park and Ocean Beach. Naturally, we were deeply 
disappointed that the California Coastal Commission did not value the environment or San Francisco’s 
precious parkland in its decision of May 9th, 2013. 
We are now dismayed to learn that the CCC hearing on the Memorandums regarding Park Improvement 
Status, Light Monitoring, and Avian Monitory for the Beach Chalet project is scheduled to be held in 
Southern California in April. It would better serve the public if this hearing were postponed just one 
month later so that it could be heard in Northern California near the actual location of the project.  
Golden Gate Park is important to ALL San Franciscans. Therefore, it is vital to public participation in the 
hearing process that San Franciscans, young and old, physically able or disabled have the opportunity to 
attend a local presentation and to comment on these proposals in person. This access will be denied to many 
of our residents if the hearing is held in Santa Barbara.  
We would further like to point out that the San Francisco Department of Recreation and Parks has not 
consulted San Francisco residents about what the residents would like to see happen as part of this 
monitoring program. We are frankly shocked that CSFN is not even included in their list of organizations to 
contact during this monitoring program.   
San Francisco and Bay Area residents are depending on the CCC giving the neighbors the opportunity to 
fully participate in the planning for our beach and park by being given the opportunity to weigh in on these 
monitoring programs as required in the California Coastal Commission legislation. This starts with moving 
the CCC hearing up to the Bay Area CCC meeting in May. 
We hope that you will take these concerns into consideration and bring a motion to continue this item until 
the CCC May meeting 
Sincerely, 

 
President 
 
cc: Chair Steve Kinsey, Vice Chair Jana Zimmer, California Coastal Commissioners Effie Turnbull-

Sanders, Wendy Mitchell, Dayna Bochco, Mary K. Schallenberger, Mark Vargas, Martha McClure, 
Carole Groom, Erik Howell, Dr Robert Garcia, Gregory Cox, John Laird, Secretary Janelle Beland, 
Jennifer Lucchesi, Cy Oggins, Brian P. Kelly, Secretary, Dale Jones, Belinda Faustinos, Terri Bowman, 
Steve Kram, Randy Pestor, Dr Paul Song, Sarah Glade Gurney, Mariciela Morales, Jeff Duclos, Olga 
Diaz, Executive Director Charles Lester 

 CCC Staff Kevin Kahn, Alison Dettmer, Bob Merrill, Dan Carl, Nancy Cave, Madeline Cavalieri, John 
Ainsworth, Steve Hudson, Teresa Henry, Sherilyn Sarb, Deborah Lee, Sarah Christie 

 
Thank you for your deliberations in this matter. 
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San Francisco Bay Chapter 

 Alameda, Contra Costa, Marin and San Francisco Counties 

2530 San Pablo Ave., Suite I , Berkeley, CA 94702  Tel. (510) 848-0800 E-mail: info@sfbaysc.org

  

 

April 2, 2014 

 

California  Coastal Commissioners and Staff 

 April 9th, 2014 hearing, Item W15.5a 

 Permit Number:  A-2-SNF-12-020 

Request for Postponement/Continuance  to May 2014 

  

Kevin Kahn, Coastal Program Analyst 

Beach Chalet Soccer Fields 

North Central Coast District Office 

45 Fremont Street, Suite 2000 

San Francisco, CA 94105-2219 

 

Attn:  Beach Chalet Soccer Fields - request for postponement 

 

Dear Kevin, 

 

The Sierra Club requests that the hearing on the  Revised Findings and Memorandums regarding Park 

Improvement Status, Light Monitoring, and Avian Monitory for the Beach Chalet project be 

postponed/continued to the May 2014 California Coastal Commission hearing .  

 

The San Francisco Department of Recreation and Parks has outlined a program to conduct evaluations on 

potential neighborhood impacts of the project.  The residents of those neighborhoods should have the 

opportunity to hear this presentation and to comment on these proposals in person.  Travelling down to Santa 

Barbara is not an option for many residents;  it seems only fair that the hearing be held in Northern California, 

giving elderly and disabled residents more of a chance to participate in person. 

 

We note that the City project construction schedule shows a start date in late June.  Therefore, delaying this 

one permit until May should not have a negative impact on the construction of this project. 

 

We thank you for your consideration. 

 

 

Sincerely, 

 
Michelle Myers 

Chapter Director, Sierra Club San Francisco Bay Chapter 

 

cc:  Steve Kinsey, CCC Staff 
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April 3, 2014 

California Coastal Commissioners and Staff 
April 9th, 2014 hearing 
Item W15.5a 
Permit Number:  A-2-SNF-12-020 
Harvey Milk Lesbian Gay Bisexual Transgender Democratic Club 
Request for Postponement to May 2014 
In opposition to project 
 
To the California Coastal Commission: 

The Harvey Milk LGBT Democratic Club has been involved in the debate concerning the Beach Chalet 
Soccer Field Project for over three years. We understand that the California Coastal Commission’s April 
9 meeting in Santa Barbara will include a vote on the Revised Findings for the Beach Chalet Soccer 
Fields as agenda item W15.5a Beach Chalet. Please postpone this item and hold a meeting in May in 
Northern California so that the issue can be decided with local residents present. This is only fair and just. 

We ask for this because the April 9 agenda includes San Francisco Recreation and Parks Department’s 
proposed mitigations and impact monitoring programs. We believe that these programs, prepared in 
response to the concerns of San Francisco residents, should be discussed by those residents. Many of us 
cannot make the journey to Santa Barbara but want to be part of this conversation. 

Last May, opponents of the Beach Chalet Fields were not allowed to speak. Postponing this discussion 
and vote will allow those of us who have questions or reservations about the project to air them. 

Finally, construction on the Beach Chalet Soccer Fields is not scheduled to begin until late June. 
Allowing us to be included by a postponement of this discussion until May will not affect the start time of 
construction and still preserve the democratic process. 

The Harvey Milk Club stands behind the original findings of the Coastal Commission’s Staff Report, and, 
ideally would like that report reinstated. However, most of all, we would like to see that this process 
maintains a focus on community concerns as San Franciscans will have to live with this sports complex. 

Please postpone agenda item W15.5a Beach Chalet so that those of us who want to be involved in this 
decision can have our say. 
 

Sincerely, 

 
Tom Temprano 

http://www.milkclub.org/
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