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Date: 9/9/2013 4:14 PM
Subject: Masonic Corridor

Hi

I am a long time resident of Buena Vista West and have driven up and down Masonic Avenue
over 26 years. In the mornings and late afternoon, all the lanes on Masonic between Frederick to
Bush street are packed with cars, moving at a very good pace. The thought of reducing the
number of lanes during these very busy time periods is incredibly naive and will slow traffic to a
crawl. People will then try other side streets, which will spread congestion further.

I have seen bikers ride on Masonic during rush hours and I hold my breath, hoping there are no
accidents. These bikers create congestion because they cannot move up the hill.....cars behind
them start jockeying and there is higher risk of accidents.

Please review these plans thoroughly and allow more comments from the people who are
impacted by Masonic Street traffic.

Thank you for your consideration.

Judy Soong

Date: 9/9/2013 4:14 PM
Subject: Masonic Corridor

Masonic Street

The reasoning of MTA to turn Masonic Avenue into a bike friendly corridor and Open space is
ludicrous.

First: There are removing parking spaces of residents who do not have a garage. Some of these
are families who need to transport their children and elderly. Are bicyclists more important?

2nd: They are prohibiting people who shop especially around the Fulton corridor — no place to
park- thereby causing more congestion and more accidents.

3rd: They are reducing the corridor to a 2 lanes of traffic on a highly commuted street that gives
access to the South/Central and North part of San Francisco and Golden Gate Bridge.
(Commuters)

4th: A new Target is going in on Masonic and Geary — even though they have a parking lot —
there will be more traffic to access the shopping center. Has anyone looked at the traffic that
Trader Joes produces?
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5th: They are removing lanes to provide for decorative plants and bike lanes when in fact this
will make the street more dangerous with people making right turns in bike lanes to find a
“parking spot”

6th: When were there any “outreach” sessions given to the community it is affecting?

7th: There are plenty of streets for bicyclists to access Geary Street throughout the Panhandle —
specifically Baker Street. There is a bike lane there already!

In closing, | find all of this a political ploy by the City and Supervisors to cater to the people they
feel will vote their way. It is all too apparent — especially when you are taking private residential
parking from people that need it. Yet, if you drive to City Hall — there are 3-4 blocks of reserved
spaces for parking by the City Staff. What’s wrong with this picture.

Lorrie French

Date: 9/9/2013 1:40 PM
Subject: Stop the Masonic Ave project

Dear Ms. K. Hughes,

I hope that the Metropolitan Transportation Commission(MTC) does not approve the Masonic
Ave Complete Streets Project for OBAG funds. The project is ill conceived by the San Francisco
Municipal Transportation Agency(SFMTA). It will aggravate transportation for all users.

1) Masonic Ave is the only north-south artery road between 19th Ave and Divisidero Street, a
span of 2.5 miles. The proposed Masonic Ave redesign plan removes one traffic lane in each
direction.

To make matters worse, a Target store should open on Masonic Ave and Geary Blvd in Oct.
2013. SFMTA has not studied the effects of traffic spillage on Masonic Ave. and surrounding
streets from reduced traffic lanes.

2) 32,000 vehicles, 13,000 bus riders, over 1,000 pedestrians daily use Masonic Ave. During 90
minutes of rush hour traffic SFMTA counted 31 bicycles traveling north and south on Masonic
Ave.

There is no merit in spending millions of dollars and forcing a raised bicycle track on Masonic
Ave. for such a small number of bicyclists. Bicyclists prefer safer streets with less traffic. Nearby
Baker Street has less than 10% of Masonic Ave. traffic. Baker Street already has a striped
bicycle lane and would be a good alternative to Masonic Ave.

3) The safety of pedestrians, bicyclists, people with disabilities, drivers is very important. Please
look at the design of the Masonic Ave redesign project. SFMTA will put the raised bicycle track
on the sidewalk behind the bus shelter.
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Pedestrians who cross the street or board/exit bus #43 must step over the bicycle track to reach
the sidewalk. This design is not safe for anyone. It invites accidents to happen on a regular basis
between pedestrians and the few bicyclists.

4) SFMTA will permanently remove 167 street parking spaces on Masonic Ave. And does not
offer any parking spaces in return. Residents, people with disabilities, seniors require cars to get
around, shop, transport their family members, receive caregivers, ...

There are 5-6 schools nearby. Parents pick up and drop off their children, students and staff all
use the street parking. Removing all street parking on Masonic Ave. will seriously impact the
lives all residents, visitors

5) SFMTA claims they informed the neighborhood about the project. That is not true. Hundreds
of residents on Masonic Ave. and 1-2 blocks over never received notices about redesign plans.

At the third SFMTA Masonic Ave. workshop apparently 80 people supported the proposed
Boulevard Design. Based on this result SFMTA decided to go forward. Now that word has
gotten out of the effects of the plan, nearly 900 people have signed a petition against the project
since it does more harm than good.

Please stop a bad project from becoming a living nightmare for all residents, pedestrians,
vehicles, bus riders that daily use Masonic Ave.

Sincerely,
Daniel Tomasevich

Date: 9/9/2013 12:25 PM
Subject: Agenda Item 4(b) , OBAG, Masonic Avenue

It is very depressing that those in our city government continue to make San Francisco a little bit
less of a wonderful place to live by kowtowing to such a small and mostly temporary group of
people.

Please do not mess up Masonic.
Thank you,

Kim Kubik

615 San Jose Avenue

SF, CA 94110
415.648.0832

Date: 9/9/2013 11:57 AM
Subject: Bike Lane on Masonic Avenue Will Cause Accidents
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Dear Ms. Hughes,

I am writing to request that you vote AGAINST putting a bicycle lane onto Masonic Avenue.
There are only three ways to get from south of Golden Gate Park to north of Golden Gate Park
between the Great Highway and Divisadero Street--(1) Crossover Drive, (2) Stanyan Street, and
(3) Masonic Street. The traffic onto Masonic Avenue already backs up along Lincoln every day,
especially during the morning commute hours as people turn left onto Masonic from Lincoln to
head north. All along Masonic, the traffic is thick, and people cut in and out to avoid stopped
buses and to avoid being caught behind people making left turns. Adding bikes to the mix will
create bigger backups and, much more serious, almost certainly will result in many injuries to
bike riders. | recommend you put the bike lane on a street with less demand, such as Central,
which is just one block east of Masonic Avenue.

Thank you for your consideration of this request.
Nancy Jones

Date: 9/8/2013 9:25 PM
Subject: Agenda Item 4(b) — OBAG — Masonic Avenue Complete Streets - Programming and
Allocations Committee, September 11, 2013

Hello,

As a resident of one of the neighboring areas that will be most impacted by the Masonic Raised
Cycle Track project, | am writing to express my opposition to this ill-conceived boondoggle of a
project that panders to the San Francisco Bicycle Coalition without any overall positive benefit
to the neighboring residents or businesses. There will be many adverse impacts to the project
including the loss of over 165 parking spaces, creating a hardship for residents of the area,
seniors, and the disabled. The project is also significantly flawed as it does not take into account
the opening of the Target store this fall. The Target store will significantly slow down traffic on
Masonic Avenue. As conceived, the project will increase congestion and pollution and slow
down emergency response time. If traffic mitigation and safety is really the concern, there are
many less expensive, less obtrusive options that could retain the parking and all traffic lanes.
These options should considered instead of the raised cycle track.

In these times when government funding is becoming more and more scarce, there are better uses
of MTC funding than on the Masonic project which serves to benefit a small vocal minority of
bicyclists who want to impose their world view on the rest of us and make us pay for it. As |
resident of the Masonic Avenue area, | do not want any of my tax dollars funding this ill-
conceived project.

As of the writing of this email (9/8/13), there are 866 signatures on the Save Masonic petition so
there are at least 865 other people who feel the way | do. Our voices should be heard and not
discounted.

Sincerely,
My Do-Kruse
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Date: 9/8/2013 9:17 PM
Subject: Agenda Item 4(b) — OBAG — Masonic Avenue Complete Streets - Programming and
Allocations Committee, September 11, 2013

The Masonic project is an $18 million solution seeking a problem

Currently Masonic simply needs to be repaved. But the proposed project will eliminate all of the
parking and eliminates lanes. The effect of this will be to increase congestion, not just on
Masonic, but on neighboring residential streets. Not only will cars be circling blocks looking for
scarce parking but more traffic will use side streets to bypass congestion on Masonic. This will
be especially unfair to students of SFU who have no voice in this project but will be affected by
the results.

This weekend the neighborhood hosted SF’s Sunday Streets program. Though | enjoy this
program once a year it illustrates how cars, attempting to bypass congestion increase speed
through residential neighborhoods endangering pedestrians in the area. This is especially
worrying because this area has many families with children.

Finally, I’'m wondering why Masonic needs a bicycle lane? There’s already an existing lane on
Baker Street that runs parallel to the project that extends to the Panhandle, a popular bicycle
route. Baker has considerably less traffic and is much friendlier to bicyclists.

A better use of this money would be to repave Masonic with a few “speed bumps” for the stated
purpose of traffic calming while remarking the bicycle lanes on Baker St to be consistent with
the green bicycle markings on other streets. This would cost a fraction of the money while
preserving the livability for residents and students in the area that must use cars.

Best regards,
Christian Kruse

Date: 9/8/2013 1:51 PM
Subject: Agenda item 4b Masonic avenue

Hi
I have lived in the inner sunset for 33 years and drive on Masonic regularly. The ideas that to
"improve" Masonic are Moronic. It is unsafe to just about everyone. There is quite a lot of traffic

on a regular basis and is a busy bus route. Bikers we have spoken to much prefer using
neighborhood side streets and also think the Masonic idea is ill conceived.

Please do not go through with it. It is a huge waste of money. SF finally has a good tenant for the
old Sears site. If Target knew of this plan | am quite sure they would see it as an impediment to
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their business.

My schedule does not permit me to go to the hearing. The idea is dangerous, bad for business
and the community. Stop the Masonic "improvement".

Sincerely,
Judith katon Heim
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Date: 9/8/2013 12:55 PM

Subject: Agenda Item 4(b) — OBAG — Masonic Avenue Complete Streets - Programming and
Allocations Committee, September 11, 2013

Dear Ms. Worth, Mr. Campos, Mr. Weiner

I am unable to attend the meeting to voice my concerns over the proposed redesign of Masonic
Ave. so | am sending this to speak for me.

As has already been pointed out many times there are serious flaws in the design, there was little
notification to residents in the area. | received none though I live on Masonic and inhabit 2 flats.
Neither received any of the notifications I have heard so much about. The "overwhelming
support” the backers of this plan claim to have has yet to be accounted for in any meaningful
way. In fact there seems to be overwhelming opposition but we wouldn't want to let facts get in
the way. The safety issues have not been adequately thought out. None of this is news and | have
nothing to add that you have not heard before but I will list them again just to be on the record.

I. Removing over 167 parking spaces on the stretch of Masonic between Geary and Fell will
create a never ending stream of cars searching ever outward for a place to park. | have not
counted but I would guess that because it is legal to park across your own driveway the
additional spaces lost will be at least another 75 to 100. Deliveries and pickups will be seriously
hampered.

But you already know this.

2. | witness on an almost daily basis emergency vehicles having to use the oncoming traffic lanes
to traverse Masonic because cars cannot or will not yield to them. The lovely tree planted median
will make that impossible. It will render Masonic yet another street that those emergency
vehicles will not be able to use. Response times WILL increase. | realize that members of the fire
and police departments signed off on this plan but those individuals aren't the ones on the trucks
and in the ambulances and police cars trying to do their jobs and save lives and structures. Ask
those men and women and you will get a different response. | know this because | have
personally spoken to members of the fire department at those stations that serve this area and
they are not in favor of this plan.

But you already know this.

3. The NACTO, National Association of City Traffic Officials, recommends placing raised
bicycle lanes only on streets with few driveways and cross streets. Masonic Ave hardly qualifies
in that area. Entering and exiting garages and driveways will become dangerous to both drivers
and cyclists. Exiting driveways will become all but impossible during heavy traffic times as there
will be no break to allow a car to back onto the street. I live on Masonic and as it is now | often
sit though 3 to 4 light changes before | can back out. That will only become worse.

But you already know this.

4. The congestion and pollution along that stretch of Masonic will increase, how much is
anyone's guess. What is not in question is that both WILL increase. You can't remove traffic
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lanes on an already crowded street without increasing the congestion. Add to that people who
live and work in the area circling endlessly looking for parking and you have exhaust emissions
escalating and cars coming to a near standstill at peak hours. That should make for pleasant
bicycling and walking, both of which you claim you are trying to improve.

But you already know this.

You already know all of the flaws in the plan but you fail to acknowledge any of them or even
seriously reconsider them. You claim the reasoning behind the changes is to make a safer, more
livable street. This plan will do neither. So try this on for size. Step forward to a point in time
when this redesign has been in place for several months.

Reported collisions between cyclists and cars and cyclists and pedestrians are up. Most are being
attributed to cyclists who rarely obey traffic laws, continue to ride on the sidewalk and generally
consider all parts of the road theirs.

Pollution has become so bad in the area that residents are forced to keep their windows closed.
Cases of asthma are on the rise and pedestrians don't use Masonic because the exhaust fumes
make it unbearable.

Incidents of road rage and fights breaking out over parking spaces have the police wondering
what can be done to calm things down.

Response times to fires and other emergencies have resulted on the loss of buildings and lives.

Business is off sharply for those establishments on and near Masonic as their customers can no
longer find parking and have taken their business elsewhere. Several small businesses have
closed or moved away.

Residents of this district are unhappy with the many problems that have been created in their
neighborhood, many who had opposed the plan and many who have come to see the folly of it.
They are pointing fingers and you are up for reelection. The bicycle coalition won't come to your
defense nor take any responsibility for the mess this has become.

It has become apparent that some changes will need to be made. The median may have to be
removed, some parking will have to be reinstated resulting in the loss of at least one bike lane.
Millions of dollars have been wasted on an ill conceived plan that most did not want and now
more millions will have to be spent to put things right.

Not a pretty scenario is it?

The real shame, and | mean shame, is that this has all come about due to the wishes and pressure
of a small number of people who pass through on their bicycles to or from somewhere else and
do not even reside in the area they will have made such a mess of. While some small amount of
blame falls on their shoulders the bulk of it is on yours for kowtowing to what is increasingly
becoming a very militant group who have no one's best interest at heart other than their own.
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I once again urge you to reexamine this plan and look at it with a clear eye. Put aside, for a short,
while your unbending attitude and viewpoint and look at the other side. Imagine the outcome if
the fairy tail version doesn't work out. Those who pushed so hard for this and fudged "statistics"
and in some cases out and out lied will not be there with you. You will be left holding the bag all
by yourself. Please listen to some of the voices speaking out against this. We are not a bunch of
crazies nor are we the minority. We are the people who will suffer for this terrible plan and we
want to be considered.

Sincerely,
Linda Blaine

Date: 9/7/2013 5:43 PM
Subject: Agenda Item 4(b) — OBAG — Masonic Avenue Complete Streets - Programming and
Allocations Committee, September 11, 2013

Folks,

I am a 40 year San Francisco resident, residing in the Western Addition (close to Masonic) for
the past 20 years, who will be impacted significantly by the proposal for Masonic Avenue. A
proposal which, I must say is extreme. Our taxes are going to idiotic projects, to put it bluntly,
and | wonder when bodies such as the one you represent will recognize the real citizens who live
here and their real needs. We cannot continue to go down an ideological path that recognizes
and benefits only one group.

People have cars. People need to park. Some people are disabled; some are elderly and frail. In
fact, we are all aging and if today we can ride our bikes or walk for miles (I am one of those), a
day will come when we cannot. What then? We will have a city inhospitable to an entire
population (we are slowly getting there). Our city thrives on its diversity, but that is in jeopardy.
Soon, only young able-bodied people will be able to live here.

I love San Francisco, its open spaces, and the fact that it is a walk-able city (not yet a completely
bike-able city, nor should it be). Competing interests are the norm in any urban environment.
Your job is to listen to everyone and to ensure that everyone’s interests are represented; shed the
ideological bent, please!

Let me outline some of my objections:

<I--[if IsupportLists]-->- <!I--[endif]-->In an area already starved for parking spaces, to
remove 167 of them is criminal!

<I--[if IsupportLists]-->- <!I--[endif]-->Navigating the streets is already a nightmare.
Reducing lanes especially during rush hour will be horrendous.

<I--[if IsupportLists]-->- <!I--[endif]-->The broad impact simply has not been adequately
addressed in the EIR.

<I--[if IsupportLists]-->- <!I--[endif]-->Cyclists simply cannot takeover Masonic...side

streets are safer and more convenient for them.

There are simply better and might I say less expensive ways to make Masonic safer...what about
better traffic signals, improved lighting, repaving, new curb ramps, better enforcement (and
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PLEASE pay attention to enforcing the rogue cyclists who roar through our streets daily) and
other creative measures, while still retaining parking and the full amount of travel lanes

It is so interesting to me that had I not been an active member of my neighborhood, and one who
reads the local press, | never would have heard about these changes. How many people will be
surprised and dismayed to learn they did not have a voice. Adequate notice? | dare say not! For
shame!

Sincerely,
Sherrie Matza

Date: 9/7/2013 10:21 AM
Subject: Agenda Item 4(b) — OBAG — Masonic Avenue Complete Streets - Programming and
Allocations Committee, September 11, 2013

Dear Committee member,

I am writing to you to inform you of my great opposition to the Masonic cycle track project. As a
resident of the impacted neighborhood | am quite concerned about the amount of congestion and
decrease in parking spots that this project will create. Masonic avenue already gets quite
congested, especially during rush hour. I am afraid that adding a bicycle lane will only create
greater congestion. More congestion = more pollution.

I am all for reducing pollution by using alternative means of transportation, but a bike lane could
be added to another street with less congestion as it is.

I really rely on on those parking spaces on Masonic because often they are the only ones
available when I get home from work around midnight.

As I'm sure you know, parking can be a nightmare in San Francisco. Unfortunately, because of a
job that requires me to work late hours I rely on my car to get home safely. Please do not take
away parking spots from residents of this neighborhood. We really need them!

Thank you,

Ariel Krizack

Date: 9/6/2013 7:52 PM

Subject: Agenda Item 4(b) — OBAG — Masonic Avenue Complete Streets - Programming and
Allocations Committee, September 11, 2013

I am writing to you to express my concern about the premature decision regarding the Masonic
project. Not only do | believe that there has been inadequate notice, which is unfair to all
residents in the area, there is also significant opposition to the project, as evidenced by the
petitions presented to you.
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Removal of 170 parking spaces will create a major hardship in our neighborhood where parking
is already difficult. Neighbors have already resorted to parking on the sidewalks...I can't imagine
how cut-throat it will be will 170 less spaces! Congestion will also be increased (because of lane
reduction during rush hour and parking removal) and the adjacent side streets will also be more
congested. Most of all to be considered...in October, Target will move into the area and the
impact it will make on Masonic has yet to be analyzed.

One of your big concerns is "safety"”. If you continue with the proposed Masonic plans, the
Emergency response will be slowed down. Masonic can be made safer with better traffic signals,
improved lighting, repaving, new curb ramps, better enforcement and other measures, while still
retaining parking and the full amount of travel lanes.

As an avid bicyclist, | would better appreciate an alternate bike route like Baker, which is less
congested, has no buses, and is not as steep as Masonic. The proposed Masonic raised cycle
track design is also untested in these conditions, especially because of large number of driveways
along Masonic.

As a long time resident in this neighborhood who will be directly effected by this decision,
please take my concerns into serious consideration. | am sure that if you had a home along
Masonic, or in close proximity, you would think differently when making a decision about this
project.

Sincerely,
Judi Karwan
McAllister/Masonic residency
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Date: 9/6/2013 5:24 PM
Subject: Agenda Item 4(b) — OBAG — Masonic Avenue Complete Streets - Programming and
Allocations Committee, September 11, 2013

I want to voice our opposition to the proposed Masonic plan. As San Franciscans, bike riders,
drivers, and neighborhood property owners—of 25 years— this plan makes no sense. Removing
that amount of street parking for this neighborhood will create a daily nightmare for
homeowners, renters, workers, students, tradesman, etc. Neighborhood parking now is almost
impossible—this would have a terrible effect on the area. As for bikers, there's so many bike
friendly streets that parallel Masonic—gets you to the same place, in the same amount time. How
do we know? We ride it, and walk it. The Masonic Plan is a terrible idea.

» Congestion will be increased because of lane reduction during rush hour and parking removal

* Not only Masonic, but side streets also will be congested

* Target impact not analyzed; Environmental Impact Report is deficient

» Emergency response will be slowed down

» More congestion means more pollution

* Parking removal will create a major hardship

» Masonic can be made safer with better traffic signals, improved lighting, repaving, new curb
ramps, better enforcement and other measures, while still retaining parking and the full amount
of travel lanes

» Alternate bike route that includes Baker is less congested, has no buses, and is not steeper than
Masonic

* Raised cycle track design is untested in these conditions, especially because of large number of
driveways

* Inadequate/unfair notice

* There is significant opposition to the project, as evidenced by the petition

Sincerely,
J Dennis Keser
Kathleen Fung
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Date: 9/6/2013 3:09 PM
Subject: Agenda Item 4(b) — OBAG — Masonic Avenue Complete Streets - Programming and
Allocations Committee, September 11, 2013

I live in District 4 with my wife and two kids. My wife and | work downtown. My wife drives
home every weekday, and utilizes Masonic to do so. We also have regular occasion to travel to
Laurel Heights, Japantown, and Trader Joe's. When City Target opens, you can be assured we
will be there at least twice a month.

All of these locations that we travel to have something in common: we utilize Masonic to get
between our home and these places.

When | read the MTC's proposal, | was astounded. The plan simply does not make sense. Twice
a day during commute periods, a third lane is available to ease the follow of traffic. The plan
eliminates that third lane. The plan invites bikers directly into this commuting traffic with the
raised cycle track. Buses on Masonic will effectively reduce flow to one lane. You are going to
have a much larger number of drivers on Stanyan and California to avoid this mess and those
streets accommodate pedestrians who will suddenly be beset by much more traffic.

The plan makes *no* allowance for increased traffic at all during business hours (10:00 am to
10:00 pm | believe) when Target opens. To think that traffic patterns will not be affected simply
because one retail location is replacing another is naive and overly simplistic. First, Mervyn's has
not been in operation there for years. Second, Target is much much more popular than Mervyn's
ever was.

Please do not make our commute worse. Please do not make it even more difficult to traverse the
City for our family. This plan lacks common sense.

JC Hedger

Date: 9/6/2013 2:24 PM
Subject: Agenda Item 4(b) — OBAG — Masonic Avenue Complete Streets - Programming and
Allocations Committee, September 11, 2013

Just a brief note to say | am a bicyclist but oppose for the following reasons:

» Masonic is a major thoroughfare and is already badly congested

* Parking removal will create a major hardship

» Congestion will be increased because of lane reduction during rush hour and parking removal
* Not only Masonic, but side streets also will be congested

» Emergency response will be slowed down

» More congestion means more pollution

Francis D Ryan
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Date: 9/6/2013 1:46 PM
Subject: Masonic avenue

| absolutely protest the plan as exits
A raised bike lane is not a good idea
Quit bowing to a vocal minority

Laury Rosenthal

Date: 9/6/2013 12:39 PM

Subject: Agenda Item 4(b) — OBAG — Masonic Avenue Complete Streets - Programming and
Allocations Committee, September 11, 2013

Dear members of the Committee,

| urge you to reconsider the Masonic Avenue project for the following reasons:

Congestion will be increased because of lane reduction during rush hour and parking removal
Not only Masonic, but side streets also will be congested

Target impact not analyzed; Environmental Impact Report is deficient

Emergency response will be slowed down

More congestion means more pollution

Parking removal will create a major hardship for the residents

Masonic can be made safer with better traffic signals, improved lighting, repaving, new curb
ramps, better enforcement and other measures, while still retaining parking and the full
amount of travel lanes

Alternate bike route that includes Baker is less congested, has no buses, and is not steeper
than Masonic

Raised cycle track design is untested in these conditions, especially because of large number
of driveways

Inadequate/unfair notice

There is significant opposition to the project, as evidenced by the petition.

As many quiet voters in this city, | am getting increasingly fed up with the the undue,
disproportionate influence of the bicycle lobby in San Francisco.

Let comment sense rule again.

Let's promote inclusive solutions such as transit only lanes rather than exclusive bike lanes that
leave out large segments of the population (elderly, handicapped, unfit, pregnant, infants and
their parents)

Regards,

Bernard Dethiers
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Date: 9/6/2013 11:06 AM
Subject: Masonic “Raised Track” re bicycles Agenda item 4(b)-OBAG

Dear Supervisor Weiner:

As constituents of yours, | write to you on behalf of my family today in opposition to ANY
further accomodation to the reckless and irresponsible bicycle lobby led by Ms. Shahum. In
particular, giving them preferred access in the Masonic corridor is totally unacceptable.

The bicyclist who murdered the pedestrian on Castro Street was given a slap on the wrist by DA
Gascon and at the same time, Ms. Shahum and her cohorts are asking for murder charges against
the trucker who tragically killed the bicyclist in the South of Market area. Enough is enough.

| travel daily from Market and Noe to Divisadero and Fell St. I travel up Duboce Ave. and turn
right onto Scott. | am met daily with the worst of the bicylclists who don't give a damn about the
STOP signs at Haight and Scott, Page and Scott, and the light at Scott and Oak.

You and other members of the Board of Supervisors spend our tax dollars with those idiotic
GREEN bicycle icons painted on the streets (are they for color-blind cyclists???). The streets and
highways of SF are repaired with GASOLINE TAX money. Not one cent is contributed from the
bicyclists for those repairs and enhancements.

Instead of spending more time and money on that lobby (btw, never an 'organized' mob so they
can't be held accountable) why don't you ask the SFPD to have their motorcycle officers enforce
the arterial STOP signs on bicyclists? You would have a windfall of revenue for the City if you
did.

I am fed up with these anarchists who take over our streets with impugnity and you and the rest
of your colleagues need to show some backbone and support OUR point of view. In case you
have forgotten, commerce is a big engine in this City and it is motor vehicles, NOT BICYCLES,
that moves that engine.

Very truly yours,
Peter J. Fatooh and Family
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Date: 9/6/2013 10:38 AM
Subject: Masonic Ave

Dear Ms. Worth and Members of the Committee,

I would like to make some comments on the proposed "upgrading” of Masonic Avenue. The
efforts San Francisco is making to improve access and safety for bicycles and pedestrians and to
reduce congestion by giving preference to mass transit are very laudable and should be continued
vigorously. However, it seems to me that messing up a main cross-town route is not really the
best way to do this.

I travel to work on Masonic Avenue most weekdays, and even though I don't go during normal
commute hours, it is a very busy and congested street. During peak travel times, all three lanes
would certainly be needed to keep traffic flowing at a reasonable speed. A few specific
remarks/suggestions:

1. It seems that it would be safer and better for both cyclists and drivers to route bicycles onto a
less busy parallel street than to try to incorporate them on Masonic.

2. Taking away parking from the people who live along Masonic would create a terribly
inconvenient situation for them. Even if people use transit to commute to and from work, and
maybe do other things in the city, most of them are going to have cars for times and purposes
when using mass transit is either impossible or inconvenient. For example, I drive to work now
because | work an evening shift and don't want to be waiting around for buses at midnight, and
take an hour to get home instead of less than 15 minutes (not an exaggeration). All or most of
you probably have cars. Do you take the bus everywhere you go? Parking is already so difficult
in San Francisco that it's a joke, and making it worse is not advisable.

3. This is a really expensive project for a very short distance of road! Surely these millions of
dollars could be spent more efficiently and effectively in other ways.

Thank you for listening to my comments, and for your efforts to improve the transit situation in
San Francisco for everyone.

Respectfully,
Loretta Dipboye
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Date: 9/6/2013 7:36 AM
Subject: "Agenga Item 4Z(b)-OBAG-Complete Streets-Programming and Allocations
Committee, September 11, 2013

My name is Roselle Gozali and I live on Clayton near Fell which is near the affected area. |
strongly urge you to reconsider your plan based on the following points:

e Congestion will be increased because of lane reduction during rush hour and parking removal

e Not only Masonic, but side streets also will be congested

e Target impact not analyzed; Environmental Impact Report is deficient

« Emergency response will be slowed down

« More congestion means more pollution

o Parking removal will create a major hardship

e Masonic can be made safer with better traffic signals, improved lighting, repaving, new curb
ramps, better enforcement and other measures, while still retaining parking and the full

amount of travel lanes

o Alternate bike route that includes Baker is less congested, has no buses, and is not steeper
than Masonic

o Raised cycle track design is untested in these conditions, especially because of large number
of driveways

o Inadequate/unfair notice-I personally received absolutely no written notice of the plans.

e Thank you.



