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participation summary

1-day event (jan 15, 2011)

150+ signed-in
109 “invested” in priorities

59 filled questionnaires

additional input expected from
SPUR exhibit + other outreach
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site analysis summary

station 1.1 | ocean beach image + character
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site analysis summary

station station 1.3 | ecology
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station station 1.4 | access + connectivity
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site analysis summary
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station 1.5 | coastal dynamics | climate change

sea level rise
will cause the shore to
recede landward

*how much?
it depends”
o ‘sea level rise Is likely to
reach 55 inches by 2100,
with significant ramifications
for Ocean Beach

1 stomm events may
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station 1.5 | coastal dynamics
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site analysis summary

station > station 1.6 | infrastructure
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project priorities

Invest in project aspirations

preliminary results
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station station 2.1 | overall project goal statement

2 overall project
O 1 goal statement

“To knit the unique assets and
experiences of ocean beach into a
seamless and welcoming public landscape,
planning for environmental conservation,
sustainable infrastructure,
and long-term stewardship.”

workshop 1 - open house | jan 15, 2011 ocean beach master plan
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overall goal statement

Do you agree this project goal
statement is appropriate to be
the driver for the Ocean Beach
Master Plan process?

yes 83%

public input summary
(NOT master plan recommendations)

que assets and
experience cean beach into
a seamless and welcoming

public landscape, planning for
environmental conservation,

sustainable infrastructure, and
long-term stewardship.”
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project priorities
public input summary
(NOT master plan recommendations)

timeframe %

today 68%

§ future 32%
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project priorities
public input summary
(NOT master plan recommendations)

total “investment”

image | character
program | activities
ecology

access | connectivity
coastal dynamics
infrastructure

. management | stewardship
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project priorities
public input summary
(NOT master plan recommendations)

total “investment”

ecology

infrastructure

coastal dynamics

program | activities
management | stewardship
access | connectivity

image | character
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input / recommendations trends

4 A

<ion 3: user preferences

preliminary results
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public input summary

(NOT master plan recommendations)
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user preferences

favorite
gathering place

viewing spot

public input summary
(NOT master plan recommendations)
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user preferences

public input summary
(NOT master plan recommendations)

favorite

gathering place

viewing spot
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user preferences

t summary
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public input summary

(NOT master plan recommendations)

user preferences
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user preferences

public input summary
(NOT master plan recommendations)

preference summary
21%

passive /observation
active

nature / urban escape
wildlife

social
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ion 4: ‘out there’ ideas

preliminary results
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input / recommendations trends

un-edited public input summary
(NOT master plan recommendations)

: el {if

subtractions + replacements

—/

additions
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input / recommendations trends

un-edited public input summary
(NOT master plan recommendations)

ns + replacements
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input / recommendations trends

un-edited public input summary
(NOT master plan recommendations)
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input/ recommendations
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all stations + questionnaire

preliminary results
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input / recommendations trends

un-edited public input samples
(NOT master plan recommendations)

fishing or angling (activities)
site’s natural (and pre-contact) history
adjacent neighborhoods

other wildlife at Ocean Beach (fox)

“stop the graffiti!!l!” | *“MORE graffiti!ll”

“maintain the wild quality of OB” “keep it natural” “bring restaurants + shops”

“remove the Great Highway” “close the GH on Sundays” “repave the GH”
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input / recommendations trends

reference
(OBTF survey)

Table 3 Results of survey

LLONG TERM No Action Hard Structure | Hard Structure | Soft Structure | Soft Structure | Artificial Reef |Managed Retreal
ALTERNATIVE MATRIX current place inland current place intand
Decision Criteria + ] - + 0 - + 0 - + [1] - + 4 - + 0 - + 0 -
Public Support 0 3 101 2 2 8 1 [ 4 8 3 2 E; 2 2 3 5 3 7 3 3
Safety 0 5 101 5 3 8 6 5 2 5 7 3 9 4 2 ] 9 3 8 5 2
Transportation needs 0 5 8 74 5 0 4 5 2 4 5 4 3 5 5 1 9 1 6 2 5
Sewage Facilities 0 5 8 4 7 1105 75 25{35 65 2 |25 6 3125 65 2 (45 5 45
Planning Consistency 1 2 5 2 2 5 |10 43 38|43 43 05| 6 1 2 1 4 2 150 18 2C
Access 00 27 88|28 32 58115 53 37|30 58 3030 47 38103 73 23}565 23 45
Recreational Issues 08 38 88|18 12 92|22 38 42|83 45 03}105 13 13}{20 32 25390 32 10
Environmental and Nat Res Issues 16 47 40104 19 76]01 56 29169 36 01]87 17 01j11 49 10|83 21 01
Aesthetics 0 3 10 1 1 10 1 5 5 10 3 o] 12 0 1120 70 201 9 0 4
Raw Totals 3 84 73] 26 26 53] 17 47 30] 53 43 151 64 26 20 ] 13 56 19 ] 62 24 26
total responses 110 105 o 95 . 111 110 88 113
% of total responses
+ indicates positive impact
0 indicates neutral impact
- indicates negative impact

hANKING BASED ON POSITIVE IMPACT 7 4 5 3 1 6 2
1= most positive, 7= least positive
RANKING BASED ON NEGATIVE IMPAC" 1 2 3 7 6 5 4

1= most negative, 7=least negative

SAN FRANCISCO
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results analysis

public comment per project aspirations

Summary of public comments received during Ocean Beach Open House event: Jan 15, 2011 [summary includes questionnaires, comments on boards and

record of on-on-one discussion]

image + character

comment

raw/open beauty

un-edited public input summary
(NOT master plan recommendations)

raw/open beauty

More Graffiti

Great view opportunity north to Pt. Reyes

More Graffiti

Great view unit

graffiti/street art area

Blend the beach environment with neighborhoods, zoo,
etc. - no harsh edges

. Re)
Blend the beach environment with neighborhoods, zoo,
etc. - no harsh edges

‘Maintain natural coastiine WIthout changing the 1ayout of
the environment

Keep Ocean Beach natural

Cultural and natural history of the site

P 3 ad] 3
as a natural beach - unlike remote beaches it will never
be a pristine environment.

Maintain natural coastline without changing the layout of
the environment

Keep Ocean Beach natural

‘OB Can be a World Class Beach in a World Class City

Cultural and natural history of the site

"analysis on how the nelghbor] and people
connect emotionally, physically and ecologically to their
backyard!

OB Can be a World Class Beach in a World Class City

Nice to have such a remote wild-feeling place near the city

Keep GGP natural

oo many scary vagrants in the morning

No dramatic change, improvements & restoration only

lomeless people have always been part of the
eighborhood and were tolerated/accepted.

Need analysis on how the neighborhood and people
connect emotionally, physically and ecologically to their
backyard!

Nice to have such a remote wild-feeling place near the city

Concern about wilderness/ culture of the place being lost

Keep GGP natural

existing seawalls

Fix walls al romenade along beach!
Tmight also Ee Useful to paint Ezacﬁ Tocations on the

beach side of the sea wall.

too many scary vagrants in the morning

encourage more decoration of the seawall: murals /

incorporate arts in the project

No dramatic change, improvements & restoration only

Concern about wilderness/ culture of the place being lost

Connect w/ signage Ft. Funston - OB

Street signs visible from the Great Highway bike path and

the Great Hwy itself are notibly absent now, and would

be a helpful addition, indicate the alphabetical avenue
Kirkham, Lawton, Moraga, Noriega, etc.

‘Beach signage and a more "welcoming’ tum around Stop,
atend of N-Juddah

Change lower GHWY name to La Playa

other

Pleasure driving is an outdated ideal
SCnowledge smmerican ndan Wstory Who Trer abied

the place eg. Chrissy Field.

at48th Ave, an innovative & inviting approach leading to
the work already done (to be done) - Lands End Lookout,
the "new" Jills Restaurant, Parking etc . . . would really

define entering an "Ocean Beach district".

Suggest Perhaps classic lamposts on entrance

PLANNING + URBAN RESEARCH
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results analysis

aspiration 1 : Image + character

preserve and celebrate the beach'’s raw and open beauty, while welcoming a broader public

aspiration 2 : USeS + activities + program

accommodate diverse activities and users, managed for positive coexistence

aspiration 3 : €cology

restore and establish conditions that support thriving biological communities

aspiration 4 : @CCess + connectivity

provide seamless and fluid connections to adjacent open spaces, the city, and the region

aspiration 5 : coastal dynamics

identify a proactive approach to coastal management, in the service of desired outcomes

responders

aspiration 6 : Infrastructure

evaluate infrastructure plans and needs in light of uncertain coastal conditions,
and pursue a smart, sustainable approach

aspiration 7 : management + stewardship

provide an approach to long-term stewardship across agencies, properties, and jurisdictions

» SPUR PLAING + Uroan sesearc feb 18,2011 | 32



next public workshop : may, 2011

questions / comments / suggestions?




