SAVE GLEN PARK COMMITTES REPORT wm Yovember 9, 1968

Ve are here tonight beosuse of our consern about the proposed route to widen
O'Shaughnessey Bouleverd, for this route will reguire the uprooting of most
of the trees which fringe Slem Fark. These susslyptus, eypress and pine treses
not only zive this park its ‘perk-like-setiing’, but they also serve to provide
the necessary windbresk for the reorestion and timy=tot areas. Further up
O'Shaughnessey Soulevard, the widening will take most of its width from the
canyon side end reduece the matural splemdor of Glen Canyon itself,

%hile st the park this summer we noticed soms men teking test borings in and
smong the treess, Inquiries into what they were doing led to the information
that they were teking soil samples for the rosd that was planned seross the
sorner of Glea Park snd slong the side of Clen Camyon. This was the first time
that most of us had heard of such a proposal. And we were appalled, Therefore,
we brought the mstter before our orgenization at our last meeting on Ost. 19,
snd noommities, consi sting of Mrs, Joan Seiwald, irs. Geri Arkush, and myself
was formed to investigate this prorosal snd see whet could be done to save

ﬁlm ¥ ark.

& trip to City Hall for a look at the plans confirmed that this proposs@ road
would be devestating. MHrs. Seiwald pointed out that this proposal is the Cross-
town Freeway by snother nsme., (Which, incidentally, was rejected by the Soard
of Supervisors in 1957.) For this route is planned all the wey %o Lineoln Fay
via Woodside, Laguna Honde snd 7th Ave, Presumably, it will end at Golden Gate
F‘!“ko

Further investigation showed that the Park Commission had not given its approval
for this route and since park land is involved, this approval is mendatory. If

the Park Commission does give its spproval, (which we simcersly hope it will mot
do) the matber will go befors the imance Committee of the Bomrd of Supervisors

for apprepriation of funds to sonstrust thie roadwmy,.

Pecause this proposal is still Just & plan, we decided to inflorm our elected
officials, the Park Commissioners snd the Bewspapers of our opposition to thisg
route, for we feel that the exchenge of & lovely, sheltered park for s conerete
roadway is & bad exchange; for ome sanmot soft-pedal the demmge this route
would do to Glen Park snd the effect of this demege on 211 citizens of San
Francisco. What happens here will affeot the entire City,

in regard to Glen Fark itself, this proposed route would remove meny of the
trees in snd around the park. (4ecording to the San Franoiseco Chronicle of
Hondsy Wovember 8th, Mr, Geerts is quoted as saying thet there are 116 trees
involved-~and these are st least five inches in dismeter.) Well, these trees
not only give Clen Park its besuty, but they slse serve & fumctionmal purpose;
they shelter the small children's ares, the temnis courts and the rhying fields.
Without this shelter, the tiny-tote ares, now warm snd pleasent, would be wretched
and windy; for bsseball Pleyers it would recreate the conditionms at Candlestiock
Park; and it would be almost impogsible to play temnis., And sines Glen Park

is ome of the largest parks in The City, its fecilities are extensively used for
intra-city sports. Furthermore, the carbon-monmoxids from the csrs overhead
would blow directly upem the childrem and sdults who seek refuge, in the perk,
from the wind, smog smd conerets. Olem Park slsc houses the Silver Trese Day
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Camp which provides a counbtry experience, within The City, for over a thousand
children svery summer; for many of these children, this is the only coumiry
sxperience &wallabls to them. 4nd this route would rusm im back of the Day
Cemp, replacing the natursl oute-gropping of rocks with dirt £ill, snd the tress
with cement trestles, This, to us, seems to defeat the purpose of this oute
standing program, And lest, but not least, Clem Fark is the last rustically
besutiful perk, of anmy size, ir Sabh Francisco.

Egonomicslly speaking, this propesed route is @ bad plan. Hecently, the Arthur
Do Little Report--Community "enewsl Ppgject-ewsns submitted to the Board of Supere
vhsors for approvale. This report was suthorized to find mew solutions %o the
problems which beset Sam Fremcisece, Thers has been & recognition thet cme of
San Franoisco's primery ecomomic problems is the mess exodus of niddle~incone
families frilm The Uity to the suburbs, for these families form the economie and
soeial bdackground of amy urbem cembter., The Apthur D. Little Report stresses thet
Sen Frameiseo must retsin its middle~income families and, somehow, woo other
families into The City. Among the recommendatioms for schieving this gosl ig one
which sslls for the crestiom of more parks and playgrounds. (Ome of the peouliarie
ties of San Franeisoe is thet, by end larze, middle-income homes are attached

to one amother, with smell yards, few tress and little lswn; becsuse of this,

we rely hesvily on parks and green belts for recrestiocn end besuty.) 4nd the
removel of trees and the destruction of park land is mot compatable with the
resommendations of the Arthur D, Little Report.

The success of the Dismond Eeights Redevelomment Froject is largely dependent
upon Glem Fark. For the broshures from thst ageney stress the proximity and
rustio beauby of Clen Park ss one of its primary selling points., With the
complete development of this projeet, the need for this park is even more im-
portant. Sinee this project wes designed to expand the tax buse of this City,
it is bad business to undermine it by removing ome of its main assets.

Bear in mind also, that Glen Park neighborhood is one of nime designated sone
servetion aress. This older residentisl area wes singled out for specisl con~
siderstion becsuse of the besuty and cherm of te park itself,

There has heen a speotscular shange in sttitude on the pert of the Federal,
Stste and Loesl Covernments im regerd to the besutifiestion of citiese In
the last twemty yeaks, every comsiderstion hes been given %o scoomsdating the
sutomobile; and we have seen our cities turm into comorete slums. The Fhite
House Conferemes on Yatursl Besuty brought this deteriation imto the Netiomal
spetlight, The need iz for more perks and open speces, for more attention to
esthetie values, for s re-sxeminstiom of whet has been sacrificed in order %o
expedite traffic. President Johmson proclaimed that progress in the battle
sgainst corrosive ugliness demands thet every citises " be constently slert
to stimulete, to inspire snd %o stem new danger to besuby,~efor it is the
quality of our lives that is reslly st stake.”

So we hers tomight, are asauming our responsibility; we are trying to stem the
tide of ugliness~-we feel that there has been too much &lresdy. 4And to exchenge
Giem Park for this proposed widening of O'Shaughnessey Foulevard is too grest

& ssorifice on eny terms~-be they econmomic, esthetie or humen. It is then, the
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opiniém of this committee that if there must be & cholse between & road and
@len Park, there is no contest-wwe choose “lem Perke The irreperahle harm this
route would do could never be undoney the exchange would be & bad and sorry
bargsir. The deelision of this scommittse them, is that the present plans %o
widen O'Sheughnesssy Souleward sre totally uneccaptabls,

The resommendstion upon which we shall vote tonight is as follows:
Since the propossd routs is umazcspteabidbe, we recommend that ihe Clen Fark
Froperty Owners iszscciation request & public hearing beffre the Transportation
Committee of the Board of Supervisors where sll viewpeints cem be considered
sed where the proposed re-sligmment of O 'Sheughnessy Souleverd osm bs reesvalunted,
Respsetfully submitted,

Zoamme Therimult = Chairmen-Save Cler Park Ceommittes

Jour Seiwsld

Gari Arkush

This resolution weé sameaded to include thet it be strongly comsidered that
there be no road widening st sll.

The resommendation sné the smenduent were voted upon and passed,




