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The purpose of this study was to develop 
criteria by which a neighborhood can be 
evaluated. The study group attempted to 
discover identifying characteristics, issues, 
and opportunities present in a given district. 
Identifying descriptors which could be easily 
discerned upon visual inspection of a district 
was the first set of criteria in the evaluation. 
This developed criteria for evaluating the 
neighborhood based on the descriptor ratings 
will eventually be the guide for 
neighborhood planners in their evaluations 
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of new proposals. 
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The study undertaken encompasses a portion 
of the established OMI district which 
comprises of Oceanview, Merced Heights 
and Ingleside. For this report Merced 
Heights, and Oceanview will be examined at 

• • a closer degree but for the sakes of clarity 
the report will address the issues and 
findings as OMI. The present study area is 
bounded by Holloway/Lakeview on the 
Northern edge, Brotherhood Way and 

. . . .. .. . . . _ freeway 280 make up the South end borders, 
• :;~.·;;;;:\\\{}\;.:;: 19t? and Beverly encase the Western portion 

•: "'::- • •. :~i)/ while San Jose Avenue closes the ring to the 
• •. : / East. The census tracts included are: 313 

and 314. These neighborhoods are 
predominately single family dwellings with 
a small proposition of commercial scattered 
about the neighborhoods. 
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Executive Summary 

Located in San Francisco 's southwest 
comer, ~MI faces issues common to many 
ur?an neighborhoods. A long standing 
IDiddle-class neighborhood formed in the 
early 1960's OMI's very own Merced 
Heights is one of the city's highest hills 
resting 500 feet above sea level. 

Present Day 

OMI with its changing demographics over 
the y~ars has been overlooked by funding by 
the city .and has seen of late an increase of 
crime and drug activity. OMI now faces 

. disenfranchised teens, and young adults and 
a dearth of constructive activities for them 
families and seniors at risk, and .a lack of ' 
basic services commonly found in other 
neighborhoods . 

Because of several factors-such as its lack of 
an industrial base, decreasing home values, 
lack of political activism until recently, and 
distance from City Hall-- the OMI has never 
been the recipient of much in the way of 
local, state or federal community, economic 
development, planning, or redevelopment 
funds. 

Withe the arrival of crack cocaine the in the 

OMI residents have at their disposal two 
branches of the San Francisco Library 
system; Ingleside and Oceanview. 
Recreational facilities include Oceanview 
Recreation Center which contains playing 
fields, gym , playground and other facilities· 
and Brooks Park which is a natural open ' 
space providing sweeping views of the 
Ocean and surrounding areas. OMI is home 
to two public elementary schools and two 
public middle schools with several private 
schools ~cattered about. A great advantage 
to the neighborhood is its placement 
between the four-year San Francisco State 
University and City College of San 
Francisco. 

• mid 1980's has had a severe impact on the 
community. Along with the crack came 
increased drug-related crime such as the 
inhabitance of homes by crack producers, 
proliferation of violent assault among youth, 
thefts and robberies, and, periodically, 
interracial tensions. These activities have 
disrupted neighborhood life and family 
stability, making many OMI residents afraid 
to leave their homes. Drug related crime has 
been exacerbated by a high unemployment 
rate among teenagers and young adults and a 
lack of social, health and other public 
services. Because of the extreme nature of 
the problems associated with crack, it began 
to unite the residents to start addressing 
problems directly and indirectly associated 
with drugs. 

Nearby major thoroughfares Interstate 280 
and 19th A venue funnel traffic to 
downtown, the Bay and Golden Gate 
Bridges and the Peninsula. Transit services 
are provided by two San Francisco MUNI 
streetcar lines and several bus line; BART 
and Sam Trans are also available nearby. 
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1990 Census Report Figures 

I\ 

for the Neighborhood.of 
•::. ' . . 

OMI 
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1990 
Planning Districts 

and 
Census Tracts 

Planning Districts 

1fRlchmond 
2) Marina 
3) Northeast 
4)Downtown 
5) Westem Addition 
6) Buena Vista 
7) Central 
8) Mission 
9) South of Market 

. :10) South Bayshore 
11) Bernal Heights 
12) South Central 
13) Ingleside 
14) Inner Sunset 
15) Outer Sunset 
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Demographic Characteristics 

Population 
According to the 1990 US Census, 
Oc;anview-Merced Heights-Ingleside 
(OMI) is home to 19,924 individuals. 
This figure is approximately 3 percent 
of the cities population and occupies 
6,275 households. 

Age 
The median age for OMI is 

• approximately 35 years of age, which 
relates real closely to San Francisco's 
median age range of 30 - 39 years. 
The percentage of OMI's residents 
that are children is 23 percent 
compared to 16 percent for San 

• Francisco. 

Ethnic Make-Up 
The ethnic make-up percentage in the 
area consist of a large group of 44 ' 
percent for African-Americans. A 27 •' 
percent make-up for people of Asian 
or Pacific Island descent (mostly 

7 
-... ,,,,,.?.c'r. 

less than one percent each. 

Unemployment 
The unemployment rate in OMI (tracts 
313 & 314) is approximately 9 
percent. The unemployment rate for 
the city if San Francisco as a whole is 
about 6 percent. 

Housing 
Housing totals to about 6,275 
households in the OMI. Out of those 
households 73 percent of the housing 
units are owner-occupied. This is a 
high figure in relation to San 
Francisco's proportions. 

Chine_se and Filipino). European ~ .,. ,,:.: :'.; .. ~· ,., ~. ~ 
Amencans make-up 16 percent. ff r . . J {: 1 
P 1 f H

. . /L . h . . :,: .. ·. ·:· ·• ..::,;IA..:.;.•l\'l=I ~· ~~"---""-=+-,,~ eop e o 1span1c atmo entage \. : . .- .;,: .,.::\wur•·:-,, , .. .. , .,,,,·,·,. 
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(mostly Salvadonan, Mexican, South . )_. i: :k .-... , .. •··, .. · .. ,,,/· ·':···:· • 
. . • IL .... ,_IIN'4,•.:: :· 

American and Puerto Rican) make-up :.! ;:~ ::::- / ~/;:,; . 
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1990 Population Distribution by Age 

Population by Tract & Age 

8,000 

7,000 

6,000 

5,000 m 19 Years & Under 
Ill 
C: ■20-64 Years 
0 
I!! 4,000 065 Years & Over Ill 

Q. 
□ Total 

3,000 

2,000 

1,000 

0 

309 313 314 

Tract 

, 

309 313 314 
19 Years & Under 1,429 1,707 1,426 
20- 64 Years 3,578 4,546 3,256 
65 Years & Over 1,366 1,169 682 
Total 6,373 7,422 5,364 
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1990 Population Distribution by Race 

Population Distribution by Tract & Race 
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1990 Population Distribution by Age & Race, Citywide 
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Other 

" 

Total Persons by Age & Race, Citywide 
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1980 
678,974 

562,363 
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395,081 
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3,548 

83,373 
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Race 

1990 % Change 
723,959 6.63% 
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Housing Tenure by Race 
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1,800 
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200 
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309 

Occupied housing units 
Owner-Occupied units 
Renter-Occupied units 

White 
Black 
American Indian, Eskimo, or Aleut 
Asian/Pacific Islander 

Hispanic 
Other 

Housing Tenure by Race 

313 

Tract 

309 
2,311 
2,217 

184 
309 

1,622 
138 

4 
347 

92 
16 

313 
2,494 
1,935 

559 
313 
530 
977 

3 
396 

94 
29 

314 

314 
1,621 
1,160 

20 
11 

■White 

■ Black 

□American Indian, Eskimo, or Aleut 

□ Asian/Pacific Islander 

□Hispanic 

■ Other 

. . 

KANAKARIS· 
LE • V/iJ~GliS 9 

..,. ...,. 
-=--=--=--=--=-
-=-
-=--=-... 
e::ID ... 
a:::D 

a:::lD 

CJD 

11::D 

CJD ..... ..... . ,. 
t±D 

1990 Housing Characteristics 

Total 

2,500 

2,000 · 

~ 
j 1,500 
0 
X 

1,000 

500 

0 

Occupied 
Vacant 
Owner-Occupied 
Renter-Occupied 

1990 Housing Characteristics by Tract 

Clasalficatlon 
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2,494 
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1,935 

559 
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1,621 

70 L 

1,160 I 
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1990 Housing Characteristics, Citywide 
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Total 

Renter-Occupied 
34% 

. Occupied 
Vacant 
Owner-Occupied 
Renter-Occupied 

1990 Housing Characteristics, Citywide 

Owner-Occupied 
31% 

680,010 
305,584 

37,506 
310,040 
332,464 

Occupied 
31% 

4% 
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Housing Value 

1,800 

1,600 

1,400 
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1,200 

..!!! 1,000 0 
C 

800 

600 

400 

200 
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309 

Owner-occupied housing units 
Renter-occupied housing units 

Owner median value (dollars) 
Median contract rent 

I\ 
I 

Housing Value 

313 314 

Tract 

309 313 
1,979 1,757 

174 548 

309 313 3 
220,6 

a Owner-occupied housing units 

■ Renter-occupied housing units 
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Highest Level of Education Attained 

2000 

·\ 1500 
II) 
C 
0 
I!! 
QI 
a. 

1000 

309 

Less than high school graduation 
High school graduation 
Some college 

Bachelors degre~. or higher 

Education Attained 

313 

Tract 

309 
549 
692 
852 

2,225 

313 
1,386 
1,272 
1,244 
1,071 

314 

314 . 
1,064 : 

801 i l 
920 : ·1 
600 

m Less than high school graduation 

■ High school graduation 

□ Some coDege 

□ Bachelors degree or higher 
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1990 Education Attained , Citywide 

Educaticn Attained, Citywide 

Grad/Professional 
degree 

Bachelors degree 
22% 

High school or less 
Some college, no degree 
Associate degree 
Bachelors degree 

Grad/Professional degre( 

13% 

40.19% 
18.56% 
6.21% 

22.08% 
12.96% 

Some college, no 
degree 
19% 

High school or less 
40% 
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1990 Labor Force Status 

Labor Force Status 
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Total 
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6.000 
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,_ 
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562 

•, 4,232 
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□ Retired 

CTotal 
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1990 Labor Force Composition by Race, Citywide 

Total 
White 

Asian/Pacific 
Islander 

24% 

Afiican American 

1990 Labor Force by Race 

Hispanic 
11% 

African American 
7% 

Other 
6% 

412,342 
241,213 

-·- - - - --

100% 
58.50% 

Asian/Paci.fie Islander 
34,810 8.44% 

110,488 26.80% 
Hispanic 
Other 

52,918 12.83% 
25,831 6.26% 

City resident who 293,209 
work in the city 

White 
52% 
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1989 Household Income 1990 Income Characteristics by Race, Citywide 
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1990 Income Distribution by Race, Citywide 

AU races 

Hispanic 
20% 

Other 

Median 
$33,413 

White $36,146 
African American $21 857 
Asian/Pacific Is1ande1 $33 '146 
Hispanic $30:034 
Otber $29,654 

Asian/Pacific Islander 
22% 

White 
24% 

African American 
14% 
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Residence in 1985 

Residence in 1985 
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Same house 4,265 3,687 2,702 
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• 1990 Rental Cost, Citywide • 

Rental Cost Distribution, Citywide 

120,000 
Ill .. 

.!!! 100,000 
0 
C 

Im Number of Un~ I 
80,000 

60,000 

40,000 

20,000 

Total $100 $300 $500 $700 $1 ,000 
Un~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 

$199 $399 $599 $749 more 

Rent Range 

Percentage 
Number of Units Citywide 

Total Units 199,605 100% 
Less than $100 793 0.40% 1 
$100 to $199 9,757 4.89% 
$200 to $299 9,732 4.88% 
$300 to $399 15,939 7.99% 
$400 to $499 22,694. 11.37% 
$500 to $599 25,391 12.72% 
$600 to $699 25,257 12.65o/c 
$700. to $749 12;578· ... 6.30% , . ' • • .. 

$750to $999 45,956 23.02o/c · 
$1,000 or more 27,152 13.60%' 
No cash rent 4,356 
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1980 to 1990 Population Change, Citywide 

Percent Change of Persons by Age & Race 

Total Persons 

Age 18 and Over 
Under Age 18 

White 
African American 
Asian/Pacific Islander 

• Am. Indian, Eskimo, Aleut 
Hispanic 
Other 

Age& Race 

% Change 
6.63% 

7.95% 
0.23% 

-1.85% 
-8.53% 
43.04% 
-2.59°/o 
20.80% 

\a% Change I 
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1990 Unemployment Distribution by Race, Citywide 

1990 Unemployment Distribution by Race, Citywide 

Hispanic 
22% 

Asian/Pacific Islander 
15% 

---·---

Citywide total une~ployment rate 
Whjte (unemployment of city's tota 
African American 
Asian/Pacific Islander 
Hispanic 

6.30% 
4.90% 

13.50% 
6.10% 
8.90% 

Citywide total 
unemployment rate 

16% 

White (unemployment 
of city's total) 

African American 
35% 

12% 
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1990 Population Distribution by Gender 
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Neighborhood Evaluation Criteria 

-
GOOD FAIR POOR 

People-Made Design Elements 

Building Scale 
Consistency of scale 2/3 of buildings Predominant scale 
within neighborhood. represent similar scale. discontinuities. 
Most buildings 
maintain similar scale 
within block / adjacent 
blocks. 

Visual Variety/ Architectural Quality 
List predominant Buildings create and Street rhythm No detail to buildings, 
styles: Edwardian, continue street rhythm. frequently interrupted. indistinguishable. 
Italianate, Mission, etc. Consistency of Inconsistency in level Street rhythm 

proportion and level of of detail. non-existent. 
detail. 

Patterns of Open Space - Setbacks 
Variety of residential Consistent setback No setbacks 
open space w/i 5-1 O' of throughout block w/i 5' 
property lines. • of property lines. 

Presence of Private Greenery 
Potted plants on FronVside yards Unplanted areas in 
sidewalk, stairways. contain only grass. fronVside. Absence of 
Landscaped f ronVside Potted plants show potted plants. 
yards. little care. 

Parks 
Within 1 O minute walk. Within 10-20 minute Greater than 20 minute 

walk. walk. 

Outdoor Seating 
Convenience - High percentage of Available at few None provided. 
commercially owned. retail establishments establishments. 

providing. 
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GOOD FAIR 
Places of Social Interaction 
Obvious presence and High level of use. Infrequent use. 
frequent use of 
community play-
grounds, sidewalk 
seating & food stands, 
street entertainment, 
farmer's markets, 
street fairs, community 
centers. 

Art and Murals 
Obvious effort on part Exists only on public 
of public and surfaces or limited to 
commercial commercial 
establishments to advertising. 
showcase importance 
of art in community. 

Security Bars & Gates 
Less than 50% of 50-75% of buildings 
buildings have bars / have bars / gates. 
gates. 

Paint on Buildings 
Appears recent (w/i) 5 Paint peeling or dirty. 
years; colors 
harmonious throughout 
block. 

Condition of Slgnage & Awnings 
Consistency among Multiple signs per . shops, well shop, dirty awnings. 
maintained. 

I\ 

POOR 

None. 

None. 

More than 75% of 
buildings have bars / 
gates. 

Needs paint, extreme 
weather damage or 
excess of graffiti. 

Ragged / broken signs 
or awnings; 
overabundance of 
signs per shop. 
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GOOD 
Commercial Activity on Sidewalks 

Doesn't obstruct foot 
traffic or compete with 
retailers, licensed 
street vendors, caf e 
tables/benches. 

Clear Glass Displays on Storefronts 
Well lit; security gates 
or signage don't 
obstruct display, clean. 

Panhandling 
Limited to commercial 
area; non-aggressive; 
provides service 
(musical entertainment 
/ window washing). 

FAIR ' POOR 

Overconcentrations at Unlicensed vendors, 
some locations, sidewalks too narrow 
detracts from shopping to support. 
experience. 

Signage or security Unlit; roll-down doors 
gates detract from or obscure storefront; 
obscure display; poorly dirty. 
lit. 

Occurs throughout 
neighborhood; present 
at majority of street 
corners; aggressive. 

KANAKAl~IS· 
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GOOD 
Natural Elements 

Connections to Water, Nature 
Residents take 
advantage of green 
open space w/i 10 
minute walk; views of 
Bay/ hilltops (or 
similar} available from 
most areas. 

Trees 
Creates buffer, well 
maintained, mature 
trees. 

Noise 
Not distracting, allows 
conversation, low-level 
vehicular/ industrial 
noise. 

Visual Connections / Public Vistas 
Possibility for greater 
city views; view of 
landmarks within 
neighborhood. 

FAIR 

Street trees provide 
only green spaces; 
views limited to few 
households. 

Out of scale with 
neighborhood, recently 
planted or dead, 
messy. 

Increased vehicular/ 
industrial noise, still 
allows normal 
conversation, begins to 
distract. 

Views limited to 
neighborhood or less 
scenic. 

POOR 

No street trees; 
obscured views. 

Create dark spaces, 
encourages crime, 
loses all leaves at 
once, few to none. 

Requires shouted 
exchanges, distracting. 

Limited to occupied 
street or primarily 
industrial. 

KANAKAHIS· 
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GOOD · FAIR POOR 
Social Elements 

Level of Maintenance of Public Property 
Better than standard of Equal to standard of Less than standard of 
private property private property private property 
maintenance in maintenance. maintenance. 
neighborhood. 

Transit 
Access to variety of Fewer transit options Only one choice &/or 
public transportation &/or up to 7 minute greater than 7 minute 
options within 5 minute walk. walk 
walk . 

Community Gardens 
Exist within 15 minute Exist w/i 30 minute None 
walk, open to all, hours walk or restricted use . 

., of operation posted. 

Street / Sidewalk Cleaning 
Minimal paper trash or Public trash bins No public receptacles, 
leaves, presence of • overflowing, accumulations of trash 
public trash bins. accumulation of or leaves in drains or 

leaves. doorways. 

Street Lighting 
Height and brightness Type of fixtures do not No lighting, 
consistent with scale of take into account encourages criminal 
neighborhood and rel~tive privacy of activity. 
activities of street. street. Fixtures same 
Example: Bright on throughout 
commercial, more neighborhood. 
intimate on residential. 
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GOOD FAIR POOR 
Recycling Services 
SERVICES: Curbside 75-100% of services 50-75% of services Less than 50% of 
Pickup, Street available. available. services available. 
Recycling Bins, 
Bottles, Cans, Plastics, 
Newspaper, Styrene 
Foams, Toxics 

Parking 
Frequent available Numerous vehicles Presence of 
spaces and adequate waiting for spaces or preferential parking 
garages for double parked. program, commercial 
commercial uses. deliveries block 

' through access. 

Disabled Access 
Gentle slopes on Apparent efforts to Topography unduly 
sidewalks; provisions increase disabled limits accessibility 
for access to public access to commercial throughout 
transport; access to establishment, small neighborhood; access 
commercial buildings number of streets to most buildings 
well advertised. limited by topography. unacceptable for 

disabled. 
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People-made Design Elements 

Citywide Significance 

Historical Significance 

Patterns of Open Space - Rear Yards 

Visual Markers 

Street Width 

Age of Buildings 

Building Construction Type 

Code Violation Reported 

Natural Elements 

Topography 

Mlcroclimate ., 
, ,, 

Seismicity 

Social Elements 

Neighborhood Services 

Childcare 

Seniors 

Health 

Cultural 

Community Facilities 

Active Neighborhood / Merchant Groups 

I\ 

Identify el,ements. 

Identify elements with Article 1 O listings. 

Describe % of open space retained. 

List items which create neighborhood identity (Edges, Nodes, 
Landmarks Paths Districts). 
Contact Department of Transportation for Level of Service 
ratina (A-F). 
Indicate predominant age of building stock. 

List predominant materials of construction. 

List number w/i __ years / months. 

Describe exIshng conditions. " 

Describe existing conditions. i 

Describe existing conditions. 

List available services. 

List # of providers / spaces . 

List available services. 

List available services. 

List available services. 

List available services (schools, police, fire). 

List known groups. 
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OMI Neighborhood ~yaluatio~ 

RATED INFO 
P1opl1-Made Dnlgn Elemonll 

Buildin 

Parks 
Outdoor Seatin 
Places of Social Interaction 
Art and Murals 

Paint on Buil 
Condition o 
Commercla 
Panhandlin 
Clear Glas 

Nalural Elements 

Connections to Water Nature 
Trees 
Noise 
Visual Connections / Public Vistas 

Soc al Elomenls 

Level of Maintenance of Public Pro 
Transit 

. Communit Gardens 
Street I Sidewalk Cleanln 

Disabled Access 
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Issues & Opportunities 

After evaluating the neighborhood, the study group listed some possible actions that could be 
taken to address some of the issues in the neighborhood. The following action plan is the result 
of those efforts and identifies actions which can be made on four different levels: 

1) What can the neighborhood do immediately with little or no money? 
2) What can the city do immediately with little or no money? 
3) What can the City do with significant amount of funds? 
4) What policies/guidelines can be made to help implement changes? 

Social 

1) Organize craft fairs/farmers markets. 
Volunteer patrol of parks, night-time. 

2) Organize events with City college. 
After school activities. 

3) Police, sponsor events. 
After school programs for children. 

Economic 

1) Encourage pedestrians traffic activities 
2) Decrease taxes, tax incentives 
3) More advertisements" Don't do drugs"," Stay in school". 

Means of transportation to work. 
4) Rezoning business zone for Broad and Randolph. 

Design/ Man-made Elements 

1) Businesses provide more outdoor seating for customers. 
Street cleaning, trees, bushes, grasses trimming in empty lots, on streets. 

2) Provide more ads in the area of Broad and Randolph . 
3) Community services to preserve historical building as fire house. 

Put clock on fire house tower. 
Median for Randolph and Broad. 
Welcome signs, information booth. 

4) Some parking on both sides, some art & murals. 
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Design/ Natural Elements 

1) Clean and maintain Brooks Park, Ocean View Creation Center, trim bushes, pull weeds. 
2) Community activities to maintain street trees. 
3) Massive trees planting through out the neighborhood. 

Benches on Randolph and Broad. 
Over head street wires-underground. 

4) Re-zone Randolph and Broad for more commercials, more open spaces. 

Infrastructure 

1) Clean Brooks Park-pool weeds, keep parks clean and preservable. 
Show support by community on Randolph and Broad. 
Take advantage of open spaces as Brooks Park, Ocean View Park for community benefits . 

2) Change or limit zoning on Randolph and Broad. 
3) Community facilities upgrade. 

Computer center for Youth. 
4) Zoning on Randolph and Broad for parking on, 

Neighborhood Service. 

1) Remove graffiti, higher level of side walk maintenance. 
Encourage neighborhood watch areas. 

2) City show interest in neighborhood. 
3) Cultural center, community center. 

. Senior housing, clinic. 
Underground wires. 
Light installation on streets, especially on Randolph and Broad. 

Policy & Regulatory Context 

1) Neighborhood meeting weekly, monthly influence policy makers. 
Possibly omit Ingleside terrace from track because Ingleside terrace is higher income. 

2) Omit Ingleside terrace from track- their higher income base disqualifies the rest of 
neighborhood from city funds. 

• 3) Implement existing policy changes. 

KANAKAl~IS • 
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Best things about it 
a) Good distance to Parks and open spaces. 
b) Good schools. 

Worst things about it 
a) Lack of institutions 
b) No businesses base. 

Best things about it 
a) Good transit. 
b) Street side-walks cleaning. 

Worst things about it 
a) No culture center. 
b) No community garden. .... .... .... .... .... 

Ell .... 
Cltl 

-=--=--=-
Ell 

-==-
c:ll 
Clt 

ca 
«:a 
-=- - f 

KANAKAl~IS • 
LE • Y/iJ~GN3 131 



SUMMARY 

A SUMMARY OVERVIEW 
STATEMENT FOR THE 
NEIGHBORHOOD: 

Best things about it: 
a) Park well placed, easily accessible. 
b) Good view 
c) Culture diversities. 

Worst things about it 
a) Ugly overhead wires 
b) Not enough trees. 
c) Poor safety. 

SOCIAL 

Best things about it 
a) Strong communities. 
b) Racing ethnic distribution. 

Worst things about it 
a)·Crime statistic. 
b) Poor education level 
c) Drugs dealers 

ECONOMIC 

Best things about it 
a) Close to freeway 

Worst things about it 
a) High unemployment 

b) No businesses 
c) Low income ranges 

DESIGN MAN-MADE ELEMENTS 

Best things about it 
a) Good pattern of open space 
b) Good parks 
c) Good care of buildings 

Worst things about it 
a) Bad historical preservation. 
b) Poor commercial activities. 
c) Poor street surface condition. 

DESIGN/ NATURAL ELEMENTS 

3 Best things about it 
a) Good topography 
b) Good connecting to water 
c) Good views. 

Worst thing about it 
Noises 
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Urban Design 

. Objective One: City Pattern 

. The topography of the OMI area allows for 
360 degree views of the surrounding 
hilltops and of the ocean as well. It is only 
in the valleys of the topography that views 
are limited. 

The existing street pattern consist of a 
noticeable shift in grid pattern between the 
Merced Heights and Oceanview 
neighborhoods. This shift in street layout is 
still a mystery to us. Some possible 
arguments are that the shift in grid pattern is 
due to the topography of the area. The 
boulder on the Lakeview-Ashton hilltop just 
off of Orizaba is one possible consideration . 
Another possible consideration is that the 
two neighborhoods where laid out by 
different planners at different times. But, 
the slight shift in street pattern is important 
for the visual distinction between the two 
neighborhoods. 

OMI is a predominantly residential 
neighborhood with very typical and 
consistent housing throughout the 
neighborhood as a whole. The small scale 

• residential development which was done 
primarily in the 40's and 50's has big lots 
with 25' front setbacks and spacious 
backyards. There is really not much more 
space for further development in the area. 

I\ 

The parks and the recreational center in the 
Merced Heights and Oceanview 
neighborhoods are the biggest examples of 
open space in the OMI. 

Randolph and Broad street are among the 
most traveled streets in the neighborhoods. 
They are important paths which have the 
majority of the commercial, institutional, 
and transportational facilities available. 

~ 
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Objective Two: Conservation 

Old Fire House, Engine 33 in Merced 
Heights is one of the oldest firehouses in the 
area. It is now abandoned, but with a little 
help from the city and the community, 
Engine 33 can be restored and made into a 
main attraction of the OMI. 

Old Fin: Dept. Engine 33 

Objective Three: Major New 
Development 

There has not been much new development 
in the OMI. In fact businesses have left the 
community for more opportunist 
communities. In driving through the 
neighborhoods one cant stop to think why 
there isn't more new development in a 
community that wants to grow and change 
so much. There are certainly opportunities 
to bring back old business or start new 
business now. 
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Objective Four: Neighborhood 
Environment 

Efforts have been made and continue to be 
made to increase tree planting on sidewalks 
and to remove the web of street wires over 
the neighborhood streets. 

The safety of the streets have been and are 
still a major concern for the residents of the 
OMI. 

Neighborhood and Merchant groups are 
working with the Planning Department to 
affect positive changes and preserve 
important aspects of the neighborhood . 

Brooks Park in the middle of Merced 
Heights is capable of becoming one of the 
main attraction for the residents of the OMI. 
It can increase social interaction and for the 
residents have a greater stake in the 
community. 

Oceanview Rec Center in the middle of 
Oceanview provide excellent facilities and 
opportunities for the youth and the families 
of the community. 

Landscaping and street improvements on 
Randolph and Broad can be enhanced to 
provide pedestrians an experience and 
encourage better pedestrian use of the area. 
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Study of Existing Basic 
Elements 

According to Kevin Lynch, all physical 
forms of a city can be classified as one of the 
following five basic elements. 

Paths 
Paths are the channels along which the 
observer customarily, occasionally, or 
potentially moves. They may be streets, 
walkways, transit lines, canals, railroads. 
For many people, these are predominant 
elements in their image. People observe the 
city while moving through it, and along 
these paths the other environmental elements 
are arranged and related. 

Edges 
' Edges are the linear elements not used or 
considered as paths by the observer. They 
~e the boundaries between two phases, 
lmear breaks in continuity: shores, railroad 
cuts, edges of developments, walls. They 
are lateral references rather coordinate axes. 
Such edges may be barriers, more or less 

; penetrable, which close one region off from 
an~ther; or the_y may be seams, lines along 
which two regions are related and joined 
together. These edge elements, although 
probable not as dominant as paths, are for 
many people important organizing features 

. ' 
particularly in the role of holding together 
generalized areas, as in the outline of a city 
by water or wall. 

(\ 

Districts 
Districts are the medium-large sections of 
the city, conceived of as having two
dimensional extent, which the observer 
mentally enters"inside of', and which are 
recognizable as having some common, 
identifying character. Always identifiable 
from the inside, they are also used for 
exterior reference if visible from the outside. 
Most people structure their city to some 
extent in this way, with individual 
differences as to wether paths or districts are 
the dominant elements. It seems to depend 
not only upon the individual bu also upon 
the given city. 

Nodes 
~odes ~e points, the strategic spots in a city 
mto which are the intensive foci to and from 
which he is traveling. They may be 
primarily junctions, places of a break in 
transportation, a crossing or convergence of 
paths, moments of shift from one structure 
to another. 

Landmarks 
Landmarks are another type of point
reference, but in this case the observer does 
not enter within them, they are external. 
They are usually a rather simply defined 
physical object: building, sign, store, or 
mountain. Their use involves the singling 
out of one element from a host of 
possibilities. Some landmarks are distant 
ones, typically seen from many angles and 
distances, over the tops of smaller elements, 
and used as radial references. 
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Paths 
Paths arc the channels along which 
the observer customarily, 
occasionally, or potentially moves. 

Randolph Street & Broad Street· 
Randolph and OmMd strc,:t nmning co.\t-wcst arc 1wo of the 
three major commercial streets in the OMl ncit:hborhood. 

.. 11,cy o!Tcr home to scwral businc~scs, restaurants; and 

onices. 

Edges 
Edges arc the linear clcmen·ts not used 
or considered as paths·by.tbe 
observer. • • 

u 

Holloway Street 
I lollow~y strc-cl softly divides McrctJ 1Jei1?hts and 
Ocennvu:w from ln1?lcsid..- Tcmce the 110Ciul and ' 
economical counterpart of the OML 

I\ 

Landmarks 
Landmarks are another type of point
reference, that are defined as physical 
clements. 

Oceanview Recreation Center 
The ~canview Recreation Ce~tcr is located is locatetl in 
!'1e nuddle o_fthe Oceanvicw neighborhood. Its facilitie.1 
include play,~g field~, ~ym, planrow1d and other facilities. 

Transportation 
Tr.msil services a,c provided hy two San l'rancisco MUNI 
streetcar lines and several bus lines; DART and SamTrans 

. an: also nearby. 
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Landmarks 
Landmarks are another type ofpoint
reference, that are defined as physical 
elements. 

Occanvicw Recreation Center 
The ~iew Rea-cation c;e;.let is localed is located in 
~lnuddle o_nhe Occan\·ic~ nciehborhood. Its facilities 

udc play,na fields, gym. pl1y,:round and Olhef" facilities. 

Paths 
Paths are the channels along which 

· the ob~"rvcr customarily, 
occasionally, or potentially moves. 

Randolpb Street & Broad Street 
lun<io19!> and Bmad llrc,:t runnin& casl•wesl.,,, ,_ oflhc 
lhrc< maJCI' _,rncroi,l • U<Cll In the OMI neii;hbo<llOOd. 
~rrcr home to ,...,.1 businesses, rauuronu. one! 

Holloway Street 
~-is the stro<t that ooftl)- diYitla Merced 

·• llcipu and Ocunvi<w from ln&ialdt Tame. 

!ntcrstatc 280 
lntrmaae 2IO funnels 1ramc ao down&own. 
Golden 0... Drida;es and the l'fflinsula. Ille _Bar one! 

I\ 

• Lakeview/Ashton Hilltop 
TIM: Lakcvicw/Althon hilltop is a natur.al area with liig 
boulders Ow offer a grat scat ro, breathtaking views to the 
ocean and the surrounding arcu. 

Old Fin: Dept. Engine 33 
·1~ is plC'flty of hi.~Of)' at the old Fire Ocpinmcnl. 
EnGinc No.33. It is now at.ndoncd bu! lhc memory is 
definitely slill thcrc. 

. Legend 
.. Major, Minor: Sofr 

·Paths · - -
-- Lynch Map Edges; t;l;;;;;llfflll;;;;;l@)l;;;;iliil;--, r.7;:i11-=101=jjj=-1Fa=""'--i1 
~~ - Landmarks! . ~ - - [II . 
-- :__ _ _ _ _ Transportation ;' li:HJ· . ~ 

Transportation 
TIWISit ocn-iccs an, .,..,.;de,! hf - Senf • 
11n:c1ar lines and IC'Ytn1 b&a Jines· IJAJlT"::tlXIOSamMTUNJ 
arc abo ntaro,-. • rans 

EB 
Edges 
Edges are the linear elements not used 
or considered as pathsty the 
observer. 

Holloway Street 
Hollo,.~-.,,... toftly divitla Merc•j Hci;hts ancl 
Oceumcw from IIIJ)esidc T...- lhc IOCial and • 
--.nical countCIJ>llrl of lhc OML 

Interstate 280 
~ 2IO is• majar botrier b<)'ond Ocan • and 
Mm:cd lki,t.lL The only way throu;h h is ,.;-:::._ 

. Bl,d. I -·-·, 
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Institutional 
The OMI Pilgrim Community Center is a multipurpose -~ 
community center. The center is located on Randolph street and 
offers services to all groups of th~mmunity, especially to the 
youth of tyhe neighborhood. • 

.Open Space 
• • The Oceanview Recreation Center is located in the middle 

of the Oceanview neighborhood. It is the best and biggest 
example of open space in the neighborhoods. Its facilities 
include playing fields, gym, playground and other facilitif'!c: 

Residential 

Commerc1af 

Most residential homes are detached, single family 
residences. Merced Heights is a hilly area with middle class 
homes, most of them are late vintage. · Oceanview homes 
are similar in shape built after the 1930's and lay on a 
sloping hill. 

(\ 

Randolph and Broad street are the only siieets-iliafare 
home to commercial facilities. Typical commercial 
buildings are mixed use and facilitate housing on the 
second story. -
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Legend: 

Residential 

• Open Space 
The Occanview Rcaution CenLer is loe11c.d in the middle 
ur the Oc:canvi~• nri&hborhood. JI ii the bcsl and bia:cst 
rumple of open spacr in the neid,borhoods. Its facilities 
include playin; fields. C)'m. playground and oihcr facilities. 
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Residential 
M~ rcsid<ntial ""'-.,. d<lachod, lin,lc family 
rnidences.. Men:cd Hci£ftts is a hilly area wilh middJc cl«a 
._ - oflhcm.,. .... '"""SC- 0can...,. hoa,o 

. .,. ••nilar In shape built aft.er the 1930'• and lay oo a 
slopinc hill 

Commercial 
Randolph and Brood.....,.,. tho anly......, that arr 
,_ to convnemal facilities. l)pcal -I 

• bulldinp .,. miud ..,. and f'aciliullc bouainc oo the 
aec<>ndlto<y. . 

. • . 
, 

' 

Institutional 
The OM! Pilr,im Communiiy Center ii a multiru,posc 
community cew:r. The eenlCf' K loc:alcd, oa Randolph nnet and 
olfcn OCM<eS IO a11....,p,oftho--,.ity. elf'<dally to tho 
youth ol tybt neishborilood. 
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Views 
o'ne of the best assets that 
this neighborhood has going 
for it is the great views. OMI 
lays on a hilly terrain and 
offers opportunities for 
sweeping views of the ocean 
and the surrounding 
communities. Brooks Park 
and the Lakeview-Ashton 
Hilltop probably offer the 
best 360 degree views of 
OMI and the surrounding 
communities. 

Figure Ground/ Block Patterns 
The figure ground approach represents all the areas shaded in 
black were structures are not present. This method is used in its 
ease in identifing setbacks open space and general layout and 
movements in a given neighborhood. 
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Views 

View of adjacent neighborhoods from a hilltop. 

View down a r~adway from 
Brooks Park. 

Thefipr<Jn>Uod appn,ad,rq,n,,,cnuolllhe arus wdcdill 
hlac:t were~ an not prc"°1L This method i, med" ill iu 
ease in identifins wbacb opco ,pan and senenJ byout and 
movcmcnu ia a Ji,u nci&~bomood. 

View of oceari from Brooks 
Park. . 
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Green Space • ·' 

0 

:::::::::
1
;::tss::~
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~ are either public parks or private back yards 

\ :, were ,one can be comfort~ble while outdoors 
--...... ••· .. "':- ·.. .• 

A major asset is the ease·Q,f _walking t~ _ 
~ ~ II(, ✓ 

distance to nearby Brooks ... P"ark ~naJ..,. .. 
.. ~ 

eanv1ew ecreation C~n~ • '/ ~ 
~ a 

1[ 
({ 

: , .. 
,__ I ' ... 

High Green/Trees aiitlPlants 

Streets with a high amount of green present shading for 
sidewalks and streets. The high amount of trees create a soft 
landscape to the neighborhood and make walking pleasant. 
These areas are characterized by i;nature tall trees on boths sides 
of the street. 

Meduim Green/Trees and Plants 

Streets with medium amount of green have mature and young 
trees of medium size. They are a good source of shading for 
sidewalks and streets and still provide for a visible 
neighborhood. 

Low Green/Trees and Plants 

These streets are characterized by a low amount of young and 
short trees. The presence of of minimal shading to sidewald and . 
streets is apparent. f _ 
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Meduim Green/frees and Plants 

Slredl with me..lium afflCIUftl uf 1.un have ma1VtC •~ yuun1 
&rces of maliUffl ai.zc. 1'hcy ate"• eooJ ~ u( shar.11111 for 
MJcwalb ant.I llrcct.J anJ '1.ill puvidc for a ~1Ubk 
nclahhorhnltd. 

I . ---~--------. 

. Low Green/frees and Plants 

High Green/frees andPlants 
S11uts wilh a hi&h anlflWII ol pttn rrcscnl shadin1 (or 
5idewa1kA and au-en,. 11c lurh amount o f llccs ct1:,1c • soft 
lanJi.ca.rc In 1he neis:hboril,uoJ anJ make walkins plu,s...n\. 
1l,o,e ■n:u UC characterWJ hy tnMIUfl: lnll lrttl"" hul~ ,;Jes 
ofll..:M;"."d. 

,,,.,, ,._. .. -..;u,1 hy a low -ur:,oun1 and 
.., llecs. The pacncr o( of miuimal ahaJiDC W aidewald and 
stn:ds II arr-,ait. 
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Five Minute Walking 
Distance Radius 

Merced-Heights ·Playground 
Merced-Heights playground is a few blocks away from 
Brooks Park and offers tennis courts, open space, a jungle 
gym and minor facilities. 

Brooks Park 
Brooks Park is located in the middle of the Merced Heights · 
neighborhood. It is a natural park with a playground, 
barbecue pits, and sweeping views of the ocean and the 
surrounding areas. 

Walking distance is a 

critical factor in a 

neighborhood which is 

accessible to parks, local 

stores and public transit. 

Hete are a brief summary 

of frequently used sites by 

the neighbors. A note 

. should be cited due to the 

• hilly topography of the 

area the radius of walking 

has been shrunken to take 

into account the time·fo. 

walk up a hill. 

I.! a. 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~:&:.~~~~?-':: 
~II . c.3f-

Jose Ortega School 
The Jose Ortega School is one of the two public middle 
schools in OMI neighborhoods. It is one of the biggest 
structures in Oceanview. • 

p 
_£1. 

¥~--;..__, -

•. A key role in planning was 

the location of Oceanview 

Rec Center and Brooks 

. park, they provide a central 

location for neighbor to 

·• gather for a picnic or soak 

in a little sun. 

LE • V/1HGAS I '-\9 
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Legend 
• Oceanview Rec Center 

• Merced Heights Playground 

0 

• 
OMI Pilgrim Community Center 

Mom and Pop Convenient Stores 

t) Brooks Park/Jose Ortega School ' 
:1 !~ ,' ,' I: , I' ,· '. , · , • , . ... .•., 
• • . .., t I I £. / I I 1. 1 1 I 1 

.,. ..i.,. - I I I I· 

--- ·, - ·-;-~ ... ~~;- -' !_,: ~•-·~~~· ~---~-□:~-~c • r~ 
• _... I 

.,. _., •• ·_ .. -· --- ~ '. 

.• .. • • ~ . L_·-. • 

.. -_.- . ·,;-: -:. __ _ 

:?: /- -L:-·: __ :_ 

·-

Brooks Parle 
B~ Put is l"':"tcd ia lhc mi<ldl< of the Mcm:d Heights 
MIJhborhood. II IS I natural park wich I pL,yground. 
barbecue pill, and swctpine viC"WS uflhe oc=n and chc 
SWTWnJina: areas. 

Five Minute Walking 

Distance Radius 

EB ~-
'~ ~~~ri~,,.7T~•~==~''-,-;-.J~· , I I • 

- , , I 

critical fact.at in a 

~ghborhood which i1 

accessihlc 1u parks. local 

Jlorn a.nJ public transiL 

"lh,.-n: ll'C I brief summai, 

or lrcqumtly used sites by 

walk upahilL 

A key rok ln plannlna WH 

. the location of Ocean view 

Rec Ccntcl'lnd u--. 
pork. they pn,vidc I ,_,., 

lhc ncit:hbon. A ..., location ror ncigltbor 10 

should be cited due 10 lhc plhcr ra, I picnic or ,oak 

hilly topocraphy oflhc in I lilllc IIUI\. 

area dM: radius of w.dkini 

hos been shnmken to rake 

Jose Ortega School 
The Jose Oncp Smool ls one of the rwa public middle: 
sc:hool1 iD OMI neil,hbothoods.11 is one (tfchc: bigest 
.srn.:t'-""' in O.~nview. 

' I, 

... , <', , 

~~~~===== L..-:--~"""""---- /.:. '., .. . 1< i ___ ,,:· {1 . 

:==lll'=" .. ....... ,-l __ .-- ,,,, 
• t' 

t' 

,• , 
.·• ,· 

·" / ·' ,, 
_,,,- / 

. 1/ • . ✓/ 
,r--__ ,-' 

.,___ __ 1__==·---=~~.,.-; 
_______ _ _ ~eo~~t~:f ·- - ., ... 

Merced-Heights Playground 
M=<d-Hci;hb playp,,und ii I r.,. blocb away Crum 
11roab l'llt and oll'crs leMis c:nuns. open spocc, • iun.itc 
17"' and minor r.dlnia. 

,, , , , 
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Street Sections • ' Halloway Ave. 

Ramsell St. 

Shields St 

Randolf St. 

• • 

KANAKAl~IS • 
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Street Sections 

The slfcctli that make up &ht C)MJ dulric:t have 1wntonlinuely 
umt chantctcrisai«. here arc a few eumplc of the v~ 
types nf ltn::cl ICCtiom rt... cu be found in the ni.•ighborbooJ. 

.. .M°" of Ilic~ are appmpr;.1e C« Ille._..,. ,,t p:dol1riu 
tr&ffic. 1u101nntwlc pasaaae u well as for curb part.in&-

KANAKAHIS· 
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Neighborhood Presentation 
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Improvement Boards 
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OMI Neighborhood Evaluation 

RATED INFO 
P1opl1-Made D11 gn El1menta 

Buildin Scale 
Visual Varlet / Architectural Qualil 
Pallerns ol O en S ace - Setbacks 
Presence ol Private Greener 
Parks 
Outdoor Sealin 
Places ol Social Interaction 
Art and Murals 

Panhandlin 
Clear Glass Dis 

Natural Elements 

Connections to Water Nature 
Trees 
Noise 
Visual Connections/ Public-Vistas 

Soc al Elomenls 

Level ol Maintenance ol Public Pro ert 
Transit 
Communit Gardens 

Underground Overhead Street Wires 

Many streets in the OMI ~~ve a spa~hett,Hike web of 
; overhead wires which ughf1es the neighborhood, 
decreases real estate values, and creates frequent power 

G F 
0 A 
0 I 
0 R 

p 
0 
0 
R COMMENTS 

·I 

outages as the wires get blown against each oth:r. A. .• Plant and Maintain Native, Drought 
reasonable solution would be to put the spagh~tti of wires ; . Resistant Plants and Flowers, and Street 
underground and install decorative lampposts ms!:.~~--- Trees Throughout the OMI Neighborhood. 

Plant street trees throughout the neighborhood, trees 
provide beauty, shade, wind protection, and increase 

Beautify the OMI General Environment .. _ property values. In turn this will give to a pedestrian 
friendly environment. " 

The general appearance of the neighborhood is fair, there • • 
are pockets that require clean up and landscaping. These 
projects of restoration can be accomplished by either 
neighborhood help or simply by the owners. and landlords 

. putting forth a collaborative effort. 

I\ KAN/i.KAl~IS • 
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Beautify the OMI General Environment 

The general appearance of 1hO neighbolhood is fair, 111e,., · 
are PoCJ<elS that requiro clean up and la.'ldscaping. These 
projlCIS of restoration can bt accomplished by lither 
neigtiborhood help or simply by the ownera and landlOfds 
putting 101th a collaborawt effort. . 

~ 

Underground Overhead Street Wires 

Many llrHII in the OMJ hwt a spaghen;.likt web cl 
overhead -• whlc:ll ugliflOf the neighbomood. 
deer ..... ruJ tstala values, and.,,..., .. fr9QUenl power 
outagu as tht -..lrN get blown against ttch othtr. A 
rusonable aolution -'d bt to put the spagheni of wires 
underground and install docoralM lampposts instead. 

' :;: 

t1:i,~---S.~~t11,·i~ 

OMI Neighborb_ood Evaluation 

Plant arid Maintain Native, Drought 
Resistant Plants and Flowers, and Street 
Trees Wroughout_the OMI Neighborhood. 

P1anl ~-~ lht nelghborhoOd. -
providt beauty, &hadt. wind p,olte:liOn. and -
prD?tll)' valua. In 1um lhis wll give to. ptdtstrlan 
1ritfdytrM"'"'7ltfll 
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RESTORATION OF OLD FIRE HOUSE' 

Old fire house is one of the most featured 

landmarks of the OMI area. The current 

condition of the fire house is poor right now. 

Historical preservation of this building is 

important to the identity of the 

neighborhood. Creating an image is 

important for surrounding area. A clock 

would be installed at the top of the fire 

house tower to set a landmark for our 

neighborhood. Along with that, the whole 

area around tower would be revitalized to fit 

with that feature. 

REMODELING STORES 

In the program to create our neighborhood 

better, safer, and nicer environment for 

OMI, we emphasize on stores remodeling to 

make an image for the whole area. Some 

over hangs would be installed; some 

commercial ads, electrical lights for 

advertisement would be installed; front 

views of some businesses would be 
. , 

remodeled. More than that, re-zoning 

commercial area for Randolph and Broad is 

really important. We encourage businesses 

concentration on Broad street from 

Plymouth ave. to Capitol ave, and then 

spread to Orizaba street. 

(\ 

'- REVITALIZING RANDOLPH AND BROAD 

~ 
Put a concrete median base for trolley with 

the width is 18 feet right at the middle for 

Randolph and Broad, one inch higher than 

the street surface. Put all utilities .on these 

streets underground phase by phase. 

Installation more street lights on both sides, 

planting more trees with many kind that We 

did choose in our presentation to appropriate 

with street and residential houses. Flowers, 

bushes, hanging flowers are necessity for 

this area. Parking on both sides are not less 

important. In addition, some crossways, 

walkways paving with red bricks at corners, 

middle of the street are another main point 

over there. Benches, bus stops, trolley stops 

are nice too. 

MARTIN LUTHER KING Jr COMMUNITY 

GARDEN 

I also think that this area needs a garden for 

their citizens to gather and relax in c~eating 

a small " down town". An empty lot on 

Broad between Orizaba and Capitol ave is 

sufficient for our purpose • 

We would pave that garden with yellow 

bricks. Some benches, chess tables and a 

water fountain are designed for 

neighborhood beneficiary. Trees are absolute 

r the King Garden. 

■ 1 1• I 

• • 
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.__. 
• • .__. 
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1 'he Revitalization 

of Randolph & Broad 

Martin Luther Kirii J~ 
Community Garden. 

-- -----

.. 
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Brooks Park 
Brooks Park should be rehabilitated 
back to its natural environment. The 
reclamation of Brooks Park should · ,, 
start with the removal of rubble, 
refuse, weeds and wild unpleasant 
plants. The beautification of Brooks 
Park will involve beautiful flowers, 
native drought resistant trees, and 
activity areas throughout to encourage . . 
community interaction. A community .. , :,, •• 
garden would also be appropriate • • • 
between Brooks Park and the Jose 
Ortega School. 
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The Revitalization of Brooks Park 

A view of Brooks Park from the Lakeview/Ashton hilltop. 

-~ !'.'.' ;: .' ,' -~-:·~::.\.,- • • , , • • · -;: : : 

11 , !I · 
ll ·: ~ 

// ;~·~n · 'b-~-~-, · 
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The Entranpe 

Brooks Parle 

Brooks Pad 5hould be 
rc:habilita1cd bad: to iu 
DltUrJJ environment 1bc 
=ialmlloa of Brooks Pad 
sbou1d IWt "'itb the remo,·al 
of rubble, refuse. weeds and 
v.iJd u.nplcasam plants. Tht 
bc:autifieation of B1'000 Patt 
•in involw: beautiful 
flowers.. native drouiJn 
ruisunt D'CCS, and acti\iry 
areas 1brougbou1 to 
encourarc community 
iDLenaion. A commuoity 
ranlal would also be 
appropri~.bcl:-n Broob 
Pad ud UIC JOK Oncp 
Scbool. 

-

. • . • [ 
:·, .,.. ··_· 
. - . _1 

Brooks Park 

The Path 

~ 

The Barbecue 
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In study with other good cities, there are 

three ways maybe appropriate to the design 

cf -the street. Orte curving the street or the 

other with bumps on the street make traffics 

moving more slowly. The one that We 

~hoose is narrow Randolph and Broad with 
. ,..,.._v'-'\_. 

___,......,....,_ - Jl~l_"!';~ki,'}g)r./ • . ~ 
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Section at Shields to Lakeview 

Shows topography in~ fro.nt West.to East 
fJ 
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Appendix: 

Zoning Map 

Height & Bulk Districts 

Presentation Boards 
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ZONING MAP HEIGHT AND BULK DISTRICTS 

. I • 

• • 
I • 
I • 
CJ 

•• • 
CJ 

HOUSE CHARACTER DISTRICTS 

(R!E@j @El @E~ ®rn §DJ 
MIXED HOUSE 6 APARTMENT CHARACTER DISTRICTS 

§B~~~ 
R[SIO[NTIAL·COMME RCIAL COMBINED DISTRICTS 

~~~ 
COMMERCIAL DISTRICTS 

[DJ Irr~ lf:iEJ fITGJ !£:Bl ~"'1 

INDUSTRIAL DISTRICTS SAN fRANCISCO MUNICIPAL COOl S H [ [ T 
[.:i] ~ PARTD, CHAPl(•D. SWOON ZOO •

12 
- WITHAW[NOIIIU•U 10 ANOIINCLIJOIMG 

PUBLIC DISTRICT M.u 19H 

IE! . 
NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL OtSTRICTS /\ 

ru ~ ~ ~ t,vcoJ ~ 
CHINATOWN .. XEO USE DISTRICTS ~ 
[c~ [illiJ ~ • "" -

ZONING MAP OF THE CITY AND COUNTY ·of SAN FRANCISCO 

CJ 

-=-
c::e 

HEIGHT AND BULK DISTRICTS 
• @[) ...... ""'"',." .... ' 

SHECT 

12H 
DEPARTMENT OF CITY Pl.ANNING, 1::8 

c::e 
1::8 
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Landmarks 
Landmarks are another type of point• 
reference, that are defined as physical 
elements. 

Occanvicw Recreation Center 
The Oceanvicw Recrca1ion C:C,:.ic, is located is loc.atc-d in 
the middle of the Oceanvie..., ntichborhood. lls facilitic:a 
include' playing r.clds, s;ym, pl1ypound and Olhcr" (acilitie,.. 

Paths 
Paths are the channels along which 
the obs,,,rver customarily, 
occasionally, or potentially moves .. 

Randolph Street & Broad Street. . 
RonJolpil and Bmod strcct runninc cut•- on: two oClhe 
llvtt major coaunc:reu,I •trc<11 In lhc OMI nei"11>orll00d. 

. They otrcr home 10 .. ..,.1 busincssa, ....,urants. and 
orroca. 

Holloway Street 
HnUowa1 stt'C'C1 ii 1hc IU'Cet lhat ,oftlr divides Merced 

. • llciJINI and Ouonviow fn>m lnglaidc T cmoe. 

Interstate 280 
.,..,.,... 210 r...,..1, lralroc IO downlown, lhc Boy and 
Golden Gale Rridi,cs and lhc l'cninsulo, . 

I\ 

Lakeview/Ashton Hilltop 
The Lokcview/Aslhon hill"'P b o notwol on:o wilh t>i, 
boulders lliaJ off'cr a pal scat for b,alhlaking views lO the 
ocean and the aunoundinc areas. 

Old Fire Dept. l!nginc 33 
Then: b pl<llly uf hlllOI)' ot the uld fire l><J>lnmcnl. 
En~ine No.ll. II is now •hl.ndonc:d but the memory is 
definitely still there. 

. Legend 
.. Major, Minor: r.:: 

1 Paths · - ;..._. . 

j.. Lynch Map Edges: :.1=1~®1===1=11111;1111=-u:::.:·-: .. :m:111:,11;111::.:1::::i1 

b:ooo Landmarks! !YI [jJ l . • · ... 
(. >- Transportation ;' jHj] -~ 

:. ·t/f~_:_:.H.~--~~-.:~1--~~ ·· • --:-··· • 
• , •. ·,L--Ji.___J ·•., . ., , 

Transportation 
Trarwl IICtVk:CI ... proyj6ed..,, _ San Fnncnco MUNI 
streac:ar linc:a and IC'ICftl bus Jinc:a; llART and SamTrana 
.,. abo ncarb)-. 

', . 

EB 
Edges are the linear clements not used 
or considered as paths by the 
observer. 

Holloway Street . 
Hollo,.~y ,,_ sofll)' dMcfa Merced Hci"°' and 
CloconYicw 0- lnpcsidc T...- the ooc:ial and 
--,;c.1 COIO>ICIJ)Ol1 of the OML 

Interstate 280 
~ 2IO b • mojar borrier b<,ond Ocanvicw and 
~ llciJh!L The only "'Y throuch ~ b Alaw,y 

KANAKAl~IS • 
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Legend: 

Residential 

Commercial 

Open Space 
i~tmtt~ 

· Institutional: t;t.1:J.""'I.Ia;.""'1,1d~'"""wlil.Jn 

Residential 
M'!" RSidcndal homes ... dnoc:hcd, sincJc ramily 
m.ic.-_ Mm:cd Hcii:m, i, 1 hilly orco wilh middl, cla< 
~-of them.,. lol< .w.i:c- Ocanvi,w homo 

. •ruimlto, In wpc builuftcrlbc l9J0'o and•- ona 
slopinc btll -, 

• Open Space 

I 

Commercial 
llandolpl, and Bnlod.....,.,. the: oa!y.....,, lhO!.,. 
lwn>c to c:GIIVllcr'l:bJ facilities. l)pical «>mmcrciaJ 

• bulldincs iw mixed UIC and foalilotc hominc on the 
..-.dlROI)'. . 

\ 

"Che Occanvicw Kc,:reation Ccnlcr i, locoted in the middle 
uf the Otunvicw nc!Jhl,o,hoc,d. ll ls lhc bcsJ and biuni 
C'.wnple of open space- in the neie,hborhoods, Ju faclli1in 
include playir,: fields, l)'l'n. plays,ound and o«hcr facili1ics. 

.• · · _.· 

Institutional 
'!'be OMJ Pilplm Commwii1y Cater i, 1 ...,hif"'rpo,c 
coramualty«111cr. Thc-.,, i, i-c,d oo Rondolpll-ud 
offcra......., tolll J!'Ollpsoflhc ~ • ..,,.cially to the 
)'G<hol1ybc odst,borboocl. 
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Views 

Panor~c view from : Lakeview-Ashton Hilltop' 
- I ' 

View of adjacent neighborhoods from a hilltop. 

View down a r~adway from ·
Brooks Park. 

Figure Ground/ Block Patterns 
Tbc r,,.... puuod __ ..,.._.all lhc ..... -;,, 
hlat:k WCff ~ aR DOI p-e,.cns.. Tbis method b uted iD ill 
..,. ia ldc,nj/'m1 ocrbacb opcc, _-. amd ,-.i byOUI aod 
IDCWCIDCllb ia a Jiva otis~ 

. . __ ....,:.,... _________ _ 
- -

View of oceari from Brooks 
Park. . 
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Meduim Green/frees and Plants 
S1rccb wilh 1ne11w .. llftltlUM cA arun bnc IIIANf'C 1111d yuuna 
1rca ol mtJium ,be. 1'hc:y ere • JOOd iwun.-c ul lhadi111 rur 
MJ,rwaitb 1niJ u,uu anJ Nill puridc fur • vWb&c 
ndahhrwhnllll 

- Low Green/frees and Plants 

___ ...;..._ _______ _:.., . 

High Green/frees andPlanls 
s,rcr1, wt111i • hith , • ..,.... o1 fft'Cft JWC•L·n• Jbadt■s rn, 
a.idewalb .,_, Weft&. 1k larh amuunl ufuca '"* 1 au/I 
lanJr.npr: 1u 1hr ~ishbon...~ aaJ make v,1lkbt1 pin.I.Ml. 
These arcu an chanacfittJ l'ty m.curc 1all uni UM bi.JIM 1iJcs 
oftl~M4-.:t. 

Thctc ....... __ ..,,. i- ....-ur,..... aod 
..... """· lloc ,--alal ........... _, .. lidewold aod 
.,., i, .,,.,._ 
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Legend 
• Oceanview Rec Center 

.• Merced Heights Playground 

0 OM! Pilgrim Community Center 

• Mom and Pop Convenient Stores 

Broolcs Parle 
- Pane is loaced la the middk oflhc Mcrcod llci&hu 
ncist,t,ort,ood. II ii I na1inl put ,.;1111 pllypound. 
barbecue piu.. anJ ,-.ccpina Yic,,rs uflhc OCCilft anJ &he 
....,.,..JiftclttlS. 

WatkiacdlSWICClta 

crhicll&t:1«in1 

nciahbomood which Is 

llottS end public lrMSiL 

walk up a hill 

. lhe loc:olino oCOcanvicw 

.,,.,,..,. abricC,._..,, Rec Ccnlcund U'OOlu 

or tnqucn,ly - tbCI "" po,\, dlcy provide • _,., 

die ncii;hbon. A IIOIC locorlM r« ncillhb« IO 

thould be cited due to die pibcr Cor • picnic or -i: 

hilly topopwphy oflhe la I lilllc -

lffl 11,c ...... of wol\in& 

hltbml""""""'"'llkc 

Jose Onega School 
The Joac Oncp Schnol bone oCthc""' publlc Oliddlc 
,..i>ool, io OMI nciJhbo,l,oodL II Is one ofthc bigat 
llnll:IUNI in 0.un¥iC'W'. 

Five Minute Walking 

Distance Radius 

Merced-Heights Playground 
Mcroool·llcii;la planro-J io IC,., blocb -•1 6um 
lltoob POB """ollcn _,;,--. opm ,poce, ajun,:lc 
C)'ffl and INNW '-'UlUCL 

,,,. ... 
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Halloway Ave. 

Ramsell St. 

Shields St 

R~dolf St. 

Street Sections 

The succ1.11 lha~ ~cup the OMJ diArict have JK<'donUna1cly 
same char"ctcnshci, here. .arc a r cw example of 1hc various 
types of street sections that an be found in the nl'ighborhood. 
.Most of the al~ arc appropriate for the amount nf pedestriAn 
traffic., au1omnbile passage u ..,ell u for curb parl.ing. 
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Beautify the OMI General Environment 

The general appearance of !hO neighborhood is lair, there • 
are pockets that require claan up and landscaping. These 
projects of restoration can be acc:omp:ished b)I either 
neighl>omood help or simply b)l lhe owners and landlords 
putting font, a c:ollabOralivo eflort. . 

,,,.✓,? 

~;;.: .... ·:. 3, ,., .. -~ 
' ,.,. •· ' ' --,, 

.. ~ 

' 

Underground Overhead Street Wires 

Many street.s in lho OMI have a spagheni-liko web of 
overhead wires which uglifies lho neighborhood, 
decreases real es1ale values, and creates frequent power 
ovtapes u !he wires get blown apainst each other. A 
reasonable solution would be to put the spaghetti of wires 
unde'llround and install decoralive lampposts instead. 

. . :~·..- -:--:=::-

: ... : 

OMI Neighborhood Evaluation 

Plant arid Maintain Native, Drought 
Resistant Plants and Flowers, and Street 
Trees Throughout the OMI Neighborhood. 

Pl&nl street trea lhroughoul tho neighborh<>Od. treN 
pro-mo bea!Jty. shade, wind protec:tiOn. and -
pro;,erty valua. In tum !his will give to a ped6slrian 
friendly em,ironrMnt. • 
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'Ihe Revitalization 

of Randolph & Broad 

Martiii-L~th~~ King Jr 
Community Garden. 

:-- Remo-deling-St 
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The Revitalization of Brooks Park 

.. ___ .. -----···· . -- --· .. 

A view of Brooks Park from the Lakeview/ Ashton hilltop. 

.,. 

·>· 

• . --- .. ;:~~ ._, ~,__.__. !::=====:~..__,_....,,,..., 'EB 
---

', 1~.-w.t1-_:,"'j---'/ 

Map of surrounding area. - -

The Entrance 

Brooks Park 

Brooks Put. .tKould be 
rehabilitated back 10 iu 
uanl cnvironmmL The 
R<iam>lioo of Brooks Put. 
~ld start .,ilb \he remo,·aJ 
of n,bble. muoc. - and 
•ild onplcasaDI plants. The 
bauofic:,tiorl of Broob Park 
•ill Ul¥O)YC beautiful 
flowcn. 111,cive drouiht 
rais&&DI uces. ud ICU,il)' 
areas tbtouJbout to 
mcourarc community 
ialenClion. A community 
tarden would also be , 
~ -bcN,ocn Brooks 
Parlt and the looc On.p. 
SdoooL 

Brooks Park 

The Path 

The Barbecue 
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Sectionat Orizaba 

Shows topography increase fro~ North 10-So;;tli 
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Section at Shields to Lakeview 

Shows topography incrwe fro·m-Wcst.to East 
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