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At first glance, the Mission Street Public Life Plan, a project of the 
city’s Planning Department, seems to have admirable goals: to 
“promote the street as a vital transit corridor” and “create 
opportunities for public space, art, and business.” Sounds 
innocuous enough, right? The plan also aims to “explore Mission 
Street identity,” however, and that’s where things get dicey. 
During a recent community meeting to discuss the project, Mission 
residents protested that some of the proposed amenities — namely 
trees and benches — threaten to turn the neighborhood into “a 
theme park for Google.” 
 
“It’s just another way to bring gentrification,” John Mendoza, a 
member of the Calle 24 Latino merchants’ organization, told 
Streetsblog. “If they don’t get it one way, they’ll come in the back 
door. In they don’t come in the back door, they’ll come in the 
window.” 
 
Calle 24 has been particularly vocal in resisting efforts to muck 
with the neighborhood. Last summer the group successfully 
lobbied to remove 24th from the Sunday Streets route, blaming the 
high permit fees to serve food outside. They also nixed the idea of 
sidewalk extensions on Potrero Avenue. 
 
James Rojas, an urban studies planner who attended last week's 
community meeting, told Streetsblog, “The whole idea is to think 
about pedestrian safety and improving the public-right-of-way. 
Gentrification is going to happen with or without those 
improvements.” 
 
The Mission isn’t the only neighborhood struggling with the 
outward signifiers of gentrification (such as trees). A 2013 article 



in the Washington Post pointed out a surprising connection 
between income and foliage: In low-income areas of DC, nearly 40 
percent of residents live with fewer trees and more empty lots. 
“There’s a strong relationship between how many dollars you have 
and how many trees you request to be planted in your 
neighborhood,” a rep from DC’s Urban Forestry Administration 
said. 
 
It’s possible that supporters of the Mission project can’t see the 
forest because of the trees, so to speak. For many longtime 
residents, the issue really isn’t beautification at all but what it 
heralds: a more attractive neighborhood with inevitably higher 
property values, taxes, and rents, as well as an influx of new 
residents who will push out natives (and possibly set up artisanal 
mayonnaise shops).  
 
Shirley Johnson, a Mission resident, told Streetsblog, “I think 
everybody deserves trees and nice things, no matter what 
neighborhood you’re in.” 
 
The question isn’t what people deserve but what they claim to 
want. For many in the Mission, that’s simply to be left alone.	  


