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From: Kathryn Totah 
Sent: Monday, December 9, 2024 2:42 PM
To: Public Comment
Subject: Tsunami Preparedness

[CAUTION: External Email] 

Hi Council Members, 

Regarding the tsunami alert last week, it certainly seems that Pacificans need more emergency 
preparedness information and training. I am not sure everyone knows whether or not they are in a 
tsunami hazard zone and what to do, if they are. Others who are not in a hazard zone should be 
reminded to shelter in place and not crowd the roadways.  

Parts of Highway 1 may become impassable if a tsunami occurs. Should some citizens head to 
Montara rather than try to go north on Highway 1?  

I think a flyer mailed to every household with emergency strategies including exit access depending 
on home location, and preparedness tips would be welcomed.  

The north end of Pacifica has several exit roads but the southern end does not. Has an emergency 
exit road been considered from the back of Park Pacifica allowing access to San Bruno? I realize that 
would be extremely expensive to build but could likely be helpful in earthquake/tsunami/emergency 
situations. 

Thanks for reading this and for all of your hard work. 

Kathryn Totah 
 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the City of Pacifica. Unless you recognize the sender's email address 
and know the content is safe, do not click links, open attachments or reply. 
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From: Lyla Reinero 
Sent: Monday, December 9, 2024 5:01 PM
To: Public Comment; _City Council
Subject: Public Comment: Tsunami Last Thursday 12/5/24

[CAUTION: External Email] 

Greetings Council Members! 

I am sharing our family's experience and feedback regarding last week's tsunami 
warning. We received emergency alerts from multiple agencies which offered 
differing directions. The email from the high school district did not direct us 
to pick up our children, as all their schools are located above the flood zone. 
The email from the Pacifica school district advised the evacuation procedures 
taking place at the 3 out 5 affected schools and directed parents to pick up 
their children ASAP. I am extraordinarily thankful for the Cabrillo staff, 
teachers, and families who all worked together to make a safe evacuation to 
higher ground happen. Whenever there is an emergency warning, my gut instinct is 
to want to gather up all my family ASAP. In hindsight, I think it would have been 
preferable had the direction to pick up the children been postponed, especially 
since the evacuation warning was lifted. Traffic on HWY1 was a mess and that is 
the last place any of us should have been had there been an actual tsunami. The 
children were safe in the evacuation zones. 

This was a good practice run and we hope a valuable learning experience for 
whenever we do have a real emergency. 

Thanks and take care, 
Lyla 

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the City of Pacifica. Unless you recognize the sender's email address 
and know the content is safe, do not click links, open attachments or reply. 
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From: Owen Brizgys 
Sent: Tuesday, December 17, 2024 9:55 PM
To: Public Comment; Beckmeyer, Sue; Bigstyck, Tygarjas; Bier, Mary; Vaterlaus, Sue; Boles, 

Christine; Woodhouse, Kevin; jo.ginsberg@coastal.ca.gov; 
jayne.battey@waterboards.ca.gov; policy@smc.surfrider.org; Kathryn Magee; Peter Loeb;
kgalbraith@sfchronicle.com

Subject: 2024 12 15 - Linda Mar Sewage Spill - City Council Meeting - October 28, 2024 - Local 
Coastal Land Use Plan - Public Comments - Owen Brizgys

[CAUTION: External Email] 

Council, 
I would just like to reiterate that I do not see the SSRAs as a viable path forward and I will continue to 
emphasize what I think is a waste of money, this “armoring” of development will be a fight with the forces of 
nature. And I would like to single out the resources that are being spent now and will be spent in the future on 
this sisyphean quest and compare them to the resources that are NOT being used to protect the beaches and 
water of all Californians. 

Following are photos of my children as we (and many other families) tried to make the most of the nice weather 
between storms and the low tide on Sunday. In the background is untreated sewage pouring out of the 
overflow structure in the Linda Mar Beach parking lot, onto the beach and into the Pacific Ocean. I do not fully 
understand how this outfall ties into the Equalization Basin, the Linda Mar Pump Station and the Forced Main 
but it was not raining and as I work at sewer treatment plants, these odors and colors assure me this is not 
“storm water”. There was a child playing in this untreated sewage because he thought it was a river! This is not 
the first time I have seen this happen. 

I hope that the CCC will require Pacifica to fix its sewer system, and ensure San Pedro Creek runs clean 
before it permits any further coastal armament - emergency or otherwise. I hope the RWQCB levies maximum 
fines for these continued sewage spills with the hope this can help Pacifica get its priorities in order, and fix the 
real emergencies at hand. 

Following those photos are photos of the current solution the City of Pacifica has for sewage treatment in the 
Linda Mar Valley: 

1. 
2. 
3. Signage. I understand that the last minute of a shower might be the gallon that breaks
4. the system - but really the plan?
5.
6.
7.
8. Temporary jockey/booster pumps - A rented (or maybe purchased ) jockey pump because there
9. isn;t any working or reliability permanently installed? Or is this a pump to bypass treatment? . Looks

like a system “barely hanging on”.
10. 
11. 
12. 
13. Are the improvements described with the new sewer rate increase really going to eliminate
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14.  this problem? What has been described seems inadequate. 
15.  

 
This is not a problem that requires extreme engineering or science - sewage treatment and conveyance is not 
a nascent field but a basic engineering problem with some very straightforward solutions. I have no knowledge 
of the details of the system but my engineering tells me you need purchase 1) a larger pump at the Linda Mar 
Pump Station (volume, head pressure), if the forced main is a choke point - 2) increase the size of the forced 
main that takes the sewage from Linda Mar to the Calera Creek Treatment Plant, and if there is inadequate 
capacity at Calera, 3) create greater onsite storage at Calera, or 4) upgrade to a greater capacity Sewer 
Treatment Plant. This is a City Emergency that needs to be solved with the same gusto, resources and 
creativity that has been used to dream-up the SSRAs and justify the Beach Boulevard armoring. 
 
And following those photos, the third set shows the ocean breaking OVER AND ON TOP OF THE SSRAs! 
Sand making it onto the pavement on Beach Boulevard and Rockaway! I call that a beach not a Special 
Development Zone.  
 
City Staff and Council Members - Please recognize in a world of limited resources, that one needs to set 
priorities and creating, debating and passing legislation that that puts coastal armoring ahead of other City 
priorities is not sustainable. 
 
CCC, RWQCB - please investigate and discipline this spill and every spill in Linda Mar. I assure you it is a 
common and regular occurrence.  
 
 
-Owen Brizgys 
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On Mon, Oct 28, 2024 at 5:48 PM Owen Brizgys wrote: 
As always, thank you for your work on this subject. I apologize these comments are so late and I will not be able to 
make the meeting but for your review:  
 
I have just recently been made aware of the SPECIAL SHORELINE RESILIENCY AREAS (SSRAs) in 
Pacifica’s Coastal Land Use plan. Wow, in a City worried about litigation - we are going to provide legislative 
carve-outs for a small few to bypass the science of climate change, to ignore the science of coastal armoring, 
and disregard the economics of limited city resources? 
 
How will inland developers interpret the phrase “may rely on a shoreline protection structure”, what will they 
feel entitled to by the city? This is extremely open-ended. 
 
And doesn't the phrase “enhancement, realignment, and redevelopment/replacement of a shoreline protection 
structure that is existing at the time of the permit application, including minor extensions in order to fill gaps or 
otherwise ensure the overall shoreline protection structure is effective including minor extensions in order to 
fill gaps or otherwise ensure the overall shoreline protection structure is effective” seem like a requirement of 
the City’s limited resources to upkeep these armored structures that are exacerbating coastal erosion? Does 
“fill gaps” mean pour concrete between the annual spaces of the rip-rap? Is this consistent with State Law? 
  
As Climate Change impacts our coast, are these SSRAs going to expand to Shelter Cove, Boat Docks (South 
Linda Mar)? Pedro Point Shopping Center? Sharp Park Golf Course, Esplanade? Why not? 
 
Pacifica is infamous for property falling into the ocean (see Esplanade), for illegal armoring (see Oceaneaire 
Apartments) and infrastructure over-run with changes in our Climate (see Linda Mar Beach sewage release). 
Do we want to perpetuate this legacy as opposed or come to the logical conclusion that every other coastal 
city has and acknowledge the harsh reality and create real resilience? 
 
We all make bad bets. Some of these properties protected by the SSRAs were ill-conceived in a time that 
could not have conceived of the impacts of Climate Change. But I am not interested in socializing these 
losses to the City of Pacifica. 
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Please strike the SSRAs from the Plan. Let's solve this challenge together as one, guided by science and with 
engineering. Lets not constrain this process with this legislation and burden our children with crumbling 
infrastructure and further litigation. Let's come up with a coastline that developers and business interests are 
looking for - real resilience, and not an image of our  buildings being swept away by the Pacific OCean on the 
Channel 5 news.  
 
 
-Owen 

 
 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the City of Pacifica. Unless you recognize the sender's email address 
and know the content is safe, do not click links, open attachments or reply. 
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From: Coffey, Sarah
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2024 9:50 AM
To: Public Comment
Subject: FW: Concern about mayor selection

From: Nancy Tierney   
Sent: Tuesday, December 10, 2024 6:59 PM 
To: _City Council <citycouncil@ci.pacifica.ca.us>; Coffey, Sarah <scoffey@pacifica.gov>; Woodhouse, Kevin 
<kwoodhouse@pacifica.gov> 
Cc: Nancy Tierney  
Subject: Concern about mayor selection 

[CAUTION: External Email] 

Mayor, Council Members and Staff, 

I write with dismay and disappointment about the process in last night's City Council meeting to select the Mayor Pro 
Tem. No doubt orchestrated before the meeting, the selection of Mary Bier over Council Member Christine Boles was 
shameful and uncalled for. All those included in this email distribution are receiving my comments, though directed to 
just a few of you. For context, I live in District 2 and worked on Christine's campaign for Council. I have been enormously 
pleased with Christine's performance as council member, representing not only my strong concerns about 
environmental protections and environmental justice but for the livelihood of all those living in our community. I also 
take some pride in how well prepared Christine comes to meetings, having reviewed relevant documentation and 
engaging with community members. 

The Mayor talked about the Mayor Pro Tem needing to be ready to assume the role of Mayor. After two years 
immersing herself in City matters, including with associated agencies, I'm puzzled at the notion that she isn't qualified 
and well-prepared. I was also struck by the comment about it being an honor and privilege serving as Mayor. Of course, 
it is! Is that honor exclusive to an individual? I appreciate incoming Council Member Espinoza's attempt to support 
Christine's nomination as Mayor Pro Tem, despite being a nervous newcomer to Council. 

I thought about the Mayor's concluding remarks, specifically that "This is Pacifica. We're different." I don't know 
whether that was intended to justify this rogue selection process but it's not something to be proud of. As a resident in 
District 2, I feel we are being denied the opportunity, even if mostly a formality, to have our representative lead the 
Council. 

Nancy Tierney 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the City of Pacifica. Unless you recognize the sender's email address 
and know the content is safe, do not click links, open attachments or reply. 
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From: James Kremer 
Sent: Thursday, December 12, 2024 2:08 PM
To: Beckmeyer, Sue; Bier, Mary; Bigstyck, Tygarjas; Boles, Christine; Vaterlaus, Sue; Mayra 

Espinosa; Woodhouse, Kevin
Cc: Public Comment
Subject: Sad and shameful

[CAUTION: External Email] 

To our governing representatives: 

The behavior by 3 council members at Monday meeting Dec. 9 is reprehensible. The break with tradition, as noted in the 
Coastside News, is the least of the casualties. Any semblance of genuine respect and honest open-mindedness is 
torn asunder. (Yes, the 3 were complicit – the final unanimous “vote” hides the truth.) 

My personal shock and disappointment aside, the insult to Council member Boles pales beside the blatant real 
consequences of the denial. More substantively, it is inexcusable to deny District 2 of due leadership. Further, even 
though the pro-tem and Mayoral titles carry limited actual authority (& this taints this action even more), Ms 
Beckmeyer’s action shouts to all Pacificans loud and clear:  "We choose not to allow you even the appearance of due 
stature.”  No-one who follows City issues and our governing process can possibly see the this as anything other than a 
conscious denial of respect and fairness. 

This is another shameful lesion on Pacifica politics. It is not as dire as waiving appropriate ordinances and refusing to 
comply with applicable state laws by a Council majority in defense of strongly held personal opinions. But we are not 
fooled, this is what is really going on. Many citizens are paying attention. 

 -- Jim Kremer 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the City of Pacifica. Unless you recognize the sender's email address 
and know the content is safe, do not click links, open attachments or reply. 



1

From: Lyla Reinero 
Sent: Saturday, December 14, 2024 4:39 PM
To: _City Council; Public Comment; Boles, Christine; Beckmeyer, Sue; Bier, Mary; Mayra 

Espinosa; Wright, Greg
Cc: Woodhouse, Kevin; Coffey, Sarah
Subject: City Council Meeting Feedback 12.09.2024

[CAUTION: External Email] 

Greetings Council members, 

First of all, I have immense respect for any member of our community who chooses 
to run for council. It appears to be a thankless job for which you get paid next 
to nothing for serving our community. 

I was there for the entire meeting Monday night (except skipped the cake-eating 
at the end, since I couldn't stomach celebrating after seeing how it went down 
for Christine). 

The meeting had been mostly a positive love-fest until the selection of the Mayor 
Pro Tem, which was awkward, cringy, and painful to watch, especially right after 
the selection of the Mayor, which was quick, united, and joyful. I have rewatched 
the video several times and I feel worse each time I do. 

This selection process was seriously flawed and did not allow for any public 
comment or feedback. The immediate motion (and second) on the nomination was also 
unfair to the two newest council members, who were unfamiliar with the process 
and weren't afforded much time for discussion on the matter. Pacificans don't 
have the opportunity to elect their mayor by a popular vote and we rely on 
tradition and historical precedent. The majority of Pacificans I have spoken to 
had the expectation that Christine Boles would become the Mayor Pro Tem. She is 
the most thoughtful and engaging council member I have known during my 13 years 
living in Pacifica. I don't reside in her district, yet she treats all Pacificans 
as if we are her constituents and provides regular updates on the myriad of 
issues facing our town. 

The City Manager wrote in Friday's Connect with Pacifica email: "As follow-up to 
the reorganization meeting, Councilmembers have also expressed interest in 
discussing sometime during 2025 the possibility of developing clear guidelines 
for how the Mayor and Mayor pro Tem votes occur in the future, so that work item 
is likely to be added to the Council’s workplan in the New Year." 

In the near term, the right thing to do would be for Mary Beir to step down so 
that there can be community input for the Mayor Pro Tem selection. I hope and 
pray that Christine seeks another term, and that she will have the opportunity to 
serve as mayor, but I won't fault her if she chooses not to. 

Thank you all for your service. Extra thanks to Mayra Espinosa for speaking up 
for Christine, and to Christine for remaining gracious. You are loved! 
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Regards,  
Lyla Reinero 
Pedro Point Resident 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the City of Pacifica. Unless you recognize the sender's email address 
and know the content is safe, do not click links, open attachments or reply. 
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