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From: Stacy Lein 
Sent: Monday, January 13, 2025 1:57 PM
To: Public Comment
Subject: Public Comment on Item Not on Agenda for items not on the agenda.

[CAUTION: External Email] 

To All City Council Members, 

I want to draw attention to a concerning development in the Pacifica School District. The district is proposing the 
closure of Ocean Shore School (OSS) along with layoffs, despite the fact that voters just approved Measure EE 
adding parcel taxes to preserve and enhance education in our community. 

Ocean Shore School has long been a cornerstone of Pacifica, not just for its innovative academic programs like 
Oceans 411, but for the incredible community built around parent involvement enabling rich, experiential 
learning. This culture, which is core to the unique legacy of OSS, is now at risk of being lost if the school closes. The 
relationships between students, parents, and teachers are what make OSS unique. As a parent of an OSS student the 
proposal deeply upsets me, but the impact will be broad. All OSS K-5th graders are planned to be sent to Sunset 
Ridge, and 6-8th grade programs at Ocean Shore and Vallemar will be shuttered and centralized at Ingrid B Lacy 
Middle School. 

This proposal was kept under wraps by the District's budget sub committee until last Saturday, January 11th and will 
be voted on January 22nd, less than two weeks after we found out about it. We are doing everything we can to get 
the word out and intervene at the January 22nd board meeting, and have a change.org petition running that could 
use your signature support. 

School district board decks containing the proposal are also available here for anyone who wants to dig deeper. 

Our goal is to have the school board slow down on this critical decision and involve the community in coming up 
with a solution that has a less severe impact on the students of OSS rather than trying to push through this proposal 
in secret. It is very important that a CEQA report be done as traffic flow will change and increase in already busy 
locations and moving 200+ kids (two middle school programs) to the west side of Highway 1 seems like a bad long 
term idea as that school site gets closer and closer to a hazardous zone per that CA Coastal Commision. 

If the closure goes through, we'll lose more than just a school; we'll lose a community. Larger class sizes, fewer 
resources, and the disruption of a strong parent-teacher partnership will have a lasting impact on the education our 
students receive. 

It's important that the City Council research this proposal and have a representative at the January 22nd meeting to 
share concerns about this sudden proposal. 

Thank you for reading, and please let me know if you have thoughts or ideas on how we can continue making our 
voices heard! 
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--  
Stacy Lein 
District 2 Resident and Ocean Shore Parent 
 

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, January 15, 2025 8:44 AM
To: Public Comment
Subject: FW: District 5 Citizen input

From:   
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2025 6:45 PM 
To: _City Council <citycouncil@ci.pacifica.ca.us>; Coffey, Sarah <scoffey@pacifica.gov>; Woodhouse, Kevin 
<kwoodhouse@pacifica.gov> 
Subject: District 5 Citizen input 

[CAUTION: External Email] 

Dear City Council, 

I am writing on two topics that concern me in District 5. 

1) I have attended the 12/29/24 and 1/13/25 meetings virtually as it was not able to attend in person.  The 12/9/24
meeting was disheartening for me and share the thoughts many others already spoke of the issues at hand.  I really was
struggling with trusting the council until Christine Boles was elected.   What transpired was wrong to me and very hurtful
to many in our community.  Especially, pushing aside our New District 1 council member, and stating Christine Boles was
not ready.  Sorry is not enough to trust you again.  I am requesting you develop and reinstate a rotating vice mayor
nomination and have a revote for this years Vice Mayor including comments from All council members and the public.

2) I was happy to hear Sue V. and a few other speak in public comments on Fire danger.  Living in District 5 Traffic has
already been challenging and when we were told to evacuate during the last Tsunami, I decided with the traffic, I'd
probably get killed in my car, so decided to take the risk stay home and just go down with the ship.  Besides traffic, there
are a lot of neighbors and hillside that do not have dead trees and landscaping cut to be defensible...in the event of a
fire.  Another Major issue is the year round "Illegal fireworks "  bring lit.  when the winds kicked up last week, they were
at it shooting them off.   The city really needs to ban illegal fireworks (find other ways for community groups to
fundraise) and crack down on illegal offenders with deeper finest and arrest.  Revisit Tygers quest to raise fines. This
community needs to light way less matches.  Our community safety depends on it.  I might add I would like to see our
city push back on developments (voiced by Sue Digre) to get funds to increase access and upgrade our infrastructure and 
increase services.  I am okay with multifamily affordable housing if that is done.  We already feel trapped in Linda Mar
most days and on weekends.  The LindaMar/pedro point beach and centers are so bad, many of us time our exits and
shop outside of Pacifica for everything.  I did that last week and sat in 35 minutes of traffic just to get home.

I have lived in Pacifica since 1964 and am a homeowner since 2009 and taxpayers in District 5. 

Thank you for listening to my thoughts and comments. 

Thank you for your service to our Community. 
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Best, 
 
Cheryl Dickinson  
Linda Mar  
 
Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone 
 

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: DrGreene 
Sent: Tuesday, January 21, 2025 11:31 AM
To: Berman, Lauren; Devine, Daniella; Godwin, James; Redfield, Chris
Cc: _City Council; Public Comment
Subject: Public Comment Pacfica STRs

[CAUTION: External Email] 

Dear Members of the City Counsel, 

First, I would like to thank the city council for its work in protecting and enhancing the lives of Pacificans 
and welcoming visitors to enjoy our beautiful coast. 

I have two requests: 

First, please do not delay implementing your new regulations for non-hosted STRs located in multi-unit 
buildings. We don't want our neighbors and neighborhoods to suffer. 

Second, for all non-hosted STRs, a local contact person should be available in 30 minutes to address the 
problems that arise. As a pediatrician, I understand the burden of complying with this. I am available to 
respond within 30 minutes to my patients and am local to be able to solve problems as they arise. While 
this is a burden, I consider it an important part of my job.  

Thank you for your consideration. 
Alan Greene, MD 

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: DrGreene 
Sent: Tuesday, January 21, 2025 11:37 AM
To: Berman, Lauren; Devine, Daniella; Godwin, James; Redfield, Chris
Cc: _City Council; Public Comment
Subject: Re: Public Comment Pacfica STRs

[CAUTION: External Email] 

Autocorrect Amendment: Council, not Counsel 

Best regards,  
Alan Greene, MD 

On Tue, Jan 21, 2025 at 11:30 AM DrGreene wrote: 

Dear Members of the City Counsel, 

First, I would like to thank the city council for its work in protecting and enhancing the lives of Pacificans 
and welcoming visitors to enjoy our beautiful coast. 

I have two requests: 

First, please do not delay implementing your new regulations for non-hosted STRs located in multi-unit 
buildings. We don't want our neighbors and neighborhoods to suffer. 

Second, for all non-hosted STRs, a local contact person should be available in 30 minutes to address 
the problems that arise. As a pediatrician, I understand the burden of complying with this. I am available 
to respond within 30 minutes to my patients and am local to be able to solve problems as they arise. 
While this is a burden, I consider it an important part of my job.  

Thank you for your consideration. 
Alan Greene, MD 

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: Cheryl Greene 
Sent: Tuesday, January 21, 2025 11:51 AM
To: Berman, Lauren; Devine, Daniella; Godwin, James; Redfield, Chris; _City Council; Public 

Comment
Subject: STRs Action

[CAUTION: External Email] 

Esteemed Members of the Council, 

Thank you for the countless hours of work you all provide on our behalf. I have attended many city 
council meetings and have been so impressed with the difficulty of responding to the needs and desires 
of our diverse community. Your jobs are even more difficult in this era of business objectives outweighing 
the needs of community members. 

I laud your decisions to limit non-hosted STRs and would like to encourage you to further limit their 
impact by: 

1. Enforcing a 60-day rental limit per year
2. Requiring a local contact person to respond within 30 minutes to resolve community complaints

of noise and over-parking
3. Immediately requiring STRs in multi-owner buildings to convert to long-term rentals or sell to a

non-STR owner

Best regards, 

C~ 

Cheryl Greene 
 Cell 

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: Maura O'Neill <maura@betterneighborsla.org>
Sent: Tuesday, January 21, 2025 9:28 AM
To: Public Comment
Subject: Public Comment for January 21, 2025
Attachments: Better Neighbors Comment Letter - Pacifica City Council Meeting January 17, 2025 

4929-0929-7168 v.1.pdf

[CAUTION: External Email] 

Good Afternoon, 

Attached please find Better Neighbor LA’s comment letter on the File No. 2025-001 – Text Amendment 
TA-127-25.  

Thank you, 

Maura O’Neill 
Policy Analyst and Advocate 
Better Neighbors LA  
(213) 355-7475
maura@betterneighborsla.org

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.  



 

250 East 1st Street, Suite 1201; Los Angeles, California 90012 
213.336.5900  betterneighborsla.org 

 
January 17, 2025 

Pacifica City Council 
2212 Beach Blvd    
Pacifica, CA 94044 
publiccomment@pacifica.gov  
VIA EMAIL 
 
RE: Text Amendment TA-127-25 Regarding Short-Term Rentals  
 
Dear Honorable Mayor Vaterlaus and Pacifica City Councilmembers,  
 
 Better Neighbors LA is a coalition of hosts, tenants, housing activists and community 
members. We conduct data analysis and research on the short-term rental industry, including the 
industry’s impact on coastal communities.1 Better Neighbors also works to promote short-term 
rental policies that foster true home-sharing in hosted-only short-term rentals within the Coastal 
Zone, which is the best way to balance the preservation of affordable housing and coastal public 
access. 

The updated ordinance is a good step towards safeguarding existing housing stock; 
however, without further amendments to the ordinance, the proliferation of short-term rental 
(“STRs”) will continue to leave long-term residents at risk of displacement. BNLA urges the 
Pacifica City Council to amend current STR regulations to a true home-sharing model composed 
of hosted-only rentals. A hosted-only policy that includes a primary residency requirement will 
help prevent displacement and ensure that communities are protected from the negative effects of 
STRs. Hosted STRs necessarily function as housing for their host, whereas unhosted STRs do 
not. Unhosted STRs are more likely to be owned by corporations and have no full-time, 
taxpaying resident associated with them. This is a significant issue in a city like Pacifica whose 
population is already shrinking.  

Should the Council decide not to move forward with a true home-sharing model, we 
encourage the City to adopt common-sense policies present in many jurisdictions throughout the 
California coast, including establishing a 60-night cap on the number of nights an unhosted 
short-term rental can operated annually, setting STR density limits, ensuring there is 
accountability for STR platforms, subjecting existing STRs immediately to ordinance 
requirements, disallowing properties with ADUs to have an STR, and tightening inspection 
and good neighbor policies.  

 
1 https://www.betterneighborsla.org/  

mailto:publiccomment@pacifica.gov
https://www.betterneighborsla.org/
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 Based on our data analysis and research, we suggest that the City Council move forward 
with the following ordinance amendments:   

1. 60-Night Cap on Unhosted STRs Annually: We suggest limiting the rental of 
unhosted STRs to 60 days per calendar year, rather than 90 to prevent continued 
commercialization of housing in the City. This cap is similar to the one adopted by 
the City of Half Moon Bay.2 

2. STR Density Limits: We support the recommendation from Pacifica Homes Are Not 
Hotels (PHANH) to update the ordinance to include a 250-foot lineal distance 
between STRs and to set a limitation of no more than 15% of homes on any block 
operating as STRs. Such a limitation would help distribute the impact of the negative 
effects of short-term rentals, as well as preserve the existing neighborhood character 
per the Local Coastal Plan. Currently, some streets in Pacifica contain up to 8 STRs in 
total, which alters the neighborhood and causes significant nuisance issues for 
residents. Density limits are needed to prevent the continued corporatization of 
housing, as they provide a significant roadblock to corporate speculators intending to 
buy up swathes of properties to turn into tourist accommodations. Both Seaside and 
Pacific Grove have successfully implemented density requirements for STRs based 
on lineal-foot distance from parcel boundaries.3 

3. Accountability for Platforms: Requiring the registration number in each STR 
advertisement is a good step towards compliance with the STR ordinance. However, 
more needs to be done to ensure that platforms crack down on non-compliant listings 
and comply with regulatory requirements. The Council should hold platforms 
accountable for allowing listings that violate the City’s ordinance by establishing 
a fine that could be issued to platforms that facilitate bookings and payments for 
non-compliant listings.  

4. No Exemptions for Existing Permits: STR permits granted before the issuance of this 
ordinance should not be exempt from Sections 9-4.4903(c) through (f) and 9-
4.4905(l) through (t) until those permits expire. Pacifica residents need the changes 
made in this ordinance to take effect now to protect their community from continued 
loss of housing stock. The City needs to institute the primary residency requirement 
and cap on unhosted STRs immediately to reverse some of the damage STRs have 
caused in Pacifica.   

5. Restrict STRs on Properties with ADUs: Allowing STR owners or operators to live 
in their ADU while they rent out their actual home as an STR may impact the 
availability of ADUs as affordable housing. In addition, it is extremely difficult to 
prove that an ADU is being used as primary residency which can make enforcement 
against noncompliant STRs more difficult.   

 
2 https://documents.coastal.ca.gov/reports/2023/3/W14b/W14b-3-2023-report.pdf  
3  Seaside: https://www.ci.seaside.ca.us/662/Short-Term-Rental-
Program#:~:text=The%20property%20must%20comply%20with,verify%20compliance%20with%20this%20requirement. 
Pacific Grove: 
https://www.cityofpacificgrove.org/our_city/departments/administrative_services/business_taxes,_license___resources/short-
term_rental_program/index.php  

https://documents.coastal.ca.gov/reports/2023/3/W14b/W14b-3-2023-report.pdf
https://www.ci.seaside.ca.us/662/Short-Term-Rental-Program#:%7E:text=The%20property%20must%20comply%20with,verify%20compliance%20with%20this%20requirement
https://www.ci.seaside.ca.us/662/Short-Term-Rental-Program#:%7E:text=The%20property%20must%20comply%20with,verify%20compliance%20with%20this%20requirement
https://www.cityofpacificgrove.org/our_city/departments/administrative_services/business_taxes,_license___resources/short-term_rental_program/index.php
https://www.cityofpacificgrove.org/our_city/departments/administrative_services/business_taxes,_license___resources/short-term_rental_program/index.php


Better Neighbors LA 
January 17, 2025 

Page 3 of 3 
 

 

6. Inspections of hosted STRs: According to STR listing data from AirDNA, as of 
March 2023, there were approximately 198 short-term rentals operating in Pacifica, 
173 of which were unhosted.4 The City should require inspections of all STRs to 
ensure no unhosted STR is fraudulently claiming to be a hosted STR.   

7. Responsible party: The ordinance should require that the 24/7 responsible party must 
be able to respond in-person, if needed. The mandate to answer either by phone or in-
person does not ensure that there is a local responsible party who can respond in-
person if the situation warrants it.  
 

We urge the Council to adopt the recommendations above at the January 21, 2025 
hearing, which would strengthen regulations to adequately protect long-term residents while 
allowing hosted STRs to exist. Should you have any questions, please contact Maura O’Neill at 
maura@betterneighborsla.org. 

 
Sincerely, 

 
/s/ Randy Renick 

 
 

 
 

 

 
4 Data on file with BNLA. AirDNA combines data from STR websites to put together a picture of the STR market in a particular 
area: https://www.airdna.co/  

mailto:maura@betterneighborsla.org
https://www.airdna.co/
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From: Mark Hubbell 
Sent: Monday, January 13, 2025 12:08 PM
To: Public Comment
Subject: Nomination of Mayor

[CAUTION: External Email] 

Good day, 

It was very upsetting at the previous Council Meeting to watch Councilmembers decide that they should 
become Mayor for their second term, by denying another highly qualified councilmember the opportunity 
to serve for their first term. To make it even worse, the reason stated was that the Councilmember from 
District 2 was not yet qualified. OK, if that is the way it works, then how did the recently self-selected 
Mayor from District 5 become a Mayor in the first place? How should the voters in District 2 feel about 
the candidate they elected to serve them?...that the person they chose to represent them was not 
qualified? The whole thing stunk and should be redone in a more grownup manor. 

Thank you, 

Mark Hubbell 

36 Year Pacifica Citizen 
District 4 

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, January 15, 2025 8:44 AM
To: Public Comment
Subject: FW: District 5 Citizen input

From:   
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2025 6:45 PM 
To: _City Council <citycouncil@ci.pacifica.ca.us>; Coffey, Sarah <scoffey@pacifica.gov>; Woodhouse, Kevin 
<kwoodhouse@pacifica.gov> 
Subject: District 5 Citizen input 

[CAUTION: External Email] 

Dear City Council, 

I am writing on two topics that concern me in District 5. 

1) I have attended the 12/29/24 and 1/13/25 meetings virtually as it was not able to attend in person.  The 12/9/24
meeting was disheartening for me and share the thoughts many others already spoke of the issues at hand.  I really was
struggling with trusting the council until Christine Boles was elected.   What transpired was wrong to me and very hurtful
to many in our community.  Especially, pushing aside our New District 1 council member, and stating Christine Boles was
not ready.  Sorry is not enough to trust you again.  I am requesting you develop and reinstate a rotating vice mayor
nomination and have a revote for this years Vice Mayor including comments from All council members and the public.

2) I was happy to hear Sue V. and a few other speak in public comments on Fire danger.  Living in District 5 Traffic has
already been challenging and when we were told to evacuate during the last Tsunami, I decided with the traffic, I'd
probably get killed in my car, so decided to take the risk stay home and just go down with the ship.  Besides traffic, there
are a lot of neighbors and hillside that do not have dead trees and landscaping cut to be defensible...in the event of a
fire.  Another Major issue is the year round "Illegal fireworks "  bring lit.  when the winds kicked up last week, they were
at it shooting them off.   The city really needs to ban illegal fireworks (find other ways for community groups to
fundraise) and crack down on illegal offenders with deeper finest and arrest.  Revisit Tygers quest to raise fines. This
community needs to light way less matches.  Our community safety depends on it.  I might add I would like to see our
city push back on developments (voiced by Sue Digre) to get funds to increase access and upgrade our infrastructure and 
increase services.  I am okay with multifamily affordable housing if that is done.  We already feel trapped in Linda Mar
most days and on weekends.  The LindaMar/pedro point beach and centers are so bad, many of us time our exits and
shop outside of Pacifica for everything.  I did that last week and sat in 35 minutes of traffic just to get home.

I have lived in Pacifica since 1964 and am a homeowner since 2009 and taxpayers in District 5. 

Thank you for listening to my thoughts and comments. 

Thank you for your service to our Community. 
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Best, 
 
Cheryl Dickinson  
Linda Mar  
 
Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone 
 

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: Irene 
Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2025 9:37 PM
To: Public Comment; _City Council
Subject: Re: District 2-Mayor representation

[CAUTION: External Email] 

Hi,  

Just want to let you know that I posted this to the Nextdoor website. 

************************************************ 
Need legal help from fellow Pacificans and Bay Area residents to resolve the selection of mayor and vice-mayor in 
Pacifica. 

15th Jan 2025 

Hi, 

The chaos from the 9th Dec 2024 and 13th Jan 2025 Pacifica City Council meetings on the selection of the mayor and vice-
mayor really bother me and others in Pacifica.  It is hard to move forward when injustice is done to one of our most 
active and communicated city council members, Christine Boles.  How can we move forward to deal with other issues 
when we have a dysfunctional city council right now. 

Would someone who is well versed in legal matters please step up to review the Pacifica city council procedures, by-
laws, selection process of Mayor and vice mayor, and walk the rest of us on how we can make changes legally NOW so 
District 2 can finally get true representation in the city council.   

As it stands, the voting seems rigged and no opportunity was given to let Christine have a chance to take on the role of 
vice-mayor during the 9th Dec 2024 council meeting.  Even with overwhelming support for Christine Boles from the 
general public in all the districts during the 13th Jan 2025 council meeting, there was no change from the 3 council 
members.    

The changes we need for the selection of mayor and vice-mayor are: 

1. No council member can be mayor, or vice-mayor more than once within their term.
2. If the council member gets selected for a second term and had already served in their first term, that
council member will let other council members who didn’t serve to have a chance at that role.
3. Selection will be based on rotation to let each council member have a chance at the roles of mayor and
vice-mayor.
4.  Elimination of majority voting, since it can be perceived as a power grab as happened by the 9th Dec 2024
council meeting.
5. If there are more than one council members who have not serve, then it will be based on when their terms
are ending to provide the maximum chance for each to serve.
6. Since there are now 5 districts and the current term is 4 years.  Maybe change the bylaw to a 5 years term
with a maximum of 2 terms.
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7.       Include in the process for “Recall or dismissal” of any council members or staff by the residents for 
corruptions and mismanagement. 
8.       Provide in the bylaw that in the case of a council member who had not serve, but their term is ending, the 
bylaw would automatically appoint that council member as mayor during his/her last year of his/her term. 

Any other suggestions would be welcome.  We really need to right this wrong.  I hope someone with legal expertise can 
help us.  Thanks. 

 

******************** 

 

Irene Lee 

 

PS:  Just realized the Words document doesn't do grammar checks.  I should have drafted in the email instead. 

 
On Mon, Jan 13, 2025 at 11:38 AM Irene  wrote: 
Hi,  
 
As a resident of District 2, I am angry that our district's potential mayor representation was taken away 
from us during the Dec 2024 council meeting.  There must be a clear path and bylaw for each district 
representative to have the right to represent each district as a vice-mayor and mayor during her/his 
term.  The new path/bylaw should also not allow any council member to serve more than once during 
their term, especially if there are other new council members who have not been vice-mayor and 
mayor.  There shouldn't be favoritism in the city council or "in group" to shut out other city council 
members due to differences in opinion.  We elected our representative to represent us to speak up for 
all of us in the district.   
 
Irene Lee 
District 2 

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: Ed Ochi 
Sent: Monday, January 13, 2025 12:10 PM
To: _City Council
Cc: Coffey, Sarah
Subject: Comments for City Council Including January 13th Council Meeting
Attachments: 2025-0113 Pacifica City Council re EDC.pdf



 
Transmitted by Email 
 
January 13th, 2025 
 
Pacifica City Council 
2212 Beach Boulevard 
Pacifica, CA 94044 
 
RE: General Commentary & January 13th, 2025 City Council Meeting 

Agenda Items 13 & 13, Regarding Vacancy On, Composition Of, and 
Council Monitoring of the Pacifica Economic Development Committee 

 
Dear Mayor Beckmeyer, Mayor Pro Tem Bier, and Council Members Boles, 
Espinosa, and Wright: 
I am writing you today to request: 

1. That you immediately fill the vacancy on the Pacifica Economic 
Development Committee (EDC) with another applicant from the 
October 2024 application period,  

2. Most likely through your Council Liaison(s) to the EDC, work 
interactively with the EDC prior to making changes to the Committee 
composition such as the appointment of a youth member, and 

3. Charge selected Council Liason(s) to the EDC with monitoring 
adherence to required procedures and publicly reporting 
discrepancies  

As your past Council Liaisons and others can verify, the EDC has struggled 
with achieving a quorum, with meetings being cancelled at the last minute 
for lack thereof. With one of the recent applicants apparently declining to 
accept their appointment, the EDC is left with a vacancy which makes 
achieving a quorum even more difficult. Making another call for applicants 
and screening and interviewing applicants is time consuming and will leave 
the EDC with a vacancy for several months. As an alternative I request that 
you review the applications received during the October 2024 annual 
application period and appoint one of the qualified applicants who are still 
interested in a position on the EDC. 
Regarding the appointment of the now vacant Youth position on the EDC, 
this was a Council initiative made during the candidate selection last fall. I’d 
recommend that such appointments be held pending in-depth discussion 
with the EDC regarding how such a position can be created (possibly 
including shorter appointment periods than the standard 4 year term) along 
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with anticipated tasks and responsibilities, so that appointed representatives 
have a greater opportunity to succeed.  
Finally, with regards to Council Liaisons monitoring EDC activities, it 
Council Liaison’s should view EDC behaviors with regards to transparency 
to the Public and business community of Pacifica. Because of the lack of a 
quorum the December 2024 EDC meeting was cancelled at the last minute, 
but notices were not posted at the entries to the meeting location and a notice 
of cancellation was not posted until the morning after the meeting was 
supposed to have occurred, which disregards the public’s right to attend and 
participate in the meetings. Additionally, EDC meeting minutes have not 
been prepared for approval at the following meeting, and “catch up” 
minutes issued on Friday, January 10th, 2025 are irregular short summaries 
rather than actual minutes as provided in the past, denying the public and 
business community their right to understand committee activities and 
discussions. Such behaviors only serve to further the Pacifica business 
community and public’s view that the EDC is dysfunctional and fails to meet 
its objective. 
I greatly appreciate your consideration and acting on the above. 
 
Respectfully, 

 
Edward Ochi 
Pacifica Resident 
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