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From: Jordan Meisner 
Sent: Monday, October 27, 2025 12:41 PM
To: _City Council; Woodhouse, Kevin; Carter, Yulia; Updegrave, Samantha; 

Pacifica@hdlgov.com; Michelle Kenyon [BWS Law]; Public Comment
Subject: Vandalism Incident

[CAUTION: External Email] 

To Pacifica leaders: 

I wanted to bring to your attention a situation that has occurred with a recent short term 
rental at a neighbors house here in our community. Specifically, on Sunday, October 19th, 
2025 a guest staying at the VRBO at 1987 Beach Boulevard trespassed onto my neighbor's 
property and vandalized their security camera.  This is very concerning to me and my 
family. 

The Pacifica Police were called and are investigating this incident. The host, Marbella Lane, 
also knows about the incident but is still allowing the guest to stay at the rental.  My home 
is very close to 1987 Beach Blvd and it is upsetting to me that this has happened and that a 
VRBO Renter was brought into our neighborhood that would perform such an illegal 
act.  This is concerning and I worry for the safety of my daughter. 

Given City Council and city management are aware of the three plus years of ongoing 
problems with STR, I respectfully request as a concerned Pacifica resident that the City not 
renew the STR permit for 1987 Beach Boulevard during this annual renewal period. Thank 
you for choosing the health, safety, and welfare of our neighborhood over TOT. 

I know residents take great pride as I do in our wonderful neighborhood and the hard work 
that you and our city leaders partake in every single day. I see the positive changes being 
made all around town with our new City Hall, many of the streets newly paved and great 
improvements progressing.  Hopefully Beach Blvd will be paved real soon also to match all 
the side streets that have been repaired both in pavement and sidewalks. 

Thank you sincerely in advance for your action and follow through on these important 
topics. 

Warm regards, 

Jordan Meisner 
 

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: Connie 
Sent: Monday, October 27, 2025 1:58 PM
To: _City Council; Woodhouse, Kevin; Carter, Yulia; Updegrave, Samantha; Michelle Kenyon 

[BWS Law]; Pacifica@hdlgov.com
Cc: Public Comment
Subject: Unhosted STR at 1987 Beach Blvd.

[CAUTION: External Email] 

Dear Honorable City Council members, et al:  
In May of 2022, an Investor bought the house across from me and turned it into an unhosted STR 
“operated” by the Marbella Lane Corporation. An absentee property owner driven solely by profit 
subjected us to loud parties, speeding vehicles, overflowing garbage bins, overgrown weeds and a 
parade of inconsiderate strangers who disrupted our once tranquil street. An indifferent Marbella Lane 
rarely—and certainly never timely—responded to neighbors’ multiple complaints. 
With the assistance of PACIFICA HOMES ARE NOT HOTELS—and the strengthening of Pacifica’s STR 
Ordinance (thank you!!)—Sequoia Way has reclaimed its neighborhood! We persisted in our complaints 
to the city and plastered the court with PACIFICA HOMES ARE NOT HOTELS signs. The Investor got the 
message and just sold the house to a nice family with two children. Prospective buyers for a second 
house for sale on Sequoia also heeded our signs and it was purchased by another family with kids. YES! 
Children have returned to Sequoia Way!! The retirees on our cul-de-sac are overjoyed! (As is our school 
district!) 
Pacifica residents living near or next to unhosted STRs in the Coastal Zone should not have to wait for 
Pacifica’s STR Ordinance to go into effect to obtain relief from an STR constituting a nuisance. For over 
three years, renters at 1987 Beach Blvd. have severely disrupted the peace and quiet (and sanity!) of the 
neighborhood with loud parties, garbage, trespassing, comings and goings at all hours of the night, etc., 
etc. Egregious misconduct has recently escalated to menacing and intimidating behavior by an STR 
renter, including theft of signs and vandalizing of security cameras affixed to a next door home.  
Please, for the physical safety and mental well-being of adjacent property owners, DO NOT RENEW THE 
PERMIT FOR THE PROPERTY OPERATING AS AN UNHOSTED STR AT 1987 BEACH BLVD. Please help 
Beach Boulevard residents reclaim the quiet, peaceful and safe enjoyment of their neighborhood as we 
did on Sequoia Way. 
Thank you for your attention to this matter.  
Sincerely, 
Connie Menefee 
Sequoia Way, Pacifica 

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: HD 
Sent: Monday, October 27, 2025 7:26 PM
To: _City Council; Woodhouse, Kevin; Carter, Yulia; Pacifica@hdlgov.com; Updegrave, 

Samantha; Michelle Kenyon [BWS Law]
Cc: Public Comment
Subject: Marbella Lane STR

[CAUTION: External Email] 

Dear City Council Members, 

I am writing to express my frustration with the unhosted STR next to my house at 350 Buckingham Way, 
operated by Marbella Lane Corporation. 

There is a constant large number of people staying at this property (the garage has been transformed into 
a bedroom). We frequently see cars driving and parking improperly on the road, along with other issues 
that come with this type of commercial operation. The issue of unhosted STRs is out of control in 
Pacifica. We also have another full house operating as an unhosted STR on Pacific Avenue, just two 
houses down from the Marbella Lane property. 

When I moved here, I chose a residential neighborhood to raise my kids. Now, the constant flow of 
strangers—people I do not know—makes me worry about the safety of my children playing outside. I 
understand that many other Pacifica residents have complained about Marbella Lane and STRs in 
general because it is not easy to live next to one. 

I urgently and respectfully request the removal of these business operations from our residential 
neighborhoods. 

Realistically, when can I expect this to end? 

Thank you for your service and dedication, 
Haroldo 

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: Judy Surmaitis 
Sent: Monday, November 3, 2025 11:35 AM
To: _City Council; Woodhouse, Kevin; Carter, Yulia; Updegrave, Samantha; 

Pacifica@hdlgov.com; Michelle Kenyon [BWS Law]
Cc: Public Comment
Subject: for your attention

[CAUTION: External Email] 

 On Sunday, October 19, 2025, the guest staying at the unhosted STR owned and operated by the Marbella Lane
Corporation at 1987 Beach Blvd. trespassed onto a neighbor’s property and vandalized their security 
cameras 

 The Pacifica police were called and are investigating this as a 602 Trespassing Case
 Marbella Lane knows about the incident but is still allowing the guest to stay at the rental for a full nine nights
 Put this in your own words, of course: “As long-time residents of Pacifica who have also suffered living next to

an unhosted STR, it is particularly upsetting to us that this STR has brought a guest into one of our 
neighborhoods  who would perform such an illegal act." 

 Given City Council and City management are well aware of the 3+ years of ongoing problems with this STR,
I/we respectfully request, as concerned Pacifica residents, that the City NOT renew the STR permit for 1987 
Beach during this annual renewal period. 

 Thank you for choosing the health, safety, and welfare of our neighborhood over TOT.

Sincerely yours,

Judy C. Surmaitis  
Certified Hearing Representative/Case Manager 

 

 
 

 
      

 

WE ARE A PAPERLESS LAW FIRM: PLEASE SEND ALL MEDICAL RECORDS VIA EMAIL, CD or USB FLASH DRIVE
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Sharing information electronically  should be done with caution due to the inherent risk of viewing or interception of  data by 
unauthorized parties.  This electronic mail is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to whom it is addressed, and 
contains information that may be subject to the attorney-client privilege. Any dissemination, copying or use of this electronic mail 
by or to anyone other than the designated and intended recipient(s) is unauthorized and may result in civil liability and/or criminal 
prosecution.  

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: Pete Shoemaker 
Sent: Wednesday, November 5, 2025 11:21 AM
To: Public Comment
Cc: Beckmeyer, Sue; Wright, Greg; Boles, Christine; Bier, Mary; Espinosa, Mayra
Subject: Revenue-generating ideas for City of Pacifica
Attachments: Pacifica Vision.pdf

[CAUTION: External Email] 

The aƩached document gives an overall vision for Pacifica, which I feel would be the best guideline for developing new 
projects.  It sets the highest priority as an economically viable city, which means that all potenƟal projects cannot be 
revenue-negaƟve, over their enƟre lifespan.  This includes maintenance of all infrastructure. 

As our primary responsibility and economic strength is helping visitors enjoy our beauƟful coastal environment, top 
priority in projects should be visitor-serving venues such as hotels. 

New housing should be primarily mixed-use on infill lots, with higher density allowed. 

Pete Shoemaker 
 

Vallemar 

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 aƩachments or reply. 



Pacifica Vision 
 
Pacificans are the caretakers of an extraordinary part of the Bay 
Area ecosystem, a beautiful blending of hills and coastline.  It is our 
primary responsibility, and our privelege, to preserve this area for all 
species and citizens, and maintain access to it for the enjoyment of all.   
 
We do this in the following ways: 
• We keep our city economically viable, both in the short term and 

the long term.   
o All projects are analyzed for their economic viability, and we 

allow only those that do not impose a further financial burden 
on future generations. 

• We focus our local economy on serving visitors. 
o This is our responsibility to the larger community and our 

main economic strength. 
• We maintain access to our beautiful resources. 

o Highway 1 is the main artery for the entire coastal area, and 
keeping reasonable traffic flow on it is a top priority. 

• We are grounded in the best scientific information and practices. 
o We acknowledge the reality of climate change and sea level 

rise and take a long-term perspective. 
• Our strength is our community. 

o Our citizens are passionate about our city, and we support 
community efforts whenever possible. 
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From: Dinah Verby 
Sent: Monday, October 27, 2025 1:22 PM
To: Public Comment
Cc: Boles, Christine; Bier, Mary; Beckmeyer, Sue; Espinosa, Mayra; Wright, Greg; Dinah F 

Verby
Subject: Fwd: 10–20 7–25 city agenda item 10

[CAUTION: External Email] 

> Honorable Councilmembers,
>
> I apologize for the lateness of these comments, but I have been traveling off -grid and could not submit anything unƟl 
now. 
> 
> I am disappointed in the current proposed rules for selecƟon of the mayor and vice mayor. AŌer almost a year of 
deliberaƟon, I was hopeful we would see something that would address the overwhelming majority of public comments 
from last year. 
> 
> A majority of speakers clearly favored having the mayor and vice mayor posiƟons rotated between voƟng districts. The 
public also emphasized the need for all nominaƟons for these posiƟons to be made from the dais prior to any vote on 
any nominee. 
> 
> The proposed rules are silent on both of these issues. I fear this could lead to a repeat of the debacle that occurred last 
year, that we all hoped would be avoided by these changes. 
> 
> Instead, there is a quesƟonable focus on issues that most of the public did not comment or care about — namely,  the 
process for council members to decline or defer a nominaƟon. I don’t understand the need for this rule; nor do I 
understand the purpose of penalizing any council member who  declines the nominaƟon by making them wait two years 
before being re-nominated. 
> 
> These rules are not yet ready for primeƟme, so please go back to the drawing board and come back with something 
the ciƟzens of Pacifica  want and need. 
> 
> Respecƞully, 
> 
> Dinah Verby 
> Sent from my iPhone
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 aƩachments or reply.
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