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From: L c I

Sent: Tuesday, November 11, 2025 5:13 PM
To: Public Comment
Subject: INC CHURCH

[CAUTION: External Email]

Council Members,

Please do not grant/ allow further development and / or significant events for the INC Church. They've
already gone around the permit process and have apparently not submitted any publicly available plans.
The increased traffic and parking issues in addition to the effects of bussed in crowds on a small
neighborhood has already stressed the homeowners there and should not be allowed to continue. It
infringes on their rights of quiet enjoyment.

Thank you for your consideration,
L. Gamblin

Get Outlook for iOS

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.



From: ponna [

Sent: Tuesday, November 11, 2025 7:43 PM
To: Public Comment
Subject: Public hearing 650 Cape Breton Dr.

[CAUTION: External Email]

Dear Pacifica Planning Commissioners and City Council Members:

I’'m writing to request that you reject the rezoning of the property located at 650 Cape Breton Dr.

The history of problems, violations and complaints are alarming. It is difficult to discern the uses intended for this site
and how your vote could influence the future use of the property.

| hope you will represent the many Pacifica residents and property owners who have been expressing their concerns for
some time regarding the current and future use of this site. Sincerely, Donna Haynes

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 attachments or reply.



From: john schuit: I

Sent: Thursday, November 13, 2025 10:48 AM

To: Public Comment

Cc: _City Council

Subject: Public Hearing on 650 Cape Breton Dr Pacifica

[CAUTION: External Email]

Dear Planning Commissioner,
(Samantha Hauser, Lauren Berman, Marjory Davis, Daniella Devine, Alex Ferguson, James Godwin,
Chris Redfield, and Pacifica City Council).

We have lived and raised our family at ||| | | | Q JEEEEE for over 50-years. My grown kids have
gone to our Pacifica Schools.

Cape Breton is a narrow residential street, especially when residence rightfully park on both sides of
the street. Currently, we have several young families with small children, which ride bikes and play
on the surrounding streets. An increase of traffic flow on Cape Breton Dr. will develop a potential
hazard not just for the children but for the community as well.

Please reject Rezoning the Property at 650 Cape Breton Dr. (Formerly called "The Stables"). The
History of problems, violations and complaints are very alarming. Itis very difficult to decern the uses
for this site and how your vote could influence the future use of this property. | hope you will
represent the Many Pacifica Residents who have been expressing their concerns for some time
regarding the current and future use of this site.

Another concern is the environmental impact in the area and an increase of potential Fire Dangers
due to the influx of large numbers of people attending services multiple days a week.

As the Operations Director of Jefferson High School District (retired), | have first- hand experience
that this organization says one thing and does the opposite. Their trust factor is not consistent.

Please Reject the Rezoning of the "Stables".
Sincerely,

John & Toni Schultz

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.



From: Michael Casey [

Sent: Friday, November 14, 2025 2:01 PM

To: Public Comment

Cc: Hauser, Samantha; Berman, Lauren; Davis, Marjory; Devine, Daniella; Ferguson, Alex;
Godwin, James; Redfield, Chris; _City Council

Subject: Public Hearing - 650 Cape Breton Drive

[CAUTION: External Email]

Dear Pacifica Planning Commissioners, et al,

I am writing to express my complete objection to the option of rezoning of this INC church property at 650 Cape
Breton Drive to something more liberal and expansive.

I am on written record with the City as being against the presence and activities of the INC organization on the
unique and tranquil Park Pacifica site at 650 Cape Breton Drive. They already have a few other such owned
properties/activities on the northern Peninsula, not very far from here. How much is enough?

I have lived on Cape Breton Drive for 52 years. Already, there are now multiple sources of new pressure on the
fabric of this quiet, traditional neighborhood. These include: the trend of corporate ownership of multiple (many)
houses (See CBS "60 Minutes" segment on this topic) - owning, in some cases, even whole neighborhoods; "Work
from home" activities that add to an ambient "headcount" increase all around, and thus, more cars parked on the
streets (and more speeding as well as other constant traffic scofflaw violations of traffic laws; AirBnB rental
activities; grown children returning home to live with parents again because of increasing TECH work layoffs locally
& regionally; general housing shortages everywhere along with high cost of rents that impede the ability of young
people to afford their own first apartments and going back home to mom & dad.

To the aforementioned dynamic mix, now add somewhat "mysterious", generally unknown activities and future plans
of the local INC church. The place seems like a guarded fortress. Large trucks are seen going to and from the site
at all hours. The church management does not appear to have any (meaningful) liaison with the immediate neighbors,
and unknown levels of contact with the City. I NEVER hear a thing from them. What have they been doing since they
purchased this property? What is going on up there now?? What are the future intentions of the church ownership for
this site?

Please be responsive to those Pacificans in the far "BOV" area (Cape Breton Dr./Oddstad Blvd. etc. continuum) of Park
Pacifica who are the most affected by the presence of this organization in our beautiful neighborhood, and the stress &
uncertainty it causes.

Thank you!
F. Michael Casey

Cape Breton Drive
Park Pacifica



From: carol Iuhrs |

Sent: Friday, November 14, 2025 5:51 PM

To: Public Comment

Cc: Hauser, Samantha; Berman, Lauren; Davis, Marjory; Devine, Daniella; Ferguson, Alex;
Godwin, James; Redfield, Chris; _City Council

Subject: Public Hearing - 650 Cape Breton Drive

[CAUTION: External Email]

Dear City Council Members and Planning Commissioners:

To begin: As a linda Mar and later Park Pacifica resident of more than 60 years I will
take this opportunity to thank you for your service to our community. I am fully aware
of how much time each of you has to spend to research and educate yourself on the
many issues that come before you.

I have a family member who lives on that Cape Breton corridor and last time this
property was used for church services a few years ago the traffic was horrific on that
small street in the very back of Park Pacifica. No children able to play outside on the
week-end and heavy traffic noises waking sleeping babies. If I visited my daughter on
Sunday I could find no place to park except in her driveway, if I was lucky. I personally
live on Everglades and noticed an uptick in traffic on my street as well since it leads
from Terra Nova Blvd. to Oddstad Blvd. and thence to Cape Breton and is normally fairly
busy enough during the commute.

I am writing to implore you to Reject Rezoning of this property. It is my hope that you
will represent your fellow Pacificans whose homes are on this quiet little street far from
our beautiful beaches and closer to our other sources of natures beauty. Allow them the
opportunity to enjoy their week-ends outside with their families and neighbors.

I am trusting you to consider the concerns of your neighbors, and thank you for taking
the time to read my letter.

Sincerely, Carol Luhrs IS



From: Debra Etienne |

Sent: Monday, November 17, 2025 10:21 AM
To: Public Comment
Subject: 650 Cape Breton Rezone

[CAUTION: External Email]

Dear Council Members:

| urge you to reject any rezoning at 650 Cape Breton. Any new development back in that special area is out of character
for a subdivision and would potentially endanger the entire Oddstad corridor should there be a fire, earthquake or other
emergency requiring an evacuation.

The current owners have not operated in good faith and as | understand it have committed illegal improvements in the
past, without proper permits or City approval. Why grant anything to new owners that come into our town and
disrespect our rules? Additionally, as you know, they have not been good neighbors and have put up No Trespassing
signs, conducted services on off hours, had deliveries at late at night and overall have been offensive to the
neighborhood. Is this the type of organization we want to promote and expand? Why wouldn’t they open their premises
to the town and welcome folks in to see what they are about? But their actions have been the opposite — hiding and
secretive services and lying about it!

| urge you to oppose any grace to this organization who has snubbed Pacifica, its laws and its neighbors.
Sincerely,
Debra Etienne

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.



From: suzanne Moore [

Sent: Monday, November 24, 2025 10:41 AM
To: _City Council; Public Comment

Cc: Suzanne Moore

Subject: Public comments 11/24/25

[CAUTION: External Email]

Honorable Council Members, City Staff, and my neighbors,
My name is Suzanne Moore, and my thoughts this evening are my own.
I have a few things I'd like to share.

1. I have spoken with our County Housing and Legal Aid about Section 8 Housing evictions, and we
recognize this pattern exists throughout the Bay Area and beyond. Since no data is collected on these
evictions, we do not know its magnitude. It is concerning because people can lose their vouchers when
they are evicted. Future federal funding for HUD is not clear - our County Housing Authority is without
knowledge of what monies the federal administration will give them after January first.

Debbie Mclintyre, Executive Director of the Housing Authority of San Mateo, is asking that all tenants who
receive letters threatening evictions or eviction notices related to:

- unpaid utility bills the tenant cannot access or

- complaints from neighbors that are without merit,
should contact Director Mcintyre at her email: dmcintyre@smchousing.org

Legal Aid states that there is a very short 10 day period after a notice of eviction when attorneys can file
for "discovery of evidence" which might validate the cause of eviction. This information can be invaluable
to atenant attorney - so tenants should contact Legal Aid as soon as possible.

The goal is to keep folks housed and to preserve their vouchers.

2. Thankyou to volunteers and merchants who are sharing information with their staff and the public
aboutimmigrant support in these very uncertain times. Volunteers will continue outreach. Supplies are
available at the library.

3. Thankyou to all our community who are conducting food drives, clothing drives, and seeking
donations during the government cutback for social services funding. If you have any time or extra funds
over the holiday, consider local volunteering and donations to the agencies stepping up to fill the need..

4. Itis likely that our City will utilize a special city council session on Tuesday 12/2 at 6 pm to discuss the
sale of our City property at 540 Crespi. This is prime land for housing: vacant infill, on a transportation
route, close to Cabrillo Elementary, next to resources like Linda Mar State Beach/ our Community

1



Center/shopping. Itis ideal for family and elder housing - and many feel public land should be used for
public good. It may well prove that the construction plan presented by the Murphys and approved by the
majority of our Planning Commission is Pacifica's best option; but | suggest the public come prepared to
ask important questions:

-what is 540 Crespi worth both as a stand alone property and as a parcel intended to merge for
development

- Would Habitat for Humanity be interested in this parcel under specific conditions? Under their model,
they could create a greater number of family low-income units that could remain affordable in
perpetuity.

- Could plans be amended that could spare the historic wetland?

- Would the Murphys be willing to work with the community to create a development that creates a
potential win-win-win - they get market rate units with a view utilizing the 540 parcel, a nonprofitis able
to build a greater number of units further east, and the wetland is spared for revitalization?
| feel public education on this project will result in public enthusiasm for the outcome. Engaging the
public in plans for sale of public land seems right and proper.

To all Pacificans, have wonderful holidays. In spite of difficult times, we can be grateful for our neighbors
who reach out and help others. Thank you, fellow Pacificans.

Suzanne Moore

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.



From: Lyla Reinero |

Sent: Monday, November 24, 2025 12:00 PM

To: Woodhouse, Kevin; Carter, Yulia; Code Enforcement; _City Council; Updegrave,
Samantha; Pacifica@hdlgov.com; Michelle Kenyon [BWS Law]

Cc: Beckmeyer, Sue; Public Comment; Bryan Reinero

Subject: Public Comment: Pacifica City Council Meeting, 11/24/2025 1987 Beach Blvd

[CAUTION: External Email]

Greetings all, I am following up regarding the nuisance STR property at
1987 Beach Blwvd.

For the health and safety of the unfortunate neighbors who live near the
property, the STR permit needs to be revoked now, not a year from now.

It's showing up the business portal under SHORT TERM RENTALS.

-~y City of Pacifica

Business Support Center Processing Center

Value SHORT TERM RENTALS

Account # Business Name Business Address
14613362 1SEQUOIA WAY --ON FILE--
14613467 1022 GRAND TETON --ON FILE--
14616272 1031 ZAMORA DR STR --ON FILE--
14613469 1149 BANYAN WAY --ON FILE--
14616397 135 SHELL STREET SHORT TERM RENTAL --ON FILE--
14615608 1560 GRAND --ON FILE--
14614171 172 SHOREVIEW --ON FILE--
14614166 174 PACIFIC AVENUE --ON FILE--
14613365 1987 BEACH BLVD --ON FILE--
14613687 2260 PALMETTO --ON FILE--

Thanks for your attention to this issue.

May you all enjoy a lovely Thanksgiving holiday.

Thanks and take care,
Lyla



On Mon, Oct 27, 2025 at 10:55 AM Lyla Reinero ||| | GGG v ote:
Greetings, Administrator(s) of the STR program in Pacifica, City
Management, and Council Members. I hope you are all keeping well.

I am writing in regards to my concerns for the neighbors of the
negligently managed, Marbella Lane-operated STR located at 1987 Beach
Blvd. I have seen the video of the situation that occurred on October 19,
where the renter trespassed onto the next-door neighbor’s property and
vandalized their security cameras. This incident is only one of the many
that have occurred over the past three years, negatively impacting the
well-being, safety, and peace of mind of the neighbors living there.

The Pacifica PD advised this neighbor (who is our friend) that she could
file criminal charges. But this puts her in an impossible and untenable
situation where she fears for her personal safety should she decide to do
so. The perpetrator knows where she lives, but she has no idea where he
lives.

Unfortunately, I know what it is like to live next to one of these
nightmare properties. We also live across the street from a Marbella Lane
property and have had to deal with many STR visitors who have acted
overtly hostile towards us and our neighbors. This includes the time when
I witnessed guests throwing debris toward our home, in the direction of my
daughters’ bedroom window. We called the PPD and filed a report.
Similarly, we declined to press charges because of fear of retaliation.
The aggressively hostile guests knew where we lived, but we had no idea
where they lived. After the fact, we discovered that the window sustained
damage and needed to be replaced.

Nobody should have to live this way. Regardless of what the wording of any
ordinance says, absentee STR hosts and operators should be compelled to
immediately remove visitors acting in a hostile manner. Both Marbella Lane
and VRBO declined to take action in the recent 1987 Beach incident, and
this short-term renter was allowed to stay several more days while our
friend was living in fear for the duration of his stay.

We're being led to believe that no action can be taken against STR
operators in the Coastal Zone until the new ordinance gets passed by the
CCC. With that said, the provisions in the ordinance from 2018 should be
maintained within the Coastal Zone.

Section 9-4.4906- Permit Revocation and Enforcement. (a) Permit Suspension or Revocation. The
Administrator may suspend or revoke a short-term rental permit after making a determination that the
permittee has violated any of the provisions of this article or is operating the short-term rental in a
manner that is detrimental to the public health, welfare or safety or constitutes a nuisance. The
Administrator shall provide the permittee with written notice stating the supporting factual basis for the
decision. The notice shall contain an advisement of the right to request an appeal before a hearing
officer by filing a written appeal.



This situation requires immediate action by the administrator and cannot
be expected to wait until the new ordinance goes into effect in the
coastal zone. Please pull the STR permit for 1987 Beach Blvd. immediately.

I'm frankly embarrassed for Pacifica right now. I'm imagining what would
happen if this story gets out to the media. At a minimum, the city looks
bad by appearing to place a higher value on the benefits of collecting TOT
taxes over the well-being of its residents. I believe that the City is
making itself vulnerable and could be held liable for the negative
consequences that have been allowed to happen and fester in our
neighborhoods because of the lack of any notable action to stop these
nuisance properties.

Thank you for your time in addressing this issue promptly.
Sincerely,
Lyla Reinero

Concerned Pacifican of Pedro Point

2018 STR Ordinance:
https://www.cityofpacifica.org/home/showpublisheddocument/384/637821517111530000

Revised STR Ordinance:
https://www.cityofpacifica.org/home/showpublisheddocument/20897/638906083461900000

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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