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From: Planning Division

Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2026 4:23 PM
To: Public Comment
Subject: FW: Plan Pacifica with wide beaches and healthy oceans

From: markcapron oceanforesters.org <markcapron@oceanforesters.org>

Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2026 3:51 PM

To: Planning Division <PlanningDivision@pacifica.gov>

Cc: bbattalio@esassoc.com; gdomurat@smharbor.com; NorthCentralCoast@coastal.ca.gov;
ArtificialReefs@Wildlife.CA.Gov

Subject: Plan Pacifica with wide beaches and healthy oceans

[CAUTION: External Email]

Dear Planning Division - Please add your analysis and suggested action relative to your 2024 Plan as a cover on this letter
to include in the next convenient Council agenda packet.

Dear Pacifica City Council,

Keep rushing seawall replacement/repairs ahead of the strong El Nifio. Strong El Nifio winters generate monster swells
exceeding 20 feet, thermal expansion elevates sea level, and waves arrive directly from the west or southwest.

Also, consider installing a temporary research pilot thin metal foil reef large enough to protect your pier. Thin foil reefs
are explained in Appendix A of How Thin Metal Foils Can Provide Economical Shore Protection, Habitat Restoration, and
Sustainable Seafood <https://drive.google.com/file/d/1dbQllfCemOc3r7DLB7eeFjV3V7f5kUY2/view> . We can
accomplish 90% wave energy reduction in one wavelength, if that is important for the pilot.

Thin-foil reefs are excellent candidates for state and federal funding precisely because they are untried but promising
multiple benefits. They have much fewer adverse impacts on water circulation or seafloor life. They promise lower shore
protection costs and additional income from healthy sea life for every coastal community globally.

Feel free to share this widely. Happy to discuss more with all concerned.

Sincerely,

Mark
Mark E. Capron, PE
Ventura, California

Feed the world. Restore the oceans. Cure climate change.

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: Charles Goetchius_

Sent: Friday, May 22, 2026 11:46 AM
To: Public Comment; _City Council; Charles Goetchius
Subject: City of Pacifica's press release regarding air traffic

[CAUTION: External Email]

DEar elected leaders and City Council staff,

A joint press release from the City of Pacifica and the San Francisco International Airport was reported in
the " Coastside Buzz" dated April 14 2026. The article stated that air traffic would

increase temporarily over Pacifica by 30% until October 2026 due to runway repair. | have been a
homeowner in the Manor district for more than twenty years and | experienced the increase in noise
caused by the changes in routes (| think it was called "nextgen") back in 2016. The recentincrease in
noise has been just as bad or worse.

| have tried to communicate with SFO through their various websites and they have responded with
standard boilerplate statements including suggestions about how to document any "noise events".

I can assure the City Council that there are not any isolated " noise events" but a constant flow of more
large airliners passing over our neighborhoods. Furthermore | am hopeful that the Airport

authorities themselves are fully aware of which flights are taking off and where they are going.

Despite my asking, the communications from the Airport have not confirmed that changes in the routes
which cause the increased noise will be temporary and will be stopped after the runway repair is
completed.

Since the City of Pacifica felt confident enough in the information to put out a press release my neighbors
and | would like assurances from this council regarding:

1) The methodology used to estimate the 30% increase in flights over Pacifica

2) The actualincrease in these flights since April first. | am sure it is greater than 30%

3) Assurances that the information released by the City of Pacifica was accurate and that the increase
will stop when the runway work is finished.

I am planning on addressing the City council on May 26. | believe that this issue is clearly within the
scope of responsibilities of the council as it relates to noise pollution and the quality of life for the
citizens of Pacifica. Additionally, as | have referenced before, itis proper to seek clarification or
correction on information the City of Pacifica has already disseminated .

Thank you for your attention in this matter.

Sincerely,

Charley Goetchius




From: sran wismar

Sent: Sunday, May 24, 2026 11:06 PM
To: Public Comment
Subject: KEEP the Safe Parking Program in Pacifica

[CAUTION: External Email]

This is Brian Wismar; | live in the back of the valley in Pacifica and find that our community NEEDS to
extend the Safe Parking Program in Pacifica. The Safe Parking Program is a policy of COMPASSION; if the
local officials want to show that they actually care about their constituents and the people they serve,
then they MUST continue the Safe Parking Program; it is an avenue to assist the homeless to become
housed, where affordable housing is a mainline issue that we all face. We need to think about our most
vulnerable residents and most vulnerable families with children. This is a key moral litmus test for our
city council members.

Sincerely,
Brian

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: Betsy Giovannon

Sent: Monday, May 25, 2026 9:39 AM
To: Public Comment
Subject: Safe Parking Program

[CAUTION: External Email]

Dear Pacifica City Council Members, | urge you to continue to support the safe parking program in
Pacifica which has been successful in providing assistance to people to move from RV dwelling to
permanent housing. | also support using available funds to pre-pay for spaces in the RV park. Let’s
continue to show compassion to our neighbors in need with a program that has been successful.
Betsy Giovannoni

40 yr Pacifica homeowner

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: Lorrie sheets |

Sent: Tuesday, May 26, 2026 11:16 AM
To: Public Comment
Subject: Public Comment on Item Not on Agenda

[CAUTION: External Email]

My name is Lorrie Sheets and my comment is asking the Pacifica City Council not to renew the City's contract with Flock
Safety for Automated License Plate Reader technology.

Pacifica should not renew its Automated License Plate Reader (ALPR) contract with Flock Safety because the system
poses serious risks to privacy, civil liberties, public trust, and local control over sensitive data. Flock’s platform does more
than read license plates: it creates searchable records of vehicles and their movements, enables broad data sharing, and
fits into a wider surveillance ecosystem that is increasingly difficult for local governments to control. In California and
across the country, cities have already suspended or ended Flock contracts after discovering unauthorized access, data-
sharing problems, security weaknesses, or a basic mismatch between the technology and community values. Pacifica
should do the same and end its relationship with Flock Safety.

The strongest argument against renewing Pacifica’s Flock contract is not just what the system does today, but what it is
designed to become over time. Flock is no longer simply selling fixed license plate readers. It is building an integrated
surveillance platform that combines vehicle tracking with other sensors, broader data connections, and real-time response
tools. Once a city joins that ecosystem, the pressure to expand collection, sharing, and uses of data tends to grow. That is
how limited tools become routine infrastructure for mass surveillance.

Flock’s own materials emphasize an expanding partner ecosystem and open integrations. The concern for Pacifica is not
guilt by association; it is the direction of travel: more systems connected together, more data made searchable across
platforms, and more opportunities for surveillance to spread beyond the narrow use case originally presented to the
public.

The constitutional limits of large-scale ALPR tracking remain unsettled. Some courts have recently rejected Fourth
Amendment challenges to narrower sets of public-road license plate hits, while other judges and advocates have warned
that modern ALPR databases can become the functional equivalent of long-term location tracking. The law is still
evolving, but the privacy risk is already clear: once a city helps create a searchable archive of everyone’s movements, it
may take years of litigation to learn where the constitutional line actually falls. Pacifica should not assume that because
this surveillance is technologically possible, it is democratically wise or constitutionally sound.

When a vendor’s business model is to capture more data, connect more tools, and normalize broader monitoring, renewal
is not a neutral act—it is a vote to help build the next layer of mass surveillance.

Before the Flock contract comes up for renewal this fall, please listen to public comment about people's real concerns
about the technology.

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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