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From: Coffey, Sarah
Sent: Monday, July 24, 2023 1:55 PM
To: Public Comment
Subject: FW: The Cost of Managed Retreat

From: Beckmeyer, Sue <sbeckmeyer@pacifica.gov>  
Sent: Monday, July 24, 2023 1:22 PM 
To: Coffey, Sarah <scoffey@pacifica.gov>; La, Emily <ELa@pacifica.gov> 
Cc: Murdock, Christian <cmurdock@pacifica.gov> 
Subject: Fwd: The Cost of Managed Retreat 

Hi Sarah and Emily, 
Could you make sure that Larry Bothan’s written comments are included in the permanent record regarding BBIRP II? 

He made a public comment at the June 26th Council meeting, fyi. 
Thank you, 
— Sue B. 

From: Lawrence Bothen  
Sent: Tuesday, June 27, 2023 8:17 AM 
To: _City Council <citycouncil@ci.pacifica.ca.us>; Woodhouse, Kevin <kwoodhouse@pacifica.gov> 
Subject: The Cost of Managed Retreat 

[CAUTION: External Email] 

Dear Council Members, 

Below is a copy of my public comments on non-agenda items at last night's Council meeting for your files. I am 
somewhat comforted by your remarks later in the meeting about all the meetings and activities each of you have been 
involved in. 
But these are things the public needs to know without attending every council meeting. Most of us don't have the time. 
I believe releasing a monthly newsletter in the Pacifica Tribune that summarizes the activities and initiatives you are 
working on would go a long way to shine a light on the process of "making sausage." I understand the process can be 
long and tedious but 
a periodic progress report would erase the public perception that nothing is being done. Facts are the best way to 
control the 
rumor mill. 

Respectfully, 
Larry Bothen 

The Cost of Managed Retreat  June 26, 2023 

"I’m here to ask that City Council holds a study session to update the public on where we stand on shoreline protections 
and the Coastal Commission’s actions to block the City’s plans for its Local Coastal Program. In March all our political 
representatives at the county, state and federal levels visited the site of the Sharp Park seawall. Three months later the 
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public still doesn’t know what came out of that tour. The silence does not bode well. We have to move quickly if we’re 
going to have any chance of securing outside funding for resilience projects. 
I understand the City is struggling with all the business in front of it. The Housing Element is a huge challenge. But if we 
don’t move to protect the most vulnerable parts of Pacifica now, none of the other stuff matters. We can’t serve two 
masters. 
The Coastal Commission and the progressive element in this City would have us believe the only response to sea level 
rise is Managed Retreat. Some want to see the coast returned to its natural state. My question is which one? The farms 
that existed before the Ocean Shore Railroad? The coastside of the Spanish settlers? Or the pastoral coastside of the 
Ohlone Indians that existed before any of that? 
Well, that ship sailed with Portola. Whether or not you call our existing coast progress, that’s what we live in. You can’t 
change that with a stroke of the pen. The only natural state that can occur if we remove coastal protections and accept 
Managed 
Retreat is flooding. That means our precious beaches would be under water too. 
As a homeowner I am tired of being demonized for my selfish greed to protect what I’ve bought and paid for my entire 
working life. No matter when you bought your house, I’m sure most of us could not afford to buy it again now. That’s 
not our fault. But if you think you’re off the hook because you’re a renter, or because you live in the hills east of Coast 
Highway, think again. 
The cost of embracing Managed Retreat is not just the cost of relocating all our infrastructure east of Route 1. That 
alone would cost hundreds of millions. Route 1 itself would have to be moved along with homes and businesses. Where 
would you put them? Most of that space is occupied or unbuildable. No, the greatest cost will be to Pacifica, the state 
and every taxpayer in it, because there is not enough money in California to compensate every home and business 
owner that loses their property through the actions of zealots. Managed Retreat is an unfunded mandate that amounts 
to illegal seizure of private property. 
Under the laws of eminent domain the State is required to compensate property owners for land taken for other 
purposes at fair market value. If beaches are so valuable to California, then let’s see how much they’re worth as 
collateral for the loans it would need to pay every property owner fair market value for their property. And who do you 
think will pay for that? Taxpayers. Unless you’re in that tiny minority of the super rich who never pay taxes, that bill will 
be handed to us. All of us. 
Pacifica’s response to Sea Level Rise is a Local Coastal Plan that protects the most vulnerable and populous areas of 
Pacifica. It is the most cost effective way to meet the future head on and preserve it for future generations." 
 
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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