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From: Christine Boles <
Sent: Monday, March 14, 2022 10:17 AM
To: Bier, Mary; Woodhouse, Kevin; Wehrmeister, Tina; Public Comment
Subject: Housing Element Update on tonight's consent agenda #9

[CAUTION: External Email] 

Dear Mayor Bier, Mr. Woodhouse and Ms. Wehrmeister, 
I would respectfully ask for this item to be pulled from the Consent Agenda. 

First of all, according to the text in the staff report, it seems there must be a presentation of this item to the public. See below. 



2

 
Please pull the item, and have staff present the report to the public so we can better understand our progress in meeting our 
housing goals, especially for affordable housing.  
 
The report seems to count the affordable units at 801 Fassler as deed restricted, but I don't remember reading that in the 
project approvals. Tina, could you confirm please?  
 
I would also really like to understand the process and timeline for public engagement on the Housing Element especially given 
the work remaining to be done on the DEIR and General Plan to understand which sites are available where we can safely put 
new housing.  
 
I have other substantive questions but don't think I can meet the noon deadline. When did the deadline change to that early in 
the day? I thought it was usually a couple of hours before the meeting?  
 
Thank you, 
 
Christine Boles, Architect 

Beausoleil Architects 

  

Pacifica, CA 94044 

 

www.beausoleil-architects.com 

“Do your little bit of good where you are; it's those little bits of good put together that overwhelm the world.” - Desmond Tutu 

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: Christine Boles 
Sent: Monday, March 14, 2022 11:33 AM
To: Woodhouse, Kevin; Public Comment
Cc: Wehrmeister, Tina; Bier, Mary
Subject: Re: Housing Element Update on tonight's consent agenda #9

[CAUTION: External Email] 

Thank  you Mr. Woodhouse, but the text in the Housing Element document (second image I attached) specifically says the 
Council will CONSIDER the item at this meeting. As far as I'm aware, being on the consent agenda is not the same as 
consideration.  

In any case,  I respectfully ask for this item to be pulled, and a presentation made by staff, so that public questions about the 
document can be answered. I am not the only person who will have substantive questions about these documents.  

Christine Boles, Architect 

Beausoleil Architects 

  

Pacifica, CA 94044 

 

www.beausoleil-architects.com 

“Do your little bit of good where you are; it's those little bits of good put together that overwhelm the world.” - Desmond Tutu 

On Mon, Mar 14, 2022 at 11:12 AM Woodhouse, Kevin <kwoodhouse@pacifica.gov> wrote: 

Good morning, Ms. Boles.  

The Annual Progress Report can be on the Consent Calendar.  The report constitutes staff’s 
presentation of the information, and any member of the public can orally comment on it, as 
with any item on the consent calendar.  Any member of the public can also provide written 
comment in advance of the meeting, as you have just done.

To your other questions:
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I would respectfully ask for this item to be pulled from the Consent Agenda.  

  

First of all, according to the text in the staff report, it seems there must be a presentation of this item to the public. See 
below. 

  

 

 

Please pull the item, and have staff present the report to the public so we can better understand our progress in meeting our 
housing goals, especially for affordable housing.  
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The report seems to count the affordable units at 801 Fassler as deed restricted, but I don't remember reading that in the 
project approvals. Tina, could you confirm please?  

  

I would also really like to understand the process and timeline for public engagement on the Housing Element especially 
given the work remaining to be done on the DEIR and General Plan to understand which sites are available where we can 
safely put new housing.  

  

I have other substantive questions but don't think I can meet the noon deadline. When did the deadline change to that early 
in the day? I thought it was usually a couple of hours before the meeting?  

  

Thank you, 

  

Christine Boles, Architect 

Beausoleil Architects 

  

Pacifica, CA 94044 

 

www.beausoleil-architects.com 

“Do your little bit of good where you are; it's those little bits of good put together that overwhelm the world.” - Desmond Tutu 

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. 

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: Christine Boles 
Sent: Monday, March 14, 2022 11:56 AM
To: Public Comment; _City Council Group; Woodhouse, Kevin; Wehrmeister, Tina
Subject: Public comment/questions on Consent Agenda #9
Attachments: Christine Boles Public Comment 3.14.22 CC Consent Agenda #9.pdf

[CAUTION: External Email] 

Please see attached.  

Christine Boles, Architect 

Beausoleil Architects 

  

Pacifica, CA 94044 

 

www.beausoleil-architects.com 

“Do your little bit of good where you are; it's those little bits of good put together that overwhelm the world.” - Desmond Tutu 

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. 



    ♦ Pacifica, CA 94044 ♦        ♦       www.beausoleil-architects.com

DATE: March 14, 2022 

TO: Pacifica City Council 
Tina Wehrmeister, Planning Director 
Kevin Woodhouse, City Manager 

RE: Public Comment regarding Consent Agenda Item #9, Housing Element Update 

Dear all, 

Per my earlier emails today, I ask that this item be pulled from the consent agenda. I have a number of questions, 
some of which I asked in my previous email. Below are a few more. 

1. Packet page 214 – The chart column labeled application status has items highlighted in yellow, but I
could not find a key explaining how that answers the status question. Please elaborate.

2. Packet page 216 totals permits approved. 2021 shows 39 units approved, but the numbers above only
total 24, please explain.

3. Of those 24, 4 are noted as deed restricted. I believe these are the 801 Fassler units which may not have
actually been deed restricted, please confirm.

4. Action Program 1 – please provide example of how city has advertised this program – I have not seen it
and would have passed on the information to my clients if I had known.

5. Same for item 2. Why have we not pursued an ordinance when this was a goal 7 years ago.
6. Action Program 8  - Please explain the precise goal of this item. I’m not sure how complete streets relate

to voluntary housing rehabilitation.
7. Action Program 17 – the meeting with the school district is not the same as meeting with potential low

income housing developers. Explain how this goal has been met or is in progress of being met.
8. Item 19 – committee is a good idea. Did we try to set one up? I’d like to volunteer.

Sincerely, 

Christine Boles, Architect 
Principal 

Cc: Public Comment/Sarah Coffey 
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From: Coffey, Sarah
Sent: Friday, March 11, 2022 12:17 PM
To: Public Comment
Subject: FW: Files attached TBD Olympian Way Project Appeal
Attachments: City of Pacifica Public Works.pdf; GeoTech Review,  Olympian Way, Haro & Kasunich.pdf; GeoTech 

Report,Recommendation p1 and 13.pdf; Page 13 condition of Approval 17.pdf

From: Ila Homsher    
Sent: Friday, March 11, 2022 11:42 AM 
To: Murdock, Christian <cmurdock@pacifica.gov>; Coffey, Sarah <scoffey@pacifica.gov> 
Subject: Fw: Files attached TBD Olympian Way Project Appeal 

[CAUTION: External Email] 

Attached is an email we shared with the council last night. 

Sent from AT&T Yahoo Mail for iPad 

Begin forwarded message: 

On Thursday, March 10, 2022, 8:02 PM, Ila Homsher  wrote: 

Mayor Mary Bier and City Council Members 

This email is on behalf of  neighbors surrounding the property at TBD 
Olympian Way.   We have appealed the Planning Commission Decision CDP-
430-21, File NO 2021-018 and will be before you on March 14 to discuss the
appeal.

Attached are additional documents regarding this development.  We are 
forwarding these prior to the meeting to allow time for a more in depth review. 

The Developer presented a drainage system to the Planning Commission, which 
was approved.  The Developer did not follow the recommendation of the 
Company - GeoForensics which he hired.   

We reached out to another Geotechnical engineering company to ask for their 
opinion.   The attached letter by  Haro, Kasunich and Associates, Inc. 
Consulting Geotechnical Engineers, reviewed all of the development documents 
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and clearly point out that drainage recommendations were not adhered to in 
the approval process.   
 
        1.  Accumulated drainage should be discharged minimum 15 feet away 
from the house, PREFERABLY (emphasis         added) at the street. 
 
        2.  A percolation style dissipation system is NOT PERMITTED (emphasis 
added) for use at this site. (This is what the         Developer described as his 
plan for drainage at the January 18 meeting). 
 
We have a concern that a non-permitted drainage plan was approved by the 
Planning Commission.  Improper drainage will have a significant impact on 
neighboring properties.   Please review the attached documents that we feel 
support our concern.    
 
 
Attachments: 
  
1.  City of Pacifica Public Works Guidelines for Drainage Review. These guidelines were 
presented and not considered during the approval of the Project at Planning Commission. 
 
2. Independent Geotechnical Engineers Haro, Kasunich and Associates, Inc.,  review of 
Olympian Way Project Drainage Plan, and comments regarding compliance to the Geotechnical 
Recommendations of the Projects Investigation Report by GeoForensics.  
 
3. Developers Geotechnical Engineering Company ‐ GeoForensics Cover Page and 
Recommendation.  Showing the Recommendations and type of Drainage system that cannot be 
used on the Project site. 
 
4. Conditions of Approval, Condition #17 (page A‐3) showing that Recommendations of the 
Geotechnical Investigation must be followed. 
 
 

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: Monday, March 14, 2022 8:57 AM
To: Public Comment
Cc: Murdock, Christian; O'Connor, Bonny; Wehrmeister, Tina; Woodhouse, Kevin; Michelle Kenyon [BWS 

Law]
Subject: FW: City Council Public Hearing March 14, 2022 ;CDP-430-21, File No. 2021-018; TBD Olympian Way

From: Michael Rice    
Sent: Sunday, March 13, 2022 5:20 PM 
To: Nurse  > 
Cc: Coffey, Sarah <scoffey@pacifica.gov>; Bier, Mary <mbier@pacifica.gov>;  ; Beckmeyer, Sue 
<sbeckmeyer@pacifica.gov>; Vaterlaus, Sue <svaterlaus@pacifica.gov>; O'Neill, Mike <moneill@pacifica.gov> 
Subject: City Council Public Hearing March 14, 2022 ;CDP‐430‐21, File No. 2021‐018; TBD Olympian Way 

[CAUTION: External Email] 

Dear Mayor Bier and City council Members:  

We reside at   across the street from the proposed development. We want to register our concerns 
about the size of this project. The entire lot appers to be covered by retaining walls, buildings and paved surfaces. I can't 
imagine the total amount of materials that will be required to complete this construction project. 

We would like to know the total amount of grading, dirt removal and replacement fill and the  total number of truck 
trips and safety measures for this project. Olympian Way has no sidewalks, no truck or vehicle turnaround and it ends in 
a dead end. 

We've noticed in the Conditions of Approval item #20 a Traffic Control Plan is mentioned but there are no details about 
materials or safety measures in the plan. There is no mention of access to and from the site or how large construction 
vehicles will manuever in this limited space. 

We request to review and understand the Traffic Control Plan details before its approval. This request would give us the 
opportunity to see and comment on the plan before the Project and Traffic Plan is approved. Your assurance that this 
project will be safe to our persons and property is crucial to us. 

There is no turnabout at the end of Olympian Way. All traffic which includes garbage trucks, delivery trucks, recycling 
trucks, SUV'S and cars use our driveway at   as that nonexistent turnabout. There is a current 
construction project in process at 204 Olympian Way and their huge equipment and waste removal trucks have 
damaged and cracked the concrete of the lower portion of our driveway. I suspect the same will happen with this 
project. 

We would like to be ensured that the developer will have space on his site where trucks will be able to turn around. 
Which we assume will be highly unlikely. Therefore we request that the developer and or owner of said property be 
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liable for any damage caused by all construction equipment to our street or private property and that it be included in 
the Conditions of Approval. 
 
We ask that these concerns and requests be addressed before a final approval of this new construction project. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Michael E. Rice and 
Gerald E. Forquell. 
 

 
Pacifica, CA 94044 

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
   

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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On Fri, Mar 11, 2022 at 12:38 PM O'Connor, Bonny <boconnor@pacifica.gov> wrote: 

Hi Mike, 

I’m forwarding communication from the appellant team that was provided to City Council. Do you plan to 
have GeoForensics available at the hearing? 

Thanks 

Bonny 

From: Ila Homsher   
Sent: Friday, March 11, 2022 11:42 AM 
To: Murdock, Christian <cmurdock@pacifica.gov>; Coffey, Sarah <scoffey@pacifica.gov> 
Subject: Fw: Files attached TBD Olympian Way Project Appeal 

[CAUTION: External Email] 

Attached is an email we shared with the council last night.    

Sent from AT&T Yahoo Mail for iPad 

Begin forwarded message: 

On Thursday, March 10, 2022, 8:02 PM, Ila Homsher > wrote: 

Mayor Mary Bier and City Council Members 

This email is on behalf of  neighbors surrounding the property at TBD 
Olympian Way.   We have appealed the Planning Commission Decision CDP-
430-21, File NO 2021-018 and will be before you on March 14 to discuss the
appeal.

Attached are additional documents regarding this development.  We are 
forwarding these prior to the meeting to allow time for a more in depth review. 
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The Developer presented a drainage system to the Planning Commission, 
which was approved.  The Developer did not follow the recommendation of the 
Company - GeoForensics which he hired.   

We reached out to another Geotechnical engineering company to ask for their 
opinion.   The attached letter by  Haro, Kasunich and Associates, Inc. 
Consulting Geotechnical Engineers, reviewed all of the development 
documents and clearly point out that drainage recommendations were not 
adhered to in the approval process.   

1. Accumulated drainage should be discharged minimum 15 feet away
from the house, PREFERABLY (emphasis         added) at the street. 

2. A percolation style dissipation system is NOT PERMITTED (emphasis
added) for use at this site. (This is what the         Developer described as his 
plan for drainage at the January 18 meeting). 

We have a concern that a non-permitted drainage plan was approved by the 
Planning Commission.  Improper drainage will have a significant impact on 
neighboring properties.   Please review the attached documents that we feel 
support our concern.    

Attachments: 

1. City of Pacifica Public Works Guidelines for Drainage Review. These guidelines were
presented and not considered during the approval of the Project at Planning Commission.

2. Independent Geotechnical Engineers Haro, Kasunich and Associates, Inc.,  review of
Olympian Way Project Drainage Plan, and comments regarding compliance to the Geotechnical
Recommendations of the Projects Investigation Report by GeoForensics.
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3. Developers Geotechnical Engineering Company - GeoForensics Cover Page and
Recommendation.  Showing the Recommendations and type of Drainage system that cannot be
used on the Project site.

4. Conditions of Approval, Condition #17 (page A-3) showing that Recommendations of the
Geotechnical Investigation must be followed.

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. 

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. 









GEOFORENSICS INC.  Consulting Soil Engineering 

303 Vintage Park Drive, Suite 220, Foster City, CA 94404 Phone: (650) 349-3369 Fax: (650) 571-1878 
 

 

File: 220285 

March 11, 2022 

 

Roundhouse Industries 

900 Rosita Road 

Pacifica, CA 94044 

 

Subject:  Olympian Way Lot 

Between 131 and 151 Olympian Way 

Pacifica, California 

GEOTECHNICAL REPONSE TO KASUNICH LETTER 

 

Mr. O’Connell: 

 

This letter has been prepared to address the concerns which were raised by John Kasunich in his letter 

to Kathlena Gust on March 7, 2022.  In that letter, Mr. Kasunich expressed his concerns that the 

detention system as currently designed permits percolation of captured storm waters to be percolated 

into the site soils.  We concur with Mr. Kasunich as he identified when quoting our soils report.   

 

While the detention system uses non-perforated detention piping, the junction box (Detail 1 on Sheet 

3.1) does have a small percolation weep hole at its base to permit the box to drain after rainfall events.  

While we consider this to be a very minor amount of likely water to percolate into the soils, we are 

requesting that this small gravel weep hole be removed from the plans.  This will address the concerns 

expressed by Mr. Kasunich, thereby providing a fully contained detention system and alleviating the 

need for a seismic slope stability analysis of the upper hillside soils. 

 

Should you have any questions please contact the undersigned. 

 

Respectfully Submitted; 

GeoForensics, Inc. 

 
Daniel F. Dyckman, PE, GE      

Senior Geotechnical Engineer, GE 2145    

 

Emil cc: 1 to addressee 
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From: Dennis Thomas 
Sent: Sunday, March 6, 2022 10:13 AM
To: Public Comment
Subject: Creation of Seawall north of the Pier

[CAUTION: External Email] 

To Whom it May Concern: 

YES, we need a seawall north of the Pier in Pacifica. There is a great deal of stake here with the properties that 
will be saved. I believe it is the responsibility of the local government to defend the town and help provide 
safe communities for people to invest in. This helps everyone make a community! That is what this is all 
about,  making a community for all of us to enjoy and live in. 

Please support this project and build a seawall so people can have stability in their lives and know that we are 
safe. 

‐‐  
Dennis Thomas 

Apartment Owner on Esplanade 

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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