November 22, 2021
Pacifica City Council Meeting

Public Comments
Agenda Item 5
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From: Karen Clark

Sent: Monday, November 22, 2021 12:01 PM
To: Public Comment
Subject: Consent Item #5

[CAUTION: External Email]

Hello,

| would like to request that the topic of the City's response to the San Mateo Hazard Multi-jurisdictional Plan be pulled for
discussion. There were so many public comments on this plan that | believe the Council should spend some time
discussing whether the revisions are adequate, especially as it pertains to wildfire, landslides and earthquakes.

Sincerely,
Karen Clark

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: Christine Boles

Sent: Monday, November 22, 2021 12:40 PM

To: Public Comment; _City Council Group; Murdock, Christian; Woodhouse, Kevin; Wehrmeister, Tina
Subject: Comment on Agenda Item 5, Local Hazard Mitigation Plan

Attachments: Boles letter re.Multi-Hazard Risk Assessment 11.21.21.pdf

[CAUTION: External Email]

Please see attached letter. I will send my plan markups separately as the file is quite large.

Thank you,
Christine Boles, Architect

Beausoleil Architects

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.



DATE: November 22, 2021

TO:  Pacifica City Council

City Manager Woodhouse
Assistant City Manager Wehrmeister B E A so I.E I
Deputy Planning Director Murdock ARCHITECTY

Chief of Police Steidle

RE:  Multi-Hazard Risk Assessment, Consent Agenda item 5
Dear Council Members and staff,

As you can see from my letter on page 289 of your agenda packet, I have already spent a considerable amount of
time analyzing the San Mateo County Multi-Hazard Risk assessment as it pertains to Pacifica. I reviewed the
revisions this weekend and while I appreciate some of the changes that staff incorporated as a response to public
comments, I still have concerns about the accuracy of some of the information in the revised report. I would ask
you to pull the item from the consent agenda so that we the public can hear from staff and engage in some
dialogue with you all about whether some other edits/clarifications might be needed. If your vote on accepting
the document can be delayed, my preference would be to move this item to a future agenda allowing time for a
more thorough review. As this report and process pertains to council priorities of ensuring public safety, building
public engagement and rebuilding public trust, I would hope that you would see the value of an open discussion
and partnership with the community on these important issues. The importance of having an accurate document
that shows a deep understanding of the many natural hazards we face in Pacifica and the necessary mitigation
steps to both prevent and respond to inevitable environmental catastrophes cannot be overstated.

I see that the draft response that you are reviewing as part of today’s agenda that has not yet been approved by
Council has already been submitted to the County as it posted on their website. This seems very odd. I’d also like
to point out that the Wildfire Hazard Severity Map is missing from both your agenda and the county website, so
I question whether this incomplete draft can be adopted today.

I also wanted to ask if there was a draft of the General Plan Safety Element that I could see now? As according
to the City Manager, you are going to release that draft next month, surely there is additional technical
information in this new draft that relates to this hazard mitigation plan which would help better inform this
document.

Attached are my red marks with suggestions and corrections to several pages current draft. Sorry, these are a bit
sloppy, I am trying out a new document annotation method and am still getting used to the technology.

I would like to start by responding to staff responses to public comments, found starting on packet page 352.

Item 1 — Landslide Risks

Given our history, that in the winter of 1932/83 alone Pacifica was subject to 475 landslides, with multiple area
evacuations for days due to the risk of saturated hillsides and flooding, which also led to the tragic deaths of
three children, I am glad to see that the city recognizes this as the highest-ranked hazard in table 14-2.

While some commenters focused solely on Linda Mar Woods, which is in a high landslide susceptibility area, so
the concern there is very real, I am not asking for property specific level assessment here as the staff response
claims, but a robust assessment of landslide hazards that can be used as part of general planning for the entire
city.

_ . Pacifica, CA 94044 . _ ¢+  www.beausoleil-architects.com


https://cmo.smcgov.org/sites/cmo.smcgov.org/files/2021-10-19_SanMateoHMP_Vol2_AdoptionDraft.pdf

I have pointed out to Council and Planning Staff multiple times in the last year, including exactly one year ago in
public testimony as part of the Vista Mar City Council appeal hearing, that Pacifica’s General Plan and Safety
Element do not address these hazards. The Howard Donnelly Report of 1983 which informed the Safety
Element update, specifically said that Pacifica’s landslide maps were inaccurate for the type of shallow surficial
debris flow landslides Pacifica is most subject to. The report called for new landslide maps to be created back in
1983, almost 40 years ago. The 2014 Draft General Plan Safety Element posted on the city website still does not
address these landslides as I previously documented to you all in several letters and emails.

If the city is actually working on a proper update to the Safety Element now, which is supposedly soon to be
released for public review with other General Plan documents, then surely there must be better information
available that we can refer to analyze and mitigate our landslide risks. The state USGS has recently come out
with new interactive landslide maps that appear to address debris flow landslides, so we have better tools
available to us right now to address gross planning for these type of disasters. These maps should also start to be
used immediately to inform our review of development applications as there are several pending currently being
reviewed that are on hazardous sites, including

A) The home on Talbot on a site with mostly 100% slope that has already come before the Planning
Commission once this fall 2021

B) Pacifica Highlands, which is on a fast-track SB 330 application due to be complete by February of 2022.
Project plans shows two areas with historic landslides, cutting right through proposed new roads and
structures.

C) And of course, this Council majority approved the Vista Mar project in late 2020, on a site with a 52%
average slope with a history of landslides, some noted as active, using a geotechnical report that had no
recent borings in the area where the buildings were proposed. The test pits to analyze these landslides
that were required in 1991 as part of the William Cotton geotechnical peer review for a very similar
project by the same engineer, were never done.

D) Linda Mar Woods, which is also in an area with high landslide risk.

Notwithstanding our fatally out of date General Plan and Safety Element, our current planning processes do not
sufficiently protect the public from landslide and flooding risks, and that is the core reason the city is currently
being sued over this project’s approvals. We need a major overhaul of not only our General Plan and ordinances,
but our planning policies and procedures to ensure the public is protected and that the city is protected from the
tinancial losses in case of hazardous construction and bankrupt developers who leave us to pick up the pieces.

I am glad to see our Hillside Preservation Ordinance added to the hazard document, as item b under the very
first paragraph about the intent of the ordinance in Article 22.5 of our Municipal Code specifically says 70 “Help
protect people and property from all potentially hazardous conditions particular to hillsides;” As you are aware from public and
Planning Commissioner requests, making sure our HPD ordinance is propetly reviewed and enforced requires
discussion. I have recently obtained historical project documents that show the ordinance was propetly applied
to projects in the past; we can easily learn together from these documents and improve our processes moving
forwards if Council would allow the time for an open discussion in a study session. I have also offered several
times to meet with the City Manager as well as planning staff on these issues and am still very willing to do so.

2. Wildfire Risk

As previously stated, the document you atre scheduled to approve today appears to be missing the Fire Risk map.
As Pacifica residents Cindy Abbott and James Kremer so eloquently analyzed in their comments, wildfire risk
does not magically change at a city border. As we saw in the recent CZU fires in the coastal zone with an
identical climate to Pacifica, our risks have increased substantially with climate change in the past decade. Parts of
Pacifica, especially our southern border is filled with very flammable eucalyptus, is indeed a high fire risk area.
Our own 2014 General Plan Safety Element notes this area and several other areas of Pacifica as Very High Fire
Severity Zones. See image below. The fire risks in Pacifica are not uniformly “medium” as proposed in the
current document revisions.

_ . Pacifica, CA 94044 . _ ¢+  www.beausoleil-architects.com



https://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/geohazards/eq-zapp

Figure §-5:
Fire Hazards and Public Safety Services
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And should we not consider planning for increasing fire danger due to climate change? Perhaps new
developments adjacent to open spaces should be held to stricter state Wildland Urban Interface requirements to
protect both people and firefighters? Many Bay Area cities already incorporate WUIZ fire codes.
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And at what point is the Fire Department brought in to review projects in fire hazard zones? Recent examples:

A) The home on Talbot on a site bordering Milagra open space came before the Planning Commission this
fall 2021. The drawings contained errors with relation to fire hose path lengths and the lengths exceeded
state code maximum requirements of 150 feet. This non-compliance should have required special
exceptions from the Fire Marshall, which were not addressed in the staff report.

B) Pacifica Highlands, which is on a fast-track SB 330 application due to be complete by February of 2022 1
believe. The current notice of incomplete states, “A secondary egress route may be required. Additional
consultation with North County Fire Authority is required prior to approval.” 1 am shocked that this basic issue
of site access has not been resolved at this stage. On one of my current architectural projects, on a 69
acre site next to open space in Santa Clara County, the application is not deemed complete and yet the
fire department has already given detailed feedback as to road design and water capacity. We have even
had to add a new 60,000 water storage tank as a backup firefighting source as part of the initial planning
review.

C) Linda Mar Woods - the long one-way road does not meet state fire or basic Pacifica city standards. Is the
project even remotely viable?

Pacifica can and must do better in ensuring projects are safe from fire hazards with proper agency coordination
and review early on.

3. Coastal Erosion and Building Condemnation

I have marked up packet page 402 with several other hazard events and building removals that are not included
in the report. I have not done extensive research, so others are likely missing.

Staff response states that “The City has declared one additional building as unsafe for occupancy that is not included in Table
14-11 — the property at 1112 Palmetto Avenune. However, the building owner is continuing efforts to obtain approval from the
California Coastal Commission to protect the property from further coastal erosion and the building has not been demolished.”

Ginsberg, Jo@Coastal <o Ginsberg@coastal ca govs
ia@Coastal, Pat@Coastal =

L

to Stephanie@Coastal, me, Juli

Christine,
| believe the City of Pacifica is the entity that would deal with public safety issues such as exists at the subject site.
-Jo

Jo Ginsberg

Enforcement Analyst
California Coastal Commission
415-504-5269

jo.ginsberg@coastal.ca.gov
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So, what are our policies for coastal hazard removal? What are the triggers by which a structure is deemed
uninhabitable and a public danger? And who pays for the removal? There are other buildings near the cliff edges
too, such as 1044 Palmetto, where the building is now only about four feet from the edge. One major storm
could send the foundations over the edge. The city’s responses in this document seem to be severely lacking in
analysis and mitigation planning related to coastal erosion and sea level rise.

Ttk
%

I have a client meeting now and do not have the time complete my response.
Again, I encourage the City Council to take public input tonight and to complete a proper update of this

important document, which should also feed into the update to the General Plan Safety Element. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christine Boles, Architect
Principal

_ . Pacifica, CA 94044 . _ ¢+  www.beausoleil-architects.com



From: Christine Boles

Sent: Monday, November 22, 2021 12:41 PM

To: Public Comment; _City Council Group; Murdock, Christian; Woodhouse, Kevin; Wehrmeister, Tina
Subject: Re: Comment on Agenda Item 5, Local Hazard Mitigation Plan

Attachments: Note Nov 21, 2021 Review of San Mateo County Multi Hazard Risk Assessment for Pacifica by

Christine Boles, California licensed architect #02448 (1).pdf

[CAUTION: External Email]

Document notes, hopefully legible enough!
Christine Boles, Architect

Beausoleil Architects

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, Nov 22, 2021 at 12:39 PM christine Boles ||| GG -
Please see attached letter. I will send my plan markups separately as the file 1s quite large.

Thank you,
Christine Boles, Architect

Beausoleil Architects

www.beausoleil-architects.com

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



Nov 21, 2021 Review of San Mateo County Multi Hazard Risk Assessment for Pacifica by
Christine Boles, California licensed architect #024448

14.3.2 Development

Development in Pacifica has continued ata-slew-paee. The notable trend in development has been an increase in
accessory dwelling unit development within existing developed areas. The City has received a number of
development projects in hazard areas (wildland-urban interface, historic landslide, and coastal erosion areas) that
vary in scale from one single-family dwelling on an existing lot to a subdivision of dozens of acres that would
create more than 100 dwelling units. The City is carefully reviewing those projects in light of the applicable

hazards. O o — L4
. | )
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14. City of Pacifica

Table 14-2 summarizes development trends in the performance period since the preparation of the previous
hazard mitigation plan, as well as expected future development trends.

Table 14-2. Recent and Expected Future Development Trends

Criterion Response

Has your jurisdiction annexed any land since No
the preparation of the previous hazard
mitigation plan?

e e i, 74 ~da U0 Woodh, i1 i Gt

Is yourjufisdiction expected n i

::::'s? during the performance ‘period of this L %pw @w ‘g c 'F\QM ge a [ ewﬁ
— P@aQCa \O‘M&Q - \andqide

If yes, describe land areas and dominant uses.
os-d [\l Thewrvalson~

If yes, who currently has permitting authority
e areas?
Are any areas targeted for development or
major redevelopment in the next five years?

930 Oddstad Blvd.: Redevelop former elementary school into 70 workforce housing

units (adjacent to flood zone).
Hillside Meadows at Adobe Drive and Higgins Way: New development of 36 housing

units (adjacent to very high Fire Hazard Severity Zone).

If yes, briefly describe, inclidifig whetner an
of the areas are in known hazard risk areas

How many permits for new construction were 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
issued in your jurisdiction since the Single Family 8 4 7 9 2%
preparation of the previous hazard mitigation A
plan? Multi-Family 5 2 0 0 0
Other (commercial, mixed use, etc.) 0 3 4 0 0
Total 13 9 11 9 26
Provide the number of new-construction o Special Flood Hazard Areas: Monitored at time of building permit application to
permits for each hazard area or provide a ensure base flood elevation certificate. No large-scale development in SFHA
qualitative description of where development d,
has occurl d e Landslide: Monitored at time of building permit application through prelimina
geotechnical investigation to mitigate hazards. No large-scale development in
landslide areas has been pr

W@a& ‘,qjé 1gh Liquefaction Areas: Monitored at time of building permit application through

preliminary geotechmcal investigation to mitigate hazards. No large-scale
(j\ V’\J c{ develo

sunami Inundation Area: Monitored at time of coastal development permit
application through tsunami hazard analysis to mitigate hazards. No large-scale
development in tsunam| |nundat|on areas has been proposed.

me of building permit or discretionary permit J
application through evaluanon of applicability of CBC Chapter 7A WUI

— \Sk] Be MMW
to mitigate hazards. The City has received some discretionary permit

L e sonan K
or larger developments in these aréas:

scribe the level of buildout in the Pacifi€a is y built-out on privately owned lands. Sporadic in-fill development and
Jurisdiction, based on your jurisdiction’s smylall-scale projects are the most common types of development.
buildable lands inventory. If no such inventory

exists, provideaqualltatn./e description. 70 [JV\ x| V‘-O‘}' 'I-\/g"" %’lﬂ%

S Apooved W PociCa,  Weadelts.

0(@01.%66&/
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Attachment: Attachment B: City of Pacifica Annex Plan (4798 : Resolution to Approve the Multijurisdictional Local Hazard Mitigation Plan)
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Table 14-3. Legal and Regulatory Capability
Other Jurisdiction Integration

Authorit State Mandated Opportunity?
Codes, Ordinances, & Requirements

Building Code Yes No Yes Yes
Comment: Pacifica Municipal Code (PMC) Title 8; Ord. 852-C.S, eff. 1/1/2020

Zoning Code Yes Yes Yes Yes
Comment: PMC Title 9, Chapter 4, Last updated by Ord. 862-C.S., eff. 5/26/2021

Subdivisions Yes No Yes Yes
Comment: PMC Title 10; Ord. 456-85, eff. 12/25/1985

Stormwater Management Yes No Yes Yes
Comment: PMC Title 6, Chapter 12; Ord. 812-C.S., eff. 1/12/2017

Post-Disaster Recovery No No No No
Comment:

Real Estate Disclosure Yes No Yes Yes

Comment: Sewer Laterals: PMC Title 6, Chapter 13, Article 6; Ord. 784 C.S., eff. 12/28/2011
Active Faults: Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act, CA.
CA. State Civil Code 1102 requires full disclosure on Natural hazard Exposure of the sale/re-sale of any and all real property.

Growth Management Yes No No No
Comment: PMC Title 9, Chapter 5; Ord. 604-C.S., eff. 7/8/1993

Site Plan Review Yes e No Yes
Comment: PMC Title 9, Chapter 4, including but not limited to specific plangA# site development permits (Article 32), and
coastal development permits (Article 43) \
K\ de R ezrvalien Ond mance.
avticle 229

14-4 V\.QQJ’QQ La (4& ?LO/'\J’\ UL d At d TETRA TECH

Attarhmnant. Attarlhmnant R. Citu Af Dacifinra Annav Dlan (4700 . Dncnliy

I Packet Pg. 95

Qv ln en~ov e



14. City of Pacifica

O

Integration
Opportunity?

-_7

Other Jurisdiction
Local Authority Authority State Mandated
Environmental Protection Yes No Yes
C : California Envirc tal Quality Act (CEQA), required for all discretionary actions by City

General Plan Conservation Element; 1980

Preservation of Heritage Trees: PMC Title 4, Chapter 12; Ord. 542-C.S., eff. 1/10/1990

Clearing and Grubbing Permits: PMC Title 8, Chapter 20, Ord. 518-C.S., eff. 12/28/1988

Flood Damage Prevention Yes No No
Comment: PMC Title 7, Chapter 5; Ord. 822-C.S., eff. 10/11/2017
Emergency Management Yes No No

Comment: PMC Title 4, Chapter 2 §4-2.06

Climate Change es N . No
Comment: Climate Action Plan, adopted 7/2014. AS Il'od R‘é" V\g N
Yes No Yes

Other Yes
Comment: Title 6, Chapters 6-11, 13 (Sewer System and Wastewater)

Planning Documents

General Plan Yes No Yes Yes

Is the plan compliant with Assembly Bill 2140? No
Comment: The City's 1980 General Plan preceded the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 and has not been amended to specifically link to

L d
.
& \ ).VWL C/ the Local Hazard Mitigation Plan (LHMP). However, the General Plan contains a Seismic Safety and Safety Element that
— addresses various.pofential hazards facing the City and policies and action programs to address them. The Draft General
an, anticipated to be adopted in 2021, does contain direct references o

azards of concern.
Capital Improvement Plan Yes No Yes Yes
How often is the plan updated? Annually
Comment: The City of Pacifica’s Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) is a planning tool used to prioritize capital projects for the next 5 years.
The plan is updated every year identifying new projects and update the status of existing projects. These projects include
various infrastructure maintenance, storm drain improvements, parks and play field upgrades, and sewer facility

improvements.
Disaster Debris Management Plan No No No No
Comment: Countywide plan under development in 2021 would be considered for local adoption.
Floodplain or Watershed Plan No No No No
Comment:
Stormwater Plan Yes No No Yes

Comment: Municipal Regional Permit (MRP) for Stormwater Discharges (Final Order No. R2-2009-0074). Regulates stormwater
discharges in new development designs and during construction by requiring Best Management Practices (BMPs). City
enforcement supplemented by San Erancisco Bay Regionaj Water Quality Control Board. Local Storm Drain Master Plan
scheduled for update in 2022. %f‘ oi A \g CIvent 't) (a1 )

Yes

Urban Water Management Plan No
Comment: The North Coast County Water District (NCCWD) and Westborough Water District (WWD) are the potable water providers for
the City of Pacifica and are responsible for preparing the UWMP for their service areas.

Habitat Conservation Plan No No No No
Comment:

Economic Development Plan Yes No No Yes
Comment: Plan accepted by City Counci

Shoreline Management Plan Yes Yes No Yes

Comment: The City of Pacifica has a Local Coastal Program (LCP) certified by the California Coastal Commission (CCC) to allow local

control of development landward of thg shoreline. The CCC retains original jt n.for areas. ricarhigh-dic
/ line and certain other areas in Pacificg The City proved an update to its LCP that is pending CCC certification. The
updated LCP contai (panded polictes for t of the shoreline.
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Table 14-4. Development and Permitting Capability

Criterion Response
Does your jurisdiction issue development permits? Yes

If no, who does? If yes, which department? Planni artment
Does your jurisdiction have the ability to track permits by hazard area? Kﬁ:%
Does your jurisdiction have a buildable lands inventory?

wwﬂ nat 7 (e {mnw\‘eu\ o fot oéQ{’-N\:f%‘U Bloworck?

Table 14-5. Fiscal Capability

Financial Resource Accessible or Eligible to Use?
Community Development Block Grants Yes

Capital Improvements Project Funding Yes

Authority to Levy Taxes for Specific Purposes Yes, public required

User Fees for Water, Sewer, Gas or Electric Service Yes, Sewer

Incur Debt through General Obligation Bonds Yes, public vote required

Incur Debt through Special Tax Bonds Yes, If a bond revenue — Needs revenue stream
Incur Debt through Private Activity Bonds Unknown

Withhold Public Expenditures in Hazard-Prone Areas Yes

State-Sponsored Grant Programs Yes

Development Impact Fees for Homebuyers or Developers Yes, in accordance with restricti I to use of the fee
Other &s, Other General Fund Revenue ™\ 7/
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Capital planning and land use decisions informed by potential climate impacts High ‘:i.
Comment: The City's Local Coastal Program update, pending California Coastal Commission Certification, requires assessments 3
related to sea level rise and its effects on the coastline. a ¢ "'—\, OfCé" s

on in regional groups addressing climate risks
- The City participates in the RICAPS regional consortium to plan for climate risks.

High

level rise.
Champions for climate action in local government departments
Comment: The City does not have dedicate climate action/sustainability persoy
Political support for |mp|ement|ng cllmate hange adaptation strat
Comment: The Pacifica

Financial resources devoted to climate change adaptatlon
Comment: The City lacks sufficient identified funding sources for this purposg and pursues grants whenever possible.
Local authority over sectors likely to be negative impacted Medium

Comment: The City can exercise its police power over all inland areas. Certein locations within the Coastal Zone are subject to appeal
Jurisdiction or direct permit authority by the California Coastal Corymission, which limits local authority over certain decisions
affecting land subject to sea level rise and coastal erosion.

Public Capacity
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menf Paafc has engag Ol umw EFIMTT irﬁt:ding fire danger, flood risk, and coastal erosion

\
Local t nHo Medium

Comi i faptation, particularly sea Ieve/ rise adapfafion, as proven to be a divisive issue in Pacifica. There are
; jous sides of the issue that seek to advance quite different adaptation approaches.
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Table 14-11 lists past occurrences of natural hazards for which specific damage was recorded in this jurisdiction
Other hazard events that broadly affected the entire planning area, including this jurisdiction, are listed in the risk
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Table 14-11. Past Natural Hazard Eyejits

FEMA

pe of Event Disaster # Damage Assessment
Severe Weather/ Erosion N/A January 2021 = $250k - increased tidal action caused failure along Beach Blvd. seawall
Severe Weather N/A January 2020  $40k - increased tidal action caused failure along Beach Blvd. seawall
Severe Weather/ Erosion 4308 January 2017 $1.6mil - erosion on Esplanade, debris cleanup, and pump station failure
Severe Weather/Erosion CDAA2016-  January 2016 $3.4mil - Moderate flooding, coastal erosion due to increased tidal
01 action, power outages and debris from trees and sand along
the coastline
Wildfire N/A January 2015 Approx. 2.5 acres of trees and brush burned
Severe Weather/Erosion N/A December 14, $280,000 - Major flooding, power outages and debris from trees and
2014 sand along the coastline
Tsunami N/A March 11, 2011 Warning - no subsequent event,
8.9 earthquake in Japan caused Tsunami warning to West Coast of
California
Severe Weather /[Erosion  CDAA-2010- March 2009 Severe coastal erosion prompting red-tagging of adjacent homes and
04 apartments
Severe Weather/ Erosion 1646 March 29, 2005-  Moderate flooding, coastal erosion due to increased tidal action, power
April 16, 2006 outages and debris from trees and sand along the coastline
Severe Weather/ Erosion 1628 December 17,  Moderate flooding, coastal erosion due to increased tidal action, power
2005- outages and debris from trees and sand along the coastline
January 3, 2006
Landslide N/A 1997 Mudslide in the Pedro Point area of Pacifica washed out a road
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Severe Weather (coastal N/A 1997-1998 Seven homes on Esplanade Avenue lost the last 10 feet of their back
erosion) yards and residents had to evacuate.
Severe Weather, Flood January 4, 1983 On Jan. 4, 1983, more than 5 inches of rain fell in one day. Residents in

canoes paddled out of flooded homes in the San Pedro Valley. A
mudslide at the top of the valley plowed into three homes, killing three
childrep sleeping in their beds.
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14.6.2 Hazard Risk Ranking

Table 14-12 presents a local ranking of all hazards of concern for which this hazard mitigation plan provides
complete risk assessments. As described in detail in Volume 1, the ranking process involves an assessment of the
likelihood of occurrence for each hazard, along with its potential impacts on people, property and the economy.
Mitigation actions target hazards with high and medium rankings.

Table 14-12. Hazard Risk Ranking

Rank Hazard Risk Ranking Score Risk Categor
1 Landslide/Mass Movements 54 High
2 Earthquake 36 ngh
3 Severe weather 24
4 Wildfirea 20 t [7Al a C{ {
5  SealLevelRise / Climate Change 18 Viediam
6 Flood 18 Medlum
7 Tsunami 12
8

©
o

Dr 9 Low
Dam Failure N%
&\ Ranking for wildfire was qualitatively adjusted by the City based on local Wﬂlﬂdﬂiﬂﬂiﬁiﬂdﬁw this hazard.
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14.7 STATUS OF PREVIOUS PLAN ACTIONS

Table 14-13 summarizes the actions that were recommended in the previous version of the hazard mitigation plan
and their implementation status at the time this update was prepared.

Table 14-13. Status of Previous Plan Actions

Carried Over to Plan

Removed; Update

No longer | Check if |Action #in
Action Item Feasible Yes Update
PA-1— Pacifica will build infrastructure to accommodate increases in low impact v PAC-7

flooding to mitigate impacts from expected increases in incidents of shallow flooding

Comment: 2021 Stormwater Master Plan will assess flooding issues and prioritize projects.

PA-2— Pacifica will be conducting an update of its Emergency Operations Plan to v PAC-8

ensure an effective and coordinated response to disasters within the city

Comment: The Emergency Operations Plan was last updated in 2017 and plans for an update are underway.

PA-3-- Pacifica will update its flood damage prevention ordinance to mitigate 4

against damage of residential and commercial property in flood prone areas

Comment: City Council adopted Ordinance No. 822-C.S. to amend the Pacifica Municipal Code to incorporate flood damage prevention
measures. This ordinance went into effect October 11, 2017.

PA-4— Pacifica will seek to encourage and assist in the acquisition of grants for the v PAC-1

purchase or relocation of property and structures in high hazard areas to mitigate

against damage to vulnerable structures and infrastructure

Comment: Homes at 532 & 528 Esplanade on an eroding bluff Acquisition & Demolition in 2018.

PA-5— Pacifica will pursue opportunities to preserve and protect critical v PAC-9
transportation infrastructure to mitigate against isolation, economic loss and ensure

public safety.

Comment: Two Esplanade infrastructure projects along with Beach Blvd. Infrastructure Resiliency project are underway.

PA-6— Pacifica will seek to replace/upgrade its seismically-vulnerable facilities to v PAC-10

ensure provision of vital services following a hazard event.

Comment: City is currently exploring plans to replace the current Civic Center located in a structure originally built as a school house in
1914.

PA-7— Pacifica will preserve, protect, or relocate hazard prone infrastructure to v PAC-11
maintain critical services and maintain the environment.

Comment: Two esplanade infrastructure projects, Beach Bivd. Infrastructure Resiliency project, & Milagra Outfall Repair Project.
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Carried Over to Plan

Removed; Update i
No longer | Check if | Action #in
Action Item Feasible Yes Update
PA-8— Pacifica will develop and deliver business outreach programs to mitigate v PAC-12 :
against the functional loss of community businesses and promote business ‘
resiliency.

Comment: City of Pacifica Emergency Preparedness & Safety Commission produce information materials ( tsunami awareness,
earthquake preparedness) to distribute to businesses to promote resilience. Community event on wildfire preparedness is
scheduled for this June. Ongoing social media campaign to promote wildfire preparedness and evacuation planning, and
alert notification systems as fire season approaches.
PA-9— Pacifica will work with contiguous and neighboring utility districts to develop v PAC-13
its use of recycled water for irrigation and non-potable uses to reduce reliance on
potable water during periods of drought.
Comment: The City of Pacifica wastewater treatment plant produces tertiary recycled water to the North Coast County Water District
(NCCWD). The NCCWD continues to promote use of recycled water for irrigation to customers. This is an ongoing project.
PA-10—Pacifica will continue to do public education outreach to our neighborhoods v PAC-14 f
using the “Map Your Neighborhood” tool to ensure communities can take care of ng\s(—/\

themselves and those who live around them during a disaster event. ‘T \,\ ot OM & Q/Q

Work with the Neighborhood Associations

Utilize CERT members to assist in this outreach WQ_ e.‘\ (4N Q_Z QE’D% ¢

Identify those homes within the neighborhoods that have vulnerable or isolated

populations living in them J e & \,\MQ é\\/‘ CQ %\ 9\
4 ok ok

Utilize Social Media and Emergency Alert Systems to communicate preparedness

and emergency messaging O d \/\m '\J\Q&E’/\\/\Q an & .
Comment: Pacifica continues to present CERT courses and other preparedness programs to promote personal preparedness, and )
utilizes social media to promote general disaster preparedness in our community.\}\ w (@"(A» QQ
Action G-1—Where appropriate, support retrofitting, purchase, or relocation of M
structures in hazard-prone areas to prevent future structure damage. Give priority to
properties with exposure to repetitive losses. Céf *‘ C KQ CQ \/we_ ‘V\m*'
Comment: City of Pacifica acquired and demolished two homes at 532 & 528 EsplanaQe atop an eroding bluvre
damage.

Action G-2—Consider participation in incentive-based programs such as the v PAC-1
eag, last done in

Community Rating System, Tree City, and StormReady.
Comment: Achieved Tree City USA designation starting in 2019. Community Rating System recertification every two y

2020.
Action G-3—Maintain good standing under the National Flood Insurance Program v PAC-4
by implementing programs that meet or exceed the minimum NFIP requirements. i
Such programs include enforcing an adopted flood damage prevention ordinance,
participating in floodplain mapping updates, and providing public assistance and |
information on floodplain requirements and impacts.

Comment: Recertified as Class 7 in 2020. Continued to provide public assistance for floodplain information and requirements.

Action G-4—Where feasible, implement a program to record high water marks v PAC-16
following high-water events.

Comment: City considered training CERT members for future recording of high-water marks.

Action G-5—Integrate the hazard mitigation plan into other plans, programs, or v PAC-2
resources that dictate land use or redevelopment.

Comment: City's draft General Plan (adoption expected summer 2021) references LHMP. ‘e \.E ' ?
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From: Toni Boykin

Sent: Monday, November 22, 2021 9:10 AM
To: Public Comment
Subject: Agenda item no 9 - Outdoor Commercial Activities 11/22/2021

[CAUTION: External Email]

I would like once again to register my strong objections to tiwg erirxchanges at this time in City
code which would allow some businesses to operate outdoors AND specifically to provide music.

It seems that the changes are geared largely towards one particular business and a great deal of
time and expense has been devoted to catering to their wants and desires.

Objections that I have raised in the past include disabled access as the cords used for
amplified music (if offered) must cross the sidewalk and would impede safe travel (options to
avoid those barriers would require a possibly unsafe condition as disabled citizens would be
forced to go out into the street to pass by)

In addition Grape in the Fog puts up barriers that give the impression that parking is restricted
there al ALL times. It is only when I crossed the street on crutches that I was close enough to
read the fine print that the hours of restrictions are limited.

Another question is as to whether this will become a tow away zone once the change to code is
made.

I believe that the survey which had only 136 responses and (as many surveys do) may
contain language that elicits responses that are favorable to the proposal.

It is my understanding per communication with Joshua that the survey was only shared with
businesses whose email addresses appear on the City website. As a local business owner, I was
not aware of such a list until Joshua mentioned it in correspondence with him regarding this
issue. Even after his explanation, it was clear that the effort to contact business (and
individuals) was not assertive and possibly dismissive.

It is unclear how many residents in the area received the survey.

Many of the people who spoke in favor of the change at meetings and possibly those who
responded to the survey have vested interests in the outcome i.e. musicians who perform there.

I would like to suggest further evaluations and more inclusive studies before a permanent
solution is reached.

Extending the temporary Covid exceptions for a period of time could be an option. Particularly
for the venues who operated with ONLY indoor music prior to Covid. That option would still be
available to them.



Thank you for considering these comments prior to full approval of the change.

Respectfully,
Toni Boykin

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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