
Pacifica City Council unanimously approves change in quarry initiative 
language on November ballot. 
 
Pacificans will vote on whether to authorize up to 206 multi-family units in 
Rockaway Quarry. 
 
At its July 25 meeting, Pacifica City Council unanimously agreed to change the wording of the 
November ballot measure that would authorize rezoning of Rockaway Quarry. The concern was 
that the proposed ballot wording did not clearly inform voters what development they were being 
asked to approve. 
 
The ballot measure wording was changed to include the words “up to 206 multi-family units” of 
residential development. If passed, the ballot measure would authorize the City Council to 
approve a high-density residential development. A 1983 ordinance requires a vote of the people 
to approve residential development in the quarry.  
 
At the July 25 meeting, an attorney for Michigan developer Paul Heule and Eenhoorn LLC 
objected, but local citizens argued that the only reason the initiative and upcoming ballot measure 
existed was the right of Pacificans to vote on whether to approve residential development in the 
quarry, and that voters had the right to understand what they will be asked to approve. The City 
Council unanimously agreed and voted to change the ballot measure wording. The November 
2016 ballot measure will now include the words “to authorize up to 206 multi-family units of 
residential development at the Rockaway Quarry only under certain conditions specified in the 
initiative measure.” 
 
A series of developers have attempted to obtain voter approval for residential development in the 
quarry. The latest developer is Paul Heule of Eenhoorn LLC, a Michigan-based landlord with 
more than 80 complexes across the United States. After paying a rumored $5.1 million for the 
quarry site, Heule and his teams obtained the number of signatures needed to place the initiative 
on the ballot. 
 
Pacificans have been very vocal in their concerns with the rushed initiative. The City Council was 
flooded with questions and responded with what’s called a “9212” report (referring to the state 
election law section) to address the public’s questions. As the 187-page report revealed, the result 
of passage of the initiative was not at all reflected in the wording of the ballot measure, and it 
needed to be clarified. The City Council’s decision to insert the clarified wording is viewed by 
many as a victory for open, honest, and ethical elections. 
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