
Widening Highway 1? 
 

1) Most vehicles on Highway 1 have only one occupant - widening it is a 
wasteful use of precious land and just continues that practice. What if 
occupancy was increased to 1.5 vehicles?  Shared rides not mentioned in 
the DEIR.  

 
2) Measure A monies are not from gas tax, but sales tax.  Widening Highway 

1 doesn't do much for people who don't drive.   
 

3) We need better bus service, including more frequent routes, benches and 
shelters to encourage people to get out of their cars. You shouldn't need a 
car to live in Pacifica.  

 
4) $60+ MIL for a project to reduce commute times by a few minutes is not a 

good use of Measure A funds. There are better ways to remedy traffic 
backups, which are hardly the worst in the region. 

 
5) In two public meetings held in Pacifica by CalTrans and the TA, two-

thirds of the speakers were wary of the widening.  Only one-third of 
the over 200 written comments on the DEIR supported the Calera 
project. Pacificans want the alternatives studied. 

 
6) Motorists should not have to wait for over five years for the construction 

when faster and less costly alternatives are available. Traffic backups 
would be much worse as lanes of Highway 1 would be closed during 
construction. 

 
7) The construction would hamper working, dining, relaxing and outdoor 

activities in Pacifica when pile drivers would be audible from afar. 
 

8) A private home and several businesses would be demolished for the 
widening, and other properties, including homes, will suffer from having 
the highway almost at their doorstep - all so commuters can save a few 
minutes.  

 
9) The public, and Assemblyman Jerry Hill, have suggested study of eleven 

alternatives to the widening, but the transportation agencies, perhaps with 
an abundance of money, have refused to consider them.  

 
10)  Among the alternatives are adjusting the traffic signals at the intersection 

where traffic backs up (there are no traffic problems elsewhere on 
Highway 1 where there are no traffic signals) and a flex lane as on the 
Golden Gate Bridge. 

 



11)  Pacifica is currently a transportation dead end, with no rail and infrequent 
bus service. Few walk or bike to work or school. We need alternatives to 
driving cars, like direct shuttles to BART during commute times.   

 
12)  Highway 1 was once two lanes, now four. TA staff acknowledged that 

some day, even the wider highway won't be adequate...then what - 
another round of widening?  That's not sustainable. 

 
13)  Project planning needs to be done with a 100-year outlook, in particular to 

the effects of global warming: greenhouse gas emissions and sea level 
rise. 

14)  This massive cement environment with tall highway divider walls shunting 
cars through Pacifica, would make it impossible for wildlife to move from 
one habitat to another. (The median divider will be impassable). 

15)  Making Highway 1 into more of a freeway would further change the 
character of Pacifica from a scenic coastal city, to a mere pass-through 
place where motorists rush by without seeing what Pacifica offers.    

 
16)  Transportation staff have started with the project they desire, instead of 

looking at all options on a competitive basis to see which delivers the 
quickest, most cost-effective traffic relief.  Why do they refuse to study all 
options? 

 
17)  Many say this is a school year problem, with backups mostly due to 

parents driving their kids to school, one by one.  Facilitating shared rides 
for students would cost much less and provide faster relief. 

 
18)  If the TA is going to foist this project on an unwilling community, it will find 

less support for continuation of it's dedicated sales tax revenues, which 
could be well used instead by cities and the county.    

 
19)  The widening will probably not receive the required agency approvals 

(Coastal Commission staff have already written of their concerns), so let's 
get on with realistic, cost-effective solutions and stop wasting time 
and resources on this unwanted pork barrel project. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


