
Comments by Rich Campbell, Pacifica Planning Commissioner, at October 17, 2016 meeting.  

“I wanted to ask for a study session on the traffic analysis for the Quarry development … As you know, 
we’ve got this developer, interested in placing 206 apartment units in the Quarry, and that is up for a 
vote in the upcoming elections. It’s Measure W. I am just concerned we have not had a study session on 
the traffic impacts yet, wondering if we should. I have lots of questions about the traffic analysis 
performed for the morning commute hours, in particular. I have other questions about the methodology 
used by the developer to analyze impacts associated with the commercial aspects of the Quarry 
development, but since Measure W only deals with residential components, and since there is no 
development agreement with the City or anything in Measure W that binds the developer to build the 
commercial or hotel components, … my questions tonight, and my questions to the Commissioners 
about holding a hearing, are limited to the impacts Pacifica’s morning commuters might face, especially 
from Linda Mar, Rockaway, Pedro Point and Vallemar,  and what they might experience related to the 
206 residences that might empty out onto Highway 1 from the Quarry every morning.  

I had a question about the timing of traffic counts? CalTrans’ guidance provides that the entity that 
generates the traffic impact analysis describe traffic data and how data was collected. Generally, this is 
done by an appendix to the traffic impact analysis. And here, the Quarry analysis lacks some critical 
specifics. For example, the Quarry traffic analysis does not tell us at what times traffic was counted at 
the key intersections that tie up traffic in Pacifica, which are the Highway 1 intersections with Fassler 
and Reina Del Mar Avenues. It appears the Quarry analysis relies on data from a single peak hour traffic 
count conducted in Pacifica on Thursday, June 9, 2016, “a normal weekday, when public schools were 
still in session.” That’s good. But … we just don’t know what time they were studied. Now, if you travel 
northbound out of Pacifica in the morning then you know the traffic jam occurs at these two 
intersections, largely related to school-related traffic, mainly students being dropped off at Vallemar 
School. So the timing of any analysis should, if follows, be conducted when these school related impacts 
are at their peak hour. It would make a significant difference if the study at Reina Del Mar’s intersection 
was conducted between the hour of 7:30 and 8:30 am as opposed to 8:30 and 9:30 am because much of 
the traffic is completely over by 8:45. Why would this data not be readily available in the Quarry 
analysis, I’m not sure, I confirmed with you [City Planning Department] that we don’t have it, and it 
seems like something that should be readily available ….  

There’s some other assumptions that I am having trouble with … and I would love to hear from the 
developer about them, get some clarification. I was reading the report, it seem like from what I’m 
understanding, out of an 206 apartment development they are only counting 75 cars as exiting from 
that development in the AM peak hour. A conservative estimate of cars leaving a 200 apartment unit 
complex in the morning for school or work might be 2 cars per unit, or 400 cars. Or even just 200 cars (1 
car leaving per family unit). However, here we have 75 cars. So how do we get from 400, to 200, to 75? 
That’s something I’d like to better understand. It appears the assumption is that the Quarry’s a mixed-
use development, so it’s going to have so much commercial development “a certain percentage of 
residents will opt to bike or walk to these stores instead of driving. As a result, a percent reduction in 
total vehicle trips generated is applicable.” So, in other words, Quarry residents simply will not have to 
leave the Quarry to go to work or go to school in the AM traffic hours according to this analysis.   

The other assumption I want to understand more is that only half the cars leaving the Quarry in the 
morning will exit at Reina Del Mar according to the traffic analysis. The analysis assumes that the other 



half will exit at Fassler, the other half of north bound cars are not expected to use the internal roads 
proposed in the Quarry to travel north and exit at Reina Del Mar intersection. Instead, those half of the 
cars will exit further south at Fassler. And so they are going choose to experience traffic delays 
associated with two lights (one at Fassler, and one at Reina Del Mar) instead of just one. I’d like to 
understand more about that assumption.  

Pacifica residents will not be allowed to enter the Quarry during peak traffic hours. That 50/50 split 
assumption I just mentioned ... is based on a second assumption: “vehicle access along Quarry Road 
would only be permitted by residents and hotel employees and guests.” So, current Pacifica residents 
will not be allowed to travel through the Quarry to avoid traffic in the morning. And I don’t know how 
this would be enforced …it’s not mentioned in the traffic analysis. It’s silent on that… but it seems hardly 
enforceable. I’d like to understand that better.  

And then finally mitigation. A traffic impact generally has a robust discussion of traffic mitigation. And 
here we get about four paragraphs on the last page where the developer proposes some light timing, 
increasing the timing of the lights, and bettering the signalization at the Reina Del Mar intersection and 
Fassler, and maybe restriping some lanes. It ends with a recommendation that “the Quarry [developer] 
consider additional traffic mitigation” and just leaves it at that. …Keep in mind, everything I said just 
now is just AM [residential] traffic from the Quarry and that is not talking about all the traffic associated 
with the 200 room hotel that’s also been proposed, although that is not at issue with Measure W.  So 
these are the reasons I’m proposing getting a study sooner than later.”  


