
Quarry Ballot Initiative Verbiage 
   
By Laurie Goldberg  
   
[A version of this My Turn op-ed appeared in the Pacifica Tribune, 

June 1. It has been edited here for clarity and accuracy.] 
 
I would like to clarify the misleading communication about 
the quarry developer’s ballot initiative by the Michigan 
Limited Liability Corporation ownership entity of the quarry, 
which includes Paul Heule, who also has a website 
at PacificaQuarry.com. His website, petitions, fancy 
postcards, and posts in local blogs like PacificaRiptide.com 
are used to deceive Pacificans. 
 
 What are we really voting on? The developer’s ballot 
initiative is to approve any future development for 206 multi-
family dwelling units or less in the quarry. 
 
The developer’s real estate attorney admitted that the first 
part of the initiative is poorly written, and yet the developer 
wants us to vote for it. Who in their right mind would vote on 
something that is so poorly written? 
  
Pacifica local ordinance 391-C.S. requires a vote on 
housing in the quarry, and the developer's ballot initiative is 
trying to amend this. So if we are not careful, we could 
lose our right to have a public vote on residential in the 
quarry forever. 
 
All of the other elements tossed into this initiative do not 
require a vote of the public. The property is zoned 



commercial. Developers want residential because that is 
where they will make most of their money, or they can flip 
the property. This initiative would eliminate the public vote 
requirement for any future rezone that includes residential 
development within the quarry.  
 
Residential would be limited to 206 multi-family units, which 
could not exceed four stories in height, but this initiative 
does not even mention how big they would be. Taxes on 
housing units do not pay for the services needed to 
construct and maintain them. What about the work/retail 
part? What kind of retail would we have? Would it hurt retail 
already established in Pacifica? 
  
We should support shops we already have, such as Florey’s 
independent bookstore, Stuckey’s Sustainable Fish Market, 
the little boutiques in Manor, and others. We already have 
many empty retail shops in our commercial areas. 
 The developer promises “millions in tax revenue” from the 
hotel/conference center. The developer does not make 
money on a hotel/conference center quickly, or perhaps 
ever.  
 
The added housing and increase in the number of people 
would cause stress on the infrastructure of Pacifica. Who 
pays for more crime, horrendous traffic, stress on sewer 
treatment, and water consumption, especially since we are 
in a five-year* drought, and who knows how many more 
years of drought we will have? 
 
What are the economics of 206 or fewer housing units? It’s 
good for the developer. Building and renting out apartments 
provides quick and steady cash flow to a developer who is 



spending millions to build and service housing units. Selling 
the quarry property is an even quicker and easier return to 
the developer who will realize an immediate return of several 
millions of dollars over and above what was paid for the 
property or spent on the ballot initiative. 
 
Pacifica realizes a net loss.  
Taxes on housing units do not pay for the services needed 
to construct and maintain them. Are 2,500-square-foot 
bungalows really bungalows? They are bigger than most 
houses in Pacifica. 
 
What about the environmental restoration?  
The public conversation began last August when a 
concerned member of the public asked what a backhoe 
operator was doing in the quarry. The response was “soil 
samples.” But excavations were of the type to see how well 
the soil would support foundations and buildings, not  soil 
sampling. That did damage to trails and plants. Todd Bray 
in the May 18, 2016 Tribune wrote a letter to the editor 
stating that the developer’s claims that 75 percent of the 
quarry stays open space is simply not true. 
 
Got traffic?  
Questions about traffic were not answered at the recent 
meeting at Nick’s, and it turns out that the developer has no 
plan for how to directly handle the traffic issue.  
 
What does this mean to Pacifica residents?  
The ballot initiative pre-approves up to 206 multi-family 
units, up to 200 hotel rooms, a conference center, 
and 2,500-square-foot bungalows, representing 800 to 1,000 
cars in the quarry added to the bad traffic we already have. 



 There’s a lot of doubletalk in addition to the primary 
misleading statement, which claims that the public would 
have the right to vote on future housing in the quarry.  
 
These people do not live here. They do not shop or spend 
money here. They will make money while we are stuck with 
increased traffic, crime, etc. 
 
Keep Pacifica the quaint coastal community we came to live 
in. Don’t let it become another Los Angeles. Don’t be fooled 
by smoke and mirrors. 
 
Vote No on the developer’s ballot initiative to develop 
the quarry this November. 
 
(Laurie Goldberg is a 35-year resident of Pacifica and a 
Vallemar homeowner.) 
 
---------  
* California is now in a five-year drought, not four years as the author 
originally stated.  
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/northamerica/usa/1119
2081/How-bad-is-the-California-drought.html 


