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Hal Bohner 
Law Office of Hal Bohner 

1 1 5  A n g e l i t a  A v e n u e  •  P a c i f i c a ,  C A  9 4 0 4 4  
phone 650-359-4257 

hbohner@earthlink.net 
 

 

Sent by email to mkenyon@bwslaw.com 

July 24, 2013 

 

 

 

Michelle Marchetta Kenyon 

Burke, Williams & Sorensen, LLP 

1901 Harrison Street - Suite 900 

Oakland, CA 94612-3501 

 

 

Re: Loeb v. City of Pacifica, San Mateo Superior Court Case No. CIV522741 

 

 

Dear Ms. Kenyon: 

 

We have received your letter dated July 12, 2013 and we disagree with almost everything 

in it. Accordingly we have no intention of honoring your request that we dismiss our complaint. 

 

The City of Pacifica has taken numerous actions to further the proposed highway 

widening project. As stated in the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR), the City is a 

sponsor of this project. Through its staff, the City has been an integral part of the project 

development team. In June 2012, the City Council acted to nominate the project to the San 

Mateo County Transportation Authority (TA) for Measure A funds. The Council also moved to 

direct staff to encourage the selection of the wider landscaped median alternative as opposed to 

the narrower median design. In July 2012, the City Council approved a "Resolution Supporting 

the Funding of the Potential Implementation of the Design Phase” of the project to the TA. The 

resolution directed staff to submit an application for $4 million for the possible implementation 

of the design phase of the project. It also authorized the City Manager to execute a funding 

agreement with the TA to encumber Measure A Highway Program funds. For the City to now 

claim that it has not taken any action on this project is absurd. 

 

Your letter acknowledges that the next action before the City Council will be to request 

allocation of funding from the TA for the design of the project. This is the very type of action we 

seek to prevent because it would be requesting funding for the design of a project that is 

inconsistent with the Pacifica General Plan and Local Coastal Land Use Plan.  

 

The most disturbing part of your letter is the request for us to dismiss the complaint and 

“seek to work cooperatively and productively with the City.” Numerous people have asked the 

City Council to hear their concerns about the project which will widen Highway 1 to more than 
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twice its current width. It will be extremely wide at the intersections and extremely close to 

existing businesses and homes, and will create bottlenecks at each end of the widened portion. 

Citizens have asked the City Council to consider alternatives to this environmentally damaging 

project, alternatives that will reduce traffic congestion and increase safety and that can be done 

sooner, at less cost, and with far less impacts on our neighborhoods, residents, businesses, and 

local economy. However, the City Council has repeatedly ignored requests to hear citizens’ 

concerns. 

 

If the City had taken action to “work cooperatively and productively” with the many 

citizens who have asked the City to hold public hearings on the project or in some way address 

their concerns, there would have been no need to file the complaint. The City has made it clear 

that it has no real interest in working “cooperatively and productively” with its citizens who have 

asked the City to work cooperatively with them, and we are therefore compelled to move 

forward with our case. 

 

Sincerely, 

 
Hal Bohner 

 

Copy:  Peter Loeb 

 

 


