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P3-1 

P3-1 
See responses to comments P1-1 and P2-1 regarding RDA’s ra-
tionale for proposing the amount and configuration of parking.  
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P4-1 

P4-1 
Thank you for your comment.  
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P5-1 

P5-1 
Thank you for your comment.  
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P6-1 

P6-1 
The RDA has sponsored several community meetings and workshops 
over the past six years to present information and answer questions about 
the proposed project. Local organizations, such as Surfriders and Night 
Fighters, were invited to these meetings and workshops, where experts 
were available to discuss various topics (e.g., coastal bluff erosion, beach 
nourishment, surfing). The most recent of these meetings was held June 8, 
2006, and attending the workshop were representatives of several organi-
zations, such as Pleasure Point Night Fighters, Surfers Environmental Alli-
ance, and Save Our Shores. In addition, individuals and organizations have 
had several opportunities to submit formal comments on the proposed 
project, most recently with release of the Revised Draft EIS/EIR. A notice 
announcing the availability of this document was published in the Santa 
Cruz Sentinel on May 8, 2006. Hard copies of the Revised Draft EIS/EIR 
were available for review in both the main and Live Oak branches of the 
Santa Cruz Library, and an electronic version was posted on the County 
Planning Department Web page. Nearly 3,000 postcard announcements 
were also mailed directly to local residents, property owners, interest 
groups, and organizations. The RDA has considered the concerns ex-
pressed through these various avenues, and has made numerous changes 
in the project design in response to the comments received. An example is 
relocation of the stairway originally proposed in the vicinity of 35th Avenue 
downcoast to the 36th Avenue area because it is a better location for surf-
ers to exit the water.  
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P7-1 

P7-2 

P7-3 

P7-1 
Thank you for your comment.  

P7-2 
In response to previous agency and public comments, the RDA has re-
vised the project design to minimize the visual effects of railings. The cur-
rent design addresses this concern through the use of landscaping, where 
sufficient space is available, and split rails, where safety allows. In areas 
where the pedestrian path would come close to the bluff edge, safety 
(metal) railings would be required.  
 
P7-3 
The design of the proposed armoring follows the natural contours of the 
cliff, including areas of high relief that attempt to mimic the natural fea-
tures of the existing site conditions.  

P7-4 
As noted in Section 2.4.1 of the EIS/EIR, planting pockets in the wall de-
sign to reduce visual impacts was considered and rejected because it would 
be very difficult for the County to access and maintain the vegetation. Small 
pockets would likely flood during the winter and dry out during the sum-
mer, if left without regular care. Very few plants would be able to survive 
these conditions. In addition, the natural saline environment would limit 
plant selection. The few native plants that might be able to survive would 
probably not achieve the goal of softening the appearance of the wall.  

P7-4 
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P8-1 

P8-2 

P8-1 
Thank you for your comment.  

P8-2 
See response to Comment P1-1 above for the RDA’s rationale for propos-
ing the amount and configuration of parking. The proposed additional 
parking should not increase traffic along East Cliff Drive or create a safety 
hazard for pedestrians and bicyclists for several reasons. First, as noted in 
Section 9.2.1 of the Revised Final EIS/EIR, the additional parking spaces 
are not expected to generate new trips to the project area; rather, it is an-
ticipated that they would reduce circulation through the neighborhood 
side streets by visitors searching for limited parking spots. Second, creating 
a pedestrian walkway and bicycle path on the seaward side of the roadway 
should actually improve safety by providing separate facilities for vehicles, 
pedestrians, and bicyclists. Additionally, implementing Mitigation 9.3 
would require installing signs at the intersection of 32nd Avenue/Pleasure 
Point Drive/East Cliff Drive, similar to those at The Hook, which state 
“Bikes Must Cross.” These signs would be installed facing westbound to 
help ensure that bicyclists obey the stop sign at Pleasure Point Drive and 
cross back over to the north side of the roadway to the existing bike lane 
before continuing westward.  
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P8-3 P8-3  
The additional parking spaces are not expected to have a significant ad-
verse effect on visual resources in the project area. As previously men-
tioned, the total proposed parking would be approximately 400 lineal feet, 
or less than 15 percent, of the proposed 2,800 lineal feet parkway. There 
are often times when visitors to the area want to stop for a short period of 
time and remain in their cars to view the waves or vistas. These spaces 
would increase the opportunity for that type of visitor experience.  Creat-
ing the pedestrian walkway, bicycle path, and other parkway amenities 
would also afford the public improved opportunities to safely enjoy the 
coastal view.  
 
P8-4 
As noted in the response to Comment P1-1, the proposed parking design 
is intended to strike a balance between enhancing public access to the pro-
ject area and community concerns about maintaining the character of the 
neighborhood. While the pedestrian walkway and bicycle path are impor-
tant features of the parkway, it is also important to keep in mind that some 
members of the public are not able to access the area on foot or with a 
bicycle, and the proposed parkway would accommodate their needs as 
well.  

P8-4 
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P9-1 P9-1 
Providing public restrooms helps implement Section 30001.5 of the Cali-
fornia Coastal Act by maximizing public recreational opportunities in the 
coastal zone. There is a portable toilet currently at the site, so the pro-
posed restroom would essentially upgrade an existing facility. The County 
Parks Department maintains the area and would take responsibility for 
maintaining the improved restroom.  
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P10-1 

P10-1 
Thank you for your comment. If the project is approved, both the RDA 
and the Department of Public Works will work closely with the construc-
tion contractor(s) and monitor activities to assure conformance with pro-
ject plans and specifications.  In order to work for the County, contractors 
must be bonded and carry liability insurance.  
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P11-1 

P11-1 
See response to Comments P1-1 and P9-1 above regarding the RDA’s ra-
tionale for proposing the amount and configuration of parking and im-
provements to the restroom facility.  
 
P11-2 
The parkway design places the pedestrian and bicycle paths on the ocean 
side of the new parking spaces and separates these paths from the roadway 
and parking spaces with a six-inch high curb to minimize conflicts between 
pedestrians, bicyclists, and vehicles. Also, as previously mentioned, some 
members of the public are not able to access the area on foot or with a 
bicycle, and the proposed parkway should accommodate their needs as 
well.  

P11-2 


