
 

 

Pacific Grove Shoreline Management Plan  

Community open house 
Policy trade-offs quiz 
Written and oral comments from the public 

1. Do something about the parking on the ocean side of Ocean View Boulevard. 
a) Move it landside, to reduce the aesthetic and water-quality impacts. 
b) It’s fine as it is. Moving it inland will force people to cross the road to reach the shoreline. 
c) Parking is an essential public-access amenity. We need more of it. 
d) Parking is a necessary evil. Provide as little as possible and re-surface it in an environmentally sustainable 

way. 

Comments 
 Erosion of the parking on the ocean side is inevitable, so take proactive action now by moving it to the land 

side of Ocean View Blvd. 
 The parking is fine, and not causing any problems. 
 We need to know the projected impacts of climate change to address this question. 
 The large vehicles that park along Ocean View are dangerous and should be moved inland. 
 If parking were moved to the land side, it would be impossible to have people cross Ocean View, and we 

would be creating a dangerous situation for pedestrians. 
 We need better parking, not more of it.  Where could we put more parking? 
 What will the parking usage be in 20 years?  We need to plan for that, not current usage levels. 
 We need an automated shuttle to move the parking away from the shore while still providing access for 

people to enjoy it. 
 Move the parking away from the views. 
 Be creative (shuttles, parking further inland). 
 Slow down the traffic to 15 mph; add stop signs. 
 Add centralized parking in town with a map to a walking trail and encourage people to walk. 
 If parking is moved to the landside, there need to be safe crossings and trail improvements to go with that. 
 Can you restrict parking for larger vehicles, such as RV’s? That would help alleviate shore erosion and 

more immediately solve the issue. 

2. Develop an interpretive strategy (signage, app, website, public art) for the shoreline. 
a) Yes, this is an opportunity to educate the public, especially visitors, about what makes our shoreline 

unique. 
b) No, this will make more people encroach and trespass, causing more disruption to wildlife and natural 

habitats. 
c) Yes, the shoreline is P.G.’s main economic driver; this is a way to further develop it in a positive, 

sustainable way. 
d) No, the shoreline is already too crowded; we don’t need to attract more visitors. 
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Comments 
 Some in the community have proposed a monument at the Great Tidepool to honor Ed Ricketts. Please 

incorporate that into the plan. 
 We should incorporate anything related to the shoreline into an overall project to promote Pacific Grove to 

visitors. 
 Too many interpretive panels, etc. could have a negative impact on the local beauty of the area. 
 Don’t ruin the view with too much signage. Quit while we’re ahead. 
 A phone app is a good idea. 
 Use technology to minimize visual clutter of signs and memorial benches. 
 Should develop an interpretive strategy while maintaining plenty of natural shoreline beauty. 
 I support an interpretive strategy to educate the public about our unique shoreline, but want it done in a 

limited fashion. 
 Would like to see volunteers used to protect the shoreline. Also, more signs about why you should not feed 

the wildlife. 
 I don’t support public art as part of this idea. 
 An interpretive strategy should be folded into a city-wide project; it should not be a standalone plan just for 

the shoreline. 
 We should have an app for all of Pacific Grove’s assets. 

3. Make Ocean View Boulevard west of Esplanade Park one-way. 
a) Yes, erosion makes this inevitable. Instead, put in a multi-use trail and restore the space to a more natural 

state. 
b) No, this will be a big inconvenience for homeowners and visitors. 
c) Yes. But why only from Esplanade Park and not further back? 
d) I’ve thought about this a lot and have some specific ideas about how this would work. 
e) Hmm, I’m ambivalent. I can see both pros and cons. 

Comments 
 There is a walk/run trail along Ocean View Blvd., and making the street one-way would expand the 

possibilities for pedestrian access further. But what street would carry traffic in the other direction? 
 There would be impacts to those looking to park along the shoreline who are coming from the opposite 

direction of the one-way traffic. 
 Why would we let the shoreline erode if it’s such an asset? 
 In Carmel where they turned a street into a one-way, there is now a lot of pedestrian traffic in the road. If 

we did this we should add a dedicated walking path to ensure that pedestrians aren’t walking in traffic. 
 Asilomar would naturally become the reverse corridor, and it wasn’t built for that. This would negatively 

impact Asilomar residents. 
 Start at Asilomar Avenue to the Lighthouse Avenue extension, because you can return along Asilomar. 
 I don’t support this because the return will be along Asilomar. 
 What street do you propose to go the other direction? 
 How about a weekend day shutdown of Ocean View Blvd., on Sunday mornings, or something similar? 
 We should evaluate how Carmel did it. 
 I would support the one-way proposal provided it will retard erosion. 



Policy trade-offs quiz: Written and oral comments from the public   |   Page 3 

4. Mystery question 
A member of the audience poses a question, proposes a policy or states a position for discussion. 

Will the Magic Carpet be maintained or replaced by native plants? 

Comments 
 Magic carpet is part of the appeal and should be maintained. 
 Some native plants are very destructive. 
 Could diversify the area and have some native plants incorporated into distinct areas. 
 Ice plant is recommended for erosion control. 
 Installing native plants by the golf course was very expensive. 
 We need to understand what “native” means. Some historical images show the area without any 

vegetation. 
 Keep and rehabilitate the purple carpet at Perkins Park. 
 Magic Carpet should stay. 
 Native plants, but keep magic carpet. 
 Keep it. 
 Maintain and improve the magic carpet. Ice plant is OK too for erosion control. Incorporate native plants 

into smaller pockets. 

5. One of the most important questions is what to do about the shoreline riprap and seawalls. 
a) Remove it all: it’s expensive, has negative environmental impacts and eventually fails. Keep the shoreline 

as natural as possible. 
b) Continue to armor the shoreline to protect infrastructure, public access and private property. 
c) It’s not either/or. Armoring is essential in some places; in others, it can be removed and infrastructure 

relocated inland. 
d) Keep the armoring where necessary but make it visually appealing and consistent and also functional (for 

example, by integrating stairs into it). 
e) I’m ambivalent; I can see both sides of the argument. 

Comments 
 We need to focus on environmental preservation. Let nature run its course for the sake of wildlife. 
 How expensive is it to maintain? 
 Santa Cruz has a lot of armoring, but there is almost none in Pebble Beach. Our problem is that we added 

infrastructure on top of the dirt that was used as fill near the shoreline. The dirt may erode, but the 
underlying geology is solid. 

 One third of the Southern California coast is armored; armoring is a fact of our existence. Any decisions 
need to be put in the context of the cost, impact to infrastructure, etc. 

 The National Park Service uses armoring. The coast is of a similar value to the National Parks and should 
be treated the same way. 

 Armoring should be done strategically, don’t add more. 
 We shouldn’t armor more of the coast, but we don’t need to spend money removing what’s already there. 
 Out at Pt. Pinos, the parking is built on top of fill. That fill is causing silting of the tide pools. That’s an area 

where the armoring should be removed to protect wildlife in the tide pools. 
 I support deferring to the advice of coastal scientists on this issue. 
 I support keeping the armoring where necessary but don’t want to use riprap. 
 Leave the rock walls which may need reinforcement but don’t add to it. Preserve natural shoreline habitat, 

possibly remove riprap (though expensive). 
 Rip rap will never win against the ocean. It’s a Sisyphean task. 
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 The man who said 1/3 of the country uses armoring is correct, and that’s why communities all over are 
having these meetings to figure out what to do with the failing armoring. Again, can’t beat the ocean. We 
would serve the city better by realizing that and coming to terms with it. 

6. The shoreline needs a continuous walking trail and bikeway. 
a) Start by fixing user conflicts on the trail between Hopkins and Lovers Point. 
b) The main hotspot is at Lovers Point Beach, where the trail disappears and cyclists are dumped into the 

street. 
c) The real issue is beyond Lovers Point; the solution is to make Ocean View Blvd. one way and put in a 

multi-use trail instead. 
d) Put in bike lanes on Ocean View Blvd. but separate the walking trails completely from traffic. 

Comments 
 The gap starting at Lovers Point Beach isn’t big, but it is dangerous. 
 There are two types of bicyclists: pros and tourists. Tourists are ready to turn around at Lovers Point. The 

bikes that do continue along after that point are a problem in traffic. Also, cars park in the bike lane. 
 Would like to see the continuation of a recreational trail system throughout Pacific Grove. 
 When the city has had to close the parking areas due to unsafe conditions, drivers park in the bike lane. 
 If the bike trail needs to be extended, we should look at using the old railway line that is still available. 
 Leave it alone. 
 This is an artificial idea that doesn’t mention the urban and physical geography of our coastal area between 

Lovers Point and Pebble Beach. 
 At Lovers Point Beach the bikes ignore cars and the road is too narrow and dangerous. 
 Get rid of the plants and animals that are destroying the trail. 
 Slow the traffic at Lovers Point west maybe from the aquarium. 
 Extend walking and biking trails to Asilomar. 
 Use old rail lines for bike trail. 

7. What’s going to happen long-term to the waterfront homes along Ocean View Blvd.? 
a) Raise money somehow to buy owners out gradually and turn the area into parkland. 
b) Continue to maintain and re-build seawalls in order to protect the homes. 
c) Don’t do anything; let nature take its course. 
d) This is a tough one; let’s put the discussion off for now… 

Comments 
 How will the city make up for the loss of tax revenue if these houses go away? 
 Many coastal communities are elevating houses. 
 We need a specific plan to address how we will rebuild along these areas in the event of natural disasters 

impacting these homes. 
 Need more information on why this is a city concern. Specifically, how: environmental, infrastructure, tax? 
 These homes pay very high property taxes that benefit the city. 
 Maintain tax income for the city. 
 At Coral and Ocean View, rebuild perhaps on elevated piers. 
 Studies show that the cost to build seawalls and maintain them is more expensive than eminent domain. 
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8. Mystery question 
A member of the audience poses a question, proposes a policy or states a position for discussion. 

This question was skipped due to time constraints. 

9. We really need to do something about that sewage pump station near Coral Street. 
(Pump stations push sewage along pipes from a lower to a higher elevation.) 

a) Move it inland, perhaps to Esplanade Park. 
b) Leave it where it is and build a protective wall around it. 
c) Expand the other pump stations along the shoreline and re-route the wastewater. 
d) Wait—I have another idea! 

Comments 
 Move the pump to the last tee at the golf course. 
 The pumps will be fine, we should just focus on moving the electronic controls. 
 We need to do something about the impact of the odor from this pump. 
 Move the electronic controls only. 
 Expand other pump stations and eliminate this one because it smells bad. 
 Do a cost-effectiveness analysis to determine the best course of action. 

10. Fewer coastal-access restrictions or more restrictions to protect wildlife? 
a) The more restrictions, the better: fencing, roping, screens, signage, designated access points, etc. 
b) Current restrictions are heavy-handed; they turn visitors off instead of engaging them. 
c) Current restrictions are not excessive; they’re just not well-designed. We need to be more creative. 
d) The current situation strikes the right balance. 

Comments 
 Don’t get rid of the fences that are there to protect nesting areas. 
 Bring the weasels back, keep the dogs out of the park. 
 We have had encroachment by people during breeding seasons. Need to focus on ways to address that. 
 With population growth, we may need to restrict access to the tide pools. 
 Add viewing platforms for people to enjoy the natural areas from a distance. 
 Leave the fencing at Hopkins, but maybe a better design. 
 Need seasonal protections for nesting birds and for overly impacted tide pool areas. 
 Allow “windows” in Hopkins beach fence and raised viewing platforms for easy photo taking. 
 Would like more interpretive signs along the coast. 


