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APPENDIX
PUBLIC OUTREACH SUMMARIES

• Workshop #1; October 5, November 1 and 2, 2018

• Workshop #2; November 15 and 16, 2018

• Workshop #3; February 7 and 8, 2018

DESIGN ALTERNATIVES
• Alternative #1 - Environmental Restoration & Education

• Alternative #2 - Community Gathering & Recreation

• Alternative #3 - Community Art & Wellness

PREVIOUS REPORTS & REFERENCES



 MEMORANDUM 
 

To: Project Team 

From: Grace Larson 

Date: February 26, 2016 

Project Name:  Palo Corona 

 

Project #: 5506 

Subject: Summary of Stakeholder Meetings 

Copy To:  
 
 
 
MEETING ATTENDEES: 
Stakeholder Groups 
Rafael Payan, MPRPD 
John Sather, Swaback Partners 
Steve Noll, Design Workshop 
Stephanie Grigsby, Design Workshop 
Grace Larson, Design Workshop 
 
1. Desires 

a. Multi-Use 

• Many stakeholders expressed interest in offering trails to many different user groups 
() Hikers 
() Backcountry primitive camping (on a permit-basis) 
() Mountain bikers (generally agreed upon for use in the backcountry) 
() Equestrian use contested, many concerned about having enough space for parking horse 

trailers 
() Undecided on dogs, generally people said no dogs 

() Stakeholders might be more willing to accept dogs in the park if leash laws strictly 
enforced and dogs restricted to certain areas 

• Since there is so much space and so many existing trails/old farm roads, many see great 
potential in offering a wide variety of activities at Palo Corona 

b. Connectivity 

• Make use of surrounding open space properties by allowing users to cross through park 
boundaries with ease 

• Sees great potential in using park as a link in a Coastal Trail, connecting Santa Barbara to Santa 
Cruz (or even San Francisco) 

c. Permit System 

• Open up access on a limited basis to keep conservation as a priority 

• Monitor people using backcountry through permit and “check-in/check-out” system 

• Helps with enforcement of rules (no camp fires) and safety concerns 

• Look to Forest Service permitting system as a model – issue permits for hiking/camping 
access,” zone camping” for lower impact primitive camping, permits checked and monitored 
by patrolling park rangers 

d. Preserving wild character of Palo Corona 

• Many people described the park as a “gem” 
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• Part of why people love the park so much is because of the remoteness and solitude 

• The park’s proximity to an urban center is one of its greatest assets 
e. Interpretive Topics 

• Ranch heritage history/working cattle lands 

• Wildlife of park (reestablishment of condors) 

• Ecology of park, highlight different habitats and ecological diversity 

• Natural history of region 

• Cultural history (Native Americans, literary figures, bear/bull fights, Fish Ranch and land 
purchase) 

• Watershed/Hydrology (Carmel River Restoration, potential to team with Carmel River FREE 
project) and Land-to-Sea connection 

• Lessons learned from introducing non-native species (wild boar) 
 
2. Concerns 

a. Access 

• Very concerned about traffic impact on Hwy 1 

• Interested in alternative forms of transportation to park (shuttle service, program with 
Monterey Salinas Transit, bike/horseback ride into park, etc) 

• How to integrate access points between adjacent open space that’s owned by different 
agencies and may have different management rules 

• ADA access and offering things to do for populations that cannot access park’s rugged terrain 
b. Over-Use 

• Don’t want to become next Big Sur or Point Lobos 

• Wants to maintain balance between increasing public access and maintaining remote 
wilderness character and conservation efforts 

• Think about separating the park into different zones of concentrated development/use. This 
might help provide the desired world-class educational/research/interpretive facilities that can 
be widely accessed by many users, while preserving the unique wilderness experience that 
can be found in the park’s backcountry acres. 
() Examples: Taylor Creek in South Lake Tahoe, Grand Canyon National Park, Minnesota 

Landscape Arboretum, Hoge Veluwe in the Netherlands 
c. Funding and Staffing 

• Does the park district have enough money to maintain trails and run the park properly 

• Such a large park demands permanent on-site staffing to issue/monitor permits and patrol 



 MEETING NOTES 
To:  Palo Corona Team 

From: Grace Larson 

Date: February 26, 2016 

Project Name: Palo Corona 

Project #: 5506 

Subject: Public Services Stakeholder Engagement 

Meeting Date:   February 24, 2016 

Start/End:  5:00 – 6:00pm 

Location:  Carmel Area Wastewater District 
Conference Room 

Copy To: Attendees 

 
MEETING ATTENDEES (AND SPECIFIC INTEREST IN PROJECT): 
Steve Balaban, Caltrans Maintenance Engineering (What improvements are required for egress) 
Ron Lemus, Monterey County Regional Fire District 
Miles Schuler, Monterey County Regional Fire District 
Sherrie Collins, Monterey County Office of Emergency Services 
Dennis King, Cal Fire 
Mark Weiner, City of Carmel (How trails connect to the City of Carmel) 
Joe Sidor, Monterey County Resource Management/Planning (Trail connectivity and proposed uses, uses 
as they relate to traffic impact) 
Mike Burns, Monterey County Sheriff’s Department 
Todd Muck, Transportation Agency of Monterey County (Access and regional connections allowing 
people to bike through park to connect with country trail on other side of the park, letting people get 
around without cars) 
Barbara Buikema, Cameral Area Wastewater District (Sewage for site) 
Rafael Payan, MPRPD 
Steve Noll, Design Workshop 
Grace Larson, Design Workshop 
 
1. SWOT 

a. Strengths 

• Connectivity 
() Linkages to coast 
() Connectivity to other existing open space 
() Connects to Carmel Valley, connects to Point Lobos, close to retail and urban center 

• Location/Proximity 
() Close getaway – proximity to urban core 
() Easy access for locals 
() Access to coastal beaches and coastal mountains 

• Recreation 
() Offers potential for lots of recreational opportunities 
() Encourages healthy activity/lifestyle 
() Great open land for hiking/biking 
() Good place for families and family-based activities 
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() Topography for recreation 

• Natural Beauty 
() Scenic qualities 

• Natural Habitat 
() Nature experience 
() Wildlife habitat 
() Size of the park, very large 
() Headwaters of two major year round creeks 
() Last of the undeveloped, untouched land 

• Cultural Resources 
() History of property/land 
() Educational opportunities 

b. Potential Users/User Groups 

• Day Users 
() Hikers 

() Getting from Palo to Garland 
() “Day strolling” not hiking, closer to parking lot, access to benches and picnic tables 

• Special User Groups 
() Mountain biking – old ranch roads are good for mountain biking 

() Connecting bike trail easement is paved so allows for mountain bikers and road bikes 
() Equestrian users 
() Dogs? Not a lot of places in the area that actually allow dogs, some people think that 

dogs  at the site would be a plus 

• Camping 
() Back-country camping, backpack-in primitive sites 
() Connecting campsites in Palo to campsites in Ventana Wilderness 
() Through hikes along coastal trail 

• Educational Groups 
() Scout troops 
() Educational center 

• Events 
() Using old Corona Homestead for fundraiser lunches/events 
() Private events (some code that allows up to 5 events with 25 people) 
() Making traditional Native American lands available for traditional tribal uses 

• Management 
() Grazing management alternatives to cattle? Other animals (sheep, goats) that are not as 

hard on land and less risk to dogs, wildlife, etc 
c. Weaknesses 

• Access/Traffic 
() Handicap access 
() Lack of access with limited permits to visit park 
() Limited access for emergency response 
() Increased traffic 
() People parking on the shoulder of the highway 
() Topography – limited user access 
() Limited capacity of Hwy 1 
() What is the carrying capacity of the park (facilities) 

• Permit System 
() Even need a permit to ride bike through the park 
() People that don’t get parking permits using other parking lots for illegal parking, like 

Safeway or Monastery 

• Multi-Use Challenges 
() Mixed-use, small area for all of those uses 



• Environmental Impact 
() Impacting wildlife through increased use 
() What is the carrying capacity of the park (environmental) 

• Management 
() Not charging entry fees – loss of huge potential funding source 
() Upkeep of infrastructure 
() Car theft in parking lot 
() Vandalism 

• Amenities and Facilities 
() Toilets – if you don’t have it, they’ll make it 
() Lack of signage 

d. Opportunities 

• Environmental Sensitivity 
() Dogs? 
() Land preservation 
() Finding balance between recreational uses and preserving wildlife 

• Educational/Interpretive Opportunities 
() Special focus on history 
() Cultural history 
() Grizzly bear/bull fighting 
() Wild boars 
() Native American history, traditional use of site 

• Emergency access 
() Mapping GPS locations for safety/rescue 

• Management 
() Staffing and enforcement – need to have permanent staff and follow up with strict 

enforcement 
() Foresight as opposed to hindsight 
() Phased approach for introducing uses 
() Finding “sweet spot” of carrying capacity BEFORE park opens – people get really mad 

when you have to pull back on uses 
() SIGNAGE and wayfinding – how can tourists staying in Carmel find their way there 

() Think about how people can get there on foot or bike 
() Providing overnight parking passes for backpackers 

e. Threats/Challenges 

• Increased use means increased potential for traffic conflict 
() Cars vs. pedestrians 
() Bikes vs. pedestrians 
() Cars vs. bikes (from Causeway trail into park via new left-hand turn lane) 

• Many sources for fires 
() Lightening 
() Human-started 
() Increased use means increased fire or increased harm 

• Safety Concerns 
() Injury 
() People getting lost and difficulty of rescue 

• Preventing Over-Use and Under-Use 
() A successful park could lead to over-use and take away from its original character 
() On the other hand, it wouldn’t make sense for MPRPD to spend resources on 

developing a park that doesn’t provide adequate access and can be widely enjoyed by 
the community 

 
 
 



f. Unwanted Users/Uses 

• Unwanted Users/Users 
() Off-road vehicle use 
() Poachers (deer, illegal hunting) 
() “Alternative agriculture” - weed growing 
() Dogs? 

 
2. General comments 

a. Existing Emergency Access Roads 

• Old ranch road coming in from Hwy 1 

• Corona road 

• Road through Fish & Wildlife property 

• Road through Williams Canyon 

• Road through Quail Meadows 
b. Emergency Access Concerns 

• Will have to get bulldozers, fire engines, and heavy equipment into the park for emergency 
access 

• Provide public safety corridors for emergency access 

• People won’t stop at park boundaries, they will wander way in the back-country and get lost 
() How does the fire department/sheriff’s department find them, and who is responsible 

for that (crossing boundaries crosses jurisdictions) 



 MEETING NOTES 
To:  Palo Corona Team 

From: Grace Larson 

Date: February 26, 2016 

Project Name: Palo Corona 

Project #: 5506 

Subject: Neighbors Stakeholder Engagement 

Meeting Date:   February 22, 2016 

Start/End:  4:00 – 5:30pm 

Location:  Carmel Area Wastewater District 
Conference Room 

Copy To: Attendees 

 
MEETING ATTENDEES: 
Mother Terisita, Carmelite Monastery 
Sister Colette, Carmelite Monastery 
Sister Maria Teresa, Carmelite Monastery 
Alan Williams, Carmel Development Company/Rancho Canada Village 
Michael Waxer, Carmel Development Company/Rancho Canada Village 
Dr. Michael Heymann 
Lloyd and Mary Garren 
Melissa Garren 
Jeff Powers, Big Sur Land Trust 
Rafael Payan, MPRPD 
Stephanie Grigsby, Design Workshop 
Steve Noll, Design Workshop 
Grace Larson, Design Workshop 
 
1. Headline Activity – “Describe your vision for the park in 10 years.” The following headlines are 

grouped around common trends: 
a. Open Space Connection 

• Palo Corona is an open space gem of the central coast of Monterey Bay, integrated with all 
the surrounding parks projects 

b. Natural Beauty with Vistas and Views 

• Outstanding wildflowers blooming this year in Palo Corona 
c. Resource Protection/Preservation 

• Endangered species making a comeback 

• Wilderness flourishing, flora and fauna thriving 

• Unspoiled natural beauty Palo Corona ideal for wildlife 

• “[MPRPD] didn’t screw up!” 
d. User Management 

• Palo Corona remains natural oasis for wildlife and responsible users 
e. Education Ranch Heritage 

• Gem of nature preservations and education, sustainable ranch activity 
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• Palo Corona inspired our new governor to balance our communities with natural places, 
benefitting all of us 

• Palo Corona celebrates the 10,000th classroom visit, inspiring a new generation of healthy 
community 

 
2. SWOT 

a. Strengths  

• Intrinsic Value 
() Unending/expansive views 
() Wilderness 
() It’s there (just knowing it is there is valuable) 

• Park is/can be an icon of the area 
() Approach for seeing its dramatic vista coming down Hwy1 and knowing it is permanent 

open space 
() ”You’re in a Palo Corona viewshed – don’t litter!” 

• Proximity to community/Connectivity to other parks 
() Connections to Ventana Wilderness  that kind of expanse next to city 
() Nurturing nature and wilderness within our midst – a place for nature to thrive 
() Quail Meadows access 

• MPRPD looking at having a permanent presence on the site 
f. Weaknesses 

• Access 
() Traffic impact on Hwy 1 

g. Opportunities 

• Dogs? 
() Fort Ord and Garland are good examples of layered multi-use 
() Dogs on leashes okay? Enforcement will be important 
() Dogs and cattle/dogs and wildlife will be challenging 

• Read the land – use the trails/old farm roads that have lasted and held up (for internal 
circulation) 
() Overlay with sensitive areas 
() Decide the use capacity and user-group access 

() Mountain bikers/horses should use existing farm/ranch road system (limit use 
through sensitive areas to reduce impact) 

() Identify which trails are all-weather, could implement season trail use 
() Existing roads could provide fire/emergency access 

• Equestrian Use 
() Not enough room for trailer parking in parking lot but what about ride-in use? 
() On a permit-basis would be a possibility 
() Should park patrol be mounted? 

• Back-country as preservation 
() Access by permit only 
() Limit quantity of use 

• Primitive camping 
() Poses very high fire risk – should it be banned? 
() Could be allowed if highly managed 
() Opportunity of people to experience silence in nature – listen to nature 

• Day use opportunities 
() Limited by road access/traffic 
() Focus on day-use of park during fire season 
() Barn and surrounding area of people with limited mobility  is Inspiration Point ADA 

accessible? 



• Interpretation Opportunities 
() Ranching history 
() How did wild boar get there (consequence of introducing non-native species) 
() Collaborative partnerships 

() Ecologic studies with schools, especially projects focused on cattle or wildlife 
() Look at all the surrounding projects going on 

• Barn uses 
() Nature education of school groups 
() Special events and fundraisers 
() Hiking groups can use barn for stretching 
() Barn could be museum on ranching heritage (like the Whaler’s Cabin at Point Lobos) 
() Collaborative ecological studies between agencies and local schools 
() Accessibility – making sure barn is ADA accessible 

• Management 
() Flexible management based on phased approach to adjust as needed 
() Fencing strategies  cows breaking through fence 

h. Threats/Challenges 

• Access 
() Traffic input on Hwy 1 
() Horse trailers will be difficult to fit in available parking 

• Utilities and Management 
() Fire management 
() Potable water/sanitation 
() Enforcement of park rules/staffing 
() All of these challenges are even more challenging to address in the back-country area 
() Would need constant patrol to keep back-country safe 

• Preserving wildlife 
() Reaching a balance – capacity of land to support heavy uses like horses/mountain biking 

in back-country 
() Can these uses happen back there or is the habitat too sensitive for some of these 

uses? 
() Would horses/mountain biking in high capacity be damaging to sensitive habitat? 

() Could be allowed with restrictive permitting to keep low-impact 

• Connectivity as a challenge 
() How to integrate uses of other adjacent properties 
() Vagrancy – “transient loop” from Big Sur to Santa Cruz 

• Impacts to Monastery 
() Increased visitors will increase the number of people driving by the Monastery and 

people could potentially use their parking as they access the entrance from Whisler 
Wilson 

() Privacy/Buffer and need for compatible use of adjacent properties – but also wants to 
keep the Monastery visible and accessible by parishioners/users 

 



 MEETING NOTES 
To:  Palo Corona Team 

From: Grace Larson 

Date: February 26, 2016 

Project Name: Palo Corona 

Project #: 5506 

Subject: Educators Stakeholder Engagement 

Meeting Date:   February 24, 2016 

Start/End:  2:30 – 4:30pm 

Location:  Carmel Area Wastewater District 
Conference Room 

Copy To: Attendees 

 
MEETING ATTENDEES: 
Darrell Steely, Carmel Middle School 
Annie Holdren, Pacific Grove Museum of Natural History, Exhibitions Curator 
Suzy Worcester, CSUMB, Department of Science and Environmental Policy 
Marcy Rustad, MEarth 
Todd Farrington, Big Sur Land Trust, Director Youth Outdoor Programming 
Trent Hodges, Big Sur Land Trust, Coordinator for Outdoor Programming 
Chris Gibson, Camp Sea Lab 
Dawn Hayes, NOAA Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary, Deputy Superintendent 
Pat Clark-Gray, State Parks 
Rafael Payan, MPRPD 
Steve Noll, Design Workshop 
Grace Larson, Design Workshop 
 
1. Headline Activity – “Describe your vision for the park in 10 years.” The following headlines are 

grouped around common trends: 
a. Education 

• Continued success of a location that has educated local and visiting school and college 
students with day trips and residential outings within multiple ecosystems; A corridor from 
coast to valley, backcountry experiences, watershed review. 

• The 1000th classroom has visited Inspiration Point at Palo Corona, inspiring the next 
generation. 

• The inventor of a new form of renewable energy was inspired to better the human condition 
as a result of visiting Inspiration Point at Palo Corona as a youngster in school. 

b. Statewide Awareness 

• Palo Corona has hosted 200 on-site environmental education camps and 1000 day-use 
school classes, serving students from around the state. 

c. Teaching 

• Palo Corona Regional Park recognized for educating future environmental leaders while 
preserving its beauty and wildlife. 

d. Preservation and Experience 

• Palo Corona preserves open space for people and habitats for plants and animals 
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• Palo Corona – A regional jewel conserves wildlife and native habitat, and connects Monterey 
regional youth to the wild outdoors 

e. Partnerships 

• Palo Corona Regional Park opens new residential educational facility in partnership with 
Camp Sea Lab and Pacific Grove Museum of Natural History to share the wonders of land 
and sea with local students year-round. 

f. Vistas 

• Communities and lives enriched by the wild allure and astounding beauty of Palo Corona 
Regional Park; The park is a community asset that has the power to transform the human 
experience of the world. 

g. All-Inclusive 

• The Lobos-Corona Parklands: The nation’s next great park/trails system inspires people from 
all walks of nature to deepen their relationship with the land – and each other. 

 
2. SWOT 

a. Strengths 

• Connectivity 
() Lobos-Corona parklands projects 
() Connections to other important parks for school groups to take day-trips 
() Connections to regional parks 
() Nature corridor 
() Connectivity to other parks 

• Location/Proximity 
() Remote area by close by 
() Access to wildlands 
() Access from Hwy 1 
() Beautiful view of park from driving on Hwy 1 – markets itself 

• Natural Habitat 
() Limited access – solitude and conservation of wildlife 
() Spectacular views landscape to seascape 
() Scenic 
() Many habitats 
() Massive size 

• Partnerships/Support 
() Community behind the project, willing to develop enough to become a true asset but not 

ruin the land. Appreciate the value of the land 
() Collaboration with research institutions 
() Opportunity for collaborations 

• Educational Opportunities 
() Close to education groups 
() Supportive the educational community 
() Excellent example of a watershed, land to sea connection, visible in its entirety 
() Overview of watershed 
() Barn – potential site for over-night/residential school programs 
() Wildlife viewing and/or study (condors) 

• Environmental Conservation 
() Example of conservation 
() Exemplary conservation and land management 

• Use 
() Great potential for varied use, small/medium/large, due to the size 
() Some infrastructure already present 

 
 
 



b. Weaknesses 

• Environmental Impact 
() How to protect land with increasing access 

• Physical Access 
() Limited infrastructure 
() Emergency access 
() Busy Hwy 1 corridor 
() Traffic impacts 
() Use-permits 
() Safety of getting into site with the traffic 
() Access to the back-country 
() Geographical barriers 
() No connection to ocean (physical or environmental) 

• Equitable Access 
() Steep hike, only really accessible to able-bodied people 
() Perceived barriers from people in other communities (Salinas valley) 

• Facilities 
() Providing drinking water 
() Lack of bathrooms – need facilitates to bring school groups 
() Do corporate groups want something nicer than a barn 

• Management 
() Money 
() Large space 
() Hard to manage large space 
() Administrative hurdles to reservations and site use 
() Confusing property lines, lots of different agencies managing surrounding lands 

• Distance from Schools 
() Time for field trips – would be all day thing to get to the park, and then explore 
() Hard to do a short trip, schools only allow limited time for field trips 

• Neighbors 
() NIMBY’s 
() Neighbors who don’t want to give you access 

c. Opportunities 

• Educational Opportunities 
() Guided tours 
() Art and photography workshops 
() Not like a two hour class, more like a full day or multiple day learning experience 
() Places for native tribes to educate on traditions and ceremonies and learn about their 

native lands 
() Attracting Salinas Valley youth groups to take advantage of wilderness opportunities 
() Interpretive nature walks 
() Education camps 
() School-Curriculum Development 

() Develop school curriculum around visiting Palo Corona 
() Place-based curriculum that tells the history of the land and the culture 

() Introducing kids to camping 
() Facilitated programming of all ages 
() Community service 
() Career training in environmental management, etc. 
() Youth leadership opportunities 
() Working landscape and ranching 
() Outdoor classroom 
() Educational outreach has to be about preserving the site and wilderness etiquette 

 



• Revenue Generation 
() Adult groups come in to do team building 
() Have a place to stay where people can come stay to generate revenue (barn, camping, 

etc.) 
() Weekend day events/special events – arts or sports 
() Revenue-generating rentals  

• Overnight Use 
() Stay and learn overnight programs – either stay in the barn or primitive camp sites 
() Residential education – overnight trips 
() 4th grade science campsite 

• Research Opportunities 
() International hub of research 
() Living lab 
() Tremendous partnership potential for educational purposes 

• Environmental 
() Configuration that allows for protected wildlife areas 
() Closed-loop facilities 
() Unaltered habitat and wilderness areas 
() Demonstration site for sustainable facilities 

• Recreational Opportunities 
() “Sky to Sea” trail – Soberanes to Palo Corona barn trail 
() Back-country camping 
() Large enough to segregate varied use 
() Research facilities: 

() Don’t need a research facility on site 
() Don’t want to impact natural environment 
() Get permit to drive in to site where you’ll be working to bring in equipment and get 

set up 
() Research day trips 

• Tourism 
() Bringing in international tourists  
() Distribution of visitors and volunteers between Point Lobos and Palo Corona – Point 

Lobos too busy 
() Huge economic boost, heads in beds, revenue generator 
() Social media campaigns 
() Local cultural landmark 

• Management 
() Be less like Garland because restricted access 
() Monitoring park via drones 

• Uses and Users 
() Mountain bikers should be allowed 

() If you allow mountain bikers, you have to allow equestrians 
() Mountain biking should only be allowed on roads, not single track trails 

() Dogs? No dogs, leashes don’t happen 
() Yes to service dogs 

() Primitive camping but no fires 
() On-site accommodations at the barn 
() Group camping in lower portion of site with access to barn/facilities 
() Intro to camping easy campsites on lower part of site 
() Fly fishing? At Sierra Creek or San Jose Creek 

d. Threats/Challenges 

• Access 
() Hwy 1 traffic 
() NO motorized vehicles 



() Equestrian, mountain biking, and dogs – will be restrictions 
() Where would horses come in and where would the trailers park? 

• User Conflicts 
() Mountain lion vs. people interactions 
() Potential people vs. wildlife issues 
() Conflicts between dogs and cattle 
() Visitors dogs can be a threat to the working dog that manages the cattle 

• Field Trip/Educational Limitations 
() Transportation budgets have been cut in the school systems, not enough money for 

buses to take kids to these field trips 
() Limited time for field trips 

• Mountain Biking 
() Mountain bikers are a threat, but if you ban it people will poach it and do it anyway 
() There are already a lot of mountain biking trails in the area, no need to provide that use in 

Palo Corona 
() Mountain bikers pose a threat to preserving wildlife, dangerous to private property 

owners, dangerous to hikers 
() Mountain bikers can misbehave and create new trails 
() Topography gives bikers a lot of speed, can be dangerous for hikers 

• Inappropriate Use 
() Over-use 
() “Nature un-awareness” – ignorant users 
() Inappropriate mix of uses 
() Foraging 
() Changing visitor etiquette 
() Graffiti 
() Going off-trail 
() Selfie sticks 
() Illegal pot growing – environment damage from water use and chemicals 

• Environmental Impacts 
() Loss wild character 
() Spread of Invasive species 
() Larger footprint 
() Spreading invasive fungi between bodies of water 
() Light pollution from park facilities 

• Management 
() Sustainability of funding 
() Resources for enforcement 
() Fire 
() Natural disasters 
() Access to water 

 
3. Topics for interpretation 

a. Hydrology 

• Watershed 

• River ecology 

• Moving the dam in Monterey peninsula 
b. Cultural 

• Native tribal history 

• History of settling the area 

• Agricultural 

• Ranching history – working ranch, modern conservation 



• Grassland management 

• History of land use 

• Invasive species – introduction of wild boars 

• Land ownership and transaction/transition of lands, how many of these historic ranches 
became open space 

• Rich literary and artistic history 

• Immigrant history/Chinese laborers 

• Charles Lindberg did a gliding attempt there? 
c. Natural history 

• Geology 

• Topography 
d. Ecology 

• Vegetation 

• Flora/fauna 

• Habitats 

• Wildlife 

• History of grizzly bears in the area 

• Wildlife corridor 

• Range of large predators 
e. Wildlife 

• Birding 

• Red-legged frogs 
f. Meteorology 

• Weather/climatology 

• Oceanography 

• Astronomy (would have to expand park hours or special camping program) 

• Night sky program (also offered at Garland) 
g. The ocean 

• Land-to-sea 
h. Art 

• Inspiration vistas 

• Rich literary and artistic history 
4. Potential User Groups for Educational Programs 

• Having a location where local students can stay local for science camp, don’t have to go to 
Santa Cruz 

• Public hikers and outdoor enthusiasts 

• Audubon 

• Monterey county health department 

• Recovery programs 

• Scouts 

• Children who suffer from Nature Deficit Disorder 

• Wilderness leadership programs (National Outdoor Leadership School, etc) 

• Build this into curriculum for school programs for surrounding communities (Seaside and 
Marina) 

• Road Scholars? Retirees that pay money to travel around and take classes 



• International tourists 

• Youth groups from Salinas valley 

• Native American Tribal groups 



 MEETING RECORD 
To:  Palo Corona Team 

From: Grace Larson 

Date: February 26, 2016 

Project Name: Palo Corona 

Project #: 5506 

Subject: Conservation Stakeholder Engagement 

Meeting Date:   February 22, 2016 

Start/End:  1:30 – 3:15pm 

Location:  Carmel Area Wastewater District 

Copy To: Attendees 

 
MEETING ATTENDEES: 
Rachel Saunders, Big Sur Land Trust 
Sarah Hardgrave, Big Sur Land Trust 
Joe Vargo, Point Lobos Foundation 
Jeff Cann, State Fish and Wildlife 
Robert Horn, Audubon Society 
Mat Fuzie, California State Parks 
Chris Hauser, Santa Lucia Conservancy/California Native Plant Society 
John Akeman, Monterey County Parks Department 
Roseanna Leighton, Monterey County SPCA 
Alena Port, Ventana Wildlife Society 
Rafael Payan, MPRPD 
Steve Noll, Design Workshop 
Stephanie Grigsby, Design Workshop 
Grace Larson, Design Workshop 
 
1. Headline Activity – Describe your vision for the park in 10 years. The following headlines are grouped 

around common trends: 
a. Resources 

• Palo Corona recreational use exceeds expectations while mitigating issues with conservation 
and visitor impacts. 

• Palo Corona lives up to expectations – finally! 

• Beautiful vistas surrounding park still prevail. 
b. Trail Connections  

• Palo Corona backcountry open to hikers, mountain bikers, and equestrian users. All Palo 
Corona improvements were installed as carefully as possible, with no impact to sensitive 
habitats or species, and all roads and trails are managed to protect native plants. 

• From the coast to the coastal mountains, miles of Palo Corona Regional Park backcountry 
trails now open to hike from Point Lobos and Carmel River State Beach; Monterey County 
adventures await. 

• Youth group treks through Palo Corona on through hike from Vancouver to Baja Sur – spends 
three nights exploring the area. 
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• Lobos-Corona Parklands – the next great park in California. Unparalleled outdoor experiences 
had at Palo Corona. Palo Corona – a park for everyone. Community embraces Palo Corona. 
Palo Corona – one of the best places to volunteer. 

c.  Learning 

• Palo Corona creates a unique space for the general public to learn about restoration and 
wildlife, with minimal impact to the wildlife. 

d. Camping 

• Palo Corona Regional Park – a world-class experience; part of California Coastal Trail and 
incredible camping experience. 

e. Partnerships 

• Palo Corona Regional Park – partnering with CSUMB and UCSC on research projects, 
studying wildlife use, recreation, and habitat management. Student research is a great way 
to leverage dollars. 
 

2. SWOT 
a. Strengths  

• Location 
() Proximity to the coast 

• Natural Beauty 
() Vistas 
() Pristine natural habitat 
() Beauty/inspiration, unbridled, kind of a blank slate 
() Clean air 

• Connectivity 
() Linkages/connectivity 
() Key connector between public lands 
() Connects Carmel Valley to Coast 
() Can serve as coastal connection between San Luis Obispo and San Francisco 

• Cultural Benefits 
() History – historic structure 
() Native American culture 

• Partnerships/Support 
() Local funding source 
() Supportive stakeholder community 
() Potential revenue generator (camping, outdoor classrooms) 
() Park has been well-studied 

• Conservation Opportunities 
() Headwaters of several creeks 
() Special status species 
() Lots of biodiversity 

• Use 
() Recreational access – hiking, limited hunting opportunity (on Fish and Wildlife parcel to 

the south) 
() Trails – camping, easy access to remote areas 
() Remote access – get to wilderness quickly from urban area 
() Not too busy 
() Parcel is in public ownership 
() Large Landscape 

b. Weaknesses 

• Access 
() Parking 
() Steep terrain 

 



• Maintenance 
() Large park is expensive to run 
() Maintenance and up-keep 
() Getting water and facilities on the site, and managing amenities long-term 

• Perception of “weaknesses” 
() Does the park really have any weaknesses? Weaknesses are what we (humans) impose 

on the landscape 
() The perception of weaknesses at the park can limit how we think about the park and 

limit our ability to think of potential uses/come up with potential solutions 
c. Opportunities 

• Interpretation 
() Public education – interpretation and displays 
() Educate the public at key areas with interpretative features to provide context and sense 

of place 

• Design Guidelines for Park Development 
() Design standards for built elements? 
() Creating a set of design guidelines for architecture and site furnishings (what will barn, 

benches, signs, and trash cans look like?) 

• Management 
() Front part of the ranch has eligibility as historic preservation status, opens up 

opportunities for partnerships with other organizations, but introduces some constraints 
with more regulations 

() Phasing over time (test out) don’t have to do it all at once 
() Wilderness permits for people in backcountry (all uses) 
() Permitted backcountry camping (rustic campsites) with potable water source is a good 

use of site 
() Native uses – seek consultation from Native American groups, do this with great 

intention and care and not just to satisfy a requirement. Ceremonial purposes, seed 
collection, collection of plants for ceremonial purposes, native uses of the landscape. 

() Recommendations to remove fish barriers in San Jose Creek Watershed Assessment 
() Contrast grazing as land management 
() Look at range of alternatives, capacity, potentially maintain a permit system for other 

uses 
() Consider which trail uses are appropriate and where 
() Park will have permanent staff 
() Whisler Wilson – opportunity for camping and for ranger housing 
() Make as much use of existing farm/ranch roads as possible for less disturbance 

• Two projects with potential influence/collaboration opportunities for Palo Corona: 
() Carmel River FREE (Floodplain Restoration and Environmental Enhancement) Project 

() new causeway bridge with new left turn lane 
() opportunity to reconfigure entry at South Bank Trail 
() seamless connections – trail links under highway up to barn/front ranch trails 
() could participate to help with flood control 
() Historic landscape district eligibility (both opportunity and constraint) 

() New trail on San Jose Creek 
() all-weather backcountry link with new small parking lot (25 spaces) on Point Lobos 

(three pedestrian bridges) 
() public review of draft is forthcoming in the next few weeks 

• Connecting to Surrounding Parks 
() South Bank Trail integrate into trail to become east entrance into park 
() Hikers in Garrapata can connect to Palo from the ridge trail  (formalize the use) – people 

have created a single track 

• Wildlife Viewing 
() Condor watching 
() Southern-most population of Rhododendron and bear grass 



• Partnering with Universities 
() CSUMB – stream monitoring 
() UCSC – vegetation and redwoods 

• Other Potential Partnerships 
() tourism industry 
() USFWS 
() Carmel River Watershed Conservancy 

• Partners with non-profits 
() Overnight camping in the barn 
() Non-profits may raise money 

• Barn as revenue generator 
() Weddings? 
() Barn dances 

• Mountain bikes 
() Concern for mountain bike use in the park 
() Multi-use trail allowed where they pass Mortors trail 
() Opportunity to bring the different user groups together in multi-use trail(s) 

• Equestrian? 
() Parking limitation 
() Potential to bring in invasive species 
() Conflict with grazing cattle? 
() San Jose Creek parking? Permitted for certain days/limited permits 

• Natural part of California coastal trail 
() Backpack-in camping 

• Permit system, especially to manage who is going into backcountry 
() No campfires in backcountry 
() Primitive camping in designated areas 

• Dogs 
() Will be demand (especially in front range) 
() Mixed feelings (conflicts, management, waste) 
() Carmel FREE has no dogs, no equestrian, no mountain bikes 
() Need to be on leash but since the park is so large, will people actually comply? 
() Service dog issue 
() Dogs leave their scent on the trail, visibility, conflict with grazing cattle 

• Hunting/Fishing 
() Is hunting allowed at Palo Corona? How to regulate? 
() Fishing in San Jose Creek? 
() Constraint if hunting allowed on F&W property 
() Possibility for permitted hunting with set access times and permits 

• Native American Interpretation 
() Do this with great intention, not just checking the box 
() Consult with tribes 
() Areas for ceremonial purposes, seed collecting, native uses of the landscape 

• Restoration 
() Look at landscape units/habitat (topographic features) versus property lines 
() Natural processes have been interrupted 
() How to provide for use while managing for restoration? 
() Cooperation agreement 
() Coastal prairie/Smith’s blue butterfly habitat would be areas of restoration 
() Largest maritime chaparral – mountain quail may be another species that should be of 

concern 
 
 



d. Threats/Challenges 

• Access 
() Expanding access – want to have access available to multiple user groups, but parking is 

a particular challenging issue, especially with horse trailer parking 
() The topography and size of the park limits access to back acreage of park, unless they 

have horse, mountain bike, or overnight camping spots 
() Permit only versus open access 
() Emergency access 
() Commute/Traffic 
() Access from Hwy 1 
() Pedestrians running across Hwy 1 
() Parking/access 

• Equestrians 
() Horses can potentially bring in invasive species 
() Conflict between horseback riding/mountain biking and grazing cattle 
() Availability of equestrian parking 

• Management 
() Keeping track of users in the backcountry – introduce a permit system so Park District 

can monitor who is out there for safety reasons 
() No fires in backcountry 
() Law enforcement  don’t bring this in if park can get away without it, instead look into 

cooperative cross-deputization (contract out) 
() Managing land costs money 
() Difficult managing rare habitats 
() Historic structures on site are costly to renovate 
() Water/access to water 
() Complex regulatory process 
() Cattle infrastructure 

() Fencing, gates, non-natural elements 
() Jurisdictional conflicts with different land managers (different sets of rules) 
() Straight lines on a map – wildlife, people won’t stop at imaginary park boundary lines 

() Point Lobos – manage as a unit vs. individual properties 
() Logistics of maintaining a large site – difficult to service 
() Funding 

• Dogs 
() Dogs pose a huge challenge in terms of conservation – bad interactions between dogs 

and other people, dogs and other dogs, dogs and grazing cattle. People don’t clean up 
after their dogs, dogs frighten wildlife, dogs frighten cattle. 

() Even if dogs are on leash, they disrupt wildlife after they leave from leaving their scent 
and scat, etc. 

• Remoteness can lead to unmonitored abuse 
() Tree cutting 
() Pot farm 
() Public safety 
() Fire risk 

• Environmental Impacts 
() Serious weed infestations 
() Watershed impacts from roads/erosion 

• Public Support 
() Pressure to protect private property 
() Public lack of awareness 

() Lack of awareness of the on-going project at Palo Corona because property has sat 
unused for so long 



() Public may be apathetic about project because people no longer that concerned 
about conservation – how can we use the park to help disseminate resource 
values/conservation ethics back into standard societal values? 

• Obligations from funds used to acquire land 
() Trails at front of ranch 
() Be clear with public about obligations/limitations (Prop 117) 

• Long time for reviews – maintaining public interest during long project schedule 

• Steep terrain 
() ADA challenges 
() Limited picnicking 

• Impacts of new users 
() Fire threats 
() Invasive plants 
() Erosion 

 



 MEETING NOTES 
To:  Palo Corona Team 

From: Grace Larson 

Date: February 26, 2016 

Project Name: Palo Corona 

Project #: 5506 

Subject: Business Stakeholder Engagement 

Meeting Date:   February 23, 2016 

Start/End:  2:00 – 3:30pm 

Location:  Carmel Area Wastewater District 
Conference Room 

Copy To: Attendees 

 
MEETING ATTENDEES: 
Gary Wilmot, Marina Chamber of Commerce 
Brian Turlington, Monterey County Business Council 
Michael Adamson, Pacific Grove Chamber of Commerce and MPRPD Board Member 
Jim Vossen, Seaside Chamber of Commerce 
Willie Harrell, Monterey County African American Chamber of Commerce 
Dawn Mathes, Pebble Beach Company 
Jody Hansen, Monterey Peninsula Chamber of Commerce 
Rafael Payan, MPRPD 
John Sather, Swaback Partners 
Steve Noll, Design Workshop 
Stephanie Grigsby, Design Workshop 
Grace Larson, Design Workshop 
 
1. Headline Activity – “Describe your vision for the park in 10 years.” The following headlines are 

grouped around common trends: 
a. Park as economic driver, stays in the region 

• Park propels profits 
b. Wilderness Experience 

• Window on the Bay; Gateway to the back country (on Big Sur) 

• Premiere wilderness experience 

• Palo Corona – Wilderness of the Future (Fresh, clean, crisp air)  flexibility 
c. Uses 

• Camping at Palo Corona with bicycle trails 
d. User Enjoyment 

• The Next Camp Mather – Your Home Away from Home 

• Ocean views, sunshine, trails, open space 
 

2. SWOT 
a. Strengths 

• Connectivity 
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() Connection to other parks 
() Proximity to community 
() Right in town but remote/don’t see a lot of people at the park 
() Nexus with agriculture – adjacent to Big Sur Land Trust land 

• Natural beauty 
() Incredibly views 
() Another piece of paradise 
() Topography gives the park its character – has great vistas and creates interesting 

landscapes 
() Opportunity for excursion experience 

• Ecological values/Environmental resource 

• Historic values 
e. Weaknesses 

• Topography 
() Long hikes – what is available for others? 
() Steep terrain can limit user access (seniors, accessibility, RV campers, etc) and be 

dangerous 

• Access 
() Lack of access/parking  community leaders to help move the process forward to help 

provide access 
f. Opportunities 

• Camping and Lodging/Excursion Package Opportunities 
() “Stay and Play” package (hiking/outdoor rec focused package) that can be offered by 

hotels to get visitors to extend their stay and add additional activities onto their trip after 
a day of golf 
() encourages visitors to add a day 
() excursion vacations 

() Hut to Hut camping within the connected parks network 
() Stage it as a one of a kind experience 
() Make sure it is appropriate (make sure it isn’t expanded, too much $$ concerns) 
() Solar sustainability 

() Nature/Wellness retreat (small group focus of 7-10 guests) 
() Sedona and Canyon Ranch in AZ – Examples of resort lodging with excursion 

packages 
() Showcase how to balance hospitality/business and preservation 

• Transportation 
() Explore a shuttle to the park (like hotel-sponsored shuttles to AT&T Park, etc.) – finding 

other ways to get people there other than driving a car 
() Addresses traffic at a bigger scale 
() Hospitality association – “Destination Readiness” 
() Get them and keep them out of cars 

() Have access at the southern end through State Parks property 

• Use of Park 
() Yosemite model – clustering the amenities and structures at the entry, leaving the rest 

of the park more remote 
() Demand for back-country will be limited 

() NO mountain biking  could destroy the wilderness 
() Capitalize on the barn 

() Concerts, weddings (with shuttle access to site for guests) 
() Rentals of picnic areas 
() Chambers can promote the local parks to visitors 

g. Threats/Challenges 

• Access 
() How many people can the site accommodate? 



() Traffic mitigation will be a huge concern 

• Fire Safety 
() Fire hazards – will need to permit campfires for back-country camping to manage fire 

safety, or NO campfires allowed 

• Funding 
() Adequate staffing – will there be enough $$ to manage camping (especially if camping 

requires full-time patrol) 
() Renewal of MPRPD tax district and approval of the upcoming ballot in November 

 
3. General comments 

a. Vision 

• Palo Corona is a piece of the larger puzzle of other parks/recreation opportunities in the area, 
should consider if less is more 

• Is there something for everyone offered at the park? 

• Getting children into the park is a priority 

• Shifting population trends  more people are moving to the coasts, preserved lands will 
become even more important as population in the area gets more dense 

• Wilderness  active day use near entry but preserve back-country for primitive experience 

• Palo Corona is a little piece of paradise 
() Great cities are built around great parks 
() Expensive real estate and profitable business built up around park perimeters 
() Central Park and Golden Gate Park as an example 

• Rancho San Antonio park (in Cupertino Foothills) is a good precedent – variety of uses and 
remote areas separated, but a mecca for families, environmental education programs, and 
multi-use trail systems 

• Front Range 
() Picnic tables/barbeque areas 
() Active day-use and trails 
() Kids running and playing (Torro park in Salinas as example) 
() Stage so it isn’t crowded 

• Yurts? Think about where? 
() Front range more appropriate 
() Destination spots for camping in back-country? Or would this conflict with desire to keep 

it a more primitive experience? 
 
4. Closing Comments 

a. Suggestions 

• Send google earth information to Jim Vossen 

• Post videos of the site on project website 

• Take stakeholders on guided tour of the site 

• Create a facebook page to crowd source, share information, and post pictures 
 



 MEETING NOTES 
To:  Palo Corona Team 

From: Grace Larson 

Date: February 26, 2016 

Project Name: Palo Corona 

Project #: 5506 

Subject: Access Stakeholder Engagement 

Meeting Date:   February 23, 2016 

Start/End:  9:00 – 10:30am 

Location:  Carmel Area Wastewater District 
Conference Room 

Copy To: Attendees 

 
MEETING ATTENDEES: 
Henrietta Stern, MORCA 
Larry Bacon, Carmel Valley Trail & Saddle Club 
Mike Splain, Ventana Wilderness Alliance 
John Mutty, Big Sur International Marathon 
Rachel Saunders, Big Sur Land Trust 
Jeff Powers, Big Sur Land Trust 
Rafael Payan, MPRPD 
John Sather, Swaback Partners 
Steve Noll, Design Workshop 
Stephanie Grigsby, Design Workshop 
Grace Larson, Design Workshop 
 
1. Headline Activity – “Describe your vision for the park in 10 years.” The following headlines are 

grouped around common trends: 
a. Access/Multi-Use Trails with Facilities 

• Provides access to the spectacular wilderness along the California coast. Well-marked and 
maintained trails for trail runs, hiking, biking, horseback riding, with bathrooms and facilities 
that are environmentally friendly. Trails you can actually follow, someone who is not from the 
area can go out and explore and not get lost. 

b. Harmony Among Users and Environment Protected 

• Harmony among multiple-users and harmony with the environment. Habitat protected while 
users enjoy landscape, both people and nature supported at Palo Corona, users are 
exemplary stewards of the land. 

• Palo Corona exemplifies how grazing is a successful land management tool while users 
enjoy the land. 

c. Destination 

• Destination for multi-user trails (bike, hike, horse) similar to Bend, Oregon. Venue for limited 
events such as trail runs or bikes, venue for youth education, robust volunteer/stewardship 
group (“Friends of…”) that lead guided hikes, bike rides, horseback rides, 
wildflower/naturalist interpretation, cattle/ranch history, photography, etc. Robust volunteer 
trail maintenance. Limited Camping. Access to bathrooms and potable water stations. 
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• Palo Corona does it all! Amazing multi-use trails, incredible wildlife resources, spectacular 
scenic views, and renowned educational programming. What’s not to love! 

d. California Coastal Wildlands 

• No motorized vehicles, California coastal “wild lands” (open to hiking, bikes, and horses), 
biodiversity landscape, watersheds to preserve. Identify the natural beauty of the place. Map 
park clearly so you know what to expect in the back-county. Identifying the different 
habitats/ecosystems so people can learn about the natural history of the area and why it’s 
special. 

e. Vital Link in Coastal Trail/Connectivity 

• In my perfect world, backpackers could pick up last minute supplies at Carmel Rancho/Rio 
Road shopping center and depart up the “coastal trail” with the ability to spend one night at 
a backcountry camp within Palo Corona Regional Park or Joshua Creek Reserve, en route to 
a long hike all the way to the San Luis Obispo County Line. That said: biodiversity and 
conservation should always take priority over any sort of recreation, camping should be 
strictly permitted with a quota-based system, grazing should be used only as needed as a 
management tool, dog walking should be permitted, but with similar quotas as camping. 
 

2. SWOT 
a. Strengths 

• Connectivity 
() Connectivity of the different parks for recreation and for wildlife 
() Connectivity with other parcels/preserves 

• Large space for many users 
() Large area of multiple user groups 
() Many users in the area, large population to use the park 
() Landscape-scale conservation 

• Multi-Use access 
() Most trails and roads have good site-lines and are wide enough for multiple user types 
() Lots of room/open space – room for all 

• Ecological Habitat 
() Incredible biodiversity 
() Ecological diversity 
() Many diverse habitats 
() Ecologically informed fire-management 

• Beautiful wilderness 
() Wildlands being both remote and accessible to urban area at the same time, having 

access to wilderness like this from an urban area 
() Scenic vistas 

• Land Management 
() Long history of successful cattle grazing programs on the land 
() Well-developed land management plan 

b. Weaknesses 

• Access/Parking 
() Access is very limited – entry points, staging, where is parking going to be, alternative 

transportation opportunities, minimize greenhouse gas 
() Traffic/Congestion on Hwy 1 
() Access limited 
() Access points limited 
() Limited parking 
() Some trails are impassible due to tree-fall – management 
() Access to back acres of the park: the back-country is not for beginners (could be a good 

thing as far as conservation) – but where are there family-friendly opportunities 

• Facilities 
() Visitor-serving facilities 



() Water/bathrooms? Should these facilities be at the access points? 
() Visitor service facilities will be difficult to install/maintain and will be expensive 

• Signage/Wayfinding 
() Poor signage/wayfinding and interpretation 
() Lack of maps 

• Over-used, under maintained 
() High potential of being loved to death because of the limited access 
() Not enough MPRPD staff to manage expanded uses properly and manage the natural 

resources/monitor management 
() Presently limited staff to patrol a big area 
() Fighting against natural forces will make maintenance difficult – how does the park 

manage rain days when the trails get really muddy and threat of erosion? Seasonal 
closures? 

• Funding 
() Money to maintain trails/facilities 
() Up-keep and maintenance of the park will be expensive 

• Public Perception 
() User groups (like mountain bikers) feeling left out and not wanting to support the Park 

District 
() There is a lot of information about the landscape but that information is not accessible to 

the public 
() Lack of knowledge to the public, not enough name recognition so not enough support 

• Land Management 
() Grazing on public land with multi-use access will be new 

() There will be a learning curve to overcome 
c. Opportunities 

• Barn – adaptable? 
() Revenue generator? Mixed feelings about weddings? 
() Staging opportunity for education 
() Events, speakers/lectures 
() Barn could be used in collaboration with Big Sur Land Trust’s adjacent land which has 

plans to be developed into organic farm, barn could be used in conjunction with CSA 
program to house farmers market, etc. 

() Can the barn be the incubator of the identity of the park  Iconic location 
() Barn retrofitted as learning center 

• Educational Opportunities 
() Youth education  at-risk youth having nature experience 
() Expanded education for adults and youth 
() Whisler Wilson area opportunity for youth educational programs 
() Educational opportunities for youth/underprivileged youth 
() Could be the world-class park for wilderness and land-stewardship 
() Signage could be valuable tool for interpretation on site 

() Especially regarding cattle – having signage to inform public on the animals/the 
process is really important to maintain respectful relationship 

() Many opportunities for educational interpretation on cattle/ranching 
() Ranching history in CA 
() Learning about the ranching process: why do they use branding, why do they rotate 

pastures, general information about animal husbandry 
() Map(s) of the park with magnets showing where cattle are in which pastures so 

public can be aware on a daily basis where the cows are 
() Cows as landscape management tool to maintain European grasses and invasive 

species, and also for protecting and enhancing native grasslands 
() “Miracle of Birth” opportunity to watch/learn about calves being born 
() Birding – birders coming to watch birds of prey eat the afterbirth during calf season 



() Potential for serving local beef in park concessions, opportunity for education about 
local food 
() There is currently a feasibility study being done on building a slaughter house in 

Monterey Bay to serve the central coast to encourage farm-to-table movement 
in the area 

• Research 
() Create world class hub for landscape research and monitoring 
() Big Creek Hastings Preserve – University collaborations could be a study of the impacts, 

too 
() Park/Area could be world-class resource for ocean research and ocean management, 

land management and land stewardship, where people come to learn about land 
management, laboratory and example for the rest of the world 

• Connectivity 
() Connectivity with adjoining parkland – realize vision of Lobos-Corona Parklands 
() Also Palo Corona can take pressure off over-crowded Point Lobos 
() Integration of uses between adjacent park lands 

• Partnerships 
() Land Stewardship 

() Expanded land stewardship program with appropriate monitoring, adapted 
management, and coordination with adjacent open space partners 

() Land stewardship training 
() Management of invasive species 

() Partnerships with educational and non-profit organizations 
() Partnerships with local hospitals/health clinics 

() Mental health needs that could be served – healing effects of being in nature 
() Opportunities for partnerships with museums, aquarium 

• Incubators for wilderness or access to wilderness 
() May not be wilderness, but important link to those areas 

• Gateway to Big Sur 
() Gateway to the Big Sur coast, visitor and education center to help people plan Big Sur 

trips, maybe manage campsite reservations, and educate people about leave-no-trace 
and land stewardship 
() Educating visitors about appropriate user etiquette, where to camp, etc. 

• Palo Corona as a model for future park development 
() MPRPD’s vision of “The Four Garlands,” using Garland Ranch as a model to inform other 

parks 
() Palo Corona Ranch as world class resource – largest land deal in California history 

• Multi-Use 
() Opportunity between historically combative user groups 
() Provide access to various users: hikers, bikers, runners, equestrians 
() Expanding access for multiple user groups 

• Volunteer groups 
() Robust volunteer groups trail maintenance 
() Docent guides 
() Roving patrol 

• Trail System 
() Professionally designed trail systems so multi-use trail systems work (IMBA Trail 

Solutions) 
() Expanding signage – maps/signs should indicate difficulty level of the trail so people can 

be aware of the terrain/distance for their own skill set or if they wanted to take family on 
a hike in the park 

() Implementing alternating trail-use days – allowing for segregated multi-use through 
alternating days/season for trail users (mountain bikes allowed on even days, horseback 
riding allowed on odd days) 



() OR keeping trails completely separate, having separate trails for separate uses 

• Management 
() Implementation of a permit system (quota based and strictly enforced) essential to make 

connectivity work because users cannot get to back-country for day use, requires 
overnight camping. Will cost money because Park District will need people to enforce 
permit system. 

() Phasing could be an important way to introduce different trail uses in a slow and steady 
way that allows for Park District to observe success/struggles and help make 
management decisions in an informed manner rather than dumping all the uses all at 
once and having to deal with potential pandemonium 

• Grazing/Resource Management 
() Model resource-protection based grazing (including omission of grazing in drought years 

when inappropriate) 
() Use grazing and prescribed burns for resource management 
() Implementation of an ecologically informed model for fire management (as opposed to 

heavy-handed, mechanized suppression) 

• Events 
() Fundraising events tied to Big Sur International Marathon or Sea Otter Classic or 

organizations (Express NorCal League), good way to raise money and encourage tourism 
() Race events need strict guidelines to not harm land 
() How to harness love of open space to encourage donations 
() Social media campaign for land-stewardship 

d. Threats/Challenges 

• Phasing uses/management 
() Seasonal operations (muddy trails) 
() Dispersal of invasive species 
() Integration of uses from adjacent open spaces  how do you integrate with allowed 

park uses at Palo Corona when you get up to the boundary? 
() Over-use or inappropriate use, for example, poorly maintained trails 
() Trail maintenance 

() A lot of the trails are old ranch roads that are very steep (straight down the fall line), 
get rutted very easily, not sustainable, creates maintenance problems 

() Concern about maintaining conservation measures in the face of heavy use 

• Over-use of site 
() “Loved to death,” and too many people – need reservation system 
() Not taking care of environment 
() Permit system – quota based, strictly enforced, this can help make the connectivity 

between surrounding parks work 
() Protects resources and opportunities for primitive recreation – $ based? 

• Funding 
() $$ or entry fees? 
() Big Sur example of funding loss (underfunded) – before letting people know, making 

sure there is adequate funding before project launches 
() Funding to get projects/endeavors started and maintained will be difficult to obtain 
() Make sure the funding is in place first before you put a star on the map and draw in all 

the tourists, because the increased visitation will really tax the land/resources and 
demand a lot of up-keep and maintenance to keep the park in tip-top shape for visitors 
and wildlife/conservation 

() Staffing availability? Can this be addressed through partnerships with other groups? 

• Compatibility with bikers and horses with sight lines (dangerous around sharp curves) 
() Keeping trail uses separate – what is the density of users/user types? 
() Use of old roads that aren’t the best routes 
() Management? Different days or different trails/areas? 
() Mountain bikes come in at different point – through state parks 
() IMBA rules of trails – have professionally design trail systems 



• Dogs?? 
() Need for stronger enforcement of leash-laws 
() Disruption of wildlife/cattle/horses – dogs leaves scent behind that disturbs wildlife 
() People that do not clean up after their dogs and leave dog poop on the trails or leave 

poop bags in the bushes 
() Cattle are defensive about dogs because of threat from coyotes, especially with calves 

around 
() Interactions between dogs and cattle could be dangerous for dog owners, as well 

• Cattle 
() Is it done for management purposes or money? 
() Monitor for impacts 
() Cattle/human interactions – going in and out of gates, will people close them 

() MPRPD looking into installing fence crossings that people can get over but cows 
can’t, don’t require people to close gates 

() Do not see any potential conflicts between cattle and horses 
() Cattle breaking through existing fencing is really only a minor problem, not a big threat 
() Cattle and mountain bikes could pose potential conflict, could require creative solutions 

to make this mixed-use relationship work 
() Have maps showing which pastures are occupied with cattle so bikers can avoid 

those pastures or know that they have to slow down 
() No mountain bikers allowed in the park on days when cattle are being moved 

between pastures (roughly 10 times a year/about once a month) 
() With careful planning/system in place, could make this relationship work between 

cattle and mountain bikes 

• Access 
() Where is parking? Shuttle alternatives? 
() Access/entry points? 

• Facilities 
() Restrooms at access points, visitor serving 
() Maintenance dollars 

• Operations 
() Closing after rainy days? 
() Seasonal access? 

• Remote Location 
() Remoteness of backcountry – people get tired out in the back-country and need 

assistance 

• Inclusiveness to User Groups 
() MPRPD has reputation of being anti-mountain bike 
() Where are family-friendly opportunities? 

• There is lots of information about the landscape but not available to the public 



 MEETING NOTES 
To:  Palo Corona Team 

From: Grace Larson 

Date: July 30, 2018 

Project Name: Palo Corona 

Project #: 5506 

Subject: Universal Design Accessibility Stakeholder 
Engagement 

Meeting Date:   September 19, 2016 

 

 
 
1. Rafael’s Introduction 
 

• Universal Design (Elsa) 

• Motorized wheelchairs for public use (Amanda) 

• Universal Design in other countries (Elsa) 

• If you know of examples, provide MPRPD the ideas 

• Restoration- community volunteers (Karen) 
o Nature Classrooms- someone tell about the history, plants edible, not edible, touchable 

bark 
• Vision- not have to make all the calls. We are welcome and we can go wherever we want to 

go 

• Experience – obtain the full experience just like everyone else 

• Not just a portion. Not a park that has accessible places, it’s a park where I can go. 

• Want to be in the middle of woods, be immersed in nature, not to hear the cars 

• Seamless experience 

• What are the parking needs:  Cars parked along the side of road (Point Lobos) 

•  
  
2. Steve’s Intro: 

a. Over of park landscape 

• Look at all age access (people’s needs change as their problems change) 

• Community integration 

• Dream to have a blind person lead a hike 

• Experience with a different sense 

• Bind/Visually impaired - How do they know they are on the correct trail 
o Sign posts 
o Most don’t know braille 
o Glare is a problem 

b. Opportunities in park 

Landscape Architecture 
Planning 
Urban Design 
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• Trends for people you serve 
 
3. Verbs/Park (Describes a feeling about park) 

• Interesting (throughout) 

• Functional 

• Educational environmentally – importance of parks and natural resources 

• Solar park 

• Curiosity inducing 

• Interactive 

• Opportunity to take care of environment 

• Stewardship  

• Advocacy 

• Safety  

• Place to rest  

• Different types of paths for different users 

• Barrier free that is holistic inclusive not separating able and differently able people  

• Enforcement 

• Well known 

• Communication access (esp. deaf and hard of hearing) 

• Video informational links (Yosemite) video that is signed – visual communication cation for 
deaf and hard if hearing (website, too) 

• Create under topic title. Creates a  

• Tours/classes- sign language interpreter  

• Staff –qualified in sign language. (Qualified Staff) 

• Recorded presentation visually in sign language (website) 

• APP for park (technology) 

• Cellular access 

• Multiple languages 

• Historical (History) 

• Fun 

• Sanctuary 

• Freedom (Water experience…) 

• A place where you can dream 

• Sensory- interactive 

• Outside yourself (get to forget that you are not in a wheel chair) - Freedom (Water 
experience…) 

• Wild 

• Exploration  

• Inspiration 

• Creativity 

• Create your own environmental Make it, build it 

• Therapeutic  
 
4. Programming inside the building/Facilities ( A space in your place) 



• High contrast interactive bumps 

• Meeting room restaurant 

• Kitchen 

• Banquet space 

• Pro-shop… rent chairs, water bottle, day packs, compass, etc… 

• Motor packs for wheel chairs 

• Service on site – repairs 

• Classrooms, schools 

• Rest areas, rooms to rest 

• Visitor center 

• Back country amenities 

• Meeting rooms – community rooms 

• Revenue generating Rooms to rent out, with technology- av, multi-media 

• Staff retreat 

• Café, ice cream 

• Organic food, local wares 

• MST- designated stop Measure Q (elderly, handicap ,veterans) 

• Multi-generational access and usage 

• “Parisol” facility (multiple agencies in one facility) – incubator space 

• Native to Carmel Valley 

• Keep large green open space for group activities (yoga, group gatherings) 

• Weddings 

• Fun facts about the park 

• Local art (shows, art on the walls, murals) 

• Programs – hiking, climbing, equestrian, can be focus groups (Terry Bare) 

• Events – marathon, renaissance fair, graduations, weddings 

• Vans/shuttle to parts of the park…wants to roll chair onto ride , not have to get in and out 
chair  

• Sense of control and sense of in-control 

• Sleep over camp with both disabilities and non- disabled sleep over together. 

• Backpacking 

• Connectivity to multiple parks and backcountry 

• Long term parking (backcountry parking pass) 

• Parking for park 

• Charging stations 

• Homelessness 

• No parking on Carmel Valley 

• Climbing wall 

• Ropes course 

• Tram building 

• Volks Sports (Rank trails on different abilities) 

• Para athletic facility  



• training facility 

• marking trail by distance 

• challenge course 

• audio tours 

• kiosks (talking/phone tours)- visual 

• language line/media locate (Translation) 

• auditory signals for people that can see (example wind chimes) 

• have a tactile representation need sites. 

• Keep a few golf hole 



 MEETING RECORD 
To:  Palo Corona Team 

From: Grace Larson 

Date: November 3, 2016 

Project Name: Palo Corona 

Project #: 5506 

Subject: Public Open House 

Meeting Date:   October 25, 2016 

Start/End:  4:30 – 7:00pm 

Location:  Rancho Cañada Fiesta Room 

Copy To: MPRPD 

 
MEETING ATTENDEES: 
Rafael Payan, MPRPD 
Jackie Nelson, MPRPD 
Steve Noll, Design Workshop 
Grace Larson, Design Workshop 
General Public 
 
1. General Questions 

a. Rancho Cañada 

• What is the timeline? 
() Trust for Public Land conveyance of property to Monterey Peninsula Regional Park 

District at the end of 2017 
() Access to park 

• Parking at Rancho Cañada? About 240 existing spaces 

• MPRPD plans to move their district office to the Rancho Cañada property 

• Purchase land accessing Jack’s Peak or management/access to Jack’s Peak 

• Rancho Cañada Village – land for restoration 

• Golf Course closure 
() West course closed Summer 2016 
() East course to close January 2017 
() Plans for golf course to stay active? 

• Plans for a fenced dog park on this property? 

• Is there property to develop? 

• Can the community say “no” to Rancho Cañada? 

• Will MPRPD save the existing paved golf cart paths through Rancho Cañada through the 
restoration process? 
() Yes, adaptive re-use of existing infrastructure is an important consideration in the design 

b. Community Concerns 

• Traffic control/safety 

• Making it so attractive will increase visitors/use 

• Defer traffic on Hwy 1 
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() Access to Palo Corona via a left turn lane 

• Entrances to park – driving, walking, etc. 
() Bike/Walk-in, River Trail, entrance from adjacent neighborhoods 
() How to limit visitor parking/spill over in neighborhoods nearby and prevent visitors from 

walking in?  

• Is the bike trail available? 

• How to decide use capacity? 
() Limited by parking spaces? 
() Will locals have equal access to Palo Corona? 
() Park will be a beacon over social media 
() 80% of the visitors anticipated to use 20% of the park (Front Ranch) 

• Concern about vandalism 

• Will Palo Corona be a priority to MPRPD? 
() Concern that there will be more stalls that prevent use of the park 

• How can a user group advocate for their particular use throughout the planning process? 
c. Other Projects/Partnerships 

• Viewshed from Hwy 1 is important – “mosaic of landscape,” keep landscape open 
() Explore partnerships with other open space management organizations 

• Elevating Hwy 1, Village Property, Rancho Cañada > how will these projects dove tail/work 
together? 

• Flood control project 
() Partnerships with the County and Big Sur Land Trust 
() Opportunity for integrated planning 

• Comparing access/use/parking at Garland Ranch to Palo Corona 
d. Funding 

• How will Measure E effect the Palo Corona Property? 

• Is there opportunity to get other funding (specifically for staffing) – local home owners and 
other to share the costs of running MPRPD 
() Outside district residents could pay a fee for parking/use 
() Residents in Carmel use parks in other areas too, so the use/taxes probably evens out 

• Can MPRPD provide services and staffing with more land/users to manage? 
() MPRPD hopes to raise revenue through additional programming efforts to support the 

park 
 
2. In one word, describe what inspires you about Palo Corona. 

a. Landscape 

• Undeveloped 

• Untouched 

• View 

• Viewshed 

• Beauty 

• Peace 

• Tranquility 

• Solitude 

• Quiet 

• Seclusion 

• Backyard 
b. Use/User Groups 



• Multi-use 

• Trails 

• Bikes 

• Horses 

• Access 

• Accessibility 

• Golf 

• Utility 
c. Programming 

• Education 

• Restoration 

• Ecology 

• Learning 

• Volunteers 
d. Environment 

• Trees 

• Habitat 

• Water 

• Wildlife 

• Carmel River 

• Fires 
e. Animals 

• Dogs 

• Owls 

• Cows 
f. Community 

• Everyone 

• No one 

• Community 

• Neighbors 

• Sharing 

• Family 

• Kids 
g. Long-Term 

• Finality 

• Health 

• Legacy 
 
3. In one word, describe potential limitations/challenges to Palo Corona. 

a. Visitors/Use 

• Slow 

• Delays 

• Traffic 

• Tourists 



• Capacity 

• Over-use 

• Trash 

• Noise 

• Graffiti/vandalism 

• Over-loved 
b. Environmental Impact 

• Fire 

• Exhaustion 

• Impact 

• Flooding 

• Endangered 

• Degradation 

• Air pollution 
c. Management 

• Donations 

• Staffing 

• Bureaucracy 

• Rules 

• Expense 

• Timeliness 
d. Community 

• NIMBY-ism 

• Privilege 
e. Equity 

• Access 

• Discrimination 
 
4. In one word, describe a use you would like to see at Palo Corona. 

a. Hiking and Camping 

• Hiking 

• Thru-hiking 

• Connectivity 

• Long trails 

• Back country camping 
() Permit only 

• Accessible trails 
b. User Groups/Special Interests 

• Biking 

• Horse trails 

• Dog walking 

• Birding 

• Kayaking 

• Golf 
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PALO CORONA REGIONAL PARK PUBLIC WORKSHOP #1
The following is a summary of public comment and input from Public Workshop #1, held in Carmel Valley on October 5, 
2017, Marina on November 1, and Seaside on November 2. This meeting asked the public for input on desired uses and 
activities at Palo Corona Regional Park (with a focus on the Rancho Cañada property). Feedback was considered during 
the development of the Design Alternatives presented during Workshop #2.

Keypad polling was used during the Workshop #1 meetings to survey meeting attendants about preferred park uses and 
activities, and the survey questions were later posted online for public participation from October 16 through November 
10. There were 151 attendees that signed in at the public workshops and 129 participants in the keypad polling, with 
some choosing not to complete the exercise or partake in every question. 990 respondents started the online survey, 
with 889 respondents completing the survey.

MEETING KEYPAD POLLING AND ONLINE SURVEY
The following questions were asked during the workshop meetings using keypad polling devices to gather input on 
desired uses and activities at Palo Corona Regional Park. The same questions were provided via an online survey to allow 
for greater community participation. A few of the questions on the online version of the survey were adjusted for clarity 
or to include additional answer options, based on feedback received during the public meetings. 

The comments and write-in responses recorded on comment cards during the public workshop and provided by online 
survey respondents were combined in this summary and are organized by question. 

INTRODUCTION
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WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 1
QUESTION 1: WHERE DO YOU LIVE?
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WRITE-IN RESPONSES

QUESTION #1: WHERE DO YOU LIVE?

1. Corral De Tierra

2. Spreckels

3. Highway 68 corridor 

4. Watsonville

5. Salinas

6. Hwy 68 near Monterey 

7. Prunedale, Calif

8. Salinas, but own rental home in Carmel.

9. rural Salinas

10. laguna seca area

11. Salinas

12. Prunedale

13. Castroville 

14. Salinas

15. Castroville

16. Salinas

17. San Benancio Area

18. Salinas off River Road

19. Unincorporated Carmel

20. Salinas

21. Salinas, CA

22. Spreckels

23. Oak Hills

24. Salinas

25. Salinas

26. Salinas

27. Carmel—-Carmel Meadows

28. North Monterey County

29. Salinas

30. Salinas

31. Shingle Springs CA

32. Salinas

33. Salinas 

34. Salinas

35. Salinas

36. Salinas

37. Spreckels

38. Salinas / Toro Park

39. Salinas

40. Salinas,ca

41. Salinas, HWY 68 corridor

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 1
42. Salinas

43. Castroville

44. Salinas

45. Salinas

46. Prunedale

47. HWY 68

48. Toro/Corral De Tierra

49. I now live in Santa Cruz County, but I grew up in 
Carmel Valley and visit the area often

50. Spreckels

51. Toro Park

52. Toro Park

53. Gonzales 

54. Castroville

55. Salinas

56. Salinas

57. Salinas

58. North County/Prunedale

59. Corral de Tierra Salinas 

60. Salinas

61. Corral de Tierra

62. Salinas 

63. Salinas

64. Salinas

65. Oak Hills

66. Capitola

67. Lacuna seca 

68. Gilroy

69. Salinas

70. North Monterey County

71. Salinas

72. salinas

73. Salinas

74. Salinas

75. Hwy 68 Corridor - 93908

76. Prunedale

77. Prunedale

78. Lived in Carmel Valley for many years but now Paso 
Robles 

79. La Selva Beach

80. Moss Landing

81. Corral de Tierra

82. Prunedale

83. Prunedale 

84. Salinas

85. Watsonville
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86. Prunedale

87. Corral de Tierra

88. Salinas

89. Prunedale

90. Prunedale

91. Hacienda Carmel

92. elkhorn slough

93. in the hills 1/2 way between Salinas and Monterey

94. MID VALLEY

95. Salinas

96. Aromas, ca

97. Toro park

98. Salinas

99. Prunedale, CA

100. Hwy 68 San benancio

101. santa cruz

102. Santa Cruz

103. Santa Cruz County 

104. Toro Park

105. Santa Cruz

106. Pebble Beach

107. I grew up in Carmel but currently live in Texas. I visit 
Carmel 4-6 times per year.

108. Salinas

109. Aromas

110. Salinas

111. Salinas

112. Del Rey Oaks

113. salinas

114. Salinas

115. Salinas

116. Hwy 68

117. Hacienda Carmel

118. salinas

119. Salinas

120. SALINAS

121. Salinas but own business in Carmel

122. Salinas/93908/off Highway 68

123. Carmel Meadows

124. unincorporated Carmel

125. Spreckels

126. Aptos and shaver lake ca

127. CARMEL MEADOWS

128. Carmel Meadows

129. mouth of  Carmel Valley

130. Salinas

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 1
WRITE-IN RESPONSES
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WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 2
QUESTION 2 : HOW LONG HAVE YOU LIVED IN THE MONTEREY PENINSULA AREA??
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WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 3
QUESTION 3 : HOW OLD ARE YOU?
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WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 4
QUESTION 4 : HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THIS MEETING?

QUESTION 4 (ONLINE SURVEY) : HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THIS SURVEY? (CHOOSE ALL THAT APPLY)

Please note that this number reflects the total number of 
responses (multiple responses per respondent), not the total 
number of respondents.
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WRITE-IN RESPONSES

QUESTION #4 :  HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THIS 
MEETING/SURVEY?

1. Dog park email group

2. email

3. Big Sur Land Trust email

4. Point Lobos Foundation email

5. Emailed Tim at MPRPD directly

6. CVA Weekly Bulletin

7. Email from Volunteer Coordinator at MPRPD

8. MORCA members and Facebook site

9. Facebook Mountainbike Riders of Toro Park

10. Facebook/Gina Weston

11. MORCA

12. Facebook

13. Stevenson School

14. Volunteer with MPRPD 

15. Stevenson School- Sarah Howard

16. Monterey Off Road Cyclists

17. Trout Unlimited / Salinas Valley Fly Fishermans 
meeting

18. Facebook

19. Facebook

20. Facebook

21. Carmel  Valley  Rotary

22. Juan Govea at the Pacific Grove Museum of Natural 
History, where I am an employee.

23. CV Trail & Saddle Club

24. Facebook group MORCA

25. Sustainable Seaside

26. Stevenson School

27. Facebook

28. Friend on Facebook

29. Friend

30. got to my email 

31. Trout Unlimited

32. Sustainable Seaside

33. Forwarded to me by my spouse

34. co-worker at Stevenson

35. MORCA

36. SUSTAINABLE SEASIDE AND MORCA

37. Morcs

38. Monterey Off-Road Cycling Association

39. email

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 4
40. Facebook

41. School info

42. Morca

43. Facebook post

44. Email

45. CSUMB

46. CORBA

47. Facebook

48. Monterey Land Watch

49. via email

50. email

51. Direct email

52. E-MAILED TO ME

53. MORCA

54. csumb

55. Email sent to me

56. MPRPD Mailing List

57. facebook

58. nextdoor 

59. Don’t know where it came from. It just appeared.

60. MORCA

61. Email from MPD

62. Team Poor Judgement Facebook Page

63. MPRPD email

64. Point Lobos Foundation

65. Trout Unlimited

66. i had emailed regarding suggestions for the park and 
link was sent to me

67. email

68. Trout Unlimited

69. Steinbeck Country Chapter Trout Unlimited

70. Trout Unlimited

71. CSUMB dashboard

72. MORCA

73. Trout Unlimited

74. Palma mountain bike team

75. Facebook 

76. CSUMB Dashboard

77. MORCA

78. Trout Unlimited

79. Native American Community

80. Csumb

81. Friend 

82. CSUMB

83. CSUMB homepage

84. CSUMB 
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85. Trout Unlimited

86. Morca email list

87. Nextdoor Neighborhood

88. California State University Monterey Bay Website 

89. MORCA

90. Facebook messenger 

91. Palma Mountain Bike Team

92. Horse groups

93. Morca 

94. facebook and west coast rocky mountain horse club

95. CSUMB

96. csumb

97. Monterey Off Road Cycling Association

98. California State Parks

99. CSUMB

100. RC Dog Park email list

101. CSUMB website

102. Monterey Offroad Cycling Association

103. csumb

104. Morca

105. CSUMB Dashboard

106. Monterey Off Road Cycling Association

107. Monterey Off Road Cycling Association (MORCA)

108. Monterey Off Road Cycling Association

109. NextDoor Neighbor

110. MORCA

111. MORCA mountain bike chapter

112. Monterey Horse Park

113. Monterey Off Road Cycling Association

114. Monterey Off Road Cycling Association

115. MORCA

116. CSUMB webpage

117. MORCA

118. MORCA

119. MORCA

120.  Dog park 

121. Cal State Monterey Bay Website

122. MORCA

123. Facebook 

124. CSUMB

125. Monterey Off-road Cycling Association 

126. Social Media

127. MORCA

128. Monterey Off-Road Cycling Assoc (MORCA)

129. MORCA

130. Morca

131. MORCA

132. MORCA

133. MORCA

134. Morca

135. MORCA

136. Monterey off road cycling association

137. MORCA

138. MORCA

139. MORCA

140. orca

141. MORCA Monterey Off Road Cycling Asso

142. Next door app

143. CSUMB Student Dashboard

144. CSUMB

145. CSU monterey bay

146. CSUMB

147. ON CSUMB Dashboard

148. CSU, Monterey Bay’s website

149. Monterey Off Road Cycling Association - MORCA

150. Next Door

151. My Yahoo e-mail account

152. CSUMB’s News Bulletin

153. CSUMB

154. CSUMB

155. CSUMB Website

156. California State University, Monterey Bay homepage

157. CSUMB dashboard

158. Monterey Off Road Cycling Association 

159. CSUMB website

160. CSUMB Website

161. CSUMB Website

162. Carmel Valley Trail and Saddle Club

163. Carmel Valley Saddle Club

164. Carmel Valley Trail & Saddle Club

165. Shared on facebook

166. Facebook 

167. Facebook 

168. Monterey Horse Park news letter by e-mail

169. Facebook invite to Public meeting about Palo Corona 
usage

170. RC Dog Park

171. Email from MPRPD staff member

172. CVTSC Website

173. FB

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 4
WRITE-IN RESPONSES
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174. Equestrian groups interested in park access

175. facebook 

176. Monterey Horse Park

177. Nextdoor

178. Carmel Trail & Saddle Club

179. Nextdoor website for Carmel Highlands

180. Nextdoor

181. Point Lobos Foundation

182. Facebook

183. Nextdoor 

184. MORCA

185. Monterey Horse Park email list

186. Trail and saddle club

187. Dog Park supporters

188. Facebook

189. Monterey horse park

190. Monterey Bay Equestrians

191. Friend’s Facebook post

192. Monterey Bay Equestrians

193. Monterey Bay Equestrians

194. Friend’s facebook

195. Monterey Bay Equestrians

196. Monterey Bay Equestrians

197. Monterey Horse Park

198. Monterey Bay Equestrian 

199. Monterey Bay Equestians

200. FaceBook

201. Friend’s Facebook page; Monterey County Weekly

202. Next Door

203. Monterey Horse Park

204. Monterey Horse Park 

205. Katie’s facebook post

206. Shared on Facebook

207. Facebook 

208. Monterey Horse Park

209. Monterey Horse Park

210. Monterey horse community 

211. Dog Park Supporters

212. Katie Pofahl posted it on social media

213. Monterey Horse Park

214. Monterey Horse Park

215. Monterey Horse Park info

216. Monterey Horse Park email list

217. Monterey Horse Park

218. montereyhorsepark.org

219. Monterey Horse Park

220. monterey horse park

221. Monterey Horse Park email list

222. Rancho Canada Dog Park Supporters

223. Next door social media

224. Monterey Bay Equestrians

225. Rancho Canada dog park proponents mailing list

226. Dog park support newsletters

227. Rancho Canada Dog Park Supporters

228. Nextdoor Website

229. Dog Park supporters

230. Nextdoor

231. Rancho Canada Dog Park Supporters

232. Nextdoor NMNA

233. Rancho Canada Dog Park Supporters

234. dog park supporter

235. Monterey Bay Equestrians

236. Mearth

237. Next door.com

238. nextdoor

239. G16 committee 

240. Monterey Off-Road Cycling Association

241. Next Door New Monterey 

242. Nextdoor

243. NextDoor

244. Next Door New Monterey

245. Nextdoor.com post

246. facebook

247. Nextdoor New Monterey

248. Nextdoor Skyline Forest

249. Through the equestrian community.

250. Facebook 

251. Next door...neighbor hood social site.

252. Next door Monterey

253. Facebook group

254. Santa Lucia Conservancy 

255. Free Pacific Grove

256. nextdoor neighborhood email

257. Mtb forum

258. friend shared link on facebook

259. CA state parks

260. MEarth

261. Friend’s Facebook post 

262. Facebook

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 4
WRITE-IN RESPONSES
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263. Marina equestrian association 

264. Facebook share

265. Carmel Valley Association

266. Carmel Valley Rotary

267. facebook

268. Outdoor Collective, Ventana Wildlife Society

269. Monterey Off Road Cycling Association

270. Facebook

271. facebook

272. Monterey Bay Equestrians

273. Marina Equestrian Association

274. CV Rotary

275. MONTEREY BAY EQUESTRIANS Club

276. Elkhorn Slough Reserve

277. Mearth

278. MORCA

279. facebook

280. Morca

281. Equestrian riding club

282. Santa Cruz County Horseman’s Assoc.

283. CVA

284. Contacted by friend

285. CVA 

286. CVA

287. Facebook post by friend

288. Facebook 

289. MEarth referred it to me

290. Facebook

291. Facebook

292. MEarth 

293. Facebook 

294. mearth

295. MEarth

296. Facebook post by friend

297. MEarth

298. Friends sharing survey on facebook

299. MEarth

300. Carmel Valley Association

301. MEarth email

302. MEarth Facebook

303. MEarth Facebook Page

304. Katie Pofahl

305. FB

306. Facebook

307. MEarth

308. facebook

309. Facebook

310. Friend shared on Facebook

311. Facebook

312. Facebook

313. Facebook

314. Outdoor Collective

315. Pacific Grove Museum of Natural History

316. Nextdoor neighbor

317. Facebook

318. Friend

319. Carmel Valley Rotary Club

320. Facebook

321. Facebook “You know you’re from Carmel Valley if ...” 
group

322. Carmel Valley Rotary Club

323. Carmel Valley Rotary

324. Facebook

325. NextDoor - Carmel Highlands

326. Carmel Valley Rotary

327. Carmel Valley Association 

328. By attending the October planning meeting.

329. Monterey Audubon Society Facebook page

330. sent to me from MPRPD

331. Monterey audobon on facebook

332. Facebook

333. park’s user activities list

334. CVAC

335. Katie Pofahl and the Outdoor Youth Collective

336. Nextdoor 

337. Facebook

338. My  phone

339. CV assn

340. Carmel Valley Assoc Newsletter

341. Nextdoor

342. friend living in Carmel Valley and I hike Palo Corona 

343. CVA

344. carmel valley association newsletter

345. Next Door Carmel Highlands

346. facebook

347. Carmel Valley  Association

348. Friends w dogs

349. Carmel Valley Association

350. Carmel Valley Association

351. CVA

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 4
WRITE-IN RESPONSES
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352. Carmel Valley Association email list

353. CVA

354. Carmel Valley Association

355. Carmel Valley Homeowners Assoc. newsletter

356. Carmel Valley Association e-newsletter 

357. Carmel Valley Association

358. Carmel Valley Association 

359. CV Association

360. carmel valley assn

361. Facebook 

362. sent to me from a friend

363. neighborhood email group

364. The Treadmill

365. someone posted it on FB

366. face book

367. Morca

368. Monterey off road cycling association, mountain 
bikers of Santa cruz

369. Pro Dog Park committee

370. MORCA

371. Facebook and email through Monterey Off Road 
Cycling Association

372. Facebook bicycle club page

373. MORCA

374. A friend shared the link

375. Carmel Highlands Info

376. Dog park fan

377. Next door neighbor

378. Facebook of MORCA

379. nextdoor

380. Carmal Highlands

381. Next door Neighbor 

382. Facebook friend 

383. Dog park group organizers

384. Nextdoor 

385. Carmel Highlands “nextdoor”

386. Next door blog

387. Next door Carmel Highlands 

388. next door

389. Nextdoor

390. have no idea

391. Next-door Carmel

392. MPRPD employee

393. Emailed to me because I have been attending 
meetings about the subject.

394. Facebook

395. Friends and local residents

396. Carmel Highlands Community

397. Sierra Club, Audubon Society

398. Facebook

399. BaseCamp  Monterey Vacation Rental

400. Next Door

401. Nextdoor

402. NEXTDOOR

403. Meeting # 1 On Oct 5th

404. MORCA

405. fb

406. At the October 5 meeting.

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 4
WRITE-IN RESPONSES
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WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 5
QUESTION 5 : HOW OFTEN DO YOU VISIT MPRPD PARKS AND FACILITIES?
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WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 6
QUESTION 6 : WHICH MPRPD PARK DO YOU VISIT MOST OFTEN?
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WRITE-IN RESPONSES

QUESTION 6 : WHICH MPRPD PARK DO YOU VISIT 
MOST OFTEN?

1. Point Lobos

2. Toro Park

3. South Bank Trail

4. Toro park

5. Toro Regional Park Salinas

6. Toro Park

7. Toro Park

8. pt.lobos

9. Jacks Peak

10. Toro park

11. I would have like to list more than one 

12. Lake San Antonio

13. Rancho Canada

14. I do not but will if open to horses

15. Elkhorn Slough 

16. Garland is a bit far to travel and I have dogs - I 
appreciate it having “off leash” areas though.

17. I don’t remember?  (Sorry)

18. I visit the South Bank trail and Rancho Canada golf 
course about five times a week. I also visit Garland 
Ranch about three times a month.

19. I go in “spurts” to Garland, Dunes, Frog Pond

20. Rec trail along the ocean

21. Laguna seca

22. Garland and Frog Pond, every day

23. Via Paraiso

24. Rancho Canada

25. Laguna Grande weekly, Garland every few months, 
Palo Corona once a year, Marina Dunes every few 
months

26. I visit several

27. Dampierre

28. Point lobos

29. Via paraiso

30. Jacks Peak park

31. Point Lobos

32. Carmel beaches

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 6



16  |  PALO CORONA REGIONAL PARK  
       PUBLIC WORKSHOP #1 SUMMARY

    

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 7
QUESTION 7: HOW MANY TIMES HAVE YOU VISITED PALO CORONA REGIONAL PARK?
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WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 8
QUESTION 8 : WHAT DO YOU THINK ARE THE GREATEST OPPORTUNITIES WITH THE RANCHO CAÑADA 
PROPERTY AND PALO CORONA REGIONAL PARK? (CHOOSE 3)
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Please note that this number reflects the total number of responses (multiple responses per respondent).
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WRITE-IN RESPONSES

QUESTION 8 : WHAT DO YOU THINK ARE THE 
GREATEST OPPORTUNITIES WITH THE RANCHO 
CAÑADA PROPERTY AND PALO CORONA REGIONAL 
PARK?

1. Horse trails and horse only parking

2. Wildlife protection/preservation

3. Off-leash dog trails

4. Off-leash dogs in whole property on voice command, 
like Garland Park

5. Picnic facilities – Rancho Canada

6. Wild lands protection

7. Land return for Indigenous Justice

8. To reduce the over flow  amount of individuals 
currently negatively impacting Point Lobos and the  
and  improve the safety of Highway 1 ,(cars parked 
outside of the park)

9. sustainably built multi use single track trails for 
mountain biking, trail running, and hiking 

10. Restoration of the Steelhead Habitat

11. GOLF!!!!!!!

12. Accessible trails for the nearby senior communities.

13. “Tent-only camping (no RVs) Hike-in camping (cars 
park & campers hike to campsites)”

14. Suggest seasonal fishing access along the river and 
family fishing on any ponds on the property.  The 
bridges should be left intact so there could be access 
for our community members as well as our veterans 
who suffer disabilities.  Ponds would be great for 
getting our kids outside and involved in the sport of 
fishing.

15. DOG FRIENDLY TRAILS 

16. a place to exhibit the continuing success in the 
restoration of the carmel river fishery.

17. Golf facility

18. I’m sure this isn’t an option for this area, but in 
general we seriously need to better control rent for 
homes in good areas. The rents in a few good, safe 
areas are ridiculously high even for people with 
reasonable income and keep rising. It is just not ok. 

19. Fishing access

20. Fishing for Steelhead in the Carmel River

21. Wildlife Corridor (especially if we can connect up 
to Jack’s Peak; good opportunity to showcase how 
ranching can be sustainable when done correctly.

22. a quiet time in nature without dogs

23. 1 golf course

24. This is one of the few places to access the Carmel 
River along the Carmel Valley Rd. I believe the river 
should be available to swimmers and waders. It 

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 8
offers an entirely different experience than swimming 
in the ocean; safer, warmer and more suitable for 
relaxing.

25. At the Front Ranch, only the most passive activity 
(hiking) to keep the area natural and allow for 
restoration of the native plant communities.

26. This area should provide fishing access to the Carmel 
River which has become closed off to the average 
user.  Also the ponds on the property should be used 
to provide fishing access for children. 

27. Scientific research

28. Steelhead fishing

29. Fishing access to Carmel river and existing ponds. 
Consider non-commercial limited take of mushrooms 
during forays.

30. “I do not think horses should be allowed in Rancho 
area, but Palo Corona and back country perhaps 
Walking/biking trails to connect Brookdale 
neighborhood/Quail area to Rancho and then to CMS, 
Carmel by the sea would be awesome much like the 
trail in Pacific grove “

31. Seasonal fishing access along the river and family 
fishing in one or more ponds on the property

32. Seasonal fishing access, steelhead habitat restoration, 
family fishing opportunities in the ponds.

33. Provide fishing access and opportunities. Please 
ensure access for fishing to the Carmel River at 
Rancho Canada during the winter fishing season. This 
means keeping in place and maintaining the current 
bridge crossings over the river. In addition, please 
consider utilizing one or more of the old sand traps as 
fishing ponds (especially good for youth education).

34. Steelhead fishing access to Carmel river

35. Seasonal fishing access along the river and family 
fishing in one or more ponds on the property

36. River restoration and fishing access

37. Seasonal fishing access along the river and family 
fishing in one or more ponds on the property 

38. emphasis on equestrian

39. This area has the potential to be a highly sought after 
area for equestrians and hikers, with possibly some 
trails also to include biking.  Having an equestrian 
campground would meet an unfulfilled need for this 
part of California.

40. Back country hiking trailhead

41. therapeutic gardens for the community--either for 
everyone to enjoy or for a targeted group.  Gardening 
for vets has shown to help with PTSD; i read a book 
about someone in Vancouver running a small urban 
farm, hiring people on the fringes, and they didn’t 
loose their jobs if they didn’t show up for a few days. 
Something where people who are suffering can enjoy 
the peace and therapeutic aspects of gardening or or 
working the soil.

42. Mountain bike trails / open trails for all users. 

43. I hate this type of survey not enough options offered
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44. Garland Park is a prime example of a Equestrian, 
walking and hiking trails. No bikes.   Some areas 
should be open to bikes. All should be able to enjoy 
the parks

45. Equestrian trails 

46. As much as I would like to hike with my dogs off 
leash, I understand it’s not allowed for various 
reasons in the park.  I would actually like to see an 
even larger area fenced off for use as a secure dog 
park but will take anything we can get since few 
hikers will want to be along that noisy CV roadway!

47. Improved access to the river during steelhead fishing 
season

48. Carriage Driving

49. horse community 

50. I think it’s a mistake to lump Rancho Canada with 
Palo Corona in this survey. My answers are for 
Rancho Canada only. I think a dog park would be nice 
too, but I used my third choice to write this comment.

51. area with fairly easy access for horse camping?

52. A place to co-ordinate and set up community disaster 
services ( in case of wildfires or other scenarios 
needing out of area first responders)

53. Golf coitse

54. Equestrian trails with no bikes allowed

55. Family biking on the previous cart paths

56. Please allow dogs on trails like at Garland Ranch. A 
fenced off leash park is good for some dogs, but 
others need long distance movement. Also, people 
with dogs need places to recreate together with 
their fur family. State Parks do not allow. Please keep 
Regional Parks dog friendly!!!!

57. We are in the midst of a housing crisis!!!  We need 
to develop it into reasonable cost housing!!!

58. Catering and special events

59. Using the facilities of Rancho Cañada for information 
to visitors before going to Big Sur.

60. interpretation/representation of our Native American 
community and their landscape legacy - it is nearly 
invisible here. This could be an amazing place to help 
tell that story and aid reconciliation through inclusion. 

61. Purpose built mountain bike trails and purpose built 
equestrian trails. 

62. “The area if large enough to support many activities.  
Establishing a scenic ‘river-walk’, meandering 
along both sides of the river using existing bridges 
to enable users to cross back and forth.  Small 
occasional rest/picnic sites along the walk would 
encourage locals and could easily be used by 
campers or those participating in other activities.  
An area for tent-camping would easily mesh with 
additional trails for walking/hiking/biking that can be 
used by local residents.  At the same time, picnic/
recreation areas fill needs for both locals and 

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 8
campers. Restoration of old, or establishment of 
new solar toilet facilities would be important. I see 
no reason why most of the activities listen above 
couldn’t be incorporated in to the plan.  

63. 18 HOLE DISC GOLF PARK

64. Community Center and meeting facility

65. I deeply resent the closing of the Rancho Canada golf 
courses.  Playing those courses were an important 
part of my life.

66. Please keep this area as wild as possible. Children’s 
environmental education programming would be a 
wonderful addition. Being able to travel through to 
the ocean would be magical. 

67. “Horse people and dogs don’t get along

68. Horse people and bikes don’t get along. If multi use 
is permitted horse people should not get right aways. 
If they can’t handle their horse around bikes and dogs 
they should not be on public trails. That’s what arenas 
are for. “

69. The greatest feature of MPRPD, supplied by no other 
agency, is the ability to walk with dogs. Its what 
distinguishes you from the rest. So, there are many 
possible good uses for this section listed above, but 
I and many others will not be using them without 
the ability to freely walk dogs. To not include that is 
a mistake, and it’s the main reason that I and many 
others NEVER visit Mill Creek and your several 
other unused properties, including Palo Corona in its 
current config.

70. Ample parking that would make access gauranteed 
and might make the online permit request 
unnecessary. I used to fill out the online form often, 
but would then find no available parking at the CV 
entrance. Because of this I have given up on hiking 
Palo Corona. I miss it, so I hope the parking problem 
can be solved.

71. Running course; Clubhse use for regular community 
meetings

72. Community Events ,and catering

73. wildlife corridor

74. Pickleball

75. Survey choices should not be limited to three choices. 
In addition to those marked I would add multi-use 
trails with an emphasis on equestrian over biking, 
picnicking and passive recreation, off-leash dog 
park if its use were restricted to individuals and their 
dogs (no canine events), camping and community 
vegetable garden.

76. hiking with my dog off leash

77. A campground for youth groups modeled after the 
Camping at the Presidio program in San Francisco.

78. Pickleball...fastest growing sport in the country and 
excellent for all levels, ages

79. “Skate park Bike pump tracks”

WRITE-IN RESPONSES
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80. “Continued public access to the Club House for 
groups to meet. Also consideration of a Tatum’s 
Garden handicapped play area”

81. This is an important bird habitat area and I would like 
to see the river area especially remain in its natural 
state to best suit all species of birds who find their 
way along this corridor. 

82. Pickleball courts

83. Pickleball courts

84. Pickle ball Courts

85. Dedicated Pickleball Courts

86. Pickleball 

87. Pickleball PLEASE

88. Pickle ball courts

89. Pickleball courts!

90. There are few places to cycle in this area, this would 
be a great place! 

91. “The South Bank Trail for walking and biking should be 
connected to the Hatton Canyon Trail Palo Corona or 
Rancho Canada.   “

92. Something Carmel is missing is a playground - only 
one exists and it is small and difficult to access 

93. I think that all of the above be considered other than 
camping.  All can be achieved with good long term 
planning.

94. Leave it untouched. There are more than enough 
trails and parks in the area. The district can’t maintain 
properly what they have now. Individuals do NOT 
follow rules when using the parks. This will be used 
by out-of-state visitors who don’t pay to help maintain 
the wild areas. Whose “ego” are we feeding with this 
project? Like golf courses, only a very few individuals 
will use this area.

95. open areas for hiking with dogs

96. Undeveloped open space

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 8
WRITE-IN RESPONSES
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WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 9
QUESTION 9 : WHAT ARE YOUR BIGGEST CONCERNS WITH THE RANCHO CAÑADA PROPERTY AND PALO 
CORONA REGIONAL PARK? (CHOOSE 3)

21.0%23.2%

7.2%
13.4%

3.6%

14.5%

2.2%
6.5% 3.6% 4.7%

0.0%

10.0%

20.0%

30.0%

40.0%

50.0%

60.0%

70.0%

80.0%

90.0%

100.0%

14.1%16.8%13.9%

2.9% 2.2%

20.1%

3.2%

17.2%

3.2%
6.5%

0.0%

10.0%

20.0%

30.0%

40.0%

50.0%

60.0%

70.0%

80.0%

90.0%

100.0%

Please note that this number reflects the total number of responses (multiple responses per respondent).
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WRITE-IN RESPONSES

QUESTION 9 : WHAT ARE YOUR BIGGEST CONCERNS 
WITH THE RANCHO CAÑADA PROPERTY AND PALO 
CORONA REGIONAL PARK?

1. All the above

2. Not enough access for children to explore/free play

3. Preservation

4. Lack of access for mountain bikes is my biggest 
concern. Multi-use trails work great at Fort Ord. 
Everyone shares and gets along. We need multi-use 
access in Palo Corona. The back country is too far for 
hikers to reach. Only bikes can get in and out in one 
day.

5. having enough rangers to properly patrol the entire 
property,ensuring that no one is camping out and 
putting our neighborhood at risk of fire

6. Potential for missed opportunities if there isn’t strong 
coordination between all the various Park, Land and 
Environmental Education agencies and groups.

7. Access points to the River

8. its the housing that is insane. The roads cannot 
take anymore cars. The mouth of the valley will be 
gridlocked and forever ruined

9. Too many people not repeating the ecosystem .

10. Getting the park open!  

11. Not coordinating well with the State Parks general 
Plan for the larger landscape.

12. Off leash dogs that interfere with others use of the 
property. 

13. “Don’t budget for “”interpretation”” and programs - 
take care of basics like parking, trail maintenance and 
fencing. Don’t set up remote parking with shuttle 
busses.”

14. I resent the fact that more and more dogs are either 
not allowed or must be on leash. I used to go to Frog 
Pond often but not any more. Recently, a sign went 
up signifying that dogs must be leashed. What a 
shame!

15. none

16. Very hard to specify concerns about a region I do not 
know.

17. Propensity for fires in the area with camping and 
other uses.

18. potentially contaminated soil and water from possible 
pesticide and fertilizer applied from the previous use 
as a golf course

19. Need more dog friendly areas!

20. Providing a revenue stream so as not to solely rely 
on taxpayers and grants.  Provide medium density 
lodging.
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21. Inadequate maintenance and oversight to support 

increased public access

22. The entry to Carmel Valley Road is dangerous for 
drivers now. It would need a traffic light or improved 
access to make it safe.

23. The limited, gated access to the Palo Corona park 
makes it literally unusable on a daily basis. I have 
never understood why there were gates limiting 
access (silly in my opinion) and I do not know why 
there the access to the back-country portion of 
Palo Corona is also gated.  Give us all access - take 
the gates down.  Biking would be great too but 
at least bike connectivity from the Quail to CMS, 
the Barnyard and Crossroads should be quickly 
completed through either Rancho Canada or Palo 
Corona.

24. Restriction of bicycles. The trails should be opened 
and shared.

25. Potential for devastating fires that could spread in to 
neighboring communitys

26. Garland park has basically become a glorified off-
leash dog park, with lots of abandoned dog feces. In 
the spring of 2015 when I first took my two-year-old 
daughter there I was actually berated by a woman 
at Garland who is a director/park employee there. 
She was upset that my daughter and I waited by 
the side of the trail while she passed on the road 
in her vehicle. She stopped and rolled down her 
unmarked car to say that “there is plenty of room 
and we shouldn’t go off the trail.” My daughter had 
some leaves in her hand that we had picked up from 
the trail and she said “it’s against the rules to pick 
anything here.” But this woman had no issue with 
people who’s dogs were going off the trail and dogs 
that did not reposed to verbal commands from their 
owners, or that there is dog feces all over the trails 
and off the trails. All this to say: Please don’t let the 
Rancho Canada/Palo Corona regional park turn into 
a glorified dog park for the tourists and the wealthy 
of Carmel, to the exclusion of young children. Please 
make it a chid friendly place where young kids can 
walk next to their parents without the fear of a large 
dog jumping on them or stepping in dog feces on 
every trail-we already have Garland for that.

27. homeless and drug addiction transaction site

28. I am concerned that increased access to PCRP via 
Rancho Canada will increase the presence of dogs 
that shouldn’t be there (RC OK, not PCRP) because 
of wildlife and the cattle that help maintain the 
habitat.  Also need to educate people how to be 
around cattle.

29. i worry ( a bit ) that too much money will be spent 
renovating the golf course to park requirements.  right 
now it looks like a lot of pretty much open space.  
after all, it was a golf course.  the area looks like easy 
trail walking to me with only some signage to link up 
trail.  maybe you’d “close” some of the “trails” so 
it wouldn’t be like a busy freeway system there.  in 
other words if you left it a mostly primitive hiking 
area not much would have to be spent on it.  i’m sure 
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there’s plenty of spending on upkeep of the whole 
park that needs to be done instead.

30. Off leash dogs should be kept to small area, focus on 
needs of others than just CV residents 

31. Too difficult to access via permits and such. Should 
be available to use like Garland Ranch without 
needing use permits.

32. beloved natural places are getting overrun with non-
locals who park along the roads.  parking should be 
limited and strictly enforced in order to limit number 
of visitors. at the same time, there should be some 
open access on highway one with a just a few 
parking spaces.

33. I generally favor open access.  I agree with limiting 
dogs in eco sensitive areas, but dog walking should 
be widely available. What some may see as over use, 
to me is a sign of success of park. There is enough 
land so that having sufficient good quality trails will 
reduce over use on the existing trails.

34. No golf course

35. doesnot need to be a dog park., not allowing for bikes 
or horses.

36. A differential must be made by you, the park analysts, 
to separate the old golf course area and walking areas 
near the river from the Front Ranch which should 
be kept a ranch and/or restored to its original natural 
values.

37. Excessive equestrian impacts.  No trail access to the 
water for winter fishing or low flow spring/summer/
fall season water play by youth.

38. Too much development for activities that can be 
enjoyed elsewhere (i.e dog park, sports facilities). 
Need to prioritize conservation of the river corridor 
and river-based activities.

39. No fishing access.

40. access to fishing the carmel river

41. river access

42. Lack of fishing access along the river and family 
fishing in one or more ponds on the property 

43. not enough parking for equestrian access

44. Monterey county has to few equestrian venues

45. I’d love to see equestrians allowed to develop a trail 
system, and possibly an accessible campground for 
riders and their horses.

46. People need more activities and places to do them 
not less

47. I would understand concern over group and organized 
activities ... unless they involve small educational 
groups of children in grammar and middle school.

48. Limiting type of access to hiking only.

49. My only concern is a way to control the transient 
(homeless) population from abusing the park. All our 
welcome, but I am not sure overnight camping would 
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be a good idea. Could Rancho Canada possibly have 
an archery range? I think that would be great!

50. I think it’s important to make the park accessible but 
am simultaneously concerned about the wildlife and 
environmental restoration of the park and former golf 
course.

51. Not enough maintenance on trails and facilities

52. At this point I don’t have concerns

53. restrictions of use that omit cycling

54. This is a public openspace that should be open 
to all types of users. Mountain bike have been 
historically blocked from MPRPD parks, mostly due 
to equestrian pressure i think. The need to have a 
separation of trails is imperative and the ability to 
access on bike further south in the park makes this 
park unique. Most hikers will not venture much 
past inspiration point. I feel there is a way to make 
a separate trail system for different users out of the 
valley floor. I’m sure the mountain bike community 
will provide volunteers for trail building if they are 
given access to this park.

55. development that doesn’t provide new diversity to 
the outdoor opportunities available and development 
that doesn’t provide true multi use access

56. Lack of fair use for mountain bikes.

57. I hope that all groups and uses are considered for 
this gem of a park...too often special interests narrow 
the scope and use...it should be open to all...hikers, 
mountain bikers, dogs, children...all

58. Since the banquet facility at Rancho is staying open, 
there probably isn’t enough parking there.  Access 
into the park and additional parking areas from other 
points around the edges would be good.

59. One set of users favored over others

60. No multi-use access

61. There should be mountain bike access to the park.

62. We want more cycling opportunities for both road 
riding and mountain biking trails in the area.

63. horse usage

64. With appropriate planning and design, Multi-use and 
full public access can coexist with needed levels of 
conservation and restoration.  Once all levels of users, 
including cycling, are accepted as participants, these 
groups can be leverage to increase conservation and 
restoration through volunteer work.

65. Kept too private for the immediate community and 
Land Trust. Make it accessible to hikers, without 
having to make prior arrangements days ahead of 
time.

66. I want to be sure that the park can be used for 
equestrian purposes.

67. That mountain biking needs will not adequately be 
considered.

68. Wildfire hazards for surrounding communities with 
backcountry “primitive camping” options (primarily 
with Palo Corona)

WRITE-IN RESPONSES
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69. Too much usage restrictions with intent to keep public 
access to a bare bone minimum

70. Let’s not let the dog park take over the planning.  
Please plan for multi-use and conservation.

71. None!!!

72. No idea

73. I unfortunately haven’t yet visited so difficult to 
answer, but would love to visit if safe parking 
and horse trails are available as well as off leash 
opportunities for dogs in some areas, etc

74. Being treated poorly by local community when trying 
to enjoy the outdoors.

75. Vagrancy & illegal encampments

76. “1) that is takes resources from the norther part of the 
district / prevents investment in nothern part of parks 
district. 2) that services and programming is catered 
to the nearby residents. 3) lack of access/utilization 
by district residents who live outside Carmel. 

77. no concerns

78. Can’t think of anything negative about having more 
open space!

79. Concern that the full potential for long distance trail 
connectivity will not be realized (e.g. Jack’s Peak into 
Rancho Canada and through the back country of Palo 
Corona connecting to Big Sur areas and Ventana etc

80. Conflicts between different users (equestrians vs 
hikers vs mountain bikers)

81. No current concerns

82. keep the wild areas wild.

83. Oddly, you might think, given my answers above, 
I’d love to be able to walk my small but active dogs 
at least on the grounds of Rancho Canada golf 
course.  Please, please, please do not prohibit my 
almost daily walks through that area.  I’m respectful 
of the property and clean up after my dogs.  I enjoy 
watching the wild turkeys and other birds there, the 
beautiful open space, the Carmel river at all stages 
of the year...but I’d never use the area without my 
beloved dogs.  There are many older adults like me 
whose daily existence involves walking their dogs.  
Please consider us in your decision making.  Thank 
you.

84. We do not want to see for-profit organizations taking 
priority over the land being available for community 
use.

85. Accessibility to mobility-impaired visitors

86. Please include an off leash dog park!

87. Over promotion could draw more people who miss 
use, stress transportation infrastructure, impact the 
environment, disrupt rural community lifestyle, create 
more demand for STR’s, increase water use and 
noise.  All DISRUPTIONS!

88. Favoritism toward hikers and exclusion of other 
appropriate uses like mountain biking.  Also lack 
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of family friendly (easy) mountain bike trails for 
youngsters and elders to enjoy.

89. I have no concerns.  We need to connect these 
properties and get them used.

90. I really wish the parks district could re-establish 
the golf driving range and practice facility. Perhaps 
contract it out to a private entity. Many people would 
use it and there could also be a small 9 hole course 
using the existing East Course #’s 9-8-2-7. Existing 
tee boxes and greens could be the holes and the 
each of the course. PLEASE BRING BACK A LITTLE 
GOLF AT RANCHO! 

91. Not allowing leashed dogs on trails and lack of off 
leash areas

92. actually no concerns, I think it is fantastic

93. Too many restrictions. Don’t make this place too 
precious! It is a park, not a preserve!

94. That it will not be developed into housing is my 
biggest fear.

95. Not enough child centric activity areas.  Not focused 
on families but more on canine companions. 

96. Difficult public access like requiring passes and not 
allowing dogs

97. There won’t be designated staff to market its use for 
its full potential

98. Too much programming for dogs and dog owners.  
We can do better.

99. None, really.

100. These things take time to establish and, depending on 
initial use &/or issues that develop with that use, built 
in flexibility is essential.  It is better to be able to add 
parking, programming, public access, than take away 
something that was initially promised.  Start with the 
basics and add as you go.

101. We need more parks with equestrian use trails. Many 
“baby-boomers” are now living their dream of having 
horses.

102. Impact of high use with mountain bikes who are 
looking for a fast ride wearing ear buds vs. a quiet 
time in nature hiking or horseback riding.

103. possible loss of a much needed community center to 
service the 93922;93923; 93921 zip code...there are 
NO large facilities within the area to accommodate 
the needs of civic, and non profit organization events

104. adequate parking for larger vehicles or vehicles with 
horse trailers

105. The impact on our roads, community and natural 
habitat has to be considered in conjunction with the 
proposed development next door. It was not brought 
up once in the presentation! Total projected trips of 
Eastwood development AND Park Development are 
what we will have to live with here on Carmel Valley 
Road. The Park is not an island.

106. MPRPD spends an extraordinary amount of money 
to benefit the wealthiest of our community. It is time 
to look at equity and begin investing more in Seaside 

WRITE-IN RESPONSES
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and Marina’s small parks and playgrounds. Most of 
your taxpayers live over here. 

107. Not enough connectivity

108. See answer about closing of Rancho Canada golf 
courses above

109. Don’t develop this place. 

110. I think of Rancho Canada as relieving some problems 
of parking and traffic; Hwy 1 is over-crowded 
from the little Red Schoolhouse all the way to the 
Highlands. Maybe some of those people will use the 
golf parking and go on foot to their perfect spot. It 
may become more crowded at RC than it used to be, 
but it might help with current trouble spots.

111. Many more years of talking with limited public access

112. Non-inviting to under served groups in our 
community.

113. Rancho Cañada is a good place for multi-use, more 
urban facilities. Palo Corona should be preserve, for 
the most part, and to be successful must allow dogs.

114. Don’t want to lose our best community center for 
meetings, weddings, etc.  This is the only place in 
Carmel Valley that is affordable, has ample parking, 
easy access, already in place and functioning, 
facilities are purposeful, and the current food vendor 
is very satisfactory.

115. None! I see no downside. More open space for more 
to use. 

116. Eliminating the catering, weddings and community 
events

117. although I like the locked gate as it seems to keep 
traffic down, having a more open process would 
probably encourage more use and access

118. Unleashed dogs 

119. In addition to items checked above I would add 
“Tourism over community needs, Noise and disruption 
to neighbors, A balanced amount of public access 
(access to Palo Corona is too limited at present)”.

120. lack of use because of poor availability especially by 
seniors and dog friendly hikers.

121. have no concerns

122. “Too much structures and pavement. Leave it natural 
and rough. Less money and less city humans who 
can’t handle the rough.”

123. Need a broader range of recreational/exercise 
activities that appeal to and accommodate varied age 
groups (youth, early working, middle-aged, and senior

124. no concerns

125. Lack of access to the trail system for the mountain 
biking user community.

126. Mountain bikers and other cyclists not being able to 
use the public land.

127. “Would not like dogs allowed except in a fenced area.  
Some people do not like to walk at Garland because 
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of all the dogs.  Please keep Palo Corona for the 
wildlife.”

128. I don’t have any great concerns, since I know the use 
of this property will be heavily scrutinized by many 
competing and or complimentary groups.  It should 
recognize that outdoor activity is very beneficial for 
all age groups.  It should recognize that many older 
users also have pets whom they enjoy walking.  
Good walking trails are a must, and the ability to do 
that with one’s pet(s) is critical.

129. over reacting to individual agendas such that progress 
to open park is delayed

130. Fire danger

131. Concern about fire.  Want the local community to be 
able to use it without having too many tourists.  Point 
Lobos is now only a tourist destination and I don’t go 
there anymore.

132. FIRE HAZARD

133. Fire Danger

134. Fire danger from illegal campfires and even legal 
ones. 

135. Fire

136. “Budgets are so limited on existing trails in the area 
that the trails are not maintained and rules are not 
enforced. I fear that opening more trails will spread 
the maintenance dollars too thin.”

137. FIRE DANGER with camping, human littering

138. Lack of access to cyclists on multi use trails. 

WRITE-IN RESPONSES
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The following images of the clubhouse facilities were displayed at the public workshop and included in the online survey.
WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - EXAMPLE IMAGERY
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WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 10
QUESTION 10 : WHAT USES ARE MOST APPROPRIATE FOR THE CLUBHOUSE AND SURROUNDING AREAS? 
(CHOOSE 3)
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WRITE-IN RESPONSES

QUESTION 10 : WHAT USES ARE MOST 
APPROPRIATE FOR THE CLUBHOUSE AND 
SURROUNDING AREAS?

1. All of the above

2. None of the above

3. land use related activities 

4. Parking for horse rigs, tie racks and water for horses

5. Cafe - but just counter service (family friendly)

6. Children and older adult center

7. All MPRPD administration

8. Really a lot of options here

9. MPRPD office

10. Limit weddings and private events to 1 day per wk. 

11. use free market rentals within a broad set of criteria 
and make the highest and best use as interest 
develops.

12. A golf clubhouse

13. headquarters for mprpd

14. Ligth commercial co-use for private events/restaurant 
that generate ongoing funds for wider needs of the 
park

15. Community sports (kickball, bocce ball, badminton), 
wellness programs and community cafe

16. meeting space for local organizations and clubs

17. All of the above.  This property should be maintained 
for the overall use of the entire community.  This 
includes learning, public a and private gatherings and 
recreational use.  

18. All of the above, I think it would be a great place for 
community use!

19. Lease space to raise money to pay for park 
maintenance.

20. Community events; educational events; classroom 
events

21. Nature based outdoor school, daycare

22. All but “none of the above”.

23. Revenue-generating gift shop

24. All of the above

25. public restrooms.

26. meeting room for non profit organizations

27. Homebase for activities on the back country area: 
bike rental, guided tours, equipment shop, equestrian 
facility.

28. dog friendly cafe

29. Again, if the existing restaurant/bar facilities could 
be combined with a golf practice facility and 9 hole 

“Executive Course” it would generate revenue to 
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help the other facilities, which are all great ideas 
for facilities use, JUST BRING BACK GOLF AT 
RANCHO!

30. Educational programs around environmental and 
earth issues (like what ME Earth does

31. In order to continue to pay for the upkeep and 
improvements of the park/clubhouse, it seems that 
a few weddings/private events should be allowed in 
specified areas, as long as they didn’t interfere with 
the use of the surrounding areas.

32. There are hundreds of restaurants and cafes within 10 
miles any direction-not needed.

33. I think it could be a great source of income

34. HIghest and best use.

35. Among community events I would include health/
meetings/weddings (big bucks to pay off mortgage!)/
non-profit offices and so forth. It’s not like we’re 
discussing a pristine wilderness! Restore the 
outdoors, maintain long-accepted community uses 
and add new ones as desired to the building. It’s 
huge in there.

36. Will Bring too much traffic and crowdes to the area

37. Put your offices there, and get out the inappropriately 
slick offices you currently inhabit.

38. Profits from event use could be spent on care of the 
land.

39. any of the above seem appropriate provided they are 
well managed

40. fly fishing clinics/instruction

41. Pickleball courts

42. All of the above except “none”

43. I understand the need to generate revenue to 
help in supporting and maintaining this property. I 
understand that the MPRP district already intends to 
house their offices in this location.

44. MPRPD office 

45. Tear them down; let nature take over/restore

46. Environmental archive/library

47. Park Offices and Environmental Groups

48. MPRPD Headquarters 
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WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 11
QUESTION 11: WHAT USES ARE LEAST APPROPRIATE FOR THE CLUBHOUSE AND SURROUNDING AREAS? 
(CHOOSE 2)
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WRITE-IN RESPONSES

QUESTION 11: WHAT USES ARE LEAST 
APPROPRIATE FOR THE CLUBHOUSE AND 
SURROUNDING AREAS?

1. Equestrian

2. special events

3. undecided

4. No major objections

5. Be sure to preserve clubhouse space and AMPLE 
parking for public use if some of the above activities 
occur.

6. if i thought that  if the facities were to be rented for 
weddings and such, i’d have to know that the rates 
would be so reasonable that a clerk at Walgreens 
could rent it for her wedding, then i’d be for that.

7. For-profit business

8. all of these uses have some merit

9. large private gatherings that take up parking

10. Buildings need to be used or destroyed.  I would 
confine activities to daylight hours.

11. I still like the idea of an Archery range, I shoot bow 
and the nearest place I could shoot with a range is in 
Watsonville; other than Jim Cox Adventures, but its 
very small with very limited range. I would however 
would want to make it safe, so children could learn, 
and people still feel safe hiking around. 

12. I am not familiar enough with how many building 
there at the moment to define all the uses that could 
be allowed. A park center is 1st on the list. Some 
revenue generating services would be welcome to 
help with park costs. A cafe would be a welcomed 
addition and possibly an event center for hire but this 
is more complicated and would have to be separated 
from the common park activities.

13. None of the above

14. Having it sit empty, not being utilized 

15. Any restrictive use of land. Let the people use it! 

16. dd

17. Anything that involves open air amplification of sound

18. Any activity that would be so large as to interfere 
with the ability of the public to use the space as 
intended.

19. Use it, rent it to offset costs.

20. For profit space

21. Weddings and private events if it means restricting 
simultaneous use by other approved activities

22. Government offices

23. Any that do not keep environment as first priority

24. Please see my comments on #10

25. Uses should be consistent with MPRPD’s mission

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 11
26. they are all inappropriate!

27. What is the mission of Monterey Parks? Do these 
uses fit within your mission and your fund limits?
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The following example imagery was displayed at the public workshop and included in the online survey for trails and 
camping related uses.

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - EXAMPLE IMAGERY
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WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 12
QUESTION 12 : WHICH TRAILS AND CAMPING RELATED USES ARE MOST APPROPRIATE FOR THE RANCHO 
CAÑADA PROPERTY AND/OR ON PALO CORONA’S FRONT RANCH? (CHOOSE 3)
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Please note that this number reflects the total number of responses (multiple responses per respondent).
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WRITE-IN RESPONSES

QUESTION 12 : WHICH TRAILS AND CAMPING 
RELATED USES ARE MOST APPROPRIATE FOR THE 
RANCHO CAÑADA PROPERTY AND/OR ON PALO 
CORONA’S FRONT RANCH?

1. Dog accessibility

2. Connect to Big Sur/National Forest

3. Camping only at Rancho Corona, not anywhere else

4. Wild lands on south side of river

5. Educational hiking and indigenous interpretation 

6. I’d like to qualify slightly my two choices. I think 
it’s important to have some handicapped access 
trails, and these properties seem a good place to 
have them, but I wouldn’t want to see ALL the trails 
paved. I would also like to see any camping facilities 
have an emphasis on educational programs for youth 
who wouldn’t otherwise have access to camping 
opportunites.

7. Handicap access (trails)

8. No camping please no fires

9. Some trails  could be unpaved

10. Unpaved trails & open space

11. Natural open space. No need for paving. Not used for 
camping.

12. hiking/walking. No bikes

13. Multi use trails for walking and hiking

14. Hike in campsites only

15. Trails open to dogs.

16. sensitively planned integration of camping and other 
low impact lodging

17. Appropriate provisions for people with their dogs 
(NOT solely a ‘fenced, offlead area)

18. My thought would be camping in Rancho, not in the 
Front Ranch but hike in camping allowed in the Back 
Country - that would be really cool

19. Area should be limited to foot traffic only. Dogs on 
leash ore special enclosed area for dogs off leash.

20. Pave some of the walking trails, but not all; provide 
and maintain restrooms, toilets at various sites 

21. No camping, High fire hazzard

22. why paved trails?

23. Paved accessible trails only in Rancho Canada

24. Would prefer the multi use trails restrict biking as we 
have seen what bikers did to Fort Ord and Mount 
Toro trails.   Danger of fires from campsites is also of  
high concern.

25. Wading or swimming in the river should be allowed.

26. trails limited to hiking and horses, not bikes

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 12
27. The two sections (RCProperty & PCFRanch) are not 

the same and could host different activities --- no 
intensive activities on Ranch portion.

28. Dirt trails.

29. Hiking only trails

30. fishing access.

31. Equestrian camping facilties

32. Seasonal fishing access along the river and family 
fishing in one or more ponds on the property 

33. Unpaved walking trails

34. Archery range? 

35. Want to see South Bank trail extended to Crossroads 
shopping center.  wish to ride my bicycle from Quail 
to Crossroads.

36. Bike and equestrian should be separated as they are 
different uses with different impacts 

37. camping is a tricky issue although I would welcome 
some form of camping close to the parking area. 
there is a need for basic rustic camping, but would 
the camp fees bring enough to make it worth while? 
probably not. Keep camp sites small not for large 
groups.Our natural beauty should be affordable to 
all and the prices of hotel rooms make it difficult 
for especially younger visitors to be here.  We have 
issues with fire so be careful with this one. I don’t 
think paved trails are necessary, take garland park as 
an example

38. Individual and family walk in camping; youth and 
education facilities, including camping

39. dog park

40. Unpaved walking trails

41. Physical therapy

42. Trails for disabled individuals

43. Trails that are dog friendly 

44. The bikers at Fort Old do not mix well with hikers or 
equestrian riders. They are too fast.

45. All

46. Some single use equestrian trails and some hiking/
biking trails

47. Equestrian only

48. accessible walking trails that don’t need to be paved

49. Designated trails for equestrians and separate 
designated trails for mountain bikers

50. Safe area to take dogs

51. UNpaved walking trails 

52. Hiking and equestrian 

53. Pop-up trailers should be allowed under 25’

54. dog walking

55. All of the above would be great!

56. Canada needs to be developed into housing 

57. dogs on leash on trails
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58. ATV trails to the back country

59. separate bike and equestrian trails. horses easily 
spook at bicycles.

60. Very difficult question as access has been historically 
limited. Not enough information to make an informed 
decision. 

61. drive-in camping

62. Runnng trails

63. Single track running

64. Fitness equipment (pull up bars etc)

65. Camping with fires? Have you forgotten Soberanes 
Fire?!

66. I like both the first two options; it’s good to have 
places for people with mobility impairment, more 
appropriately on the old golf course which is mostly 
flat, and also multi-use in the less accessible terrain. 
I personally hate bikers who abuse the rights of 
others, but they’re not so bad at Fort Ord as at Toro, 
so maybe they’d behave on  Palo Corona too. The 
problem is enforcement (or lack of it) to keep them 
on the right trails.

67. Carefully considered trail use; bicycles may be 
appropriate in some areas, but not in others, 
especially in the back country. Dogs should be 
allowed everywhere. There should be NO PAVED 
TRAILS. Why would you even ask?

68. educational trails (not in favor of camping here)

69. unpaved walking-hiking trails, dog access

70. I don’t know

71. All of the above if bikes and horses are separated 
from humans. Portions should be accessible

72. Trail connectivity through to hwy 1.

73. no camping; no campsites nor camping facilities; no 
multi-use trails with horses and bikes;  no paved trails 
unless already existing

74. Natural eart trails no pavement no camping no fires.

75. all to some degree.  

76. Highly encourage staff to talk to BLM and state park 
staff about the challenges they have experienced 
with mountain bikes; off trail riding and erosion 
are huge issues that should be considered. I am 
a mountain bike rider and enjoy it but I do see the 
impacts daily.

77. should be no hiking or camping or trails

78. No camping please- fire danger

79. Off leash dog walking

80. NO CAMPING. too much fire danger.

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 12
WRITE-IN RESPONSES
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WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 13
QUESTION 13 : WHICH TRAILS AND CAMPING RELATED USES ARE LEAST APPROPRIATE FOR THE RANCHO 
CAÑADA PROPERTY AND/OR ON PALO CORONA’S FRONT RANCH? (CHOOSE 2)
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Please note that this number reflects the total number of responses (multiple responses per respondent).
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WRITE-IN RESPONSES

QUESTION 13 : WHICH TRAILS AND CAMPING 
RELATED USES ARE LEAST APPROPRIATE FOR THE 
RANCHO CAÑADA PROPERTY AND/OR ON PALO 
CORONA’S FRONT RANCH?

1. No camping

2. Drone park

3. Dog trails (least appropriate)

4. Horses

5. Any type of camping or organized sport

6. Recreational vehicles

7. All seem fairly appropriate if carefully planned.

8. Motorized vehicles

9. No camping on uplands

10. No objections

11. RV camping and motorized vehicles

12. Palo Corona for the whole area with 3 divisions: A) 
Rancho B) Front Ranch C) Backcountry. No camping. 

13. No development on south side of river

14. anything that impinges on restoration efforts or land 
return for indigenous justice

15. undecided

16. Camping equals fire danger

17. No major objections

18. Walking trails only, please.

19. Uses could be appropriate if supported by adequate 
oversight and maintenance (BATHROOMS)

20. Developed “full service” camping 

21. Again, my only comment would be to not allow 
camping in the Front Ranch but make it the hiking 
destination for people camping at Rancho with the 
option to back pack camp in the back country - that 
would be awesome and i would do it tomorrow!

22. Again too High of Fire hazzard No Camping should 
allowed!

23. i know that people with disabilities that use 
wheelchairs need paved trails, i don’t like them as a 
recreational hiker.  miles of dirt trail are kinder to your 
knees than paved trails, especially if they’re concrete!

24. Camping backcountry only! No dogs front ranch.

25. Do not need paved trails, just clear natural trails

26. Bikers need their own trails.  They tend to destroy 
hiking trails.

27.  bike access

28. You need to separate the two properties:  these 
activities could be good but not on the Front Ranch

29. No more paving and development, please!

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 13
30. Keep the horses out of the river for endangered 

species. Without expensive equestrian bridges they 
have no other way to cross.

31. Have there been conflicts between user modes, e.g., 
pedestrians versus equestrians/cyclists?

32. walking trails only

33. Uses that limit floodplain restoration 

34. I don’t think campsites are a bad idea per see; 
I just think it would be difficult to regulate the 
campgrounds and keep transients (homeless) from 
wandering in and out from remote area. Truth is 
they already kindof do; but not all of them are bad 
nessecarily but unregulated fires could become a 
serious issue.  

35. Trails are great.  They don’t need to be paved.  By 
putting “paved” in front of ‘walking trails’ I think you 
might be skewing the results.

36. no perspective

37. Paved trails only on flat areas.  Otherwise dirt only

38. Bikes are too fast, especially over hills and around 
corners and are not visible to hikers or horses.

39. Backcountry camping or camping within developed 
areas without adequate fire prevention considerations.

40. Biking on hiking and walking trails

41. keep the Front Ranch more wild and condusive to 
hikers the Rancho property can be tamer with paved 
walkways but leave the Front Ranch the way it is.

42. Concerned that the biking is hard on the trails.

43. Strongly against campsites as this would encourge 
homeless people to use the area and cleanliness of 
the area.

44. Camping 

45. I like the idea of both individual & youth group 
camping accessibility, however I’m not sure it’s 
appropriate for this space, with environmental 
preservation in mind.

46. Off leash dog trails

47. Any group activity that would be so large, as to 
prevent normal usage.

48. Too little information at this time.  

49. No camping no fires. Remember Soberanes Fire a 
year ago?

50. don’t  know

51. As long as MPRPD has adequate staffing for 
enforcement.

52. No paving of anything. Other uses, if in appropriate 
areas. Front ranch and backcountry: no development 
beyond minimal trail construction, UNPAVED.

53. I don’t know

54. With proper management all of these could be done

55. all seem ok
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56. Equestrian use is hard to inter-mingle with multi use. 
Especially to be family friendly. Horses also tear up 
the trails significently more than any other activity

57. I’m not sure about this

58. Camping facilities

59. Campsites??? Absurd

60. With the Sobaranes fire camping may be a sensitive 
subject.

61. all uses are inapapropriate as listed, This survey does 
not ask the hard questions

62. I think they are appropriate 

WRITE-IN RESPONSES
WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 13
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The following example imagery was displayed at the public workshop and included in the online survey for user group and 
special interest related uses.

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - EXAMPLE IMAGERY
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WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 14
QUESTION 14 : WHICH USER GROUP AND SPECIAL-INTEREST RELATED USES ARE MOST APPROPRIATE FOR 
THE RANCHO CAÑADA PROPERTY, FRONT RANCH, AND/OR BACK COUNTRY? (CHOOSE UP TO 3)
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Please note that this number reflects the total number of responses (multiple responses per respondent).
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WRITE-IN RESPONSES

QUESTION 14 : WHICH USER GROUP AND SPECIAL-
INTEREST RELATED USES ARE MOST APPROPRIATE 
FOR THE RANCHO CAÑADA PROPERTY, FRONT 
RANCH, AND/OR BACK COUNTRY?

1. No development for user group and special interests

2. None (dog park okay at Rancho Corona, not at Palo 
Corona)

3. Nature trail lovers

4. Off-leash dog trails 

5. Picnic, camping and hiking

6. Educational programs including outside environmental 
educational organizations

7. Off leash dogs use on voice command like Garland 
Park

8. No special interests south of river

9. community event spaces and outdoor venue

10. Interconnected Trail Systems

11. Handicap access to trails, bridges, overlooks

12. GOLF

13. For  Rancho  Canada  Bldg,  Meeting  Space for the 
public

14. hiking

15. Hiking and trails 

16. walking, running

17. Park should be open space and non-fenced. Dogs 
free to roam with fines for owners who do not look 
after the pets.

18. As I mentioned before, I think having the Rancho 
Cańada property open for seasonal fishing on the 
river and any ponds on the property for families with 
children to relax and introduce them to the outdoor 
sport of fishing.   

19. tourism to be included as well

20. Fishing access to river and pond for children fishing

21. Steelhead Fishing in the Carmel River

22. Section at Rancho Canada for fenced dog park

23. Hiking

24. You are wearing me out!!!

25. Youth outdoor education programs

26. This area allows access to the Carmel River. 
Swimming and/or wading should be allowed.

27. trail running

28. Backpacking and hiking

29. None of these activities are right for the Front Ranch.  
Some would be fine for the areas of the old golf 
course, like dog park, cycling . . .  not on the Front 
Ranch or Back Country.

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 14
30. hiking

31. Backpacking

32. Ball  field with backstop

33. Hiking, walking.

34. Hiking

35. Hiking trails providing serenity without being 
bothered by horses or mountain bikes

36. Fishing access to ponds and river

37. Fishing and camping

38. Fishing access to the river and ponds.

39. fishing access and stream restoration

40. Fishing the river and in off-channel ponds

41. river access

42. Seasonal fishing access along the river and family 
fishing in one or more ponds on the property 

43. Hiking/walking

44. Hikers & Backpackers

45. hiking

46. Hiking in the addition to the others checked.

47. Hikers

48. Walking / hiking

49.  Multiuse trails

50. Informal group use

51. With good planning, all of these could be done

52. all of these are fine

53. backpacking

54. Backpacking

55. Backpacking

56. Backpacking access to backcountry/Los Padres NF

57. Day Kennel for visitors who want to go to Point Lobos

58. runners

59. Hiking + backpacking

60. All

61. I think each of the 3 properties have different 
appropriate uses.

62. Hiking, jogging, backpacking, camping

63. Hiking

64. low income family activities / camping / 

65. camping

66. front ranch and back country....rancho property can 
be tamer

67. hiking trails

68. fishing 

69. It would be great if hiking with your dog was allowed 
(but no need for fencing)

70. Carriage Driving

71. equestrian use, barns, arena, etc
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72. Accessibility for mobility-impaired visitors

73. Walking and recreation

74. Back country especially make sense for mountain 
biking due to wide fire roads, good sight lines and alot 
of open area.  Also most hikers won’t walk that far 
out from the trailhead.

75. Children’s play areas- not structures but dirt and mud 
and nature available for them!

76. Golf Practice facilities and 9 hole executive course

77. on leash dog trails

78. All of the above would be great

79. Youth and adult nature immersion programs, 
educational use. 

80. Housing development 

81. Children’s play and learning area. 

82. Anything that doesn’t involve paved trails & 
infrastrycture & impacting the environment. Mountain 
biking is great, it is low impact on dirt trails. 

83. Dogs allowed to hike but no fences dog parks

84. Hiking

85. ATV - i’ve Ridden ATVs in the Forest of the 
Rockies Mtns.  It was breathtaking, relaxing and an 
experience I otherwise would not have done

86. Backpacking

87. With proper planning, all of these activities can be 
appropriate.  Just don’t allow horses on walking/
biking trails (too much poop/flies)

88. Plenty of space for everyone. 

89. DISC GOLF

90. Hikers and trail runners

91. hiking on existing dirt trails

92. Hiking

93. Nature play area

94. Environmental education

95. Mountain biking is best left to Fort Ord (it conflicts 
violently with horses and hikers). Also, it erodes 
the land, and is often a speed-based thrill sport, 
inappropriate to these lands. The dog park is fine, but 
more important is the same policy as at Garland: off 
leash canine use of the entire Palo Corona system. 
Developed activities should be only in the Rancho 
Cañada property.

96. Walking/Hiking 

97. HIKING

98. No opinion

99. All could be managed in the area with proper planning

100. I think the three areas should have different special 
interests

101. Leashed and unleashed dog walking (just like Garland 
Park), plus a fenced dog park.

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 14
102. Off-leash dog trails

103. hiking

104. Hiking, backpacking 

105. Hiking

106. Hiking

107. Birding

108. Pickleball courts

109. youth groups and campers

110. Hiking/walking/running

111. Nature and Birdwatching activities

112. would love to see some pickleball courts (fastest 
growing sport in the country)

113. Would be an excellent location for pickleball courts 
which would be used by multi-age groups.

114. Pickleball courts

115. Pickle ball

116. Pickleball 

117. Pickle ball courts 

118. Pickleball courts.

119. off-leash dog trails

120. All could be appropriate

121. Running and hiking

122. Hiking 

123. No use or access for the Front Ranch. Leave it alone.

124. There must be areas for on leash dog walking as well. 
Many older folks avoid “off leash” areas due to happy 
(but rowdy & running) dogs. We need places for quiet 
walks with our pets.s.

125. hiking trails

126. horseback riding would be wonderful, but I am afraid 
the horses and bicycles and walking on the same 
path would create problems.

127. E-mtn. Bikes are a fast developing new recreation 
type. E-Mtn. Bikes can make otherwise inaccessible 
areas very accessible. E-mtn. bikes are faster than 
pedal powered mtn. bIkes; something to consider.

128. Hiking

129.  off-leash dog trails

130. open area off-leash dog trails

131. Hiking

132. All of the above - each of these should be 
accommodated

WRITE-IN RESPONSES
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WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 15
QUESTION 15 : WHICH USER GROUP AND SPECIAL-INTEREST RELATED USES ARE LEAST APPROPRIATE 
FOR THE RANCHO CAÑADA PROPERTY, FRONT RANCH, AND/OR BACK COUNTRY? (CHOOSE UP TO 2)

18.1% 17.6%

8.3%

36.3%

17.6%

2.1%
0.0%

10.0%

20.0%

30.0%

40.0%

50.0%

60.0%

70.0%

80.0%

90.0%

100.0%

15.9%
8.0% 8.8% 11.9%

0.4%

28.3%

6.3%

17.9%

2.4%
0.0%

10.0%
20.0%
30.0%
40.0%
50.0%
60.0%
70.0%
80.0%
90.0%

100.0%

Please note that this number reflects the total number of responses (multiple responses per respondent).
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WRITE-IN RESPONSES

QUESTION 15 : WHICH USER GROUP AND 
SPECIAL-INTEREST RELATED USES ARE LEAST 
APPROPRIATE FOR THE RANCHO CAÑADA 
PROPERTY, FRONT RANCH, AND/OR BACK 
COUNTRY?

1. All are inappropriate

2. No special interests south of river

3. exclusive, private events

4. undecided

5. Housing developments

6. No new equestrian use areas, there are significant 
options already.

7. Again, all could be appropriate IF supported 
by ongoing adequate oversight,facilities and 
maintenance (ranger patrols, fire patrols, trail 
maintenance & bathrooms)

8. Every park that i go to that has a fenced off dog park 
just attracts a strange group of folks sitting around 
drinking and smoking and other weird stuff.  They can 
just walk their dogs on the trails that you are going to 
be opening.  Nobody in carmel keeps their dogs on 
leashes anyway so its just one huge dog park.

9. Mountain biking and cycling should have separate 
well marked trails

10. if you allow mountain bikers into the park at all, they 
will eventually be on all trails.  even ones signed for 
hikers only.  there will be blood.

11. No bikes, no horses, no dog park

12. No activities other than hiking (maybe horseback 
riding) should be slated for the Front Ranch.

13. some of these are not appropriate for the back 
country

14. As a dog lover - as long as the dog park is fenced in

15. Concerned about trail damage by horses–maybe limit 
trail access.

16. Fishing access

17. Dog use outside the fenced area

18. none

19. Not sure what sport courts would be appropriate, 
possible only small ones. One has to ask if this is 
nature oriented park or a more conventual city park 
with ball fields.  When mixing different users, one 
must keep in mind what the mode of transportation 
is (hiking and horses go together but biking is not  
comparable with horses) and to separate certain 
users.

20. Sports courts and active recreation; wellness and 
rehab programs

21. none

22. These properties should not be lumped together

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 15
23. Housing desperately needed 

24. Anything that involves putting in too much new 
infrastructure

25. There is more than enough space, no need to limit 
users.

26. All are inappropriate. This is not city parkland.

27. I think all but passive recreation are inappropriate as 
they can be done at Garland and they tear up trails 
and disturb wildlife more than hikers. 

28. don’t know

29. I am not opposed to dog parks--better than having 
them in the woods--or sport courts, though they are 
not what the park district was meant to be. But if 
we’re going to have a dog park, I’d think we could 
find room nearby for ball parks, somewhere out on 
the flats near the road and not the river.

30. Develop the RC property more, if you must, but keep 
the FR and BC parts as undevoped open space, with 
appropriate hiking/equestrian uses, and no more.

31. Government offices

32. I think one or more could be OK in different but not 
inclusive of all three areas

33. no dogs....come on !!!

34. Close the front ranch access. Leave it undisturbed.

35. sports courts would take away from the natural 
beauty

36. all human uses
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The following example imagery was displayed at the public workshop and included in the online survey for education and 
programming related uses.

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - EXAMPLE IMAGERY
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WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 16
QUESTION 16 : WHICH EDUCATION AND PROGRAMMING RELATED USES ARE MOST APPROPRIATE FOR THE 
RANCHO CAÑADA PROPERTY AND/OR ON PALO CORONA’S FRONT RANCH? (CHOOSE UP TO 3)
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Please note that this number reflects the total number of responses (multiple responses per respondent).
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WRITE-IN RESPONSES

QUESTION 16 : WHICH EDUCATION AND 
PROGRAMMING RELATED USES ARE MOST 
APPROPRIATE FOR THE RANCHO CAÑADA 
PROPERTY AND/OR ON PALO CORONA’S FRONT 
RANCH?

1. All the above

2. Photography classes

3. Nature play area with off trail access to explore 
nature

4. Seasonal fishing on the river and ponds.  Provides 
outdoor activities for community members as well as 
those who are handicapped.

5. Same problem -- two different parts of the park that 
have appropriate activities for each -- Not the same 
for both.  Please correct this inappropriate pairing 
before the next public meeting.  The results of what 
you are trying to find out will be so much more 
accurate and appropriate.

6. I’ve been on many doscent-led tours, and attended 
nature lectures. I don’t find them very useful. 

7. Bird watching

8. Daytime activities

9. All of the above

10. All of the above

11. Partnering is valuable but should not get over done. 
Nature will teach us how great it is if we only are 
quite to listen. It is increasing important to educate 
and inspire our future generations how land like this 
can be an asset with very minimal development. Our 
culture too often values human built structures and 
environments over the one nature provides us. land 
like this can only increase the built environment dollar 
value.

12. All of the above

13. All of the above!

14. all of the above

15. therapeutic gardens

16. ALL OF THE ABOVE

17. Alll

18. free group camping for school and youth groups and 
educational groups

19. ART CLASSES,  ARTIST IN RESIDENCE

20. All of the above

21. All of the above would be great

22. All of above and why isn’t “all of above” an option? 
Seems leading to only put “none of above”

23. I suggest u evaluate the use of the group facilities @ 
Toro - how much is it used, by which groups? Before 
developing more facilities that may not get used

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 16
24. Use Garland Ranch for educational-already in use

25. Hands-on Restoration Programs with MEarth :) 

26. LGO programs could include lectures and film 
screenings--WITHOUT those idiotic waivers.

27. All reasonable for RC, but not for PCFR. That should 
be undeveloped open/trail space.

28. Doesn’t this already exist at nearby Garland Park and 
Santa Lucia Preserve? If so, it’s fairly redundant.  If 
not, then I vote for any of the above.

29. All of above

30. No opinion

31. All are appropriate.  Maybe your question should be 
which are you most likely to attend?

32. Only on RC property

33. backpacking

34. Close the front ranch access off Hwy 1 and leave it 
undisturbed. 

35. All are good and assure that many ages/interests are 
able to enjoy this lovely area.

36. give youth a chance to experience nature especially 
students from Seaside

37. All of the above

38. let nature have property

39. Environmental archive/library

40. Golf

41. Active recreation after dark!
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WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 17
QUESTION 17: WHICH EDUCATION AND PROGRAMMING RELATED USES ARE LEAST APPROPRIATE FOR 
THE RANCHO CAÑADA PROPERTY AND/OR ON PALO CORONA’S FRONT RANCH? (CHOOSE UP TO 2)

Please note that this number reflects the total number of responses (multiple responses per respondent).
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WRITE-IN RESPONSES

QUESTION 17: WHICH EDUCATION AND 
PROGRAMMING RELATED USES ARE LEAST 
APPROPRIATE FOR THE RANCHO CAÑADA 
PROPERTY AND/OR ON PALO CORONA’S FRONT 
RANCH?

1. any that do not pay recognition to or honor 
indigenous peoples and culture

2. I think all of these are okay.

3. No disadvantage or objection

4. If adequately supported & maintained

5. I don’t feel strongly about this either way

6. This is hard. All of these options are fantastic. I will 
say that the “let’s go outdoors” programming could 
encompass all of these options.

7. isn’t there already a visitor’s center at Garland?

8. Blah

9. All the above would be terrific at the R.C. property 
BUT NOT on the From Ranch.

10. sports that need fields like soccer, baseball or 
equestrian sports

11. Any use that organizes large gatherings.

12. I have no idea what a Nature Play Area is, so cannot 
weigh in fully. 

13. High impact tourism.  Pt Lobos and other local parks 
are too impacted by traffic and number of visitors.

14. The whole area is a ‘nature play area’  we need to 
teach how to care for it.

15. Use Garland Ranch-already in use

16. most access possible

17. I think all are appropriate

18. don’t know

19. All are appropriate for RC, none for PCFR

20. all education/programming is important

21. No opinion

22. programs only on Front Ranch

23. the question is where would these choices go on? 
The survey makes no distinction between Ranch 
Canada and Palo Corona Front Ranch

24. Motorbike trails

25. I actually think all of these uses ARE appropriate

26. All seem appropriate

27. No activity on the front ranch area

28. See #16

29. all human uses

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 17
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The following example imagery was displayed at the public workshop and included in the online survey for restoration and 
conservation related uses.

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - EXAMPLE IMAGERY
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WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 18
QUESTION 18 : WHICH RESTORATION AND CONSERVATION RELATED USES ARE MOST APPROPRIATE FOR 
THE RANCHO CAÑADA PROPERTY AND/OR ON PALO CORONA’S FRONT RANCH? (CHOOSE UP TO 3)

Please note that this number reflects the total number of responses (multiple responses per respondent).
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WRITE-IN RESPONSES

QUESTION 18 : WHICH RESTORATION AND 
CONSERVATION RELATED USES ARE MOST 
APPROPRIATE FOR THE RANCHO CAÑADA 
PROPERTY AND/OR ON PALO CORONA’S FRONT 
RANCH?

1. All of the above

2. Anything with multi use access.

3. All of the above!

4. river and pond restoration

5. resist development

6. Fishing ponds and river access points. IE bridges

7. fishing programs to include the river and on-site 
ponds.

8. River restoration and fish habitat improvement

9. All of the above are fine for  the Front Ranch, some 
more appropriate than others for the RC Prop.

10. Why do you think anything needs “restoration?” This 
seems like a waste of money and time. 

11. any of the above

12. Restoration of Steelhead Trout Habitat

13. Fishing Access

14. steelhead stream restoration

15. Seasonal fishing access along the river and family 
fishing in one or more ponds on the property 

16. All of the above

17. A mix of all of these seem good

18. Access and no access rehabilitation areas depending 
on the condition and location.

19. All of those are good; I would hope to minimize no-
access areas, but sometimes that’s the only way to 
restore an area.

20. There should be areas with no access and areas with 
multiuse.  Needs to be a balance.

21. all of the above

22. All

23. i don’t know

24. The less “human stuff” cropping up the better...

25. all of the above

26. on leash dog access

27. This is NOT a preserve!!! Do not limit access for 
conservation! Do not like mit use to this property for 
science! Please design a USER friendly park

28. All of above

29. I’m interested in these programs, but not sure what 
you’re asking.

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 18
30. Use professionals to maintain the wild country that 

supports our community

31. All of these are very appropriate and dovetail 
beautifully

32. Restore the golf courses

33. don’t know

34. I think that restoration/habitat areas (with and without 
access depending on purpose,  citizen science and 
partner studies are all good uses if you can enlist 
enough capable participants. CSUMB  has lots of 
good potential for this sort of use.

35. All ok for RC, while in other parts of the park, no 
kiosks.

36. Maintain any ponds for fire fighting!

37. To keep the land preserved & not over used 

38. All can be used

39. All of above

40. access through walking paths with nature/wildlife 
signs, but most areas are off limits for peole to stomp 
all over.

41. Restoration test plots & plant nursery
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WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 19
QUESTION 19 : WHICH RESTORATION AND CONSERVATION RELATED USES ARE LEAST APPROPRIATE FOR 
THE RANCHO CAÑADA PROPERTY AND/OR ON PALO CORONA’S FRONT RANCH? (CHOOSE UP TO 2)

Please note that this number reflects the total number of responses (multiple responses per respondent).
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WRITE-IN RESPONSES

QUESTION 19 : WHICH RESTORATION AND 
CONSERVATION RELATED USES ARE LEAST 
APPROPRIATE FOR THE RANCHO CAÑADA 
PROPERTY AND/OR ON PALO CORONA’S FRONT 
RANCH?

1. Access has been restricted to Palo Corona. I don’t 
want Rancho Corona so restricted we can’t use it.

2. All of these are okay.

3. housing

4. No objections

5. Anything commercial

6. These are all good uses unless the soil is 
contaminated from previous golf course chemical 
applications in which case then it would not be a good 
idea for volunteer planting events

7. Again-I feel these are all extremely worthwhile 
endeavors. I cannot say any of these options are not 
appropriate.

8. weird question

9. Ideally there are no “off limit” areas but this implies 
that use can be managed. If it is not managed then it 
may be necessary to close off areas. It depends on 
how much and what type of use occurs and it is hard 
to predict that in advance.

10. i don’t know

11. Don’t know what any of these entails

12. not sure

13. Please don’t make this park a science experiment! 
Plan for a full ecology, INCLUDING HUMAN 
RECREATIONAL USE!!! Planners should be land 
USE designers, not scientists measuring quatatative 
benefits to endangered species or habitats! 

14. I do not think this should be a focus for tourism

15. All appropriate

16. don’t know

17. Not in the PC; ok in the RC.

18. Moderation

19. No activity for front ranch. 

20. all buman uses inappreriate except restoration

21. Point Lobos is a good example of loving it to death. 
Too many peole are wearing down the trails, creating 
erosion, stomping through the forests, littering. We 
must preserve our land from the masses who will over 
use it. 

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 19
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WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - EXAMPLE IMAGERY
The following example imagery was displayed at the public workshop and included in the online survey for community/
special event or group gathering related uses.
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WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 20
QUESTION 20 : WHICH COMMUNITY/SPECIAL EVENT OR GROUP GATHERING RELATED USES ARE MOST 
APPROPRIATE FOR THE RANCHO CAÑADA PROPERTY AND/OR ON PALO CORONA’S FRONT RANCH? 
(CHOOSE UP TO 3)
Please note that this number reflects the total number of responses (multiple responses per respondent).

7.6%

23.4% 22.1%

4.1%

24.1%
18.6%

0.0%

10.0%

20.0%

30.0%

40.0%

50.0%

60.0%

70.0%

80.0%

90.0%

100.0%

Weddings and
private events

Community 
events (farmer’s 
markets, movies 

in the park, 
outdoor concerts, 

festivals)

Meeting and
conference space

Food and wine-
related special

events/festivals

Cross-country
races or trail run

events

Other (please
specify)

6.3%

20.6%

6.2%

19.2% 17.7%

5.3%

18.3%

4.1% 2.3%
0.0%

10.0%

20.0%

30.0%

40.0%

50.0%

60.0%

70.0%

80.0%

90.0%

100.0%

Weddings and
private events

Community 
events 

(farmer’s 
markets, 

movies in the 
park, outdoor 

concerts, 
festivals)

Meeting and
conference

space

Educational
conferences

and workshops

Group picnic
facilities

Food and wine-
related special

events/festivals

Cross-country
races or trail
run events

None of the
above

Other (please
specify)

7.6%

23.4% 22.1%

4.1%

24.1%
18.6%

0.0%

10.0%

20.0%

30.0%

40.0%

50.0%

60.0%

70.0%

80.0%

90.0%

100.0%

Weddings and
private events

Community 
events (farmer’s 
markets, movies 

in the park, 
outdoor concerts, 

festivals)

Meeting and
conference space

Food and wine-
related special

events/festivals

Cross-country
races or trail run

events

Other (please
specify)

6.3%

20.6%

6.2%

19.2% 17.7%

5.3%

18.3%

4.1% 2.3%
0.0%

10.0%

20.0%

30.0%

40.0%

50.0%

60.0%

70.0%

80.0%

90.0%

100.0%

Weddings and
private events

Community 
events 

(farmer’s 
markets, 

movies in the 
park, outdoor 

concerts, 
festivals)

Meeting and
conference

space

Educational
conferences

and workshops

Group picnic
facilities

Food and wine-
related special

events/festivals

Cross-country
races or trail
run events

None of the
above

Other (please
specify)

PUBLIC MEETING RESPONSES

ONLINE RESPONSES



56  |  PALO CORONA REGIONAL PARK  
       PUBLIC WORKSHOP #1 SUMMARY

    

WRITE-IN RESPONSES

QUESTION 20 : WHICH COMMUNITY/SPECIAL 
EVENT OR GROUP GATHERING RELATED USES ARE 
MOST APPROPRIATE FOR THE RANCHO CAÑADA 
PROPERTY AND/OR ON PALO CORONA’S FRONT 
RANCH?

1. None are appropriate except C&E

2. Mountain bike races/events

3. Movies in the park – no concerts

4. All of these are appropriate.

5. We are saturated with special events that go without 
proper code enforcement  dont do it here- 

6. golf

7. Citizen science efforts/events

8. Fishing ponds

9. Conservation of the environment

10. Farmers Markets (no concerts, festivals)

11. Seasonal fishing programs.

12. When listing meeting and conference space - I think 
its important to note if these areas would be private 
or open to community organizations.  I prefer uses 
open to community organizations and members

13. Dog events like tracking and lure coursing.

14. Golf events

15. MTB events

16. None of the above for the Front Ranch, all of the 
above for RCProp

17. family fishing opportunities in ponds

18. Seems like there is plenty of room for all

19. mountain biking events

20. All of the above

21. mountain bike races

22. High school and other mountain bike races

23. All would be OK in some areas of the park.

24. This seems to be a site related issue.

25. All of the listed choices except “none of the above.”

26. all of the above

27. All

28. I think the Rancho Property could handle community 
events as it is already developed. 

29. Other family friendly outdoor activities: frisbee golf 
course, drone racing obstacle course

30. Properties should not be lumped together for this 
question

31. equestrian events

32. Golf Camp for Jr. Golfers and other outdoor camps 

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 20
33. on leash dog access

34. Plan for public use. Special programs exclude citizens 
who aren’t members. Keep this park open to ALL

35. If utilized appropriately all uses could be 
accommodated 

36. DISC GOLF TOURNAMENTS 

37. The wild country helps to balance our overdeveloped 
community

38. don’t know

39. I don’t object to the others, as long as the ‘foodies’ 
and ‘winos’ high-end pricey events don’t drive out the 
other uses. I remember when locals could actually 
afford to participate in tomato fest and other events 
that now are black tie and cost big dineros. I’d hate to 
see that at Palo Corona and RC.

40. All in a measured, considered way at RC, but none for 
the rest of the park.

41. Geared toward locals - not tourist events....

42. Rotary and community group lunches

43. All are appropriate, which will be supported and 
attended?

44. I see these areas distinctly different 

45. movies in the park would be okay

46. Pickle ball courts 

47. These two areas should be dealt with separately. 
No use for the front ranch area. I would think LUAC 
and the Coastal Commission would be against any 
disturbance to the front ranch area on Hwy 1

48. Please see #10.  You are asking the same questions 
over and over again.

49. I’m not sure, whichever makes the smallest footprint. 
It’s good for people to be in nature, but step carefully

50. all ok so long as well organized & monitored and 
aware of preservation rules

51. Dog park 

52. Cycling/ mountain biking events



57  |  PALO CORONA REGIONAL PARK  
       PUBLIC WORKSHOP #1 SUMMARY

    

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 21
QUESTION 21: WHICH COMMUNITY/SPECIAL EVENT OR GROUP GATHERING RELATED USES ARE LEAST 
APPROPRIATE FOR THE RANCHO CAÑADA PROPERTY AND/OR ON PALO CORONA’S FRONT RANCH? 
(CHOOSE UP TO 2)
Please note that this number reflects the total number of responses (multiple responses per respondent).
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WRITE-IN RESPONSES

QUESTION 21: WHICH COMMUNITY/SPECIAL 
EVENT OR GROUP GATHERING RELATED USES ARE 
LEAST APPROPRIATE FOR THE RANCHO CAÑADA 
PROPERTY AND/OR ON PALO CORONA’S FRONT 
RANCH?

1. All the above

2. All are inappropriate (exception to above answers: 
meeting and conference rooms)

3. None of the above

4. Excluding people is the least appropriate.

5. keep all special events out

6. Concerts

7. undecided

8. Movies in the park, outdoor concerts, festivals

9. Maintain AMPLE public access and parking during 
private events; limit large private events (weddings, 
etc.) to 1 day per week.

10. No mountain bikes rides, races etc

11. No races, food/wine, weddings, private events

12. None of the above for Front Ranch; many of the 
above are fine for R. C. Prop.

13. The size should be limited to avoid trash being left 
behind

14. Uses that limit or impact habitat restoration or water 
conservation 

15. Depends on where these events are held

16. weddings/events and festivals would need to 
be scaled appropriately to be respectful of the 
conservation ethic of the community

17. Again, other than the existing clubhouse, no “human 
stuff”...

18. I think in general commercial or private use should 
be limited if it impedes either public access to 
conservation goals.  While I am not completely 
against use for private event or commercial festival, 
I would certainly be against any use that either 
closes areas to the public or leads to enviornmental 
degradation.

19. not at front ranch

20. Weddings could be a good source of income for park 
programming.

21. Don’t lump properties together

22. None except meeting and conference space w/in 
existing facilities; no development for this purpose

23. Whichever events would cause the most disruption & 
litter & trash & noise pollution. 

24. Anything outdoor that is loud. NO amplification.  No 
disturbing the soundscape.

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 21
25. any activity that would regularly limit the use of the 

park for the public

26. overnight camping events

27. We have other venues for conferences, as well as 
food and wine-related events.  

28. None of these are appropriate!

29. All are inappropriate in my opinion

30. don’t know

31. As long as we can all participate.

32. Developed activities at RC only; non-development in 
the rest of the park.

33. KEY is moderation.... must cater to locals first

34. i see these areas as very different from one another

35. No off the leash Dog Park

36. Any private event that would limit public accessibility 
(even short term)

37. See comments from above.

38. Please see #20

39. many of these questions refuse to accept my 
answers unless I change them.  Frustrating.

40. no human events except restoration of land

41. Wedding may bring in funds needed 
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WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 22
QUESTION 22 : WHICH OF THE FOLLOWING IS THE MOST IMPORTANT PRIORITY FOR PALO CORONA 
REGIONAL PARK?
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WRITE-IN RESPONSES

QUESTION 22 : WHICH OF THE FOLLOWING IS THE 
MOST IMPORTANT PRIORITY FOR PALO CORONA 
REGIONAL PARK?

1. Education opportunities/access for children in nature 
play area

2. None of above

3. multi use trail access for all.

4. Open the back area...please...all the way to sobranes

5. I think it is good the way it is. 

6. avoiding onslaught of tourists

7. generation of a revenue stream

8. Ability to enter park and use for horseback riding, 
hiking, etc. with trails and trail connectivity.

9. Seasonal fishing access along the river and family 
fishing in one or more ponds on the property

10. moumtain bikers help all of the above

11. This is a loaded question.  Preserve and restore 
without rendering the property unused by man.

12. To keep this park open for the public

13. Fenced, off-leash dog park

14. Access to all people, all uses, all groups...this is a 
community park, and no reasonable use of the park 
should be excluded

15. Public access

16. Allowing some trails to be mt. biking specific, NO 
HORSES!

17. Access for all user groups 

18. Mountain Bike access

19. all of the above

20. Free access to the community to hike & enjoy the 
property :)

21. Dog park

22. Fenced in Dog Park

23. Fenced in dog park

24. Public access and use with a balance of conservation

25. Allowing dog owners to enjoy all the trails

26. fenced off leash dog park

27. Public access to open space for biking & hiking, & 
outdoor ecudation experiences while preserving the 
environment & open spaces

28. multi use trails, hike, bike and equestrian access and 
trail connection.

29. PUBLIC CAMPGROUND

30. protect the natural lands from people and their 
damaging effects

31. Public access

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 22
32. would choose preservation, but am guarded about 

what the interpretation of “restoration” means to you.

33. The area doesn’t need any more parks that will not 
be maintained properly. Leave these areas alone. No 
expansion. 

34. dog park

35. Active recreation after dark
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WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 23
QUESTION 23 : WHAT IS THE SECOND MOST IMPORTANT PRIORITY?
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WRITE-IN RESPONSES

QUESTION 23 : WHAT IS THE SECOND MOST 
IMPORTANT PRIORITY?

1. Keeping the area controled and not maxing out the 
area with overuse

2. no development

3. Creating an electronic-free hiking experience 

4. Open access with no gates or passcodes

5. Equestrian

6. Make everything beyond the old clubhouse as near 
to Garland as possible. That park has just the right 
balance. No need to re-invent the wheel here.

7. River access

8. Trails but not trail connectivity (what does that mean)

9. seasonal fishing access along river

10. steelhead stream restoration

11. Seasonal fishing access along the river and family 
fishing in one or more ponds on the property 

12. Special interest.  Fenced area for allowing dog 
owners to safely take their dogs off leash.  I have a 
problem with unleashed dogs on our beaches.

13. all of the above

14. All

15. Fenced off leash dog park 

16. Restoration and preservation WITH access

17. Equestrian use

18. Access, especially equestrian access to the larger 
park. It’s such a beautiful property, and a way to really 
explore  the back country is on horseback.

19. Protect the natural wildlife from human’s negative 
effects

20. Public access to entire property

21. Keeping it the way it is--

22. fenced off leash dog park with handicap access

23. Whose taxes will be paying for this expansion?

24. Dog park 

25. Restore east golf course

26. Mountain bike access

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 23
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WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 24
QUESTION 24 : WHAT IS THE THIRD MOST IMPORTANT PRIORITY?
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WRITE-IN RESPONSES

QUESTION 24 : WHAT IS THE THIRD MOST 
IMPORTANT PRIORITY?

1. Hiking

2. have enough rangers to patrol

3. undecided

4. river restoration

5. dog friendly trails

6. Getting it open to public access.

7. Keeping land untamed 

8. Parking on-site (rather than remote with shuttles)

9. dog friendly trails

10. Trail type.  Multiple use trails.

11. Citizen Science

12. 1 golf course

13. dog friendly trails

14. Make everything beyond the old clubhouse as near 
to Garland as possible. That park has just the right 
balance. No need to re-invent the wheel here.

15. Parking

16. trails for dogs

17. minimize over use and noisy activities

18. family fishing on one or more ponds on the property

19. Special interest group access should not be confused 
with enviro. conservation and land preservation. 
Allowing access does not mean the land will be 
destroyed. this is a large park and there already exist 
jeep  roads that will be kept in place by the park 
district for access. these can provide access to user 
groups which can travel further in one day than foot 
hikers. This park should be a day use park only, no 
overnight in the areas past the valley floor.

20. Mountain biking

21. Hiker, biker, ang equine accessibility.

22. Mountain bike access

23. dog park + all the above

24. Dog park

25. all of the above

26. Others

27. Fenced in off leash dog area

28. fenced dog park

29. dog friendly areas

30. BRING BACK GOLF!

31. Off leash dog trail

32. dog park

33. Keep as much of the world as natural as possible.  

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 24
34. off-leash dog trails

35. Providing a legacy of wild natural land for future 
generations

36. off-leash dog trails

37. off-leash dog trail

38. Just restoration & hiking.

39. off-leash dog park

40. None of the others

41. Educational programming in the sense of increasing 
awareness of the history, ecological richness and 
urgent need for conservation of the Palo Corona.

42. Dog area

43. Pickleball courts

44. passive use

45. Programs led by docents for youth and adults along 
with use by special groups to encourage walking and 
stops to practice wellness

46. Allowing multi-use of the trails to include Mountain 
Biking

47. Stop feeding the “ego” that pushes for expansion

48. Part of the facility should be used to generate funds 
to help support the operations of the Park.

49. off-leash dog trails

50. no other human access

51. land preservation, trails, education, emergency 
access are all priority 1; the dog park can be built in; 
other special interests don’t need infrastructure, so 
can be impletemented on an as-needed basis.

52. None above apply

53. Using the clubhouse wisely

54. Dog park

55. off-leash dog trails

56. off-leash dog trails

57. build a golf course

58. Maintaining a balance to the extreme overuse of 
other parks in the region. 

59. I am not sure
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WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 25
QUESTION 25 : DO YOU FEEL THIS PROCESS FOR THE PALO CORONA REGIONAL PARK GENERAL 
DEVELOPMENT PLAN IS HEADING IN THE RIGHT DIRECTION?
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WRITE-IN RESPONSES

QUESTION 25 : DO YOU FEEL THIS PROCESS FOR 
THE PALO CORONA REGIONAL PARK GENERAL 
DEVELOPMENT PLAN IS HEADING IN THE RIGHT 
DIRECTION? - IF NOT, PLEASE ELABORATE.

1. Sounds like dogs/conservation is strong – but I feel 
loose dogs on trails is bad.  Too strict of non-access 
is not good.

2. The delay in opening up back country (up to sobranes) 
is inescusable

3. No accommodation for people who hike with dogs

4. The process has been too slow to open up the 
backcountry. 

5. To much exclusion of dogs.

6. Very little if any of the regional parks provide a 
revenue stream namely camping and low impact 
lodging with dining and retail similar to the national 
parks using concessionaires.

7. Despite the efforts made for public input, no 
explanation has been given on how these choices 
will be made, who will make them, and what type 
of weighted descision matrix is being used. To top 
down.

8. I do not know the plan yet 

9. I don’t have any idea what the general dev plan is 
for the park so can not opine on that but my real 
problem with Palo Corona is the extremely limited 
access.  So i say step one should be to issue a 
directive tomorrow allowing free hiking access into 
ALL PARTS of Palo Corona - it is a great park with 
awesome trails... lets open the damn thing up and let 
people freely enjoy it already.

10. Ignores the reality of budgets and liability issues.

11. Seems focused on special interest groups rather than 
average person. You could have kept one golf course 
for the community. It could have been grown out to 
be more like links course — it is not too late—if you 
have an open mind.

12. “Good inclusive process. However in not separating 
the two very different properties so that respondents 
realize the properties ARE different, and that they 
have two very different sets of appropriate activities,  
you are creating and setting in motion a huge conflict 
in designing this park.  You will be fought forever 
in have trail bikes and horses on the same trails.  
Intensification of human activity or dog use on the 
Front Ranch will be fought from the start of this 
process.”

13. Access is too limited.

14. Not sure. The whole process has taken so incredibly 
long, that I begin to lose faith that anything will ever 
happen. 

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 25
15. “The last meeting was a disaster! Very poorly run. 

The Carmel Valley Association was allowed to take 
over the meeting. Very disappointed......”

16. Design team needs to know area and local needs 
better.  Design team seams to have preset 
inappropriate ideas for the park and doesn’t listen 
well.  Consider picking a new more environmentally 
sensitive team to work with.

17. I believe fishing access and steelhead stream 
restoration should be included in your survey points.

18. It appears that a few special interest groups have set 
this online survey up to drive interest in weddings, 
dog parks and other specific uses - I do not see the 
things I care about the most offered here, such as 
fishing access and quiet nature enjoyment in areas 
where there are no dogs.  

19. I didn’t know about the last meeting or this survey 
until I read about it in a Nextdoor Neighborhood social 
media posting. More effort should be made to get 
the news to the public.

20. There are an awful lot of NIMBYs at these meetings. 
Lets plan on how to best use land. Not how to keep 
people out.

21. I do not know enough about the process to comment, 
but do appreciate the opportunity to take this survey.

22. Only if it allows trail access to equestrians and hikers. 
Open space.

23. I am NEUTRAL as this is my first exposure to the 
process. However, I think the survey is good (good 
to have the pictures) and it is good you are holding 
public meetings.

24. I see there is going to be too much development and 
the traffic is already horrible. No need to bring more 
people to an area already developed too much!! I 
would like to see it all preserved in it’s natural state.

25. dont know where its headed so can’t answer   
appreciate the opportunity for input however

26. “Too much development and over usage. Leave in 
natural state.No Visitor Center. No camping and no 
fires”

27. My main concern is that a few vocal NIMBY’s who 
don’t want to “share” the resources near htier homes 
dominate the meetings and do not reflect the broader 
community that is served by MPRPD.  Not everyone 
can make it to meetings.

28. Not is they aren’t going to allow on leash dogs on all 
the trails

29. I do not yet have enough information to answer this 
question. 

30. We need to leave it alone and not develop. We have 
enough tourists impacting our roads and trashing our 
parks

31. It seems like a certain population (older folks) had 
been most successfully reached for input. Can you 
reach more folks? Mailers, social media, nextdoor.
com, etc
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32. I believe that MPRPD has good intentions and 
a presenting a public survey such as this is an 
important process....however, the survey was poorly 
written and overly ambiguous. I am concerned data 
collected will or can be skewed or poorly converted 
into a statistical model that does not represent the 
public needs... I would suggest that future surveys 
be written with more transparency and by an author 
that completed statistical analysis 101 with a passing 
grade. 

33. I disagree with the part of the plan that allows for 130 
homes to be developed on the golf course causing 
congestion and traffic issues in the future.

34. The development that is being pushed by Park district 
is sad. Staff infiltrates the small groups with their 
ideas for development and does not identify who 
they are. These questions are skewed toward the 
Park’s goals of development. Have you forgotten 
what our jewel is here? Bring in dogs, people, bikes 
and horses to wild natural area and you can see the 
results in your existing parks-over run with all those 
negative effect with little natural growth or vibrancy.

35. It’s unfortunate that such a special golf course will no 
longer be around. 

36. The direction is more heavily pointed towards 
income-producing activities.

37. Restore golf courses

38. Depends upon whether you are listening to me or 
not. Many agencies ask the questions, then do what 
they want anyhow. The most important points I am 
making are: include dogs in the hiking areas; restrict 
mountain biking; develop the Ranch Cañada property 
if you must (thoughtfully); keep the rest preserved 
hiking country. If those things happen, I am happy 
with your process (pretty self-serving, huh?)

39. At the October meeting it sounded as if the decision 
to not allow dogs off leash was already decided (“Go 
to Garland.”) Why are you gathering public input if 
management has already decided for us!?

40. Many of these questions should have allowed for the  
top three choices.

41. I think you have jumbled the needs of the Rancho 
Canada with those of the Palo Corona. They are 
distinct.

42. too slow--

43. I’m not sure, but I would like to preserve nature & not 
have large gatherings & businesses.

44. The meetings need to be better organized catering 
to an educated local public.  Having a consulting 
firm from out of the area which does not seem to be 
aware of local sentiments and knowledge was not a 
great idea.

45. There needs to be a clear indication of allowing multi-
use trails to be used by hikers, bikers and equestrians.  
With proper education, all can get along and work to 
preserve the space. 

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 25
46. Please refer to my comments throughout this survey. 

MCRPD doesn’t have the capacity to maintain the 
current parks system. I would like to have the fire 
departments, LUAC, Coastal Commission and 
neighbors weigh in on this. Like golf courses, these 
parks serve a very few especially out-of-the-area 
visitors. I pay taxes for their use??? No thank you. 

47. The questions are leading.  They are redundant. I 
appreciate the need for some way to measure and 
account for the wide variety of suggestions you 
must be receiving.  I understand that there are 
interests that are sometimes in extreme opposition 
to each other (no public access/total public access).  
However; a survey seldom produces qualitative 
solutions.  It does however; give public planners a 
shield.  Fewer surveys, please!

48. Opening up land use to potential illegal campfires 
with no funding for monitoring is irresponsible and of 
great concern. 

49. Traffic and parking in this area is already out if control 
and dangerous. The existing public access areas like 
Point Lobis are being destroyed by the onslaught of 
people. It is I longer just a weekend issue. Highway 
1 is clogged with prior parking and walking on the 
pavement. There is no serenity to avidit to this area 
now. Why are we even thinking about inviting mire 
people. Big Sur public areas are stressed by masses 
of thoughtless people who park anywhere. Leave 
trash and human waste. We need to protect our 
beautiful area. 

50. I don’t know the direction now.

51. survey appears wildly skewed for human 
development uses. Direction should be restoration/
preservation of restoredd wild country

52. No, the general theme that keeps being pushed is 
Visitor Centers, overuse, zip lines, dog parks.....too 
much crap!  Keep it open, keep it wild and don’t 
commercialize it with all this junk that a true nature 
lover does not need. Don’t encourage more usage by 
providing more parking lots. We don’t want any more 
tourism here. ENOUGH! Thank 

53. At this point I feel that this project has not taken 
ENOUGH public interest.  Workshops are not 
publicized enough and there is a great danger of 
destroying the quality of life, not only for people but 
for the very nature that this area enjoys.  Wildlife 
needs to remain wild, not showcased.

54. I think with Point Lobos traffic and litter and over-use 
so out of control it is irresponsible to create another 
area to encourage visitors. Until we can properly 
monitor the facilities we have it seems like a fire 

WRITE-IN RESPONSES
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danger to open up more not properly supervised 
properly 

55. The last meeting was very poorly run

56. I think it is taking much too long. Access to PC 
backcountry has been off limits for many years. 
Access to the Front Park has been restricted by 
permit and lock gates for too many years.

57. I like that the local people who live here are asked 
for their opinion. When the tourism department 
does everything they can to bring in hundreds of 
thousands of tourists, we have to deal with the 
traffic and environmental impacts. The reason we 
live here is for the slower quality of life—the rural 
areas, beaches and open space. We don’t want it 
ending up like the bay area...trashed, gridlocked, and 
frustrating and every turn. Once you build something 
up, you can never go back. I saw this happen in the 
30 years I lived in Los Gatos. It’s abysmal there now 
from traffic and too many people, parks are overused 
and crowded, littered and angry people who can’t 
even drive to the grocery store due to traffic jams. 
We already see this happening along hwy 1 now. It’s 
insane and dangerous and our roads are not meant 
for this amount of pepole. Don’t encourage more to 
come.

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 25
WRITE-IN RESPONSES
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WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 26
QUESTION 26 : DO YOU FEEL THAT MPRPD IS DOING A GOOD JOB MANAGING THE PLANNING PROCESS 
FOR PALO CORONA REGIONAL PARK?
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WRITE-IN RESPONSES

QUESTION 26 : DO YOU FEEL THAT MPRPD IS DOING 
A GOOD JOB MANAGING THE PLANNING PROCESS 
FOR PALO CORONA REGIONAL PARK? - IF NOT, 
PLEASE ELABORATE.

1. It seems more could be done to get the word out 
about this process to neighboring communities and 
people of varied social economic backgrounds. 

2. MPRPD is taking too long. Should have opened this 
to the public long ago. Give the taxpayers access to 
what we paid for. 

3. See answer to 25

4. Way too much time has transpired since MPRPD has 
gained management control in allowing public access 
to the interior. “Parking cars”is NOT a good reason. 
Some of us ride bikes to the park and/or carpool. 

5. The process is too darn slow

6. Not a clear process, too much time in between public 
meetings or information being put out without any 
communication from MPRPD about what it is doing.

7. MPRPD does what it wants, not what the public 
wants

8. To restrictive in areas of access by people who have 
dogs.

9. It is taking far too long for this park to be fully opened 
to the public who paid for it!

10. They clearly didn’t even review in detail the 
presentation slides, as there were plenty of mistakes. 
Park staff is way over tasked and under manned, but 
not under funded.

11. Not sure

12. I would have to say no because it is very hard to use 
and get access to right now.  If you opened it up 
tomorrow then my opinion would change immensely.

13. See above. Forget all the special interests, dog park, 
horses, cycles, weddings, private events etc. it is 
claimed to be about restoration, so leave it to that 
goal.

14. “You are doing alright, but have made a huge error in 
not separating the properties so people understand 
what is appropriate on which section of parkland.

15. Please sort this out before the next public meeting.  
Most issues will be resolved if you do.  Otherwise 
there will be conflict from day one.”

16. I really don’t know what the plan is, either the scope 
or timeframe

17. Its taken over a decade to develop anything beyond 
the front country

18. Access is too limited.

19. No, the presentations and planing process is really 
poor. We need to get a professional firm to handle 
this, we have people with no skills handling this 

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 26
problem and it is not right.  I’m happy to help, call 
me!

20. Process has taken far too long. 

21. MPRPD  is a great organization with a great board.  It 
just seems to have selected the wrong design team 
for this project.  MPRPD should look at other more 
locally sensitive options

22. In order to comment, I have to disagree.  I like the 
appearance of no bias that the meetings and survey 
give.  I hope the decisions that are ultimately reached 
are neither too conservationist nor too inclusive.  By 
the way,  I’m not at all opposed to having equestrian 
trails  ... but am opposed to trails shared with hikers.  
Also provided there were a limited numbers of horses 
allowed at any given time.

23. I do not know enough about the process to comment, 
but do appreciate the opportunity to take this survey.

24. You need to include all of the locals with interest in 
use of this park. Riding or hiking. There are a number 
of active groups interested in open space.

25. same answer as above!!!! 

26. Not sure yet, but getting public input is good. I was 
unaware of the earlier meeting.

27. Too much money has been spent with little access!

28. Please do not bee too influenced by stakeholders 
who want to make this property a Preserve. It should 
be a park for people to use. Ecological restoration can 
be achieved WITH recreation for people and dogs 
and horses, making the USE of the property the top 
priority, not the protected domaine of scientists and 
conservationists. 

29. We need housing.

30. If the survey questions are weighted  indication of 
the direction MPRPD is going; then NO.  As vast as 
this property is, there are several identifiable needs 
to consider; not the least of which is sustainable 
funding .  Agreed that resource and conservation are 
and should be a priority; so should public access be 
as well.  I would suggest that Staff of MPRPD review 
the model established the Asilomar  State Park which 
provides a balance of conservation; accessibility and 
a self supporting income source..   The worst case 
scenario of developing Palo Corona is that  in 2 years 
the MPRPD will have to return back to public in form 
of a Bond Initiative or tax rate increase on the ballot 
box.  Should this happen there will a vast public 
outcry that MPRPD squandered an opportunity to 
allow the property to maintain self funding through 
continued operation of an on-site restaurant/catering 
service which provides income.

31. Please see above. MPRPD are Developers like 
Eastwood and Lombardo. Very sad.

32. The public input (stakeholders) were the last to be 
included in the planning process. Coming to us last 
was a big mistake.

33. see comments about golf courses

34. It has taken SO long already to allowed public access.
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35. Too much time and talking in lieu of public access

36. See comment immediately above.

37. Too much waste.

38. This is not a fair question as you do not allow a 
neutral comment (choice moves automatically to 
disagree). I wanted to say yes, in the sense they are 
holding public meetings. 

39. Too much discussion about mulituse.  Keep it simple

40. There’s been no mention about increased staffing 
needs.  As it is, the rangers are stretched pretty 
thin with Garland and other park maintenance 
requirements.  Who will maintain it?  Will there be 
a rec aide or park aide to do this?  More rangers?  
With more property comes more responsibility, not 
creating shortages in successful parks.

41. too slow-went to early meetings a decade ago-

42. While I believe that the process is currently going in 
the right direction I feel that the process to open the 
Palo Corona Back country to public access has taken 
to long.

43. “You” will bulldoze your way to the results you want 
without thinking thru the impact to the land, wildlife, 
ecosystem, traffic impact to Hwy 1, view shed of 
the front ranch “Kmart type” parking lot and to we 
neighbors.

44. I feel that too much allowance is being given to “for 
profit” activities as opposed to preserving it in it’s 
natural state. I understand the need for the park 
system to search out much needed avenues of 
funding but allowing options with the potential of 
destroying a gem of a resource is very short sighted. 

45. See above.  Special interest groups that feel entitled 
to abuse the beauty of the otherwise natural spaces 
just because they are able to afford the price to use 
the land is not appropriate.  

46. We need preservation and thoughtful use. 

47. see all previous answers, no human use desired. At 
least you are taking a (prejudiced) survey!

48. I feel they are pushing over use and 
commercialization.

49. This remains to be seen as the process goes forward.

WORKSHOP #1 SURVEY - QUESTION 26
WRITE-IN RESPONSES
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PALO CORONA REGIONAL PARK PUBLIC WORKSHOP # 2
The following is a summary of public comment and input from Public Workshop #2, held in Seaside on November 
15, 2017, and Carmel on November 16, 2017. This meeting asked the public to share their thoughts on the Design 
Alternatives (with a focus on the Rancho Cañada property) developed from the feedback gathered from Workshop and 
Survey #1.

Both preference dot boards and a handout questionnaire was used during the Workshop #2 meetings to survey meeting 
attendants about their preferred elements from each of the design alternatives, and survey questions were later posted 
online for public participation from November 23 through December 15. There were 83 attendees that signed in at the 
public workshops and 56 participants completed their questionnaires, with some choosing not to participate in the 
dot board exercise or hand in their questionnaire. 510 respondents started the online survey, with 414 respondents 
completing the survey.

MEETING QUESTIONNAIRE
The following questionnaire was provided at the public workshop.

INTRODUCTION

CARMEL, CA  •  MONTEREY PENINSULA REGIONAL PARK DISTRICT Please visit our website at palocorona.org
PALO CORONA REGIONAL PARK

Please circle and/or fill in your answers to the following 
questions:

1. Where do you live?

 _________________________________________________

2. How did you hear about this meeting?

 _________________________________________________

3. What elements of Alternative 1 do you like the best?

 a. _________________________________________________

 b. _________________________________________________

 c. _________________________________________________

4. What elements of Alternative 2 do you like the best?

 a. _________________________________________________

 b. _________________________________________________

 c. _________________________________________________

5. What elements of Alternative 3 do you like the best?

 a. _________________________________________________

 b. _________________________________________________

 c. _________________________________________________

6. What additional comments do you have?

 a. _________________________________________________

 b. _________________________________________________

 c. _________________________________________________

 d. _________________________________________________

 e. _________________________________________________

7. Which of the design alternatives do you like the best?

 _________________________________________________

8. Do you feel this process for Palo Corona Regional   
 Park GDP is heading in the right direction?

 a. Agree  b. Neutral  c. Disagree

9. Do you feel that MPRPD is doing a good job managing  
 the planning proces for Palo Corona Regional Park?

 a. Agree  b. Neutral  c. Disagree

COMMENT CARD Workshop #2

ALTERNATIVE 1 - ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION & EDUCATION

PALO CORONA REGIONAL PARK
CARMEL, CA  •  MONTEREY PENINSULA REGIONAL PARK DISTRICT WORKSHOP #2
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ALTERNATIVE 3 - COMMUNITY ART & WELLNESS

PALO CORONA REGIONAL PARK
CARMEL, CA  •  MONTEREY PENINSULA REGIONAL PARK DISTRICT WORKSHOP #2
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DOT BOARD EXERCISE
Dot boards were posted next to presentation boards to gather input on the preferred elements from each of the 
Alternative Plans during the public meetings (examples shown below). Pens were provided at the dot board stations for 
the public to write-in any additional preferred elements during the exercise. The questions were adapted to fit an online 
survey format and provided via an online survey to allow for greater community participation.

INTRODUCTION
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HANDOUT QUESTIONNAIRE AND ONLINE SURVEY
Additionally, a handout questionnaire was used to gather further input, and the following questions were asked on the 
questionnaire during the workshop meetings (examples shown below). The questions were adapted to fit an online 
survey format and provided via an online survey to allow for greater community participation. 

The comments and write-in responses recorded on the questionnaires during the public workshop and provided by online 
survey respondents were combined in this summary and are organized by question. 

INTRODUCTION
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WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 1
QUESTION 1: WHERE DO YOU LIVE?

Public Workshop

Online Survey
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WRITE-IN RESPONSES

QUESTION 1: WHERE DO YOU LIVE?
1. Salinas

2. 5th Generation Prunedale, Monterey County

3. Santa Cruz

4. Watsonville

5. San Luis Obispo, ca

6. Paradise 

7. Santa Cruz, CA

8. Santa Clara 

9. Salinas

10. Monterey disc golf club

11. Aptos,ca

12. Santa Cruz

13. Salinas

14. Salinas

15. Soledad

16. Royal Oaks

17. Lived in Carmel but recently moved to Texas

18. Oakland but moving to Carmel in 2019

19. Royal Oaks

20. Santa Cruz

21. Salinas with business in Carmel

22. Pebble Beach

23. Palo Colorado

24. Salinas

25. Santa Cruz

26. I will be moving there next year and had lived there 
1970-1990

27. Salinas

28. Salinas

29. Salinas behind toro park

30. Toro

31. Hollister

32. Prunedale

33. Laureles Grade

34. Corral de tierra

35. Salinas

36. San Benito county

37. 68 corridor

38. Salinas

39. Salinas

WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 1
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WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 2
QUESTION 2 : HOW OLD ARE YOU? 

NOT ASKED AT PUBLIC WORKSHOP
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WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 3
QUESTION 3 : HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THIS MEETING?

QUESTION 3 (ONLINE SURVEY) : HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THIS SURVEY? (CHOOSE ALL THAT APPLY)

Please note that this number reflects the total number of 
responses (multiple responses per respondent), not the 
total number of respondents.

Public Workshop

Online Survey
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WRITE-IN RESPONSES

QUESTION # 3 :  HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THIS 
MEETING/SURVEY?

1. Point Lobos Foundation

2. Sustainable Seaside

3. Carmel Valley Association email

4. RC dog park

5. Carmel Valley Association email

6. Sustainable Seaside

7. Carmel Valley Association email

8. Carmel Valley Association email

9. World Affairs Council of Monterey

10. World Affairs Council

11. Big Sur Land Trust email

12. FB group

13. Facebook

14. DeLaveaga Facebook page

15. Disc golf club 

16. Big Sur LandTrust

17. disc golf facebook group

18. Big Sur Land Trust

19. World Affairs Council of Monterey Bay

20. Carmel Valley Women’s Club

21. Facebook

22. Facebook

23. Monterey Stinging Jellies

24. Weekly

25. A fellow Rumsen Ohlone community member, Linda 
Yamane, reminded me of this opportunity to weigh 
in on the management plan for the Palo Corona 
Regional Park.

26. Carmel Valley Womens Club

27. Parent’s live in Carmel Valley

28. Monterey stinging jellies disc golf club Facebook 

29. Disc Golf Club

30. Facebook

31. Facebook

32. Monterey jellies, Facebook

33. Disc golf club member csumb

34. Disc golf community member

35. Facebook 

36. Facebook 

37. Facebook

38. Facebook 

WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 3
39. Carmel Valley Women’s Club

40. Disc golf Facebook group 

41. Monterey disc golf club 

42. Facebook 

43. Facebook

44. Monterey stinging jellies facebook

45. Big Sur Land Trust

46. Facebook group Monterey Disc Golf...

47. Big Sur Land Trust

48. Next Door Pacific Meadows

49. Big Sur Land Trust 

50. I wish to continue using the Rancho Canada 
ballrooms for WACMB luncheon meetings and 
lectures

51. spouse

52. Facebook

53. Facebook Delaveaga DGC page

54. Monterey Stinging Jellies Disc Golf Club

55. CVA

56. local disc golf club the stinging jellies

57. Facebook 

58. Bslt 

59. Bay Area disc golf group on Facebook

60. Facebook

61. cva

62. Big sur land trust

63. Facebook

64. email from Big Sur Land Trust

65. Facebook 

66. Big Sur Land Trust

67. Monterey Stinging Jellies Disc Golf Club Facebook 
Page

68. Carmel Valley Rotary, Carmel Valley Women’s Club

69. Big Sur Land Trust email

70. Facebook

71. FB

72. Facebook

73. Monterey Disc Golf Club FB Page

74. Facebook. Monterey Stinging Jellies disc golf club

75. Monterey Stinging Jellies Page

76. Stinging Jellies Disc Golf Club

77. From a fellow disc golfer

78. Monterey County Weekly

79. BIg Sur Land Trust

80. CVA and Rotary

81. Big Sur Land Trust
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82. BSLT

83. Big Sur Land Trust

84. Big Sur Land Trust

85. BSLT

86. Carmel Valley Women’s Club

87. CVA Newsletter

88. BSLT

89. Facebook

90. the Weekly

91. Big Sur Land Trust sent me the link.

92. Carmel Valley Women’s Club

93. BSLT

94. The Big Sur Land Trust’s enewsletter

95. Big Sur Land Trust emailed newsletter

96. BSLT

97. Carmel Valley Association

98. District employee

99. World Affairs Council, Monterey Bay

100. Carmel Valley Womens Club

101. World Affairs Council Monterey Bay

102. Carmel Valley Womens Club

103. CVWC & Foundation

104. Carmel Valley Women’s Club

105. World Affairs Council MB

106. carmel valley assn

107. WAC

108. World Affairs 

109. WACMB

110. Cva

111. World affairs council 

112. World Affairs Council and Quiet Birdmen

113. World Affairs Council

114. World affairs council

115. WACMB

116. WORLD AFFAIRS COUNCIL

117. World Affairs Council

118. WAC

119. Morca

120. Monterey Off Road Cycling Association (MORCA)

121. World Affairs Council Monterey Bay 

122. fans of fenced off-leash dog park

123. The World Affairs Council of Monterey Bay

124. Carmel Valley Rotary

125. World Affairs Council of Monterey Bay

126. at the meeting

127. World Affairs Council Monterey Bay Area

128. Carmel Valley Rotary Club 

129. Carmel Valley Rotary

130. Rotary

131. Carmel Valley Rotary Club

132. Weekly

133. Big Sur Land Trust

134. CVA & Trout Unlimited

135. I am a Board member with the Point Lobos 
Foundation

136. People using Rancho San Carlos river trail

137. Carmel Valley association Board

138. BSLT

139. Dog park supporters 

140. Carmel Valley Assoc.

141. CVA

142. Carmel Valley Association

143. rcdogpark@gmail.com

144. Big Sur Land Trust

145. Carmel Valley Association

146. Dog Park Group Organizers

147. Dog park support group

148. Dog Park Supporters 

149. CV assn

150. Dog Park Supporers

151. Nextdoor

152. Pacific Meadows and the dogs that need it.

153. MORCA

154. Email from “redogpark@gmail.com”

155. Friend on Facebook 

156. Carmel Valley Association 

157. Brochure at ACE hardware in Carmel Crossroads, I’m 
on email list

158. Fenced Dog Park

159. Carmel valley asso, 

160. Carmel Valley Association weekly bulletin

161. CV ASSOCIATION

162. Carmel Valley Assoc enews

163. CVA

164. CVA

165. Carmel Valley Association newsletter

166. Carmel Valley Assoc

167. Carmel Valley Association

168. CVA

169. CVA newsletter

WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 3
WRITE-IN RESPONSES
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170. relatives who live in Carmel Valey

171. Facebook

172. friend forwarded it to me

173. MORCA 

174. MORCA

175. TAMC

176. Monterey Bay Equestrians

177. Monterey Peninsula Regional Park District- I live in 
Toro Park

178. Monterey Audubon

179. You emailed me

180. Point Lobos

181. Park Ranger while riding my bike at entrance to Palo 
Corona East

182.  MORCA

183. Email

184. Neighbor

185. Trout Unlimited member

186. I was at both meetings 

187. dog park

WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 3
WRITE-IN RESPONSES
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WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - ALTERNATIVE 1 QUESTIONS

ALTERNATIVE 1 DESCRIPTION
Alternative #1 focuses on restoration and educational programming through discovery and learning by experience. Brief 
descriptions and example imagery of potential uses are included below. The following page will ask you to choose the 3 
elements you like best about this alternative, with space provided for additional comments.

 SITE IMPROVEMENTS
• River and Upland restoration

• Trailhead with informational map and kiosk

• On-site native plant nursery and/or greenhouse

• Demonstration garden(s) or park “arboretum”

• Outdoor amphitheater

• Nature play area

• Picnic areas

• Fenced, off-leash dog park

• River overlook

• CalFire Staging area for use during emergencies

 EDUCATIONAL PROGRAMMING
• Interpretation opportunities, including educational 

kiosks and waysides

• Indoor and Outdoor classrooms

• Facilitated overnight educational camping for youth 
groups

• Guided and self-guided tours

• Volunteer restoration opportunities 

CLUBHOUSE AND SUPPORT STRUCTURES 
• Interpretive center

• Regional environmental library/archive

• School programs and educational conferences/
workshop

• Non-profit office space

• Greenhouse
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WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 4
QUESTION 4 : WHICH OF THE FOLLOWING ELEMENTS OF ALTERNATIVE #1 - ENVIRONMENTAL 
RESTORATION AND EDUCATION DO YOU LIKE THE MOST? (CHOOSE UP TO 3)

                      

Answer Count Response Answer Count Response  
Outdoor Classrooms or Interpretive Elements 17 34.7% Outdoor Classrooms or Interpretive Elements 87 17.0%

Native Plant Nursery/Greenhouse 18 36.7% Native Plant Nursery/Greenhouse 54 10.5%
Fenced, Off-Leash Dog Park 19 38.8% Fenced, Off-Leash Dog Park 164 32.0%

Interpretive/Educational Trail Loops 11 22.4% Interpretive/Educational Trail Loops 156 30.5%
Outdoor Amphitheater 10 20.4% Outdoor Amphitheater 70 13.7%

Demonstration Gardens 14 28.6% Demonstration Gardens 38 7.4%
Nature Play Area 11 22.4% Nature Play Area 99 19.3%

Picnic Area 14 28.6% Picnic Area 111 21.7%
Youth Educational Camping 13 26.5% Youth Educational Camping 50 9.8%

CalFire Emergency Staging Area 7 14.3% CalFire Emergency Staging Area 71 13.9%
Native Open Space 48 98.0% Native Open Space 218 42.6%

Other (please specify) 7 14.3% Other (please specify) 82 16.0%
Total Respondents 49 Total Respondents 512

Public Meeting Responses Online Responses
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1. Multi-Use Trail

2. River Overlook/Learning Pavilion

3. Wetland/dock

4. Education Center

5. Restoration

6. Fishing Pond

7. Clubhouse/school programs

8. Multi-Use Trail

9. Wetland/dock

10. River Overlook/Learning Pavilion

11. Restoration

12. Wetland/dock

13. Restoration

14. Multi-Use Trail 

15. Restoration

16. Multi-Use Trail

17. Restoration

18. Restoration

19. Wetland/dock 

20. Wetland/dock 

21. River Overlook/Learning Pavilion

22. River Overlook/Learning Pavilion

23. Multi-Use Trail

24. Wetland/dock

25. River Overlook/Learning Pavilion 

26. Wetland/dock

27. continue use of the Clubhouse ballrooms for current 
WACMB luncheon meetings

28. Continue use of the Clubhouse ballrooms for current 
WACMB luncheon meetings

29. Disc golf

30. continue use of the Clubhouse ballrooms for current 
WACMB luncheon meetings. 

31. Disc Golf Course

32. So many of these ideas sound good if you’re sitting 
in a meeting room in Seaside - it is actually very hard 
to improve on what nature has already porvided 
which is raw wilderness - a comodity that is fast 
dissapearing every day - so please DO NOT try to 
improve too much - many of the ideas are much more 
suitable for suburban/inner city parks.

33. Continuer use of Clubhouse ballrooms for WACMB 
luncheon meetings

34. Continue to use the Clubhouse ballrooms for current 
club banquet fundraisers.

35. Disc Golf Course

36. Continue use of the Clubhouse ballrooms for banquet 
fundraisers

37. Disc Golf Course

38. Use of clubhouse for non profits

39. Disc golf course 

40. Disc Golf Course! 

41. Disc golf park is good for an active life

42. Disc golf course

43. Disc golf course 

44. Disc golf course 

45. Hiking trails only would be fine.

46. Disc golf course 

47. Disc golf course

48. Would like the lectures/luncheons for WACMB to 
continue at Rancho Canada ballrooms

49. Disc golf course 

50. I am supportive of all of them, but feel these are not 
otherwise available in close vicinity(Garland or Jacks 
Peak)

51. Disc golf course

52. disc golf course

53. Disc Golf course 

54. How much personnel do you have to oversee all of 
this? Who is going to monitor and clean up the dog 
park, work and supervise people in the native plant 
nursery, and plant and maintain the demonstration 
gardens, maintain the picnic area and camping areas, 
etc.

55. Could all be included in a long term plan?

56. Use of Clubhouse for non profit Community Activities

57. Bicycle and walking path linking the Mouth of the 
Valley with the limit of the property upvalley.

58. I love the idea of native plant nursery/greenhouse, 
but is this redundant to what Carmel Middle School 
and Santa Lucia Conservancy already have?

59. continue use of clubhouse for current WACMB 
luncheon meetings

60. We wish for continued use of the Clubhouse 
Ballroom for WACMB luncheon meetings.

61. meeting places for non profits

62. In the clubhouse, continued use of the ballrooms for 
non-profit events

63. Meetings by Nonprfit in existing clubhouse 
facilitiesAND kitchen use  

64. use of the Clubhouse ballrooms for luncheon and 
community meetings

65. leave the  golf courses as they currently exist.

66. Clubhouse for World Affairs Council luncheon/
lectures

WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 4
WRITE-IN RESPONSES 
 
OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY)
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WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 4
WRITE-IN RESPONSES

67. continued availability of golf clubhouse for community 
events--World Affairs Council, UNA luncheons, etc

68. YOU SHOULD KEEP THE CLUB HOUSE FOR 
LUNCHEONS & MTGS

69. community meetings in clubhouse

70. None

71. choices 4,5,6 = CalFire staging, picnic area, youth 
education camping 

72. Meeting facilities at Rancho Cañada

73. Maintaining Rancho Canada as a meeting space/
restaurant for the entire community.

74. We need ballroom space for current club meetings 
and meals...World Affairs Council, Carmel Valley 
Women’s Club, Asian Art Society, MPRWF, Quiet 
Birdmen, Carmel Valley Rotary. 

75. #1 Choice - Nonprofit & Club Banquet, Event and 
Meeting locations in the Rancho Canada building. 

76. walking and running trails

77. opportunities for youth; river and upland restoration

78. Please keep the park as natural as possible and avoid 
elements that invite people to leave trash behind.  
Picnic areas, amphitheatres, classrooms invite 
congregations of people, which inevitably leads to 
garbage and other environmental degradation.  Trails 
and open space with minimal improvements for large 
scale gatherings should be emphasized.

79. Fishing access

80. As an environmental educator, I would choose all 
of the above, except perhaps the dog park. My next 
favorite is the Nature Play zone, but your form only 
allowed for 3 responses.  

81. PLEASE DO NOT OVERDEVELOP THIS NATURAL 
RESOURCE!!!!  There are plenty of other picnic 
areas, playgrounds, and ‘nature hikes’ on the 
Monterey Peninsula already.  PLEASE LIMIT HUMAN 
INFLUENCE TO RESTORATION OF HABITAT FOR 
SALMON AND WILDLIFE!!!!!! 

82. Disc golf course

83. River overlook w/ seating

84. outdoor classrooms not needed in addition to 
amphitheater

85. River overlook!

86. meeting space for non-profits

87. Gardens, nursery and native open space are good too.

88. Golf course

89. Alternative #2 is my favorite location for the dog park 
because of the adjacent parking

90. Fenced Off Leash Dog Park

91. PET FRIENDLY trail loops

92. Mountain Biking

93. I would like to see the area return to as natural a state 
as is possible.  

94. the fewer manmade things the better

95. I think that since the area between CV Rd. and the 
clubhouse is already so civilized, that there is room 
up away from the river for the dog park and etc. I 
think it’s a bit odd to propose a native plant nursery 
when at MEarth they are already growing natives (or 
used to?) and have a good facility for providing what 
is needed. Instead of spending our tax $$ on a new 
facility, why not ask MEarth about partnering to have 
them do the growing? this could be a win/win for 
both. 

96. Outdoor classroom

97. Camping should be available to the public in the 
Carmel/Carmel Valley area

98. I’d like to see the paved path remain.  It increases 
accessibility.

99. Staging area for equestrian access to trails

100. Bicycling & hiking trails are a MUST

101. I love them all though. Hard to choose 3.

102. Riparian restoration. Removal of destroyed golf 
course bridge and enhanced river overview with 
interpretive elements i.e. kiosk with educational 
placards.

103. NO NO NO to off leash dog park

104. River Overlook

105. Safe, flat walking trails. Please keep the existing golf 
cart trails which are in good repair!

106. Off road trails for cyclists looping through the front 
Ranch and into the backcountry. 

107. It would seem that the Park District is overstepping 
it’s mission to preserve open space and provide 
hiking trails. Most of the above items like a 
playground or unnecessary garden are ridiculous. 

108.  no fishing/no catching frogs or others from Carmel 
River/ Wheelchairs at dog park/nature play
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WRITE-IN RESPONSES
QUESTION 5 :  ANY ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 
ABOUT THE ELEMENTS FROM ALTERNATIVE #1 
THAT YOU LIKE THE MOST?

1. Kids Use - nothing more than tents

2. Basic restoration is good, don’t need green house, 
etc, gravel path is good. 

3. hiking trail w/o bikes or horses

4. Natural emphasis

5. Restoration and dog park only

6. Trails and natural focus

7. Focus on access and education and the separation of 
those

8. Switch dog park and native plant nursery

9. a lot of education nice

10. I love focus on native and restoration

11. I view this alternative as an opportunity to make our 
areas a model environmental education county. 

12. Environment and education

13. Native plant nursery for restoration but the size is 
grossly too small for such a large park and why is that 
right next to CV Road? 

14. Educational value

15. Large camping area

16. Native plants/habitat

17. Ponds and wetlands

18. Wider wildlife corridor

19. Ponds protected and accessible

20. Minimal “development”

21. Creek and upland restoration

22. Vegetation buffer

23. Fenced off-leash dog park (bigger please)

24. paved/gravel paths throughout

25. continue use of the Clubhouse ballrooms for current 
WACMB luncheon meetings

26. Continue use of the Clubhouse ballrooms for current 
WACMB luncheon meetings

27. Keep dogs off longer trails

28. continue use of the Clubhouse ballrooms for current 
WACMB luncheon meetings. 

29. Youth outdoor activities and education about nature 
goes hand in hand with the disc golf culture and 
the disc golf community are stalwart stewards of 
the lands they are allowed to access, organizing 
volunteers for regular cleanup and maintenance tasks. 

30. keep native

31. Fostering native plant rehabilitation is vital to the 
health of these open spaces, so it is wonderful to 
see both a native plant nursery and preserved open 

WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 5
spaces. I hope the nursery will be used to propagate 
native plants for planting in the place of invasive plant 
species. Education about the history of the area with 
an emphasis on Rumsen Ohlone life in the Carmel 
area is crucial to lay a foundation for the reasons why 
these preserved spaces are deserving of preservation 
and respect.

32. Continue use of Clubhouse ballrooms for current 
WACBM luncheon meetings. 

33. I would like to be able to walk my dog off-leash 
through the park, not just in a little, uninteresting dog 
park

34. Re-purposing the Bridge. 

35. Disc Golf course

36. Looks great!

37. I feel this would be great for the community, being a 
Monterey county native.

38. Alternative 1 seems bloated with unnecessary 
elements. Please stick to your mission of “Preserving 
and Protecting Open Space”. 

39. A disc golf course is really the only thing that would 
draw me there

40. Prefer more active elements are closer to Carmel 
Valley road and the more natural areas are near the 
river and in the more wild areas

41. “I like that the more active, crowded elements are 
closer to Carmel Valley Rd and the river, wetlands, 

42. and open trail spaces are preserved, supported.”

43. educational aspects

44. “I like locating the ampitheather, parking, and 
“”structural”” elements close to the CV road and the 
lovely existing buildings to cut down on vehicular 
access roads and for ease for access for physically 
challenged individuals. Perhaps some of the 
designated open space and restoration areas could 
be reduced so that the more trafficked areas (parking, 
entertainment, classroom, etc) could be expanded 
as needed without “”undoing”” the natural spaces  
allowing flexibility for adding hardscapes such as 
parking  or buildings as needed as indicated by use/
function 

45. outdoor space

46. Focus on Education and Community Use.  The 
location is ideal for that and less for ultimate 
protection and preservation.

47. Nursery would be good opportunity to educate public 
about native plants and great for volunteers and 
collaboration, etc. 

48. Keep it simple and local

49. Picnic area seems like a great idea to bring more 
people to the area just to hang out.

50. Looks ambitious and wonderful

51. Could all of the above be included in a long term plan?



16  |  PALO CORONA REGIONAL PARK  
       PUBLIC WORKSHOP #2 SUMMARY

    

WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 5
WRITE-IN RESPONSES
52.  You don’t have the money to maintain what you 

already manage.  Please give up the idea of spending 
huge amounts of money, and hire more rangers.

53. I like the educational focus and the restoration 
efforts. I think a park that helps preserve the natural 
ecosystem and educates about the importance of 
that is the most important function.

54. fenced dog park is too small.  Dogs will feel trapped 
and will fight...

55. Service organizations that benefit underserved 
residents of the County should be able to continue 
use of Clubhouse ballroom and meeting rooms.  It is 
a uniquely convenient property in location and size

56. Just what I wrote above. I think with MEarth and 
SLC, the option of a nursery and even education sites 
(amphitheater, etc.) are redundant. If I’m wrong, then 
I think those are valuable at that site.

57. Avoid camping and dogpark

58. I am against infringement of animal territory.

59. Allow local non-profits to continue to use the 
clubhouse for events

60. Maintain the clubhouse for symposia and 
conferences primarily but not exclusively for larger 
scale Environmental educational purposes to 
augment the outdoor experience.

61. the less construction, the better

62. continued use of club house dining meeting facilities 
on a paying basis=funds for continued improvements 
to RC lands

63. the Clubhouse ballrooms are ideal for luncheons and 
community meetings

64. KEEP AMPLE PARKING FOR OUR AGED MEMBERS 
ABOUT 120 AT EACH MONTHLY MTG

65. no off leash dog space!!

66. Too much development 

67. “Just wish I could pick more than three!

68. Nature Play Area where children and adults can 
explore, touch, and really bond with nature, not just 
observe from a trail.

69. We know many people that would make good use of 
the dog park.  Picnic areas always facilitate use of an 
area.  

70. Do not close Rancho Canada.  Maintain current usage 
-- far more beneficial that another government office 
-- interpretive center?!?

71. The Dog Park will be smelly and people hate to 
walk on Dog Poop, so locating it over away from 
everything in Alternative #1 is best. Don’t locate it as 
you drive in. 

72. Our local Clubs need meeting and meal spaces in 
the existing ballrooms for up to 180 to 200  people 
at a meal. We have fundraisers in the main building, 
lectures and presentations. 

73. A dog park is a hallmark of a civilized community.

74. people want areas for exercising without competing 
with traffic and cars. Staging areas for healthy actives 
like running, walking.  

75. “Open space as natural as possible.

76. Keep the community facilities for community groups 
and weddings.”

77. Looped trails, non motorized

78. Yes, I think it is important for dog lovers to have entry 
access to the park from Rio Rd, Quail Lodge and 
by the parking lots. Of course, the dogs should be 
leashed until they arrive at the dog park site. If you 
live at either end of the entry to the park and have a 
dog, it’s important to be able to walk from your home, 
instead of getting in the car to take your dog to the 
park, when you live so close to the entryway. 

79. I chose CalFire because it’s so important.  I chose 
native open space because wild lands that are 
truly wild are so important to wildlife.  The dog 
park is sorely needed.  Avoid developments like 
campgrounds, amphitheaters, classrooms etc. which 
invite people to gather and trash the place.

80. I would encourage there to be an emphasis on 
education with the interpretive signs and spaces as 
suggested in this design. (I like the natural outdoor 
amphitheater and play area.)  I also like the idea of 
preserving as much natural habitat as possible and 
opening the wildlife corridors, so it will be important 
to balance the impact of the people with the needs of 
the wildlife. 

81. I HAD TO CHOOSE 3.  I ONLY WANTED ONE - THE 
RIVER OVERLOOK.

82. The plan looks great in its entirety

83. This gift needs to remain wild,as much as possible as 
the valley is developing way to fast and saving green 
space is crucial. Leave it alone as much as possible

84. I like all of the above except the native plant nursery - 
we should leave that up to MEarth next-door

85. There are many youth groups in this community who 
would benefit from a camping place.

86. Dog park 

87. dog park is key.

88. Interpretive and educational elements should be 
make a minimal impact on the preservation of 
the wildness of the land.  Big structures are not 
necessary for educating the public.

89. The off leash fenced dog park is so important

90. It all sounds fantastic and balanced! Something for 
everyone.

91. Fenced off-leash dog park would be important to so 
many of us who have dogs.

92. It lacks clear access to the back country for users 
(e.g. mountain bikers)

93. outdoor classrooms should be conceived of as 
integral to the Interpretive/Educational Trail Loops, 
not a separate element. 

94. Items that engage visitors while still maintaining a 
pleasant atmosphere.
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WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 5
95. Native Open space

96. fenced off-leash dog park!

97. We need more natural areas, not more outdoor 
structures.

98. “it is important for Rancho Canada to have a “dog 
friendly” loop trail (on leash) so that the dog 
park can be accessed on foot from the east end 
neighborhoods on the Southbank Trail and from the 
west end neighborhoods near the Crossroads at 
Rio Road, and that dog owners have access to both 
neighborhoods via a trail through Rancho Canada. 
Such a loop trail will facilitate walk-in access to the 
dog park, while mitigating the traffic and parking 
impact, both of which have been concerns brought 
up at meetings.”

99. wetland interpretive loop and dock--short, accessible, 
peaceful

100. “Camping out of the question....  educational or not 

101. leave open space”

102. Fenced in dog park with parking with access from CV 
Road and South Bank Trail

103. “it is important for Rancho Canada to have a “dog 
friendly” loop trail (on leash) so that the dog 
park can be accessed on foot from the east end 
neighborhoods on the Southbank Trail and from the 
west end neighborhoods near the Crossroads at 
Rio Road, and that dog owners have access to both 
neighborhoods via a trail through Rancho Canada. 
Such a loop trail will facilitate walk-in access to the 
dog park, while mitigating the traffic and parking 
impact, both of which have been concerns brought 
up at meetings.”

104. Option to camp for youth and educators/family

105. Get the Dog Park!

106. Off leash for dogs on nature trails would be awesome 
too.

107. A fenced Dog park is a needed park of our 
community 

108. 3 is not enough to get accurate input on what folks’ 
like and don’t like. Should be able to click all that you 
like. 

109. Mountain biking

110. While not in my top three, youth camping and CalFire 
staging area complement each other well. 

111. Dog park is too small

112. Making park (keeping park) natural -- flora which 
attracts wildlife.  making park accessible yet 
unobtrusive.  Enjoy hiking Palo Carona because it is 
like I have park to myself.  Selfish, I know, but oh 
soooo peaceful and meditative.

113. I would like to see the area return to as natural a state 
as possible with minimal human impact.

114. River overlook

115. emphasis on natural habitat

WRITE-IN RESPONSES 116. I prefer Alternative #1. But, I have a major concern 
about the present heavy traffic on CV Road, car 
pollution and the environment. All alternatives are 
too robust, too busy for the location. Palo Corona as 
it is today has more than amble space to convert to 
the proposed Alternatives. Please be very respectful 
of the immediate community - residents, the Middle 
School, MEarth, the CV Corridor. Respect the greater 
Monterey community. More, more should not be a 
mission. Sustainability of the immediate area and the 
community should be the major focus and concern. 
Grandiose plans do not fit and are not appropriate 
for this location. Downsize it and use some of the 
existing Palo Corona for education, demonstrations, 
camping. Be careful what you wish for. Thank you for 
your work!

117. I do not object to dog park, nature playground, 
educational spaces, etc., as long as they are up away 
from the river, or maybe close (except for dogs--ugh) 
but with adequate protection for riparian habitat. At 
Garland, right near the bridges, the river banks are 
degraded. People need to be able to wade and play in 
the river, but the banks need protection.

118. I assume there will be trails to use throughout the 
park.

119. Camping

120. Minimize “improvements” to the natural landscape 
and existing environment.

121. A designated CalFire Staging area is very appealing 
in that it would avoid to need to take over an existing 
park like Toro Park in the event of a fire. Having a 
youth camping area could double as lodging for fire 
personnel during fires.

122. I like the trailhead and hope there would also be 
parking nearby.  

123. emphasis on natural open space

124. emphasis on natural condition

125. Open Native Space 

126. Make the experience as undeveloped, and rustic as 
practical.

127. It was hard to choose just three elements - I liked 
them all.

128. I do not like proposed “improvements.”  They 
turn the park into a nature-theme shopping mall.  
Preserve open space and native landscape for future 
generations!

129. Don’t like the off leash park idea at all even in specific 
areas as people won’t obey and they will just have 
their dogs running everywhere off leash especially pit 
bulls.

130. Open Space wedding ceremony and club house 
receptions to create funding for operations and 
maintenance.

131. I like additional elements of plan 1 and would like to 
see more than the three I noted.

132. A natural-looking fenced off-leash dog park is sorely 
needed. Some dogs don’t do well in the vastness of 
the beach, Garland Park, etc.
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133. Don’t care for the camping grounds. People tend to 
make fires even when told not to.

134. “The map looks great!“

135. hiking and biking trails between 5-30 miles in length

136. As a father of a 9 year old, I am thinking a lot about 
what I can do with him there.

137. An early connection to the natural world helps ensure 
respect and appreciation for the earth as an adult.

138. as much open space as possible

139. I also liked the enclosed dog park area idea.

140. There are no outdoor community centers, except in 
Carmel Valley Village, so this would be a much valued 
and used addition in that manner

141. More “intensive” uses are appropriate for this 
property, since it is close to public roads, has 
parking and offers a gateway to outdoor recreation 
experiences.

142. “No No No to off leash dog park

143. Everyone says their dogs are good and don’t bite.

144. It is amazing that everyone has perfect dogs, but 
dogs still bite and chase people and wildlife”

145. Leave as much of the existing natural beauty of the 
open parkland as possible! 

146. Keeping it as natural as possible in order to increase 
wildlife corridors and connectivity while allowing 
access for trails and an off leash site for dogs.

147. Leave it as natural as possible please

148. Native plant restoration and hiking trails should be the 
only concentration, without wasting a lot of money 
and valuable staff time on frivolous and outlandish 
features.

149. “create position, possibly rotating, as ‘the final word’ 
on reports of repeated misuse; obvious dog poop 
problems...signs everywhere: doggie bags absolutely 
mandatory thru’out the park /provide ‘toss cans’ for 
used bags/ decide how those cans will be emptied by 
whom, how often. 

150. Multi-user access trail to Front Ranch seems to be 
missing form this Alternative

151. “I think that the environmental camping area should 
be up by the barn at Palo Corona Ranch--not near the 
dog park/visitors center.“

152. In addition to my 3 most-liked elements, I support 
a CalFire area that wouldn’t obstruct the wildlife 
corridor that would best follow the seasonal 
watercourse from Martin Canyon down to the 
river.  Also, I believe that there would be room 
for Interpretive/Educational Trail Loops.  I also 
believe there would also be room -- adjacent to 
other developed areas such as roads, parking lot, 
clubhouse, and a Nursery/Greenhouse -- for an 
unpaved Outdoor Amphitheater (that could also 
serve as an Outdoor Classroom) with benches and a 
simple stage made of wood or recycled material such 

as Trex, a Demonstration Garden, a Picnic Area, and 
Youth Educational camping in heat-reflective-white 
well-ventilated waterproof yurts.

153. No adult public camping (kids only)

154. Ponds are nice

155. I think ponds and wetlands are important.

156. Fishing is important!!!

157. All ponds should be retained - use rainwater to fill

158. Fishing for kids in main pond 

159. Very excited about camping and youth play - these 
are hard to find in our area and for local school groups.

160. Great opportunity to experience natural riparian flood 
plain habitat. 

161. Camping (Tent, Trailer RV) like State Parks model 
provides constant source revenue. Very minimal start 
up cost. Don’t have sites with electric power. All 
campers have to be self contained. No camp sites 
with water. No sewer dumping. 

162. Use runoff to maximize wetlands in a natural way. 

WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 5
WRITE-IN RESPONSES
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WRITE-IN RESPONSES
QUESTION 6 :  ANY GENERAL COMMENTS THAT 
YOU HAVE ABOUT ALTERNATIVE #1?
1. Don’t replicate Garland - no cabin usages

2. Community gardens - yes, demo garden - no 

3. Less pavement

4. Don’t  really like much about this, too many 
structures, keep it natural!

5. Hate camping area

6. Hate the camping!

7. Needs fitness area

8. No camping please

9. Too much development

10. No nature play area

11. No youth educational camping

12. Continue use of the Clubhouse ballrooms for current 
WACMB luncheon meetings

13. “1. Continue use of the Clubhouse ballrooms for 
current WACMB luncheon meetings

14. 2. Given the limited resources, would prefer using 
them to allow hiking access to back areas of Palo 
Corona.”

15. Not too many structures. Keep camping in tents for 
maximum flexibility and lowest impact

16. Due to the loss of natural riparian habitat in 
Carmel Valley, and throughout California, the top 
priority should be the restoration of native riparian 
habitat along the river, uncluttered by picnic areas, 
demonstration gardens, etc.  Those man-made 
features are valuable, but they should be moved 
closer to the parking lot, both to preserve the natural 
aspect of the riparian habitat and to give people 
better access to these amenities.

17. continue use of the Clubhouse ballrooms for current 
WACMB luncheon meetings. 

18. keep as natural as possible

19. I wonder why a dog park would be necessary in such 
an area....

20. Don’t civilize the wilderness !!!

21. This is the best alternative presented here.

22. If children are allowed, then a well-trained and well-
loved dog, another taxpayer’s version of a “child”, 
should be allowed the same privileges.

23. Disc Golf Course

24. Please include a disc golf course 

25. Seems like a lot of development

26. The recently-passed assessment of property tax 
funds made no mention of park elements well 
beyond the Park District’s mission. Please keep it 
simple and make hiking trails, restoration and a few 
benches.

27. I like it 

28. No dog park

WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 6
29. I’m not in favor of the camping. Can the educational 

elements be combined and coordinated with MEarth 
so there don’t have to be so many here.

30. Could the educational aspects be coordinated with 
MeEarth next door so that there is no duplication of 
the same functions

31. rancho canada ballrooms space should continue to 
allow WACMB luncheons/lectres

32. Heard a disc golf course is a possibility. That would 
be amazing for all ages. If tournaments are held there 
could bring in some revenue.

33. What happened to horse trailer parking??

34. I think having a fenced-off leash dog park would help 
keep dogs out of the areas with cattle

35. Focus on Education and Community Use.  The 
location is ideal for that and less for ultimate 
protection and preservation.

36. “I do also support the nature play and youth outdoor 
educational camps -

37. It is vital to get youngsters liking nature and the 
outdoors.”

38. Too grandiose....scale it way back

39. I like the idea of keeping things more native and 
undeveloped. I don’t like the idea of creating a bunch 
of classrooms, a dog park, and a large development. 

40. if all is incorporated that is suggested,  its WAY too 
busy.. the more I read the more I just want natural  
open space  for hiking and picnicing...where is there 
parking for example? how do you keep uninvited from 
arbitrary camping or woops starting a fire? If there is 
open space Cal Fire can always move in for staging. 

41. I also like the amphitheater, the nature play area 
and the picnic areas...but you asked for just the top 
choice. 

42. NO CAMPING!!!  too much risk of fire and damage.  
Youth already have campgrounds in Toro park.

43. This opportunity is of major value to everyone.

44. Not really in favor of a nature play area. It is artificial. 
When families (or anyone) enter a park such as this, 
it is a chance to get away. To redirect senses and 
thoughts to an outdoors that is interesting in and of 
itself.

45. My recommendation would be to minimize 
development and keep as much as possible in open 
space.

46. Feature day use rather than overnight or extended 
stay

47. Try not to “overbuild” or “over-architect” the land

48. the less construction, the better

49. leave the club house sucjh that it is available for 
public meetings as it now is.

50. WORLD AFFAIRS IS NOT THE ONLY NON PROFIT 
GROUP THAT USES THE RANCHO CANADA FOR 
MONTHLY MEETINGS

51. It all sounds great! Lots of educational opportunities 
for a variety of ages.
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52. Mixing youth education with an open interpretive area 
hopefully will educate and prompt a new generation 
of outdoor enthusiasts.  

53. If all the elements were implemented, coming to 
this park would be like going to an outdoor museum 
-- great for children’s education and elder folks 
recreation.  Would serve this community well. Also 
looks expensive.  

54. NEGATIVE until Rancho Canada Event Center/
resstaurant is part of it.

55. I am shocked that in Workshop 1 and 2 there were 
very few comments about the ballroom meeting 
and meal space promised by the Parks Dept. 
representative last year to Carmel Valley Rotary at his 
presentation. We need the ballrooms for meetings 
and meals...so many clubs depend on it, as the price 
is the lowest on the Peninsula, the parking is flat and 
safe and well lit at night, and the ballrooms are large 
enough for our local clubs. Many nonprofit clubs also 
have fundraisers in the clubhouse. 

56. Yes, do not eliminate our ability to have club meetings 
with meals and events in the main clubhouse building. 

57. Please please do not allow dogs into the area, 
especially any dogs off the lease areas. No dogs!!

58. I like the idea of an amphitheater also and the cultural 
opportunities available to our growing population. 

“Shakespeare in the Park?” or any theatrical venue 
upholds the traditions of Carmel as does the affinity 
for dogs. I believe there are some real opportunities 
to capitalize on Carmel culture. A win win win

59. More options for recreation  

60. Do not like the idea of camping!

61. “Nice variety of uses over all.

62. Keep the community building for community groups 
and wedding, etc.”

63. Go for it!!

64. Same comments as above. Leashed-dog entry from 
all entryways. 

65. See above.  Trails, the dog park, and little else.  
Restrooms are important for walkers too.  But 
minimal, minimal development for gatherings of 
people.

66. My least favorite suggestion is the dog park because 
of the potential impact of the dogs on this space.  
Perhaps, there should be designated areas for dogs 
on leash, like at Garland. 

67. STOP CRAMMING EVERY OPEN SPACE 
IN CALIFORNIA WITH PEOPLE!!!!  DON’T 
OVERDEVELOP THIS SPACE!!!

68. “I’d like to see this new park be as much like Garland 
Ranch as possible, with minimal imprint.  No camping, 
no nursery, bring trails back to unsaved. Designated 
wildlife corridors.

69. If this area gets used for to many educational events  
with building facilities its loses the educational validity 
it has, which is to study wild land, not have events 

and picnics, etc. Please lets not lose this opportunity 
to reclaim the acreage for open space. Once lost its 
never to return. “

70. Keep the area natural. Do not develop. 

71. I liked all of the options in Alternative #1

72. Much needed

73. There should not be a dog park or major construction.  
The point of the park is to maintain its natural beauty 
and to preserve its wildlife and native plants.

74. I support it

75. It seems like some elements require more staffing 
than others.

76. Like all of the alternatives...great goals, but start  
simply by providing access for the public.  Build out 
as resources become available. 

77. since you’re not likely to have youth camping year-
round, you might consider moving the location to an 
area closer to the river (which wouldn’t be open in 
winter because of flooding risk). That way the area 
you now have for camping would be available year-
round for trails and native open space.

78. Most inappropriate uses:  - dog park and camping

79. Big Elements make it very busy. Selected simple, 
varied, broad appeal-I hope.

80. too busy

81. Dogs are good

82. restoration should be closer to the river

83. Please no camping!  This is a regional park, not a 
school district park. 

84. Keep park NATURAL

85. I also liked the “natural” play structures

86. NO CAMPING!  That’s what Toro Park is for...

87. I prefer things remain as natural as possible - the 
fewer man made things the better

88. I hope that those who want it all taken back to 
“wild” status will consider us old folks who no longer 
backpack, hike 10 miles a day, or climb more than a 
few hundred feet. I have a pal in a wheelchair, and 
could wheel her around paved trails such as already 
criss-cross the golf courses, but could not take her 
around a totally wild area. We’ve tried that elsewhere 
with no luck. Make/keep it wild across the river, but 
let us feebler folks enjoy the river from the north!

89. Lack of public camping

90. The trail staging area looks too small

91. “I would like to see the park mostly native open space, 
you have done such a good job with Garland Park. 
I am against allowing youth overnight camping. I 
believe this will bring in too many school buses and 
disrupt the natural serenity of the park. I believe there 
are other ways for our children to visit this area. Let 
the parents of our community bring their children to 
the park and enjoy the peaceful serenity of nature.

WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 6
WRITE-IN RESPONSES
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92. I am very concerned with the attendance of the park. 
I want there to be a limit to how many people can 
attend the park per day. One that allows only parking 
in the designated parking lots and when the parking 
lot is full, the entrance is closed. How do we make 
sure the overflow will not be on Carmel Valley Rd? 
Making it very dangerous like Hwy 1 in the Point 
Lobos corridor.

93. I am concerned with our native area and the amount 
of use and trash that gets left behind. Will we have 
enough manpower to police it and keep it clean? We 
don’t have enough manpower to keep Point Lobos 
safe. Every busy weekend there are accidents down 
Hwy 1. People are flocking to our area but they don’t 
understand why they are here. They don’t respect the 
land, they throw garbage out of the cars! They use 
the land as a latrine and there is toilet paper strewn all 
up and down our coast. They trample and leave litter 
in our parks. How do we educate all of the people 
who come to visit us? This is the part that upsets me 
the most. We respect our area, we love it, we keep 
it clean. How will we prevent this from happening? 
Its happening right now all along the coast Hwy 1 
from Carmel past Big Sur and there hasn’t been 
anything done about it yet. Bringing more people in 
won’t solve the problems we have in our community 
right now. So let’s try and prevent them from getting 
worse.”

94. dog park is too small.  Please include trails for 
walking dogs on leash.

95. NO CAMPING - fire danger is to high! 

96. It would be great to have trail connectivity to the 
Carmel Middle School so that students can access 
the land without use of a car.

97. Don’t like it at all!

98. My favorite of the three alternatives

99. I do not want camping or a dog park there is already 
too much traffic on Carmel Valley road

100. It all looks good and the native plants nursery would 
be great in addition to the three I marked.

101. Best use for the most people  especially children, 
wildlife , and public safety 

102. Looks great, look forward to being able to visit 
regularly!

103. Picnic areas means BBQ and that is another fire 
hazard for the residents close by.

104. I would like to see the paved trails in the old golf 
course permissible for bike riding. We need good bike 
riding areas for our children that are not too difficult 
and can be fun for the family to ride together.

105. The less “commercialized” the better. Natural areas 
are becoming more rare and ideally will be treated 
with respect and honored going forward. We can set 
an example in this. 

106. Nix the camping.

107. No mention of trail connectivity and bike paths, which 
should be in all alternatives.

108. I am not interested in public areas being “off leash” 
dog areas.  There is always someone’s dog coming 
up and being bothersome.  Dogs should be on a 
leash or inside a fenced dog-only area.

109. I would NOT object to limited overnight camping 
facilities (RV/tent), similar to what’s available at a 
state park. We have a desperate need for them on 
the coast.

110. The off-leash dog area seems out of place in it. 

111. If dogs are allowed on walking trails, please require 
leashes. I can’t risk being knocked over by a “Don’t 
worry, my dog is friendly” dog running toward me!

112. I think the off leash dog park would take away from 
the general outdoor enjoyment of the space.

113. Too much activity, I prefer a more natural use of the 
space.

114. why is there no bike trails

115. Same.....leave as natural as possible

116. Please stick to the mission of protecting open space, 
not making a inappropriate “nature playground”.

117. Uh-oh...Pls accept my apology. Seems I inadvertently 
took a short-cut. Please refer to comments within 
section *4. thank you very much

118. I do not see any choices in the plan for a liking a 
multiuser trail to lead to the main area of the park

119. Best alternative, but still too much going on. 
Concentrate on preservation and restoration.

120. “Dog park is way too small

121. Too much area dedicated to camping

122. Seems like a school activity center not a regional 
park”

123. Since parking is at the Canada site, access for 
mountain biking into the Front Ranch and Back Ranch 
needs to be included in this Alternative.

124. This is my favorite

125. I do not support a Nature Play Area -- kids will have a 
lot more fun in natural grassy and forested areas!  

126. Alternative #1 should include multi-use trail for acces 
to Front Ranch and/or Back Country

127. All alternatives, not just #2 and #3, should have the 
multi-use trail. It makes no sense to not have multi-
use trail for #1 - if in no way impeds the ability to do 
environmental restoration. 

128. Alternative #1 looks like a 20 year plan. 

129. Alternative 1 environmental remediation required, has 
soil/water been tested aafter the previous use? 

130. I far prefer Alternative 1

131. Alt 1 - 4+ acre dog park

132. No camping

133. move youth camping to Front Ranch

WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 6
WRITE-IN RESPONSES
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134. How are you going to deal with buses and camping?  
Camping for youth should be in a area away from the 
public.  Maybe at the barn area where you could use 
existing lot there for buses and staging. 

135. Put youth camp near barn away from crowds

136. Youth camping area may be better placed at Palo 
Corona Ranch - for safety of children and separation 
of general public. 

137. No camping

138. No camping

139. I would enjoy individual camping. 

140. Very concerned about schoool buses and visitation

WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 6
WRITE-IN RESPONSES
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WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - ALTERNATIVE 2 QUESTIONS

ALTERNATIVE 2 DESCRIPTION
Alternative #2 focuses on community gathering and provides space to host community and cultural activities that 
celebrate aspects of the peninsula’s rich history and identity. Brief descriptions and example imagery of potential uses are 
included below. The following page will ask you to choose the 3 elements you like best about this alternative, with space 
provided for additional comments.

SITE IMPROVEMENTS
• Re-routed entry road

• River and Upland restoration

• Trailhead with informational map and kiosk

• Picnic and group picnic pavilions

• Area for cultural and community events

• Outdoor activity areas (including fitness course or disc golf)

• Fenced, off-leash dog park

• CalFire Staging area for use during emergencies 

CLUBHOUSE AND SUPPORT STRUCTURES 
• Visitor/Interpretive center

• Conference/Banquet space

• Café and dining opportunities



24  |  PALO CORONA REGIONAL PARK  
       PUBLIC WORKSHOP #2 SUMMARY

    

WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 7
QUESTION 7: WHICH OF THE FOLLOWING ELEMENTS OF ALTERNATIVE # 2 - COMMUNITY GATHERING AND 
RECREATION DO YOU LIKE THE MOST? (CHOOSE UP TO 3)

Public Workshop

Online Survey
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1. Multi-use trail

2. Trail races

3. Recreation zone

4. Multi-use trail

5. Multi-use trail

6. Multi-use trail

7. Recreation zone

8. Multi-use trail

9. Multi-use trail

10. Wildlife Corridor

11. Multi-use trail

12. Multi-use trail

13. Multi-use trail

14. Fishing Pond

15. Multi-use trail

16. Multi-use trail

17. Multi-use trail

18. Multi-use trail

19. Multi-use trail

20. Continue use of the Clubhouse ballrooms for current 
WACMB luncheon meetings

21. Continue use of the Clubhouse ballrooms for current 
WACMB luncheon meetings

22. cross country events

23. continue use of the Clubhouse ballrooms for current 
WACMB luncheon meetings. 

24. Disc golf course

25. I like the disc golf, am not a fan of fitness courses in 
general

26. Continue use of Clubhouse ballrooms for WCAMB 
luncheon meetings

27. Would like to continue use of the Clubhouse 
ballrooms for current club banquet fundraisers

28. Disk Golf would be amazing

29.  Continue use of the clubhouse ball rooms for current 
club banquet fundraisers 

30. Use of clubhouse for non profits

31. Disc Golf Course! 

32. Just hiking trails.

33. Maintain the current Community Rooms - Banquet 
Facilities

34. Prefer that WACB be allowed to continue lectures/
luncheons in ballrooms in Rancho Canada

35. I believe the CalFire Staging areas are of great 
importance, but in most of the plans this space will 
be available without limiting the use of the space in 
off-fire situations

WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 7
36. Disc Golf course

37. Carmel Valley Rd. is already congested. This needs to 
be considered in encouraging community gathering, 
recreation, etc.

38. Disc Golf over fitness course

39. Alternative #2 is your favorite location for the dog 
park because of the adjacent parking and the size of 
the dog park.  

40. Do absolutely nothing that involves amplification of 
sound, voices, music, movies.  Do absolutely nothing 
that creates an outdoor event center.  Leave it in a 
natural state.

41. Use of Clubhouse for charitable organizations serving 
the community

42. This seems like too much development in general.

43. continue use of clubhouse ballroom for WACMB 
luncheons

44. We wish for continued use of the Clubhouse 
ballrooms for WACMB monthly luncheon meetings.

45. Allow non-profits to use the clubhouse ballrooms for 
events

46. Combine these elements with those in Alt 1 
that provide more individualized/self directed 
opportunities 

47. use of the Clubhouse ballrooms for luncheons and 
community meetings

48. Clubhouse facility for World Affairs Council 
luncheons/lectures

49. continued availability of golf clubhouse for community 
events--World Affairs Council, UNA luncheons, etc

50. FACILITY FOR MONTHLY LUNCH/MEETING FOR 
120 AVERAGE

51. Community service groups to use clubhouse 

52. The meeting facilities at the clubhouse.  I hope they 
will continue.

53. Rancho Canada CLub is not on this.  WHY?

54. Picnic and Pavilion outdoor locations will not work for 
our current clubs who meet in the clubhouse...we 
need ballroom space for meetings and meals. 

55. Club Meeting space with meals, and fundraisers, for 
up to 180-200 inside the Rancho main building. 

56. Banquet Facilities for Community groups

57. I like All of these wonderful ideas and believe the 
area can be a cultural hub of our growing surrounding 
communities.

58. Rancho building open for community events    

59. Reference picnic area - Toro Park gets overrun and 
trashed.  Areas need to be supervised!

60. biking trails

61. Everything else, other than what I checked, will 
degrade and destroy the area.

62. Fishing access

WRITE-IN RESPONSES 
OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY)



26  |  PALO CORONA REGIONAL PARK  
       PUBLIC WORKSHOP #2 SUMMARY

    

63. Again, I love the community gathering space.  Since 
#1 and 2 are similar, I also selected Cal Fire staging 
area and native open space, as these are top 
priorities. 

64. fitness course or disc golf are not appropriate!!

65. Like the size of the dog park,(if this is to scale) and 
the fact that it’s located near the parking lot.

66. I don’t care for large gatherings like festivals unless 
they are earth related

67. unleash path to connect dog park with South bank 
trail

68. indoor community meeting spcae

69. may include clear access to back country

70. visitor interpretive center

71. Alternative #2 is my favorite location for the dog park 
due to adjacent parking and size of the dog park

72. On leash trails for dog owners coming from the east 
and thecwestm

73. Mountain biking

74. A close 3rd is community event space

75. Bike park

76. I like the fact that the path is paved so that road bikes 
can use it.

77. ...smooth/paved bike/run trail connecting mouth of 
valley to Quail Lodge; avoids CV Road.

78. Staging area for equestrian access to trails

79. bicycling & hiking trails are a MUST

80. Nature Play Space (of Alternative #1)

81. I would like to see the paved trails in the old golf 
course and maybe even more opened up to bicycling. 
My son and wife are not so good at off road riding, 
and even that is hard to find in Carmel Valley.

82. It’s a beautiful piece of land.  Let’s be sure whatever 
is done with the land it suits as many people as 
possible.

83. consider possible mountain bike area and horse riding 
areas

84. Keep the area as wild as possible, yet also teach 
children.  There are lot’s of places for dogs and disc 
golf.  This is a special place that must be kept as 
natural as possible

85. Fitness course, not the disc golf. I’m totally against 
the disc course.

86. Flat, safe walking trails.

87. Off road trails for cyclists access to the backcountry. 

88. Hiking trails and habitat restoration NOT fitness 
equipment and a frolf course.

89. Trail Head access for multi-users: Hikers, Mountain 
Bikers and Equestrian users.

WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 7
WRITE-IN RESPONSES
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WRITE-IN RESPONSES
QUESTION # 8 :  ANY ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 
ABOUT THE ELEMENTS FROM ALTERNATIVE # 2 
THAT YOU LIKE THE MOST?

1. Wedding event venue!

2. Incorporation of exercise

3. Cross-country runs on trails

4. Larger dog park

5. Lost of picnic area

6. Trailhead

7. Bigger dog park

8. bigger off leash dog park

9. Least investment and upkeep

10. Children outreach

11. Mountain biking trails

12. Seems the least “invasive”

13. Multi-use with dogs on leash

14. Main trail access to backcountry

15. Meeting room

16. Trailhead

17. Community meeting rooms

18. Vegetation buffer

19. paved/gravel paths throughout

20. Community use of clubhouse

21. Continue use of the Clubhouse ballrooms for current 
WACMB luncheon meetings

22. Continue use of the Clubhouse ballrooms for current 
WACMB luncheon meetings

23. Disc golf

24. I think a disc golf course is a great option.  It’s a fun 
sport that the whole family can play and enjoy the 
park together

25. continue use of the Clubhouse ballrooms for current 
WACMB luncheon meetings. 

26. Youth outdoor activities and education about nature 
goes hand in hand with the disc golf culture and 
the disc golf community are stalwart stewards of 
the lands they are allowed to access, organizing 
volunteers for regular cleanup and maintenance tasks. 

27. Disc golf! So many people will get enjoyment out of it 
and it’s impact will be minimal.

28. The pristine nature that is Palo Corona is precisely 
it’s main value and is what people visit there 
for - tranquility and natural unadulterated beauty is 
becoming scarcer every day - please don’t spoil what 
God/Nature already gave us !

29. Disc golf is easy to install and does not require 
changing much of the landscape. I also like the idea 
of picnic areas....

WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 8
30. keep as natural as possible

31. Continue use of Clubhouse ballrooms for MCAB 
luncheon meetings.  

32. I like the dog park, but well-mannered and well-
trained dogs should have the same “off-leash” 
privileges as “off-leash” ill-mannered children

33. This would be an incredible place for a Disc golf 
course! Truly world class, people will come from all 
over to play it and enjoy the 

34. The installation of a disc golf course within the 
park would benefit the surrounding community 
by increasing and enhancing healthy low cost 
recreational opportunities and providing opportunities 
to learn about conservation and wildlife safety. 
The local disc golf community appreciates the 
consideration for inclusion and believes that disc golf 
is a great way to introduce the community to wildlife 
and the environment.

35. Cal Fire should get whatever they need/want

36. Disc golf please

37. Disc golf is a great sport that is easy for beginners to 
take part in and is very affordable, all you need is one 
disc! 

38. Perfect terrain for disc golf!

39. Disc golf makes life better by being active daily.

40. Disc golf would guarantee community participation 
in the new space. There is an active disc golf 
community which would be happy to help design 
and maintain the course (see Ryan Ranch). Disc golf 
encourages community members to walk in the park 
and spend time playing through and around native 
plants. A course typically plays well on areas that are 
too sloped or poor soil for typical park development. 

41. Disc Golf is fantastic for the community. 

42. I love the idea of a disc golf course ! 

43. I’m shocked by the overreach! These concepts are 
ridiculous and tot what I pay taxes for. How will you 
pay for such excess and who will staff/maintain them.

44. DIsc golf would be a great addition to the space

45. A disc golf course would be a great addition to the 
community recreation options

46. Would love to see a disc golf course. 

47. I think a disc golf course would be great. 

48. Good because of the parking for the dog park & we 
like the size.   Also a picnic area would be nice.  

49. don’t like alternative 2

50. Allow Rancho canada ballroom space to continue to 
be used for lectures/luncheons

51. The disc golf course and fitness course could coexist. 
The disc golf course would be the least expensive I 
believe to put in and could generate a little revenue if 
tournaments are held there.

52. Discgolf is a good way to get a lot done on land. 
Most courses have clubs and those clubs supply a 
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large amount of man power to get any kind of work 
done. It’s a great community. A great sport.

53. A disc golf course would be highly appreciated by the 
community and also preserve the natural habitat 

54. Disc golf course idea is a good one

55. Disc golf works great in unimproved natural areas. It’s 
an enjoyable, affordable, and sustainable compromise 
between pristine open space and manufactured parks 
with lawns and single-sport courts.

56. various picnic option locations, appears perhaps to 
have a “multipurpose” pavilion rather than 2 separate 
entities which may not be fully utilized

57. The installation of a disc golf course within the 
park would benefit the surrounding community 
by increasing and enhancing healthy low cost 
recreational opportunities and providing opportunities 
to learn about conservation and wildlife safety. 
the local disc golf community appreciates the 
consideration for inclusion and believes that disc golf 
is a great way to introduce the community to wildlife 
and the environment. 

58. disc golf!

59. “I really think that some picnic areas do need to be 
close to parking and

60. have some area where grills/barbecues could be 
used (situate so that

61. prevailing sea breeze keeps smoke away from most 
area).  “

62. Outdoor community event/gathering space

63. Keep it simple  and local. The area does not need 
special activities. We have many of these things in 
the area. 

64. I think adding a disc golf course would be great for 
the community.

65. A disc golf course would be amazing.

66. Disc Golf

67. I would much prefer the disc golf over the fitness 
course

68. I believe that a disc golf course can absolutely bring 
in people from all over to enjoy and utilize. 

69. Less is more. 

70. A disc golf course, or any activity like that which 
is inclusive to all ages would be fantastic. This is 
something I’d be very supportive of.

71. I love all the recreational activities that this option 
would support.  This is a great use of this property!  

72. It is important for Rancho Canada to have a 
dog friendly loop trail (on leash) so that the dog 
park can be accessed on foot from the east end 
neighborhoods on the Southbank Trail and from the 
west end neighborhoods near the Crossroads at 
Rio Road, and that dog owners have access to both 
neighborhoods via a trail through Rancho Canada. 
Such a loop trail will facilitate walk-in access to the 

dog park, while mitigating the traffic and parking 
impact.

73. Disc Golf! That please.

74. Can all be included in a long term plan?

75. The use of the clubhouse for banquet use for 
community groups and weddings as well as 
community meetings.

76. Don’t build anything...you can’t maintain what you 
already have.  Save your money for mowing and 
trail repair, and hire a few more rangers.  Native 
open space is what folks need....tree bathing, as 
the Japanese so colorfully put it.  We don’t need 
diversions.  We need peace and quiet, and the wind 
in the willows.

77. Providing community and educational events is a 
good use of the existing improvements. Possible 
revenue generating uses should be considered as 
losing as impacts are managed.

78. bigger dog park

79. A gathering space is intriguing. A great way to get 
people out into nature via appealing to their interests 
in art, music, etc.

80. This is an opportunity to preserve precious public 
lands

81. I think this alternative is too much development.

82. Double up CalFire emergency space with picnic. 
Keep disk golf and dog parks away from this kind of 
public space please.

83. meeting place for non profits

84. Allow non-profits to use the clubhouse ballrooms for 
events

85. Some people like the solitude and quiet while others 
are group oriented.  These may reflect cultural 
differences or personality differences.  Locally, I 
anticipate a demand for a dog park and good parking 
as well as opportunities for people of different 
abilities and ages.  Young people in the middle school 
age group are most likely to develop a conservation 
ethic if exposed at that age to the outdoors.  Older 
people should not be neglected however.

86. The multi purpose rooms presently used by 
organizations should continue in usage.The space and 
catering operations are great community assets for a 
variety of groups and are cost effective.  

87. THERE  ARE NOT OTHER ADEQUATE LOW COST 
LOCATIONS IN THE AREA FOR LUNCHEON/
SPEAKER MEETING OF 120 AVERAGE 

88. Where’s the casting pond?

89. “I like the larger dog park area!  And its proximity to 
parking.   

90. I also like picnic areas and loop trails for people (and 
their dogs)  who are ‘hiking-challenged’ (younger and 
older folks)”

91. My wife and I know many people who would make 
good use of the dog park. This Alternative is the best 

WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 8
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for the dog park because of the nearby parking. It 
also seems largest.

92. The clubhouse provides unique facilities for meetings 
of the local World Affairs Council.  It would be a major 
loss if we lost them.

93. NEGATIVE unless Rancho Canada is restored as 
an event center with full catering for meetings, 
weddings, etc.

94. alternative #2 is my favorite location for the dog 
park because of the adjacent parking and the size 
of the dog park.  It is important for Rancho Cananda 
to have  a dog friendly loop trail (on leash) so that 
the dog park can be accessed on foot from the east 
end neighborhoods on the Southbank Trail and from 
the west end neighborhoods near the Crossroads at 
Rio Road, and that dog owners have access to both 
neighborhoods via a trail through Rancho Canada.  
Such a loop trail will facilitate walk-in access to the 
dog park, while mitigating the traffic and parking 
impact, both of which have been concerns brought 
up at meetings.

95. Alternative #2 Dog Park is the best location, away 
from activities, as it will be smelly with dog feces, 
and people will step in it. But I do not like the fact 
that you left out indoor ballrooms in your photos, 
hinting that you will stop allowing our current clubs to 
meet there for meals and banquets. So many clubs 
need the clubhouse....MPRWF, WACMB. AASMB. 
CVWC, CV Rotary, and many more. 

96. It is missing the important indoor meeting space for 
local clubs. 

97. Leaving the space open to enjoy what the space is 
would be the most beneficial for locals

98. A Forest Theater on Steroids? Keep the  Clubhous 
building and maybe add abother if usage increases. 
Cater to Community events, create them, create 
revenue, draw tourists in, sell a few select homesites 
while increasing and protecting native habitat for our 
Flora and Fauna. This is a great opportunity for our 
community. I have faith in you

99. people want areas for exercising without competing 
with traffic and cars. Staging areas for healthy actives 
like running, walking. 

100. Don’t want Rancho Canada to become a tourist 
destination like “over loved” Point Lobos.  This 
should be a community area for the peninsula area 
not a Bay Area or Los Angeles tourist spot.

101. Looped trails and Fire Staging Area

102. Yes, I think it is important for all dog lovers to have 
access to the trails and walkways. Of course, the 
dogs would be leashed until they get to the dog park 
site. Also important would be to have access to all 
entryways for leashed-dogs from Rio Rd to Quail 
Lodge and in-between. If you live along any of these 
places, it would be dumb to have to get in the car 
to take your dog to the dog park when you live right 
down the street. Dogs must be on a leash throughout 
the park, until they arrive at the dog park. 
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103. Picnic areas and any place where people gather will 

destroy the natural beauty of the area, as with people 
comes their garbage, their cars, destruction of plant 
life and harmful impacts on wildlife.  This alternative 
is a nightmare; it would destroy the area.

104. i prefer alternative 1

105. I would support a sensible design of an outdoor 
community gathering space and picnic areas.  I think 
preserving native space and having the emergency 
staging area are also critical to the master plan. 

106. PLEASE NO GOLF COURSE OR EXERCISE 
LOOP!!!!  NO ‘LOOPS’ PERIOD!!!!  LEAVE THIS 
AREA WILD FOR HIKING, HORSEBACK TRAILS, 
AND HABITAT RESTORATION, PERIOD!!!

107.  Disc golf is the fastest growing sport in the country. 
It is a safe, inexpensive, environmentally friendly, 
open to all Ages activity. Please consider disc golf as 
an option

108. “Please underdevelope this gift. Let it go back to wild.

109. Give our local wildlife more habitat”

110. It would be terrific to have “on leash” access from 
different access points so that car traffic/parking 
could be minimized at the one parking lot.  I don’t 
believe the amount of “ingress and egress” though 
will be a factor and people go out for doggy activities 
all time of the day as their schedule permits.

111. I think many residents would like to use a BBQ pit 
area.

112. Dog park 

113. dog park is key

114. It occurs to me that we must provide a leashed dog 
walking trail loop thru the park so that neighborhoods 
located adjacent to Rancho Canada won’t be forced 
into their cars to access the dog park resulting in 
more traffic & parking congestion That would be an 
unintended consequence of each of the alternatives 
you’ve presented.  Very important not to overlook 
that aspect in planning. Users must be able to have 
a “non” motorized means for getting into/out of the 
park.

115. Palo Corona is not an event center nor a place for 
commercial or large public events.  It is a place for 
people to appreciate its natural and native wildness, 
not a venue for crowds and games.

116. We cannot sustain large events due to the traffic and 
we should keep it like Garland Park

117. “Really like the dog friendly loop trails.

118. Really like the location of the dog park with this plan 
for parking and access”

119. “I prefer alternative #1

120. In #2 I like the dog park”

121. on leash path to connect dog park with Southbank 
Trail

122. To reduce traffic on CV Rd. and provide more space 
for parking, it would be nice to consider having dog 
friendly (on leash) loops so the park can be reached 
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by foot.  Thus providing access from the Crossroads 
are to the West and from the Southbank Trail from 
the East.

123. This is a favored local due to size and access to 
parking.

124. Alternative #2 is my favorite location for the fenced 
off leash dog park due to the adjacent parking and 
the size of the dog park

125. Alternative #2 is my favorite location for the dog park 
because of the adjacent parking and the size of the 
dog park.

126. I don’t care for the emphasis on large-scale gathering 
spots for events and exercise in this Alternative.

127. The favorite location for the dog park because to the 
adjacent parking and size of dog park.

128. Fenced, off-leash dog park. This is the best of the 
plans.

129. leaving open space open- 

130. it is important for Rancho Canada to have a “dog 
friendly” loop trail (on leash) so that the dog 
park can be accessed on foot from the east end 
neighborhoods on the Southbank Trail and from the 
west end neighborhoods near the Crossroads at 
Rio Road, and that dog owners have access to both 
neighborhoods via a trail through Rancho Canada. 
Such a loop trail will facilitate walk-in access to the 
dog park, while mitigating the traffic and parking 
impact, both of which have been concerns brought 
up at meetings.

131. It would be very important for Rancho Canada to 
have a “dog friendly” loop trail (on leash) so that 
the dog park can be accessed on foot from the east 
end neighborhoods on the Southbank Trail and from 
the west end neighborhoods near the Crossroads at 
Rio Road, and that dog owners have access to both 
neighborhoods via a trail through Rancho Canada. 
Such a loop trail will facilitate walk-in access to the 
dog park, while mitigating the traffic and parking 
impact, both of which have been concerns brought 
up at meetings.

132. “it is important for Rancho Canada to have a “dog 
friendly” loop trail (on leash) so that the dog 
park can be accessed on foot from the east end 
neighborhoods on the Southbank Trail and from the 
west end neighborhoods near the Crossroads at 
Rio Road, and that dog owners have access to both 
neighborhoods via a trail through Rancho Canada. 
Such a loop trail will facilitate walk-in access to the 
dog park, while mitigating the traffic and parking 
impact, both of which have been concerns brought 
up at meetings.”

133. Want to please as many as possible while having 
reserved space for crisis--Cal Fire Staging seems 
good but maybe there is another site not mentioned. 
I would drop that from my list of three if so and favor 
large gathering site there

134. no intense activities like marathons, running groups  
or fitness course

WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 8
135. “I am also in favor of allowing on leash dogs on a loop 

of trails connecting the park from both South Bank 
and other end of park. 

136. It is important to offer access to the dog park that is 
not restricted to driving your car. “

137. “t is important for Rancho Canada to have a “dog 
friendly” loop trail (on leash) so that the dog 
park can be accessed on foot from the east end 
neighborhoods on the Southbank Trail and from the 
west end neighborhoods near the Crossroads at 
Rio Road, and that dog owners have access to both 
neighborhoods via a trail through Rancho Canada. 
Such a loop trail will facilitate walk-in access to the 
dog park, while mitigating the traffic and parking 
impact, both of which have been concerns brought 
up at meetings.“

138. it is important for Rancho Canada to have a “dog 
friendly” loop trail (on leash) so that the dog 
park can be accessed on foot from the east end 
neighborhoods on the Southbank Trail and from the 
west end neighborhoods near the Crossroads at 
Rio Road, and that dog owners have access to both 
neighborhoods via a trail through Rancho Canada. 
Such a loop trail will facilitate walk-in access to the 
dog park, while mitigating the traffic and parking 
impact, both of which have been concerns brought 
up at meetings.”

139. This is my first choice for the use of the area, but 
especially the fenced dog park with parking and 
access from CV Road and South Bank Trail.

140. Proximity of parking area to off-leash dog park.

141. The size of the dog park and the proximity to parking 
is very, very important, especially to older and 
physically challenged dog owners.

142. “it is important for Rancho Canada to have a “dog 
friendly” loop trail (on leash) so that the dog 
park can be accessed on foot from the east end 
neighborhoods on the Southbank Trail and from the 
west end neighborhoods near the Crossroads at 
Rio Road, and that dog owners have access to both 
neighborhoods via a trail through Rancho Canada. 
Such a loop trail will facilitate walk-in access to the 
dog park, while mitigating the traffic and parking 
impact, both of which have been concerns brought 
up at meetings.”

143. Dogs and families

144. Like larger area for dogs and adjacent parking to off 
leash dog park

145. For dog park, allows easy parking and off leash area

146. LOVE the Dog Park

147. Fitness area would be one of a kind and an incredible 
attraction to get people outdoors! The offleash area 
is an absolute need in this area where dogs don’t 
have many options to go. The trails should also be 
pet friendly, as there are not a lot of other great family 
(and fur family) options in this area regarding trails.  

148. all of the elements look great.

149. bigger dog park
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150. No camping!

151. “I think any and all could fit on the area bordering on 
CV Rd. Why are these plans alternatives--do they 
have to be either/or?  I would not choose to have a 
dog park but I don’t object to having it up by the road. 
Ditto for disc golf, parcourse, etc. Those seem okay 
as long as no wild area across the river is affected. I 
don’t know why we need a new access road. I like 
the old play or pray sign, and the curves slow people 
down.

152.     With hundreds of acres already ‘civilized,’ why not 
let people have space for events craft fair, etc.) while 
also letting natural wetlands or other elements be 
re-estaablished.”

153. Disc Golf Course

154. Allowing cross country races is very important. The 
wide-open, rolling nature of the front country and 
rancho properties would make a world-class cross 
country course

155. bigger dog park, but also need trails to walk dog on 
leash

156. native untouched open areas

157. Like the idea of providing community gathering space 
in a beautiful natural setting

158. Why don’t you just bring back the golf course that 
was destroyed by this project instead of stupid disc 
golf!  The off leash is dumb and people will think the 
whole park is off leash.  Picnic Tables not interested 
as it will just be one trash mess that will spread 
throughout the park.

159. Open Space Wedding Ceremony & Banquet 
Reception Space

160. Don’t care for the concrete jungle look of the 
fitness space nor the built up look like if there are in 
wilderness let them bring a blanket and a basket why 
build picnic tables with roofs overhead. These space 
look like they are built for city people not nature 
lovers. Less is better in this case. Leave it natural so 
the can observe as nature intended.

161. Bike Paths and stuff for pets and kids to participate in.

162. The property is a commons and thus using it for 
the commercial benefit of outside enterprises is 
inappropriate. A respect for nature is a respect for 
ourselves as embedded in the natural world. 

163. See my comments on Alternative 1. Proximity to 
public roads and availability of parking make this a 
prime location for more intensive recreational uses.

164. Disc Golf would be epic!

165. Do not reduce day access for wildlife by running 
fitness activities all day long!

166. Dogs on walking trails must be on leash.

167. Yes, forgot the dogs! Keep this open space for future 
generations. Do not over build

168. These ideas are even more inappropriate than alt. 1.

169. Alternative #2 has the best location of all 3 
alternatives for the fenced off leash dog park because 
of parking and size of park could be up to 5 acres. 

170. need walk in access from west (crossroads) and east 
(Southbank trail) for dogs on leash and their owners 
to get to dog park.  don’t want to have to drive car 
with dog to dog park, taking up parking spaces and 
missing opportunity for community connectivity 
of trails and park for people and their furry family 
members.(dogs)_

171.  I really think a dog park needs to be included in any 
alternative. But since I can only choose three I like 
the other three first 

172. large dog park

173. I believe that with time elements from all the 
alternatives can be integrated

174. In addition to my 3 most-liked elements, I support 
a CalFire area that wouldn’t obstruct the wildlife 
corridor that would best follow the seasonal 
watercourse from Martin Canyon down to the river.  
Also, I believe that there could be room -- adjacent 
to other developed areas such as roads, parking lot, 
clubhouse, and a Nursery/Greenhouse -- for a Group 
Picnic Area with a waterproof roof.

175. Disc golf is very passive/compatible

176. Events/Races are intriguing

WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 8
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QUESTION 9 : ANY GENERAL COMMENTS THAT YOU 
HAVE ABOUT ALTERNATIVE # 2?
1. None - way too dense of use, no fitness course, disc, 

dogs

2. All these proposals attract too dense use

3. No weddings, etc. No staging events - leave “events” 
to the private

4. No sector races - we have too many with too much 
impact

5. Most potential for crowds and abuse

6. Don’t like it!

7. Too much developed

8. Too much development

9. No events

10. No recreation zone-fitness course/disc golf

11. Continue use of the Clubhouse ballrooms for current 
WACMB luncheon meetings

12. Continue use of the Clubhouse ballrooms for current 
WACMB luncheon meetings

13. No mountain bikes. They ignore restrictions and break 
the rules.

14. There is too much lawn space in this alternative.  
Other parks have large amounts of lawn that are not 
utilized by visitors.

15. Disc golf would awesome

16. continue use of the Clubhouse ballrooms for current 
WACMB luncheon meetings. 

17. Again, is a dog park in demand in this area?

18. I feel concerned by the inclusion of either a fitness 
course or a golf course. This seems very much 
counter to any objective of preserving the land 
or rehabilitating native plant habitats. Golfing and 
other commercial recreational land use ought to be 
left to private land use, not on public land. There is 
an opportunity to protect the natural beauty of this 
space, enhance it by removing invasive plant species, 
and responsibly care for the space.

19. Dogs within voice command of their owners should 
be allowed anywhere “off-leash” that children are 
allowed in a park funded by tax-payers, many of 
whom have “dog” children

20. Disc Golf!

21. I helped in the proposal, design, and build of the disc 
golf course at Ryan Ranch, and I remember looking at 
much of the land that is Palo Coronado, and it would 
be prime country for another top notch disc golf 
course in the area. 

22. Don’t do it! Keep it simple: Hiking trails, open space 
and perhaps a historical/interpretive panel or two.

23. Would love to see a disc golf course 

24. The dog park needs to be reached on foot with dogs 
on leash.  Some dogs are older & do not need a long 
walk before their play time.  It would be nice if dogs 

are allowed on trails in the park on leash, not off 
leash.

25. no dog park, no disc golf

26. alternative 1 is much better, why spend limited 
money on moving the entry road.  Disc golf and 
fitness course not appropriate uses.  Overall a weak 
design

27. This seems a mishmash. Too many activities crowded 
in and competing with each other. Not coherent. 

28. Rancho Canada ballroom space should be used for 
WACMB lecturs/luncheons 

29. Please support disc golf

30. Looks like the best balance of all the alternatives.

31. I like the use of the space for the community 
functions as there will be a considerable amount of 
land in the rest of the park for conservation purposes. 
I think this plan will see more visitors than plan 1

32. I have roughly calculated the proposed acreage for 
the disc golf/fitness area around 20 acres. A good 
rule of thumb for disc golf course design is one 
acre per hole. While 20 acres is above 18 (18 hole 
course), establishing a fully functional course on a 
set-aside/reserved 20 acres may be difficult without 
consideration for actual course design. Please 
consider that disc golf courses function very well 
on parcels of land that are usually undesirable for 
other uses due to foliage or slopes. If possible, allow 
some potential course development on abutting 
parcels (approximately 5-10 acres) to allow for course 
development options that would lead to a better 
product, more environmentally compatible, and 
cohesive with the surrounding environment.  Proper 
course design allows the course to function and flow 
seamlessly through natural setting of the park. 

33. disc golf!

34. Dog park again? Seems to be the only constant in 
all scenarios; now I understand why it was from my 

“dog park” lobbying friends that I heard about the 
first survey (and never managed to get to in time). 
We have Carmel Beach as one huge dog park where 
everyone already can go (and goes). Why spend 
precious budget allocations on something that is 
already plentiful?

35. “I think the picnic area on south side of river is too big 
- having to carry

36. stuff longer distance limits utility of putting in remote 
picnic areas”

37. I like the greater focus on community use.

38. I have been working with the Monterey Unified 
School District to teach disc golf for their after school 
program. Many children have come to enjoy the sport 
and a course in the monterey bay area would be nice 
for them to use.

39. Disc Golf

40. Please, no more dog places. There are already plenty 
of dog friendly places and off leash possibilities. 

WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 9
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41. Again, disc golf is inclusive of all ages and skills and 
shows off the area.

42. Difficult to compare #1 and #2 without them being 
side by side.

43. I would suggest avoiding the expense of a new entry 
road.  Won’t this alternative work without re-routing 
the entry road?

44. Taxpayers want their investment maintained, rather 
than expensive capital improvements.

45. All these options in Alternative #2 are too invasive. 
We have enough developed space. We need to keep 
things the way they are and keep them undeveloped. 

46. People can go all over the peninsula to do things...
more organized activity/ recreation is not necessary. 
Keep it simple, keep it open to all for hiking and 
picnicing

47. I also like the disc golf element

48. Too much development and emphasis on big events.  
Use the Monterey Fairgrounds for big events.  This 
area cannot support the traffic impact of community 
gatherings! 

49. Not in favor of a fitness course or disc golf area. 
Trails with hills and views are enticing enough for 
both walkers and runners. Disc golf is concerning for 
potential injuries (i.e. being hit by a stray disc).

50. Too much development.

51. Limit development as much as possible with simple 
goal of providing parking, emergency staging area, 
and day use access only.

52. Adding more population and increased traffic 
pollution is not desirable.

53. Leave lots of open space - don’t make the buildings 
too large.

54. Alt 2 elements such as the clubhouse and outdoor 
community events element should be worked into 
Alt 1 to assure the maximum flexibilty in meeting 
community needs as these fluctuate over time.  River 
and upland restoration is critical to both alternatives 
for flood and fire hazard management.

55. I don’t like that it’s focused more on large events that 
might damage the natural area, instead of preserving 
it and teaching others about the area like option #1

56. Youth camping for environmental education would be 
a great add to this alternative.

57. Will Rancho Canada facilities be linked via trail from 
Rio Road and/or Rancho San Carlos Rd./Southbank 
trail so we can walk in to enjoy the facilities?

58. It lacks in educational and nature connection facilities. 
Seems like more of a balance with recreation and 
community events can be struck.

59. This would be the best alternative for the proposed 
dog park.

60. Yes..you have left out our current club and nonprofit 
meetings and meals in the clubhouse. 
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61. It is missing the most important use for the main 

building...meetings, fundraisers and meals for local 
clubs and nonprofits. 

62. Please no dogs

63. What I just said. Preserve our natural treasures and 
contribute to the culture of our neighborhood 

64. “How many parking spaces at the “Visitor Center”?

65. Don’t like the idea of large events there since the 
traffic on Carmel Valley road can be congested.

66. Keep Rancho building open

67. Keep it natural with the designate areas as indicated 
and supervised - on site park rangers to keep it safe 
for visitors and not a Toro Park free for all. 

68. Just as long as you don’t let this lovely place become 
another theme park.

69. Looks good

70. Same as above comments. Leashed-dogs 
have all access to entryways. So important for 
neighborhoods. 

71. See above.  With the exception of what I checked, 
this alternative is an environmental nightmare.  Please 
don’t.

72. I am not crazy about the dog park or fitness course, 
etc. 

73. WHY DO WE HAVE TO OVERCROWD A NATURAL 
SPACE WITH PEOPLE???  THEY WILL RUIN IT!!!!

74. The least development, the better.

75. Keep the area natural. Do not develop.

76. “I’m mostly concerned when the idea of small 
dog/big dog areas are mentioned that it will be 
a “”postage stamp”” sized area.  For dogs to truly 
act “”naturally””, they can’t feel “”trapped”” with a 
relatively small space surrounded my insurmountable 
fences to keep them “”IN”” and vulnerable.  The 
more land that is most likely not going to used for 
the majority of hikers, should be awarded to the 
dog park.  Overuse of a small area gets to be too 
trampled, muddy in the winter  and generally a 

“”concentrated”” feel, not the feeling of being “”out 
in nature”” with your fur buddy!  Thank you again and 
again for your consideration on this valuable asset.  
People can walked pretty much anywhere but people 
and PETS are restricted even with as dog friendly this 
area is compared to other places!  Sincerely, Mary 
Liskin”

77. It is important for Rancho Canada to have a “dog 
friendly” loop trail (on leash) so that the dog 
park can be accessed on foot from the east end 
neighborhoods on the Southbank Trail and from the 
west end neighborhoods near the Crossroads at 
Rio Road, and that dog owners have access to both 
neighborhoods via a trail through Rancho Canada. 
Such a loop trail will facilitate walk-in access to the 
dog park, while mitigating the traffic and parking 
impact.

78. no fitness course or disc golf!!
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79. Not in favor of a disc golf course

80. There is very little to like in Alternative #2 and it does 
not reflect the public responses to Survey #1.  Why 
are these choices here when they don’t reflect the 
responses you got in the first Survey?

81. I like this plan the best

82. The disk golf doesn’t really go with the nature 
preservation

83. i like the location of the dog park

84. It’s a great alternative!

85. I feel it vital for Rancho Canada to provide a loop 
trail for those with leashed dogs in order to access 
the park on foot from the E  neighborhoods on the 
Southbank Trail plus the W end neighborhoods near 
The Crossroads. Dog owners should have access 
to both areas via a trail through RC.  This loop will 
facilitate walk-in access to the dog park, while 
mitigating traffic and parking impact, which have 
raised concerns.

86. It is important to have a dog friendly loop trail so that 
the dog park can be easily accessed on foot from the 
neighborhoods and from the Crossroads Shopping 
Center via a trail in Rancho Canada. Walk in access 
to the dog park will reduce car traffic and car parking 
impact.

87. It is important for Rancho Canada to have a “dog 
friendly” loop trail (on leash) so that the dog 
park can be accessed on foot from the east end 
neighborhoods on the Southbank Trail and from the 
west end neighborhoods near the Crossroads at 
Rio Road, and that dog owners have access to both 
neighborhoods via a trail through Rancho Canada. 
Such a loop trail will facilitate walk-in access to the 
dog park, while mitigating the traffic and parking 
impact, both of which have been concerns brought 
up at meetings.

88. Like the dog friendly loop trail (on leash) so that the 
dog park can be accessed on foot.

89. It’s important that an on leash, dog friendly access 
trail connect the fenced dog park with the South Bank 
Trail as this is the preferred approach for many dog 
owners.

90. Most inappropriate uses:  - dog park and group 
activities , marathon races, cafe and dining , etc

91. don’t want dog park in any of the alternatives

92. This is my first choice of the three alternatives.

93. This is the best alterative

94. Important to have leash dog trail through adjacent 
neighborhoods for access to off leash dog park.

95. “Allow access to dog park on trails (dogs leashed 
while on trails) 

96. “I’m from Palm Springs.  There is a terrific dog park 
there near the airport.  It is a bonding experience for 
dogs, community members and tourists visiting the 

gorgeous desert.  This location would provide the 
same bonding factor for Carmel area.

97. Most places around here don’t cater to young or 
fit adults, and dogs. It’s always about children or 
tourists. Finally a place may be dedicated to a fitness 
course and families with dogs who usually don’t have 
trails or space to play! 

98. access from west side from Rio Road is very 
important to us, we would find driving cumbersome 
since we live on the west side.

99. No disk golf!  Keep this park natural, don’t add 
structures, there is too much traffic to support 
community events.

100. What makes Palo Carona what it is is the quiet.  

101. As a resident of Carmel Valley since 1972 I have seen 
a huge increase in traffic.  No more events please.  
Highway One and Carmel Valley Road cannot handle 
any more events.

102. Too much tourism and human activity, not enough 
nature

103. See above

104. Lack of Camping

105. “Let’s keep the park open native space. Why do we 
need to build big pavilions or amphitheaters? I would 
like to see the park mostly native open space, you 
have done such a good job with Garland Park. 

106. I am very concerned with the attendance of the park. 
I want there to be a limit to how many people can 
attend the park per day. One that allows only parking 
in the designated parking lots and when the parking 
lot is full, the entrance is closed. How do we make 
sure the overflow will not be on Carmel Valley Rd? 
Making it very dangerous like Hwy 1 in the Point 
Lobos corridor.

107. I am concerned with our native area and the amount 
of use and trash that gets left behind. Will we have 
enough manpower to police it and keep it clean? We 
don’t have enough manpower to keep Point Lobos 
safe. Every busy weekend there are accidents down 
Hwy 1. People are flocking to our area but they don’t 
understand why they are here. They don’t respect the 
land, they throw garbage out of the cars! They use 
the land as a latrine and there is toilet paper strewn all 
up and down our coast. They trample and leave litter 
in our parks. How do we educate all of the people 
who come to visit us? This is the part that upsets me 
the most. We respect our area, we love it, we keep 
it clean. How will we prevent this from happening? 
Its happening right now all along the coast Hwy 1 
from Carmel past Big Sur and there hasn’t been 
anything done about it yet. Bringing more people in 
won’t solve the problems we have in our community 
right now. So let’s try and prevent them from getting 
worse.

108. CV road cannot support large community events!   
Don’t build pavilions and amphitheaters, this is a 
RURAL park. Please NO DISK GOLF (go to Ryan 
Ranch!)

109. NO group events!  too much traffic and noise

WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 9
WRITE-IN RESPONSES
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110. No to making a native landscape a shopping mall/
mini-golf entertainment complex.  Native landscapes 
are disappearing around the Monterey/Carmel region-
-we need to keep and protect those that remain for 
future generations!

111. Concerned about parking demand during community 
events; if had better trail connectivity to Carmel, 
people could park off-site and walk or ride bikes to 
the site.

112. Get rid of the dog park idea.

113. Nature Play Space (Alternative #1) would be good for 
families - need more child-friendly activities

114. I don’t know how populated this area is, and what 
opportunities for community gatherings places 
already exist. It may be there are few, and that such a 
space is needed.

115. Too citified. Leave the place natural not like Disney 
land park like of the frontier land or over built 
Yellowstone or Yosemite. Why spend money to ruin 
nature. Leave it be.

116. Looks more simple then 1, and cheaper. What can 
the budget handle?

117. The less “development” of the site the better. 
Activities like frisbee golf are trends that pass. 
Respecting the limited natural elements we have left 
in the world is essential. We need to reconnect with 
our own embeddedness in nature and not separate 
ourselves more from this fact.  

118. This area should be a park, not an event center.

119. This alternative should explicitly include trail and bike 
path connectivity,

120. It is not my favorite alternative.

121. Like alternative 1 much better

122. Preserve the open parkland atmosphere. No 
elaborate added structures.

123. Having native open space element should be a 
foregone conclusion in all 3 alternatives instead of an 
either/or decision among all the other elements .

124. where are the bike trails

125. I’m not sure where the disc golf idea came from, but 
I have never heard of people actually playing this - 
I’ve seen disc golf equipment near the Del Monte 
shopping center in Monterey and it appears to be 
unused.  

126. I’m starting to think that the high-paid consultants are 
pushing outlandish ideas to justify their high price tag.

127. The river could be open to fishing, as I believe the 
stretch in Garland Park is? Limited fishing as is found 
with the Carmel River Steelhead fish.

128. It is important that there be a dog friendly trail (on 
leash) that gives dog owners “walk-in” access to 
the dog park from both the east end neighborhoods 
off Southbank Trail and from the west end 
neighborhoods at the Crossroads area of Rio Road. 
This trail should be a loop through Rancho Canada so 

that east and west end neighborhoods are connected 
via a dog friendly trail. Dog owners should be able to 
connect from the Crossroads neighborhoods to the 
dog park and continue their walk to the Southbank 
Trail and west neighborhoods and vice versa. It’s 
important for mitigating traffic issues as well parking 
issues. It would not be logical to force dog owners 
to access the dog park only by driving to the dog 
park, when they can easily access Rancho Canada on 
foot and many would choose to do so. A dog friendly 
loop through Rancho Canada connecting the east 
and west end neighborhoods also provides walking 
exercise opportunities for dog owners (some of 
whom make it a family affair with toddlers in strollers 
or young children on bicycle) whose main and in 
some cases only form of exercise and outdoor time 
is focused on walking the dog. Walking to Rancho 
Canada and going to the dog park where their dog 
gets to romp and socialize is a double benefit.

129. I do not see any choices in the plan for a liking a 
multiuser trail to lead to the main area of the park

130. This does not suit the area. Way too urban!

131. too much development and structures, does not 
respect natural spaces

132. In this Park, I wouldn’t want there to be Outdoor 
Community Event/Gathering Spaces other than an 
Outdoor Amphitheater, a Group Picnic Area, and Dog 
Park(s) -- There will probably be Indoor Community 
Event/Gathering Space(s).  Also, I wouldn’t want 
there to be a Fitness Course or Disc Golf Course 
because such courses would be better in a more 
developed setting, such as a city park.

133. Alt 2 - 4+ acre dog park

WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 9
WRITE-IN RESPONSES
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WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - ALTERNATIVE 3 QUESTIONS

ALTERNATIVE 3 DESCRIPTION
Alternative #3 focuses on community art and wellness with trail loops that provide space for exercise, meditation, and 
art-in-the-park. Brief descriptions and example imagery of potential uses are included below. The following page will ask 
you to choose the 3 elements you like best about this alternative, with space provided for additional comments.

SITE IMPROVEMENTS
• Re-routed entry road

• River and Upland restoration

• Trailhead with informational map and kiosk

• Picnic and group picnic pavilions

• Outdoor areas for meditation and exercise

• Art, cultural and continued education spaces

• Trail loops in varying lengths and abilities

• Fenced, off-leash dog park

• CalFire Staging area for use during emergencies

CLUBHOUSE AND SUPPORT STRUCTURES 
• Visitor/Interpretive center

• Conference space for community wellness workshops 
and classes

• Rented office space to local wellness organizations and 
clinics

• Collaboration with local artists on art-in-the-park 
programs
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WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 10
QUESTION 10 : WHICH OF THE FOLLOWING ELEMENTS OF ALTERNATIVE # 3 - COMMUNITY ART AND 
WELLNESS DO YOU LIKE THE MOST? (CHOOSE UP TO 3)

Answer Count Response Answer Count Response
Picnic/Gathering Pavilion 8 16.7% Picnic/Gathering Pavilion 87 21.4%

Outdoor wellness/community event 
space 9 18.8%

Outdoor wellness/community event 
space 82 20.1%

Fenced, Off-Leash Dog Park 30 62.5% Fenced, Off-Leash Dog Park 166 40.8%
Community Garden 16 33.3% Community Garden 48 11.8%

Sensory Gardens 19 39.6% Sensory Gardens 53 13.0%
Fitness and Meditation Course 18 37.5% Fitness and Meditation Course 94 23.1%

Sculpture/Interactive Art Installations 19 39.6% Sculpture/Interactive Art Installations 84 20.6%
Picnic Areas 14 29.2% Picnic Areas 92 22.6%

CalFire Emergency Staging Area 8 16.7% CalFire Emergency Staging Area 75 18.4%
Native Open Space 37 77.1% Native Open Space 214 52.6%

Other (please specify) 15 31.3% Other (please specify) 70 17.2%
Total Respondents 48 Total Respondents 407
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WRITE-IN RESPONSES
QUESTION #10 :  WHICH OF THE FOLLOWING 
ELEMENTS OF ALTERNATIVE # 3 - COMMUNITY ART 
AND WELLNESS DO YOU LIKE THE MOST?

1. Multi-use trails

2. Multi-use trails

3. Multi-use trails

4. Multi-use trails

5. Multi-use trails

6. Multi-use trails

7. Multi-use trails

8. Multi-use trails

9. Multi-use trails

10. Multi-use trails

11. Restoration zone

12. Restoration zone

13. Continue use of the Clubhouse ballrooms for current 
WACMB luncheon meetings

14. Continue use of the Clubhouse ballrooms for current 
WACMB luncheon meetings

15. yoga in the park would be great

16. Disc golf

17. continue use of the Clubhouse ballrooms for current 
WACMB luncheon meetings. 

18. Disc golf course

19. Continue use of Clubhouse ballroooms for MBWAC 
luncheon meetings

20. Would like to continue use of the Clubhouse 
ballrooms for current club banquet fundraisers

21. Disc Golf Course

22.  To continue the use of the clubhouse ball rooms for 
club banquet fundraisers. 

23. Use of clubhouse for non orofits

24. Disc golf park. Great place to stay active

25. Disc golf course 

26. How about just hiking trails?

27. dog park is better in #2

28. Disc golf course

29. Maintain existing Community Rooms

30. I also really like the community garden which builds 
so many local connections.

31. Use of Rancho Canada ballrooms for WACMB 
lectures/luncheons

32. Disc Golf course 

33. Disc golf course. Maybe a learning course like the 
one at the Marina youth center.

34. Continued use of the clubhouse ballrooms for current 
club banquets and fundraisers

WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 10
35. as a big hiker I appreciate it when we just leave 

everything natural.  I like to have experiences in 
nature with nature.  This is why I hike.  

36. Availability of the public rooms and ballroom at the 
clubhouse for community service organizations

37. A simple bike/walk path linking the Mouth of the 
Valley to the Easternmost part of this property is of 
high value.

38. continue use of clubhouse ballroom for WACMB 
luncheons

39. We wish for continued use of the Clubhouse 
ballrooms for WACMB monthly luncheon meetings.

40. Allow non-profits to use the clubhouse ballrooms for 
events

41. Use of clubhouse for World Affairs Council Monterey 
Bay meetings.

42. use of the Clubhouse ballrooms for luncheons and 
community meetings

43. Facility for World Affairs Council luncheons/lectures

44. continued availability of golf clubhouse for community 
events--World Affairs Council, UNA luncheons, etc

45. CalFire staging area essential in all alternatives & 
planning

46. Community service clubs to use clubhouse

47. NONE.  Where is the Rancho Canada CLubhouse.  
Very PIE IN the SKY.

48. The amptheater would fit in nicely

49. Native Open Space IS Meditation just keep the 
existing golf trails and add few others.

50. We need the clubhouse for the current clubs and 
nonprofits who meet there for meals and meetings. 

51. other recreational activities

52. #1 Choice- Keeping the main building, labeled as 
Visitor Center, for club and nonprofit meetings with 
meals, and events. 

53. I’m sorry, but I have to ask where is the water to 
come from for lawns and the rest?

54. More options for recreation

55. Meditation course, sensory gardens, community 
gardens, interactive art - no!

56. trail connections to other trails. Ditto for Alt. # 1 & 2. I 
hike.

57. trail connectivity

58. Anything other than what I checked will destroy the 
beauty of the area, will harm wildlife and vegetation, 
and will turn the place into a crowded mess.  This is 
the worst, absolutely worst that could happen to this 
beautiful spot.

59. Fishing access

60. I love the inclusion of the arts and sensory gardens.  
This is my favorite combination.  My vote is for 
education & the arts with attention to a harmonious 
design with the landscape. 
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61. none

62.  interior space for non-profit gatherings

63. larger off leash areas are better

64. paths of varying lengths and accessibility focus

65. Golf course

66. they all look great

67. Mountain biking

68. Well, as I’ve said before, I think we can fit it all in, 
if enough people want it (i.e. ugh dog park which 
I will never go near), so it’s more a question of the 
best use of our taxes. I don’t see why we should 
duplicate what’s already out there. For example, 
how about letting community gardens be in an area 
where people lack their own yard space, for example? 
That does not apply to most of Carmel Valley, and 
it seems more useful to have a garden near where 
you live. The church across the play/pray road has a 
meditation area open to all. Pcnic areas are great--but 
let’s wait to put up a pavilion till we see if it’s ever 
going to rain again. 

69. event lawn

70. mt bike trail system

71. Staging area for equestrian access to trails

72. Bicycle & hiking trails are a MUST!!!!

73. Nature is the best art. Keep out statues and 
sculptures.

74. Again, we need to consider bike paths and trails. We 
also need to make sure it is kid-friendly and pet-
friendly.

75. I don’t have a dog but would love to see a space 
where they can run free, off leash.

76. Separate “fitness course” and “meditation space” 
into two different areas.

77. Off road trails for cyclists to access the backcountry 
trail systems.

78. You have nature!  Why do you need to build al this 
extra stuff?

79. Hiking trails and open space preservation.

80. have larger off-leash dog park

81. Trail Head access for: Hikers, Mountain Bikers and 
Equestrian users of the Front and Back Ranch areas

WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 10
WRITE-IN RESPONSES
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WRITE-IN RESPONSES
QUESTION #11:  ANY ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 
ABOUT THE ELEMENTS FROM ALTERNATIVE # 3 
THAT YOU LIKE THE MOST?

1. Community garden but move off from highway

2. Dog park away from main portion, separated by road

3. Keep it natural

4. Best dog park

5. Trailhead

6. Only the restoration zone!

7. Mountain biking

8. Hiking and dogs on leash

9. Bike path

10. Like the dog park location and size

11. Feels the most respectful of nature

12. Expanded trail system

13. Vegetated buffer

14. Trailhead

15. Paved/gravel paths throughout

16. Fiteness meditation area yet smaller

17. Art in the park should be lcoated in any adopted plan 
yet it should only be a smaller space

18. Continue use of the Clubhouse ballrooms for current 
WACMB luncheon meetings

19. Continue use of the Clubhouse ballrooms for current 
WACMB luncheon meetings

20. yoga/ tai chi in the park.  contemplative atmosphere

21. I like the community garden.  I would rent a plot.

22. continue use of the Clubhouse ballrooms for current 
WACMB luncheon meetings. 

23. Youth outdoor activities and education about nature 
goes hand in hand with the disc golf culture and 
the disc golf community are stalwart stewards of 
the lands they are allowed to access, organizing 
volunteers for regular cleanup and maintenance tasks. 

24. a picnic space seems nice and appropriate

25. Maintaining open, preserved spaces is an important 
function of a parks district; ensuring that the open 
space has an intentional native plant rehabilitation 
component will ensure the health of the plant 
communities in the park in the future.

26. Continue use of Clubhouse ballrooms for WACMB 
luncheon meetings.

27. All surveys find that people consider their dogs as 
“children.”  If public funds are used to support public 
lands, people should be able to have their family 
members, i.e, dogs, accompany them throughout the 
trails on said public lands.

28. Each alternative becomes more and more outlandish 
and inappropriate for the Park District’s well-defined 

WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 11
mission of maintaining open space parks. I truly 
hope this planning process will come back to earth 
and throw away these ridiculous concepts- think 
Garland Park (and dont’ try to fix a concept that is not 
broken!)

29. like meditation space but shouldn’t be combined with 
fitness course they don’t work together

30. Educational opportunities should continue by allowing 
Rancho Canada ballroom space to be used for 
WACMB luncheons/lectures

31. A meditation course doesn’t make sense to me. 
Sounds like a lot of upkeep. Don’t know how much 
use it would get.

32. I am less keen on this alternative.

33. I like the concept  that engages human psyche and 
physical health needs.  I especially like the inclusion 
of art.

34. An outdoor lawn or gathering place could be great for 
teaching people how to play disc golf and intriduce 
them to the course(s) in the area.

35. Each of these alternatives packs a lot of activity at 
Rancho Canada. I wonder if you have fully considered 
this impact at Rancho Canada and also in the spill-
over effect on the Palo Corona Ranch.

36. Needs to include use of the clubhouse for catering 
events for community groups and weddings along 
with indoor community meetings.  So the workshops 
you’ve held will contiue to have a place to meet.

37. All included in a long term plan?

38. Calfire needs a staging area.  Open space is valuable 
during emergencies...helicopters, etc.   walking and 
picnics meet the needs of the public

39. Use of existing infrastructure to support community 
wellness.

40. by the way I don’t have a dog - I  just know they need 
a place to go

41. Nothing

42. Use of clubhouse would allow for more monies 
collected at events to be dedicated to the charities 
they serve

43. Too much development.

44. Keep the space as natural as possible, tailored to day 
use only by hikers.

45. The arts should not be excluded from Alt 1 or 2.  I 
see the arts and healing opportunities being entirely 
compatible with a mix of elements in Alt 1 and 
2 that emphasize opportunities for large group ot 
individualized more solitary trails and from community 
to quiet meditative spaces, from child and dog 
friendly to handicapped and more adult oriented 
activities such as evening concerts and symposia.  
Aesthetic elements from signage to sculpture to art in 
the park programs should be a basic theme.

46. Allow non-profits to use clubhouse ballrooms for 
events

47. NO DEDICATED DOG PARKS
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48. I don’t think a wellness or art focus is appropriate for 
this space.

49. No

50. That Carmel Valley Rotary could continue to use the 
clubhouse for our meetings 

51. Bring back Rancho Canada Clubhouse for use by 
clubs for family meetings and weddings.  It served 
FAR MORE community members than this wish-
washy feel-good  mish-mash will ever serve.  Who is 
getting PAID OFF?

52. I like the focus on the Art, especially the art in the 
park concept

53. It is missing the indoor meeting and meal space for 
local current clubs and nonprofits. 

54. Yes, please see the most important point in #10 
Other. 

55. Leave more of the area open and native

56. Rancho building open for community events    

57. Natural space and keep it open and visitor friendly.  
Over emphasis on wellness and meditation courses 
doesn’t seem to be a public park theme.  Natural 
history and interruptive areas ideal.  I like the dog 
park idea since it is isolated from picnic, trail, and 
community buildings.

58. dog park

59. This alternative overdevelops what should be 
maintained as a truly natural, wild place.  A few 
restrooms, trails, and the dog park are all that is 
needed; the CalFire staging area is a must.  But 
please don’t put in all the other crap.  Inviting masses 
of people will bring their garbage, their harassment of 
wildlife, and their noise.

60. I love the art, sensory gardens, meditation zone 
(mandalas or labyrinth). 

61. WELLNESS, COMMUNITY EVENT SPACE IF 
ANYTHING AT ALL.  FENCED DOG RUN.  WHERE’S 
THE HORSEBACK RIDING TRAILS I NEED AND 
WANT?

62. trails are good in this alternative 

63. Dog park 

64. dog park is #1.

65. “Again...good location for dog park, near parking lot.

66. However; what about adjacent neighborhoods 
accessing and using the dog area.  Where are the 
(dog friendly-leashed) loop type trails that would 
allow them to walk there, and not have to use their 
cars? More traffic on Carmel Valley Road is not what 
you intend I’m sure.  “

67. Keep the “build-up in the park to an absolute 
minimum.  Picnic areas provide places to 
contemplate, as do trails with some interpretive 
information.  The rest is unnecessary.

68. This alternative offers more interactive options. I love 
it

69. I love all of the suggested uses for the property.

70. I see no reason that art can’t be integrated into 
Alternative 1. no need to have separate fitness/
meditation circuit of trails. there are so many existing 
places for people to exercise -- art and walking 
exist in harmony in nature. Running/biking does not 
work in harmony with meditation or art and nature. 
Community and sensory gardens should include 
natives, as in Alternative 1. 

71. Want a dog friendly loop trail so that the dog park can 
be accessed on foot.

72. sensory gardens and native open space

73. “it is important for Rancho Canada to have a “dog 
friendly” loop trail (on leash) so that the dog 
park can be accessed on foot from the east end 
neighborhoods on the Southbank Trail and from the 
west end neighborhoods near the Crossroads at 
Rio Road, and that dog owners have access to both 
neighborhoods via a trail through Rancho Canada. 
Such a loop trail will facilitate walk-in access to the 
dog park, while mitigating the traffic and parking 
impact, both of which have been concerns brought 
up at meetings.”

74. I like this one most

75. dog park too big- shouldn’t be there at all.  

76. For alternative #2 it’s important for R.C.to have a 
dog friendly loop trail -on leash-so dog park can be 
accessed on foot from the East and neighborhood 
son the southbank trail and from the west end 
neighborhoods near the crossroads at Rio Road,and 
that dog owners have access to both neighborhood 
via a trail through Rancho Canada. Such a loop 
trail will facilitate walk-in access to the dog park 
while mitigating the traffic and parking impact,both 
of which have been concerns brought up at the 
meetings.

77. “it is important for Rancho Canada to have a “dog 
friendly” loop trail (on leash) so that the dog 
park can be accessed on foot from the east end 
neighborhoods on the Southbank Trail and from the 
west end neighborhoods near the Crossroads at 
Rio Road, and that dog owners have access to both 
neighborhoods via a trail through Rancho Canada. 
Such a loop trail will facilitate walk-in access to the 
dog park, while mitigating the traffic and parking 
impact, both of which have been concerns brought 
up at meetings.”

78. DOG PARK!!!!!!

79. fitness and meditation course and community garden 
look fantastic.

80. Mountain biking

81. Didn’t see in Alt #2 or Alt #3 option to support cafe in 
exiting club house.  Local business like Trailside Cafe 
in CVV would complement recreational uses. 

82. This is a horrible alternative!

83. Sculpture/interactive art installations are attractive 
also

84. I really DON’T like this alternative

WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 11
WRITE-IN RESPONSES
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85. I voted for art because I live near Paola and like her 
rebar river idea, and think the tule boat will be a great 
thing to have as part of the educational display for all 
ages. 

86. Adding man-made art is not appropriate. We have 
access to a natural environment and the focus should 
be on nature.

87. NONE.  Terrible alternative!

88. This park is located in a RURAL area.  Why are you 
trying to turn it into an urban park?  Planners are 
clueless...

89. keep the experience rustic ...

90. Love the idea of sculptures using native and natural 
materials

91. Get rid of picnic tables and dog park

92. Very difficult to narrow down to 3 - all great ideas. 
Maybe some could be combined if needed, e.g., 
sensory garden, art space and/or meditation 

93. There isn’t much I like. Where is the open space. It 
looks like a city park. Get the city designers off the 
plans . Leave it native. Have dirt path ways. No 
concrete, no picnic tables no structures. Dogs don’t 
care about a dog park . They run free on the trails. 
You don’t need an excercise gym just have them 
walk here and go to a gym. Do you have a big grant 
to mess up nature? Buy more land and set it aside 
for the hikers. We don’t need more concrete and 
buildings in this native area. Leave it be....

94. Why is a dog park part of all the options? Dogs are 
unnatural to the area and threaten other animals 
that are native and could bring disease to them. 
Undomesticated animals need the respect and a 
place to live in peace and flourish. 

95. “Kids and Pets...Bikes and Play...”

96. not necessarily appealing to a broad group of the 
public.

97. The focus on community events and interaction with 
nature in open spaces seems like priority . There are 
plenty of other locations on the peninsula for dog 
walking and meditation areas

98. This is not my favorite alternative.

99. The of leash dog park needs to be big enough to 
really let the dogs run. One of your examples was 
just too small. Smaller spaces tend to crowd the dogs 
and might cause more aggression. I also think its 
great having all sizes of dogs together.

100. I would like minimum development in this park. We 
do not need most of the proposed elements of any of 
the three alternatives.

101. Hiking trails

102. Preserve safe,flat walking trails.

103. “Keep it native “

104. Please put the breaks on this out of control process 
and concentrate on what the constituents voted for: 
preserving open space.

105. not much except the dog park

106. “In addition to my 3 most-liked elements, I support 
a CalFire area that wouldn’t obstruct the wildlife 
corridor that would best follow the seasonal 
watercourse from Martin Canyon down to the river.  
Also, I believe that there could be room -- adjacent 
to other developed areas such as roads, parking 
lot, clubhouse, and a Nursery/Greenhouse -- for a 
Group Picnic/Gathering Area with a waterproof roof.  
Perhaps NATURAL meadowy areas could be used as 
Outdoor Wellness/Community Event Spaces.“

107. Alternative 3 looks most doable. 

WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 11
WRITE-IN RESPONSES
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WRITE-IN RESPONSES
QUESTION 12 : ANY GENERAL COMMENTS THAT 
YOU HAVE ABOUT ALTERNATIVE # 3?

1. No renting of space

2. None - horrible!

3. None - horrible idea

4. Will attract specific interests exclude others

5. Limited use of “public” land and conservation

6. Don’t like it!

7. Concerts are people magnet like Concours - parking 
on road

8. Too much developed

9. Too much development

10. Continue use of the Clubhouse ballrooms for current 
WACMB luncheon meetings

11. Continue use of the Clubhouse ballrooms for current 
WACMB luncheon meetings

12. I think this alternative is too intensively built.  A lot 
of the other city parks in the area offer many of 
these same sorts of amenities, and many of them 
are unused (fitness stations), or are available nearby 
(sensory garden at Earthbound Farms).  In addition, 
these features are outside the primary mission and 
expertise of the MPRPD, and they will be extremely 
costly to maintain.

13. continue use of the Clubhouse ballrooms for current 
WACMB luncheon meetings. 

14. “Why on earth would anyone want to go to Palo 
Corona which is already a masterpiece of natural 
evolution and look at man made art - Please NO !!

15. Keep nature natural !”

16. This is the most out there of the proposals.... art in 
the park is interesting the first time you visit and then 
becomes annoying and then ignored. A meditation 
area seems, frankly, silly. Do people really need a 
special, labeled area to do their meditation??

17. The “community garden” seems loosely defined in 
this alternative plan; if a garden in the park is allowed 
to introduce invasives, it could lead to spreading 
those plants throughout a space that ought to be 
protected from the influence of invasive species. The 
beauty of the opportunity that a new park offers is 
that it can model ideals that emphasize preservation 
of native plant communities.

18. It’s way beyond the mission of the Park District, and 
I’m upset that you’re even considering such a waste 
of taxpayer money and staff time.

19. No dog park

20. I would love to see this plan combined with #1 with 
more native plant and habitat restoration mixed with 
innovative, community activity

21. Like focus on arts and meditation.  Don’t like 
spending limited money on rerouting road and don’t 

WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 12
like prominent location of dog park.  Mixing some 
elements of 1 and 3 might be best but nothing from 2

22. Recommend use of Rancho Canada ballroom space 
be used for educational opportunities such as 
WACMB lectures/luncheons

23. I do not visualize this concept as being as well 
utilized by the community---children are not well 
incorporated.  it is lovely, but seems to cater to the 
older art-oriented community

24. My casual observation of fitness courses around the 
country is a low use and often lack of maintenance. 
Has that been researched?

25. Don’t put art in the park south of the river.  Keep 
native open space there.

26. The focus on health and using the space for more 
than just education is very exciting.

27. Least favorite approach 

28. Why change the entry road.  Seems an unnecessary 
expense.

29. How compare all 3 without them being side by side??

30. Fitness areas and classes, and I am a fitness 
instructor, cost money, and create liability for the 
district, ie, taxpayer.  Who pays if someone is hurt?  
Who pays instructors?  Who pays work comp?  You 
don’t have the water to build gardens.  You don’t have 
a knowledgeable volunteer coordinator to plant them.  
You do have some established RC garden plants that 
will survive if you start to water them.  And trees that 
will require periodic watering to survive drought....
concentrate on that....existing trees

31. Horrible design.  Tries to turn a rural park into 
something you would find in the middle of a big city.  
Terrible idea!  

32. Not in favor of “Outdoor wellness/community event 
space” just because of so many other facilities on the 
peninsula already available for that purpose. Seems 
more prudent to use this open space for activities 
and opportunities that aren’t easily accessible or 
available in the community right now. Also, when the 
final plan is approved, it seems a given that picnic 
space would be available. It’s for this reason I didn’t 
choose it for “elements I like the most” for all the 
alternatives.

33. I think it would be great to have fitness activities 
scheduled in this area.

34. Way too much development.

35. Why isn’t off-road parking a consideration?

36. Maintain opportunities for solitary and quiet 
opportunities while building in opportunities for larger 
group and noisier activities.  Art throughout.

37. great idea about art-installations

38. “I am unfamiliar with cal fires needs. Its hard to 
properly weigh the staging area. If they can’t keep 
the park from burning, there is no park.  Do they need 
it to keep big sur, garland etc safe?“
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WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 12
WRITE-IN RESPONSES

39. It is critical to the future of the World AffaIrs 
Council of Monterey Bay that we continue to hold 
our monthly speaker luncheons at Rancho Canada 
Clubhouse, that the public address system be 
upgraded so that it is reliable, and that the food 
service be improved. -- Ron Nelson, Board Member, 
World Affairs Council.

40. Please don’t ruin the natural landscape with giant 
sculptures 

41. Again, a lack of education and nature connection/
interaction elements in this plan. More of a balance 
can be struck. Also, there is a garden and sensory 
garden just up the street at Earthbound and they 
take a lot of time and money to maintain. I wonder if 
mprpd has the staff to maintain this. 

42. NOT RIGHT.

43. I like anything that can bring people together. This 
project has the potential to be a great gift to 
the community. I only wish Nick could see the 
transformation and I think he should be recognized. 
I know he would be pleased with the direction his 
great contribution to our community is taking

44. I’m not happy with this alternative

45. This is the worst location for the Dog Park, as it is 
smelly with poop, and we will smell it all over the 
property, and when driving in. And you are missing 
the use of the clubhouse ballrooms for current club 
and nonprofit meeting space and fundraisers. 

46. Yes, please see the most important point in #10 
Other. 

47. NO DOG PARK

48. How many parking spaces?

49. people want areas for exercising without competing 
with traffic and cars. Staging areas for healthy actives 
like running, walking. 

50. Again - wellness and meditation areas I don’t believe 
are the best use of the natural space for a general 
population.

51. What I said before applies to all alternatives. Think 
also of seniors in your planning and trail design.

52. See above.  This is alternative is a nightmare.  Please 
don’t.

53. Again, I would emphasize a design that is in integrity 
with the land, minimizes impact on native landscape 
and wildlife, but provides an opportunity for 
education, art and low-impact activities (such as the 
interpretive trails and meditation.)

54. AGAIN, WHY CROWD THIS AREA WITH PEOPLE 
ALL THE TIME?  IT SHOULD BE HABITAT 
RESTORATION AND PRESERVATION OF WILD 
SPACE THAT WE CAN RIDE OUR HORSES THRU 
ON RESTRICTED TRAILS!!!

55. The least development the better.

56. Keep the area natural. Do not develop.

57. Like the general layout of the educational and 
recreational areas.  Glad that the Cal Fire Staging area 
is removed a bit from the other uses. 

58. It is a misguided and staff intensive proposal.  The 
park is a wild place.  All these ideas will require costs 
to construct and intensive staff hours to maintain.  
Just let us enjoy the natural beauty on our own.

59. I think this vision will be most welcome. Those of us 
who are dog owners would love to see a dog park 
incorporated as our canine friends are vital to health 
and wellness.

60. combine elements of this version with Alternative 
1. Art can easily be positioned near picnic areas to 
increase visitor access and awareness.

61. Most inappropriate uses:  - dog park , community 
event space, pavilion

62. Most peaceful with less infrastructure appeals. 

63. “group activities (educational, fitness related, etc) 
should be kept out of the park - this should be a place 
of quiet and  retreat- a place to get away from activity 
and noise. Less is more!  “

64. Alternative #3 is the least appropriate use of 
this lovely piece of land.  SHOULD NOT BE 
CONSIDERED!

65. We need the Dog Park!

66. There are enough untouchable “art” places around 
Monterey that honestly do nothing for the community. 

67. What a terrible thing to do to a beautiful natural space.  
Shame on you for suggesting this alternative!

68. Less attractive overall compared to Alternative 1

69. Please keep the space as natural as possible in 
keeping with the existing Palo Corona Ranch area.  
There are enough park areas already in existence.  
Keep it natural and simple like Garland Park.

70. A stupid alternative designed like a city park instead 
of a rural park

71. Just that I think by partnering with other agencies 
(school, church, etc. in the neighborhood) or seeing 
that they already meet some of the proposed needs, 
we can focus on what is not already available nearby. 
Maybe down the road we’ll find that we need them, 
and can then reconsider. 

72. I like it the best.

73. “I am for keeping it as simple and open and native as 
we can get it. And I will say it again as I have stated 
before.I would like to see the park mostly native open 
space, you have done such a good job with Garland 
Park. 

74. I am very concerned with the attendance of the park. 
I want there to be a limit to how many people can 
attend the park per day. One that allows only parking 
in the designated parking lots and when the parking 
lot is full, the entrance is closed. How do we make 
sure the overflow will not be on Carmel Valley Rd? 
Making it very dangerous like Hwy 1 in the Point 
Lobos corridor.

75. I am concerned with our native area and the amount 
of use and trash that gets left behind. Will we have 
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enough manpower to police it and keep it clean? We 
don’t have enough manpower to keep Point Lobos 
safe. Every busy weekend there are accidents down 
Hwy 1. People are flocking to our area but they don’t 
understand why they are here. They don’t respect the 
land, they throw garbage out of the cars! They use 
the land as a latrine and there is toilet paper strewn all 
up and down our coast. They trample and leave litter 
in our parks. How do we educate all of the people 
who come to visit us? This is the part that upsets me 
the most. We respect our area, we love it, we keep 
it clean. How will we prevent this from happening? 
Its happening right now all along the coast Hwy 1 
from Carmel past Big Sur and there hasn’t been 
anything done about it yet. Bringing more people in 
won’t solve the problems we have in our community 
right now. So let’s try and prevent them from getting 
worse.”

76. This is a horrible idea for this area!  Clearly the 
planners are thinking about a big city park. 

77. Horrible alternative, destroys natural ecosystem!

78. No to encroachment of native landscapes/biomes 
by entertainment-themed alterations.  This is another 
form of paving over one of our few remaining native 
landscapes!

79. Needs better trail connectivity to surrounding areas 
so that people do not have to drive.

80. My least favorite of the three alternatives

81. Love all these ideas!

82. It doesn’t have anything to do with convening with 
nature. It just looks like a city park. I don’t care for it 
at all. I give it a zero. I don’t like it. Keep it native....

83. The less development of the area the better. The 
more emphasis on learning and connecting to natural 
elements, feeling the breeze, watching leaves fall, 
seeing mushrooms spring up after the rain - these 
are the valuable and irreplaceable gifts of the natural 
world that we are loosing touch with. This is where 
we can find “wellness”. As we work the heal the rest 
of nature, we heal ourselves as part of nature. 

84. Meditation and oneness can happen in unadulterated 
nature as easily,  if not better, than in a sculpted and 
manicured setting.

85. “This alternative should explicitly include trail and bike 
path connectivity.“

86. Thanks for all the planning and work going into this 
project.

87. It doesn’t feel like the best use of the space. 

88. Keep it as natural as possible

89. If dogs are on the walking trails, please require 
leashes.

90. Is there any alternative without a dog park

91. exercise use should include a bike path or trail

92. Keep it native and open. To enjoy nature you do 
not need all this manmade construction that needs 

constant update and only encourages too many cars 
and too much activity.

93. Most of these ideas are totally inappropriate for an 
open space park.

94. I do not see any choices in the plan for a liking a 
multiuser trail to lead to the main area of the park

95. Like alternative 2, too urban.

96. horrible alternative!  turns beautiful open space into 
manicured art gallery of questionable value

97. In this Park, I wouldn’t want there to be a mowed 
area of any sort for Outdoor Wellness/Community 
Event Space or any other use other than such uses 
as an Outdoor Amphitheater, a Group Picnic Area, 
or Dog Park(s) -- There will probably be Indoor 
Community Event/Gathering Space(s) that could 
possibly be rented for a Wellness/Community Event.  
Also, I wouldn’t want there to be a Community 
Garden, Sensory Garden, Fitness and/or Meditation 
Course, or Sculpture/Interactive Art Installation 
because I believe that such installations are 
inappropriate for Palo Corona Park, and would be 
better suited to a more developed setting, such as a 
city park.

98. Alt 3 - 4+ acre dog park

99. Alt 3 dog park is the best design

100. In option 3, there is very little restoration.

101. Entry road on Alt 3 is great idea - easier for buses.  
Old road coul dbe parking for dog park users

102. Art in park: perm/temp? 

103. Art in park = natural area/except at front of park 
which is maintained

104. No “art in the park” - nature is the best art!

WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 12
WRITE-IN RESPONSES



46  |  PALO CORONA REGIONAL PARK  
       PUBLIC WORKSHOP #2 SUMMARY

    

WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 13
QUESTION 13 : DO YOU FEEL THIS PROCESS FOR THE PALO CORONA REGIONAL PARK GENERAL 
DEVELOPMENT PLAN IS HEADING IN THE RIGHT DIRECTION?

Public Workshop Online Survey
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WRITE-IN RESPONSES
QUESTION 13 : DO YOU FEEL THIS PROCESS FOR 
THE PALO CORONA REGIONAL PARK GENERAL 
DEVELOPMENT PLAN IS HEADING IN THE RIGHT 
DIRECTION?

1. There are three different directions.

2. Keep mountain bikes out. dogs leashed at all times 
outside of dog park. 

3. continue use of the Clubhouse ballrooms for current 
WACMB luncheon meetings. 

4. I highly recommend a disc golf course be 
incorporated into each of the three alternate plans. 
Fitness course are rarely used and disc golf is the 
fastest growing outdoor sport in the world with a 
very large community/player base in the county and 
the surrounding areas. I am from San Luis Obispo 
County and travel to Monterey at least 4 times per 
year just to play the courses up there... another one 
would make this area a mecha for disc golfers around 
the globe. 

5. I think it might be clearer if you explained the plan 
as “the front door to Palo Corona”, with parking and 
entrance to the trails to the larger area.  

6. It seems as though the people who have made all 
these suggestions, though well intended have not 
actually been there and had the experience already 
- there’s very little to improve upon and while some 
things may be good like the Firefighting staging area 
less is certainly more in the case of Palo Corona - 
most of the things suggested here would perhaps be 
better suited to the wild areas of Ford Ord. 

7. The balance between preserving/restoring natural 
spaces, community gathering, and active areas 
seems key. Because I am a disc golfer, I highly 
recommend that sport as an effective way to 
promote exercise and community activity without 
radically reshaping natural areas.

8. Again, I want to be sure that there will be continued 
use of the Clubhouse ballrooms for current club 
banquet fundraisers.  And, again, we cannot 
discriminate against “family members.”  If someone 
considers their dog to be family, their dog should 
have all the rights of someone else’s family.

9. Please consider incorporating Disc Golf in all of the 
planning options. Disc golf is a low-cost non invasive 
activity that can be thoughtfully included in any park 
design.

10.  It’s clear that a lot of excellent work has gone 
into this.  I think it is the land that is beautiful; that 
restoration is what’s necessary.  I would like to see 
less done to fuss up any part of open space. Less is 
better. 

11. Disc Golf Course

12. I think if inclusive housing is part of this project it 
should not allow new kids into the carmel school 
district because we can’t serve the ones we have.  
The kids who are living in substandard housing 

WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 13
within the district should be given priority to inclusive 
housing in this project 

13. This process seems completely out of control. Why 
would you even consider elements that are so 
outside of the Park Districts scope. Garland park 
is a perfect example of what is right with the Park 
District: a park that is 99% hiking trails with a few 
interprative signs and benches. The new visitor 
center and arboretum look like failures that are barely 
maintained, please keep this in mind when planning a 
new park!

14. This survey seems awkward to fill out.  

15. It’s still a bit of a design grab-bag but I appreciate the 
emphasis on habitat restoration and protection and 
allowing for people to improvise their activities (for 
instance the way the community uses the beach: 
fitness, meditation, dogs, communion with nature, 
picnics, surfing, without delineating: here’s where 
you commune and meditate, here’s where you play). 
Don’t fill in this beautiful space with too many pre-
set activities but allow the community to create their 
own experiences while protecting the natural habitat 
that is hosting us.

16. Don’t like limited nature of survey process and out of 
state design teams lack of knowledge and sensitivity 
to local environment and culture but alternative 1 and 
alternative 3 are better than I expected from this 
team.  Will wait and see what the next step brings. 

17. I think the Rancho Canada ballroom space be used for 
WACMB luncheons/lectures because they are of high 
educational value to our community.

18. When is palo corona going to be open to more than 
just a handful of permitted visitors per day. Although 
it is awesome that these open spaces are preserved 
into perpetuity, when will the public be able to enjoy 
them. These were purchased with piblic funding. The 
time, energy, and money that has gone into these 
nice park upgrades are trivial compared to basic 
elements like getting parking and enhanced access 
for Palo corona park. 

19. in general I would say “yes”, but some of the 
traditional local heritage is lacking---ie. no ranch or 
native heritage has been addressed nor incorporated.   
I think educating the youth in outdoor activities 
including camping, horticulture and ranch activities is 
very important.   

20. looking for long trails for running/hiking

21. Maintain sustainable targeted livestock grazing. 
Grazing animals are an excellent asset to include in 
management of these native uplands and riparian 
areas.

22. disc golf 

23. “I only heard about this process ‘word-of-mouth’ 
when my dog-friends were lobbying to fill out a 
survey to get ‘another dog park near the South Bank 
trail’ . Although I am a dog owner, I think we have 
plenty of dog opportunities (Carmel Beach, Garland 
etc) and realize we always want more, but generally 
do not consider the opportunity cost. I therefore 
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ignored the plea, not realizing that I actually forewent 
providing input for the Palo Corona Regional Park 
Development . 

24. Community input is one of the hardest inputs to 
obtain, so this Survey Monkey tool may be useful. I 
am not sure about representation, however, knowing 
how I was lobbied before your first survey and how I 
heard about it...”

25. “Not sure - there is perhaps a tiny bit of overlap such 
as gardens, dog park, picnic areas and

26. trails of some kind, but 3 quite different focuses 
alternatives.  Is the goal here to just find

27. what is most desired from each and then blend 
together?  “

28. Input from the public is important, but the impact of 
these various wish lists is not evaluated in this survey, 
nor is the issue of how the Palo Corona Ranch will 
be able to maintain its uniqueness and natural scenic 
and historic values. 

29. You need a listening tour.  You yak, and then listen 
to 10 minutes of public comment.  How about next 
time you just show up, listen, and answer a few 
questions from the people you work for?  Your ideas 
are not popular with the taxpayers who live in your 
district.  We don’t believe that the opinions of those 
who live outside the district are relevant.  We are 
not interested in attracting tourists or neighboring 
counties and increasing crowding and traffic.  We 
don’t need another Pt. Lobos traffic nightmare, or to 
be crowded out of our parks by events and a deluge 
of non locals.  If that happens, you will lose taxpayer 
support and with it, your funding!!!!!!!!!!!!!!

30. The development of this park will enrich the lives 
of many more people than had been using the golf 
course. It’s great for the area.

31. Leaving the park in as natural state as possible, with 
well maintained trails  for verying abilities, will provide 
plenty of sensory stimulus. Restoration of rapirian 
areas vital for habitat corridors and flood control. Also 
would be less costly to district for maintenance.

32. Looks like a lot of nice things planned for this space, 
keep up the good work

33. I think for the survey system to work it has to 
be random with an adequate number of surveys 
completed for any conclusions to be drawn. This 
is not the case here. Lobbying and word of mouth 
within interest groups is high and too many residents 
are not even aware that this process is happening. 

34. I wish there was more opportunity to express what 
one likes about a particular plan as well as indicating 
the three things people like least

35. I am not necessarily against any plans I just don’t see 
the real value of any of this.  Let’s just leave nature as 
it is and meant to be.  Thank you.

36. This has not been a transparent enough process -- 
the permitting system for accessing the property is 
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currently an outrageous system limiting public access 
to public lands 

37. We should not develop this area. It is needed for 
habitat for many species. We have plenty of other 
developed land for these proposed activities. 

38. parking?? we already have a huge problem w parking 
on HWY1 around Point Lobos

39. Too much emphasis on use by big groups and visitors.  
No respect for the existing natural, serene beauty.

40. Concerned about special interest group impact on 
planning process and alternatives.

41. Don’t know but would like to retain the Clubhouse 
ballrooms for meetings such as Rotary and World 
Affairs Council Monterey Bay. Is a great venue and 
the only remaining one of its kind in Carmel.

42. Too many deviations from natural habitat and added 
people and car exhaust pollution.

43. 3 distinct proposals with some overlapping elements.  
I worry a little about maintenance with some of the 
suggestions and hope there’s a good maintenance 
budget.  Making this property a draw for all ages and 
a unique community asset is a huge opportunity

44. I think retaining of 18 hole golf would pay/return 
enough funds to maintain the remaining land. PARK 
SYSTEM DOES NOT HAVE/GENERATE ENOUGH  
FUNDS TO maintain EXITING PROPERTIES/STAFF! 
NO MORE  TAX $$$   

45. I do hope you will lave the clubhouse event rooms 
open for community and social lunches such as the 
World Affairs Council, rotary clubs and the like.

46. I think it is taking too long.  I want to have access 
to Palo Corona park from the old east course with 
parking at the clubhouse.

47. I feel that there is pressure to reduce the 
organizational meeting space and that for community 
indoor events, which we presently have. There aren’t 
any other reasonably priced or sized options for 
groups like the World Affairs Council meetings, which 
are monthly.  WAC has over 400 members.  If this 
space is taken away, we have no where to go within 
our parameters.

48. There should be a clubhouse or other facility for 
World Affairs Council luncheons/lectures.

49. It is critical to the future of the World Affairs 
Council of Monterey Bay that our monthly speaker 
luncheons continue to be held at the Rancho Canada 
clubhouse, that the public address system be made 
reliable (which it is not), and that the food service 
be improved.   -- Ron Nelson, Board Member, World 
Affairs Council.

50. Seems the final plan is a forgone conclusion and that 
you are presenting versions of the same ordained 
plan. 

51. Keep an indoor space for monthly community 
luncheon and lecture programs.

52. There is no mention of how the Rancho Canada club 
house will fit in the development plan.

WRITE-IN RESPONSES
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53. I like the ability for the public to comment, but the 3 
plans are so different and it seems more of a menu 
rather than set plans to work from would make more 
sense.

54. The continuation of a community event center for 
local nonprofits to meet is important to me, as well 
as maintain open space

55. I was sad to lose the Golf Course.  I am HORRIFIED 
to lose the Rancho Canada Clubhouse.

56. I am very impressed with the creativity exemplified 
by the many options...all good

57. The three alternatives are too much alike.  Native 
Open Space although overall the most wanted/
expressed need is not well addressed.  Too much 
effort into creating “amusements” and I do not 
think Carmel Valley wants an amusement park.  
Consideration of Neighborhood/Regional Trail 
Connectivity is supposed to be a priority and the 
so-called access trails on the slide is not access at 
all.  The 100+ dogs at Hacienda Carmel will have to 
be driven and owner parking provided even tho the 
Hacienda is right next door.  The over two mile hike 
over the South Bank Trail and then all the way up to 
the Canada dog park areas is absurd and without any 
foresight.

58. Cutting off the promised meeting and meal space for 
current clubs and nonprofits who use the ballrooms 
is a huge problem. Despite the $10 million dollars 
that the taxpayers voted on for the Parks Department, 
your plan to build a tunnel under Carmel Valley Road 
to connect Rancho Canada with Jacks Peak will cost 
millions. You can provide a community service by 
allowing our local clubs to continue to meet there....
and it provides a revenue stream for you. 

59. Use of the present building (the old tennis shop/
restaurant) for continued rental to local service 
organizations, and for weddings....  Could be a good 
fundraiser for the parks department and a great 
resource for the community as well.

60. very passive park developments, add additional 
sports 

61. Because you have completely eliminated the choice 
of the main building staying in use for nonprofit and 
club meetings with meals and fundraisers, you have 
done our local clubs a huge disservice.  Very sneaky. 

62. I visit this area several days a week.  It is already 
being used by people trying to get some exercise and 
meditate.  Leave it native and open

63. Develop park with the greatest good for the greatest 
number of people, like running and walking trails that 
will bring people to the park. They would also be 
low cost to build and maintain. Special interest ideas 
can be developed as popularity increases and funds 
are available.  Keep Rancho building open for the 
community. 

64. Rancho is the only affordable community facility 
in Carmel Valley and Carmel that can handle large 

WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 13
banquet groups/events/weddings, has amply parking, 
and easy access. We also don’t need  Rancho 
becoming an “over loved” Point Lobos or an over 
populated and unsupervised Toro Park.  We do need 
a community center and open space to enjoy the 
flora and fauna of our beautiful Carmel Valley.

65. “The loudest (special interest groups or those that 
want to destroy any concept of community park) 
or have the most money to influence decisions, 
shouldn’t be the deciding factors for the use of the 
park.  Accepted park management skills, majority 
community consensus, and what is right for the land, 
its use, and preservation should be paramount.  We 
need open space that isn’t over developed by fringe 
groups.  Point Lobos is over loved while Toro Park is 
over populated with little supervision.  I said earlier 
we don’t want this community (peninsula) area to 
become a designation spot for tourists!  Keep the 
community facilities for meeting groups, wedding, 
and special events, etc.

66. Having supervision on site is important to prevent 
abuse of the land, flora and fauna, and wildlife 
observation. 

67. Point Lobos has a serious parking problem on HWY 1, 
we don’t need Carmel Valley Road becoming a similar 
traffic problem.

68. Will there be a curfew?  How will it be enforced? “

69. It is good that you accept our input.

70. Too many propositions for mass gatherings of 
people and too little emphasis on maintaining a 
natural environment.  Please, keep in mind the harm 
that people do, particularly in quantities.  Don’t 
overdevelop!

71. It seems to be too focused on structures and 
suburban uses like fitness trials, community gardens, 
event space, native plant nursery [a totally useless 
concept that duplicates efforts of commercial 
nurseries and Carmel Middle School/Rana Ck, etc.] 
natures playground etc.  Only the dog park will ahcve 
broad community support and extensive use, and it 
is near the road where it should be. Emphasize native 
restoration, Garland Park style nature access and low 
footprint environmental education, plus ensure fishing 
and water play access.

72. I like the initial concepts and will reach out to the 
team to offer more suggestions. 

73. “I’M A BROKEN RECORD.  STOP WITH ALL THE 
PEOPLE ALREADY!!!!

74. LET IT BE A WILD RESTORED HABITAT WITH VERY 
CONTROLLED AND CIRCUMSCRIBED ACCESS BY 
PEOPLE!!!”

75. It would be beneficial for all Carmel area parks if 
consideration could be given for use of the Rancho 
Canada facility as a general area parks welcome, 
orientation, education and transportation hub.  This 
was one of the potential objectives of the Lobos-
Corona Parklands Project, which MPRPD, along with 
California State Parks, Big Sur Land Trust and the 
Point Lobos Foundation is a founding member of.  

WRITE-IN RESPONSES
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76. Keep it simple and natural. Our greatest need is for 
direct contact with nature; so much of our peninsula 
area is modified already.

77. Keep the area natural. Do not develop.

78. I’m mostly concerned about adding “man made” 
stuff to “nature”.  The dog park along a busy road 
way is a good use since trying to get people there to 

“convene” with nature won’t work because it’s not a 
“peaceful” piece of the land proposed with “reflected 
off the hillside on the south side of Carmel Valley 
Road constantly buzzing.   Unlike Carmel’s Dunes 
which has been infested with non native plants and 
trees which they’re working hard to mitigate, this land 
is rapidly reverting to nature from being a golf course.  
I personally had no issue with it being a golf course, 
but since it’s not going to be anymore, just let “nature 
take it’s course”!  

79. There seems to be a pre-conceived idea of Park 
development that does not reflect what the majority 
of the public desires for Palo Corona.  Therefore 
you are suggesting uses that  encourage over 
development and will destroy the natural beauty 
of the land.  Palo Corona is not an event center nor 
a outdoor gym for fitness.  It is a fragile place that 
offers a vanishing glimpse of wildness and a chance 
to educate children about nature.

80. Dog park a must but I liked the Alternative #1 the 
best

81. I don’t see anything in the plans that includes 
mountain bike trails. Although I think there are 
some good ideas and some good plans, dedicated 
mountain bike and/or multi-use trails would be a great 
addition. There are limited opportunities for mountain 
biking in that area, and it would be great to add that 
as an option. Thank you for your consideration.

82.  It depends on the timing and results.  MPRPD has 
taken far too long to provide good public access to 
the Palo Corona areas: even building an expensive, 

“cattle chute” like trail to a dead end.  Provide 
immediate public benefit (access) and work on the 
amenities (bells and whistles) as time and resources 
permit.  

83. I really can’t tell.  I do think it is nice to see an actual 
process as opposed to fait accompli.  What I’m a little 
concerned is 70% of the responses are from 60+ 
ages and young families are not choosing what they 
would be using.  

84. Traffic considerations and  impacts are not front and 
center in design makeup. Creating a recreational 
‘activities” area and offering  new reasons and 
attractions for people and tourists to come will 
adversely impact the lives of residents living along 
the valley road . 

85. The simplest solution is often the best solution.  Don’t 
spend time and money developing outdoor structures.  
Just open up the existing trails in the backcountry.  
We need more unfettered open space available to us 
all.

86. too slow--finally making some progress tho after 
decade plus of nothing getting done--well--meetings 
and surveys then too--I had thought we’d all be 
enjoying these areas six to eight years ago!

87. “I don’t think so. You’re creating activities and 
destinations (dog park, camping , group and 
educational activities, biking , horses) that will 
attract many visitors and cars and school buses 
that will transform what is beautiful and simple and 
SPECIAL into busyness, distraction and noise. All 
these activities you wish to insert into these empty 
lands are available in multiple locations nearby. Why 
not create something that is truly unique in a world 
that moves too fast - what about giving ourselves 
and our children the space to DISCOVER nature and 
awe. State parks services are  so intent on TELLING 
people what “”nature is””, and what’s ‘important””, 
like nature and awe can be downloaded into a human 
being. Nature and the sense of awe can only be 
discovered! Create something more with these lands 
, like “”nothing”” so people can wander and discover 
something inside themselves- they don’t need more 
signs TELLING  them stuff and more programed 
activities. What people need more than anything is a 
place to just wander and BE - That is rare and unique 
and worth preserving ! Obviously you’re going to do 
stuff - but let’s exercise some restraint! ! 

88. I don’t see how attracting a barking dog park (sound 
does carry! )  possibly fits in with those wanting 
to listen to the sounds nature and quiet.  Hopefully 
drones will be prohibited. Thanks      “

89. Get the Dog Park!

90. Thanks for listening.  What an exciting opportunity to 
enrich our community.  

91. Please include a large fenced off dog park

92. None of the alternatives focuses on natural habitat.  
Each one has some additional structures for human 
activity that requires lots of money and maintenance.

93. Traffic concerns need to be in the forefront.  Highway 
One and Carmel Valley Road are at a service level of 
F.  We don’t need more development.  We need to 
stop and let the natural environment heal.

94. Much more communication regarding the planning 
process required. Very few members of community 
aware planning phase is underway.

95. Your work on this is to be commended. Very well 
done. Please do not over-design and endeavor to 
attract a large number of people. MEarth, Point 
Lobos, Garland Park, Jack’s Peak etc. - there are 
many private, public and community venues in the 
Monterey area. Use what we have very efficiently. 
Consider the already over-traveled CV Road, 
Highway 1, Highway 68, its neighborhood. More 
is not necessarily better. Put the egos of the park 
district officials aside and do what is best for your 
neighborhood and for ours. Thank You.

96. No alternative was presented that only focused on 
passive enjoyment of natural beauty.  Even the first 
alternative dedicates way too much space and money 
on special interest areas.

WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 13
WRITE-IN RESPONSES



51  |  PALO CORONA REGIONAL PARK  
       PUBLIC WORKSHOP #2 SUMMARY

    

97. I feel that there’s lots of possibilities and it’s good to 
consider them all. I think that with the hundreds of 
acres, no real need will be left out.

98. Really appreciate all the information being provided 
with maps and photos and detailed survey questions.   
Thank you for your work 

99. At minimum, I think it is important to provide access 
to the entire trail network of the front and back 
property.  Other uses should be carefully vetted in 
light of their potential impact on traffic and noise.  

100. The survey should intentionally seek answers from a 
younger demographic.

101. The survey seems to confirm that the Park District 
already has an excellent model for uses of Palo 
Corona in its operation of popular Garland Park. 

102. I don’t believe any of the plans adequately restore the 
natural open space.

103. If this is to serve as a trailhead for equestrians there 
is not enough parking. If another location has been 
identified please so state.

104. For the most part I agree.  I would like to see 
structures kept to a minimum!

105. Some kind of walking and bicycling path connecting 
the east (Carmel Valley Road area) and west 
(Highway 1) ends of the park is important for 
transportation and recreational purposes.  

106. I don’t know why you brought this design company 
into help us design our park. They don’t seem like a 
good fit for us. Why didn’t you pick someone local 
who lives here and knows our area? We are the 
people who use these parks and we are the people 
who pay for these parks.

107. Planners are clueless, trying to build an urban park in 
a rural community.

108. Planners seem to be stuck on the idea of an urban 
park, have no respect for rural nature of community.  

109. It seems inevitable.  Folks start thinking of 
improvements:  picnic areas, group gatherings, 
structures, and so on.  Keep lower PC accessible to 
bikes, joggers, dogs, picnickers, etc., but keep upper 
PC rustic and quiet.  Sometimes the best way to 

“improve on nature” is to leave nature alone.

110. The default of all three plans involves intrusive 
alteration of native landscapes and ecosystems, 
effectively implementing the program of urban 
parks (as depicted in several mock-up images of 
proposed improvements).  The Monterey region is 
overbuilt.  It is ecologically threatened, by wildfires, 
searise, climate change.  We must preserve 
what natural open space remains in the region.  
NO to all proposals for intrusive and denaturing 

“improvements” in our open spaces!

111. Glad you included this survey. Hope it’s taken into 
consideration.

112. Better paved trail connectivity to surrounding land/
community so that people have the option to walk or 
bike to the park instead of being forced to drive.

113. Hopefully.  If it includes equestrian staging area for 
trail access.

114. Has anyone thought about a place for children to 
safely ride bikes?

115. I think All of Monterey County should ballot vote on 
the three different ideas.

116. Community input is always important to me.

117. I don’t know how many of the elements mentioned in 
the survey will be included in the final plans, but there 
are many good ideas and I hope many will of these 
ideas will be used.  It can be done in stages over the 
next 15 years. A dog park and emergency area seem 
to be priorities to me.

118. I don’t know enough about the community nearest 
the area to feel I can choose the best alternative. I 
would think that community should have the major 
voice.

119. Keep it as natural as it can be. You will scare all the 
animals away and people will not observe real nature. 
It looks like dismalland or Disneyland.

120. Great job on organizing and thoughtful and skillful 
presentation of the alternatives. The fact that you ask 
this question is an indication of this thoughtfulness 
and skill!

121. We really need to take advantage of the new well 
accessed areas for mountain biking and family biking 
as well as walking. Garland Ranch and Garza have 
plenty of horse space, so we need more for non-
horse people, especially Kid-Friendly and bike-friendly 
space.

122. The former Rancho Canada Golf Course is a lovely, 
flat piece of land & is a nice spot where older, less 
physically fit people can enjoy an outing, and maybe 
even walk their dogs in a safe area.

123. I agree with the general process but just want to 
caution that certain land/riparian areas needs to be 
restored and left without development

124. I’m concerned that, other than Alternative 1, the uses 
being imagined don’t reflect the highest and best use 
of the property for the entire MPRPD constituency. 

125. Keep the area as natural as possible

126. Proposing way too much development in all three 
alternatives.

127. Open space and parks should be just that - not a way 
to drum up business.  The idea of weddings, etc. is 
off-putting.

128. Depends on what alternative you pick. #1 is right 
direction but #2 is not. #3 is in the middle.

129. Each elements of the alternatives has merit.  It 
seems there there is general consensus around 
several element, e.g., dog park

130. Kudos for the emphasis on getting community 
involvement and buy-in through each step of 
the process.  MPRPD has the opportunity to do 
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something unique with the Rancho Canada property 
and provide a community developed and community 
focused resource.  Let’s hope that actual use of the 
property doesn’t devolve to biking and hiking and dog 
walking — all uses that people want when they get 
outdoors — but there are other parks in Monterey 
County that provide those uses.

131. I truly appreciate the sensitivity and collaboration 
involved in this development plan.  It is truly excellent 
work in utilizing the public process

132. Please consider a bike trail/path through Palo Corona 
that would connect with the river trail toward Quail 
Lodge. It is a safety issue for cyclists who should be 
able to enter from Hiway 1 and continue to Carmel 
Valley without interacting with busy Rio rd.,Carmel 
rancho blvd and Carmel Valley rd. traffic. Please help 
bike riders by allowing them to pass though Palo 
Corona to the existing bike trail to the East. The park 
should be a shared use area.

133. At this time it’s hard to say. I haven’t seen or heard 
anything about allowing off road cyclist access or 
plans for multi use trails. Why would I, as a cyclist, 
allow any further tax increases for the parks district, 
if I am not allowed to ride the trails on my bike in a 
responsible manner.

134. I don’t think the community is very informed 
about the process.  I mentioned the study to other 
community members and they didn’t know anything 
about it.  My concern is that there is a limited 
demographic being involved that does not reach 
the whole community.  Maybe advertise meetings 
and survey at the local Safeway (as Cal Fire did with 
community outreach) on a “sandwich board” or 
easel?  

135. At least you are asking the public this time.

136. I think it’s spiraling out of control with completely 
inappropriate ideas- you should keep it simple with 
preservation of habitat & open space.

137. The Carmel River Steelhead fish population fifty 
years ago numbered in the thousands. That’s not the 
case anymore. We need to include their plight in the 
restroration process and include educational kiosk’s 
to inform and educate the general public, especially 
the kids. 

138. have larger off leash dog parks 

139. Would it be helpful for the plan if survey was created 
to note the reasons why some choices in each 
category weren’t checked?  Those answers have 
the potential to be be very clear about why the ‘not 
favorites’ were decided upon 

140. “I was at the last meeting and really disappointed how 
selfish and negative some of the comments were 
from those in attendance who seem to not want 
many people to come and enjoy the outdoor benefits 
of the proposed park. Shouldn’t we be encouraging 
more people to get outdoors and enjoy the park both 
at this location and further into the park?

141. I thought the presenters did a good job of managing 
some of the comments”

142. Too many alternatives are suitable for an urban 
environment, not Carmel/Carmel Valley.

143. I want to access Palo Corona properties to hike 
without a permit. Where were hiking trail access 
points in these alternatives?

144. Alternatives developed to satisfy special interest 
groups.  No alternative developed that incorporates 
the preferences of the first survey.  System seems 
rigged.

145. I think the team is doing a great job listening to the 
public.

146. I believe that this process is generally headed in 
the right direction because of its overall goals (as 
expressed by the District’s General Manager at 
Meeting #2), and because of the district’s serious 
consideration of public input.

WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 13
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WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 14
QUESTION 14 : DO YOU FEEL THAT MPRPD IS DOING A GOOD JOB MANAGING THE PLANNING PROCESS 
FOR PALO CORONA REGIONAL PARK?

Public Workshop Online Survey
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WRITE-IN RESPONSES
QUESTION 14 : DO YOU FEEL THAT MPRPD IS DOING 
A GOOD JOB MANAGING THE PLANNING PROCESS 
FOR PALO CORONA REGIONAL PARK?

1. It seems MPRPD is getting away from its mission of 
simply preserving and protecting open space.  Keep 
it simple!

2. I don’t really know much about the process or 
MPRPD’s management.  I’d like to see more hiking 
trails in the back area opened up.

3. continue use of the Clubhouse ballrooms for current 
WACMB luncheon meetings. 

4. It has taken much too long.  We should have had 
access to Palo Corona, including the back country, 
sooner.  

5. “It seems that MPRPD has all the right intentions - the 
democratic process of inviting suggestions from the 
public is also a noble one but in this case it really 
does seem as though the “”public”” have over 
thought it 

6. and most of the suggestions would degrade rather 
than improve the environment which is what Palo 
Corona’s greatest asset is.  This is all expressed with 
the greatest respect and appreciation for what our 
area has and what and what MPRPD has done all 
over the county in tasteful and insightful ways.

7. It’s interesting and revealing to see that at the end 
of the survey we are left with a beautiful photo of an 
undisturbed meadow with pristine mountains in the 
background with their magical allure - I rest my case “

8. Prejudice of any sort should never be allowed for 
lands funded by public tax money - discriminating 
against one person’s “family member or beloved 
dog” should not be allowed, even if some people are 
prejudiced towards only human family members.

9. You are not being faithful to your mission of keeping 
open space parks (that do not have playgrounds, 
playing fields and excess facilities that cost too much 
money and overtax a very thin workforce.

10. We trust MPRPD but not the non-local, generic 
design team and hope the MPRPD will guide the 
process toward responsible stewardship.

11. MPRPD board is great and other regional parks are 
great so am hoping the board will direct the design 
team in the right direction for our community.

12. As stated, the WACMB should be allowed to 
continue holding luncheon lecutures in the ballroom 
space of Rancho Canada.

13. Please refer to previous comment. Open it up. Is a 
lack of access really better than several large privately 
held parcels?

14. as a general suggestion I think that placing some 
picnic areas near the dog parks would enhance the 
experience for families with dogs who would like to 
let their canines “unwind” while the family picnics.    
As I have expressed in the past I am somewhat 

WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 14
dismayed as are many of my neighbors that our 
notification of public meetings or questionaire 
requests have come from sources outside of MPRPD 
at the 9th hour.  I am not sure why this occurs as 
many of us have attended meetings and have given 
contact information.

15. disc

16. “Not sure I noticed any notice for meetings etc.  
I’ve been aware because of other organizations 
involvement (BSLT, CNPS) 

17. Sure have come up with alot of alternative uses - that 
is positive”

18. They are asking for input, which is good. The resulting 
plans are a big question mark.

19. “Again, you need a listening tour.

20. Your tax paying residents are not being listened to.

21. Scale back your grandiose plans, fire the expensive 
consultants, mow and repair trails, ticket folks who 
litter and have their dogs off leash.  Collect trash, 
repair fences, clean restrooms, buy toilet paper.  
Don’t expand.  You haven’t got money.  You should 
probably lease the commercial kitchen to a caterer.  It 
is set up for indoor receptions in the ballrooms.  Care 
should be taken to host the receptions at night, when 
the park is closed, to facilitate parking for weddings.  
If the caterer wanted to serve sit down lunches in the 
dining room, it would depend on parking.   Otherwise, 
the caterer might be able to deliver meals to stores 
for resale, cater parties in homes, or sell there 
products elsewhere.  To go meals would create too 
much trash.  When people pack a picnic from home, 
they use their containers and take them home.  “

22. I really like how much community input is been used 
to assess the best course of action for the park.

23. The alternatives 1,2 & 3, don’t seem all that different.  
Often the same photos were used to depict a 
particular idea for different alternatives, so one has to 
rely more on the written description to get a sense 
of what the alternative would include and often the 
wording is much the same.  I think the whole use of 
the clubhouse should be broken out into a separate 
questionnaire.   There is also little connectivity to the 
back range of the park and this is important.  And 
what happened to the idea of opening this park up 
to challenged people with hearing, eyesight, mobiity 
and other constraints.  That theme seems to be lost 
and that is unfortunate.  Would make the park truly 
unique.  

24. The process to date has been disjointed, too much 
time between public meetings and subsequent 
followup, plus the addition of Rancho Canada seems 
to now dominate the planning elements. Should have 
had other public meetings to reflect how Rancho 
Canada changes the planning process. 

25. Designers seemed focused on urban development, 
have no clue what a rural park should be.  We should 
not try to attract more traffic to this area! 

26. Reaching out to the public for comment is a good 
example of this.
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27. I didn’t hear about the progress from the park district 
even though I’m on their mailing list for board 
meetings. Seems like they would have sent that list 
notices about the planning meetings. I did attend 
early planning meetings, so I would have assumed I 
was on a mailing list from those. Sorry that I missed 
out in contributing to the designs.

28. Difficult task; theme and general look might indicate 
more potential development than I support.

29. Same as above #13.

30. Too much.

31. where is the money coming from?

32. YOU HAVE TOO MUCH PROPERTY NOW TO 
MAINTAIN, OVERSEE, PROTECT ETC ETC!

33. Taking too long

34. MPRPD should maintain a facility or clubhouse 
for the non-profit World Affairs Council to have its 
monthly luncheons/lectures.

35. Clearly they don’t do a close review of the 
consultants work before the public meetings. 

36. This obviously serves a handful of do-gooders who 
are overly optimistic about its need/use.  We have 
Garland Park and Point Lobos.  WE DO NOT NEED 
THIS!!!

37. No, because you have hidden a choice in both 
Surveys and Workshops...the use of the clubhouse 
for current local clubs to use the ballrooms for meals, 
events and meetings. 

38. Continue using the old tennis shop and restaurant for 
special events like weddings, rental to local service 
clubs (Rotary, Kiwanis...) to raise funds for the parks 
dept and support local organizations.

39. Because you are so sneaky. When you announced 
plans for the building, you never mentioned 
eliminating our meeting and fundraising location. 

40. I read about the survey in the weekly and I am glad I 
did.  This park is a jewel and it deserves to stay that 
way

41. You still need to more adequately advertise the 
meetings and survey opportunities.

42. Develop park with the greatest good for the greatest 
number of people. Special interest ideas can be 
developed as popularity increases and funds are 
available.  Keep Rancho building open for the 
community. 

43. MPRPD does a great job in general.

44. See above.  Too much emphasis on development 
and not enough on nature.  You need to focus on 
protecting the beauty and the wildlife from the 
hordes.

45. It seems that MPRPD is superimposing some of 
its desires on the project that, may not be shared 
by the majority of the community that pays the bills 
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and funds the district.  Be client focused unless it is 
clealry inappropriate/illegal/infeasible to do so.

46. You are my friends!  Of course.  

47. I LIKE THAT YOU’RE BOTHERING TO ASK US, 
BUT I FEEL THE ORIGINAL INTENT OF WILD 
SPACE IS BEING POLLUTED BY ATTEMPTS TO 
OVERDEVELOP AND MULTIUSE FOR EVERYBODY 
AND THEIR BROTHER.  I WANT A SAFE AND 
PROTECTED SPACE TO RIDE MY HORSE, IN A 
RESTORED WILDLIFE AREA.

48. Very good job with community outreach and soliciting 
comments - 

49. If you’re taking away the 57-parking spaces at Palo 
Corona and only going to use them for “special 
events.” MPRPD should think about putting in bicycle 
racks along the entrance of Hwy 1. Also, bicycle 
racks should be put in along Carmel Valley Rd. at the 
Rancho Canada facility. 

50. Please speed up the process - I acknowledge 
government needs to be “methodical” and allow 
everyone to input, but sometimes, it’s just slow 
unnecessarily.

51. The surveys and public meetings are welcome.  If, 
however, MPRPD has already decided what should 
be done and is going to ignore public input, the 
process is not an honest one.  There are special 
interests lobbying for various uses, and that taints the 
planning process.  Please listen to what the majority 
of the taxpayers and public have to say in devising 
these plans.

52. widen the parameters to include current use by local 
organizations

53. MPRPD was not practiced/prepared at the 
presentation I saw.  Survey results were not well 
understood by presenters.

54. see above

55. slow

56. Dog Park!

57. Shame on you for trying to force special interest 
group agendas onto the park!

58. Your doing a good job, but limit the use and the 
number of people it will attract. “If you build it, they 
will come”. Let the proposed park area be not a 
magnet like the Monterey Aquarium, the Wharf, the 
new convention center, the resorts, event centers, 
wine tasting rooms etc. Be wise and downsize the 
Alternatives. Please!

59. Seems like designers can only imagine big city parks.  
Every alternative involves way too much building and 
habitat destruction.

60. YES!

61. Adding the Disc Golf option is a step in the right 
direction!

62. Much of the survey results could be anticipated by 
the Park District’s experienced staff.  Let’s get on 
with opening Palo Corona.

WRITE-IN RESPONSES
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63. There should be more than 3 alternatives.

64. I don’t believe the answers to our questions at 
the meetings have been answered properly. The 
presenter’s know how to talk and always goes off 
topic and never addresses our concerns or gives a 
solid answer. We feel like we don’t really matter. We 
have been made to feel that we are biased because 
we live in the area or that we are too old to make 
any real decisions. Why shouldn’t we who show 
up to these meetings be respected the most? We 
actually take the time out of our days to be informed 
and have true concerns about what happens in our 
neighborhoods? We respect and love this land. How 
will you preserve this for us?

65. Planners seem to have an agenda, catering to special 
interest groups, not responsive to park neighbors.

66. Planners have failed to provide an alternative that 
restores the land to a natural state and minimizes 
expensive improvements designed to attract tourists 
and outside groups.

67. Seeking many opinions on many options, a good 
thing.  The risk is that the plan becomes overly 
ambitious.

68. I think All Monterey County residents should be able 
to vote in an election on which alternative they would 
like.

69. Is this an area with relatively little nighttime light 
pollution? If so, I  personally would appreciate 
camping areas and some sort  of ranger program to 
facilitate star-watching. 

70. No. They are ruining a beautiful place and turning 
it into central city park. Go back to New York City 
planners.

71. Ditto to above. Well done!

72. Please keep the area as natural as possible

73. Proposing more development than desirable.

74. One area of improvement would be some sort of 
news letter discussing progress

75. “Please open at least a few existing golf cart paths 
to the public SOON. Also, at the same time, please 
open at least one set of public restrooms.

76. I hope the waiting public will not be denied access 
until every single issue is resolved and each and 
every decision made!!”

77. See comment above.

78. “Why can’t bicycles use the trail from Highway 1 to 
the river trail that allows bikes?

79. Garland park is an excellent example of mixed use 
with bicycles included.”

80. See above comment.

81. While I think the community participatory design 
is fantastic, I think MPRPD is failing to reach out or 
communicate with the full community.  The MPRPD 
email list is inadequate as many people use MPRPD 
facilities but may have never been to their website or 

registered for emails.  A remedy could be to involve 
the local schools/PTOs, or put up a sign in Carmel 
Valley Village or at Garland Ranch about the study 
and meetings.  It seems the audience (at least at the 
meetings) is demographically skewed.  

82. Infirmation including dates of meetings is not well 
known, thus much fewer attending

83. This process seems to be driven by some bizarre 
process to over think, over spend and simply do the 
unnecessary.

84. Very well done; however, survey responses render 
only statistics. Stats are a wee bit misleading as they 
are proving more and more often to be inaccurate.
Thus the suggestion above to add brief explanations 
what considerations are behind a no-check circle.  
Have I confused you enough?  email: nomoh8ing@
gmail.com  if you wish.   

85. The group you have brought in to advise you are 
urban planners. Ideas aren’t suitable for our area.

86. Saying the right things, but not responsive to 
community preferences.  The planners seem to want 
to turn this into an urban park rather than a rural/
natural park.

WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - QUESTION 14
WRITE-IN RESPONSES
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PALO CORONA REGIONAL PARK PUBLIC WORKSHOP # 3
The following is a summary of public comment and input from Public Workshop #3, held in Seaside on February 7, 2018, 
and Carmel on February 8, 2018. These meetings asked the public to share their thoughts on the Preferred Alternative for 
Palo Corona Regional Park developed from the feedback gathered from Workshop and Survey #1 and #2.

Both preference dot boards and a handout questionnaire was used during the Workshop #3 meetings to survey meeting 
attendants about their preferred elements from each of the design alternatives, and survey questions were later posted 
online for public participation from February 22 through March 16. There were 120 attendees that signed in at the public 
workshops and 77 participants completed their questionnaires, with some choosing not to participate in the dot board 
exercise or hand in their questionnaire. 395 respondents started the online survey, with 339 respondents completing the 
survey.

MEETING QUESTIONNAIRE
The following questionnaire was provided at the public workshop.

INTRODUCTION

CARMEL, CA  •  MONTEREY PENINSULA REGIONAL PARK DISTRICT

Please visit our website at palocorona.org

PALO CORONA REGIONAL PARK

Please circle and/or fill in your answers to the following questions:

1. Where do you live?

 _________________________________________________

2. How did you hear about this meeting?

 _________________________________________________

3. How old are you? _______________________________

4. What elements of the Back Country Unit do you like  
 the best?

 ___________________________________________________

 ___________________________________________________

 ___________________________________________________

5. Any additional comments on the Back Country Unit  
 design?

 ___________________________________________________

 _________________________________________________ 

 ___________________________________________________

6.  What elements of the Front Ranch Unit do you like the  
 best?

 ___________________________________________________

 ___________________________________________________

 ___________________________________________________

7. Any additional comments on the Front Ranch Unit  
 design?

 ___________________________________________________

 _________________________________________________ 

 ___________________________________________________

8. What elements of the Rancho Cañada Unit do you like  
 the best?

 ___________________________________________________

 ___________________________________________________

 ___________________________________________________

COMMENT CARD Workshop #3

Turn over for additional questions
CARMEL, CA  •  MONTEREY PENINSULA REGIONAL PARK DISTRICT
PALO CORONA REGIONAL PARK

7. Any additional comments on the Rancho Cañada Unit  

 design?

 ___________________________________________________

 ___________________________________________________

 ___________________________________________________

 

8. What uses would you like to see happen or continue  

 at the clubhouse? 

 ___________________________________________________

 ___________________________________________________

 ___________________________________________________

9. Do you feel this process for Palo Corona Regional   
 Park GDP is heading in the right direction?

 a. Agree  b. Neutral  c. Disagree

10. Do you feel that MPRPD is doing a good job managing  
 the planning process for Palo Corona Regional Park?

 a. Agree  b. Neutral  c. Disagree

COMMENT CARD Workshop #3

Please visit our website at palocorona.org
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DOT BOARD EXERCISE
Dot boards were posted next to presentation boards to gather input on the preferred elements from the Back Country 
Unit, Front Ranch Unit, and Rancho Cañada Unit Preferred Alternative Plans during the public meetings (examples 
shown below). Each attendant was given a total of nine dots to vote on their top three preferred elements for each plan; 
however, some attendants obtained additional dots which were used to vote more than once for particular items and 
did skew the results of the dot board voting exercise. Pens were also provided at the dot board stations for the public to 
write-in any additional preferred elements during the exercise. The questions were adapted to fit an online survey format 
and provided via an online survey to allow for greater community participation.

INTRODUCTION
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HANDOUT QUESTIONNAIRE AND ONLINE SURVEY
Additionally, a handout questionnaire was used to gather further input, and the following questions were asked on the 
questionnaire during the workshop meetings (examples shown below). The questions were adapted to fit an online 
survey format and provided via an online survey to allow for greater community participation. 

The comments and write-in responses recorded on the questionnaires during the public workshop and provided by online 
survey respondents were combined in this summary and are organized by question. 

INTRODUCTION



4  |  PALO CORONA REGIONAL PARK  
       PUBLIC WORKSHOP and ONLINE SURVEY #3 SUMMARY

    

WORKSHOP AND ONLINE #3 SURVEY - QUESTION 1
QUESTION 1: WHERE DO YOU LIVE?

Public Workshop

Online Survey

13.0%

29.9%

3.9%

28.6%

6.5%

2.6%

7.8%

0.0%

7.8%

0.0% 5.0% 10.0% 15.0% 20.0% 25.0% 30.0% 35.0%

Monterey

Carmel

Carmel Highlands/Big Sur

Carmel Valley/Cachagua

Pacific Grove/Pebble Beach

Seaside/Sand City/Del Rey Oaks

Marina

I do not live in the district

Other (please specify)

12.1%

27.9%

4.6%

24.9%

9.5%

5.1%

4.6%

3.1%

8.2%

0.0% 5.0% 10.0% 15.0% 20.0% 25.0% 30.0% 35.0%

Monterey

Carmel

Carmel Highlands/Big Sur

Carmel Valley/Cachagua

Pacific Grove/Pebble Beach

Seaside/Sand City/Del Rey Oaks

Marina

I do not live in the district

Other (please specify)
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QUESTION 1: WHERE DO YOU LIVE? OTHER 
(PLEASE SPECIFY)

PUBLIC WORKSHOP
1. Aptos

2. Prunedale

3. Prunedale

4. Pacific Meadows

5. San Juan Bautista

6. Prunedale

ONLINE SURVEY
1. Carmel outside city limits

2. Santa Cruz

3. Prunedale

4. South Monterey county

5. Salinas

6. Mid Carmel Valley

7. Santa Barbara, CA

8. North Monterey County

9. Prunedale

10. Highway 68 corridor 

11. Salinas, CA

12. Corral de Tierra

13. Corral de Tierra

14. Quail

15. City of Santa Cruz, upper westside near UCSC

16. Salinas

17. Carmel Valley Village

18. Salinas

19. prunedale

20. Monterey County on former Fort Ord

21. Salinas

22. San Benancio Canyon

23. Hwy 68

24. Corral de Tierra

25. Mid Carmel Valley

26. Lower Carmel Valley (2 miles east of Hwy 1)

27. Castroville

28. Salinas

29. Salinas, CA

30. Salinas

31. San Luis Obispo

32. Carmel, mouth of the valley, zip 93923. We are a 
different group than Carmel 93921. Thank you.

WORKSHOP AND ONLINE #3 SURVEY - QUESTION 1
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WORKSHOP AND ONLINE #3 SURVEY - QUESTION 2
QUESTION 2 : HOW OLD ARE YOU? 

Public Workshop Online Survey

0.8%

3.3%

3.6%

8.9%

19.1%

35.7%

28.6%

0.0% 10.0% 20.0% 30.0% 40.0%

Under 18
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70+
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WORKSHOP AND ONLINE #3 SURVEY - QUESTION 3
QUESTION 3 : HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THIS MEETING/SURVEY? (CHOOSE ALL THAT APPLY)

0.0%

7.8%

0.0%

11.7%

5.2%

0.0%

19.5%

28.6%

0.0%

29.9%

0.0% 5.0% 10.0% 15.0% 20.0% 25.0% 30.0% 35.0%

MPRPD website

Palo Corona website

MPRPD social media

Other social media

Newspaper/Digital Media

Event Flyer

Word of mouth

Palo Corona email list

MPRPD or Let’s Go Outdoors email l ist

Other

Public Workshop

Online Survey

11.1%

27.1%

4.3%

21.5%

2.3%

6.8%

22.8%

13.7%

3.5%

8.9%

30.1%

0.0% 5.0% 10.0% 15.0% 20.0% 25.0% 30.0% 35.0%

MPRPD website

MPRPD or Let's Go Outdoors email list

Palo Corona website

Palo Corona email list

MPRPD social media

Newspaper/Digital Media

Word of Mouth

Other community organization (please specify in comment box below)

Other social media (please specify in comment box below)

Other organization's email list (please specify)

Other (please specify)
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QUESTION # 3 :  OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY)

PUBLIC WORKSHOP
1. Monterey Stinging Jellies Disc Golf Club

2. World Affairs Council

3. Carmel Valley Rotary Club

4. BSLT

5. Big Sur Land Trust’s e-newsletter 

6. Carmel Valley Assn email

7. CVA

8. Carmel Valley newsletter

9. Carmel Valley Assn

10. Garland Park

11. Carmel Valley Assn

12. Dog park email

13. Forwarded email regarding dog park support

14. Pine cone

15. CVA newsletter

16. World Affairs

17. Carmel Valley Women’s Club

18. World Affairs Council of Monterey Bay

19. Neighborhood watch. 

20. Pine cone

21. CVA

22. CVA

23. WAC meeting

24. World Affairs Council

ONLINE SURVEY
1. CVT&SC

2. Carmel Valley Trail and Saddle Club

3. Carmel Valley Trail and Saddle Club

4. World Affairs Council of Monterey Bay

5. CVA

6. CVA

7. CV association and CVT&S club

8. Cvac

9. Carmel Valley Association

10. attending your community meetings

11. World Affairs Council

12. Sunshine Riders

13. facebook

14. Monterey Pennisula Republican Women Fed. & 
World Affairs Council.

15. Monterey Bay Equestrians

16. Monterey Bay Equestrians 

17. CV Trail and Saddle Club

18. Carmel Valley Trail Club 

WORKSHOP AND ONLINE #3 SURVEY - QUESTION 3
19. CVTSC

20. Carmel Valley Trail and Saddle Club

21. CV Trail & Saddle Club

22. Trail and saddle club

23. World’s Affair Council of Monterey

24. Carmel Valley Trail and Saddle Club

25. Carmel Valley Trail and Saddle Club, Facebook page

26. Monterey Bay Equestrians and Carmel Saddle and 
Trail Club

27. Carmel Valley Trail and Saddle Club

28. Facebook share 

29. Big Sur Land Trust

30. Carmel Valley Trail and Saddle Club

31. C.V. Trail and Saddle Club

32. Carmel Valley Trail & Saddle Club

33. My horse club, Monterey Bay Equestrians

34. Carmel Valley Trail and Saddle Club

35. Facebook, Carmel Valley Trail & Saddle Club

36. Carmel Saddle and Trail Clib

37. NEXT DOOR SCHULTE RD

38. Carmel Valley Trail and Saddle Club Member

39. World Affairs Council

40. World Affairs Council of Monterey Peninsula 

41. WAC

42. bslt

43. WAC

44. World Affairs Council

45. email

46. World Affairs Council of the Monterey Bay Area

47. Big Sur land trust

48. Mixed use considerations 

49. World Affairs Council

50. world affairs council (wac)

51. World Affairs Council of Monterey Bay

52. World Affairs Council of Monterey Bay

53. World Affairs Council Monterey Bay

54. World Affairs Council of Monterey Bay

55. Carmel Rotary Club

56. World Affairs Council

57. Not sure on e Mail

58. World Affairs Council of Monterey Bay

59. World Affairs Council, Monterey

60. CVA

61. CVA Newsletter

62. Big Sur Land Trust, Next Door

63. CV Bulletin
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64. CVA

65. CVA

66. Carmel Valley Association

67. Carmel Valley Association

68. CVA

69. BSLT

70. Big Sur Land Trust newsletter

71. Next Door Community post

72. Big Sur Land Trust

73. forwarded email

74. Esselen Tribe of Monterey County

75. e-mail

76. Maybe Big Sur Land Trust?  Not sure.  I’ve gotten 
your notices for some time, thanks!

77. CVA

78. AASMB

79. Monterey outdoor collective, Monterey county 
office of education 

80. AAsian Art Society

81. Asian Art Society

82. World Affairs Council of the Monterey Bay

83. Asian art society

84. Asian art 

85. Next Door

86. Nextdoor Rancho Tierra Grande

87. Ventana Chapter Sierra Club, hike leader

88. CV Assoc.

89. Rancho Tierra Grande Website

90. Next Door

91. Carmel Valley Association

92. “Nextdoor” for Rancho Tierra Grande

93. Facebook

94. Nextdoor

95. Tierra Grande Homeowners Assoc

96. NextDoor

97. River Meadow 

98. Nextdoor Carmel Valley 

99. CVA

100. CVA newsletter

101. At workshop

102. Carmel Valley Association

103. Big Sur Land Trust

104. trout unlimited

105. Not enough public information about these 
meetings

106. CVA

107. At the public meetings

108. Attended the local meetings at Rancho

109. Ranger

110. Big Sur Land Trust

111. Attending the previous workshops.

112. facebook

113. West Coast Rocky Mountain Horse Club

114. MPRPD email

115. Staff member garland regional park

116. Carmel Valley Rotary

117. Park district

118. CVA and Meeting with Raphael Payan

WORKSHOP AND ONLINE #3 SURVEY - QUESTION 3
QUESTION # 3 :  OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY)

ONLINE SURVEY CONTINUED
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WORKSHOP #3 SURVEY - BACK COUNTRY UNIT

BACK COUNTRY UNIT - PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE DESCRIPTION
The Preferred Alternative for the Back Country Unit focuses on trails, and proposes hiking and multi-use trails and also 
identifies a few areas for potential day-use or rustic camping.

PROPOSED USES
• Hiking and trail connectivity to adjacent parks and open space

• Limited, permit-only rustic backpacking sites

• On-site ranger staff to patrol park full-time

• Mountain bike, equestrian, and multi-use trails

• Research and Educational Opportunities
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WORKSHOP AND ONLINE #3 SURVEY - QUESTION 4
QUESTION 4 : WHAT ELEMENTS OF THE BACK COUNTRY UNIT PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE DO YOU LIKE THE 
BEST? (CHOOSE UP TO 3)

Public Workshop

Online Survey

64.9%

77.9%

11.7%

61.0%

50.6%

32.5%

15.6%

Hiking Trails (unpaved)

Mountain bike, equestrian, and multi-use trails (unpaved)

Day-use activities (picnic, interpretive signs)

Trail connectivity to adjacent parks and open space

Limited, permit-only rustic backpacking sites

On-site ranger staff to patrol park full-time

Research and educational opportunities

0.0% 10.0% 20.0% 30.0% 40.0% 50.0% 60.0% 70.0% 80.0%

79.8%

31.7%

26.8%

67.5%

17.5%

34.4%

18.9%

13.9%

Hiking Trails (Unpaved)

Mountain Bike, Equestrian, and Multi-Use Trails (Unpaved)

Day-Use Activities (Picnic, Interpretive Signage, etc.)

Trail Connectivity to Adjacent Parks and Open Space

Limited, Permit-Only Rustic Backpacking Sites

On-Site Ranger Staff to Patrol Park Full-Time

Research and Educational Opportunities

Other (please specify)

0.0% 10.0% 20.0% 30.0% 40.0% 50.0% 60.0% 70.0% 80.0%
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ONLINE SURVEY
1. Make sure to protect wildlife and natural habitats by 

not over-using the trails

2. Single-track equestrian and hiking trails without 
mountain bikes (danger of surprise)

3. These are really all good elements.

4. Must be dog-friendly

5. *Before opening up the ranch to any or all the 
activities you are suggesting as possibilities, it is 
essential for the MPRPD to have a conservation 
ecologist on staff or on hire to monitor impacts on 
habitat, plants and wildlife, and to have more rangers 
on staff to oversee increased human activity and 
presence in the front and backcountry.  The danger of 
fire increases with more human presence, camping, 
etc. 

6. Separate horse and bike unpaved trails

7. Ohlone Interactive Interpretive Outdoor Learning 
Stations/Signage

8. Let’s reconnect people to their/our and ASAP!

9. Equestrian and hiking trails

10. But all of these look good

11. mountain biking will disrupt the preserve and will be 
noisy and intrusive to hikers

12. separate equine trails!!

13. Limited, Permit-only horse camping / with living 
quarters horse trailers.

14. equestrian trails to be separate from hiking and 
mountain bike trails

15. Some trails exclusively for equestrians & hikers (no 
mountain bikes)

16. Prefer Equestrian and walking/hiking trails. Dogs off 
leash if under voice control. Garland Park is a fine 
example and is used by locals and visitors. Getting 
over crowded and Palo Corona Wouk day be a much 
needed and excellent addition in Monterey County 

17. Mountain bikes should be carefully considered or 
limited to wide trails with good visibility.

18. do NOT mix bike / horse ...../very dangerous 

19. Please keep this a true ‘wilderness’ and avoid 
overdevelopment

20. Other use

21. Community use of Rancho Canada for meetings, 
weddings, etc.

22. Maintain restaurant at old club house

23. Acdcess For Community Meetings

24. Dogs on leash on ALL trails

25. No mountain bikes. They cause erosion, noise. The 
back country should remain silent and pristine.

26. Wildfire fuel reduction work, fuelbreaks, firebreaks, 
and On-Site Ranger Staff to Patrol Park Full-Time to 
prevent another Soberanes Fire like Catastrophe

27. NO camping - FIRES

28. No Mountain Bikes!!!

29. Parking areas off the highway and reasonably close to 
trailheads (NOT at Rancho Canada)

30. Trail connectivity also!  But, I could only pick 3 ??

31. Golf course

32. homeless encampment and illegal alien park.  They 
deserve it. 

33. no mountain bikes!

34. Keep the Club House for Catered Events 

35. some non equestrian mountain bike designated trail- 
equestrians have multiple options already, mountain 
bikers very few

36. Rancho Canada use for events

37. Ensuring parking lot access for main building 
meetings with meals

38. Limit equestian use or charge fees sufficient to 
manage additional impacts

39. Garland Park is a perfect model for this park- an 
emphasis on hiking trails, with minimal other uses.

40. There should be limited trails for moutain biking-biking 
is tough on trails and hikers. No ATVs!

41. Since none if your other parks have on-site 24/7 
rangers, there is no need here.

42. On-site ranger would be great, but first three are 
musts (especially hiking trails and connectivity)

43. There should be no mountain bikes in the back 
country, especially without adequate ranger 
supervision and a conservation ecologist on the 
MPRPD staff to monitor impacts of human use in the 
back country.

44. no commercial vendors - no “entertainment” 

45. Please: no multi use trail to Carmel River  State 
Beach.  It will overwhelm residential areas that are 
already impacted.

46. rustic backpacking would be OK too.

47. I would like to have a bike path that connects hi way 
1 with the South Bank river trail. Bikes would only be 
allowed on the through trail that connects Hiway 1 
and River Bank trail.       l.

48. #4 would be Trail Connectivity to adjacent parks etc.  
LAST would be mountain bike trails since they are 
usually incompatible with hiking, and tend to increase 
erosion and ecological damage. 

49. Please pledge to have ranger staff to patrol the back 
country 24/7.  Pledge that they will not be cut due to 
budget constraints, etc.  The historic ranch and sites 
and the back country itself is too valuable to lose to 
fire, vandalism, or plain misuse.  Which we see so 
much of in Big Sur.  Thank you .

WORKSHOP AND ONLINE #3 SURVEY - QUESTION 4
QUESTION 4 : OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY)
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WORKSHOP AND ONLINE #3 SURVEY - QUESTION 5
QUESTION 5 : ANY ADDITIONAL COMMENTS ABOUT THE ELEMENTS FROM THE BACK COUNTRY UNIT 
PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE THAT YOU LIKE THE MOST?

PUBLIC WORKSHOP
1. Many existing trails are double track and wide enough 

to enable safe multi-use horse, bike hike

2. Need workable access trails to backcountry for 
mountain bikes.  Suggest also coordinate with State 
Parks regarding access via San Jose Creek 

3. Possible special events like endurance bike ride

4. Interconnecting trails

5. Make sure all trails are multi-use.  

6. I agree with back country camping.

7. Sustainability of trails - coordination with local 
mountain bike group that helps maintain Fort Ord

8. Club house for community meeting and catering

9. We want to use the Rancho Canada Clubhouse for 
non-profit meeting with catered meals.

10. Designated safe fire rings for backpackers to use with 
a valid wilderness fire permit. 

11. looks good

12. Disc golf is low/no impact an can exist 
interdependently with other park users and spaces

13. Needs its own parking lot

14. Needs own parking

15. I like the youth education camping at the bard.  This 
should be a high priority

16. Backcountry trails are fine to share for bike/
equestrians.  Higher traffic areas may need to 
separate use. 

17. Concerned about fires

18. Please, no dogs off leash.

19. Parking

20. BSLT property and CRFREE project area should be 
green (adjacent open space) 

21. should explicitly identify San Jose Creek Trail

22. Until Front Ranch and village are staffed (rangers/park 
aides) on-site ranger is not best use of $.  However, 
MPRPD needs more rangers for better coverage and 
safety. 

23. Keep it wild!!

24. Removal and maintenance e of priority weed sites

25. Protection of rare features (plants, animals, habitats, 
cultural, geologic, views) w/ monitoring component 
to ensure public access is not detrimental and 
adaptive mgmt. opportunity when unintended 
negative affects are found. 

26. Permitting and separate parking for overnight use is 
very important.  Need to be included in plan. 

27. Identify access for trail expansion and incorporate into 
the plan how various non-profit groups can help with 
capital improvements. 

28. I appreciate the patience and perseverance evident in 
your proposals.  The process is in good hands. 

29. dirt biking for children and families

30. No camping or fires!

31. Safe fire ring for back packing to be used with a 
wilderness fire permit. 

32. I am hoping that there will be a way for older people 
to get into the back country.  This community has lots 
of older folks!

33. Like to hike and run with my dog. (my kid)

34. How long is the cattle lease going to continue? 

35. More trails.  I think many hikers will be using the Back 
Country Unit. 

36. Support permit backcountry camping - support 
mountain biking and trail connectivity to other 
existing parks and open areas. 

37. Mountain bike access, overnight permit camping, 
multi-use trails and dedicated trails (pedestrian, bike/
horse) Odd/even day use for particular use. 

38. Would like to see trail connections into back country 
and vigorous natural resource management. 

39. Please allow dogs on trails. 

40. I support nature research and education in this unit. 

41. It’s been 12 years, just open it up.  The roads and  
trails have been there for years. 

42. No overnight or fire permitted. 

43. Please preserve the space!

44. Multi-use connectivity from Ranch Canada to all other 
areas. 

45. I like limited permit only rustic backpacking sites

46. I am concerned that access to the Back County will 
not be monitored by park rangers and there would be 
a serious fire issue. 

47. I think we need to be concerned about enforcing 
illegible for this park.  i.e. dogs on leash, fires in Back 
Country

48. no camping - fire issues

49. Connect to Mittledore Preserve? 

50. Mountain bike use needs to be kept away from other 
users

51. No camping

52. No dogs off leash. 

53. Coordination with “smart” fencing, cattle grazing, 
reduction of invasive species and erosion reduction. 

54. Education of school kids. 

55. Weed control

56. Rare feature monitoring and protection

57. Camping at Corona Homestead - what type of 
camping? Tents? Fires? Dogs?



14  |  PALO CORONA REGIONAL PARK  
       PUBLIC WORKSHOP and ONLINE SURVEY #3 SUMMARY

    

QUESTION 5 : ANY ADDITIONAL COMMENTS ABOUT 
THE ELEMENTS FROM THE BACK COUNTRY UNIT 
PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE THAT YOU LIKE THE 
MOST?

ONLINE SURVEY
1. Connect Corona Homestead site trail to Mitteldorf. 

Awesome trail is already there from cabin  to Echo 
Ridge. Please open this treasure! It’s wide and 
gorgeous in most parts. 

2. #3 and #7 above would also be great to include.

3. This is a regional park and the people in this region 
should be able to have hiking, horseback riding and 
normal (not stunt) mountain biking access to all the 
beautiful backcountry that our taxes pay for.  I don’t 
want it to be locked away from the public like the 
Brazil Ranch - we paid for these places and should be 
able to use them now for these purposes.  

4. My family enjoys horse back riding and we would 
appreciate your consideration to extend access to the 
equine community into this beautiful area. 

5. I feel that having a presence ( ranger or otherwise) 
in the backcountry is an important way to protect 
the natural resources of this unit. I like the idea of 
allowing scientific research in the unit, but not youth 
educational overnight or other camping, because 
of the noise, disturbance to nocturnal wildlife and 
increased fire risk.

6. Rustic trail access to sites shown in photos

7. Hiking trails into back country and connection to other 
public lands

8. Specifically I would use the equestrian trails. 

9. “As a European-American who is mainly a hiker, and 
an only-occasional equestrian or mountain biker, my 
favorite trails are single-file hiking-only, taking me 
back to the hunter-gatherer days of the ancestors of 
all the world’s people. I regard the historic orchard as 
a treasure to be preserved and nurtured. The Wilson 
cabin looks like it would make a great ranger station 
(assuming any needed repairs and improvements are 
feasible).”

10. Opportunity for multi-use but please focus on 
enforcement and safety. I am willing to share with 
mountain bikers, but I don’t want to be run off the 
trails (or excluded from use by fear of death and 
crash)

11. Preserve the native landscape and plants as much as 
possible in its current state.

12. Backpacking sites - any camping element

13. On site Ranger staff is crucial for fire prevention 
and for rescue of people injured while hiking or 
backpacking.

14. Rustic camping too with ranger staff patrols.

15. Trail connectivity

16. dog-freindly connecting trail

17. *I am opposed to mountain bikers in the back country 
and feel strongly that, if allowed, their presence 

WORKSHOP AND ONLINE #3 SURVEY - QUESTION 5
should be monitored, reviewed and evaluated for any 
negative impacts. They should not be given a carte 
blanche in perpetuity, but use should be conditional. 

*Multi-use of trails is particularly tricky with mountain 
bikers, especially their interactions with those on 
horseback and walkers/hikers. I think a lot more 
study needs to go into this before allowing the multi-
use of trails with mountain bikers. Oppose limited 
rustic backpacking overnight sites, unless they are 
at specific, well supervised sites. There is a huge, 
potential fire threat with campers and increased 
public usage in the back.

18. I hope the multi use trails will allow horses with carts 
and/or carriages

19. I agree there should be rangers or someone to 
regularly patrol the park. I think Mountain biking 
should be restricted to reduce trail damage.  I 
encourage you to consider Equestrian access and 
again, restrict it to reduce trail damage.  Good 
signage is important and the park should encourage 
educational uses and interpretation.  Gorgeous 
property with wonderful potential for getting folks off 
the couch and into the woods.

20. Separate equine and mountain bike areas

21. This link has a few more specific examples 
of Rumsen Ohlone Outdoor Learning 
Stations:  https://docs.google.com/document/
d/1faA37QhsvWlrMQNfO47CEdP_a_FXS_
vt4PdrCcM0pMQ/edit?usp=sharing 

22. Equestrian use

23. I would love to see equestrian access but not 
mountain biking. These two activities do not work 
well together. 

24. Get on with it; time is of the essence. Humans need 
to connect with open, wild spaces to “buy in” to 
environmental stewardship, protection. 

25. Equestrian trails hiking and connection to adjacent 
parks

26. Having the chance to have a few rustic campgrounds 
would be fantastic.  I imagine it will be dismaying to 
try to reserve them, much like the nearly impossible 
feat of securing a reservation at Julia Pfeiffer Burns 
(the ones by the waterfall)

27. trails for muilt use and back country camping.

28. Provide staging area for horsetrailers.

29. Trail hiking and back country hiking are good uses.

30. Equestrian camping 

31. For the equestrian activities I would recommend 
parking areas accessible with horse trailers. I would 
also like equestrian camp grounds with corrals.

32. Limited human impact - wilderness/land preservation 
- wildlife undisturbed habitat - NO CAMPING/NO 
FIRES PERMITTED 

33. areas with vistas and old growth trees are the best!

34. Equestrian use is most important to me personally 
as riding is my main activity (husband & friends also). 
I am in my late 60’s and am unable to hike due to 
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WORKSHOP AND ONLINE #3 SURVEY - QUESTION 5
QUESTION 5 : ONLINE SURVEY CONTINUED

physical limitations. So on horseback is the only way I 
can enjoy the beauty of our lands the same as hikers. 
Based on my experiences, hikers and equestrians are 
very compatible on the trail. Multiuse trails are a must 
so all can enjoy.  In a perfect world, mountain bikers 
would have separate trails. If not feasible, equestrians 
and bikers (in my experience) are very considerate 
of each other, and are reasonably able to share a trail. 
Linking the Park units is also important so the public 
can enjoy all aspects & areas of the park.

35. We are so thankful for the wonderful land donated to 
our beautiful area. 

36. I think dogs could be allowed off-leash in the back 
country under voice control...similar to Garland park.

37. EQUESTRIAN TRAILS ARE SORELY NEEDED!

38. I am so excited for this are to finally be open to the 
public! Creating more local backpacking opportunities 
is a priority.

39. gentle trail family biking opportunities

40. We should have some vehicular access to the back 
country so that all of us can enjoy the area and it’s 
views.

41. No over night camping and no fires ??.

42. The connectivity is an amazing feature and the result 
of hard work of all of you

43. There seems to be an overlaod of activities.  Too 
much -- even though I have sons and grandsons who 
enjoy thout doors and even write books about the 

“Healing power of Nature,”  this is excessive.

44. Maintain restaurant at old clubhouse

45. Open up the Back ranch roads. Trails don’t need to be 
perfect like those already open. 

46. Mountain Bike for Health and Fitness - a wonderful 
way to enjoy nature

47. I think it important to hire ranger staff for park 
security and public relations (history, nature, etc.).  I 
do think a fourth element (Research and Educational 
Opportunities) should be pursued with outside not-
for-profits such as ‘California Native Plant Society’ 
and/or University or College research departments.

48. The more hiking trails the better! Especially if 
connecting to other areas .

49. Research and minimal traffic 

50. I enjoy hiking and runnng and would love to be able to 
take my dog with me. 

51. I would have liked educational opportunities but 
perhaps they are included in the day use option under 
signage.

52. We would strongly prefer all trails be dog friendly. 

53. Nature in all her glory for all to enjoy

54. Dogs on leash allowed on ALL trails.

55. Paolo Corona Front is a crown jewel in the park 
system for those who have limited hiking time 
or ability.  Adding Back Country Unit is a long-

anticipated option for those who enjoy hiking greater 
distances.  Cant wait!! 

56. Hiking trail

57. Trail connectivity.

58. No dogs!

59. Leave it as rustic as possible and have permit only 
hikers who are environmentally conscious .

60. There is an abundance of unmanaged and unpoliced 
public lands in Monterey County that increase the 
threat of wildfires to lives, property, and resources.  
The Park District should not have purchased this land 
if it cannot manage and police it.  Sell it back into 
private ownership if you do not have the money to 
maintain the land and police it.

61. Keep existing trails.

62. potential to open quickly

63. It would be great to have the educational opportunity 
of group backpacking for youth groups -- so rustic 
campsites would be next on my list. 

64. NO MOUNTAIN BIKING OR OVERNIGHT 
CAMPSITES

65. Rustic backpacking and trail connectivity 

66. No Mountain Bikes!!!

67. keep habitat, history, and open space as preserved as 
possible while still allowing public to hike and explore 
on unpaved trails

68. Against rustic camping due to fire risk

69. I like the idea of a ranger back there,,,but not sure 
we can afford it.  I would like to see some camping 
permitted- but perhaps as a reward for something like 
a day of invasive species removal!

70. strong preference for equestrian

71. Staffing will be needed if camping is provided.

72. I also love the idea that we can backpack in and camp 
overnight in some areas!

73. please be sure access from inspiration point to 
sobranes trails and also mittledorf trails

74. “I wanted to choose MORE than three elements 
from the list above, since I believe several of them 
are equally worthy--specifically research/educational, 
picnic, and limited backpacking opportunities. Hiking 
would be my primary interest, and I also feel it is 
necessary to have a ranger presence to protect the 
park, so those were my selections.“

75. Accessing and connecting to other Trail systems 
would be awesome.

76. I think a ten year plan to use as an educational 
platform would be exceptional opportunity to tap into 
Monterey’s beauty 

77. keep it natural!

78. Will there be any water?  Ecologically designed 
“outhouses”?

79. If it is connected to open space,  I am hoping no 
permit will be required.  We are local and enjoy going 
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WORKSHOP AND ONLINE #3 SURVEY - QUESTION 5
to Palo Corona, but having to get a permit in advance 
is a drag.

80. Connectivity to Point Lobos, Garrapata, and Big Sur

81. Three choices are not enough.

82. Would prefer to not allow mountain biking

83. Make it a golf course. 

84. I prefer Hiking Trails.

85. dog friendly

86. Separate hiking/mountain bike trails from equestrian, 
so the majority of us don’t have to trek in horse 
manure.

87. Separate trails for equestrian and bikers please!

88. Access to this backcountry unit would be awesome. 
Palo Corona is in between all of the awesome parks 
we have on the coast here and it would be amazing 
to be able to loop these parks together for big 
backpacking trips, trail runs, or mountain bike rides. I 
am a mountain biker, runner and hiker. I have to drive 
a ways to get to fort ord for mountain biking and it 
would be magical if I could park at Rancho Canada 
and hit the trails of local Palo Corona. I know that 
mountain bikers can be a little bit menacing on multi-
use trails for hikers and horse riders, but I would 
encourage a bell-only mountain bike policy if that is 
an issue for hikers. Mountain bikers would have to 
have a bell on their handlebars when going downhill 
so hikers can hear them flying down the mountain. 
But I know I can speak for other mountain bikers as 
well in this; we would be totally stoked to ride the 
backcountry of Palo Corona even if we had to strap 
a hundred ringing bells to our backpack. Anything 
for those beautiful coastal vistas. The bells are very 
cheap and can be heard from a long ways away. I 
beg of thee. For the people. Mountain biking, hiking, 
equestrian, and backpacking in the backcountry of 
Palo Corona. Bring the joy to our lives. 

89. Hiking trails should be the primary, and perhaps, sole 
focus.

90. No on-site ranger until ranger staff has been restored 
to previous levels.  Obvious shortage even for current 
properties; how can we add more responsibilities 
with same # of people?

91. Must have paved access for anyone with disability to 
enjoy any of this.  If you have dirt trails, or areas that 
a wheelchair can’t even get to, my family and I can’t 
use it at all.

92. Ranger staff is important to monitor misuse and fire

93. Rangers are needed to keep the folks out who violate 
common sense, light fires, leave trash and spoil this 
wonderful place needlessly.

94. Please keep the land as wild as possible.

95. Limited day-use activities, like a bench or picnic table 
occasionally.  I think having ranger staff patrolling for 
safety is a good idea.

QUESTION 5 : ONLINE SURVEY CONTINUED 96. Am curious about Lobos Corona Parkland. Will all 
trails be coordinated with all the other partners - land 
owners? I’m very much in favor a potential national 
recreation area..

97. Very hard to select among last three options.

98. No Camping 

99. multi use trails are dangerous and Garland Park 
experiences prove that. Dogs and horses and bicycles 
and stroller don;t mix

100. Please make sure there are NO opportunities for 
campfires or other incendiary activities.

101. Keep it simple- hiking trails only.

102. Hike in, hike out and staff to keep campers out as 
there is too much of a fire danger to our community.

103. looks great

104. The back country is so far from the trail heads that, 
for day use, most hikers will not be able to get in and 
out. Mountain bikers have greater range and they will 
be able to access the back country.

105. Creating properly designed multi-use trails is 
beneficial to all constituents. 

106. On site ranger to monitor

107. Keep it as pristine as possible. Remember, humans 
are only visitors - hopefully not invaders 

108. Very concerned about danger of fires and noise.  Day 
use only.  Please, no overnight camping or events 
that use amplified sound for communication or music. 

109. Interpretive signs and some picnic areas would be 
good.

110. I like that bikes are included, and would like to see 
a bike path/trail that connects hi way 1 Western 
entrance to River Bank entrance on the East. Almost 
no impact on existing road and would provide safe 
travel for families or children with bicycles.

111. Single track trails preferred - not wide roads

112. I agree that the back country should be kept as 
natural and wild as possible.  

113. An on-site Ranger Staff to patrol the park would 
certainly be an advantage.

114. So encouraged to see that the historic Corona Ranch, 
bear entrapment site (missed emotions here, but 
historic), the Whistler home are still there!

115. I think the area should be opened up to allow for the 
most access to the most user groups (e.g. hikers, 
runners, mountain bike riders, equestrians, etc.).

116. If you don’t have either bikes or camping you are 
essentially make the back country inaccessible to 
most people. Coordination of back country sites 
might be possible with State Parks in Garrapata as 
another option. 

117. The youth of our community need to get unplugged in 
natural spaces.  If they don’t appreciate them when 
they are young, they wont protect them in their age.
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118. Being able to go on a long distance hike or bike 
experience.

119. The Back Country Unit should be for those wanting 
to get away from the tourist frenzy and get some 
peaceful back country camping and hiking in. The 
priority should be connecting trails to wilderness 
areas, not over used parks like Garrapata SP 

120. Preserve Open Space

121. I think what concerns me the most is camping and 
the potential for fires.  It’s difficult to balance the 
access/use of the area and the fire risk.  We probably 
can’t prohibit camping in certain areas, and the size of 
the Back Country is probably too large to patrol with 
just one ranger.

122. Strongly support development of mountain biking 
usable trail system.

123. Extension of hiking oppportunities are a major 
improvement.  Camping/Rustic Overnight facilities 
are also something to look forward too.

124. Hiking Connectivity is most important. 

125. To leave it alone as much as possible

126. No dogs

127. Keep it wild

128. Please provide oversight to ensure user safety and 
adherence to rules to help prevent fire and other 
damage to the environment and local residents.

WORKSHOP AND ONLINE #3 SURVEY - QUESTION 5
QUESTION 5 : ONLINE SURVEY CONTINUED
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QUESTION 6 :  GENERAL COMMENTS ON THE BACK 
COUNTRY UNIT DESIGN?

ONLINE SURVEY
1. Please open the Back County Unit to public hiking. 

It should connect to Mitteldorf and Soberanes. No 
camping. It’s too close to Carmel for camping. It 
would pose a safety threat to female hikers to have 
campers hanging out. It would also pose a HUGE fire 
threat if people lit illegal (or legal) fires while camping.

2. It will be nice to have.

3. It won’t take that much time, money and effort to 
just put in trails that horses, bikes and people can use 
for day use only.  They are the least intensive uses 
because these groups usually stay on the trails and 
don’t litter.  Campgrounds will draw tourists, who are 
overrunning Pt Lobos and could take over this park 
as well, as our tourist bureau can’t stop itself from 
bringing in more people(money) to our area.  This 
should be a low key park for locals, not another Pt 
Lobos or Big Sur.

4. Mixed use trails offer benefits to many different 
interests rather than just a small segment of the 
community that prefer to hike.

5. Resource preservation ( animal,plant and plant 
community) and management (especially non-native 
plant control) scientific research and controlled day 
hiking in this unit are, in my opinion, most appropriate 
and important in this unit.

6. If the Park District could recruit sufficient resources, 
and no conflicts precluded any of the elements of the 
Back Country Unit Preferred Alternative, then I would 
support all 7 elements.  I checked the 3 elements 
that I feel are the highest priority, and therefore “like 
the most.”

7. I also would like the rustic camping (to include pack 
animals) but would need full-time enforcement to 
reduce fire risk.

8. The more camping the better!

9. Horses and mountain bikes do not mix.  The danger 
of accidents is real.  Mountain bikers on hiking trails 
often are a danger to hikers.

10. Wonderful.

11. I like the idea of more camping options

12. great idea!!!

13. must be dog-friendly

14. I hope you get funded properly. Read number 5 
above for some other comments. 

15. Continue its historic use for cattle grazing 

16. I think it would be nice to share the trails with horses, 
dogs, hikers, and bycicles 

17. With the “permanent” bond passage yielding funding, 
permanent ranger protection in back country needs 
inclusion. Let’s get on with it!

18. Dogs should be leashed unless in the designated off 
leash area

ONLINE #3 SURVEY - QUESTION 6
19. I only feel the need for onsite rangers to patrol full 

time if there are rustic camping sites installed.

20. Please do not use trails for bikers and equestrians. 
These two activities do not mix. There are many 
many accidents occurring when you mix these two; 
horses and riders are usually the group being hurt. 
Bikers travel at high speed with little time to react 
in some circumstances. Other parks have trails 
dedicated to equestrians and trails dedicated to 
bikers. Hikers can use both trail systems.

21. Great as long as equestrian staging area are available 
for trail use.

22. NO CAMPING/NO FIRES PERMITTED

23. I have ridden horses extensively in the back country 
of the Sierra sharing the trails compatibly with hikers 
and occasionally mountain bikers. I have never seen 
an inconsiderate equestrian or hiker. It is very fun 
to greet & share words with the hikers. In fact I 
think hikers (especially those with children) enjoy 
and appreciate the experience of seeing the horses 
on the trail. Again, running into mountain bikes can 
sometimes disrupt the serenity of the environment. 
But the bikers are considerate and either slow down 
or pull off. If not, a little friendly educational moment 
helps and all are understanding. I’m excited about the 
potential opportunity to access this area.

24. I am unable to walk much due to a disability, please 
allow horse access. 

25. Ranger patrols likely recommended, but not in-
residence.  Emergency access always best by 
helicopter, not roads, which would encourage drug 
trafficking.

26. Simplify the plan.

27. See prior. Open up the ranch roads

28. No campfires, fire pits, or anything fire related!

29. I’m sorry horse people but it’s really annoying that we 
have to pick up dog waste but nothing is done with 
horse poo. This is why I prefer not to allow horses.

30. Prefer not as this type of use can be easily abused 

31. I would be in favor or minimal infrastructure.  Just 
open up the existing trails for low-impact usage.  

32. Get to it

33. Please preserve and maintain its remote quality. I’ve 
ridden horseback over all the Palo Corona, gathered 
cattle, checked fences and water troughs. The 
sounds and sights of Nature are wondrous to behold. 
Please keep it that way for future generations.

34. If doing research & educational outreach, why 
wouldn’t there be interpretative signage, etc? 

35. I don’t think mountain biking should be allowed on 
equestrian/pedestrian trails

36. I like the general direction that the preferred 
alternative is going. 

37. No dogs!

38. Leave it be as a natural setting with permit hiking 
since some are making fires etc and are not 
respectful of nature leaving trash and a big footprint .
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39. There is an abundance of unmanaged and unpoliced 
public lands in Monterey County that increase the 
threat of wildfires to lives, property, and resources.  
The Park District should not have purchased this land 
if it cannot manage and police it.  Sell it back into 
private ownership if you do not have the money to 
maintain the land and police it.

40. need some tick management

41. I would want mountain bike trails to be separate or 
limited because of the erosion they cause and the 
safety issues around mixing mountain bikes and 
hikers. 

42. Keep it as undeveloped as possible

43. mountain bikes and equestrian use can degrade the 
terrain and overall experience; allowing permitted 
overnight camping would necessitate fulltime 
staffing...expensive and questionable, especially due 
to potential careless mistakes of campers in region in 
past 

44. I think a major goal should be to preserve the 
environment and not subject the area to over-use. 

45. I really don’t want Mountain bikes back there.

46. If there are trail connection through the preserve, 
how does the general public access it? What do 
connections into the backcountry look like?

47. Connectivity leverages the investment in the areas 
parks and could unify the management of the 
ecosystem more effectively. 

48. flushless-toilet and water would be nice

49. Please no camping due to fire danger!

50. Will there be group camping areas, separate from 
individual camping areas? So that we don’t hike all 
the way in, only to find a large, noisy group nearby for 
the whole weekend? 

51. Would dogs be allowed or are there loose cows in 
the backcountry area also?

52. Access, access, access. Too much of the parkland 
is still virtually locked up and unavailable for hiking 
without much hassle.

53. Please allow Clint Eastwood to make another million 
dollars while he is still a local. 

54. Ensure that parking is provided away from the 
Rancho Canada building for hiking, backpacking, off-
road mountain biking and horse trailers. 

55. I am not sure mountain biking is compatible with trail 
hiking

56. Do allow a reasonable amount of back-country 
backpack-camping spots.  It is along way in there.

57. Access to this backcountry unit would be awesome. 
Palo Corona is in between all of the awesome parks 
we have on the coast here and it would be amazing 
to be able to loop these parks together for big 
backpacking trips, trail runs, or mountain bike rides. I 
am a mountain biker, runner and hiker. I have to drive 

a ways to get to fort ord for mountain biking and it 
would be magical if I could park at Rancho Canada 
and hit the trails of local Palo Corona. I know that 
mountain bikers can be a little bit menacing on multi-
use trails for hikers and horse riders, but I would 
encourage a bell-only mountain bike policy if that is 
an issue for hikers. Mountain bikers would have to 
have a bell on their handlebars when going downhill 
so hikers can hear them flying down the mountain. 
But I know I can speak for other mountain bikers as 
well in this; we would be totally stoked to ride the 
backcountry of Palo Corona even if we had to strap 
a hundred ringing bells to our backpack. Anything 
for those beautiful coastal vistas. The bells are very 
cheap and can be heard from a long ways away. I 
beg of thee. For the people. Mountain biking, hiking, 
equestrian, and backpacking in the backcountry of 
Palo Corona. Bring the joy to our lives. 

58. No Camping!!!!  The risk of fire is too great!!!

59. Hiking trails.

60. It appears to be similar in concept to the major tracks 
managed by the Department of Conservation in New 
Zealand, as least as far as permit-based backpacking 
is concerned. That is best practice in my opinion.

61. Please please please consider actually consulting 
someone to make these facilities disability accessible.  
Right now disabled access is poor or nonexistent 
sat many area resources so myself, my family, my 
dog cannot use these at all.  Fully 20% of the US 
population is disabled - please include these folks in 
your planning so we can use the supposedly public 
areas that we help pay for with our tax dollars just like 
everyone else.

62. Anything that could involve fire of any kind (overnight 
camping, especially) should include ranger presence 
to assure fire-safe practices, given our high fire 
vulnerability.

63. A staff of full time rangers is an expensive proposal.   

64. Keep it simple- hiking trails only

65. Keep it wild and natural.

66. connectivity with trails of Mitteldorf, Garrapata, and 
entrance at San Jose Creek are EXCELLENT

67. As per the above comment: Until you have adequate 
personnel and a conservation ecologist on staff, the 
back country should only be open on a limited basis 
and monitored.

68. If you do not make it accessible to mountain bikes, 
then very few people will end up using the back 
country.

69. Keep it as pristine as possible. Remember, humans 
are only visitors - hopefully not invaders - no 
commercial ventures/zip lines/etc.

70. Access with oversight.  People may be inclined to 
break the rules of safe use if they know ther is no 
one to enforce them.

71. Allow bikes to pass through the park and connect to 
the bike trail from East to West,River Bank trail to 

ONLINE #3 SURVEY - QUESTION 6
QUESTION 6 :  ONLINE SURVEY
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highway 1.The road /trail system is already in place 
and would be appropriate mixed use with little or no 
impact to the park as is.

72. State parks does not allow mountain bikes or 
equestrians at Garrapata or San Jose Creek - those 
trail connectors will need signing or fencing at the 
MPRPD/state park boundary that prevents these 
uses on state park property. Be careful, I am a 
mountain biker and the mountain bike community 
cant wait until the Palo Corona is open. a percentage 
of irresponsible riders will go off trail. My graduate 
research looked at mountain bike impacts to 
vegetation, hydrology, soils, stream embeddedness 
and losss of steelhead habitat, trail incision and 
impacts from concentrating and conveying runoff 
via the trail to creeks and wetlands. These parks I 
studied in 1991 are to this day struggling to get a 
handle on how to reverse these impacts. WHile 
I love to mountain bike I do stay on roads/trails. 
Depending on trail layout and soil type I would highly 
recommend that mountain bikes NOT be allowed 
during rain and depending on soil moisture conditions 
would not let mountain bikes ride until soil conditions 
dry out thereby preventing unnecessary erosion, 
vegetation damage etc. If you see initial signs of off 
trail riding you have to get on top of it immediately. 
Annadel state park has 23 miles of illegal trails and 
you may want to go see what they are dealing with 
at Annadel. I understand that IMBA wants all parks 
opened to mtn bikes. Assess your trails well, some 
may not warrant this type of use while roads typically 
do. 

73. This is Great!  How soon can we get into the back 
country?  

74. Is Rancho San Carlos Road a public road? If yes, trail 
connections to back country would also help to make 
this area accessible to more people. 

75. Youth Rustic Campground for Middle School & High 
School age only.

76. Its nice to have alternative routes for rescue and 
options where to start if you are coming from the 
south.

77. Let’s get this done fast! The back country is the most 
remarkable part of this park!

78. Please don’t allow overnight camping due to fire 
danger!

79. Camping = FIRE danger

80. Camping activities have potential for miss use and 
difficulty regulating.

81. I would not like to see mountain bikes up there. 
Native flora priority would not be served with 
mountain bike access.

82. To leave the land alone

83. The fewer amenities the better for the camping spots.

ONLINE #3 SURVEY - QUESTION 6
QUESTION 6 : ONLINE SURVEY
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WORKSHOP AND ONLINE #3 SURVEY - FRONT RANCH UNIT

FRONT RANCH UNIT - PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE DESCRIPTION
The Preferred Alternative for the Front Ranch Unit maintains the park’s existing hiking trails, and proposes multi-use 
access to the Back Country Unit as well as a potential future connection to Carmel River State Beach. The plan also 
identifies a few areas for day-use and educational programming.

PROPOSED USES
• Trail connection and access from the Rancho Cañada Unit

• Multi-use trail access to Back Country Unit with speed control measures for safety

• Potential future multi-use trail connection to Carmel River State Beach

• Repurpose Barn for interpretive uses and site for potential youth educational over-night programs

• Exploring options for potential sites for horse trailer staging area to access Back Country Unit

• Continued special permits for community and non-profit events/fundraisers

• Closing vehicular parking on Hwy 1 (parking lot for special use only)

• Pedestrian access from neighborhoods to continue
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WORKSHOP AND ONLINE #3 SURVEY - QUESTION 7
QUESTION 7: WHAT ELEMENTS OF THE FRONT RANCH UNIT PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE DO YOU LIKE THE 
BEST? (CHOOSE UP TO 3)

Public Workshop

Online Survey

49.4%

23.4%

66.2%

61.0%

3.9%

18.2%

27.3%

24.7%

11.7%

2.6%

0.0% 10.0% 20.0% 30.0% 40.0% 50.0% 60.0% 70.0%

Multi-use trail access to Back Country (unpaved)

Alternative multi-use connector route up Inspiration Point to Back Country (unpaved)

Future multi-use trail connection to Carmel River State Beach (paved)

Hiking Trails (community trails and connector trails -  unpaved)

Day-use activities (picnic, interpretive signs)

Repurpose Barn for interpretive and educational use

Continued special permits for community and nonprofit events/fundraisers at Barn

Youth educational over-night programs at Barn

Horse trailer staging area to access Back Country (location TBD

Closing public vehicular access to Hwy 1 entrance (pedestrian access allowed, parking lot for
special use only)

46.0%

27.0%

36.1%

64.2%

28.4%

23.8%

13.8%

12.3%

14.7%

14.4%

11.7%

0.0% 10.0% 20.0% 30.0% 40.0% 50.0% 60.0% 70.0%

Multi-Use Trail Access to Back Country Unit (Unpaved)

Alternative Multi-Use Connector Route up Inspiration Point to Back Country Unit
(Unpaved)

Potential Future Multi-Use Trail Connection to Carmel River State Beach (Unpaved)

Hiking Trails (Community Trails and Connector Trails -  Unpaved)

Day-Use Activities (Picnic, Interpretive Signage, etc.)

Repurpose Barn for Interpretive and Educational Use

Continued Special Permits for Community and Non-Profit Events/Fundraisers at Barn

Youth Educational Over-Night Programs at Barn

Horse Trailer Staging Area to Access Back Country Unit (Location TBD)

Closing Public Vehicular Access at Highway 1 Entrance (Pedestrian Access Allowed,
Existing Parking Lot for Special Use Only)

Other (please specify)
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1. I really do not want a multi-use trail to the 
backcountry. From my experience hiking  in many 
areas where mountain bikers are allowed, I have 
found that a sizable number of them. 1) goes off trail, 
2)make their own trails, jumps, berms etc, 3) disturb 
wildlife, and otherwise do unnecessary natural 
resource damage. My issue with horse use in the 
backcountry is the uncontrolled and unenforcable 
spread of invasive weeds from horse poop.  Also 
hiking along trails through horse poop and pee is 
discussing.  I encounter this enough at Garland,  
Andrew Molera and other places.

2. must be dog-friendly

3. The star for day-use improvements to the barn 
with picnic area and youth educational camping is 
large.  The front field areas are permit access only, 
and that includes also the part of the Vista Lobos 
trail in the front field area (you have not noted that 
on any of your maps as you know) as well as some 
of Gregg’s Hill. I am concerned about increased 
noise (noise travels up) and danger of fire if there is 
cooking (to say nothing of illegal smoking) in the day 
use of the barn and overnight camping.  The barn is 
an M.J.Murphy barn that should stay as an historic 
reminder of the past, part of the elements that 
make the Palo Corona unique.  *Overnight student 
programs at or near the barn require MPRPD staff 
oversight, and this needs to be considered as the 
Park District has a limited staff. 

4. Possible separate trails for horses and bikes..

5. Hard to choose only 3. Whatever plan should 
encourage the public to hike and picnic in the park.  
There should be equestrian trails of some kind to 
allow access to horses in some areas.  Please include 
education and interpretation.  Thanks.

6. FULL PUBLIC USE OF THE LAND LIKE THE PUBLIC 
OWNS IT

7. It is important to maintain the existing hiking trails, 
would be great to connect this area to CRSB! 

8. horse trails and parking around the old golf areas. not 
just back counrty horse trails

9. no bikes on pedestrian trails

10. no zip lines or attractions 

11. do not mix bike, hike, dogs. horse ...very dangerous.....
do not creare another PG REC TRAIL

12. MOUNTAIN BIKE TRAILS

13. Please keep accessible routes for equestrian travel 
AWAY FROM THE BIKES!!!

14. Again, I say, stop this overkill.  Please let us old folks 
continue to use Rancho Canado for our events.  We 
too enjoy the setting.

15. Maintain the restaurant at the old Club House

16. Please, no bikes.

17. Less is better and by permit only...

WORKSHOP AND ONLINE #3 SURVEY - QUESTION 7
18. Wildfire fuel reduction work, fuelbreaks, firebreaks, 

and On-Site Ranger Staff to Patrol Park Full-Time to 
prevent another Soberanes Fire like Catastrophe

19. Sorry -- I don’t want to limit it to three. I want public 
hiking, a connection to the beach, and use of the barn 
for educational programs and  youth overnights. 

20. Connector trails leverage open space investment. 

21. As you saw, many of your users are seniors; others 
are families with very young children.  There is a 
great need for parking in this area.  We do NOT want 
to be relegated to Rancho Canada only!

22. Make it a golf course. 

23. Continue use of Club house for Catered Events 

24. Maintain public access parking in the safest manner 
@ or near Hwy1, perhaps at Barn.

25. Please consider making trails paved or at least 
smooth so wheelchair users can use these at all

26. No horses !  Their “droppings” is a mess on trails 
and they don’t have to pick up like dogs owners do !

27. Everything beyond the first 4 or 5 uses may be 
beyond the scope of the district. Keep it simple.

28. this is confusing -- first two items -- IF bikes and 
horses are to be in back country, I prefer they use 
their own trail up to Inspiration Point

29. You say TBD on the horse trailer staging area. It 
should go somewhere on the Rancho Canada 
property or the trailers will visually dominate the 
landscape on the Palo Corona. I am opposed to 
mountain bikes and to any multi-use that includes 
mountain bikes. To repurpose the barn, you would 
need grants and need to go through the permitting 
process. I am concerned about noise and heavy use 
of the barn area. Community or Non-Profit fund-
raisers should be held at Ranch Canada, not at the 
historic barn. 

30. The potential multi use trail connection to Carmel 
River Beach is not acceptable.  That area is a 
preserve and bird sanctuary.  It floods as it should 
with lots of rain.  Not good use of funds.  It would 
negatively impact the nearby residents who already 
contend with traffic concerns.

31. Keep Hwy 1 parking as is. 

32. There needs to be a trail/path from Hi way 1 to River 
Bank Trail entrance on the East. Access through the 
park for bikes will keep riders off the very busy and 
dangerous Hiway 1, Rio Rd.and Carmel Rancho Rd.

33. Multi use trail which includes dogs on leash and bikes 
connection to Carmel River State Beach !!!

34. Preserve Open Space

35. For mountain biking access 

36. Vehicular access from hey one 3-4 cars only 
hurts no one . Why should neighbors only have 
pedestrian access. It is funded with tax money not 
neighborhood money.

37. Catering and local clubs meeting site

38. No dogs

QUESTION 7: OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY)

ONLINE SURVEY
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PUBLIC WORKSHOP
1. Quality of the landscape has been compromised by 

historic use. Restoration around trails will hopefully 
improve it. 

2. There should be bicycle access via the west entrance. 

3. There should be a multi-use loop in the Front Rach

4. Show distance to beach

5. Explain pedestrian access issues near Monastery 
Beach

6. How will cyclists get from Front to trails and still 
have access to restrooms without leaving bike too far 
away.  

7. (Purple dotted line) The single track would be both for 
bikes and the horses. 

8. We need to continue use of the Rancho Canada 
building for on-site catered meals for meeting. 

9. Need area for parking

10. Need area for parking

11. Since there is limited parking at Carmel River S.B. the 
multi-use trail is a good idea and improves access

12. Connecting it to Pt Lobos - this would be key.

13. Art exposition 

14. Parking lot should be opened when left hand turn 
lane in place

15. Future trail connection (paved) on Big Sur Land Trust 
property not feasible or compatible with the Carmel 
River FREE project. Should reflect planned unpaved 
trails. (Add project area to your maps)

16. Why is large dog area smaller than small-dog area? 
Will on-leash dogs be allowed on trails? 

17. Disc golf seems like a terrible idea; more walking 
trails.  

18. Will golf cart roads be the “paved” trails?

19. Will Front Ranch Unit access be limited to Rancho 
Canada? 

20. The art.

21. Multi-use connector trail would cut through pristine 
oak woodland! Please do not do this!!

22. Restoration of ponds to favor CA red-legged frogs 
and discourage bullfrogs and non-native fish.

23. Actively monitor and prevent expansion of new 
weeds. 

24. Actively plan and manage portion of Front Ranch 
not in map (near Hwy 1) some of the highest quality 
grassland and bulb fields in state. 

25. Restoration/greenhouse/plant propagation area - 
including areas for volunteers.  Return of the native 
- bringing community into restoration process. These 
should happen early. 

26. Southbank trail on southside of trail - fence could stay.  
Take down fence on north side of trail

27. Allow dogs off leash on trails.

28. Make more use of the river for observation and 
education. 

29. Restore to appearance of a natural floodplain

30. Trails to be dog friendly - works at Garland Park

31. More trails.  Dedicate an areas for the Esselen Tribe 
to pray

32. Dogs on leash should be permitted on all paved trails!

33. Biggest economic impact for area?  Job creation? 

34. Please allow dogs on trails. 

35. I support fenced off -leash dog parks and trails 
allowing dogs!

36. I support using barn for use by non-profits and 
planned habitat restoration. 

37. No paved paths to Carmel River Beach

38. Please keep nature first!

39. Some mountain bike only trails

40. Repurpose white barn for interpretive and educational 
use. 

41. No camping

42. No dogs off leash

43. Interface of Carmel River environment with slopes, 
riparian re-establishment and fire protection

44. Protection of rare grasslands along Hwy 1

45. Removal of invasive bullfrogs and fish from ponds

ONLINE SURVEY
1. Equestrian access should be a priority 

2. Does using the parking lot mean access is by permit 
only? I would like to access the parking lot freely. 

3. Trail connecting to River State Beach. Awesome! 

4. Because the Multi-Use Trail Access-to-the-Back-
Country would provide a very efficient connection 
for people who come in from Highway 1 to get to 
Inspiration Point, a much more efficient alignment for 
the Alternative Multi-Use Connector up to Inspiration 
Point arises from the recognition that this Connector 
has the potential to be a great, environmentally 
sensitive shortcut from Rancho Canada to Inspiration 
Point; my inspection of good topo maps show that 
a much more efficient alignment could start up the 
ridge almost immediately after the trail from Rancho 
Canada reaches the south side of the river. The Multi-
use Trail should be UNpaved in the river’s floodplain 
(say the 10-year or 20-year floodplain), in cooperation 
with the intent to exclude paved trails from the part 
of the flood plain that is bounded by the Front Ranch, 
the River, and Highway 1. Dispersed Picnic Areas are 
shown at locations that appear to be only accessible 
by trails -- Will it be feasible to get picnic-table 

WORKSHOP AND ONLINE #3 SURVEY - QUESTION 8
QUESTION 8 : ANY ADDITIONAL COMMENTS ABOUT 
THE ELEMENTS FROM THE FRONT RANCH UNIT 
PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE THAT YOU LIKE THE 
MOST?
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WORKSHOP AND ONLINE #3 SURVEY - QUESTION 8

materials to these locations and to deal with trash 
generated at these locations?” 

5. #4 above and #2 would also be great.  All good 
choices 

6. These uses are going to be the easiest on the land 
and the locals - it will be like Garland Park, which is 
simple and inclusive and works. 

7. A horse trailer parking area would be an ideal 
additional feature as the trucks with trailers would 
benefit from having longer parking spaces. 

8. Keeping open space instead of filling with too many 
activities, traffic access & parking issues and the 
real danger of increased fire hazard. We have have 
already experienced fire close at hand. 

9. Eliminate large group access and overnight camping 
because of the issues of overlighting and over use of 
this very visible natural wild area.  Keep large groups 
and camping on Rancho Canada property only. 

10. Thrilled you are considering horse trailer parking. 
Thank you...would be pitiful if an old cattle ranch 
retrofitted not to allow horses throughout. 

11. Safe parking area must be provided off of Highway 
1. 

12. Camping, please!  Carmel has zero camping 
opportunities.  The closest camping is Molera, 
Veterans Park, and Laguna Seca. Please provide 
permit camping with a season for local zip codes 
only.  

13. My dream is a pedestrian trail from cv village to 
Carmel river beach! 

14. Connection to Carmel River State Beach 

15. I”m not familiar with the particular areas, but support 
strongly all equestrian usages 

16. dog-friendly 

17. Is there a way to work with other agencies to 
establish a safe pedestrian route between a nearby 
MST bus stop and the potential multi-use connector 
to Carmel River State Beach? 

18. You indicated that the horse trailer staging area will 
be determined in the future, and then posited at one 
point it would be on the Palo Corona. Horse trailers 
pulled by trucks occupy a big space. Is there any 
space on the Rancho Canada property? Will there 
be reservations for space, or just first come, first 
served? Cattle trucks/trailers and equipment also 
need significant space. 

19. Thanks for getting public input and considering many 
different uses.  See comments in 7...  including 
education, interpretation, equestrian, and, yes, the 
trails should be interconnected and hikers should be 
allowed to get to the beach.  I agree there should be 
supervision by some sort of park personnel, possibly 
with added help from volunteers?  This is a wonderful 
opportunity to have an accessible park that is truly 
large enough to feel like you are in the woods and 

can get away from crowds of people if you hike/ride 
in far enough.   

20. FULL PUBLIC USE LIKE THE PUBLIC OWNS IT 

21. Survey: good thing, but...  Let’s get on with it! 

22. Equestrian and hiking trail access 

23. Parking areas for horse trailers 

24. Parking (limited) off Hwy. 1 within Front Ranch Unit. 
No general public vehicles beyond designated parkjng 
area. 

25. It’s difficult to choose only 3 elements fro above 
list. In addition to what I’ve chosen, education & 
interpretive use is an important tool for protecting 
the future of our lands & wildlife. Also, any future 
additional trail connections for any type of use is 
desirable. 

26. prefer trails for equestrians 

27. I don’t like the proposed connector to Carmel 
State Beach, unless it’s equestrian/hiking use only, 
and connects to the alternative multi-use trail to 
Inspiration point. 

28. Opening this area to the general public will help 
reduce overcrowding at other nearby park areas, like 
Point Lobos and Garapata. 

29. Get all cars off of Highway 1. 

30. Please let the Rancho Canada facility continue 
to function as a meeting place for the various 
organizations in the community which like to host 
luncheons and lectures there -- clubs, churches, 
weddings, etc.  PLEASE! 

31. Maintain the restaurant at the old Club House 

32. I would like to see the existing country club building 
kept and maintained for public meetings and 
gatherings. 

33. I also think re-purpose of the barn is very 
important. 

34. just keep those horses out   :) 

35. I still have not visited Palo Corona because I have 
dogs.  Can there be enough rangers to police dogs 
off leash so you can allow us law-abiding dog owners 
to hike with dogs on leash?   

36. Keep it simple: dog-friendly trails, minimal 
infrastructure.  

37. “No horses should be allowed - too much poop. No 
bikes should be allowed as they ruin the trails.“ 

38. “I like the day use activities at that location, however, 
think we’d still need trails, and love the idea of  being 
able to hike to Carmel River State Beach.

39. Access for horseback riding, hiking, but no bikes. 

40. Leave it be... 

41. There is an abundance of unmanaged and unpoliced 
public lands in Monterey County that increase the 
threat of wildfires to lives, property, and resources.  
The Park District should not have purchased this land 
if it cannot manage and police it.  Sell it back into 

QUESTION 8 : ADDITIONAL COMMENTS

ONLINE SURVEY CONTINUED
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WORKSHOP AND ONLINE #3 SURVEY - QUESTION 8

private ownership if you do not have the money to 
maintain the land and police it.  

42. so where are people supposed to park? not clear 

43. I like the idea of having a trail with a rustic 
campground for backpacking. 

44. No dogs.  Like POint Lobos 

45. continued pedestrian access from 
neighborhoodcommunities 

46. Please keep existing access at highway 1 (even if by 
permit only). 

47. Most people don’t own horses. More of the public 
is served by hiking trails included families and older 
adults, all ages and wider range of abilities. 

48. I am also enthusiastic about creating an unpaved trail 
to Carmel River Beach. Yes! And youth overnight 
programs at the barn would be excellent.  

49. passive use, no organized sports or events 

50. I would just like to re-emphasize the need for 
regularly available parking in the Front Ranch area.  
Please, please, please! 

51. Any element that would no longer require obtaining a 
permit in advance. 

52. Make it a golf course.  

53. Ensure there is plenty of parking near this white barn 
in the location specified.  

54. I also support Youth Educational Over-Night Programs 
& Horse Trailer Staging area 

55. public restrooms 

56. Eliminating all day use parking access near Hwy 1 is 
irresponsibly ‘NIMBY’ and fails to serve the majority 
of elder tax paying constituent that fund MPRPD, 
who will want day use access at that point.  Allowing 
overnight/long term parking for back-country trek/
camping only at the large paved parking lot at the 
main [exRCGC] facility is a reasonable restriction.  

57. Anything with multi-use access to the backcountry 
unit is preferred. Living in quail lodge, I would love 
to be able to hop on my bike from my house and 
get into the backcountry of Palo Corona easily. 
Mountain bikers are often feared by hikers for good 
reason, bikes move at sometimes 40 mph downhill 
and hikers are on the same trails. A solution to this 
problem is bells on the handlebars of bikes. These 
bells ring constantly when the bike hits a bump and 
can be heard from far away. Requiring these 10 
dollar bells would hopefully protect trail access for 
mountain bikers and make hikers feel more safe. I 
feel like that is a great solution to the problem. I 
can speak for all mountain bikers here; we would 
do anything to be able to ride up in Palo Corona 
and enjoy those beautiful vistas on the mountain 
tops. It would be an absolute dream. And in addition 
to that, a trail connecting into carmel river beach 

would also be great. I love riding into town with my 
family for lunch and this has recently been cutoff 
which is a real bummer. Access to the Palo Corona 
backcountry would be an absolute dream come true. 
I don’t know what limitations you are working in but I 
would be happy to speak about these bells with you 
if necessary. Please allow backpacking and mountain 
biking, and hiking, and horses, all that family fun. My 
number is xxx-xxx-xxxx if you would like to call about 
this. thanks! I have samples of the bells too.   

58. Hiking trails, interpretative signs and access are 
important to me.  As little impact as possible to 
environment. 

59. Again please take time to consider making this 
disability accessible - it is mentioned nowhere and 
unpaved options only show it hasn’t even been 
considered.  Again this is 1 in 5 of your friends, 
family, neighbors and tax base.  Please don’t exclude 
them. 

60. Let her rip. 

61. No horses....messy “droppings” on trails not good ! 

62. Limited picnic areas, a few benches at scenic points 
and well marked trails. 

63. In my experience, bikes and hikers are an unpleasant 
mix for hikers. 

64. none 

65. Please leave this area as natural and untouched as 
possible. 

66. Yes, hiking trails! Keep it simple- hiking trails only are 
the best option. Think Garland park. 

67. I see no reason for connector trails.  Keeping track of 
people in the park is very important as the potential 
to get lost or go into back country and attempt 
camping and fires is too great a risk. 

68. connectivity of hiking trails my first consideration -- to 
Whisler-Wilson soon as possible! 

69. No large parking lot on Highway #1, limited private 
Permit parking 

70. Keep all areas as pristine as can be. Have plenty of 
oversight. 

71. No parking on Hwy 1 is a very good idea.  No special 
permits (noise) in out door areas.  Not good for 
nature or nearby neighborhoods. 

72. Please consider a bike trail/path through the park 
so cyclists won’t have to travel Carmel Valley rd,Rio 
rd.,Carmel rancho blvd.just to go around Palo Corona.
This is the time to connect hi way 1 and River Bank 
trail. 

73. Carmel River State Beach is the second richest 
migratory songbird area/riparian - coastal lagoon in 
the state. Placing horses and mtn. bikes here is not 
in our general plan. Trails at CRSB will be for wildlife 
viewing and hiking only. FYI 

QUESTION 8 : ADDITIONAL COMMENTS

ONLINE SURVEY CONTINUED
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74. The multi use trail, that includes dogs on leash and 
bikes, connecting Palo Corona to Carmel River State 
Beach 

75. My comment is about the “backcountry” and 
potential camping. Fire is a major concern. If any 
camping is permitted, I assume no flame will 
be allowed of any kind, including gas stoves for 
cooking. 

76. I think the plan should be to open up the are to the 
most user groups. 

77. There needs to be adequate parking. 

78. Access to the backcountry. 

79. Mountain biking trails would be nice 

80. Full mountain biking access 

81. Hiking only access. Not mountain bikes or horses. 
Connector to other parks is good. 

82. Leave the land as it is. 

83. keep it wild as much as possible 

84. Please supply adequate staff to ensure user safety 
and protect the environment. Please, no dogs... for 
the sake of the grazing cattle. 

WORKSHOP AND ONLINE #3 SURVEY - QUESTION 8
QUESTION 8 : ADDITIONAL COMMENTS

ONLINE SURVEY CONTINUED
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QUESTION # 9 :  ANY GENERAL COMMENTS ON THE 
FRONT RANCH UNIT DESIGN? 

ONLINE SURVEY
1. I don’t want to see bikes or dogs inside the unit. 

2. If the Park District could recruit sufficient resources, 
and no conflicts precluded any of the elements of 
the Front Ranch of Unit Preferred Alternative, then 
I would support all 10 elements.  I checked the 3 
elements that I feel are the highest priority, and 
therefore “like the most.”

3. Keep it simple and let nature be respected,  but 
not shut away, from people who know how to use 
trails without trashing them or the land around them- 
like horseback riders, hikers and many mountain 
bikers.  Dogs are ok on trails as well, as riders in 
Garland usually have no problem with dogs off leash 
around their horses.  We are used to them and they 
desensitize our horses to scary things, which is a 
good thing.  Same with bikes

4. It would also be nice to have water available for the 
animals in the parking area and on the trail.  This 
could be used for horses and dogs too.

5. Multi use trail into carmel river state beach not good 
because in major flood plain, which is within the 
carmel free project zone and a great birding area.

6. “Strongly object to overnight camping in front area 
and expanded use of barn. This will impact current 
viewsheds from a wide range of community visits.

7. Our neighborhoods and others will organize to 
oppose further development beyond nature related 
day use, except in back country. Rancho Canada 
already offers many activity opportunities as well as  
auto access and parking. “

8. Keep it wild

9. Like any and all unpaved trails proposed for hiking 
and equestrian; probably should have a couple of the 
narrow, scary ones solely for mountain bikes so they 
aren’t left out but also so that the testosterone-filled 
youngsters can blow off steam without killing the 
slower travelers.

10. There is so much land there.  Couldn’t we at least 
provide backpacking camping?

11. The barn should be used for educational events, not 
for community fundraisers or special events.

12. must be dog-friendly

13. Looks like you’re doing good work.  I am concerned 
about roadbank erosion on the section of Palo Corona 
Trail leading to Inspiration Point.

14. Funding is important!  Get the locals behind this park 
and its potential.  What other large parks in the State 
have had lots of support and are used by locals and 
non-locals?  What did the successful parks do that 
might be applicable to this park?  

15. to much of Monterey county is taken off the tax rolls 
without public use

16. Multi use trail system and connection to adjacent park 
lands

ONLINE #3 SURVEY - QUESTION 9
17. horse trails not over run by hikers and bikes. on 

weekends it is bad to ride horses because of all the 
hikers and dogs

18. Again, please don’t mix equestrian and bike trails. 
They should be separated.

19. I think this unit will get a lot of general public use 
and appears to be a perfect area for the proposed 
interpretative & educational opportunities. I really like 
the idea of the youth camping. All help teach how to 
preserve & appreciate nature.

20. in favor of resources for students

21. The Barn is a possibility, with access via permit only, 
day use only.

22. Stop the nonsense.  Let us be. 

23. Maintain the restaurant at the old Club House.

24. Picture captions are very small, which makes it hard 
to read. In the future, consider using a larger font.

25. Although I did not mark the Educational use of  barn, 
I really like the idea. I will always choose hiking trails 
first. Repurposing for interpretive and educational use 
would have been my 4th choice.

26. Add more parking, parking at Corona is veru tough as 
is

27. Maintain its beauty for hikers and horseback 
riders. The slower pace of walking or riding affords 
opportunities for quiet observation.

28. Leave it as is...

29. There is an abundance of unmanaged and unpoliced 
public lands in Monterey County that increase the 
threat of wildfires to lives, property, and resources.  
The Park District should not have purchased this land 
if it cannot manage and police it.  Sell it back into 
private ownership if you do not have the money to 
maintain the land and police it. 

30. Many of the listed alternatives sound almost the 
same. This survey may not produce useful results.

31. The lower part of this property has seen a lot of 
human impact already and could be used for more 
public purposes. However, the Palo Corona trail 
seems very remote to me and so may want to limit 
access still. 

32. adding mountain bikes, horses, and dogs on “multi-
use” trails is not preferred

33. Still concerned about people/dogs-though 
unpermitted I expect they will be there sometimes 
anyway and cattle.  My vote is for the cattle.

34. Connection to Carmel River may bring more people 
into the park and allow a greater connection to 
opportunities to enjoy the natural area.

35. please be sure can get to sobranes and to mittledorf 
from front ranch

36. NO mountain bikes!  They will cut up the park into 
millions of trails just like Fort Ord...

37. Even on winter weekends now, there are MANY 
users on nearly all the local trails.  Please plan for 
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use by local residents as well as visitors.  You will 
probably need more staff, more first aid supplies, 
more potable water, and more restroom facilities than 
you expect.

38. Seems unfortunate to give up vehicle access from 
Hwy 1

39. Make it a golf course. 

40. Recreational & Educational focus on the Carmel River

41. Access MUST include some Day Use Parking off 
Hwy 1, but can exclude overnight/long term and be 
limited in area/spaces available. 

42. Anything with multi-use access to the backcountry 
unit is preferred. Living in quail lodge, I would love 
to be able to hop on my bike from my house and 
get into the backcountry of Palo Corona easily. 
Mountain bikers are often feared by hikers for good 
reason, bikes move at sometimes 40 mph downhill 
and hikers are on the same trails. A solution to this 
problem is bells on the handlebars of bikes. These 
bells ring constantly when the bike hits a bump and 
can be heard from far away. Requiring these 10 
dollar bells would hopefully protect trail access for 
mountain bikers and make hikers feel more safe. I 
feel like that is a great solution to the problem. I 
can speak for all mountain bikers here; we would 
do anything to be able to ride up in Palo Corona 
and enjoy those beautiful vistas on the mountain 
tops. It would be an absolute dream. And in addition 
to that, a trail connecting into carmel river beach 
would also be great. I love riding into town with my 
family for lunch and this has recently been cutoff 
which is a real bummer. Access to the Palo Corona 
backcountry would be an absolute dream come true. 
I don’t know what limitations you are working in but I 
would be happy to speak about these bells with you 
if necessary. Please allow backpacking and mountain 
biking, and hiking, and horses, all that family fun. My 
number is xxx-xxx-xxxx if you would like to call about 
this. thanks! I have samples of the bells too.  

43. See prior comments - disability access really should 
be included and isn’t.

44. No horses.....messy “droppings” on trails not good !

45. Make it happen in my lifetime.

46. Separate trails for multiple users (e.g., bicyclist, 
equestrian, hikers).

47. The district’s mission is to “preserve & protect open 
space” not camping barns and an equestrian park. 
Please Keep it simple- hiking trails only. 

48. I love the idea of using the barn for education and 
especially for kids.  This is wonderful and easily done 
and contained.

49. looks great

50. Keep all areas as pristine as can be. Have plenty of 
oversight. Still sorry to see development of Rancho 
Canada with housing.

51. Seems those in favor of a dog park have already 
gotten together to select the location and gain your 
support.  Please give as much consideration to the 
people who live near and visit the area so they don’t 
need to contend with off leash dogs going to and 
from the proposed enclosed area.

52. Won’t the barn still be needed to store hay?  
Education can happen at Ranch Canada.

53. I can’t state it enough,connect the South Bank river 
trail to hi way 1 entrance. Such a low impact on the 
park and a great example of multi use for cyclists.

54. I like removing the Hwy 1 parking also. 

55. I’m So Excited!  

56. Don’t believe that Closing Access to Hwy 1 is a good 
idea.  

57. Picnic areas are a must for everyone.

58. San Jose Creek canyon should be opened up to 
connect the Whisler Wilson Cabin area to the beach. 
The road there, which you guys have been improving 
and putting bridges on, is a gorgeous path through 
the redwoods and other biomes that uniquely 
captures the beauty and diversity of habitat that 
makes where we live so special, and it does all that in 
less than two miles!

59. Leave it as it is. We don’t need more tourists

60. Keep the clubhouse available for local events, clubs, 
catering and weddings.

ONLINE #3 SURVEY - QUESTION 9
QUESTION # 9 :  ANY GENERAL COMMENTS ON THE 
FRONT RANCH UNIT DESIGN? 

ONLINE SURVEY
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WORKSHOP AND ONLINE #3 SURVEY - RANCHO CAÑADA UNIT

RANCHO CAÑADA UNIT - PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE DESCRIPTION
The Preferred Alternative for the Rancho Cañada Unit focuses on restoration of the former golf course while developing 
a varied trail network for hiking and multi-use. The plan also proposes a few areas for more active recreation, including 
spaces for outdoor community events and educational programming, and a fenced dog park.

PROPOSED USES
• Riparian corridor and upland restoration

• 1000’ wildlife corridor

• Trailheads and network of paved and unpaved trails

• Trail connection and access to Front Ranch Unit

• Multi-use trails and access to Back Country Unit 
(through Front Ranch Unit)

• Outdoor classrooms and interpretive educational 
programming

• River overlook area

• Picnic pavilions and dispersed picnicking

• Amphitheater and outdoor gathering space

• Nature play area

• Fenced, off-leash dog park

• CalFire emergency staging area

• Flexibility for introducing other appropriate uses in the 
future
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WORKSHOP AND ONLINE #3 SURVEY - QUESTION 10
QUESTION 10 : WHAT ELEMENTS OF THE RANCHO CAÑADA UNIT PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE DO YOU LIKE 
THE BEST? (CHOOSE UP TO 3)

Public Workshop

Online Survey
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QUESTION #10 :  (OTHER PLEASE SPECIFY)

ONLINE SURVEY
1. Continue to use Clubhouse for catered meetings, 

events, and fundraisers

2. It is important to keep things simple and natural.

3. I have used the trails through this area several times 
since the golf course closed, and it is already a nice 
peaceful place with many birds and other wildlife, and 
has the potential to become an amazing extension of 
the carmel River riparian and upland riparian zone that 
was there in the past.  Could be an great decision and 
legacy for the regional parks district.  

4. Many good ideas here --- Cal fire staging area is 
also a vital priority Remember that Me Earth already 
covers many educational activities very close by

5. Like most of these activities at Rancho Canada, why 
limit us to 3

6. Community use of the Clubhouse is really important 
for civic activities and private functions.

7. Please provide a space for camping or disc golf

8. the eastern multiuse trail doesn’t need to be paved.  
It is an excellent addition from the south bank trail. A 
good mix of benches a la the front ranch.

9. hard to choose, so many great ideas!

10. Horse trails unpaved?

11. This is an accessible area that will have more 
concentrated use, so consider paving some trails 
and providing picnic and day use areas that can take 
abuse.  Restore vegetation.

12. 3 picks is to few. Most of the above look good. Multi 
use trails unpaved look good. Horse trails need to be 
seperate from multi use because weekend use is so 
busy. 

13. no paved trails, no bike trails, hiking trails only, no 
dogs; 

14. equine trails

15. Equestrian stating area.

16. Is there an unpaved trail through this unit for 
equestrians to access the front unit? (I wasn’t able 
to attend meetings and am unclear if equestrians 
would need to use the pa ed multiuse trail in order to 
access front unit. Riding on pavement is acceptable. 
Unpaved is better. 

17. I kind of like everything suggested

18. I don’t really understand what the “1000’ wildlife 
corrider” is all about?  Looks useless.

19. WAC meetings

20. Do not remove existing golf pathways, they are great 
for young families with children on bikes/trikes.   Also 
it is pleasent for seniors  with wheelchairs or limited 
mobility.  Third, this website reloads so very slow that 
many people will have quit by now.

21. Leave the Rancho Canada Clubhouse and parking AS 
IS.  Please!

22. Maintain the restaurant at the old Clubhouse

WORKSHOP AND ONLINE #3 SURVEY - QUESTION 10
23. I hate for the community to lose access to the 

Clubhouse which has been an ideal gathering place 
for social clubs and academic/business events.  I 
have probably been there ten times a year, usually as 
a guest, occasionally as a speaker, and it is a valuable 
resource for us all.

24. Would not need the Cal Fire area if the CV airfield 
could be saved & not developed.

25. Future use areas

26. would love a few pickle ball courts

27. Picnic area, unpaved connector trails.

28. Don’t pave don’t build structures . Let people obtain 
permits. People just leave trash and start fires. Let 
the environmental aware get a permit to use the 
space.

29. No dog park!

30. Parking

31. I also really like the Nature Play area, the Outdoor 
Amphitheater and the overlooks for the pond and 
river. It all looks great -- a good blend of public use 
and gateway to hiking the Valley but respecting the 
wildlife use of the same lands. 

32. Many of the other options are also appealing and 
seem appropriate to this location. 

33. I think the paved golf cart trails should be open to 
family biking. Low intensity biking is a crucial link for 
those of us with young children.

34. They are all good ideas.  LOWEST PRIORITY:  pond 
and pond-related structures. 

35. Make it a golf course. 

36. Wish to continue to use Club House for meetings, 
events and fundraisers!!

37. Ensure that the Clubhouse continues to offer catered 
meals and events for clubs, private parties, weddings 
and nonprofits. 

38. Fishing Access

39. A bit concerned about having big events at the 
clubhouse. Doesn’t keep withing the purpose if the 
restoration abd wildlufe protectiin

40. No horses !  “Droppings” mess on trails not 
acceptable !

41. Also CalFire emergency staging area, community use 
of clubhouse, river overlook

42. Fishing access to the river

43. Pleas no extravagance, no pavilions of amphitheatres, 
those would be overstepping the district’s mission.

44. still a bit confused about first 2 items -- hikers must 
not be forced off by bikes

45. Please do not overdevelop this area 

46. The CalFire staging area is really legitimizing two dog 
parks.  Use of the club house is great.  Amphitheater 
not a good idea, it would disturb neighbors and 
animals.  Trailheads great idea, Kiosks unnecessary.
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47. I am a bit confused as to the difference between 
multi-use trails and community trails

48. community use of Clubhouse should be allowed. 
Places for bicycles, especially family groups, but not 
mixed with horses.

49. A multi use trail the bikes could use to travel from 
South Bank River trail through Palo Corona to hi way 
1 would be a great idea for multi use.The distance 
is very short and could be implemented with use of 
existing ranch roads. Flat low elevation trails work 
great at parks like Garland Regional  with very little 
issues with other mixed use people.

50. As a community we must be ready for major fires/
floods/eartquakes 

51. Mountain biking trails from Highway one along river 
to Garland Ranch

52. Catering, weddings, and lunches at the clubhouse

WORKSHOP AND ONLINE #3 SURVEY - QUESTION 10
QUESTION #10 :  (OTHER PLEASE SPECIFY)

ONLINE SURVEY
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QUESTION 11: ANY ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 
ABOUT THE ELEMENTS FROM THE RANCHO 
CAÑADA UNIT PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE THAT 
YOU LIKE THE MOST?

PUBLIC WORKSHOP
1. Loved the idea of enhancing those “botanical” 

gardens or incorporating into the program 

2. Make the disc golf course play along the exterior 
boundaries of the park.  Less interference with trails 
and other activities.  

3. Be aware of federal and state agencies protection of 
threatened Carmel species - may affect “fishing” and 
limited access to river by public 

4. The design is perfect for disc golf.  

5. Need to require clean up of dog poop in dog area 

6. Picnic areas by entrance roadway are too close to 
roadway. Problems with small children running into 
roadway.  

7. Identify proposed tree plantings in existing Fairway 
areas 

8. Love the soft shoulders 

9. Like the  “low speed” comment for the gold trails 

10. Please require users of the dog parks to pick up their 
poop and take it with them.  Provide plastic bags 
for this on site.  Many dog walkers at Garland Park 
complain about terrible dog poop smell.  

11. Please eliminate picnic areas in the irrigated mowed 
section as we drive in to the parking lot, as even a 
six foot nonclimb fence will not keep children off the 
road.  Very dangerous for families.   

12. Move the amphitheatre to an area south of the large 
pond, so the noise of amphiteatre and view from the 
ball room is not affected.  

13. More acreage for a challenging Disc Golf Course 

14. More local Native American recognition 

15. Re-locate amphitheater 

16. Dog park seems small, recommend visiting Quail and 
see how nice that works out - lots of room to chase 
balls, etc.  

17. Golf disk is too big 

18. Dog park is too small 

19. Minimize paving 

20. Dog park to small 

21. Minimize paving 

22. The dog park will be popular as there are limited areas 
for dogs in parks.  

23. Please, no dogs off leash! 

24. Like informal family picnic areas in a maintained park 
setting.  

25. Like play area for kids 

26. Maybe add a fitness course. 

27. There may be some conflicts between some of the 
proposed uses and trails with the priority restoration 
areas, hard to tell with these maps. 

28. It is imperative that a trail network include dogs on 
leash within RC, bicycles and mobility restricted 
residents to connect to neighborhoods.  Many 
people’s form of exercise is walking with dog.  

29. Dog access to Rancho Canada Unit (on-leash ok) and 
dog access to backcountry. 

30. No disc golf.  

31. NO disc golf!!! Being hit in the head or face by a 
heavy rubber disc hurts and can be expensive. 

32. Do not allow potentially weedy species to be used in 
landscaping.  

33. Landscape w/local natives.  Demonstration garden. 
Use plants that support native pollinating insects and 
birds.  

34. Be prepared for flooding.  In 1998, nearly all of the 
golf course was under water.  Not around building 
then again, the NW part of golf course will become 
homes, which will put added pressure on open land 
area.  

35. I like the idea of native plant nursery! 

36. Thought idea of X country course a sound one 

37. Why are multi-use trails paved? I.e. need to be 
paved? Why not decomposed granite?  

38. Please review toxic elements from golf course 
treatments for the past 40(?) years. All chemicals 
used in the past are on file with the State of 
California 

39. Hurry 

40. More acres for the disc golf course to coincide with 
other opportunities 

41. You have done a great job of incorporating community 
input into the design, and of presenting it at the 
workshop. Thank you! 

42. It would be good to have unpaved trails that follow 
along both sides of the river, within the riparian zone 
(the part of the zone with large trees) 

43. Larger disc golf course.  

44. Education about local Native Americans. 

45. Dog Friendly use 

46. With the disc golf course, walking trails next to the 
course will be a safety hazard.  Flying disc can hurt if 
you get hit by one.  

47. Disc park within 1000’ wildlife corridor makes no 
sense.  Do not attract people to corridor. 

48. Dogs on leash should be possible everywhere in 
Rancho Canada Unit 

49. Dog park must be mobility-impaired accessible! 

50. Existing parking areas does not seem sufficient 
for trail, dog, special event/wedding, district office 
employee and visitor parking. 

WORKSHOP AND ONLINE #3 SURVEY - QUESTION 11
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51. Disc golf nice idea 

52. No need for beach access under Hwy 1 

53. Mt. Bike access 

54. Please allow dogs on trails.  

55. I support restoration-especially along the river.  

56. Please make dog parks larger and use mulch or gravel 
(not dirt ground) 

57. Allow on-leash access for dogs on all trails.  

58. No paved trails 12 feet wide 

59. No paved or unpaved trail to Carmel River Beach 

60. No rustic camping allowed - no fire permits 

61. No dogs on leash on paved or unpaved trails 

62. Please keep it natural 

63. Minimize paved trails 

64. Move amphitheater away from buildings - better for 
both.  

65. Move the amphitheater away from the Clubhouse 
building.  

66. Having existing parking for attendees for community 
use of clubhouse is important.  

67. Camping should not be permitted due to fires!! 

68.  I think there should be DG trails not paved 

69. I think the paved trails should be 8ft not 12 ft.  

70. So glad it is not going to be made into housing.  
That’s what I was told was going to happen.  

71. Togo lunch boxes for visitors for picnic after work.  

72. Exercise area with stations 

73. Keep it natural! 

74. No camping 

75. No dogs off leash 

76. Potential overnight camping options 

77. Disc golf - encourage cardio-exercise and celebrate 
previous golf course history 

78. Will we have river access?  

79. Move amphitheater away from the building 

80. Can we swim in the lake/pond? Will there be any 
fishing?  

ONLINE SURVEY - ADDITIONAL COMMENTS
81. I use the trails for birdwatching and nature studies. 

Dogs and bicycles are not compatible with these 
activities.

82. If the Park District could recruit sufficient resources, 
and no conflicts precluded any of the elements of 
the Rancho Cañada Unit Preferred Alternative, then 
I would support all 15 elements.  I checked the 3 

elements that I feel are the highest priority, and 
therefore “like the most.”

83. Support continued use of Club House by World 
Affairs Council

84. Don’t turn it into Pt. Lobos or Big Sur.  Respect our 
community and the people who are your neighbors.  
Don’t do this for the tourists!

85. Love the idea of an area where we could ride our 
horses and take our dogs to play.  Feel this is needed 
in our area.

86. Large group activities and camping proposed for the 
barn area at front ranch should be moved to Rancho 
Canada.  Keep front ranch wild.

87. Okay with me if this becomes a heavy-use area. It is 
accessible.

88. Love all the ideas listed.

89. Disc golf should be allowed because the area was 
previously disturbed (golf course). THOUSANDS of 
disc golf courses currently reside in parkland!

90. Again, mountain bikes, dog walkers, horses, and 
hikers with strollers and children do not mix well on 
multi-use trails.

91. as much access as possible as soon as possible and 
incremental development to there is never massive 
restricted areas.  Access to the Easements.  Too 
much fencing already.  

92. equestrian access

93. See 10

94. The Ohlone informational stations would work 
here, as well. https://docs.google.com/document/
d/1faA37QhsvWlrMQNfO47CEdP_a_FXS_
vt4PdrCcM0pMQ/edit

95. Multi use trails to serve all community activities 
including hiking, walking, equestrian, biking, 
picnicking dog walking and enjoying the beautiful 
views

96. In order to restore native plants and create a wildlife 
corridor, it is really important to engage local 
environmental non-profits such as Return of the 
Natives education project that can help facilitate the 
restoration process. 

97. Horse trails could follow the multi use trails but be 
seperate with space between them 

98. horse trails

99. Community use of clubhouse

100. Parking for access to all units should be established 
here with daily limits on trail access to ‘wilderness 
areas’

101. Dog park and multiuse trails to access front unit. But I 
think the overall plan is is well thought out. It appears 
to include many diverse opportunities to great 
number of people who have varying interests & enjoy 
a variety of activities & sports.

QUESTION 11: ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 
CONTINUED 

PUBLIC WORKSHOP
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102. I like the multi use options and I mean educational, 
camping, restoration, dogs, horses, people, kids, 
access to othe areas, etc. 

103. Mountain bike trails needed

104. I would like to continue to use the Clubhouse for 
community events, catered meetings and fundraising 
events.

105. Please make a friendly surface for equestrians, with 
adequate protection from bikes and wandering 
pedestrians, especially loud and running children!!

106. Maintained as a venue for community events, catered 
meetings such as it is used by the World Affairs 
Council

107. ONLY the club house for now.

108. Please preserve clubhouse use for World Affairs 
Council meetings and other non-profit community 
organizations’ gatherings.  

109. Maintain the restaurant at the old Clubhouse

110. Wildlife corridor is SO important

111. Keep it simple: dog-friendly trails, minimal 
infrastructure.  It’s a park, not a theme park. 

112. I can see making this part a more community 
oriented section. I usually don’t like paved trails but 
they do give access to everyone.

113. the access from east (Quail and Hacienda) and west 
neighborhoods is essential

114. Maintain focus on nature and outdoor activities.

115. Permit only. Let them grow down a blanket for a 
picnic. Why poor money into something that people 
deface and ruin. Permit only to the eco savvy 
visitors...

116. All 3 types of trails would be great.

117. No dogs.

118. NO MOUNTAIN BIKING

119. Fenced off leash dog area a good idea.  Have dog-
free paths for elderly.  

120. Also like trail head kiosks, pond observation deck, 
outdoor classroom and/amphitheater for outdoor 
oriented nature classes.

121. It would be great if there were regular music 
and “ranger talks: at the outdoor amphitheatre, 
but if there’s no staffing to manage that kind of 
programming, then it probably wouldn’t be used 
much.

122. Focus on habitat restoration and preservation

123. We really need a dog park...this is Carmel supposedly 
the most dog-friendly town in the country! Carmel 
Beach is too expansive for some dogs to handle. 
Need a park please!

124. I would have liked to also vote for an outdoor 
classroom, if I had 4 votes

125. At your hearings, persons in favor of the off leash dog 
park have constituted more people, (and the most 
respectful people, both of others AND of the use of 
this precious land resource) than any other advocate 
of the differing proposed uses of this land. I hope and 
pray that you will keep this small but precious and 
badly needed use in mind, as you finalize your plans. 

126. Make it a golf course. 

127. Keep the clubhouse open for catered events

128. Since the Park District requires a source of income, 
continued use of the clubhouse for catered meals 
and functions is very important for revenue, and to 
ensure a low cost venue with lighted flat parking lot 
for attendees. 

129. Good overall design.  maintain river bank access for 
water contact and fishing.  Do not allow dogs access 
to river during steelhead spawning season [Jan-May], 
& only on-leash anywhere else outside dog parks.

130. I think the parking provided at the old Rancho Canada 
clubhouse is perfect. There is a ton of space for dog 
walkers, horse trailers, hikers, mountain bikers. I don’t 
think much is necessary there apart from a trailhead 
with some maps just outside the parking lot. As long 
as a trail connects into the Palo Corona backcountry 
I am happy. A lot of people would enjoy easy access 
like that into the backcountry, with plenty of parking 
space. 

131. On-leash dog access on multi-use and connector 
trails.  

132. Again if paved access is not offered every single 
other resource is completely unavailable to anyone 
with a disability which is 1 in 5 of the US population 
including children!

133. Don’t do too much.

134. Well marked trails that are wide enough to jog or walk 
on in both directions.

135. There are about 6 things I want - seems like choosing 
3 will not get at what you want - have you thought of 
weighting them?

136. The wider, multiuse trail are a blot on the landscape, 
remove one somewhat from nature, and feel like 
being on a freeway with potentially lots of traffic at 
different speeds to navigate.

137. Restoration of river area

138. Let’s keep this beautiful space open for people to 
enjoy without adding special attractions.

139. Ask yourself if Garland park has an amphitheatre. It 
does not because it’s too much.

140. I strongly encourage the idea of letting this gorgeous 
small jewel of land continue to go wild and doing 
as little as possible to attract tourists and events.  I 
walk this park almost every day and the idea of it 
being paved, enhanced, used, overused, crowded 
with humans, trash, bikes, and the potential for fires 

QUESTION 11: ANY ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 

ONLINE SURVEY CONTINUED
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from increased human activity too high a price.  Why 
spend any money?  It is perfect the way it is.  Follow 
the Garland Park plan without the horses PLEASE. 
Do little to promote it or it will become like Big Sur 
being loved to death and increased potential for 
fires.  Tourists do not have the same appreciation 
for our “backyard” as residents do.  We are an 
elderly community who enjoy solitude and walking 
with our well behaved dogs.  PLEASE give us this 
space to enjoy without crowds filling the parking lot 
and parked cars, RVs and motorhomes everywhere.  
Please don’t connect it to the backcountry.  If people 
want a big hike they can go to Garland or PC.  I 
would also suggest keeping picnics at the area of the 
Education Center at PC where the trash can more 
easily be controlled and staff can make sure no one 
brings in bar-b-ques as the potential for fire is too 
great.  Thank you for considering my comments.

141. looks great -- in my lifetime please!  (I’m 83)

142. Unpaved trails are best. If you need pavement stay 
home. CAL Fire area is good idea considering horrific 
past fires.

143. Once again - make sure that the uses are compatible 
with this beautiful environment.

144. Additional access to Carmel River Beach is 
unnecessary.  There is already ample parking there. 

145. An off leash dog park would be a fantastic alternative 
for this land.  It will have easy access and parking 
and a fantastic opportunity for people to socialize and 
exercise their dogs who may not be able to walk long 
distances to exercise their dogs.

146. Please allow bikes to pass through Palo Corona from 
bike path at South Bank Trail. Simple and easy to do 
right now. Very low cost to benefit ratio.

147. Habitat restoration is keeen. Outdoor education 
pavillion is great, and this could also be used for 
outdoor theatre as well..theatre under the stars type 
of events = revenue generation. 

148. multi use trails including dogs on leash and bikes to 
access fenced dog park from South Bank Trail

149. You show “Easements”. What are they?  

150. I would like to see the trails within RC Unit be dog 
friendly on leash as many people walk with their dog 
for exercise 

151. CalFire must have adequate staging area 

152. Having the privilege to enjoy multi-use trails

153. Preserve Open Space

154. We don’t need any more educational centers, bike 
paths, and use of these lands.

155. Keep the catering, community lunches, and 
clubhouse for weddings.

156. “Community use” above private, weddings etc., use 
of clubhouse.

QUESTION 11: ANY ADDITIONAL COMMENTS

ONLINE SURVEY CONTINUED

157. Not sure of the outdoor education area.  Should not 
be close to residences. 

158. keep it wild

159. Please keep an emphasis on walking trails for people 
of all ages from those with babies in strollers to 
elders with canes.
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QUESTION 12 :  ANY GENERAL COMMENTS ON THE 
RANCHO CAÑADA UNIT DESIGN? 

ONLINE SURVEY
1. (1) It would be good for all trails in the flood-plain 

to be UNpaved (say the 20-year floodplain), in 
cooperation with the intent to exclude paved trails 
from the part of the flood plain that is bounded by 
the Front Ranch, the River, and Highway 1. (2) Also, 
it would be good if the trails in the Wildlife Corridor 
were UNpaved. (3) Instead of the CalFire Emergency 
Staging Area extending about three-fourths of the 
way from Carmel Valley Road to the river, the CalFire 
Area could stay much further from the river if this 
Area included the picnic and lawn areas northwest 
and west of the Clubhouse.  (4) The Preferred 
Alternative shows the Outdoor Classroom Pavilion 
for the Santa Lucia Conservancy (SLC) located well-
within the Wildlife Corridor; it might be better if this 
pavilion were outside the Wildlife Corridor.  Obviously, 
this Pavilion could be located further east.  But, 
reshaping the CalFire area, as suggested in (3) above, 
would allow the Wildlife Corridor to trend southwest 
-- away from the SLC Easement -- as it goes toward 
the river from Carmel Valley Road. (5) A natural 
path for the 1000’ Wildlife Corridor, after it comes 
approximately straight south from area of the Martin 
Canyon culvert, would be to follow the north bank of 
the river where it flows southwest, then cross the 
river where it turns to flow northwest, then go across 
the roughly triangular area that is now a small farm, 
and then follow the gully up to the notch in the ridge 
where the Multi-Use Trail to Back Country crosses 
the ridge to get to Inspiration Point.  If the farm and 
its water rights were not acquired, then the Wildlife 
Corridor would have to go to the west of the farm; 
consequently, essentially all of Rancho Canada south 
of the river would be in the 1000’ wildlife corridor, 
which might preclude the Preferred Alternative’s 
suggestion to locate an Outdoor Classroom Pavilion 
south of the river. (6) For several reasons, it would 
be good for the eastern Multi-Use Trail -- instead of 
starting from between the Dog Parks -- to start at the 
southwest side of the Gravel Parking Area and pass 
between the Cart Barn and Small Dog Park.  This 
would (a) provide a more direct route for trail users 
to get past the Dog Parks and into the more natural 
areas, (b) make it easier for the Large Dog Park to 
not extend so far east toward the Wildlife Corridor, 
and (c ) allow for a SINGLE Trailhead Information 
Kiosk for THREE trails -- the ones that start from the 
Amphitheater, the southeast corner of the paved 
parking area, and the Gravel Parking Area -- where 
they merge together southeast of the Clubhouse.  
The start of each of these three trails could simply 
have a sign such as “”Eastside Multi-Use Trail to the 
South Bank”” (7) It would be better for the smaller 
Picnic Pavilion to be located farther east, closer to 
the parking lot, on higher ground, and away from 
the natural outlet of the pond where it is shown on 
the Preferred Alternative.  Also, it would be good 
to have a Connector Trail that goes rather directly 
from this pavilion to the nearby Multi-Use Trail. (8) 

For several reasons, the best location for the Dog 
Parks would appear to be north and northwest of the 
pond that is near the northwest corner of Rancho 
Canada.  Reasons: (a) A more pleasant area -- for 
the Dispersed Picnic Area shown by the Preferred 
Alternative as north and west of this pond, alongside 
the park-entry road -- would be southwest of the 
Nature Play Area, (b) the barking, smelly dogs would 
be farther from the Wildlife Corridor, (c ) the barking 
dogs would be farther from the Clubhouse’s offices 
and meeting rooms, (d) the barking, smelly dogs 
would not be along the way from the parking lots to 
anywhere else in the park, (e) the Dog Parks would 
be closer to all of the dogs that may one day reside in 
the proposed Rancho Canada Village.”

2. Keep  it simple and don’t make it a tourist attraction.

3. Look forward to enjoying this area in the future.

4. Like all the rancho canada activities, but prefer to 
keep ALL intensive activities on rancho canada 
property, it seems more than large enough to 
accommodate them.

5. Nice variety. I have no strong preferences but like 
focus on dog parks and potential for heavy use.

6. Please keep exploring the option to bring back disc 
golf and camping.  This is our only opportunity for 
recreational activities.  Do it for the kids! 

7. Organized activities and use of the existing buildings 
seem appropriate only here.

8. Great direction.  Looking forward to your grand 
opening.

9. Bravo!

10. Is there a way to work with other agencies to provide 
safer access to and from the closest MST bus stop 
on the north side of Carmel Valley Road?

11. This is an accessible area that will have more 
concentrated use, so consider paving some trails 
and providing picnic and day use areas that can take 
abuse.  Restore vegetation.

12. Connection to adjacent park lands to create a network 
of shared use trails

13. difficult to narrow down priorities, I could have 
chosen 8!

14. Again, I missed the meetings. But is there access to 
drinking water? Is there direct access to the river?

15. whatever happens ..there must be park staff to 
monitor assist use

16. I often walk from Hacienda Carmel to the Palo 
Corona front gate which is clearly marked as dogs 
must be leashed, and more often than not I observe 
people allowing their dogs to run free. This would 
be a problem on multi-use trails. Dogs should not be 
permitted on the same trails as horses. Mountain 
bikes should not be permitted on the same trails as 
horses and pedestrians . Thank you.

17. Keep the public “mass” events in this area, and leave 
the vast majority of the open space for hiking and 
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horses, not development or ‘educational’ outposts, 
please!

18. Clubhouse use for WAC meetings

19. The clubhouse needs to continue to host lectures, 
luncheons, church dinners, weddings, etc. if you 
REALLY want to please the entire community.

20. Maintain the restaurant at the old Clubhouse

21. Many good ideas (dog park, education) and limited 
choices!

22. Lots of good ideas here (and elsewhere). Hope that 
there are enough funds to implement more than 
three of them.

23. I think we need a more traditional family gathering 
park and this already developed area seems like just 
the right place for it.

24. To make sure trails really take into account the river 
and make that accessible

25. Maintain parking area.

26. Leave it be and permit only to the nature lovers .

27. I would like to see MPRPD provide Spanish-language 
maps, guides, brochures, and bilingual signage 
for key entrances and sites. Monterey County is 
very diverse. Spanish language materials signal 
a welcoming, inclusive environment as well as 
provide practical assistance for usage of the parks. 
Other parks and museums offer Spanish brochures, 
educational materials and bilingual signage (Monterey 
Bay Aquarium, Pacific Grove Museum of Natural 
History, Point Lobos State Park, etc.). There are 
significant Spanish-speaking populations within the 
MPRPD district-wide, as well as County-wide. Some 
historical sites within the parks have ties to the 
Spanish and Mexican periods. This would fit within 
MPRPD’s mission and vision to preserve open space 
for public benefit, enjoyment, and environmental 
education.

28. Looking forward to it!

29. Dog park might also be useable for this area as a lot 
of people have dogs and it is better that dogs are 
not loose in more natural areas as they threaten and 
disturb other animals and their young.

30. I think it is important to strike a balance between 
public access/ recreation and habitat restoration. I 
am an avid birder and quite enthusiastic about this 
project, anticipating the day when it will be open. 
However, I hope Rancho Cañada will remain basically 
rustic and undeveloped. 

31. “Misc. thoughts/questions:  It would be great if there 
could still be community use of the Rancho Canada 
clubhouse.

32. Will the entire park be closed during Cal-Fire use?

33. Will there be enough parking for all the different 
users? (see earlier comments)”

34. Keep it natural, passive use only so our children can 
learn to appreciate the beauty of the wilderness 
without trying to turn it into a playground or sports 
competition.

35. Make it a golf course. 

36. Best choice.  Keep Community Use of the Clubhouse 
as critical to many local area retired community 
residents.

37. Please ask everyone who is not using the clubhouse 
for meetings to park in the gravel area next to the cart 
barn. 

38. A blend of the three trail types is best, but must 
include ~1/4+ multi-use for the elderly/ADA access, 
and to separate horse paths from other uses.  Do not 
allow horses in the river bed.

39. I think the parking provided at the old Rancho Canada 
clubhouse is perfect. There is a ton of space for dog 
walkers, horse trailers, hikers, mountain bikers. I don’t 
think much is necessary there apart from a trailhead 
with some maps just outside the parking lot. As long 
as a trail connects into the Palo Corona backcountry 
I am happy. A lot of people would enjoy easy access 
like that into the backcountry, with plenty of parking 
space. 

40. Fenced dog park area should have grass similar to 
that at Quail.

41. All good planning. I don’t think the survey was very 
good, though!

42. Separate-use trails. Bicyclists and walkers do not mix. 

43. The emergency staging area seems to me a separate, 
and obviously needed, consideration

44. There is way too much lawn.   Most of this should be 
native grasses and wild flowers.

45. Why are we still talking about dog parks? People who 
own dogs should provide exercise for them in their 
own yards or take them to the beach.

46. Keeping it simple is the best option and the best way 
to serve the taxpaying public.

47. Thanks to all who saved this gorgeous piece of land 
from the developers!

48. Should there be some provision for the handicapped 
and disabled?

49. Once again - make sure that the uses are compatible 
with this beautiful environment.

50. Please be mindful of the local residents when 
planning for traffic and noise.  Day use is great.  
Close access like Point Lobos does at sunset to 
decrease noise and increase safety for everyone.  
Give the area back to nature overnight.

51. Allow bikes to ride through the park and connect to 
bike /pedestrian trail on East side entrance at South 
Bank trail gate. Sign in at locked gate and pass 
through,even if you need a permit in advance like it is 
now

52. Re: this survey: It would have helped if you had 
shown the different types of paths earlier in the 

QUESTION 12 :  ANY GENERAL COMMENTS ON 
THE RANCHO CAÑADA UNIT DESIGN? 

ONLINE SURVEY CONTINUED
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presentation, so we had that knowledge as we were 
evaluating the plans.  

53. ADA access is vital and the COMMUNITY TRAILS 
provides this. The playground needs to be ADA 
compliant as well.

54. Every dog owner will appreciate a place where to 
take their furry pals.

55. This is an amazing space that can be a great spot 
for the community to gather and appreciate the wild 
space we have. I believe the focus of this should be 
community involvement, especially education! A way 
to get more people to come and be excited is a large 
dog park! 

56. Off leash dog walking trails so that the people can 
get exercise along with their dog

57. Keep golf course paved trails, but don’t add more 
pavement!

58. Again, we don’t need to build out this space for 
more and more people to use it and trample it. Save 
something just for local. Local unpaved trails

59. See 11 Supra.

60. No dogs, except in dog park. 

61. This is the most important local contribution to the 
public and the environment since we voted for the 
MPRPD decades ago,

62. Connectivity/easements to surrounding open space 
and Carmel Rancho Blvd/Rio Rd is important for 
walk-ins

QUESTION 12 :  ANY GENERAL COMMENTS ON 
THE RANCHO CAÑADA UNIT DESIGN? 

ONLINE SURVEY CONTINUED
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WORKSHOP #3 SURVEY - CLUBHOUSE USE QUESTION
WHAT USES WOULD YOU LIKE TO SEE HAPPEN OR 
CONTINUE AT THE CLUBHOUSE?

PUBLIC WORKSHOP
1. Luncheons

2. Weddings

3. Proposed uses sound good

4. Meetings with full meal services

5. Weddings and evening events

6. Community organizations and non-profits continue to 
meet and continue on-site food service

7. Support catfish/perch native fishery for 12 and under 
kids

8. Visitor Center

9. Community meeting and catering i.e. World Affairs 
Council monthly programs

10. Nonprofit club meetings with an on-site caterer for 
meals.  And allow the caterer to provide for parties 
and weddings.  This will keep the caterer onsite and 
provide a needed source of park district revenue

11. Food court to day use public and private events

12. Visitor Center

13. Wedding venues

14. non-profit meeting space

15. Community meeting rooms

16. interpretive displays

17. Community Use

18. Non-profit

19. Weddings

20. Community meeting space

21. Space for social events

22. Café & office space for non-profits

23. Social event

24. Primarily community oriented, but limited private 
festivities - see model for weddings at Lover Point in 
Pacific Grove and other coastal parks. 

25. Community events

26. Café

27. Visitor center ok, but need more volunteers or staff; 
admin offices

28. Community meetings, but no weddings

29. MPRPD Headquarters

30. MPRPD Ops 2nd location

31. Community meeting space

32. Manage pond so that it doesn’t become a source of 
bullfrogs or other invasive species

33. Restaurant for public groups - its current large size is 
rare in areas. 

34. Non-profit offices very important. 

35. Meeting space/office for small local NGO’s on a 
periodic basis. 

36. Public meetings 

37. Big office for Jackie

38. Education/interpretation

39. Café

40. Food service

41. Disc golf sales

42. Recognition and education of our local Native 
American tribes.  Esselen Education for kids.  
Interactive would be best through-out the park

43. Community facility for meetings etc. 

44. non-profit offices

45. Aa suggested by this stage of the plan. 

46. Continue use of events to generate revenue. 

47. Nice location, plenty of parking, nature preservation. 

48. Weddings and Community Education - Environmental

49. Allow local Esselen Tribe to use facilities for tribe 
usage. 

50. Meeting space 

51. All park and community uses good. 

52. Education/student groups

53. Community and non-profit meetings. 

54. Events - private and community 

55. Community gatherings

56. Visitor Center

57. no weddings & venues

58. Limit school visits, don’t overrun this park with kids 
and buses

59. Info station

60. Busing station for Pt. Lobos

61. Music events - both indoor and outdoor

62. Community/non-profit

63. Meetings/luncheons

64. Meals, club meetings, weddings and ballrooms

65. Private parties to encourage an onsite caterer to 
continue leasing the space

66. A caterer keeps the clubs from moving to another 
location. 

67. Non-profit having meeting and functions. 

68. Nice to have it available for

69. Beer festivals

70. Snack bar

71. Day lockers

72. CV Community Center

73. Weddings, Celebrations

74. Community meetings

75. No events

76. Not all office space
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77. Education seminars

78. Most important  - linkage of trails (multi-use trail), 
(paved and dirt) linking cross roads, extension Carmel 
Rancho to Garland Ranch for commuter travel via 
bicycle, horse and pedestrian

79. WAC monthly programs

80. WAC monthly programs

81. Keep clubhouse open for club meetings. 

WORKSHOP #3 SURVEY - CLUBHOUSE USE QUESTION
WHAT USES WOULD YOU LIKE TO SEE HAPPEN 
OR CONTINUE AT THE CLUBHOUSE?

PUBLIC WORKSHOP CONTINUED
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WORKSHOP AND ONLINE #3 SURVEY - QUESTION 13
QUESTION 13 : DO YOU FEEL THIS PROCESS FOR THE PALO CORONA REGIONAL PARK GENERAL 
DEVELOPMENT PLAN IS HEADING IN THE RIGHT DIRECTION?

Public Workshop Online Survey
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WORKSHOP AND ONLINE #3 SURVEY  - QUESTION 13
QUESTION 13 : DO YOU FEEL THIS PROCESS FOR 
THE PALO CORONA REGIONAL PARK GENERAL 
DEVELOPMENT PLAN IS HEADING IN THE RIGHT 
DIRECTION?

PUBLIC WORKSHOP: 
1. Very professional

2. Only if you provide an on-site caterer for meetings 
with meals. 

3. Perhaps need more publicity?  I’m new to the area 
and don’t know much about history of this land. 

4. In the future, south of the river, should look at off-
channel wetland restoration opportunities. 

5. Please identify implementation tasks:  Integrated Trail 
Plan with State Parks and Operations + Maintenance 
Plan

6. Too slow!

7. The Survey#2 was difficult to fill in online.  Some 
friends said they did not realize there were so many 
pages on the website and thought they’d finished 
at pages 4 or 5.  Others said they did not see how 
to submit their answers on the last page.  Hopefully, 
Survey #3 will improve and be easier. 

ONLINE SURVEY: 
1. I appreciate the public input. Back Country needs to 

be opened to the public though. Public funds have 
been financing this land for years with no public 
access. 

2. If  you keep it simple you will be able to open it for us 
sooner - this has been a long wait.

3. We are pleased at the direction the Rancho Canada 
plans are taking, At this point the Front Ranch seems 
the most at risk for over-reach and over-development. 
Please keep in mind the threat of fire especially in 
relation to camping and expanded activities at the 
Barn. From our homes we watched flames from the 
ridges we hope to protect -- we were threatened by 
fire for months. We know how easily fire can spread 
from campfires. We support keeping the Front Ranch 
area wild and low impact while expanding multiple 
use opportunities in the Rancho Canada area. We 
don’t want to spread development over the much 
needed open space close by to our communities 
by adding too many activities in the currently open 
space to create a more suburban infill instead 
of wild life corridors --  We have worked so hard 
in this community with Big Sur Land Trust and 
other organizations to keep wild space for future 
generations. We urge you to resist over-expanding 
and overdevelopment. 

4. Heading in right direction but want parks district 
to keep ALL camping and large group activities on 
Rancho Canada property

5. Youth input was neglected. The youth are going to 
be the ones using the park.  The current input has 
been provided by older retired individuals who will 
soon be 6’ underground.  Survey the schools and 
the parents of children in the schools.  Survey the 
visitors who will be traveling to the area to specifically 

use the park.  Ask them what they would like.  Not 
some older generation who will use the park to take 
a walk once a week.  Provide more activities like disc 
golf and camping, Please!  Keep the options open 
for future use.  After the State money runs out, the 
local decision-making body should be able to adjust 
for future use.  The population will increase and the 
demand for more activities will increase too. The 
community is sabotaging itself by choosing the most 
limited options and leaving no room for expanding 
youth activities.  It’s not like we’re proposing offshore 
drilling here!

6. From the comments I’ve heard, most people want 
it to end up like Garland Park, dogs off leash but 
safe from the Valley Road and to not turn it in to 
Disneyland. Give access to the open space as it was 
designed to be.

7. For the most part.  The disk golf decision was correct.  
If a dog park is included, will staff be hired to monitor 
incidents (dog fights, owner conflict) and to clean up 
the poop?

8. I was encouraged to volunteer and encouraged to 
provide input on the trails and areas for picnicking for 
instance.  But have yet to see those as options on the 
web sites.

9. keep it rustic

10. Access/walking across the river bridges is important, 
as it is scenic.  To make up for those old-growth 
trees cut down by the developers of the Rancho 
Canada Village, it is important to keep as many trees 
as possible.  The fencing behind the Club House 
has been extended beyond the initial boundaries of 
the development, and block access to the river now.  
Many are curious/concerned as to why the additional 
fencing as been put up. 

11. Seems way too slow but on right track. Let’s make it 
happen; people need access to their land!

12. Advertise meetings to ensure best attendance

13. but it has been 15 yrs since it became a park and we 
still cant ride our horses at palo corona. I think some 
of my property tax money has been going to the 
parks.

14. By having a process to evaluate developing the space, 
there is pressure to develop. Leave it open space. 
We saw a mountain lion at Palo Corona 3 weeks 
ago. If bikes are up there moving quickly, no one will 
ever see that beautiful mountain lion again as s/he 
will hide herself. What we need more than anything 
else is quiet, undeveloped hiking trails where we can 
experience peace and quiet. No dog parks, biking, etc 
etc..

15. As long as equestrians trails/staging stay in the plan.

16. Not certain. I am in favor of the lowest human impact 
on the land and the wildlife.

17. Having missed the meetings, I’m not sure what 
direction discussion of equestrian use has taken. If 
equestrian use is definitely in the plan I think the 
overall plans is excellent. If not, I would be personally 
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WORKSHOP AND ONLINE #3 SURVEY - QUESTION 13
very disappointed. Although I’m definitely looking 
forward to the dog park!

18. I do not know...once the land is gone ..it is gone,,,we 
humans CAN coexist with and enjoy preservation 
...participate in it ...help..instead of creating swarms....

19. Provide a more user friendly avenue for expressing 
our opinions about the park plan.

20. “I’m encouraged that the need to preserve areas for 
equestrians is being heard: I think it’s imperative

21. that this be an equestrian-friendly wilderness. “

22. Heading in the right direction but a very cumbersome 
process.   Where do we see that increased traffic 
will be accounted for?   We are crowded enough and 
rather than attract more visitors, lets enhance the 
area for the current events we have.

23. I would prefer it to be left as a golf course as it 
currently is.

24. Too elaborate.

25. Keep up the good work. For this site so close to 
peninsula communities, please emphasize uses of 
appeal to the general public, not just back-country 
purists. 

26. Maintain the restaurant at the old Clubouse.

27. I think if you made sure to include a special area for 
just youth group camping.

28. I support continued use of the Clubhouse for catered 
meetings, events, and fundraisers

29. very glad disc golf has been re over from the plan

30. Don’t understand why frisbee golf and kosher types 
of activities could not be incorporated. You have a lot 
of land. 

31. I think we are truly blessed and fortunate to have 
the ability and resources to preserve and protect the 
Palo Corona Regional Park for present and future 
enjoyment

32. I think this surveying of the locals is a great way to 
proceed. Thank you for valuing our opinions.

33. I appreciate the level of outreach and opportunities 
for feedback to make the process inclusive and 
transparent.

34. Except for biking. I’ve witness the destruction to 
trails caused by mountain bike tires. Truly, when 
concentrating on riding a bike, does the rider really 
appreciate the beauty and serenity of Nature? 
Otherwise, the process is moving forward nicely.

35. Looking good!

36. Too much development so leave it be.

37. 1. I cannot tell what direction you are heading in. You 
have not provided that information. 2. The choices in 
this survey are very confusing because many of them 
sound almost the same. 3. Garland Park has been 
managed well and should be the model. However, I 
hope that more maintenance is done. Garland’s lower 
levels are overgrown with non-native plants and is 
becoming a fire hazard.”

38. I’m excited to see these plans come to life!

39. too much development of the area

40. Thoughtful process, professional managed, a lot of 
public input, well designed surveys and website, 
accessible and visual information. 

41. I don’t feel that an amphitheater or event space is 
necessary. Please keep the area open to nature, play, 
exploration, and discovery. 

42. Please allow Clint Eastwood to make another million 
dollars while he is still a local. 

43. The Club House has been used for years for 
fundraisers, events and meetings for community civic 
clubs.  There is no other alternative in the area and 
the loss of this venue would be very hurtful to the 
community - whereas, there are numerous areas all 
over the county for hiking, picnics, etc.

44. Yes, now that you have asked about “Community 
Use of the Clubhouse”.

45. Looks good so far, but the end result will tell.

46. I am so excited about where this project is going. I 
am a mountain biker, trail runner, hiker, and lover 
of nature. I love the Palo Corona park already and I 
think that Multi Use trails would be a dream come 
true. I live in Quail Lodge and currently there is 
nowhere for me to hop on my mountain bike and 
ride. If Palo Corona Backcountry was open I would 
just have to ride a mile or so to get to trails. There 
is also a big attraction for hiking and backpacking 
in the backcountry. It is such a beautiful piece of 
land that would just be amazing to be in. There is 
insane coastal views and vistas of the surrounding 
mountains. There really doesn’t have to be any 
pavilions or education centers at the trailhead.  As 
long as there is multi-use access to the backcountry 
there will be a lot of happy people. In terms of 
mountain biking, I am a just 16 , and I love riding my 
bike. I have aspirations of racing bikes, but oftentimes 
I don’t get to ride during the week because of 
restricted access to my local parks.(I can’t ride at 
garland, or Palo Corona, so I have to drive to Fort Ord 
and pedal 8 miles to ride the good stuff) This has 
slowed me down in my progression. Riding is a family 
affair and I have made some cool friends on my bike. 
Mountain bikers are sometimes menacing to other 
trail users on multi use trails. There is hikers, horses, 
and walkers. A mountain bike flying by them down 
the hill at 30mph is not desirable. I understand that 
and so does the rest of the mountain bike community. 
But hey, it works at Fort Ord. If it comes down to it, 
a solution to the problem of mountain bikers going 
too fast is making bells mandatory in the park. These 
jingle bells are not expensive and can be attached to 
the backpack or to the handlebars (Heck you could 
even just get a really loud keychain or speaker). these 
bells can be silenced with a magnet, but when they 
are open they just ring constantly. I have one on my 
bike and am thanked by other riders and hikers often. 
They can hear me coming down the trail with the 
pinging noise the bell makes. I think that could be a 
great solution to protect mountain bikers trail use. But 

QUESTION 13 : ONLINE SURVEY CONTINUED



46  |  PALO CORONA REGIONAL PARK  
       PUBLIC WORKSHOP and ONLINE SURVEY #3 SUMMARY

    

WORKSHOP AND ONLINE #3 SURVEY  - QUESTION 13

whether you are a hiker, a runner, a backpacker, or a 
mountain biker, at the end of the day we are just a 
bunch of nature lovers looking to go to new places 
where we can escape from the hustle and bustle 
to be out where we belong. Being out there in the 
wilderness is the best thing there is. And I hope you 
really consider my bell solution if mountain biking 
trail access becomes and issue. I am willing to show 
you these bells, give you a sample, talk about them, 
talk about trail access, I would even be interested 
in building trails for you. I am so stoked about this 
project and my number is xxx-xxx-xxxx if you want 
to get a hold of me.  Thanks for reading my long 
message and I appreciate you taking surveys.

47. But please....no camping!!!

48. Only in one place was paved access of any kind 
mentioned which is the only option if someone is 
disabled.  Please actually consult someone who is 
qualified to advise on making more of this “public” 
space accessible to those with disabilities, especially 
facilities for dogs and their owners and anything 
intended for educational purposes.  This is not just 
the right thing to do but also important for compliance 
with the ADA law, but most importantly if you fail to 
do this you are excluding fully 20% or more of the 
population from using the facilities at all in the way 
they were / are intended.  It really doesn’t cost more 
at this stage but would be much more expensive to 
retrofit down the road so please do the right thing up 
front with this project and do more to allow disabled 
people to access and enjoy it like everyone else.

49. “The Back Country is too vast for oversight by a 
ranger and would increase the risk of wildfire through 
ignorance or negligence by hikers or campers.

50. Horses and bicycles have Garland Ranch.  Let’s have 
a park for people on foot only.”

51. Really cool.  Can’t wait.

52. Possibility for too much activities and not enough 
emphasis on keeping a natural environment.

53. I am concerned about the potential for over-
development of the kind that limits intimacy with the 
natural landscape, of which we have precious little 
remaining.

54. It feels like there are many special interest groups all 
vying for a “piece of the pie” here and the simplest 
answer is to keep the space open and free to anyone 
who wants to go there for fresh air, sunshine and a 
good walk.  It’s getting overly complicated.

55. The Park District and their staff’s agenda is clearly 
seen. Where has their been strong support for the 
Nature Play Area aside form the female staff person? 
You are proposing so many paved trails and multi use 
that are dangerous. Developing the land instead of 
taking a stand for nature. All those paved trails/toads 
crisscrossing and where is the natural world?

56. Why even consider all these extravagant & elaborate 
options when they’re do far outside the districts 
mission? 

57. I think you are doing an exceptional job compiling 
resident’s viewpoints.  In the end I sincerely hope 
you will do the right thing and that being as little 
as possible to encourage overuse by humans and 
allowing wildlife to have sanctuary and the natural 
beauty left unspoiled.

58. looks great -- put Whisler-Wilson footbridges in ASAP, 
plus connector to Palo Corona

59. Yes.  Wonderful idea to involve users although you 
probably have a small sample size as few people are 
aware of the issues and your survey.

60. Considering the previous plans that were considered, 
e.g. Zip-Lines, I hope that the current plans are a 
radical change from the commercial, environmentally 
insensitive prior thoughts.

61. Too many ideas going in too many directions without 
plans for over sight and enforcement.

62. Its good to have multiple ideas discussed and looked 
into. What are the drawbacks to allowing bikes to 
traverse the park and connect to neighborhoods 
nearby. A bonus for locals and travelers alike.

63. But TOO SLOW!  I wish it hadn’t taken so long, but 
the end result looks Great!  I can visualize walking 
into the area and up onto the back country and I want 
it now!  Thanks for this great plan, now let’s get it 
open!  

64. Make sure that we do this right. Don’t make it a 
tourist destination. The backcountry should be a calm 
quiet back country area where you can camp and hike 
and take in the natural beauty. The front should be 
accessible from San Jose Creek as well, it’s simply 
too beautiful to ignore. Ranch Canada has great 
potential to become a community hub for everything 
from education to entertainment and recreation. Don’t 
lose focus on this one, it’s as important as every 
other element of the park. When this is done it has 
the potential to be one of the single greatest parks in 
the world. No doubt in my mind. Let’s try to do this 
right. I’d love to speak with you if you have any other 
questions about my thoughts. You can reach me at 
xxxxx or xxxxxxx

65. Support for mountain biking access 

66. It is important to include signage that explains to 
hikers the importance of dogs on lease in the PC area 
where cows are in residence. 

67. I want to add again my full support to continue the 
concessioner use of the Rancho Canada Club house 
for public events.

68. I think the belief that we need more is exactly the 
opposite of what we need. We need to get rid of the 
tourist, and keep the land pristine for those locals 
who siimply want to hike. No biking, no camping, no 
dogs, how about just good old mother nature and dirt 
trails?

QUESTION 13 : ONLINE SURVEY CONTINUED
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WORKSHOP AND ONLINE #3 SURVEY - QUESTION 14
QUESTION 14 : DO YOU FEEL THAT MPRPD IS DOING A GOOD JOB MANAGING THE PLANNING PROCESS 
FOR PALO CORONA REGIONAL PARK?

Public Workshop Online Survey
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QUESTION 14 : DO YOU FEEL THAT MPRPD IS DOING 
A GOOD JOB MANAGING THE PLANNING PROCESS 
FOR PALO CORONA REGIONAL PARK?

PUBLIC WORKSHOP COMMENTS   
 
1. Perhaps need more publicity?  I’m new to the area 

and don’t know much about history of this land.

2. Just adhere to the mission statement! “Preserve & 
protect open space”  Keep it simple, just trails  
  

ONLINE SURVEY COMMENTS
1. It is taking too long. The park has not been available 

to the public for well over 10 years, but we have been 
paying for it during that time.

2. I think it has gone too slowly, especially opening up 
the back country to horses, hikers and bikes, and 
connecting the parks.  That should have happened 
a long time ago, as it would only take dirt trails, trail 
signs, large simple parking lots, pit toilets and maps.  

3. Thank you for the opportunity to make comments

4. I very much want to believe the MPRPD will 
advocate for local open space and future generations 
-- and will continue to listen to community input

5. Again,  I really encourage an approach that puts all 
the more intensive and overnight activities (except 
rustic camping in the back country) at rancho canada 
and doesn’t spread these uses to front ranch which is 
so visible to much of the area and is a beautiful wild 
jewel at the present.  It should stay wild!

6. Again,  seek the opinions of people who will be using 
the park like the youth, their parents, and visitors to 
the area.  Retired individuals, who are members of 
the Carmel Valley Association, for example, will ONLY 
choose the most restrictive options out of concern 
for traffic, thinking they’re going to “save” Carmel 
Valley.  I call “BS”. The traffic will increase no matter 
what!  Let the park district make a park with activities 
for people to enjoy! Creating a protected area that will 
forever be “restored” out of a golf course is absurd.  
When you take in all the open land previously used for 
the activity of golf, it is a shame that MPRPD wants 
to stifle the community of activities by providing 

“restored” space only. This is the perfect opportunity 
to include activities, such as camping (which Carmel 
Valley has ZERO), for the area.  PLEASE, take another 
survey aimed at recruiting the comments of the 
Youth, their parents, and visitors! And bring back 
more activities!

7. I do need to make you aware that recently there 
has been dumping of either roofing or pavement 
composite material (TOXIC!!) on the elevated hill 
between the club house and the old maintenance 
area (now Santa Lucia Conserv project).  Not a good 
direction for preservation of any species.

8. I do not have enough information to answer this.

9. See above comment.  Way too slow.....

10. Takes too long to get public use planned and 
approved

WORKSHOP AND ONLINE #3 SURVEY - QUESTION 14
11. Local people do not want the park developed at all. 

So why spend all this time and money for ideas we 
do not want?

12. mprpd looks out for their organization more than the 
tax payer!

13. Not certain - these pristine and vital natural areas 
must be protected in purpituity from human 
intrusion and over use impacts. The goal should be 
preservation and protection over use for recreation. 
Care should be taken in allowing public access to 
certain areas. I am pleased to see such activities 
as disc golf denied and I do not think horses, dogs, 
mountain bikes are appropriate in sensitive wild areas, 
as well.

14. thank you for your work

15. MPRPD is trying....just do not ruin the gift we all have

16. I appreciate the opportunity to participate!

17. Since the site is so slow, a measurement of progress 
across the page would be helpful.

18. You really don’t want my input.  The powers that be 
will do it their way regardless of what the natives 
want.

19. Maintain the restaurant at the old Clubhouse.

20. Lots of competing interests; the trick will be 
balancing them and keeping the design flexible 
enough for future changes. I appreciate how hard this 
task is. Thank you for your diligence.

21. I’ve had the good fortune of visiting Palo Corona park 
through various opportunities and love the natural 
beauty and pristine location that has been protected 
and valued.

22. I appreciate the opportunity to address issues 
without having to attend meetings. I did attend the 
first meeting at Rancho Cañada.

23. Too much progress kills wildlife visitors . What are 
people suppose to see if you build a big park that the 
end up ruining and defacing and starting fires. Leave 
it alone and permit only.

24. On the survey there should be more choices then 3 
to pick options!

25. proposing many things we do not need

26. taking time and putting in effort in a thoughtful 
manner to gather community input.

27. this has taken much much much too long to get trails 
opened from inspiration point to back country and to 
sobranes and mittledorf.

28. Don’t really know enough about the details and costs, 
but it seems OK.   Please keep posting results on the 
website, along with opportunities for feedback.

29. Excellent job!

30. Thank you for soliciting community input.

31. I very much appreciate the opportunity to voice my 
opinion through these surveys.

32. Strongly agree!  This planning process should serve 
as a model for effective and efficient inclusion 
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of community input into public, government and 
business planning processes!

33. You took away a local physical activitity for aging 
people so you could let Clint Eastwood to make 
millions. 

34. Yes, now that you have included what most 
attendees want....use of the Clubhouse for meetings 
with catered meals, slide shows, lectures and gala 
fundraisers. 

35. I am so excited about where this project is going. I 
am a mountain biker, trail runner, hiker, and lover 
of nature. I love the Palo Corona park already and I 
think that Multi Use trails would be a dream come 
true. I live in Quail Lodge and currently there is 
nowhere for me to hop on my mountain bike and 
ride. If Palo Corona Backcountry was open I would 
just have to ride a mile or so to get to trails. There 
is also a big attraction for hiking and backpacking 
in the backcountry. It is such a beautiful piece of 
land that would just be amazing to be in. There is 
insane coastal views and vistas of the surrounding 
mountains. There really doesn’t have to be any 
pavilions or education centers at the trailhead.  As 
long as there is multi-use access to the backcountry 
there will be a lot of happy people. In terms of 
mountain biking, I am a just 16 , and I love riding my 
bike. I have aspirations of racing bikes, but oftentimes 
I don’t get to ride during the week because of 
restricted access to my local parks.(I can’t ride at 
garland, or Palo Corona, so I have to drive to Fort Ord 
and pedal 8 miles to ride the good stuff) This has 
slowed me down in my progression. Riding is a family 
affair and I have made some cool friends on my bike. 
Mountain bikers are sometimes menacing to other 
trail users on multi use trails. There is hikers, horses, 
and walkers. A mountain bike flying by them down 
the hill at 30mph is not desirable. I understand that 
and so does the rest of the mountain bike community. 
But hey, it works at Fort Ord. If it comes down to it, 
a solution to the problem of mountain bikers going 
too fast is making bells mandatory in the park. These 
jingle bells are not expensive and can be attached to 
the backpack or to the handlebars (Heck you could 
even just get a really loud keychain or speaker). these 
bells can be silenced with a magnet, but when they 
are open they just ring constantly. I have one on my 
bike and am thanked by other riders and hikers often. 
They can hear me coming down the trail with the 
pinging noise the bell makes. I think that could be a 
great solution to protect mountain bikers trail use. But 
whether you are a hiker, a runner, a backpacker, or a 
mountain biker, at the end of the day we are just a 
bunch of nature lovers looking to go to new places 
where we can escape from the hustle and bustle 
to be out where we belong. Being out there in the 
wilderness is the best thing there is. And I hope you 
really consider my bell solution if mountain biking 
trail access becomes and issue. I am willing to show 
you these bells, give you a sample, talk about them, 
talk about trail access, I would even be interested 
in building trails for you. I am so stoked about this 

WORKSHOP AND ONLINE #3 SURVEY - QUESTION 14
project and my number is xxx-xxx-xxxx if you want to 
get a hold of me. Thanks for taking time to read my 
message 

36. I havent participated directly as such to make a 
judgement call.  So far so good:)

37. From what I can see from afar, seems to be engaging 
the community.

38. Need to coordinate closely with other entities in 
planning

39. I appreciate your creating multiple stages of public 
involvement and very detailed and explicit options. It 
feels very transparent and inclusive.

40. I guess so, but it almost feels like overkill.  The 
planning process is taking a long time to 
accommodate every possible alternative from the 
sublime to the ridiculous.  Camping? Wedding 
venues? Dog parks?  Much of that already exists on 
the Monterey Peninsula.

41. Acting as developers rather than stewards of nature

42. You’re not keeping it simple,  amphitheatres & 
pavilions are equally unacceptable as disc golf. The 
answer is just trails.

43. I have no way to know what is going on behind the 
scenes.

44. This is taking forever. Figuring out how to let people 
in should be faster than figuring how to keep them 
out. Open it up already. If a problem comes up, you 
can fix it. In the meantime, let us into our park.

45. Hope So

46. There are special interest groups like those in favor 
of the dog park areas and people who want to plan 
events that will bring increased outdoor noise and 
traffic to residential areas.  Multi use trails have been 
problematic in Pacific Grove, for example, bikes 
hitting pedestrians and robberies.  Access with over 
sight.

47. It’s slow and maybe too methodical sometimes. 
Changes can be made as we go along and get 
feedback from visitors and park personnel.Every plan 
should be a little flexible to manage the area properly 
and provide a great experience to everyone

48. Yes, but as above; Let’s get it done so we can get out 
on the land!

49. Great job!

50. Excellent job!

51. Again, I think you keep thinking we need more things, 
when we need less. 

52. It’s too early to tell.

53. Yes, but the Palo Corona trails (permit only) and 
backcountry (closed, except to trespassers of which 
there are) have been limited and unusable for way 
too many years. What about opening the backcountry 
even before everything is “perfected.” It’s way past 
time.

QUESTION 14: ONLINE SURVEY CONTINUED
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WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - ALTERNATIVE 1 QUESTIONS

ALTERNATIVE 1 DESCRIPTION
Alternative #1 focuses on restoration and educational programming through discovery and learning by experience. Brief 
descriptions and example imagery of potential uses are included below. The following page will ask you to choose the 3 
elements you like best about this alternative, with space provided for additional comments.

 SITE IMPROVEMENTS
• River and Upland restoration

• Trailhead with informational map and kiosk

• On-site native plant nursery and/or greenhouse

• Demonstration garden(s) or park “arboretum”

• Outdoor amphitheater

• Nature play area

• Picnic areas

• Fenced, off-leash dog park

• River overlook

• CalFire Staging area for use during emergencies

 EDUCATIONAL PROGRAMMING
• Interpretation opportunities, including educational 

kiosks and waysides

• Indoor and Outdoor classrooms

• Facilitated overnight educational camping for youth 
groups

• Guided and self-guided tours

• Volunteer restoration opportunities 

CLUBHOUSE AND SUPPORT STRUCTURES 
• Interpretive center

• Regional environmental library/archive

• School programs and educational conferences/
workshop

• Non-profit office space

• Greenhouse

 

The public reviewed three alternatives and provided feedback on elements they liked and disliked.  This information 
was compiled and reviewed. The most-liked elements from each of the alternatives were used to develop the 
Preferred Alternative. The following pages describe the alternative plans that were proposed to the public. 
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WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - ALTERNATIVE 2 QUESTIONS

ALTERNATIVE 2 DESCRIPTION
Alternative #2 focuses on community gathering and provides space to host community and cultural activities that 
celebrate aspects of the peninsula’s rich history and identity. Brief descriptions and example imagery of potential uses are 
included below. The following page will ask you to choose the 3 elements you like best about this alternative, with space 
provided for additional comments.

SITE IMPROVEMENTS
• Re-routed entry road

• River and Upland restoration

• Trailhead with informational map and kiosk

• Picnic and group picnic pavilions

• Area for cultural and community events

• Outdoor activity areas (including fitness course or disc golf)

• Fenced, off-leash dog park

• CalFire Staging area for use during emergencies 

CLUBHOUSE AND SUPPORT STRUCTURES 
• Visitor/Interpretive center

• Conference/Banquet space

• Café and dining opportunities
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WORKSHOP #2 SURVEY - ALTERNATIVE 3 QUESTIONS

ALTERNATIVE 3 DESCRIPTION
Alternative #3 focuses on community art and wellness with trail loops that provide space for exercise, meditation, and 
art-in-the-park. Brief descriptions and example imagery of potential uses are included below. The following page will ask 
you to choose the 3 elements you like best about this alternative, with space provided for additional comments.

SITE IMPROVEMENTS
• Re-routed entry road

• River and Upland restoration

• Trailhead with informational map and kiosk

• Picnic and group picnic pavilions

• Outdoor areas for meditation and exercise

• Art, cultural and continued education spaces

• Trail loops in varying lengths and abilities

• Fenced, off-leash dog park

• CalFire Staging area for use during emergencies

CLUBHOUSE AND SUPPORT STRUCTURES 
• Visitor/Interpretive center

• Conference space for community wellness workshops 
and classes

• Rented office space to local wellness organizations and 
clinics

• Collaboration with local artists on art-in-the-park 
programs
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APPENDIX - PREVIOUS REPORTS & REFERENCES 
Previous Reports
Previous reports were reviewed and summarized as part of the GDP. All of the full documents are available for 
viewing on MPRPD’s website. 
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DW LEGACY DESIGN®

We believe that when environment, economics, art and community 
are combined in harmony with the dictates of the land and needs 

of society, magical places result — sustainable places of timeless beauty, 
significant value and enduring quality, places that lift the spirit. 

Design Workshop is dedicated to creating Legacy projects: 
for our clients, for society and for the well-being of our planet. 




