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4.5 AESTHETICS 
 

4.5.1 Setting 
    

a.a.a.a. Visual Character of the County.  Visual Character of the County.  Visual Character of the County.  Visual Character of the County.  Santa Cruz County is renowned for the scenic beauty 
of its seascapes and mountains.  The coastal shelves nestled between ocean and mountains and 
the scenic inland valleys with large expanses of cultivated farmlands and more mountainous 
inland areas are key elements that define the countyʹs scenic beauty.  The county is largely rural 
in character, with distinct compact urban communities. 
 
The coastal plain is characterized by gentle slopes stepping up gradually towards the foothills, 
crossed and interrupted occasionally by streams and steep gradients.  These streams, which 
drain the coast facing watersheds, have cut conspicuous channels across the coastal plain, 
creating a diverse and varied topography with locally steeper slopes and highly visible stream 
channels.  Much of the county is also heavily vegetated with a variety of mature trees, 
particularly in the redwood forests of the Santa Cruz Mountains. 
 
The nature of urban development varies throughout the county.  Development is generally 
clustered in coastal areas and along major transportation corridors, such as Highway 1.  The 
highest densities in the county are located in Downtown Santa Cruz, Watsonville, Live Oak, 
and Capitola.  Lower density development is located in the mountain areas of the county, along 
Highways 9 and 17. 
 

b. Primary Viewing Corridors.  b. Primary Viewing Corridors.  b. Primary Viewing Corridors.  b. Primary Viewing Corridors.  State Route 152 is the only officially designated State 
scenic route in the county.  However, Route 9 and Highway 17 are eligible for designation as 
scenic routes.   Expansive views are available from various points along these highways.   
Although not formally designated as scenic highways, nearly all state highways in the county 
can be characterized as traversing scenic areas, whether in urban centers or crossing rural 
landscapes.   
 
The County of Santa Cruz General Plan identifies the following State Highways as scenic roads:  
 

!"Route 1 from San Mateo County to Monterey County; 
!"Route 9 from Route 1 to Santa Clara County; 
!"Route 17 from Route 1 to Santa Clara County, 
!"Route 35 from Route 17 to San Mateo County; 
!"Route 129 from Route 1 to San Benito County; 
!"Route 152 from Route 1 to Santa Clara County; and 
!"Route 236 from Route 9 in Boulder Creek to Route 9 at Waterman Gap. 

 
In addition, the County General Plan designates portions of the following roadways as scenic 
county roads: Amesti Road, Beach Road, Bonita Drive and San Andreas Road, Bonny Doon 
Road, Browns Valley Road, Buena Vista Drive, Casserly Road, Corralitos Road, Empire Grade, 
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East Cliff Drive, Eureka Canyon Road, Graham Hill Road, Hazel Dell Road, Highland Way, Ice 
Cream Grade, Martin Road, Mt. Hermon Road, Mt. Madonna Road, Pine Flat Road, San Dollar 
Drive, Summit Road, Sunset Beach and Shell Road, and Swanton Road. 
 
Although the City of Capitola does not maintain a list of scenic resources of routes in the city, 
several public viewpoints in the city could be characterized as scenic.  Coastal areas offer 
natural and semi-natural views of Monterey Bay and beach areas, while several viewpoints in 
the city offer panoramic views of hillsides and other natural areas. 
 
The City of Santa Cruz General Plan identifies scenic resources within the City, including: 
viewpoints and panoramas, visually distinctive structures, scenic drives, urban skyline areas, 
ridge skylines, and foothill skylines.  Viewpoints and panoramas are located at several coastal 
locations, as well as several locations from and toward hillside areas.  Visually distinctive 
structures and urban skyline areas are concentrated in the downtown area of Santa Cruz.  
Identified scenic drives include West and East Cliff Drives, Bay Drive, Coolidge Drive, Western 
Drive, Lincoln Street between Mission Drive and Front Street, Front Street between Lincoln 
Street and Water Street, and Bay Street between California Avenue and Beach Street.  Ridge 
skylines are identified in the City’s western and northern hillside areas.  A foothill skyline is 
identified in the City’s northwest hillsides, within the UCSC campus. 
 
No scenic highways have been designated within the City of Scotts Valley.   However, the City 
of Scotts Valley General Plan identifies several roadways that could be considered for scenic 
highway designation.  The General Plan states that special attention should be given to 
maintaining viewsheds as seen from the following transportation routes: Mt. Hermon Road, 
Scotts Valley Drive, Lockhart Gulch Road, Bean Creek Road, Glenwood Drive, Granite Creek 
Road, Glen Canyon Road, Lockewood Lane, Green Hills Road, and La Madrona Drive.  The 
General Plan also identifies prominent forested ridges, scenic road corridors along a portion of 
Highway 17, and several redwood canyon riparian areas, and vistas (largely from higher 
vantage points toward the ridges, or toward the broad sweep of the valley below.  Prominent 
ridges parallel Highway 17 on the east and Scotts Valley Drive on the west, surround the City 
limits north and west of Glenwood Drive, and follow the Bean Creek/Zayante divide in the 
southwest portion of the City.   
 
The City of Watsonville contains several locally-designated scenic routes.  These routes provide 
access to scenic resources in the City, including the broad sweep of the Pajaro Valley, the hills 
and mountains that frame the valley floor, coastal lands, and urban skyline.  Designated scenic 
routes in the City must satisfy at least four of the following criteria: presence of views and 
vistas, absence of clutter, presence of interesting features, presence of significant vegetation, 
visual variety, and service as a gateway.  Based on the these criteria, the following roadways in 
the City of Watsonville, are locally designated scenic routes: East Lake Avenue (Highway 152) 
from Main Street to Carleton Road, East Beach Street from Main Street to Beck Street, Main 
Street from Highway 1 to the Pajaro River, Harkins Slough Road, Airport Boulevard, 
Brewington Avenue from Montecito Avenue to East Lake Avenue, Holohan Road, Riverside 
Drive (Highway 129) from Highway 1 to Salsipuedes Creek, and Highway 1. 
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c. Regulatory Setting. c. Regulatory Setting. c. Regulatory Setting. c. Regulatory Setting.  The general plans and zoning ordinances of the cities within the 
county regulate design and the built environment within those communities.   Santa Cruz 
Countyʹs General Plan and Zoning Ordinance provide the same function within unincorporated 
areas.  In all cases, the general plans and zoning typically prescribe visual resource policies, and 
in some cases, require development review of projects.  In general, little direction is provided 
regarding the design of roadways, which are typically subject to adopted Caltrans or local 
engineering standards related to safety and capacity, rather than aesthetics.   Roadway 
landscaping and lighting are generally reviewed when roadways are part of larger land use 
development proposals. 
 

4.5.2 Impact Analysis 
    

a. Methodology and Sia. Methodology and Sia. Methodology and Sia. Methodology and Significant Thresholdsgnificant Thresholdsgnificant Thresholdsgnificant Thresholds.  The assessment of aesthetic impacts 
involves qualitative analysis that is inherently subjective in nature.  Different viewers react to 
viewsheds and aesthetic conditions differently.  This evaluation measures the existing visual 
resource against the proposed action, analyzing the nature of the anticipated change. 
 
Pursuant to the State CEQA Guidelines, the RTP would result in a potentially significant impact 
if implementation of the 2001 RTP, or any project contemplated under the RTP, would:   
 

• Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista; 
• Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock 

outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway;  
• Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its 

surroundings; or 
• Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or 

nighttime views in the area.   
 
b. Project Impacts and Mitigation Measuresb. Project Impacts and Mitigation Measuresb. Project Impacts and Mitigation Measuresb. Project Impacts and Mitigation Measures. This section describes generalized impacts 

associated with the projects anticipated under the RTP.  Table 4.5-1 in Section 4.5.2.c. 
summarizes the specific projects that could result in the impacts discussed in this section. 
 

Impact AESImpact AESImpact AESImpact AES----1111    Some RTP roadway projects may affect public views alSome RTP roadway projects may affect public views alSome RTP roadway projects may affect public views alSome RTP roadway projects may affect public views along designated ong designated ong designated ong designated 
scenic corridors, and other highways considered to have high scenic scenic corridors, and other highways considered to have high scenic scenic corridors, and other highways considered to have high scenic scenic corridors, and other highways considered to have high scenic 
qualities.  This is considered a Class II, qualities.  This is considered a Class II, qualities.  This is considered a Class II, qualities.  This is considered a Class II, significant but mitigable significant but mitigable significant but mitigable significant but mitigable impact.impact.impact.impact.    

 
Construction of the RTP improvements along designated scenic corridors could create 
potentially significant, but short-term, visual impacts.  These would include: 
 

• Blockage of views by construction equipment and staging areas 
• Disruption of views by temporary signage 
• Exposure of slopes and removal of vegetation 
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With regard to long-term aesthetic impacts, implementation of the 2001 RTP would generally 
result in modification to existing transportation facilities within existing highway, roadway or 
railroad rights-of-way, or on existing airport lands.  For most of these types of projects, aesthetic 
impacts are generally considered adverse but less than significant because they represent 
further intensification of an existing manmade setting rather than outright loss of a pristine, 
natural setting. 
 
New roadways, or substantial increases in roadway dimensions, would occur in a few areas. 
Proposed extensions include Capitola Road in an unincorporated portion of the county, El 
Pueblo Road in the City of Scotts Valley, Jade Street, Pacific Cove, and Park Avenue in the City 
of Capitola, and Ohlone Parkway, a new roadway in the City of Watsonville.   Major widening 
projects include portions of Routes 1, 129 and 152, and several arterial widenings along Airport 
Boulevard, Capitola Road, Graham Hill Road, Gross Road, Harkins Slough Road, and Soquel 
Avenue.   For such projects, significant adverse aesthetic impacts could occur.   Typical impacts 
may be the result of the modification or removal of existing vegetation, the introduction of 
more massive road structures, or the introduction of street lighting out of scale with the area.   
Such projects would degrade the existing visual condition of the area in which they would 
occur. 
 

Mitigation Measures.  RTP Policy 4.3.4, to “Avoid, minimize or mitigate noise, vibration, 
and visual impacts from transportation improvements in sensitive areas” and Policy 4.3.5, to 
“Include landscaping in road projects” would reduce project impacts related to aesthetics.   In 
addition, the following mitigation measures would minimize long-term visual impacts 
generated by RTP interchanges and roadway extensions: 
 

AESAESAESAES----1(a)1(a)1(a)1(a) Where a particular RTP improvement affects adjacent landforms, the 
local jurisdiction in which the project is located shall ensure that 
recontouring provides a smooth and gradual transition between modified 
landforms and existing grade.  This requirement can be accomplished 
through the placement of conditions on the project by the local 
jurisdiction during individual environmental review. 

 
AESAESAESAES----1(b)1(b)1(b)1(b) The local jurisdiction in which a particular RTP project is located shall 

ensure that associated landscape materials enhance landform variation, 
provide erosion control and blend with the natural setting.  This 
requirement can be accomplished through the placement of conditions on 
the project by the local jurisdiction during individual environmental 
review.  To ensure compliance with approved landscape plans, the 
implementing agency shall provide a monetary performance security 
equal to the value of the landscaping/ irrigation installation. 

 
AESAESAESAES----1(c)1(c)1(c)1(c) The local jurisdiction or lead agency of a particular RTP project shall 

ensure that a project in a scenic view corridor will have the minimum 
possible impact, consistent with project goals, upon foliage, existing 
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landscape architecture and natural scenic views.  This requirement shall 
be accomplished through the placement of conditions on the project by 
the lead agency during the project specific environmental review and by 
ensuring that specific design considerations to achieve this mitigation are 
enacted at each stage of design by the lead agency, local jurisdictions and 
SCCRTC personnel. 

 
AESAESAESAES----1(d)1(d)1(d)1(d) Potential noise impacts arising from increased traffic volumes associated 

with adjacent land development shall be preferentially mitigated through 
the use of setbacks and the acoustical design of adjacent structures.  The 
use of sound walls, or any other architectural features that could block 
views from the scenic highways or other view corridors, shall be 
discouraged to the extent possible.  Where use of sound walls is found to 
be necessary, walls shall incorporate offsets, accents, and landscaping to 
prevent monotony, as described in Mitigation Measure N-2(c). 

 
Significance After Mitigation. With proposed mitigation measures, impacts would be 

less than significant. 
 
Impact AESImpact AESImpact AESImpact AES----2222    Development ofDevelopment ofDevelopment ofDevelopment of some RTP roadway and airport projects could contribute  some RTP roadway and airport projects could contribute  some RTP roadway and airport projects could contribute  some RTP roadway and airport projects could contribute 

to the alteration of the countyʹs rural (or semito the alteration of the countyʹs rural (or semito the alteration of the countyʹs rural (or semito the alteration of the countyʹs rural (or semi----rural) areas to a somewhat rural) areas to a somewhat rural) areas to a somewhat rural) areas to a somewhat 
more suburban or urban condition, through the addition of lighting, more suburban or urban condition, through the addition of lighting, more suburban or urban condition, through the addition of lighting, more suburban or urban condition, through the addition of lighting, 
glare, and urban features.   In addition, implementationglare, and urban features.   In addition, implementationglare, and urban features.   In addition, implementationglare, and urban features.   In addition, implementation of some rail  of some rail  of some rail  of some rail 
station, and ferry station projects could result in deterioration of the station, and ferry station projects could result in deterioration of the station, and ferry station projects could result in deterioration of the station, and ferry station projects could result in deterioration of the 
urban visual environment.  This is considered Class I, urban visual environment.  This is considered Class I, urban visual environment.  This is considered Class I, urban visual environment.  This is considered Class I, significant and significant and significant and significant and 
unavoidable unavoidable unavoidable unavoidable impact.impact.impact.impact.    

    
Some of the RTP roadway extensions, bridges and interchanges would introduce visual features 
that would alter the existing rural character of the area in which they would occur.   Roadway 
extensions contemplated in the RTP include Capitola Road in an unincorporated portion of the 
county, El Pueblo Road in the City of Scotts Valley, Jade Street, Pacific Cove, and Park Avenue 
in the City of Capitola, and Ohlone Parkway, which would be a new roadway in the City of 
Watsonville.  Bridge projects include a Cabrillo-New Brighton bike/pedestrian bridge over 
Highway 1, a Highway 1 pedestrian/bike bridge at Mattison Lane, the Highway 1/San Lorenzo 
Bridge widening, a bike/pedestrian path on the railroad bridge over San Lorenzo River, an 
additional San Lorenzo River bike/pedestrian bridge, the Josephine Street Bridge in the City of 
Santa Cruz, the Struve Slough and Watsonville Slough Bridges in the City of Watsonville, the 
Capitola Avenue bridge replacement in the City of Capitola, and several bike and/or pedestrian 
bridges on the UCSC campus, including bridges over Jordan Gulch, two bridges at College 
Nine, a bridge at the McHenry Library/Student Center, a bridge at Porter Street/Performing 
Arts, a bridge at Heller Drive and Steinhart Way, and a bridge at Science Hill /Colleges 11 and 
12 . 
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In addition, road widenings would change the character of a number of rural country roads to 
that of a more suburbanized community by increasing pavement and potentially removing 
roadside native plant species, including oak trees.  Ancillary facilities constructed along new or 
existing roads (such as lighting, bus shelters, and signs) would further contribute to the trend 
toward greater visual suburbanization. 
 
The visual effect of roadway projects would be greatest in the more rural areas of the county. 
Projects with particularly high potential to alter the rural character of the county include the 
widenings of portions of Routes 1, 129 and 152, and several arterial widenings along Airport 
Boulevard, Capitola Road, Graham Hill Road, Gross Road, Harkins Slough Road, and Soquel 
Avenue.   A complete listing of projects that could alter the existing rural character is included 
in Table 4.5-1 at the end of this section. 
 
Implementation of several RTP station and park and ride projects, including the Highway 
1/Highway 9 Intersection Improvements and Park and Ride Lot (CT-P20), Multi-modal Station 
Development (SC 1), Transit Center Joint Daycare Facility (WAT 20), Pajaro Rail Station Design 
and Construct project (CT-P19), and Pacific Cove Expansion for Park and Ride Lot (CAP-P24), 
could result in deterioration of the visual environment.  This would be considered a potentially 
significant impact. 
 
The locations of several RTP station and park and ride lot facilities, including the Lift Line 
Maintenance/Operations Center (CTSA-P2), Capitola Intra-City Rail Trolley Project (CAP-P18), 
Santa Cruz Intra-City Rail Transit project (SC-P74), Park and Ride Lot Development (RTC-P14), 
Metrobase (Consolidated Operations Facility) (MTD-1), Capitola-Santa Cruz Commuter Ferry 
Service (CAP-P19), Park & Ride Lots (SC-P14), Park & Ride Lots for Bus Commuters (MTD-
P26), and Rail Transit: Watsonville-Santa Cruz Corridor (MTD-P17), have not been determined.  
In addition, the RTP provides funding for transit oriented development (TOD) projects (RTC-
P25), the sites of which have not been determined.  Therefore, an evaluation of the visual 
impacts from implementation of these projects would be speculative.  As described in Section 
4.0 of this EIR, the State CEQA Guidelines Section 15145 notes that “If, after thorough 
investigation, a Lead Agency finds that a particular impact is too speculative for evaluation, the 
agency should note its conclusion and terminate discussion of the impact.”  An evaluation of 
the site-specific impacts of the RTP station and park and ride lot projects for which sites have 
not been defined would be speculative, as neither the existing nor the post-project conditions of 
the sites can be assessed.  Nevertheless, these projects will be required to undergo 
environmental review pursuant to CEQA when site plans are defined, prior to project 
implementation.          
 
The overall visual effect of such projects, whether or not they are in designated scenic areas, 
would contribute to an incremental transformation in visual character from rural to more urban 
or suburban.  This is considered a significant impact. 
 

Mitigation Measures.  RTP Policy 4.3.4, to “Avoid, minimize or mitigate noise, vibration, 
and visual impacts from transportation improvements in sensitive areas.” Would reduce project 
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impacts related to aesthetics.   In addition, the following mitigation measures would reduce 
project-specific impacts related to aesthetic impacts to the degree feasible. 

    
AESAESAESAES----2(a)2(a)2(a)2(a) Roadway extensions and widenings shall avoid the removal of existing 

mature trees to the extent possible.  Any trees lost shall be replaced at a 
minimum 1:1 basis and incorporated into the landscaping design for the 
roadway.  Tree replacement ratios shall be consistent with the local 
jurisdictions in which impacts could occur. 

 
AESAESAESAES----2(b)2(b)2(b)2(b) Roadway, transit station, park and ride lot, and wharf facility lighting 

shall be minimized to the extent possible, and shall not exceed the 
maximum height limits of the local jurisdiction in which the project 
would occur.  In addition, lighting shall be designed so as not to spill over 
onto adjacent properties. 

    
AESAESAESAES----2(c)2(c)2(c)2(c) Bus shelters and other ancillary facilities constructed under the RTP shall 

be designed in accordance with the architectural review requirements of 
the local jurisdiction in which the project would occur.  Bus shelters shall 
incorporate earth tone colors and wood materials complementary of the 
natural surroundings. 

 
Mitigation measures AES-1 (a) through AES-1 (d) would also incrementally reduce potential 
impacts. 
 

Significance After Mitigation.  Implementation of the above mitigation measures would 
reduce project-specific impacts to the extent feasible.  Nevertheless, the incremental alteration 
of the areaʹs current rural or semi-rural character to a more suburban environment is considered 
a significant and unavoidable (Class I) impact. 
 

c.  Specific c.  Specific c.  Specific c.  Specific RTP Projects That May Result in Impacts.  RTP Projects That May Result in Impacts.  RTP Projects That May Result in Impacts.  RTP Projects That May Result in Impacts.  Table 4.5-1 identifies those projects 
that may create impacts as discussed in Section 4.5.2.b above.  The individual projects listed 
could create significant aesthetic impacts but would not necessarily do so.  Additional specific 
analysis will need to be conducted as the individual projects are implemented in order to 
determine the actual magnitude of impact.  Mitigation measures discussed above could apply 
to these specific projects.  
 

Table 4.5-1  RTP Projects That May Result in Aesthetic Impacts 
 
Project Lead Agency Location Impact Description of Impact 

Constrained Projects 
AIR-P1 Airport Lump Sum Watsonville Airport 

Projects 
AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character. 

SP 3 California State 
Parks 

Temporary Seasonal Pipe Bridge AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character 

CT-26 Caltrans Advance exit guide signs on SR 1 AES-1, 2 Highway 17 is a State-eligible 
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Table 4.5-1  RTP Projects That May Result in Aesthetic Impacts 
 
Project Lead Agency Location Impact Description of Impact 

and 17 scenic route, both are locally 
designated scenic routes; loss of 
scenic character 

CT-P7A Caltrans Cabrillo-New Brighton 
Bike/Pedestrian Bridge over 
Highway 1 

AES 1, 2 Possible impact on locally 
designated scenic route, loss of 
scenic character 

CT-P6 Caltrans Highway 1 ITS Deployment – TSM 
Implementation 

AES 1, 2 Possible impact on locally 
designated scenic route, loss of 
scenic character 

CT-P7 Caltrans Highway 1 widening: HOV/HOT 
Lanes 

AES-1, 2 Possible impact on locally 
designated scenic route, could 
remove substantial vegetation. 

CT-2 Caltrans Highway 1/Mission Street Project AES-1, 2 Possible impact on locally 
designated scenic route, could 
remove substantial vegetation. 

CT-P7B Caltrans Highway 1 pedestrian/bike bridge 
at Mattison Lane. 

AES-1, 2 Possible impact on locally 
designated scenic route, loss of 
scenic character, could block 
views 

CT-P3 Caltrans Highway 1 Southbound and 
Northbound Auxiliary Lane 

AES-2 Possible impact related to 
removal of substantial 
vegetation. 

CT-3 Caltrans Highway 1/17 Interchange Project AES-1, 2 Highway 17 eligible scenic route, 
both are locally designated 
scenic routes; loss of scenic 
character 

CT-18 Caltrans  Highway 1/Harkins Slough AES-1, 2 Highway 1 and Harkins Slough 
locally designated scenic routes, 
loss of scenic character 

CT-P21 Caltrans Highway 1/Mission Street 
Intelligent Transportation System 
(ITS) Enhancement 

AES 1, 2 Possible loss of designated 
scenic route, loss of scenic 
character 

CT-P18 Caltrans Highway 17 ITS AES 1, 2 Possible impact on State-eligible 
and locally designated scenic 
route, loss of scenic character 

CT-P10 Caltrans Highway 17 Operational 
Improvements 

AES-1, 2 Possible impact on State-eligible 
and locally designated scenic 
route, loss of scenic character 

CT-P22 Caltrans Highway 9 Highway Advisory Radio 
System 

AES-1, 2 Possible impact on State-eligible 
and locally designated scenic 
route; loss of scenic character 

CT-P20 Caltrans Highway 1/Highway 9 Intersection 
Improvements and Park and Ride 
Lot 

AES-1, 2 Highway 9 eligible scenic route, 
both are locally designated 
scenic routes; loss of scenic 
character; possible vegetation 
removal 

CT-25 Caltrans Highway 129 Improvements at 
Rogge Lane 

AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character 

CT-P23 Caltrans Highway 129 ITS – Highway 
Advisory Radio System 

AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character 

CT-P31 Caltrans Highway 1 Vista Point Upgrade AES-1, 2 Possible impact on locally 
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Table 4.5-1  RTP Projects That May Result in Aesthetic Impacts 
 
Project Lead Agency Location Impact Description of Impact 

designated scenic route, loss of 
scenic character, restroom 
could block views 

CT-P34 Caltrans Highway 1/San Lorenzo Bridge 
Widening 

AES-2 Possible impact on locally 
designated scenic route, loss of 
scenic character, could block 
views 

CT-P9 Caltrans Highway 9 Operational 
Improvements 

AES-1 Possible impact on State-eligible 
and locally designated scenic 
route 

CT-21 Caltrans Highway 9 Slope Stabilization AES-1 Possible impact on State-eligible 
and locally designated scenic 
route 

CT-P26 Caltrans Highway 152 ITS - Highway 
Advisory Radio System 

AES-1, 2 Possible impact on officially 
designated scenic route, loss of 
scenic character 

CT-23 Caltrans Highway 152 Signal Upgrades and 
Interconnections (SHOPP) 

AES-1 Possible impact on officially 
designated scenic route 

CT-P17 Caltrans Highway 152: Revise Hollohan 
Road/College Road Intersection 

AES-1, 2 Possible impact on officially 
designated scenic route, loss of 
scenic character 

CT-P16 Caltrans Route 152: Install metal beam 
guardrail (MGBR) and Widen 
Shoulders 

AES-1 Possible impact on officially 
designated scenic route 

CT-P19 Caltrans Pajaro Rail Station Design and 
Construct 

AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character 

CAP-P2 Capitola Capitola Avenue Bridge 
Replacement 

AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character, 
could block views 

CAP-1 Capitola Gross Road Widening AES-2 Possible removal of substantial 
vegetation 

CAP-P23 Capitola McGregor Drive Park and Ride Lot 
Improvements 

AES-2 Addition of lighting could spill 
over onto adjacent properties 
 
 

CO-31 County Ben Lomond Streetscape AES-1 Possible impact on State-eligible 
and locally designated scenic 
route 

CO-1 County Capitola Road Widening and Multi-
modal Improvements 

AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character, 
vegetation removal 

CO-P8 County Corralitos Road Rehab and 
Improvements 

AES-1 Possible impact on locally 
designated scenic route 

CO 24 County East Cliff Drive Bike/Pedestrian 
Path 

AES-1 Possible impact on locally 
designated scenic route 

CO 3 County East Cliff Drive Bike/Pedestrian 
Path 

AES-1 Possible impact on locally 
designated scenic route 

CO-P9 County East Cliff Drive Improvements (5th 
Avenue to 4lst Avenue). 

AES-1 Possible impact on locally 
designated scenic route 

CO-38 County Graham Hill Road at Treetop AES-2 Possible removal of substantial 
vegetation 

CO-P12 County Graham Hill Road Multi-modal 
Improvements 

AES-1 Possible impact on locally 
designated scenic route 
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Table 4.5-1  RTP Projects That May Result in Aesthetic Impacts 
 
Project Lead Agency Location Impact Description of Impact 

CO-P34 County Highway 1 Pedestrian Overcrossing 
at Mar Vista Drive 

AES-1 Possible impact on locally 
designated scenic route 

CO-P16 County Robertson Street Improvements AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character, 
vegetation removal 

SC-P31 Santa Cruz Bike/Pedestrian Path on Railroad 
Bridge over San Lorenzo River 

AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character 

SC-P34 Santa Cruz Spring Street Bikeway AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character 
SC 7 Santa Cruz Broadway-Brommer Bike Path AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character, 

vegetation removal 
SC-P21 Santa Cruz Brookwood Drive Bike Path AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character, 

vegetation removal 
SC-P74 Santa Cruz Intra-City Rail Transit AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character 
SC-P33 Santa Cruz Highway 9 Bike Lanes AES-1 Possible impact on eligible 

scenic route 
SC 26 Santa Cruz Mission Street Lighting AES-2 Lighting could spillover onto 

adjacent properties 
SC-1 Santa Cruz Multi-modal Station Development 

at Front Street, Near Beach Street 
AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character, 

possible vegetation removal 
SC-P73 Santa Cruz Neighborhood Traffic Management 

Improvements 
AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character, 

possible vegetation removal 
 

SC-P36 Santa Cruz River Levee Connection AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character, 
possible vegetation removal 

SC-P35 Santa Cruz River Levee—Southeast End AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character, 
possible vegetation removal 

SC-P37 Santa Cruz River Pathway Connection/ 
Highway 1 Undercrossing 

AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character, 
possible vegetation removal 

SC 2 Santa Cruz River Street Improvements: Phases 
B & C 

AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character, 
potential vegetation removal 

SC 3 Santa Cruz San Lorenzo River Bike/Pedestrian 
Bridge 

AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character, 
could block views 

RTC 21 SCCRTC Rail/Trail: Bike/Pedestrian Path 
Along Sc Branch Rail Line 

AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character, 
vegetation removal 

MTD-P9 SCMTD Bus Stop Improvements AES-1, 2 Potential scenic routes, loss of 
scenic character, could block 
views 

MTD-13 SCMTD Metro Center Rehabilitation AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character 
SV-P8 Scotts Valley Granite Creek/Highway 17 

Interchange 
AES-1, 2 Possible impact on locally 

designated scenic route, loss of 
scenic character 

SV-15 Scotts Valley Scotts Valley Drive/Glenwood 
Drive Intersection Operation 
Improvements 

AES-1 Possible impact on locally 
designated scenic route 

UC-P9 UCSC Heller/Empire Grade Intersection 
Improvements 

AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character, 
could block views 

UC-P4 UCSC Jordan Gulch Bridge # 1 AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character, 
could block views 

UC-P34 UCSC Spring Street Bikeway AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character, 
could block views 

UC-P1 UCSC Main Entrance Improvements AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character, 
kiosk/transit shelter could block 
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views 
WAT-22 Watsonville Airport Boulevard Widening AES-1, 2 Possible impact on locally 

designated scenic route, loss of 
scenic character 

WAT-29 Watsonville Harkins Slough Road 
Reconstruction 

AES-1, 2 Possible impact on locally 
designated scenic route, loss of 
scenic character 
 

WAT-23 Watsonville Freedom Boulevard & Airport 
Boulevard Intersection 
Improvements 

AES-1 Possible impact on Airport 
Boulevard, a locally designated 
scenic route 

WAT-P2 Watsonville Freedom Boulevard Improvements 
(Green Valley Road to Compton 
Terrace) 

AES-2 Signage and other improvements 
could result in loss of scenic 
character 

WAT-P7 Watsonville Struve Slough Bridge (HBRR) AES-1, 2 Possible impact on locally 
designated scenic route, could 
block views 

WAT-20 Watsonville Transit Center Joint Daycare 
Facility 

AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character, 
possible vegetation removal 

WAT-P9 Watsonville Watsonville Slough Bridge (HBRR) AES-1, 2 Possible impact on locally 
designated scenic route, loss of 
scenic character, could block 
views 

Unconstrained Projects 
CT-P35 Caltrans Highway 1: Greyhound Rock 

Intersection 
AES-1 Possible impact on locally 

designated scenic route 
CT-P2 Caltrans Highway 1 - Revise Interchanges AES-1, 2 Possible impact on locally 

designated scenic route, loss of 
scenic character 

CT-P3 Caltrans Highway 1 Southbound and 
Northbound Auxiliary Lanes 

AES-1, 2 Possible impact on locally 
designated scenic route, loss of 
scenic character 

CT-P37 Caltrans Highway 9 Improvements at 
Pleasant Way and Madrona Road 

AES-1 Possible impact on State-eligible 
and locally designated scenic 
route 

CT-P36 Caltrans Highway 9: Scenic Drive Left Turn AES-1 Possible impact on State-eligible 
and locally designated scenic 
route 

CT-P39 Caltrans Highway 129 Bikeway AES-1 Possible impact on locally 
designated scenic route 

CT-P32 Caltrans Highway 129 Widening (Union 
Street-Bridge Street) 

AES-1, 2 Possible impact on locally 
designated scenic route, loss of 
scenic character 

CT-P38 Caltrans Highway 152 Bikeway AES-1 Possible impact on officially 
designated scenic route 

CT-P33 Caltrans Highway 152 Widening (Martinelli 
Street-Holohan Road) 

AES-1, 2 Possible impact on officially 
designated scenic route, loss of 
scenic character 

CT-P13 Caltrans Highway 17 at Vinehill School Road 
Safety and Operational 
Improvements 

AES-1 Possible impact on State-eligible 
and locally designated scenic 
route 
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CAP-P18 Capitola Capitola Intra-city Rail Trolley 
Project 

AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character 

CAP-P19 Capitola Capitola-Santa Cruz Commuter 
Ferry Service 

AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character 

CAP-P5 Capitola Cliff Drive Improvement Project AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character 
CAP-P1 Capitola 41st Avenue Interchange 

Improvement Project 
AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character 

CAP-P25 Capitola Jade Street Extension Project AES-2 Possible removal of substantial 
vegetation 

CAP-P24 Capitola Pacific Cove Expansion for Park 
and Ride Lot 

AES-2 Increase in height of parking 
structure may result in loss of 
scenic character 

CAP-P20 Capitola Park Avenue Extension to Capitola 
Avenue 

AES-2 Possible removal of substantial 
vegetation 

CAP-P9 Capitola Park Avenue/Kennedy Drive 
Improvement Project 

AES-2 Possible removal of substantial 
vegetation 

CO-P26b County Beach Road (City limits to Pajaro 
Dunes) 

AES-1 Possible impact on locally 
designated scenic route 

CO-P26c County Bonny Doon Road (State Highway 
1 to Smith Grade Road) 

AES-1 Possible impact on locally 
designated scenic route 

CO-P43 County Bonny Doon Road Improvements AES-1 Possible impact on locally 
designated scenic route 

CO-P26d County Browns Valley Road (Hames Road 
to Hazel Dell Road) 

AES-1 Possible impact on locally 
designated scenic route 

CO-P26e County Buena Vista Drive (San Andreas 
Road to State Highway 1) 

AES-1 Possible impact on locally 
designated scenic route 

CO-P26g County Casserly Road (Carlton Road to 
Breen Valley Road) 

AES-1 Possible impact on locally 
designated scenic route 

CO-P10 County Empire Grade Improvements AES-1 Possible impact on locally 
designated scenic route 

CO-P28f County Pine Flat Road (Bonny Doon Road 
to Empire Grade Road) 

AES-1 Possible impact on locally 
designated scenic route 

CO-P46 County San Lorenzo River Corridor Bike 
Path 

AES-1 Possible impact on State-eligible 
and locally designated scenic 
route 

CO-P32g County Smith Grade (entire length-Empire 
Grade to Bonny Doon Road) 

AES-1 Possible impact on locally 
designated scenic route 

CO-P26u County Summit Road (Soquel-SJ Summit 
Road up) 

AES-1 Possible impact on locally 
designated scenic route 

SC-P24 Santa Cruz Harbor Connection AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character, 
vegetation removal 

SC-P3 Santa Cruz Highway 1 Sound Wall AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character; 
could block views 

SC-P27 Santa Cruz Josephine Street Bridge AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character, 
could block views 

SC-P39 Santa Cruz Soquel Avenue to Broadway-
Brommer Bike Path 

AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character, 
vegetation removal 

MTD-P17 SCMTD Rail Transit: Watsonville-Santa 
Cruz Corridor 

AES-2 Potential loss of scenic 
character, vegetation removal 

SV-P16 Scotts Valley Bean Creek Road Realignment AES-1 Possible impact on locally 
designated scenic route 
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SV-P14 Scotts Valley El Pueblo Road Extension North 
Via Janis Way to Victor Square 

AES-2 Possible removal of substantial 
vegetation 

SV-P15 Scotts Valley El Pueblo Road Extension to Disc 
Drive 

AES-2 Possible removal of substantial 
vegetation 

SV-P24 Scotts Valley Emergency Access Granite 
Creek/Highway 17 

AES-1 Possible impact on locally 
designated scenic route 
 

SV-P25 Scotts Valley Emergency Access Scotts Valley 
Drive/Upper Willis Drive 

AES-1 Possible impact on locally 
designated scenic route 

SV-P26 Scotts Valley Emergency Access Whispering 
Pines Drive to Manana Woods  

AES-2 Possible removal of substantial 
vegetation 

SV-P23 Scotts Valley Emergency Access-Bethany 
Drive/Glenwood Drive 

AES-2 Possible removal of substantial 
vegetation 

SV-P22 Scotts Valley Emergency Access-Sunridge 
Drive/Pueblo Road 

AES-2 Possible removal of substantial 
vegetation 

SV-P10 Scotts Valley Erba Lane/Terrace View/Scotts 
Valley Drive Realignment 

AES-2 Possible removal of substantial 
vegetation 

SV-P1 Scotts Valley Midtown Highway 17 Interchange 
Between Mt. Hermon Road and 
Granite Creek Road 

AES-1, 2 Possible impact on Highway 17, 
an eligible scenic route, loss of 
scenic character, could block 
views 

SV-P13 Scotts Valley Mt Hermon Road, Lockewood 
Lane, Springs Lake widening 

AES-1 Possible impact on locally 
designated scenic route 

UC-P12 UCSC Western Drive/Empire Grade 
Intersection Improvements 

AES-1 Possible impact on locally 
designated scenic drive 

UC-P39 UCSC College Nine/Communications 
Pedestrian Bridge 

AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character, 
could block views 

UC-P37 UCSC College Nine/Crown College 
Pedestrian Bridge 

AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character, 
could block views 

UC-P6 UCSC Heller Drive/Steinhart Way Transit 
Bikeway Bridge 

AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character, 
could block views 
 

UC-P5 UCSC Jordan Gulch Bridge #2 AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character, 
could block views 

UC-P35 UCSC McHenry Library/Student Center 
Pedestrian Bridge 

AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character, 
could block views 

UC-P7 UCSC Northern Loop Roadway AES-2 Possible removal of substantial 
vegetation 

UC-P36 UCSC Porter Street/Performing Arts 
Pedestrian Bridge 

AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character, 
could block views 

UC-P40 UCSC Science Hill /Colleges 11&12 
Pedestrian Bridge 

AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character, 
could block views 

UC-P2 UCSC West Gate Improvements AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character, 
kiosk could block views 

WAT-P23 Watsonville Ohlone Parkway AES-2 Possible loss of scenic character 
 
 


