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Huntington Palisades Homeowner’s Association 
Revised Parklet Survey July 2015 

 
 

Questions Yes # Yes % No # No % Total Responses 
Have you responded to any prior surveys 

regarding this Proposed Parklet 
15 20% 62 80% 77 

If you responded to a prior survey, did 
you vote yes or no 

3 14% 19 86% 22 

After reviewing the rendering with 
additional safety features, are you in 

favor of the Proposed Parklet 

19 25% 58 75% 77 

If you answered no to above, are there 
additional features that could be added 

to cause you to change your vote to YES.  
Please comment 

    36 – see 
comments below 

Are you concerned that the Proposed 
Parklet would become a destination point 

for the homeless 

41 57% 31 43% 72 

Are you concerned that the Proposed 
Parklet poses a safety risk for teenagers 

even with the revised plans 

53 70% 23 30% 76 

Are you opposed to a Parklet at the 
proposed location in Pacific Palisades 

56 74% 20 26% 76 

Are you opposed to a Parklet at any 
location in Pacific Palisades 

17 23% 58 77% 75 

 
 

1. It's just a bad idea for a very busy intersection.  
2. Safety features cannot solve all the problems of a parklet at a t intersection surrounded by elementary 

schools. The street and sidewalk are already happily used. put a Parklet where it is needed.  
3. NO  
4. no  
5. none  
6. No.  
7. Too busy an intersection and to dangerous. . Have existing park one block away  
8. NO The placement ids in a dangerous spot. There is so much congestion as it is, to add an addition 

apotemtal for I feel is nonsensicle  
9. No, this is a fundamentally flawed locatiion.  
10. Probably not. Plus I think the additional crosswalk, while perhaps creating safety for pedestrians, will further 

choke up traffic where people already don't know how to handle all-way stop signed intersection. Additional 
crossings by people, especially teens, who don't care if cars never get to proceed through the intersection, 
will likely keep traffic from flowing through on La Cruz. It's well intended, but poorly realized. Have the safety 
engineers ever witnessed the teens in our village after school hours and how impolite they are to cars?  

11. No. It's a bad idea.  
12. No  
13. No  
14. no  
15. No. Steel posts instead of plastic surrounding the parklet. And assurance that the homeless will not be able 

to sleep or loiter near around or in the parklet.  
16. no  



 

HPPOC Page 2 
 

17. The street is already too busy with traffic and dangerous for pedestrians, bad thought to complicate it by 
narrowing the street in that location and possibly increasing the number of kids hanging out in front of the 
Garden Cafe  

18. None . Strongly feel it unsafe due to its location. Also, there is a park 2 blocks away so is also redundant.  
19. NO  
20. No The parklet is absolutely a poor idea. The Palisades has a lovely green area for congregating at the area 

in front of Noah's not to mention the park like area being built in the village. The last thing we need is a filled 
in parking space on a dangerous three way corner in front of a deli shop. This probably the most thoughtless 
and dangerous construction of which I have ever heard.  

21. NO. The area is already relatively congested and the last thing that is needed is additional infrastructure. 
There is also a busy driveway adjacent approximately northeast of the site and the additional crosswalk will 
make everything more difficult. Generally PP does not need a parklet. We have parks and Caruso's new 
mall..  

22. No. I don't believe it will be beneficial to the community and will impede the sidewalk. It will only benefit the 
eating establishment.l  

23. no  
24. No, the space is just too limited and it is too busy of a corner to place people in the street with any 

precautions whatsoever.  
25. The placement of this parklet is a problem that cannot be remedied by additional safety features  
26. No. Do not think it is even aestheticLy pleasing. It will become an eyesore over time.  
27. It is not needed at all.  
28. I think it's in a poor location.  
29. This is a highly prejudicial survey. I "begs the question" by enumerating all of the possible objections without 

offering any of the affirmative arguments. No civic organization with a commitment to objectivity should 
present such a "survey" to its constituency.  

30. It is a bad location that is not suitable.  
31. There is already too much traffic congestion at that intersection as it is. The parklet will not reliefe his.  
32. None. It's a bad idea.  
33. Too little space for the Proposed Parklet and thus, safety concerns for traffic, pedestrians and all the teens 

who congregate there, have not been sufficiently solved and cannot be solved in that location.  
34. No, I don't think it's necessary. It's already a "social" and busy location from the restaurant. Building into the 

street will increase traffic in a very busy area, especially after school. Safety features can not change this 
unless the street is closed.  

35. No, every child/teen in that vicinity has their head down on their cell phones;they are teens having fun & that 
includes jostling with one another, running, & dashing across the middle of the street. They or we don't need 
this type of distraction .Location, Location, location - terrible idea, please select another location.  

36. no  

 


