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APPLICANT: Santa Barbara County Public Works Department
APPELLANTS: " Commissioners Caldwell and Wan; Bruce Murdock; and

Surfrider Foundation
PROJECT LOCATION: Public Rights-of-Way, Isla Vista; Santa Barbara County

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Implementation of a Managed Parking Program in the
community of Isla Vista. The boundaries of the program are depicted in Exhibit 2 and
generally include all streets/public road rights-of-way in the community of Isla Vista in
Santa Barbara County. The parking program has three components: (1) a metered
parking zone encompassing the downtown commercial area; (2) 106 designated coastal
access parking spaces; and (3) residential preferential permit parking encompassing at!
remaining areas. In addition, the program will include the installation of approximately
400-500 new parking restriction street signs to be located in the public right-of-way of
the residential and commercial districts and 10-12 new pay stations within the public
right-of-way in the commercial district. The purpose of the parking permit and meter
program is to prioritize on street parking for residents and business patrons by reducing
the number of non-resident drivers in the community.

SUBSTANTIVE FILE DOCUMENTS: County of Santa Barbara Coastal Development Permit
and Revised Staff Report (04CDH-00000-00001, approved 11/9/04); Santa Barbara County
Board Agenda Letter regarding Appeals of 04CDH-00000-00001 dated October 28, 2004; Final
Revised Negative Declaration for Isla Vista Parking Program by Santa Barbara County Staff
dated June 15, 2004); and Resolution 04-247 by Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors to
Establish a Preferential Residential Parking Program, approved September 7, 2004 and
Ordinance Nos. 4542 and 4543 to Amend Chapter 23B of the Santa Barbara County Code
adding Provisions Relating to Parking Program Requirements, including Isla Vista. Coastal.
Development Permits (CDPs): A-5-90-LOB-97-259 (City of Long Beach), 5-96-059 (City of
Santa Monica), 5-90-989 (City of Los Angeles, A-5-VEN-97-183 (City of Los Angeles), 5-02-380
(City of Santa Monica), 5-96-221 (City of Santa Monica), 5-99-45 through 51 (Santa Monica), 3-
87-42 (City of Capitola), 5-82-251 (City of Hermosa Beach) and P-79-295 (City of Santa Cruz).
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SUMMARY OF STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

The Commission found, at its January 12, 2005 hearing, that that the approval of a
coastal development permit by Santa Barbara County for the proposed project raised
substantial issue with the public access and recreation policies of the certified Local
Coastal Program (LCP) and the Coastal Act. Staff recommends that the
Commission approve this de novo permit application for the proposed project
with three (3) special conditions including a Revised Managed Parking Program,
Future Changes to the Program, and Consistency of the Related County
Resolution/Ordinances.

As stated in the project description of the coastal permit approved by the County of Santa
Barbara, the purpose of the preferential residential parking program, as proposed, is to
prioritize on-street parking for residents and business patrons by reducing the number of
non-resident drivers in the seaside community of Isla Vista. The parking program would
accomplish this by restricting the amount, location, duration, and time of day that parking
spaces would be available for non-residents in the entire community. The County has
estimated that there are approximately 3,000 existing on-street parking spaces in the
community, all of which are currently available for public use on a “first-come, first-serve”
basis. There are five existing vertical access ways that provide public access from Del
Playa Drive (the first public road paralleling the sea) to the sandy beach. As proposed,
parking for non-residents would be restricted to 45-minute maximum metered pay-parking
in the commercial district, 60-minute maximum time-limited parking in one of the two
proposed residential zones, and 106 designated “coastal access” parking spaces that
would be time-restricted to four-hours per user. Public parking would be completely
eliminated in the second proposed residential zone. Further, 93 of the 106 designated
time-limited public access spaces would be further restricted by prohibiting all parking
between the hours of 10:00 pm and 5:00 am effectively eliminating the potential for night-
time public coastal access at all but 13 of the spaces. If the program were implemented,
the 106 designated public “coastal access” spaces would not be distributed evenly
within the community but would be almost exclusively located on the far west end of the
community (as shown on Exhibit 2). Parking for 4 of the 5 existing public access ways
that provide access to the beach would be limited to no more than 4 on-street spaces
per access way.

The proposed public parking restrictions would reduce the amount of existing parking
spaces available for public use in the community and (with the exception of the
proposed 45-minute maximum time-limited parking commercial zone and the 60-minute
maximum time-limited parking allowed in one of the two proposed residential zones)
effectively eliminate the public’s ability to use approximately 2,900 of the approximately
3,000 total on-street parking spaces during day-time hours (the peak beach-use period)
and would almost entirely eliminate the public’s ability to access the beach during night-
time hours. The exclusion of so many of the currently available parking spaces in the
community from public use would result in a significant loss in the amount of the existing
parking facilities available for public coastal access and would not provide for maximum




! A-4-STB-04-124 (S.B. County - Isla Vista Parking Program)

Page 3

public access as required by Section 30210 and 30211 of the Coastal Act as
incorporated by Policy 1-1 of the LCP, and with Policy 7-1 of the LCP which requires
that the County “take all necessary steps to protect and defend the public's
constitutionally guaranteed rights of access to and along the shoreline.”

Therefore, in order to ensure that adverse impacts to public access and recreation are
avoided and that existing public access resources are protected, Special Condition One
(1) requires the applicant to submit, for the review and approval of the Executive
Director, a revised Parking Management Program that would allow for the community-
wide restriction of on-street parking to a 4-hour time-limit per user only between the
night-time hours of 6:00 p.m. and 8:00 a.m. Residents participating in the program
would be exempt from the 4-hour time limit. Public parking in the designated “Coastal
Access Parking” zones may also restricted to a 4-hour time limit per user between the
night-time hours of 6:00 p.m. and 8:00 a.m. only. Residents participating in the program
will be prohibited from parking in the designated “Coastal Access Parking” zones at all
times on a 24 hour/day basis. The 4-hour time limits on public parking within the
“Parking Management Area” and “Coastal Access Parking” zones will not apply during
the day between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m.

In addition, to ensure that adverse impacts to public access do not result from any

future revisions to this program, Special Condition Two (2) requires that any future

changes to the Managed Parking Program (including, but not limited to, any change to
amount, location, duration, rates and fees, and time of day that parking spaces would be
available) will require either an amendment to this permit from the California Coastal -
Commission or an amendment to the County's certified Local Coastal Program (LCP)
and a new coastal development permit issued by Santa Barbara County.

Further, the institution of a community-wide preferential parking program, as proposed
by this permit application, would directly affect existing public access and recreation
resources in the community in a programmatic manner and should, therefore, be
appropriately addressed as an amendment to the LCP. However, although the County
did adopt a resolution and two ordinances to amend the County Code in order to
establish the proposed preferential residential parking program in the community of Isla
Vista (a beachside community located entirely within the Coastal Zone) no amendment
to the LCP to address this program was ever proposed or approved by the Commission.
As proposed, the preferential parking program (as well as the previously approved
County resolution and ordinances to implement the program) is not consistent with the
public access and recreation policies of the LCP. Therefore, in order to ensure
consistency between the approved coastal permit, the LCP, and the other ordinances of
the County Code, Special Condition Three (3) requires that, prior to issuance of the
coastal development permit, the applicant shall submit, for the review and approval of
the Executive Director, evidence that the Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors’
Resolution No. 04-247, Ordinance No. 4542, and Ordinance No. 4543 have been
amended consistent with all provisions and conditions of this coastal development
permit.
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. STANDARD OF REVIEW

After certification of a Local Coastal Program (LCP), Section 30603 of the Coastail Act
provides for appeals to the Coastal Commission of a local government’'s actions on
certain types of coastal development permits (including any new development which
occurs between the first public road and the sea, such as the proposed project sites). In
this case, the proposed development was appealed to the Commission, which found
during a public hearing on January 12, 2005, that a substantial issue was raised.

As a “de novo” application, the standard of review for the proposed development is, in
part, the policies and provisions of the County of Santa Barbara Local Coastal Program.
In addition, pursuant to Section 30604(c) of the Coastal Act, all proposed development
located between the first public road and the sea, including those areas where a
certified LCP has been prepared, (such as the project sites), must also be reviewed for
consistency with the Chapter 3 policies of the Coastal Act with respect to public access
and public recreation. In addition, all Chapter 3 policies of the Coastal Act have been
incorporated in their entirety in the certified LCP as guiding policies pursuant to Policy 1-
1 of the LUP.

ll. STAFF RECOMMENDATION

MOTION: I move that the Commission approve Coastal
Development Permit No. A-4-STB-04-124 pursuant to
the staff recommendation.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION OF APPROVAL:

Staff recommends a YES vote. Passage of this motion will result in approval of the
permit as conditioned and adoption of the following resolution and findings. The motion
passes only by affirmative vote of a majority of the Commissioners present.

RESOLUTION TO APPROVE THE PERMITS:

The Commission hereby approves a coastal development permit for the proposed
development and adopts the findings set forth below on grounds that the development,
as conditioned, will be in conformity with the policies of the certified Local Coastal
Program for the County of Santa Barbara and the public access and public recreation
policies of Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act. Approval of the permit complies with the
California Environmental Quality Act because either 1) feasible mitigation measures
and/or alternatives have been incorporated to substantially lessen any significant
adverse effects of the development on the environment, or 2) there are no further
feasible mitigation measures or alternatives that would substantially lessen any
significant adverse impacts of the development on the environment.



A-4-STB-04-124 (S.B. County - Isla Vista Parking Program)
Page 6 v

Ill. STANDARD CONDITIONS

1. Notice of Receipt and Acknowledgment. These permits are not valid and
development shall not commence until copies of the permits, signed by the permittee or
authorized agent, acknowledging receipt of the permits and acceptance of the terms
and conditions, are returned to the Commission office.

2. Expiration. If development has not commenced, the permits will expire two years
from the date on which the Commission voted on the de novo appeal of the permits.
Development shall be pursued in a diligent manner and completed in a reasonable
period of time. Application(s) for extension of the permit(s) must be made prior to the
expiration date.

3. Interpretation.  Any questions of intent or interpretation of any term or condition
will be resolved by the Executive Director or the Commission.

4. Assignment. The permits may be assigned to any qualified person, provided
assignee files with the Commission an affidavit accepting all terms and conditions of the
permits. ‘

5. Terms and Conditions Run with the Land. These terms and conditions shall be
perpetual, and it is the intention of the Commission and the permittee to bind all future
owners and possessors of the subject properties to the terms and conditions.

IV. SPECIAL CONDITIONS

1. Revised Parking Management Program

Prior to issuance of the coastal development permit, the applicant shall submit, for the
review and approval of the Executive Director, a revised Parking Management Program
that shall include the following:

A. Restrictions. The “Residential” and “Residential Timed 1 HR Parking” zones
shall be deleted and replaced with a single new zone designated “Parking
Management Area” that would allow for the restriction of on-street parking in that
zone to a 4-hour time-limit per user only between the night-time hours of 6:00
p.m. and 8:00 a.m. Residents participating in the program shall be exempt from
the 4-hour time limit. The 4-hour time limits on public parking within the “Parking
Management Area” and “Coastal Access Parking” zones shall not apply between
the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. Public parking in the designated “Coastal
Access Parking” zones may also restricted to a 4-hour time limit per user only
between the night-time hours of 6:00 p.m. and 8:00 a.m. Residents participating
in the program shall be prohibited from parking in the designated “Coastal
Access Parking” zones at all times.
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B. Plan/Program Map. Revise the Isla Vista Parking Program Plan/Map dated
6/28/04 (included as Exhibit 2 of this staff report) consistent with the provisions of
Part A of this condition.

C. Signage Plan. Submit a signage plan indicating the location, size, design, and
content of all signs to be installed. The Plan shall also provide for the installation
of signage indicating the availability of the designated “Coastal Access Parking”
zones for public parking and the applicable time and use restrictions, including
prohibiting parking in those zones by Isla Vista residents participating in the
program.

2. Future Changes to Parking Management Program

With the acceptance of this permit the applicant agrees that any change to the Managed
Parking Program (including, but not limited to, any change to amount, location, duration,
rates and fees, and time of day that parking spaces would be available) will require either: (1)
an amendment to this permit from the California Coastal Commission or (2) an amendment
to the County’s certified Local Coastal Program and a new coastal development permit
issued by Santa Barbara County.

3. Consistency of Related County Resolution/Ordinances

Prior to issuance of the coastal development permit, the applicant shall submit, for the review
and approval of the Executive Director, evidence that Santa Barbara County Board of
Supervisors’ Resolution No. 04-247, Ordinance No. 4542, and Ordinance No. 4543 have
been amended consistent with all provisions and conditions of Coastal Development Permit
A-4-STB-04-124.

V. FINDINGS AND DECLARATIONS

The Commission hereby finds and declares:

A. PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND BACKGROUND

On November 9, 2004, the Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors approved
Coastal Development Permit 04CDH-00000-00001 to authorize the County's
Department of Public Works to implement a Managed Parking Program in the
community of Isla Vista. The boundaries of the program are depicted in Exhibit 2 and
generally include all streets/public road rights-of-way in the community of Isla Vista in
Santa Barbara County. The parking program has three components: (1) a metered
parking zone encompassing the downtown commercial area; (2) 106 designated coastal
access parking spaces; and (3) residential preferential permit parking encompassing all
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remaining areas. In addition, the program will include the installation of approximately
400-500 new parking restriction street signs to be located in the public right-of-way of
the residential and commercial districts and 10-12 new pay stations within the public
right-of-way in the commercial district. The proposed project description, the County’s
previous findings for approval, and Condition One (1) of the County-issued coastal
permit specifically state that the “purpose of the parking permit and meter program is to
prioritize on street parking for residents and business patrons by reducing the number of
non-resident drivers in the community.” ‘

The proposed program would regulate all on-street parking in the community of Isla

Vista. lIsla Vista is a seaside residential community, approximately 2 square mile in .

area, located in an unincorporated area of Santa Barbara County immediately west of
the University of California, Santa Barbara and immediately east of the Coal Oil Point
Natural Reserve. The County has estimated that the population of Isla Vista is
approximately 18,500 (approximately 13,000 of which are students). Development in
the community is generally characterized as high-density residential within the majority
of the program area with some single-family residential neighborhoods and a small
commercial “downtown” district. Current residential densities range from 7 units per
acre in the west end to 39 units per acre along Picasso Road. County staff have
estimated that there are approximately 3,000 existing on-street parking spaces in the
community. Currently, all on-street parking spaces in the community are available for both
public and residential use on a “first-come, first-serve” basis. The proposed preferential
parking program will serve to restrict the public’s use of all 3,000 existing on-street parking
spaces in the community. There are five existing and popularly used vertical access ways
that provide public access from Del Playa Drive (the first public road paralleling the sea) to
the sandy beach. There are no public parking lots that serve the beach access ways;
therefore, all parking for public beach access is from on-street parking.

The stated purpose of the proposed Preferential Parking Program is to prioritize on street
parking for residents and business patrons by reducing the number of non-resident drivers
in the community. This would be accomplished by restricting the amount, location,
duration, and time of day that parking spaces would be available for non-residents. Non-
residents would no longer be able to use the majority of the 3,000 existing public on-street
parking spaces but would instead be restricted to using either the 45-minute maximum
metered pay-parking in the commercial district, 60-minute maximum time-limited parking in
one of the two proposed residential zones, and the 106 parking spaces that would be
designated for coastal access users on a 4-hour maximum time limited basis. Public
parking would be completely eliminated in the second proposed residential zone. In
addition, parking for 93 of the 106 “coastal access” spaces would be completely prohibited
at night between the hours of 10:00 p.m. and 5:00 a.m. The locations of the parking areas
and their applicable restrictions are depicted on Exhibit 2 of this staff report.

The coastal permit issued by the County and the related staff reports do not indicate the
number of existing on-street parking spaces in the commercial district but staff notes that
commercial district is relatively small in comparison to the community as whole as shown
on Exhibit 2. As proposed, parking in the commercial district would be metered ($0.40 per

R Y
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15 minutes) and time-restricted to no more than 45 minutes maximum parking time.
Notably, five of the 106 designated “coastal access” spaces would actually be metered
parking spaces located in the “commercial district.” Unlike other parking spaces in the
“commercial district,” the five “coastal access” spaces in the “commercial district” would be
restricted to 4-hour maximum time-limited parking rather than 45-minute maximum time-
limited parking. In addition, the applicant proposes to allow parking by non-residents in the
“Residential Timed 1 HR Parking” zone; on a time-limited basis of no more than 60
minutes maximum parking time per user. Parking by non-residents would be completely
prohibited in the remaining residential areas identified as the “Residential” zone on Exhibit
2 with the exception of Saturday and Sunday mornings between the hours of 5:00 a.m. to
12-noon when non-residents would also be allowed to park in the otherwise restricted
residential areas.

Residents would be eligible to purchase parking permits at a rate of $150/$95 per year that
would exempt them from the proposed parking restrictions with the exception of metered
rates in the “commercial” district. In addition, residents could purchase guest passes for
- $3/day. Residents participating in the program would be excluded from using the 106
“coastal access” spaces.

On January 12, 2005, the Commission found that the appellants’ contentions raised
substantial issue with regard to the consistency of the Preferential Parking Program with
the public access and recreation policies of both the certified Local Coastal Program
and the Coastal Act.

B. LOCAL PERMIT HISTORY

Project Approved by Zoning Administrator and Board of Supervisor

On September 13, 2004, the Santa Barbara County Zoning Administrator approved the
appealable coastal development permit for the proposed parking program. This
decision was appealed to the Board of Supervisors by Bruce Murdock and Surfrider
Foundation. On November 9, 2004, the Board of Supervisors approved the coastal
development permit upholding the Zoning Administrator's approval of the project and
denying the appeals.

Related Approval of Amendment to County Code

The County’s certified Local Coastal Program (LCP) does not contain any provisions
that specifically address implementation of preferential parking programs within the
Coastal Zone. On September 7, 2004, the Board of Supervisors approved and adopted
a resolution to establish a preferential residential parking program in the community of
Isla Vista. In addition, Ordinance Nos. 4542 and 4543 were approved and adopted by
the Board of Supervisors on July 27, 2004 to amend the County’s Code (Chapter 23B
and 23D) adding Chapter 23B to the County Code authorizing new County wide
residential parking programs (including areas within the Coastal Zone) and Chapter 23D
which would specifically address the preferential parking program in the community of
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Isla Vista, which is located entirely within the Coastal Zone. Regardless of the fact that
this amendment to the County Code would directly affect public access and recreation
within the County’'s Coastal Zone, no change or amendment to the LCP was proposed
by the County or approved by the Commission to incorporate the new ordinance into the
County’'s certified LCP. The Commission notes that institution of a community-wide
preferential parking program, as authorized by the above referenced amendment to the
County Code and proposed by this permit application, would directly affect existing
public access and recreation resources in the community and; therefore, in order to
ensure consistency and prevent conflict between the provisions of the certified LCP and
the County Code, could appropriately be addressed as an amendment to the LCP.
Although staff believes it would have been preferable if the County addressed this
preferential parking program through an LCP amendment, from a procedural standpoint,
processing the parking program through a coastal development permit is not prohibited.

C. PREVIOUS COMMISSION ACTION ON PARKING PROGRAMS

Since the passage of the Coastal Act the Commission has acted on a number of permit
applications throughout the State’s Coastal Zone with regards to preferential parking
programs along public streets. In 1997, the Commission denied, on appeal, a City of
Los Angeles’ Coastal Development Permit (CDP A-5-VEN-97-183) for a preferential
residential parking program to establish 4-hour time-limited parking between the daylight
hours of 8:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. in the Venice area. Residents who purchased parking
permits would have been exempt from the 4-hour time limited parking restrictions. The
Commission found that because of the popularity of Venice Beach and Ocean Front
Walk (boardwalk), the limited amount of off-street beach parking within the beach
parking lots was not adequate to support the amount of visitors that came to the area
and that the surrounding neighborhoods served as a parking alternative to the beach
parking lots. The Commission also found that restricting the public to 4-hour time limited
-parking would reduce the public’'s ability to access the beach. Therefore, the
Commission found that restricting public parking to 4-hour maximum time limits along
these streets during the peak beach use period (daytime) would not serve to maximize
public access as required by Section 30210 of the Coastal Act.

In 1990, the City of Los Angeles submitted an application (CDP 5-90-989) for preferential
parking along portions of Mabery Road, Ocean Way Entrada Drive, West Channel Road
and East Rustic Road in the Pacific Palisades area, within Santa Monica Canyon. The
proposed streets were located inland of and adjacent to Pacific Coast Highway. The
preferential parking zone extended a maximum of approximately 2,500 feet inland along
East Rustic Road. According to the City's application, the purpose of the proposal was
for parking relief from non-residents. Despite available parking along surrounding
streets and in nearby State beach parking lots along Pacific Coast Highway that closed
at 5:30 p.m., the Commission denied the application because (even though much of the
proposed parking restriction areas would be located relatively far from the beach) the
areas were used for parking by beach goers and because elimination of public on-street
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parking along these streets would significantly reduce public beach parking in the
evening and also reduce visitor serving commercial parking.

In 1982 the City of Hermosa Beach submitted an application (CDP 5-82-251) for a
preferential parking program for the area located immediately adjacent to the coastline
and extending approximately 1,000 feet inland. The proposed restricted area included
the downtown commercial district and a residential district that extended up a hili 1,000
feet inland. The purpose of the preferential parking zone was to alleviate parking
congestion near the beach. The program included two major features: a disincentive
system to park near the beach and a free remote parking system to replace the on-street
spaces that were to be restricted. The Commission found that the project, as originally
proposed by the City, would serve to reduce public access to the beach and was,
therefore, not consistent with the access policies of the Coastal Act. Thus, the
Commission approved the preferential program with conditions to ensure consistency
with the Coastal Act. The conditions included the availability of day-use parking permits
to the general public (not just residents and business owners/employees) and a shuttle
system in addition to the provision of remote parking spaces. The Commission
subsequently approved an amendment to that permit in July of 1986 to remove the
shuttle system since the City provided evidence that the shuttle was lightly used, the
remote parking areas were within walking distance, and beach access would not be
reduced by the elimination of the shuttle program. The City explained to the
Commission that due to a loss of funds for the operation of the shuttle system it was
necessary to discontinue the shuttle and request an amendment to the Coastal permit.
The Commission’s approval of the City's amendment request to discontinue the shuttle
system was based on findings that, given that the general public would not be restricted
from parking in the program area, the shuttle system was not necessary to ensure
maximum public access.

In 1987, the Commission approved, with conditions, a permit for a preferential parking
program by the City of Capitola (CDP 3-87-42). The program contained two parts: the
Village parking permit program and the Neighborhood parking permit program. The
Village consisted of a mixture of residential, commercial and visitor-serving uses. The
Neighborhood district consisted of residential development located in the hills above the
Village area. The Village, which has frontage along the beach, is surrounded on three
sides by three separate neighborhoods. Two neighborhoods are located above along
the coastal bluffs with little or no direct beach access. The third neighborhood is located
inland, north of the Village. The proposed Village area changed from summer beach
cottages to permanent residential units, with insufficient off-street parking.  With
insufficient off-street parking and an increase in beach visitation, on-street parking
became a problem for residents and businesses within the Village and within the
Neighborhood. The proposed preferential parking programs were proposed to minimize
traffic and other conflicts associated with the use of residential streets by the visiting
public. The Village program allowed residents to obtain permits to exempt them from the
two-hour on-street parking limit that was in place, and the requirement of paying the
meter fee. The Neighborhood program would have restricted parking to residents only.
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The Village program did not exclude the general public from parking anywhere within the
Village. The Neighborhood program as proposed, however, would have excluded non-
residents from parking in the Neighborhood streets. The Commission found that public
access includes not only pedestrian access, but also the ability to drive into the Coastal
Zone and park, to bicycle, and to view the shoreline. Therefore, as proposed the
Commission found that the proposal would adversely affect public access opportunities.
Without adequate provisions for public use of these public streets that include ocean
vista points, residential permit parking programs present conflicts with Coastal Act
access policies. Therefore, the Commission approved the permit with special conditions
to assure public access. These conditions limited the number of permits within the
Village area, restricted public parking limitations to vista point areas in the Neighborhood
district, required an access signage program, operation of a public shuttle system, and
monitoring program and imposed a one-year time limit on the development that was
authorized (requiring a new permit or amendment to continue the program).

In 1979, the City of Santa Cruz submitted an application for a preferential parking
_ program in the Live Oak residential area (CDP P-79-295). The program restricted public
parking during the summer weekends between 11 a.m. to 56 p.m. The City proposed to
mitigate the loss of available parking along the public streets by the availability of day
use permits to the general public, the provision of remote lots and a free shuttle system.
As conditioned to allow the availability of day-use permits to the general public, the
program did not exclude the public from parking within the program area. As such, the
Commission approved the program only with the identified mitigation measures to
ensure that existing levels of public access to the beach in the community were
maintained.

The Commission has also approved a residential preferential parking zone permit
application within the City of Santa Monica. In 1996, the City proposed 24-hour
preferential residential parking along Adelaide Drive and Fourth Street, between
Adelaide Drive and San Vicente Boulevard, in the north part of the City (CDP application
No. 5-96-059). The Commission found that due to the zone’s distance from the beach
and absence of direct access to the beach from the street the area did not provide
significant beach access parking. However, because the public used the area for scenic
viewing and other recreational activities the Commission found that the City's proposed
24-hour parking restriction was too restrictive and would significantly impact access and
coastal recreation in the area. The Commission denied the permit and directed staff to
work with the City to develop hours that the City could properly implement and would
also protect public access and coastal recreation. The City subsequently submitted a
new permit application with hours that restricted public parking during night-time only
between the hours of 6:00 p.m. and 8:00 a.m. The Commission approved the permit
with the proposed evening hour restrictions with special conditions (CDP No. 5-96-221).
One of the special conditions limited the authorization to two years and required the City
to submit a new permit application if the City wanted to continue the parking restrictions
beyond that time, so that the program and possible impacts could be re-evaluated. In
June 2000, the City submitted a new application and based on documentation that
showed that the night-time-only parking restrictions created no significant impact to
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public access to the area or impacts to surrounding streets, the Commission approved
the permit (CDP No. 5-00-219).

In 1999, the Commission approved seven additional preferential parking zones within
the City of Santa Monica (CDPs 5-99-45 through 51). The seven separate parking
zones were generally located in the Ocean Park area (area south of Pico Boulevard) and
varied from adjacent to the beach to seven blocks from the beach. The restrictions also
varied from no public parking 24 hours per day to limited public parking. However, the
Commission found that the creation of the preferential parking zones that excluded the
general public from parking on the street during the beach use period adversely
impacted public access and were inconsistent with the access policies of the Coastal
Act. To mitigate the impacts, the Commission required that those zones that excluded
public parking during the beach use period, provide one-hundred percent replacement
parking.

In addition, the Commission also approved a coastal permit application by the City of
Santa Monica in 2002 (CDP 5-02-380) to restrict public parking on several inland
residential streets (3 or more blocks from the ocean) with the specific provision that such
restrictions would only be effective during night-time hours (6:00 p.m. — 8:00 a.m.) and
that public parking would be allowed unrestricted during all day-time hours. In addition,
the Commission found that the night-time restrictions would not result in significant
adverse impacts to public access because additional public parking would be available
during night-time hours at formal public parking structures, public parking lots, and
streets located closer to the beach. Regardless of these other public parking resources,
the Commission found that the implementation of parking restrictions of the subject area
during peak beach use periods during the day would not be consistent with the provision
of maximum public access to the shoreline, therefore, only night-time restrictions were
approved.

In addition to preferential parking programs, the Commission has also reviewed
proposals to prohibit general parking by such measures as posting "No parking" signs
and "red curbing” public streets. In 1993, the City of Malibu submitted an application
(CDP 4-93-135) for prohibiting parking along the inland side of a 1.9 mile stretch of
Pacific Coast Highway. The project would have eliminated 300 to 350 parking spaces.
The City's reason for the request was to minimize the number of beach goers crossing
Pacific Coast Highway for public safety concerns. The Commission denied the request
because the City failed to show that public safety was a problem and because no
alternative parking sites were provided to mitigate the loss of available public parking.
Although there were public parking lots located seaward of Pacific Coast Highway and in
the upland areas, the City's proposal would have resulted in a significant loss of public
parking. The Commission, therefore, found that the proposal would adversely impact
public access and was inconsistent with the access policies of the Coastal Act. In
denying the proposal, the Commission recognized the City's desire to maximize public
safety and found that there were alternatives to the project, which would have increased
public safety without decreasing public access.
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As shown above, the Commission has had before them a number of preferential parking
programs statewide. The Commission has previously denied those programs proposed
by local cities and counties when the programs were intended to provide preferential
parking for residents at the expense of public parking for coastal access. The
Commission has also approved some parking management programs with required
conditions of approval to ensure that such programs did not function in a manner that
would adversely impact public parking in favor of private residential parking. Because
the programs were conditioned by the Commission to preserve public parking and
access to the beach, the Commission found the programs consistent with the access
policies of the Coastal Act. When it could not be found that approval of such programs
would serve to maximize public access opportunities, the Commission has denied the
preferential parking programs.

D. PUBLIC ACCESS AND RECREATION

One of the strongest goals of the Coastal Act is to protect, provide and enhance public
access to and along the coast. In previous permit actions, the Commission has found
that the establishment of preferential residential parking zones within walking distance
of a public beach or other recreational areas may result in significant potential adverse
impacts to existing public access and recreational opportunities if such programs are
not properly designed or conditioned. Several policies of both the Coastal Act and the
certified Local Coastal Program for Santa Barbara County require the Commission to
protect public beach and recreation access. All Chapter 3 policies of the Coastal Act
have been incorporated in their entirety in the certified County Local Coastal Program
as guiding policies pursuant to Policy 1-1 of the Local Coastal Program.

Section 30210 Coastal Act, as incorporated in the LCP by Policy 1-1, states:

In carrying out the requirements of Section 4 of Article X of the California
constitution, maximum access, which shall be conspicuously posted, and
recreational opportunities shall be provided for all the people consistent with public
safety needs and the need to protect public rights, rights of private property owners,
and natural resource areas from overuse.

Policy 7-1 of the LCP states, in relevant part, that:

The County shall take all necessary steps to protect and defend the public’s
constitutionally guaranteed rights of access to and along the shoreline.
Section 30211, as incorporated in the LCP by Policy 1-1, states:

Development shall not interfere with the public’s right of access to the sea where
acquired through use or legislative authorization, including, but not limited to, the use
of dry sand and rocky coastal beaches to the first line of terrestrial vegetation.

Coastal Act Section 30212(a), as incorporated in the LCP by Policy 1-1, states:

Public access from the nearest public roadway to the shoreline and along the coast
shall be provided in new development projects except where:
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(1) it is inconsistent with public safety, military security needs, or the protection of
fragile coastal resources.

(2) adequate access exists nearby, or,

(3) agriculture would be adversely affected. Dedicated access shall not be required
to be opened to public use until a public agency or private association agrees to
accept responsibility for maintenance and liability of the accessway.

Coastal Act Section 30212.5, as incorporated in the LCP by Policy 1-1, states:

Wherever appropriate and feasible, public facilities, including parking areas or
facilities, shall be distributed throughout an area so as to mitigate against the
impacts, social and otherwise, of overcrowding or overuse by the public of any single
area.

Coastal Act Section 30213, as incorporated in the LCP by Policy>1-1, states:

Lower cost visitor and recreational facilities shall be protected, encouraged, and,
where feasible, provided. Developments providing public recreational opportunities
are preferred. ’

Coastal Act Section 30214, as incorporated in the LCP by Policy 1-1, states:

(a) The public access policies of this article shall be implemented in a manner that
takes into account the need to regulate the time, place, and manner of public access
depending on the facts and circumstances in each case including, but not limited to,
the following:

(1) Topographic and geologic site characteristics.
(2) The capacity of the site to sustain use and at what level of intensity.

(3) The appropriateness of limiting public access to the right to pass and repass
depending on such factors as the fragility of the natural resources in the area and the
proximity of the access area to adjacent residential uses.

(4) The need to provide for the management of access areas so as to protect the
privacy of adjacent property owners and to protect the aesthetic values of the area by
providing for the collection of litter.

(b) It is the intent of the Legislature that the public access policies of this article be
carried out in a reasonable manner that considers the equities and that balances the
rights of the individual property owner with the public's constitutional right of access
pursuant to Section 4 of Article X of the California Constitution. Nothing in this
section or any amendment thereto shall be construed as a limitation on the rights
guaranteed to the public under Section 4 of Article X of the California Constitution.

(c) In carrying out the public access policies of this article, the commission and any
other responsible public agency shall consider and encourage the utilization of
innovative access management techniques, including, but not limited to, agreements
with private organizations which would minimize management costs and encourage
the use of volunteer programs.

LR
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Section 30223 of the Coastal Act, as incorporated in the LCP by Policy 1-1, states:

Upland areas necessary to support coastal recreational uses shall be reserved for
such uses, where feasible.

Section 30252 of the Coastal Act, as incorporated in the LCP by Policy 1-1, states:

The location and amount of new development should maintain and enhance public
access to the coast by (1) facilitating the provision or extension of transit service, (2)
providing commercial facilities within or adjoining residential development or in other
areas that will minimize the use of coastal access roads, (3) providing nonautomobile
circulation within the development, (4) providing adequate parking facilities or
providing substitute means of serving the development with public transportation, (5)
assuring the potential for public transit for high intensity uses such as high-rise office
buildings, and by (6) assuring that the recreational needs of new residents will not
overload nearby coastal recreation areas by correlating the amount of development
with local park acquisition and development plans with the provision of onsite
recreational facilities to serve the new development.

LCP Policy 1-2 states:

Where policies within the land use plan overlap, the policy which is most protective of
coastal resources shall take precedence.

LCP Policy 1-3 states:

Where there are conflicts between the policies set forth in the coastal land use plan
and those set forth in any element of the County’s Comprehensive Plan or existing
ordinances, the policies of the coastal land use plan shall take precedence.

LCP Policy 2-23 states:

The County shall work with property owners in Isla Vista to identify vacant sites for the
potential development of parking to serve existing residential units. The County may
also explore the possibility of acquiring or developing public parking.

The public possesses ownership interests in tidelands or those lands below the mean
high tide line. These lands are held in the State’s sovereign capacity and are subject to
the common law public trust. The protection of these public areas and the assurance of
access to them lies at the heart of Coastal Act policies requiring both the
implementation of a public access program and the provision of maximum public
access, where applicable, through the regulation of development. To carry out the
requirement of Section 4 of Article X of the California Constitution, Section 30210 of the
Coastal Act, as incorporated into the certified LCP, requires that maximum public
access and recreational opportunities be provided in coastal areas. In addition, Section
30211 of the Coastal Act, also incorporated into the certified LCP, requires that
development not interfere with public access to the sea where acquired through use or
legislative authorization.  Furthermore, Section 30212 of the Coastal Act, as
incorporated in the LCP, requires that public access from the nearest public roadway to
the shoreline and along the coast be provided in new development projects with certain
exceptions such as public safety, military security, resource protection, and where
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adequate access exists nearby. Finally, LCP Policy 7-1 further highlights the County’s
duty to “protect and defend the public’s constitutionally guaranteed rights of access to
and along the shoreline.”

Coastal access is generally viewed as an issue of supply and demand, and is
dependent not only on the provision of lateral access (access along a beach) and
vertical access (access from an upland street, bluff or public park to the beach), but also
the availability of public parking (including on-street parking). In past Commission
actions, the Commission has found that the availability or supply of public parking
(including on-street parking) constitutes a significant public access and recreational
resource and is as important to coastal access as shoreline accessways.

The proposed project is for the establishment of a preferential parking program for
private residents in the community of [sla Vista that would restrict the general public’s
ability to park along the existing public street rights-of-way. The locations of proposed
designated parking areas and their applicable restrictions are depicted on Exhibit 2.
Development in the community is generally characterized as high-density residential for
the majority of the program area with some single-family residential neighborhoods and
a small commercial “downtown” district. There are five existing vertical access ways that
provide public access from Del Playa Drive (the first public road paralleling the sea) to the
sandy beach. The beach is backed by high bluffs and runs along the entire southern
length of the community and is heavily used for a variety of recreational activities,
including strolling, surfing, running, sunbathing, and fishing. In addition, the beach is
also used as an access point to reach adjoining beaches up and down-coast of this
community. Due to the continuing and historic public use of the beach in this area, the
Commission finds that a parking restriction program should only be allowed if such
program is consistent with the continued provision of maximum public access to the
beach as required by the public access and recreation policies of the certified LCP and
the Coastal Act. '

The County has estimated that there are approximately 3,000 existing on-street parking
spaces in the community. Currently, all of these spaces are available for use by both the
public and residents on a first-come first-serve basis. In general, users of on-street
parking in the community include: residents; visitors to the area; customers to stores,
shops, and restaurants; employees of businesses; students of the adjacent University; and
beachgoers. A parking count survey was conducted by the Santa Barbara County
Public Works Department on six separate weekdays over a two-week period in the
months of September and October. According to the County’s survey, an average of
86-96 percent of on-street parking spaces were occupied at a given time within the
study area. The survey was intended to determine a count of parked vehicles only and
did not distinguish between different users. The highest percentage rates of occupancy
were found to exist on the western end of Isla Vista adjacent to the University and
commercial district while significantly lower rates of occupancy occurred on the eastern
end of Isla Vista adjacent to Coal Oil Pont Natural Reserve/Devereaux Slough.
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Section 30210 of the Coastal Act, as incorporated in the certified LCP, requires that new
development be implemented in a manner consistent with the provision of maximum
public access and recreational opportunities. In addition, Policy 7-1 of the LCP specifically
requires that the County “take all necessary steps to protect and defend the public’s
constitutionally guaranteed rights of access to and along the shoreline” In this case, the
preferential parking program, as proposed, would serve to reduce the amount, location,
duration, and time of day that parking spaces would be available for use by non-residents.
Parking by non-residents would be limited to no more than one hour in one of the
proposed residential zones and prohibited entirely in second residential zone. Residents
would be eligible to purchase parking permits that would exempt them from these parking
restrictions. Further, parking for non-residents would be restricted to 45-minute maximum
metered pay-parking in the commercial district, 60-minute maximum time-limited parking in
one of the two proposed residential zones, and 106 designated “coastal access” parking
spaces that would be time-restricted to four-hours per user. Further, 93 of the 106
designated time-limited “coastal access” spaces would be further restricted by prohibiting
all parking between the hours of 10:00 pm and 6:00 am effectively eliminating the potential
for night-time public coastal access at all but a few of the spaces. The proposed program
would also allow the public (non-residents) to park in the otherwise restricted residential
areas on weekend mormnings (Saturday and Sunday) between the hours of 5:00 am to 12-
noon.

The applicant has asserted that the preferential parking program would not result in any
adverse impacts to. public coastal access because they believe adequate public access
would be provided by the designation of 106 of the approximately 3,000 existing on-
street parking spaces that are currently available for general public use specifically for
coastal access.” However, the applicant has not submitted any information regarding
the actual number of beach-users who currently use the existing parking facilities or any
evidence that no more than 106 parking spaces would be needed to adequately serve
‘beach users. The County has submitted a vehicle-count survey of the entire community
taken during a two-week period and a separate vehicle-count survey of Camino Majorca
(the street on the west end of the community where the majority of the coastal access
parking would be designated) during 20 separate days over a seven month period
(which are both included as Exhibits 13 and 14 for reference). However, the
Commission notes that these surveys were limited in scope to counting parked vehicles
and that neither of these surveys distinguish between vehicles that were parked for
beach users vs. non-beach users. As such, neither of the two parking surveys are
adequate to determine the number of beach-users who visit the community on a daily
basis (much less to determine the change in the number of beach-users that would be
expected to vary by season). Without this data, it is not possible to determine whether
the provision of 106 parking spaces is adequate to maintain the currently existing levels
of parking supply for public beach access users or to substantiate the County’s findings
that the proposed parking program will serve to maximize public coastal access and
recreational opportunities. '

' The 101 spaces would be located along Del Playa Drive, Camino Majorca, and Camino Linda on a time
limited basis during the day. The five remaining spaces would be metered spaces located in the
commercial district available at a rate of $0.40 per 15 minutes.

-
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The Commission notes that although the designation of 106 of the 3,000 on-street
parking spaces is consistent with the provision of public access, the other components
of the proposed program to restrict the amount, location, time of day, and duration that
non-residents would be allowed to park in the community would not be consistent with
the provision of maximum public access. In a previous permit action, the Commission
denied a coastal permit application (CDP 5-90-989) by the City of Los Angeles for a
proposed preferential parking program along portions of Mabery Road, Ocean Way
Entrada Drive, West Channel Road and East Rustic Road in the Pacific Palisades area,
within Santa Monica Canyon. The proposed streets were located inland of and adjacent
to Pacific Coast Highway. The preferential parking zone extended a maximum of
approximately 2,500 feet inland along East Rustic Road. According to the City's
application, the purpose of the proposal was for parking relief from non-residents.
Despite available existing public parking along surrounding streets and in nearby State
beach parking lots along Pacific Coast Highway that closed at 5:30 p.m., the
Commission denied the application because the areas were used for parking by beach
goers and because elimination of public on-street parking along these streets would
significantly reduce public beach parking in the evening and also reduce visitor serving
commercial parking.

In this case, even with the provision of the 106 “coastal access” designated parking
spaces, the proposed parking restrictions would serve to reduce the amount of existing
parking spaces available for public use in the community and (with the exception of the
proposed 45-minute maximum time-limited parking commercial zone and the 60-minute
maximum time-limited parking allowed in one of the two proposed residential zones)
effectively eliminate the public’s ability to use approximately 2,9000f the approximately
3,000 total on-street parking spaces for the purpose of coastal access. The exclusion of
so many of the currently available parking spaces in the community from public use
would result in a significant loss in the amount of the existing parking facilities available
for public coastal access. In response to this concern, County staff have asserted that
the loss of the public’s ability to use approximately 2,9000f the approximately 3,000 total
existing public parking spaces in the community will not result in any adverse impacts to
public coastal access because the majority of parked vehicles in the community are not
beach users. However, as discussed above, no studies or information have been
submitted as part of this application that. identify the actual number of beach access
users who are currently parking in the community. As such, no evidence has been
submitted to support the assertion that the provision of 106 parking spaces is adequate
to maintain either current levels of existing beach use by visitors to the community or to
adequately provide for potential future increases in the level of beach use by visitors.
As such, the Commission notes that although the program, as proposed, would retain a
limited number parking spaces for public access and recreation, the program, as a
whole, would not provide for maximum public access and would not serve to protect
existing public access resources as required by Section 30210 and 30211 of the
Coastal Act or, as incorporated by Policy 1-1 of the LCP, and with Policy 7-1 of the LCP.
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In addition, the program would not only result in adverse impacts to public access due
to the significant reduction in the number of parking spaces available for public use but
the proposed new restrictions limiting both the duration and the time of day that
members of the public would be allowed to park in the program area would also result in
adverse impacts to public coastal access as well. In a previous permit action, the
Commission denied a preferential residential parking program proposed by the City of
Long Beach pursuant to CDP Application A-5-LOB-37-259 finding that, in addition to
procedural grounds, the implementation of one-hour parking limits would adversely impact
the public’s ability to access the beach. In another previous permit action, the Commission
approved CDP 5-96-059 for a parking program proposed by the City of Santa Monica with
the specific provision that the parking restrictions would be limited to evening and night
hours only (6 p.m. — 8 a.m.) in order to ensure that the area would be available for public
coastal access parking during the daylight hours.

In this case, public parking is currently available in the community on a 24-hour basis.
The program would create new restrictions that would limit public parking in the majority
of the community to no more than one-hour and even eliminate public parking in other
areas. The program would limit parking for public access to the beach to 106
designated parking spaces that would allow for no more than 4-hour time-limited
parking. In addition, 93 of the 106 “coastal access” spaces would be further restricted by
prohibiting all parking between the hours of 10:00 p.m. and 5:00 a.m. effectively
eliminating the potential for night-time public coastal access at all but 13 of the spaces. In
previous permit actions, the Commission has found that the implementation of time-
restrictions on public parking can result in adverse impacts to public access. The
significant reduction in both the duration and time of day that parking would be available
for coastal access will not provide for maximum public access to the sea or the
protection of existing public access resources as required by the public access pcilicies
of the LCP and Coastal Act.

In addition, as proposed, the 106 public “coastal access” spaces would not be
distributed evenly within the community but (as shown on Exhibit 2) would be almost
exclusively located on the far west end of the community. Parking for 4 of the 5 existing
public access ways that provide access from Dei Playa Drive to the beach would be
limited to only 4 on-street spaces per access way. The majority of existing available
parking spaces on Del Playa Drive would be effectively restricted to use by residents
only. The elimination of the public’s ability. to park at all but 4 spaces at four of the’
existing public accessways would result in a significant reduction in the public’s ability to
park and use these public access ways to reach the beach. In addition, the reduction
and relocation of the majority of parking spaces that would remain available for coastal
access by non-residents to the western end of the community will not serve to provide
maximum public access to the sea or to protect existing public access resources as
required by the public access policies of the LCP and Coastal Act.

Further, the Commission notes that the reduction in the overall number of parking
spaces available for public parking in the community will result in increased demand
and competition for the remaining 106 spaces where the public would be allowed to
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park (including demand and competition by non-coastal access parking users). The
community of Isla Vista is unique, from a geographic perspective, in that it is relatively
isolated from other urban areas by large open tracts of land to the east and north, the
ocean to the south, and the University to the west. County staff have asserted that the
proposed loss of the public’s ability to use the majority of the approximately 3,000
existing parking spaces will not result in any adverse impacts to public coastal access
because the majority of the streets where public parking will no longer be allowed are
located far enough inland that coastal access users would not be expected to use those

spaces.

However, the Commission also notes that implementation of the proposed parking
restrictions in any one portion of this relatively small 2 square mile community would
result in the potential redirection of parking demand to other areas of the community. In
this case, the proposed preferential parking program would eliminate the ability of all
non-residents/daily visitors to the community to park on approximately 96.5% (2,894 of
the approximately 3,000 spaces) of the public streets in the community for any period of
time longer than one hour. As a result of such significant restrictions, it is anticipated
that the demand (and competition) for the remaining 3.5% available public parking
supply (106 of the approximately 3,000 spaces) would be significantly increased. In
addition, beach-users would likely be competing with University daily-commuter
students for the remaining 106 public spaces. As such, the Commission finds, that
even though many of the streets in the community where the proposed restrictions
would be imposed are actually located several blocks inland from the beach, elimination
of the public’s ability to park on those streets (even for non-coastal access users) would
result in the potential displacement of many of the non-coastal access users to the
remaining free public parking spaces, which would, for the most part, be limited to the
proposed 106 designated “coastal access” spaces.

As such, it is anticipated that the 106 spaces would not be used only by actual beach-
users but by other non-beach-user visitors to the community as well. As discussed
above, even assuming that all 106 coastal access parking spaces could actually be
successfully reserved for public coastal access users, the proposed program would still
result in a significant loss of existing public parking resources. However, the
Commission notes that in the likely event that the relatively few remaining parking
spaces where the public would be allowed to park are occupied by non-beach goers, as
opposed to actual coastal access users, then the public may actually be effectively
precluded from any use of the public beaches in this community as a result of the
implementation of the proposed preferential parking program. The County has asserted
that the 106 “coastal access” spaces would be reserved for such use through periodic
monitoring of the 106 “coastal access” spaces by County staff to prevent residents
participating in the parking program from using these spaces. However, the
Commission notes that it is not reasonable to assume that non-resident/non-beach user
visitors to the community could be effectively precluded from using the 106 “coastal
access” spaces. The County has indicated that use of the 106 spaces by non-beach
goers would be minimized by monitoring by County staff. The County’s report and staff
recommendation to the County’s Board of Supervisors dated October 28, 2004, asserts:



A-4-STB-04-124 (S.B. County - Isla Vista Parking Program)
Page 22 K

Under the program, all designated coastal access spaces are legally reserved only for
coastal access users. It is the responsibility of the Sheriff and parking enforcement
officers to patrol and enforce coastal access parking restrictions...As discussed in the
MND, the mitigation would require the mandatory addition of more spaces and/or
implementation of a permit or meter system if the results of monitoring show consistent
occupancy rates of 90% or more of the coastal access spaces.

As originally approved by the County, a special condition of the County’s permit would
require limited monitoring of the coastal access spaces by either the County Public
Works Department or the Sheriff's Department four days per month for the first six
months and then every two years during the life of the program. However, although
such monitoring may be adequate to ensure that use of the “coastal access” parking
spaces by vehicles displaying residential parking permits would be minimized, it is not
clear how such monitoring would, in any way, preclude use of the designated “coastal
access” spaces by other non-beach user visitors to the community (such as short-term
parking by non-resident visitors to the adjacent residences or the University). Further,
the applicant proposes that in the event that occupancy rate of the coastal access
spaces “exceeds 90% on 3 or more days per month, the County would implement either
a metered and/or permit system and/or designate additional coastal access parking...”
However, the Commission finds that, with the exception of the provision of additional
spaces for public coastal access, the implementation of such “mitigation measures”
would actually serve to further reduce the public’s ability to park and access the coast
and would serve to make the preferential parking program even more inconsistent with
the public access and recreation policies of both the Coastal Act and the LCP.

As stated in the proposed project description of the coastal permit approved by the
County, the findings for its approval, and Condition One (1) of the County-issued ccastal
permit, the “purpose of the parking permit and meter program is to prioritize on street
parking for residents and business patrons by reducing the number of non-resident drivers
in the community.” The Commission finds that a parking program designed, on balance,
to be unduly weighted to the protection of private parking for residential development to
.the detriment of public parking resources and the provision of maximum public access and
recreational opportunities in coastal areas is inconsistent with the public access and
recreation policies of both the certified LCP and the Coastal Act. However, in this case,
County staff have also indicated that the program is also intended to reduce parking
congestion in the community by reducing the number of vehicles parked on the streets by
residents of the dormitories of the adjacent University. The County has stated that it
" believes dormitory residents of the adjacent University are using on-street parking in Isla
Vista, rather than using the on-campus parking facilities specifically designated for use by
these students, -in order to avoid parking fees associated with on-campus parking. In
addition, County staff have also indicated that the imposition of the proposed program fees
would be expected to act as a deterrent to on-street parking to some student residents of
the community who maintain permanent residences outside the community and might
otherwise choose to leave their automobiles at their permanent residences rather than
bring them to the Isla Vista during the school year.

-
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The Commission recognizes that the supply of parking resources in Isla Vista is limited
and the demand for parking is relatively high. However, the Commission also finds that
although the proposed parking program would include some provisions for public
access, on the whole, it would significantly reduce the amount of existing parking
available for public access to the coast in non-compliance with the policies of the LCP
and Coastal Act. However, the Commission notes that some regulation of parking
would be consistent with the provision of maximum public access if implemented in a
manner that reduced overall parking congestion in the community while not resulting in
the reduction or elimination of any currently existing public access and recreational
resources.

The Commission further notes that feasible alternatives exist to the proposed preferential
parking program that would allow the County to meet the above referenced goals to
reduce parking congestion in the community including the development of cooperative
measures between the County and the University to control off-campus parking by
dormitory students and day-use commuter students as well. In this case, no information
was submitted by the County as part of this application and no findings were included for
the County's approval of its coastal permit for the proposed program regarding what
cooperative measures have been previously implemented by the University and County or
could be feasibly implemented in the future. In addition, Policy 2-23 of the LCP specifically
addresses the problem of parking congestion in the community of Isla Vista and provides
that the County shall work with property owners in Isla Vista to identify vacant sites for
the potential development of parking to serve existing residential units. Policy 2-23 also
states that the County should explore the possibility of acquiring or developing formal
public parking facilities in Isla Vista which could include parking lots and structures. The
provision of adequate public parking facilities would serve as a long-terrii solution to
reduce on-street parking congestion in Isla Vista. In this case, no information was
submitted by the County as part of this application and no findings were included in the
County’s approval of its coastal permit for the proposed program that this alternative had
been analyzed. In addition, the majority of parked vehicles on the street appear to be a
result of inadequate on-site parking facilities for existing residential development in the
community. The Final Revised Negative Declaration dated June 15, 2004, and prepared
by County staff, indicates that less than ¥z of Isla Vista residents have adequate off-street
parking for their vehicles. As such, the long-term solution to on-street parking congestion
would be to require that as redevelopment of existing residential properties occur, that the
provision of adequate parking facilities for the actual number of expected residents be
required. Further, as an immediate and feasible alternative, the implementation of parking
restrictions only during night-time hours would also allow the County to meet some of the
above referenced goals in order to reduce parking congestion in the community.

In this case, the applicant has stated that they wish to reduce parking by non-residents
in the community, including parking by dormitory residents and day-use commuter
students from the adjacent university who choose not to utilize available on-campus
parking facilities -due to the cost associated with such parking. Commission staff has
met with both County staff and with one of the appellants, Surfrider Association, to discuss
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feasible alternatives to reduce impacts to public access but that would still allow the
County to achieve some of its stated goals for the program. In addition to the alternatives
discussed above, one of these alternatives includes the implementation of time-limited
parking restrictions in all zones during night-time hours only. Although this alternative
would not restrict potential parking by University students during the day, implementation
of time-limited parking only during night-time hours would allow the County to meet one of
its stated goals to reduce parking congestion in the community by eliminating overnight on-
street parking by non-residents (including University students/dormitory residents) while
also avoiding any impacts to public access and recreation users during the peak beach-
user period during the day. Commission staff also explored other alternatives including
the implementation of 4-hour time-limited parking during daytime hours in the “Residential
1 HR Timed Parking” zone while still prohibiting public parking in the “Residential” zone.
However, staff notes that implementation of even 4-hour time-limited parking during day-
light hours instead of the proposed 1-hour time-limited parking in the majority of the
program area would still result in a significant reduction in the public’s ability to access the
coast during peak beach-use periods during the day and would, therefore, still not serve to
maximize public access in the Coastal Zone as required by the policies of the certified
LCP.

Therefore, the Commission finds that the preferential parking program, as proposed,
would result in the significant loss of existing parking facilities that are currently
available for public access and recreation inconsistent with the provisions of the above
“cited sections of the Coastal Act regarding public access and recreation, which have
been included in the County's LCP pursuant to LUP Policy 1-1 and which require the
provision of maximum public access and recreational resources. Of particular note,
Policy 7-1 of the LUP highlights the County’s duty to “protect and defend the public’s
constitutionally guaranteed rights of access to and along the shorzline.” However, in
contradiction to these policies, the stated primary purpose of the parking program is to
prioritize parking for the private residents of Isla Vista.

Therefore, in order to ensure that adverse impacts to public access and recreation are
avoided and that existing public access resources continue to be protected, Special
Condition One (1) requires the applicant to submit, for the review and approval of the
.Executive Director, a revised Parking Management Program that would allow for the
community-wide restriction of on-street parking to a 4-hour time-limit per user only
between the night-time hours of 6:00 p.m. and 8:00 a.m. Residents participating in the
program shall be exempt from the 4-hour time limit. Public parking in the designated
“Coastal Access Parking” zones may also restricted to a 4-hour time limit per user
between the hours of 6:00 p.m. and 8:00 a.m. only. Residents participating in the
program shall be prohibited from parking in the designated “Coastal Access Parking”
zones at all times on a 24 hour/day basis. The 4-hour time limits on public parking
within the “Parking Management Area” and “Coastal Access Parking” zones shall not
apply between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. The proposed metered/pay-
parking restrictions would also be allowed in the proposed “Commercial District” zone.
Special Condition One (1) would also require the applicant to submit, for the review and
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approval of the Executive Director, a revised parking plan/map and signage plan
adequate to implement the above referenced changes to the approved program.

In addition, the Commission notes that the Managed Parking Program, as approved and
conditioned by this permit, may be considered an incremental step in dealing with
parking congestion in Isla Vista. If the revised parking program does not result in a
reduction in the number of cars parked on the streets of Isla Vista, other measures as
cited above, could be explored as part of a more comprehensive program to reduce
parking congestion. Future population growth in the County should also be considered
in relation to the expected demand and, therefore, the necessary supply for future
beach parking in this area. The Commission also notes that any future application for
such revisions should include additional studies, conducted on a seasonal basis by the
County, to identify how many beach-users are parking in the area as compared to
residents and guests. To ensure that adverse impacts to public access do not occur in
the future, Special Condition Two (2) requires that any future changes or revisions to
the Managed Parking Program (including, but not limited to, any change in the amount,
location, duration, rates and fees, and time of day that parking spaces would be available)
will require either an amendment to this permit from the California Coastal Commission
or an amendment to the County’s certified Local Coastal Program and a new coastal
development permit issued by Santa Barbara County.

Although the County’s certified Local Coastal Program (LCP) does include regulations
regarding parking and specific requirements that new development provide adequate
on-site parking, the LCP does not contain any provisions for the implementation of
preferential parking programs within the Coastal Zone. On September 7, 2004, the
Board of Supervisors approved and adopted Resolution No. 04-247 to establish a
preferential residential parking program in the community of isla Vista. In addition, the
related Ordinance Nos. 4542 and 4543 were also approved and adoptied by the Board
of Supervisors on July 27, 2004 to amend the County’s Code (Chapter 23B and 23D)
adding Chapter 23B to the County Code authorizing new County wide residential
parking programs (including areas within the Coastal Zone) and Chapter 23D which
would specifically address the preferential parking program in the community of Isla
Vista, which is located entirely within the Coastal Zone. Regardless of the fact that this
amendment to the County Code would directly affect public access and recreation
within the County’s Coastal Zone, no change or amendment to the LCP was proposed
by the County or approved by the Commission to incorporate the new ordinance into the
County’s certified LCP.

The Commission finds that that institution of a community-wide preferential parking
program, as authorized by the above referenced amendment to the County Code and
proposed by this permit application, would directly affect existing public access and
recreation resources in the community and; therefore, in order to ensure consistency
and prevent conflict between the provisions of the certified LCP and the County Code,
could appropriately be addressed as an amendment to the LCP. Although staff believes
it would have been preferable if the County addressed this preferential parking program
through an LCP amendment, from a procedural standpoint, processing the parking
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program through a coastal development permit is not prohibited. Commission staff
have informed County staff that any future programmatic parking programs that would
affect public access and recreational resources in the Coastal Zone should be
processed as an amendment to the County’s certified Local Coastal Program. In this
case, the subject permit application was appealed to the Commission because, as
previously approved by the County, the permit is inconsistent with the public access and
recreation policies of the certified LCP and the Coastal Act. In addition, the resolutions
and ordinances previously adopted by the County (but never included in the LCP) are
inconsistent with the terms and conditions of this permit as approved by the
Commission. As such, the Commission notes that the proposed preferential parking
program (as well as the previously approved County resolution and ordinances to
implement the program) is not consistent with the public access and recreation policies
of the LCP. Therefore, in order to ensure consistency between the approved coastal
permit, the LCP, and the other ordinances of the County Code, Special Condition Three
(3) requires that, prior to issuance of the coastal development permit, the applicant shall
submit, for the review and approval of the Executive Director, evidence that the Santa
Barbara County Board of Supervisors’ Resolution No. 04-247, Ordinance No. 4542, and
Ordinance No. 4543 have been amended consistent with all provisions and conditions
of this coastal development permit. :

Therefore, for the reasons discussed above, the Commission finds that the proposed
preferential program will not provide for maximum public access or the protection of
existing public access and recreation resources in coastal areas and that the program is
inconsistent with the public access and recreation provisions of both the Coastal and
the County’'s LCP. Thus, the Commission finds that, only as conditioned, will the
‘proposed project be consistent with the above referenced public access and recreation
policies of the County’s LCP and the Coastal Act.

E. CEQA

Section 13096(a) of the Commission's administrative regulations requires Commission
approval of Coastal Development Permit application to be supported by a finding
showing the application, as conditioned by any conditions of approval, to be consistent
with any applicable requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).
Section 21080.5(d)(2)(A) of CEQA prohibits a proposed development from being
approved if there are feasible alternatives or feasible mitigation measures available
which would substantially lessen any significant adverse effect which the act|v1ty may
have on the environment.

The Commission finds that, the proposed project, as conditioned will not have
significant adverse effects on the environment, within the meaning of the California
Environmental Quality Act of 1970. Therefore, the proposed project, as conditioned,
has been adequately mitigated and is determined to be consistent with CEQA and the
policies of the Coastal Act.
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~ County of Santa Barbara
BOARD OF SUPERVISCRS
Minute Order
" November 09, 2004

Present: Supervisor Schwartz, Supervisor Rose, Supervisor Marshall, Supervisor

Gray and Supervisor Centeno

PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT File Reference Ne. 04-00981

RE: HEARING - Consider appeals by Bruce Murdock and the Surfrider Foundation of
the Zoning Administrator's Approval of the Public Works Managed Isla Vista
Parking Program Coastal Development Permit (04CDH-00000-00001) [Appeal Case
Nos. 04APL-00000-00025 & 04APL-00000-00027] involving public rights-of-way -
within the community of Isla Vista, Third District, as follows: (EST. TIME: 1 HR.)

a) Adoptthe required findings for the project (Attachment A - Zoning Administrator
- Action Letter with Findings and Conditions of Approval dated September 14, 2004);

b) Deny the appeals (Attachments B and C), upholding the Zoning Administrator’s
decision to a2ccept the Board of Supervisors approved Mitigated Negative
Declaration (04NGD-00000-00002) as adequate environmental review for the
‘ * project and accept the mitigation monitoring program contained in the conditions of
\ . approval pursuant to Section 15162 of the Guidelines for Implementation of the
California Environmental Quality Act;

c)' Approve the project (Case No. 04CDH-00000-00001) subjeét to the conditions’
also included as Attachment A (Zoning Administrator Action Letter with Findings
and Conditions of Approval dated September 14, 2004).

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR'S RECOMMENDATION: POLICY

A motion was made by Supervisor Marshall, seconded by Supervisor Rose, that this
matter be Acted on as follows: ’
Received and filed staff report and conducted public hearing.

a) Adopted with the CEQA ﬂndings as rensed by the Board of Supervisors at the
November 9, 2004 hearing. :

b) Depied the appeals (Attachment B and C) finding that the Board of Supervisors prior
adoption of the Mitigated Nepative Declaration (04NGD-00000-00002) was adequate
environments] review for the project and accept the mitigation monitering program
cantained in the conditions of approval pursuant to Section 15162 of the Guidelines for .
Implementation of the California Enﬁrnnmenlal Quality Act. -

c) Approved and directed staff to return with In six month for an update on the
approved parking project.

The motion carried unanimously.

Coursy of Sdnta Barbara _ : 1 .- o Printed 117182004
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ATTACHMENT A: FINDINGS

CEQA FINDINGS

- |

The Zoning Administrator accepts the Negative Declaration (04NGD-00000-00002) as approved by the
Board of SuperV1sors (with 15162 letter) in conjunction with the Isla Vista Parking Program Initiation
Plan, Residentia] Permit Parking Ordinance and Parking Meter Ordinance. The Neoame Declaration
reflects the independent Judoment of the Board of Supervisors and has been completed in compliance

with CEQA, and is adequate for this proposal.

2.2

COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT FINDINGS

Pursuant to Section 33-169.6, a Coastal Development Permit shall only be issued if all of
the following findings are made:

2.2.1

-

o
1]
w

9
2
[#]]

The proposed development conforms to 1) the applicable policies of the
Comprelzenszve Plan, mcludma tlte Coastal Land Use Plan, [llld 7) mth tlze

nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn

exception allowed zuzder Sectzo:z 33-1 6] 7.

As discussed in section 6.2 and 6.3 of the staff report, the project, as conditioned,
conforms to the applicable policies of the Comprehensive Plan, including the Local
Coastal Plan and with the applicable provisions of Article II. Therefore, this finding can
be made.

That the proposed development is located on a legally created lot.

The project would be located within public rights-of-way owned by the County of Santa
Barbara and not on privately owned parcels.

That the subject property is in compliance with all laws, rules, and regulations
pertaining to zoning, uses, subdivisions, setbacks, and any other applicable provisions
of this article, and such zoning violation fees as established from time to time by the
Board of Supervisors have been paid. This subsection shall not be interpreted fo

impose new requirements on legal no-conforming ises and siructures iunder section
35-160 et seq.

As discussed in section 6.3 of the staff report, the project is in compliance with all
applicable provisions of Article II. There are no known zoning violations within the
public right-of-ways. Therefore, this finding can be made.

The development does not significantly obstruct public views from any public road or
Jrom a public recreation area to, and along the coast

The physical development associated with the project is minimal (i.e. signs and pay
stations). As discussed in section 6.2 of the staff report, the proposed development
would not significantly affect any public view to or along the coast. Therefore, this
finding can be made.

The development is compatible with the established physical scale of the area.

The proposed structural development consists of approximately 10-12 meter pay stations
and 400-500 regulatory/informational signs with maximum heights of approximately
ﬁve (5) and e1ght (8) feet, respectlvely _ With the relatively sparse placement of pay

-
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2.2.6

stations and signs profile, the proposed development would be compatible with the
urban character of the community. Therefore, this finding can be made.

The development is in conformance with the public access and recreation policies of
Article IT and the coastal land use plan. _

The five existing public coastal access locations within the community would remain
open and unobstructed to the public. Additionally, the project includes approximately
106 coastal access parking spaces that have been specifically designated for
recreationists who choose to arrive by vehicular means. Therefore, this finding can be

made.




ATTACHMENT C: CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

This permit is subject to compliance with the following conditions:

1.

This Coastal Development Permit is based upon and limited to compliance with the
project description, the hearing exhibits marked “Zoning Administrator Hearing
Revised Exhibit #1,” dated September 13, 2004, and conditions of approval set forth
below. Any dev1at1ons from the project descr1pt10n exhibits or conditions must be
reviewed and approved by the County for conformity with this approval. Deviations
may require approved changes to the permit and/or further environmental review.
Deviations without the above-described approval will constitute a violation of permit

approval.
The project description is as follows:

The proposed project is a request by the Santa Barbara County Public Works Department for a
Coastal Development Permit to authorize the implementation of a managed parking program
for public roadways within the commumt} of Isla Vista. The boundaries of the program are
depicted in Exhibit 1. The proposed parking program has three components: (1) a metered
parking zone encompassing the downtown commercial area; (2) designated coastal access
parking, and (3) residential preferential permit parking (RPP) encompassing all other areas.

The purpose of the parking permit and mieter program is to prioritize on street parking for
residents and business patrons by reducing the number of non-resident drivers in the community.

A three to four month long transition community educatmn program would precede
implementation of the parking program.

New physical development associated with the program would be limited to the following:

Installation of Pay Stations: Ten to twelve pay stations would be installed within public right-

-of-way in the commercial zone district area. Each station measures approximately two feet by

two feet and would be mounted on a pole at eye level approximately five (3) feet off the
ground. Each pay station would have a sign and light. Stations would be located in paved or
previously disturbed and graded areas along the side of the street. Sidewalks will not be
obstructed. Trenching within the right-of-way may be required to provide power to pay
stations.

Installation of Street Signs: Approximately 400-500 standard street signs would be located in
public right-of-way adjacent to the edge of pavement. The number of signs would be the
minimum necessary to ensure adequate v151b1hty and to clearly indicate parkmo regulations;

existing sign poles would be used where appropriate. Signs would be spaced approx1mately 200-
250 feet apart. Signs would be approximately 18” by 127 or less in size. The maximum height of
the proposed sign posts would be approximately eight (8) feet tall. The exact number, locatmn

size and design of signs will be determined during detail design of the project.

Revised Exhibit 1 depicts the project limits as well as the location of the metered parking zone
and the RPP zone, and identifies the location of coastal access parking and meter pay stations.

CONDITIONS DERIVED FROM MITIGATION MEASURES CONTAINED IN THE FINAL
REVISED ADOPTED NEGATIVE DECLARATION (04NGD-00000-00002):

2.

Street signs and pay stations shall be designed and located in a manner that enhances the visual
quality of the stree etscape. The design and location shall be compatible with and shall consider
enhancement of existing landscape mcludmo street trees. Plan Requirements and Timing: Prior
to issuance of the Coastal Development Perrmt sign and pay station design shall be rev1ewed by
P&D and shall receive final approval by the Board of Architectural Review.
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2.

Lighting for pay stations shall be low intensity, low glare, directed onto the station and shielded.
Plan Requirements and Timing: Prior to issuance of the Coastal Development Permit, pay
station lighting shall receive final approval by the Board of Architectural Review. This
requirement shall be included in project plans and specifications.

Dust generated by construction activities shall be kept to a minimum with the goal of retaining
dust on the site. Dust control measures listed below shall be followed: .

a. During construction, water trucks and/ or sprinkler systems shall be used to keep all
areas of vehicle movement damp enough to prevent dust from leaving the site. Ata
minimum, this should include wetting down such areas in the late morning and after
work is completed for the day. Increased watering frequency should be required
whenever the wind speed exceeds 15 mph. Reclaimed water should be used whenever

possible.

b. Areas of disturbance shall be minimized. On-site vehicle speeds shall be limited to 15
mph or less.

c. Should the importation, exportation, and/ or stockpiling of fill material become

necessary, soil stockpiled for more than two days shall be covered, kept moist, or treated
with soil binders to prevent dust generation. Trucks transporting fill material to and
from the site shall be tarped from the point of origin.

rading, earth moving or excavation is completed, the disturbed area

AF nms

d. After clearing,

- 1. +nA
shall be treated

area is paved or

{Q

Dt

srataring  a+ re.vecatatinm or tha gmeanding Lind el 4k
walering, or re-vegetaiion, or tne spreéading oi 301l oinaers until the

v
therwise developed so that dust generation will not occur.

o o

€. The contractor shall designate a person or persons to monitor the dust control measures
and to order increased watering, as necessary, to prevent the transport of dust off-site.
Their duties shall include holiday and weekend periods when work may not be in
progress. The name and telephone number of such persons shall be provided to the Air
Pollution Control District (APCD) prior to land use clearance for grading activity.

Plan Requirements and Timing: Requirements shall be included in project specifications and
shall be adhered to throughout grading and construction activities. Monitoring: Public Works
construction engineer shall monitor for compliance. APCD inspectors shall respond to
nuisance complaints.

In the event archaeological remains are encountered during grading, work shall be stopped
immediately in the vicinity of the find and redirected until a qualified archaeologist and Native
American representative are retained to evaluate the significance of the find pursuant to Phase 2
investigations of the County Archaeological Guidelines. If remains are found to be significant,
they shall be subject to a Phase 3 mitigation program consistent with County Archaeological
Guidelines. If human remains are unearthed during construction, no further disturbance shall
occur until the County Coroner has made the necessary finding as to origin and disposition.
Plan Requirements and Timing: This requirement shall be included in project specifications.
f?ublic Works shall ensure condition is included in specifications and shall spot check in the
ield. :

In order to reduce short-term construction noise impacts to less than significant levels, project
construction shall be limited to weekdays between the hours of 8 am. and 5 p.m. All
construction vehicles and equipment shall contain functioning and properly maintained muffler
systems. Plan Requirements and Timing: This requirement shall be included in project
specifications and shall be adhered to throughout construction. Public Works resident engineer
shall ensure compliance. : : ‘
¢

f
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7.

Upon implementation of the parking program, the County Public Works and/or Sheriff’s
Department shall monitor coastal access parking four days per month including two weekend
days between 1 pm and 5 pm and two week days. Monitoring will occur for the first six
months and then every two vears during the life of the program. If occupancy rates exceed 90%
on 3 or more days per month, monitoring will continue and the Director of Public Works, in
consultation with Surfriders Foundation and the Isla Vista Association, will implement a
metered and/or permit system and/or designate additional coastal access parking along the
northern two blocks of Camino Majorca or along Del Playa. The metered and/or permit system
may require converting Camino Majorca to a one-way road. Plan Requirements and Timing:
This measure shall be implemented with the start of the residential parking permit program by
County Public Works and/or Sheriff’s Department.

Street signs and/or brochures shall be installed/available that indicate the location of coastal
access parking. Plapn Requirements and Timing: Public Works shall ensure that signs are
installed and/or brochures are made available prior to implementation of the parking program.

Prior to construction, the contractor shall be required to prepare a water pollution control
program that incorporates control measures for soil stabilization, sediment control, sediment
tracking, wind erosion and nonstorm water management. Methods such as the use of silt
fences, straw bales and drainage diversion structures shall be used to keep silt and pollutants
from entering the ocean. Pian Requirements and Timing: Project specifications shall include
a requirement for the preparation and implementation of a water pollution control plan.
Measures shall be implemented throughout grading and construction. Public Works Resident
Engineer shall monitor throughout construction and ensure compliance.

STANDARD APPEALABLE CDP CONDITIONS

10.

11.

13.

If the Zoning Administrator determines at a noticed public hearing that the permittee is not in
compliance with any conditions of this permit pursuant to the provisions of section 35-169.9 of
Article II of the Santa Barbara County Code, the Zoning Administrator may, in addition to
revoking the permit pursuant to said section, amend, alter, delete or add conditions to this

permit.

The applicant's acceptance of this permit and/or commencement of construction and/or
operations under this permit shall be deemed acceptance of all conditions of this permit by the
permittee.

The Zoning Administrator's approval of this Appealable CDP shall expire one year from the
date of approval or, if appealed, the date of action by the Board of Supervisors or the California
Coastal Ccr:mmission on the appeal, if the permit for use, building or structure permit has not
been issued.

The use and/or construction of the building or structure, authorized by this approval cannot
commence until the Coastal Development Permit and necessary Building Permits have been
issued. Prior to the issuance of the Coastal Development Permit, all of the project conditions
that are required to be satisfied prior to issuance of the Coastal Development Permit must be
satifiﬁed. Plans accompanying this Coastal Development Permit shall contain all project
conditions.
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FROM: Val Alexeeff, Director N ')‘“' AN
Planning & Development Department

STAFF Robert Dostalek, Staff Project Planner (568-2034,

CONTACT: June Pujo, Supervising Planner (568-2036)

SUBJECT: Appeals by Bruce Murdock and the Surfrider Foundation of the Zoning
Administrator’s Approval of the Public Works Managed Isla Vista Parking Program
Coastal Development Permit (04CDH-00000-00001)
{Appeal Case Nos. 04APL-00000-00025 & 04APL-06000-00027]
The application involves public rights-of-way within the community of Isla Vista. The
project is located in the Third Supervisorial District.

Recommendation:

Staff recommends thaf the Board of Supervisors take the following actions:

1. Adopt the required findings for the project, included as Attachment A (Zoning Administrator
Action Letter with Findings and Conditions of Approval dated September 14, 2004); and

N

Deny the appeals (Attachments B and C), upholding the Zoning Administrator’s decision to

accept the Board of Supervisors approved Mitigated Negative Declaration (04NGD-00000-
00002) as adequate environmental review for the project and accept the mitigation monitoring
program contained in the conditions of approval pursuant to Section 15162 of the Guidelines
for Implementation of the California Environmental Quality Act; ; and

3. Approve the project (Case No. 04CDH-00000-00001) subject to the condmons also ‘included
as Attachment A (Zoning Administrator Action Letter with Fmdmos and Conditions of

Approval dated September 14, 2004). EXHIBIT 4
Estimated Length of hearing: Ten minutes for staff presentation, 1 hour total. A-4-STB-04-124
County Staff Report —

Board of Supervisor's

Alignment with Board Strategic Plan: | _ Hearing 11/9/04

The recommendation(s) are primarily ahcrned W1th Goal No 1. (an efficient vovemment able to respond = -
effectively to the needs of the commumty) and wnh acnons reqmred by law or by routine business necessity.:
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Executive Summary and Discussion:

Last summer, following an extensive public review process and deliberation at seven well attended public
hearings, the Board of Supervisors approved a comprehensive parking program to work towards alleviating
Isla Vista’s long-standing parking problems and to balance the competing parking needs of community
residents, downtown businesses and coastal access users. Subsequent to the Board of Supervisors actions, an
Appealable Coastal Development Permit (CDH) authorizing the physical development associated with the
Isla Vista Parking Program was approved by the Zoning Administrator on September 13, 2004. On
September 20 and September 22, 2004, appeals were filed by Bruce Murdock and the Surfrider Foundation.
These appeals do not contest the physical development associated with the program but rather components of
the program that were previously authorized by your Board and approved for implementation through the
Appealable Coastal Development Permit. All issues brought up in the appeals were also considered and
addressed in your Board of Supervisors hearings on the program’s ordinances and resolution (Ordinance
Nos. 4542 & 4543 and Resolution No. 04-248) and at the Zoning Administrator hearing on the CDH. The
adopted program already reflects changes that were made specifically to address coastal access concemns
raised by the Surfrider Foundation during the public review process. Staff is recommending that your Board
deny the appeals and uphold the ZOl’llIlU Administrator’s approva al of the CDH for the Parki ing Dfo_lam ag

currently proposed.
Background:

i Isla Vista is a coastal community where approximatelv 20,000 college students, families and workin_
N professionals reside. Over the years, the growth in the university and corresponding increase in the resident
population has generated a dramatic increase in the number of cars in the community. Adding to the situation
are daily university commuters, weekend visitors and daily coastal access users who compete with the
residents and business customers for limited on-street parking. For this reason, the Isla Vista Project Area
Committee and General Plan Advisory Committee (IVPAC/GPAC), Grand Jury and the general Isla Vista
community, including residents, business and property owners have called for the implementation of a
parking program to address Isla Vista’s long-standing parking problems. Recognizing that parking is a
limited resource, the community asked for a comprehensive parking program that accommodates the often
competing needs of residents, downtown businesses and coastal access users.

Following the Board of Supervisor’s initiation of the program on August 26, 2003, public outreach was
conducted to provide community interest groups, the IVPAC/GPAC and the general public with several
opportunities to comment on the program’s design. Additionally, the program was reviewed by the Board of
Architectural Review, the Planning Commission under a Government Code 65402 Policy Determination and
an Environmental Hearing was held on the Draft Negative Declaration (04NGD-00000-00002). ’

This past June, the Board of Supervisors (BOS) approved, with modifications, the Isla Vista Parking
Program and associated environmental document (04NGD-00000-00002). In July 2004, the BOS approved

and adopted the ordinances amending County Code Chapter 23B regarding the Countywide residential
parking program and adding Chapter 23D to the County Code authorizing parking meters-in the commercial
area of Isla Vista. The ordinances became effective on August 26, 2004. In early September, the BOS. . .:
adopted a resolution (#04-248) establishing the authority for a residential permit parking area and official
designated coastal access parking areas within the community of Isla Vista. Additionally, on September 13,
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- 2004 the Zoning Administrator approved the Appealable Coastal Development Permit necessary to authorize
the development associated with the project (e.g., signage, meter paystations and lighting, etc.).

The Coastal Zoning Ordinance (Chapter 35, Article IT) requires permits for development in the Coastal Zone,
including Public Works projects. Because the program constitutes a Major Public Works Project and due to
its partial location in the Coastal Appeals Jurisdiction, a Coastal Development Permit with a Hearing (CDH)
was required. The specific function and purpose of the CDH in the overall project is primarily to authorize
the physical development associated with the Isla Vista Parking Program as approved by your Board. The
extent of the physical development associated with the overall project is limited to the installation of

approximately 10-12 meter paystations with lighting and the installation of approximately 400-500 standard

regulatory street signs. The CDH as approved by the Zoning Administrator reflects the modifications to the
program that were previously incorporated into the program by your Board. (See Project Description and
Exhibit #1 to the Zoning Administrator Staff Réport dated September 3, 2004, attached to this Board Letter
as Attachment D). Pursuant to staff’s analysis and recommendation, the Zoning Administrator made all the
required findings (including policy consistency) necessary for approval of the project (See Attachment D).

Two separate appeals were filed on the Zoning Administrator’s action by Bruce Murdock and Surfrider
Foundation. While neither appeal contests the proposed physical development, specific elements of the
Parking Program that are authorized by the CDH are contested.

' N T A

The appellant’s reasons for the appeal are included as item numbers 1 and 2 Delow.

1. The appellént contends that the finally adopted residential preferential parking program for Isla Vista
including only one (1) zone was approved when the residents who attended the public meetings had
every reason to believe that Zone B was in place and their minority rights were protected.

2. The appellant contends that a parking program with a single zone, rather than two zones, for the
entire community of Isla Vista is not consistent with the zoning in the Single Family Restricted
Overlay District. Mr. Murdock contends that implementation of the program west of Camino Corto is
inconsistent with the purpose and intent of the Single Family Restricted Overlay District (SF)
pursuant to Section 35-102A(1) of the Article IT Coastal Zoning Ordinance, which states:

“The purpose of this district is to preserve the character of the single family
residential zones in areas subject to strong high density development pressures.
The intent of this overlay district is to prevent the development of illegal second
units and dormitory-type rental units, and to provide additional on-site parking.”
Mr. Murdock also concludes that in light of the above, the required findings to approve a CDH
cannot be made.
Staff Response:

N2,

7T
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1. The originally drafted proposal presented to your Board included a parking program with two
residential parking zones. During the ongoing review of the residential parking program, the
Board of Supervisors considered both a one and two-zone permit program for Isla Vista.
Under the two-zone program residents would only have been eligible to purchase a permit
valid in the zone in which they lived. The Board considered the merits of a one and two-zone
program at three public hearings, and with significant public comment from members of the
community, ultimately selected the one-zone program. Furthermore, reconsideration of a two-
Zone versus a one-zone concept is outside the purview of the Zoning Administrator.

As stated above, the intent of the Single Family Restricted Overlay District (SF) of the
Coastal Zoning Ordinance (Article II) is to manage development densities and to provide
additional on-site parking for each respective private parcel as they are developed. Prior to the
program adoption, there were no regulations in place to manage non-residential parking in the
area. The approved parking program is intended to manage parking and will reduce the
number of non-residential vehicles parked on the street. As a result, the approved program
will serve to aid in the preservation of the character of the single family residential zone.

o

B. SURFRIDER FOUNDATION APPEAL (Case No. 04APL-00000-00025 - Itemized in Surfrider
Foundation’s Appeal Letter Format) '

* The Santa Barbara Chapter of Surfrider Foundation’s appeal contends that the project violates Section 353%‘
- 169.6 (findings) of the Article II Zoning Ordinance, does not conform with provisions and policies set fort. -
in the California Coastal Act and the Coastal Land Use Plan (CLUP) and that the Mitigated Negative
Declaration (adopted by the Board of Supervisors on June 15, 2004) fails to comply with the California
Environmental Quality Act. The appeal by the Surfrider Foundation incorporates by reference the letter
submitted to the Zoning Administrator dated September 13, 2004. The following is a summary of the main
points of the appeal and staff’s responses.

L. The Surfrider Foundation contends that the project violates Coastal Act Policies § 30210 and §
30213.

a) The Surfrider Foundation does not believe the project is consistent with Coastal Act Policy
$30210, which states: “In carrying out the requirement of Section 4 of Article X of the
California Constitution, maximum access, which shall be conspicuously posted, and recreational
opportunities shall be provided for all the people consistent with public safety needs and the
need to protect public rights, rights of private property owners and natural resource areas from
overuse.” ' '

1. While the plan is designed to prioritize spaces for residents and customers through a
residential permit program and downtown parking meters, the program would in turn
deny maximum access to non-residential coast-goers (page 2, paragraphs 1 & 2; page
3, paragraph 1 of appellant’s letter to the Zoning Administrator dated September 13,
2004).

Q.
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2.
3.
‘Staff Response:
1.

The County failed to survey parking patterns and numbers during the busiest and most
popular times of the year for coastal access and recreation purposes — the summer
months and the Program removes coastal access spaces along Camino Majorca (page
3, paragraphs 2-4 of appellant’s letter to the Zoning Administrator dated September 13,
2004).

The County should explore other options for Isla Vista’s parking problems and for
precluding university commuters from parking in the community. (page 3, paragraph
5 of appellant’s letter to the Zoning Administrator dated September 13, 2004).

Consistency analysis of the project with coastal access policies, including Coastal Act
Policy 30210, may be found on pages 13 and 14 of the Zoning Administrator staff
report dated September 3, 2004 (See Attachment D). As discussed in the staff report
and found by the Zoning Administrator, the Isla Vista Parking Program is consistent
with Coastal Act Policy 30210, because the program is designed to balance the
competing parking needs of multiple groups, while maximizing coastal access and
recreational opportunities for all people. Additionally, as discussed and addressed at
the Planning Commission on May 26, 2004 (Government Code Consistency
Determination — Section 65402) and the BOS meetings (Initiation Plan. and
Ordinances), it was found that the Program is specifically consistent with the above y
referenced Coastal Act Section. The project would maintain existing access to the..
coast via five (5) well signed coastal access points within the project area. Those®
access points are located at Camino Majorca, Escondido Pass east of Camino Corto,
Camino ‘Del Sur, Camino Pescadero and south of the El Embarcadero loop. All five
access locations would remain open, maintained, unobstructed and would be unaffected
by the implementation of the parking program. The installation of the signage and
paystations associated with the program would not affect coastal access or recreational
opportunities. One hundred six (106) parking spaces distributed in seven (7) separate
locations throughout the community would be permanently designated and enforced for
four-hour coastal access parking. Overnight parking would be prohibited in order to
preclude long-term residential parking that could compete with coastal-access users.

The appellant also states at the bottom of page two of its letter to the Zoning
Administrator dated September 13, 2004 that the plan is inconsistent with Section 30210
of the CLUP since it would eliminate all but 106 of what Surfrider Foundation estimates
to be over 1,500 spaces available for people who access the coast. As discussed in more
detail under discussion Item b-1 below, County data indicates that such a surplus does
not currently exist (MIND page 3). :

For the first time in Isla Vista, the program as adopted by the Board of Supervisors
creates and formally reserves designated coastal access parking spaces where none are
designated now. The legal enforcement of coastal access parking ensures that coastal
access spaces are not used by non-coastal access users.

US.
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. The appellant contends that County parking surveys were taken during the wrong time o1
year and that the program removes coastal access spaces at Camino Majorca. The
appellant further states that parking surveys should have been conducted during the
summer months because Isla Vista beach use decreases in the summer due to 1) a large
number of students leave the area and 2) the fact that surf conditions are considerably
smaller. (See Camino Majorca Coastal Access Parking Occupancy Survey dated May
2004 [updated September 2004} conducted by Santa Barbara County Public Works
Department (“Parking Study™), attached to this Board Letter as Attachment E)
‘Research conducted as part of another recent development proposal documented that the
number of surfers who use this area significantly increases during the early winter and
late spring months (October through late May), when surfing conditions are optimal.!
The Channel Islands block this stretch of coast from the south swells of the summer
months. Subsequent parking counts at the Camino Majorca parking area taken by the
County from May throuoh Septernber 7004 indicated that beach use does not increase

Additionally, on page three, paragraph three and four of its letter to the Zoning
Administrator dated September 13, 2004 the appellant states that the program would
reduce the number of coastal access spaces along Camino Majorca. Currently, there are
no designated coastal access parking spaces. Under the program, the informal dirt
parking area along the west side of Camino Majorca would stay in its current‘

" configuration as requested by the Surfrider Foundation and becomes officially deswnate
as coastal access 'n'n"Llncr The Plan does not involve delineatineg or reducine snaces in

— ; ;vuuv;;Lc -.Jyuu
this area.

3. On page three, paragraph five of Surfrider’s letter to the Zoning Administrator dated
September 13, 2004 the appellant states that there are other options to solve the parking
problem and the County should be required to explore them. In an effort to solve parking
problems that have persisted in Isla Vista for more than 20 years, the Isla Vista
PAC/GPAC, which is comprised of community residents, business owners, and civic
leaders, recommended that the County prioritize the pursuit of a parking program. As
one of the first steps in developing the program, the County met with the Surfrider
Foundation to get its input on the how parking in Isla Vista should be regulated. Its
comments were valuable in shaping the current program.

b) Surfiider does not believe the project is consistent with Coastal Act Policy §30213, which
states: “Lower cost visitor and recreational facilities shall be protected, encouraged, and where
feasible, provided.” '

1. The plan would remove over 1,500 existing free parking spaces available for coastal
access and recreation that would not be replaced with either free or low cost parking
spaces (page 4, paragraph 1 of appellant’s letter to the Zoning Administrator dated
September 13, 2004).

! Final Environmental Impact Report, Faculty and Family Student Housing, Open Space and LRDP Amendment; September 2004;

prepared for UCSB Volume I, Section 4.10.2.3.1, Page 4.10-4.
3.
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If the occupancy monitoring program results in a metered and/or permit system, it does
not explain how it would prevent the use of coastal access parking spaces by non-coastal
access users (page 4, paragraphs 2-4 of appellant’s letter to the Zoning Administrator
dated September 13, 2004).

A metering program resulting from the Plan would potentially conflict with Section
30213 because visitors to Isla Vista beaches currently enjoy free recreational facilities,
whereas parking meters would not “protect” this low cost activity as required by the
provision (page 4, paragraph 5 of appellant’s letter to the Zoning Administrator dated
September 13, 2004). '

()]

Staff Response:

L. The appellant contends that every on-street parking space in Isla Vista is presently
available for coastal access parking. Specifically, the appellant states at the top of page
four of its letter to the Zoning Administrator dated September 13, 2004 that the plan
would remove over 1,500 available spaces for users who access the coast that would
not be replaced with either free or low cost parking spaces. The methodology for
arriving at this number is explained in the footnote at the bottom of page two of the
appellant’s letter to the Zoning Administrator dated September 13, 2004.

In the absence of the IV Parking Program, all automobile drivers, including coastal
access users, residents, visitors, commuters, and business patrons, compete for very
limited vacant spaces in Isla Vista. Only vacant spaces are considered available for
‘use.

A population estimate of 5,500 was used by the Surfrider Foundation to arrive at its
estimate of available spaces. Had the appellant used the actual estimated population of
18,500, referenced in the MND, they would have concluded that a total of 3,290 cars
are attempting to park in the 3,000 available on-street spaces. However, according to
surveys conducted by the Santa Barbara County Public Works Department, typically,
available spaces are 86 to 96 percent occupied, with almost none at the eastern side of
Isla Vista adjacent to UCSB and increasing in number moving toward the west.
Therefore, using Surfrider Foundation’s own methodology, application of the correct
population figures would indicate that there would presently be a deficit of parking
rather than a 1,500 space surplus. ‘

The newly adopted program, to be implemented with the approval of the Appealable
Coastal Development Permit, designates 106 dedicated coastal access parking spaces
where none are designated now. The approved program includes 101 dedicated coastal
access parking spaces which are free of charge for four-hour time periods. Five metered
dedicated coastal access spaces with four-hour limits are included in the commercial area
at the southemn tip of the Embarcadero loop. The Board approved a meter rate of $.40 per
15 minutes commensurate with similar programs in other coastal California jurisdictions.

0.
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Lastly, on weekends from 5:00 am to 12-noon, parking is free throughout the designate
residential permit areas within the community.

Rather than decreasing coastal access parking, the program creates and reserves
dedicated free and low-cost coastal access parking for long-term assurance that coastal
access users do not have to compete for certain spaces with other non-coastal access
users.

2. The appellant questions the efficacy of Mitigation Measure #6 for addressing non-
coastal access users use of coastal access spaces. Mitigation Measure #6 requires
monitoring of availability of designated coastal access parking spaces.

Under the program, all designated coastal access spaces are legally reserved only for
coastal access users. It is the responsibility of the Sheriff and parking enforcement
officers to patrol and enforce coastal access parking restrictions. Violations of the law
are subject to fines under the adopted ordinances. This law enforcement responsibility
exists independently from, but in addition to, Mitigation Measure #6.

As discussed in the MND, the mitigation would require the mandatory addition of
more spaces and/or implementation of a permit or meter system if the results of
monitoring show consistent occupancy rates of 90% or more of the coastal access
spaces. Additionally, the Appealable Coastal Development Permit approved by thef
Zoning Administrator included this same mitigation as a condition of project approvi
(see Condition #7 of staff’s report dated September 3, 2004), further assuring
monitoring of the coastal access areas. Should the monitoring program ultimately
result in a meter system, all legal requirements for a parking meter program must be

fulfilled, including public comment received at a public hearing on meter legislation.

3. Presently, the meter rates have been set for the downtown area only, which includes
five (5) dedicated coastal access spaces at the south end of the Embarcadero loop. The
Board approved meter rate for the commercial area is $.40 per 15 minutes, which is
commensurate with other coastal California jurisdictions with similar programs. The
intent of the program is to provide coastal access parking at the lowest cost feasible.
However, should the required occupancy monitoring exceed the allowable threshold
per Mitigation -Measure #6, a metering program with a comparable rate may be
implemented in a further effort to more effectively manage and balance the demand
for both residential and coastal access parking spaces.

The plan approved by your Board and the permit approved by the Zoning Administrator
permanently reserves coastal access spaces at no or low cost for the first time. All five (5)
existing coastal access locations and associated facilities (stairs, pathways, signage, etc.)
would remain open, unobstructed and free of charge for all coastal access users at all
times. Should a subsequent metering program result from the mitigation monitoring for
the coastal access parking spaces, not all users, but only that portion of those users who
arrive by motorized vehicles would be subject to the modest parking meter fee. The

K-
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II. The Surfrider Foundation contends that the project violates Coastal Act Policy § 30212.5

implementation of any subsequent parking metering program would have to conform
to all applicable laws, including the Coastal Act and the Vehicle Code.

b

which states:

“Wherever appropriate and feasible, public facilities, including parking areas or facilities,
shall be distributed throughout an area so as to mitigate against the impacts, social or
otherwise, of overcrowding or overuse by the public of any single area.”

Stated reasons for the Appeal:

1. By concentrating coastal access parking along Camino Majorca, the program fails to
distribute parking areas throughout an area so as to mitigate the impacts of overcrowding
or overuse (page 5, paragraphs 1-3 of the letter to the Zoning Administrator dated
September 13, 2004). '

Staff Response:

The program adopted by the Board and included in the Project Description for the Appealable
Coastal Development Permit distributes coastal access parking in seven (7) different areas
over a distance of approximately 4,000-5,000 linear feet through Isla Vista to discourage
overcrowding and over use while at the same time maximizing coastal access parking and
balancing the parking needs of all visitors to and residents of Isla Vista.

The southem portion (approximately 4,000-5,000 linear feet) of Isla Vista’s community
boundary is adjacent to the Pacific Ocean. Five (5) different existing routes extend southward
from Del Playa to the beach which provide coastal access for recreationists. The initial
program proposed to your Board included designated coastal access parking in two (2)
locations: along Camino Majorca and at the south end of the Embarcadero loop. The program
was designed to accommodate historic and existing use patterns. On May 26, 2004, prior to
the Board hearings, the Planning Commission reviewed the project’s policy consistency with
the Comprehensive Plan, including the Coastal Land Use Plan, pursuant to Government Code
Section 65402(a). The Commission determined that the project was consistent with applicable
policies and forwarded their recommendations for modifications to the Board, which included
increased coastal access parking at the east end of Isla Vista and additional bluff coastal
access parking (see Section 6.2 of staff’s report. To address the recommendation by the
Planning Commission and concerns voiced by the Surfrider Foundation at your Board
meetings, your Board modified the program to incorporate five (5) additional parking areas
(totaling 36 additional spaces) along Del Playa near each of the existing coastal access
locations.

The distribution of coastal access parking areas in the approved program was appropriate
given the pedestrian and bicycle dominated community dynamic in Isla Vista. During
program development, staff conducted research with Coastal Commission staff on parking
programs in dense urban communities, such as the cities of Redondo Beach and Manhattan

PALH
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Beach, and the recently certified parking program at Seal Beach. These jurisdictions all
addressed the same issues of providing coastal access while balancing the needs for
residential parking through regulated and paid parking programs. However, unlike these other
southern California communities, Isla Vista is unique in that the dominant mode of
transportation within the town and to coastal access points is through pedestrian and bicycle
modes. The concentration of coastal access parking along Camino Majorca is appropriate in
this program and community as it is the primary destination for coastal access users who
arrive by motorized vehicles and is the primary coastal access location which is accessible
during high tide events.

III. The Surfrider Foundation contends that the Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) is
inadequate and therefore violates CEQA.

Stated Reasons for the Appeal:

1. The MND contains erroneous information and fails to provide evidence in support of its
conclusions in the Land Use, Recreation, and Transportation/Circulation sections of the MND

(a) Land Use: The parking program violates the Coastal Act, and is therefore in conflict with
the County’s Local Coastal Program (LCP).

t

- (b) Recreation: The MND’s description of the recreational ettm concerning the local verst .
non-local use of Isla Vista’s various coastal access

() Transportation/Circulation: The MIND’s conclusion that the parking program will not
have a significant impact on existing parking facilities is not supported by the record,
because the program would reduce coastal access parking by 90% according to Surfrider’s
calculations, and because the identified mitigation measures are not feasible.

2. An EIR should be prepared because evidence in the record suggests the project may have a
significant effect on the environment, as described above in 1. (a)-(c).

Staff Response:

1. The Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) is the environmental document associated with
the IV Parking Program as adopted by the Board on June 15, 2004. The Board of Supervisors
found the MND adequate and approved it at its May 18, 2004 meeting. The ZA subsequently
accepted the approved MND, pursuant to §15162 of the CEQA Guidelines, finding it
adequate for purposes of his review of the Appealable Coastal Development Permit (CDH),
which is the subject of this appeal. The project description for the CDH directly parallels that
described in the MND. The statute of limitations for challenging the MIND approved on May
18, 2004, for the Board’s adoption of the parking program ordinances and resolution, has run
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15112. Nevertheless, staff offers the following responses to
Surfrider’s concerns:

0.
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(a) The parking program 1is not inconsistent with the Coastal Act and in turn is not
inconsistent with the County’s CLUP, as explained by staff’s responses to Surfrider’s
specific contentions that the Program violates Coastal Act §§ 30210, 30213, and 30212.5.
(See staff’s responses to these contenticns at sections I and I of this staff report.) For the
reasons stated in sections I and II, the Land Use section of the MND is adequate. (See also
discussion in Section 6.2 of staff’s report to the Zoning Administrator at Attachment E.)

(b) The MND’s description of and conclusions regarding the recreational setting in Isla Vista
are accurate and supported, by the evidence stated in the MND. The evidence in the
record is that lateral beach access is restricted at the eastern access locations during high
tides-and that due to high housing occupancy rates, on street parking for non-resident
coastal access users is seldom available at these eastern access points. Additionally, Coal
Oil Point being the preferred surfing destination coupled with more available parking
makes Camino Majorca the common destination for most non-resident coastal access
users. The goal of the parking Program is to balance the needs of all visitors and residents
and to facilitate parking for all needs, including coastal access. For these reasons, the
Recreation section of the MND is adequate.

(c) Rather than decreasing potential coastal access parking, the program creates and reserves 106
designated coastal access parking spaces where none are presently designated. The findings

and conclusions related to Traffic/Circulation in the MND are fully supported by the record,
as ex n]a ined by staff previously at Section I of this Staff Report. The program is design
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to balance the competing parking needs of multiple groups, while maximizing coastal
access and recreational cpportunities for all people. The mitigation monitoring program
required by the MND, mandates that additional coastal access spaces and/or meter or
permit system be implemented in the event that occupancy rates reach 90%. Enforcement
of coastal access parking restrictions by law enforcement agencies ensures that coastal
access users do not have to compete for spaces with other non-coastal access users. For these
reasons the Traffic/Circulation section of the MIND is adequate.

The decision to prepare a Mitigated Negative Declaration was made pursuant to CEQA
Guidelines §15070. Because the Initial Study showed that there was no substantial evidence
that the project may have a significant effect on the environment, or that there were identified
potentially significant effect, but that they were avoidable or capable of being mitigated to
less than significant level, a MND was appropriate for the project.

[S]

Facilitation Process:

A facilitation was held on October 25, 2004 in which both appellants participated. Public Works staff, as the
applicant for the project, also attended. County Counsel facilitated the discussion and the Planning &
Development Project Manager also attended. A letter which outlines what transpired at the facilitation is
anticipated to be submitted under separate cover by County Counsel’s office.

Mandates and Service Levels:

. |




Subject: Isla Vista Parking Program Appeals (04APL-00000-00025 & 04APL-00000-00027); Third Supervisorial District
Board of Supervisors Agenda Date: November 9, 2004
Page: 12

The Isla Vista Parking Program is a non-mandated parking management program that was recommended .
the Isla Vista Project Area Committee/General Plan Advisory Committee, previous Grand Juries and your
Board. It is also recommended as a catalyst project in the Initiation Draft Isla Vista Master Plan.
Implementation of the parking program requires consideration for establishing a kaluD section within th
Public Works Department and Sheriff’s Department

Fiscal and Facilities Impacts: Pursuant to Section 35-182(3)(1) of the Article II Coastal Zoning Ordinance,
no local appeal fee is charged as the development project is appealable to the California Coastal

Commission. Therefore, costs associated with this appeal would not be offset.

Special Instructions:

Clerk of the Board shall forward a copy of the Minute Order to Planning and Development Hearing Support
Section, Attention Cintia Mendoza.

Concurrence:

County Counsel

Attachments:
. g
A Zoning Administrator Action Letter with Findings and Conditions of Approval dated September 14
: 2004 ' .
B: Appeal to Board of Supervisors filed by Mr. Murdock (includes 9/20/04 letter to BOS.)
C: Appeal to Board of Supervisors filed by Santa Barbara Chapter of Surfrider Foundation (includes

9/13/04 letter to Zoning Administrator)

Zoning Administrator staff report dated September 3, 2004

Camino Majorca Coastal Access Parking Occupancy Survey, updated September 2004 conducted by

Public Works

F: Isla Vista On-Street Parking Occupancy Survey dated May 17, 2004 and prepared by the Parking
Coordinator of Public Works Traffic Section

M g

FAGROUP\Permitting\Case Files\APL\20005\04 cases\04 APL-00000-00025\Final Appeal Board Letter.DOC
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COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA
CALIFORNIA

ZONING ADMINISTRATOR

COUNTY ENGINEERING BUILDING
123 E. ANAPAMU STREET
SANTA BARBARA, CALIFORNIA 93101-2058
PHONE: (805) 568-2000

COURT HOUSE

September 14, 2004 -

Joy Hufschmid
County of Santa Barbara ZONING ADMINISTRATOR
Public Works Department H_EARING OF SEPTEMBER 13, 2004

RE: Isla- Vista Public Works Managed Parking Program, 04CDH-00000-00001

Hearing on the request of the Santa Barbara County Public Works Department, to consider Case No.
04CDH-00000-00001 [application filed on December 17, 2003] for a Coastal Development Permit
under Section 35-169.5 in the SR-H (High Density Student Re51dent1a1) SR-M (Medium Density
Student Residential), R-1 (Single Family Residential), R-2 (Two Family Residential), REC
{Recreation), C-2 (Retail Commercial) and PI (Professional and Institutional) Zone Districts of Article
II to authorize the implementation of a managed parking program for public roadways within the
community of Isla Vista; and to accept the Board of Supervisors approved Neoanve Declaration,
04NGD-00000-00002, as adequate pursuant to the State Guidelines for Implementatlon of the
California Environmental Quality Act. The proposed development would be located within the public
right-of-ways throughout the community of Isla Vista, Third Supervisorial District.
(Continued from 5/24/04, 6/7/04 & 7/6/04)

Dear Ms. Hufschmid:

At the regular hearing of the Santa Barbara County Zoning Administrator on September 13, 2004, Case
No. 04CDH-00000-00001 marked “Officially Accepted, County of Santa Barbara September 13, 2004,
Zoning Administrator Exhibit #1” was cond1t1ona11y approved, based upon the project’s consistency with
the Comprehenswe Plan including the Local Coastal Plan and based on the ability to make the required
ﬁndmos The Zoning Administrator also took the following action:

1. Revised Section 5.2, Background Information of the staﬁ’ report dated September 3, 2004

2. Adopted the required findings for the project specified in Attachment A of the staff report dated
September 3, 2004;

LI

Accepted the Board of Supervisors approved Negative Declaration, 04NGD-00000-00001 as
adequate environmental review for the project and accept the mitigation monitoring program
contained in the conditions of approval; and

4. Approved the project subject to the conditions included as Attachment C of the staff report dated
September 3, 2004.

Y,




ZOl‘lmc'Admmzsnaz ¢ Hearing © of Se eptember’ 13, 200
Isla Visia Ppublic W zksManac'edP zAmOP rogram 0 4CDH- .00000- .00001

Page?

R.EVISIONS TO THE STAFF REPORT

Page 5, Section 5.2, Backgr -ound Information, No. 4, languase is deleted:

4. Free parking or weekends (Saturday y and Sun unday) from 5:00 2.1 +o noon in the RPP zone westof
M‘ 3 (see attached revised E\hlbu 1 dated June 28, 2004)-

The Findings Coastal Development 1t Permi ¢ and the Conditions of A pproval reflect the action of the
Zoning Admmis wrator and are included it thzs Jetter as Atta achment and Astachment C.

< The Zomng Admin pistrator’s decision may be appealed locauv by {he applicant, a0
aooneved person; a3 Jefined under Section 35- .38, or any awo members of the Coastal
’““mmlssmn within 10 calendar days of the date of the Admnustrator s demsmn
< ifa local app eal is filed, 1t shall be processed :n accordance with all provisions of
Sec‘uop 35-182 of the Coastal 7oning Of dinance, and shall be taken to the Santa Barbard
County Clerk of the Board, 1 105 East + Anapamu Street - Room 07, Santa Barbara,
California before the appeal period expires.

< Please e advised that if 2 local appeal is filed, the final action O% the appeal by the
Board of Supervisors may ppeale d to the Catifornia Coastal bOtDIfllelOIl if that

final actiont ‘ncludes the approw al ofa permit.

& Local appeal period expires 01 Thursday, September 23,2004 at 5:00 pP.M.

gincerely,

STEVEN CHASE
Zoning Adm inistrator

poH Case File: 04CDH- 00000-00001

' Hearing Support Zoning Administrator File
Petra Leyve
Records Management, Atm: Lisa Martin
jon McKellar, L0 County Surveyor's Office
Supervisor Marshall, Third District
John Mclnnes, Public Works Department

SC:cnm

G\GROUPY EK\nﬂB\‘G\CASE FxLES\CDH\O4_CASEs\04CDH-00000-0000 1\09-13-04.ZA_ACT10NLETYER_DOC

MY,



SANTA BARBARA COUNTY ZONING ADMINISTRATOR
Revised Staff Report for Isla Vista Public Works Managed Parking Program |

Hearing Date:-June-7;-2004 September 13, 2004 Supervisorial District: Third
Staff Report Date:-May-28;-2004 September 3, 2004 Staff: Robert Dostalgk
Case No.: 04CDH-00000-00001 Phone #: (805) 568-2054

Environmental Document: 04NGD-00000-00002_& 15162 I etter

OWNERS:

County of Santa Barbara (Public Rights-of-

Way) _

Public Works Department T

123 East Anapamu Street } G g ereTer “&
Santa Barbara, CA 93101 . 3 ! " oy ] fﬁ%:
John McInnes, Department Project Manager 3585 /7|  Eotoro R, ] Cordoba Ad

(805) 568-3552

N1 R ORI Lo S B e
201 pQuesteom, inc; ©2004 NAVTEQ™

Project would be located within public rights-of~wa& throughout
the community of Isla Vista Third Supervisonal District.

1.0 REQUEST

Hearing on the request of the County of Santa Barbara Public Works Department to consider Case
Number 04CDH-00000-00001 for a Coastal Development Permit (CDH) to implement a Public Works
Managed Parking Program with associated signage and pay stations under the provisions of Article II for
property zoned SR-H, SR-M, R-1, R-2, REC, C-2 and PI; and to accept the Mitigated Negative
Declaration pursuant to Article 6 of the Guidelines for Implementation of the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA). The project involves public rights-of-way within the community of Isla Vlsta, Third

Superwsonal sttnct. | o A
Application Filed: ’ ' | December 17, 2003
Application Complete: ' January 29, 2004
Processing Deadline: 60 days from approval of ND

EXHIBIT 5

A-4-STB-04-124

County Staff Report -

e Zoning Administrator
o Hearlng 9/13/04

. !
L ey l'F:.:R "- “" '*ﬂ?"‘t RN PO S RN



Isla Vista Public Works Managed Parking Program (04CDH-00000-00001)
Hearing Date: Jure-7-2004-Zoning Administrator
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2.0 RECOMMENDATION AND PROCEDURES

Follow the procedures outlined below and conditionally approve Case No. 04CDH-00000-00001 marked
"Officially Accepted, County of Santa Barbara Jure-%-2004-_September 13, 2004 Zoning Administrator
Exhibit 1", based upon the project's consistency with the Comprehensive Plan including the Local Coastal
Plan and Goleta Community Plan and based on the ability to make the required findings.

The Zoning Adminstrator’s action should include the following:

1.  Adopt the required findings for the project specified in Attachment A of this staff report,
including CEQA findings. .

2. Accept the Board of Supervisors approved Negative Declaration as adequate environmental
review for the project and accept the mitigation monitoring program contained in the conditions
of approval.

3. Approve the project subject to the conditions included as Attachment C.

Refer to staff if the Zoning Administrator takes other than the recommended action for appropriate
findings and conditions. ‘

3.0 JURISDICTION

Pursuant to Section 35-169.5 of the Article II Coastal Zoning Ordinance, the project requires a CDH
(Coastal Development Permit with Hearing) because portions of the project are located within the
Geographic Appeals Area and the project constitutes a Major Public Works Project. The project is being
considered by the Zoning Administrator based upon Section 35-169.5.3 of Article II which states, “The
Zoning Administrator shall ‘hold at least one noticed public hearing, unless waived, on the requested
Coastal Development Permit and either approve, conditionally approve, or deny the request.”

The Board of Supervisors (BOS) approved the Isla Vista Parking Program Initiation Plan and associated
environmental document on June 15, 2004. On July 6, 2004 the BOS approved the introduction of an
ordinance amending County Code Chapter 23B regarding the Countywide residential parking program and
adding Chpater 23D to the County Code authorizing parking meters in the commercial area of Isla Vista.
The BOS adopted the ordinances on July 27, 2004 at the second required reading. The ordinances became
effective 30 days from the second reading on August 26, 2004. On September 7, 2004, the BOS will

consider the adoption of a resolution establishing a residential permit parking area and coastal access

parking areas within the community of Isla Vista.

4.0 ISSUE SUMMARY
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As discussed in Section 6.6 (Community Land Use/Design Review) of this report, the project generated a
substantial amount of public interest. The project involved an extensive outreach effort which included
numerous public meetings prior to the formulation of the proposed Initiation Plan and ordinances which
were heard before the Board of Supervisors at their May 18, 2004 and June 1, 2004 meeting Gtent
eontinued-to-the June1-2004-meetingy-Many of the comments voiced during public testimony at the May
18, 2004 meeting focused on whether or not the program would maintain the current level of parking
availability for coastal access. Comments related to parkmg costs and whether or not to treat Zones A&B
separately were also raised. The e-under-delibera ; ey-consider-the

ode: On May 26, 2004 the

Planmng Comm1ss1on

reviewed the project’s policy consistency with the Comprehensive Plan, 1nclud1ng the Local Coastal Plan,
pursuant to Government Code Section 65402(a) — See Section 6.2, Comprehensive Plan Consistency. The
component of the overall project being heard before the Zoning Administrator is for the “follow-up”
permit which implements the Initiation Plan and ordinances and authorizes the physical development
associated with the project. This Coastal Development Permit request is-was designed to closely follow

the program as it is-was adopted by the BOS épmfee&&eegﬁe—éeﬁdr&m—#}e—zs—mﬁedeéée—mﬁﬁe—fke

Goastal—Developmen-t—Pemr-t— The BOS agproved the v Parkmg Program In1t1at10n Plan and Flnal Draﬁ
Negative Declaration at the June 15, 2004 BOS meeting with revisions. This staff report has incorporated

these revisions with added text represented with an underline and deleted text represented with a
strikethrough..

5.0 PROJECT INFORMATION

5.1 Site Information

Site Information

Coastal Plan Designation Single and Multiple Family Residential ranging from 3.3 to 20

' units/acre, General Commercial, Institution/Government
Facility and Existing Public or Private Park/Recreation and/or
Open Space.

Ordinance, Zor\]ing District Atticle II; student residential (SR-H-20-D, SR-M-18-D, SR-
M-8-D, 7-R-2-D), single family residential (10-R-1-SF-D),
recreation - (REC), retail commercial (C-2) and
professional/institutional (PI). All residential properties have a
Design Control Overlay and the 10-R-1 has a Single Family
Restricted Overlay.

Site Size - | Isla Vista is approximately 1/2 square mile or 320 acres

|
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Site Information

Present Use & Development Isla Vista is a developed urban community. The majority of
the of the community area provides housing for students
attending UCSB, however, the extreme western end of the
community primarily contains single family residential
dwellings. A commercial district at the southern loop of
Embrcadero Del Mar and Embarcadero Del Norte provides
the community with goods and services.

Designated Land Use:

Community is primarily designated residential at densities of
3.3 t020 units/acre, commercial, institutional and recreational.
Zoning:

Primarily student residential (SR-H-20-D, SR-M-18-D, SR-M-
8-D, 7-R-2-D), single family residential (10-R-1-SF-D),
recreation (REC), retail commercial (C-2) and
professional/institutional (PT). All residential properties have a
Design Control Overlay and the 10-R-1 has a Single Family
Restricted Overlay.

Land Use Densities:

Current residential densities range from 7 units per acre in the
west end to 39 units per acre along Picasso Road.

Surrounding Uses/Zoning

Access ' Access to the local roads within the community are gained
via El Colegio Road which runs east to west along the
northern limit of the project area. The five (5) coastal access
locations within the community would remain open and
unobstructed to the public.

The proposed project would not result in an increase in
demand to public services such as water, sewer, fire
protection, etc. '

Public Services

5.2 Background Information

Over the last several years, P&D in cooperation with the Isla Vista Project Area Committee (PAC) has
been developing the Isla Vista Master Plan. The Master Plan is both a community plan update and an
implementation plan for the County Redevelopment Plan. When completed, the Plan will identify specific
goals, policies, and development standards for Isla Vista. In addition, the Plan will identify catalyst
projects that address improvements to the commercial core, housing, transportation, parking, and
infrastructure, community -amenities, resulting in improved commercial services and the community’s
quality of life. Early in the development of the Master Plan it became clear that parking issues in the
community needed to be addressed.
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This Zoning Adminsitrator staff report was originally prepared prior to the Board of Supervisor’s (BOS)
final action on the Initiation Plan and associated ordinances. On June 15, 2004 the BOS approved the
overall program with design modifications which included the following:

One zone for the entire community
Annual and monthly permits for the RPP program

Unlimited $3 guest passes for purchase by residents

Free parking on weekends (Saturday and Sunday) from 5:00am to noon in the RPP zone west
of the centerline of Camino Pescadero (see attached revised Exhibit 1 dated June 28, 2004).
106_dedicated coastal access parking spaces. This is an additional 36 spaces (from the
previous total of approximately 70), with four (4) at each of the existing coastal access stairs
at Escondido Pass, Camino del Sur, Camino Pescadero and El Embarcadero and 20 at the
intersection of Camino Linda/Del Playa.

Reduced annual permit rate of $150/$95.

Bl bl Il

|

3

Of the six revisions above, only numbers one (1) and five (5) are within the purview of this Coastal
Development Permit request. On July 27, 2004 the BOS held the 2™ reading of the ordinances associated
with the Initiation Plan. On August 26, 2004, 30 days following the second readlnq the ordinances
officially went into effect. ‘

5.3 Project Description

The proposed project 1s a request by the Santa Barbara County Public Works Department for a Coastal

Development Permit to authorize the implementation of a managed parking program for public roadways

within the community of Isla Vista.* The boundaries of the program are depicted in_revised Exhibit 1

dated June 28, 2004. The proposed parking program has three components: (1) a metered parking zone

encompassing the downtown commercial area; (2) designated coastal access parking, and (3) residential

preferential perm1t parking (RPP) encompassing all other areas. One liwe—sepa*&te—RPP zones, Zone—A
3. is proposed.

The purpose of the parking permit and meter program is to prioritize on street parking for residents and
‘business patrons by reducing the number of non-resident drivers in the community. A three to four month
long transition community education program would precede implementation of the parking program.. ..

New physical development associated with the program would be limited to the following:
Installation of Pay Stations: Ten to twelve pay stations would be installed within public right-of-way in
the commercial zone district area. Each station measures approximately two feet by two feet and would
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be mounted on a pole at eye level approximately five (5) feet off the ground. Each pay station would have
a sign and light. Stations would be located in paved or previously disturbed and graded areas along the
side of the street. Sidewalks will not be obstructed. Trenching within the right-of-way may be required to
provide power to pay stations.

Installation of Street Signs: Approximately 400-500 standard street signs would be located in public
rights-of-way adjacent to the edge of pavement. The number of signs would be the minimum necessary to
ensure adequate visibility and to clearly indicate parking regulations; existing sign poles would be used
where appropriate. Signs would be spaced approximately 200-250 feet apart. Signs would be approximately

- 18” by 12” or less in size. The maximum height of the proposed sign posts would be approximately eight (8)
feet tall. The exact number, location, size and design of signs will be determined during detail design of the
project.

Exhibit 1 depicts the project limits as well as the location of the metered parking zone, and-the RPP zones,
and identifies the location of coastal access parking and meter pay stations.

6.0 PROJECT ANALYSIS
6.1 Environmental Review

The Negative Declaration (04NGD-00000-00002) was prepared for the project by the Public Works
Department which found that the proposed project could result in potentially significant impacts to
aesthetic and recreation resources and could create potentially significant short term construction related
noise, air quality, cultural resource and water resource impacts.

The Draft Negative Declaration determined that all potentially significant project impacts couid be
reduced to less than significant levels through incorporation of the proposed mitigation measures as
conditions of approval (see Attachment B). The Final Draft Negative Declaration is included as
Attachment B. The County received numerous public comments during its 30 day circulation and
environmental hearing. For your reference, these comments have been attached to the Negative
Declaration (see Attachment C).

The Board of Supervisors (BOS) is-was the dec151on makmg body for the envuonmental document wh1ch
was adogted at the June 15, 2004 meetmg antieipa deliberate-and aetio

3 ot flo had meeting. The Zonmg
Ademstrator would subsequently accept the document as adequate enwronmental review for Coastal

Development Permit component of the project, if approved. Staff-will-advise-the-Zoning-Adnyinistrator
should-the BOSrevise-the Negative Declaration-

[=]

On June 15, 2004 the BOS adopted the Negative Declaration (04NGD-00000-00002) with revisions.
Subsequently, environmental review of the project has been conducted pursuant to Section 15162 of the

Guidelines for the Implementation of the California Environmental Quality Act. Section 15162 allows for
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the use of a previously prepared Environmental Impact Report (EIR) or Negative Declaration (ND) unless
changes are proposed in the project that will require important revisions to the previous environmental

document due to the introduction of new significant environmental impacts, substantial changes with
respect to the circumstances under which the project is undertaken, or new information that becomes

available (see Attachment B).

6.2 Comprehensive Plan Consistency

On May 26, 2004 the Planning Commission reviewed the project’s policy consistency with the
Comprehensive Plan, including the Local Coastal Plan, pursuant to Government Code Section 65402(a).
The Commission ultimately determined in a 3-2 vote that the project was consistent with applicable
policies. Although arriving at a favorable determination, project specific comments from the
Commissioners were forwarded to the Board of Supervisors for deliberation at their June 1, 2004 meeting.
The comments, provided by the Commissioners as suggestions intended to potentially improve the

project, are as follows:

a.) Increase Coastal Access parking spaces at east end of Isla Vista;

b.) Combine Zones A and B;

c.) Consider suspending 4-hour parking limit in summer and weekends;

d.)  Add additional bluff Coastal Access parking; and

e.) Reconsider five, 45-min. metered parking spots in Commercial District.
REQUIREMENT DISCUSSION
TRAFFIC/CIRCULATION

Coastal Plan Policy 2-6: Prior to issuance of a
development permit, the County shall make the finding,
based on information provided by environmental
documents, staff analysis, and the applicant, that adequate
public or private services and resources (i.e., water, sewer,
roads, etc) are available to serve the proposed
development. The applicant shall assume full responsibility
for costs incurred in service extensions or improvements
that are required as a result of the proposed project. Lack
of available public or private services or resources shall be
grounds for denial of the project or reduction in the density
otherwise indicated in the land use plan... '

Program CIRC-GV-2.5: The County Public Works

Consistent. The project would not generate the need for
any other expanded public or private services or resources
since the project involves limited physical development
and is not dependent on water, sewer, etc. . As discussed in
the Proposed Final Negative Declaration, the parking
program would not result in additional traffic and after a | .
transition period when UCSB commuters and other non-
residents become aware of the new parking regulations and
residents become familiar with the RPP zone requirements,
a substantial reduction in the number of cars driving around
looking for available parking spaces is anticipated.
Therefore the project would not negatively affect road
capacity or area circulation.

Consistent. The purpose of the parking program is to
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Department shall continue to develop programs that
encourage the use of alternative modes of transportation
including, but not limited to, an updated bicycle plan,
park and ride facilities, and an wupdate of the
transportation demand management ordinance.

Policy CIRC-GV-3: A4 determination of project
consistency with the standards and policies of this
Community Plan Circulation Section shall constitute a
determination of consistency with Local Coastal Plan
Policy #2-6 and LUDP #4 with regard to roadway and
intersection capacity.

Policy CIRC-GV-6: In its long range land use
planning efforts, the County shall seek to provide access
to retail, commercial, recreational, and educational
facilities via transit lines, bikeways and pedestrian trails.

prioritize street parking for residents and business
patrons, and maintain coastal access parking. Since the
proposed program may discourage the use of cars in the
community, it is anticipated to be an incentive to use
alternative forms of transportation. Excess revenue from
the program could be used for transportation related
projects, including a car share program and bicycle
improvements or additional bike racks. The Initiation
Plan includes a list of recommended projects. '

Consistent. The project would not result in additional
development that would generate additional traffic. It is
therefore consistent with the Circulation Element in terms
of roadway and intersection capacity.

Consistent. One of the goals of the project is to support
local businesses by freeing up on-street parking for their
patrons. In addition, the Initiation Plan includes a list of
transportation related projects where excess revenue from
the program may be used, including a car share program,
bicycle improvements and enhanced bus service.

AIR QUALITY

Policy AQ-GV-3: The County shall implement those land
use patterns and transportation programs which will
serve to reduce vehicle trips and total vehicle miles
traveled. -

Policy AQ-GV-1: The County shall impose appropriate
restrictions and control measures upon construction
activities associated with each future development
project, in order to avoid significant deterioration of air
quality.

Consistent. Implementation of the program is intended to
reduce the number of non-resident drivers in the
community and to reduce cross-town traffic by residents.
This reduction in commuter and localized traffic would
have a corresponding reduction in air emissions.

Consistent: The project has been conditioned to require
short-term construction activities such as demolition and
new construction to comply with Air Pollution Control
District standard dust control measures. (Please see
Attachment C, condition #2). .

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

DevStd BIO-GV-16.1: All existing "protected trees"
shall be protected from damage or removal by
development to the maximum extent feasible.

Coastal Act Policy 9-35: Oak trees, because they are
particularly sensitive to environmental conditions, shall
be protected. All land use activities, including cultivated
agriculture and grazing, should be carried out in such a

Consistent. Physical development associated with the
program is limited and would not require substantial earth
disturbance. No tree removal is proposed and no damage
or loss of protected trees is anticipated.
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manner as to avoid damage to native oak trees.
Regeneration of oak trees on grazing lands should be
encouraged.

Policy BIO-GV-18: Trees serving as known raptor
nesting or key raptor roosting sites shall be preserved to
the maximum extent feasible.

Coastal Act Policy 9-22: Butterfly trees shall not be
removed except where they pose a serious threat to life or
‘property, and shall not be pruned during roosint and
nesting season.

Coastal Act Policy 9-23: Adjacent development shall be
set back a minimum of 50 feet from the trees.

Coastal Act Policy 30231: The biological productivity
and the quality of coastal waters, streams, wetlands,
estuaries, and lakes appropriate to maintain optimum
populations of marine organisms and for the protection
of human health shall be maintained and, where feasible,
restored through, among other means, minimizing
adverse effects of wastewater discharges and
entrainment, controlling runoff, preventing depletion of
groundwater supplies and substantial interference with
surface waterflow, encouraging wastewater reclamation,
maintaining natural vegetation buffer areas that protect
riparian habitats, and minimizing alteration of natural
streams.

Coastal Act Policy 30240: (a) Environmentally
sensitive habitat areas shall be protected against any
significant disruption of habitat values, and only uses
dependent on such resources shall be allowed within such
areas. (b) Development in areas adjacent to
environmentally sensitive habitat areas and parks and
recreation areas shall be sited and designed to prevent
impacts which would significantly degrade such areas,
and shall be compatible with the continuance of such
habitat areas.

Consistent: There are no known raptor nesting or
roosting sites where structural development is proposed.

Consistent. -There are no known butterfly trees within or
adjacent to the project.

Consistent. The project involves minor development
within previously disturbed areas. As such it would not
change the direction of water movements or amount of
surface water, alter flood waters, expose people or property
to water related hazards, change the direction, rate, quantity
or quality of groundwater or reduce the amount of water
for public water supplies. The project negative declaration
includes mitigation measure #8, included as Condition #9
to require the preparation of a water pollution control
program that incorporates control measures for soil
stabilization, sediment control, sediment tracking, wind
erosion and nonstorm water management. Methods such
as the use of silt fences, straw bales and drainage
diversion structures are required to keep silt and
pollutants from entering the ocean.

Consistent. Environmentally sensitive habitat areas are
located within existing parks and open space areas in the
community. Physical development associated with the
program is limited to placement of signs and pay stations
within previously disturbed areas within road right-of-
ways. No impacts to envu'onmcntally sensitive habltat .
areas are anticipated. : ¥

HISTORICAL/ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Policy HA-GV-1: Significant cultural, archaeological
and historical resources in the Goleta area shall be
protected and preserved to the maximum extent feasible.

DevStd HA-GV-1.5: In the event that archaeological

Consistent. The proposed project is located in a
developed urban area and involves minor grading within
previously disturbed areas. No significant archaeological
resources are known to occur within the project limits.
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or paleontological remains are uncovered during
construction, excavation shall be temporarily suspended
and redirected until the provisions of Public Resources
Code section 5097.5, 5097.9 et seq. are satisfied.

Mitigation measure #4 (Condition #3) includes the
standard discovery clause that requires grading to be
stopped or redirected in the event that unknown sub-
surface resources are encountered during grading
consistent with these policies and development standard.

NOISE

Policy N-GV-1: Interior noise-sensitive uses (e.g.,
residential and lodging facilities, educational facilities,

Element) shall be protected to minimize significant noise
impacts. h

-| public meeting places and others specified in the Noise

Consistent. - Project construction would result in short
term noise related impacts. Mitigation measure #5
included as Condition #6 would limit construction to-
weekdays between the hours of 8 a.m. and 5 p.m. to avoid
impacts to surrounding sensitive noise receptors
(residents) during construction.

VISUAL RESOURCES
Policy VIS-GV-6: Outdoor lighting in Goleta shall be

neighboring properties and the community in general.
DevStd VIS-GV-6.1: All new development with major
outdoor lighting facilities should be illuminated with only
Sully shielded lighting with low glare design.

Coastal Act Policy 30251: The scenic and visual qualities
of coastal areas shall be considered and protected as a
resource of public importance. Permitted development
shall be sited and designed to protect views to and along
the ocean and scenic coastal areas to minimize the
alteration of natural land forms, to be visually compatible
with the character of surrounding areas, and, where
Jeasible, to restore and enhance visual quality in visually
degraded areas. \

designed and placed so as to minimize impacts on-

Consistent. Approximately 10-12 meter pay stations
would be constructed in the commercial district area at
the southemm loop of Embarcadero Del Mar and
Embarcadero Del Norte. Lighting of the pay stations
would be necessary for safety, security and visibility
during nighttime hours. Project mitigation measure #2
included as Condition #3 requires lighting for pay stations
to be low intensity, low glare and directed onto the station
and shielded. Lighting would also be reviewed and
approved by the Board of Architectural Review.

Consistent. Physical project development is limited to
the placement of pay stations in the downtown area and
standard street signs throughout the community.
Implementation of the program would result in placement

-of approximately 400-500 standard parking regulation

signs within the road right-of-way. The number of signs
would be the minimum necessary to ensure adequate
visibility and to clearly indicate parking regulations;
existing sign poles would be used where appropriate. Signs
would be spaced approximately 200-250 feet apart with 3
per block likely in the shorter blocks (500 foot long streets
east of Camino Pescadero and west of Camino Corto) and
4-6 per block in the longer blocks (1200 foot long streets
between Camino Corto and Camino Percadero). Signs of
this nature are typically 18” by 12” in size. The County
generally follows Caltrans standards regarding sign size
and placement, however it is not required. The exact
number, location, size and design of signs will be
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Coastal Plan Policy 4-1:Areas within the coastal zone
which are now required to obtain approval from the
County Board of Architectural Review, because of the
requirements of the "D"-Design Supervision Combining
Regulations or because they are within the boundaries of
Ordinance #453, shall continue to be subject to design
review. In addition, developments in all areas designated
on the land use plan maps as Commercial, Industrial, or
Planned Development and residential structures on bluff
top lots shall be required to obtain plan approval from the
County BAR.

Coastal Plan Policy 4-4: In areas designated as urban on
the land use plan maps and in designated rural
neighborhoods, new structures shall be in conformance
with the scale and character of the existing community.
Clustered development, varied circulation patterns, and
diverse housing types shall be encouraged.

Coastal Plan Policy 4-6: Signs shall be of size, Iocatton,
and appearance so as not to detract from scenic areas or
views from public roads and other viewing points.

DevStd VIS-GV-1.1: Setbacks, landscaping, and
structural treatments shall be emphasized along major
roadways to help preserve viewsheds and create an
aesthetic visual corridor.  Parking lots and other
impervious surfaces should be placed in side and rear,
rather than frontage, areas in all development along
roadways.

Policy VIS-GV-3: Maintenance and expansion of
Goleta's tree population shall be a high priority in the
Goleta planning area. The County shall encourage
projects which_expand onsite_and offsite provision of

determined during detail design of the project. Between 10
and 12 pay stations would be installed in the downtown
commercial area. Each pay station measures
approximately two feet by two feet and would be
mounted on a pole at eye level (approximately five feet
off the ground). Each pay station would have a sign and
light. Placement of relatively small signs and pay stations
throughout the community would not result in the
obstruction of any scenic vista or view open to the public.

Consistent. The project is subject to review and
approval by the Board of Architectural Review. On
April 16, 2004 the Board of Architectural Review
conceptually reviewed the project and made comments
regarding the pay station style and color, and sign design
and color. Project mitigation measure #1 included as
Condition #2 requires final approval of the sign and pay
station design by the Board of Architectural Review prior
to issuance of the Coastal Development Permit. While
signs could be considered an aesthetically offensive site
open to public view, they are commonplace in the public
right-of-way and consistent with the urbamzed nature of
Isla Vista.

Consistent. New structures associated with the project
include pay stations in the downtown area and standard
street signs throughout the community. Proiect mitigation
measure #1 included as Condition #2 requires street signs
and pay stations to be designed and located in a manner
that enhances the visual quality of the streetscape and that
is compatible with and enhances existing landscape
including street trees. The number of signs would be the
minimum necessary to ensure adequate visibility and to
clearly indicate parking regulations; existing sign poles
would be used where appropriate. With the condition to

require Board of Architectural Review approval for sign | -

design, the project is consistent with these policies

Consistent. The Initiation Plan includes a project list
that may be funded using revenue generated by the
parking program. Street tree planting and downtown
landscaping is identified on that project list.
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appropriate tree plantings, both in terms of quantity and
species diversity.

DevStd VIS-GV-6.2: LPS lighting or other alternative
methods used for street lighting, parking lot lighting and
security lighting should be investigated by the Public
Works Department.

Consistent. Project mitigation #2 included as Condition
#3 measures require lighting for pay stations to be low
intensity, low glare and directed onto pay stations and
shielded. Lighting would also require final approval by the
Board of Architectural Review.

PARKS, RECREATION AND TRAILS

Policy PRT-GV-1:  Diverse outdoor and indoor
recreational opportunities shall be encouraged to
enhance Goleta'’s recreational resources and to ensure
that current and future recreational needs of residents
are met.

Consistent. The project would maintain existing access to
the coast via five coastal access points at Camino Majorca,
Escondido Pass east of Camino Corto, Camino Del Sur,
Camino Pescadero and south of the E1 Embarcadero loop.

What is now informal parking would be designated as
coastal access parking in fwe-seven community locatioils.
A total of approximately 106 designated coastal accéss
parking spaces are proposed. Area 1 along Camiho
Majorca Road at the western edge of Isla Vista would
remain free as undeveloped perpendicular parking in the
unpaved area along the west side of the street for
approximately 50 to 75 cars for parking up to four hours.
An existing bicycle rack and two ADA compliant
spaces would be maintained. The paved eastern side of

| Camino Majorca between Del Playa and Trigo would also

be designated as four-hour free coastal access parking for
approximately 15 cars. Overnight parking would be
prohibited in order to preclude long-term residential
parking that could compete with coastal access users.
Mitigation measure #6 (Condition #7) is included in the
project to ensure that coastal access parking remains at a
less than 90% occupancy rate (conservative estimate of 59
vehicles) in designated coastal access parking areas. Area
2: Five metered spaces on the south side of the
Embarcadero loop between Trigo Road and El
Embarcadero would be designated and enforced as four
hour coastal access parking. The other five areas include
four parking spaces on the south side of Del Playa n¢ar
each of the existing coastal access stairs at Escondido Paks
Camino_del Sur, Camino Pescadero and El Embarcaddro
and 20 spaces at the intersection of Camino Lindo and Ipel
Playa (see Exhibit 1). These would all be designated |as
four-hour free coastal access parking.
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COASTAL ACCESS

Coastal Act Policy 30210:In carrying out the requirement
of Section 4 of Article X of the California Constitution,
maximum access, which shall be conspicuously posted, and
recreational opportunities shall be provided for all the
people consistent with public safety needs and the need to
protect public rights, rights of private property owners and
natural resource areas from overuse.

Coastal Act Policy 30211: Development shall not interfere
with the public's right of access to the sea where acquired
through wuse, custom, or legislative authorization,
including, but not limited to, the use of dry sand and rocky
coastal beaches to the first line of terrestrial vegetation.
Coastal Act Policy 30212.5: Wherever appropriate and
feasible, public facilities, including parking areas of
facilities, shall be distributed throughout an area so as to
mitigate against the impacts, social and otherwise, or
overcrowding or overuse by the public or any single area.
Coastal Act Policy 30213: Lower cost visitor and
recreational facilities shall be protected, encouraged, and,
where feasible, provided. Developments providing public
recreational opportunities are preferred. .

Coastal Act Policy 30214: (a) The  public  access
policies of this article shall be implemented in a manner
that takes into account the need to regulate the time, place,
and manner of public access depending on the facts and
circumstances in each case including, but not limited to,
the following:-  1)Topographic and geologic site
characteristics. _

(2)The capacity of the site to sustain use and at what level
of intensity.(3)The appropriateness of limiting public
| access to the right to pass and repass depending on such
Jactors as the fragility of the natural resources in the area
and the proximity of the access area to adjacent residential
uses. (4)The need to provide for the management of access
areas so as to protect the privacy of adjacent property
owners and to protect the aesthetic values of the area by
providing for the collection of litter.

(D)1t is the intent of the Legislature that the public access
policies of this article be carried out in a reasonable
manner that considers the equities and that balances the
rights of the individual property owner with the public's
constitutional right of access pursuant to Section 4 of
Article X of the California Constitution.

Consistent. The program seeks to ensure that current and
future recreational needs of residents are met. There are
currently five coastal access points within the project area
that are conspicuously posted at Camino Majorca,
Escondido Pass east of Camino Corto, Camino Del Sur,
Camino Pescadero and south of the El Embarcadero loop.
The project would not preclude access to the coast as all
existing stairs and trails would remain open. Coastal
access parking would be designated at the west end of Isla
Vista_along Camino Majorca. Additional coastal accéss
parking would also be designated near each of the existihg
coastal access stairways and five (5) metered spaces on the
south side of the Embarcadero Loop (see revised Exhibi} 1
dated June 28. 2004). With project implementation, coastal
access parking along Camino Majorca Road would gﬁ_\z
for four-hour free coastal access parking. remain-freelas
undeveloped-This designated parking area would allow for
perpendicular parking in the unpaved area along the west
side of the street, aﬂd—Lh_g_Q_g_nm_oMgicmg_re_awoﬁld
accommodate the same number of vehicles that are
currently using mligg_mg_the—let—ﬂaefe-speees-we‘td
allow—four-hour—free—coastal-access—parldng—The paved
eastern side of Camino Majorca between Del Playa and
Trigo_and the spaces near ezch of the five existing coastal
access locations would also be designated as four-hour EEC

coastal access parking for approximately +5 51 cars.
Overnight parking would be prohibited_in the spaces west-
of Camino del Sur in order to preclude long-te{m

‘residential parking that could compete with coastal access

users. The Embarcadero Loop designated coastal access
spaces will accommodate 5 cars for parking up to four

-hours. As discussed in the Proposed Final Negative

Declaration for the project, parking counts indicate that the
number of spaces proposed along Camino Majorca is
adequate to accommodate existing demand during average |
peak use times (page 18). Project mitigation measure #6 |°
included as Condition #7 is required to ensure that coastal
access parking remains at a less than 90% occupancy rate
(conservative estimate of approximately 59 95 vehlclés)
in designated coastal access parking areas. Within the
first six months of program implementation and
monitoring, if occupancy rates exceed 90% on 3 or more
days per month, the Director of Public Works, in
consultation with Surfriders Foundation and the Isla Vista

(c)In carrying out the public access policies of this article,
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the commission, regional commissions, and any other
responsible public agency shall consider and encourage
the utilization of innovative access management
techniques, including, but not limited to, agreements with
private organizations which would minimize management
costs and encourage the use of volunteer programs.
Coastal Act Policy 30220: Coastal areas suited for water-
oriented recreational activities that cannot readily be
provided at inland water areas shall be protected for such
uses.

Coastal Plan Policy 7-2: For all development between
the first public road and the ocean granting of an
easement to allow vertical access to the mean high tide
line shall be mandatory unless:(a)Another more suitable
public access corridor is available or proposed by the
land use plan within a reasonable distance of the site
measured along the shoreline, or (b)Access at the site
would result in unmitigable adverse impacts on areas
designated as "Habitat Areas" by the land us plan, or
(c)Findings are made, consistent with Section 30212 of the
Act, that access is inconsistent with public safety, military
security needs, or that agriculture would be adversely
affected, or (d)The pdrcel is too narrow to allow for an
adequate vertical access corridor without adversely
affecting the privacy of the property owner. In no case,
however, shall development interfere with the public's right
of access to the sea where acquired through use unless an
equivalent access to the same beach area is guaranteed.
The County may also require the applicant to improve the
access corridor and provide bike racks, signs, parking, etc.

t

Association, will implement a metered and/or permit
system and/or designate additional coastal access parking
within the Isla Vista community. Due to high on street
occupancy rates at the eastern end of Isla Vista, on street
parking for coastal access is seldom available at the eastern
beach access points; the majority of users arrive by foot or
bicycle. To ensure the public is aware of the coastal access
parking locations, project mitigation measure #7 included
as Condition #8 is included to require the installation of
signs an to have brochures available prior to
implementation of the program. :

6.3 Ordinance Compliance

6.3.1 Zoning Administrator (Coastal Zoning Ordinance)
The project complies with the provisions of the Article II Coastal Zoning Ordinance. The creation and
regulation of parking would be accessory to the existing commercial and residential uses within the

community. The S8SR-H, SR-M, R-2, R-l,

recreation (REC),

retail commercial (C-2) and

professional/institutional (PI) zone districts all contains general provisions which allow uses accessory
and/or complimentary to the permitted uses. The proposed physical development would be located in
. public rights-of way which would not require adherence to the setback regulations of each respective zone
district. The affected zone districts within Isla Vista have maximum allowable heights between 25 and 35
feet. With the proposed pay stations at approximately five (5) feet and the signposts at approximately
eight (8) feet, the project complies with the maximum height limits for the zone districts.
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6.3.2 Board of Supervisors (Prepesed-_ Adopted Santa Barbara County Code Ordinances)

The proposed-approved parking program includes a new parking meter ordinance adding Chapter 23D to
the Santa Barbara County Code. The program also includes a prepesed—approved amendment to the
existing residential parking permit ordinance (Chapter 23B of the Santa Barbara County Code). This
Coastal Development Permit would serve to implement the parking program and would authorize the
associated physical development. The Coastal Development Permit would match the prescribed actions
set forth in the propesed-ordinances eurrently-under-consideration-introduced by the BOS _on July 6, 2004.
On July 27. 2004 the BOS held the 2™ reading of the ordinances associated with the Initiation Plan. On
August 26, 2004, 30 days following the second reading, the ordinances officially went into effect. As
noted in Section 3.0 above (Jurisdiction), the Board of Supervisors will consider the adoption of a
resolution designating within Isla Vista a residential permit parking area and coastal access parking areas
on September 7, 2004.

6.4 Subdivision/Development Review Committee (SDRC)

- The project invol.ves minimal physical development and ground disturbance, therefore, the project was not
formally reviewed by the SDRC.

6.5 Board of Architectural Review

Pursuant to Section 35-184 of the Article II Coastal Zoning Ordinance, the project requires Board of
Architectural Review (BAR). On April 16, 2004 the BAR conceptually reviewed the project and made
comments regarding the pay station style and color, and sign design and color. The project has been
conditioned to require final BAR approval prior to issuance of the Coastal Development Permit.

6.6 Community Land Use/Design Review

During the 8-day public Design Workshop in Spring '02, a parking program for Isla Vista was initially
proposed that included parking meters in the downtown and a residential parking permit program. Since
that time, the IV PAC has discussed parking at more than 11 separate public meetings and has consistently
directed staff to implement the residential parking permit program and the parking meter program. In
summer '03 the IV, PAC passed a motion recommending the Draft Master Plan to the Board of
Supervisors without dissent. Since that time staff has been conducting environmental review on the draft
plan, which is scheduled for completion in Summer *04. Planning Commission and Board adoption
hearings are planned to begin in Fall 04 and be completed in Winter 05. It is anticipated that the plan
will be submitted to the Coastal Commission for their review in mid-FY 04-05.

Over the fall and winter of 2003/2004 an extensive public outreach effort was conducted to provide

community interest groups and the general-public with several opportunities to comment on the Parking |
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Program’s design. Two town-hall meetings were held via the IV PAC/GPAC and numerous meetings
were conducted with the following interest groups:

UCSB Associated Students

Commercial Business Owners In Isla Vista

Isla Vista Association

Isla Vista property Owners Association .

Surfrider Foundation (Santa Barbara & Isla Vista Chapters)

On April 14, 2004, the IV PAC/GPAC met to consider the Initiation Plan and voted in favor of
recommending that the Board approve the Initiation Plan as summarized-belowproposed. Approximately |
70 individuals attended the PAC/GPAC meeting and approximately half of those provided comment
regarding specific details of the program. Most of these comments centered on the cost of permits and the
need for alternative forms of transportation and a remote parking lot.

The early BOS meetings in which the Board was discussing the adoption of the Isla Vista Parking
Program Initiation Plan also generated considerable public interest. Approximately 55 speakers at the May
18, 2004 meeting and 20 speakers at the June 1, 2004 meeting expressed their opinions on the merits of
the project. .

Public participation in developing the parking program has been a high priority for the County. A web site
was developed and is available to disseminate information about the program that includes summaries of |
each outreach meeting,.

7.0 APPEALS PROCEDURE

The action of the Zoning Administrator may be appealed to the Board of Supervisors by the applicant, an
aggrieved person, or two members of the Coastal Commission within ten (10) calendar days of the date of
the Zoning Administrator’s decision.

ATTACHMENTS

A Findings

B. Final Adopted ND and 15162 Letter

C. Conditions of Approval

D. Attachment — Pay Station and Slgnage Examples
E. Revised Site/Area Plan dated June 28, 2004
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ATTACHMENT A: FINDINGS

1.0 CEQA FINDINGS

The Zoning Administrator accepts the Negative Declaration (04NGD-00000-00002) as approved
by the Board of Supervisors_(with 15162 letter) in conjunction with the Isla Vista Parking |
Program Initiation Plan, Residential Permit Parking Ordinance and Parking Meter Ordinance.
The Negative Declaration reflects the independent judgment of the Board of Supervisors and has
been completed in compliance with CEQA, and is adequate for this proposal.

2.2 COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT FINDINGS

Pursuant to Section 35-169.6, a Coastal Development Permit shall only be issued if
all of the following findings are made:

2.2.1 The proposed development conforms to 1) the applicable policies of the
Comprehensive Plan, including the Coastal Land Use Plan, and 2) with the
applicable provisions of this Article and/or the project falls within the limited
exception allowed under Section 35-161.7.

As discussed in section 6.2 and 6.3 of the staff report, the project, as conditioned,
conforms to the applicable policies of the Comprehensive Plan, including the

- Local Coastal Plan and with the apphcable provisions of Article II. Ther°fore this
finding can be made.

2.2.2 That the proposed development is located on a legally created lot.

The project would be located within public rights-of-way owned by the County of
Santa Barbara and not on privately owned parcels.

2.2.3 That the subject property is in compliance with all laws, rules, and regulations
pertaining to zoning, uses, subdivisions, setbacks, and any other applicable
Dprovisions of this article, and such zoning violation fees as established from
time to time by the Board of Supervisors have been paid. This subsection shall
not be interpreted to impose new requirements on legal no-conforming uses and
structures under section 35-160 et seg. :

As discussed in section 6.3 of the staff report, the project is in compliance with all
applicable provisions of Article II. There are no known zoning violations within
the public right-of-ways. Therefore, this finding can be made.
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2.24

2.25

2.2.6

The development does not significantly obstruct public views from any public
road or from a public recreation area to, and along the coast.

The physical development associated with the project is minimal (i.e. signs and
pay stations). As discussed in section 6.2 of the staff report, the proposed
development would not significantly affect any public view to or along the coast.
Therefore, this finding can be made.

The development is compatible with the established physical scale of the area.

The proposed structural development consists of approximately 10-12 meter pay
stations and 400-500 regulatory/informational signs with maximum heights of
approximately five (5) and eight (8) feet, respectively. With the relatively sparse
placement of pay stations and signs profile, the proposed development would be
compatible with the urban character of the community. Therefore, this finding can
be made.

The development is in conformance with the public access and recreation
policies of Article II and the coastal land use plan.

The five existing public coastal access locations within the community would
remain open and unobstructed to the public. Additionally, the project includes

_approximately 70 106 coastal access parking spaces. that have been specifically
* designated for recreationists who choose to arrive by vehicular means. Therefore,

this finding can be made.
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ATTACHMENT B: ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT

15162 Letter and Final Adopted ND
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"ATTACHMENT C: CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

This permit is subject to compliance with the following conditions:

This Coastal Development Permit is based upon and limited to compliance
with the project description, the hearing exhibits marked “Zoning
Administrator Hearing Revised Exhibit #1,” dated-June-7;-2004 September
13, 2004, and conditions of approval set forth below. Any deviations from
the project description, exhibits or conditions must be reviewed and
approved by the County for conformity with this approval. Deviations
may require approved changes to the permit and/or further environmental
review. Deviations without the above-described approval will constitute a
violation of permit approval.

“The project description is as follows:

The proposed project is a request by the Santa Barbara County Public Works Department
for a Coastal Development Permit to authorize the implementation of a managed parking
program for public roadways within the community of Isla Vista. The boundaries of the
program are depicted in Exhibit 1. The proposed parking program-has three components:
(1) a metered parking zone encompassing the downtown commercial area; (2) designated
coastal access parking, and (3) residential preferential permit parking (RPP)

encompassing all other areas. Msepa%ﬁe—&%eﬂes—za%mé%eﬂe—g—bﬁeeted—by
Camine-CorteRoad;-are-propesed:

The purpose of the parking permit and meter program is to prioritize on street parking for
residents and business patrons by reducing the number of non-resident drivers in the
community. A three to four month long transition community education program would
precede implementation of the parking program. :

New physncal development associated with the program would be hmlted to the
following:

Installation of Pay Stations: Ten to twelve pay stations would be installed within public
right-of-way in the commercial zone district area. Each station measures approximately
two feet by two feet and would be mounted on a pole at eye level approximately five (5)
feet off the ground. Each pay station would have a sign and light. Stations would be
located in paved or previously disturbed and graded areas along the side of the street.
Sidewalks will not be obstructed. Trenching within the right-of-way may be required to
provide power to pay stations.
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Installation of Street Signs: Approximately 400-500 standard street signs would be
located in public right-of-way adjacent to the edge of pavement. The number of signs
would be the minimum necessary to ensure adequate visibility and to clearly indicate
parking regulations; existing sign poles would be used where appropriate. Signs would be
spaced approximately 200-250 feet apart. Signs would be approximately 18" by 12" or less
in size. The maximum height of the proposed sign posts would be approximately eight (8)
feet tall. The exact number, location, size and design of signs will be determined during
detail design of the project. )

Revised Exhibit 1 depicts the project limits as well as the location of the metered parking
zone and the RPP zones, and identifies the location of coastal access parking and meter
pay stations.

CONDITIONS DERIVED FROM MITIGATION MEASURES CONTAINED IN THE
PROPOSED-FINAL REVISED ADOPTED NEGATIVE DECLARATION (04NGD-00000-
00002):

2.

Street signs and pay stations shall be designed and located in a manner that enhances the
visual quality of the streetscape. The design and location shall be compatible with and shall
consider enhancement of existing landscape including street trees. Plan Requirements and
Timing: Prior to issuance of the Coastal Development Permit, sign and pay station design
shall be reviewed by P&D and shall receive final approval by the Board of Architectural
Review.

Lighting for pay stations shall be low intensity, low glare, directed onto the station and
shielded. Plan Requirements and Timing: Prior to issuance of the Coastal Development’
Permit, pay station lighting shall receive final approval by the Board of Architectural
Review. This requirement shall be included in project plans and specifications.

Dust generated by construction activities shall be kept to a minimum with the goal of
retaining dust on the site. Dust control measures listed below shall be followed:

During construction, water trucks and/ or sprinkler systems shall be used to keep all areas -
of vehicle movement damp enough to prevent dust from leaving the site. At a minimum,
this should include wetting down such areas in the late moming and after work is
completed for the day. Increased watering frequency should be required whenever the
wind speed exceeds 15 mph. Reclaimed water should be used whenever possible.

. Areas of disturbance shall be minimized. On-site vehicle speeds shall be limited to 15

mph or less.

. Should the importation, exportation, and/ or stockpiling of fill material become necessary,

soil stockpiled for more than two days shall be covered, kept moist, or treated with soil
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binders to prevent dust generation. Trucks transporting fill material to and from the site
shall be tarped from the point of origin.

After clearing, grading, earth moving or excavation is completed, the disturbed area shall
be treated by watering, or re-vegetation, or the spreading of soil binders until the area is
paved or otherwise developed so that dust generation will not occur.

The contractor shall designate a person or persons to monitor the dust control measures
and to order increased watering, as necessary, to prevent the transport of dust off-site.
Their duties shall include holiday and weekend periods when work may not be in
progress. The name and telephone number of such persons shall be provided to the Air
Pollution Control District (APCD) prior to land use clearance for grading activity.

Plan Requirements and Timing: Requirements shall be included in project
specifications and shall be adhered to throughout grading and construction activities.
Monitoring: Public Works construction engineer shall monitor for compliance. APCD
inspectors shall respond to nuisance complaints.

In the event archaeological remains are encountered during grading, work shall be
stopped immediately in the vicinity of the find and redirected until a qualified
archaeologist and Native American representative are retained to evaluate the significance
of the find pursuant to Phase 2 investigations of the County Archaeological Guidelines.
If remains are found to be significant, they shall be subject to a Phase 3 mitigation
program consistent with County Archaeological Guidelines. If human remains are
unearthed during construction, no further disturbance shall occur until the County
Coroner has made the necessary finding as to origin and disposition. Plan Requirements
and Timing: This requirement shall be included in project specifications. Public Works
shall ensure condition is included in specifications and shall spot check in the field.

In order to reduce short-term construction noise impacts to less than significant levels,
project construction shall be limited to weekdays between the hours of 8 am. and 5 p.m.
All construction vehicles and equipment shall contain functioning and properly
maintained muffler systems. Plan Requirements and Timing: This requirement shall
be included in project spec1ﬁcatlons and shall be adhered to throughout construction.
Public Works resident engineer shall ensure compliance.

Upon implementation of the parking program, the County Public Works and/or Sheriff’s
Department shall monitor coastal access parking four days per month including two
weekend days between 1 pm and 5 pm and two week days. Monitoring will occur for the
first six months and then every two years during the life of the program. If occupancy
rates exceed 90% on 3 or more days per month, monitoring will continue and the Director
of Public ‘Works, in consultation with Surfriders Foundation and the Isla Vista
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Association, will implement a metered and/or permit system and/or designate additional
coastal access parking along the northern two blocks of Camino Majorca or along Del
Playa.. The metered and/or permit system may require converting Camino Majorca to a
one-way road. Plan Requirements and Timing: This measure shall be implemented
with the start of the residential parking permit program by County Public Works and/or
Sheriff’s Department. '

8. Street signs and/or brochures shall be installed/available that indicate the location of
coastal access parking. Plan Requirements and Timing: Public Works shall ensure
that signs are installed and/or brochures are made available prior to implementation of the
parking program.

9. Prior to construction, the contractor shall be required to prepare a water pollution control
program that incorporates control measures for soil stabilization, sediment control,
sediment tracking, wind erosion and nonstorm water management. Methods such as the
use of silt fences, straw bales and drainage diversion structures shall be used to keep silt
and pollutants from entering the ocean. Plan Requirements and Timing: Project
specifications shall include a requirement for the preparation and implementation of a
water pollution control plan. Measures shall be implemented throughout grading and
construction. Public Works Resident Engineer shall monitor throughout construction and
ensure compliance.

STANDARD APPEALABLE CDP CONDITIONS

1110. If the Zoning Administrator determines at a noticed public hearing that the permittee is | .
not in compliance with any conditions of this permit pursuant to the provisions of section
35-169.9 of Article II of the Santa Barbara County Code, the Zoning Administrator may,
in addition to revoking the permit pursuant to said section, amend, alter, delete or add
conditions to this permit.
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. The applicant's acceptance of this permit and/or commencement of construction and/or
operations under this permit shall be deemed acceptance of all conditions of this permit

by the permittee.

The Zoning Administrator's approval of this Appealable CDP shall expire one year from
the date of approval or, if appealed, the date of action by the Board of Supervisors or the
California Coastal Commission on the appeal, if the permit for use, building or structure
permit has not been issued.

The use and/or construction of the building or structure, authorized by this approval
cannot commence until the Coastal Development Permit and necessary Building Permits
have been issued. Prior to the issuance of the Coastal Development Permit, all of the
project conditions that are required to be satisfied prior to issuance of the Coastal
Development Permit must be satisfied. Plans accompanying this Coastal Development
Permit shall contain all project conditions.
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- DESIGNATE COASTAL ACCESS
 PARKING.

} BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
OF THE COUNTY CF SANTA EARBARA

- v s e ae P T I T e R

ARESOLUTION TO ESTABLISH A
PREFERENTIAL RESIDENTIAL
PARKING PERMIT AREA IN THE ISLA
VISTA COMMUNITY; TO ESTABLISH
PARKING, STOPPING, STANDING
PROHIBITIONS AND RESTRICTIONS
WITHIN THE PERMIT AREA; AND TO

Resolution No.

D4-247

WHEREAS, the vumrestricted parking by nonresident vehicles in the

unincorporated area of Isla Vista creates a sithation in which the strests cannot be used

for parking by the residents or their.guests and that such unrestricted parking substantially

and unreasonably, regularly interferes with the use ¢f a _niajorinf cf the available public

sirest parking; is a source of other interference with the residential environment and

datrimenially affects the public welfare; and

WHEREAS, it is recessary to prokibit or restrict parking by non-resident vehicles
'n the unincorporated area of Isla Vista, while authorizing the use of parking pemmits to

exempt local area residents and merckants, and the guests of local area residents and

merchents from such regnlation. .

WHEREAS, the parking conditions in the unincorporated erea of Isla Vists will
not be adversely affected by authorizing parking permits for persons who providing key

services to local area residents and merchants.

WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of the County of Santa Barbara to establish
parking restrictions and prdhibiﬁons in the Isls Vista community, while at the same time -
establishing & preferential parking permit program to exempt residents, merchants, and
their guests and service providers from such restrictions and prohibitions.

WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of the County of Santa Barbara to desienate

~ coastal access parking areas in the Isla Vista community; EXHIBIT 6
| ' A-4-STB-04-124
1 SN Amendment to County
. Lo EEe T Code
1808 ¥88 SO8 fuaaaumua-uuou-yuundali'{é"s‘rf’*-‘"‘j";;='§?;§55'"’""'"'

k.

- . i 3 3
02 "adF



V\&IEREAS, the County of Santa Barbare’s Départment of Public Works, in

cooperation with other county. departments, has studied and received extensive public

comments concerning the parking conditions in Isla Vista and based thereon is
acommending establishment of parking restrictions and prohibitions for the Isla Vista
area, in the locations and manner described herein;

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of Supén'isbrs does resolve as follows:
Pursuant io Se c’aon 22507 of the Califorcia Vehicle Code and County Code Chapter 23B:

A A Residential Parking Permit Area shali be established for:
1. All streets gast of the centerline of Camine Pescadera and extending as far as-
the University of California at’ Santa Barbara campus bO‘Lﬂdﬁl y, but not
' j.ncluding areas designated as metered parking pursuant to Sscton 22508 of
the California Vehicle Code and County 'Code Chapter 23D, or aress
designated coastzl access parking pursuéﬁt to this Resolution and Comnty
' Code Chapter 233.
All strests west of the centerline of Camino Pescadero, and extending 23 far

o

as Camino Corto north of Estero Road, and extending-as far as Fortuca Lane,

A ‘the end of Fortuna Road, and Ca_nmo Majorca <ou.1_ of Estero Road, but not
including areas designated as caastal access parking pursuant to this
resolution end County Code Chapter 23B.

B. In accordance with the provisions of County Code Chapter 23B, parking permits
shall be issued to bone fide residents and merchants of the Parking Permit Area described
in section A abdve, and to persons providing services to such residents and merchants,

C. The parkiﬁg of vehicles not displaying a valid residential parking permit or guest'
permit, ‘and not 6them1's= exempt under County Code Chapter 23B, §23B-23, shall be
prohibited 24 hours a day Monday tbrou,,h Friday, and prohibited between the hours of
12:00 PM. and 5:00 AM. Saturday and Sunday, on all streets east of the centerline of
Camino Pescadero and extending as far as the University of California at Santa Barbara
campus boundery, but not including areas desigmafed as metered parking pu:éuant to
Section 22508 of the California Vehicle Code and County Code Chapter 23D, or areas
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dcsig‘nated coastal access parking pursuant to this Resolution and County Code Chapter
23B. ) .

D.  The parking of veki t displaying & valid residential parking permit or guest
pcnnit end not otherwise ¢ exempt under County Code Chapter 23B, §2JB-”3 shall be
restnctna to 1-hour parkmg 24 hours e day Monday through Friday, and restricted to 1-
hour parking between the hours of 12:00 P.M. and 5:00 AM. Saturday and Sunday, on all
streets west of the centerline of Camino Pescadero, and extending as far as Camino Corto
north of Estero Road, and extending as far as Fortuna Lane and Camino Majorca south of.
Estero Road, but not including areas designated as coastal access. patkijlg pursuznt to this
Resolution and County Code Chapfer 23B.

E.. ‘Coastal Access Parking.
1. Parkma shall be restricted to 4-hc>urs between the hours of 5:00 AM. and
10:00 P.M., and prohibited be etween the hours of 10:0C P.M. and 5:00 AM.
evervday in the followmg areas hereby. designated as Coastal Accéss Parking:
a. Camino Lindo south of Sabado Tazde Road (apprcmmawl v 10
desionated spaces); '
3. Del Playa Drive at Can.mo Del SuI (app;o.umatﬂl esignatei
spaces); '
c. Del Playa Drive. at Canrino Lindo (appfoximately -1‘4. designated
spaces); end |
d. Camtino Majorca (apprommatﬂly 65 designated si:aces)
2. Parking shall be restricted to 4-hours, 24 hours a day, everyday in the
following areas hereby CL\.«SlgDctcd as Coastal Access Parking:
a. Del Playa Drive at El Embarcadero (apnrommately 4 designated
spaces); and, ‘
b. Del Playa Drive at Can:uno Pescadero (apprommatcly 4 dasignated

spaces).
F. Vehicles displaying a valid residential parking permit or guest permit shall not be

exempt from parking restrictions and prohibitions apphcable in areas des1mated Coastal -
Access Parking. '

L]
.2
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PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supérvisors of the County of Santa
‘Barbara, State of California, this 7th day of September , 2004, by.the following

vots,
AYES: Supervisors Qchwa‘ tz, Rose, Marshall, Gray and Centeno
NOES: None ~
ABSENT: .None . ’
ABSTAIN: ‘None :
RO
Chag{/Board of Supervisors
~ County of Santa Barbara
Al TEG i
MICHAELF. BROV\N
- CLERK OF TEE BOARD
B; )a

Beputy Clefs .\

Approved as 1o Fomm:

%’MC%Q

Dupur} County Counsel
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Approved as tc Fona:
Auditor -Cor:jollﬂr
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ORDINANCE NO. 4342

AN ORDINANCE OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AMENDING CHAPTER ZBB OF
THE SANTA BARBARA COUNTY CODE BY ADDING PROVISIONS RELATING TO
PERMIT PARKING PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS AND DELETING PROVISIONS
INCONSISTENT WITH ADDED PROVISIONS.

The Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Barbara ordains as follows:

SECTION 1: .
Chapter 23B, Permit Parking Program of the Santa Barbara County Code is hereby
amended by the followmg additions and deletions: -

Sec. 23B-1, Authority and Title.
This chapter is enacted pursuant to authority granted by sections 22507 and 22507.5 of the

. California Vehicle Code to alleviate serious problems in identified residential areas of the

unincorporated area of the county due to motor vehicle tongestion, particularly thé long term

- parking.of motdr vehicles on the streets of such areas and neighborhoods by nonresidents

thereof. In order to protect and promote the integrity of these areas and neighborhoods, it is
necessary to enact regulations restricting unlimited parking by nonresidents theréin, while.
providing the opportunity for residents to park near their homes

This chapter shall be known as the permit parking prograzn, and will heremaﬁer be referred to as
this "chapter." (Ord No. 4152 §1)

Sec. 23B-2. Definitions. ‘ _ _
For purposes of this chapter and any implementing resoluﬁons, the following words and phrases .
shall have the meanings ascribed to them by this section: '
(a) “Director” means the Director of Public Works or his/her designee.

(b) "Hotel" means-a building or group of buildings or portion of a building which is des1gned for

‘or occupied as the temporary abiding place of individuals for less than thirty consecutive days
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including, but not limited to establishments held out to the public as auto courts, bed and

. breakfast inns, hostels, inns, motels, motor lodges, time share projects, tourist courts, and other

similar uses. _

(¢) "Motor vehicle" means a motor vehicle as defined by section 415, or as hereinafter amendéd,
of the California Vehicle Code. '

(d) "Park" or "parking" means the standing of a motor vehicle or vehicle, whether occupied or
not, otherwise than temporarilv for the purpose of and while actually engaged in lbach'ng or
unloading merchandise or passengers.

(e) "Permit parking area" means a designated area for which a parkmo perrmt is required
pursuant to this chapter or any resolution adopted to implement this chapter.

(f) “Permit parking zong” means a permit parking area.

() "Permitted vehicle" means a motor vehicle for which a permit has been issued.

. (h) "Stop" or "stopping" means any cessation of movement of a motor vehicle or vehicle,

~whether occupied or not, except when necessary to avoid conflict with other traffic or in

compli_ahce with the direction of a police officer or official traffic control device or signal.
(i) "Vehicle" means a vehicle as defined by section 670 of the California Vehicle Code and
successor statutes, (Ord. No. 4152, § 1) '

Sec. 23B-3. Designation of permit parking area.

The Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors (Board of Superviéors) may designate by

resolution any area of the unincorporated area of the County of Santa Barbara, which meets the

criteria established by this chapter, as a permit parking area wherein the stopping, parking or
standing of a motor vehicle or vehicle is prohibited or otherwise restricted. (Ord. No. 4152, § 1)

Sec. 23B-4. Deslgnénan of criteria,

In detennmmg whether to designate an area as a pemnt parking area or to establish or to modlfy
parking excmptmns or restnctxons within all or any portion(s) of that area, the Board of
Supemsors may consider at least the following criteria:

(a) The extent to which the residents and merchants of an area desire and need permit parking;
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(b) The extent to which on-street parking spaces are (1) available for use by motor vehicles and
vehicles owned by residents and merchﬁnts and their guests, and (2) not occupied by motor
vehicles or vehicles owned by other persons;

(c) The size and conﬁgurétion of the area as it relates to enforcement of parking and traffic
regulations and the potential impact of parking and traffic congestion on this and adjacent areas
as the result of the establishment of a permit parking area. (Ord. No. 4152, § 1) |

Sec. 23B-5, Initiation, written report, hearihg.

(a) Upon the authorization of the Board of Supervisors, the Santa Barbara County Public Works
Deparhneni (Public Works Department) shall undertake and hold such surveys, studies or public
meetings deemed necessary in order to prepare a written report. The Public Works Department
shall thereafier submit a written report to the Board of Supervisors 'oh the establishment of the
proposed barking area,

(b) Publication shall be made pursuant to Government Code section 6066 of a notice of a hearing
to be held before the Board of Supervisors for the adoption of a resolution establishing a permit
parking area pursuant to this chapter, which notification shall include the location where a copy
of the written report is available for public inspection ten days before the public hearing.

(c) The designation process and the designation criteria set forth in this chapter shall be used by

the Board of Supervisors to modify or terminate a permit parking area, (Ord. No. 4152, § 1)

Sec. 23B-6. Written report.

The written report required by sec’non 23B- 5, subdivision (a), shall include, but shall not be
limited to, the following:

(a Bonndages of proposed permit parking area;

(b) Existing and proposed parking restrictions which may vary within 8 permit parking area;

. (c) Information generated by surveys, studies and public mectings;

(d) Information upon which the Board of Sﬁpei'visors may determine whether the criteria set
forth in section 23B-4 of this chapter have been satisfied;

() Any other relevant information. (Ord. No. 4152, § 1)
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~ Sec. 23B-7. Designation of streets within a perm1t parking area.

The Board of Supervisors may, at the time a permit pa:kmg area is estabhshed or modlﬁed
establish parking, stopping, standing prph1b1t10ns ar restrictions for all or a portion of that area

by resolution. (Ord: No. 4152, § 1)

Sec. 23B-8. Issuance.

(a) The Director shall issue parking permits. There shall be three categories of parking permits:
(1) Annual Residential Permits, (2) Short-term Permits, and (3) Guest Permits. Except for Guest
Permits, no more than one permit shall be issued for each vehicle for which application is made.
Each permit issued shall reflect by statements thereon or by color thereof, or bofh, the particuiar
residential parking area for which the permit is issued, the license number of the vehicle for

which the permit is issued, and the duration of the permit.

) P'aﬂdng permits may only be issued for use with vehicles, passenger motor vehicleé, motor
driven cycles, and trucks of three-quarter ton capacity or less. No parking permiit may be issued
for use by any other vehicles, including but not limited to motor yehibles in excess of three-
quarter ton-capacity, recreational motor. homes, motor vehicles not legally licensed to travel on a
pubiic highway, or motor vehicles excéeding seven feet six inches in height or twenty-two feet in
Iength.

- (¢) Annual or Short-term pem:uts may only be issued to the fo]lowmo

(1) Persons residing or ownmg property in the parking permit area, upon showmg
sufficient evidence of residency status and/or ownership, as determined by the Du’ector and
(2) Merchants located in the parking permit area, upon showing sufficient evidence of

‘merchant status and location in the parking permit area, as determined by the Director; and

(3) Persons providing services to residents and/or merchants located in the parking permit

area, upon showing sufficient evidence of service provider status and 6perations within the -

- parking permit area, as determined by the Director.”
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(d) Guest permits may only be issued to the following, for use by their guests:

(1) Persons residing or owning property in the parking permit area upon showing
sufficient evidence of residency and/or ownership, as determined by the Director; and

(2) Merchants located in the p;:u'king permit area upon showing sufficient évidence of
merchant status and location in the parking permit ares, as determined by the Director. |

Sec. 23B-9 Application.

Each application for a parking permit shall contain such information as the Director deems
necessary for the proper processing of the application. The application shall also contain a
statement to the effect that the applicant agrees that the permit applied for may not be sold or

transferred in any manner.

'Sec. 23B-10 Parking Permits ~ Categories
The followmg categories of parking permJts shall be available for purchase upon apphcahon

(2) Annual Residential Permits. Permits issued for one year shall be valid from July 1st of the
yearissued to June30st of the following year. An annual residential petmit that does not -
indicate the license plate number of the vehicle on which it is displayed shall be invalid.

(b) Short-term Residential Permits.

(1) Monthly Permits A monthly permit shall only be valid for the month for which it is
issued. A monthly permit that does not indicate the license plate number of the vehmlc on which
itis dlsplayed shall be invalid.” A monthly permit that does not indicate the month for which it is
issued shall be invalid. Monthly permits may only be issued for use in residential permit areas
within one (1) mile of a college or university campus as determined by the Director. o

\ .
~ {2) Temporary Permits. The Director may authorize the issuance of tcmpc;rary parking
lﬁermits. Temporary parking permits shall not be valid for more than forty-five (45) consecutive
" days. A qualified person may obtain no more than three (3) tem}iorary permits in any twelve-
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month period. Temporary permits may not be-issued for use in residential permit areas within

one (1) mile of a collegé or university campus as determined by the Director.

(c) Guest Permits. Residents and merchants of a parking permit area may be issued guest
permits for use within the parking permit area by their guests. Owners or operators of hotels
located within a ;esidéntiél parking permit area may purchase guest permits for the use of hotel
guests. Guest permits shall be valid for 24 consecutive hours from the date and time of permit

~ activation. A guest permit that does not indicate the license plate number of the guest vehicleon
which it is displayed shall be invalid.

Sec. 23B-11 Permit Validity.
(a) A Parking Permit shall be valid for the duration of the term of the permit, except that prior to
expiration of the term of the permit, either of the following occurrences shall invalidate the
permit: " '

- (1) A-change in owuership of the vehicle for which the permit is issued; or

(2) A change inTesidency address by the permittee.

A Parking Permit shall be destroyed by the permittee upon a change in ownership of the vehicle
for which it is issued, or upon a change in residency address by the permittee. The permittee

shall promptly report such destruction to the Director.

Sec. 23B-12 Low Income Persons. o
The Director shall make parking permits available at a discounted rate to qualified persons that |
also demonstrate significant financial need. Subject to approval by the Board of Supervisors,
- the Director shall adopt rules and regulations esta‘blishing the evidence necessary to demonstrate
significant financial need.

Sec. 13B-13. [Repealed].

Sec. 23B-14.-Exempti_ons from parking permit restrictions.
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"(3) A motor vehicle on which is displayed a valid, unrevoked pérking permit as provided for
herein is exempt from any prohibitions or restrictions established pursuant to section QBB-B of
this chapter, provided that such motor vehicle is stopped, standing or parked in the permit
parking area or portion thereof for which the permit is issued.

A parkmg permit shall not guarantee the holder thereof to an on-street parking space in the
designated permit parking area. . _

(¢) Motor vehicles displaying a val_id parking permit will be subject to applicable California
Vehicle Code sections and all on-street parking restrictions and limitations, 'except those
restrictions and limitations imposed pursuant to .section 23B-3 of this chapter. (Ord. No. 4152, §
1) '

Sec. 23B-15. Permit Applications.
(a) The Director shall develop and adopt the founs for the applications to be submitted for
applications for parking permits.
(b) Apphcauons for parkmg permits shall be submitted to the Director.
(c) The Director shall approve or reject applications for parkmg penmts and shall issne parkmg
permits authorized by this chapter.

" (d) Annual permits may be renewed, if at all, in the manner required by the Director in accord
with the rules and regulations that are adopted pursuant-to section 23B-17 of this chapter. No
permit, other than an Annual Permit, may be renéwed. (Ord. No. 4152, § 1)

Sec. 23B-16. Rep!acement of Permits damaged, lost, or stolen.

Upon payment of a fee established by the Board of Supervisors by resolution, an annual or short-
term parking permit that has been damaged, lost, or stolen may be replaced with a new permit.
The damaged, lost, or stolen permit shall be considered void. Use of any such voided permit is
prohibited. Guest permits shall not be eligible for replacement due to damage, loss, or theft.

Sec. 23B- 17. Fees. -
Fees for 1mp1ement1ng this chapter may be established by resolutlons by the Board of

Supervisors and such fees shall recover the actual costs incurred in the establishment, the

~3
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administration, the operation and the enforcement of the parking permit program authorized
pursuant to this chapter. (Ord. No. 4152, § 1)

Sec. 23B-18. Rules and regulations.

The Director, in consultation with the Sheriff’s Départme’nt, may adopt rules and regulations
consistent with the purposes and provisions of this chapter to facilitte implementation of this
chapter, which rules and regulations may include, but need not be limited to, procedures for

application, issuance, suspension or revocation of permits, and provision for a limitation on the

- number of permits that may be issued. The rules and regulations shall be approved by the Board
- of Supervisors. (Ord. No. 4152, § 1)

Sec. 23B-19. Posting permit areas.

‘Upon adoption by the Board of Superviéors of a resolution designating a residential parking
permit area, the Director shall cause appropriate éigns to be erected, indicting prominently
thereon the parking limitation(s), period(s). of the day for its application, and the fact that motor

vehicies with valid permits shall be exempt therefrom.

Section 23B-20 Revocation for misuse. -

(a) The Director is authorized to revoke a parking permit of any person found to be in violation
of any of the provisions of this chapter and, ui:on the written notification thereof, such pefson '
shall surrender the permit to the Director or prove its destruction or disfigurement to the

Director’s svatisfaction.

(b) Any person whose parking permit has been revoked shall nolt be issued a new permit until the
expiraﬁén of a period of one year following the date of revocation and until such persc;n has
made iequired application therefore and has pz:ﬁd the fee required for the permit.

Sec. 23B-21. Violations and enforcement. .

(a) No'person shall falsely represent himself/herself as eligible for a parking permit or fumish.
false information in an application for a parking permit. ' -

1808 +8B8 SO08 NIY33INIONI-0BO¥-ALNNOD €S €cZ:21l $002 02 J3a




$1-d

(b) No parking permit which has been issued shall thereafter be assigned or transferred and any
such assignment or transfer shall be void.

_ (c) No-person shall copy, produce, or create a facsimile or counterfeit parking permit, nor shall

any person use or display a facsimile or counterfeit parking permit.

(d) No person shall park or leave standing in a parking permit area a vehicle on which is
displayed a parking permit which has been issued pursuant to the provisions of this chapter fora
differeént vehicle. , ,

(€) No person whose parking permit has been revoked shall refuse or fail to surrender the permit
to the Director when so requested by the Director in writing,

(). A violation of this section shall constitute grounds for perm.lt revocation and shall be an
infraction pumshab]e by (1) a fine not exceeding one hundred dollars for a first violation; (2) a
fine not exceedmg two hundred dollars for a second violation of this section within 6ne year; and

(3 a fine not exceeding five hundred dollars for each additional violation of this section within

one year. (Ord. No. 4152, § 1)

Sec. 23B-22. Towing. ; . .
The Board of Supervisors may, pursuant to section 22651, subdivision (n), ol the California
Vehicle Code, provide for the towing of motor vehicles and vchicles which violate the

prohlbmons or restrictions set forth in any resoluuon estabhshmg a permit parking area. (Ord.

‘No. 4152, 9 1)

Sec. 23B-23. Exemptions.

The following vehicles shall be exempt from the parking restrictions mposed by this chapter:

(2) A motor vehicle owned or operated under contract to a utility, whether privately or publicly
owned, when used in the construction, operation, removal or repair of utility property or facilities:
or engaged in authorized work in the designated parking permit area.

(b) On approval of the Director and consistent with rules and regulations promulgated by the
Director pursuant to Sec. 23B-18 of this Chapter, construction and construction related
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equip

ment otherwise authorized and permitted to park on-street pursuant to all applicable state

and 10cal 1aws

(c) A

motor vehicle identified as owned by or operated under contract toa governmental agency

and being used in the course of official govemment business.

{(d@) Any authonzed emergency vehicle as defined by California Vehicle Code section 163.

(6) Any motor vehicle displaying a permit in conforma.nce with section 23B-14 of this Chapter.

10
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S N 2: _
This ordinance shall take effect and be in force thirty (30) days from the date of its passage; and
before the expiration of fifteen (15) days after its passage it, or a summary of it, shall be
published once, with the names of the members of the board of supervisors voting for and
against the same, in the Santa Barbara News Press, a newspaper of general circulation published
in the County of Santa Barbara. '

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of
Santa Barbara, State of California this 27th_dayof __ July | , 2004, by the

following vote:
AYES: Supervisor's Schwartz, Gray and Centeno
NOES: None
ABSTAIN: None _
ABSENT: Supervisor's Rose and Marshall

ATTEST: .
' MICHAEL F. BROWN

By \ :
X Deputy C-lé':rk Cidirperson
' | Board of Supervisors of the
County of Santa Barbara
APPOVED AS TO FORM: APPROVED AS TO ACCQU"NTING FORM:
STEPHEN SHANE STARK ROBERT .W. GEIS
COUNTY COUNSEL AUDITOR-CONT R
By Clpe.” . By_ %‘f? z

. Deputy

11
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ORDINANCE NO. , 4343

AN ORDINANCE ADDING CHAPTER 23D TO THE SANTA BARBARA COUNTY
CODE TO AUTHORIZE PARKING METERS IN DESIGNATED LOCATIONS IN
THE UNINCORPORATED ARBA OF THE COUNTY AND SETTING FEES
THEREFORE.

The Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Barbara ordains as follows:

. SECTIONL
- The Santa Barbara County Code is hereby amended by adding a new Chapter 23D toread

as follows.

Sec. 23D-1. Authority and Title
This chapter is enacted pursuant to authority granted by sections 22508 of the California
Vehicle Code. This chapter may be teferred to as the parking meter program.

Sec 73D-2 Definitions.

“Parking Meter” shall mean any device controlled by the County whlch is designed, upon
the lawful deposit of a fee, to measure in minutes or hours the périod of time during
which a vehicle may be parked in the parking space for which the fee was deposited, and
50 constructed or equipped that the same will, upon expiration of the time for which such
fee was deposited, indicate such expiration of time. Parking meter shall include pay
station devices that control multiple parking spaces.

Sec. 23D-3. Zones.
Parking meter zones are hereby established for the following areas:
" 1. Isla Vista Downtown Commercial Area: .
- A. The Embarcadero Loop: Both sides of Embarcadero Del Mar and Embarcadero
Del Norte,'bounded by Pardall Road; N
B. Both sides of Trigo Road, bounded on the east by Emba;éadéro Del Mar and
- extending approximately 260 feet to thewesr;
C. The northside of Trigo Road, bounded on the west by Embarcadero Del Norte
and extending approximately 260 feet to the east; ‘

1
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D. The south side of Trigo Road, bounded on the west by Embarcadero Del Norte
and extending approximately 180 feet to the east;

E. Both sides of Seville Road, bounded on the cast by Embarcadero Del Mar and

‘ extendmg approximately 240 feet to the west;

F. Both sides of Seville Road, bounded on the west by Embarcadero Del Norte and
extending approximately 150 feet to the east;

G. Both sides of Madrid Road, bounded on the east by Embarcadero Del Mar and
extending approxxmately 160 feet tc the west;

H. Both sides of Madrid Road, bounded on the west by Embarcadero Del Norte and
extending approximately 170 feet to the east;

1. Both sides of Pardall-Road, bounded on the east by Embarcadero Del Mar and
extending approximately 260 feet to the west; |

J. The north side of Pardall Road, bounded on the west by Embearcadero Del Norte
and extending approximately 330 feet to the east; A '

K. The south side of Pardall Road, bounded on the west by Embarcadero Del Norte

" and extending approxirately 250 feet to the east;
# L. Both sides of Pardall Road, bounded on the.-west by Embarcadero Del Mar and
. Embarcadero Del Norte on theeast; ‘

M. Both sides of Embarcadero Del Mar, bounded on the south by Pardall Road and
extending approximately 170 feet to the north; and

N. Both sides of Embarcadero Del Norte, bounded on the south by Pardall Road and

- extending approximately 210 feet to the north.

All measurements are estimated from the center-line of the conespogding street, and

are approximations.

Sec. 23D-4. Hours of Operaton. _
The hours of operation shall be from 7: 00 AM to 8:00 PM, seven days per week, holidays -

excluded.

2
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Sec. 23D-3. ‘Fees.
* Parking meter fees shall be .40 cents per fifieen minutes. The maximum amount of meter

time that may be purchased at a time is forty-five (45) minutes, except that parking meter
controlled parking spaces reserved for coastal access parking shall allow at least four (4)
hours of time to be purchased at a time. Signs shall clearly designate parking meter

controlled spaces that are reserved for coastal access parking.

Sec. 23D-6. Time limits enforced at inoperable meters.

In the event that a parking meter is rendered inoperable due to mechanical or other

. failure, the parking space or spaces controlled by that parking meter shall be treated as a

forty-five (45) minute parking zon€ until such time as the parking meter is operational. It
is a violation of this Chapter for a vehicle to remam parked in a parking spac., controlled
by an inoperable meter beyond forty-ﬁve (45) minutes.

Sec. 23D-7. Unlawful to extend time Eeyond Limit.

Itis unléwﬁxl and a violation of this Chapter for any person to purchase additional time

fora parkmg meter controlled parking space for the purpose of i mcreasmg or extending

the parking time of any vehicle beyond the maximum amount of meter time that may be

purchased.’

Sec. 23D-8.. Violations.
No person shall do any of the following:
1. Fail to pay the parking meter fee immediately after parking a vehicle in & parkmg

* meter zone during the parking meter hours of operatxon

2. Deposit in a parking meter a defaced coin, shig, foreign obj ect, or counterfeit bill
3. Pay the parking meter fee by 1llega1 or ﬁ-audulent use of a credit card or other means

- of electronic payment

3, Deface, injure, or tamper w1th any part of a parkmg meter.
4. Deface, injure, or tamper with the parkmg stall numbers painted on the street

5. Attach any article to a parking meter.

- 3
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6. Allow a vehicle owned or operated by such person to remain parked in a parking
meter controlled parking space after the purci:ased time has expired. This provision does
not apply to the period necessary after initial occupancy of a parking meter controlled
parking space for the immediate depos1t of the parking meter fee.

7. Park a vehicle across a line or markmg designating a parking meter controlled pakag
space. ,

8. Allowa vehwle pa.rked by such person to remain in a parking meter controlled

parking spot after receipt of a citation for failure to pay the parking meter fee.

Sec. 23D-9 Evidence. |
The packing of a vehicle in a parking meter controlled parking space for which the
purchased time recorded on the parking receipt and recorded by the parking meter has

expired shall constitute prima facie evidence that the vehicle has been parked in such.

space longer than permitted by this section. If there is a discrepancy between the time
recorded on the parking receipt and the tune recorded by the parking meter, the lalter
shall control

Sec. 23D-10. Defense.

Mechanical or other failure of a parking meter shall be a defense to a citation for failure

to pay the parking meler fee provided that the person cited is not responsible for such

" failure.:

Sec. 23D-11. Enforcement

A wolahon of this sectlon shall constitute an mﬁ'actlon pumshable by a fine not to exceed

$100.

4
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SECTION 2.

This ordinance shall take effect and be in force thirty (30) days from the date of its
passage; and before the expiration of fifteen (15) days after its passage it, or 2 sumtnary

ofit, shall be published once, with the names of the members of the board of supervisors

voting for and against the same, in the Santa Barbara News Press, a newspaper of general

circulation published in the County of Santa Barbara.

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the

County of Santa Barbara, State of California this 27th day of
2004, by the following vote:

AYES: Supervisor's Schwartz, Gray and Centeno

NOES None
ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT: Supervis'or’s Rose and Marshall

ATTEST:
HAEL F. BROWN

Uy

" oaalar
Deputy Clerk

APPOVED AS TO FORM:
F ORM:

STEPHEN SHANE STARK
COUNTY COUNSEL

Tt

B - :
Deputy

1808 +88 S08 HNI¥A3INION3-AUO¥-ALNNOI gSs

Board of Supervisors of the
County of Santa Barbara

ROBERT W. GEIS
. AUDITOR-CONTRO

By Sﬁgbébff/.

APPROVED AS TO ACCOUNTING
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA — THE RESOURCES AGENCY

CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION

SOUTH CENTRAL COAST AREA

89 SOUTH CALIFORNIA ST., SUITE 200
VENTURA, CA 93001

(805) 585 - 1800

APPEAL FROM COASTAL PERMIT DECISION

OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT B%E@E”\WE@

DEC 1 7 2004

CALIFORNIA

Name, Mailing Address and Telephone Number of Appellagt(s Oé‘srzﬁgf&'gﬁ'glggnn

SECTION I. APPELLANT(S)

Chair Meg Caldwell and Commissioner Sara Wan
California Coastal Commission

45 Fremont Street, #2000

San Francisco, CA 94105

(415) 904-5200

SECTION II. DECISION BEING APPEALED
1. Name of local government/port: Count} of Santa Barbara

2. Brief Description of development being appealed: lmple}nentation of a Managed
Parking Program in the community of Isla Vista in Santa Barbara County. The
parking program has three components: (1) a metered parking zone encompassing
the downtown commercial area; (2) 106 designated coastal access parking spaces;
and (3) residential preferential permit parking encompassing all remaining areas. In
addition, the program will include the installation of approximately 400-500 new
parking restriction street signs to be located in the public right-of-way of the
residential and commercial districts and 10-12 new pay stations within the public
right-of-way in the commercial district. The purpose of the parking permit and meter
program is to prioritize on street parking for .residents and business patrons by
reducing the number of non-resident drivers in the community.

3. Development’s location (street address, assessor’s parcel no., cross street,
etc.): Public Rights-of-Way, Isla Vista, Santa Barbara County

4. Description of decision being appealed:

a. __ ApproVél with no special conditions
b. _X_ Approval with special conditions
© ¢. __ Denial

EXHIBIT 7
- | A4-STB-04-124 :
Commissioner Appeal E




APPEAL FROM COASTAL PERMIT DECISION OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT (Page 2 of 8)

Note: For jurisdictions with a total LCP, denial decisions by a local government cannot
be appealed unless the development is a major energy or public works project. Denial
decisions by port governments are not appealable.

5. Decision being appealed was made by:

__ Planning Director/Zoning Administrator
_X_ City Council/Board of Supervisors

___ Planning Commission

___ Other

poow

6. Date of Local Government’s decision: November 9, 2004

7. Local Government’s file number k(if any): Coastal Development Permit 04CDH-
00000-00001

SECTION Ill. IDENTIFICATION OF OTHER INTERESTED PERSONS

Give the names and address of the following parties (Use additional paper if
necessary):

a. Name and mailing address of permit applicant:

Santa Barbara County Public Works Department
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

105 E. Anapamu Street, Suite 407

Santa Barbara, CA 93101

(805) 568-2240

b. Names and mailing addresses as available of those who testified (either
verbally or in writing) at the city/county/port hearing(s). Include other parties
which you know to be interested and should receive notice of this appeal.

Surfrider Foundation
PO Box 21703
Santa Barbara, CA 93121

Bruce Murdock
6875 Sabado Tarde Rd. -
Isla Vista, CA 93117

SECTION V. REASONS SUPPORTING THIS APPEAL

The project approved by Coastal Development Permit 04CDH-00000-00001 does not
conform to the policies and standards set forth in the County’s certified Local Coastal
Program or the public access and recreation policies of the Coastal Act. The appeal of
the County of Santa Barbara’s decision to approve a new managed parking program in
the community of Isla Vista is based on the following identified grounds:
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Impacts to Public Access and Recreation

Coastal Development is inconsistent with the following public access and recreation
policies of the County of Santa Barbara Local Coastal Program and with the public
access policies of Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act:

Policy 1-1: All Chapter 3 policies of the Coastal Act have been incorporated in their
entirety in the certified County LUP as guiding policies pursuant to Policy 1-1 of the
LUP. :

Coastal Act Section 30210 states that:

In carrying out the requirement of Section 4 of Article X of the California Constitution,
maximum access, which shall be conspicuously posted, and recreational
opportunities shall be provided for all the people consistent with public safety needs
and the need to protect public rights, rights of private property owners, and natural
resource areas from overuse.

Coastal Act Section 30211 states:

Development shall not interfere with the public’s right of access to the sea where
acquired through use or legislative authorization, including, but not limited to, the use
of dry sand and rocky coastal beaches to the first line of terrestrial vegetation.

Coastal Act Section 30212(a) states:

Public access from the nearest public roadway to the shoreline and along the coast
shall be provided in new development projects except where:

(1) it is inconsistent with public safety, military security needs, or the protection of
fragile coastal resources.

{2) adequate access exists nearby, or,

(3) agriculture would be adversely affected. Dedicated access shall not be required
to be opened to public use until a public agency or private association agrees to
accept responsibility for maintenance and liability of the accessway.

Coastal Act Section 30212.5 states:

Wherever appfopriate and feasible, public facilities, including parking areas or
facilities, shall be distributed throughout an area so as to mitigate against the
impacts, social and otherwise, of overcrowding or overuse by the public of any single
area.

Coastal Act Section 30213 states:

Lower cost visitor and recreational facilities shall be protected, encouraged, and,
where feasible, provided. Developments providing public recreational opportunities
are preferred.
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Coastal Act Section 30214 states:

(a) The public access policies of this article shall be implemented in a manner that
takes into account the need to regulate the time, place, and manner of public access
depending on the facts and c:rcumstances in each case including, but not limited to,
the following:

(1) Topographic and geologic site characteristics.
(2) The capacity of the site to sustain use and at what level of intensity.

(3) The appropriateness of limiting public access to the right to pass and repass
depending on such factors as the fragility of the natural resources in the area and the
proximity of the access area to adjacent residential uses.

(4) The need to provide for the management of access areas so as to protect the
privacy of adjacent property owners and to protect the aesthetic values of the area by
providing for the collection of litter.

(b) It is the intent of the Legislature that the public access policies of this article be
carried out in a reasonable manner that considers the equities and that balances the
rights of the individual property owner with the public’'s constitutional right of access
pursuant to Section 4 of Article X of the California Constitution. Nothing in this
section or any amendment thereto shall be construed as a limitation on the rights
guaranteed to the public under Section 4 of Article X of the California Constitution.

(c) In carrying out the public access policies of this article, the commission and any
other responsible public agency shall consider and encourage the utilization of
innovative access management techniques, including, but not limited to, agreements
with private organizations which would minimize management costs and encourage
the use of volunteer programs.

Section 30223 of the Coastal Act states:

Upland areas necessary to support coastal recreational uses shall be reserved for
such uses, where feasible.

Section 30252 of the Coastal Act states:

The location and amount of new development should maintain and enhance public
access to the coast by (1) facilitating the provision or extension of transit service, (2)
providing commercial facilities within or adjoining residential development or in other
areas that will minimize the use of coastal access roads, (3) providing nonautomobile
circulation within the development, (4) providing adequate parking facilities or
providing substitute means of serving the development with public transportation, (5)
assuring the potential for public transit for high intensity uses such as high-rise office
buildings, and by (6) assuring that the recreational needs of new residents will not
overload nearby coastal recreation areas by correlating the amount of development
with local park acquisition and development plans with the provision of onsite
recreational facilities to serve the new development.

Finally, Policy 7-1 of the LUP states, in relevant part, that:

The County shall take all necessary steps to protect and defend the public’s
constitutionally guaranteed rights of access to and along the shoreline.
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The public possesses ownership interests in tidelands or those lands below the mean
high tide line. These lands are held in the State’s sovereign capacity and are subject to
the common law public trust. The protection of these public areas and the assurance of
access to them lies at the heart of Coastal Act policies requiring both the
implementation of a public access program and the minimization of impacts to access
and the provision of access, where applicable, through the regulation of development.
To carry out the requirement of Section 4 of Article X of the California Constitution,
Section 30210 of the Coastal Act, as incorporated into the certified LCP, requires that
maximum access and recreational opportunities be provided in coastal areas. In
addition, Section 30211 of the Coastal Act requires that development not interfere with
public access to the sea where acquired through use or legislative authorization.
Furthermore, Section 30212 of the Coastal Act, as incorporated in the LCP, requires
that public access from the nearest public roadway to the shoreline and along the coast
be provided in new development projects with certain exceptions such as public safety,
military security, resource protection, and where adequate access exists nearby. In
addition, Section 30214 of the Coastal Act, as incorporated in the LCP, provides that the
implementation of the public access policies take into account the need to regulate the
time, place, and manner of public access depending of such circumstances as
topographic and geologic characteristics, the need to protect natural resources,
. proximity to adjacent residential uses etc. Finally, LCP Policy 7-1 further highlights the
County's duty to “protect and defend the public’s constitutionally guaranteed rights of
access to and along the shoreline.”

Coastal access is generally viewed as an issue of physical supply, and is dependent not
only on the provision of lateral access (access along a beach) and vertical access
(access from an upland street, bluff or public park to the beach), but also the availability
of public parking (including on-street parking). The availability of public parking
(including on-street parking) constitutes a significant public access and recreation
resource and is as important to coastal access as shoreline accessways.

The project that is subject to this appeal involves the establishment of a preferential
parking program for private residents. The program would restrict on-street parking by
non-residents on all public streets within the Isla Vista community. The County's
revised staff report for the program dated September 3, 2004, specifically states that
“the purpose of the parking permit and meter program is to prioritize on street parking for
residents and business patrons by reducing the number of non-resident drivers in the
community. This would be accomplished by restricting the amount, location, duration, and
time of day that parking spaces would be available for non-residents. Parking by non-
residents would be limited to no more than one hour in the majority of the residential areas
and prohibited entirely in the remaining residential areas. Residents would be eligible to
purchase parking permits that would exempt them from these parking restrictions.
Specifically, parking for non-residents would be restricted to metered pay-parking in the
commercial district and 101 parking spaces that would be time-restricted to four-hours per
user for public coastal access parking. Further, 93 of the 101 designated time-limited
public access spaces would be further restricted by prohibiting all parking between the
hours of 10:00 pm and 5:00 am effectively eliminating the potential for night-time public
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coastal access at all but 8 of the spaces. In addition, 5 additional metered parking spaces
would be designated for public coastal access use in the commercial district. The program
would allow the public (non-residents) to park in the otherwise restricted residential areas
on weekend momings (Saturday and Sunday) between the hours of 5:00 am to 12-noon.

Development in the community is generally characterized as high-density residential for
the majority of the program area with some single-family residential neighborhoods and
a small commercial “downtown” district. There are approximately 3,000 existing on-
street parking spaces in the community, all of which are available for public use. There
are five existing vertical access ways that provide public access from the Del Playa Drive
to the sandy beach. In general, users of on-street parking in the community include:
residents; visitors to the area; customers to stores, shops, and restaurants; employees of
businesses; students of the adjacent University; and beachgoers.

The approximately 3,000 on-street parking spaces within the boundaries of the program
area are heavily used. A parking survey was conducted by the Santa Barbara County
Public Works Department on six separate weekdays over a two-week period in the
months of September and October. According to the County’s survey, an average of
86-96 percent of on-street parking spaces were occupied at a given time within the
study area. The highest percentage rates of occupancy were found to exist on the
western end of Isla Vista adjacent to the University and commercial district while
significantly lower rates of occupancy (with a corresponding increase in the percentage
of vacant spaces) occurred on the eastern end of Isla Vista adjacent to Coal Oil Pont
Natural Reserve/Devereaux Slough. ‘

The preferential program is inconsistent with the provisions of the above cited sections
of the Coastal Act regarding public access and recreation, which have been included in
the County’'s LCP pursuant to LUP Policy 1-1 and which require the protection of
existing public access and public recreation resources in coastal areas. Of particular
note, Policy 7-1 of the LUP highlights the County's duty to “protect and defend the
public's constitutionally guaranteed rights of access to and along the shoreline,”
however, the stated primary purpose of the parking program is to prioritize parking for
the private residents of Isla Vista. Although the parking program would include some
provisions for public access, on the whole, it would significantly reduce the amount of
existing parking available for public access to the coast.

In addition, the program will result in the loss of existing parking facilities that are

currently available for public access and recreation. Currently, all 3,000 on-street
parking spaces in the community are available for general public use and coastal
access on a “first-come, first-serve” basis. With the exception of metered parking in the
commercial district and on-street parking in residential areas on weekend mornings
only, the parking program approved by the County would effectively reduce the amount
of existing parking spaces currently available for public use in the community to no more
than 101 spaces. The loss in the amount of the existing parking spaces available for
public coastal access that would result from implementation of the program raises a
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substantial question regarding the program’s consistency with the public access and
recreation policies of both the Coastal Act and the LCP.

Further, the new restrictions limiting both the duration and the time of day that non-
residents would be allowed to park in the program area would result in a significant
impact to the public’s ability to access the beach. Currently, the streets where the 101
coastal access spaces would be located are available for 24-hour parking. The
program would create new restrictions that would limit the use these spaces to a
duration of no more than 4-hours at a time. In addition, 93 of the 101 spaces would be
further restricted by prohibiting all parking between the hours of 10:00 pm and 5:00 am
effectively eliminating the potential for night-time public coastal access at all but 8 of the
spaces. The significant reduction in both the duration and time of day that parking
would be available for coastal access raises a substantial question regarding the
program’s consistency with the provision of maximum public access to the sea or the
protection of existing public access resources as required by the public access policies
of the LCP and Coastal Act.

In addition, if the program were implemented, the 101 public coastal access spaces
would not be distributed evenly within the community but would be almost exclusively
located on the far west end of the community. Parking for 4 of the 5 existing public
access ways that provide access from Del Playa Drive to the beach would be limited to
only 4 on-street spaces. The reduction and relocation of the majority of parking spaces
that would remain available for coastal access by non-residents to the western end of
the community will not serve to provide maximum public access to the sea or to protect
existing public access resources as required by the public access policies of the LCP
and Coastal Act.

Further, the reduction in the overall number of parking spaces available for public
parking in the community will likely result in increased demand and competition for the
remaining spaces (including demand and competition by non-coastal access parking
users). In response, to this concern, the County’s report and staff recommendation to
the County’s Board of Supervisors dated October 28, 2004, asserts:

Rather than decreasing coastal access parking, the program creates and reserves
dedicated free and low-cost coastal access parking for long-term assurance that coastal
access users do not have to compete for certain spaces with other non-coastal access
users...Under the program, all designated coastal access spaces are legally reserved
only for coastal access users. It is the responsibllity of the Sheriff and parking
enforcement officers to patrol and enforce coastal access parking restrictions...As
discussed in the MND, the mitigation would require the mandatory addition of more
spaces and/or implementation of a permit or meter system if the results of monitoring
show consistent occupancy rates of 90% or more of the coastal access spaces.

As approved by the County, a special condition of the permit would require limited
monitoring of the coastal access spaces by either the County Public Works Department
or the Sheriff's Department four days per month for the first six months and then every
two years during the life of the program. However, it is not clear from this condition how
such monitoring would ensure that use of the designated “coastal access” spaces would
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be limited solely for beach access users as opposed to other short-term parking uses
(such as short-term parking by non-resident visitors to the adjacent residences).
Further, approved permit conditions contain additional provisions that, in the event that
occupancy rate of the coastal access spaces “exceeds 90% on 3 or more days per
month, monitoring will continue and Director of Public Works...will implement a metered
and/or permit system and/or designate additional coastal access parking...” However,
(with the exception of providing additional spaces for public coastal access)
implementation of the two other identified “mitigation measures” would actually serve to
further reduce the public’s ability to park and access the coast inconsistent with the
public access and recreation policies of both the Coastal Act and the LCP.
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State briefly your reasons for this appeal. Include a summary description of Local
Coastal Program, Land Use Plan, or Port Master Plan policies and requirements in which
you believe the project is inconsistent and the reasons the decision warrants a new
hearing. (Use additional paper as necessary.)

Note: The above description need not be a complete or exhaustive statement of your
reasons of appeal; however, there must be sufficient discussion for staff to determine that
the appeal is allowed by law. The appellant, subsequent to filing the appeal, may submit
additional information to the staff and/or Commission to support the appeal request.

SECTION V. Certification

The information and facts stated above are correct to the best o qtjiq?ﬁ)[?[' Tﬁ
set: DR (wloliirell LD

Appellant or Agent DEC 1 7 2004
Date: ya4 / /7 /a</ . CALIFORNIA
7 7 . COASTAL COMMISSION

JOUTH CENTRAL COAST DISTRICT

Agent Authorization: I designate the above identified person(s) to act as my agent in all
matters pertaining to this appeal.

Signed:

Date:

(Document2)
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State briefly your reasons for this appeal. Include a summary description of Local
Coastal Program, Land Use Plan, or Port Master Plan policies and requirements in which
you believe the project is inconsistent and the reasons the decision warrants a new

hearing. (Use additional paper as necessary.)

Note: The above description need not be a complete or exhaustive statement of your
reasons of appeal; however, there must be sufficient discussion for staff to determine that
the appeal is allowed by law. The appellant, subsequent to filing the appeal, may submit
additional information to the staff and/or Commission to support the appeal request.

SECTION V. Certification

The information facts stated above are correct to the best of [Lng/ﬁugrﬂ\v
) : . - Pl

i
o

Dev 1.7 2004

CALIFORNIA
COASTAL COMM. N
soutH CENTRAL COAbI uiiRICT

| Agent Authorization: I designate the above identified person(s) to act as my agent in all
matters pertaining to this appeal.

Signed:

Date: P

(Document2)
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA - THE RESOURCES AGENCY

CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION

SOUTH CENTRAL COAST DISTRICT OFFICE
89 SOUTH CALIFORNIA STRET, SUITE 200
VENTURA, CA 93001-4508

VOICE (805) 585-1800 FAX (805) 641-1732

APPEAL FROM COASTAL PERMIT DECISION OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Please Review Attached Appeal Information Sheet Prior To Completing This Form.

SECTION1. Appellant(s)

Name: DLye: Muesoci
Miiling Addtess: (8 2S5 SABALO TALOE LIAPL
Gy Tsip Visio - ZipCode: 93/(7 phone:  JOS A8 ©oZE

SECTION II. Decision Being Appealed

1.  Name of local/port government:
Sovn Bacdnes Covnrse Bo or SuPersisorts

2. Brief description of development being appealed:
IScn ¥Usin [RRIEING PERAIIT PROGLCHNY

3. Development's location (street address, assessor's parcel no., cross street, etc.):
Isin Visrn, CA

4. Description of decision being appealed (check one.):

E/Approval; no special conditions
O  Approval with special conditions:
0 Denial

Note:  For jurisdictions with a total LCP, denial decisions by a local govemmenf cannot be -
‘appealed unless the development is a major energy or public works project. Denial
decisions by port governments are not appealable.

o

EXHIBIT 8
+ | A-4-STB-04-124
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APPEAL FROM COASTAL PERMIT DECISION OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT (Page 2)

5. Decision being appealed was made by (check one):

[0  Planning Director/Zoning Administrator
@/ | City Council/Board of Supervisors

[0 Planning Commission

[l Other

6. Date of local government's decision: D NovVEmBER 280

7.  Local government’s file number (if any): (7E/ 5 o/ AESH/0A

SECTION I11. Identification of Other Interested Persons

Give the names and addresses of the following parties. (Use additional paper as necessary.)

a. Name and mailing address of permit applicant:
LOINTY 07 SAN n FALEARA
PUBL & WILKE DEPAL e ~
/23 S wApAMY S
SANFA BARBACH, Ca 9310/

b. Names and mailing addresses as available of those who testified (either verbally or in writing) at
the city/county/port hearing(s). Include other parties which you know to be interested and
should receive notice of this appeal.

(1) Beuwes miloosck
08 7S SABADs TBRoOE oBD

(2) rI8eri 1<en7s [ SVerfiver Foonoprion) ik T
fiporess JULISTE D « e ’{ N
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STATE OF CALIFORNA = THE RESOURCES AGENCY

CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION

SOUTH CENTRAL COAST DISTRICT OFFICE
89 SOUTH CALIFORNIA STRET, SUITE 200 D E C 2 0 200‘1
VENTURA, CA 83001-4508 :
VOICE (805) 585-1800 FAX (805) '641-1732

’ CALIFORNIA
APPEAL FROM COASTAL PERMIT DECISION OF LO%&&W@%MU

Please Review Attached Appeal Information Sheet Prior To Comapleting This Form.

SECTIONI. Appellant(s)

me SRR Fourahas, Sava Mo»o Shoprel
Mailing Addross: FO %f 21—] O?;
%’(\j@ ?avbara Zip Code: Cf?;l'l\ Phone: 0_ %qq' Bl_\b

SECTION II. Decision Being Appealed

1. Name of local/port government:

'Q)-ni'q ?O%fo Cs\m

2.  Brief description of development being apppaléd:
WV Al waks Mowaced fon Kins Fheg, Rom
3. Development's location (street address, assessor's parcel no., cross street, ec.): w

\da\}\Sb - P-lc—ﬂ'r F . \WOAYS , Sovlo b ora Co. %“dﬁxp

4.  Description of decision being appealed (check onc.). Ui st

"0  Approval; no special conditions
Approval with special conditions:
O Denial

Note:  For jurisdictions with a total LCP, denial decisions by a local gévcmment cannot be
appealedd unless the development is a major energy or public works project. Denial
' dccmons by port governments are not appealable, '
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APPEAL FROM COASTAL PERMIT DECISION OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT (Page 2)

5. Decision being appealed was made by (check one):

Planm'iag Director/Zoning Adminismator

[
ﬂ City CounciV/Board of Supervisors
[0  Planning Commission

O

Other .
6. Dare of local government's decision: Ny, g, LG

7.  Local government’s file number (if any):

SECTION II1. Identification of Other Interested Persons

Give the names and add;esseé of the following parties. (Use additional paper as necessary.)

a.  Name and mailing address of permit applicant:

Gty 4 SOM ko

b. Names and mailing addresses as available of those who testified (either verbally or in writing) at
the city/county/port hearing(s). Include other pamies which you know to be interested and
should receive notice of this appeal.
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APPEAL FROM COASTAL PERMIT DECISION OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT (Page 4)
SECTIONYV. Certification |

The information and facts stated above are correct to the best of my/our knowledge.

| o

<\:Slagnﬂegre of ApPel‘d{s) or Authonzed Awegt ! e(L ,F__an%?%
Date: %4 > 'LGDCL

Note: If signed by agent, appellant(s) must also sign below. |

Section VI. Apent Authorization

1/We hereby
authorize
10 act as my/our representative and to bind me/us in all matters conceming this appeal.

Signature of Appellant(s)

Dare:
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APPEAL FROM COASTAL PERMIT DECISION OF LOCAT. GOVERNMENT (Page 3)

SECTION1V. Reasons Supporting This Appeal
PLEASE NOTE:

o Appeals of local government coastal permit decisions arc limited by a varicty of factors and requirements of the Coastal

Act. Please review the appeal information sheet for assistance in completing this section.

e State briefly your reasons for this appeal. Include a surmmary description of Local Coastal Program, Land Use Plan,
or Port Master Plan policies and requirements in which you believe the project is inconsistent and the reasons the -

decision warrants a new hearing. (Use additional paper as necessary.)

e This need not be a complete or exhaustive statement of your reasons of appeal; however, there must be sufficient
discussion for staff to determine that the appeal is allowed by law. The appellant, subsequent to filing the appeal, may

submit 2dditional information to the staff and/or Commission to support the appeal request,

See dﬁdc\\aﬁ ,
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Section 1V. Reasons Supporting This Appeal

L THE PLAN 1S INCONSISTENT WITH THE COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA LCP AND THE
COASTALACT

The plan viclates Coastal Act policies $§30210 (coastal access and recreation) and $30213 (Lower Cost
Visitor and Recreational Facilities)

Policy 1-1 of the LCP incorporates by reference all provisions of the Act. Thus, a violation of any
provision of the Act is 3 per seq violation of the LCP.

Section 30210 of the Coastal Act states:

“In carrying out the requirement of Section 4 of Atticle X of the California Constitution,
maximum access... and recreational opportunities shall be provided for all the people...”

With regard to coastal access and recreational opportunities, the Plan’s explicitly stated goal is to:
"prioritize spaces for residents and customers through 3 residential permit parking program and
downtown parking meters.” (September 3, 2004 Staff Report [*Staff Report] p. 11). This goal casts
doubt upon the Plan's consistency with the LCP because it ignores the Act's stated mandate to provide
maximum access and recreational opportuntties “for all the people,” not just people who reside or
consume in the Isla Vista community. (MND p. 27).

The Plan actually seeks to deny maximum access and recreational opportunities to non-residential
coast-goers. (MND pp. 2,19). The Plan would eliminate all but 106 of the approximate 1530 spaces
currently available for people who access the coast. Instead, only residents of Isla Vista would be able to
use those 1394 parking spaces.? Thus, the Plan would reduce existing parking for coastal access and
recreation purposes in Isla Vista by at least 90%, resulting in reduced coastal access and recreational
oppottunities for people who do not reside in Isla Vista. In addition, the proposed 4-hour time limit
on the public spaces would not ensure that the spaces would be open for coastal access. Thus, the Plan
is-inconsistent with the LCP because it violates Section 30210 of the Act.

County Public Works states, “Isla Vista residents, surfers and beachgoers driving from outside locations
use the Camino Majorca access point.” (MND p. 16). While it may even be true that a majority of
residents, and non-residential sutfers and beachgoers use thé Camino Majorca access point, it does not
follow that all such people only use Camino Majorca, as the statement erroneously infers. On the

¥ According to the County’s own estimates, there are currently 3,000 parking spaces in Isla Vista. (MND p. 4) All
of these spaces are fies and all of the spaces are theoretically available for coastal access users at any given time,
Thete are approximately 5,500 people who reside in the community of 1sla Vista. (MND p. 3). Approximately 14%
of these residents park on the street. (MND p. 19). Thercfore, according to these figures, approximately 770 Isla
Vista residents park on the street. Additionally, approximatcly 700 non-resident UCSB students park in Isla Vista
during the day and walk or bike to campus. (MND p. 19). Therefore, according to these figures, 1sla Vista residents
and non-tesident UCSB students fll approximately 1470 of the total 3000 parking spaces at any given time during
the day. This leaves 2 total of 1530 parking spaces remaining for other uses. The County estimates that 86-96% of
the 3,000 parking spaces are 3t cipacity at all times (MND p. 19). Therefore, it is reasonable to assume that 86 -
96% of the remaining 1550 parking spaces (at least 1315 spaces) are actually utilized at any given time by those who

partake in coastal recreation and iccess related activitles. Raducing coastal access spaces from 1315 to 106 clearly
violates the Act. :

*
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contrary, it is very likely that residents and non-residents alike usc all of Isla Vista's coastal access points
at Jeast some of the time.

In reference to the dats used to determine parking counts along Camino Majorca, the MND states,
“the fourteen counts that weke taken indicate a wide range from 5 to 70 parked vehicles with typical
numbers ranging from 20-26 and an overall average of 30. Numbers exceeding 65 occurred once
during the sutvey times.” (MND p. 16).

First, it is worthwhile to note that the County surveyed parking counts between September 2003 and
Aptil 2004 only, and thus falled to survey parking patterns and numbets duting the busiest and most
popular times of the year for coastal access and recreation purposes — the summer months, Second,
Surfrider has provided testimony that at least 100 parking spaces are currently available along Camino
Majorca, with additional available spaces 3long residential streets adjacent to Camino Majorca. At
times, especially on weekends 3uting the high season, all of these spaces are filled. 1n sum, it appears
that the County’s data does not match the numbers observed by Surfrider’s niembers.

By removing at least 35 existing parking spaces along Camino Majotca and prohibiting parking on
adjacent residential streets, in conjunction with removal of most of the rest of the Isla Vista parking
spaces available for coastal access users, the Plan will undoubtedly have a significant impact on
recreational opportunities. As discussed below, this is truc despite the putpoited mitigation measures
ptoposed by the Plan.

In addition, there is no evidence that the 700 UCSB students who curtently patk on Isla Vista streets
actually use these spaces all day, every day of the week, including weekends, C(MND p. 20). In fact, it is
very likely that some of the spaces that these students use are freed up for cosstal access users at
different times of the day, especially on weekends when classes are not in session. Thus, the County's
conclusion that "[{lmplementation of the parking program would significantly reduce the estimated
700 3verage daily UCSB commuters and thereby free up more spaces for residents and reduce the need
to drive around in search of parking” may be a valid goal, but the County's solution essentially “throws
the baby out with the bathwater’ becuse it sacrifices important coastal access and recreational
opportunities which are otherwise guaranteed by the Act for “all the People.” There are other options
which could solve the problem, and the County should be required to explore them.

- Section 30213 of the Coastal Act states:

“Lower cost visitor and recrestional facilities shall be protected, encouraged, and where feasible,
provided.” -

County Public Works confirms that "there may be a limitation in the total number of on street
parking spaces available for coastal access” as a result of the Plan. (MND p. 17). Therefore, the Plan is
inconsistent with section 50215 because it fails to protect the existing lower cost visttot facilities - free
coastal access parking spaces. The fact that over 1,500 existing free parking spaces available for coastal
access and recreation would be removed by the Plan and not replaced with either free or low cost
parking spaces, clearly demonstrates the Plan‘s inconsistency with this policy of the LCP.

The County acknowledges that an unknown number of people who are unable to obtain 3 residential
permit (such as UCSB students) may park in the only free public parking area along Camino Majorca,
which could "potentially” create a shortage of coastal access parking. (MND pp. 16-17). The County
suggests that this negative impact would be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the
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implementation of specified mitigation measures. (MND p.17) However, an analysis of these
mitigation measures suggests such a canclusion Is unsupported by the record.

The proposed mitigation measures contemplate “a monitoting system” which will evaluate the need for
“metered and/or permit systern if the occupancy rates of the coastal access spaces exceed 90% on 3 or
more days per month.* (MND p.17) “This monitoring program will ensute that 3 less than 90%
oceupancy rate (95 vehicles) in designated coastal access parking areas will be maintained...” (MND p.
17). However, County Public Wotks does not explain how the monitering program will ensure this.
Furthermore, it is entirely unclear how a “metered and/or permit system” will actually prevent the use
of coastal access parking spaces by non-coastal access users. For example, a L/CSR student who parks
along Camino Majorca and walks or bikes to campus could put money in a meter or obtain a permit
for coastal access just as easily a5 2 bona fide coastal access user.

Without an explanation as to how metered or permit parking would prevent non-coastal access users
from using the limited free coastal access parking spaces, it is impossible to determine the feasibility and
efficacy of the mitigation measures. On the ather hand, it is reasonable to assume that despite metered
or permit parking for these same spaces at some paint in the future, UCSB students will continue to use
the only spaces intended for coastal access for school parking instead. Such is not the case now, where
students use about 700 existing spaces for school parking and where hundreds more spaces are filled by
coastal access and recreational users. '

Furthermore, any metering program proposed by the Plan would potentially conflict with section
30213. Currently, visitors to Isla Vista beaches enjoy free recteational facllitics; parking meters would
not “protect” this low cost activity as required by this provision. The LCP acknowledges this by stating
*fees may present batriers to use of public beaches by persons of low and moderate income.” LGP §
3.7.3. The Plan does hot consider nor analyze the impacts of the proposed fees to the use of public
beaches by persons of low and moderate income. Thus, without such an analysis, it is impossible to
determine what, if any, mitigation measures could be imposed to ensure any metering program would
not rendet the Plan inconsistent with the LCP.

The plan violates Coastal Act policy §30212.5 (public facilities; distribution), which states:

“Wherever appropriate and feasible, public facilities, including parking areas or facilities, shall be
distributed throughout an area so as to mitigate aqainst the impacts, social or otherwise, of
overcrowding or overuse by the public of any single area.”

The Plan is inconsistent with section 30212.5 because It seeks to place almost all coastal access parking
atthe end of Camino Marjorca, thereby failing to distribute parking areas throughout “an area® so asto
mitigate the impacts caused by overcrowding or overuse by the public of the western-most end of isla’
Vista. The Plan contemplates concentrating 61%* of all coastal access parking spaces along one
roadway, which will result in increased intensity of use by drivers seeking to access the coast, thereby
increasing both environmental and social impacts upon this one single area.

Contrary to the finding that the Plan will not result in a concentration of population (MND p. 13), the
record demonstrates that the Plan will result In a substantial concentration of coastal access-related
parking and population along one toad way, Camino Majorca, There appear to be no facts in the
record which support the County’s finding that this aspect of the Plan will not result in 3 concentration

2 65 out of 106 total coastal recreation-related spaces provided by the Plan
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of population and related impacts that could otherwise be mitigated by distributing coastal access
parking areas and facilities throughout Isla Vista.

In fact, it is very likely that by removing the thousand-plus free coastal access parking spaces in Isla
Vista, the Plan will result in 3 concentration of population not only along Camino Majorca, but also at
other beaches in the County, such a5 Goleta to the south. This potential has not been discussed or
analyzed by the Plan’s drafters Such indirect and cumulative impacts must be addressed in the
environmental document,

i THE MND 1S INADEQUATE AND THEREFORE VIOLATES CEQA

The environmental document is inadequate on two major grounds. First, in vatious sections, the MND
contains erroneous information and fails to provide evidence in support of its conclusions. These
sections include Land Use, Recreation, and Transportation/Circulation. Second, because the evidence
in the record suggests that the project may have a significant effect on the environment, an
Envitonmental Impact Report, rather than an MND, should be prepared.

A) 411 Land Use (MND pp, 13-14)

Contrary to the MND's finding, the proposed Plan conflicts with an “applicable land use plan, policy or
regulation of an agency with Jurisdiction over the project...” (4.11(b)). The MND states, “the project is
consistent with all coastal act policies relating to coastal access and recreation.” (p.15). However, as
discussed more fully above, the Plan conflicts with the County’s LCP in 2 number of important ways.
Therefore, because the Plan is inconsistent with the LCP, preparation of an EIR is required

B) 414 Recreation (MND pp. 15 ~18)

Contrary to the MND's finding of no significant impact, the Plan would have 3 “substantial impact on
the quality or quantity of existing recreational opportunities...” (4.14(c)). By decteasing the number of
existing parking spaces cutrently available for coastal access and recreational users as discussed above, -
the Plan would itnpact the quantity of exlsting recreational opportunities by 3t least 90%. The

proposed mitigation measutes do not reduce this significant impact to a level of insignificance because
evidence in the record, taken as 3 whole, does not support the conclusion that the mitigation measures
are feasible,

1) (nefficacy and Infeasibility of Mitigation Measures

The MND states that an unknown number of people who are unable to obtain 3 residential permit
(such as UCSB students) may park in the only free public parking area along Camino Majorca, which
could potentially create a shortage of coastal access patking. (pp. 16-17). The MND acknowledges that
this is considered a patentially significant impact. (p. 17). The MND then concludes that this
potentially significant impact will be reduced to a level of insignificance with the implementation of
specified mitigation measures. However, an analysis of these mitigation measures suggests such a
conclusion is unsupportable by the record.

The proposed related mitigation measures contemplate “3 monitoring system” which will evaluate the
need for *metered and/or permit system if the occupancy rates of the coastal access spaces exceed 90%
on 3 or mote days per month.’ (p.17) The MND furthcr states that “[t1his monitoring program will
ensure that a less than 90% occupancy rate (59 vehicles) in designated coastal access parking arcas will
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be maintained...” (p.17). However, the MND does not explain how the monitoring program will
ensure this. Furthermore, it is entirely unclear how 3 “metered and/or permit system” will actually
prevent the use of coastal access parking spaces by non-~coastal access users. For example, 2 UCSB
student who parks along Camino Majorca and walks or bikes to campus coukl put money in a meter or
obtain 3 permit for coastal accass just as easily 25 3 bona fide coastal access user.

Without an explanation as to how metered or permit parking would prevent non-coastal access users
from using the limited free coastal access parking spaces, It is impossible to determine the feasibility and
efficacy of the mitigation measures. In other words, the MND's bald assertion that the proposed
monitoring system and metered and/or permit system will mitigate significant impacts, does not make
ft so.

2) .lnsuﬁ':iciency of data and lack of evidence to support stated conclusions

The MND states, "the four castern access points are used primarily by local residents rather than outside
users driving from distant locations.” (p. 16). There is no evidence to support: this contention.

The MND states, *Isla Vista residents, surfers and beachgoers driving from outside locations use the
Camino Majorca access point.” (p.16). There is no evidence to support this contention. While it may
even be true that a majority of residents, and non-residential surfers and beachgoers use the Camino
Majorca access point, it does not follow that all such people on/y use Camino Majorca, as the MND's
statement etroneously suggests. On the contrary, it is very likely that residents and non-residents
alike use all of Isla Vista's coastal access points at least some of the time. By removing coastal access
patking spaces from almost all but one limited area of Isla Vista, the project will impact recreational
opportunities and coastal access at other points along Isla Vista's beaches. This potential has not been
addressed in the environmental document. :

Q 415 Transportation/Circulation (MND pp. 18-20)

The MND concludes that the Plan will not have a significant impact on existing parking Bacilities.
(4.15(b), p.18). As discussed more fully above, this conclusion is not supported by the evidence in the
record. '
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January 7, 2005
Via Facsimile 641 1732

Chair Meg Caldwell
California Coastal Commissioners

Cee . armaes

California Coastal Commission ' EXHIBIT 10

89 South California Stree(, Suite 200 A-4-STB-0

Ventura, California 93001 -04-124
Letter from UCSB

Re:  Tsla Vista Parking Permit Program [iated 1/7/05

(Appeal #A-4-STB-04-124)
Chair Caldwell and Commissionets:

The University wishes to express its oppositon to the staff recommendation that the Isla Vista Parking
Program presents a substantial issue regarding consistency with the Local Coastal Program (LCP) or
California Coastal Act. While the University believes a parking program is needed in the community
adjacent to the University, these comments are confined to the substantial issue determination, not the
merits of the Program.

Commission staff telies on two general observations to conclude that the Program taises substantial issucs.
First, the availability of coastal access parkiog in the community goes from a current supply of abouot 3,000
spaces to approximately 106 spaces, ot an appatent teduction of nearly 2,900 spaces. Sceondly, staff argues
that testrictions on the time and use of the patking spaces substantially lessens coastal access opportunities

because the spaces would not be available to people at the time and in the manner they desite ta visit the
Coast. : C :

A brief visit to 1sla Vista will confirm as many studies have documented that there may indeed be 3,000 on-
street parking spaces, but these spaces occupied by residents, commuters, and visitors at such extraordinarily
high rates therc are very few, and in many places no parking spaces available for those wishing to visit the
Coast. The Program does not raise a substantial issue regarding coastal access because it provides 106
designated spuces in a dense tesidential community where not a single coastal access space is cutrently
designated and so few spaces ate effectively available for coastal use.

The Program also cannot logically raise a substantial issue regarding LCP or Coastal Act consistency because
of time and usc restrictions because these restriclions ate similar, and in some cases identical, to the same
restrictions the Commission itself imposes to assute Caastal Act consistency when approving other
programas and developments in the same atea. For cxample it is difficult for us to understand why

restrictions, such as 4-hour time limits or parking meters, are requited by Commission condition for the -
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University’s parldng program to be found consistent with the Coastal Act, but when the adjacent jurisdiction
proposes the same requirement for the same reasons it is a substantial issue.

Simply stated, the streets of Isla Vista are choked with parked cars and the parking Program is a necessaty
first step, not a substantial issue in establishing a maoagement scheme that will protect this importtant
community and coastal resource. Over the course of the many workshops, meetings, and heatings on this
Program we have come to well understand the objections of some residents and uscrs to having to pay for
patling that otherwisce has been free, their desire to reduce the costs, move the parking to other locations,
expand or contract the number of spaces, change the restrictions in some way, or otherwise redraft the
details of the patking program more suitable to their interests. However important these issues may be, they

-do not constitute substantial issucs with regard to the Program’s consistency with applicable policies of the

LCP or Coastal Act. Instead of being substantial coastal issues these are the derailed, management issucs
that any parking program must consider and modify as conditions and information changes duting Program
implementation. ’

What is distinguishable about the coastal parking issues before you from many of the other parking
ptograms the Commission has considered over the years is the community’s and County of Santa Barbara’s
intent to craft a parking Program that increases, not recuces, the amount of on-street patking and coastal
access. This is not an all-to-typical residential parking program that sccks to restrict parking from outsiders,
keep peaple away from their neighbothoods, increase property values, or retain parking for the exclusive use
and enjoyment of the residents,

‘The University has worked closcly with the community of Isla Vista and the County of Sanra Barbara to
assure that we comptchensively address our parking needs and reduce the conflicts that sometimes arise
when different jutisdictions appsroach problems from their own points of view. While the patking Program
is less than perfect it also contains many elements of the University’s program that have not resulted in
substantial issues regarding LCP ot Coastal Act consistency, and allows a mote integrated approach to a
cross-jutisdictional problem. '

We also note the appellants suggest an alterpative parking program including “new coastal access parking on
adjacent Univessity~-owned land at the Coal Oil Point Natutal Reserve.” ‘Lhe Commission certified 1990
Long Range Development Plan does not provide for public parking next to the Reserve. However, the
University has recently proposed s project being currently being reviewed by Commission staff to provide
20-public parking spaces near Coal Qil Point, not within the Reserve, and a 20-space lot along Camino
Majorea in Tsla Visa. Should the Commission not wish to increase public parking near the Resesve, the
University is altemnately proposing a new 40-public patking space lot along Camino Majorca at the boundary
between the University and Tsla Vista. More correctly the staff Report should refer to Isla Vista beiog
adjacent to the University not to the Coal Ol Point Reserve.

251,
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Tor the ahove reasons the University suppotts the Isla Vista Parking Permit Program and rccommends
that the Commission find that no substantial issue exists regarding the Program’s consistency with the
LCP or California Coastal Act.

Sincceely,

/ }\ ?/7"( M;ZZI—VL/ A SRL NN W

< John M. Wicmamn ) Donna Carpenter
Vice Chancellor Acting Vice Chancellor
Institurional Advancement Administrative Services
cc: Marc Fisher, Associate Viee Chancellor, Campus Design 8 Facilitics

Steve Hudson, Manager, Squth Central Coast District

Tom Rubetts, Ditector, 'L'tanspotration and Parking Services
"I'ye Simpson, Ditector, Campus Planning and Design

Gary 'Vimm, Deputy Ditector, South Central Coast District
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Bryan Brown

Kelly Burns

Diane Conn

Alisha Dahlstrom
Logan Green

Staff

~ Derek Johnson
General Manager

Angela Kamm
Executive Secretary

Jeffrey Yolles
Bookkeeper

Enid Osborn
Board Secretary

Anne E. Aziz
Rec. Coordinator

Jay Scheidemen
Grounds Supervisor
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A RECREATION & PARK DISTRICT

!{ﬁl EMBARCADERD DEL. MAR ISLA VISTA,EA 3317
T e www.ivparks.org 805-868-2017 FAX 968-2829
January 10, 2005

Chair Meg Caldwell

California Coastal Commissioners
California Coastal Commission

89 South California Street, Suite 200

Ventura, California 93001 EXHIBIT 11

A-4-STB-04-124

Transmitted by fax: 805-671-1732
. Letter from Isla Vista
Recreation and Park

Re:  Isla Vista Parking Permit Program District dated 1/10/05

(Appeal #A-4-04-124)
Chair Caldwell and Commissioners:

The Isla Vista Recreation and Park District is a co-partner with the County of Santa
Barbara and the University of California, Santa Barbara in the Isla Vista Master Plan
Process, which strives to make Isla Vista a safer and more functional community. The Isla
Vista Parking Permit Program (IVPPP) is a very important component of this plan, and is
focused on the public health and safety of Isla Vista residents. We concur with the letter
from UCSB, and want to emphasize that this program is providing coastal access spaces,
not taking them away, and that his program is necessary so that people that live and visit
here can walk, bike, drive and park safely. Right now that is not the case.

- In examining other coastal parking programs that are consistent with the Coastal Act ora

local LCP, specifically restrictions at UCSB or at east and west beach in the City of Santa
Barbara, the restﬁctions are more stringent than proposed by the IVPPP, and include paid
parking. The remote parking lot that the Commission approved for the UCSB San Rafael
project has exacerbated the parking problem in IV, because dormitory residents park in the
east end of IV, instead of the lot located over a mile away. You can drive for 20-30
minutes searching for a parking space at 11 pm at night in IV — a half-mile square
community. We have a huge problem. The problem did not appear overnight but over
years of projects being approved on campus and in Isla Vista with inadequate parking and
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high UCSB parking fees that make free parking in Isla Vista very attractive. Furthermore,
we are unaware of any other jurisdiction that was required to process an LCP amendment
for a parking program.

The commission’s staff seems to echo Santa Barbara Surfrider’s claim that there are 3,000
parking spaces available for coastal access parking. This analysis has been based on the
footnote by Sabrina Venskus', in a letter from her on 9/13/04 to Santa Barbara County
Zoning Administrator. However, this analysis misstates the Mitigated Negative
Declaration and is misleading, because it assumes a population of 5,500, when the last
census counted 18,500. As you see below, when calculated correctly, there is a deficit of
290 parking spaces. The IVPPP provides 106 coastal access parking spaces, despite this
deficit, distributed to reflect where people currently park for coastal access, at the west end.
The western end of Isla Vista has the most spaces and is the gateway to Sands Beach,
providing access for surfers to a number of surf breaks. When considering the current
situation, where cars are parked over sidewalks, on lawns, on corners, making it difficult to
use the sidewalks and to see into intersections, 106 spaces is very generous and, more
important, provides adequate coastal access. No one has asserted that the number of spaces
is inadequate.

Surfrider calculation
14%* of 5,500 = 770 + 700 = 1,470 — 3,000 = 1,530 spaces, 4-14% = 1,315 utilized for
coastal access (100% - 86% = 14%*)

Calculation with correct population
14% of 18,500 = 2,590 -+ 700 = 3290 — 3,000 = [290] deficit of on-street parking spaces,
NO spaces used for coastal access

! According to the County’s own estimates, there are currently 3,000 parking spaces in Isla Vista. (MND p.
4) All of-these spaces are free and all of the spaces are theoretically available for coastal access users at any
given time. There are approximately 5,500 people who reside in the community of Isla Vista. (MND p. 3).
Approximately 14% of these residents park on the street. (MND p. 19). Therefore, according to these
figures, approximately 770 Isla Vista residents park on the street. Additionally, approximately 700 non-
resident UCSB students park in Isla Vista during the day and walk or bike to campus. (MND p. 19).
Therefore, according to these figures, Isla Vista residents and non-resident UCSB students fill approximately
1,470 of the total 3,000 parking spaces at any given time during the day. This leaves a total of 1,530 parking
spaces remaining for other uses. The County estimates that 86-96% of the 3,000 parking spaces are at
capacity at all times (MND p. 19). Therefore, it is reasonable to assume that 86 -96% of the remaining 1530
parking spaces (at least 1,315 spaces) are actually utilized at any given time by those who partake in coastal
rAecreation and access related activities. Reducing coastal access spaces from 1,315 to 106 clearly violates the
ct.

IVRPD to CCC re ivpp 050110 002 2 1/10/2005
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We request that the Commission NOT find that a substantial issue exists for the reasons we
have stated. If the Commission wishes to consider the program and require modifications,
this could be done through the appeal of the Coastal Development permit. While this would
delay the project, it would not have the burdensome and unprecedented implications of an
LCP amendment and still accomplish the same goals. The parking program is a
cornerstone to redeveloping the Isla Vista Community. Without redevelopment, Isla Vista
will continue to be a blighted community. We sincerely appreciate your consideration of
our comments. '

Respectfully submitted,

J%*Z’W/a%:%

Logan Green

Chairperson

Board of Directors

Isla Vista Recreation and Park District

IVRPD to CCC re ivpp 050110 002 3 1/102005
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Surfrider Foundation.

Santa Barbara Chapter
(805)899-BLUE(2583)

March 7, 2005

Brooks Firestone,

Third District Supervisor
105 East Anapamu Street
Santa Barbara, CA 93101

Re: Isla Vista Parking Program

£ALUFORNIA
COASTAL COMMISSION
SOt ITH CENTRAL CQAST DISTRICT

Dear Supervisor Firestone,

As you know, the Santa Barbara Chapter of the Surfrider Foundation has opposed the Isla Vista Parking
Program because of the program's significant adverse impact on public parking for coastal access, and we
successfully appealed the board of supervisors' approval of the program to the California Coastal
Commission.

Prior to the Supervisors' approval of the parking program, our chapter offered a compromise, in which we
proposed that the County implement those parts of the program that would not impact coastal access
parking, including improved mass transit, storage parking, car sharing, as well as improved enforcement
of the currently existing parking regulations. This compromise offer was made to County staff ata
mediation session , to Supervisor Marshall in an office meeting, and to the Board of Supervisors at a public
hearing.

Since the filing of our appeal with the Coastal Commissian, our chapter has decided to offer an additional
compromise, which involves modifying the parking program so that the permit system would apply only
between the hours of 10 P.M. and 5 A.M. Although this proposal would eliminate coastal access parking
at night, it would not impact coastal access parking during the day, when it is most needed. The proposal
would have the following additional advantages:

1. It would address the parking problem at night, when it is at its worst, and when it is difficult for L.V.
residents returning to 1.V. at night to find parking spaces close to their residences.

2. It would prevent UCSB dormitory residents from using the streets of Isla Vista as a free parking lot.

3. It would eliminate the current problem of party-goers driving into I.V. on Friday and Saturday nights
and parking in the single-family home area at the west end of I.V., where residents are sometimes
disturbed in the middle of the night when the partiers return to their cars.

The Santa Barbara Chapter of Surfrider hopes that you will consider our proposal, and we would welcome
an opportunity in the near future to meet with you to discuss this proposal and any other alternatives to
the parking program as currently proposed. Feel free to contact me at 805.564.6747 or
sbsurfgirl@hotmail.com.

Sincerely,

Kara Kemmler
Chair

Surfrider Foundation, Santa Barbara Chapter EXHIBIT -12
A-4-STB-04-124
cc: Jack Ainsworth, California Coastal Commission Letter from Surfrider
John McGinnis, County Public Works dated 3/7/05

The Surfrider Foundation is a non-profit grassroots organization dedicated to the protection and preservation of our world’s oceans, waves and beaches.
Founded in 1984 by a handful of visionary sutfers, the Foundation now maintains over 40, 000 members and 60 chapters across the United States and
Puerto Rico, with international affiliates in Australia, Europe, Japan and Brazil. '

P.O Box 21703 Santa Barbara, California 93121-1703
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Isla Vista Parking
Camino Majorca Coastal Access Parking Counts

May, 2004
(Updated September 20, 2004)

Santa Barbara County Public Works Department staff conducted visual parking counts
to determine the number of vehicles parking along Camino Majorca and adjacent side
streets for coastal access at the western edge of Isla Vista. This parking area is used to
access Isla Vista Beach as well as Coal Oil Point and Sands beach approximately %
mile to the west. Counts were taken all days of the wesk, primarily betwesn the hours of
3 p.m. and 7 p.m. beginning in September 2003. All vehicles parked in the dirt area
along the west side of Camino Majorca and along the curb cn the east side of Camino
Majorca betwsen Del Playa and Pasado Road were counted. Vehicles on the western
ends of Del Playa and Sabado Tarde Roads were also included in the counts up to ths
point where there was a substantial distance betwsen coastal access parkers and the
next parked car. Table 1 summarizes these counts.’

Table 1
Camino Majorca Coastal Access Parking Counts

Sunday 9/28/03 | 4:00 p.m 23
Friday 10/03/03 | 7:00 p.m. 22
Saturday 10/04/03 | 3:00 p.m 47
Friday 3/19/04 | 5:00 p.m. 5
| Saturday 3/20/04 | 10:30 am. 9

Saturday 3/20/04 | 5:15 p.m. 15
Sunday 3/21/04 | 5:00 p.m. 21
‘Wednesday | 3/31/04 | 5:40 p.m. 70
‘Thursday 4/01/04 | 3:30 p.m. 20
Friday .| 4/02/04 | 4:30 p.m. 62
Saturday 4/03/04 ] 5:30 p.m. 26
Wednesday | 4/07/04 | 4:00 p.m. 23
Saturday 4/10/04 | 4:30 p.m. 37
Sunday 4/11/04 | 5:00 p.m. 20
Monday 4/12/04 | 7:30 am S

wn

Sunday 4/18/04 | €:00 p.m.

Tuesday | 4/20004 |530pm. | 17

Saturday 4/24/04 | 5:30 p.m. 27 XHIBIT 13

Sunday 4/25/04 | 5:00 p.m. 30 ‘—i 4-STB-04-124

Monday 4/26/04 | 6:15 p.m. 18 tvy Parking
Camino Majorca Parking Survey L .| Gounty f Caman
May 17, 2004 (Updated September 20, 2004) » Survey 0O o
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Saturday 5/01/04 | 5:30 p.m. 10
Sunday 5/02/04 | 7.00 p.m. 32
Tuesday 5/04/04 | 6:45 p.m. 37

| Wednesday | 5/05/04 | 6:15P.M. 29

| Sunday 5/16/04 | 4:30 p.m. 38
Sunday 5/23/04 | 6:00 p.m. 16
Tuesday 3/25/04 | 4:45 p.m. 4
Saturday 5/29/04 | 4:45 p.m. 35
Sunday 5/30/04 | 12:30 p.m. 30
Sunday 5/30/04 | 6:43 p.m. 38
Monday 5/31/04
(Memorial
Day) 11:00 a.m. 27
Monday . | 5/31/04 ’
(Memorial :
Day) 4:00 p.m. 75
Saturday 7/24/04 | 5:30 p.m. 33
Monday 8/02/04 | 5:00 p.m. 13
Tuesday 8/03/04 | 6:00 p.m. 7 “)
Saturday §/07/04 | 5:00 p.m. 27 g
Sunday §/08/04 | 12:00 p.m. S
Monday 8/09/04 | 12:00 p.m. 7
Tuesday 8/10/04 | 1:00 p.m. 1
Tuesday 8/10/04 | 5:45 p.m. 15
Friday 8/13/04 | 4.00 p.m. 10
Saturday 8/14/04 | 2:30 p.m. 11
Sunday 8/15/04 | 2:00 p.m. - 20
Saturday 8/21/04 | 4:00 p.m. 7
Monday 9/06/04 ’
(Labor
Day) . 12:30 p.m. 23
Monday 9/06/04 .
(Labor :
Day) 6:30 p.m. 27
Saturday 9/11/04 | 3:30 p.m. 29
")

Camino Majorca Parking Survey ,
May 17, 2004 (Updated September 20, 2004)
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. determined. However, the-actual count of parked cars in Isla Vista totaled 3,00

Isla Vista Parking — On Street Parking Occupancy Survey

Parking Survey: ) - ) . ,
County Traffic staff conducted a detailed on-slreet parking study to determine localion of current on-street curb availabilily including

driveways, red curb, bus zones, fire hydrants, sight visibility and other parking restrictions, summer and fall of 2003. Ulilizing County

standards of 22 feet per parking space mid block and 18 feet if at end of street approximately 2,684 on-street parking spaces at were
0 (legally) parked cars. The additional 316 spaces

occur as typically Isla Vista cars are parked closer together than the 22 feet for County standards, allowing the maximum available

parking.

Occupancy Survey:

Total on-street cars were counted for a preliminary check and verification of the 3,000 available on-street spaces.

Qccupancy counts were conducted for various day and evening lime periods as follows:

9:00 am - 1:00 pm ‘Tuesday 9/30
10:00 am - 12:30 pm Wednesday 10/01
1:30 pm - 4:00 pm Thursday 10/02-
6:22 pm - 8:00 pm Thursday 10/02
10:00 pm - 11:30 pm Friday 10/03
8:00 pm - 9:30 pm Friday 10/10

Occupancy rates were found to be 86% to 96% parked.

-BISIA eS| jo Ka)uhs

YZL-v0-91St-v

vl 1igIHX3

Parking Survey: Counly of Sarita Barbara Public Works Traffic Section:

Prepared by Parking Cc inator: 5/17/2004  Page 1 of 10
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Isla Vista On-Street Parking Occupancy Study

9/30/03 .9:00 am — 1:00 pm Berkshire Ter 34
El Colegio 32 3
Cervantes 96 1
El Greco 114
Picasso Rd 164 4
Segovia 121 2
Abrego 167 9 2
Estero Rd 36 17
Cordoba 114 1
Pardall Rd 31 5 6
Madrid 57 3 2
Seville 64 1
Trigo 79 5
Sueno Rd 180 28 2
Forluna Rd 37 36
Fortuna Ln 21 14 12
Pasado 156 78 12
.Sabado Tarde 283 45 9
E | Nino Ln 38 4 1
Del Playa Dr 271 46 10
Emb. Del Norte 64
Emb. Del Mar 57
Camino Pescadero 136 ) 2
Camino Del Sur 109 26 2
Camino Corlo 86 33 1
Camino Lindo 37 2
Camino Majorca 3 20

llegal on-street: red zone, blocking driveway, on sidewalk, double parked, bus zone, posted 1o parking, fire lane

lllegal off-street: parked on tree roots, grass or blocking sidewalk
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10/01/03 10:00 am —12:30 pm
: ' Parked cars not counted
, El Colegio 35
10:00 Cervantes 5
10:01 El Greco 5
110:04 Picasso Rd 5
10:08 Segovia 9
10:14 Abrego 0
10:16 Estero Rd 1
10:13- Cordoba 3
10:24 Pardall Rd 5
10:26 Madrid 4
10:27 Seville 7
10:29 Trigo 21
10:20 Sueno Rd 7
10:54 Forluna Rd 16
10:56 Forluna Ln 4
10:48 Pasado 38
10:35 Sahado Tarde 17
El Nino Ln
11:14 Del Playa Dr 25
10:35 Emb. Del Norte 13
Emb. Del Mar
11:15 Camino Pescadero 3
: >amino Del Sur
Camino Corto
10:54 Camino Lindo 13
10:47 Camino Majorca 16

“ lllegal on-streel: red zone, blocking driveway, on sidewalk, double parked, bus zone, posted no parking, fire lane
"agal off-street: parked on tree roots, grass or blocking sidew-
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10/02/03 1:30 pm — 4:00 pm Parked cars not counted

3:38 El Colegio 7
1:47 Cervanles 4
1:53 El Greco 4
1:57 Picasso Rd 2
2:01 Segovia 3
3:14 Abreqo 6
3:12 Estero Rd 11
2:07 Cordoba 1
2:14 JPardall Rd 7 2
2:10 Madrid 2
2:18 Seville 3
2:20 Trigo 55 1
2:59 Sueno Rd 23 2
3:05 Fortuna Rd 23
3.08 Fortuna Ln 11
2:53 Pasado 57 3
2:30 Sabado Tarde 45 3
2:32 E 1 Nino Ln 0
2:35 Del Playa Dr 61 10
2:25 Emb. Del Norle 13
2:23 Emb. Del Mar 6
3:17 Camino Pescadero 18

Camino Del Sur 0
3:10 Camino Corto 41
3:04 Camino Lindo 10
2:51 Camino Majorca 20

21

lllegal on-street: red zone, blocking driveway, on sidewalk, double parked, bus zone, posted no parking, fire lane

lllegal off-street: parked on tree roots, grass or blocking sidewalk
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10/02/03 6:22 pm - 8:00 pm Parked cars not counted

' El Colegio 5
Cervantes 4
El Greco 4
Picasso Rd 9
Segovia 9
Abrego 3 4
Estero Rd 3 Couch!
Cordoba 10
Pardall Rd 10
Madrid 3 2
Seville 1
Trigo 41 1
Sueno Rd 15
Fortuna Rd ' 23
Fortuna Ln 13
Pasado ’ : 68
Sabado Tarde _ 41 1
E I Nino Ln : 0
Del Playa Dr 46
Emb. Del Norte 12 2
Emb. Del Mar 7 2
Camino Pescadero 8
Camino Del Sur 0
Camino Corlo 18
Camino Lindo 29

lllegal on-street:
"~gail off-street:

red zone, blocking driveway, on sidewalk, double parked, bus zone, posted no parking, fire lane
parked on tree roots, graiss or blocking sidew’
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Camino Majorca

10/03/03

Lo
10:0 pm - 11:30 pm

Parked cars not counted

El Colegio

Cervantes

izl Greco

Picasso Rd

Segovia

Abrego

Estero Rd

Cordoba

Pardall Rd

Madrid

Seville

Trigo

Sueno Rd

Forluna Rd

Fortuna Ln

Pasado

Sabado Tarde

E 1 Nino Ln

Del Playa Dr

Emb. Del Norte

Emb. Del Mar

Camino Pescadero

Camino Del Sur

ocloio|lolojoiNlgjolicw|N|W|O|@ININ|OININ | O]

lllegal on-street: red zone, blocking driveway, on sidewalk, double parked, bus zone, posted no parking, fire lane
lllegal off-street: parked on tree roots, grass or blocking sidewalk




lllegal on-street: red zone, blocking driveway, on sidewalk, double parked, bus zone, posted no parking, fire lane

Camino Corto 4
Camino Lindo 13
Camino Majorca 11

10/10/03

8:00 pm — 9:30 pm

Partial Count: Cammo Corto and eas.t

El Colegio

Cervantes

El Greco

Picasso Rd

Segovia

Abrego

Ql=lolw i

Estero Rd

Cordoba

Pardall Rd

Madrid

Seville

Trigo

O[O~

Sueno Rd

26

_a.NIM_L

Fortuna Rd

Fortuna Ln

Pasado

Sabado Tarde

E I Nino Ln

Del Playa Dr

Emb Del Norle

6

Emb Del Mar

4

lllegal off-slreet: parked on tree roots, grass or blocking sidewe

~,/'
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Camino Pescadero

1
Camino Del Sur 5
Camino Corto 22

Camino Lindo

Camino Majorca

Commercial Zon

09/30/03

North

Pardall Road Commercial Zone
Campus Terminus — Camino
Pescadero

T

East

Embarcadero Del Norte
Pardall to El Embarcadero

West

Embarcadero Del Mar
Pardall to =l Embarcadero

Nor_th

Trigo Rd
Camino Pescadero to
Embarcadero Del Norte

18

South

Trigo Rd
Camino Pescadero to
Embarcadero Del Norte

17

North

Seville
Embarcadero Del Mar io
Embarcadero Del Norte

South

Seville
Embarcadero Del Mar to
Embarcadero Del Norte

lllegal on-street: red zone, blocking driveway, on sidewalk, double parked, bus zone, posted no parking, fire lane
llegal off-street: parked on lree roots, grass or blocking sidewalk '
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Camino Pescadero to
Embarcadero Del Norle

North 15
Camino Pescadero to
Embarcadero Del Norte

South { Madrid 14

TOTALS

IV Occupancy Rate Survey. On Street Parking:
September / October 2003
Conducted by: County of Santa Barbara, Traffic Section

SUMMARY

Isla Vista Community

9:00 am -12:30 pm

09/30/03 2,587 86% - 413 14% 54

10/01/03 | 10:00 am -12:30 pm 2,773 92% 227 8% 45

10/02/03 1:00 pm - 3:45 pm 2,667 86% 433 14% 21

10/02/03 | 6:00 pm - 8:00 pm . 2,601 87% 399 13% 13

10/03/03 | 10:00 pm -11:30pm 2,872 96% 128 4% 16
Potential Metered Area

9/30/03 : '

Ilegal on-sireel: red zone, blocking driveway, on sidewalk, double parked, bus zone, posted no parking, fire lane
Megal off-street: parked on tree roots, grass or blocking sidew

~




Follow — Up R1 Zone B December 2003
Single Family Residential Zone: Mid morning - weekday

12103 amino Lindo Del Playa Dr - Fortuna Road ] 31 27 58
‘ Sabado Tarde Camino Majorca — Camino Corlo 14 15 29
Trigo Camino Majorca — Camino Corto 43 23 66
Pasado Rd Camino Majorca — Camino Corto 14 43 57
Fortuna Rd W. Terminus — Camino Corto 35 28 63
Fortuna Ln N. Terminus — Fortuna rd 21 14 35
Camino Corlo Fartuna Rd — Del Playa : 32 9 M
Del Playa Dr Camino Majorca - Camino Corlto 21 43 64
Camino Majorca Pasado Rd — Del Playa Dr .7 17 24
TOTALS

lilegal on-street: red zone, blocking driveway, on sidewalk, double parked, bus zone, posted no parking, fire lane
liegal off-street: parked on tree roots; grass or blocking sidewalk







