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DATE: September 17, 2009 

TO: Mission Canyon Planning Advisory Committee Members 

FROM: Peter Imhof, Supervising Planner 
Rosie Dyste, Senior Planner 
 

cc: Vicki Parker, Deputy Director 

SUBJECT: September 23, 2009 MCPAC Meeting Materials 

 
Staff has compiled a packet of materials for your review in preparation for the meeting 
on September 23, 2009.  The following attachments are submitted for your review.    
 

1. Meeting Agenda 
2. July  22, 2009 Draft Meeting Minutes 
3. Residential Parking Strategy Subcommittee Meeting Notes 
4. Residential Parking Strategy Subcommittee Parking Policy Recommendations 
5. Parking Survey Methodology and Map 
6. Right-of-way and Road Width Maps 
7. Road Width Measurements 
8. Existing No Parking Zones Table and Map 
9. County Public Works Encroachment Permit Policies 

 
Meeting Agenda for September 23 (Attachment 1) 
 
Agenda Item 4a:  Minutes (Attachment 2) 
 
The draft minutes from the meeting of July 22, 2009 are included for your review.   
 
Agenda Item 5:  Residential Parking Strategy.   
 
Background:   
 
The Draft Mission Canyon Community Plan includes Action CIRC-MC-3.2 directing the 
Office of Long Range Planning to work with Public Works, County Fire Department and 
area residents to develop a residential parking strategy for areas of Mission Canyon 
where traffic flow is constrained due to on-street parking on narrow streets.  The stated 
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purpose was to ensure safe ingress and egress within a very high fire hazard area.  The 
Board of Supervisors approved funding for this project in Long Range Planning’s 2008-
2009 work program.   
 
The first project task was a community survey to solicit input on circulation and parking 
options and issues, followed by a community meeting in April 2009 to generate input 
from residents on the problem areas in Mission Canyon as well as ideas for solutions. At 
a subsequent meeting in July,  the MCPAC met to appoint a Residential Parking Strategy 
Subcommittee (hereafter referred to as Subcommittee), which was tasked with 
developing parking strategy recommendations for review by the full MCPAC.  Also 
discussed were minimum road widths and safety standards and the potential effect on 
the availability of public parking.   
 
Current Status: 

 
Chair Ray Smith will begin the meeting by bringing the MCPAC up-to-date with the 
Subcommittee’s discussions, analysis and resulting recommendations, with the goal of 
achieving MCPAC’s consensus on the recommendation.  Subcommittee member 
Barbara Lindemann will summarize the Subcommittee meeting notes.   

 
Subcommittee Meeting Summaries (Attachment 3) 
 
Since July, the Subcommittee has met 4 times.  Meeting topics included: 

• approving a subcommittee charter; 
•  reviewing data and maps; 
•  recommendations for additional data gathering; and  
• drafting parking policy recommendations.   

 
Parking Policy Recommendations (Attachment 4)  
 
After much deliberation, the Subcommittee developed parking policy recommendations 
for review by the full MCPAC.  The meeting notes explain the reasoning that led to the 
recommendations, which will be discussed in detail at the MCPAC meeting.  In 
summary: 
 

• The Subcommittee’s recommended first priority is Goal CIRC-MC-2 from the Draft 
Mission Canyon Community Plan: Provide an efficient and safe circulation system 
with adequate access for emergency vehicles and safe emergency egress for 
residents and visitors.  To achieve the goal, parking will only be allowed outside 
of a minimum 20-foot travel width (two 10-foot lanes).  This minimum width is 
based on Section 503.21 of the California Fire Code, which states that a fire 
apparatus access road shall have an unobstructed width of not less than 20 feet.  
This width makes it possible for two fire trucks to pass one another unimpeded.   

 
• The Subcommittee further recommended that the outer boundaries of the two, 

10-foot lanes be demarcated with painted white lines (“fog lines”). 
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Data Gathering and Maps (Attachment 5) 
 
Public Parking:  At the direction of the Subcommittee, the following Mission Canyon 
Heights roads that serve as “feeder” roads to the main ingress and egress routes were 
surveyed for public road side parking spaces in use: 
 

o Montrose 
o Williams Way 
o Ben Lomond 
o Exeter 
o Glen Albyn 
o Cheltenham 

 
Parking spaces in use were counted whether they occurred on the paved road or off 
the pavement in either improved or unimproved spaces.1  The purpose of collecting this 
data is to document a baseline of current conditions by which options can be 
considered and recommendations made.    
 
Data collected was imported into Geographic Information System maps which illustrate 
public parking availability on the selected streets.   The Subcommittee recommended 
that the Lower Cheltenham Road map be provided in your packet as a sample of the 
data collected.   
   
Other Data Available:  Previous to the public road side parking survey, data was 
collected to estimate how many on-site spaces currently exist per parcel (i.e., garage, 
driveway or carport, including tandem parking).  The survey also looked at the potential 
for creating additional public road side parking spaces along property frontage with 
minor grading or trimming of landscaping.  The purpose was to estimate the current 
supply of on-site parking which can be compared to the estimated number of vehicles 
per household in Mission Canyon (2.1 vehicles per occupied housing unit based on 
2000 Census data).   Staff will also be conducting additional field research in an effort to 
quantify more precisely the number and location of parking spaces, by street, that 
would be lost if the MCPAC adopts the Subcommittee’s striping recommendation.   
 
Road Widths (Attachment 6 and 7):  Early in the planning process, Average Roadway 
Widths and Average Right-of-Way Widths maps were produced for the plan area 
(attached for your reference).  The roadway width map was prepared based on Public 
Works data from a pavement estimator program.  Because there was some concern that 
the actual road widths might differ from those presented on the map, the Subcommittee 
recommended measuring roads in Mission Canyon Heights to gain a better 
understanding of paved road width and the implications for the recommended parking 
policy.   
 
Existing No Parking Zones (Attachment 8):  Staff reviewed a database of existing areas 
designated by a Board of Supervisors Resolution as a No Parking Zone.  This information 
has been incorporated into a map, which is accompanied by a table showing the date 

                                                 
1 Because the road rights-of-way has not been surveyed, their location is unknown in some of the study area.  
Vehicles, therefore, may be parking either on public or private property.   
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that the resolution passed and the reason given in the staff report for designating an 
area as a no parking zone.  In order for a no parking zone to be enforceable, it must be 
included in a Board resolution and signs posted.   
 
Encroachment Permits (Attachment 9):  In the event that the paved travel width of a 
given road becomes off limits for public road side parking, property owners may be 
motivated to move landscaping, conduct minor grading and/or build a retaining wall to 
create a space for parking in the public right-of-way outside of the travel lanes.  This 
action may require an encroachment permit and for informational purposes, 
Attachment 9 includes the County’s encroachment permit policies for public roads.   
 
Additional Research and Next Steps: 
 
The Parking Strategy project includes other issues that require additional research prior 
to the Subcommittee forming recommendations.  Staff has held preliminary meetings 
with City of Santa Barbara staff on the topics of enforcement and use of the City-owned 
property at the top of Tunnel Road for trailhead parking which will be summarized at 
the MCPAC meeting.  The subcommittee will be focusing on enforcement and trailhead 
parking in future meetings in order to bring forth a recommendation on these topics to 
the MCPAC.   
 
Agenda Item 6:  Next MCPAC Meeting.  The Residential Parking Strategy Project and the 
Community Plan process have resulted in scheduling MCPAC meetings on an as needed 
basis.  Recommendations regarding enforcement and Tunnel Road trailhead parking 
and additional parking data, as well as any other outstanding issues, will be discussed at 
the next meeting.  Staff will work with the Subcommittee to determine the next meeting 
date which will be checked with your schedules.   
 
Please feel free to contact us if you have any questions about this or upcoming 
meetings: 
 
Peter Imhof:  pimhof@co.santa-barbara.ca.us  568-3543 
Rosie Dyste:   rdyste@co.santa-barbara.ca.us  568-3532 
 
G:\GROUP\COMP\Planning Areas\Mission Canyon\2006 Specific Plan Update\Mtgs & Workshops\2009 MCPAC Meetings\09-23-09 
Parking Strategy\09-23-09 MCPAC Meeting Transmittal memo.doc 
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Mission Canyon Planning Advisory Committee (MCPAC) 

Mission Canyon Residential Parking Strategy Meeting 
Wednesday July 22, 6:00 p.m.  

  Draft Minutes 
 

 
1. Meeting Called to Order by Chair Raymond Smith at 6:00 p.m. 

 
2. Roll Call 

 
Board Members Present:  Ann Cavalli, Jennifer Cushnie, Jacqueline Hynes, William Koonce, 
Barbara Lindemann, Randy Reetz, Raymond Smith, Kevin Snow.      

 
Board Members Absent:  None 
 
Staff Present:  Derek Johnson, Director, Peter Imhof, Supervising Planner, Rosie Dyste, Senior 
Planner and Greg Wiley, Intern, Long Range Planning, Glenn Fidler, Fire Department and Gary 
Smart, Public Works.      

 
3. Public Comment for items not on the agenda:  None.   

 
4. MCPAC Administrative Tasks:     

a. New MCPAC Member Oath of Office  
 

Newly appointed MCPAC Member William Koonce was introduced and the Oath of 
Office administered.    

 
b. Draft Meeting Minutes of June 30, 2009 

 
ACTION:   Hynes moved, seconded by Cavalli and carried by a vote of 8-0 to approve the 

draft meeting minutes.   
 

c.  Status Updates   
 

Staff provided updates on the following items:  Historic Survey of Lower Mission Canyon, 
Jesusita Fire Watershed Response Plan, Burn Area Emergency Response Report and the 
Board of Supervisors action on the No Parking zone resolution on portions of Foothill 
Road.    
 

d. Parking Strategy Subcommittee 
 

Per staff recommendation, Chairman Smith formed a Residential Parking Strategy 
Subcommittee comprised of the following three MCPAC member volunteers: 
 

1. Jacqueline Hynes 
2. Barbara Lindemann 
3. Randy Reetz 

 



Public Comment for items on the agenda:   
- Jill Mosher commented on Item 4c:  Board of Supervisors action on Foothill Road with an 

appreciation for the work being done on Foothill and a request to preserve existing parking 
spaces.   

- Richard Axilrod, Chairman of the Traffic and Parking Committee from the Mission Canyon 
Association, commented on the importance of the overall parking strategy project and 
provided photographs of a cooperative neighborhood project to create parking spaces in 
the right-of-way adjacent to the road.   

 
 
5. Residential Parking Strategy 

a.  Presentation.  MCPAC Chairman Ray Smith provided an overview of the issues faced in 
Mission Canyon and a comparison of Mission Canyon and Oakland Hills.  Staff presented 
a summary of the community meeting held in April 2008 and described the data 
collection and other work efforts that have occurred since that meeting.     

 
MCPAC members asked questions about minimum roads widths and safety for emergency 
response.  According to Glenn Fidler from County Fire, per the California Fire Code, a 20-
foot travel width direction is the minimum standard with an additional 8 feet required on 
either side for parking.  This standard is for private roads and driveways and the Fire 
Department has no jurisdiction over public roads.  Gary Smart from Public Works stated that 
there is no strict width standard for public roads but safety is the underlying theme.   

 
Continuing the discussion on road widths, Captain Fidler pointed out that the Fire Code is 
updated as disasters happen and the minimum travel width standards are based on 
experience from previous disasters, such as the Oakland Hills Fire.  Captain Fidler was on 
duty at Fire Station 15 during the Tea Fire (November 2008) and the choke point at Mission 
Canyon Road north of State Route 192 was very poor due to residents exiting from east to 
west from Montecito and Gibraltar Road, no police enforcement at the time, people 
stopping for the stop sign, no right of way given to an ambulance trying to reach burn 
victims, and equestrian and other large vehicles evacuation.  Captain Fidler stated that if the 
Tea Fire had started in the early morning hours in Mission Canyon, the [parking strategy] 
discussion would be different and the problem would be corrected.  In contrast, the Jesusita 
Fire (May 2009) was unique and evacuation went very well because it was the only 
California fire at the time, there was lots of equipment on hand, and people responded to 
the evacuation calls.  Lastly, Captain Fidler noted that the Fire Department will not by policy 
bulldoze or create wide roads and that the MCPAC has an exceptionally hard task ahead in 
dealing with this issue.   

 
6. Schedule: Next MCPAC Meeting on Residential Parking Strategy is tentatively scheduled for 

September 23, 2009.    Staff will confirm the meeting date and place.   



 
7. Meeting adjourned at 7:45 p.m. 

 
ACTION:  Cushnie moved, seconded by Hynes and carried by a vote of 7-0 to adjourn the 
meeting [note:  Committee Member Koonce was not present for this action]. 

 
 
 
 
 
Raymond Smith  
Chair, Mission Canyon Planning Advisory Committee 
G:\GROUP\COMP\Planning Areas\Mission Canyon\2006 Specific Plan Update\Mtgs & Workshops\2009 MCPAC Meetings\7-22-09 Parking 
Strategy\7-22-09 draft minutes.doc 
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MISSION CANYON PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
 

MC Residential Parking Strategy Subcommittee 
 
July 28, 2009 Meeting notes  
 
Present:  Staff, Rosie Dyste, Peter Imhof 
Subcommittee members, Jacqueline Hynes, Barbara Lindemann, Randy Reetz 
 
The subcommittee approved the draft of the proposed charter, with one change. The first 
sentence of the Committee’s purpose was changed to read: “The subcommittee was 
formed for the purpose of advising the MCPAC on parking strategy options to 
recommend to the Board of Supervisors.” [Note:  on the recommendation of Peter Imhof, 
Supervising Planner, the sentence was subsequently revised to read: “The subcommittee 
was formed for the purpose of advising and making recommendations to the MCPAC 
concerning parking in Mission Canyon as part of the Residential Parking Strategy 
project.”   
 
Scope of work and tasks: 
It is anticipated that recommendations will be sent to the Board by the end of 2010. 
 
Major egress routes 
The County Planning Department in the next few months will be hiring a consultant to 
study traffic and evacuation issues in Mission Canyon as an essential part of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report for the Community Plan.   The MCPAC can help the 
consultant establish the scope of that study, and can, in turn, use the results of the study in 
framing its own recommendations to the Board about traffic and parking on the main 
egress routes from the Canyon.   
 
Parking on Foothill Rd. 
An ad hoc committee was formed by Supervisor Carbajal to work out an agreement about 
parking in the area of the Caltrans project (between Tye Rd. and Cheltenham Rd.)  The 
committee included staff, Foothill Rd. residents, and Randy Reetz and Ray Smith of the 
MCPAC.  Caltrans will need to agree to the recommendations of this committee.   
The MCPAC may decide to address parking on the remaining portions of Foothill Rd.  
 
“Feeder” roads with identified problems  
The subcommittee decided to begin its work by looking at the residential roads with 
identified problems of lanes blocked by parked cars, but which are not major or 
secondary egress routes.  These would include Montrose, Williams Way, Ben Lomond, 
and Exeter. 
 
Enforcement issues 
In response to questions raised at the last MCPAC meeting, Rosie did some research 
about SB City enforcement of parking regulations.  She reported that the city gets some 
2000 calls a month about cars left on the street beyond the 72 hours permitted by city 



law.  (The county permits cars to be parked on public roads for 120 hours.)  The city 
policy is first to ticket cars that exceed the time limit, and tow them in a second response. 
The city does not have a regular patrol of the Riviera neighborhoods, but responds to 
complaints. (The enforcement is on a “public call for service” basis, as is the case for 
county enforcement of ordinances in Mission Canyon). 
Rosie explored the possibility of having the city enforce parking regulations for the 
county in Mission Canyon.  The recommendation was for a pilot program on a “public 
call for service basis,” but many details, especially about the financial arrangement, 
would need to be worked out. 
 
 Further question: what are the city regulations for parking on the narrow and 
winding roads within city limits?  Rosie will find out. 
 
Sources of information  
The subcommittee brainstormed about kinds of community meetings that might prove 
useful 
Individuals with helpful information included Capt. Glenn Fidler of the County Fire 
Department; Dick Axilrod and Ralph Daniel of the Parking and Safety Committee of the 
Mission Canyon Assoc.; someone from County public works, and Greg Wiley’s study of 
parking capacity of Mission Canyon. 
Student intern Greg Wiley’s survey of public and private parking spaces in the study area 
is still in progress.  The committee asked that he determine from his data the number of 
street parking spaces available that do not block traffic lanes along specific roads (the 
“feeder” roads mentioned earlier). 
Planning staff was asked to identify options available for enforcement of parking 
regulations. 
 
Notes submitted by Barbara Lindemann 
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MISSION CANYON PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
 

MC Residential Parking Strategy Subcommittee 
 
Aug. 24, 2009 Meeting notes:  Revised 9/9/09 
 
Present:  Staff, Rosie Dyste, Peter Imhof, Greg Wiley 
Subcommittee members, Jacqueline Hynes, Barbara Lindemann, Ray Smith 
 
Staff report on parking on Foothill Rd. 
Agreement was reached between SB Co. Public Works Department and Caltrans: 

• There will be no bike lane because there is no continuation of a bike lane beyond the 
Caltrans project stretch of road, the section between Tye Rd. and Alamar in particular 
posing danger to cyclists. 

• On the north side of Foothill Road there will be no parking on paved sections of the road 
until some time in the future when Public Works determines that parking on some portion 
of the paved surface will not jeopardize public safety.  Meanwhile, cars may park safely 
on the unpaved sections of the roadway, because the wide paved shoulders provide safe 
passage for bicyclists and pedestrians. 

 
Hynes pointed out that the Circulation and Parking section of the MC Community Plan, C, 1, a. 
(May 2008 draft) states about Foothill Rd., “One travel lane is provided in each direction and 
parking is not permitted.”  Dyste said that will need to be corrected. 
 
“Feeder” roads with identified problems  
Greg Wiley and Peter Imhof reported on their study of parking practices on the four roads 
selected at the July subcommittee meeting, Williams Way, Montrose, Ben Lomond, and Exeter.  
They mapped on-street parking as currently practiced, including construction vehicles that 
blocked the road.  Wiley’s previous survey included only legal parking spaces outside the public 
right of way.  A comparison of the two will enable the MCPAC to assess the effects of any new 
policy.   
Current no-parking areas were also mapped and presented to the subcommittee. 
 
Subcommittee members discussed problems associated with encroachments on the public right 
of way: the expense of doing exact surveys; the willingness of county officials to take action to 
reclaim the right of way when necessary; the granting of encroachment permits.  Imhof clarified 
that the Public Works Department is the agency that enforces encroachment regulations and 
grants right of way encroachment permits.   
 
The MCPAC may, if it chooses, recommend that the Community Plan include the policy that 
there will be no more permits issued for encroachments on the right of way.   
 
Recommendation from the subcommittee: 
Public Works should stripe all roads in Mission Canyon on sides and center, with “no parking” 
signs posted to prevent parking on the roadway.  Ideally there should be 10’ wide lanes, totaling 
20’ for safe passage of fire engines. 
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 Issue to be addressed: 

Not all roads currently are 20’ wide, and the maps prepared with the data supplied 
by Public Works in October 2006 are of uncertain reliability. 
 

Follow up: 
• Planning staff will prepare a single map showing designated no-parking zones.  

Visibility and free passage are the current criteria for no-parking areas. 
• Staff will measure roads where the data appears to be inaccurate or incomplete: 

lower Cheltenham Rd., Montrose, Williams Way, Exeter, Glen Albyn and Ben 
Lomond. 

• Staff will talk with Public Works staff about striping roads 
• Staff will examine the consequences of banning all parking within the 20’ 

designated roadways. 
 
Next step: the goal is that the streets that feed into major egress routes: 

• must have a minimum of 20’ paved travel width.1 
Future step:  In addition to a minimum 20’ paved travel width, the major egress routes: 

• must provide a pull out at fire hydrants so that fire engines do not block the route for 
people evacuating the area; 

• must include areas where disabled cars can be pulled to the side of the road to permit fire 
engines and evacuees to pass. 

 
Enforcement issues 
Rosie will meet with representatives of the California Highway Patrol to find out why 
enforcement is poor, why it is currently in their jurisdiction, and whether they would want to 
hand over authority to another agency. What is the source of funding currently for enforcement, 
and what will it cost the CHP if it gives up parking enforcement in Mission Canyon.    
Other questions she will investigate: why are there often delays in responding to calls of illegal 
parking?  What is the basis for the complaint of residents that they are treated rudely when they 
phone in a parking violation?  What can be done to convince illegal parkers that they may indeed 
receive a ticket with a heavy fine, or find their car towed?  How is the money derived from 
parking fines used?  Check with city and county counsel about the legal ramifications of 
switching enforcement from the CHP to another jurisdiction. 
 
Recommendation:  That checks for illegal parking be random but carried out frequently enough 
that people will respect the signs. 
 
Next meeting:  tentatively scheduled for Wednesday, Sept. 9, 10-12 a.m. 
 
Notes submitted by Barbara Lindemann 

                                                 
1 A 20 foot paved travel width is based on Section 503.21 of the California Fire Code that states that fire apparatus 
access roads [a road that provides fire apparatus access from a fire station to a facility] shall have an unobstructed 
width of not less than 20 feet.  This width makes it possible for two fire trucks to pass one another.   
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MISSION CANYON PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
 

MC Residential Parking Strategy Subcommittee 
 
Sept. 9, 2009 Meeting notes  
 
Present:  Staff: Rosie Dyste, Peter Imhof, Vicki Parker; Will Robertson from the Public 

Works Department 
Subcommittee members: Jacqueline Hynes, Barbara Lindemann, Ray Smith 
 
Parking on Foothill Rd. 

• A lively discussion about parking on the part of Route 192 recently improved by 
Caltrans.  No one was able to say what decisions are being made by the Public 
Works Department in working with Caltrans to permit parking, nor how soon 
decisions will be made.  The committee members asked many questions about the 
process for granting encroachment permits.  Dyste handed out the Caltrans 
application guide for encroachment permits.  The County also has guidelines for 
encroachment permits. 

• Decisions about parking will be made by Caltrans.  At the same time, a resolution 
by the Board of Supervisors sent to the State Department of Transportation can 
assume the force of law. 

• Imhof clarified the role of county staff: to make recommendations based on their 
best technical judgment to the elected officials, but not to advocate a particular 
course of action. 

 
Parking capacity study  
Staff reviewed new maps showing On-Street Parking Use for selected “feeder” roads in 
Mission Canyon Heights and the new data on road widths of these same streets.  
 
.There was extensive discussion of what standards are used for acceptable road widths by 
the Department of Public Works as compared to the standards recommended by the Fire 
Department. 
 
Also discussed were the measurements of a legal parking space.  The Public Works 
Department uses 8’ x 20’,while the Planning Dept. staff for the current study used 8’ x 16 
½ ’.  
 
Additional research recommended: Find the actual width of the rest of the roads in 
Mission Canyon Heights. 
 
Mission Canyon Parking Policy 
The subcommittee reaffirmed its support for the approach discussed at the last meeting.  
It will recommend that streets be striped center and sides to a distance permitting 10’ 
passage in each direction as a measure of public safety.  Once the 20’ roadways are 
marked out, then the staff can see what parking remains available.  THE FOREMOST 
CONSIDERATION IS SAFE PASSAGE OF CARS AND EMERGENCY VEHICLES. 
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Next meeting:    Tuesday, Sept. 15, 1-3 p.m. 
 
Notes submitted by Barbara Lindemann 
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Residential Parking Strategy Subcommittee Parking Recommendations 

September 15, 2009 

FIRST PRIORITY GOAL (FROM THE DRAFT MISSION CANYON COMMUNITY PLAN) 

GOAL CIRC‐MC‐2:   Provide an efficient and safe circulation system with adequate access for 
emergency vehicles and safe emergency egress for residents and visitors. 

PARKING STRATEGY POLICIES  

Draft Residential Parking Strategy Policy 1: Parking shall be prohibited where it interferes with 
access for emergency vehicles or safe pedestrian and bicyclist passage.   

Draft Residential Parking Strategy Policy 2:   All public roads  in Mission Canyon shall have at 
least two vehicle travel  lanes, each a minimum of 10  feet wide  from road center  line, except 
that existing  roads  less  than 20  feet wide  shall not be  required  to be widened  to meet  this 
standard.  The outside perimeter of travel lanes shall be delineated by a white stripe (fog line). 
Outside of the fog  line, parking shall be allowed provided  it does not  interfere with adequate 
sight  distance,  and  adequate  access  and  safety  for  pedestrians,  bicyclists,  and  equestrians, 
when  applicable.   Parking  areas  shall not be  reserved  and/or posted  for  the  sole use of  the 
property owner and shall not be used for parking boats, trailers or recreational vehicles.   

Long Range Goal:   Create a clear zone of 4  feet  from  the edge of  the  fog  line  to where cars 
would  be  allowed  to  park  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  an  adequate  safety  zone  for 
pedestrians, bicyclists, sight distance, and space for cars to pull over in an emergency.   

EXPLANATORY NOTES 

The  minimum  20‐foot  width  recommended  for  roads  is  based  on  Section  503.21  of  the 
California  Fire  Code  that  states  that  fire  apparatus  access  roads  [a  road  that  provides  fire 
apparatus access from a fire station to a facility] shall have an unobstructed width of not  less 
than  20  feet.    This width makes  it  possible  for  two  fire  trucks  to  pass  one  another.    This 
recommended width was  included  in a presentation  from  the County Fire Department at  the 
Parking Strategy Community Meeting in April 2009. 
 
According to Public Works Department, when a fog line is painted on the road, parking is only 
permitted  to  the  right  of  edge  stripe  and No  Parking  signs  do  not  have  to  be  posted.    The 
Tunnel Road trailhead area is posted “Park to the Right of Edge Stripe” due to the large number 
of users in this area.   
 
The Parking Strategy Subcommittee  recommended  that  in addition  to  the  fog  line  striping, a 
clear  zone  be  established  as  noted  above  in  the  long  range  goal.   However,  it may  not  be 
possible  at  this  time  to  demarcate  the  clear  zone  because  the  shoulder  area  available  for 
parking is often unimproved dirt.   
 



OTHER GOALS 

GOAL CIRC‐MC‐1:  Achieve safe roadways and improve pedestrian and bicycle passage, while 
maintaining the community character and aesthetic qualities of Mission Canyon. 

PARKING STRATEGY POLICY 

Draft Residential Parking Strategy Policy 3:   Long Range Planning staff shall work with Public 
Works to revise Mission Canyon Community Plan Policy CIRC‐MC‐7 regarding active abatement 
of  illegal  encroachments  in  order  to  clarify  circumstances when  and  how  abatement  should  
occur.   

EXPLANATORY NOTES 

The draft Mission Canyon Community Plan  includes  a policy CIRC‐MC‐7  that  the County will 
actively abate  illegal  (i.e., unpermitted) encroachments  located within  the  road  right‐of‐way.  
Public  Works  has  noted  that  it  is  not  within  current  County  policy  to  actively  abate 
encroachments; rather, it is complaint driven system similar to zoning enforcement whereby a 
citizen  can  call  in  for  an  investigation  of  a  potential  unpermitted  encroachment.    Thus  the 
intent to revise the policy to meet the overall goals of the project.   

GOAL CIRC‐MC‐3:  Development shall provide adequate on‐site parking for occupants and 
guests, with mitigation of drainage impacts, to reduce on‐street parking to the maximum 
extent feasible. 

PARKING STRATEGY POLICY 

Draft  Residential  Parking  Strategy  Policy  4:    Parking  shall  be  prohibited  on  roads  with  a 
pavement width  less  than  20  feet  or where  insufficient  space  exists  outside  the  pavement 
width for parking or where other factors interfere with safe ingress or egress as determined by 
County Public Works or the Fire Department.   

EXPLANATORY NOTES 

As a  reminder,  the draft Community Plan proposed an action  to  increase  the  require parking 
spaces per dwelling unit  in the R1/E1 zone districts  from 2 to 3 spaces.   Three spaces will be 
required  for new homes as well as additions greater  than 50% of  the gross  floor area of  the 
dwelling and  remodels  that  increase  the number of bedrooms.   Over  time, adequate on‐site 
parking should be provided for most property owners to alleviate the need to park streetside.   

 

 

 

G:\GROUP\COMP\Planning Areas\Mission Canyon\2006 Specific Plan Update\Residential Parking Strategy\Subcommittee Meetings\9‐15‐
09\Draft Residential Parking Strategy Parking Recommendations.docx 
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Mission Canyon Residential Parking Strategy 

On-Street Parking Survey 

September 2009 

Survey Purpose 

In the Summer of 2009, a on-street parking survey was conducted in Mission Canyon on the 
following roads, as recommended by the Mission Canyon Planning Advisory Committee (MCPAC) 
Residential Parking Strategy Subcommittee: 

 Montrose Way 
 Ben Lomond Road 
 Williams Way 
 Exeter Way 
 Cheltenham Road 
 Glen Albyn 

The streets selected for the survey are considered feeder streets to the main ingress/egress areas for 
Upper Mission Canyon and Mission Canyon Heights:  Cheltenham Road and Tunnel Road.  
Cheltenham Road and Glen Albyn was added to the survey subsequent to the first four streets 
selected.  The streets were also selected by community members as areas with particular circulation 
problems due to on-street parking or other issues as indicated in the Community Survey.   

The survey was completed to determine:  

 Approximately how many on-street parking spaces are in use on each street;  
 Visibility, location of fire hydrants and potential sight distance issues; 
 How many potential parking spaces might be impacted should the MCPAC recommend 

parking restrictions in these areas.   
 
The survey enables staff and members of the MCPAC to make informed recommendations on 
parking options to carry forward for decision maker review.   

Survey Methodology 

During the course of the summer, County Staff conducted on-site visual surveys of the 
recommended roads within Mission Canyon. Using a distance wheel for measurement, staff 
measured the linear distance of parking available or in use on the street per parcel.  When cars were 
not present on the street, visual clues such as oil spills and tire marks were used to determine if cars 
typically use the area for parking.  Areas where no cars were parked and/or no evidence of parking 
was observed are typically on steep slopes, a curve in the road, adjacent to heavy vegetation or other 
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obstructions to parking.   The linear measurements did not consider parking available for ten (10) 
feet on either side of a fire hydrant.   

There are no curbs, center lines or fog lines (white lines at the side of the road that indicate the 
drivable portion) on the surveyed roads, with the exception of Cheltenham.  In the absence of road 
surveys, it is unknown if cars are parked in the right-of-way or on private property or a combination 
thereof.  On Cheltenham, all cars were parked to the right of the fog line and out of the travel lanes.   

After the survey data was collected, it was entered into a spreadsheet by parcel address.  The 
presumed number of parking spaces was calculated by dividing the linear measurement by 16.5 feet, 
which is the standard length required by the County for residential parking spaces.1    

The spreadsheet was then imported in GIS (geographic information systems) whereby illustrative 
maps were produced to show parking availability on the selected streets in Mission Canyon.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                            
1 Santa Barbara County Land Use and Development Code Chapter 35.36 – Parking and Loading Standards 
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Survey Results Summarized 

MONTROSE  EXETER 

Total Number of 
Parcels Surveyed  69 

Total Number of 
Parcels Surveyed  38 

           
Total Distance of 
Linear Parking ( in 
Feet)  1663 

Total Distance of 
Linear Parking ( in 
Feet)  641 

           
Total Number of 
On‐Street Parking 
Spaces  85 

Total Number of 
On‐Street Parking 
Spaces  33 

WILLIAMS WAY  BEN LOMOND 

Total Number of 
Parcels Surveyed  24 

Total Number of 
Parcels Surveyed  40 

           
Total Distance of 
Linear Parking ( in 
Feet)  758 

Total Distance of 
Linear Parking ( in 
Feet)  1236.5 

           
Total Number of 
On‐Street  Parking 
Spaces  41 

Total Number of 
On‐Street Parking 
Spaces  59 

 

CHELTENHAM       
Total Number of 
Parcels Surveyed  157 
     
Total Distance of 
Linear Parking ( in 
Feet)  3396 
     
Total Number of 
On‐Street Parking 
Spaces  167 

Total Number of 
Parcels Surveyed  32 
     
Total Distance of 
Linear Parking ( in 
Feet)  754 
     
Total Number of 
On‐Street Parking 
Spaces  38 

GLEN ALBYN
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Exeter Place Community Survey Comments 

The Community Survey indentified Exeter as having a severe parking problem. Question 17, which 
asked for Top 3 Priority Areas for Improvement noted Exeter as follows: 

• 9 times as Priority #1 
• 4 times as Priority #2 
• 1 time as Priority #3 

 

Twenty (20) residents labeled Exeter as an area of the Canyon that experiences the most severe 
parking problem and expressed a variety of issues and solutions including: 

• Do not allow any street parking 
• Improve shoulders and ditches 
• Stripe the road 
• Increase enforcement 
• Consider speed bumps on 2800 Block 
• Consider one-way street or make short section one-way 
• Allow parking on one side only. 

 

 
Exeter Place 
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Montrose Place Community Survey Comments 

The Community Survey indentified Montrose Place as having severe parking problems. Question 17, 
which asked for Top 3 Priority Areas for Improvement, noted Montrose as follows: 

• 1 time as priority #1   
• 2 times as priority #2 
• 2 times as priority #3  

 

Sixteen (16) respondents labeled Montrose as an area of the Canyon that experiences the most 
severe parking problem and expressed a variety of issues and solutions including: 

• Parking on one side of the street only 
• Enforce existing parking restrictions 
• Do not allow any street parking 
• Improve the visibility at the intersection of Montrose Place and Tunnel Road. 

 

Montrose Place 
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Williams Way Community Survey Comments 

The Community Survey indentified Williams Way as having severe parking problems.   Question 17, 
which asked for Top 3 Priority Areas for Improvement, noted Williams Way as follows: 

• 4 times as Priority #1  
• 1 time as Priority #2 
• 1 time as Priority #3 

 

Seventeen (17) respondents labeled Williams Way as an area of the Canyon that experiences the 
most severe parking problem and expressed a variety of solutions including: 

• Do not allow any street parking 
• Remove cactus at corner of Williams Way and Palomino 
• Limit mobile home (RV) parking 

 

 
Williams Way 
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Ben Lomond Drive Community Survey Comments 

The Community Survey indentified the intersection of Ben Lomond and Kenmore Place as 
experiencing the most severe parking problems. Question 17, which asked for Top 3 Priority Areas 
for Improvement, noted Ben Lomond as follows:  

• 2 times as priority #1 
• 3 times as priority #2 
• 1 time as priority #3 

 

 Fourteen (14) respondents labeled Ben Lomond as an area of the Canyon that experiences the most 
severe parking problem and expressed a variety of issues and solutions including: 

• Do not allow any street parking 
• Widen roads when landscaping extends into the roadway 
• Do something about parking into the right-of-way 
• Ben Lomond and Kenmore Place intersection is a problem 

 
Ben Lomond 
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Cheltenham Road Community Survey Comments 

The Community Survey identified Cheltenham Road as having various problems.  Question 17, 
which asked for Top 3 Priority Areas for Improvement, noted Cheltenham Road as follows: 

• 12 times as priority #1 
• 11 times as priority #2 
• 4 times as priority #3 

 

(47) Forty seven respondents labeled Cheltenham as an area of the Canyon that experiences the 
most severe parking problems and expressed a variety of issues and solutions including: 

• Speed bumps 
• Enforce speed limit 
• Reduce speed limit 
• Make it one way to Palomino Road  
• Widen the road 
• Problems with small trucks parked between Tye and Foothill 
• Some sections are dangerous for emergency ingress and egress 
• Optimize parking at 800 block 
• Do not allow street parking 
• Remove blind spots on curves 
• Landscape County land at Cheltenham and Kenmore 
• Parking on lower Cheltenham is a problem due to most homes having numerous cars and 

trucks 
• Include pedestrian and bike paths 

Cheltenham Road 
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Glen Albyn Community Survey Comments 
 
The Community Survey identified Glen Albyn as having traffic and circulation problems.  Question 
17, which asked for Top 3 Priority Areas for Improvement, noted Glen Albyn as follows: 

• 4 times as priority #1 
• 1 times as priority #2 

 

(12) Twelve respondents labeled Glen Albyn as an area of the Canyon that experiences the most 
severe parking problems and expressed a variety of issues and solutions including: 

• Parking and speeding are a problem 
• Glen Albyn is impossible to navigate even at one lane 
• Make it one way 
• No on street parking in the upper section 
• Improve enforcement 
• Consider No Parking only when there is no space 

 

Glen Albyn 
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 (in Feet)

Top to Bottom
Surveyed: Top to BottomSurveyed: Top to Bottomed: TopSurveyed:
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987 21 2825 Ben Lomond 21  Circle Measurements

22.6

Surveyed:

ed: Top

A 2734 i i 849 16 2786

Mission Canyon Road Widths Surveyed ‐ 9/15/2009

Road Widths Measurements
 West to East Survey  to Bottom

Surveyed:  Glen Albyn Measurements Tye Measurements Montrose Measurements Dorking Measurements
Cheltenham  Measurements 2930 Glen Albyn 17 820 Tye 21 2606 23 2696 Dorking 21

810 27 2929 Glen Albyn 17 811 Tye 23 2608 21 2696 Dorking 17
1017 24 2926 Glen Albyn 18 807 Tye 21 2612 26 2680 Dorking 17
1012 18.6 2941 Glen Albyn 20 2623 20 2663 Dorking 20
2606 20 2959 Glen Albyn 18 Average 21.67 2626 18 2651 Dorking 19
996 18.9 2676 Glen Albyn 21 2636 20 2660 Dorking 21
987 21.9 2981 Glen Albyn 19 2646 19 2639 Dorking 22
979 22 891 Cheltenham 24 2676 18 2650 Dorking 22
975 21 2981 Glen Albyn 18 2666 18 2620Dorking 21

  967 20.9 2989 Glen Albyn 21 2626 18 2720 Dorking 22
965 21.2 2789 20 2610 Dorking 16
954 25.3 Average 19.3 2686 18 2610 Dorking 17

2810 21.3 2629 21
947 21.7 2426 21 19.58
947 23.2 Ben Lomond Measurements 2726 23
945 21.9 2865 Ben Lomond 20.2 2676 20
931 26.7 2859 Ben Lomond 23.4 2686 20
923 21.7 2847 Ben Lomond 23.3 2676 19
909 22.6 2839 Ben Lomond 22
987 21.7.7 2825 Ben Lomond 21.8.8 Selwyn Circle MeasurementsSelwyn
895 19 2821 Ben Lomond 22.1   Average 20.05 2929 Selwyn 31
876 17.5 2815 Ben Lomond 22 2910 Selwyn 19

2930 18.7 2811 Ben Lomond 20.7 2910 Selwyn 18
864 18 2805 Ben Lomond Survey  to Bottom 2900 Selwyn 20Surveyed: West to East
858 18 Windsor Way Mesurements Exeter Measurements Begin of ST 24
854 20 22.01 810 Windsor 21 2828 24
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Mission Canyon No Parking Zones 
 
Existing No Parking Zones:  Chapter 23, Sec. 23-11 of the County Ordinance Code authorizes the Board of Supervisors 
by resolution to designate portions of any highway under its jurisdiction as a “No Parking Zone”.  The following streets are 
currently designated and posted by the County as No Parking Zones.   
 
Street Date 

Designated 
Location Reason Designated in the Staff Report 

Mission 
Canyon 
Road   
 

1948 East side between northerly limits of the 
City of Santa Barbara and State Route 192 

Staff Report Not Available 

 1954 East side 52 feet south of its intersection 
with Tunnel Road to a point 160 feet north 
of intersection of Mission Canyon and 
Tunnel 

Staff Report Not Available 

 1961 West side from Las Encinas Road to 
Foothill Road (State Route 192) 

Staff Report Not Available 

 1976 East side between the centerline of Puesta 
Del Sol and Foothill Road (State Route 
192) 

Staff Report Not Available 

 1997 On the east side between a point 417 feet 
north of the centerline of Foothill Road 
(State Route 192) and a point 590 feet 
north of the centerline of Foothill Road 
(State Route 192) 

Residents requested parking be restricted in 
unimproved flat dirt area within the right-of-way 
because construction staging, overnight 
parking and other undesirable uses resulted in 
deterioration of the quality of life.  Public Works 
concurred for the purpose of public safety and 
improved quality of life.   

Exeter 
Place 
 

2008 On the east side from a point 3 feet south 
of the centerline of Cheltenham Road to a 
point 13 feet south of the centerline of 
Cheltenham Road 

Initiated by a constituent indicating traffic was 
having to cross over into the on-coming traffic 
lane due to parked vehicles jutting onto the 
roadway.   
 



Street Date 
Designated 

Location Reason Designated in the Staff Report 

La 
Combadura 
Road 
 

1995 On the east and west side between the 
centerline of State Route 192 (Foothill 
Road) and a point 134 feet south of the 
Centerline of State Route 192 

Staff Report Not Available 

Montrose 
Place 
 

1998 On the north and south sides from a point 
west of the driveway located at 2639 
Montrose Place to a point 50 feet west of 
the driveway located at 2663 Montrose 
Place 

Public Works and Fire Department worked 
together to determine which locations prevent 
emergency access due to legally parked 
vehicles.   

 2002 At various locations on both sides between 
the centerline of Cheltenham Road (north) 
and the centerline of Cheltenham Road 
(south) to be determined by the road 
commissioner on an as needed basis 

Residents submitted a petition to request 
additional no parking.  Public Works reviewed 
the road and determined which areas could be 
posted No Parking to alleviate congestion and 
provide a wide enough travel way for vehicles 
to pass through.   

Foothill 
Road/State 
Route 192 

2009 On the south side from the centerline of 
Mission Canyon Road to the centerline of 
Tye Road.  On the north side from the 
centerline of Mission Canyon Road to the 
centerline of Tye Road to be designated at 
the discretion of the Road Commissioner.   

Citizens initiated the request in the recently 
widened and restriped area of State Route 192 
due to safety concerns.  Eliminating parking at 
this location is necessary to designate a safe 
passage for those traveling along 192.   
At the Board Hearing, staff was directed to 
work with the residents, the Mission Canyon 
Association, Caltrans, and public safety 
representatives to examine the No Parking 
plan and explore potential opportunities to 
provide parking to the extent feasible within the 
safe strategy plan in place.   

  



Street Date 
Designated 

Location Reason Designated in the Staff Report 

Tunnel 
Road 

1979 East side from a point 472 north of Valencia 
Avenue to a point 632 feet north of Valencia 
Avenue 

Staff Report Not Available 

 1979 East side from the northernmost intersection 
with Orange Grove Avenue to a point 430 feet 
south of the northernmost intersection of 
Orange Grove Avenue 

Staff Report Not Available 

 1979 West side from a point 200 feet south of the 
northernmost intersection of Orange Grove 
Avenue to a point 632 feet north of Valencia 
Avenue 
 

Staff Report Not Available 
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