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Recommendations/Options

2



Background
Board Referral No 2026.08

 The purpose of this referral is to implement a 12-month moratorium on 
parking in the immediate vicinity of Bixby Bridge on Highway 1, in advance 
of the Memorial Day weekend start of the summer season. This action 
responds to longstanding and well-documented public safety hazards at this 
location.

 Data collected during Labor Day weekend in 2022 recorded up to 325 
pedestrian highway crossings per hour on the north side of Bixby Bridge. On 
September 4 of that weekend, vehicle activity peaked at 70 complete stops 
in the roadway per hour. Additional counts from September and October 
showed Sunday afternoon averages of 108 pedestrian crossings per hour, 38 
complete stops in the travel lane per hour, and 12 vehicles per hour parked 
over the fog line.
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Background
Board Referral No 2026.08

 In spring 2026, traffic congestion at key Big Sur chokepoints – including 
Bixby Bridge, Point Lobos, and Soberanes – reached unprecedented levels 
during spring break. These conditions continue to heighten risks to visitor 
and resident safety, emergency access, and sensitive natural resources.

 In March, Supervisor Daniels met with Coastal Commission staff to explore 
potential management strategies for Bixby Bridge. While staff provided a 
follow-up letter on March 20, it did not identify actionable near term 
solutions or funding strategies to address the immediate hazards expected 
this summer. Some recommendations also appear to be in tension with 
elements of Big Sur’s Local Coastal Program, as outlined in the attached 
summary.
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Background
Board Referral No 2026.08

 Considering ongoing safety concerns and the need for an immediate, 
practical response, this referral proposes adoption of a temporary No 
Parking ordinance on Highway 1 near Bixby Bridge, complementing the 
existing Old Coast Road No Parking restrictions. This measure would 
provide short-term protection for public safety while allowing for continued 
coordination with the Coastal Commission on longer-term management 
approaches.

 Supervisor Daniels remains open to modifying the County’s course of action 
if meaningful and effective enforcement measures are implemented before 
summer.

 Proposes that County prohibit parking on State Route 1 on both its sides, 
north and south of Bixby Bridge;
 Adopt ordinance
 Place signage
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Location Map



Previous Condition (circa Dec 2023/Jan 2024)
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Background
 Adoption of an ordinance restricting parking on Highway 1 near Bixby 

Bridge for 1 year will be considered “development” as defined in the Coastal 
Act and the LCP. 
 Due to the change to access and the physical improvements for signs. 
 Will trigger the need for the County to act on a Coastal Development Permit 

(CDP) prior to installing and enforcing no parking restrictions on Highway 1. 
 There are two processes that may be considered when processing a CDP.

 First option: process and approve an Emergency Coastal Development 
Permit (ECDP). 
 The ECDP would be for a limited term, up to one year. 
 Requirement for a follow-up permit using the regular CDP process. 
 Would need to contain findings that an emergency exists that needs immediate 

action to mitigate the emergency and that the proposed work is the minimum 
necessary to address the emergency. 
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Background
 If the County processes an ECDP, the follow-up permit would involve exploration 

of options for parking and access long-term. 
 If the County approved an ECDP that is limited in term to no more than 1 year 

and requires a follow-up CDP in the regular process, the County’s decision on the 
ECDP would not be appealable to the Coastal Commission. 

 Second option: process a CDP (non-emergency) using the regular 
permitting process. 
 The CDP would be reviewed by the Monterey County Planning Commission. 
 The Planning Commission decision would be appealable to the Board of 

Supervisors. 
 County’s final action would be appealable by/to the California Coastal 

Commission (CCC). 
 It is County staff opinion, based on conversations with CCC staff, that CCC 

staff are interested in working with the County on near-term and long-term 
solutions. 
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Process
 Prepare the necessary project California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 

document

 Acquire State and County permits/approvals. 

 Caltrans Encroachment Permit - May have conditions of approval

 CCC permit – ECDP or CDP

 County ordinance for No Parking under CVC 22506

 Implement proposal.

 Commitment to exploring options for parking and access on State Route 
1/Bixby Bridge  long term (i.e., access plan)
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Process (CCC Alternatives)
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Process (CCC Alternatives)
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Process (CCC Alternatives)



Process (CCC Alternatives)
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Process (CCC Alternatives)
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Process (CCC Alternatives)
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Process
 Resources Required:

 Staffing – PWFP, HCD, County Counsel, Monterey County Sheriff ’s 
Office (MCSO), and outside departments such as the CHP, Caltrans, 
CCC, State Parks, and USFS

 Cost – Further analysis necessary

 Mitigations in permits

 Consultants for analyzing long term alternatives

 CHP dedicated enforcement: 1 officer for 8 hours per day of weekend enforcement 
per month = approx. $15.3k, Fridays, Saturdays and Sundays

 Schedule

 Return to Board July 2026, pending direction
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Challenges
Permits

State, Local

Funding source

Requires enforcement

CCC – Need to consider long term alternatives
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Near Term Alternatives Comparison
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 Note: CHP agreement approx. $15.3k/month

ECDP CDP Enforcement 
Only

Timeline for Implementation

Approx a 
few 

months or 
less 

Several 
months 

(assuming 
no appeal)

Within weeks

CDP required X X
Appealable? X
Commitment to long range plan 
afterwards and need to study 
alternatives X X
Caltrans Encroachment Permit 
required X X
County adoption of ordinance required X X
Law Enforcement required X X X



Recommendations / Options

Continue with Process

 Provide direction to staff 

Modify Referral/Request

Rescind Referral/Request
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Questions or Comments?
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