Dan Walters: Financing bonds could be
sticking point on infrastructure accord
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Republican Gov. Arnold Schwarzenegger and the Legislature's Democratic leaders
are patting each other on the back for their recent collegiality and pledging that
they'll jointly fashion a multibillion-dollar infrastructure improvement program this
year.

Quietly, however, major conflicts are emerging on how the massive public works
program would be financed, mirroring the division that underlies the state's five-
year-long political stalemate over closing the state budget deficit.

Schwarzenegger wants infrastructure bonds to be largely financed from a budget
that's already gushing red ink and is resisting major new taxes, such as a boost in
the gas tax. But his approach would commit a substantial portion of the state budget
to bond service for many years, thereby denying those funds to other forms of
spending, and that raises the hackles of Democratic legislators.

The conflicts over financing surfaced obliquely Tuesday when Schwarzenegger's
budget director, Mike Genest, and Assembly Speaker Fabian Nlfiez made a joint
appearance, along with the Legislature's budget analyst, Elizabeth Hill, on a panel to
discuss chances for infrastructure improvements.

Nufiez told the panel, part of a seminar on governance issues sponsored by three
foundations, that Democrats want to hold the level of bonding to less than half of the
$68 billion that Schwarzenegger is seeking over the next decade and also envision
more user fees - possibly including gas taxes - to offset their cost.

Committing too much from the budget to infrastructure, Nufiez said, "can create a
human infrastructure deficit" - his way of saying that money spent on public works
bonds is not money available for health programs and education, the Democrats' top
priorities. Later, in formally unveiling his alternative proposal, Nufiez declared:
"Supersizing bond proposals doesn't make them better. To get the biggest bang for
our buck, it's fiscally prudent to address our greatest needs while also striving to
erase our structural deficit."

The Nunez alternative would hold the bond commitment to about $30 billion over
four years - a step he said would entail debt payments "less than half of the
governor's $4.4 billion" and thus keep more money in play for other spending. The
alternative would also rearrange priorities, eliminating the prisons that
Schwarzenegger wants, putting more money into non-automotive mass transit and
school construction, and adding resources, such as parks, and housing to the list.

Genest, however, insisted that the debt service costs of the Nufiez alternative would
not be substantially less than those of the Schwarzenegger plan, at least in the initial



years, because of lag time in getting projects built and bonds issued. And he told the
panel discussion that the governor's plan represents the priorities that the
administration carefully chose from a list of potential recipients.

The emerging conflict over the size and repayment of bonds reflects the long-
standing stalemate over whether the state budget deficit should be eliminated - if, in
fact, it is to be erased - through holding down spending or raising taxes.

The political reality is that the voting public appears to want neither, and both parties
are being coy about their true intentions in this election year. Schwarzenegger has
preached spending restraint but in his latest budget proposal appears to have
abandoned budget-balancing in favor of more spending as he seeks re-election.
Democrats want more taxes - perhaps $10 billion more a year to cover the deficit
and finance more school spending - but are equally shy about pushing them, saying
they'll wait until after the election. As a result, the budget deficit remains stuck at
around $7 billion and may even grow later in the decade.

It's unclear whether the differences over financing infrastructure improvements could
be fatal, but at the very least, they make agreement on a package for the June
primary election increasingly unlikely. And were the March deadline for placing
measures on the June election to pass without action, the whole infrastructure
discussion - the one about which there is such public comity these days - could
become entangled with the annual budget wrangle and what could be a very
fractious campaign for governor.

About the writer:

e Reach Dan Walters at (916) 321-1195 or dwalters@sacbee.com. Back
columns: www.sacbee.com/walters.




COMMUNICATION

SBCAG-Commissioners 2-17-2006

Subject: Enough busses

The proposed Measure D renewal budget has a huge amount of funds for bus service,
commuters and rail to the tune of $249 million away and beyond what is needed. Lets
remember that these transportation funds are socialism in the raw. Money is taken from
our gas taxes that are paid by car drivers and given to the state and federal government,
They then give them back to local state, county and city governments as transportation
funds. MTD, COLT, SMAT, BREEZE and SMOOTH are all social transportation
services in that they do not pay for themselves. The governments only require that the bus
you ride on pays only 20% of the cost of the ride. The remaining 80% is financed by gas
taxes and other general funds

An extreme example of transportation socialism at work occurred when the Santa Barbara
County Association of Governments(SBCAG) was sued by a private person because he
felt that there was an unmet transportation need between Lompoc and Santa Maria. So
instead of their fighting the suit, they caved in and agreed to set up a bus service called
BREEZE to provide the so called lacking service. This "service" now costs the taxpayers
$344,000 per year to move anywhere from 36,000 and 50,000 passengers a year. If you
do the math, you will find that this is about 6-9 dollars a rider that is financed by the
taxpayers so this so called unmet need can be filled . The rider payes only 10% of the cost.
Is this socialism or what? Is the SBCAG irresponsible and cannot be trusted with the
‘management of out tax dollars in the future? We believe that this is the case.

The local Lompoc City COLT bus system is subsidized by our taxes to the tune of 80%,
Asis the Santa Barbara MTD and the Santa Maria SMAT bus systems. Bus systems are
not profitable ventures. They are only sustainable by very large tax subsidies.

The privately owned Greyhound Bus service has to operate on a for profit basis. For this
reason it recently dropped a number of county bus stops one of which was Lompoc
because they did not generate enough revenue. There was a time in the distant past when
bus systems and rail systems were privately owned and could operate at a profit. The cost
of labor has driven most of these out of business. So the transportation that you see
around you is socialism at work. : ‘

Is enough money being spent on transportation? We believe that it is. Measure D
renewal should be cut back and only a fraction of the proposed funds assigned to
transportation and the majority of funds spent on widening 101 and 246 where the car
drivers pay the bills for the roads as well as subsidizing busses. Busses need roads to
ride on but it is the cars the pay the bills.

The people who manage our road funds are the county supervisors and the city
councilpersons. They need to hear from we taxpayers about the way they are proposing to
use our, tax dollars in the future. :

Concerned Taxpayers, I.N.C.

Justin M. Ruhge, Lompoc, jaruhge@Hotmail.com
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'Slow Growth' Has Come at a Cost in Santa Barbara
By Jeffrey L. Rabin and Daryl Kelley, Times Staff Writers
March 6, 2006

After a 1969 explosion beneath a Union Oil platform off Santa Barbara,
stark images of dead birds and an oil-scarred coastline helped spark the
nation's environmental movement.

Protecting this picturesque stretch of California's coast became a rallying
cry, and it wasn't long before this new commitment to conservation gave
rise to a steely determination to keep residential developers at bay.

Three and a half decades later, the south coast of Santa Barbara County is
still spectacular, a monument to the successful efforts of those who fought
to control growth and its effects.

Preserving "our environment and our quality of life .. is like a mantra,”
said Susan Rose,-. chairwoman of the Santa Barbara County Board of
Supervisors, who represents a district stretching from the edge of Santa
Barbara to Goleta.

But now this basticon of "slow growth” is learning that it comes with some
steep economic, social and even environmental costs:

e Soaring housing prices. With the supply so limited, prices last year
rose faster than in any other region in the state. The median price of a
single-family house is now $1.1 million, out of reach for all but the
well-to-do.

s Traffic congestion, energy consumption and air pollution. An estimated
30,000 commuters, forced by housing prices to live far from where they
work, clog U.S. Highway 101 and choke side streets during peak drive times.

e An exodus of big employers. Half a dozen Fortune 500 companies have left
for less costly locales. Almost every business and government agency that
remains struggles with recruiting and retaining workers who cannot afford
to live nearby.

e Altered communities. Poor families have been forced to double- and
triple-up in rental housing. Unable to buy homes, many middle-class
families with children have moved away. UC Santa Barbara economist Bill
Watkins warns that parts of the south coast are at risk of becoming a
"geriatric ghetto."

¢ Spillover growth. Seventy-five miles away, in northern Santa Barbara
County, houses are engulfing farmland. Sprawling Santa Maria is soon
expected to pass Santa Barbara as the county's most populous city. But
prices are on the rise there, too, largely because of demand from Santa
-Barbara-area workers.



Many of these ripple effects could not have been foreseen 30 years ago.

"There are intended and unintended consequences to these growth policies,™
said Dave Davis, who retired two years ago as Santa Barbara's community
development director and now heads the city's Community Environmental
Council. "It's truly a mixed bag.”

The area from Goleta and Santa Barbara to Montecito and Carpinteria is one
of the least affordable regions in the state, according to the California
Assn. of Realtors. As of December, only 6% of the county's households could
afford to buy a median-price home there, less than in the San Francisco Bay
Area.

But, as Rose knows firsthand, the issue of building more housing is "very
contentious." Her mere suggestion that more affordable housing be built in
the Goleta Valley sparked threats of a recall.

Slow-growth advocates are unapologetic, saying they are leading a fight of
statewide importance.

"It's not just us," said Gary Earle, president of the Coalition for
Sensible Planning, which threatened to recall Rose. "It's all of coastal
California.”

The Mediterranean climate, beautiful beaches, scenic views and open space
make the coastal plateau a highly desirable place to live. But from 2000

through 2004, only one in five of the housing units built or approved in

the county was located there.

In the face of strong demand and a limited supply, the median price of a
single-family home shot up 35% in the last year alone, from $960,000 in
December 2004 to $1.3 million at the end of 2005, according to the
California Assn. of Realtors. It has since fallen slightly.

With prices so high, said Watkins, director of the economic forecast
project at UC Santa Barbara, "everybody who has a home has a financial
incentive to oppose growth here.™”

Meanwhile, 30% of south coast workers — many shut out of the local housing
market — buy homes elsewhere and commute long distances. They drive an

average of 49 miles one way from northern Santa Barbara County and an
average of 41 from Ventura County, according to the Coastal Housing
Partnership, an employer-backed group.

From Ventura County alone, an estimated 17,000 people now commute each
weekday to the Santa Barbara area. The county's housing director, Ed Moses,
who lives in Oxnard, said he leaves at 4:05 a.m. to get to Santa Barbara in
35 minutes, ahead of the traffic. "If I leave at 6," he said, "it takes an
hour or hour and a half.”

The backup worsens near Montecito. Residents of the wealthy enclave have
fought for decades against widening the freeway, which is two lanes in each
direction for 13 miles between the Ventura County line and Santa Barbara.

Caltrans District Director Gregg Albright recalls what happened in 1983 —
the last time the state proposed a widening.

"I was part of the project team, sitting in the Miramar Hotel, presenting a
six-lane freeway... The message was quite clear: 'This is not what we want.
Please leave.' "

A decade later, traffic has grown far worse. In response, the Santa Barbara
County Assn. of Governments agreed unanimously last fall on a compromise
called "the lane and the train." The package calls for adding a carpool
lane to the two-lane sections of freeway and commuter rail service between
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Ventura County and‘Santa Barbara.

But there is a huge potential roadblock: It would take at least $400
million to widen the freeway and $200 million for the rail service. And
most of the money depends on an endorsement from two-thirds of the county's
voters as early as this fall.

Brett Buyan, 37, a county mapping technician, lives in Ojai and commutes to
work in Santa Barbara with his wife. "We wanted to stay in Santa Barbara,
but couldn't afford to buy a house,”" Buyan said.

They are among many middle-class workers in Santa Barbara to reluctantly
pick up stakes and leave.

"And that gap between the rich and the poor is just going to widen,™ Buyan
said. "I don't think it's healthy."

Neither does Davis, the former Santa Barbara development director. Three
decades ago, he said, the city's population was perfectly balanced between
low-, moderate- and upper-income residents. Not anymore.

"The loss of the middle class ends up changing the culture of the
community, " Davis said. Little Leagues and PTAs suffer. "It's not the
same."

Economist Watkins said that retiring baby boomers are likely to hang on to
their homes but that nearly "every Jjob they leave has to be filled by those
who can't afford the housing."

For employers, recruiting and retaining employees are growing challenges.
In the last two years, two major corporate headquarters moved out of Santa
Barbara: Fidelity Title and 500 jobs went to Jacksonville, Fla. Tenet
Health Care and 115 employees headed for Dallas.

"Our biggest problem in California," Fidelity chief executive William Foley
told the business publication Site Selection, "is that people we wanted to
move there couldn't afford to live there."”

Remaining businesses have the same complaint.

"Housing problems make it difficult to recruit people here," said John
Wiemann, vice chancellor of UC Santa Barbara. "It's a challenge, especially
for younger faculty."

The university has been trying to build about 240 units of faculty housing
on campus for years. But it's been slow going.

"The obstacles that we've encountered are the same that any developer
trying to build in the coastal zone would encounter: sensitive habitat,
wetlands and coastal access," Wiemann said.

Westmont College also ran into hurdles when it sought to build affordable
homes for its faculty: It took seven years to win approval for 41 units,
said Randy Jones, director of campus planning. The Montecito college is in
"an area where growth is not appreciated," he said.

The Christian liberal arts college now wants to build an arts center, a
science building and residence halls for 144 students. But that project has
run into intense neighborhood opposition. One anti-growth website contains
an editorial cartoon showing the Westmont College crest with high-rise

buildings towering over homes. A caption reads: "God Gave Us An Inch — We
Took a Mile."

Officials at Santa Barbara's Cottage Hospital, which is undergoing a
$550-million expansion, are fighting their own development battle. To help
recruit nurses, technicians and pharmacists, the hospital wants to build
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115 town house units where the shuttered St. Francis Hospital stands. But
it faces strong neighborhood opposition. :

Meanwhile, a major medical group recently proposed mortgage assistance for
a group not normally in need of help: doctors.

The Montecito Fire Protection District also is in a fix. Half of its
employees live outside the south coast area. The fire chief worries that
far-flung employees won't be able to get to work in an emergency.

So, the district recently spent $2.1 million for three small houses to rent
to firefighters.

Possibly the greatest impact of the slow-growth movement on the south
coast, however, has been elsewhere in the region.

Santa Barbara's population grew by just 400 pecple from January 2001 to
January 2005, according to state estimates. In the same period, Santa Maria
added 10,200. Santa Maria accounted for nearly half the residential units
built or approved in Santa Barbara County from 2000 through 2004.

"You can't buy a home in Santa Barbara, so you buy it in Santa Maria," said
Marty Mariscal, a Santa Maria city councilman. The buying frenzy there has
pushed the median price to nearly $500,000.

The surging population in the north county area also has produced a shift
in political power. Three of the five members of the county Board of
Supervisors now come from the more pro-development north county.

Fearful that pro-growth supervisors could usher major developers into the
Goleta Valley, west of Santa Barbara, residents in part of that area voted
in 2001 to form the city of Goleta.

"We have a community that wants to be very careful about growth," said
Goleta Mayor Jonny Wallis, a student at UC Santa Barbara during the 1969
oil spill.

But environmental politics have shifted. Conservation groups that were

promoters of slow growth now often endorse "smart growth" — targeted
development along transportation corridors or in already dense areas.

Linda Krop, chief counsel for the Environmental Defense Center of Santa
Barbara, said her organization would tend to support middle-income housing
if it could be built without encroaching on agricultural land or opening
new areas to development.

The hard-liners are neighborhood associations, homeowner groups and
umbrella organizations like the Coalition for Sensible Planning.

"To me, the Santa Barbara south coast is the last livable community on the
Southern California coast," said cocalition president Earle, who also was a
student during the 1969 spill. "It is worth fighting to keep it that way.”

On its website, Earle's group presents the choice as stark: between
remaining the pristine Goleta Valley or becoming the next smog-choked San
Fernando Valley.

Others say it's not that simple. Retired county Supervisor Naomi Schwartz,
a leading architect of the county's slow-growth movement, now favors "smart
growth." She believes construction of housing for workers makes
environmental and economic sense.

But "it's not an intellectual" discussion, she said. "It's more of an
emotional conversation."

Davis agreed, adding that coastal homeowners aren't looking at the big
4



picture.

"Existing homeowners in a neighborhood don't want to see increased traffic.
They would trade that for congestion on the 101 to Ventura or Lompoc.
Regional congestion and pollution are out of sight, out of mind."

*

(BEGIN TEXT OF INFOBOX)

Santa Barbara: shrinking and growing

The population of Santa Barbara County's south coast, a stronghold of
slow-growth sentiment for years, dropped slightly in 2004. Residential

development has been spilling over to the north county, led by Santa Maria,
which may soon pass Santa Barbara as the county's largest city.

Population Total Change* Percent

change*
Santa Barbara 419,260 +4,129 +1.0%
County

South County

Santa 90,518 -51 -0.1
Barbara
Goleta 30,679 -94 -0.3

Carpinteria 14,340 -38 -0.3

North County

Santa 88,793 +3,377 +4.0
Maria

Lompoc 42,320 +28 +0.1

Guadalupe 6,296 -21 -0.3
Solvang 5,429 -11 -0.2
Buellton 4,552 +91 +2.0
Countywide

Unincorporated 136,333 +848 +0.6
areas
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Measure D Funds used to replace Sandyland Road cross-gutters
Plans and specifications are being completed and construction of the conr_:rete cross-
gutters at Linden, Elm, Holly, and Ash Avenues will be completed this coming Spring.
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- The)smallj Dercentage that, does'go to bus service has
generally ot benefited the tampamng resnlents of Santa
Barbara County, For example, Séiita-Bar] Y -
. Measuie D mpney forlalternatw ansport on
- other; commimity inthe ¢ou it 1.

Meanwhile,many local ofﬁmals

@ SBCAG's polhng demonsh'ates

, _""-MeasureD

. will these.offitials.explainto
" constittents Why the’ highway can't

The clifrent Measure D sales tax
passed Ly.only 55 percent of voters.in * Lo
g +1989 has proved unaceeptable for today’s o
o transportatlon needs. Overthe last30, - ?. )
,Years, a méere 8 percent of the funds generated through
ses, blkeways and; sidewal

. many would carmpaign agamst ST

November;if there are not ,
mgmﬁcant changes:.. ;..
SBCAG's Tatest scheme is_ .

: partxcularly devious. It proposes to ’
" put two taxes onthe ballot: First, a

Ye-cent renewal tak to fund new

. toad-development, and. setond, an
" additional Ve-cent sales tax (whlch ’
" “only:would'only pass if the first one

3 does)to? pro 'de more fundmgfor .
- transits

Busriders and* :

r. ;envxronmentahsts wilk not support -

a'méasure:to fund hew roads; with |
the faintthope that votersiwil :

./ supportthe'additionaltax,. "~

SBCAG ritst reahze that

organizations askmg for’ adequate

fundingfor transit represent a
5

nstitijency that will be: -
e«‘proposed renewal ot'

If Measure D faﬂs dueto

) SBCAG’s smbbomunwrlhngness to

sibmita more balanced tax, how . -

be widenéd.and potholes can’tbe: -

* fized, and whythe traffie has
_mcz’eased exponentlally" -



iCont'd From Previous Pigo

$'75 mllhon for small commuter rml
dperations assomahu ~0Iﬁclals said.
"Fhie grant; gram expires:in‘three

. engmeevfar ipifalpro;ects

"Wlthout

years, and: local governments must - { ;

’ provxdeat least a 20 percentmatch fo -

’ “It’s nght up ou alley," sa1d Steve . voi

VanDenburgh assoelatlon depufy di-

rector. “Butwe are concerned thatif - M
MeasureD doesn’tpassthlsfall bythe - & i
) shoulfl be'placed

' time-we get t6:2008, all these dollars
couldbe gone,”
Tramutola was hired by the ‘hoard

‘TBecause thef corglpany has areecord.of .
pedGahfommcmes :
" and tonnties:pass 169 tax medsures, .

‘success: [thash

i mcludmg three for transportatlon. In

- 2004, for-exarple, TrAmutola mtided "4

* Marin County-to sucéeds: ‘with a-sales
- tax meastire that dllocated 55 percent

. of future;  revenues to bus aervices,
Smcelastfall VY amutolahaspolled.

1 600 SantaBarbara Countyresxdenis
. about fiuturg sales tax expeudn:ures

Ufor transpoﬂ;ahon /The polls showed
. thatJustmorethnnGOpercentofvoters

' would support to ballot measuresto -

- “The Comirnites  INC-pedple redlly
beheve that infrastrisgture is miseh -
MOre- ofaprlorﬂy" hesmd. x

Buttlﬂswew(:olhdesvnththehopes
.of the Coalition for & F'dir Measure D, |
repres ntmg 15 Soirth Cost environ-

bues, - ,b1cycles

pay for such prmeets ‘a5 Toad mamte- i

nance,busservice, safal ghieets, bridge "

iStréet, and, coniniuter rail
Ventura arid Goleta,
. "Pgople want'to'sed

between

“mittola vice president: “Everybodys
gotto understand they'vegitto ‘malte,
compromlses, or Jt’s not gomg to'
work”

underthe A-phis-B prppusal W1ththe
exnepmon of Santa Barbara, mbst cit-

ies have used-these fUuds for road -

mamtenance. L

. THal'sahard hitf
Mr Hicks said. “T's really going tobe
talen as a letdown to reduce that
,original share e

" roads and kéep up with asphalt over-.

lays, said Bruee Mybo, the city e

H te“paths,'sxx ‘«..
. lanesfornghWﬂlelSCyuthoﬂVﬁlpas

Tial Iancecl ap- :
proaeh,” sait David Basmajian, Tra- -

this cOLl'ﬂtYlS conceme;l aloitt tmﬂic ; $
congeshon,andtheydoutwanttoglve E
s & plug nickel o plan ahead?”

.. Din ectorDave Davis Salltli the Nm'th

aralotofpeople, ty o
© “The folls in the North County that

North Countv majority: to decide how
al]d wheretl_ua b_us moneyls spenf.

4 PﬂuPuSEn.MEAsunE A-»

Wlden nghway 101 south of’
llpas Streat.N$Q5 milllqn

: al
“tfansportation: $145.3 million:
- @ Bus’sgrvice: $1 38,61 mlllion

don’t share ‘our values are irying, 1
sh'angle the ﬂuture of {ransit o the
S

d
‘mass transit countywide is defi- -

" people who felt ﬂlﬂre.Wél'e un, ‘cient, especially:for. thie poor seg-

met fransit heeds aﬁeqhng mehtsthat eed stafion
county residents. : s

The hearing is part-of airan e farms forwhy B
Al proces§ to determine how . Next'month, 53¢ stalf will
1o allocate federal transporta-- present & draft needd assess-

* tion dollar's that need to first be

iment for review based.on the
-{1sed for mass transit. However, ’

public qommqnts .



Sidewal'l(—:[émbs'.thé‘t meet standards made By the Americans 7
Wednesdpy afternaon atthe inferséction-of West Cook and South.

.

T s

s o T a.ndaconsultingtéam‘vm]l'be;tals:mgthenewplan
BY RANDI BLock ~ . v&_‘s‘,‘(. .. to anumber ofpublicWorks,hpps{fon__dqmments,
STAFFWRITER - @”Y ! v then return for a format baard discussion in -

: L T B et :

" .SBCAG is considering asling voters not only to
extend the existing half-cent Measure D but also

! o approve ani additional quarter-cent tax to sup- -

plement regional and local transportatioh pro-

Tanta,

The exira tax is expected fo raise an additional

+$500 million over the 30-yéar, period, bt it would

Inresponse to advacates of alternative trans-

- portation, government officials have changed a
proposal for spending money, fhiat wouldbe

raised if voters reneéw a Santa'Barbara County

- sales tax kriown: ds Measure D; BT,
The new proposal would shift $97 million from -
 local eontrol — funds traditionally used for road. |
maintenafice —o regional bus and bicycle trans-
portation as well as tothe *Safe Routes to
Schools” prograim.* oo : S
‘Regional programs aremder the-direction of ..’
the Santa Barbara County Association of Govern:
nents (SBCAQ) board of directors, comiposed of - ;
. the five county supervisors and one elected offi- -
. cial from each city.government. -
-~ .Measure D, a half-cent sales tax to fund trans<- -
‘portatiori projects, will expire in 2010 unless two- - -
thirds of Santa Barbara County voters approve
. an extension of'the levy, which is expected to

~‘proved at the same time. sl
.. Atlastmonth’'s SBCAG migeting, numergus
people Jobbied thie board for more money for -
" -mass transit and alternative- . .
‘transportation; which they said . -
wwere being-underrepresented, - - .

¢.in favor of funding for street re-.:
' pairs and highway congestion ; -

‘relief, -

" Inresponse,the Oakland-- . .

based Tramuitola Co..consulting

raise §1 bllion ver 80 years: As anadditional: .. firm, which is guiding SBCAG .
benefit, cities and the county can'use that rev- - . .- staff through the effort tO.EEtd ) )
enue as matching money to obtain more federal . Measure ]j, renewed, chatiged .. : ‘
and state ranits to increas the pool of available ' -the allocations to allow more
transportation dollgrs.- -, - - -, . - moneyfor alternative-modes of
The isstie is'slated to go béfore voters iri No-" tramsportation. .

1ths, SBCAG staff

" vember. Over the next few mo!

“(Tramutola) has been watch-
ing this process, and lmows
very well what all the different
interests are,” said Gregg Haxt,
government affairs director of
SBCAG. "They've tried to syn-
thesize public testimony and alt
dialogue with public works di-

* rectors and city managersto try

‘tonavigate a coursé between all

 the interests to get sometliing
“people will pass.”

- Theprolonged debate about
how t0 use the new tax revenue
‘has generally pitted South
Coast advocates of more rail, .
bus and bicycle transportation
‘against North County officials
:who have used the:money pri-
marily for street and road re-
pair.' N - .

.-The new proposal divvies up
an expected $630 million among

" the local jurisdictions if Mea-
.-sure D is renewed at its current

-half-cent level, Local govern-

..Inents starid to take in an addi-

tional $167 million if the tax in-
creasealso passes, :

. Those-numbers represenf a
.-hift of $97 million from the

- original two-tier plan, money

s that the' SBCAC staffproposes:

to be absorbed into regional -
;bus, highway safety, bicycle

~and safe routes tg schools pro-

grams.
-"This is what advocates for- -
alternative transportation have
. beeh wanting, to be fairly repre-
- -sented on the table," Hart said.
" Santa Maria City Manger

. -Tim Ness said cities will feel an

' immediate impact if they lose a
chiumk of their fimding, but he
- woi't know how big the effect
.will be on Santa Maria until he
--can shidy the proposal more
‘thoroughly. )
“At'first blush it appears as

.: , though it's not as beneficial to.

-Santa Maria s the one prior to
" this," Nesssaid. @ .

» Underthe new plan, buises
‘would receive $29.5 million .
modre if the entire three-quarter-

_centtax is passéd; and none of
that'money could be used for
streets and roads; unlike under
the earliér proposal.

.- Bitycles would receive a com-

bined $47.6 million if Dbothtax
. Ineasures pass, which'is'a $32.5

million increase: -

“Tthink this.is avery good
Dplan and a very measured one,
This is one that i§ designed to
have voters approve both parts

. ofit,” said Ralph Fertig, presi-
. dent of the Santa Barbara Bicy-
*cle Coalition, . .

Finally, the proposal calls for .

Eiving safé routesto schools $45

. talke effect only if the first tier offu_nding sap- . *+ -million, an increase of $30 mil--

lion: This program is designed
to-paint crosswalks or complete
sidewall systems to generally
improve a sindent’s ability to .
get to school safely. ... .

Thé public meetings to re-

. ceive comment on the proposal.
have not-been scheduled, but -
the SBCAG staff plans to hiold
six of them aroundthe county - *

"before the Apiil SBOAG board |
meeting. T :
" Formore information, call
SBCAG at 961-8900.

Raondi Black cari be reached at
347-4580 or: rblock@santamaria
times.com. * .



-City; count offl o
proposal v_vant-
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leaders will be ssking the pubhc to

wexghmonaSO yearplantoraise $1.6

billion in local sales-taxes for, frans-

portation, nearly half of it for buses,

bicycles, safe sxdewalks and ‘com-

muterrail

As drawn.up/ by Tramutola LLC an

Onldand-based consulting firm hlred

by the Santa Barbara County Associ-

ation of Goyernments,.the proposal’

calls. for.two ballot. medsires;in No-.

vember: Measure A, - which,.would:

continue the present -half -percent in-

crease in thesalestax fortrapsporta- -
twn andMeasure B; whichwouldlevy. .
8 new ‘quarter- percent increase;-.
Measure B- woulclgo into eﬁ'ect oflyif-

"The 134 member: assuclatm boarct
made upofthe ﬁve county pemégm
e

mtxes around the county, t okp
say last week thatit has not endo sed '

they didn'tlike'it at all. N
“Tramutola‘has’ totally and. cors-
oletelymlssedthepomtand gottenout
n frontofthe board,” SupervisorJoni
3ray of Oreutt: anguly told her, col-+
eagues. Thiirsday. “I'm not pir ared
o support it at this time
approved “as’proposed, the A:
olus-B plan’ ould represent-a fim-
lamental shift if the way the coun
hooses to spemi its. transpoxtatmn
lollars, ‘allocating 45. percent of the
otal for alternativés to.cars,

In'the:past, 92 percent ‘of the local
ales taxxuoneyfortransportatlouhas

more np b

Conti nuedﬁ'om PageAl

Supemsor Salud Carba_]al of Santa
Barbara’ said - current’ prxorlties in
 {ransportation’funding wers “out of
whack:withi the public.” He $aid
wou]dsupportmcreasmgTramuto]
$195, 000 contract

‘the public’s Views, then Teturs fothi
hoard formore finé-tining in: Ap y
‘ “We re ata: croesroads_" Mr. Car]

not”"

‘, tola,and added;’ “Areyou T
.1ét him contmue toTun mok,\as he!
domg now” H‘ this. ‘wi i

,members

consénsug, At stake'

- ‘tionfuture ofthe connty

“years; ‘and the deadhné
chinj

e e,*ai:}')no i
by thie voters as Measure D éxpiresin
'2010;. Tt "supplies: $32 mﬂhon
“yearlyforloeal projects

.¢omeuntil general electio m2008 ;

‘Absent an agreement By the ‘board, -
each city would be left-1p ifs owi de—
‘vices to pass.a separate sales-taxin
‘crease, dooming-:‘stich. - vegional -
prolects as widening’ Highway 101
south of Milpas. Street, brmgmg com-
muter trains to-the South Coast, and.’
. éxpanding conmiuterbius sevices. .

- A timely repewal of the'sales tak.
indrease would help the county com:

f 1

pete for ew feder Igr i ,to
~Cont'd To
i 4 THANSIT on A’ 7

.One of the debates over extendlng Measure D -type fundlng'for. )
' fransportation pro]ects Is how ruch to, dlstrlhute focar-based . .- .o
soluttons and how mugh 1o alternative mathods like bike riding. -




