
 
 

 
 

   
 
 

STAFF REPORT 
 
 
 
TO:   South Coast Subregional Planning Committee 
 
 
SUBJECT: Transportation Funding Needs 
 
 
MEETING DATE: February 7, 2007       AGENDA ITEM:  6         
 
 
STAFF CONTACT: Jim Kemp, Gregg Hart, Steve VanDenburgh 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
Discuss impacts of potential expiration of Measure D in 2010 and make recommendations to 
SBCAG board on process for identifying replacement funding to meet transportation needs 
including a renewal of Measure D. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
At the last SBCAG board meeting, several members expressed concern about the failure of 
Measure D 2006 and the potential loss of transportation funding if Measure D is allowed to 
expire in 2010.  Some voiced a desire to “get back to work as soon as possible” on placing a 
new plan for renewing Measure D on the ballot in 2008 or identifying other possible sources of 
revenue to replace Measure D.  It was suggested that this topic be agendized for discussion at 
the February South Coast Subregional Planning Committee meeting.   
 
Attached are the final election results for Measure D 2006 which show that it received 54.47% 
votes out of the 116,414 votes that were cast countywide.  The support for Measure D 2006 was 
nearly identical to the original Measure D which was approved by 54.98% of county voters in 
1989.  Pursuant to Proposition 218, special taxes that are dedicated to specific purposes (e.g., 
transportation) must be approved by two-thirds of voters rather than a simple majority. 
 
The table shows a breakdown of voting by precincts aggregated by subregions.  There are 
significant differences in the levels of support for Measure D 2006 in different areas of the 
county.  In the South County, the measure received 63.8% support while support in the North 
County was substantially lower at 42.0%.  As compared to the 1989 election results, support for 
Measure D increased in South County by about 5% while support in the North County fell by 
about 5%.  Support levels ranged from the low 30’s (Cuyama, Orcutt) to the low 80’s (UCSB-Isla 
Vista. 
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In November, staff recommended that the board authorize a post-election survey of voters to 
gain a better understanding of the reasons that voters did not support Measure D and to provide 
information that could be used to develop a future Measure D renewal ballot measure that has a 
better chance of succeeding.  The board rejected staff’s recommendation.   
 
To help shed some light on the election results, staff has been meeting with some of the opinion 
leaders around the county seeking input on several questions including: What factors 
contributed to Measure D’s failure to pass?  Do you think it’s possible to gain 2/3 voter approval 
for any renewal plan?  What would need to be different to gain support from those 
individuals/organizations who opposed Measure D?  Would you support an effort by SBCAG to 
place another renewal measure on the ballot in 2008?  Staff will share with the committee some 
of the insights gained through these listening sessions.    
 
If Measure D is allowed to expire in 2010, the region will lose nearly $35 million annually in 
transportation funding.  If no replacement source is found for this revenue stream, the impacts 
on our region’s transportation system would be very significant and the mobility of county 
residents, workers and visitors will be compromised.   The gains made by local governments in 
improving local street and road conditions over the last 17 years would be lost.  Preventative 
maintenance on some streets will have to be abandoned while local governments are forced to 
use less cost effective pothole filling and rehabilitation measures.  Traffic congestion will 
increase because the region will have to rely on inadequate state and federal fuel tax revenues 
to widen 101 and make other highway and local road improvements.   Lacking funding to 
expand transportation alternatives, commuters will be forced to rely on auto commuting, thus 
compounding congestion.  Lacking a local revenue source, the region will be at a disadvantage 
in competing for discretionary state and federal matching funds.    
 
For these reasons, and many others, it is indeed important for the SBCAG board to engage in a 
discussion about how existing and future transportation funding needs will be met.  If the board 
is going to attempt to place a renewal measure or other revenue augmentation source on the 
ballot in the November 2008 election, it is time to start this effort now.   The committee may wish 
to make recommendations to the full SBCAG board about how such an effort should be carried 
out. 
 
 
Attachments: 
 
Measure D 2006 Election Results 
 



 
 

 

Measure D 2006 YES NO %YES Measure D 1989 YES NO %YES
City of Carpinteria 2,548 1,567 61.92% City of Carpinteria 896 626 58.87%
Carpinteria Valley 973 729 57.17% Carpinteria Valley 313 240 56.60%
Montecito/Summerland 2388 1969 54.81% Montecito/Summerland 1,526 1,032 59.66%
City of Santa Barbara 18,585 9,318 66.61% City of Santa Barbara 11,247 7,470 60.09%
Mission Canyon 828 437 65.45% Mission Canyon 219 168 56.59%
Hope Ranch/Goleta Valley 7,490 5,252 58.78% Hope Ranch/Goleta Valley 6,135 4,727 56.48%
City of Goleta 6,110 4,031 60.25% City of Goleta
UCSB - Isla Vista 3,549 831 81.03% UCSB - Isla Vista 422 286 59.60%
Vandenberg 86 59 59.31% Vandenberg
Vista Del Mar 119 78 60.41% Vista Del Mar 37 29 56.06%
City of Solvang 956 1,074 47.09% City of Solvang 553 504 52.32%
Santa Ynez Valley 1,745 2,151 44.79% Santa Ynez Valley 533 588 47.55%
Buellton area 804 903 47.10% Buellton area 200 286 41.15%
Lompoc Valley 1,717 2,695 38.92% Lompoc Valley 796 999 44.35%
City of Lompoc 3,590 4,480 44.49% City of Lompoc 1,796 2,133 45.71%
Los Alamos 241 337 41.70% Los Alamos
City of Santa Maria 6,801 8,102 45.64% City of Santa Maria 1,721 1,911 47.38%
Santa Maria Valley 186 310 37.50% Santa Maria Valley 49 53 48.04%
Orcutt 3,938 7,857 33.39% Orcutt 1,787 2,088 46.12%
Guadalupe area 569 463 55.14% Guadalupe area 166 98 62.88%
Sisquoc 120 219 35.40% Sisquoc 58 74 43.94%
Cuyama 64 145 30.62% Cuyama 67 69 49.26%

Absentees 4,869 3,960 55.15%

TOTALS: 63,407 53,007 54.47% TOTALS: 33,390 27,341 54.98%

North County 20,936 28,873 42.03% North County 7,763 8,832 46.78%
South County 42,471 24,134 63.77% South County 20,758 14,549 58.79%
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