
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

STAFF REPORT 
 
 
 
 
 
SUBJECT: Regional Transportation Plan       
 
 
MEETING DATE: October 5, 2006  AGENDA ITEM:  5         
 
 
STAFF CONTACT: Michael Powers, Sarkes Khachek 
 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
Receive presentation and provide comments on draft chapters of 2006 RTP. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Staff is updating the 2004 Metropolitan Transportation Plan.  A partial administrative draft is 
ready for your review.  This draft is not ready for public review and SBCAG requests that the 
distribution be limited to agency staff.  The following summarizes changes between the 2004 
and 2006 Plan.   
 

1. Overall. The format was changed to double column with interspersed graphics and 
tables for easier reading.  Every effort was made to slim the plan down through 
consolidation and deletion.  The Plan is being updated to reflect SAFE TEA-LU. 

2. Chapter 1. Reference added to SAFE TEA-LU, 101 In Motion and Measure D Renewal 
efforts. 

3. Chapter 2 Background information slimmed down and updated.  Sections added on fuel 
cost and system safety.  Travel forecasts updated for consistency with 101 IM and 
expanded model. 

4. Chapter 3 is now the policy chapter and new text has added the 101 IM Consensus 
Recommendations, updated the federal legislation references to address SAFETEA-LU, 
Congestion Management Process, and Strategic Highway Safety Plan (all required 
references in SAFETEA-LU MPO planning requirements).  Any policy references to 
CMAQ have been deleted as the commitment for the remaining funds will take place 
prior to the final adoption of the new RTP.   

5. Chapter 4, Update on progress since 2004 MTP and new projects.  Many capital 
projects are portrayed on maps.  A project list is included in Appendix.   

6. Chapter 5, Updated financial analysis. 
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7. Appendix 1. Programmed, Planned, Airport, and Illustrative project list information.  
Note: Illustrative projects were not subject to modeling nor will they be subject to 
environmental review.  

 
Chapter 6 (Performance Measures), Remaining Appendices, and Executive Summary are 
forthcoming for the November meeting  Staff requests comments, e.g. markups of text, etc. 
within two weeks after the TTAC meeting, i.e., October 20.   Staff can accept changes to project 
cost, schedule, and minor changes to roadway project descriptions.  At this time the roadway 
travel forecast modeling is complete and the LOS analysis is nearing completion so no new 
additional roadway capacity projects can be accommodated.   
  
Environmental review of the Plan is commencing shortly.  The RTP and a draft EIR will be 
distributed for public review around December.   
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DRAFT CHAPTER 1: 
WHERE WE ARE TODAY 
 
Santa Barbara County is home to some of 
the most beautiful scenic landscape in the 
United States.  This beauty along with a 
high quality of life is the reason thousands 
of people move to the region annually. This 
growth has increased the importance of the 
region’s transportation infrastructure as we 
move forward into the future.  With thou-
sands of residents and visitors traveling on 
local streets, highways, bus transit and bicy-
cle facilities daily, the importance of a long 
range plan detailing the policies and needs 
of improving and expanding our transporta-
tion network is even greater. 
 
Santa Barbara County, located on the south 
central coast of California, is bordered on 
the north by San Luis Obispo County and on 
the east by Ventura County, and by the Pa-
cific Ocean to the west and south.  Served 
by United States Highway 101, Santa Bar-
bara lies 100 miles north of Los Angeles 
and 300 miles south of San Francisco. 
 
From the coastline, identified as the “South 
Coast”, to the inlands north of the Santa 
Ynez mountains identified as the “North 
County”, Santa Barbara County occupies 
2,745 square miles of land and has 1,989 
miles of roadway to travel.  With a popula-
tion of over 407,000 and an unemployment 
rate of 4.7% (2005), Santa Barbara County 
has a strong economy that includes high 
tech, service, agriculture and tourism indus-

tries, as well as government and education, 
including Vandenberg Air Force Base and 
the University of California – Santa Barbara. 

 
The communities of the South Coast, like 
the communities of the North County, are 
integrated economically, culturally and envi-
ronmentally. However, there is a docu-
mented imbalance between jobs and hous-
ing between the South Coast and the North 
County which has led to increased transpor-
tation demands on US 101 and SR 154, and 
a more significant jobs and housing imbal-
ance between the Ventura County and the 
South Coast - the later which has exacer-
bated congestion on Highway 101 in the 
South Coast.  In addition, there is an emerg-
ing jobs/housing imbalance between the 
Santa Maria Orcutt area and Southern San 
Luis Obispo County. 
 
The residents of Santa Barbara County wish 
to maintain the environmental integrity and 
quality of life of the region, while preparing 
for the population and economic growth 
that will come in the future.  It is projected 
that the population of Santa Barbara County 
will grow by 31%, with a 20% increase in the 
South Coast population and a 41% increase 
in the North County population by 2030 
(Table 1.1).  It is also projected that employ-
ment will grow by 44%, with the addition of 
79,000 new jobs by 2030.  Although there 
are no projections for significant changes to 
the major job categories in Santa Barbara 
County over the next 30 years, there will be 

What is VISION 2030? 
 

VISION 2030 is the Regional Transportation Plan 
for Santa Barbara County.  Regional Transportation 
Plans are long range planning documents that 
identify the region’s transportation needs, sets forth 
an action plan to address the needs consistent with 
adopted policies and documents the funding sources 
needed to implement  the action plan.  
 

How does it differ from the 2004 MTP? 
• Most recent programmed project list 
• Update of Financial Information 
• Inclusion of 101 In Motion consensus projects 

and Measure D Renewal projects 
• Environmental Analysis 



 

DRAFT CHAPTER 1 - WHERE WE ARE TODAY : 1-2 

VISION2030: PLANNING SANTA BARBARA COUNTY’S FUTURE 
a continuing decline in oil and gas develop-
ment and production, slight increases in the 
service and construction sectors are pro-
jected.  High-tech, service,  higher educa-
tion, agriculture and tourism will continue to 
be the foundation for the economy of Santa 
Barbara County. 
 
The Planning Area 
The planning area of Santa Barbara County 
consists of two regions, the North County 
and the South Coast.  Within the North 
County, there are four sub-regions: Cuyama, 
the Lompoc Valley, the Santa Maria Valley 
and the Santa Ynez Valley. 
 
Santa Barbara County is within the Region 9 
jurisdiction of the Federal Highway Admini-
stration (FHWA) and the Federal Transit Ad-
ministration (FTA), and District 5 of the Cali-
fornia Department of Transportation 
(CalTrans). 
 
 
 

GEOGRAPHY 
 
North County 
The North County is characterized by its rural na-
ture, with the Los Padres National Forest, San 
Rafael and Dick Smith Wilderness Areas, and 
Lake Cachuma National Recreation Area.  With 
this rural back drop, the North County, known for 
its agribusiness including vineyards and wine 
making and missile launches from Vandenberg 
Air Force Base, has four population centers: the 
Santa Ynez Valley, Lompoc Valley, Santa Maria 
Valley and Cuyama. 
 
Cuyama Valley:  The Cuyama Valley, located in 
northeastern Santa Barbara County includes the 
unincorporated communities of Cuyama and New 
Cuyama.  With a population of about 1,400, the 
Cuyama Valley is agriculturally based.  The Cu-
yama Valley is accessible by State Route 166, the  
Friendship Airport and Cuyama Transit.  It should 
be noted that Cuyama is a relatively isolated area 
which is approximately 60 miles east of Santa 
Maria and 60 miles southwest of Bakersfield via 
State Route 166.   
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Lompoc Valley:  The Lompoc Valley lies at the 
base of the Purisima, Santa Rita and White Hills. 
The Valley is adjacent to Vandenberg Air Force 
Base, to its North and can access the Pacific 
Ocean at Surf Beach.  The Valley includes the 
incorporated City of Lompoc, and Mission Hills, 
Mesa Oaks and Vandenberg Village in unincorpo-
rated Santa Barbara County. 
 
The Lompoc valley is accessible by State Routes 
1 and 246, the Surf passenger rail station , 
Lompoc Airport and the Breeze Bus. 

 
Vandenberg Air Force Base:  Vandenberg Air 
Force Base (VAFB), encompassing over 98,000 
acres lies near the Santa Ynez Mountains to the 
east, and is bounded by the Pacific Ocean to the 
south and west and farmland to the north.  VAFB 
is home to the 30th Space Wing of the Air Force 
Space Command which is responsible for the 
Department of Defense Space and Missile launch 
activities on the West Coast of the United States.  
VAFB is accessible by State Route 1. 
 
Santa Maria Valley:  The Santa Maria Valley is 
bounded by the Santa Maria River to the north, 
the Casmalia Hills to the west and the Solomon 
Hills to the south.  The Valley includes the cities 
of Santa Maria and Guadalupe and the unincor-
porated areas of Orcutt and Sisquoc.  This is the 

fastest growing area of the County. 
 
The Santa Maria Valley is accessible by U.S. High-
way 101, State Routes 135 and 166, Amtrak 
passenger and Union Pacific freight service, 
Santa Maria Public Airport, and Greyhound Bus 
service. 

 
Santa Ynez Valley:  The Santa Ynez Valley lies at 
the base of several converging mountain ranges 
including the San Rafael and Santa Ynez Moun-
tains and the Purisima and Santa Rita Hills.  The 
Valley includes the incorporated cities of Buellton 
and Solvang, and the small unincorporated com-
munities of Ballard, Los Olivos and Santa Ynez in 
unincorporated Santa Barbara County, and the 
Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indian Reservation.   

Table 1.1 Santa Barbara County’s Population Forecast through 2030 

  2000 2030 Total Change Percent Change 

Cuyama  1,400 1,600 200 14% 
Lompoc  58,300 75,100 16,800 29% 
Santa Maria  116,800 176,200 59,400 51% 
Santa Ynez  21,800 27,400 5,600 26% 
South Coast 201,000 240,500 39,500 20% 
County Total 399,000 521,000 122,000 31% 
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The Santa Ynez valley is accessible by U.S. High-
way 101, State Routes 154 and 246, Amtrak bus 
connector service and Santa Ynez Airport. 
 
South Coast 
Bounded by the Santa Ynez Mountains to the 
north and the Pacific Ocean to the south, a nar-
row strip of coastal land that includes the com-
munities of Carpinteria, Summerland, Montecito, 
Santa Barbara, Goleta and Isla Vista, is known as 
the South Coast.  Carpinteria, Santa Barbara, 
with the region’s only marine harbor facilities, 
and Goleta are incorporated cities, while Sum-
merland, Montecito and Isla Vista, home to UCSB,  
are in unincorporated Santa Barbara County.  
This area extends from the east at the Ventura 
County line near Rincon Point to the west at Gavi-
ota. 

The South Coast is accessible by US Highway 
101, State Routes 150 and 154, Amtrak, Santa 
Barbara Airport, and Greyhound Bus service. 
 
The Planning Process 
The purpose of regional transportation planning 
is to implement an inclusive, environmentally 
sensitive, and multimodal approach to address-
ing transportation problems.  The Regional Trans-
portation Plan (RTP) Update will continue to guide 
both short and long-term transportation invest-
ments within Santa Barbara County.   
The RTP consists of a Policy Element, Action Ele-
ment, Financial Element, and Environmental As-
sessment.  The focus on public participation and 
transportation improvement alternatives is tied to 
the update of the Action Element.  As well, the 
RTP must be financially constrained and  consis-
tent with air quality standards (Clean Air Act), as 
expressed through the State Implementation Plan 
(SIP), which for this RTP is the Santa Barbara 
County Air Pollution Control District’s 2002 Clean 
Air Maintenance Plan. 

 

The Requirements 

Santa Barbara County Association of Govern-
ments (SBCAG), as both the Metropolitan Trans-
portation Organization (MPO) and the Regional 
Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA) for Santa 
Barbara County, has the legislative responsibility 
to develop a comprehensive 25-year vision of the 
region’s transportation system vis-à-vis the Re-
gional Transportation Plan (RTP).  The RTP is an 
action-oriented document used to achieve a coor-
dinated and balanced regional transportation 
system.  
 
Federal Requirements 
 
Transportation Equity Act 
The Safe, Accountable,  Flexible, Efficient Trans-
portation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users, 
(SAFETEA-LU) requires the consideration of pro-
jects and strategies within the transportation plan 
that will: 

• Support the economic vitality of the metro-
politan area, especially by enabling global com-
petitiveness, productivity, and efficiency; 

• Increase the safety and security of the trans-
portation system for motorized and non-
motorized users; 

• Increase the accessibility and mobility op-
tions available to people and for freight; 

• Protect and enhance the environment, pro-
mote energy conservation, and improve quality of 
life; 

• Enhance the integration of connectivity of the 
transportation system, across and between 
modes, for people and freight; 

• Promote efficient system management and 
operations;  

• Emphasize the preservation of existing sys-
tem; 

• Increase the safety of the transportation sys-
tem for motorized and non-motorized users ; 

• Increase the security of the transportation 
system for motorized and non-motorized users; 
 
Clean Air Act 
The Clean Air Act is expressed through the State 
Implementation Plan (SIP), which for this Plan is 
the Santa Barbara County Air Pollution Control 
District’s 2002 Clean Air Maintenance Plan 
(Currently being updated).  The 2002 Clean Air 
Maintenance Plan provides for the maintenance 
of the Federal Ozone Standard.   
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Congestion Management Process 
The Congestion Management System, originally a 
requirement of the Federal Intermodal Surface 
Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA) of 1991, 
continues to be a requirement in the SAFETEA LU 
for all Transportation Management Areas (TMA).  
The requirement was updated to emphasize an 
ongoing communications process among all part-
ners to effectively apply all available tools to ad-
dress congestion issues. 
 
A Congestion Management Process is “a system-
atic process that provides information on trans-
portation system performance and alternative 
strategies to alleviate congestion and enhance 
the mobility of persons and goods.”  The intent is 
to implement congestion mitigation strategies 
and to achieve air quality goals through inter-
agency and inter-jurisdictional coordination to 
protect and improve the investment in and effec-
tiveness of existing and future transportation net-
works. 
 
Access to All 
Title 23, CFR §450.316(b)(2)&(3) requires the 
Regional Transportation Plan to be consistent 
with the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and the Ameri-
can Disabilities Act of 1990.  The Civil Rights Act 
requires that “No person in the United States 
shall, on the ground of race, color, or national 
origin be excluded from participation in, be de-
nied the benefits of, or be subjected to discrimi-
nation under any program or activity receiving 
Federal financial assistance.”  In conjunction, 
Executive Order 12898 calls for each Federal 
agency to “make achieving environmental justice 
part of its mission by identifying and addressing, 
as appropriate, disproportionately high and ad-
verse human health or environmental effects of 
its programs, policies, and activities on minority 
populations and low-income populations.”  The 
American Disability Act requires the acquisition of 
accessible vehicles by private and public trans-
portation agencies, requires the provision of com-
plementary paratransit service by public entities 
operating a fixed route system, and requires the 
provision of nondiscriminatory accessible trans-
portation service. 
 
Title 23 CFR 450.316 also requires the transpor-
tation planning process to include a public in-
volvement program that provides a reasonable 
opportunity for the general public, operators of 
transit and freight systems, airport operators, 
tribal governments and other interested persons 
to participate in the RTP development process.  In 

addition, Title 40, CFR §93.105 requires the de-
velopment of the RTP to include consultation with 
air quality and environmental agencies.  
 
State Requirements 
 
Clean Air Act 
The 2002 Clean Air Maintenance Plan satisfies 
the requirements of the California Clean Air Act, 
in which a triennial progress report and triennial 
update to the Air Quality Attainment Plan is pre-
pared satisfying Sections 40912 through 40922 
of the California Health and Safety Code, and 
provides for expeditious attainment of the state 
1-hour ozone standard. 
 
Congestion Management Program 
California Proposition 111 (1990), Government 
Code §65089, requires the transportation plan-
ning process for urbanized counties, including 
Santa Barbara County, to prepare, adopt and bi-
ennially update a Congestion Management Pro-
gram (CMP).  The intent of Proposition 111 is to 
address increasing congestion on highways and 
principal arterials through a coordinated ap-
proach involving state, regional, count and local 
transportation and land use polices and agen-
cies.  Santa Barbara County’s CMP requires a 
Level of Service standard of “D” and requires 
deficiency plan to mitigate through either capital 
improvements or system wide improvements that 
benefit circulation and air quality.  Local agencies 
may choose to mitigate through the capital im-
provement, or through approved system-wide 
mitigation strategies.  Agencies who do not meet 
CMP standards are at risk of losing new gas tax 
revenues. 
 
Public Participation and Environmental Justice 
SBCAG believes that good ideas originate through 
an open exchange of information and encourages 
public involvement in its plans, programs and 
projects.  Including the public in the planning 
process is important in developing a successful 
Regional Transportation Plan that will meet the 
needs of our diverse communities. 
 
SBCAG understands that residents have an inter-
est in maintaining a quality of life in Santa Bar-
bara County and are faced with projected popula-
tion and economic growth that will impact the 
transportation system.  Land use, transportation 
and economic development policy decisions are 
all interconnected.  The public being actively in-
volved in the planning process allows for the con-
sideration of issues, strategies and solutions that 
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otherwise might not be included in the Regional 
Transportation Plan.  As users of the transporta-
tion system in Santa Barbara County, residents 
know the transportation needs of their commu-
nity.   
 
As well, SBCAG supports environmental justice in 
the planning process and believes there should 
be full and fair participation by all potentially af-
fected communities in the transportation deci-
sion-making process.  SBCAG seeks to avoid any 
disproportionably high or adverse health, environ-
mental, social or economic effects on any particu-
lar community, including minority or low-income 
populations, in the transportation planning proc-
ess. 
 
With a county wide population of approximately 
400,000, the residents identified themselves 
accordingly in the 2000 US Census (See figure 
1.1): American Indian 0.5%, Asian 3.9%, African 
American 2.1%, Pacific Islander 0.1%, other 0.1% 
and white 56.9%.  Slightly over 34% of Santa Bar-
bara County residents identified themselves as 
Hispanic or Latino.   
 
Figure 1.1, Population by Race 

 
Santa Maria and Guadalupe Demographics 
• The City of Guadalupe had the highest per-

centage of population that is Hispanic or La-
tino among jurisdictions in the county with a 
percentage of 84.5%. 

• The City of Santa Maria had the largest num-
ber of Hispanic residents, 46,196, and the 
second highest percentage of Hispanic popu-
lation at 59.7%. 

• The City of Guadalupe had the highest per-
centage of Asian population with a percent-
age of 5.9%. 

• Four percent of the population in Guadalupe 
is Filipino. 

• Santa Maria had the largest number of Asian 
residents at 3,673. 

• Approximately 2,600 of those residents are 
Filipino. 

• As identified by the 2000 US Census, the 
jurisdiction with the highest poverty rate was 
Guadalupe with a  poverty rate at 25%.  The 
City of Santa Maria had the largest popula-
tion living in poverty, with 14,823 residents 
below the poverty level.  

 
Due to these factors, additional efforts were 
made to reach out to the Hispanic, Filipino and 
low-income communities for the Santa Maria Val-
ley RTP public workshop.   
 
The City of Lompoc had the largest number and 
highest percentage of African American popula-
tion at 7.3% in 2000.  Additional efforts were 
made to reach out to the African American Popu-
lation community for the Lompoc Valley RTP pub-
lic workshop. 
 
The Planning Process 
Three public workshops were held in northern 
Santa Barbara County, to engage the public in 
the planning process.  The workshops were held 
according to major geographic regions of North-
ern Santa Barbara County: Santa Maria, including 
Cuyama, Los Alamos, Orcutt and the City of Gua-
dalupe; Lompoc, including Vandenberg Air Force 
Base, Vandenberg Village and Mission Hills; and 
Santa Ynez Valley, including the cities of Buellton 
and Solvang.  These meetings were held at public 
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venues which were ADA and transit accessible, 
from 6:30 PM to 8:30 PM on Wednesday, Sep-
tember 24, 2003, Wednesday, October 1, 2003 
and Wednesday, October 15, 2003, respectively. 
 
There was extensive outreach to the general, mi-
nority, low income and special needs populations 
in each region.  In addition, there was outreach to 
those communities who support or advocate for 
alternative transportation.  Outreach methods 
included flyers and utility bill stuffers printed in 
both English and Spanish, distribution of flyers 
through established local newsletters and social 
service agencies, posting of workshop notices in 
public areas and public transit printed in both 
English and Spanish, posting of the workshop 
notice on the internet, announcements at public 
meetings, public service announcements on the 
radio, newspaper advertisements, and presenta-
tions at business and professional meetings.  As 
well, elected and appointed officials, community 
leaders, and community advocates were provided 
invitations via regular mail.   
 
The workshops were designed to facilitate public 
participation, by providing guidance to actively 
engage the public in identifying transportation 
issues and discussing possible solutions.  The 
workshop included a general session which pro-
vided background information necessary for par-
ticipation in the process.   

 
This information included a brief overview of the 
purpose of a Regional Transportation Plan, its 
elements and the goals for the 2004 Update.  
This was supported through visual aids and hand-
out materials.  The general sessions was followed 
by break-out sessions according to transportation 
mode: Highways and roadways, transit, bicycle 
and pedestrian pathways, systems management, 

aviation, rail and goods movement.  Participants 
were able to choose two sessions to discussion 
their concerns and identify solutions.  Each 
break-out session was facilitated by technical 
staff from local public agencies with expertise in 
the mode and knowledge of the transportation 
systems in the area.  The information that was 
produced from these workshops was taken into 
consideration and included in the Regional Trans-
portation Plan as appropriate. 
 
101 IN MOTION 
In 2003, SBCAG initiated an extensive transporta-
tion alternatives analysis for the South Coast 
Highway 101 corridor, called 101 In Motion. 
 
Between 2003 and 2006, SBCAG staff con-
ducted over 50 public outreach presentations to 
community groups and local government advisory 
bodies and city councils on the 101 in Motion 
project.  Interest in the project has been high and 
the comments received have been integrated into 
the discussions of the Technical Advisory Group 
and Stakeholders Advisory Committee delibera-
tions.   A broader summary of the 101 IN MOTION 
outreach can be found in appendix X. 
 
MEASURE D RENEWAL 
Measure D is the 1/2-cent sales tax for transpor-
tation improvements approved by the voters in 
1989.  The measure set to expire in 2010.  In 
2004, the SBCAG Board kicked off a program to 
consider renewal of Measure D.  After much pub-
lic input, the SBCAG Board approved an expendi-
ture plan for the renewal of Measure D in April 
2006. 
 
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PLAN 
SAFETEA-LU requires a standalone written plan 
for collecting public comments on SBCAG docu-
ments like the Regional Transportation Plan.  
SBCAG adopted a ‘Public Participation Plan’ in 
March 2002 and annually reviews this plan for 
accuracy of issues.  SBCAG intends to revisit this 
plan so it is SAFETEA-LU compliant by July 2007.  
An outline for the scope of work is in SBCAG’s 
Fiscal Year 2006-07 Overall Work Program.  
SBCAG intends to publish and make available our 
RTP in advance of Board consideration of adop-
tion.  The RTP will be in an easily accessible loca-
tion and conducted in a manner in which the pub-
lic can enter commentary on the plan.  SBCAG 
also intends to publish the RTP on its website and 
make it available in electronic format. 
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Moving Santa Barbara 
 
Santa Barbara County’s transportation network 
serves as the spine for moving thousands of peo-
ple on a daily basis.  The region's transportation 
network is composed of approximately 1,737 
miles of paved roads, three major highway corri-
dors, six transit operators, one private inter-city 
bus operator, five public airports, three railroad 
operators, and one harbor facility. Together they 
provide for the movement of people, goods, and 
services in the region.  
 
The following section provides an overview of 
Santa Barbara County’s regional transportation 
network and resources.  
 
ROADWAY SYSTEM 
 
 Altogether the state maintains 313 miles of state 
routes in the county.  State Routes are shown in 
Figure 1.2.  The cities and county support an ad-
ditional 1,424 miles of local streets and roads in 
the region.  Each jurisdictions portion of that total 
is shown in table 1.3. 
 
 
NATIONAL HIGHWAYS 
 
In 1989, Section 1006 of the federal Intermodal 
Surface Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA) re-

quired designation of a National Highway System 
(NHS) to serve interstate and interregional travel, 
connect major population centers, international 
border crossings, ports, airports, public transpor-
tation facilities, major travel destinations, and 
meet national defense requirements. Enactment 
of the replacement legislation (federal Transpor-
tation Enhancement Act, or TEA 21) did not 
change this requirement. 
 
The principal arterials included in California's 
NHS fulfill the federal objectives. Included are 
routes designated by Caltrans' as part of the 
state's truck network, and routes that are desig-
nated as part of the federal Strategic Highway 
Network (STRAHNET). STRAHNET routes are im-
portant to the national strategic defense policy. 
STRAHNET connectors provide access between 
major U.S. military installations such as Vanden-
berg Air Force Base and the STRAHNET. 
 
 
STATE ROUTES 
The state system is comprised of freeways and 
expressways and connections established by the 
state legislature, the designation of which over-
rides that of the local jurisdiction. Caltrans is re-
sponsible for deficiencies on the designated state 
facilities, although the CMP/CMS places partial 
responsibility on local jurisdictions via the CMP/
CMS Deficiency Plan process. The facilities within 

Route Description Function 
  
Route 101 

  
From Ventura County line to San 
Luis Obispo County line. 

  
Main north/south principal arterial, 
serving as interstate and interre-
gional travel corridor though the 
county. 

  
Route 1 

  
From Route 101 to Route 135 near 
Santa Maria. The designated con-
nector includes Route 1 from VAFB 
via Ocean Street and H Street in 
the City of Lompoc. 

  
Federally designated Strategic 
Highway Network (STRAHNET) 
connector leading to VAFB, a major 
military installation on the West 
Coast. 

  
Route 135 

  
From Route 1 to Route 101. 

  
Offers alternate access to VAFB 
from Route 101. 

  
Clark Avenue 

  
From Route 135 to Route 101. 

  
Provides a northerly access to 
VAFB from Route 101. 

Table 1.2 National Highway System Arterials in Santa Barbara County 
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Santa Barbara are shown in Map1.2 and de-
scribed in Table 1.3. 
  
In Santa Barbara County, state freeways and ex-
pressways, include all of State Routes 154 and 
217; the portion of Route 101 within the County; 
the portion of Route 1 from Route 101 near Las 
Cruces to the San Luis Obispo County line; the 
portion of Route 33 within the County, and Route 
166 from Route 101 near Santa Maria to Route 
33 in Cuyama Valley. Three of these facilities 
(Routes 1, 101, and 154) have been defined in 
state statutes as part of the Interregional Road 
System; of these, Route 101 is termed both a 
High Emphasis and Focus Route for programming 
state funding, making the route a priority for pro-
jects identified to improve the level of service for 
motorists. 
 
Route 101 is the main transportation link be-
tween the urban areas in the county. It connects 
the South Coast area to the Santa Ynez Valley 
and Santa Maria Valley. Route 154, a rural scenic 
highway, provides an additional connection be-
tween the South Coast and the Santa Ynez Valley. 
Lompoc access to Route 101 is via Routes 1 and 
246. The Cuyama Valley is only accessible from 
Ventura/Ojai via Route 33, or from Santa Maria 
and Bakersfield via Route 166. In addition to 
these major routes, there are other state routes 

within the region that provide local connections 
to the state freeway system (135, 144, 192, 217, 
225, and the portion of Route 150 that is be-
tween Route 101 and the Ventura County line). 
These state routes are termed conventional high-
ways, as there is no access control (e.g., drive-
ways exist along the route). Caltrans has relin-
quished a portion of Route 225 and a portion of 
Route 144 to the City of Santa Barbara, and all of 
Route 224 to the City of Carpinteria. Relinquish-
ment of the remainder of Route 144 to the local 
jurisdictions is in process.  (See Appendix X for a 
description of regionally significant roadway facili-
ties in Santa Barbara County.) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

JURISDICTION ROAD SYSTEM MILES LANE MILES 
 State 313 915 

County 900 1,800 

City of Buellton 12 24 

City of Carpinteria 31 69 

City of Goleta 86 171 

City of Guadalupe 11 23 

City of Lompoc 101 276 

City of Santa Barbara 250 491 

City of Santa Maria 147 345 

City of Solvang 19 38 

 Total  1,870  4,152 

Table 1.3 Miles of Streets and Roads in Santa Barbara County 
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REGIONAL BIKEWAY SYSTEM  
 
EXISTING BICYCLE ROUTES 
The region has 141 miles (227 km) of bicycle 
routes (see Table 1.4), classified as: Class I, bike 
path or trail, separate from road; Class II, bike 
lane (painted line on road); Class III, onroad 
shared bike route (sign designation only); and 
Class IV (which are County designated and main-
tained offroad, unpaved facilities). Most of the 
bicycle facilities in the region are Class II bike 
lanes. 
 
REGIONAL BIKEWAY SYSTEM 
To encourage bicycling as a travel mode, it is cru-
cial to complete a coordinated bikeway system 
with multi-modal links (transit, rail) that serves 
both commuters and recreational bicyclists and 
accommodates a broad range of cycling skills. 
Toward this end, SBCAG's 1994 Regional Bike-
way Study identified a system of regionally signifi-
cant bikeways that links the major population 
centers and major trip origins and destinations 
within urban centers. This system is incorporated 
into this section of the RTP and is shown on the 
bikeway maps included at the end of this chap-
ter. 
 
TRANSIT 
 
The following section describes the transporta-
tion services provided by the transit agencies, as 
well as other agencies within each region.  
 
PUBLIC TRANSIT OPERATORS 
In 2005, a total of 8,689,563 rides were pro-
vided on public fixed route, demand response, 
and commuter service throughout Santa Barbara 

County. Over seven million rides were provided by 
Santa Barbara Metropolitan Transit District, with 
all North County transit providing over one million 
rides. Commuter service provided over 230,000 
rides along the North County and the South 
Coast. A description of the services provided in 
each region by the operators is included in this 
section.  
 
South Coast 
 
Local Fixed Route Transit – The Santa Barbara 
Metropolitan Transit District (MTD) is an inde-
pendent special district empowered under the 
California Public Utilities Code to provide public 
transit service in the South Coast of Santa Bar-
bara County.  The MTD service area covers ap-
proximately 52 square miles from the Ventura 
County border to the western edge of Goleta, in-
cluding the cities of Santa Barbara, Carpinteria, 
and Goleta, and the unincorporated communities 
of Isla Vista, Montecito and Summerland.  MTD 
operates a fleet of 93 vehicles (68 diesel buses, 
20 electric buses, and 5 over the road coaches).  
MTD’s transit service consists of 26 individual 
routes operating on a fixed-route, fixed-schedule 
basis.  This includes MTD’s shuttle routes, the 
Crosstown Shuttle, the Downtown-Waterfront 
Shuttle, and the Carrillo Commuter Lot Shuttle in 
Santa Barbara, and the Seaside Shuttle in 
Carpinteria.  MTD operates transit service 363 
days per year (service is not provided on Thanks-
giving Day or Christmas Day).  MTD does not op-
erate charter service school bus service, or de-
mand-response (paratransit) service.  MTD oper-
ates A.M. and P.M. booster service (i.e., “tripper 
service”), to area schools due to increased de-
mand for travel to these destinations at these 
times.  The booster service is open to the public. 
 

Table 1.4 Bike Route Mileage by Jurisdiction 
 AREA  COUNTY CITY  STATE  TOTAL 

 South Coast 39.2  29.0  15.3   83.5 

 Santa Maria    9.7   24.3  ---   34.0 

 Lompoc  11.8    4.8  ---   16.6 

 Santa Ynez    8.5     0.6    1.3   5.9 

Guadalupe ---  ---  1.2     1.2 

Total  63.5   59.2  17.8  141.2 
Notes:    South Coast State Route Bike mileage includes Class I and 
Class II bike routes at UCSB.  
Source:  Individual jurisdictions and the UCSB Safety Office. 
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Currently, SBMTD 
provides fixed route 
service Monday 
through Friday 5:00 
AM through mid-
night, Saturday 6:00 

AM through 11:00 PM, and Sunday 6:00 AM 
through 10:00 PM (limited routes). SBMTD has 
seen a 2.3% increase in ridership from FY 2003– 
2004, with FY 2004-2005 ridership at 
7,169,752.   SBMTD maintains a farebox recov-
ery ratio of 38%. 
 
Paratransit – Under a Memorandum of Agree-
ment, Easy Lift provides the specialized door-to-
door paratransit service within MTD's service 
area comparable to MTD's fixed route service. 
The service is limited to elderly, frail, and dis-
abled individuals determined to be eligible for the 
service under the criteria established in the 1990 
Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA). Easy Lift is 
also the designated Consolidated Transportation 
Service Agency (CTSA) for the South Coast region, 
responsible for coordination of transportation 
services for social service agency clients among 
other functions.  

 
Demand response service is provided through 
Easy Lift Transportation, which provides service 
Monday through Friday 5:30 AM through mid-
night, Saturday 6:00 AM to 11:30 PM, and Sun-
day 6:30 AM through 10:00 PM. 
 
Santa Maria Area  
 
Local Fixed Route and Demand Response Service 
– Santa Maria Area Transit (SMAT), with a fleet of 
23 vehicles, is the major transportation provider 
in the Santa Maria area.  SMAT, provides both 
fixed-route and demand-responsive service. 

SMAT's fixed route service consists of seven 
routes. The door-to-door service provides the ADA 
required paratransit service comparable to the 
fixed route service for residents in the Santa 
Maria-Orcutt area determined eligible for the ser-
vice under the 1990 ADA. 
 
Currently, SMAT provides fixed route and demand 
response service Monday through Friday, be-
tween the hours of 6:00 AM and 7:15 PM on 
most routes, and Saturdays between the hours of 
7:30 AM and 6:25 PM and Sundays from 8:00 
AM to 3:00 PM. 
 
SMAT implemented ‘Owl’ night service in July 
2006 that extended service to 10:15PM on se-
lected routes. 

 
In fiscal year 2004-
2005, SMAT had a 
17.8% increase in rid-
ership from fiscal year 
2003-2004,  wi th 

797,287 boardings.  SMAT fixed route service 
maintains a 20% farebox ratio, while the demand 
response service, which is supplemented by 
Measure D funds, maintains a ??% farebox ratios.   
 
While service efficiencies have brought about 
increases in ridership, increases in farebox reve-
nues are being offset by increases in operating 
costs; specifically, insurance, workman’s com-
pensation, and fuel. 
 
City of Guadalupe 

Deviated Fixed Route Service –The Guadalupe 
Shuttle provides fixed route in-town circulator 
service, Monday through Friday between the 
hours of 10:00 AM and 3:50 PM.  The Shuttle 
had a ridership of 22,992 in 2004-2005, reflect-
ing a 40% increase over the 2003-2004 rider-
ship.   
 
Combined with the Guadalupe Flyer, the Guada-
lupe Shuttle had a farebox ratio of 21.7% for 
2004-2005.  Due to its rural status, the Guada-
lupe Shuttle must maintain a 10% farebox ratio.   
 
Lompoc Region 

Fixed Route and Demand Response Service – 
The City of Lompoc Transit (COLT), with a fleet of 
ten buses (eight 20-passenger diesel buses and 
four 38-passenger CNG buses), provides fixed 
route and demand-responsive service to both the 
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city and the unincorporated area of Mission Hills/
Vandenberg Village. The transit system is man-
aged by the City of Lompoc and operated under 
contract with a private carrier, which has a two-
year contract with the city. Hospitality House, a 
nonprofit social service agency, operates the 
transit service to the U.S. Penitentiary, funded by 
the City of Lompoc. Hospitality House owns its 
own vehicle and is not considered a part of COLT.  
 
Demand-responsive service is provided on Mon-
days, Thursdays, and Fridays between Lompoc 
and the penitentiary. 

 
Currently, COLT pro-
vides fixed route and 
demand response ser-
vice Monday through 
Friday, between the 
hours of 6:30 AM and 
8:00 PM, and on Satur-

days between the hours of 9:00 AM and 5:00 PM.   
 
COLT had 286,080 boardings in 2005, resulting 
in an 15.1% increase in ridership from 2004 to 
2005.  Currently, COLT maintains a 15% farebox 
ratio, which is supplemented by Measure D funds 
for a total farebox recovery of 20% of operating 
costs.  This ratio has met COLT’s goal of increas-
ing the farebox ratio, while extending service pro-
vision. 
 
Santa Ynez Valley 

Fixed Route and De-
mand Response Ser-
vice - Transit service in 
the Santa Ynez Valley 
is administered by the 

City of Solvang. A private contractor, MV Trans-
portation, provides the daily operation of the 
Santa Ynez Valley Transit service under contract 
with the City. The City has been the system ad-
ministrator since September of 1992 under a 
Memorandum of Agreement between the jurisdic-
tions in the Valley (the County of Santa Barbara, 
and Cities of Buellton and Solvang). Santa Ynez 
Valley Transit provides demand-responsive ser-
vice throughout the Valley and fixed route service 
along Route 246 between the City of Buellton 
and the Santa Ynez Valley Airport, and between 
the unincorporated community of Santa Ynez and 
the communities of Los Olivos and Ballard. The 
fleet consists of two nine-passenger mini-vans 
and two 16-passenger vans. Each vehicle accom-
modates two wheelchairs.  

Santa Ynez Valley Transit provides fixed route 
and demand response service Monday through 
Saturday, between the hours of 7:00 AM and 
6:30 PM.  The 2004-2005 ridership was 32,660 
passengers for fixed route and 5,001 passengers 
for demand response.  This reflects a 1.3% in-
crease in the fixed route ridership and a 10.6% 
increase in the  demand response ridership from 
the previous reporting year.   
 

INTERCOMMUNITY SERVICE 
 
Intercity and interregional transit operators pro-
vide a link between the county's geographic ar-
eas. The existing services are outlined below: 
 
Greyhound Bus Lines provides service daily be-
tween Santa Barbara and Santa Maria in the re-
gion and other California cities to the north and 
south.  
 
SMOOTH, under contract with the City of Guada-
lupe, provides fixed route service between the 
cities of Guadalupe and Santa Maria.  The service 
includes twelve trips/day five days a week on a 
one-hour frequency, with nine trips on Saturday. 
This intercommunity fixed route service is called 
the Guadalupe Flyer.  
 
The service is offered to the general public for 
health care purposes (appointments, etc.) on a 
first-come, first-served basis. Under contract with 
the County Health Department, service is  pro-
vided on Tuesdays, Thursdays and Fridays be-
tween locations in North County and the County 
Health Care Services complex in Goleta.  
 
As the designated CTSA for the Santa Maria re-
gion, SMOOTH has a contract with the County of 
Santa Barbara to provide scheduled transporta-
tion service four times daily, five days a week 
between Lompoc and Santa Maria, with “route 
deviation” capabilities within Santa Maria for DSS 
CalWORKs recipients and collaborative non-profit 
or social service agencies. This service is funded 
through federal TANF incentive funds the County 
Department of Social Services has been awarded 
for DSS CalWORKs recipients (families under the 
CalWorks Incentive program). 
 
The City of Lompoc operates the Santa Barbara 
Shuttle on Tuesdays and Thursdays departing at 
8:30AM from the Mission Plaza Transit Center to 
the SBMTD Bus Depot. 
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The San Luis Obispo Regional Transit Authority 
provides service (nine round trips daily) between 
the cities of Santa Maria and San Luis Obispo (in 
San Luis Obispo County). The City of Santa Maria 
and the County of Santa Barbara provide funds to 
help defray the cost of this inter-city transit. 
 
Cuyama Valley Transit Service provides demand 
response service from Cuyama and New Cuyama 
to Santa Maria, Ventucopa, Taft, and Bakersfield. 
 
MTD and Easy Lift transport passengers between 
the South Coast communities of Carpinteria, 
Montecito, Summerland, Santa Barbara, Goleta, 
and Isla Vista.  
 
The Clean Air Express brings commuters into the 
South Coast (Santa Barbara and Goleta areas) 
from the North County areas of Santa Maria and 
Lompoc. This service, initiated in 1990, is oper-
ated by SBCAG's Traffic Solutions office.  
 
Santa Barbara-Ventura Coastal Express Transit 
Service provides regularly scheduled, fixed-route 
intercity express bus service between Ventura 
and Santa Barbara/Goleta. The service is open to 
the public for all trip purposes, and is fully acces-
sible to persons with disabilities. The service was 
initiated on August 8, 2001. The service extends 
from the Ventura County Government Center to 
the MTD transfer center in downtown Santa Bar-
bara, with intermediate stops in between, seven 
days a week, with headways of approximately one 
hour. Weekday AM and PM peak period buses 
offer extended service to the Hollister Avenue 
corridor in Goleta and the University of California 
at Santa Barbara (UCSB). 
 
Breeze Bus is a new service offered in Northern 
Santa Barbara County connecting the communi-
ties of Lompoc and Santa Maria as well as Van-
denberg Air Force Base. The service is tailored 
toward commuters and operates weekdays only 
with 16 weekday runs; 8 from Santa Maria and 8 
from Lompoc. The Breeze serves both the Town 
Center Mall in Santa Maria and the Mission Plaza 
Transit Center in Lompoc allowing easy transfers 
between SMAT and COLT. 
 
Valley Express is a commuter service operated by 
the Santa Barbara Metropolitan Transit District 
(SBMTD). It provides commuter service connect-
ing the communities of Buellton and Solvang with 
Goleta and Santa Barbara. Four trips are offered 
both in the morning and evening peak periods. 
Service is available on weekdays only. 

PRIVATE TRANSPORTATION   
 
South Coast  
 
Santa Barbara Transportation, Inc., under con-
tract with the Tri-Counties Regional Center 
(TCRC), provides demand-responsive service to 
mentally and physically disabled clients. 
 
Westmont College operates a shuttle to take its 
students to locations around the South Coast.  
 
Santa Barbara Airbus offers service to LAX from 
locations on the South Coast for $86 round trip.  
 
Santa Maria Region  
 
Santa Barbara Transportation, Inc. provides char-
ter busing, school busing, limousine, and taxi 
service. Bus service is provided to the Santa 
Maria Elementary School District, Santa Maria 
Vocational Training Center, Santa Maria High 
School District, the City of Santa Maria Recrea-
tion Department, and the Santa Maria YMCA. 
Service is also provided under contract with the 
Santa Barbara Health Initiative and County Spe-
cial Education. 
 
Additionally, several private companies provide 
limousine service throughout the South Coast, 
and, a number of private companies provide taxi 
service 24 hours a day throughout the South 
Coast. The Central Coast Shuttle operates service 
daily from Santa Maria Airport to Los Angeles 
Airport. 
 
Lompoc Region 

Santa Barbara Transportation, Inc. operates in 
the Lompoc area transporting mentally and devel-
opmentally disabled people under contract with 
TCRC. Santa Barbara Transportation also pro-
vides fixed route school bus service at Vanden-
berg Air Force Base (VAFB). 
 
The following agencies also provide transporta-
tion: Mental Health Services transports acute 
mentally ill adults from Santa Ynez and Lompoc 
to a day treatment center in Lompoc; Project 
Head Start transports preschool children of low-
income families in the Lompoc area to a day care 
center in Mission Hills; the Lompoc Valley Asso-
ciation for Retarded Citizens (LOVARC) transports 
developmentally disabled persons to LOVARC-
sponsored programs throughout northern Santa 
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Barbara County; the Lompoc City Department of 
Parks and Recreation transports clients of the 
department's programs; and, the Lompoc Unified 
School District transports students as allowed by 
District policy regarding the residence of the stu-
dents in relation to their school of enrollment. 
 
Santa Ynez Valley 
 
The Chumash Indian Tribal Council provides free 
shuttle service seven days a week to and from 
the Chumash Casino in the Valley from the follow-
ing locations in the County:  

• Montgomery Wards in Santa Maria, hourly, 
24 hours a day. 

• Wal-Mart in Lompoc every two hours. 

• Milpas/Calle Puerta Vallarta in Santa Bar-
bara, four times daily. 
Camino Real Marketplace in Goleta four times 
daily. 
 
According to the Tribal Chairman, while the ser-
vice is provided to patrons of the Casino, some 
people ride the service to access other locations 
that otherwise have no transportation to the des-
tination.    
 
SOCIAL SERVICE AGENCIES 

TRANSPORTATION SERVICE (PRIVATE) 
 
South Coast  
 
Social service transportation providers in Santa 
Barbara County are inventoried by SBCAG as re-
quired under Assembly Bill 120, the Social Ser-
vice Transportation Improvement Act of 1979. 
The most recent inventory was published in Feb-
ruary of 2002. 
 
Of the 204 social services agencies surveyed, 
129 responded, resulting in a 65% response rate.  
In general, more responses were received from 
agencies representing seniors, the disabled and 
youth clients than those serving low-income and 
minority clients. 
 
The involvement of social service agencies in 
transportation services varied considerably. 
 

42% provide no transportation services 
29% provide direct services through the use 

of agency or personal vehicles and staff 
or volunteer drivers 

9% contract with or refer to a CTSA 

8% provide transit or private transportation 
subsidies 

8% use a variety of other options such as gas 
vouchers or carpools 

4% contracted services with transportation 
agencies 

 
In 2001, social service agencies provided trans-
portation service for 23,767 client riders over 
265,596 miles.  Of that service, 12,508 client 
rides over 206,916 miles were delivered by social 
service agencies using agency or personal vehi-
cles driven by staff or volunteers.  Demand re-
sponse service and CTSAs provided 143,344 
client rides over 790,740 miles of service.  Low-
income and senior clients received the greatest 
ridership service. 
 
Total cost for transportation service provided by 
social service agencies was $ 36.48 per passen-
ger or $ 3.26 per mile.  Total cost for service pro-
vided by demand response agencies was $ 18.03 
per passenger or $ 3.20 per mile.  Total cost for 
service provided by CTSAs was $ 21.98 per pas-
senger or $ 4.04 per mile. 
 
In general, comments from the survey regarding 
client transportation needs focused on the need 
for transportation to basic services such as medi-
cal and dental clinics, social service programs, 
government agencies and work.  
 
RAIL 
 
The track facilities on which both passengers and 
freight are transported are described in this sec-
tion. Passenger rail service is provided by AM-
TRAK. The rail freight operations in Santa Barbara 
County are conducted by the Union Pacific Trans-
portation Company and the Santa Maria Valley 
Railroad.  
 
Union Pacific (UP) Transportation Company track 
facilities in the county currently include one main 
line, two branch lines, and a spur line. The UP 
main line runs the full length of Santa Barbara 
County (109 miles, or 175 km), and is a portion 
of the Los Angeles to San Francisco route. 
 
The railroad tracks proceed alongside of Route 
101 from the Ventura/Santa Barbara County line 
north to Gaviota. North of Gaviota the tracks pro-
ceed along the coast passing through Hollister 
and Bixby Ranches, Jalama State Beach and 
VAFB. The tracks then continue north by the City 
of Guadalupe to the Santa Barbara/San Luis 
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Obispo County line. Union Pacific's interchange 
with the Santa Maria Valley occurs at Guadalupe, 
where a "Switcher" sorts the cars, delivering them 
to the Santa Maria Valley Railroad. Existing 
routes in the Santa Maria area include one main 
line with a single spur line.  
 
One branch line connects Lompoc to the main 
line (at Surf), while a spur line (White Hills 
Branch) connects the previous site of the diato-
maceous earth mine (south of Lompoc) to the 
Lompoc branch. The second branch line connects 
VAFB to the main line 22 miles (35.4 km) east of 
Guadalupe. 
 
On the South Coast, segments of the UP rail bed 
traverse the cliffs along the Santa Barbara 
County coast. These areas are susceptible to ad-
verse geological forces such as erosion and seis-
mic activity, and are currently monitored by UP, 
and repaired as needed. UP has also installed 
seismic sensors at the Santa Ynez fault crossing 
to monitor any movement. 
 
PASSENGER RAIL 
AMTRAK provides the only commercial intercity 
passenger rail transportation available in Santa 
Barbara County. Its trains share the Union Pacific 
main line tracks. The only staffed passenger sta-
tion in the county is located in the City of Santa 
Barbara on State Street south of Route l0l. Pas-
senger rail service is presently provided on AM-
TRAK's Coast Starlight and Pacific Surfliner trains, 
operated by AMTRAK under an agreement with 
the state. Round trip service between Santa Bar-
bara and San Diego on the Pacific Surfliner be-
gan in June 1988 and was expanded in the fall of 
1990 to two round trips daily and further ex-
panded to three trains daily in 1994. A fourth 
passenger train began operating in June 1995 
between Los Angeles and Santa Barbara and was 
extended to San Luis Obispo. Following these rail 
service expansions, stations were added to im-
prove accessibility.  
 
In 1997 a boarding platform in Carpinteria was 
constructed and brought into service. In 1998 
construction was completed on the Goleta and 
Guadalupe boarding platforms and the Goleta 
layover facility. Construction of a boarding plat-
form at Surf to serve the Lompoc Valley and a 
modification to the existing Santa Barbara Sta-
tion were completed in 1999. The upgrade to the 
Santa Barbara Station improved passenger ac-
cess, parking, structural seismic integrity, and 

passenger amenities and services. The rail line 
between Moorpark in Ventura County and Goleta 
was also improved. The improvements on the 
Pacific Surfliner intercity route included selected 
installation or rehabilitation of continuously 
welded track, road crossings, cross ties, switches 
and sidings.  
 
The improvements were undertaken to increase 
service reliability, and reduce the travel time 
along this 66-mile section of track. The time sav-
ings and improved reliability are anticipated to 
make travel by passenger rail from Santa Barbara 
County to and from points to the south more com-
petitive with the automobile, particularly under 
congested freeway conditions.  Most recently, 
Amtrak has added a new Pacific Surfliner be-
tween Los Angeles and San Luis Obispo with 
stops at all stations in Santa Barbara County.  
This new train began service in mid November, 
2004. 
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INTEGRATED BUS/RAIL PASSENGER SER-
VICE 
 
Caltrans has instituted an extensive network of 
dedicated bus links to increase the accessibility 
of the state supported train service. In Santa Bar-
bara County buses also connect the Santa Bar-
bara Station to north county communities and 
into San Luis Obispo County, effectively extending 
the reach of the three trains that terminate in the 
South Coast. The Santa Barbara-Los Angeles 
twice-daily bus/rail service supplements the cur-
rent train service between Santa Barbara and Los 
Angeles and offers passengers a variety of depar-
ture and arrival times. Caltrans policy requires 
bus riders to have a connecting train ticket in 
order to use this bus service.   
 
A daytime feeder bus links Santa Barbara County 
with AMTRAK San Joaquin trains at Bakersfield. 
Stops include Oxnard, Ventura and Santa Bar-
bara. In addition to providing connections be-
tween these points and the San Joaquin Valley, 
the route also serves as an alternate route be-
tween Santa Barbara and the Bay Area or Sacra-
mento when the Coast Starlight is delayed or sold 
out. 
 
RAIL FREIGHT 
 
Rail freight operations are conducted by the Un-
ion Pacific Transportation Company. Present 
freight service in the county is light, and includes 
three Coast Main Line daily through trains in each 
direction, one oil train that goes between San 
Ardo in San Luis Obispo County and Long Beach 
in Los Angeles County approximately three times 
a week, and 10 regular local freights. The Santa 
Maria Valley Railroad (SMVR) operates rail freight 
facilities in the Santa Maria area. Although the 
frequency of shipments varies throughout the 
year, an average of two trains per day make the 
run between Santa Maria and Guadalupe.   
 
A summary of county freight activity indicates that 
about 60 percent of the rail movement originates 
in Santa Barbara County (i.e., outbound freight). 
Minerals contributed over 60 percent, petroleum 
products contributed a fifth of the total, and food 
and agricultural products were 14 percent, with 
small amounts of chemicals and scrap account-
ing for the balance of the outbound freight. Of the 
inbound freight, chemical and agricultural prod-
ucts each accounted for about 25 percent 
(exclusive of the beet traffic). Food and paper 

products each generated between 15 and 20 
percent of the total, with clay products account-
ing for the remainder. 
 
Rail freight activity is concentrated in the Guada-
lupe-Santa Maria and in the Lompoc area. In the 
Santa Maria area, frozen food, and agricultural 
shipments contribute to the rail freight. Vanden-
berg Air Force Base uses rail for occasional ship-
ments, and could expand rail volumes if a major 
commercial launch program were to become es-
tablished.  
 
AVIATION 
 
The Santa Barbara County region has five public 
airports (Santa Barbara Municipal Airport, Santa 
Maria Public Airport, Lompoc Airport, Santa Ynez 
Valley Airport and Cuyama Airport) and one mili-
tary airport (Vandenberg Air Force Base). Operat-
ing statistics and characteristics of the airports 
are presented in Table 1.5. The airports are de-
scribed in the following section. 
 
 SANTA BARBARA MUNICIPAL AIRPORT 
 
The Santa Barbara Municipal Airport is the 
county's largest airport. It is a commercial service 
facility located approximately nine miles (14.5 
km) west of the City of Santa Barbara's central 
business district (CBD). It is situated west of 
Route 217 between Route 101 and the Pacific 
Ocean, just southwest and contiguous to the un-
incorporated community of Goleta's downtown 
business area. Access to the airport is provided 
by Clarence Ward Memorial Boulevard, Fairview 
Avenue, and Hollister Avenue. The primary access 
to Hollister Avenue and Fairview Avenue is pro-
vided by Route 101. 
 
The airport's property encompasses over 946 
acres. Of this property, 350 acres are salt marsh 
(the Goleta Slough), 500 acres are devoted to 
aviation, and approximately 100 acres are de-
voted to non-aviation related activities 
(commercial and industrial land uses). Until the 
mid-1800's, the area that is now the Santa Bar-
bara Municipal Airport was an open harbor which 
could be navigated by ocean going vessels. A 
severe flood in 1861 created the shallow lagoon 
or slough.  
 
In 1928, the first airport on the site was estab-
lished as a private airfield. In 1941 the City of 
Santa Barbara purchased the airport. The task of 
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filling in swampland to provide longer runways 
was underway when the Navy took over the air-
port for the duration of World War II. The airport 
site was extended to include what is now the ex-
isting airport. Most of the existing runway devel-
opment was completed during the war, when the 
airport was used as a training base for Marine 
combat pilots. In April 1946, the airport was re-
turned to the city. It remains a portion of the in-
corporated area of the city surrounded by unin-
corporated land, connected to the main body of 
the city by a narrow corridor that runs offshore 
through submerged tidelands along the coast. 
The airport is a municipal department managed 
by an airport director. Airport policy decisions are 
made by the Santa Barbara City Council. An Air-
port Commission serves in an advisory capacity to 
the Council. 
 
The Santa Barbara Municipal Airport has three 
runways in a cross configuration. Runway 7-25 is 
150 feet wide and 6,054 feet long and is an 
east/west, high-speed runway with precision in-
strument approach from the west provided by an 
Instrument Landing System (ILS) with a minimum 
of 200 feet above the ground and one-half mile 
(0.8 km) visibility. Runway 7-25 is the primary use 
runway for air carrier activity, but is also used by 

other aircraft. Two shorter parallel runways that 
are separated by 350 feet cross Runway 7-25. 
Runways 15L/33R and 15R/33L are north/south 
runways used in visual approaches only. These 
runways are used predominately by general avia-
tion aircraft, with the one to the west used occa-
sionally by smaller commuter aircraft. Runway 
15L/33R, the easterly basic utility runway, is 75 
feet wide and 3,952 feet long. Runway 15R/33L, 
the westerly general utility runway, is 100 feet 
wide and 4,183 feet long. A full-length parallel 
taxiway is available for Runways 7-25 and 15L-
33R.  

 

  
AIRPORT 

  
TRANSIT 
 ACCESS 

  
BASED 

AIRCRAFT 

  
ENPLANED 

PASSENGERS 

  
OPERATIONS 

  
COMMERCIAL 
OPERATORS 

  
MAJOR 

DESTINATIONS 
  
Santa Barbara 
 Municipal 
Airport 

  
Yes 

  
183 

  
366,512 

  
214,870 

  
American West 
Express; United 
Express; Ameri-
can Eagle; Delta 
Connection; 
Horizon Air 

  
Los Angeles; 
San Francisco; 
San Jose; Den-
ver; Phoenix, 
Dallas/Ft. Worth, 
Portland, Salt 
Lake City, Seat-
tle 

  
Santa Maria 
 Public Airport 

  
Yes 

  
182 

  
32,479 

  
68,453 

  
United Express, 
Allegiant Air 
  

  
Los Angeles, Las 
Vegas 

  
Lompoc Air-
port 

  
Yes 

  
76 

  
26,000 

  
30,200 

  
(a) 

  
n/a 

  
Santa Ynez 
Airport 

  
Yes 

  
105 

  
N/a 

  
29,000 

  
(b) 

  
n/a 

  
New Cuyama 
Airport 

  
No 

  
0 

  
N/a 

  
500 

  
n/a 

  
n/a 

Table 1.5 Airport Operating Statistics and Characteristics, 2005 
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Principal activities at the airport consist of the 
passenger terminal, general aviation fixed base 
operations, and a variety of aviation and non-
aviation related businesses. The terminal pro-
vides a passenger waiting area, security screen-
ing, a baggage claim area, airline ticketing, 
check-in facilities and a terminal concession 
area. Airport concessionaires in the passenger 
terminal consist of car rental companies, a con-
cession shop, and a restaurant. An Aircraft Res-
cue and Firefighting Facility is located at the air-
port, and is operated by the City of Santa Bar-
bara. 
 
Air carrier operations at Santa Barbara Municipal 
Airport include both the trunk carriers (United) 
and the scheduled commuter flights (American 
West Express, American Eagle, Delta Airlines/
Delta Connection, Horizon Air, and United Ex-
press). Historically, air carrier operations have 
remained relatively stable at the airport. Com-
muter operations have increased, primarily as a 
result of the deregulation of the airline industry. 
Cargo shipment occurs at the airport, carried by 
both passenger carriers and by companies oper-
ating cargo-only operations.   
 
SANTA MARIA PUBLIC AIRPORT 
 
The Santa Maria Public Airport is the second larg-
est airport in the region and the county's second 
commercial service airport. The airport is located 
in the southern portion of the City of Santa Maria, 
west of Route 135. Its boundaries are cotermi-
nous with the southern city limits; most of the 
land around the airport is unincorporated. Access 
to the airport is provided by Route 101, Route 
135, Betteravia Road and Blosser Road/Skyway 
Drive. 
 
The airport contains approximately 3,000 acres, 
of which approximately half is devoted to aviation 
sources. A 260-acre industrial park exists on the 
airport district property, as does the 88-space 
Village Mobile Park Home development. 
 
The Santa Maria Public Airport was established 
during World War II as an Army Corps field. The 
county acquired the field as a public airport in 
1946. In 1949, the City of Santa Maria obtained 
one-half interest. This dual ownership/
management proved cumbersome to administer, 
and in 1963 the Santa Maria Public Airport Dis-
trict was formed. Title transfer of the airport to 
the district was accomplished in March of 1964. 
Airport operations are supervised by a general 

manager, with policy direction provided by the 
Board of Directors. 
 
The airport has two runways in an intersecting V-
pattern. Runway 12-30 is the primary runway. It is 
150 feet wide and 6,300 feet long with precision 
instrument approach from the northwest, and is 
used by air carrier aircraft and general aviation 
aircraft, including jets. The secondary runway, 
Runway 2-20, is 150 feet wide and 5,130 feet 
long. It is used primarily by general aviation air-
craft, and occasionally by carrier and commuter 
aircraft, when Runway 12-30 is not available. A 
system of taxiways provides access to the pri-
mary use areas. The runway clear zones are all 
within airport property and have freedom from 
obstruction. 
 
Principal activities at the airport consist of the 
passenger terminal, four primary fixed base op-
erators, general aviation sales and repair, and 
aviation and non-aviation storage. Being a former 
U.S. Air Force Base, the airport has many Air 
Force buildings that have been rented to various 
companies in the region. Airport concessionaires 
in the passenger terminal consist of four car 
rental companies and a coffee shop/restaurant/
bar. Commercial operations, including ticket 
sales, baggage, and air cargo are offered by one 
commuter carrier United Express Airlines with 
service to Los Angeles. The County of Santa Bar-
bara provides airport crash/fire rescue protec-
tion, from a facility located 350 feet southeast of 
the terminal. 
 
LOMPOC AIRPORT 
Lompoc, the county's third largest city, is served 
by Lompoc Airport. The airport is on the south 
bank of the Santa Ynez River west of Route 1 and 
adjacent to the north boundary of the City of 
Lompoc. 
 
Lompoc Airport, owned by the City of Lompoc, is a 
general aviation airport. Offshore oil platform 
crew transport (via helicopters), agricultural air 
services (crop dusting), flight instruction, sky div-
ing, air taxi service and general aviation are 
among the air services offered at this airport. 
Administration of the airport is provided by the 
City of Lompoc. 
 
There is a single east/west runway 4,600 feet 
long that can accommodate single and multi-
engine propeller-driven aircraft and small busi-
ness jets. Both the western and eastern clear 
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zones are on airport property. The airport has no 
FAA control tower, but Unicom operation (one-way 
communication via beacon, transmitting weather, 
etc.) is provided by a fixed base operator under 
contract with the City. 
 
SANTA YNEZ VALLEY AIRPORT 
The agriculturally oriented Santa Ynez Valley is 
served by the Santa Ynez Valley Airport, a general 
aviation airport. The airport is southeast of the 
community of Santa Ynez, south of Route 246. 
The airport is owned by the County of Santa Bar-
bara, and managed by the Santa Ynez Valley Air-
port Authority, Inc., a private non-profit public 
benefit corporation created especially to adminis-
ter the Airport. This arrangement commenced 
June 1, 1993, at which time the County of Santa 
Barbara assigned to the Authority all of the 
leases and licenses at the Airport. The Authority 
membership is from residents of the Santa Ynez 
Valley, and the Authority Board of Directors ap-
points the Airport Manager. While the Authority 
sells fuel, other companies provide rentals, char-
ters, glider rides and glider towing, flying instruc-
tion, and aircraft maintenance.  
 
There is a single east/west 2,813-foot long run-
way. The facility accommodates single and multi-
engine propelled aircraft and a few of the smaller 
types of business jets. The airport is not a con-
trolled field; there is no FAA tower. 
 
VANDENBERG AIR FORCE BASE (VAFB) 
VAFB, located to the west of Lompoc along the 
west coast of the county, is a large military instal-
lation that has relatively little military activity. The 
base, located entirely within the county, com-
prises 5.6 percent of the county's total land and 
33 percent of its coastline. 
 
NEW CUYAMA (CITY OF FRIENDSHIP) AIRPORT 
On June 15, 1989 SBCAG, acting as the ALUC for 
Santa Barbara County, approved the request of 
Operation Enterprise, Inc. to change the status of 
the City of Friendship Airport in New Cuyama from 
private to public use. While this privately owned, 
public use airport has a permit, use of the airport 
has been suspended, pending certain improve-
ments. 
 
The airport, with access from Perkins Road off of 
Route 166, has a single asphalt-paved 60-foot 
wide east/west runway, 3,940 feet in length. Air-
port operations approximated 500 landings and 

takeoffs in 2005. There are six tie-downs located 
north of the runway. The runway apron condition 
is deteriorating with loose rocks and a cracked 
and spalled runway surface. Potential airport pro-
jects include: runway repair; hangar repair; and, 
purchase of communications, fire and medical 
equipment. Funding for these projects has not 
been identified at this time. With improvements, 
operations are anticipated to exceed previous 
levels. The type of aircraft expected to use the 
airport is not anticipated to change, however.  
Typical aircraft use would include single and 
multi-engine general aviation aircraft.  
 
MARINE 
 
No general cargo or passenger ship terminals 
exist in the county. Marine transportation activi-
ties along the coastal land areas of the county 
are related to recreation, commercial fishing, and 
oil production. Marine facilities owned by the oil 
companies are used exclusively by the compa-
nies for the storage, treatment, loading and trans-
port of oil. All of the marine facilities are located 
between Point Conception and the Ventura 
County Line. The only general public use marine 
facility is the Santa Barbara Harbor. The harbor 
contains four marinas with five piers, 1,133 slips 
(19 percent commercial fishermen and 81 per-
cent recreational/other), two open water mooring 
areas, and two floating dock areas which can 
accommodate a number of fishing boats. There 
are three navigational lights, and a Coast Guard 
facility. The harbor in Santa Barbara is the only 
sheltered harbor between Ventura and Morro 
Bay.  
 
The Santa Barbara Harbor Breakwater was con-
structed in 1927, providing sheltered anchorage 
for boats. Shoaling began to occur shortly there-
after, and a sandbar soon formed at the end of 
the breakwater, running in an easterly direction. 
The sandbar provided some protection for the 
Santa Barbara Harbor from storms from the 
southeast. However, downcoast beaches began 
experiencing problems due to erosion. In 1930, 
the breakwater was extended to shore. In 1985, 
a 240-foot extension was constructed. An east-
erly breakwater may possibly provide additional 
storm protection. Costs and environmental con-
cerns, however, place the project beyond the 
planning period of this document. 
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DRAFT CHAPTER 2:  
CHALLENGES THAT LIE AHEAD 
 
Everyday thousands of residents rely upon Santa 
Barbara County’s transportation network to help 
them sustain a high quality of life.  With these 
expectations also come many challenges that will 
directly impact the region. 
 
Regional issues affecting transportation 
 
This section of the RTP addresses issues that 
affect the entire region irrespective of political or 
geographic boundaries, including: 
 
• Dependency on the automobile 
• Population growth  
• Land use planning  
• Jobs/housing balance  
• Need for Specialized Transportation 
• Young Students transported by parents 
• Improving Air Quality 
• Transportation system management 
• Intermodal connectivity 
• Goods Movement 
• Infrastructure Maintenance  
• Fuel Type and Cost 
• System Security 
 
All of these issues point to the need for increased 
transportation options, as well as better connec-
tions and balance between the options available, 
reflected in the goals of the RTP, presented in 
Chapter Three. 
 
Dependency on the automobile 
Over the past twenty years, Santa Barbara County 
has experienced significant growth: 
 

• Population growth of nearly 34 percent 

• Households increased by 26 percent 

• Total workers increased by 25 percent 
 
During the same period, countywide vehicle miles 
of travel (VMT) increased by 84 percent, fueled by 
the following factors:  
population growth; the growth in the proportion of 
the driving age population, which rose faster than 
the population as a whole; the increase in house-
hold size; work force participation by women; 
dual income families and increased mean in-
come levels, coupled with an increase in vehicle 
ownership by household; and, low fuel prices. 

The commuting characteristics of the county's 
workers also revealed a growing dependence on 
the auto.  In 2000, private vehicles provided the 
means for 85.2 percent of the county's work 
trips, up from 82.4 percent in 1980.  Concomi-
tantly, the percentage of commuters who traveled 
to work alone in their cars increased from 66 to 
69 percent while the percentage of all other com-
muter travel modes decreased.  Growth in popu-
lation, workers, households, and VMT between 
1990 and 2000 slowed significantly relative to 
the 1980s (8, .1, 5, and 18 percent respectively).     

 
Annual surveys of workers in the South Coast 
since the 1990 Census conducted by SBCAG's 
Traffic Solutions indicate that the drive alone per-
centage has remained fairly constant, averaging 
70 percent, with a high of 73.4 percent in 2000.  
As the trend towards greater auto use in Santa 
Barbara County continued through the 1980s 
and 1990s, new highway capacity increased in 
Santa Barbara County by 2.6 percent (Table 2.1 
Page 2-2). 
 
Research has suggested that increasing numbers 
of commuters are driving alone because of 
changing social and demographic factors that 
leave little alternative to the automobile. Much of 
this phenomenon is due to changed travel to 
work patterns. A majority of workers have com-
plex travel patterns involving multiple-use or des-
tination trips. Working parents, particularly work-
ing mothers, drop off and pick up children at day 
care centers, school and other activities on the 
way to and from work. In fact, the trip to and from 
school by automobile has become the predomi-
nant travel mode to school: only 13% of trips to 
and from school are by bicycle or on foot. Trips to 
or from work are also coupled with errands 
(banking, shopping, etc.).  
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According to surveys conducted at suburban work 
sites, more than 70 percent of the workers make 
intermediate stops on a regular basis on their 
way to or from work and nearly 80 percent run 
errands during the midday break. Staggered work 
and flexible work arrangements, instituted to re-
duce congestion, have actually contributed to 
solo driving. Some workers are employed at more 
than one job to make ends meet, and others 
seek jobs with work hours that differ from their 
spouse's in order to take turns caring for the chil-
dren.  
 
All of these factors, multiple-stop commutes, flexi-
ble job schedules, less predictable daily routines, 
shifting of work hours, and the perceived need to 
conserve time, reduce the perception of the vi-
ability of transit or ridesharing as an option, mak-
ing the workers more dependent than ever before 
on the private automobile. The land use pattern 
itself, and the transit service in a given area are 
significant contributing factors as well, since the 
distance individuals live from where they work 
will influence their mode choice, as will the con-
venience of the alternative modes, as discussed 
below. 

 
The RTP includes goals, policies and objectives to 
guide the transportation system decision making 
process in providing a realistic mode choice for 
Santa Barbara County residents. The following 
sections discuss the implications of population, 
employment, housing, land use, and the jobs/
housing balance issue on the transportation sys-
tem. 
 
Population Growth 
In Santa Barbara County, Census data reveals 
that the greatest percentage growth in population 
between 1980 and 2000 was experienced in the 
Santa Maria, Lompoc, and Santa Ynez regions, 
which grew by 63.4, 30.2, and 52.8 percent re-
spectively. The South Coast population grew by 
17.0 percent for this same period. 
 
What Will Our Future Be? 
According to SBCAG's Forecast 2000, the pro-
jected increase in the population in the region 
over the long term RTP planning horizon is sub-
stantial, and has significant public policy implica-
tions. 
 

  
    Attribute 

  
    1980 

  
     1990 

 % Change 
(1980-1990) 

  
     2000 

 % Change 
(1990-2000) 

 % Change 
(1980-2000) 

 Residential Population   298,915  369,608  23.7%  399,347  8.1%  33.6% 

 Workers Age 16 or Older  136,794  179,258  31.0%  179,445  0.1%  31.2% 

 Number of Households   
  109,315 

  
   129,802 

  
       18.7% 

  
   136,622  5.3%  25.0% 

Daily VMT  5,308,000  8,268,000  55.8%  9,770,700  18.2%  84.1% 

Daily VMT per Household   48.55  63.70  31.2%  71.77  12.7%  47.8% 
Daily VMT per Capita  17.55  23.37  33.2%  24.47  4.7%  39.4% 
% of Workers Driving Alone  65.9%  70.4%  6.8%  69.4%  -1.4%  5.3% 

 % of Workers Carpooling 16.5% 14.7%  -10.9%  15.8%  7.5%  4.2% 

 % of Workers Using Transit  2.9%  1.9%  -34.5%  2.4%  26.3%  17.2% 

 % of Workers Walking  5.0%  4.5%  -10.0%  4.0%  -11.1%  -20.0% 

% of Workers Using Other 
Modes 7.1% 4.9% -31.0% 3.8% -22.4% -46.5% 

 Mean Travel Time to Work 
(min) 16.4 18.0 9.8% 19.3 7.2% 17.7% 

State Highway Lane Miles* 884.2  915.4 3.5% 907.2 -.9% 2.6% 

Table 2.1 Santa Barbara County Travel Characteristics (1980 – 2000) 
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Regional Forecasts: Population, Households and 
Employment 
Table 2.2 presents the region's population, 
household and employment forecasts by Census 
division as projected by Forecast 2000.   The re-
gional forecasts are graphically displayed in Fig-
ures 3.1, 3.2 and 3.3.  
 
The population grew by 70,700 persons between 
1980 and 1990, a 24 percent increase. The 
population is forecast to increase from 400,000 
in 2000 to 521,000 by the year 2030. This is an 
increase of 30 percent, or 121,000 persons over 
the 30 year period.   This population increase is 
equivalent to a city almost 11/2 times the size of 
the City of Santa Barbara. 
 
Where will these people live?  And where will they 
work? 
A shift in the population is anticipated: 54 per-
cent of the population is projected to be residing 
in the North County by 2030 (up from 50 percent 
in 2000), while the proportion living on the South 
Coast will drop to 46 percent (from 50 percent in 
2000).   
 
Countywide employment is forecast to increase 
41 percent, from an estimated 178,000 jobs in 
2000 to 256,800 jobs by the year 2030. The 
county's employment base will become more ori-

ented towards provision of services, consistent 
with national and state trends. Thirty percent of 
the growth is projected to occur in the 2000 – 
2010 period.  
 
 
 

Table 2.2 Population, Employment and Household Forecasts, 1990-2030 

Census 
Division 

Population Households Employment 

1990 2000 2020 2030 1990 2000 2020 2030 1990 2000 2020 2030 

Santa Bar-
bara 173,247 181,900 210,300 217,400 68,315 66,841 73,476 74,093 

98,135 108,207 140,081 155,331 
Carpinteria 18,120 19,100 21,700 22,900 6,640 6,885 7,493 7,797 

Lompoc 58,476 58,300 72,300 75,200 19,187 18,831 22,829 23,521 21,180 20,157 25,775 28,293 

Santa Ynez 
Valley 19,504 21,800 27,200 27,400 7,266 8,259 10,241 10,307 7,974 8,528 11,011 12,249 

Santa Maria 94,199 110,700 164,400 168,600 30,965 33,803 48,324 48,534 

35,958 41,508 54,393 60,927 Guadalupe 6,062 6,100 7,200 7,600 1,516 1,524 1,777 1,866 

Cuyama 1,206 1,400 1,400 1,600 427 477 500 552 

County 
Total 369,608 390,300 504,500 520,700 129,816 136,620 164,640 166,670 163,247 178,400 231,260 256,800 
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Figure 2.1 Santa Barbara County Growth Forecast 

Figure 2.2 South Coast Growth Forecast 
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Forecast Travel  
 
Table 2.3 (Page 2.6) summarizes the 2030 Coun-
tywide and South Coast travel forecasts.  Traffic 
on Highway 101 at the Ventura County line is 
forecast to increase by 61%, from 60,000 in 
2000 to 96,800 ADT in 2030.  This represents 
approximately 1.6% growth per year.   This com-
pares with a 2.1% annual growth at the same 
location projected by the Ventura County Trans-
portation Commission (VCTC) Travel Model be-
tween 1994 and 2020.  At the San Luis Obispo 
County line, traffic is forecast at 95,400 ADT, 
presenting an approximate increase of 63% or 
1.7% growth per year.  This growth is also quite 

consistent with 1.6% for the 10 year growth pe-
riod at this location between 1991 and 2001.   
 
By 2030, total countywide vehicle miles traveled 
(VMT) is forecast to increase from 9.75 million in 
2000 to 15.47 million in 2030, an increase of 
approximately 59%.  Total South Coast VMT, 
which represents approximately 52% of the total 
current county’s VMT is forecast to increase from 
5.06 million in 2000 to 7.37 million in 2030, rep-
resenting an increase of 46%.   
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Figure 2.3 North County Growth Forecast 
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  Countywide South Coast 

  2000 
Base Case 

2030 
Prog’d 

% Incr. 
2000-30 

2000 
Base Case 

2030 
Prog’d 

% Incr. 
2000-30 

Vehicle Trips: 101 San Luis 
Obispo County line 58,500 95,400 63.1% NA NA NA 

Vehicle. Trips: 101 Ventura 
Co. line 60,000 96,800 61.3% 60,000 96,800 61.3% 

              
Total Person Trips 1,897,432 2,587,276 36.3% 1,017,053 1,311,038 28.9% 

Total Vehicle Trips 1,349,744 1,827,766 35.4% 730,567 926,285 26.8% 

Total Veh. Hours Traveled 231,289 398,029 72.1% 118,813 198,008 66.7% 
Total Veh. Miles Traveled 9,746,101 15,468,646 58.7% 5,059,718 7,370,407 45.6% 
Trips / Household 9.8 10.9   9.9 11.2   
Avg. Trip Lengths (Min.) 16.8 20.7   14.7 17.7   
Avg. Trip Distance (Miles) 9.2 11.5   7.6 9.1   

The increase of VMT is attributable to an increase 
in the number of average trips per household 
(from 9.8 to 10.9 trips), longer average trip length 
(from 16.8 to 20.7 minutes) and the average trip 
distance from 9.2 miles to 11.5 miles county-
wide.  On the South Coast, the average trip length 
is projected to increase from 7.6 miles in 2000 to 
9.1 miles by 2030.  
 
LAND USE 
 
Land Use Planning Framework 
 
Forecast population growth over the thirty year 
horizon of the MTP can be accommodated by the 
local general plans that establish the future de-
velopment pattern. California State Planning Law 
requires each county and city to adopt "a compre-
hensive long-range general plan". In general, the 
comprehensive plan establishes guidelines for 
the allocation of resources and achievement of 
physical, social and economic goals of the com-
munities.  
 
There are seven mandatory elements:  
 
• Land Use 
• Circulation  
• Conservation  
• Open Space  
• Seismic Safety 
• Noise 
• Housing 
 

Santa Barbara County's adopted Comprehensive 
Plan designates urban/rural boundaries and es-
tablishes land use designations, goals, and poli-
cies for all county property. The County's zoning 
ordinances implement provisions of the Compre-
hensive Plan and Local Coastal Plan (LCP). Up-
dates of the Land Use, Circulation and Energy 
Elements of the Comprehensive General Plan 
have been completed. The County has also com-
pleted several Community Plans and Circulation 
Elements.  
 
Each city in the county maintains its own compre-
hensive plan and zoning ordinances.  The County 
is updating the Housing Element.  
 
All the cities have completed recent updates of 
the Housing Elements of their General Plans and 
the City of Goleta’s General Plan is currently un-
der final review before adoption. 
 
Other policy documents that affect land use in-
clude the University of California at Santa Bar-
bara (UCSB) Campus Development Plan, which 
establishes an enrollment ceiling set by the 
Board of Regents. By law, local land use controls 
do not apply to federal lands; therefore, VAFB and 
public lands within the National Forest do not fall 
under the land use policies and zoning require-
ments of the local jurisdictions. Similarly, the Uni-
versity of California at Santa Barbara falls under 
state jurisdiction and the purview of the UCSB 
Regents rather than the County's land use author-
ity, and the Reservation of the Santa Ynez Band 

Table 2.3 2030 Countywide and South Coast Growth Forecast 
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of Chumash Mission Indians falls under the juris-
diction of the Chumash Tribal Council. 
 
Effect of Land Uses on the Transportation System  
 
The thrust of both state and federal legislation 
over the last several years has undergone a dra-
matic change as the emphasis has shifted to sup-
port greater flexibility in funding programs. In our 
region, this has resulted in increased funding for 
mass transit and bicycle projects. However, es-
sential to achieving a modal shift is effective land 
use planning, since the pattern and type of land 
uses determine travel behavior. Thus, the local 
jurisdictions' land use plans are pivotal to the 
success of the goals of the RTP. The CTC's Re-
gional Transportation Plan Guidelines recognize 
the importance of land use on the operation of 
the transportation system, and include land use 
as an issue to be addressed in the RTP Needs 
Assessment, Chapter 1.  
 
Historically, the pattern of land use development 
in the region and throughout California, coupled 
with parking requirements for commercial/office 
development sites that resulted in abundant 
parking, has encouraged or reinforced the use of 
the single occupant vehicle, with resulting con-
gestion and air quality problems. This echoes a 
national trend, where for the past several dec-
ades, the dominant development trend has been 
decentralization and low-density urban sprawl. 
The changing spatial configuration, with trip ends 
scattered across the map, has limited the use of 
alternative modes (walking, bicycling, mass tran-
sit, carpooling) as a mode choice for most trips.  
 
Sustainable Land Use and Transportation Plan-
ning 
 
Nationwide, as a result of the urban sprawl, cities 
everywhere are facing similar problems – increas-
ing traffic congestion and commute times, wors-
ening air pollution, inefficient energy consump-
tion and greater reliance on foreign oil, the con-
tinuing loss of open space, the need for costly 
improvements to road and public services, the 
inequitable distribution of economic resources, 
and the loss of sense of community.  
 
Concern about congestion, air quality, and the 
other impacts of urban sprawl has focused atten-
tion in communities throughout the nation on the 
urban form and its relationship to transportation 
demand. The "New Urbanism" movement pro-
motes sustainable, compact, well-designed, tran-

sit oriented, walkable communities with easy ac-
cess to basic needs and services, cultural and 
recreational amenities, and town centers. The 
new more compact development, urban limit 
lines and limiting growth within those boundaries 
through infill. Planning for "sustainable communi-
ties" means planning development that is more 
sensitive both to the environment and to human 
needs, and supports a modal shift away from the 
automobile toward the use of mass transit, bicy-
cles and walking. 

 
The problem most communities have with at-
tempting to encourage a modal shift to deal with 
air quality and congestion problems is an existing 
urban form and built environment that is not con-
ducive to such a shift. As elsewhere throughout 
the nation, suburban tracts in Santa Barbara 
County have been designed to create quiet resi-
dential areas that discourage through circulation. 
Developments with cul-de-sac streets and 
neighborhoods designed as isolated enclaves, 
often walled with few access points, impede cir-
culation regardless of the type of trip, reducing 
the viability of alternative modes of travel. Inter-
modal connections are less attractive because of 
the distance from the neighborhood and lack of 
convenience. For example, while bus stops may 
exist along an arterial adjacent to the develop-
ment, the stops are not easily accessed from the 
development.   
 
Development, in and of itself, is not the problem; 
but rather is an integral part of the solution. The 
key is putting quality development in the right 
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place. Land use regulations can direct develop-
ment to certain areas and protect open lands. 
But regulation by itself can't remedy the problems 
associated with current land use patterns. Only 
new development and a strong comprehensive 
plan can do this. A General Plan with policies, 
zoning and development ordinances that foster 
in-fill, mixed-use planned development, compact 
communities, increased densities near transit 
services, transit-friendly and pedestrian-friendly 
urban designs and an improved ratio or balance 
between the availability of jobs and housing op-
portunities will support a modal shift toward a 
less auto intensive environment.  

 
Both the rate of development and the ultimate 
potential of future development in each of the 
jurisdiction's general plans affect adjacent juris-
dictions. The land use patterns established by the 
jurisdictions have a significant influence upon the 
need for residents to travel between different 
areas of the county and adjacent areas in Ven-
tura and San Luis Obispo counties. Currently, the 
two major highways serving the South Coast, U.S. 
Highway 101 and State Route 154, both face 
growing safety and congestion challenges, largely 
as a result of these commuting patterns. The ex-
tent to which the land use plans provide a bal-
ance of job and housing opportunities within the 
different areas of the county influences the re-
gion's average work trip length, travel patterns, 
and congestion.  
 
Jobs/Housing Balance 
Jobs/housing balance can be crudely defined as 
the ratio between the number of jobs and the 
number of dwelling units in a particular region or 
sub-region. This is an imperfect indicator of the 
jobs/housing balance, however, since it does not 
take into account such factors as the type of 
housing (single family vs. multi-family), the cost of 
housing in comparison to salaries, and the num-

ber of multi-worker households. The number of 
jobs and housing units available in a given area is 
also not a sole determinant in where workers live, 
as the cost of housing and the perceived desir-
ability of housing in an area versus the cost in 
another area within a potential commute range, 
and the perceived low cost of the commute by 
comparison, significantly influences where people 
live versus where they work. Even if the number 
of workers equals the number of jobs in a region, 
there will likely be substantial mismatch and 
cross-commuting within sub-areas. Frequent 
changes in employment location, which can be 
due to people changing jobs or due to employers 
moving employees from one site to another, has 
added complexity to this issue. The relationship 
of jobs to housing has become an increasingly 
important issue nationwide as the separation of 
jobs and housing has led to increased commuting 
distances. The spatial mismatch between the 
location of jobs and the location of affordable 
housing is forcing growing numbers of workers to 
reside further from their workplaces than they 
would otherwise choose, increasing commuting 
distances.  
 
Regionally, this trend is seen in the increase in 
commuters between jobs in the South Coast and 
housing in Ventura, Santa Maria, Lompoc and the 
Santa Ynez Valley, and between San Luis Obispo 
County and the Santa Maria Valley. According to 
SBCAG's Traffic Solutions review of FY 1999-00 
data, the average one-way commute distance of 
participants in the carpool program is 26 miles. 
Commuters from Santa Maria to jobs on the 
South Coast are experiencing one-way commute 
distances of 60 miles. 
 
The 2000 Employee Survey conducted by 
SBCAG's Traffic Solutions program indicates that 
7.6 percent of South Coast employees commute 
from residences in Ventura County, and 8.7 per-
cent commute from northern Santa Barbara 
County locations. This suggests that well over 
15,000 commuters are making long distance 
commutes to the South Coast each weekday. The 
2000 Census data corroborates this information. 
Providing one of the more accurate survey based 
estimates of inter- and intra-county long distance 
commuting characteristics for Santa Barbara 
County, census data provides an excellent snap-
shot of the implications of the South Coast job-
housing imbalance. The travel data from 2000 
Census (Table 2.4) provides information on how 
these commute patterns changed between 1990 
and 2000.  
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While 61 percent of the County's jobs were lo-
cated on the South Coast in 2000, the low house-
hold growth rate, low vacancy rates and high 
housing costs have resulted in increasing the 
numbers of workers living outside the area. Em-
ployment on the South Coast is projected to in-
crease by almost 13 percent over the next thirty 
years, while the number of dwelling units is ex-
pected to increase by 11 percent during the 
same period, further exacerbating the jobs/
housing imbalance.   
 
Per the Congestion Management (Process) Pro-
gram, a total of 10,172 residential units were 
built, under construction, or approved within 
Santa Barbara County between January 2000 
and December 2004.  A summary of residential 
units permitted by each local agency between 
2000 and 2004 is provided in Table 2.5. 
 
In summary: 
 
• The greatest residential growth during this 

five-year period occurred within the City of 
Santa Maria. 

 
• The Lompoc, Santa Ynez, and Orcutt areas 

absorbed the most residential growth in the 
unincorporated County areas. 

 
• Approximately 79% of the units permitted 

were in the North County cities and unincor-
porated areas. 

 
• The City of Lompoc experienced a growth of 

40% from the previous five year period. 
 
Housing prices on the South Coast have in-
creased by 61 percent between 1988 and 1999, 
and have shown double digit increases each year 
since 1977,   according to the California Associa-

tion of Realtors.  The South Coast’s single family 
median home prices were above the $1 million 
mark in 2004, up from $825,000 in 2003.  Sales 
increased from 1,283 units in 2003 to 1,374 
units in 2004, the highest level since 1997.  The 
February 2005 South Coast single-family median 
home price was $1.05 million. 
 
By contrast, housing prices have escalated more 
slowly in northern Santa Barbara County, increas-
ing 22.3 percent over the past decade, and are 
much lower than on the South Coast, with a me-
dian price approaching $364,000 in 2004.  While 
less expensive than homes on the South Coast, 
Ventura County homes are more expensive than 
homes in northern Santa Barbara County.  The 
Association of Realtors reports that Ventura 
County median home prices increased 
$124,000, or 25 percent in just one year, to a 
new record high of $638,000.    
 
In contrast to the increasing home prices, data 
indicates that apartment rental rates on the 
South Coast have only gone up a modest 1.7 per-
cent overall since last April 2004, even though 
vacancy rates have remained at 2.25 percent, 
with a current combined South Coast Market 
Area rental rate of $1,200 per month.   
 
For North County areas, rents in 2003 showed 
signs of softness as a few larger projects went on 
the market.  Rents showed no signs of gains in 
2004. For example, two bedroom units in Santa 
Maria were renting in 2003 for approximately 
$825.  At this time rents on those same units are 
roughly the same, with vacancy stabilized at 3-4 
percent. In both Lompoc and Santa Maria, there 
continues to be a limited amount of new apart-
ment construction taking place as compared to 
single-family home and condominium/town home 
development.  

County Workers Commuting 
into SB County, 1990 

Workers Commuting 
into SB County, 2000 

Percent Change 
1990 to 2000 

Ventura 5,594 9,009 +61.0% 

San Luis Obispo 5,478 7,480 +36.5% 

Los Angeles 1,267 1,750 +38.1% 

Other 2,294 1,797 -21.6% 

Total 14,633 20,036 +36.9% 

Table 2.4 County Commuters, 1990 and 2000 
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This seeming disconnect between rising home 
prices and soft rental rates is a pattern showing 
evidence that apartment rents are more closely 
tied to local wages and demographic trends than 
are home values.  As employers, families, and 
young educated workers continue to migrate out 
of the South Coast, much of the remaining work-
force is employed in retail, hospitality, and service 
sectors, which pay significantly less. 
 
These statistics help to explain the growing num-
bers of people residing far from their work places 
on the South Coast, affecting the region's travel 
patterns and increasing work trip lengths.  As 
noted above, an examination of the Forecast 
2000 – 2030 figures indicates the existing re-
gional job/housing imbalance in the County will 
likely be exacerbated in the future. Realtors in 
the region, seizing on the opportunity presented 
by the housing situation, have capitalized with 
advertisements that perpetuate a myth “Drive a 
little; save a lot”, appealing to workers who be-
lieve the cost of the housing stock on the South 
Coast is out of their reach. The truth is that the 
commute itself is costly, in time, wear and tear on 
the car, increased maintenance needs, fuel use, 
and even increased vehicle insurance cost. 
 
Benefits from an improved jobs housing relation-
ship include shortened commute distances, re-
duced vehicle miles traveled and vehicular emis-
sions, and increased opportunities to bike, walk 
or use of transit in lieu of driving. The reduced 
time spent in long-distance travel by commuters 

would translate not only to more free time, lower 
fuel expenditures and other automobile-related 
expenses, but lower costs to employers in terms 
of reduced employee tardiness and higher pro-
ductivity, as well as lower business trip costs. For 
example, a one hour daily commute between 
Santa Maria and Santa Barbara would equate to 
500 hours of time spent in travel over a year's 
time, which is 25 percent of a normal work year, 
and equivalent to 12.5 weeks of vacation.  
 
Recognizing the importance of the jobs/housing 
balance issue, SBCAG requires that the jobs 
housing issue be addressed by local jurisdictions 
in the Congestion Management Program (CMP) 
(AKA Federal Congestion Management Process). 
The CMP, adopted in 1992 and most recently 
updated in 2003, requires each jurisdiction to 
incorporate the goal of achieving a job-worker-
housing balance in its General Plan and appropri-
ate ordinances.  
 
 The land uses planned in the local comprehen-
sive plans and other policy documents mentioned 
in the previous section have resulting transporta-
tion impacts or needs, which are delineated in 
the local jurisdiction's circulation elements; these 
transportation needs influence the local and 
state system projects included in this plan. Every 
decision to approve new development (whether 
residential or commercial) made by the County 
Board of Supervisors or the city councils directly 
impacts the roadway system. The amount of im-
pact is determined by the size and location of the 

Jurisdiction New Units Constructed Units Approved Yet to be 
Constructed Total Approved Units 

Buellton 365 34 399 

Carpinteria 13 54 67 

Goleta 613 331 944 

Guadalupe 120 172 292 

Lompoc 375 370 745 

Santa Barbara n/a n/a 764 

Santa Maria 4,415 826 5,241 

Solvang 208 192 400 

Unincorporated County n/a n/a 1,860 

TOTAL - - 10,712 

Table 2.5 Residential Units Permitted in Santa Barbara County, 2000-2004 
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project, and any mitigating actions approved by 
the policy body as part of the process. In terms of 
the long distance commute, making land use 
decisions that result in increased employment 
opportunities in the North County coupled with 
making land use decisions that would curtail ex-
panded employment opportunities on the South 
Coast would improve the jobs-housing ratio and 
reduce or perhaps even reverse the increase in 
long distance commutes within the county. Juris-
dictions must recognize that approving new de-
velopment increases the need for more transpor-
tation infrastructure and associated costs. To the 
extent that policy bodies are interested in reduc-
ing dependency on the automobile and roadway 
system impacts, their decisions should adhere to 
the principles described above which support a 
modal shift away from the automobile (i.e., deci-
sions which implement infill development, reduce 
low-density urban sprawl, increase density along 
transit routes, parking pricing programs, etc.).  
 
Historically, the Transportation Plan has recog-
nized that land use decisions are the purview of 
local jurisdictions. As noted earlier, the VMT 
growth anticipated in the RTP, and the proposed 
projects in the Action Element of this plan are 
based on forecast growth and local land use and 
circulation plans. Traffic studies undertaken as 
part of the last plan update (in 2004) identify the 
capacity constraints of the regional roadway net-
work. Identified improvements were incorporated 
into the Action Element Capital Improvement Pro-
gram (Chapter 4) and have been retained in this 
update. Many of the projects included will help to 
alleviate existing congestion in areas where land 
use decisions have been made without adequate 
consideration of the regional road system's ability 
to accommodate additional motor vehicle traffic.  
 
Imposition of development fees for transportation 
mitigation by the County, particularly in the rap-
idly growing Orcutt and Goleta unincorporated 
areas, and by the City of Santa Maria have helped 
in terms of raising revenues needed to imple-
ment projects to mitigate existing congestion 
problems. The process, however, needs further 
coordination where projects have both local and 
regional transportation impacts. Adhering to sus-
tainable community planning concepts in the fu-
ture would serve to lessen the impacts of growth 
on the existing and future transportation system. 
And implementing transportation control meas-
ures that encourage a shift of commute mode 
from the single occupant vehicle will also help to 
reduce motor vehicle traffic impacts. 

AIR QUALITY 
 
Federal ambient air quality standards have been 
developed for ozone (8-hour standards), PM10 
(particulate matter of 10 microns in diameter or 
less), carbon monoxide and other pollutants be-
cause of health effects.  At this time, Santa Bar-
bara County attains all applicable federal air qual-
ity standards.  The county is currently designated 
as an ozone attainment area for the federal 8-
hour standard. 
 
Ozone 
 
Ozone is a strong irritant that adversely affects 
the human respiratory system, potentially leading 
to lung damage. Asthma, bronchitis, and other 
respiratory ailments, as well as cardiovascular 
disease are aggravated by exposure to ozone, 
with children and the elderly at the highest risk. 
Ozone also damages crops and forests and con-
tributes to the degradation of anthropogenic ma-
terials such as plastics, paint, and textiles.  
 
Ozone is not produced directly by any pollution 
source but is instead formed through a series of 
chemical reactions involving oxides of nitrogen 
(NOx) and reactive organic gases (ROG) in the 
presence of sunlight over a period of several 
hours. The major source of NOx in the county is 
combustion of fossil fuels in automobiles and 
other mobile sources, the petroleum industry, 
and channel shipping. ROG sources include natu-
ral seeps of oil and gas, use of solvents in paints, 
consumer products and industry, automobiles, 
natural vegetation, and the petroleum industry. 
Reducing ozone levels is dependent upon reduc-
ing the emissions of these ozone precursors.  
 
The major pollution sources in the county are 
grouped into the following categories:  
 
Stationary or point sources (e.g., large  
industrial sites), 
  
Area-wide sources (e.g., home heating  
devices, small business combustion  
processes, home/yard appliances etc.), 
 
On-road mobile sources (e.g., cars, trucks),  
 
Other mobile (e.g., marine shipping, off- 
road vehicles, motor boats, trains, aircraft,  
etc.), and  
 
Natural sources (e.g., vegetation, gas  
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seeps, etc.).  
 
The emissions inventory developed for the 2004 
Clean Air Plan describes the relative contribution 
of each of these sources in Santa Barbara 
County. The largest contributor to our locally gen-
erated air pollution is onroad mobile sources 
(cars and trucks), which contributes more than 
60 percent of the ROG emissions and 88 percent 
of the NOx emissions in the region. Other mobile 
sources (plane, trains, boats), the evaporation of 
solvents, combustion of fossil fuels, surface 
cleaning and coating, and petroleum production 
and marketing combine to make up the remain-
der.   
 
Particulate Matter 
 
Particulate matter is a respiratory irritant. Large 
particles are effectively filtered in the respiratory 
tract, however small particles 10 microns in di-
ameter or less, known as PM10, and even finer 
particulates less than 2.5 microns in diameter 
know as PM2.5 can cause serious health effects. 
The chemical makeup of the particles is an im-
portant factor in determining the seriousness of 
the health effect. Anthropogenic (resulting from 
human activity) sources of particulate matter in-
clude: re-entrained road dust from vehicles, con-
struction and demolition, tilling dust (agriculture), 
re-entrained road dust from unpaved roads, and 
fuel combustion. Natural sources of particulate 
matter include wild fires, sea salt and windblown 
dust. Particulate matter is also formed secondar-
ily in the atmosphere from chemical reactions 
involving sunlight with NOx and sulfur dioxide 
gases.  At this time, the county complies with the 
federal annual 24-hour and annual PM10 stan-
dards and has yet to be classified due to a lack of 
monitoring data for the federal PM2.5 standard.  
 
To investigate the county's PM10 sources, the 
APCD conducted a specialized sampling and 
analysis study in 1989 (the Santa Barbara County 
Particulate Matter Emission Reduction Study), 
which identified source contributions and chemi-
cal and physical characteristics of PM10 in the 
county. The major findings of the study indicate 
that while natural background sources, primarily 
sea-salt, are major contributors to PM10 concen-
trations, motor vehicle exhaust and locally gener-
ated geological dust are the most significant 
sources of directly emitted PM10 in the county. 
The study determined that potential control 
measures should concentrate on these primary 
sources of PM10, although non-traditional controls 

(e.g., controls for fugitive dust) should also be 
evaluated. Thus, attainment of the state PM10 
standards may depend on the development of 
innovative control technologies and the effective-
ness of these controls upon implementation. 
PM10 air quality benefits will also result from im-
plementation of ozone control measures adopted 
in the Clean Air Plan that address ozone precur-
sors (ROG and NOx), by effectively reducing the 
chemical reactions involving NOx in the atmos-
phere that result in secondary PM10. 
 
SYSTEM MANAGEMENT 
 
More effective management of our current and 
future transportation network and transportation 
resources is called for in federal legislation. In 
both the letter of the law, and in its broad intent, 
TEA-21 emphasizes a number of important 
themes, including the need for: 
 
- Improved transportation system  
Performance; 
- Greater efficiency in using transportation  
funds; 
- Broader involvement and participation in  
transportation decision-making; and, 
- Greater attention to fundamental  
community and national goals in selecting  
transportation investments. 
 
Strategies to Improve Transportation System Per-
formance 
    
A variety of strategies can be used to improve the 
performance of the existing street system and 
attempt to control the growth in travel demand. 
These strategies have historically been broadly 
categorized under the name Transportation Sys-
tem Management. Transportation System Man-
agement strategies include both Traffic System 
Management (TSM) and Transportation Demand 
Management (TDM) techniques. In addition to 
mobility benefits, TSM/TDM strategies are closely 
related to efforts to improve air quality. It is gen-
erally agreed that the optimum TSM/TDM pro-
grams target two key areas: they provide in-
creased transportation options and focus on the 
elimination or reduction of single-occupant motor 
vehicle trips.  
 
TSM is a technique designed to increase the 
number of person-trips that can be carried on the 
system without significantly increasing the sys-
tem's design capacity. These include low cost 
engineering improvements aimed at increasing 
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the existing system's "people carrying" capacity. 
The engineering improvements are relatively mi-
nor modifications including lane or shoulder wid-
ening; eliminating on-street parking; adding turn 
lanes; traffic signal synchronization; establishing 
one-way streets and reversible lanes; ramp-
metering; high occupancy vehicle lanes; signage 
to indicate appropriate freeway exits for access to 
popular destinations (i.e., beach: next 3 exits), 
and, improving access to airports. Increasing at-
tention is being paid to the use of new technology 
and information to improve the efficiency of the 
transportation system. The goal is to develop a 
more intelligent system. 
  
TDM is the implementation of measures intended 
to reduce the number of single occupant vehicles 
on the regions' roadways during peak hours. 
These actions primarily consist of providing incen-
tives to encourage people to either change their 
mode of travel, shift their trips out of the peak 
period, or not make the trip at all. Such incen-
tives include work-at-home, alternative work loca-
tions, telecommuting, and actions to encourage 
an increase in ridesharing and transit use, such 
as providing transit passes, start up subsidies for 
vanpools, limiting and charging for parking, in-
creasing fuel taxes, and establishing emission 
fees.   
 
Implementing TSM actions is the responsibility of 
the cities, the County, transit operators, Caltrans, 
and the private sector. Planning and program-
ming agencies such as SBCAG are generally lim-
ited to identifying problems, recommending solu-
tions and seeking funding to implement adopted 
measures, although the Traffic Solutions branch 
of SBCAG is active in implementing a TDM pro-
gram and providing assistance to local jurisdic-
tion's in fulfilling their TDM responsibilities under 
the federal Congestion Management Process/ 
State Congestion Management Program (CMP).  
 
In response to the original 1991 CMP legislation 
and the County’s state mandated 1991 Air Qual-
ity Attainment Plan, SBCAG proposed that every 
jurisdiction in the county adopt a TDM resolution 
of commitment which included certain minimum 
requirements, with additional requirements trig-
gered based on the level of congestion monitored 
on the CMS/CMP network within the jurisdiction.  
By 1993, the seven cities and the county had 
adopted TDM resolutions of commitment.  While 
passage of AB2419 (July 1996) removed the 
statutory requirement for the inclusion of a trip 

reduction and travel demand element in the 
CMS/CMP, SBCAG retained the element for the 
purpose of promoting voluntary TDM program 
activities.  The County and City of Santa Barbara 
adopted a regional trip reduction ordinance in 
1991 to be jointly administered in the Santa Bar-
bara and Goleta areas by SBCAG.  However, in 
response to state legislation regarding employer 
based TDM programs, the program was modified 
to be a voluntary program.  As part of the new 
TDM Program, Traffic Solutions has broadened its 
outreach efforts to include increased participa-
tion from Carpinteria, Lompoc, Santa Ynez Valley 
and Santa Maria area employers.  Currently more 
than 200 employers with 20 or more employees 
in the Santa Barbara and Goleta areas are par-
ticipating in the TDM Program.  Commuters from 
as far away as Los Angeles and San Luis Obispo 
regularly seek assistance from the Traffic Solu-
tions program in finding alternatives to the single 
occupant vehicle commute.  In addition, as part 
of the implementation of the resolutions of com-
mitment, each jurisdiction in the county has des-
ignated a TDM coordinator.  The TDM coordina-
tors monitor their respective jurisdiction's TDM 
efforts/activities and serve as a contact for the 
Traffic Solution's outreach efforts.  A description 
of the CMS/CMP TDM program is described be-
low. 
 
3-Tiered TDM Program 
 
Tier 1: 
 
Each jurisdiction shall adopt a transportation de-
mand management (TDM) program which in-
cludes the following minimum requirements: 
 
a. Designation of a full or part-time TDM coordi-

nator to oversee implementation of the juris-
diction's program. 

b. The development and implementation of a 
TDM information dissemination program de-
scribing transit, rideshare, and non-motorized 
commute alternatives. 

c. A commitment that appropriate travel de-
mand mitigation measures which are shown 
by the traffic analysis to mitigate a project's 
traffic impact on the Congestion Manage-
ment (CMP) system (as defined by SBCAG), 
shall be required as part of the agency's land 
development approvals. 
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Tier 2: 
 
Each jurisdiction within an urbanized area, as 
defined by the 1990 Census, shall work in coop-
eration with the APCD, SBCAG, and adjacent juris-
dictions to develop and implement a data collec-
tion program specific to the local area to deter-
mine travel patterns and identify trip reduction 
opportunities.  The purpose of the cooperative 
effort between the agencies involved is to ensure 
that the mandated program is implemented in 
the most cost effective and meaningful manner 
for each agency, eliminating any provisions which 
do not provide reliable or relevant information. 
 
Tier 3: 
 
When 20% of the intersections on the CMP net-
work in a jurisdiction exceed a volume to capacity 
ratio of 0.80 (LOS D or below) during peak com-
mute hours, the jurisdiction shall implement one 
of the following voluntary options with the follow-
ing minimum requirements: 
 
Option 1 
 
Employers shall be encouraged to: 
 
a. collect annual transportation surveys from 

employees; 
b. appoint or secure the services of a TDM Co-

ordinator; 
c. prepare a TDM Plan to accomplish adopted 

trip reduction program objectives, including 
at least an information program to encourage 
commute alternatives, and additional feasi-
ble measures such as incentives (e.g., transit 
subsidies) and facility improvements (e.g., 
preferential carpool parking, bike lockers); 
and, 

d. submit an annual progress report to the juris-
diction. 

 
Option 2 
 
Implement an enhanced marketing program that 
consists of:  
 
a. data collection to identify employer commute 

characteristics; and,  
b. multi-media county-wide marketing campaign 

to promote the use of alternative transporta-
tion by local commuters.   

 
Every jurisdiction in the county was required to 
adopt a TDM Resolution of Commitment by De-

cember 31, 1992 under the requirements of the 
CMP and the 1991 Air Quality Attainment Plan 
(AQAP). Jurisdictional TDM responsibilities under 
the CMP are delineated in Table 2.6. A descrip-
tion of the TDM program follows the table. While 
passage of AB2419 (July 1996) removed the 
statutory requirement for the inclusion of a trip 
reduction and travel demand element in the 
CMP, SBCAG retained the element for the pur-
pose of promoting voluntary TDM program activi-
ties. 
 
SBCAG monitors TDM implementation and annu-
ally determines if each local jurisdiction is in con-
formance with the CMS/CMP. The SBCAG Board 
approved the most recent conformance assess-
ment in May, 2005. 
 
System Monitoring 
 
As part of the annual CMS/CMP conformance 
assessment process, SBCAG must determine if 
each jurisdiction's designated CMS/CMP road-
ways and intersections are meeting the CMS/
CMP level of service (LOS) standards. When a 
CMS/CMP facility reaches LOS E, the CMS/CMP 
requires the local jurisdiction to prepare a Defi-
ciency Plan. A deficiency plan is required by state 
statute to include the following: 
 
An analysis of the “causes” of the 
deficiency; 
 
A list of improvements required to maintain the 
minimum LOS standard; 
 
A cost estimate for the improvement; 
Alternatively, other actions that “contribute 
to significant improvements” in air quality; 
and, 
 
An action plan with a specific 
implementation schedule. 
 
The status of Santa Barbara County's CMS/CMP 
deficient facilities is summarized in Table 2-7.   
 
Infrastructure Maintenance 

Santa Barbara County's roadway and bicycle net-
work is maintained by a variety of jurisdictions: 
the State Highway System is maintained by Cal-
trans, local city roads and bikeways are main-
tained by the Public Works Departments of each 
respective city, and the county roads are main-
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tained by the County Public Works Department. 
For all of these jurisdictions, maintenance primar-
ily involves pavement improvements, street and 
bikeway cleaning, lighting repairs, and landscape 
maintenance. Street and bikeway cleaning is per-
formed on an “as needed basis”. Landscaping 
situated along the transportation network is pri-
marily maintained when it poses a threat to the 
health and safety of motorists and bicyclists. The 
public works departments throughout the county 
each maintain an inventory of the pavement con-
dition within their jurisdiction that identifies pave-
ment surface deficiencies (i.e., potholes, cracks, 
and subsidence). Needed maintenance/repair 
work is usually prioritized by each jurisdiction in 
their budget process annually using the pave-
ment inventory information. 
 
Despite authorization of Measure D in 1989 by 
the Santa Barbara County voters, funding of infra-
structure maintenance remains a significant is-
sue. This funding source has significantly im-
proved, but has not eliminated the jurisdictions' 
maintenance backlog. For example, the County of 
Santa Barbara, the jurisdiction with the largest 

inventory of roadways and bikeways, has a  
(2000) backlog of $77 million for pavement 
maintenance, concrete repair, culverts and drain-
age, and an additional bridge maintenance back-
log of $20 million. 
 
Ongoing maintenance costs are significant.  To 
maintain a Pavement Condition Index of 70 for all 
maintained lane miles throughout the County, the 
County requires an expenditure of $10 million per 
year.  Another $3 .3 million is added to account 
for the annual cost of sidewalks, ADA improve-
ments, and other repairs to the concrete infra-
structure, and $4 million for annual  bridge re-
pairs.  Likewise, smaller cities like Solvang  and 
Carpinteria spend  over $500,000 per year on 
street maintenance while large cities like Santa 
Barbara, Lompoc, and Santa Maria spend be-
tween $1 and $5 million dollars per year on 
street maintenance. 
 
Adding to the local jurisdictions' financial burden 
is the need for storm damage repair, which is 
unpredictable, arises in an emergency situation, 
and diverts personnel and money for the needed 

  
JURISDICTION 

  
Tier 1 

  
Tier 2 

  
Tier 3 

 CITIES   
  

  
  

  
  

 Buellton   
  

  
  

  
  

 Carpinteria   
  

  
  

  
  

 Guadalupe   
  

  
  

  
  

 Lompoc   
  

  
  

  
  

 Santa Barbara   
  

  
  

  
  (1) 

 Santa Maria   
  

  
  

  
  

 Solvang   
  

  
  

  
  

 Goleta   
  

  
  

  
  

 County for the unincorporated areas of:   
  

  
  

  
  

 Lompoc   
  

  
  

  
  

 Montecito/Summerland/Carpinteria   
  

  
  

  
  

 Orcutt   
  

  
  

  
  

 Santa Ynez Valley   
  

  
  

  
  

 OTHER   
  

  
  

  
  

 Special Districts (e.g., UCSB, VAFB)   
  

  
  

  
  

Table 2.6 CMS/CMP TDA Responsibilities by Jurisdiction 
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repair as a higher priority than the regularly 
scheduled pavement management activities. 
While the County has successfully obtained state 
and federal government emergency funds to help 
repair storm and flood damage, the funds are 
always in reimbursement of expenditures already 
made, and are usually not received until later 
fiscal years.  
 
By adding to the road and lane-miles of the re-
gional network, the projects in this plan will result 
in the need for additional maintenance personnel 
by the various responsible jurisdictions, and thus 
add to the existing maintenance costs. With the 
sunset of Measure D in the year 2009, the main-
tenance of roadway infrastructure may become 
one of the most critical issues facing the region, if 
the voters do not reauthorize an extension of 
Measure D.  
 
Maintenance projects were specifically precluded 
from eligibility for state funding under the State 
Transportation Implementation Program (STIP) 
Guidelines drafted pursuant to Senate Bill 45 
(Chapter 622, Statutes of 1997).  
 
Some local jurisdictions have expressed concern 
about the maintenance of state highways (e.g., 
Route 1, 135, etc.) in their jurisdiction, where the 
programming of improvements is the responsibil-
ity of the state and not the local agency. Local 

agencies have an opportunity to comment on the 
10-year SHOPP plan, and also have an opportu-
nity to nominate projects for the SHOPP, which 
helps to ensure local concerns are addressed in 
prioritizing state maintenance projects.   
 
Fuel Type and Cost 
 
California's size and its "love affair" with the auto-
mobile translates into roughly 51 percent of all 
energy in the state being used by the transporta-
tion sector (California Energy Division website, 
August 2006) California's nearly 28 million vehi-
cles consume more than 16 billion gallons of 
gasoline and nearly 3 billion gallons of diesel. 
California is the second largest consumer of 
gasoline in the world, behind the entire United 
States and just ahead of Japan. 
 
Recent significant increases in the price of retail 
gasoline have brought a sense of urgency to the 
discussion of alternatives to the gasoline engine.  
As reported in the Summer edition of the APCD 
newsletter some fuels or technologies, such as 
Ultralow sulfur diesel fuel and Compressed Natu-
ral Gas, are already in the marketplace.  Other 
fuels such as Ethanol are gaining  popularity in 
other states and appear broadly competitive as 
blending ingredients in petroleum fuels. Gas-
electric vehicles are ramping up market share, 

FACILITY LOCATION LEAD 
AGENCY 

DEFICIENCY 
PLAN PRO-

POSAL 
IMPROVEMENT 

TYPE 
ESTIMATED 

COST 
FUNDING 
SOURCE 

CONST. 
YEAR 

LOS 
BE-

FORE 

LOS 
AF-
TER 

La Cumbre Rd/Rte. 101  
SB-Ramp Intersection City of SB No - Exempt 

Grandfathered 
Channelization/

Signalization + Widening $10,640,000 Measure D 1996 F B 

Storke Rd/Rte 101 NB Ramp 
NB – Ramp Intersection  Cnty of SB No - Exempt 

Grandfathered  $9,210,000 Measure D - 
STIP/SHOPP 1996 F A 

Hollister Rd/Fairview Ave Cnty of SB Yes - 1993  $3,724,000 Measure D 1996 F B 

Rte 135/Foster Rd Intersection Cnt of SB & 
City of SM Yes - 1994  $250,000 Capital Minor B 

- Federal STIP 1996 E C 

Rte 101 NB/Earl Warren/Calle Real 
Intersection City of SB Yes - 1995  $51,300 Capital Minor B 1997 E B 

Rte 154/State St Intersection City of SB No - Exempt  $6,500,000 Measure D 1997 E A 

Carrillo/Rte 101 NB-Ramp Inter-
section City of SB Yes – 1998  $4,000,000 1998 RTIP 1998 D N/A 

Los Carneros Rd/Rte 101 
SB-Ramp Intersection Cnty of SB No – Exempt  N/A N/A N/A E C 

Mission St/Rte 101 
SB-Ramp Intersection City of SB Yes – 1999  

$750,000 
$433,000 

$1,192,000 

FTA 5307 
CMAQ 

2001 
 

2003 
E N/A 

Rte 101 (Evans Ave-La Cumbre) 
Mainline 

City of SB 
Cnty of SB 
City of Carp 

Yes – 2002 

Operation Imp. 
Park-and-Ride 

Public Transit to Ventura 
County TMC 

Loop Detectors/CCTV 

$41,300,000 
$481,000 

$1,200,000 
$2,000,000 
$2,000,000 

STIP/Measure 
D 

2008+ 
2006-07 

2002 
2006-07 
2006-07 

E/F N/A 

Table 2.7 Status of Santa Barbara County CMP System Deficiencies  
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while others like Hydrogen-electric hybids and 
Fuel cell vehicles require additional development.  
Infrastructure needs for some of these fuel types 
can be significant.    
 
With concerns about fuel availability and cost 
public agencies and individuals are purchasing 
more fuel efficient vehicles.  Encouraging large 
scale development and deployment of alternative 
fuels may require demand-side measures, such 
as granting users of hybrid vehicles access to 
high occupancy vehicle lanes. 
 
All modes of travel are impacted by fuel price 
increases.  Public transit typically uses diesel 
buses and rail and aviation also rely on petro-
leum based fuels.  Increase in fuel costs may 
result in higher fares or need for more public sub-
sidies.   SBMTD is a leader in the application of 
electric and hybrid-electric bus technology to 
managing their fuel costs and providing a quieter 
cleaner trip.  
 
Driving less is the least costly alternative through 
car pooling, cycling, carsharing, among other 
choices and the Traffic Solutions office of SBCAG 
provides matching services to link and encourage 
potential users of these other modes. 
 
System Security 
 
With the event of the September 11, 2001 attack 
on the World Trade Center and the Pentagon, as 
well as subsequent international political and 
military events, the security of transportation sys-
tems has come to the forefront of policy consid-
eration.  As such, the 2006 Regional Transporta-
tion Plan will introduce system security as a policy 
issue and will include system security as a policy 
goal. 
 
The transportation system has always been sus-
ceptible to the consequences of natural disas-
ters.  These have included fires, floods, mud-
slides and earthquakes.  However, with the po-
tential for international terrorism, the transporta-
tion system is now also susceptible to man in-
duced disasters. 
 
Based upon the Federal Transit Administrations 
multi-pronged approach to security program ini-
tiatives, public agencies in Santa Barbara County 
should consider the following guidelines in their 
risk assessment and strategic planning in regard 
to transportation systems within their jurisdic-
tions: 

• Access management 

• Transportation design and infrastructure 

• Systems integration 

• Bus vehicle security 

• Rail vehicle security 

• Communications 
 
The U.S. surface transportation system is defined 
as interconnecting infrastructures that include 
highways, transit systems, railways, airports, wa-
terways, pipelines and ports, and the vehicles, 
aircraft and vessels that operate along these net-
works.  Santa Barbara County’s surface transpor-
tation system consists of interconnecting infra-
structures including: U.S. Highways (101), State 
Routes (1, 135, 144, 154, 166, 192, 217, 225, 
246), and major arterials; nine transit systems 
(COLT, SBMTD, SMAT, SYVT, Santa Barbara 
County to include Cuyama and Los Alamos ser-
vice, Clean Air Express, Coastal Express and two 
CTSAs – Easy Lift Transportation and SMOOTH); 
Amtrak passenger service and Union Pacific 
freight service; and five airports (Cuyama, 
Lompoc, Santa Barbara, Santa Maria and Santa 
Ynez).  Situated along the Pacific Ocean, the 
coast of Santa Barbara County is navigated by 
ships and contains active oil rigs with connecting 
pipelines.  Although Santa Barbara County does 
not possess any ports, there is a marina located 
in the City of Santa Barbara.  
 
Santa Barbara County contains one of two major 
highways that connect Southern California with 
central and northern California.  As such, Highway 
101 is an important through-fare for the move-
ment of people and goods and is a connector for 
the high-tech, university and agricultural corridor 
between Los Angles, Ventura and San Luis 
Obispo counties. 
 
In addition, Vandenberg Air Force Base (VAFB), 
the Air Force Space Command organization re-
sponsible for all Department of Defense space 
and missile launch activities on the West Coast 
and all U.S. satellites destined for near polar orbit 
is located in northern Santa Barbara County. 
 
In considering security strategies for inclusion in 
the planning process at the regional level, the 
following areas of transportation infrastructure 
and programming should be considered: 
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Public Information 
 
Changeable message signs (CMS) 

• Develop criteria under which CMS will be 
used for emergency or security alert messages, 
including coordination with affected public agen-
cies 

• Develop protocols and hierarchy for the dis-
play and prioritization of messages 

• Identify geographic area over which the infor-
mation will be displayed, determined in coopera-
tion with stakeholders 

• Identify circumstances under which transpor-
tation-related messages would preempt emer-
gency or security alert messages 

• Establish criteria that would cause the dis-
continuation of the use of CMS if the alert mes-
sage creates an adverse traffic impact 

• Develop methodology for producing and dis-
playing messages that are appropriate for CMS 
display 
 
 
Bridge Security 
 
Institutional 
 

• Interagency collaboration and coordination to 
insure that assessment methodologies and secu-
rity solutions meet the needs of the region 

• Outreach and communication  to all agencies 
regarding bridge and tunnel security and cost 
effective counter-measures to decision-makers, 
facility managers, designers and elected officials 

• Clarification of responsibility for each public 
agency 
 
Fiscal 
 

• Identify funding sources to address security 
issues and to respond on a programmatic basis 
to implement cost-effective strategies for bridge 
and tunnel security 
Prioritize bridges and tunnels for allocation of 
resources 
 
Technical 
 

• Develop and implement engineering security 
solutions where applicable 
Actively research new research and development 
initiatives regarding to technology and engineer-

ing standards developed in support of bridge and 
tunnel security. 
 
Hazardous Material Shipments 
 
Coordination and collaboration between motor 
carriers, public agencies and emergency/
hazardous materials response teams to develop 
strategies to reduce and mitigate risk 
 
INTERMODAL CONNECTION 
 
In addition to more effective management of the 
transportation network and resources discussed 
in the previous section, the federal transportation 
law also emphasizes the need for: 
 
Better connections and interrelationships  
between systems and services to create a  
"seamless network"; and, 
 
Increased travel and transportation options  
and better balance among the options  
available. 
 
To be effective in encouraging a shift in travel 
behavior to alternative transportation modes, the 
overall transportation system network must be 
improved to increase the travel convenience of 
these modes and thus enhance their attractive-
ness. Travel convenience is improved as connec-
tions or links between two transportation modes 
are improved. Examples include transit service to 
train depots and airports; bicycle  
lockers at the transit center, transit transfer loca-
tions and park and ride lots; and, the provision of 
bicycle racks on buses to allow individuals to link 
cycling and riding the bus. By providing increased 
transportation options, improving intermodal con-
nections helps to reduce single occupant motor 
vehicle trips. Tables 2.8 examines the multi-
modality in Santa Barbara County.  
 
The following is a partial list of the types of im-
provements included in the Action Element that 
will improve intermodal connection in the region: 
 
- Installation of bike racks/lockers, and  
transit access improvements at rail stations  
and platforms. 
- Installation of bus stops and transit access  
- improvements along transit routes. 
- Construction of pedestrian walkways.  
- Completion of missing gaps in the  
regional bikeway system. 
 



 

DRAFT CHAPTER 2 - CHALLENGES THAT L IE AHEAD : 2 - 19 

VISION2030: PLANNING SANTA BARBARA COUNTY’S FUTURE 

Table 2.8 Multimodality in Santa Barbara County Jurisdictions
JURISDICTION Transit Rail Airports State  Routes Park  & Ride  

Lots
Bike  Paths  
and Lanes

Marine

City of  Buellton X (FR) 246 and 101 X

City of  Carpinteria X (FR,DR) X 101; 224; 192 X X

City of  Goleta X (FR,DR) X 101, 217 X

City of  Guadalupe X (FR,DR) X 166 and 1 X (Rte. 1)

City of  Lompoc X (DR) X 246 and 1 X X

City of  Santa Barbara X (FR,PT) X X (SBM) 101; 144; 192; 225 X X X

City of  Santa Maria X (FR,DR) X 101; 135; 166 X X

City of  Solvang X (FR,DR) 246 X

County of  SB X X (SYV) 101; 217; 150; 246; 
1; 135; 166; 154

X X

Unincorporated 
County Area:

        Cuyama X (DR) X 166

        Goleta X (FR,PT) X X (SBM) 101; 217 X

        Mission Hills/VV X (DR) X

        Montecito X (FR,PT) 101 X

        Orcutt X(FR,DR) 101, 135 X X

        Summerland X (FR,PT) 101 X

ROADWAY TRANSPORT ISSUES 
 
Goods Movement (Freight) 
 
TEA-21 requires an analysis of methods to en-
hance the efficient movement of goods and 
freight, and in TMAs, the establishment of a Con-
gestion Management Process must address on-
road freight movement.  Freight is moved by on-
road, rail, and air transportation within Santa Bar-
bara County.  The dominant freight mode in 
Santa Barbara County is trucking.  Caltrans has 
identified all state highway routes on which de-
fined trucks can operate and where there are 
operational restrictions.  There are five truck-
route classifications identified in decreasing im-
portance for freight movement: 
 
1) National Network for STAA trucks; 
2) Terminal access routes to the  n a -
tional network; 
3)  Routes for tractor-semis with 65-foot 

overall length and 40-foot kingpin to rear 
axle length )CA Legal); 

4) Routes not advised for tractor-semis with 
kingpin to rear axle length over posted 
value (KP-RA Advisory); and, 

5) Routes with operational restrictions. 
 
Route 101 is the primary freight carrying facility 
in the county.  It is the only Class 1 facility and is 
essential for both intra-state and inter-state 
freight movement.  Routes considered Class 2 
truck facilities serving as primary access points to 
the national network (Route 101) include: Route 
1; Route 154 (north of juncture); Route 217; 
Route 150; and, Route 225.  Routes 192 and 
144 are considered Class 4 truck facilities and 
thus have a limited role in freight movement. 
 
Truck traffic is monitored by Caltrans on all state 
highways.  Caltrans classifies truck traffic by num-
ber of axles (from 2 to 5+-axles).  Annual average 
daily travel (AADT) truck volumes and percentage 
of truck volume to total traffic volume for the 
most heavily traveled segments of the state high-
ways was assessed and the highest volume of 
Medium and Heavy Duty Truck activity was gener-
ally found on US 101 and on Routes 166 and  
246, both the later locations near the junctions 
with Route 101.  In these locations trucks ac-
counted from  3.5% to 5.4% of total traffic vol-
umes. 
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Approximately 77% of all vehicles on the highway 
101 are automobiles.  Pickups represent approxi-
mately 18% pf vehicle volume.  Commercial 
trucks comprise approximately 5% of all traffic.  
While total truck traffic on a 24-hour basis is 
slightly increasing, truck mix remains relatively 
stable.  An analysis of truck traffic mix on High-
way 101 at Las Positas between 2000 and 2001 
under a typical weekday confirmed   that the ma-
jority of truck traffic is 2-axle unit trucks and 
semi’s and the 24-hour truck traffic distribution 
revealed that commercial truck traffic volume 
does not peak during the evening rush hours, but 
rather at noon until early afternoon.   
 
Projects that would facilitate on-road freight 
movement within the county include: 

• Route 101 widening projects 

• Widening of the Arroyo Quemada Canyon 
bridge on Route 101; and 

• Channelization, and other identified improve-
ments along Route 166. 
 
By adding capacity, the facilities’ level of service 
will improve, allowing for greater efficiency in 
freight and goods movement.  The Action Element 
includes project improvements for these loca-
tions. 
 
Projects that could indirectly impact freight move-
ment are the extensions/connections along the 
discontinuous portions of Via Real, Route 192/
Cathedral Oaks Road and Calle Real.  Projects to 
complete these discontinuous routes are in-
cluded in the County of Santa Barbara’s Circula-
tion Element and the RTP Action Element.  Com-
pletion of these projects will facilitate through 
truck traffic by providing alternatives to Route 
101 between Ventura County Line and Winches-
ter Canyon Road west of Goleta.  This will divert 
local motor vehicle traffic off Route 101, which 
will serve to improve the level of service for 
through truck traffic (e.g., freight) on Route 101. 
 
Although the transportation plan primarily fo-
cuses on passenger rail and air service character-
istics, a significant number of rail and aviation 
projects identified in the  Action Element will fa-
cilitate the movement  of freight as well.  These 
projects include infrastructure improvements; 
construction of additional infrastructure; opera-
tional improvements for greater efficiency; and, 
miscellaneous equipment and facility purchases.  
Based on the above discussion, implementation 

of the RTP will enhance the efficient movement of 
freight within Santa Barbara County.  
 
Hazardous Materials Transport 
 
The transportation of hazardous materials has 
increased in Santa Barbara County. This increase 
results in a higher risk for potential hazardous 
materials emergencies, which can present seri-
ous public safety hazards. Hazardous materials 
transported into the county include such com-
modities as the hypergolic fuel trucked to VAFB, 
anhydrous ammonia, and, gasoline and aviation 
fuel. With the oil activity along the coast, there 
are trucks hauling volatile natural gases and oil 
by-products in the county. Natural gas liquids 
(NGL) and liquid petroleum gases (LPG), such as 
propane and butane, are produced in the county 
and transported by truck to Bakersfield, Los An-
geles and the Bay Area. The Safety Element of 
the County's Comprehensive Plan addresses the 
transportation of NGL, LPG and rocket propel-
lants. 
 
Hazardous Waste Transport 
 
Hazardous wastes in both solid and liquid form 
are currently transported by truck out of the 
county to treatment and recycling facilities. Prior 
to its closure in November 1989, these materials 
were trucked into the county from other areas for 
disposal at Casmalia Resources, which formerly 
operated as a Class I Hazardous Waste disposal 
site that accepted waste from throughout South-
ern California.  
 
Hazardous Materials and Waste Transportation 
Routes 
 
Route 101, Route 135, Route 166, Route 246 
and Route 1 are the major routes used in the 
county to move hazardous materials and wastes. 
Route 101 is the only major highway through the 
county, and crosses heavily populated areas. 
Route 101 had been the certified route for the 
transport of rocket propellants through the 
county to VAFB. After numerous public hearings 
and the development of a risk assessment ana-
lyzing alternative routes, Route 101 was decerti-
fied from the south. From Route 101, trucks take 
Route 246 to Purisima Road, to Lompoc Cas-
malia Road, then Route 1 to VAFB. Route 166 to 
Route 101 was certified to transport rocket pro-
pellants and radioactive materials. 
 
Route 166 is designated as the transport route 
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Table 2.9 Medium and Heavy Duty Truck ADT (3+ Axle) 
  1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 
                      

Location AADT %Vol AADT %Vol AADT %Vol AADT %Vol AADT %Vol 
Route 1                     
Jct. Route 246, South 461 3.0% 467 3.0% 467 3.0% 467 3.0% 461 3.0% 
Jct. Route 246, West 386 2.2% 393 2.2% 393 2.2% 393 2.2% 393 2.2% 
Santa Ynez Bridge 533 2.5% 541 2.5% 539 2.5% 539 2.5% 520 2.4% 
Route 101                     
Jct. Route 225, Southeast 5,851 4.9% 5,851 4.9% 6,046 4.9% 6,484 4.9% 6,387 4.9% 
Jct. Route 154 5,323 4.6% 5,323 4.6% 5,507 4.6% 5,781 4.6% 5,917 4.5% 
Jct. 217 5,530 5.4% 5,539 5.4% 5,700 5.4% 5,969 5.4% 6,184 5.4% 
Route 135                     
North Jct. Route 1 239 1.9% 249 1.9% 249 1.9% 252 1.8% 46 0.3% 
Jct Route 166 446 1.6% 438 1.6% 446 1.6% 430 1.6% 422 1.6% 
Jct. Route 101 223 1.7% 225 1.7% 229 1.7% 262 1.7% 261 1.7% 
Route 144                     
Jct. Route 101 185 0.5% 185 0.5% 188 0.5% 182 0.5% 182 0.5% 
Mason Street 193 0.6% 193 0.6% 196 0.6% 196 0.6% 196 0.6% 
Jct. 192 6 0.2% 6 0.2% 6 0.2% 6 0.2% 6 0.2% 
Route 150                     
Jct Route 101 90 2.6% 77 2.6% 77 2.6% 98 2.6% 98 2.6% 
Jct. Route 192, West 58 2.8% 56 2.8% 56 2.8% 70 2.8% 69 2.8% 

Santa Barbara/Ventura line 19 0.9% 12 0.5% 8 0.5% 20 1.2% 9 0.5% 

Route 154                     
Jct. Route 101 207 2.8% 207 2.8% 213 2.8% 213 2.8% 216 2.8% 
Jct. Route 246 West 154 1.5% 154 1.5% 156 1.4% 156 1.4% 159 1.4% 
Jct. Route 192 81 0.5% 81 0.5% 75 0.5% 75 0.5% 74 0.6% 
Route 166                     
Blosser Road 603 3.5% 603 3.5% 638 3.5% 638 3.5% 603 3.5% 
Jct. Route 135 823 4.5% 823 4.5% 860 4.5% 860 4.5% 814 4.5% 
So. Jct. Route 101 705 4.6% 705 4.6% 733 4.6% 733 4.6% 687 4.6% 
Route 192                     
Jct. Route 154 85 0.7% 85 0.7% 88 0.7% 88 0.7% 85 0.7% 
Ontare Road 58 0.5% 58 0.5% 61 0.5% 61 0.5% 61 0.5% 
San Ysidro Road 6 0.1% 6 0.1% 6 0.1% 6 0.1% 6 0.1% 
Route 217                     
UCSB Entrance 60 0.3% 60 0.4% 60 0.4% 60 0.3% 56 0.3% 
Jct. Route 101 136 0.5% 136 0.5% 138 0.5% 138 0.5% 130 0.5% 
Route 225                     
Jct. Route 101 60 0.3% 60 0.3% 60 0.3% 60 0.3% 59 0.3% 
So Jct. Route 101 20 0.2% 19 0.2% 20 0.2% 22 0.2% 65 0.3% 
Route 246                     
Lompoc, West Jct. 1 159 1.4% 176 1.4% 173 1.4% 181 1.4% 61 1.1% 
Jct. Route 101 551 3.5% 484 3.5% 481 3.5% 545 3.5% 546 3.5% 

Excludes 2-axle trucks.                   
Source:  1994, 1995, 1996 Annual Average Daily Truck Traffic (AADT) on the California State Highway System, Caltrans. 
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for explosives and for transport of fuming nitric 
acid, anhydrous hydrazine, and liquid nitrogen 
tetroxide in cargo tanks. Route 166 is also used 
in the transport of natural gas liquids, anhydrous 
ammonia, and liquefied petroleum products. 
Route 166 is officially designated as on-call by 
the CHP, which means that CHP responds to calls 
received. Funding secured through TEA-21  was 
used to install 29 call boxes along Route 166 
between Route 101 and Route 33 junctions. Half 
of the call boxes will be located in Santa Barbara 
County and half are located in San Luis Obispo 
County. 
 
Casmalia Resources is currently closed, however, 
future transport of hazardous materials from this 
location is possible because of site clean-up ef-
forts. The previous hazardous waste routes are 
thus identified here as they could again be used 
in the transport of waste from the facility to other 
hazardous waste disposal sites. One route used 
to transport hazardous waste from the Los Ange-
les area to Casmalia Resources before the facil-
ity's closure follows Route 101 to Route 135 to 
Route 1, connecting with Casmalia Resources via 
Black Road. The route was selected based on its 
lower accident frequency and population expo-
sure. Two other truck traffic routes had been 
used to transport wastes to the Casmalia Re-
sources facility. These include a secondary south-
ern route used primarily by trucks transporting 
material from the southwest. This route follows 
Route 101 to Route 246, and then to Casmalia 
via Lompoc-Casmalia Road. The second route 
follows Route 101 to Betteravia Road, then to 
Casmalia via Black Road. This route provided 
primary northern access to the Casmalia facility 
for areas located to the north of the facility. 
 
Access routes for toxic waste haulers can only be 
restricted under certain limited conditions, and 
with the approval of the California Highway Patrol. 
Hazardous waste transport is now prohibited on 
Route 154; this is the only state route in the 
county with this restriction. The prohibition was 
established by legislative action based on the 
proximity of the highway to Lake Cachuma and 
the high accident rate on Route 154.  
 
The CHP maintains records of all hazardous ma-
terials incidents (accidental spills or releases of 
hazardous materials or wastes from a trans-
porter) in Santa Barbara County. The Santa Bar-
bara County Fire Department's Hazardous Materi-
als Response Team works in conjunction with the 
city fire departments to control incidents in the 

county. 
 
Route Improvements Needed 
 
Transportation risk assessment and prevention 
plans are required under state law for fixed facili-
ties that handle and transport hazardous materi-
als. Much of the information presented below 
regarding potential risk and roadway improve-
ments needed along specific truck routes has 
been extracted from such a study performed for 
the County of Santa Barbara.  
 
A number of areas along Route 166 between 
Santa Maria and Cuyama Valley were identified in 
the County document as needing operational 
safety improvements, including improperly 
banked curves, curves without shoulders, and the 
need for entrance and exit lanes onto Route 166 
in Cuyama and New Cuyama to reduce the dis-
ruption of through traffic by turning vehicles. In 
response to a series of traffic collisions in 1998 
on Route 166 between Route 1 and the Kern 
County line, a Route 166 Safety Corridor Task 
Force comprised of representatives of the state 
Department of Transportation, the CHP, SLOCOG, 
SBCAG, the County's Office of Emergency Ser-
vices, local law enforcement and the trucking 
industry was formed. The Task Force evaluated 
various strategies to reduce fatal and injury colli-
sions on the Route 166 corridor, which were pub-
lished in the Highway 166 Safety Action Plan in 
1999. The Action Plan included enforcement, 
public information and education, and an exten-
sive list of capital improvements. The capital im-
provements, totaling $35.4 million, include sign-
ing, striping, metal beam guardrail upgrades, 
curve realignments, shoulder widening, seismic 
retrofit, slope protection, bridge widening and 
road rehabilitation projects. These projects have 
either been programmed or will compete for fund-
ing from the Minor A, Minor B, and Major catego-
ries of the State Highway Operation and Protec-
tion Program (SHOPP). The CHP Office of Special 
Projects published the Highway 166 Safety Corri-
dor Task Force Final Report in March of 2000, 
which reports on the implementation of these 
various components. Twenty-seven of the recom-
mendations have been implemented and others 
are in the planning and design stage. According 
to the report, an 86 percent decline in fatal colli-
sions occurred following implementation of the 
Safety Action Plan in the period August 1 1998 to 
July 31, 1999 as compared with the same 
months in 1997/98.  
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On the South Coast, the bridge on the Route 101 
southbound lanes that crosses Arroyo Quemada 
Canyon south of Gaviota has also been identified 
as needing an operational safety improvement. 
This bridge is a very narrow, two-lane structure. 
While the structure has recently been retrofit un-
der the State's bridge repair program, it was not 
widened. Each lane is 11 feet, with no shoulders. 
Were the bridge to be constructed according to 
Caltrans' current specifications, it would measure 
39 feet in total width, with a 10-foot inside shoul-
der, two lanes of 12-foot width, and a 10-foot 
outside shoulder. A project to completely bypass 
the bridge has been programmed by the state for 
the year 2007-2008. 
 
PRESERVATION OF CORRIDORS IN THE REGION 
 
The RTP must include corridors where right-of-
way should be preserved for the construction of 
future transportation projects, including future 
transportation corridors. In cooperation with local 
jurisdictions, SBCAG staff has identified the corri-
dors listed in Table 2.10 for right-of-way preserva-
tion consistent with projects included in the MTP, 
as well as the Circulation Elements of the local 
General Plans, which show existing and future 
transportation corridors. 
 
ROADWAY SYSTEM NEEDS/ISSUES BY PLANNING 
AREA   
 
The regionally significant roadway system needs 
of Santa Barbara County are presented by juris-
diction in this section. The new sections that fol-
low reflect a regional (system) focus. Travel de-
mand forecasts are from SBCAG's Santa Barbara 
Travel Model Update and detailed in the SBCAG 
2030 Travel Forecast Report Update.  
 
SBCAG TRAVEL MODEL UPDATE 
 
Following the completion of the SBCAG Travel 
Model Development and Update Project in Sep-
tember 2004, the SBCAG Model was immediately 
employed for use in the 101 In-Motion (101IM) 
Project.  In response to inputs from 101 IM Tech-
nical Advisory Committee, the SBCAG Model was 
modified to add a High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) 
mode as part of the multi-modal freeway improve-
ment alternative package to relieve congestion 
on Highway 101.  The HOV option adds one addi-
tional lane restricted to vehicles carrying two or 
more persons on the Highway 101 corridor in 
each direction south of the Milpas Interchange.  
The additional lane would be treated as HOV dur-

ing peak commute hours and as a general-
purpose lane during non-peak hours.  In August, 
2006, the entire model expansion and re-
calibration program were completed.  The fore-
casts provided herein for the RTP update are 
forecasts produced from the final SBCAG Ex-
panded Model and were adjusted to account for 
the differences between base year counts and 
modeled volumes.  Forecasts presented in this 
report are in terms of daily vehicle trips (average 
daily traffic or ADT).  A full 2030 travel forecast 
report update is current underway.    
 
The SBCAG Expanded Model incorporated the 
several major modeling improvements: 
  
The HOV mode was added under the “2030 Plan 
Scenario” for consistency with the  Alternative 
Transportation Consensus Package measures 
recommended in the 101 IM Study.  Commuter 
Rail, Express Transit, and Traffic Demand Man-
agement (TDM) measures and the necessary pro-
gramming assumptions which were part of the 
101 IM Study were also incorporated into the 
travel model. 

 
The model also accounts for the major economic 
growth including the Woodlands Development in 
the Nipomo area in southern SLO County. 

 
The transit route systems in the model were up-
dated from 2003 to 2006 to reflect the latest 
transit system improvements of each operator in 
Santa Barbara County.  This includes the expan-
sion of the Coastal Express and Clean Air Express 
services, the inter-regional transit service 
(Breeze), and other local transit services from 
each of the local jurisdiction. 
  
The 2030 travel forecasts are presented under 
the following scenarios: 
 

• 2000 Base Case 
• 2030 No Build 
• 2030 Program Scenario 
• 2030 Plan Scenario 
 
The 2000BC represents the re-calibrated model 
based on the final SBCAG Expanded Model net-
work.  A 2030 No-Build (no project) Scenario as-
sumes the 2000 Base Case network but with the 
application of the 2030 socioeconomic forecasts.  
No new capital roadway improvement projects 
were assumed.  The 2030 Program Scenario as-
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sumes the completion of all program and funded 
capital improvement projects within the County 
as listed in the 2007 Federal Transportation Im-
provement Program (FTIP).  The 2030 Plan Sce-
nario assumes the completion of all Program and 
Plan projects by 2030 as defined in this 2006 
RTP. 
 
TRAFFIC GROWTH BY STATE ROUTE (2000 - 
2030)  
 
Traffic on Highway 101 at the SLO County line is 
forecast to increase from 60,000 ADT in 2000 to 
approximately 98,500 ADT by 2030 under the 
Program Scenario.  At the Ventura County line, 
traffic is forecast to reach 99,500 ADT.  However, 
relatively less traffic (85,500) is projected under 
the Plan Scenario.  Completion of the HOV lane 
on each direction of the freeway from the Milpas 
South to the Ventura County line is expected to 
induce a portion of the single-occupant vehicles 
from the general purpose lanes to the HOV lane 
during peak hours. The implementation of the 
HOV lane and all the 101 IM Alternative Transpor-
tation Consensus Package Measures, i.e., Com-
muter Rail, Express Bus, and Transportation De-
mand Management (TDM) measures, is expected 

to reduce the total amount of traffic projected on  
Highway 101.   
 
Figure 2.4 summarizes the traffic growth by major 
state routes in this county.  Traffic on Route 1 at 
the SLO County line is forecast to grow from 
7,700 to 21,200 trips under the No-Build Sce-
nario and 19,600 ADT under the Program Sce-
nario.  Under the Plan Scenario, slightly less traf-
fic is projected primarily due to the effect of com-
pletion of all program and Plan projects in the 
Santa Maria/Orcutt Areas and diversion of traffic 
to the 101 corridor from Highway 1.   
 
Traffic on Route 154 is forecast to reach 25,600 
trips by 2030 under the Plan Scenario.  For Route 
1 between Lompoc and Highway 101, a total of 
23,400 trips is projected, and traffic on Route 1 
at the VAFB Main Gate is expected to reach 
25,500 trips.  
 
In the Santa Ynez Valley, traffic on Route 246 is 
forecast to reach 22,300 trips, an increase of 48 
percent, taking into account the build-out of land 
use plans in Buellton, Solvang, and the Santa 
Ynez Valley and lack of alternative routes.  Traffic 
on Route 246 between Buellton and Lompoc is 

Table 2.10 Corridor Right of Way Preservation 
Jurisdiction and Corridor Location Length in Miles 

County of Santa Barbara     

Union Pacific Transportation Com-
pany Rail Line 

Ventura Co. to San Luis Obispo Co. (including exten-
sion to VAFB). 

2 

Route 246 corridor. Buellton to Solvang (ROW for widening from 2 to 3 
lanes). 

3.0 

Route 154 corridor. Post Mile 0 – 30.0; north junction US 101 to San An-
tonio Creek Road. 

  

City of Lompoc     
Route 1 bypass corridor Route 246 northwest across McLaughlin Rd to Harris 

Grade Road (across the Santa Ynez River). 2.9 

Central Avenue Extension Central Avenue at “A” Street east to Route 246 
(across Santa Ynez River). 

1.5 

Union Pacific Transportation Com-
pany Rail Line 

“V” Street to Old Surf Railroad Station and SB Co 
Ocean Beach Park. 

8.1 

Santa Maria/Orcutt Area     
Santa Maria Valley Railroad (N/S) 

Corridor. 
From Main Street on the north to Skyway Drive on the 

south 
4 

Santa Maria Valley Railroad (E/W) 
Corridor. 

Route 1 (UP RR line) to Philbrick Road. 17 
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forecast to reach 23,400 trips under the Plan 
Scenario, reflecting the land use plans in North 
Lompoc (Vandenberg Village, Mesa Oaks, Mission 
Hills, and the Wye Area).  
 
On the South Coast, because of the ongoing con-
gestion on Highway 101 between Milpas and 
Ventura County line, traffic on Route 192 is fore-
cast to reach 10,300 ADT, despite its physical 
and geometric constraints (lack of shoulders, 
tight curves and slow speeds).  However, the de-
mand is lessened to 3,900 trips when Highway 
101 is widened. 
  
In general, for the 2000 base year, travel condi-
tions on all state routes are primarily under free 
flow conditions.  For 2030 Program Scenario, 
traffic on Routes 246 and 154 and some seg-
ments on Route 1 north of Lompoc will approach 
capacity.  Some delays and slower speed during 
peak periods is projected.  Figure 2.4 depicts the 
traffic growth on State Routes.  
 
SOUTH COAST HIGHWAY 101 
 
The South Coast roadway system serves the cit-
ies of Santa Barbara, Goleta and Carpinteria and 
the unincorporated areas of Goleta, Montecito, 
and Summerland. The population of the South 
Coast was 201,002 in 2000 (Census data). The 

population is forecast to increase to 240,800 by 
the year 2030 (SBCAG’s Forecast 2000 - 2030). 
This would be an increase of 19.7 percent over 
the thirty-year period. Employment is estimated at 
108,207 in 2000, and forecast to increase to 
155,331, a 43.5 percent increase by the year 
2030. Vehicle traffic and transit needs are also 
forecast to increase during the same period. Ac-
cording to SBCAG's most recent forecast, travel 
on Route 101, the backbone of the transporta-
tion system through the South Coast, is antici-
pated to increase by 24 to 41 percent depending 
on the location along the corridor. Major transpor-
tation issues in this region include: 
 
Increased commuting by north Santa Barbara  
County and Ventura County residents to jobs on  
the South Coast; 
 
Heavy volumes of commuter and weekend rec 
reational travel on Route 101 cause existing vehi 
cle traffic congestion and low levels of service  
from Turnpike Avenue south through Santa Bar 
bara, the Montecito/Summerland area and the  
City of Carpinteria;  
 
The inadequacy of some the Route 101 inter 
changes to accommodate current vehicle traffic; 

 
The lack of continuity on parallel alternate routes;  

2000 - 2030 Traffic Growth on State Routes
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and,  
 
Transit usage that has not kept pace with overall  
growth in travel. 
 
In addition, some of the overcrossings and irregu-
lar ramp configurations (left-hand ramps at Hot 
Springs Road and Sheffield Drive), and the iso-
lated ramps such as the southbound on-ramp 
from South Jameson Lane are nonstandard by 
today's design criteria. In the City of Carpinteria 
and Goleta area, the freeway forms a barrier to 
local access and circulation. The substandard 
ramps and two-lane overcrossings in this portion 
of the corridor present capacity problems.  
 
Figure 2.5 presents the 2030 traffic forecasts for 
the South Coast Highway 101.  The following 
highlights the findings: 
 
In general, under the Program Scenario traffic is  
forecast to increase approximately 30 percent  
over the current volumes.  The growth between  
the 2030 No-Build and the Program Scenarios  
are quite similar since the program projects on  
the freeway are primarily freeway operational  
improvements such as the 101 Operational Im 

provements at the Milpas/Cabrillo Interchange.   
With only limited capacity available on the free 
way, the 101 Corridor is expected to be severely  
congested.  Constant “stop and go” conditions  
are expected south of Milpas.   
 
At the Ventura County line, traffic is projected to  
increase 69 percent over 2000 volumes.  High 
way 101 at Los Positas, the location where the  
highest traffic volume normally occurs, traffic is  
expected to reach over 153,000 ADT under the  
Program Scenario and 174,000 ADT under the  
Plan Scenario. 
 
Under the Plan Scenario, traffic on 101 south of  
Milpas is forecast to be much lower than Program  
Scenario due to the widening of the freeway.  The  
added capacity resulting from the HOV lane cou 
pled with the alternative multi-modal consensus  
package strategies (Commuter Rail, express bus  
and TDM) would lessen the growth in single occu 
pant vehicle in the future compared to no project  
conditions.  More travelers would be expected to  
carpool on the HOV lane due to higher speeds,  
thereby reducing demand on the existing general  
purpose lanes. 
 

South Coast Highway 101 
2000- 2030 Daily Traffic Growth 
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Traffic on Highway 101 segments between Gar 
den and Los Carneros is expected to increase an  
additional 7 to 10 percent under the Plan Sce 
nario. The fact that the roadway improvements  
are primarily operational improvements on hot  
spots would appear to reinforce the notion that  
the freeway would still be a better choice for ve 
hicular travel. 
 
 
NORTH COUNTY HIGHWAY 101 
 
Figure 2.6 summarizes the travel forecasts for 
Highway 101 in North County.   
 
By 2030, traffic on Highway 101 in the North  
County area is expected to increase between 63  
and 130 percent.  The increase is primarily due  
to population growth and additional capacity due  
to the 6-lane widening between Santa Maria Way  
and the redesigned 101/135 Interchange.  Part  
of the growth is also attributed to the economic  
growth in the southern party of San Luis Obispo  
County.  At the SLO County line, traffic is forecast  
to reach 98,500 trips, which would likely cause  
congestion on the SLO County line north.   
 
In general, the 2030 forecasts for both the Pro 
gram and Plan Scenarios are similar.  Under the  
Plan Scenario, the new 101/135 Interchange  
and over-crossing which would encourage local  
traffic to use 135/Broadway north of Donovan.   

SOUTH COAST HIGHWAY 101 
 
The existing freeway between Santa Barbara and 
the Ventura County line is a four-lane section con-
necting six-lane freeway segments. Congestion 
occurs during peak vehicle traffic periods at this 
transition point. The dominant vehicle traffic flow 
on Route 101 during weekday peak periods is 
strongly bipolar. Seventy percent of the total traf-
fic is traveling northbound in the morning peak 
period (7 a.m. to 9 a.m.), with a 35-north/65-
south directional split occurring in the evening 
peak period (4 p.m. to 6 p.m.). There is a higher 
concentration of traffic during the morning peak 
hour than the evening peak on some portions of 
the Route 101 corridor, especially in the east end 
of the corridor. When accidents occur, long vehi-
cle queues result. Although several roads parallel 
Route 101, none are continuous.  
 
The urban portion of the Goleta area is a linear 
valley approximately nine miles in length and two 
miles in width. Travel within the area is predomi-
nantly oriented along the east/west axis. The 
principal east/west arterials include Route 101, 
which provides the central spine, and Hollister 
Avenue, Cathedral Oaks Road and Calle Real, 
which parallel Route 101. North/south circulation 
across the width of the valley corridor is provided 
by seven freeway overcrossings. 
 
 

North County Highway 101
2000 - 2030 Traffic Growth By Scenario
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The existing circulation system in the area is in-
complete and/or underdeveloped along a num-
ber of links. Gaps in the regional roadway net-
work cause overall vehicle traffic congestion as 
drivers divert to other routes to complete their 
trips. For example, Calle Real, a freeway frontage 
road, is discontinuous in two locations. Lack of a 
through route between Turnpike and Patterson 
and between Storke and Los Carneros Road 
causes trip diversions onto the freeway, Hollister 
Avenue and Cathedral Oaks Road. Moreover, 
many two lane facilities are experiencing increas-
ing levels of congestion, including Hollister Ave-
nue. Regardless, gap closure may cause 
neighborhood incompatibility which must be con-
sidered in the analysis of a given transportation 
project, for example when completing the missing 
segment will transect a neighborhood. 
 
Alternative transportation options available in the 
area do not provide an adequate range of ser-
vices for those wishing to commute or shop using 
means other than the automobile. Existing gaps 
in the community's arterial system and gaps in 
certain residential secondary streets, heavily con-
gested intersections and a lack of bus stops and 
bus pockets in some areas adversely affect the 
efficiency of service provided by a number of MTD 
bus lines. The existing bikeway system in the area 
does not provide an adequate level of access for 
most commuter oriented bicycle traffic. The sys-
tem provides only limited Class I facilities, with 
most of the bikeway system comprised of Class II 
bikeways. Route 101 and the SPRR serve as ma-
jor barriers to north/south bicycle circulation, with 
only one connection at the Maria Ygnacia Creek 
underpass as an alternative to the increasingly 
congested freeway overpasses. 
 
Future land use development projects will add to 
the existing vehicle traffic burden experienced on 
these facilities, and lower the motorist's level of 
service of many intersections and interchanges in 
the Goleta area (described in the next section). 
Currently proposed land use projects include re-
development of the City of Goleta Old Town area, 
development of lands within the City's Airport 
area, and construction at UCSB.  
 
Existing (2000) PM Peak Hour Travel Conditions 
 
The PM peak between 4-5 PM is typically the 
most heavily traveled time during the day and is 
normally used for critical peak analysis.  The sec-
ond most heavily traveled time is the AM peak 
between 7- 8 AM, where the majority of the daily 

commute occurs.  Because of the large volumes 
of model output for reporting, only PM peak fore-
casts on the Highway 101 Corridor are provided 
herein.  Additional forecast information on the AM 
peak is available in the full 2030 Forecast Report 
Update.   
 
Figure 2.7 depicts the 2000 Base Case on the 
South Coast Highway 101 Corridor under existing 
PM peak travel conditions.  Traffic on 101 
southbound exceeds capacity from Milpas to 
Padaro Lane.  For both northbound and 
southbound segments between Turkpike and 
Carrillo, traffic is slow during peak hours as de-
mand approaches, if not exceeds, capacity on 
these segments. 
 
 
2030 PM Peak Hour Traffic by Direction 
 
2030 No-Build:   
 
Figure 2.8 presents the South Coast Highway 
101 under the 2030 No-Build PM Peak Hour 
travel conditions.  The following highlights the 
findings: 
 
Southbound traffic is the highest during PM peak  
between Garden Street and Ventura County line.   
Traffic is predominantly commuters.  Both  
northbound and southbound traffic would exceed  
the estimated freeway capacity. Severe conges 
tion and slow speeds are expected during after 
noon peak on southbound between Milpas and  
the Ventura county line. 
 
In general, during the PM peak hour conditions,  
the entire southbound stretch of Highway 101  
from Turnpike to the Ventura County line is at  
severe congested conditions due to the insuffi 
cient hourly capacity on the freeway.  Demand  
exceeds the estimated capacity on segments  
between Turnpike and Carrillo and between Mil 
pas and Padaro Lane in the northbound direction.  
 
From Fairview to Hollister Interchange, traffic un 
der NB direction would reach capacity as  
commuters are heading toward jobs along the  
Hollister Corridor in Goleta but travel would be  
limited to the existing four lane facility. 
 
2030 Program: 
 
Figure 2.9 summarizes the major findings of the 
2030 Program PM Peak Hour travel conditions.   
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Under 2030 Program Scenario, the majority of  
Highway 101 from Milpas and Ventura County  
line is projected to reach severe congested condi 
tions, a traveling condition very much resembling  
the 2030 No-Build, but with the exception of Mil 
pas Hot Spring area, which is associated with the  

program improvements which add capacity to the  
area.  At the Ventura County line, the projected  
PM peak hour volume would be approximately  
2,080 trips above the available capacity of the  
freeway.  As a result, serious delay would result.   
However, it should be noted that the future peak  

South Coast Highway 101 
2000 Base Case PM Peak Traffic by Direction 
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South Coast Highway 101
PM Peak Forecast "2030 NoBuild"

0

1000

2000

3000

4000

5000

6000

7000

8000

10
1 

n/
o 

H
ol

lis
te

r I
/C

10
1 

n/
o 

G
. A

nn
ie

10
1 

n/
o 

L.
 C

ar
ne

ro
s

10
1 

n/
o 

Fa
irv

ie
w

10
1 

n/
o 

P
at

te
rs

on

10
1 

n/
o 

Tu
rn

pi
ke

10
1 

n/
o 

15
4

10
1 

n/
o 

L.
 P

os
ita

s

10
1 

n/
o 

M
is

si
on

10
1 

n/
o 

C
ar

ril
lo

10
1 

n/
o 

C
as

til
lo

10
1 

n/
o 

G
ar

de
n

10
1 

n/
o 

M
ilp

as

10
1 

n/
o 

S
al

in
as

10
1 

n/
o 

C
ab

ril
lo

/H
S

10
1 

n/
o 

O
liv

e 
M

ill

10
1 

n/
o 

S
he

ffi
el

d

10
1 

n/
o 

P
ad

ar
o

10
1 

n/
o 

Li
nd

en

10
1 

n/
o 

C
. P

as
s

10
1 

n/
o 

B
ai

la
rd

10
1 

n/
o 

R
t.1

50

10
1 

n/
o 

V
ta

 C
o.

 L
in

e

101 Northbound 101 Southbound

NB AuxLane

SB 3rd Lane

Est. Fwy Capacity Ea Dir.

Figure 2.8 



 

DRAFT CHAPTER 2 - CHALLENGES THAT L IE AHEAD : 2 - 30 

VISION2030: PLANNING SANTA BARBARA COUNTY’S FUTURE 
hour volumes did not take into account the issue  
of peak spreading.  Peak spreading would occur  
where a portion of the projected PM peak volume  
would be pushed over to the neighboring hours.   
As indicated in the 101 IM Final Report, by 2030  
the total cumulate delay due to peak spreading  
would stretch from 3 hours to most of the day.  
 
Under current conditions, traffic volumes during  
PM peak are much higher than the AM peak.  By  
2030 Program Scenario, similar flow characteris 
tics are projected, but in much more critical con 
dition in terms of the freeway performance.   
 
Consistent with the 2030 daily forecast, PM peak  
traffic on the South Coast are predominantly  
higher on Highway 101 segments between Mil 
pas and Turnpike. 
 
The percentage of PM peak to daily volume is  
about 9 percent.  Segments at or near the county  
borders normally have higher percentages (about  
10 percent) for both 2000 and 2030.  In both  
cases, the PM peak hour percentages are about  
10%, indicating more future inter-county com 
mute trips between Ventura and Santa Barbara  
during the PM peak.  
 
For 2030 Program, the increase of traffic vol 
umes is higher on the South Coast 101 segments  

between Casitas Pass and Castillo than segments  
between Mission and Glen Annie in Goleta.  
 
Consistent with current condition, by 2030  
southbound congestion is most acute between  
Milpas and Padaro Lane. 
 
With the 101 Operational Improvements which  
include a 3rd lane on southbound 101, demand  
would still approach the estimated capacity at the  
Milpas/Cabrillo Interchange. 
  
At major interchanges such as Milpas and  
Carrillo, increase of PM peak hour traffic is signify 
cant.  Approximately 3,000 to 3,800 vehicles  
would be added to the 2000 peak hour flows.  
 
Similar to the 2030 No-Build condition, traffic on  
101 northbound from Fairview to Hollister Inter 
change is expected to reach capacity as well. 
 
Figure 2.10 depicts the traffic flows conditions in 
terms of V/C Ratios on the critical segments of 
101 south of Milpas.  As indicated, as demand 
exceeds capacity for most of the segments on 
101 south of Milpas.  Travel conditions would be 
severely congested (level of service F) on both 
directions, particularly on the southbound.   
 
 

South Coast Highway 101 
2030 PM Peak Forecast "Programmed"
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2030 Plan: 
 
Figure 2.11 summarizes the major findings of the 
2030 Plan PM peak hour travel conditions. 
 
Under the 2030 Plan Scenario, there are signify 
cant improvements.  On the capacity (supply)  
side, the freeway capacity is significantly in 
creased due to the addition of one extra lane in  
each direction.  The treatment of the extra lane  
as HOV during peak hours but as general-purpose  
lane during off-peak periods provided an addi 
tional 33 percent capacity.  The 101 IM Study  
indicates that a fully widened freeway plus all the  
program and Plan improvements would increase  
the available capacity for each lane when com 
pared with current conditions.  The Study indi 
cates that the lane capacity would increase from  
1,900 to 2,150 vehicles per lane per hour  
(vplph).  On the traffic forecast (demand) side,  
application of all recommended consensus pack 
age measures (Commuter Rail, Express Bus and  
TDM) from the 101 IM Study would substantially  
lower the peak hour demand on the entire South  
Coast 101 Corridor by approximately 10 percent. 
 
On Highway 101 segments south of Milpas, traf 
fic during PM peak could be lowered as much as  
2,000 to 2,500 vehicle trips for both northbound  
and southbound directions combined.  The lower 
ing of demand on the freeway coupled with the  

increase of the freeway capacity would substan 
tially improve freeway’s level of service for at  
least one level, (from E - F under the Program  
Scenario to D or E under the Plan Scenario). 
 
The 101 IM Report indicates that the HOV would  
expect to induce some single-occupant vehicles  
from the general purpose lanes because of  
higher speeds.   
 
The southbound traffic during PM peak would no  
longer be as “pronounced” as the Program Sce 
nario.  Instead, PM peak flows would only be  
slight higher due to the fact that daily commuters  
would now have a number of traveling choices,  
namely the general purpose lanes, the HOV lane,  
and other alternative travel modes, including  
Commuter Rail, Express Bus Services, and TDM  
measures (flex hours, work at home, etc.). The  
need to travel by single-occupant vehicles is sig 
nificantly lessened, consequently improving the  
imbalance of peak flows on the freeway.   
 
Peak spreading, the phenomenon of spilling traf 
fic over the neighboring hours, is expected to di 
minish, if not disappear totally. 
 
Figure 2.11 depicts the 2030 travel conditions in 
terms of traffic flow and V/C ratios under the 
2030 Plan PM peak travel conditions.  As indi-
cated, the travel conditions on Highway 101 

Figure 2.10 
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south of Milpas would be much improved.  As 
previously described, the added capacity coupled 
with reduced demand would allow motorists to 
travel on the freeway at a higher average speed.  
The level of service on 101 south of Milpas is 
expected to be improved to D or E levels.  Travel 
conditions on 101 between Fairview and Hollister 
would also be improved due to the 101 Opera-
tional Improvements Plan on this segment of the 
freeway.  However, some congestion may be ex-
pected on Highway 101 south of the county line 
whereby the freeway is assumed to be remained 
“as is”. 
 
SANTA MARIA REGION 
 
The Santa Maria region includes the City of Santa 
Maria, the unincorporated community of Orcutt 
and the City of Guadalupe. The population of this 
region was 116,836 in 2000 (Census). SBCAG's 
Forecast 2000 projects the population to in-
crease to 176,200 by the year 2030, an increase 
of 50 percent in the thirty-year period.  Employ-
ment is estimated at 41,508 in 2000, and is fore-
cast to increase to 60,927 by the year 2030, a 
46.7 percent increase over the thirty-year period. 
The Santa Maria region, particularly the City of 
Santa Maria, is projected to be the focus of new 
job growth in North County during the forecast 
period. This area is projected to be the fastest 

growing in Santa Barbara County, given its large 
labor market and the availability of relatively af-
fordable housing.  
 
To the west of the City of Santa Maria along 
Route 166 lies the City of Guadalupe. There are 
traffic concerns along Route 166, including slow 
agricultural traffic, coupled with narrow lanes 
nearby drainage ditches, and the lack of shoul-
ders. Along Route 1 through the City of Guada-
lupe there are ongoing concerns about highway 
maintenance. Within the City of Guadalupe itself, 
there is a need for a grade separation at Route 
166/Route 1 junction. The railroad tracks effec-
tively bisect the city, and emergency vehicle ac-
cess is impossible when a train is on the tracks. 
Construction of an overpass at either Route 166/
Route 1 or at 4th Street and Route 1 would cor-
rect this problem.  
 
Major transportation issues in the Santa Maria 
region include: 
 
Rapid growth contributing to traffic congestion 
along some segments of Route 101 and some 
associated north/south and east/west arterials; 
 
The inadequacy of some interchanges with Route 
101 to handle anticipated traffic;  
 

Figure 2.11 
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The need for an interchange at Route 101 and 
Union Valley Parkway, and extension of UVP to 
Route 135 and the Santa Maria Airport; 
 
Slow agricultural equipment on Route 166, cou-
pled with narrow lanes and lack of shoulders; 
 
Maintenance on Route 1 (particularly through the 
City of Guadalupe); 
 
Bikeway connectivity, including Santa Maria 
levee/Guadalupe Dunes bikeway; 
 
Narrowness of the Route 101 bridge over Santa 
Maria River; and,  
 
Transport of hazardous materials and agricultural 
products through central urban areas.  
 
Table 2.11 summarizes the 2030 travel forecast 
for the Santa Maria area.  The following highlights 
some of the findings:  
 
The 6-lane widening on Highway 101 between 
Santa Maria Way and the SLO County line would 
significantly increase traffic on this stretch of the 
freeway by at least 10,000 daily vehicle trips.   

Much of the traffic increase is expected to be 
inter-county mixed with local traffic. Future traffic 
on Highway 101 at the Main Street Interchange is 
forecast to reach 105,200 ADT.  The substantial 
traffic increase on Highway 101 will likely shift 
the congestion to Highway 101 on the SLO 
County side of the border with Santa Barbara 
County. 

 
Under the No-Build, daily traffic on 135/
Broadway is forecast to increase 17 to 20 per-
cent without the 101 6-lane widening.  With the 
101 widening, traffic on 135/Broadway would 
only increase about 10 percent.  When all Plan 
projects are completed, traffic on the entire 135/
Broadway is expected to increase only slightly 
over current levels. 

 
Under the Program Scenario, traffic on 101 north 
of Main would increase significantly.  However, 
under the Plan Scenario, traffic on these seg-
ments is expected to lessen due to the comple-
tion of new 101/135 Interchange, which would 
re-direct some of the local traffic back to Route 
135./Broadway. 
 
Under the Plan Scenario, the new McCoy Inter-

Road Segments Counts 2030 NB
101 @ SLO Co. Line 60,000          96,600 98,500 97,300
101 n/o Donovan 50,000          80,200 100,000 85,500
101 n/o Main 53,000          83,300 105,200 99,600
101 n/o Betteravia 54,000          80,000 95,500 96,400
101 n/o McCoy I/C           NA           NA           NA 80,100
101 n/o UVP I/C           NA           NA 85,200 80,100
101 n/o Clark 37,200          68,300 71,100 67,000
135 n/o Donovan 25,000          31,900 16,300 28,000
135 s/o Main 26,400          41,800 39,100 34,300
135 s/o Betteravia 34,500          45,200 38,200 32,800
135 s/o SM W ay 34,500          39,200 33,400 36,400
Donovan w/o 101           NA 24,200 30,200 20,900
Main w/o 101 15,600          19,000 25,200 20,900
Main e/o 135 18,700          26,400 31,600 24,300
Stowell e/o 135 13,100          16,500 17,800 16,600
Betteravia w/o 101 35,200          41,800 42,500 44,600
Betteravia e/o 135 25,800          29,500 25,500 25,800
Betteravia e/o Blosser 14,300          25,700 20,400 19,900
College n/o Main 6,030            9,400 8,900 9,600
College n/o Stowell 14,500          16,100 18,400 14,300
Miller s/o Main NA 15,200 16,300 12,200
Miller n/o Betteravia 14,600          19,300 15,700 14,500
Blosser n/o Betteravia 17,100          23,500 25,800 25,300
SM W ay 16,800          20,600 18,100 17,500
Skyway Dr w/o 135 13,700          18,900 17,300 17,200

2000 Average Daily Traffic (ADT)
0 2030 Prog 2030 Plnd

Table 2.11 
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change would boost traffic on Highway 101 seg-
ments north of Betteravia Road. 
 
Traffic on major east/west arterials such as Main 
Street and Betteravia Road are expected to con-
tinue increase due to the 101 6-lane widening.  
Traffic increase on major north/south arterials 
such as Blosser, Miller, and Skyway Drive are 
also substantial. 
 
Orcutt Area 
 
Table 2.12 summarizes the 2030 travel forecast 
for the Orcutt area.  The following highlights some 
of the findings:  
 
The completion of UVP will have an impact on 
local circulation.  UVP would provide an alternate 
access from Highway 101 to Orcutt and Route 
135/Broadway.  The New UVP Interchange would 
divert local traffic from Foster Road to UVP.  
Some traffic would use UVP to gain access to 
south Orcutt area.  Because of its convenience, 
traffic on UVP is forecast to grow significantly.  By 
2003, Daily traffic on UVP west of Highway would 
reach over 10,000 vehicle trips. 
 
Traffic on Clark would continue to grow.  Under 
the Program Scenario, daily traffic volume on 
Clark east of 135 is forecast to reach 23,700 
ADT, a 49 percent increase from the current vol-
umes, but slightly less for the Plan Scenario due 
to other new interchanges (UVP and McCoy Inter-
changes) to access 101. 
 

Bradley Road would become a major arterial serv-
ing the Orcutt area.  Traffic on Bradley north of 
Clark Ave is expected to double the current vol-
ume reaching 20,500 vehicle trips by 2030.  Traf-
fic south of Clark is also expected to increase 
substantially, given the ongoing residential devel-
opment in south Orcutt. 
 
Rice Ranch Road would become an important 
collector providing access to south Orcutt and the 
nearby new developments.  Daily traffic is fore-
cast to reach over 9,000 trips. 
 
Guadalupe Area  
 
Table 2.13 summarizes the 2030 travel forecast 
for the Guadalupe area.  The following highlights 
major findings: 
 
The most significant traffic impact in the Guada-
lupe area is the traffic growth on Route 1 at the 
SLO County line.  Daily traffic is forecast to in-
crease 4,800 to 23,000 vehicle trips.  The major 
factors that contribute to such increase are the 
major economic developments associated with 
the buildout of the Guadalupe General Plan and 
the Woodlands Development in the Nipomo area 
in southern SLO County; Significant traffic growth 
on Route 1 and Highway 101 is expected.  Under 
the Program Scenario, future commute and shop-
ping trips between Santa Maria and the Nipomo 
area would not only increase traffic on Highway 
101, but also significantly increase traffic on 
Route 1 at the SLO County line by 18,400 ADT.  
Consequently, traffic on major arterials within the 

Road Segments Counts M0 2030 NB M 2030 Prog M 2030 Plnd
UVP w/o Bradley NA 6,500 10,600 10,600
UVP e/o 135 1,100              3,800 9,300 9,200
Clark w/o 101 12,500            24,000 18,300 17,000
Clark e/o Bradley 17,300            27,400 25,800 27,000
Clark e/o 135 16,900            29,200 25,200 23,700
Clark w/o Blosser NA 8,030 7,300 6,700
Santa Maria Way 16,800            20,600 18,100 17,300
Lakeview e/o 135 9,300              10,700 9,800 9,600
Foster e/o 135 7,400              10,100 8,500 7,600
Blosser n/o Clark 1,000              NA 10,900 10,800
California n/o Clark 2,500              2,500 2,400 2,500
Bradley n/o Clark 10,452            15,500 20,500 21,300
Bradley s/o Clark 8,300              13,300 13,900 14,600
Rice Ranch Rd 2,900              7,900 8,500 9,100

2000 Average Daily Traffic (ADT)
Table 2.12 
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City of Guadalupe, e.g., Main Street and 11th 
Street as well as Route 166 are also expected to 
increase significantly. 
 
LOMPOC REGION  
 
The Lompoc region has yet to experience traffic 
congestion at levels comparable to the larger 
urbanized areas of the county. The population of 
the Lompoc region was 58,300 in the 2000 Cen-
sus, a decrease since the 1990 Census (58,500). 
The RGF 2000 projected the region's population 
to increase to 75,200 by the year 2030.  These 
figures include the population residing at Vanden-
berg Air Force Base (VAFB). The 2000 Census 
indicates positive population growth since 1990 
in the immediate Lompoc urbanized area 
(including the City of Lompoc, Mesa Oaks, Mis-
sion Hills, and Vandenberg Village). The Vanden-
berg AFB population declined from 9,850 to 
6,151 over the ten-year period between 1990 
and 2000, and is less dense now than in 1990.  
 
Employment is estimated at 20,157 for the year 
2000. SBCAG's adopted Forecast 2000 projected 
employment to increase to 28,293 by the year 
2030, an increase of 40 percent over the thirty-
year period. The major employment concentration 
lies in the retail/commercial strip development 
along H Street and Ocean Avenue. Much of the 
existing traffic in the Lompoc area is oriented 
toward VAFB and the concentration of commer-
cial development bordering H Street and Ocean 
Avenue. The major transportation issues in the 
Lompoc region include: 
 

High peak hour volumes of commuter traffic  
affecting the intersection of Route 1 and  
Route 246 and North H and Central; 
 
Increasing number of commuters residing in  
Lompoc Valley and working on the South  
Coast;  

 
The need for a safe reliable all weather ac 
cess to Lompoc from the east such as the  
Central Avenue extension, including new  
bridge over Santa Ynez River to Route 246; 
 
Flooding on Route 246 west of Purisima  
Road; 
 
Maintenance of Route 1; and 
 
Slow agricultural traffic on Route 246 from  
Route 1 to Buellton. 

 
Table 2.14 summarizes the 2030 travel forecast 
for the Lompoc and VAFB areas.  The following 
highlights some of the major findings:  
 
Daily traffic on Route 246 between Buellton and 
Lompoc is forecast to double the current volume, 
reaching over 24,000 vehicle trips under both the 
Program and Plan scenarios.  Route 246 would 
become a major inter-regional route for access to 
and from Lompoc, the Santa Ynez Valley and the 
South Coast. 

 
Without the Central Avenue Extension, daily traf-
fic on Route 1 for Lompoc from the South Coast 
is expected to increase significantly (153 per-
cent) reaching 22,000 vehicle trips.  However, 
under the Plan Scenario, the Central Avenue Ex-
tension would dampen the growth because some 
of the Highway 101 traffic would prefer to Route 
246 as an easier alternative because of the 4 
lane widening. 

 
Traffic growth on Route 1 between Lompoc and 
VAFB Main Gate is significant.  By 2030, daily 
traffic is forecast to reach 26,300, a 48 percent 
increase from 2000. 

 
Traffic on local arterials such as Harris Grade 
Road and Rucker Road serving the Vandenberg 

2000
Road Segments Counts M 2030 NB M 2030 Plnd
Rt 1 s/o SLO Co. line 4,800           24,800 23,200 16,900
Rt 166 e/o Simas St 7,100           10,400 10,400 10,300
Rt 1 s/o 166 1,900           17,900 16,200 10,900
Rt.1 n/o 166 (Main St) 6,000           19,800 18,200 13,400
Rt 1 s/o 11st St. 4,800           20,700 19,200 14,000
11St. e/o Rt 1 NA 7,300 8,300 7,760

2030 Prog
Average Daily Traffic (ADT)

Table 2.13 
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Village, Mission Hills, and the Wye area is fore-
cast to experience significant growth, particularly 
with the Central Avenue extension under the Plan 
Scenario. 
 
Within the City of Lompoc, traffic growth on Cen-
tral Avenue is significant.  Daily traffic would 
reach over 21,000 vehicle trips for both Program 
and Plan Scenarios.  Traffic on H Street would 
experience a 51 to 61 percent increase, and 
Ocean Ave would experience 57 to 70 percent 
increase by 2030.  However, traffic at these loca-
tions would be dampened when the Central Ave-
nue Extension is widened. 
 
SANTA YNEZ VALLEY    
 
The roadway system in the Santa Ynez Valley 
serves the cities of Solvang and Buellton, the 
unincorporated community of Santa Ynez, and 
the remaining unincorporated area of the valley. 
Route 246 is the principal arterial connecting the 
communities in the valley. The population of the 
Santa Ynez Valley was 21,800 in 2000 (Census). 
The population is forecast in SBCAG's RGF 2000 
to increase to 27,400 by the year 2030, a 25.7 
percent increase.  Employment is estimated at 
8,528 for 2000 and is forecast to increase to 
12,249 by the year 2030, a growth of 44 percent 
in the 30-year period.   

Major transportation issues in this region include: 
 
Portions of Route 246 are experiencing traf 
fic volumes in excess of the current County  
Circulation Element policy capacities;  
 
Heavy volumes of weekend recreational traf 
fic; and, 

 
Travel speed along Route 246 is significantly  
affected through the City of Solvang due to  
signalization and local circulation, and the  
lack of an alternate east/west route. 

 
Within the City of Solvang, residents must use 
Route 246 as their major access route into and 
out of the city, as well as between areas of the 
city, often at times that coincide with the flow of 
tourist-related traffic. The concentration of traffic 
on Route 246 through Solvang has led to worsen-
ing congestion at the signalized intersections, 
particularly at 5th Street, Alisal Road, Atterdag 
Road, and Alamo Pintado Road, the key north/
south streets in the city. In the City of Solvang, 
the flow of traffic on Alisal Road at Copenhagen 
Drive is often congested due to heavy pedestrian 
crossings on Alisal Road and tour buses seeking 
parking behind the Post Office.  Local traffic trav-
eling to or from the southern portions of the city 
is forced to use Alisal Road, the only through 

Road Segments Counts M0 2030 NB M 2030 Prog M 2030 Plnd 
SR246 e/o Purisima 11,540          24,700 24,600 25,400
SR246 e/o Rt 1 8,900            15,100 15,000 6,400
Rt 1 s/o 246 8,700            22,100 22,000 18,200
Rt 1 s/o VAFB Main Gate 17,800          26,400 26,300 24,100
Harris Grade n/o Rt. 1 6,800            13,500 13,500 10,500
Rucker Rd n/o Purisima 4,610            7,000 7,000 11,200
Constellation 8,940            12,100 12,100 12,100
S. Lucia Cyn n/o Prison 1,600            3,000 3,000 3,000
Central e/o H St 16,240          20,700 21,200 22,400
Central e/o O St   1/ 20,590          24,600 24,800 27,490
Ocean e/o 7 St 15,000          31,200 23,600 11,500
Ocean e/o H St 16,000          27,600 27,300 19,600
College w/o H St NA 11,800 11,700 12,100
H St n/o Central 31,000          47,000 46,900 38,700
H St n/o Ocean 13,000          21,300 21,000 18,100
A St n/o College NA 6,900 6,200 4,300
V St n/o College NA 9,100 9,000 9,100
1/ Based on 2002 Counts

2000 Average Daily Traffic (ADT)

Table 2.14 
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roadway to the south, which adds to its conges-
tion during peak traffic hours.  Currrently, the 
segment of Route 246 between Alamo Pintado 
Road and the community of Santa Ynez is experi-
encing congestion. The Chumash Casino, located 
between the City of Solvang and the unincorpo-
rated Santa Ynez community is a significant visi-
tor destination, and, with over 500 employees, is 
the major employer in the valley. As a major trip 
destination, the Chumash Casino generates traf-
fic that impacts Route 246 in both directions. The 
Chumash Tribal Council has recently expanded 
the facility with a hotel and available on-site park-
ing. The expansion is expected to generate in-
creased visitor trips, and hence increased traffic 
and traffic impacts on both Route 246 and Route 
154. The Chumash Tribal Council has initiated 
daily bus service from the Casino to Lompoc, 
Santa Maria, and the South Coast to provide an 
alternative means of travel. However, many Valley 
residents remained concerned about the impacts 
of the Casino expansion on transportation. 
 
Table 2.15 summarizes the 2030 travel forecast 
for the Santa Ynez Valley.  The following high-
lights some of the findings: 
 
Future PM peak forecasts in the Santa Ynez Val-
ley focuses on Route 246.  Most of the traffic 
increases on this roadway are primarily external 
and/or inter-city related, with the exception of the 
traffic generated from the Chumash Casino.  Fu-
ture 2030 traffic is forecast to increase 44 to 66 
percent depending on location.  Forecasts for 
both the Program and the Plan Scenarios are 
similar.  Portions of Route 246 through the City of 
Solvang would be experiencing slow speed par-
ticularly during peak hours. 

 
The two areas with the most noticeable traffic 
increase are the 246 segments west of Route 
154 (near the Chumash Casino) and the seg-
ments within the City of Buellton.  Daily traffic on 
246 west of Route 154 is forecast to reach 

23,400 trips.  Traffic in areas on 246 around 
Highway 101 Interchange are forecast to in-
crease substantially with traffic west of the Ave of 
the Flags projected to double the current volumes 
by 2030. 
 
Route 246 Bypass  
 
The Caltrans District 5 1988 System Manage-
ment Plan included a new expressway south of 
and approximately parallel to the existing Route 
246 alignment between Route 101 and Route 
154. The expressway would bypass the cities of 
Buellton and Solvang, and the Santa Ynez com-
munity. The document included the bypass under 
its "Ultimate Transportation Corridors", which is a 
"Wish List". The project was identified by Caltrans 
to mitigate projected capacity deficiencies on 
Route 246.  
 
In 1990 the Route 246 bypass alternatives were 
evaluated in the Penfield & Smith study, and the 
City of Solvang/County of Santa Barbara study 
referred to above. The Penfield & Smith study 
found that the need for a bypass road was not 
substantiated, that implementation would result 
in several potentially significant environmental 
impacts, and would range in cost an estimated 
$30 to 50 million dollars.  
 
The 1992 City of Solvang/County modeling study 
evaluated three alternative southern bypasses 
and one northern bypass alternative. The study 
found that none of the bypass alternatives are 
needed in the next ten years. Under the twenty-
year forecast the evaluation determined that the 
southern bypass alternative from Route 101 to 
Route 154 provided the most benefit to the 
Santa Ynez Valley circulation system. The bypass 
would provide an additional east/west route 
across the valley for through traffic, reducing the 
amount of improvements needed at critical inter-
sections in the valley. However, right-of-way ac-
quisition and construction costs would be very 

2000
Road Segments Counts 2030 NB 2030 Prog 2030 Plnd
246 w/o 154 16,200   23,300         23,400 23,400
246 e/o A. Pintado NA 25,800         25,900 22,900
246 e/o 101 16,300   29,100         27,000 28,400
246 w/o Ave of Flags 16,600   36,400         36,200 34,300
Alamo Pintado 5,190     6,200           6,100 6,100
Alisal n/o SR246 NA 8,100           8,000 9,200

Average Daily Traffic (ADT) 

Table 2.15 
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high and the route could impact the environment, 
as well as open significant new areas of the val-
ley for development. 
 
The Buellton City Council has tabled considera-
tion of the Santa Rosa Road Route 246 Bypass 
until the year 2009. The Solvang City Council has 
not changed its' Circulation Element, which in-
cludes the bypass road. The project is not in-
cluded in the County's General Plan. Because of 
the inconsistencies between the jurisdictions, the 
RTP does not include the bypass project at this 
time. Rather, the issue is proposed for continued 
study by the two cities, the County, SBCAG and 
Caltrans. 
 
Another method of improving traffic flow through 
downtown Solvang on Route 246 would be the 
interconnection of the traffic signals. A signal 
interconnect system would reduce the probability 
that vehicles traveling on Route 246 through Sol-
vang would have to stop at more than one inter-
section. Signal interconnect hardware has been 
installed at the signals on Route 246 in the City 
of Solvang by Caltrans. The program has never 
been implemented because there are too many 
crosswalks that would interfere with the system's 
effectiveness. Even if implemented, the improve-
ment would not be enough to improve the LOS of 
the intersections in the City of Solvang to accept-
able levels. 
 
2030 Transit Forecast 
 
The SBCAG Expanded Model incorporated a num-
ber transit route system updates.  Between 2003 
and 2006, nearly all transit operators within 
Santa Barbara County had implemented new 
and/or improved their existing services.  For pur-
poses of forecasting future ridership, the latest 
transit schedules (Spring 2006) together with the 
website information for each transit operator 
were used.  The following summarizes the major 
changes in the model’s transit route systems in 
the SBCAG Expanded Model.   
 
In 2003, only two northbound and two 
southbound Coastal Express services operated 
between Ventura and Santa Barbara/Goleta ar-
eas.  Coastal Express is the fast growing and the 
most successful inter-county transit service serv-
ing Ventura and Santa Barbara.  The ongoing con-
gestion on Highway 101 south of Milpas coupled 
with the significant increase in gas prices in re-
cent years has substantially boosted ridership.  
By 2006 the Coastal Express routes were revised 

several times.  Frequency was substantially in-
creased to 13 northbound and 15 southbound. 
Currently, direct morning and afternoon express 
services between Downtown Ventura, the County 
Health Complex and the high-tech industrial ar-
eas in Goleta are most popular with very high 
daily onboard ridership. 
 
The Clear Air Express (CAX) has also revised their 
routes to provide more efficient services between 
North County and UCSB, Goleta, and Santa Bar-
bara.   Service frequency was increased from 
eight in 2003 to eleven in 2006. 
 
The new inter-regional transit service, Breeze, 
was introduced in March 2005.  This is a 3-year 
pilot program serving Lompoc, Vandenberg Air 
Force Base and Santa Maria areas. 
 
Santa Barbara Metropolitan Transit District 
(SBMTD) routes were expanded and services 
were improved.  In addition, the SBMTD Valley 
Express provides a total of four new unidirec-
tional peak hour connections from the Santa 
Ynez Valley to Santa Barbara. 
 
Santa Maria Area Transit (SMAT) route systems 
were updated and several new services were 
added. 
 
Other transit route systems were also updated 
including the City of Lompoc Transit (COLT), 
Santa Ynez Valley Transit (SYVT) and the Guada-
lupe Flyer. 
 
The following highlights the ridership forecasts 
from the SBCAG Expanded Model:   
  
By 2030, total ridership countywide is forecast to  
increase from 8.1 million to 11.3 million, a 42  
percent increase.  SBMTD ridership, including  
Valley Express, is projected to increase from 7.2  
million to 9.0 million.  However, its existing 88  
percent share of total county ridership is ex 
pected to reduce to about 80 percent by 2030  
due to the substantial increase of ridership  
shares from Coastal Express and SMAT. 
 
SMAT, the second largest transit operator in the  
county, is expected to increase its ridership from  
623,800 in 2000 to 1.1 million by 2030, repre 
senting a 9.2 percent share of total county rider 
ship. 
 
Coastal Express ridership is expected to have the  
largest percentage increase.  Just the last fiscal  
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year (04/05 to 05/06), total ridership jumped 30  
percent reaching 147,700.  By 2030, ridership is  
forecast to reach 574,200.   
 
Table 2.16 summarizes the 2030 annual transit 
ridership forecast for the entire county.  By 2030, 
total ridership is forecast to reach approximately 
11 million with ridership under the Plan Scenario 
slightly higher than the Program Scenario.  How-
ever, it should be noted that the ridership fore-
cast under the Plan Scenario reflects a more ac-
curate forecast because the latest transit route 
systems are only reflected under the Plan Sce-
nario network. 
 
BIKEWAYS 
 
The 2000 Census indicates that bicycling, ac-
counted for 2.7 percent of all work trips. Santa 
Barbara County's mild climate and relatively flat 
terrain within the major urbanized areas provide 
an excellent environment for bicycling. Bicycling 
is a cost effective, energy efficient, clean, and 
healthy way to travel. 
   
A primary policy of the RTP is to develop a coordi-
nated multi-modal transportation system various 
travel requirements of the region. To encourage 
bicycling as a travel mode, it is crucial to com-
plete a coordinated bikeway system with multi-
modal links (transit, rail and park and ride lots) 
that serves both commuters and recreational 
bicyclists and accommodates a broad range of 
cycling skills.  Toward this end, SBCAG’s 1994 
Regional Bikeway Study identified a system of 
regionally significant bikeways that links the ma-
jor population centers and major trip origins and 
destinations within urban centers.  This system is 
herein incorporated into the RTP.  
 
INTERMODAL CONNECTION 
 
To encourage intermodal connectivity, planning 
for bicycles should be conducted in conjunction 
with planning for other modes, such as transit 
and passenger rail. Facilities to encourage inter-
modal connectivity are discussed below. 
 
 

Bike-and-Ride 
 
A bike-and-ride service is a benefit in areas where 
distance, hills and wind are a major deterrent for 
current and potential bicycle commuters and rec-
reational riders, or in crossing a waterway over 
which a bicycle facility is not provided. 
 
The fixed route transit service between the cities 
of San Luis Obispo and Santa Maria has bike 
racks capable of holding two bicycles. The service 
provides nine round-trips daily. Ridership statis-
tics indicate an average of four commuting cy-
clists use the service daily.   
   
Front-mounted racks are recommended for buses 
that serve regional commuter routes (including 
the Clean Air Express, the regional commuter 
service managed by SBCAG).  Three local opera-
tors are currently pursuing addition of bicycle 
racks: MTD, SMAT, and Santa Ynez Valley Transit. 
SMAT has installed front-mounted bike racks on 
all of its fixed route buses. Santa Ynez Valley 
Transit plans to install bike racks on the fixed 
route buses serving the valley.  MTD has installed 
front-loaded bike racks on all diesel buses (bike 
racks are not available on electric shuttles).  
Front mounted bike racks will also be installed on 
MTD’s new Valley Express service from Solvang 
and Buellton to Goleta and Santa Barbara.  Bicy-
cle storage is also available on the Breeze Bus 
service between Santa Maria, Lompoc and Van-
denberg Air Force Base.  
 
Bicycle Parking and Storage 
1) Transit Stops. Safe bicycle parking should be 

provided at transit facilities and bus stops. 
Bike lockers are the preferred choice for se-
cure long-term parking at many locations 
because they protect bicycles from weather 
and theft.  Bicycle lockers also make it more 
difficult to steal bicycle accessories such as 
panniers, computers and lights. The City of 
Santa Barbara has installed lockers at City 
Parking Lot #3 in the same block as MTD's 
Transit Center, and in Parking Lot #2, one 
block south of the terminal. The bike lockers 
are rented on a monthly basis, with a key 
issued to the renter. Using Motor Vehicle 

2000 Counts 2000 BC 2030 Prog 2030 Plnd
Total 8,098,800 8,113,800       10,989,000 11,288,500

Annual Ridership Forecast (Boardings)

Table 2.16 
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Registration Surcharge Fee Program funding, 
the City of Santa Maria has installed twenty 
bike lockers at SMAT bus stop locations, and 
the City of Lompoc has installed a total of 
forty bike lockers.  New technology exists that 
allows multiple users to have access to a 
network of bike lockers through electronic 
keys and membership systems.  More com-
plete bicycle parking facilities and often a 
small retail and repair shop have recently 
become popular for secure, short and long 
term bicycle parking near transit stops.  Both 
electronic bike lockers and bike parking sta-
tions should be utilized, where possible, to 
promote intermodal connections to transit 
and walking. 

 
It is important to publicize bicycle parking when it 
is provided.  Bike racks and lockers can be 
painted in creative and colorful ways and bike 
parking signage should be placed in the vicinity of 
the parking so bicyclists know where to park. 
 
2) Park-And-Ride Lots.  Both the Congestion Man-
agement Program (Federal Congestion Manage-
ment Process) and the Clean Air Plan encourage 
the use of park-and-ride lots throughout the re-
gion to reduce single occupant vehicle trips.  
Park-and-ride lots offer cyclists an option for inter-
modal connection and secure parking should be 
provided. Bike lockers offer the greatest protec-
tion both in terms of security and weather protec-
tion. 
 
3) Passenger Rail and Airports. Secure bicycle 
parking should be provided at other points of in-
termodal connection. To this end, the Action Ele-
ment includes a project to install bicycle parking 
at the Santa Barbara Rail Station and the rail 
platforms at Carpinteria, Goleta, Guadalupe and 
Surf (near Lompoc), and at the airports. 

 
ISSUES OF CONCERN 
 
Issues of regional concern that need to be ad-
dressed by each jurisdiction to expand bicycling 
as a travel mode for both commuting and recrea-
tion are listed below and discussed in the follow-
ing section. 
 
• Interjurisdictional coordination 
• Missing links 
• Inadequate facilities and safety 
• Intermodal connectivity 
• Miscellaneous Facilities  

• Education and safety programs 
• Signage  
• Bikeway maintenance  
• Implementation; and 
• Funding. 
 
a. Interjurisdictional Coordination 
 
Three levels of government are responsible for 
developing and maintaining bikeways in Santa 
Barbara County. Caltrans is responsible for bike-
way facilities on state highways, while the public 
works department of the county and each city is 
responsible for roads and streets within the re-
spective jurisdictions. In addition, the University 
of California, Santa Barbara (UCSB), Santa Bar-
bara City College (SBCC), Westmont College, and 
Allan Hancock College (in Santa Maria and 
Lompoc) are each responsible for developing and 
maintaining bicycle facilities on its campus. Exist-
ing bikeways on the UCSB campus connect with 
bikeways in the County of Santa Barbara, the City 
of Goleta and the City of Santa Barbara’s airport 
property. Planned bikeways through SBCC will 
connect with existing bikeways under the jurisdic-
tion of the City of Santa Barbara and Caltrans 
(State Highway 225). Bikeways have been built 
on state routes for access to the new Allan Han-
cock College near Vandenberg Village in Lompoc.  
 
Interjurisdictional issues arise where bikeways 
cross jurisdictional boundaries, or where a bike-
way is planned that must traverse an intersection 
or interchange, the legs of which fall under sepa-
rate jurisdictions. Interagency issues also occur 
where planned bikeways traverse areas under 
the purview of single purpose districts, such as a 
flood control district, or where special permits are 
needed from various governmental agencies.   
 
Regional coordination issues were addressed by 
SBCAG in the Regional Bikeway Plan by: 
 
1. Adopting policies and standards for use by 

the local jurisdictions in planning and con-
structing bikeways. The policies have been 
incorporated into Chapter 4 of the MTP. Lo-
cal jurisdictions should incorporate the poli-
cies and standards into the updates of their 
Bikeway Elements or Plans. Use of the stan-
dards will facilitate intermodal connectivity, 
ensure consistency between jurisdictions, 
and increase bicyclists' safety. 

2. Adopting the Regional Bikeway System, 
which provides for bikeway continuity be-
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tween neighboring jurisdictions. Projects to 
implement the system have been included in 
the MTP. 

 
b. Missing Links 
 
Gaps in the bikeway network reduce the likeli-
hood commuters will bike to work rather than 
drive.  Most of the regional bikeways are on-
road/Class II facilities, with most gaps occurring 
where there is a barrier such as a river or free-
way.  Elimination of these gaps in the bikeway 
network is crucial to facilitate bicycling as a 
travel mode.  Separate bicycle or bicycle/
pedestrian facilities should be considered where 
existing roads are congested or where the facility 
could serve a school. 
 
Over and under crossings provide necessary 
transportation links between land uses on either 
side of state freeways. For example, in Carpinte-
ria the residences are primarily on the north side 
of the freeway while most of the commercial and 
retail development is located on the south side of 
the freeway. The Santa Barbara Bicycle Coalition, 
a local countywide bicycle advocacy group, con-
siders the lack of north/south access across 
Route 101 the number one problem area for bicy-
clists on the South Coast. The County Board of 
Supervisors adopted a policy in the Goleta Com-
munity Plan that requires over/undercrossings to 
be sited and designed to encourage and accom-
modate pedestrian and bicycle use when feasible 
to address this problem. The 1997 Goleta Trans-
portation Improvement Program includes three 
proposed freeway bicycle/pedestrian overpass 
projects and one new underpass. The City of Go-
leta is currently preparing a new General Plan 
and updating its Capital Improvement Program.  
The projects are included in the RTP Action Ele-
ment.  Also included in the action element are 
projects to implement Class II bike lanes on over/
undercrossings throughout the region to ensure 
continuity of the Regional Bikeway System. 
 
c. Inadequate Facilities and Safety  
 
Onroad Bikeways  
Most of the streets in the region were not de-
signed with bicyclists in mind. Streets with narrow 
lanes, a lack of shoulders, irregular road surfaces 
and poor maintenance can inhibit bicycle use.  
Cyclists are often in direct conflict with automo-
biles due to congestion, overgrown vegetation, 
on-street parking and bus stops in bike lanes, or 

commercial activities that force cyclists into mo-
tor vehicle lanes. These conditions are especially 
acute in the downtown business districts of the 
cities, where few options are available to provide 
for separation of bikes and automobiles. In these 
downtown settings, providing separated bicycle 
facilities would require the loss of parking or vehi-
cle lanes, which is likely to be controversial. Traf-
fic calming techniques, used widely in Europe 
and now becoming increasingly popular in Japan, 
Australia and in other regions in our country, 
could be used instead on nearby streets parallel 
to the major arterials. This would encourage the 
bicyclists to use the slower streets, and reduce 
the need for separated facilities on the arterials. 
Traffic calming would result in improved bicycle, 
pedestrian and motorist safety because of re-
duced vehicular speed, as well as improved 
neighborhood character.  
 
Intersections and Freeway Crossings 
Crossing busy arterial streets at signalized inter-
sections poses safety concerns for many cyclists, 
especially those who are unfamiliar with concepts 
of vehicular cycling.  Without properly adjusted 
detection systems, bicyclists can have trouble 
getting a signal to turn green in absence of other 
cars.  A bicyclist will also be unable to trip a traffic 
signal if s/he is waiting for the light to change in 
the wrong lane position (for example hugging the 
far right curb when wishing to go straight 
through).  Therefore, streets and roads should be 
designed with bicycle sensitive loop detectors 
and pavement markings that indicate where a 
bicyclist should wait to go through the intersec-
tion.  In certain intersection designs, bicycle-
oriented signal call buttons can also be installed 
at signalized street intersections with bikeway 
facilities to assist in tripping a signal.  The County 
has recently begun installing camera/video de-
vices that work well in this capacity.   Over and 
under crossings are excellent alternatives to sig-
nalized intersections.  However, they tend to be 
very expensive.  A less expensive alternative that 
would enhance cyclists safety would be the imple-
mentation of traffic calming techniques on appro-
priate alternative streets, along with signing, that 
would encourage cyclists to use quieter streets. 
 
Priority consideration should be given to pedes-
trian and bikeway safety in the design phase of 
freeway interchanges, over or undercrossings, 
and high traffic volume intersection locations as 
appropriate. At a minimum, Class II bikeways 
should be provided on over or undercrossings 
that link up with or are defined on the Regional 
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Bikeway System.     
 
Locations with safety problems resulting from 
high bicycle and automobile traffic levels coupled 
with inadequate bicycle facilities have been iden-
tified in past studies performed by SBCAG Bicycle 
projects included in the RTP, when implemented, 
will alleviate the identified deficiencies at some of 
these locations.  
 
Class I and Multi-use Facilities    
Commuting bicyclists can be deterred from using 
Class I facilities because of the congestion and 
unpredictable movements of other trail users 
engaged in various activities such as rollerblad-
ing, riding bike surveys and joggers with baby 
strollers.  The ranges of speeds and movements 
of these other users can cause conflicts and 
safety problems for bicyclists.  When possible, 
multi-use trails should be constructed with 
greater widths than specified for Class I bike 
paths to help accommodate the variety of users 
on the trails.  Wide Class I facilities should be 
designed with pavement markings and/or other 
barriers that separate users in order to enhance 
the safety and mobility of all trail users.  Alter-
nately, an adjacent pedestrian/equestrian trail of 
crushed granite or other suitable material should 
be provided to encourage the separation of bicy-
clists and other trail users, when possible. 
 
d. Miscellaneous Facilities 
 
Miscellaneous facility improvements that in-
crease safety and/or convenience are important 
enhancements to the bicycle-riding environment. 
Such facilities include lighting, rubberized rail-
road track crossings and safe drainage grates, 
bicycle-sensitive loop detectors at traffic signals 
(discussed above), and convenience facilities 
such as bike racks, bike lockers, personal lock-
ers, showers, and rest stops.  
 
e. Education and Safety Programs 
 
Improved bicycle facilities will help to create a 
safer cycling environment; however, "engineering 
solutions" are not the ultimate solution where car 
and bicycle movements regularly interact. Educa-
tion and enforcement is required to safely inte-
grate bicycles and automobiles on roadways.  
Section 21200 of the California Motor Vehicle 
Code states that "every person riding a bicycle on 
a roadway has all the rights and is subject to all 
the duties applicable to the driver of an automo-
bile". Other Motor Vehicle Code regulations gov-

ern the operation of bicycles and required equip-
ment, such as the mandatory helmet law for chil-
dren under the age of 18 enacted January 1, 
1994.  Education and enforcement are important 
for several reasons.  Many bicycle drivers do not 
know they are required by law to follow the ’rules 
of the road’ nor do they understand that following 
these rules of the road decreases their risk of 
collisions by making their movements clear to 
other road users.     
 
Safety education programs in the schools are an 
essential foundation for bicycle safety. Since 
2000, a local non-profit, the Coalition for Sustain-
able Transportation (COAST) has been working on 
a pedestrian and bicycle safety assembly and 
playground bicycle rodeo.  Law officers and certi-
fied instructors sponsored by the Santa Barbara 
Bicycle Coalition will team up to teach kids impor-
tant points about how to stay safe on foot or on 
bike.  Schools should be encouraged to maintain 
or expand existing student bicycle education pro-
grams.  On-going bicycle safety instruction should 
be made available to all age levels. 
 
Bicycle safety programs alone will not be suffi-
cient, however, without an effective law enforce-
ment program. Law officials should consider ex-
panding their efforts to enforce the vehicle code 
regulations pertaining to bicycling and use prohi-
bitions (e.g., unlawful use of a bikelanes, or use 
of sidewalks by cyclists). Information on the fines 
for violating the vehicle code should be included 
in the educational materials and on bike maps.  
 
f. Signage 
 
The lack of signs on the bike routes indicating 
which route the cyclist is on and where the route 
goes is a barrier both to the novice rider and the 
visiting or touring cyclist. Santa Barbara County 
bike maps are available at local bike shops, visi-
tors’ centers, hotels and the SBCAG Traffic Solu-
tions Office. Without appropriate signage, how-
ever, a rider may not be sure whether he or she is 
actually on the path indicated on the map, espe-
cially if the rider is new to the area. Signage is 
also important in alerting motorists that the road-
way is also a route used by bicyclists.  Finally, 
signage can help guide bicyclists to ride on the 
safest streets.  On the South Coast, a project was 
recently completed which installed 500 signs 
from Goleta to Carpinteria.  The signs use a con-
sistent nomenclature and design that is easy to 
see and follow. The signs note the route name, 
distance from popular destinations, and indicate 
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direction changes.  Similar affordable signs can 
be made by the County of Santa Barbara Public 
Works department for other jurisdictions.  The 
regional network should be signed throughout the 
region. 
 
g. Bikeway Maintenance 
 
Deterioration of the roadway surface, broken 
glass, sand and other debris on the roadway is a 
deterrent to increased bicycle use. Crumbling 
asphalt, cracking (distressed) surfaces, and pot-
holes significantly reduce the bicyclists' ride qual-
ity, and can result in severe accidents as cyclists 
swerve into the traffic lane to avoid the problem 
area. Other maintenance issues include: 
 
• Restriping bike lanes  
• Renewing legends  
• Repair and update of signage, and  
• Repair or replacement of:  
• Lighting provided for bike facilities (tunnels, 

bikeway lighting at night)  
• Bicycle loop detectors or signal activation 

buttons  
• Parking storage facilities  
• Barricades associated with the bicycle facili-

ties, and 
• Storm drain inlet grates and other storm 

damage repair. 
     
Maintenance of the Class II and Class III (on-road) 
bikeway pavement (repaving, and restriping) oc-
curs with scheduled maintenance activities of 
each jurisdiction, based generally on the condi-
tion of the road, age of the pavement, and condi-
tion of the striping and legends. Sweeping of the 
lanes occurs with the scheduled maintenance 
activities. The scheduling of off road bikeway 
maintenance is based on the age or condition of 
the pavement and complaints from users. With 
competing needs for roadway dollars, the princi-
pal aim of the maintenance activities is to in-
crease the life cycle of the pavement. In recent 
years Measure D monies have been used by each 
jurisdiction to resurface roadways. However, 
street sweeping, and tree and brush trimming 
schedules have not significantly changed. Conse-
quently, many of the bikeways have less than 
optimum conditions for biking.   Therefore, street 
sweeping and trimming of vegetation should be 
included as part of a roads rehabilitation. 
 
 

h. Implementation  
 
The completion of the networks planned in the 
jurisdictions’ Bikeway elements or Plans has 
been delayed due to the lack of dedicated fund-
ing sources and adopted implementation pro-
grams.  
 
The Bicycle Transportation Account (BTA), a bicy-
cle-specific funding source managed by the State 
Department of Transportation (Caltrans), has in-
creasingly provided jurisdictions with a dedicated 
funding source.  In order to access these funds, 
jurisdictions must meet BTA requirements either 
through a dedicated Bicycle Transportation Plan 
or a comprehensive section in the Bicycle ele-
ment of the general plan. 
 
The County of Santa Barbara and the larger cities 
in the county have relied on conditions of ap-
proval during the land use development process 
to implement their Bikeway Elements/Plans. 
Bikeway easements and construction of bikeway 
segments are required of projects proposed near 
bikeways included on the jurisdiction's Bicycle 
Element/Plan Maps. In addition, the larger juris-
dictions require provision of showers, personal 
lockers, and bicycle parking facilities, depending 
on the project type. (See Regional Bikeway Study 
for more detail). 
 
REGIONAL SYSTEM COMPLETION 
 
Included in the Action Element are regionally sig-
nificant capital improvements needed to com-
plete the planned regional bikeway networks in 
the Regional Bikeway Study or local jurisdiction’s 
bikeway elements.  Also included in the Action 
Element are improvements designed to alleviate 
safety problems.  Bikeway maps identifying all 
existing and proposed regionally significant bike-
ways throughout the region were adopted as part 
of the 1994 Regional Bikeway Study. The maps 
are included in Chapter Two of the RTP. 
 
TRANSIT  
 
Transit is a critical element in our overall trans-
portation system. As discussed in Chapter I, tran-
sit ridership data indicates that there has been 
an overall growth in transit ridership in Santa Bar-
bara County over the past few years, although 
individual system ridership figures fluctuate.   
This is evident as ridership increased 4.4% be-
tween FY’s 03/04 and 04/05 or by a total of 
400,000 trips. 
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Transit provides basic mobility for the transit de-
pendent. Senior citizens and individuals with dis-
abilities need transit or paratransit service to 
maintain their independence and participate fully 
in society. Low-income individuals without access 
to a car for transportation are also reliant upon 
transit. Transit is a vital link that connects the 
transit dependent with jobs, shopping, education, 
and health care. Expanded transit is also seen as 
vital in responding to the transportation needs 
arising from implementation of the Welfare to 
Work Initiative. Most of the welfare recipients are 
reliant upon transit for their mobility needs.  
Since most of the employment may likely occur 
during non-traditional transit hours, either non-
traditional transportation solutions or expanded 
transit will be needed during these hours to meet 
the need.      
 
Expanding the role of transit to attract “choice 
riders” is seen as a necessary component of the 
overall strategy to reduce congestion and delay 
the need for infrastructure improvements result-
ing from the growth in both population and em-
ployment in the region. Local governments, par-
ticularly in the South Coast, are increasingly look-
ing to public transit as a means to decrease the 
number of trips in single occupant vehicles, both 
to reduce the need for additional road and street 
capacity to accommodate the growth in trips and 
to improve our air quality. 
 
As the population increases, the aggregate in-
crease in the number of daily person and vehicle 
trips (in terms of both distance and time) and 
resulting congestion can be expected to affect 
the demand for transportation infrastructure as 
well as the demand for all modes of transporta-
tion. The increased vehicular travel will affect air 
quality and our quality of life. Because of their 
reliance on the burning of fossil fuels, transporta-
tion vehicles are major sources of air pollution. 
Mitigation strategies to meet existing air quality 
standards and maintain those standards require 
steps that can dramatically affect mobility and 
access. Increased use of transit fueled by electric 
or compressed natural gas offers the potential for 
providing mobility with fewer environmental im-
pacts than the automobile.  
 
EXISTING TRANSIT SERVICE NEEDS 
 
As required by the California Transportation De-
velopment Act (TDA), SBCAG conducts an annual 
transit needs assessment and holds public hear-
ings on Unmet Transit Needs annually in Santa 

Barbara and Santa Maria along with other forms 
of outreach throughout North County. 
 
The needs assessment includes an examination 
of the size and location of transit dependent 
groups, and an evaluation of the existing ser-
vices. The evaluation was most recently con-
ducted for FY 2005-06 (Transit Needs Assess-
ment, 2006).  
 
Individuals most likely to be dependent on public 
and private transportation providers are those 
that are either unable to drive or do not have ac-
cess to an automobile. The elderly, the disabled, 
persons with limited financial means, and the 
youth (under sixteen years of age) are popula-
tions with a relatively high proportion of transit 
dependent persons. Table 2.17 (Page 2-45) pre-
sents a composite of the transit dependency indi-
cators by transit service area. As shown in the 
table, Santa Maria and the remote area of Cu-
yama have the highest percentage of transporta-
tion dependent residents.  
 
North County transit service needs in 2006 were 
identified as increased commuter service, inter-
community service between the Santa Ynez Val-
ley and Santa Maria and Lompoc, increased ser-
vice frequency, earlier and later service hours, 
and service route extensions. 
 
South Coast transit service needs included addi-
tional service on several heavily traveled SBMTD 
fixed routes and reverse commute service from 
the South Coast to North County. 
 
PARATRANSIT SERVICE NEEDS 
 
The American Disabilities Act (ADA), signed by the 
President in 1990, is civil rights legislation per-
taining to employment, government programs 
and services, and places of public accommoda-
tion (including transportation) by persons with 
disabilities. The 1990 ADA affects both public 
and private entities providing transportation ser-
vices, regardless of whether the entity receives 
federal financial assistance. The ADA required 
transportation providers to begin acquiring wheel-
chair accessible vehicles, and to ensure transport 
of disabled individuals.  
 
Among the many important provisions of the ADA 
is the requirement for public transportation pro-
viders operating fixed route bus service to pro-
vide paratransit service that is comparable to the 
fixed route service. The paratransit service must 
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serve only those who cannot use the fixed route 
service and who have been determined eligible 
under the criteria defined in the ADA through a 
strict eligibility process. An eligibility appeals proc-
ess was also required to be established.  
 
The ADA required each fixed route operator to 
develop an implementation plan that included 
the details of how the ADA requirements would 
be met, and a timetable for completion, with full 
compliance by January 1997. The two fixed route 
operators in the county, SBMTD and SMAT, each 
submitted Five Year ADA Plans to the Federal 
Transit Administration (FTA) on January 26, 1992, 
with annual updates thereafter through the com-
pliance deadline. Both were found to be in com-
pliance by the mandatory deadline.  
 
During the public hearing on the draft 2001 RTP, 
the question of designation of a Consolidated 
Transportation Service Agency to serve social 
service clients in the Santa Ynez region came up. 
Currently there are two designated CTSAs in 
Santa Barbara County. SBCAG designated Easy 
Lift Transportation as the CTSA for the South 
Coast region in 1980, and SMOOTH as the CTSA 
for the Santa Maria/Guadalupe/Orcutt area in 
1998.   
 
Generally CTSA designations are countywide, and 
there are good economic reasons for this to be 

the case, as some contracts for social service 
transportation are given only on a countywide 
basis (Medi-Cal, and dialysis contracts for exam-
ple). There are some other counties in the state 
with two agencies either sharing a co-
designation, or being designated for different 
areas within a county. One question that must be 
explored is what benefit would result from such a 
designation. The primary function of a CTSA is to 
transport social service clients from their homes 
to their programs or medical appointments. Since 
the Santa Ynez Valley has few social service 
agencies, the clients would need to be trans-
ported to the facilities.    
 
TRANSIT FOR COMMUTERS AND CHOICE RIDERS 
 
An important measure of transit's success in pro-
viding a viable alternate mode for commuters is 
its ability to attract choice riders. “Choice riders” 
are non-traditional transit users; those who have 
an automobile, but choose to use transit, thus 
resulting in a mode shift for these individuals. To 
encourage such a mode shift, transit must be-
come more competitive with the automobile; to 
do this, transit service must be expanded (both in 
route coverage and service duration throughout 
the day) and made more convenient (e.g., more 
frequent service through shorter headways).  
 
Increasing the transit mode share is a goal of the 

  
AREA 

 AGE 
18 & 

UNDER 

AGE 
65 & 
OVER 

  
AUTOLESS 

 LOW IN-
COME 

 ELDERLY LOW IN-
COME 

 TRANSIT DE-
PENDENCY FAC-

TOR * 

  
South Coast 

  
20.0% 

  
13.0% 

  
7.4% 

  
13.4% 

  
16.4% 

  
0.70 

  
Santa Maria Area 

  
30.6% 

  
12.8% 

  
6.7% 

  
13.9% 

  
21.0% 

  
.85 

  
Cuyama 

  
31.6% 

  
9.3% 

  
8.0% 

  
17.8% 

  
23.5% 

  
0.897 

  
Lompoc Area 

  
29.9% 

  
10.2% 

  
5.9% 

  
13.3% 

  
17.6% 

  
0.769 

  
Santa Ynez Area 

  
25.3% 

  
15.2% 

  
4.3% 

  
9.5% 

  
13.3% 

  
0.676 

  
Countywide 

  
26.3% 

  
12.7% 

  
6.8% 

  
13.4% 

  
17.7% 

  
0.76 

Source: 2000 Census Summary Tape File 3. 
Notes: 
* The transit dependency factor is the sum of the percentages in the above categories for each area. 
-    Percentages of age 18 & under and 65 and over categories are based on the total population in each area. 
-   Autoless as used here is: the number of occupied housing units with no auto available as a percentage of all occupied hous-

ing units. 
-    Low income as used here is: the number of households with incomes less than $15,000/year as percentage of all households. 
- Low income elderly as used here is: the elderly households (65+) with incomes less than $15,000/year as a percentage of all 

elderly households. 

Table 2.17 
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Transportation Plan and the local jurisdictions 
within the region (City of Carpinteria Vision 
20/20; City of Santa Barbara Comprehensive 
Goal and Vision Statement; City of Santa Maria, 
Policy 6; City of Lompoc, Goal 3; City of Buellton, 
Goal 2; and the County of Santa Barbara in vari-
ous community plans, e.g., Goal 2 for Goleta Val-
ley, Los Alamos Community Policy 2.2, Orcutt 
Area Policy O-6). Meeting the mobility needs of 
the residents through expanded public transit is 
recognized as a means to reduce air pollution, 
traffic congestion and parking problems. 
 
On the South Coast, MTD finalized a long-range 
transit plan that includes transit expansion based 
on the local jurisdictions' push for transit to pro-
vide a viable alternative transportation mode for 
the residents commuting and mobility needs. The 
South Coast Transit Plan incorporates new and 
expanded existing routes designed to:  
 
• improve point to point travel time;  
• bring a wider range of service to major mar-

kets and activity centers;  
• put smaller, environmentally friendly buses in 

neighborhoods;  
• increase express service to accommodate 

commuter needs;  
• and, in general make transit more conven-

ient and easier to use.  
 
In Goleta, the Calle Real/Old Town Shuttle is a 
new service that will provide daily service be-
tween the Calle Real and Old Town shopping ar-
eas. 
 
SBMTD also implemented the Valley Express 
Commuter Service between the communities of 
Buellton, Solvang, Goleta and Santa Barbara. 
 
Additional improvements and enhancements are 
scheduled for implementation in Fall 2006 per 
availability of funding. 
 
In the North County, extensive transit expansions 
have been undertaken in the Santa Maria area, 
the Santa Ynez Valley, and the City of Lompoc 
since 2004.   
 
Increased headways and expansions were imple-
mented on some routes serving the City of Santa 
Maria and Orcutt area. Additionally Santa Maria 
Area Transit has introduced several new routes 
with increased headways, later service hours and 
service on Sundays. 

 
In the City of Lompoc, improvements have in-
cluded the implementation of Route 5, expansion 
of Route 3 and reconfiguration of Route 2 into a 
bi-directional route. 
 
COLT also implemented the medical/general use 
transportation service between Lompoc and 
Santa Barbara.  
 
The Clean Air Express, which offers commuters 
transportation to their employment on the South 
Coast from the North County areas of Santa 
Maria and Lompoc added new buses to serve the 
North County area, allowing more riders to benefit 
from this service.  
 
INTERCOMMUNITY TRANSIT 
 
Interest in regionwide intercommunity service in 
Santa Barbara County has been expressed both 
in the North County and the South Coast in testi-
mony presented over the past few years at 
SBCAG's annual Unmet Transit Needs Hearings.  
 
South Coast 
On the South Coast, additional intercommunity 
transit, particularly during the peak commuter 
hours for work trips, is needed between Carpinte-
ria and Goleta. This could be implemented 
through the South Coast Transit Plan, as deline-
ated above.  
 
In addition, expansion of the Clean Air Express 
and addition of new regional fixed route transit 
service between the south coast and north 
county communities is needed. A new inter-
regional fixed route transit service (The Coastal 
Express) between Ventura and Goleta, with stops 
in Carpinteria and Santa Barbara was imple-
mented in August 2001. These improvements will 
help to alleviate congestion in the Route 101 
Corridor by providing an alternative to the single 
occupant automobile trip for commute to work 
purposes.  
 
North County 
Two new interregional services have been initi-
ated in North County since the 2004 MTP to ad-
dress intercommunity needs of Santa Barbara 
County residents. The Breeze Bus between Santa 
Maria and Lompoc and the Valley Express be-
tween the Santa Ynez Valley and the South Coast. 
 
The Breeze Bus 
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Per the North County Intercommunity Transit 
Study came the recommendation of implement-
ing a service for commuter and general use riders 
between Santa Maria, Vandenberg Air Force Base 
and Lompoc.  This service began in May 2005 as 
part of a three-year pilot program to provide ser-
vice between the Santa Maria and Lompoc com-
munities. 
 
The Valley Express 
 
SBMTD began commuter service between the 
Santa Ynez Valley and the South Coast in March 
2005.  Service includes routes between Buellton, 
Solvang, Goleta and the Santa Barbara.  The ser-
vice was also implemented as part of a three-year 
pilot program. 
 
The potential for additional interregional service 
will be examined within the context of the North 
Santa Barbara County Transit Plan, through an 
expansion of service to include express service 
between the communities of the Lompoc and 
Buellton (connecting with Santa Ynez Valley Tran-
sit).  The potential for this service is dependent 
upon successful implementation of the pilot inter-
community transit service between the communi-
ties of Lompoc, Vandenberg Air Force Base and 
Santa Maria and the identification of sufficient 
ridership between Buellton and Lompoc. 
 
Currently, inter county service is provided be-
tween Santa Maria and San Luis Obispo through 
the San Luis Obispo Regional Transit Authority via 
Route 10, providing service to San Luis Obispo, 
Shell Beach, Pismo Beach, Grover Beach, Arroyo 
Grande, Nipomo and Santa Maria during week-
day hours from 6:00 AM to 8:40 PM and on Sat-
urdays from 7:15 AM to 5:04 PM.  In 2002, the 
City of Santa Maria and County of Santa Barbara 
voluntarily increased contributions in support of 
the SLO RTA Route 10, which were leveraged to 
double daily service from three round trips to six.  
In October, 2004 service was due to increase 
from six to nine round trips/day in anticipation of 
FTA 5303 funds. 
 
Emerging Transit Needs 
 
Farm Labor Transportation  
 
As a result of the annual Unmet Transit Needs 
public hearing process conducted by SBCAG, the 
United Mixtec Farm Worker Organization 
(UMFWO) requested assistance in meeting the 

transportation needs of farm workers to get from 
their places of residence in Santa Maria to their 
places of work – the farm fields surrounding 
Santa Maria. 
 
Although there are those for which Farm Labor 
Transportation is an unmet need, within the Tran-
sit Needs Assessment, there can only be a finding 
of not an unmet need based upon the criteria 
established by the SBCAG Board through Resolu-
tion  06-01 which states, “The identified needs 
must be for the system of general public transit 
services.”  The request is not an unmet transit 
need because it does not service system of gen-
eral public transit services and is not addressable 
by a transit program or service. 
 
However, it is clear that there are overriding is-
sues regarding Farm Labor Transportation and 
there is recognition by public and transit agen-
cies, as well as employer organizations, of the 
potential need for Farm Labor Transportation.  In 
response to this expressed need and the contri-
bution of agriculture to the County economy, staff 
has been working with a variety of groups to ex-
amine this issue.  
 
Preliminary discussions to assess the potential 
for transit and vanpool opportunities to examine 
the transportation needs of the farm workers 
have taken place.  Federal and state regulations 
surrounding farm worker transportation have 
proved to be problematic.  SBCAG staff continues 
to work with the staff of SMAT, Santa Maria Or-
ganization of Transportation Helpers (SMOOTH), 
Santa Barbara County, City of Santa Maria Spe-
cial Projects, Coalition for Sustainable Transpor-
tation (COAST), Shippers and Growers Associa-
tion, and the UMFWO.  
 
In reviewing relevant federal and state legislation 
and regulations, and in discussions with the Cali-
fornia Highway Patrol, representatives of agri-
business, and public transit agencies, the follow-
ing barriers to providing farm labor transportation 
have emerged: 
 
• Insurance is prohibitively expensive 
• Liability assignment is too far reaching 
• Vehicle signage may stigmatize farm workers 
• Regulations of service operations is onerous 
• Destinations (fields spread throughout a 

large rural region) 
 
Based on upon the requests for Farmworker 



 

DRAFT CHAPTER 2 - CHALLENGES THAT L IE AHEAD : 2 - 48 

VISION2030: PLANNING SANTA BARBARA COUNTY’S FUTURE 
Transportation received in previous Transit Needs 
Assessments, the County of Santa Barbara and 
the City of Santa Maria are coordinating on pro-
viding a pilot vanpool transportation service for 
farmworkers in the Santa Maria Valley.   
 
This service is still in development and is sched-
uled for implementation in Fiscal Year 2006/07. 
 
Provision of transit service in unincorporated ar-
eas 
 
The provision of transit service in unincorporated 
Santa Barbara County is an emerging transit pol-
icy issue.  Development of agriculture and service 
industry employment, low-income housing, and 
an aging existing population will create an in-
creasing demand for transit services.  In some 
cases, this demand can be accommodated with 
existing services, e.g. SMAT service to Orcutt.  In 
other cases, smaller separate communities, such 
as Los Alamos, may need some additional level of 
support to develop transit services. 
 
The need for transit service in unincorporated 
North County areas has been partially met in the 
case of COLT and SMAT providing incremental 
service outside the city boundaries, as well as 
Santa Barbara County’s participation in the joint 
powers authority (JPA) for SYVT.  
  
In the case of Los Alamos, Santa Barbara County 
operates the Los Alamos Shuttle which provides 
limited fixed route service, consisting of two 
round trips, two days a week to and from Santa 
Maria.  This service began in Fiscal Year 2004.   
 
Additionally, the County also operates the Cu-
yama Shuttle which provides service for residents 
of Cuyama to Santa Maria.  The shuttle operates 
as a curb to curb service Tuesdays and Thurs-
days. 
 
In the case of SYVT, two of the three JPA partners 
– City of Buellton and City of Solvang - dedicate 
their total TDA apportionment to transit.  How-
ever, the County of Santa Barbara does not dedi-
cate their total TDA apportionment to transit.  
Even with the total application of TDA funding to 
transit by Buellton and Solvang, there remains 
service issues that need to be addressed.  In this 
case, Santa Barbara County could apply an 
amount greater than their established share to 
the JPA from TDA funds to allow for service ex-
pansion to meet the remaining transit needs. 
 

As previously mentioned, Farmworker transporta-
tion has emerged through the public hearings of 
the Transit Needs Assessment as transportation 
need within North Santa Barbara County. 
 
As is the prerogative of Santa Barbara County 
and the local public agencies, the determination 
of Santa Barbara County’s “fair share” for transit 
service to unincorporated areas varies with each 
agency.  Approaches to determining a “fair share” 
include costing of service hours, service miles, 
population, or a combination of determinants.  It 
may be beneficial for Santa Barbara County and 
local public agencies to determine one standard 
to determine a “fair share” allocation for transit 
service provision by local transit agencies to unin-
corporated County areas. 
 
FUTURE TRANSIT SERVICE NEEDS 
 
Short-term future transit service needs are identi-
fied in each of the transit operators' service plans 
(SRTPs or TDPs) based on the transit system's 
projected future ridership. SBCAG and the transit 
operators have projected long-term future transit 
service needs based on SBCAG's Regional Growth 
Forecast 2000. As described earlier in this sec-
tion, the MTD has completed the South Coast 
Transit Plan (SCTP), a long-range transit plan to 
expand transit in response to local jurisdiction's 
planning documents. The SCTP will be updated 
as needed.  
 
The need for interregional transit services is also 
anticipated to expand over the medium to long 
term as the growth of the community college in 
Lompoc and the centralization of government 
services in Santa Maria continue to focus avail-
able regional services in specific places. As a re-
sult the potential role of a regional transit system 
serving north county is being examined through 
the development of a North Santa Barbara 
County Transit Plan. 
 
Funding remains a significant issue that must be 
addressed to ensure implementation and con-
tinuation of expanded transit services. While capi-
tal expenditures are eligible for funding under 
many of the potential revenue sources, funding to 
cover operating expenses is more difficult. This 
issue will be discussed in more depth in the Fi-
nancial Element. 
 
 
 
 



 

DRAFT CHAPTER 2 - CHALLENGES THAT L IE AHEAD : 2 - 49 

VISION2030: PLANNING SANTA BARBARA COUNTY’S FUTURE 
North Santa Barbara County Transit Plan 
 
Per the 2005 Transit Needs Assessment was a 
policy recommendation to identify the need for 
longer term strategic vision of regional transit 
services both within the North County communi-
ties and adjacent areas such as the South Coast 
and southern San Luis Obispo County. 
 
The primary objectives of the plan are to: 
 
• Provide public agency staff and elected offi-

cials with information documenting the rela-
tionship between population growth, rider-
ship demand, service needs and funding. 

• Provide assistance to public, transit and so-
cial service agencies in support of the devel-
opment of regional transit services. 

• Provide transit planning assistance to local 
and public transit agencies for the provision 
of transportation opportunities for the transit 
dependent and the choice rider, including a 
focus on the use of transit as a means to 
reduce vehicle congestion. 

• Identify capital and operating needs and poli-
cies 

• Assess transit funding needs in context of 
remaining TDA revenues and Measure D re-
authorization 

• Recommend institutional arrangements for 
efficient operation of local and regional ser-
vices. 

 
Preparation of the plan included an extensive 
public outreach program to obtain valuable public 
input from the community on transportation 
needs in Northern Santa Barbara County.  This 
public outreach included: 
 
• Stakeholder interviews with community rep-

resentatives 
• Online survey at www.sbcag.org 
• Distribution of flyers to a broad section of 

agencies and organizations 
• Sponsoring “mini-stations” at transfer loca-

tions in Lompoc and Santa Maria 
• Distribution and collection of onboard sur-

veys on Santa Ynez Valley Transit 
• Advertisements in local newspapers 
 
The intended outcome of the study is a feasible 
plan to be implemented over a period of ten 
years.  The plan will provide service expansion 
scenarios both with and without projected reve-
nues from the proposed renewal of Measure D.  

The short-term strategies focus on improving re-
gional and inter-county connections in the next 
five years.  Longer-term service strategies are 
focused on furthering coordination to provide 
seamless transit connectivity throughout North 
County into Nipomo in southern San Luis Obispo 
County by linking all urban cores with bi-
directional frequent service during peak periods 
and several mid-day trips.  These long-term im-
provement are planned for ten years from now. 
 
Recommended short and long-term service alter-
natives from the Plan that are implemented will 
be evaluated in the next Regional Transportation 
Plan update. 
 
INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM (ITS) 
 
SBCAG has been working with a consortium of 
agencies in the California Central Coast in an 
ongoing planning process to identify and imple-
ment Intelligent Transportation Systems projects 
and strategies to improve the efficiency of the 
transportation system. The process has resulted 
in the Central Coast ITS Strategic Plan, a docu-
ment that addresses technology-based projects 
to enhance the operation and management of all 
modes of travel in the central coast region. 
 
There are a number of ITS related programs and 
projects developed in Santa Barbara County. 
SBCAG developed and manages a system of call 
boxes along State Routes 1, 101,  154 and 166. 
The County and cities of Santa Barbara and 
Santa Maria have utilized the synchronization of 
existing traffic signals along major urban arterials 
to facilitate the flow of traffic. The County is using 
Closed Circuit TV for intersection monitoring. In 
addition, ITS prototype transit projects have been 
developed in Lompoc and Santa Barbara. In 
Santa Barbara, the Metropolitan Transit District 
(MTD) has developed a prototype interactive com-
munity kiosk to provide transit information that 
informs the user of transit schedules and routes 
in a manner that allows the user to “see” the 
stops and “travel” the route. In Lompoc, an inte-
grated Passenger Transaction Unit and Vehicle 
Monitoring System was developed which included 
a Smart (transit fare) Card to test a “cashless” 
advance payment fare system in a small urban 
area. Additional elements included automated 
passenger counters, improved radio communica-
tion, and bus stop announcement systems. 
 
Several elements of the Central Coast ITS Strate-
gic Plan are discussed below, including a descrip-
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tion of the ITS Action Plan, the proposed Caltrans 
10-Year ITS Plan, Santa Barbara County highest-
priority ITS projects, and ITS Project Descriptions.  
 
ITS ACTION PLAN 
 
The Action Plan included in the Central Coast ITS 
Strategic Plan comprises actions that are neces-
sary to move ITS implementation forward in the 
Central Coast. According to the Action Plan, 
RTPAs and MPOs are partially or fully responsible 
for implementing the following elements of the 
Action Plan: 
 
• Incorporate ITS Strategic Plan elements into 

Regional Transportation Plans, Caltrans plan-
ning documents, Project Study Reports, Short 
Range Transit Plans, Route Circulation Re-
ports, and other appropriate plans. 

• Identify an ITS coordinator within each RTPA/
MPO. This individual would identify potential 
funding for ITS projects, monitor progress on 
project implementation, provide information 
to those within and outside the agency on ITS 
applications, and serve as a primary point of 
contact for inter-county coordination on ITS 
issues. 

• Incorporate ITS considerations into program 
and project prioritization criteria, where appli-
cable. This may include additional informa-
tion on how ITS projects will be considered in 
the applicable transportation program. 

• As funding becomes available, incorporate 
ITS projects into the appropriate Regional 
Transportation Improvement Program. 

• Collect information on ITS-related contracting 
to make available to agencies responsible for 
ITS project implementation. 

• Include information about ITS in agency out-
reach efforts for transportation, particularly 
outreach associated with the Regional Trans-
portation Plan. 

• Support statewide ITS projects, legislative 
changes, or other public/private statewide 
ITS initiatives, as appropriate, to foster ITS 
implementation in the Central Coast. 

 
CALTRANS PROPOSED 10-YEAR ITS PLAN 
 
The Strategic Plan includes a proposed Caltrans 
10-year ITS plan. Projects included in the pro-
posed Caltrans plan include a Transportation 
Management Center for the Central Coast, SR 
101 ramp meters, closed circuit TV, changeable 
message signs, fixed Highway Advisory Radio 

(HAR) stations, and surveillance stations. 
 
SANTA BARBARA COUNTY HIGHEST PRIORITY ITS 
PROJECTS 
 
The Strategic Plan also includes a listing of the 
highest-priority ITS projects for Santa Barbara 
County. According to the Plan, implementation of 
these projects will depend on the availability of 
funding and the initiative taken by the project 
sponsors. These highest-priority projects are: 
 
• Transit-oriented projects, including: Auto-

matic Vehicle Location (AVL) systems that 
track bus locations at any given moment; 
transit information systems; management 
systems; and maintenance systems to im-
prove system efficiency. 

• Upgrades to traffic signal systems to improve 
the efficiency of traffic flow on arterial 
streets. 

• A trip planning system (the Santa Barbara 
County Trip Planner) that piggybacks on a 
system already functioning at the Southern 
California Association of Governments. 

• A travelers' information system (changeable 
message signs and/or highway advisory ra-
dio) along US 101, SR 1, and SR 154 that 
would provide notification of major incidents, 
road closures, slides, and weather condi-
tions. 

• Dynamic traffic and incident management 
strategies (ramp meters and freeway/arterial 
coordination) on US 101 in Santa Barbara 
and Santa Maria to help provide congestion 
relief (in conjunction with Caltrans). 

 
CENTRAL COAST ITS STRATEGIC PLAN PROJECT 
DESCRIPTIONS 
 
The Central Coast ITS Project Descriptions are 
included in Appendix E of the Strategic Plan. This 
list includes a series of candidate ITS projects 
that were selected based on identified problems 
and priorities and the existing ITS infrastructure 
in the Central Coast. There is no requirement for 
an ITS project to be in the Strategic Plan before it 
can be programmed, and there is no financial 
commitment associated with the listing of an ITS 
project in the Strategic Plan.  
 
Traffic Management & Safety Projects 
 
The Strategic Plan includes a regional Transporta-
tion Management Center (TMC) to provide the 
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Central Coast region with a clearinghouse for traf-
fic information and overall system management. 
Other Traffic Management & Safety projects in 
Santa Barbara County that are included in the 
Strategic Plan Project Descriptions are: 
 
 
- Surveillance Stations: 

• US 101 from SR 150/Ventura County 
line to Hollister Avenue. 

• US 101 from Clark Avenue south of 
Santa Maria to San Luis Obispo County 
line. 

• SR 1 from start of expressway (Lompoc)  
to SR 135 N (Orcutt). 

• SR 135 from San Antonio Road to SR 1 
S. 

 
- Ramp metering: 

• US 101 from SR 150/Ventura County 
line to Hollister Avenue. 

• US 101 from Clark Avenue south of 
Santa Maria to San Luis Obispo County 
line. 

 
- Closed Circuit Television (CCTV)  
surveillance: 

• US 101 from SR 150/Ventura County 
line to Hollister Avenue. 

• US 101 from Clark Avenue south of 
Santa Maria to San Luis Obispo County 
line. 

 
- Changeable Message Signs (CMS): 

• Junction of US 101 and SR 154 (north & 
south). 

• Junction of US 101 and SR 1 (south in 
Gaviota Pass). 

• Junction of US 101 and SR 166. 
• Junctions of SRs 1 & 150 and SRs 1 & 

246. 
• Junctions of SR 246 & US 101 and SRs 

246 & 154. 
 
- Highway Advisory Radio (HAR): 

• US 101/SR 154 in Santa Barbara. 
• US 101/SR 154 San Marcos Pass. 

 
- Basic signal synchronization/coordination  
on arterial streets. 
 
- Central control of traffic signals in Cities of  
Santa Barbara and Santa Maria. 
 

- Additional motorist-aid call boxes. 
 
- “Smart” call box traffic monitoring  
program to collect traffic data from  
motorist-aid call boxes. 
 
- Portable Traffic Management System  
(PTMS) for rural and small urban areas. 
Environmental Detection System utilizing  
“smart” call boxes and Roadway Weather  
Information system (RWIS) to alert CHP to  
adverse travel conditions: 

US 101 from Ventura County line to San  
Luis Obispo County line. 
SR 1 from US 101 to San Luis Obispo  
County line. 

 
- Advanced crosswalks in downtown Santa  
Barbara, the Mission district, UCSB and Isla  
Vista, SR 246 in Solvang, and SR 246 in  
Buellton. 
 
- Advanced railroad grade crossings for  
appropriate urban and rural locations. 
 
- Parking facility management, including  
parking usage monitoring and electronic  
parking fees. 
 
- Transit Management Projects 
 
The Strategic Plan Project Descriptions include 
the following Transit Management projects in 
Santa Barbara County: 
 
• Transit vehicle tracking using Automatic Vehi-

cle Location (AVL) system. 
• Itinerary information system that piggybacks 

on SCAG system. 
• Voice/data communication enhancements to 

support transit management applications. 
• Automated Passenger Counting system. 
• Electronic fare collection using smart cards. 
• Transit video surveillance. 
• Transit signal priority system. 
• Static transit route and schedule information 
• Real-time transit route and schedule informa-

tion. 
• Automatic transit maintenance scheduling 

and monitoring. 
• Passenger train arrival status message sys-

tem. 
• Station and bus stop information system. 
• On-board passenger information system. 
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• Transit GIS information system. 
• Off-line route and schedule management. 
• Automated demand-response dispatching. 
 
- Traveler Information Systems 
 
The following Traveler Information Systems for 
the region are included in the Project Descrip-
tions in the Strategic Plan: 
• Broadcast traveler information. 
• Interactive traveler information. 
• Yellow Pages and reservations. 
• Alternative transportation trip-planning infor-

mation for tourists. 
• System of traveler information kiosks and 

Internet website. 
 
- Commercial Vehicle Operations Projects 
 
In order to facilitate goods movement into, out of, 
and through the region, the Strategic Plan Project 
Descriptions include the following Commercial 
Vehicle Operations (CVO) projects:  
 
• Electronic clearance. 
• Weigh-in-motion. 
• Roadside CVO safety. 
• Management of hazardous materials 

(HazMat) incidents. 
• Commercial vehicle administrative proc-

esses. 
 
- Emergency Management & Enforcement Pro-
jects 
 
Emergency Management & Enforcement projects 
in the Strategic Plan Project Descriptions for the 
region include the following: 
 
Emergency response. 
Emergency vehicle signal prioritization. 
Mayday support. 
Enforcement projects.  
 
RAIL 
 
At the public workshops on the MTP, many indi-
viduals and governmental agencies called for 
increased passenger rail service. Many of the 
proposed improvements to the rail system in-
cluded in the Action Element will benefit both 
passenger and freight rail transport. The planned 
track and rail improvements will provide greater 
reliability of service and potential time savings 

and will address some of the concerns expressed 
at the public workshops. As described below, 
SBCAG will work with Amtrak, Caltrans, the LOS-
SAN Regional Rail Authority and the Coast Rail 
Coordinating Council to ensure that the county's 
needs are addressed in rail planning. In addition, 
the 101 In Motion program is currently assessing 
commuter rail as one of eight alternatives under 
study.   
 
PASSENGER RAIL 
 
SBCAG is a member of the LOSSAN Regional Rail 
Authority. The Authority is composed of counties 
on the Amtrak Pacific Surfliner corridor. The Au-
thority addresses improvements to intercity pas-
senger rail services. The Authority also explores 
opportunities to integrate intercity and commuter 
rail services. Future efforts and programs will 
emphasize development of systems to facilitate 
future travel between Santa Barbara County and 
San Luis Obispo County, and other counties 
throughout Southern California using a combina-
tion of intercity and commuter rail systems. Con-
tinued efforts will also include improvements to 
track, signal systems, and siding projects to re-
duce delay. 
 
In an effort to increase existing commuter rider-
ship and reduce single-occupant vehicle commut-
ing, SBCAG's Traffic Solutions has partnered with 
Amtrak to organize a fare structure amenable to 
the Central Coast commuter (San Luis Obispo, 
Santa Barbara and Ventura Counties). Amtrak 
service will remain the same, while the fares in 
this area have been dropped to be competitive 
with other modes of travel. Reduced multi-fare 
packages (including 10 rides or monthly options) 
are available.  
 
 
The transportation planning agencies of the 
coastal counties have formed a Coast Rail Coordi-
nating Council (CRCC) to investigate the future 
uses of the existing rail line and improve passen-
ger rail frequencies and speeds on the Coast 
Route between San Francisco and Los Angeles. 
The stated objective of the CRCC is to develop a 
rail corridor between San Francisco and Los An-
geles capable of 110 miles per hour maximum 
speed. The CRCC undertook a consultant study to 
identify new rail opportunities, and prepare an 
action plan for expanding passenger rail services. 
The Coast Rail Corridor Action Plan was adopted 
in October of 1994 by the CRCC. The plan's ac-



 

DRAFT CHAPTER 2 - CHALLENGES THAT L IE AHEAD : 2 - 53 

VISION2030: PLANNING SANTA BARBARA COUNTY’S FUTURE 
tions that are relevant to Santa Barbara County 
are delineated below: 
 
Phase I: Exploit the Full Potential of Existing 79 
MPH Service (1994 - 1998) 
 
1. Fund a joint study with Caltrans focusing 

on those improvements necessary to 
permit tilt trains to operate at 79 MPH 
throughout the corridor. 

 
2. Acquire a minimum number of tilt trains 

and commence a second coast train be-
tween the Bay Area and Los Angeles. 

 
3. Expand existing state-supported service 

within the corridor to include increased 
service to San Luis Obispo from San 
Diego. 

       
4. Implement cost effective track; signal 

and station improvements designed to 
permit tilt train sustained operating 
speeds of 79 mph. 

 
Phase II: Incremental Upgrading of the  
Corridor to 110 MPH Operation (1998 and  
beyond) 
 
1. Continued upgrading of the corridor and 

installation of cab control devices on all 
locomotives to permit maximum operat-
ing speeds of 110 mph. 

 
2. Acquisition of sufficient tilt trains to offer 

a full schedule of services along and 
through the coast route. 

 
An Infrastructure Assessment Study followed the 
Action Plan in 1996. The study determined that 
significant time savings could be achieved by 
using tilt train technology. The study estimated 
that track upgrades would cost $172 million for 
sustained operations at 79 mph and additional 
$86 million to upgrade the track to allow 110 
mph operations. After adding additional upgrades 
and tilt trains, the cumulative cost would ap-
proach $647 million. Regional agencies and the 
Caltrans Rail Program are proceeding incremen-
tally to upgrade the corridor. 
 
COMMUTER RAIL  
The 101 In Motion project examined the feasibil-
ity of a commuter rail to assist in alleviating con-
gestion in the Highway 101 corridor.  This project 
consists of a commuter rail line from Camarillo to 

Goleta with stops in Oxnard, Ventura, Carpinteria, 
and Santa Barbara, for a total of 47.8 miles (20 
miles within Santa Barbara County).  In order to 
implement a commuter rail system in the South 
Coast region, improvements to the existing rail 
corridor will need to be constructed.  These will 
include installing passing sidings in Summerland 
and Oxnard, layover tracks in Oxnard and Goleta 
which will likely require additional right-of-way, 
purchase of rolling stock, and constructing im-
provements such as additional parking at existing 
stations. Vehicles could be standard commuter 
rail cars like those used by Metrolink that are 
connected to a diesel locomotive, or self pro-
pelled diesel powered vehicles (DMUs) that can 
operate as single units or coupled as train sets. 
 
What is currently driving the demand for this ser-
vice?  According to a survey of commuters in 
2002, there are large numbers of trips commut-
ing from Ventura County to Santa Barbara County 
(15,600 round trips). Of these, 8,640 are des-
tined to the City of Santa Barbara, 3,800 to 
Carpinteria, 2,070 to Goleta, 700 to Montecito 
and Summerland, and the balance to elsewhere 
in the County. These trips by Ventura County com-
muters to the South Coast represent a significant 
contribution to overall congestion each day.   
 
Commuter rail service from Ventura County to 
Santa Barbara and Goleta would attract a sub-
stantial number of motorists out of their cars and 
serve as an alternative to Highway 101, particu-
larly while the additional lanes were being con-
structed. Implementing commuter rail service will 
require lead time to obtain approvals and enter 
into operating agreements with UPRR and Ven-
tura County, secure funding, construct the neces-
sary capital improvements and purchase rolling 
stock before this service can begin. Realistically, 
this may take 4-5 years to accomplish.  
 
The Commuter Rail line is entirely contingent on 
approval of the new transportation sales tax 
measure.  For purposes of the Implementation 
Plan it is assumed that Metrolink will be responsi-
ble for operations and maintenance for the Com-
muter Rail line.  Other options were also consid-
ered. To enable an earlier start-up the Implemen-
tation Plan assumes an initial pilot service. The 
pilot service will comprise 2-round trips per day 
with minimal capital acquisition. Rolling stock will 
be leased and track expansion/modifications will 
be kept to a minimum.  Agreements with UPRR 
on any required capital improvements and use of 
UPRR tracks as well as agreements with a service 
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operator (Metrolink) and the County of Ventura 
must be secured prior to start of the pilot service. 
Implementation responsibility for this element is 
as yet to be defined however it will likely at a 
minimum include SBCAG and VCTC or a joint pow-
ers agency represented by both agencies. Open-
ing of the pilot service is proposed for FY 
2010/2011, and full service by FY 2016/2017.  
 
 
RAIL FREIGHT  
 
Lumber and imported cement are anticipated 
markets for rail growth, according to the Ventura 
County Comprehensive Plan findings. Efficient 
movement of building materials into the region 
will be needed to meet the projected population 
and housing growth forecasts. Rail goods move-
ment forecasts anticipate a growth of two percent 
in the inbound and outbound freight in the mid-
term (2002), and one percent growth in the long 
term (2012), as shown in Table 2.18. 
 
Statewide improvements to rail infrastructure 
may impact volumes of rail freight through traffic 
on the coast line. Union Pacific is planning to im-
prove the central valley rail line and may redirect 
more north/south freight traffic to the coast line 
during this time. This action could result in sub-
stantial increases to freight traffic on the coast 
line. 
 

AVIATION 
 
Santa Barbara County is fortunate with respect to 
its airport locations and operations for the follow-
ing reasons: 
 
- A general absence of physical hazards to  
aviation exists; 
 
- There have been no commercial air  
carrier accidents, and the aircraft  
accidents which have occurred have not  
involved injury to the public; and, 
 
- There is a low density of commercial and  
military operations, which promotes a  
generally safe aircraft mix in the proximity  
of airports. 
 
- Issues facing the airports in Santa Barbara  
County include: 
 
- Urban encroachment at Santa Barbara  
Municipal and Santa Maria Public Airports,  
which has reduced both airports'  
operational capabilities; 
 
- Santa Barbara Municipal and Santa  
Maria Public Airports, and to a lesser extent  
the Santa Ynez Airport, experience 
continuing noise complaints, though  
presently noise is at a less than critical level  
as defined in the state administrative  
code; 
 
- Funding aging airport facilities. 

Table 2.18 Rail Goods Movement Forecast, Carloads 
  1992 1996 2002 2012 

 Inbound Freight         

 UP Santa Barbara 2,600 2,706 3,047 3,366 
 SMV   500   520   568   647 
    Subtotal 3,100 3,226 3,633 4,013 
 Outbound Freight         

 UP Santa Barbara         
 SMV         
 Subtotal 100 1,145 1,289 1,424 
 Total Forecast 900   937 1,055 1,165 
     Subtotal 2,000 2,082 2,344 2,589 
Total Forecast 5,100 5,348 5,977 6,602 

Source: Korve Engineering. Comprehensive Rail Plan. September 1994. 
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Table 2.19 presents projected future operations, 
including forecasts of enplaned passengers, en-
planed cargo tons, general aviation based aircraft 
and aircraft operation to the year 2010 for Santa 
Barbara County airports, based on Airport Master 
Plans and other sources. 
 
In the following sections, each of the airports of 
the region is generally described in regard to the 
basic infrastructure and issues. 
 
SANTA BARBARA MUNICIPAL AIRPORT 
 
Passenger Trends   
 
The most significant measure of air carrier de-
mand for airport services is the number of board-
ing passengers, referred to as enplanements. 
This figure is the sum of the passengers with con-
necting flights and those originating at the air-
port. Passenger enplanements increased signifi-
cantly in the 90s in response to the end of the 
recession and more competitive pricing. Between 
1990 and 1998, enplanements grew 32 percent, 
from 312,438 to 414,898. While the number of 
passengers increased, the number of aircraft 
operations actually declined, from 188,839 in 
1990 to 158,922 in 1998, due to higher aircraft 
load factors associated with the introduction of 
larger commuter aircraft.  Between 1998 and 
2001 passengers hovered around 400,000 per 

year.  After 2001 a combination of factors lead to 
the decline in enplanements including economic 
change, 9-11, competion with LAX and Burbank 
Airports, among other factors.  United Airlines 
announced in October 2001 that it would no 
longer serve the Santa Barbara Municipal Airport.  
Nevertheless, as one of the larger coastal mar-
kets between Los Angeles and San Francisco, it is 
anticipated that Santa Barbara Municipal Airport 
will continue to be served by one or more major 
carriers from their hub operations to the east. 
The Interregional California System Aviation Plan 
indicated the potential for increased need for air 
services in the Central Coast area.  Given the 
available airport capacity, it is anticipated that 
Santa Barbara Municipal Airport will continue to 
be a strong hub for regional air service. It is fur-
ther anticipated that the commuter airlines will 
continue to serve the airport with turboprop air-
craft and with medium-sized jet aircraft.  
 
Land Use Issues 
 
Continued operation and improvement of the 
Santa Barbara Municipal Airport and develop-
ment of the surrounding community may produce 
serious land use conflicts if growth in these areas 
is not carefully planned. Urban encroachment 
brings with it incompatible land uses which result 
in safety and noise concerns. The last few years 
have seen continued encroachment of retail, 

Table 2.19 Future Projected Annual Aircraft Operations  
  

AIRPORT 
  

YEAR 
  

ANNUAL 
ENPLANED 
PASSEN-

GERS 

  
NUMBER 

OF BASED 
AIRCRAFT 

  
AIR CARRIER 

AND COM-
MUTER 

  
GENERAL-
AVIATION, 

NON-
COMMUTER & 

AIR TAXI 

  
MILITARY 

  
TOTAL 
ALL 

USES 

 Lompoc 
Airport (1) 

  
2005  N.A..   

76 
  
0 

  
50,000 

  
0 

  
50,000 

  
2015  N.A.   

104 
  
0 

  
55,000 

  
0 

  
55,000 

 Santa Bar-
bara Mu-
nicipal Air-
port (2) 

  
2005 

  
360,000 

  
183 

  
41,000 

  
173,000 

  
750 

  
177,000 

  
2015 

  
500,000 

  
235 

  
53,000 

  
161,000 

  
1,000 

  
215,000 

 Santa 
Maria Pub-
lic Airport 
(3) 

  
2005 

  
77,000 

  
182 

  
10,700 

  
44,600 

  
418 55,718 

  
2015 

  
86,000 

  
285 

  
11,900 

  
54,300 

  
450 66,650 

SOURCES: (1) P&D Technologies. Lompoc Airport Master Plan, p. 4-7. July 1993. 
(2) Shutt Moen Associates. Final Aviation Forecast Review, Santa Barbara Municipal Airport. November 22, 2000. 
(3) Santa Maria Public Airport Master Plan, 2004. 
(4)  Santa Ynez Valley Airport Narrative Report. November 2000. System Requirements Draft. July 2000. 
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commercial, industrial and residential develop-
ment in areas subject to impacts of aircraft noise 
and risk of aircraft accidents.  
 
Noise 
 
Lands around the Santa Barbara Municipal Air-
port experience greater noise exposure than any 
other airport in the county, since it is the busiest 
county airport and is the airport with majority of 
the region's commercial air carrier jet traffic. 
Noise exposures generated by aircraft operations 
at airports are expressed as Community Noise 
Equivalent Level (CNEL) values. Caltrans has 
adopted the CNEL values as a method of specify-
ing aircraft noise and for designating limiting cri-
teria for residential and other land uses around 
airports. State noise standards establish criteria 
for a maximum airport noise level in residential 
communities at 65 CNEL.  
 
The Santa Barbara Airport Aviation Facilities Plan 
(AFP) completed in 2005 has incorporated an 
updated noise contour for SBMA based on the 
most recent airport activity forecast.  SBCAG de-
termined that the Airport Facilities Plan was con-
sistent with the ALUP In 2006. Then the Airport  
completed an update of the Part 150 Noise 
Study.  The noise contours developed in the Part 
150 Noise Study is considered the most up-to-
date.   
 
The currently adopted noise contours in the exist-
ing SBCAG Airport Land Use Plan was based on 
the airport environs in 1986.  Part of the ALUP 
update in the near future will consider updating 
the existing noise contour in the ALUP based on 
the Part 150 Noise Study.   
 
One of the major airside improvements in the 
Aviation Facilities Plan (AFP) involves an 800-foot 
extension of the Runway Safety Area (RSA) on 
Runway 7 in order to meet the FAA safety design 
standards.  The 800’ westerly RSA extension will 
necessitate a change in the existing Airport 
Safety Area boundaries (Clear and Approach 
Zones) thereby affecting the compatibility of un-
derlining land uses.  The new dimensions of the 
safety areas will shift the Airport’s Clear and Ap-
proach Zone boundaries 800 feet on both ends 
of Runway 7-25.  The project is now under con-
struction.   
  
Passenger terminal improvements are also 
planned to addressed the undersized, but aes-
thetically pleasing airport terminal. 

SANTA MARIA PUBLIC AIRPORT 
  

Passenger Trends 
 

After significant passenger growth in the twenty-
year period 1970 to 1990, passenger growth has 
somewhat leveled off to 40,000 passengers dur-
ing the 1990’s.   Like Santa Barbara Municipal 
Airport, there was a significant reduction in the 
number of operations, which declined from 
89,161 in 1990 to 77,785 in 1999, as a result of 
an increase in the number of larger aircraft with 
greater carrying capacity. The current pattern of 
service is expected to continue, and it is antici-
pated that a commuter carrier will continue to 
serve the Santa Maria Public Airport. 
 
Land Use Issues 
 
Operational flexibility has been compromised by 
urban encroachment to the north, east, and 
south of the airport. Runway 12 is rarely used for 
take-offs due to the need for departing aircraft to 
climb out over urbanized areas. The existing and 
projected land use to the northwest of the airport 
is predominantly unincorporated and developed. 
The existing and projected land uses in the south-
east approach area is predominantly low density 
residential and community facilities. Based on 
land use compatibility guidelines, no significant 
land use conflicts currently exist in the vicinity of 
the airport. 
 
A designated “Foreign Trade Zone” is expected to 
boost the airports financial situation and result in 
more air traffic. The Foreign Trade Zone is consid-
ered outside the regulation of US Customs and 
therefore no tariffs are levied on goods and ser-
vices.    There have been continuing noise com-
plaints concerning aircraft noise at the Santa 
Maria Public Airport. The complaints are typically 
received from the Foxenwood Estates and Orcutt 
area. Both Foxenwood Estates and the Orcutt 
area are outside the CNEL 60 contour. The com-
plaints are generally due to an unusually large 
aircraft operating at the airport, or an unusual 
variation in a particular flight path.  
 
Runway 30 has been designated as the preferen-
tial runway during calm wind conditions to reduce 
the noise impacts on the nearby residential area. 
When weather conditions and the level of aircraft 
activity permits, aircraft arrivals from the south-
east and departures to the northwest are pre-
ferred at the airport. This minimizes the exposure 
of the residential areas south and east of the 
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airport to the more objectionable departure noise 
levels. These operational limits do not allow the 
best use of airport facilities, but are necessary to 
ensure safety and acceptable noise levels. 
 
All areas within the CNEL 75, 70, 65, and 60-65 
contours fall entirely within the present airport 
boundary. The Noise Study examined three alter-
native scenarios of future airport activities. Ac-
cording to the worst-case scenario, 78 acres in 
the northwest runway approach area and 25 
acres in the southeast approach area would be 
impacted with a CNEL 65 to 70 noise level. The 
Master Plan includes recommendations for op-
erational modifications for noise mitigation to 
prevent the worst-case scenario from occurring.   
 
LOMPOC AIRPORT 
 
Passenger Trends   
 
The total number of enplaned and deplaned pas-
sengers in 1989 was estimated at 5,120. Of 
these, 4,800 were offshore oil platform crew 
transported by Arctic Air, 300 were passengers of 
Lompoc Aviation, which offers charter/air taxi 
service at the airport, and the remaining 20 were 
passengers of McCaffo Aviation. In 1999 Arctic 
Air moved its operations to Santa Maria Airport. 
In 2005, 76 private aircraft were based at the 
Lompoc Airport and the airport operations were 
estimated at 30,200 landings and takeoffs. Lim-
ited military operations are included in this total, 
comprising 0.13 percent of the total.   
 
Noise 
The position of the airport relative to the city and 
VAFB has dictated a right-hand flight approach to 
the north of the airport. VAFB is located to the 
northwest of the airport; its airspace extends 
along the coast both north and south of Lompoc 
Airport. Without prior permission, civilian aircraft 
may not fly over the military facility's airspace. 
Residential development in the unincorporated 
area north of the airport (the Vandenberg Village/
Mission Hills area) is in the flight pattern of the 
airport. Aircraft approaching and departing from 
Lompoc Airport over-fly this residential area, 
which has occasionally resulted in noise com-
plaints from the residents. A recent issue is the 
potential expansion of the federal prison north-
west of the Airport with concerns related to po-
tential aircraft over-flights and increased accident 
potential. 
 

SANTA YNEZ VALLEY AIRPORT 
 
The Santa Ynez Airport is a small airport that is 
very active. It will remain a public use, general 
aviation facility providing unscheduled air taxi 
and airfreight services, as well as support facili-
ties to private aircraft. A 500 foot extension of 
runway 26 is included in the Airport Layout Plan. 
The Ca. Division of Aeronautics has found the 
proposed project meets the design standards 
and will enhance safety and operation of the air-
port. Other significant issues related to the physi-
cal plant at Santa Ynez Airport include funding,  
 
hangar maintenance and upgrade, purchase of 
new fuel trucks .  
 
Land Use/Safety 
 
Land surrounding the airport on three sides is 
zoned for agriculture. Contiguous land to the 
northwest is zoned for 5-acre estates. The Chu-
mash Casino is within the Airport Approach Zone 
of the main runway.  However, these land uses 
present no current hazard to airport operation. 
There are no obstructions for landing or takeoff. 
Nevertheless, four accidents have occurred since 
November 1989. There have been no deaths, 
and only one injury has resulted from the 
crashes. 
 
Noise 
 
Aircraft noise has been a continuing nuisance 
problem for the Santa Ynez Airport. The County of 
Santa Barbara responded to noise complaints by 
imposing a noise abatement operation that re-
quires a 210 degree magnetic north heading af-
ter takeoff to avoid over-flight of Janin Acres, a 
residential development to the north of the air-
port. Complaints received from residents located 
to the west of the airport have resulted in a 
change in wording of the sign at the end of the 
runway telling the pilots to avoid the area to the 
west as well. This keeps ascending aircraft over 
sparsely populated and agricultural land to the 
south of the airport, which minimizes the takeoff 
noise to residents between Santa Ynez and Sol-
vang. There is no way to enforce the abatement 
operation requirement, and noise complaints will 
continue, and are legitimate in terms of the air-
craft noise intrusion on an otherwise tranquil en-
vironment. The noise intrusion is at a lower level 
than the CNEL 65, which constitutes the criteria 
for determining compatible land uses.  
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One project under discussion in the Santa Ynez 
Valley region is implementation of a Route 246 
Solvang Bypass. A side effect of the proposed 
project would be provision of access to develop-
able parcels beneath the aircraft over-flight area 
of the Santa Ynez Valley Airport. Land use and 
highway planning in this area should consider the 
long-term consequences of such mixed uses.   
 
NEW CUYAMA (CITY OF FRIENDSHIP) AIRPORT 
 
New Cuyama, or City of Friendship Airport, is a 
small airport with no based aircraft. Most opera-
tions are pilot training and pleasure flights whose 
origin is Santa Ynez Airport. Potential land use 
concerns relate to the airport's close proximity to 
the town of New Cuyama. Included among the 
issues of concern are building height limits, 
safety, and noise. The airport's clear and ap-
proach zones are vacant, so building height limi-
tations are not currently an issue. The remote 
location, lack of traffic, and use by smaller air-
planes indicate this is not a matter of signifi-
cance.  
 
VANDENBERG AIR FORCE BASE (VAFB) 
 
As a military airport, VAFB presents potential 
planning problems for the county. The operations 
vary and are beyond the jurisdiction of the 
county. Future operations are beyond the 
county's ability to predict, as they would depend 
on military policy. Forecasts provided by VAFB 
show significant growth in government (space 
and ballistic) launches, fluctuating from 14 
launches per year to eighteen, averaging around 
15 between 1998 and the year 2003. Commer-
cial launch activity is projected to grow more dra-
matically, from 9 launches per year to nearly 30 
in the same period. For 2005, 22 launches are 
currently scheduled and it will be the most 
launches since 1985 and twice what occurred in 
2004. 
 
MARINE 
 
The City of Santa Barbara has developed a ten-
year master plan for the Santa Barbara Harbor, 
the only marine facility in Santa Barbara County. 
The plan identifies and analyzes alternatives for 
improving coastal access and enhancing the uses 
of the harbor. The goal of the Harbor Master Plan 
states the Harbor shall be a working harbor with 
priority given to ocean dependent uses, such as 
commercial fishing and recreational boating, and 
that Stearns Wharf shall consist of a mixture of 

visitor serving and ocean dependent and ocean 
related uses. Included among the physical im-
provements recommended in the plan are a re-
designed Harbor Way; the addition of about 50 
parking spaces; improvements to public access 
throughout the area; addition of about 50 slips 
within the harbor; extending the wye to the beach 
to provide secondary pedestrian, bicycle and 
emergency access to the Wharf; and, improve-
ments to the Rock Groin (including relocating 
Harbormaster's office and government boats, and 
adding a delicatessen and restrooms). In addi-
tion, various improvements and changed uses 
were undertaken related to the City's assumption 
of ownership of the Naval Reserve Building.  
 
Shoaling (sand accretion) continues in the Har-
bor. Dredging is necessary to maintain its viability 
and to replenish beaches. Storms in the past 
have caused sand accretion which have closed 
the Harbor, resulting in lost revenue to fishermen 
and merchants that use the area. Federal dredg-
ing was initially authorized in 1935 at a cost of 
$30,000 per year. The current federal cost for 
dredging the navigation channel is determined by 
the amount of storm action in the channel, and 
approximates $1.5 million annually (about $4.00 
per cubic yard plus dredge mobilization and sur-
vey and engineering costs). It is estimated that an 
average of 324,000 cubic yards per year is 
dredged. The City is continuing to evaluate possi-
ble solutions to the Harbor's shoaling problems 
and investigate non-federal funding options to 
finance the annual dredging program. 
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DRAFT CHAPTER 3: 
GOALS OF VISION 2030 
 
As the Santa Barbara County Association of Gov-
ernments pursues innovative solutions to the 
transportation issues facing Santa Barbara 
County, the basis of the Regional Transportation 
Plan is rooted in both the eight planning factors 
of SAFETEA-LU, public input and the vision for the 
regional transportation system as expressed by 
the SBCAG Board.  The Policy Element is the 
foundation of the Regional Transportation Plan, 
from which regional projects and programs are 
developed, funded and implemented. 

The guiding principles for the Regional Transpor-
tation Plan have been identified though the first 
six program goals.  These goals respond to the 
seven planning factors and to establish a frame-
work for modal specific program and project deci-
sions making.  The Goals also include modal spe-
cific goals which are supplemented by policies 
emphasizing systems integration, and the spe-
cific modes of airports, bicycle facilities, highways 
and roadways, pedestrian facilities, rail and tran-
sit.  Land use policies are addressed in the con-
text of system integration and transit. 
 
 

VISION 2030 PROGRAM GOALS 
 
Goal 1  
Provide for a comprehensive  
coordinated, and balanced multi-modal  
transportation system that is safe, cost  
effective and environmentally sound, that  
meets the mobility needs of individuals  
and business, while being consistent with  
the social, economic, and land use goals  
of the region. 
  

Goal 2   
Preserve and maintain the existing  
transportation system, emphasizing safety,  
system security, mobility, and, congestion  
relief.  
 

Goal 3   
Promote alternative forms of  
transportation to reduce traffic  
congestion and air pollution and provide  
adequate choices for transportation  
alternatives. 
 

Goal 4   
Utilize limited transportation funds  
efficiently and effectively. 
  
Goal 5.   
Promote an integrated multi-modal freight  
movement system with enhanced services  
and mobility within Santa Barbara County  
and the surrounding region. 
 
Goal 6.   
Encourage land use decisions that shape  
the demand for transportation services  
which encourages community vitality and  
environmental sensitivity for current and  
future generations.  

 SAFETEA– LU Planning Factors 
1. Support the economic vitality of the metro-
politan area, especially by enabling global com-
petitiveness, productivity, and efficiency 

2. Increase the safety of the transportation 
system for motorized and non-motorized users 

4. Increase the accessibility and mobility of 
people and for freight 
5. Protect and enhance the environment, pro-
mote energy conservation, improve the quality 
of life, and promote consistency between 
transportation improvements and State and 
local planned growth and economic develop-
ment patterns 
6. Enhance the integration and connectivity of 
the transportation system, across and between 
modes, for people and freight 
7. Promote efficient system management and 
operation 
8. Emphasize the preservation of the existing 
transportation system 

3. Increase the security of the transportation 
system for motorized and non-motorized users 
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In addition, with the event of the September 11, 
2001 attack on the World Trade Center and the 
Pentagon, as well as subsequent international 
political and military events, the security of trans-
portation systems has come to the forefront of 
policy consideration.  As such, the 2006 Regional 
Transportation Plan will introduce system security 
as a policy issue and will include system security 
as a goal within related policies. 
 
Modal Specific Goals 
 
Goal 7  
Promote a coordinated and equitable  
multi-modal system designed to serve  the  
travel requirements of the region,  
integrating elements of systems  
management, technology,  and land use. 
 
Goal 8  
Promote the efficient development of  
airports, supporting local airport  
classifications. 
 
Goal 9  
Promote bicycling as a commute  
alternative for short trips, while providing  
access to activity and employment  
centers and interregional connectivity. 
 
Goal 10  
Promote the maintenance and  
enhancement of the roadway system,  
emphasizing safety, mobility, and  
congestion relief. 
 
Goal 11  
Promote the provision of pedestrian  
facilities to encourage walking as an  
alternative form of transportation and as  
an element of an integrated multi-modal  
transportation system. 
 
Goal 12  
Promote rail infrastructure and programs to maxi-
mize rail use in Santa Barbara County. 
 
Goal 13  
Promote the expansion of public transit services 
within the county to meet the mobility needs of 
residents and visitors, and as a means to reduce  
traffic and parking congestion. 
 
 
 
 

Policies 
 
As the Policy Element of the RTP has evolved, the 
focus has moved from modal specific (Goals 7-
13), to program specific (Goals 1-6).  The greater 
focus on the program specific goals reflect the 
trend in Regional Transportation Plans, recogniz-
ing not only the seven planning factors as speci-
fied in TEA 21, but also placing a focus on multi-
modal transportation systems in which transpor-
tation modes work in concert to provide for seam-
less mobility.   
 
Currently, the modal specific goals are followed 
by a set of related policies.  These policies have 
been updated for this Plan.  Initial input involved 
a review by the Technical Transportation Advisory 
Council (TTAC) the and Santa Barbara Country 
Transit Advisory Committee (SBCATAC), in which 
modal goals and policies were re-considered and 
revised to fit within the context of the program 
specific goals.  Policies then flow from the six 
program specific goals.   
 
SYSTEMS INTEGRATION 
 
Systems integration encompasses technology to 
maximize operational efficiency, multi-modal con-
nectivity, alternatives, air quality, goods move-
ment, land use and environmental justice.  Sys-
tems integration provides the foundation for an 
integrated and multi-modal transportation system 
with public involvement in the planning process. 
 
Goal 7 
Promote a coordinated and equitable multi-modal 
system designed to serve the travel requirements 
of the region, integrating elements of systems 
management, technology, and land use. 
 
Policy 7.1 
 
The planning, construction and operation of 
transportation facilities and of the system as a 
whole shall: 
 
• Provide for a variety of transportation modes 
and opportunities for inter-modal connectivity. 
• Encourage street design for safe and conven-
ient travel by all users to include the disabled, 
pedestrians, bicyclists, transit buses and vehicles 
as appropriate. 

• Be coordinated with land use planning. 

• Be consistent with other regional policies. 
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• Enhance access, circulation and safety 
(including seismic consideration). 

• Minimize social, economic and environ-
mental impacts. 

• Be consistent with applicable federal, state 
and local energy conservation programs, goals 
and objectives. 

• Preserve existing investments in the system 
by emphasizing life cycle cost principles in invest-
ment decisions in order to reduce annualized 
capital and maintenance costs of transportation 
facilities. 

• Be consistent with the approved California 
Transportation Plan and Strategic Highway Safety 
Plan 

• Give special attention to the needs of elderly 
and disabled individuals for improved transporta-
tion accessibility and removal of physical barriers, 
including provisions required under the 1990 
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA). 

• Facilitate freight movement. 

• Provide for improved ground access to the 
airports and rail terminals in the region. 

• Be compatible with the surrounding regions. 

• Encourage private sector participation where 
feasible. 
 
Policy 7.2 
 
Encourage the completion of emergency prepar-
edness plans, which includes agency coordina-
tion, that address system security and the safe 
and efficient mobility, particularly for the elderly 
and disabled, in times of natural or man-made 
disasters. 
 
Encourage planning for and development of alter-
ative routes and modes of transportations to al-
low for connectivity to areas within and outside 
Santa Barbara County. 
 
Maintain consistency with the State Strategic 
Highway Safety Plan (currently in draft form await-
ing approval by the Secretary of Business Hous-
ing and Transportation. 
 
Policy 7.3 
 
Promote inter-jurisdictional and public/private 
partnerships: 
• Encourage public and transit agencies to 
secure private funding for transportation improve-

ments in exchange for advertising on transit vehi-
cles, bus shelters and benches, and other trans-
portation related public use items. 
• Encourage the coordination of transportation 
services provided by various community and so-
cial service agencies to maximize vehicle use, 
improve efficiency and increase levels of service. 

• Encourage public/ private partnerships and 
public agency partnerships in the provision of 
transportation services and transportation infra-
structure when common goals are evident.  
 
Policy 7.4 
 
The RTP program of projects shall be consistent 
with the air quality goals of the region. 
 
The RTP program of projects shall be in confor-
mity with the State Implementation Plan (SIP) and 
meet the National Ambient Air Quality Standards 
as required by the federal Clean Air Act Amend-
ments of 1990. 
 
Policy 7.5 
 
Encourage the use of alternative fuels, alterna-
tive transportation modes, and the application of 
advanced transportation and energy technologies 
to reduce vehicular emission and energy con-
sumption.  
 
Policy 7.6 
 
Emphasize the importance of land use decisions 
on the transportation system and include recom-
mendations to local agencies to: 

• Make land use decisions that adequately 
address regional transportation issues and adopt 
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proposals that are consistent with the RTP. 

• Require mitigation of traffic impacts of new 
land development through on-site and related off-
site improvements for all modes of transporta-
tion, including incentives to encourage the use of 
alternative transportation modes. 

• Promote the recommendations of the Inter-
Regional Partnership for Jobs, Housing and Mobil-
ity (2004). 

• Consider transit availability and accessibility 
as an integral element prior to new development 
intended to serve the disabled, elderly or other 
communities that may be transit dependent. 
 
Policy 7.7 
 
Encourage the use of Transit-Oriented Develop-
ment land use planning to facilitate walking and 
biking and develop transit ridership markets in 
the following areas: 
• Walkable streets connecting high usage ori-

gins and destinations 
• Building concentrations of residencies and 

commercial centers adjacent to urbanized 
rail stations, transit centers, and along transit 
development corridors  

• Integration of transit in land use planning as 
a means of mobility to residential and com-
mercial centers 

Policy 7.8 
 
Increase transportation system efficiency, im-
prove mobility, reduce travel demand and provide 
for improved air quality through the implementa-
tion of system management, demand manage-
ment strategies and Intelligent Transportation 
System (ITS) applications. 

• Encourage alternatives to single occupancy 
vehicle trips and increase the efficiency of vehicle 

usage through inclusion of operational improve-
ments (e.g. - signal timing, left turn lane channeli-
zation, ramp metering) and the Transportation 
Demand Management (TDM) programs of the 
Congestion Management Plan (CMP) (AKA federal 
Congestion Management Process) and the 2004 
Clear Air Plan. 

• Support the maintenance and expansion of 
TDM program budgets.  
 
Policy 7.9 
 
Promote transportation strategies that encourage 
the application of technology to improve transpor-
tation. 
• Participate in implementing the Central Coast 

Intelligent Transportation Systems Strategic 
Deployment Plan 

• Encourage acceptance of the regional archi-
tecture developed in the Strategic Deploy-
ment Plan as the common structure for de-
velopment of IT’S at the local level through-
out the region. 

• Work with CalTrans, California Highway Pa-
trol, and local public transit agencies to main-
tain and enhance the regional ITS architec-
ture. 

 
Policy 7A 
 
Provide for a safe and secure transportation sys-
tem that allows for the movement of freight in an 
efficient manner that is compatible with the gen-
eral mobility needs of the region. 
 
• Identify projects to improve freight move-

ments, including applications for rail and 
highway projects, and projects to improve 
access to airports. 

 
Policy 7B 
 
Comply with the Department of Transportation, 
Federal Highway Administration and Federal Tran-
sit Administration environmental justice policy. 
• Provide early and meaningful public access 
and participation in the decision-making process 
to all interested parties, including traditionally 
under-represented populations. 
• Analyze the impact of the RTP on accessibil-
ity, mobility and the environment to traditionally 
under-represented populations and implement 
mitigation measures or consider alternative ap-
proaches if there are disproportionately high or 
adverse impacts.    
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AIRPORTS 
 
Airports provide an important link in the transpor-
tation system.  Most often thought of in terms of 
passenger movement, airports also provide im-
portant business, cargo and emergency response 
services, along with recreational activity.  The 
policies for this goal support the development of 
the airports and access to the airports according 
to airport classifications and within the context of 
regional service. 
 
Goal 8  
Promote the efficient development of airports, 
supporting local airport classifications. 
 
Policy 8.1 
 
Support airport capacity enhancements to re-
spond to increases in passenger and cargo ser-
vice demand as identified in Airport Master Plans. 
 
Policy 8.2 
 
Provide for improved multi-modal ground access 
to the airports in the county. 
 
Policy 8.3 
 
Local airports shall retain their existing classifica-
tions 

• The Santa Barbara Municipal Airport and the 
Santa Maria Public Airport shall be primary re-
gional airports providing air cargo, general avia-
tion and passenger service. 
 

• The Lompoc Public Airport and the Santa 
Ynez Public Airport shall be local airports serving 
air cargo and general aviation needs. 
The Cuyama Airport shall be a limited use airport 
serving general aviation needs. 
 
(General aviation is aviation activity other than 
passenger service or military flights, including 
recreation, business and/or fire fighting/
emergency related operations.)   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

BICYCLE FACILITIES 
 
Providing bicycle facilities that provide safe and 
effective routes for commuters, including inter-
jurisdictional connectivity and access to commer-
cial and employment activity centers is an impor-
tant factor in providing an alternative to vehicle 
use.  With year-round fair weather conditions and 
a community emphasis on environmental quality, 
the opportunity to expand bicycling as an alterna-
tive mode of transportation is supported by the 
bicycle facilities policies. 

 
Goal 9 
Promote bicycling as a commute alternative, pro-
viding for access to activity and employment cen-
ters, interregional connectivity, and short trips. 
 
Policy 9.1 
 
Promote the development of the regional bikeway 
system adopted in the Regional Bikeway Plan, 
with emphasis on linking gaps in the bikeway 
system to provide for regional connectivity. 
• Encourage local agency use of the policies 

and standards adopted in the Regional Bike-
way Study in completing future bikeways. 

 
Policy 9.2 
 
Encourage local jurisdictions to adopt a capital 
improvement program for bikeways and/or bicy-
cled facility amenities, to include weather pro-
tected and secure bicycle parking, with a commit-
ment to program funding 

• Encourage the development of commuter 
bikeways by local jurisdictions 
Encourage local jurisdictions to provide for Class I 
and Class II Bike Lanes as part of roadway im-
provement projects where feasible.  
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Policy 9.3 
 
Encourage local jurisdictions to improve the 
safety of bikeways, including projects to mitigate 
identified bicycle and vehicle movement conflict 
areas. 
Encourage the implementation of signal-
actuating mechanisms for bicycles at all major 
signalized intersections. 
 
Policy 9.4 
 
Pedestrian and bicycle access ways that provide 
for intermodal network connectivity should be 
implemented where possible in those areas 
where Hwy. 101 bisects communities.  
 
Policy 9.5 
 
Bicycle Funding Policies (approved 8/20/98) 
shall guide SBCAG programming decisions (from 
the RTP) to include: 

• Projects supportive of the Regional Bikeway 
Plan or commuter bikeways identified in local 
agency circulation or recreational trail plans, will 
be given priority for the use of bikeway funds. 
 - Program at least 10% of TEA 21  
 Flexible Funds from the Regional  STP, 
 and TEA funds for these bikeway pro
 jects. 
  
HIGHWAYS AND ROADWAYS 
 
A foundation of the transportation system, the 
focus for highways and roadways is maintenance 
of the current system, with operational efficiency 
and capacity improvements implemented within 
an environmentally sensitive context.  These poli-
cies emphasize highway and roadway safety, with 
capacity enhancements related to congestion 
relief and mobility improvements. 
 
Goal 10 
Promote the maintenance and enhancement of 
the existing roadway system, emphasizing safety, 
mobility and congestion relief  
 
Policy 10.1 
 
For highways and roadways, the RTP shall give 
the highest priority to upgrading existing roadway 
facilities to eliminate or mitigate high accident 
situations, followed by reducing congestion and 
enhancing mobility as determined by the Level of 

Service standards established in the Congestion 
Management Program (CMP). 
 
Policy 10.2 

 
Projects to in-
crease the capac-
ity of the region’s 
freeway and arte-
rial system 
through the provi-
sion of additional 
traffic lanes shall 
be considered only 
when the existing 

facility is projected in the near term to no longer 
provide an acceptable level of service.  However, 
consideration of alternative means of capacity 
enhancement is encouraged.  An acceptable level 
of service is equivalent to a LOS D or better. 
 
Policy 10.3 
 
State Route 154, a State designated scenic high-
way, shall not be expanded to provide more than 
two through lanes, except that passing lanes 
should be added where appropriate.  
 
Policy 10.4 
 
For the South Coast portion of US 101, the RTP 
shall incorporate the goal of preserving and main-
taining the character of US 101 as described in 
the Coastal Zone Design Guidelines for Route 
101. 
 
• The Coastal Zone Design Guidelines call for 

existing highway structures and mature plant 
material to be preserved and maintained 
unless demonstrated to be infeasible; when 
changes are made to the structures or land-
scaping, the changes must reflect the historic 
character of the area. 

 
Policy 10.5 
 
The Route 246 Widening project shall be given 
priority consideration for STIP funding when 
needed for construction. 
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PEDESTRIAN FACILTIIES 
 
Pedestrian facilities as a mode of transportation, 
as well as pedestrian facilities for access to other 
modal connectivity are an important element in 
the transportation system.  The pedestrian facili-
ties policies focus on walking as a basic form of 
transportation and access to other modes of 
transportation. 
 
Goal 11 
Promote the provision of pedestrian facilities to 
encourage walking as an alternative form of 
transportation and as an element of an inte-
grated multi-modal transportation system. 
 
Policy 11.1 
 
Pedestrian facilities shall include design ele-
ments to ensure safety, security, and accessibil-
ity, including compliance with the Americans with 
Disabilities Act (ADA). 
  
Policy 11.2 
 
Pedestrian facilities shall be developed to provide 
access to centers of community activity and tran-
sit stops.  
 
Policy 11.3 
 
Pedestrian access shall be considered in the de-
sign of transportation facilities, especially if these 
facilities act as a barrier to pedestrian movement.  
 
RAIL 
The use of rail has primarily been that of freight 
movement.  The policies for rail recognize the 
importance of moving freight by rail, thus elimi-
nating truck traffic on the roadway network, and 
to increase when efficient, rail passenger service. 
 
Goal 12 
Promote rail infrastructure and programs to in-
crease rail use in Santa Barbara County as a 
means to reduce traffic congestion. 
 
Policy 12.1 
 
Encourage the increase in passenger rail service 
to and within Santa Barbara County. 

• Promote increased availability of intercity 
passenger rail service as a mode of public trans-
portation to serve the region. 

• Consider the demand for rail commuter ser-

vice and explore opportunities to develop such 
service.  

 
Policy 12.2 
 
Recognize that rail is an integral component in 
the movement of freight and shall support the 
maintenance and development of the statewide 
freight rail network.  
 
TRANSIT 
 
The policies in support of transit focus on devel-
opment of regional service, interconnected with 
local circulator service, for all users including 
commuters and choice riders, as well as the tran-
sit dependent.  The policies also support land use 
considerations that maximize the service poten-
tial of transit. 
 
Goal 13 
Promote the expansion of public transit services 
with the county to meet the mobility needs of 
residents and visitors, and as a means to reduce 
traffic and parking congestion.  
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Policy 13.1 
 
Consideration shall be given to the Short Range 
Transit Plans and long range planning documents 
of local transit agencies to meet existing and 
forecasted ridership demand. 
 
Policy 13.2 
 
Recognize the regional transit needs of persons 
who are transit dependent, and encourage ser-
vice programming that reflects those needs (e.g., 
expanded span of service, improved frequency, 
and additional service days).  
 
Policy 13.3 
 
Recognize the regional ridership preferences of 
the choice rider, and encourage service program-
ming that reflects all preferences (e.g., com-
muter, express and intercommunity service). 
 
Policy 13.4 
 
Encourage the consideration of transit oriented 
design by local jurisdictions in their land use plan-
ning.  
 
HIGHWAY 101 CORRIDOR CONSENSUS 
RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
To address significant congestion in the Highway 
101 corridor the SBCAG Board adopted policy 
direction in 2003 for the Highway 101 Implemen-
tation Plan, which was later renamed “101 in 
Motion”. 
 
The policy directed that: 
 
• The Implementation Plan shall result in a 

project or set of projects that will increase 
the capacity by adding lanes and reduce con-
gestion on Highway 101. 

 
• Highway 101 widening options shall include 

a minimum additional mixed flow lanes, High 
Occupancy Vehicle lanes, High Occupancy 
Toll lanes, reversible lanes and/or use of the 
highway shoulders and restriping for addi-
tional lanes within the present right-of-way. 

 
• In addition to widening Highway 101, the 

Implementation Plan shall include other pro-
jects providing congestion relief including 
those that increase corridor capacity (e.g. rail 

and bus transit), reduce regional travel de-
mand, expand alternative transportation 
modes and improve operation and manage-
ment of the transportation system. 

 
• The Implementation Plan shall include an 

analysis of alternative congestion relief pro-
jects which may be used in support of the 
NEPA and/or CEQA environmental review 
process during the next phases of project 
development. 

 
After two years of study, public outreach, and 
consensus building the final 101 In Motion con-
sensus package approved by the SBCAG board 
on October 20, 2005 is a hybrid of various ele-
ments.   
 
The package approved by the SBCAG board in-
cludes a major highway capacity improvement 
south of Milpas, widening to six lanes between 
Milpas and Carpinteria, to accommodate a new 
High Occupancy Vehicle lane in each direction, 
and commuter rail between Ventura County and 
Goleta.  These flagship projects are comple-
mented with enhancements to the bus system, 
including express bus service to North County, 
better connecting services to the rail stations, 
and improved regional bus services from Ventura 
County and within the south coast.  Expanded 
demand management programs promote flexible 
work hours and telecommuting and include other 
marketing measures directed at individuals in 
order to encourage single occupant vehicle driv-
ers into carpools and onto the bus.  Telecommu-
nications technologies are also added to improve 
the flow of information about traffic conditions to 
allow drivers to make better informed choices 
about traveling in the 101 corridor.  Examination 
of the sensitivity of the travel forecasts to poten-
tial land use changes suggest that improvements 
to the highway north of Milpas to Goleta should 
be targeted at current congestion hot spots since 
impending changes to General Plans could sig-
nificantly impact future traffic growth. Progress 
on all these projects will be evaluated on an an-
nual basis to insure the projects are being imple-
mented in an expeditious manner.   
The specific elements of the approved consensus 
recommendation are itemized below: 
 
Add a Lane and a Train 
 
• Add a Carpool/HOV lane both directions 

south of Milpas to County Line 
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• Add commuter rail, Camarillo/Oxnard to Go-
leta 

 
Facilitate Transit and Carpool Use 

 
• Designate new lanes south of Milpas as HOV 

(Carpool) 
 
• Increase express bus services to North 

County 
 
• Connect local bus and shuttles with rail and 

regional services 
 
• Bus priority on selected streets through sig-

nal priority, queue jumps, bulb-outs at bus 
stops, etc. 

 
Manage Demand 

 
• Provide vanpool/carpool/trip reduction in-

centives 
 
• Encourage telecommuting and flexwork/

flextime 
 
• Vary parking rates as feasible by jurisdiction 
 
• Individualize marketing 

 
Improve Operations and Communications 
 
• Add capacity and install meters at selected 

ramps 
• Use Intelligent Transportation System tech-

nology to inform the traveling public and 
smooth operations including: 

 
- Freeway service patrol   
- 511 phone, internet traffic and transit reports  
- Variable message signs  
- GPS real-time of arrival information at bus stops  
 
Phase improvements north of Milpas   
 
• Implement operational improvements re-

quired to address current congestion hot 
spots 

 
• Proactively work to reduce peak period traffic 

through aggressive demand    management 
and rideshare programs 

 
• Monitor need for additional 101 improve-

ments following implementation of opera-
tional improvements, commuter rail, TDM 
and rideshare, ITS and General Plan updates 

 
• Add auxiliary lanes and/or additional lanes if 

needed, funds are available, and there is 
community support 

 
Project Implementation and Monitoring 
 
Due to the time required to implement many of 
the projects in this consensus package, SBCAG 
shall conduct an annual evaluation to insure that 
all of the projects are being implemented in a 
timely and cost-effective manner.         
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DRAFT CHAPTER 4:  
PUTTING THE PLAN IN MOTION 
 
This chapter examines the progress made in im-
plementing the 2004 MTP Action Element and 
delineates regionally significant projects for the 
highway, bikeway, street and roadway, transit, 
airport, passenger rail, marine facilities, and Intel-
ligent Transportation System projects. The pro-
jects presented in this chapter are proposed by 
2030 to achieve or maintain an acceptable level 
of service as defined by the RTP regional goals 
and policies. An evaluation of the major Pro-
grammed and Planned roadway and intersection 
improvement projects is presented later in this 
report to assess the regions ability to meet 
SBCAG's LOS standard of “D.” The chapter also 
outlines a regional transportation implementation 
strategy. The strategy serves as a bridge between 
the policies in the Policy Element and the projects 
detailed within this chapter.   
 
PROGRESS IN IMPLEMENTING THE 2004 
TRANSPORTATION PLAN 
 
The table below summarizes some of the major 
projects completed from the prior Plan.  A num-
ber of new transit services were initiated includ-
ing the Breeze and Valley Express and additional 
rail service to San Luis Obispo  Due to limitations 
on state funding over the last few years, roadway 

projects completed were few emphasizing the 
difficulties in programming and permitting new 
projects.   
 
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION IMPLEMENTA-
TION STRATEGY 
 
SOUTH COAST 
 
On the east end of the Highway 101 corridor, the 
operational improvements approved as part of 
the 1996 STIP are still a key part of strategy. 
These improvements consist of auxiliary lanes on 
the north bound sections of Highway 101 be-
tween Evans and Sheffield, Hot Springs and 
Salinas, and Salinas and Milpas, interchange 
improvements to Hot Springs/Cabrillo Blvd., and, 
extension of the third lane southbound from Mil-
pas to Hot Springs (see project descriptions in the 
Programmed Project list at the end of this chap-
ter). The configurations of these projects are cur-
rently undergoing final design and permitting.  
Progress is evident as construction on the North 
Bound Auxiliary lane at Evans is currently under-
way. 
 
After two years of study, public outreach, and 
consensus  building the final 101 In Motion con-
sensus package was approved by the SBCAG 
Board on October 20, 2005. 
 

CT 2 SR 150/Ventura County Line Two bridges replaced over Rincon Creek 

CT 4 US 101 Serena Park Soundwall Constructed 

CT 13 CMS on US 101 at SR 154 (North & South) Signals installed on off-ramp 

CT01R Los Angeles to San Luis Obispo Second daily train to San Luis Obispo 

G4 Fairview Ave. at Calle Real Intersection Improvements 

SM2 Blosser Road in Santa Maria Street Widening 

SMAT3 Breeze Bus Service Initiate Service 

CAE 1 Clean Air Express Bus Replacement 

CEX1 Coastal Express Operational Support 

MTD 1 South Coast Bus Service Bus Replacement and Expansion 

MTD 2 South Coast Bus Service Bus Replacement and Expansion 

MTD 3 Valley Express Initiate Service 

TS1 TDM Capital and Operations Support 

Completed Major 2004 MTP Projects 
RTP ID PROJECT TITLE PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
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The transportation improvement package ap-
proved includes a major highway capacity im-
provement south of Milpas, widening to six lanes 
between Milpas and Carpinteria, to accommo-
date a new High Occupancy Vehicle lane in each 
direction, and commuter rail between Ventura 
County and Goleta.  These flagship projects are 
complemented with enhancements to the bus 
system, including express bus service to North 
County, better connecting services to the rail sta-
tions, and improved regional bus services from 
Ventura County and within the south coast.  Ex-
panded demand management programs promote 
flexible work hours and telecommuting and in-
clude other marketing measures directed at indi-
viduals in order to encourage single occupant 
vehicle drivers into carpools and onto the bus. 
 
Telecommunications technologies are also added 
to improve the flow information about traffic con-
ditions to allow drivers to make better informed 
choices about traveling in the 101 corridor.  Ex-
amination of the sensitivity of the travel forecasts 
to potential land use changes suggest that im-
provements to the highway north of Milpas to 
Goleta should be targeted at current congestion 
hot spots since impending changes to General 
Plans could significantly impact future traffic 
growth.  Progress on all these projects will be 
evaluated on an annual basis to insure the pro-
jects are being implemented in an expeditious 
manner. 
 
The specific elements of the approved consensus 
recommendations were listed previously in Chap-
ter 3. 
 
NORTH COUNTY 
 
Interregional improvements in north county con-
sist of highway capacity improvements to the in-
ter regional and regional highway system. High-
way capacity Highway 246, between Buellton and 
Lompoc, to eliminate automobile conflicts with 
agricultural operations and accommodate fore-
cast growth. Operational improvements are made 
to other highways such as SR 166.  Likewise, the 
programmed widening of Highway 101 in Santa 
Maria is extended north with the widening of the 
Santa Maria River Bridge. Interregional transit 
services are also anticipated to expand over the 
medium to long term as the development of the 
community college in Lompoc and the centraliza-
tion of government services in Santa Maria con-
tinue to focus available regional services in spe-
cific places. As a result the potential role of a re-

gional transit system serving north county was 
examined in the North County Transit Plan and 
additional regional intercity services are recom-
mended. 

 

Lompoc Region 
 

Significant regional roadway improvements for 
the Lompoc Valley are increased capacity on 
Route 246 and improvement of the connection 
between Lompoc and this interregional highway.  
One option is to extend Central Avenue to Route 
246 with an all weather bridge.  Other alterna-
tives are also being considered such as elevation 
of the roadway and Robinson Bridge as SR 246 
approaches Lompoc.   
 
Route 1 south of Lompoc is not proposed for sig-
nificant capacity enhancements, just the addition 
of improved turnouts and passing lanes, despite 
long term increases in traffic and potential reduc-
tions in the roadway level of service, due to the 
hilly terrain and adjacent watercourses. Rather, 
interregional improvements are focused on Route 
246 that serves as an effective alternative to 
Route 1 for many trips. Other improvements in 
the City of Lompoc include continued develop-
ment of the internal regional bikeway system. 
 

Santa Ynez Valley 
 

The regionally significant transportation improve-
ment for the Santa Ynez Valley involves improve-
ments to the Highway 101 interchanges in Buell-
ton and bikeway system improvements, and mi-
nor capacity additions to roadways, round out the 
proposed improvement program. Unresolved is 
the issue of addressing the potential for conges-
tion along Route 246 associated with increased 
traffic growth. This should be the focus of a corri-
dor wide update and include the two cities, 
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county, SBCAG, and Caltrans. 
 
Santa Maria Region 
 
Improvements to east-west circulation will occur 
with the development and extension of Union 
Valley Parkway to Blosser Rd. A new 101 UP inter-
change will also improve access to the airport.  
Improvements to north-south circulation in Santa 
Maria will be seen with the extension of College 
Drive in two locations and the widening of Miller 
Street. Intersection improvements are also 
planned at a number of locations. Overall im-
provements to the regional bikeway system also 
serve to establish a regional bikeway network.   
 
 
 
 
2006 RTP CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 
(CIP) 
 
To the extent possible, programmed and planned 
projects are portrayed on Maps 5-1 through 5-8 
and all projects are presented in detail in Appen-
dix D.  Some projects are not suitable for map-
ping, e.g., bus replacements, etc. and are there-
fore only summarized in the narrative description.  
 
Only regionally significant projects, defined in 
Table 4.6, are listed in the MTP. Maps 4-1 
through 4-4 identifies, by region, road, bikeway, 
ITS, and transit facility system capital improve-
ment projects that have already been pro-
grammed but are not yet constructed. Maps 4-5 
through 4-8 identifies the project location and 
description of the 2006 RTP's planned but as yet 
un-programmed capital improvement projects.  
Appendix D provides more detailed project spe-
cific information on project location, description, 
t i m i n g ,  a n d  c o s t s . 
 
ROADWAY AND BIKEWAY SYSTEM 
 
State Highway System 
 
The state system CIP list is consistent with Cal-
trans District 5 Transportation Concept Reports 
and the District 5 Long Term Transportation Strat-
egy Document. Transportation Concept Reports 
are planning documents that express Caltrans 
District 5's judgment of what the characteristics 
of the state highway should be to respond to the 
projected travel demand over a 20-year planning 
period.  The Long Term Strategy Document, which 
also covers a 20-year period, is a precursor to the 

required Caltrans District Systems Management 
Plan (DSMP). (This plan is currently being up-
dated).  The strategy document assesses the 
needs of the state highway system, identifying 
problems that need to be addressed through 
proper planning decisions on improvements and 
funding. The RTP state system CIP also includes 
projects identified by the local jurisdictions as 
needed on the state system to improve circula-
tion locally, and projects included in Caltrans Dis-
trict 5's Transportation System Development Plan 
(TSDP). The TSDP includes multimodal and inter-
modal improvements and expands improvement 
listings to a comprehensive package of strate-
gies, actions, and demand and system manage-
ment options.  
 
The state's commitment to build a project is indi-
cated by the project's inclusion in Interregional 
Improvement Program (IIP) portion of the State 
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP). The 
STIP, which lists the program of projects adopted 
by the California Transportation Commission for 
implementation in the succeeding four-year pe-
riod, is prepared and adopted by the state bienni-
ally.   
 
In addition to the projects already programmed in 
the STIP, the RTP's state system CIP list includes 
projects described earlier in the summary of 101 
In Motion. 
 
Local System  
 
Roadway projects listed in the figures and the 
Appendix, for the jurisdictions within the county, 
have been derived from needed improvements 
identified in SBCAG corridor studies, local juris-
dictions' Community Plans and Circulation Ele-
ments and EIR documents. The table also in-
cludes regionally significant projects included in 
the local agencies' budgets and improvement fee 
programs. The table however, includes only those 
local roadway projects that meet the adopted 
criteria for regional significance. The project lists 
are consistent with the FTIP and the 2003 CMP/
CMS. Local road projects for the cities within the 
county are listed by city jurisdiction. Bicycle facil-
ity construction or improvement projects that im-
plement SBCAG's 1994 Regional Bikeway Study 
(currently being updated) and the jurisdiction's 
Bikeway Elements are included in the lists. The 
projects are incorporated into the roadway sys-
tem project lists because a number of the bike-
way projects are Class II facilities on the street 
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system.  City of Goleta projects were derived from 
the city’s draft Comprehensive Plan. 
 
TRANSIT 
 
Transit improvements meeting the criteria for 
regional significance included in the Action Ele-
ment have been incorporated from 101 In Motion 
project and the North County Transit Plan, the 
Santa Maria and Lompoc Short Range Transit 
Plans (SRTPs) and the Santa Ynez Valley Short 
Range Transit Plan. Projects for the long term 
RTP planning period were developed in conjunc-
tion with the local transit agencies. The projects 
include those identified as needed to expand or 
improve service to accommodate the growth an-
ticipated in the next 20 years; and those neces-
sary to fulfill ADA requirements or to facilitate 
implementation of the region's CMP and AQAP 
requirements. Particular attention was paid to 
interregional transit services.  The scenario that 
assumes Measure D is reauthorized provides for 
significant expansion of intercity/interregional 
bus service with additional frequency and cover-
age provided by the Clean Air Express, Coastal 
Express, Breeze, and new services. 
 
Programmed and planned transit facility capital 
improvement projects are listed on the maps. 
However, most of the programmed and planned 
transit projects, listed by transit operator, consist 
of bus replacement and bus acquisition in antici-
pation of long-term increases in service demand.  
For every transit operator, bus acquisition for bus 
replacement occurs with the purchase of one to 
four vehicles, dependent on size of bus fleet, 
every three to four years throughout the planning 
period.  Significant expansion of regional transit 
services are also planned but dependent on the 
renewal of Measure D to fund this expansion. 
 
ITS PROJECTS 
 
As described in Chapter 2, SBCAG is cooperating 
with the transportation agencies in the counties 
of Santa Cruz, San Benito, Monterey, San Luis 
Obispo, Caltrans, the CHP, and FTA in developing 
an ITS Strategic Plan for the Central Coast region. 
This will define technology-based opportunities 
for improving the transportation system in the 
region. Transportation agencies in Santa Barbara 
County have already implemented some ITS pro-
grams and projects which implement strategies 
in the ITS Strategic Plan. Interconnected traffic 
signal control systems have been installed by 

several jurisdictions in various places, and 
SBCAG administers the Service Authority for Free-
way Emergencies (SAFE) program, with 350 road-
side motorist aid call boxes along highways 
throughout the County. The County and City of 
Santa Barbara have installed closed circuit TV 
cameras at various intersections. Changeable 
message signs are planned at various locations 
that will provide motorists with roadway condition 
information to aid in their travel decisions. The 
hardware and wiring needed for ramp meters 
have been installed by Caltrans in areas with pro-
jected congestion to help traffic flow more 
smoothly.  

 
The regionally significant Programmed and 
Planned Transportation Demand Management, 
and Intelligent Transportation System are listed in 
on the Maps and in Appendix D. These improve-
ments are included in the Action Element to im-
plement the region’s Clean Air Plan and Conges-
tion Management Program, and the Santa Bar-
bara priorities of the Central Coast ITS Strategic 
Plan (described in Chapter 2) The projects will 
improve traffic flow and the performance of the 
existing street system, and reduce congestion 
and vehicle emissions.    
 
PASSENGER RAIL 
 
The state's Inter-City Rail Program of projects for 
Santa Barbara County has been incorporated into 
the Plan and is summarized in Table 4.13, Pro-
grammed and planned Rail Projects. These capi-
tal improvements are necessary to expand the 
intercity rail service between San Luis Obispo 
County and San Diego. Because expanded pas-
senger train operation will put pressure on the 
main line and siding capacity, additional sidings 
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(essentially short sections of double track) will be 
needed to allow opposing trains to pass each 
other or to allow passenger trains to overtake and 
pass slower moving or stopped freight trains.  
Installation of motorized turnouts to allow faster 
operation onto and off of the double track seg-
ments. Centralized traffic control is required to 
allow operation on the main track in either direc-
tion and through passing sidings without the 
need to stop and align switches.  Long-range in-
frastructure upgrades to the coast route are 
needed to improve service reliability and achieve 
higher operating speeds.  Development of a Stra-
tegic Plan by LOSSAN, will address long term rail 
service improvements on the Coast Line through-
out the County.   

 
 
The 101 In Motion consensus package approved 
by the SBCAG Board included commuter rail be-
tween Ventura County and Santa Barbara County.  
The service proposal is for a Metrolink type ser-
vice between the cities of Camarillo and Oxnard 
to Goleta with stops in Ventura, Carpinteria and 
Santa Barbara.  Three trains traveling north in the 
morning during peak period commute period and 
three trains traveling south in the afternoon/early 
evening would attract a sufficient number of mo-
torists out of their cars and serve as an alterna-
tive to congested freeway conditions on Highway 
101.  As part of the Measure D renewal package, 
funding is sufficient for a prototype demonstra-
tion service of two trains, initiated within five 
years.  
 
AVIATION 
 
The state Department of Transportation Division 
of Aeronautics develops and biennially updates a 
ten-year CIP as part of the California Aviation Sys-
tem Plan (CASP). SBCAG, as the Regional Trans-
portation Planning Agency, is responsible for pre-
paring and submitting the biennial updates for 
the airports within the county. The Action Element 
aviation project listings comprise the region's CIP 

for the CASP. The projects listed are those region-
ally significant projects over $10,000 that could 
be eligible for federal, state and or local funding. 
In order for airport projects to obtain funding from 
the Aeronautics Account in the State Transporta-
tion Fund, the projects must be consistent with 
the CASP and the RTP Action Element. 
 
Airport projects listed in the Appendix improve 
safety with better instrumentation and extended 
safety areas off runway ends, allow for increased 
storage of private aircraft in new hangars, im-
prove access to taxiways, and provide for ex-
panded terminal space.  
 
Airport Ground Access Improvement Program 
 
Senate Bill 2487, enacted in 1991, requires the 
inclusion of an airport ground access improve-
ment program in the RTP that addresses ground 
access issues of the State's primary airports. In 
Santa Barbara County, the primary airports (e.g., 
those with more than 10,000 enplanements a 
year) are the Santa Barbara Municipal Airport and 
the Santa Maria Public Airport. The goal of legisla-
tion is to encourage the development of strate-
gies to improve ground access to airports. The 
improvements include the development and ex-
tension of mass transit systems, and widenings 
or extensions of major arterials or highways.   
 
Each of the primary airports in Santa Barbara 
County are served by transit systems; the Santa 
Barbara Municipal Airport is served by SBMTD, 
and Santa Maria Public Airport is served by SMAT.  
Airbus service from the airport to South Coast 
locations is also available at the Santa Barbara 
Municipal Airport. The Santa Barbara Airbus pro-
vides service from South Coast locations to LAX.  
 
The RTP Ground Access Improvement Program 
includes the following ground access improve-
ments: 
 
Santa Barbara Municipal Airport 
Programmed Projects: 
Eckwill/Fowler road extensions 
 
Santa Maria Public Airport 
Programmed Projects: 
• Extend Union Valley Parkway from Hummel 

Drive to Blosser   
• Route 101/Union Valley Parkway - construct 

southbound Route 101 on and off ramps. 
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Planned Projects: 
• Route 135/Union Valley Parkway - construct 

new interchange. 
• Extend UVP to Blosser 
• Santa Maria Public Airport - construct Front-

age Road from Skyway Drive to Foster Road. 
 

MARINE 
 
The Army Corps of Engineers has helped with 
dredging operations to keep the Santa Barbara 
Harbor open for vessel traffic since the 1930s. 
Approximately 350,000 yards of sand are re-
moved yearly.  The cost for this annual operation 
is approximately $700,000. 
 
The Waterfront Department of the City of Santa 
Barbara has completed a master plan for the 
Harbor/Wharf complex. The time frame of the 
improvements identified in the master plan is ten 
years; most of the improvements relate to revi-
sions of the complex that do not relate to the 
RTP. Most of the transportation improvements 
relating to increased parking and improved ac-
cess have already been implemented. The MTD 
shuttle service was extended along the Water-
front to provide transit access and reduce auto-
mobile traffic and parking, and additional parking 
was gained through restriping the existing park-
ing lots. Many of the other recommendations re-
lating to the Harbor area have been implemented 
or are under construction. 
 
GOODS MOVEMENT 
 
Many of the highway, rail, and aviation projects 
included in the RTP will facilitate the movement 
of goods. These projects include infrastructure 
improvements, construction of additional infra-
structure, and operational improvements for 
greater efficiency. Thus, implementation of the 
RTP will enhance the efficiency of goods move-
ment within Santa Barbara County. 
 
Several of the programmed or planned road pro-
jects shown in Tables 5.7 and 5.8 would facilitate 
on-road freight movement within the county by 
adding capacity and, in some cases, by reducing 
conflicts between agricultural vehicles and other 
traffic. These projects include: 
 
• Route 101 widening projects, north and 

south; 
• Widening of the Arroyo Quemada Canyon 

bridge on Route 101;  

• Channelization, shoulder, and bank curve 
improvements along Route 166; 

• Union Valley Parkway extensions to provide 
an additional east-west route, as well as im-
proved access to Santa Maria airport; 

• Route 246 planned widening project from 
Lompoc to Buellton; and 

• Route 166 Operational Improvements 
 
The recently constructed rail siding on the Union 
Pacific line between Los Carneros and Storke 
Road in Goleta and new planned rail sidings in 
the South Coast and North county will improve 
the infrastructure for both goods movement and 
passenger service by reducing conflicting train 
movements.  In addition, Santa Barbara County 
and the City of Santa Maria have expressed inter-
est in encouraging greater utilization of the exist-
ing rail freight facilities of the Santa Maria Valley 
Railroad for freight movement between Santa 
Maria and Guadalupe. The County and City ex-
pect that greater utilization of these facilities 
would assist efforts to reduce roadway freight 
traffic on Main Street (Highway 166) in Santa 
Maria. If such issues become a priority, future 
improvements to rail freight infrastructure in the 
area may be warranted. 
 
A new air cargo facility, access road, building, and 
aircraft parking apron are planned for the Santa 
Maria airport. Other aviation projects will improve 
the infrastructure for air freight as well as for pas-
senger service. 
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REGIONALLY SIGNIFICANT PROJECTS 
• All Measure D Projects 
• Capacity Increasing projects on any CMP Roadway over 1 mile in length 
• Signal interconnect projects involving 3 or more signals 
• Roadway extensions above collector status beyond the urban boundary over 1 mile in length 
• New Bridges on CMP roadways that involve a capacity increase (widening or re-striping) 
• Park and Ride lots 
• New intersection or turning capacity where a majority of the legs/approaches are on the CMP roadways 
• Railroad Grade Separations 
• New or significantly upgraded Transit Centers 
• New or significantly upgraded Fuel Stations 
• Bus acquisition for service route or capacity increases and bus replacements 
• Pedestrian or bikeway bridges or freeway over/underpasses 
• Project increases Bikeway Class I or II capacity and is over 1 mile in length 
• Project connects a missing segment in the regional bikeway system network 
• Project provides premium bike facilities (lockers) at intermodal facilities/major activity centers 
• Project provides new rail passenger or rail freight service 
• Project provides new fixed guideway capacity (track miles) 
• New or significantly upgraded rail stations 
• New or extended airport runways 
• New airport terminal capacity 
• New landing systems for airports 
• New parking lots or increased parking capacity at airports 
• Airport Master Plans 
• New Hangars 

NON-REGIONALLY SIGNFIICANT PROJECTS  
(Consistent with but not included in the RTP) 

• Bus stop pockets 
• Disabled access projects 
• Bridge replacements with no capacity increases 
• New signals 
• Local Circulation Plan projects that do not meet the mileage cutoff criteria for regional significance listed 

above 
• Reconstruction with curbs and sidewalks 
• Reconstruction for drainage problems 
• Re-striping or widening of roads collector status and below 
• Roadway maintenance, repair and rehabilitation 
• New or reconstructed at-grade railroad grade crossings 
• Bus rehabilitation and bus maintenance 
• Underground fuel storage tank removal/clean-up 
• Bus Shelters/Benches 
• Transit office, shop communications, equipment, and transit facility staff vehicles 
• Transit facility rehabilitation 
• Bikeway maintenance and rehabilitation 
• Bikeway safety improvements that do not increase capacity, including bikeway lighting projects 
• Loop detector installation 
• Rail maintenance and rehabilitation 
• Airport lighting and public sewer/water service at airports 
• Airport underground storage tanks—removal, installation, clean-up 
• Resurfacing, maintenance at airports 
• Fuel Storage at airports 
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DRAFT CHAPTER 5:  
EXAMINING OUR RESOURCES 
 
The 2006 RTP investment strategy includes the 
identification and funding of projects to maintain 
the current transportation system, to improve 
safety, and to enhance mobility through offering a 
combination of inter-connecting transportation 
modes.  The revenue and cost projections are 
based on historical trends, funding estimates 
from federal and state programs, policy actions 
and planned changes to the regional transporta-
tion system. 
 
The financial analysis projects a project cost and 
revenue streams for a 25 year  planning horizon 
(2005 through 2030).  This analysis includes two 
possible scenarios with Federal and State fund-
ing estimates the same for both scenarios: 
 
Scenario 1: Financially Constrained 
The first scenario, or the financially constrained 
scenario assumes Measure D expires in 2010 
and is not reauthorized by voters.   
 
Scenario 2: Measure D Reauthorized 
The second scenario, or the reasonably expected 
scenario, assumes Measure D is reauthorized 
and extended through 2040.  Reauthorization of 
Measure D will provide significant additional 
source of revenue. 

With a total program of projects of almost $4 bil-
lion, the financial analysis shows a deficit of 
transportation funding without Measure D reau-
thorization, and a surplus of transportation fund-
ing if Measure D is reauthorized.  The most 
prominent costs are associated with maintaining 
existing levels of bus transit operations and 
streets and roads maintenance. 
 
It is important to note, that the 2006 RTP does 
include significant new projects, particularly 
transportation projects that will be developed 
from the 101 In Motion program, a multi-agency 
regional study of the Hwy 101 corridor through 
the southern coast of Santa Barbara County.   
 
Renewal of Measure D will be pivotal in the imple-
mentation of many of the transportation projects 
identified in the 101 In Motion program. So piv-
otal that Commuter Rail, Interrgional Bus and 
Carpool/Vanpool services could be implemented 
without Measure D reauthorization.  Additionally 
widening of Highway 101 on the South Coast 
could be delayed by at least 11 years. 
 
Measure D renewal represents 43% of the total 
funding sources necessary to deliver the $833 
million 101 In Motion program of projects.  Con-
tinued discussion of the 101 Motion In Motion 
program is included later in this chapter along 
with a description of the project costs included in 
the VISION 2030 Programmed and Planned lists. 

 FUNDING BREAKDOWN BY MODE  Scenario 1 Scenario 2 
 BIKE AND PEDESTRIAN $21,145 $96,779 
 HIGHWAYS $1,411,147 $1,689,647 
 ITS/TDM $19,540 $49,513 
 RAIL $700 $180,700 
 STREETS AND ROADS $574,356 $977,116 
 TRANSIT $1,075,218 $1,345,011 
 Total $3,102,438 $4,338,766 

Comparison of VISION 2030 Funding Scenarios   
Project Costs 

$60,026 
$933,859 
$64,920 

$752,200 
$965,342 

$1,213,877 
$3,990,224 
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Included as an appendix ‘VISION 2030 Revenue 
Sources’  provides a detailed description of each 
funding program included in the financial analysis 
along with funding assumptions and financial 
tables. 
 
RTP REVENUE SOURCES 
 
The Financial Element analyzes the costs of im-
plementing the program of projects included in 
the Action Element. The RTP is required to in-
clude a financial element which identifies re-
sources to implement the plan (23 U.S.C. 134(h)
(2)(B)), and as such, this assessment fulfills the 
federal requirements that the plan is financially 
feasible.  SBCAG has estimated revenue projec-
tions that are reasonably expected to be avail-
able from known federal, state, and local sources 
of transportation funding to implement the pro-
jects.   
 
REVENUE ASSUMPTIONS 
 
FEDERAL FUNDING—SAFETEA-LU 
 
The recently passed transportation bill, Safe, Ac-
countable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Eq-
uity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU) is a con-
tinuation of previous investments in America’s 
transportation network. With guaranteed funding 
for highways, highway safety, and public transpor-
tation totaling $244.1 billion, SAFETEA-LU repre-
sents the largest surface transportation invest-
ment in our Nation's history. The two landmark 
bills that brought surface transportation into the 
21st century— Intermodal Surface Transportation 
Efficiency Act and Transportation Equity Act for 
the  21st Century - shaped the highway program 
to meet the Nation's changing transportation 
needs. SAFETEA-LU builds on this firm founda-
tion, supplying the funds and refining the pro-
grammatic framework for investments needed to 
maintain and grow our vital transportation infra-
structure.   
 
SAFETEA-LU addresses the many challenges fac-
ing America’s transportation system today – chal-
lenges such as improving safety, reducing traffic 
congestion, improving efficiency in freight move-
ment, increasing intermodal connectivity, and 
protecting the environment – as well as laying the 
groundwork for addressing future challenges.  
 
SAFETEA-LU promotes more efficient and effec-
tive Federal surface transportation programs by 

focusing on transportation issues of national sig-
nificance, while giving State and local transporta-
tion decision makers more flexibility for solving 
transportation problems in their communities.   
  
• Federal transportation funding sources were 

assumed to grow at various rates annually, 
based on the historical growth of funding 
during TEA-21 and actual growth rates pro-
jected in SAFETEA-LU. 

 
• Federal transit funding sources are reflective 

of amounts included in SAFETEA-LU with 
growth estimates thereafter at 2.0% 

 
Included in the federal transportation funding 
discussion is the issue of continued federal sup-
port for AMTRAK.   Locally this might affect the 
frequency of the Pacific Surfliner or the Coast 
Starlight.  SBCAG will continue to work with our 
representatives in Congress to support funding 
for AMTRAK (and commuter rail) at a level that 
supports a viable rail passenger program that 
maintains and facilitates expansion of rail ser-
vice.  
 
STATE FUNDING 

 
In 1997 the state Leg-
islature passed and 
the Governor signed 
SB 45 which changed 
the way California dis-
tributes funding for 
transportation im-
provements. Under SB-
45, Caltrans is first 

allocated funds for administration and continued 
maintenance, rehabilitation and operation of the 
highway system. Then 75% of the remaining 
available funds for transportation improvements 
go to Regional Transportation Planning Agencies 
like SBCAG for local and regional projects and the 
other 25% goes to Caltrans for interregional im-
provements. SBCAG receives an estimate of the 
amount of funds available, and draws up a pro-
ject list comprised of local and regional projects 
consistent with the RTP. After technical and pub-
lic review the list is considered, modified as 
needed and then adopted by SBCAG.  
 
The list is then submitted to the California Trans-
portation Commission (CTC) and the CTC votes on 
the regional lists and incorporates them into the 
State Transportation Improvement Program 
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(STIP). Caltrans works with the regions in select-
ing the projects funded in their Interregional 
Transportation Improvement Program (ITIP). An 
example of the use of ITIP funds is the Highway 
101/154 north interchange improvement com-
pleted with both ITIP and Measure D funds.  

 
Improved motor vehicle 
fuel efficiency and a rela-
tively stable fuel tax rate 
has led to a decline in the 
real purchasing power of 
state revenues. According 
to a recent CTC report, 
the fuel tax rate would 

have to be 30 cents per gallon, compared to the 
current rate of 18 cents per gallon, to have the 
same impact on drivers as it did 25 years ago. 
SBCAG will monitor the status of the gas tax and 
other revenue sources and advocate for sufficient 
funding of improvements to all transportation 
modes . 
 
• State transportation funding sources not de-

pendent upon fuel or sales tax were as-
sumed to grow at a rate of 1.4% annually 
based on the historical growth of funding 
during TEA-21, rather than a historical state 
growth rate. 

 
• State transportation funding sources depend-

ent upon fuel taxes were assumed to grow at 
a rate of 2% annually based on the historical 
growth of fuel taxes, adjusted for a projected 
decline in fuel tax revenue based upon im-
proved vehicle mileage and the implementa-
tion of alternative fuel sources. 

 
 
LOCAL REVENUES 
 
MEASURE D 
 
The Santa Barbara Transportation Improvement 
Program - Measure D - was approved with a 55 
percent majority vote in 1989. As a result the 
local sales tax was increased by 1/2 percent, 
effective April 1, 1990. The transportation sales 
tax will remain in effect for 20 years, with the 
revenues being allocated for transportation pur-
poses. SBCAG, as the Santa Barbara County Lo-
cal Transportation Authority, is responsible for the 
administration of the sales tax program. 
A copy of the expenditure plan is provided in the 
appendix. After deducting the costs of collection 

of the tax by the State Board of Equalization and 
the allocation of no more than one percent for 
administration, the remaining revenues are di-
vided on a ratio of 70 percent to local agencies 
for public transit and local street and bikeway 
projects, and 30 percent for state and regional 
highway projects and paratransit. Measure D will 
generate an estimated $500 million in transpor-
tation funding over the twenty year period. Of the 
30 percent allocated for the Measure D Highway 
Program, 0.5 percent is allocated to the Special 
Transit Services Program for paratransit services.  
The remaining 29.5 percent will deliver the re-
gional and state projects included in the Measure 
D Expenditure Plan. The Local Program, allocated 
at 70 percent of the Measure D sales tax reve-
nues after administrative costs, will be used to 
fund the local projects programmed in the Meas-
ure D program of local projects. The allocation of 
these monies to the various transportation 
modes by each jurisdiction in the program of local 
projects is entirely at the discretion of the local 
jurisdiction.  
 
The 2006 RTP Action Element includes both the 
local and the regional Measure D projects. Meas-
ure D revenues amount to 26 percent of the re-
gion's anticipated transportation revenues over 
the 25 year planning horizon.  In addition, Meas-
ure D will generate $2.23 million for specialized 
transit services during its life. 
 
An important provision of the Measure D sales 
tax ordinance is the requirement that each local 
jurisdiction maintain a commitment of discretion-
ary funding to local street and road programs. 
This assures that Measure D funds are used to 
supplement, rather than supplant, local funding 
sources. Under this requirement, called the Main-
tenance of Effort (MOE), local discretionary fund-
ing for local street and road expenditures must 
equal or exceed that expended by the jurisdiction 
for this purpose in 1986-87. 
 
The financial analysis underscored the impor-
tance of Measure D by portraying the long term 
financial future with and without the extension of 
Measure D. SBCAG will therefore be engaged in 
state and local efforts to support the extension of 
Measure D.  Since most of the sales tax renewal 
efforts passed in the November 2004 election, it 
is reasonable to assume that Measure D will be 
reauthorized by the voters and the purposes of 
this financial analysis over the next 25 years. 
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• Measure D funding was assumed to grow at 
a rate of 3% annually based upon the histori-
cal growth rate of sales tax revenues in 
Santa Barbara County 

 
• Capital project costs were assumed to grow 

at a rate of 2.09% annually based upon the 
2003 CPI for construction in Southern Cali-
fornia 

 
• Non-capital project costs were assumed to 

grow at a rate of 2.61% annually based upon 
the 2003 CPI for Southern California 

 
 
MEASURE D RENEWAL 
 
In April 2006, the Santa Barbara County Associa-
tion of Governments Board of Directors unani-
mously adopted the Measure D transportation 
expenditure plan—a critical and historic step in 
securing the future of our local and regional 
transportation systems.  The plan provides nearly 
$1.6 billion in funding to relieve traffic conges-
tion, maintain existing transportation infrastruc-
ture, improve local roads and highways, provide 
safe routes to school, expand transportation al-
ternatives and protect mobility for seniors and 
disabled individuals.  
 
The adopted plan would continue Measure D—our 
existing ½ percent local sales tax for transporta-
tion—for 30 years and provide for a ¼ percent 
increase in the sales tax rate to fund specific pro-
jects and programs. 
 
Under the plan, 50% of the revenues generated 
by Measure D will be allocated to local agencies, 
for expenditure on projects selected by the city 
councils and board of supervisors, based on each 
community’s priorities. This provision ensures 
that each city and the county will continue to re-
ceive at least the same amount of local flexible 
funding as they currently receive from the reve-
nues generated by the current Measure D ½ per-
cent sales tax. The other 50% of funds will be 
used to deliver important regional projects that 
will benefit the citizens of the county and our lo-
cal economy for decades to come. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

101 IN MOTION FUNDING  
 
As adopted by the SBCAG Board, the 101 In Mo-
tion consensus recommendations consist of an 
integrated set of multimodal transportation im-
provement projects and demand management 
elements including Highway 101 Widening from 
the Santa Barbara/Ventura county line to Milpas; 
Operational Improvements north of Milpas; initia-
tion of Commuter Rail service; and initiation and 
expansion of Interregional Bus and demand man-
agements services.  The total cost of the Program 
is $833 million (in 2006 dollars).  This cost in-
cludes both capital costs of $610 million (73 per-
cent of the total) and $223 million in on-going 
operation of the proposed transit and demand 
management services (27 percent).   
 
The proposed funding plan for the 101 In Motion 
Program is part of a larger 30-year proposed ex-
penditure plan under consideration by SBCAG 
and the communities of Santa Barbara County.  
The expenditure plan maximizes all major existing 
local, state, and federal sources, and supple-
ments existing sources with regional funding from 
the renewal of Measure D.  Of the proposed fund-
ing for the 101 In Motion Program, regional fund-
ing from the renewal of Measure D comprises 43 
percent of the total. 

 
The proposed funding plan for the $833 Million  
(2006 Dollars) 101 In Motion Program calls for  
43 percent of funding to be derived from the Re 
gional Program component of the renewal of  
Measure D, 35 percent from the Regional Im-
provement Program component of the State  
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP-RIP),  
13 percent from the Interregional Improvement  
Program component of the State Transportation  

101 In Motion Proposed Funding Sources 
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Improvement Program (STIP-IIP), with the remain 
ing 9 percent from Federal Earmarked funding  
and Other sources. 
 
The 101 In Motion report explains that the re 
-newal of Measure D will be pivotal in the ability  
to implement the 101 In Motion Improvement Pro 
gram. 
 
In addition to contributing 43 percent of total pro 
posed funding for the 101 In Motion Improve 
ment Program, Measure D regional funding is the  
only potential source that is both fungible  
(interchangeable) and flexible with regard to use.   
Measure D regional funds are the only source  
that can be pledged for repayment of debt ser 
vice on bonds issued to accelerate implementa 
tion of the 101 In Motion Program.  In addition,  
with commuter rail, bus, and vanpool operating  
costs comprising 27 percent of the cost of the  
Program, the ability to flexibly use these funds for  
both capital and for on-going operations is criti 
cal. 
 
EMERGING EXPECTATIONS AND FUNDING OF 
TRANSIT 
 
All public transit requires some level of public 
subsidy. Transit fares in most urban bus systems 
throughout the United States generally cover only 
20-40 percent of the total operating costs. The 
remaining costs are usually covered through 
some form of public subsidy. However, the identi-
fication of a reliable and stable source of operat-
ing funds continues to be the most serious finan-
cial problem facing transit operators. Major finan-
cial revenues such as state gas tax funds and 
SAFETEA-LU surface transportation funds may be 
used for transit capital projects but cannot be 
used for transit operations.  Traditional sources 
of funds are federal transit operating assistance 
(Section 5307) and state Transportation Develop-
ment Act funds. Local measure D funds can also 
be used to fund transit operations at the discre-
tion of the local jurisdiction.  
 
Commuters (particularly those in single-occupant 
vehicles commuting during peak hours) are sub-
ject to increasing attention as they are perceived 
to have a significant impact on congestion and air 
quality. Local community plans, Transportation 
Demand Management measures as required by 
the 2003 CMP, the adopted 2004 Clean Air Plan 
focus increasing attention on the role of public 
transit in serving the commuter market in con-
gested environments. The MTD South Coast Tran-

sit Plan responded to these plans by proposing 
new transit services. The challenge is to fund this 
expansion and other transit services for commut-
ers and the choice rider, while meeting the needs 
of the transit dependent.  
 
While the state has passed legislation which 
mandates air quality improvements and conges-
tion relief, the legislation does not provide in-
creased support to cover the increased operating 
costs associated with the expanded transit. With 
the passage of TEA-21, CMAQ and STP funds 
were made available by SBCAG in the FTIP to 
cover some transit capital expenditures. In addi-
tion, SBCAG provided Measure D funds for transit 
operations of regional services such as the 
Coastal Express.  However secure funding for 
operating expenses for the transit systems is less 
certain without the renewal of Measure D since 
SBCAG is no longer eligible for CMAQ funding due 
to improved air quality and other sources are lim-
ited.. 
 
ADDITIONAL POTENTIAL FUNDING SOURCES 
 
California Transportation Bond: SB 1266 Highway 
Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality, and Port 
Security Bond Act of 2006 

On May 16, Governor Schwarzenegger signed SB 
1266, placing a $20 billion transportation infra-
structure bond on the November 2006 ballot.  If 
approved by the voters of California, this measure 
would provide increased amounts of funding cov-
ering many infrastructure and transportation 
categories over a period of ten years. 

Specific allocations include the following: 

• $4.5 billion for the Corridor Mobility Account 

• $1 billion for State Route 99 Improvements 

• $3.1 billion for the CA Ports Infrastructure, 
Security, Air Quality Improvement Account 

• $200 million for the School Bus Retrofit Pro-
gram 

• $2 billion for the State Transportation Im-
provement Program 

• $4 billion for the Public Transportation Mod-
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ernization, Service Enhancement Account 

• $1 billion for the State Partnership Assis-
tance Program 

• $1 billion for the Transit Security, Disaster 
Response Account 

• $250 million for the Highway/Railroad Cross-
ing Safety Account 

• $750 million for the Highway Safety Rehabili-
tation, Preservation Account 

• $2 billion for Local Streets and Road Im-
provements 

RTP ESTIMATED PROJECT COSTS 
 
Projects included in the VISION 2030 Pro-
grammed and Planned project lists are catego-
rized into the following six categories; Bicycle and 
Pedestrian; Highways; Intelligent Transportation 
Systems/Transportation Demand Management 
(ITS/TDM); Rail; Streets and Roads; and Transit.  
 
Overall, it is estimated that total project costs 
over the VISION 2030 period will amount to 
$3.99 billion.  (See Table X for cost breakdown by 
modest on the following page).  It is important to 
note that the estimated project costs account for 
projects included in the 101 In Motion program 
as well projects identified in the Measure D Re-
newal Expenditure Plan. 
 
Bicycle/Pedestrian 
Costs for projects identified in the VISION 2030 
Programmed and Planned Lists represent $60 
million or 1.5% of the total RTP project costs over 
the 25 year period. 
 
Highways 
Highway projects represent $933 million with 
construction costs accounting for the majority of 
the project costs at $916 million. 
 
ITS/TDM 
ITS/TDM projects account for $64.9 million. 
 
Rail (Including Commuter Rail) 
Rail costs account for 18.9 percent or $752 mil-
lion of the total VISION 2030 Project Costs.  This 
includes costs to implement the pilot commuter 

rail service identified in 101 In Motion. 
 
Streets and Roads 
Streets and Roads maintenance represents close 
to $1 billion in project costs or 24.2 %. 
 
Transit 
Transit operations and capital costs account for 
approximately $1.2 billion over the VISION 2030 
period  or 30.4% of the overall costs.  With opera-
tions estimated to cost $1.04 billion. 
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VISION 2030 - Estimated Project Costs By Mode  

Dollars in Thousands 

 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 TOTAL 

BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN        
Programmed $18,331 $576 $0 $0 $0 $18,907 

Planned $25,370 $10,717 $5,002 $30 $0 $41,119 

       
TOTAL BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN COSTS $43,701 $11,293 $5,002 $30 $0 $60,026 

       
HIGHWAYS       
Construction Programmed $191,203 $10,400 $0 $0 $0 $201,603 

Construction Planned $60,984 $32,100 $513,272 $19,300 $89,000 $714,656 

Maintenance & Rehabiliation Programmed $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 

Maintenance & Rehabiliation Planned $7,600 $10,000 $0 $0 $0 $17,600 

       
TOTAL HIGHWAYS COSTS $259,787 $52,500 $513,272 $19,300 $89,000 $933,859 

       
ITS/TDM       
Programmed $2,340 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,340 

Planned $3,600 $32,500 $26,480 $0 $0 $62,580 

       
TOTAL ITS/TDM COSTS $5,940 $32,500 $26,480 $0 $0 $64,920 

       
RAIL       
Programmed $700 $0 $0 $0 $0 $700 

Planned $128,000 $2,500 $411,000 $10,000 $200,000 $751,500 

       
TOTAL RAIL COSTS $128,700 $2,500 $411,000 $10,000 $200,000 $752,200 

       
STREETS AND ROADS       
Construction Programmed $22,755 $0 $0 $0 $0 $22,755 

Construction Planned $16,980 $49,370 $46,000 $4,400 $26,000 $142,750 

Maintenance & Rehabiliation Programmed $27,803 $0 $0 $0 $0 $27,803 

Maintenance & Rehabiliation Planned $0 $174,000 $174,000 $212,017 $212,017 $772,034 

       
TOTAL STREETS AND ROADS COSTS $67,538 $223,370 $220,000 $216,417 $238,017 $965,342 

       
TRANSIT       
Capital Programmed $25,375 $0 $0 $0 $0 $25,375 

Capital Planned $20,007 $78,807 $24,707 $10,707 $12,707 $141,934 

Operations Programmed $6,465 $0 $0 $0 $0 $6,465 

Operations Planned $188,081 $184,587 $192,538 $219,386 $250,510 $1,035,103 

       
TOTAL TRANSIT COSTS $239,928 $263,394 $217,245 $230,093 $263,217 $1,208,877 

       
TOTAL (ALL PROJECT COSTS) $745,594 $585,557 $1,392,999 $475,840 $790,234 $3,985,224 
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VISION 2030 - Estimated Revenue Sources By Mode Without Measure D Renewal - Scenario 1
Dollars in Thousands

2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 TOTAL
BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN 
Bicycle Transportation Account (BTA) $356 $194 $206 $218 $477 $1,452
State - TE $1,814 $1,632 $1,750 $1,876 $2,011 $9,082
TDA Local Transportation Fund (LTF) $1,776 $1,745 $2,023 $2,346 $2,719 $10,611

TOTAL BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN $3,947 $3,572 $3,979 $4,440 $5,207 $21,145

HIGHWAYS
Measure D - Regional $55,621 $0 $0 $0 $0 $55,621
State - TE $1,814 $1,632 $1,750 $1,876 $2,011 $9,082
State Highway Operation and Protection (SHOPP) $104,829 $106,003 $113,633 $121,814 $130,583 $576,862
STIP - ITIP $31,500 $26,250 $26,250 $26,250 $26,250 $136,500
STIP - RTIP $90,000 $112,500 $112,500 $112,500 $112,500 $540,000
Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) $3,273 $3,787 $4,059 $4,351 $4,665 $20,135
Highway/Bridge Repair & Retrofit Program (HBRR) $14,574 $13,109 $14,052 $15,064 $16,148 $72,948

TOTAL HIGHWAYS $301,612 $263,280 $272,245 $281,855 $292,156 $1,411,147

ITS/TDM
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) $1,200 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,200
Freeway Service Patrol $1,287 $1,212 $1,338 $1,477 $1,631 $6,944
SAFE Call box Program $2,159 $1,978 $2,184 $2,411 $2,662 $11,395

TOTAL ITS/TDM $4,646 $3,190 $3,522 $3,889 $4,293 $19,540

RAIL
STIP ITIP $700 $0 $0 $0 $0 $700

TOTAL RAIL $700 $0 $0 $0 $0 $700

STREETS AND ROADS
Fuel Tax Subventions (Propostion 42) $20,564 $20,808 $22,974 $25,365 $28,005 $117,715
Hazard Elimination & Safety (HES) $1,006 $992 $1,064 $1,140 $1,222 $5,424
Measure D - Local $125,582 $0 $0 $0 $0 $125,582
Federal Demonstration Funding $4,002 $3,335 $3,335 $3,335 $3,335 $17,342
Local Surface Transportation Program (LSTP) $9,896 $11,426 $13,246 $15,356 $17,802 $67,725
Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) $13,092 $15,146 $16,237 $17,405 $18,658 $80,538
Highway/Bridge Repair & Retrofit Program (HBRR) $14,574 $13,109 $14,052 $15,064 $16,148 $72,948
State - TE $1,814 $1,632 $1,750 $1,876 $2,011 $9,082
Miscellaneous State Funds $18,000 $15,000 $15,000 $15,000 $15,000 $78,000

TOTAL STREETS AND ROADS $208,529 $81,448 $87,657 $94,541 $102,181 $574,356

TRANSIT
CMAQ $10,800 $0 $0 $0 $0 $10,800
FTA Section 5307 - Urbanized Area Formula $41,043 $41,701 $46,041 $50,833 $56,124 $235,742
FTA Section 5309 - Bus $500 $0 $0 $0 $0 $500
FTA Section 5310 - Elderly and Disabled $601 $559 $617 $681 $752 $3,210
FTA Section 5311 - Non-Urbanized Area Formula $904 $966 $1,067 $1,178 $1,301 $5,416
FTA Section 5311(f) $32 $29 $32 $36 $39 $168
FTA Section 5316 - Jobs Access & Reverse Commute $1,442 $1,592 $1,757 $1,940 $2,142 $8,872
FTA Section 5317 - New Freedom $874 $965 $1,066 $1,177 $1,299 $5,381
Federal Demonstration Funding $1,998 $1,665 $1,665 $1,665 $1,665 $8,658
Local Transit Fares $46,661 $41,070 $43,165 $45,367 $47,681 $223,943
TDA State Transit Assistance (STA) $8,571 $8,943 $10,368 $12,019 $13,934 $53,835
TDA Local Transportation Fund (LTF) $85,304 $83,818 $97,168 $112,644 $130,585 $509,519
Measure D - Local $6,606 $0 $0 $0 $0 $6,606
Measure D - Regional $2,015 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,015
Measure D - Regional (Specialized Transit) $885 $0 $0 $0 $0 $885

TOTAL TRANSIT $208,236 $181,308 $202,946 $227,540 $255,522 $1,075,551

TOTAL (ALL FUND SOURCES) $727,670 $532,798 $570,348 $612,263 $659,359 $3,102,438
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VISION 2030 - Estimated Revenue Sources By Mode With Measure D Renewal - Scenario 2
Dollars in Thousands

2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 TOTAL
BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN 
Bicycle Transportation Account (BTA) $356 $194 $206 $218 $477 $1,452
State - TE $1,814 $1,632 $1,750 $1,876 $2,011 $9,082
Measure D2 Regional Bicycle Program* $0 $7,084 $7,084 $7,084 $7,084 $28,334
Safe Routes to School (SR2S) - (Measure D Reg.)* $0 $7,335 $7,335 $7,335 $7,335 $29,340
Measure D2 Local Alternative Transportation* $0 $4,490 $4,490 $4,490 $4,490 $17,960
TDA Local Transportation Fund (LTF) $1,776 $1,745 $2,023 $2,346 $2,719 $10,611

TOTAL BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN $3,947 $22,480 $22,888 $23,348 $24,115 $96,779

HIGHWAYS
Measure D - Regional $55,621 $0 $0 $0 $0 $55,621
Measure D2 - Regional Highways - Bonding $0 $69,625 $69,625 $69,625 $69,625 $278,500
State - TE $1,814 $1,632 $1,750 $1,876 $2,011 $9,082
State Highway Operation and Protection (SHOPP) $104,829 $106,003 $113,633 $121,814 $130,583 $576,862
STIP - ITIP $31,500 $26,250 $26,250 $26,250 $26,250 $136,500
STIP - RTIP $90,000 $112,500 $112,500 $112,500 $112,500 $540,000
Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) $3,273 $3,787 $4,059 $4,351 $4,665 $20,135
Highway/Bridge Repair & Retrofit Program (HBRR) $14,574 $13,109 $14,052 $15,064 $16,148 $72,948

TOTAL HIGHWAYS $301,612 $332,905 $341,870 $351,480 $361,781 $1,689,647

ITS/TDM
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) $1,200 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,200
Freeway Service Patrol $1,287 $1,212 $1,338 $1,477 $1,631 $6,944
Measure D2 - Local Alternative Transportation* $0 $2,993 $2,993 $2,993 $2,993 $11,973
Measure D2 - Transportation Demand Management $0 $4,500 $4,500 $4,500 $4,500 $18,000
SAFE Call box Program $2,159 $1,978 $2,184 $2,411 $2,662 $11,395

TOTAL ITS/TDM $4,646 $10,683 $11,015 $11,382 $11,787 $49,513

RAIL
Measure D2 - Regional (Capital and Operations) $0 $14,000 $21,000 $22,500 $22,500 $80,000
STIP RTIP $6,000 $35,000 $9,000 $0 $0 $50,000
STIP ITIP $700 $0 $0 $0 $0 $700
FTA Section 5309 and 'Other' $0 $34,000 $11,000 $2,500 $2,500 $50,000

TOTAL RAIL $6,700 $83,000 $41,000 $25,000 $25,000 $180,700

STREETS AND ROADS
Fuel Tax Subventions (Propostion 42) $18,064 $20,808 $22,974 $25,365 $28,005 $115,215
Hazard Elimination & Safety (HES) $1,006 $992 $1,064 $1,140 $1,222 $5,424
State - TE $1,814 $1,632 $1,750 $1,876 $2,011 $9,082
Measure D - Local $125,582 $0 $0 $0 $0 $125,582
Measure D2 - Local Discretionary* $0 $101,315 $101,315 $101,315 $101,315 $405,260
Federal Demonstration Funding $4,002 $3,335 $3,335 $3,335 $3,335 $17,342
Local Surface Transportation Program (LSTP) $9,896 $11,426 $13,246 $15,356 $17,802 $67,725
Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) $13,092 $15,146 $16,237 $17,405 $18,658 $80,538
Highway/Bridge Repair & Retrofit Program (HBRR) $14,574 $13,109 $14,052 $15,064 $16,148 $72,948
Miscellaneous State Funds $18,000 $15,000 $15,000 $15,000 $15,000 $78,000

TOTAL STREETS AND ROADS $206,029 $182,763 $188,972 $195,856 $203,496 $977,116

TRANSIT
CMAQ $10,800 $0 $0 $0 $0 $10,800
FTA Section 5307 - Urbanized Area Formula $41,043 $41,701 $46,041 $50,833 $56,124 $235,742
FTA Section 5309 - Bus $500 $0 $0 $0 $0 $500
FTA Section 5310 - Elderly and Disabled $601 $559 $617 $681 $752 $3,210
FTA Section 5311 - Non-Urbanized Area Formula $904 $966 $1,067 $1,178 $1,301 $5,416
FTA Section 5311(f) $32 $29 $32 $36 $39 $168
FTA Section 5316 - Jobs Access & Reverse Commute $1,442 $1,592 $1,757 $1,940 $2,142 $8,872
FTA Section 5317 - New Freedom $874 $965 $1,066 $1,177 $1,299 $5,381
Federal Demonstration Funding $1,998 $1,665 $1,665 $1,665 $1,665 $8,658
Local Transit Fares $46,661 $41,070 $43,165 $45,367 $47,681 $223,943
TDA State Transit Assistance (STA) $8,571 $8,943 $10,368 $12,019 $13,934 $53,835
TDA Local Transportation Fund (LTF) $85,304 $83,818 $97,168 $112,644 $130,585 $509,519
Measure D - Local $6,606 $0 $0 $0 $0 $6,606
Measure D - Regional $2,015 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,015
Measure D - Regional (Specialized Transit) $885 $0 $0 $0 $0 $885
Measure D2 - Local Alternative Transportation* $0 $22,450 $22,450 $22,450 $22,450 $89,801
Measure D2 - Regional Alternative Transportation* $0 $44,915 $44,915 $44,915 $44,915 $179,660

TOTAL TRANSIT $208,236 $248,673 $270,311 $294,905 $322,887 $1,345,011

TOTAL (ALL FUND SOURCES) $731,170 $880,505 $876,055 $901,970 $949,066 $4,338,766
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DRAFT Programmed List
Project 
Number Project Status Project Description Project Purpose (Strategy) Regional Benefits Programming 

Document Action Year Cost $000

CT-1 Out to bid

Widen Highway 101 between:                 a. 
Betteravia Rd. and San Luis Obispo County 
line                                                b. 
Betteravia Rd. to Santa maria way (Santa 
Maria Way to Rte 135 & Highway 101 sep.)

Highway congestion through urban area. 
Project Average Daily Traffic exceeds 

design capacities
Santa Maria A. 1998 RTIP, STIP 2007 $41,000

CT-2 Design/Right of 
Way Acquisition

Widen Highway 101 between Milpas St. 
and Cabrillo/Hot Springs exit

CMP system deficiency existing 
congestion, LOS E/F South Coast 1996 STIP, 2004 FTIP, 

2006 RTIP, Measure D 2008 $55,000

Widen Southbound Hwy 101 overcrossings 
to 3 lanes.  Add new Milpas Ave. 
southbound loop off-ramp & construct 
Cacique St. undercrossing

(2006 FTIP: $60,032) $3,287

Construct 3rd lane on Hwy 101 from Milpas 
to Cabrillo/Hot Springs, Northbound replace 
bridge at Sycamore Creek; Construct 
auxiliary lane between Cabrillo/Hot Springs 
to Salinas and Salinas to Milpas, 
northbound; Revise existing Hwy 101 
interchange at Cabrillo/Hot Springs (Ibid); 
construct bike/pedestrian facility from Coast 
Village Rd to Los Patos

$10,500

CT-3 PSR

Widen Carrillo St. onramp at Hwy 101 
(Widen Carrillo Street., northbound on-
ramp to two lanes.  Install ramp to two 
lanes.  Install ramp metering w/CCTV and 
taper northbound on-ramp to one lane 
before merge.

Congestion relief, respond to CMP 
deficiency Santa Barbara

Hwy 101 defiency Plan, 
1998 STIP, RIP, 2006 

RTIP
2008 $4,142

CT-4

Environmental 
Review, 

Construction 
Allocation Phase 1

Highway 101 Interchanges in Carpinteria: 
Linden Ave. & Casitas Pass 
Interchanges/Via Real between Linden 
Ave. & Casitas Pass - Reconstruct existing 
interchanges/Establish Hwy 101 Frontage 
Rd between Linden Ave and Castipas Pass 
interchanges w/Hwy 101 and extending to 
Carpinteria Creek

CMP system deficiency existing 
congestion, LOS E.  Provide a 

continuous arterial parallel to Hwy 101.  
Hwy carries local trips that could be 

accomodated by a frontage road  
Casitas pass interchanges with Hwy 

101.  Caltrans will construct the project 
in conjunction with Hwy 

101/Linden/Casitas Pass Interchanges

Carpinteria Valley

1996 STIP, Amend. 96S-
31, 2004 FTIP, 2006 

STIP             (2006 FTIP: 
$24,298)

2010 $46,840
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DRAFT Programmed List
Project 
Number Project Status Project Description Project Purpose (Strategy) Regional Benefits Programming 

Document Action Year Cost $000

CT-5 Design

Relocate Interchange at Hollister Avenue 
on Hwy 101: Relocate existing interchagne 
and OH to join extension of Cathedral Oaks 
Rd to Highway 101, add Class II bikelanes 
and sidewalks

Bridge deterioration due to reactive 
aggregate: seismic retrofit included  

Realignment needed to improve 
north/south circulation, Class II 

bikelanes on bridge part of regional 
bikeway system.

Goleta Seismic retrofit, HBRR, 
SHOPP-Tea 2009-12 $10,400

CT-6 Replace Arroyo Parida Creek Bridge on 
State Route 192 near Carpinteria

Replace bridge and increase sight 
distance by raising slope of road 

apporaching bridge
SHOPP 2009 $4,700

CT-7 NEPA/CEQA Prep 
Process

Construct Interchange on Hwy 101 at Union 
Valley Parkway

Provide freeway access for new 
East/West arterial.  In Santa Maria 

Circulation Element and Santa Barbara 
County OTIP

Santa Maria Valley

1998 TIP, Santa Maria 
Local STP, SB Co. 7-yr 
CIP, development fees, 

2006 RTIP

2008 $7,925

CT-8
Widen shoulder and drainage maintenance 
on SR 192 from Alamar Ave. to Mission 
Canyon Rd.

Shoulder widening and consruct 
underground pipe drainage system SHOPP 2007 $6,500

CT-9
Install Changeable Message Sign (CMS) 
and Closed Circuit TV (CCTV) at Highway 
101/154 (North and South)

Traveler Information Countywide RIP, 2002 RTIP, 2006 
RTIP 2008 $1,340

CT-10

Operational Service Improvements on 
Highway 101 (Ventura County Line to 
Santa Barbara): A. PM 0 to 13.5 - Install 
TMS Field Elements 

Operational Improvements; Traffic 
Surveillance South Coast Central Coast ITS 

Strategic Plan, SHOPP 2010 $4,500

B. PM 13.5 to 27.5 Install TMS field El. 2010 $4,800

CT-12 Design/Environme
ntal Review Goleta Rail Station Improvements Transit Access, Parking, Traveler 

Information South Coast 2004 STIP/ITIP,        
2004 FTIP 2007 $736

B-1 Final Design Construct Park & Ride facility at the south 
end of Avenue of Flags Reduction of single occupancy trips Santa Ynez Valley/South 

Coast STP, 2004 FTIP 2007 $382

C-1 Design Phase
Widen Via Real at Sandy Lane Reef Motel 
to accommodate Class II bike lanes and 
construct Class I bike bridge south bound

Lack of continuous bike lane south of 
City limits along Via Real, paralle to Hwy 

101
Carpinteria

206 STIP, 1999 RTIP 
adjust, RSTP local, 2004 

FTIP
2008 $236

C-2 PSR Only
Carpinteria Bluffs Trail, Location: South of 
Carpinteria Ave. from Carpinteria City Hall 
to US 101 Interchange

Carpinteria STIP-TE, 2004 FTIP 2009 $25

G-1 Local road improvements & interchange 
modifications  at Ekwill and Folwer Roads

Provides alternate east/west route to 
improve operation of Hollister and 

reduce congestion
Goleta 1998 STIP/2006 RTP 2008 $17,955

G-2
Modify Hollister Ave. left turn 
channelization and raised medians in Old 
Town area

Low Level of Service, improve 
pedestrian access Goleta

Local Measure D, STIP, 
Developer Impact Fees 2010 $5,000
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G-3/SBC 7
Env. Document 
prepared.  MOU 

pending

San Jose Bikeway: Construct Class I Bike 
Path along creek a) Cathedral Oaks Rd to 
Hollister Ave. b) Hollister to Atascadero 
Creek

Bicycle access under Highway, regional 
bikeway segment, improves cross-town 
bicycle circulation.  Links access north 

of Highway 101 to UCSB and the beach. 
Goleta is the lead agency

Goleta Valley

Joint Project with City of 
Goleta: 1999 FTIP, 

RSTP, developer impact 
fees, CREF, STIP, and 

TCSP (Note: South 
Project, STIP funding, 
Goleta North Project, 

RSTP funding.

2009 a)1500 b) 3,000

G4 Construct Clas I Bike path along San Pedro 
Creek

Bicycle access between Fowler and 
Atascadero Goleta Valley CREF 2008/09 $580

L-1 Allan Hancock Bikeway: Highway 1 to Allan 
Hancock College

Alternate transportation/connect Lompoc 
to AHC campus Lompoc Valley

RSTP (2002) 2004 FTIP, 
2006 RTIP 2010 $400

L-2 Riverbend Bikeway Connect SY River to Central Ave. Lompoc
2006 RTIP, STIP TEA, 

local 2007 $660

SB-1 Improve SR 225/Las Positas & Cliff Dr. 
Intersection 

Irmprove Intersection capacity.  
Currently operates at LOS F during PM 

peak horus Santa Barbara/Goleta
RIP, 2004 STIP 

(Caltrans - Partner) 2009 $750

SB-2

Pershing Park Multi-purpose Pathway 
Location: Los Banos Municipal 
Pool/Cabrillo Bikeway to Santa Barbara 
City College Bluffs bike path (Seg. 1)  
Construct Class I Bike Path, Lower 
Westside Commuter Path

Connectivity, part of regional bikeway 
system Santa Barbara

TSM, STIP-TE, 2004 
FTIP 2007 $377

SB-3
Construction of pedestrian walkway on 
Loma Alta between Canon Perdido and 
Coronel Place

Lack of pedestrian facilities, enhance 
safety and provide beach access Santa Barbara STIP 2004 2007 $1,109

SB-4
Mission St. Bikeway Improvements: Widen 
Mission St bikeway, widen Mission St, 
install bikelanes under Hwy 101 Connects Regional Bikeway System, 

provides access under Hwy 101 Santa Barbara
STIP (2004) STIP-TE, 

RSTP, 2004 FTIP 2007 $1,192

SB-5 Cliff Dr-San Andreas pedestrian walkway Pedestrian Safety Santa Barbara 2006 STIP, TE 2011 $576

SM-1

Construction of two lane road with Class II 
bikelane on Union Valley Parkway: Hummel 
to Blosser & Bradley (Location: A. 
California to Blosser B. Frontage to 
California C. Hummel to Frontage (City 
Segment) D. Hummel to Frontage (County 
segment))

Excessive traffic on residential collector 
streets.  Identifed in City's Circulation 

Element & County's Orcutt TIP to 
improve east/west travel (improving LOS 

on Foster & Clark Rds & SR 135) Santa Maria Valley

1999 FTIP, STP, Santa 
Maria Traffic 

Improvement Fee 
Program (SMTIF)* 

Awaiting developer's 
fees for signal 

implementation

A & B in FY 
2008  C & D 
in FY 2009 
(A, B and C 
in 1999 & 

2002 RTIP) $12,500

SM-2
PSM2a:  Blosser Rd: Donovan Rd to Taylor 
St City's Circulation Element Santa Maria $1,870

PSM2c Blosser Rd: Cook St to Donovan 
Rd $3,700
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SM-3 Widen Miller Street City's Circulation Element Santa Maria $2,600

SM-4
Construct at-grade intersection on SR 135 
@ Union Valley Parkway (in conjunction 
w/Santa Maria Projects 1 & CT-7)

Provide freeway access for new east-
west arterial Santa Maria Valley

1994 TIP, STP, SM 
Traffic Improvement 
Program (SM Traffic 

FTIP) 2004 FTIP 
(Transfer from Caltrans 

to Santa Maria

2008

SM-5

Betteravia Rd Circulation Improvement 
between Hwy 101 and SR 135 (Purchase 
Right of Way, widen to 6 lanes, signalize 
intersections

Circulation element project, improve to 
primary arterial standard, improve 

east/west circulation
Santa Maria Valley 2007 $798

SM-6 Regional Bikeway Improvements on Santa 
Maria Valley RR: McCoy to Main St.)

Connects segments of the Regional 
Bikeway System, improves North/South 

bicycle circulation
Santa Maria Valley 1994 TIP, CMAQ, TEA, 

2006 STIP 2009 $769

SM-7
Signal interconnect at Skyway 
Dr./Betteravia Rd. (modify 10 existing 
signals)

Reduce congestion and enhance air 
quality through improvements to 
east/west and north/south traffic 

circulation

Santa Maria Valley 1999 FTIP 2006 $500

SMAT-1 Design/Land 
Acquisition/Env.

Construction of SMAT Transit Center in 
Santa Maria

Provide for greater access to transit, 
increase transit capacity and on-time 

service; improve passenger comforts & 
amenities.  Consolidation of 

transportation modes.

North County 1996 and 2006 FTIP, 
FTA Sec. 5307, TDA 2008 $5,298

SMAT-2 Pending Land 
Acquisition SMAT Transit Center

Provide for greater access to transit, 
increase transit capacity and on-time 

service; improve passenger comforts & 
amenities.  Consolidation of 

transportation modes.

North County 1999 TIP, FTA Sec. 
5307 2007 $240

SMAT-3 Implement the Intercommunity Transit 
Service Plan: Lompoc-VAFB-Santa Maria

Multi-agency intercommunity transit 
service serving commuter and general 

use transit demand connecting the North 
County communities

North County CMAQ, TDA 2004/07 $3,151

Sol-1 Regional Bikeway improvements on Route 
246 from Buell Flat to Fifth St. in Solvang

Regional Bikeway System; congestion 
area Santa Ynez Valley 2007 $500
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SBC-1 Operational Improvements on Evans Ave. 
and Ortega Hill Rd.

Modify intersection and widen Ortega 
Hill Rd to Hwy 101 n/bound on-ramp for 

Class II bikelane and parking.  
Operational improvement, improves 

connection to regional bikeway system 
segment (Ortega Hill Class I bikeway) & 

safety.

Summerland 1998 RTIP, 1996 STIP, 
Amend. 96S-31 2007 $2,550
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SBC-2 Reconstruct El Colegio to enhance capacity 
from Camino Corto to UCSB West Gate

Forecasted low LOS, ADT projected to 
exceed capacity in 2007 Goleta Valley UCSB contribution, 1990 

LRDP contributions 2008 $1,000

SBC-3

Construction of new bridge on Tesuque Rd 
between Foxen Cyn Rd and Santa Maria 
Mesa Rd.:  Construction of a new all 
weather bridge wherethere is an existing 
low water crossing.  The new bridge would 
consist of two 12 ft. traffic lanes and 5 ft. 
shoulders for Class II bike lanes.

Provides reliable all weather access 
along this roadway.  Access in this 

growing area of N. County is extremely 
limited.  Construction of this new bridge 
provides a missing link for vehicular, as 

well as bicycle travel in this area.

Santa Maria 
Unincorporated

HBRR, County General 
Fund 2010 $4,405

SBC-4

Evans Ave/Lillie Ave Intersection 
Improvement in Summerland: 
Reconstruction and widening of the two 
streets, and the addition of sidewalks, 
landscaping, and Class II bikelanes.  Phase 
II: Circulation Improvements along Lillie 
Ave between Ortega Ridge Rd and 
Greenwell Ave.  The project accomodates 
the Ortega Hill Class I bike path being 
constructed by Caltrans  Summerland 
Downtown Improvements Phase II

Improves downtown circulation, 
facilitates multimodal transportation.  
Provides missing links in Regional 

Bikeway System, and improves 
circulation at the U.S. 101 northbound 

on-ramp.

Summerland
Measure D, STIP, 

RSTP, Transportation 
Impact Mitigation Fees

2007 $3,270

SBC-5
Construct a missing segment of Hummel Dr 
between Union Valley Parkway and 
Mooncrest Ln

Completes Hummel Dr as a north-south 
connector.  Enhances circulatio and 

reduces time travel for residents in the 
region, especially when U.V.P. is 

constructed

Orcutt
STIP, Measure D, 

Development Impact 
Fees

2008 $1,210

SBC-6 Operational improvements on Union Valley 
Parkway at Bradley Road

Add turn lanes and signalize 
intersection.  Improve safety and traffic 

circulation
Orcutt Impact fees, LSTP 

(2002) 2007 $1,000

SBC-7

San Jose Creek Bikeway (Location: A) 
Cathedral Oaks Rd to Hollister Ave B) 
Hollister to Atascadero Creek) Construct 
Class I Bike path along creek

Bicycle access under Highway, regional 
bikeway segment, improves cross-town 
bicycle circulation.  Links access north 

of Highway 101 to UCSB and the beach. 
Environmental document has been 
prepared.  MOU pending between 

Goleta and County to make Goleta lead 
agency.

Goleta Valely

Joint project with City of 
Goleta: 1999 FTIP, 

RSTP, developer impact 
fees

2009 a) 1500 b)3,000
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SBCAG-1 Environmental 
Review

SR 154 Operational Improvements  
PM28.4: Construct e/bound scenic turnout   
PM 225: Construct e/bound left turn lane 
and w/bound right turn lane on SR 154 into 
Vista Point (west of Cold Springs Bridge)  
PM 21.6: Construct w/bound right turn lane 
from SR 154 to Paradise Rd   PM 8.3-10: 
Construct w/bound passing lane between 
Santa Ynez River Bridge & SR 154/SR 246 
junction  PM 8.1: Extend left turn lane from 
SR 154 to SR 246.  Evaluate installation of 
intersection lighting  PM 4.5-59: Construct 
e/bound passing lane east of Baseline Rd.

SR 154 Operational Improvements 
Phase II Countywide Measure D 2007 $7,602

SBCAG-2 Upgrade Call Boxes
Telecommunications and TDY upgrade 

and application of smart call box 
technology

Countywide RTIP 2006 $1,500

SBCAG-3 South Coast ITS improvements on Hwy 
101 Traffic monitoring, traveler information Countywide Federal Earmark 2006/07 $1,600

SBCAG-4 Commuter transit service from Ventura 
County to South Coast

Decrease inter-regional traffic 
congestion by increasing commuter 

transit service

Ventura County/Santa 
Barbara County Measure D 2010 $990

SBCAG-5 Ongoing Commuter transit service from North 
County to South Coast

Decrease inter-regional traffic 
congestion by increasing commuter 

transit service
Countywide CMAQ 2007 $541

TS1 Transportation Demand Management
Programs: van & car pools, rider 

rebates, flex work, bicycle outreach, 
employer, employee outreach

Countywide RTIP 2004 On-going $500

MTD-1

Bus Capital Purchase and Operating 
Assistance: Acquisition of 3 - 29' disel 
buses (service expansion) 9 - 30' electric 
buses (replacements) Operating 
assistance, 3 routes, 3 years

Increase alternative transportation 
opportunities and transit capacity South Coast 1999 TIP, CMAQ, 2004 

FTIP amendment 2004-07 $6,129

MTD-2

Bus Capital Purchase: A. 8 - 40' hybrid 
electric buses (5 replacement, 3 expansion) 
B. 15 - 40' clean diesel buses (20 
replacement, 3 expansion)

Increase alternative transportation 
opportunities and transit capacity 

(Hybrid & Diesel Bus Enhancements)
South Coast

CMAQ, other federal & 
local funds (2002) FTA 

5309, 2004 FTIP 
Amendment

2006 $10,263
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MTD-3 Operating Operations for Commuter Services
Operations support for Valley Express 

commuter transit service between Santa 
Ynez Valley and South Coast

Santa Ynez Valley and 
South Coast CMAQ, 2002 FTIP 2004-07 $649
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CT-PL-1 SR 166/Santa Maria to Guadalupe Reduce potential accidents by moving ditches 
out of the clear recovery zone

Guadalupe - Santa Maria 
Region SHOPP Candidate/STIP 2010 $3,700

CT-PL-2 Widen Santa Maria Bridge over Santa 
Maria river

Widen Highway 101 bridge over Santa Maria 
River, an additional lane each direction (SLO 
PM 0.0/0.81 & SB PM 90.47/90.96) Capacity 

and circulation enhancement

Santa Barbara/San Luis 
Obispo Counties

STIP, RIP, Measure D, 
2004 FTIP, Federal 

Earmark, Cost Sharing, 
CT-SLO-SBCAG

2010 $8,000

CT-PL-3 Hwy 101 widening with HOV lanes from 
Milpas St. to Ventura County line

Congestion relief alternatives idenfied in 101 in 
Motion Countywide

RTIP, ITIP, Regional 
Measure D ($140M) 

Earmark Demo.
2020 $428,000

CT-PL-4 SR 246 Operational Improvements (PM 
9.56/R25.04)

Congestion relief, safety enhancement; 
agricultural equip. slows traffic, long queus 
result from lack of passing opportunities A) 
Operational Improvements B) Widen Rte 246 
to 4 lane expressway from 0.5km west of La 
Purisma Rd to 0.3 km east of Domingo Rd

Lompoc, Santa Ynez 
Valley Region Measure D ($30M) RTIP A. 2015 $5,000

B. 2030 $63,000

CT-PL-5 SR 246 Safety Improvements from Hwy 
101 to SR 154

Reduce Accident Potential, Safety 
Improvements Santa Ynez Valley Measure D 2015 $5,000

CT-PL-6 SR 166 Safety Improvements from Santa 
Maria to Guadalupe

Reduce Accident Potential, Safety 
Improvements Santa Maria Valley Measure D 2015 $5,000

CT-PL-7
Hwy 101 Operational Improvements 

northbound between Los Positas and 
Mission St.

CMP deficiency; reduce accidents; enhance 
mobility along Hwy 101; interegional; 

Construct auxiliary lane
Countywide STIP, RIP 2025 $5,900

CT-PL-8 Hwy 101 widening from Fairview Ave to 
Storke Rd (PM 22.54 - 24.8) Widen to six lanes Countywide RTIP, STIP 2020 $20,000

CT-PL-9 Water Supply Improvements on Hwy 101 at 
the Gaviota Roadside Rest Area Water supply improvements Countywide SHOPP 2010 $1,900

CT-PL-10 Operational and safety improvements on 
SR 166 from Santa Maria to Kern Co. Line

Operational and safety modifications to 
include, turnouts, shoulder widening & passing 

lanes: Reduce accident potential, Safety 
Improvements

Countywide SHOPP, Measure D 2025 $13,400

CT-PL-11
Lane realignment on Highway 101 at 

Arroyo Quemado Canyon bridge, south of 
Gaviota pass

Realign south bound lanes into existing 
median & bypass bridges with wider facility Countywide SHOPP 2010 $5,300

CT-PL-12 Widen SR 192 from Alamar Rd to 
Sycamore Cyn Rd

Widen roadway, construct Class II Bikelanes 
and sidewalks South Coast SHOPP 2015 $8,000
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CT-PL-13 Location SR1; Las Cruces to Lompoc Construct spot widening & curve realignment, 
replace bridges Countywide Measure D 2020 $5,000

CT-PL-14 Highway 101/Castillo Interchange 
improvement Congestion, slab replacement South Coast SHOPP 2030 $26,000

CT-PL-15 Relocate Gaviota roadside rest area on 
Hwy 101

Move and replace or expand existing roadside 
rest area due to growth and water constraints 

and inadequate truck parking
Countywide SHOPP 2015 $11,000

CT-PL-16 Construct Bike Lanes from SR 1 & H 
St/Harris Grade to Constellation Road

Construct Class II Bike Lanes;Provide 
Regional Bikeway System Connectivity, 
Vandenberg Village to City of Lompoc

Unincorporated Lompoc SHOPP, rehab 2015 $1,000

CT-PL-17 Improvements on SR 246 between Buell 
Flat Rd and 5th St.

Phase I: re-stripe to continue center turn lane  
Phase II: widen, one lane in each direction SR 246 TCR 2011 $4,500

CT-PL-18 Pedestrian Improvements on Hwy 101 at 
Anapamu St

Replace pedestrian overcrossing, reactive 
aggregate, ADA compliance, non-standard 

vertical clearance.
Santa Barbara HBRR 2020 $5,000

CT-PL-20
Operational Improvements on Highway 101 

between Santa Maria and Slo Co. (PM 
81.18 to 91)

Install Traffic Surveillance Stations, 
Changeable Message Signs; ramps meters.  

CCTV and Highway Advisory Radio
Countywide

101 In Motion, Central 
Coast ITS Strategic 

Plan, SHOPP
2015 $6,300

CT-PL-21 ITS Improvements on Hwy 246 from 
Buellton to Lompoc

Traffic Surveillance Stations, Changeable 
Message Signs; Operational Improvements; 

Traveler Information
Countywide Central Coast ITS 

Strategic Plan, SHOPP 2015 $1,200

CT-PL-22 ITS Improvements on Hwy 1/101 Junction 
and Hwy 1/135 Junction

Install Changeable Message Signs; 
Operations Improvements; Traveler 

Information
Countywide Central Coast ITS 

Strategic Plan, SHOPP 2020 $1,200

CT-PL-23 Improvements at Gaviota Tunnel on Hwy 
101

Install "bike in tunnel' flashing beacon; 
Improve bike safety Countywide 2020 $30

CT-PL-24
Implementation of 511 Travelers 

Information Hotline for Santa Barbara 
County

Provide information regarding traffic and 
weather conditions as well as transit and train 

schedules and other assistance
Countywide Central Coast ITS; 

Measure D, SAFE 2020 $250

CT-PL-25 Bike and Pedestrian Improvements on SR 
246 through Buellton and Solvang

Facilitate bike and pedestrian movements.  
Signal synchronization; advanced crosswalks 

using flashing boundary lighting
Santa Ynez Valley 246 TCR; Central Coast 

ITS Strategic Plan 2025 $30

CT-PL-27 ITS Phase 2, Countywide Highway Advisory Radio, Internet highway 
advisories, etc. Countywide

Central Coast ITS 
Strategic Plan, 101 IM, 

Measure D
2015 $15,000
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CT-PL-28 Highway 101: Ramp Metering, ITS Meter traffic onto mainline 101 freeway South Coast
Central Coast ITS 

Strategic Plan, 101 IM, 
Measure D

2015 $10,000

CT-PL-29 Location: All rail stations in Santa Barbara 
County

Upgrade all rail stations to include bike 
lockers, electronic message signs and 

automatic ticket vending machines
Countywide PTA 2009/10 $2,000

CT-PL-30 Location: Goleta Station Expand parking facilities South Coast PTA, Local 2010 $2,000
CT-PL-31 Location: Goleta Station Rehabilitate and expand lay-over facilities South Coast PTA 2020 $1,000

CT-PL-32 Location: Carpinteria to Santa Barbara Construct new siding and switches Countywide State Rail Plan, Amtrak 
Plan, PTA 2015 $2,500

CT-PL-33 Location: Surf (Lompoc) to Guadalupe Installation of new siding Countywide State Rail Plan, Amtrak 
Plan, PTA 2020 $10,000

CT-PL-34 Location: Ventura and Santa Barbara Installation of new siding Countywide State Rail Plan, Amtrak 
Plan, PTA 2025 $10,000

CT-PL-35 Location: Santa Barbara County Track and signal upgardes throughout corridor Countywide State Rail Plan, Amtrak 
Plan, PTA 2030 $200,000

CT-PL-36 Location: Tarigion, Arguello, Gato, Sacato, 
Tajiguas Curve realignments and straightening (track) Countywide State Rail Plan, Amtrak 

Plan, PTA 2020 $400,000

CT-PL-37 Location: Los Angeles to Goleta Implement additional service - 3 roundtrips South Coast State Rail Plan, Amtrak 
Plan, PTA 2025 State funded

CT-PL-38 Location (SBC) Los Angeles to San 
Francisco Implement additional train for Coast Daylight Countywide State Rail Plan, Amtrak 

Plan, PTA 2020 State funded

CT-PL-39 Location: Goleta to San Luis Obispo Implement additional service - two roundtrips Countywide State Rail Plan, Amtrak 
Plan, PTA 2030 State funded

B-PL-1 Location: Hwy 101; southbound off ramp 
(Jonata/Ave of Flags)

Improve transition from hgihway speed to city 
street speed, existing triangle configurations is 

confusing.  Lengthen southbound off ramp 
(Caltrans standards).  Realign with Jonata Rd, 

Avenue of Flags & Central Ave intersection

Countywide SHOPP 2020 $1,500

B-PL-2 Location: SR 246 off ramp, forming 
intersection w/McMurray Rd

Forecasted low LOS and several traffic signals 
too closely spaced in the area.  Aligning 

intersection from two successive intersections 
to one (McMurray Rd/SR 246 Off ramp) 
Provide additional lanes on approaches

Countywide SHOPP 2015 $2,500
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B-PL-3 Location: Hwy 101; Damassa Rd 
Interchange

Provide over-crossing and modify interchange 
to increase capacity and accommodate 

projected traffic flow at City build-out
Buellton Local 2015 $10,000

B-PL-4 Location: SR 246 and Industrial Way, Lata 
Dr, Sycamore Dr Traffic signals, turn lanes Buellton Local 2015 $500

C-PL-1
Location: Santa Ynez Ave overcrossing: 

Reconstruction of the Santa Ynez 
overcrossing

To accommodate increasing traffic volumes 
through build-out Carpinteria SHOPP 2025 $3,900

C-PL-2 Location: Carpinteria Avenue Bridge
Reconstruction of the Carpinteria Ave Bridge 

over Carpinteria Creek as part of the 
Linden/Casitas Interchange projects (Hwy 101)

Carpinteria RTIP 2010

C-PL-3 Location: Holly Avenue to Carpinteria Ave
Extend Holly Ave (two lanes) to Carpinteria 

Ave, construct at grade RR crossing, 
Alternative access to downtown

Carpinteria Local 2015 $700

C-PL-4
Location: Santa Ynez Ave & Via Real: 

Carpinteria Ave & Palm; Linden Ave & 7th 
St; Santa Monica Rd & Via Real

Channelize and signalize intersections.  
Current and future projected traffic warrants 

signalization-operational efficiency of roadway 
system

Carpinteria Local 2015 $440

C-PL-5

Location: Via Real at Santa Monica Creek 
bridge and Via Real between Santa Ynez 
Ave and Santa Monica Rd; Widen to four 

lanes

Current and future traffic levels on Via Real in 
downtown Carpinteria warrant lane widening. Carpinteria Local 2015 $1,000

C-PL-6 Location: Bailard overcrossing at Hwy 101: 
Widen overcrossing

Part of original Hwy 101 (6) lane 
improvements (narrow over-crossing) Carpinteria STIP/RTIP 2020 $6,000

C-PL-8 Hwy 101/150 modification project to provide 
direct access to Via Real

Improve access to 101, reduce emergency 
vehicle response time, improve traffic 

circulation
Carpinteria Local 2007 $884

C-PL-9 Construct Class I Bike Path and RR 
Crossing connecting 7th and 4th streets

Completes missing gap in bike system.  Also 
allows for emergency vehicle to access. Carpinteria Local 2010 $1,500
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C-PL-10

Location: Linden Ave (El Carro to Hwy 
101); Palm Ave (Carpinteria Ave to 

Sandyland Ave); Casitas Pass (Hwy 192 to 
El Carro Lane)

Construct Class II Bike Lanes.  Implements 
segments of Regional Bikeway System; 

Completes gap in Linden Bikeway, would 
provide continuos bikeway from Foothill to the 
beach, access to the beach via Palm Ave, the 

n/s arterial service Carpinteria State Beach 
Park; would create continuous bike lane on 

Casitas Pass from Foothill to Hwy 101.

Carpinteria Local 2015 $450

C-PL-11 Location: Bailard Ave/Hwy 101
Reduction of single occupancy trips, reduction 
of traffic congestion on Hwy 101.  Construct a 

Park and Ride Lot
South Coast STIP (2002) 2004 FTIP 2020 $500

Go-PL-1 Location: Storke Rd from Whitttier to City 
Limits. Widen roadway

Forecasted low LOS, ADT projected to exceed 
capacity in 2007. Goleta Local Measure D, 

Developer Impact Fees 2015 $780

Go-PL-3

Location: Old Town Calle Real: Construct 
new pedestrian overcrossing w/ Class II 

bikelanes and no freeway access, 
connecting Calle Real and Hollister Ave

Bike/Pedestrian access over Hwy 101 Goleta
RTIP/STIP, Local 

Measure D, Regional 
Measure D

2015 $5,000

Go-PL-4
Location: Hwy 101 and Los Carneros Rd 

Interchange: Widen approach to 
southbound ramp

Excessive delays, forecasted low LOS (E) Goleta STIP/RTIP, Local 
Measure D, RTIP 2010 $800

Go-PL-5 Phelps Rd Los Carneros to Storke
Circulation improvements.  LOS improvements 
for Storke, Hollister, El Colegio, Los Carneros 

and attendant circulations
Goleta, Isla Vista, UCSB Measure D, Developer 

Impact Fees, UCSB 2025 $500

Go-PL-6

San Jose Creek Bikeway  Location: A) 
Cathedral Oaks Rd to Hollister Ave  B) 

Hollister to Atascadero Creek.  
Coordination with County for north section

Construct Class I Bike Path along creek.  
Bicycle access under Highway, regional 
bikeway segment, improves cross-town 

bicycle circulation.  Links access north of 
Highway 101 to UCSB and the beach

Goleta Valley 2008 $2,100

Go-PL-6 Location: La Patera Road Calle Real to 
Railroad: Construct roadway over-crossing

Enhance local circulationand reduce 
congestion at freeway interchanges Goleta Valley

STIP/RTIP, Local 
Measure D, Developer 

Impact Fees
2020 $20,000
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Go-PL-7

Location: Fairview Ave, Hollister Rd to 
Fowler Rd: Construct Class II Bikelanes, 
Landscaped raised medians and vehicle 

capacity modifications

Forecasted low LOS.  Improve circulation 
around Hollister corridor. Goleta Local 2010 $500

Go-PL-8 Ellwood Station Overcrossing Enhance local circulationand reduce 
congestion at freeway interchanges Goleta

STIP, TEA/RTIP, Local 
Measure D, Developer 

Impact Fees
2020 $20,000

Go-PL-9

Location: A. La Patera, railroad to Hollister 
Ave. B. Hollister Ave, Kellogg to Maria 
Ignacio  C. Patterson Ave, Hollister to 
Atascadero Creek  D. Patterson Ave, 

Pacific Oaks   Construct Class Ii, b. Class I, 
C. Class I, D. Class II

Improve bicycle circulation, connectivity filling 
missing segment of bikeway Goleta Valley Local 2010 $1,010

GU-PL-1
Location: SR 166 (Main St) through 

Guadalupe: Reconstruction, widen to four 
lanes, bring up to standard

Projected to operate at low LOS at full build-
out Santa Maria Valley Local Measure D 2015 $2,100

GU-PL-2 Citywide Add/improve RR crossings Operational 
Improvements Guadalupe Regional Measure D 2030 $4,000

GU-PL-3 Location: Guadalupe St. to Coastal area 
(~4.5 miles) along Santa Maria River Construct multi-use levee/walkway Santa Maria Valley Local Measure D, TEA 2010 $8,000

GU-PL-4 Location: Guadalupe Bus replacement and expansion, one bus 
every 3 years

Guadalupe/Santa Maria 
Valley Local Measure D, TEA 2030 $2,000

LOM-PL-1 Location: Route 246 to Lompoc (Central 
Ave. Extension)

Improve SR 246 connection to Lompoc, 
provide year-round floor-proof access over 

Santa Ynez River
Lompoc Valley Measure D/RTIP 2020 $26,000

LOM-PL-2 Location: North H, Highway 1 Widen from Central to Jct. Purisima Lompoc Valley Measure D 2020 $22,000

LOM-PL-3
Location: Southside of SY River from 
Lompoc Airport to Riverbend Park: 

Construct Class I bikepath

Extend Riverbend Bikepath to regional 
shopping area by Lompoc Airport Lompoc Valley FTIP, City Impact Fees 2015 $160

LOM-PL-4

Location: B. A Street, Cypress Avenue to 
Central Avenue  C. North Ave, A Street to 
River Side D. Floradale Rd, City limits to 

Federal Correctional Institution  E. I Street, 
Cypress to Miguelito Canyon Rd

Construct Class I Bikepath: B/C. Completion 
of missing segment of Regional Bikeway 

System D. Access for employees  E. 
Connectivity to SB County park

Lompoc Valley FTIP, City Impact Fees 2015 $100
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COLT-PL-1 Purchase 2 buses Vehicle replacement every 2 years for life of 
system Lompoc Valley Local 2 vehicles 

every 2 years $10,000

COLT-PL-2 Purchase 2 buses Service expansion of two buses every 5 years Lompoc Valley Local 2 vehicles 
every 5 years $4,000

COLT-PL-3 Downtown Transit Transfer Center Need for permanent centrally located facility Lompoc Valley Measure D/FTIP 
5307/TDA 2010 $5,000

SB-PL-1 Location: SR 101.  Mission St/Los Positas 
Interchange: Interchange circulation Improve circulation of this freeway interchage South Coast Cottage Hospital to pay 

for PSR 2020 $15,000

SB-PL-2
Location: Carrillo St; San Andres St to Cliff 

Dr.  Construct pedestrian path on both 
sides of Carrillo St

Access to the Mesa and Shoreline; Lack of 
pedestrian use traffic lane for access Santa Barbara Local 2010 $750

SB-PL-3
Location: Los Positas; Modoc Rd to Cliff Dr 

and Loma Alta; Canon Perdido St to 
Coronel Pl

Construct pedestrian path on both sides of Los 
Positas and one side of Loma Alta/Access to 

the beach, lack of pedestrian facilities
Santa Barbara Local 2010 $2,840

SB-PL-4 Location: Cabrillo Blvd
Construct Class II Bikelanes and pedestrian 
pathways.  Provide bikeway and pedestrian 

facilities for transit access.
Santa Barbara Local 2010 $1,000

SB-PL-5
Location: Montecito st, Cliff Dr and Los 

Positas, Calle Real between Los Positas 
and La Cumbre and Cabrillo Blvd

Construct Class II Bikelanes and pedestrian 
pathways.  Provide bikeway and pedestrian 

facilities for transit access.
Santa Barbara Local 2010 $1,500

SB-PL-6
Location: Various locations within City of 

Santa Barbara: Construct Class II 
bikelanes and pedestrian pathways

Improve bicycle and pedestrian mobility, 
complement missing segments in networks Santa Barbara 2010 $2,000

SB-PL-7 Location: SR225/Las Positas Rd from 
Modoc Rd to Cliff Dr

Arroyo Burro Multi-Purpose Pathway.  
Construct a apthway for bicycles and other 

recreational users that connects 
neighborhoods with Elings Park, Hendry's 
Beach and the Douglas Family Preserve

Santa Barbara Local 2020 $1.7

SB-PL-8 Location: Outer State St. at Hwy 101 OC & 
Call Real

Work with County and Caltrans to connect 
bikelanes that end at the State St./Hwy 

101/Calle Real intersection with bike lanes that 
begin on the other side of Hwy 101 in the 

County of SB's jurisdiction

South Coast Local 2015 $500
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SM-PL-1
Location:  US Highway 101 & SR 135 
(interchanges) - Reconstruct IC and extend 
Broadway East. revise N/B ramps, widen 
overcrossing, add Park and Ride

Existing congestion w/ projected LOS F on SR 
135 and s/bound ramps; no access from the 
east.  US 101 is a emphasis/focus route on 

the Interregional Roadway System

Santa Maria Valley 
Region

STIP/RTIP, Regional 
Measure D 2010 $17,000

SM-PL-2

Location:  Hwy. 101 at McCoy Lane (1.4 
KM south of Betteravia Rd.): a. Construct 
southbound on/off ramps;
b. Construct full interchange.

The proposed interchange will allow access to 
Hwy. 101 for the area developing within the 
City of Santa Maria and in areas currently 
proposed to be annexed to the City.  The 

proposed interchange is included in the City’s 
Circulation element of the General Plan and is 
consistent with land use and system planning 

for the City.  The proposed interchange at 
Hwy. 101 will distribute commuter traffic within 

the City’s circulation system and form the 
existing Hwy. 101 interchanges at Santa Maria 

Way and Betteravia Road to relieve current 
and anticipated congestion of those facilities. 

Santa Maria Valley
RTP, RIP, Impact Fees - 
Local Funds, Regional 

Measure D, $21M
2010 $24,000

SM-PL-3

Location:  Hwy. 101 at Betteravia. Truck congestion.  Modify northbound ramps 
to alleviate stacking at the existing left turn 
movement from eastbound Betteravia to 
northbound Hwy. 101. Construct    (NB 
auxiliary lane in future)

Santa Maria Valley RTIP/STIP Local 2010 $5,000

SM-PL-4

Location:  Miller Street, between Robles 
Street and Cook Street

Widen arterials to City standards Projected 
ADT for this segment results in a low LOS

Santa Maria Local 2015 $300

SM-PL-5
Location:  Alvin Ave between Curryer St 
and Miller St - Modify to secondary arterial 
stands with Class II Bikelanes

Identified in City’s circulation element as 
needed to improve circulation Santa Maria Local 2010 $3,560

SM-PL-6
Location:  Intersection of Depot, Railroad 
and Fester - Construct a round-about

Operational improvement for LOS
Santa Maria Local 2010 $1,500

SM-PL-7
Location:  Stowell Rd at College Dr - 
Lengthen E/B left turn lane

Inadequate lane capacity for project traffic, 
future low LOS Santa Maria Local 2010 $100
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SM-PL-8
Location: Main Street at US 101 Add capacity to approaches and on/off ramps 

to address congestion
Santa Maria STIP/RTIP, Local 2020 $6,000

SM-PL-9
Location:  Betteravia Rd Blosser and SR 
135 - Purchase ROW, widen to 6 lanes, 
signalize intersections

Circulation Element project, improve to 
primary arterial standard, improve east/west 
circulation

Santa Maria Local 2010 $4,000

SM-PL-10
Location:  College Dr between Battle Rd to 
Betteravia Rd Improve north/south circulation Santa Maria Local 2010 $2,700

SM-PL-11
Location:  A Street between McCoy Lane 
and Stowell Rd - Modify to secondary 
arterial standard

Circulation Element – improvement of 
circulation, projected low LOS

Santa Maria Local 2015 $5,340

SM-PL-12
Location:  Miller St between Barcelius to 
Stowell Rd - Widen to four lanes w/ 
channelization and Class II Bikelanes Projected ADT results in low LOS

Santa Maria Local 2015 $890

SM-PL-13 Location:  Mc Coy Ln between A Street and 
Mahoney Rd

Construct to secondary arterial standards 
Improve east/west circulation Santa Maria Local 2015 $5,010

SM-PL-14
Location:  Foster Rd between SR 135 and 
Blosser Rd - Widen to four lanes and 
construct Class II Bikelane Improve east/west circulation

Santa Maria Local 2015 $1,690

SM-PL-15
Location:  E Street - Acquire ROW and 
construct four lane arterial, Fairway to 
Betteravia.

Future arterial, City Circulation Element 
(planned industrial, manufacturing and 
residential areas)

Santa Maria Local 2015 $14,670

SM-PL-16

Location:  UVP, Bradley Channel, Jones 
Trail, Blosser Trail and from levee to La 
Brea

Construct commuter bikeway (Phase II)City’s 
Bikeway Element, regional connectivity, part of 
Regional Bikeway System

Santa Maria Valley Local 2011 $1,440

SM-PL-17
Location: Multipurpose Trail, from Hwy 101, 
along Jones and SMVRR, west to Railroad 
Ave Bikeway 

Connects segments of the Regional Bikeway 
System, improves bicycle circulation

Santa Maria Valley TEA-21 High Priority 
Project 2009 $587

SMAT-PL-1 Purchase large heavy-duty buses Vehicle Replacement Santa Maria Valley Local
Replace 2 

vehicles every 
year

$25,000

SMAT-PL-2 Purchase one large heavy duty bus Service Expansion Santa Maria Valley Local Expand Service $10,000

SMAT-PL-3 Purchase one medium-sized heavy duty 
and one small medium-duty bus Vehicle Replacement Santa Maria Valley Local

Replace 2 
smaller 

vehicles every 
2 years

$10,000

VISION 2030: Programmed, Planned and Illustrative Project Lists Planned List - 9



DRAFT Planned List
Project 
Number Project Description Project Purpose (Strategy) Regional Benefits Planning Document/ 

Funding Source Action Year Cost $000

SMAT-PL-4 Purchase (8) paratransit vehicles and one 
medium sized heavy duty bus Vehicle Replacement Santa Maria Valley Local

Replace 
paratransit 

buses every 5 
years

$3,000

SMAT-PL-5 Breeze Express, Operating Interregional Services Santa Maria - VAFB - 
Lompoc Regional Measure D 2015 $15,000

SMAT-PL-6 Breeze Express, Capital Interregional Services Santa Maria - VAFB - 
Lompoc Regional Measure D 2015 $40,000

Sol-PL-1

Bicycle and Pedestrian improvements with 
construction of bicycle/pedestrian bridge at 

Alamo Pintado Creek.  Extends existing 
bikeway along Hwy 246 from Santa Ynez to 

Solvang

No access for bicyclists across Alamo Pintado 
Creek.  Completes missing segment of 

regional bikeway system

Santa Ynez Valley 
Region

Indian Gaming Funds for 
PSR 2010 $71

Sol-PL-2

Location: Hwy 246/Mission Dr from Hans 
Christian Anderson (HCA) Park to western 
city limit.  Construct Class I Bike Path from 

HCA Park to West City Limits

Connect a newly constructed intersection at 
the western city limit (Skytt Mesa Drive) and to 
the western edge of the City of Solvang's Hans 

Christian Andersen Park

Santa Ynez Valley 
Region

Local Traffic Mitigation 
Fees 2015 $50

Sol-PL-3 Location: Alisal Rd south of Santa Ynez 
River Bridge

Construct two miles of Class II Bikelane; 
provide bicycle facility Santa Ynez Valley Local 2010 $350

Sol-PL-4 Location: SR 246 from Nybord to eastern 
city limit

Construct Class I Bikepath, Class II 
Bikelane/south side of SR 246; Continuation of 

bikepath/lane
Santa Ynez Valley Local 2010 $200

SYVT-PL-1 Purchase Van Vehicle Replacement, Replace one vehicle 
every three years Santa Ynez Valley Local Every 3 years $500

SYVT-PL-2 Purchaes Bus Service Expansion, Add vehicle for new 
service every five years Santa Ynez Valley Local Every 3 years $250

SBC-PL-1 Location: Hollister Ave between San 
Antonio Rd and U.S. 101

Widen to 4 lanes with channelization and bike 
lanes; reconstruct U.P.R.R. overcrossing.  

Forecast low LOS, ADT projected to exceed 
capacity in year 2007.  Bike path completes 

missing segment in the regional system

South Coast 2011 $18,000

SBC-PL-2 Location: La Purisima Rd between Hwy. 
101 and Hwy. 246 near the City of Lompoc

Widen La Purisima Rd to include standar lane 
widths, shoulders and Class II Bikelanes 

addresses substandard roadway conditions, 
improves safety and increases capacity.

Lompoc Valley 2010 $2,000
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SBC-PL-3
Location: Refugio Rd between Roblar Ave 
and Samantha Dr and Roblar Ave between 

Grand Ave and Refugio Rd

Completes a missing link in Santa Ynez 
Valley's bike path network.  Project extends 

the existing Class II Bikelane system 
connecting Solvang, Santa Ynez, Ballard and 

Los Olivos

Santa Ynez Valley 2010 $2,000

SBC-PL-4 Location: Clark Avenue and Bradley Rd
Widen intersection to provide additional left & 

right turn lanes; provide more efficient 
movement through intersection

Orcutt Local 2010 $910

SBC-PL-5 Location: Clark Avenue and U.S. 101 Relocate on and off ramps and install signals Orcutt Traffic Impact Fees 2010 $1,400

SBC-PL-6 Location: Bradley Rd and Santa Maria Way

Widen intersection , add eastbound and 
westbound right turn lanes on Santa Maria 

Way.  Forecasted low LOS with build-out and 
existing lane configuration

Orcutt Local 2008 $510

SBC-PL-7 Location: Harris Grade Rd from SR 1 to 
Burton Mesa

Widen road shoulders and construct Class II 
bike lanes.  Provide connectivity to Regional 

Bikeway System
Lompoc Unincorporated Local 2015 $1,850

SBC-PL-8 Location: West Main St to Guadalupe 
Dunes County Park

Construct Class II bike lanes; Connectivity to 
the Guadalupe Dunes Bikeway between 

Guadalupe and Santa Maria
Santa Maria Valley BTA, Local 2015 $347

SBC-PL-9 Location: Central to Northern City limits Stripe for Class II bikelanes.  Complete 
segment of the Regional Bikeway System Lompoc Valley BTA, Local 2015 $370

SBC-PL-10 Location: Los Carneros, Goleta Widen from El Colegio to Goleta city limits Goleta Impact Mitigation Fees 2010 $300

SBC-PL-11 Location: Along the Santa Maria levee, 
Santa Maria to Guadalupe

Construct Class I multi-purpose bikeway.  
Connectivity between Guadalupe and Santa 
Maria, part of the Regional Bikeway System

Santa Maria Valley TEA, Local 2010 $1,462

SBC-PL-12
Location: CA Coastal Trail/Bacara Resort 

to El Capitan Cyn Rd; Refugio State Beach 
to Canada San Onofre

Trail feasability analysis for construction of 9.0 
miles of state mandated bicycle/pedestrian 

trail.  California Coastal Trail Connectivity, part 
of the regional bikeway system

South Coast
State Coastal Resource 
Grant Program (Props 

12 & 40), Local
2010 $3,000

SBC-PL-13
Construct a Traffic Management Center to 
receive live video transmissions from traffic 

signals

The center will allow traffic managers to 
optimize performance of the existing 

infrastructure in a highly cost efficient manner.
South Coast STIP/RTIP, Local, 

Demo. 2009 $2,600

SBC-PL-14 Park and Ride, Hwy. 101/Clark Promote ridesharing Santa Maria-Lompoc Orcutt Community Plan 2010 $500,000
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SBCAG-PL-1 Commuter Rail Pilot Program 101 IM, Congestion on U.S. 101, South Coast
South Coast, Ventura, 
Avoidance of additional 

freeway widening
Regional Measure D 2010 $126,000

SBCAG-PL-2 Traffic Solutions Programs 101 IM, Programs and Incentives South Coast Regional Measure D Ongoing $12,000
SBCAG-PL-3 Traffic Solutions Staffing 101 In Motion South Coast Regional Measure D Ongoing $5,000
SBCAG-PL-4 Coastal Express, Maintenance 101 In Motion South Coast/Ventura Regional Measure D Ongoing $9,000
SBCAG-PL-5 Coast Express Expansion 101 In Motion South Coast/Ventura Regional Measure D Ongoing $6,000
SBCAG-PL-6 Clean Air Express, Maintenance 101 In Motion Countywide Regional Measure D Ongoing $9,000
SBCAG-PL-7 Clean Air Express, Expansion 101 In Motion Countywide Regional Measure D Ongoing $6,000

IC-PL-1 North County Interregional, Operating New Service Operation North County Regional Measure D 2015 $28,000
IC-PL-2 North County Interregional, Capital Purchase buses North County Regional Measure D 2015 $10,000
IC-PL3 South Coast Interregional, Operations New Service Operation for expansion South Coast Regional Measure D 2015 $20,000
IC-PL-4 South Coast Interregional, Capital Purchase buses for expanded services South Coast Regional Measure D 2015 $5,000

MTD-PL-1 Purchase one 40' low floor bus Carpinteria to Santa Barbara Express South Coast MTD 2007 $300
MTD-PL-2 Purchase 4 electric shuttles Goleta feeder - noontime shuttle South Coast MTD 2008 $1,100

MTD-PL-3 Purchase one shuttle and one 30' eletric 
bus Montecito Service South Coast MTD 2009 $550

MTD-PL-4 Purchase 3 low floor 40' buses Santa Barbara/Fairview express South Coast MTD, Local Measure D 2010 $900
MTD-PL-5 Purchase 3 low floor 40' buses Westside/Goleta Express South Coast MTD, Local Measure D 2010 $900
MTD-PL-6 Purchase two electric 26' buses Patterson/Turnpike Shuttle South Coast MTD, Local Measure D 2010 $550

MTD-PL-7 Purchase (28) 40' buses, ten electric 
shuttles and five 26' eletric buses Vehicle Replacement South Coast MTD 2011 $12,000

MTD-PL-8 Purchase 20 mid-sized buses Vehicle Replacement South Coast MTD 2013 $6,000

MTD-PL-9 Purchase 10 eletric shuttles and five 26' 
electric buses Vehicle Replacement South Coast MTD 2018 $4,000

MTD-PL-10 Downtown Transit Center
Plan and develop new transit hub to address 

bus congestion, pedestrian safety, modal 
conflicts

South Coast MTD Earmark, Local, 
Regional 2020 $10,000

MTD-PL-11 Commuter Rail Transit Connection, Capital Connecting local bus service South Coast Regional Measure D 2015 $3,500

MTD-PL-12 Commuter Rail Transit Connection, 
Operating Connecting local bus service South Coast Regional Measure D 2015 $22,500

MTD-PL-13 Valley Express, Operating Interregional Services Santa Ynez/South Coast Regional Measure D 2015 $3,800
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MTD-PL-14 Valley Express, Capital Interregional Services Santa Ynez/South Coast Regional Measure D 2015 $6,600

MTD-PL-15 South Coast Fleet Expansion New service operations for expansion South Coast Local Measure D 2015 $10,000
MTD-PL-16 South Coast Fleet Expansion Purchase buses for expanded services South Coast Local Measure D 2015 $5,000

EL-PL-1 Purchase two vehicles biennially Vehicle replacement South Coast Local, 5310

Two 
replacement 

vehicles every 
two years

$560

EL-PL-2 Purchase one vehicle Vehicle expansion South Coast Local, 5310
One new 

vehicle every 
two years

$112

EL-PL-3 Fare subsidy Transit access South Coast Regional Measure D $2,000

SMO-PL-1 Purchase one vehicle Vehicle expansion Santa Maria Valley Local, 5310
One new 

vehicle every 
two years

$112

SMO-PL-2 Fare subsidy Reduced fares for seniors and disabled Santa Maria Valley Regional Measure D 2010 $2,000
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CT-IL-1 Widen State Route 1 over Santa Maria 
River

Widen bridge to increase road capacity 
and to construct Class II Bikelanes

Guadalupe - Santa Maria 
Region $10,000

CT-IL-2 Widen Hwy 101 from Clark Ave to Santa 
Maria Way

Widen to six lanes to address traffic 
congestion  Santa Maria Region $7,000

CT-IL-3 Widen SR 166 to 4 lanes from Guadalupe 
to Santa Maria City Limits

Increase roadway capacity to enhance 
safety and enhance circulation by 
accomodating both regular and 

agricultural vehicles

Guadalupe - Santa Maria 
Region $51,000

CT-IL-4
Widen SR 1 from Clark Ave to SR 1/166 
Junction (Widen lanes to 11' and shoulders 
to 4')

Substandard Shoulders Guadalupe - Santa Maria 
Region $10,000

CT-IL-5 Highway 246 Intersection improvements at 
SR 154

Intersection realignment and 
improvements to accommodate traffic 

increases
Santa Ynez Valley $10,000

CT-IL-6
Widen Route 135 to 6 Lanes from 0.4km 
south of Santa Maria Way to Rte 135/Hwy 
101 separation

Enhance circulation and reduce 
congestion (low LOS): CMP System 

facility

Santa Maria 
Valley/VAFB/Lompoc 

Valley Region
$18,000

CT-IL-7 SR 166 at SR 1 Delays, Construct overpass over train 
tracks

Guadalupe/Santa Maria 
Valley $4,000

SM-IL-1 Construct new bypass from Hwy 101 to SR 
166 West

Improve Truck access and releive 
congestion.  Santa Maria Region $60,500

SBC-IL-1 Calle Real Gap Closure (Calle Real at 
Patterson) Calle Real Gap Closure Goleta Valley $25,000

SBC-IL-2

Construct Class I Bike Path near Railroad 
corridor along Hwy 101 Right-of-Way, from 
Winchester Canyon to City of Santa 
Barbara

Construct Class I Bike Path to provide 
for east/west connectivity along the 

South Coast; complete segment of the 
Regional Bikeway System

South Coast $20,000
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1 Construct far east apron and connecting taxiway AIP, FAA 2009 $925
2 Heliport Development AIP, FAA 2010 $6,000
3 Construct parallel taxiway and east ramp extension AIP, FAA 2011 $900

$7,825

1 Lengthen runway/taxiway 256 feet. AIP, FAA FY 2008/09 $1,000
$1,000

1 Expansion and remodel of existing terminal; Airside improvements AIP, PFC, Bonds FY 2010 $60,000

2 Implementation of Master Plan Update: shift Runway 7-25 by 800 feet and construct 
safety areas and extend Taxiway A safety areas. AIP FY 2007 $20,000

3 Construction of 24 nested t-hangars Airport Budget FY 2006 $2,700
4 New Taxiway M AIP, Airport Budget 2006 $5,500
5 Taxiway B Realignment AIP, Airport Budget 2007 $1,250

$89,450

1 Modify passenger terminal building, expand Holdroom and Baggage area. District, FAA 2006 $1,672
2 Improve Infield Access District, FAA 2006 $600

3 Develop new air cargo facility, access road, building, and aircraft parking apron. District, FAA 2006 $900
4 Air Cargo Expansion, Phase 2 District, FAA 2010 $540
5 Extend Taxiway A District, FAA 2007 $110
6 Extend Taxiway G District, FAA 2010 $53
7 Construct Taxiway N District, FAA 2010 $310
8 Extend Taxiway D District, FAA 2010 $800
9 Develop New Hangars District, FAA 2010 $600
10 Improve Infield Road and Taxiway Access District, FAA 2010 $1,000
11 Improve Infield Road and Taxiway Access, Phase 2 District, FAA 2015 $1,000
12 Extend Main Runway District, FAA 2010 $3,000

TOTAL: $10,585
TOTAL FOR ALL AIRPORT PROJECTS: $108,860

TOTAL:
Santa Maria Public Airport District

Santa Ynez Airport (Santa Barbara County)

Lompoc Airport
TOTAL:

Santa Barbara Airport
TOTAL:

VISION 2030: Programmed, Planned and Illustrative Project Lists Planned Airport Project List - 1



VISION 2030 Revenue Sources 1 of 11

VISION 2030 REVENUE SOURCES 
 

FEDERAL FUNDS 
 

Transit Funds 
 
FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
 
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Program (CMAQ) 
 
The Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Program (CMAQ) provides funding for surface transportation and 
other related projects that contribute to air quality improvements and reduce congestion.  CMAQ funds are 
focused primarily on the transportation control measures to lessen the pollutants emitted by motor vehicles by 
decreasing highway travel and to encourage more efficient facility use. In addition, CMAQ funds may be used 
for projects that reduce vehicle emissions directly, such as through vehicle inspection and maintenance 
programs and purchase of alternative-fueled transit vehicles.   
 
► Santa Barbara County has received approximately $3 million in CMAQ funding annually which has 
historically been allocated to transit and demand management related projects.  With Santa Barbara County 
classified as an air quality attainment area for new Federal Air Quality standards; CMAQ funding will be phased 
out for the area in Fiscal Year 2007/08.   
 
FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION (FTA) 
 
The Federal government, through FTA, provides financial assistance to develop new transit systems and 
improve, maintain, and operate existing systems.  Public transportation systems include buses, subways, light 
rail, commuter rail, monorail, passenger ferry boats, trolleys, inclined railways, and people movers, as well as 
vans in demand response service. 
 
SAFETEA-LU 
 
The Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Act, a Legacy for Users, enacted on August 10, 2005 
provides $244.1 billion in guaranteed funding for Federal surface transportation programs over six years 
through FY 2009. 

Section 5307 – Urbanized Area Program 

This program, continued in SAFETEA-LU, makes Federal resources available to urbanized areas for transit 
capital, planning and operating assistance.  An urbanized area is an incorporated area with a population of 
50,000 or more that is designated as such by the United States Census Bureau. Santa Barbara County 
includes three urbanized areas; Lompoc, Santa Barbara and Santa Maria.  Each area receives its’ own annual 
apportionment for the previously mentioned purposes. 

► FTA 5307 funding identified for the Lompoc, Santa Barbara and Santa Maria urbanized areas between FY’s 
05/06 and 08/09 is reflective of guaranteed apportionments identified in SAFETEA-LU.  Apportionments are 
assumed to grow at a conservative rate of 2.0% following thereafter. 

Section 5309 – Major Capital Investments in Transit (New Starts) 

The transit capital investment program provides capital assistance for three primary activities:  

 - New and replacement buses and facilities,  
 - Modernization of existing rail systems, and  
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 - New fixed guideway systems (New Starts)  

Eligible recipients for capital investment funds are public bodies and agencies (transit authorities and other 
state and local public bodies and agencies thereof) including states, municipalities, other political subdivisions 
of states; public agencies and instrumentalities of one or more states; and certain public corporations, boards, 
and commissions established under state law. Funds are allocated on a discretionary basis.  

► Since FTA 5309 funding is apportioned on a discretionary basis, Santa Barbara County traditionally does 
not rely upon the program on an annual basis.  It is assumed however, that with the potential for a commuter 
rail program on the South Coast, FTA 5309 funding would be apportioned to Santa Barbara County starting in 
Fiscal Years 2011 for a total of $50 million. 

Section 5310 – Elderly and Disabled Program 

The 5310 program provides formula funding to assist private non-profit groups and transit operators in 
meeting the transportation needs of the elderly and persons with disabilities when the transportation service 
provided is unavailable, insufficient, or inappropriate to meeting these needs. The funds are apportioned 
based on each State’s share of population for these groups of people and awarded to projects through a 
statewide competitive selection process.  Funds may be used for capital equipment such as small buses, vans, 
radio equipment and computers. 

► Santa Barbara County has historically received approximately $95 thousand annually through the 5310 
Program.  It is assumed that this amount will increase at a conservative rate of 2% annually. 

Section 5311 – Rural and Small Urban Area Program 

The 5311 program provides formula funding to states for the purpose of supporting public transportation in 
areas of less than 50,000 in population. It is apportioned in proportion to each State’s non-urbanized 
population. Each state prepares an annual program of projects, which must provide for fair and equitable 
distribution of funds within the states, including Indian reservations, and must provide for maximum feasible 
coordination with transportation services assisted by other Federal sources.  

Funds may be used for capital, operating, and administrative assistance to state agencies, local public bodies, 
and nonprofit organizations (including Indian tribes and groups), and operators of public transportation 
services. The state must use 15 percent of its annual apportionment to support intercity bus service (see 
5311(f)) below), unless the Governor certifies that these needs of the state are adequately met.  

► FTA 5311 funding for Santa Barbara County as well as other areas throughout the state experienced an 
increase per new apportionments identified in SAFETEA-LU.  Funding assumptions are projected to increase at 
a rate of 2.0% based on actual FY 05/06 apportionments.  The City of Guadalupe and Santa Ynez Valley 
Transit are assumed to be the main beneficiaries of this program. 

Section 5311(f) – Intercity Bus Program 
 
FTA requires all states to spend a minimum of 15% of their annual 5311 apportionment to implement and 
fund intercity bus transportation unless the Governor certifies that the intercity bus needs are being adequately 
met.   
 
Currently, 15% of each year’s section 5311 state apportionment is set-aside for the Intercity Bus Program.  The 
Federal Transit Administration Section 5311(f) Intercity Bus Program in California is designed to address the 
intercity travel needs of the residents in non-urbanized areas of the state, by funding services that provide 
them access to the intercity bus and transportation networks in California.   
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Projects are evaluated through a competitive statewide selection process.  Eligible projects include most 
capital and operating assistance projects.   

► FTA 5311(f) funding for Santa Barbara County experienced an increase per new apportionments identified 
in SAFETEA-LU for the 5311 program.  Similar to 5311, Funding assumptions are projected to increase at a 
rate of 2.0% based on actual FY 05/06 apportionments. 

Section 5316 - Jobs Access and Reverse Commute (JARC) Program 
 
The purpose of the 5316 program is to develop transportation services designed to transport welfare 
recipients and low income individuals to and from jobs and to develop transportation services for residents of 
urban centers and rural and suburban areas to suburban employment opportunities. Emphasis is placed on 
projects that use mass transportation services.  

Grants may fund capital projects and operating costs of equipment, facilities, and associated capital 
maintenance items related to providing access to jobs; promote use of transit by workers with nontraditional 
work schedules; promote use by appropriate agencies of transit vouchers for welfare recipients and eligible low 
income individuals; and promote use of employer-provided transportation including the transit pass benefit 
program.  

► FTA 5316 funding for Santa Barbara County was determined by Caltrans for Fiscal Year 2005/06 at $277 
thousand.  Funding for following years was based upon a conservative 2% growth rate from this base year 
apportionment. 

Section 5317 – New Freedom Program 

This funding program encourages services and facility improvements to address the transportation needs of 
persons with disabilities that go beyond those required by the Americans with Disabilities Act.  Funds are 
allocated through a formula based upon population of persons with disabilities.  Grants may fund projects 
identified for the Section 5316 program. 

► FTA 5317 funding for Santa Barbara County was apportioned by Caltrans for Fiscal Year 2005/06 at $168 
thousand.  Funding for following years was based upon a 2% growth rate from this base year apportionment. 

Highway Funds 
 
FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
 
Federal Demonstration Funding 
 
There are additional federal sources included in transportation bills, such as SAFETEA-LU, that provide the 
region with funding for transportation projects.  These programs help fund projects ranging from environmental 
studies to safety improvements for roads or transit projects. 
 
It is assumed that Santa Barbara County will receive $1 million annually in Federal Demonstration funding with 
67% for road improvement projects and the remaining 33% in funding for transit related projects. 
 
Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) 

The Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) is a federal funding source that provides funding for a 
broad range of capacity, operational, and congestion mitigation related improvements.   The program helps 
fund projects related to Highway, Bridge and Street construction, rehabilitation, resurfacing and restoration.  
Additionally, projects related to environmental mitigation, transit capital, transportation demand management 
and highway research are also eligible to receive funding. 
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► RSTP fund estimates were based on funding allocations provided by Caltrans through Fiscal Year 2009 or 
the end of SAFETEA-LU.  For VISION 2030 financial analysis, it is assumed that 80% is allocated to local and 
regional arterials and the remaining 20% for highway improvements. 

Local Surface Transportation Program (LSTP) 

The LSTP is determined by formula from Caltrans of the total RSTP amount allocated to Santa Barbara County.  
It is apportioned to each jurisdiction based upon the most current population estimates from the California 
Department of Finance for Local Street and road maintenance projects. 

► LSTP fund estimates were based on funding allocations provided by Caltrans for FY 2006 are $1.872 
million with a growth rate of 3% following thereafter. 
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STATE FUNDS 

TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT 
 
The Transportation Development Act (TDA) provides two major sources of funding for public transportation: the 
Local Transportation Fund (LTF) and the State Transit Assistance fund (STA). These funds are for the 
development and support of public transportation needs that exist in California and are allocated to areas of 
each county based on population, taxable sales and transit performance. Some counties have the option of 
using LTF for local streets and roads projects, if they can show that there are no unmet transit needs that are 
reasonable to meet.   The funds help improve existing public transportation and encourage regional public 
transportation coordination.  The funds can also be used for bicycle and pedestrian projects. 
 
Local Transportation Fund (LTF) is generated from ¼ cent statewide sales tax collected in Santa Barbara 
County.  LTF revenues vary from year to year based on sales tax received.  As previously mentioned some 
counties have the option of using LTF for streets and roads purposes if it is determined that there not unmet 
transit needs reasonable to meet.   
 
► Assumptions for LTF funding are based upon actual apportionments for Fiscal Year 2005/06 with projected 
growth assumed at 3% following thereafter. 
 
State Transit Assistance (STA) Fund is generated by the ½ cent statewide sales tax on motor vehicle fuel.  
These funds are available for transit operating and capital purposes only.  The formula that determines the 
amount of STA funding for each region allocates 50% of the funds on the basis of a county’s population 
compared to the State population.  The other 50% is allocated on the basis of the amount of passenger fares 
and local support revenues collected by the county’s operators compared to the amount collected by operators 
statewide. 
 
► Assumptions for STA funding are based upon actual apportionments for Fiscal Year 2005/06 with projected 
growth assumed at 3% following thereafter. 

Bicycle Transportation Account (BTA) 

The Bicycle Transportation Account provides state funds for city and county projects that promote bicycle 
commuting to jobs, transit stations, schools and other destinations, improve the safety of bicyclists and 
pedestrians, ease traffic congestion, and improve air quality.  BTA funding is awarded annually through a 
competitive statewide selection process.   

► Santa Barbara County has been awarded funding every 4 years at an average amount of $170 thousand.   
It is assumed that Santa Barbara County will be awarded BTA funding every four years with an increase of 6% 
per allocation.  

State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) 

The STIP is a multi-year state capital improvement program of transportation projects on and off the State 
Highway System, funded with revenues from the State Highway Account and other funding sources. The STIP 
consists of two broad programs, the regional program funded from 75 percent of new STIP funding and the 
interregional program.  
 
The 75 percent Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) is further subdivided by formula into 
county shares to be nominated by regions for projects that improve transportation in the region.  
 
Projects included in Interregional Transportation Improvement Program (ITIP) are nominated by Caltrans to 
improve transportation between regions. The ITIP also includes projects funded from Federal Transportation 
Enhancement (TE) funds. 
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STIP RTIP 

► Based on historical allocations from the STIP, it is assumed that Santa Barbara County will continue to 
receive $15 million in STIP RIP funding annually with no estimated growth rate as identified in 101 In Motion 
funding projections. 

STIP ITIP 

► Based on historical allocations from the STIP, it is assumed that Santa Barbara County will continue to 
receive $5.25 million in STIP IIP funding annually with no estimated growth rate as identified in 101 In Motion 
funding projections. 

Transportation Enhancement (TE) Program – Included in the STIP Program 

TE funds are to be used for transportation-related capital improvement projects that enhance quality-of-life, in 
or around transportation facilities.  Projects must be over and above the required mitigation and normal 
transportation projects, and the project must be directly related to the transportation system.  
 
The TE program helps fund pedestrian and bicycle facilities, acquisition of scene or historic sites, landscaping 
and other scenic beautification, among other projects. 
 
►Based on estimates provided by Caltrans STIP estimates, $875K is programmed in the RTP revenue 
estimates in FY 2005/06 with a projected growth rate of 1.4%.  Funding is divided by 1/3 to the 
Bike/Pedestrian, Highways and Streets/Roads funding categories. 
 
State Highway Operations and Protection Program (SHOPP)  
 
The SHOPP helps funds projects that have a purpose of collision reduction, bridge preservation, roadway 
preservation, roadside preservation, mobility enhancement and preservation of other transportation facilities 
related to the state highway system. 

SHOPP fund estimates included in the financial analysis for FY 2005 and 2006 are reflective of historical 
allocations to Santa Barbara County.  Funding estimates identified in the analysis starting from FY 2007 are 
based upon the average funding reflected in the 2006 approved SHOPP. 

Hazard Elimination Safety Program 

The Hazard Elimination Safety Program (HES) is a federal safety program that provides funds for safety 
improvements on all public roads and highways. These funds serve to eliminate or reduce the number and/or 
severity of traffic accidents at locations selected for improvement.  

Each year, local agencies compete for HES funds by submitting candidate safety projects to Caltrans for review 
and analysis. Caltrans prioritizes these projects, statewide, and releases an annual HES Program Plan that 
identifies the projects that are approved for funding.  

It is assumed that Santa Barbara County will continue to receive funding annually based on FY 2006 funding of 
$180 thousand at a growth rate of 1.4%. 
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Highway/Bridge Repair and Retrofit Program 

The Highway Bridge Replacement and Rehabilitation Program (HBRRP) provides funds to assist the States in 
their programs to replace or rehabilitate deficient highway bridges and to seismic retrofit bridges located on 
any public road. 

►It is assumed that Santa Barbara County will receive approximately $4.6 million annually with 50% for 
Highways and the remaining 50% for Streets and Roads projects. 

Freeway Service Patrol (FSP) Program  

The Freeway Service Patrol is a public service comprised of a fleet of tow and pickup trucks which patrol 
designated portions of freeways during commute hours clearing accidents and removing debris to reduce 
traffic congestion and improve safety.  Funding for the FSP program is provided through the State with the local 
match provided by the Santa Barbara County SAFE program. 

►SBCAG received $211 in FSP funds in Fiscal Year 2005/06.  It is assumed that Santa Barbara County will 
continue to receive this funding with a growth rate of 1.4% 

MISCELANEOUS STATE FUNDS 

In addition to the previously mentioned State transportation funds, there are a series of smaller fund programs 
that provide additional funding for the region’s transportation projects.  These fund groups include the Seismic 
Retrofit Program and the Soundwall Program. 

►It is assumed that Miscellaneous State Funds will amount to $3 million annually for Santa Barbara County. 
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REGIONAL FUNDS 

Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies (SAFE) Program 
 
Counties in California have the authority to place a $1 per vehicle registration surcharge on each vehicle 
registered within the County. This surcharge provides for the management, installation, operation, and 
maintenance of all SAFE programs, which includes the Freeway Service Patrol and Santa Barbara County 
Callbox Program. 
 
►The SAFE Program for Santa Barbara County is estimated to generate $367 thousand in Fiscal Year 2005 
with a conservative growth rate of 2% annually thereafter. 

Existing Regional Measure D ½ Cent Sales Tax 

On November 7, 1989, 55% of the voters in Santa Barbara County approved Measure D, a ½ cent increase in 
local sales tax for transportation projects. The Santa Barbara County Association of Governments (SBCAG), in 
its role as the Local Transportation Authority, administers all aspects of the Measure D Program.  
 
Measure D funds are used on transportation projects and programs specifically authorized in the voter 
approved Measure D Expenditure Plan. The Expenditure Plan was approved by SBCAG, the County of Santa 
Barbara and each of the cities prior to the 1989 election. The Expenditure Plan specified the allocation of 
revenues collected under Measure D as follows: 

- Local Program - 70.0% 
- Regional Program - 29.5% 
- Paratransit - 0.5% 

 
The Measure D Regional Program is comprised of eighteen projects including interchange improvements, rural 
highway operational improvements, local intersection improvements, highway widening, auxiliary lanes, and 
interregional transit service. 
 
Bond financing was employed in 1993 to allow SBCAG to complete twelve of the fifteen original expenditure 
plan projects by 2000.  Costs savings on one rural highway project allowed SBCAG to begin development of a 
second group of improvements on the highway. In October 2003, the Expenditure Plan was amended to add 
three projects. Sixteen of the nineteen projects currently in the program have been delivered and three are 
ready to be advertised or are under development and will be delivered by the sunset of the measure program. 
 
The total cost of the regional program including planning, design, right-of-way, construction and project support 
is currently estimated at $180 million. Funding for the regional program through the measure’s sunset is 
projected to be $135 million. SBCAG has leveraged an additional $60 million in funding from State, federal 
and local sources. A small ending balance is projected which serves as a contingency for the three projects yet 
to be delivered and could provide SBCAG with an opportunity to add additional projects to the regional 
program. 
 
Funding assumptions for existing Measure D in the Vision 2030 financial analysis were based on actual 
funding amounts as well as reasonable assumptions included in the Measure D expenditure plan. 

Reauthorized Regional Measure D ½ Cent Sales Tax 

Regional Measure D helps fund projects of regional importance which add lanes, improve safety, make 
operational improvements and maintain and expand transit services within and between cities and other 
counties. Projects include state highway facilities and local, regional and interregional transit. Funding will be 
used in combination with other revenue sources such as state and federal funds or local fees to deliver 
projects and can be loaned to the State to deliver highway projects sooner than would normally be expected 
using state and federal gas taxes.  The reauthorized Measure D period would cover a 30-year span from 2011 
to 2040. 
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Bicycle and Pedestrian Projects 
Measure D Regional Bicycle Program – Funding for this program is estimated to provide $42.5 million over the 
30-year Measure D Renewal Period.  This amount was divided by 30 years to provide an assumption of 
estimated funding levels for the VISION 2030 planning period.  The estimated amount per year is $1.417 
million starting in FY 2010/11, the first year sales tax receipts will be received if Measure D is reauthorized. 
 
Safe Routes to School (SR2S) Program – Funding for this program is estimated to provide $44.0 million over 
the life of Measure D Renewal.  Similar to the Regional Bicycle Program this amount was divided by 30 years to 
provide a reasonable assumption of estimated funding levels for VISION 2030.  The estimated amount per 
year is $1.467 million starting in FY 2010/11. 
 
Highways 
Regional Measure D Renewal funding is assumed to provide $278.5 million dollars over the 30-year Measure 
D Renewal period.  It is assumed that revenue bonds will be used to expedite the delivery of highway projects 
in the region.  Funding for Highways in the Regional Program is divided by 20 years to be included in the 
VISION 2030 planning period. 
 
Intelligent Transportation Systems/Transportation Demand Management 
Regional Measure D Renewal funding includes a program for Transportation Demand Management.  This 
program is estimated to generate $27.0 million over the 30-year Measure D Renewal period.  Similar to the 
Regional Bicycle and SR2S programs, funding is divided over 30 years and reflected in the financial analysis 
starting in FY 2010/11.   
 
Commuter Rail Demonstration Program 
Funding for Commuter Rail is also included in Measure D Renewal expenditure plan at a total amount of $126 
million.  This funding will help with planning, track improvements, rolling stock acquisition and operations 
between 2015 and 2040.  It is assumed that bonding would occur to expedite the rolling stock acquisition at 
$52 million with funding for operations starting in FY 2010/11 at $2.467 million annually.  Overall, the 
Measure D allocation for commuter rail operations is projected at $74 million for 30 years. 
 
Transit 
The Measure D Renewal Regional Program includes funding for Interregional Bus Service ($62 million), 
Local/Regional Bus Service ($198.5 million) as well as reduced transit fares for seniors and disabled persons 
($9 million).  In total, $269.5 million is allocated to these programs within the Regional Alternative 
Transportation Program.  This funding is divided over 30 years and reflected in the financial analysis starting in 
FY 2010/11 at $8.983 million per year. 



VISION 2030 Revenue Sources 10 of 11

LOCAL FUNDS 
 

Local Gas Tax Subventions – Proposition 42 
 
A major source of funding for local jurisdictions is revenue collected through state sales and use taxes on the 
sale of motor vehicle fuel through Proposition 42.  The collected revenue may fund local city and county street 
and road repairs and improvements. 
 
► Revenue from Gas Tax Subventions is assumed to grow at a rate of 2.0% from the base year amount in 
Fiscal Year 2007 of $3.694 million. 
 
Transit Fare Revenue 
 
Local and regional transit operators receive revenue based on fares from trips provided to passengers. 
 
► Transit Fare Revenue is assumed to grow at a rate of 1.0% from the base year amount in Fiscal Year 2005 
of $7.5 million. 
 
Existing Local Measure D 
 
Under the Local Program, each city and the county receive a $50,000 annual base level of funding with the 
balance of funds distributed by population. Local agencies choose how to spend their share of funds after 
seeking public input on projects, annually adopting a five-year program of projects, and submitting it to the 
SBCAG Board for approval. Local agencies have used Measure D funds for a variety of projects including 
pedestrian and bicycle facilities (6%), support for local transit (5%), local road improvements (8%), and local 
street maintenance programs (81%). 
 
Funding assumptions for existing Measure D in the Vision 2030 financial analysis were based on actual 
funding amounts as well as reasonable assumptions included in the Measure D expenditure plan. 
 
 
Reauthorized Local Measure D Renewal 
 
Local Measure D helps fund projects of local importance selected by city councils and the Board of 
Supervisors. All cities and the County will share 80.1% of local program revenues allocated by their 
proportionate share of the population of the county after each jurisdiction has received a $50,000 annual base 
allocation. North County jurisdictions will share 13.2% of local program revenues, which shall be sub-allocated 
to the incorporated cities and the County by the share of population in the North County. South County 
jurisdictions will share 6.7% of local program revenues, which shall be sub-allocated to the incorporated cities 
and the County by the share of population in the South County. 
 
The funds must be used to supplement current transportation spending levels and cannot be used to replace 
general fund expenditures currently expended by the local agencies for street and road purposes. Funding may 
be used in combination with other revenue sources such as state funds or local fees to deliver projects and 
may be used to augment funding of projects in the Regional Program. 
 
Each jurisdiction will be required to spend a minimum percentage of the funds received over the 30 year life of 
the program on alternative transportation projects. 
 
Measure D Renewal is expected to generate $787.5 million over the thirty year period for the local program.  
Of this amount $607.9 is allocated to the Local Discretionary fund category and the remainder, or $179.6 
million is allocated to the Local Alternative Funds category. 
 
Local Discretionary Funds 
The Local Discretionary funds are reflected in the financial analysis by taking the $607.9 million amount and 
dividing by 30 years for an annual amount of $20.263 million.  Funds are shown in the analysis starting in FY 
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2010/11.  It is assumed that all discretionary funding will help fund streets and roads projects in each 
jurisdiction. 
 
Local Alternative Funds 
The Local Alternative funds are reflected in the financial analysis by taking the $179.6 million amount and 
dividing by 30 years for an annual amount of $5.986 million.  Funds are shown in the analysis starting in FY 
2010/11.   
 
It is assumed that all Local Alternative funds will help fund maintenance, repair, construction and improvement 
of bicycle and pedestrian facilities, Safe Routes to School Improvements, traffic calming, reduced transit fares 
for seniors and the disabled, and bus and rail transit services that provide alternatives to the automobile, and 
education and incentive programs designed to reduce single occupant auto trips.  Therefore, 15% is assumed 
to fund bicycle/pedestrian projects, 10% for ITS/TDM related projects and the remaining 75% for transit. 




