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Election 2006 Summary

Successes:

· Sonoma — Measure F (Open Space District Reauthorization)
Passes

· Napa — Measure I (Open Space District Creation)
Passes

· Statewide — Prop 84 (Water, Parks, and Open Space Bond)
Passes

· Statewide — Prop 90 (Eminent Domain and Land Use)
Stopped

· US House — Jerry McNerney defeats Richard Pombo
Ousted

Failure:

· San Mateo — Measure A (1/8¢ Open Space Tax)
Fails

· Castro Valley — Measure Q (Open Space Bond)
Fails

· Sonoma / Marin — Measure R (SMART Rail)
Fails

Plus many other local election results below…



	Proposition 84
Bay Area County
Vote Breakdown
	 
	 
	 
	 

	County
	Yes Votes
	No Votes
	% Yes
	% No

	State Totals
	3,470,895
	2,984,648
	53.8%
	46.2%

	Alameda
	183,253
	102,686
	64.1%
	35.9%

	Contra Costa
	146,755
	97,704
	60.1%
	39.9%

	Marin
	42,913
	27,313
	61.2%
	38.8%

	Napa
	14,217
	14,726
	49.1%
	50.9%

	San Francisco
	115,291
	42,862
	72.9%
	27.1%

	San Mateo
	91,377
	59,533
	60.6%
	39.4%

	Santa Clara
	203,157
	142,851
	58.8%
	41.2%

	Solano
	32,536
	30,055
	52.0%
	48.0%

	Sonoma
	73,925
	56,721
	56.6%
	43.4%


U.S. Newswire

$5.7 Billion in Conservation Funding Approved, an All Time High, Says Trust for Public Land

Trust for Public Land

Nov. 9, 2006

NEW YORK, Nov. 9 /U.S. Newswire/ -- On November 7, voters nationwide approved $5.7 billion in new public money to protect land for parks and open space-the highest amount ever according to the Trust for Public Land (TPL), a national land conservation organization that has tracked conservation funding results since 1988. Voters passed 99 out of 127 measures (or 78 percent). The monetary increase can be attributed in large part to a California measure, Proposition 84, that included $2.25 billion to improve drinking water, flood control, protection of coastlines, and state parks.

A complete list of results from local and state balloting on conservation and parks is available online today from LandVote 2006, http://www.landvote.org.

In New York, 10 out of 12 measures passed, meaning an additional $778 million in conservation funding. Nassau County voters approved significant conservation funding for the second time in three years. The county started a program on a modest scale two years ago with the passage of a $50 million bond. This year, voters approved another $100 million. In addition, five eastern Long Island towns -- East Hampton, Southampton, Southold, Riverhead, and Shelter Island --approved approximately $655 million in Community Preservation Funds by extending the lives of their real estate transfer taxes.

"Nothing breeds success like success," said Erik Kulleseid, New York State Program director for The Trust for Public Land. "The Nassau County landscape protection program has been very successful, which has helped build recognition of the need for greater and continued funding. Long Island will soon be built out and the counties and communities are working to ensure that sufficient land is set aside to maintain a high quality of life."

The Town of Southeast is the first Putnam County town to vote on a conservation measure. Voters approved a $5 million bond to pay for open space conservation, in particular to protect drinking water sources. The town's Open Space Advisory Committee will work with the town board to identify properties to be purchased from willing sellers.

"The 2006 election results demonstrate that no matter what their party affiliation, American voters overwhelmingly vote "green" for open space," said Ernest Cook, director of Conservation Finance for The Trust for Public Land.

Since 1994, voters have approved more than 1,500 conservation measures, generating more than $43.3 billion in new public funds for conservation.

Oakland Tribune

Voters make investment in infrastructure's future

By Steven Harmon

Nov. 8, 2006

Voters appeared poised to put a down payment on the future Tuesday a $42.5 billion investment in overhauling the state's aging and creaking highways, schools, levees and housing stock.

With 99.6 percent of precincts reporting, all five infrastructure bonds on the ballot are on their way to victory.

If unofficial results hold, the state will embark on its most expansive — and expensive — infrastructure improvements in more than 40 years, with $19.9 billion going for transportation and transit projects, $10.4 billion for school construction, $5.4 billion for clean water and other environmental protections, $4.1 billion for flood protection, and $2.85 billion for affordable housing.

"Fiscally, voters have been cantankerous about bond measures over the years," said Ethan Rarick, director of the Center on Politics at UC Berkeley Institute of Governmental Studies, who wrote the biography of former Gov. Pat Brown, who led the state's last major infrastructure investment. "But this time they were offered a chance for a major investment in their own future and they may have taken it."

Proposition 1B

The nine-county Bay Area region could see up to $4.5 billion from the $20 billion transportation bond, which will be key to repairing and building the transportation networks needed for a growing population. The largest of the four legislatively-approved bond measures, Proposition 1B would relieve traffic congestion, improve air quality and enhance the safety and security of the transportation system.

The $19.9 billion will cost nearly $40 billion over 30 years to repay, which opponents say will require massive tax increases. About half the money will be distributed through existing spending formulas, and half will be given out as grants to local transportation agencies based on their needs.

For the nine-county region, the bond sets aside $375 million for local streets and roads, $348 million in State Transportation Improvement Program money and $1.3 billion for mass transit.

The region will also likely receive as much as $2.5 billion in grants based on population and current spending needs, according to the MTC.

Local governments will determine where most of the money will be spent, though $1 billion is earmarked for improving Highway 99 in the Central Valley.

Heading the regional wish list are projects to build the fourth bore of the Caldecott Tunnel and making improvements to Highway 4, Interstates 80, 580, 680 and 880 and Vasco Road.

Proposition 1C

Proponents argued that affordable housing for the poor was a vital infrastructure need that will benefit tens of thousands of the most vulnerable.

The $2.85 billion affordable housing measure would pay for affordable rental housing and shelters for poor seniors, the disabled, battered women and their children, veterans and farmworker families.

It would help fund low-interest construction loans to build low-income apartments and houses near existing transit stations, parks and infill incentive grants. For higher density housing near transit stations, it would fund water and sewer expansions and environmental cleanup.

Half of the money — $1.4 billion — would extend existing programs created under Prop. 46, a $2.1 billion bond voters approved in 2002. That bond has gone to programs such as the one to help build low-income apartments in Bay Point, a Habitat for Humanity project in Livermore, and a Richmond homeless shelter.

Proposition 1D

More than 40,000 classrooms in the state will get repairs or rebuilt under the $10.4 billion school bond measure, which held a slim margin in early returns.

The measure will give $7.3 billion to fix or rebuild elementary, middle and high schools, 7,000 of which the Division of the State Architect deemed seismically unsafe. School districts would have to apply for up to 50 percent of costs of eligible projects from a fund overseen by the State Allocation Board.

Higher education would get $3.1 billion, and community colleges about $1.5 billion.

Proposition 1E

The state's dilapidated levees — some built more than 100 years ago — would get a boost with the $4.1 billion bond. The money will go toward flood prevention projects that will protect towns and suburbs and a major water supply for about 23 million people.

But, it is not necessarily a boon for the Delta because the bulk of the money is likely to go toward shoring up levees that protect neighborhoods in Sacramento and other cities upstream of the Delta.

Still, Delta towns, highways and other public infrastructure could benefit.

"I'm reasonably optimistic," said Dante John Nomellini Sr., a lawyer for the Central Delta Water Agency and several Delta reclamation districts. "It's not a foregone conclusion that we won't get any."

Proposition 84

Proposition 84, the $5.4 billion parks and water bond, would provide money for flood control and water quality, along with funds for new parks, creek restoration and other environmental programs.

Napa Valley Register

Voters open up for open spaces

By DAVID RYAN

November 8, 2006

Napa County voters called for more access to public lands Tuesday night, giving county officials a wake-up call that parks need to be a higher priority. Measure I, the parks and open space initiative, passed with 54 percent of the vote, authorizing creation of a special district for improving public access to public lands and installing five elected members to oversee the district.

Supporters of the measure were cautious throughout the night, as the early returns showed the measure leading with just 51 percent of the vote.  But as the final tally came in they called it a landmark vote, taking its place alongside the creation of the Agricultural Preserve in the pantheon of Napa County land use decisions. Board member-elect Harold Kelly said the push to open up parks was, in his mind, fulfilling the promise of the Agricultural Preserve, which helped turn the valley into the wine mecca it is today.

“If we don’t give people a place to recreate, they’re not going to support the Ag Preserve,” he said, explaining he feels most people think the protection of agricultural lands only benefit the rich.

Bernhard Krevet, president of Friends of the Napa River, said he viewed Measure I as a crucial step in expanding people’s respect for the Napa River.

“Our experience has been that when people have a chance to see the beauty and the precariousness of the river, they tend to be more protective,” he said.

Opponents charged that $350,000 in county parks money the district has to work with won’t be enough to sustain the new bureaucracy. They said district board members will seek to raise new revenues by holding a property assessment mail-in ballot election — a move critics say is little noticed and is often confused with junk mail. Opponents also charge there is no specific plan being put before voters, and no priorities associated with certain projects to tell voters what the district will be doing.

But Kelly said there will be intense scrutiny of the process the district board goes through to prioritize projects. “We’re going to have to have hearings on these things,” he said.

Supervisor Brad Wagenknecht, a supporter of Measure I, said criticism that the district has no plan wasn’t the issue.

“That was never the question,” he said. “The question was what was the right entity to bring (open space access) to Napa County.”

Supporters also say they will hold a standard election of county voters to get approval for any money they might need, but only after public hearings where residents would get to have say in what kind of public access to lands they want. All in all, they called Tuesday a historic moment in Napa Valley.

“For 30 years we haven’t developed a single trail or access,” Kelly said. That, Kelly believes, is about to change.

THE PRESS DEMOCRAT

Access to open space on agenda: Approval of tax extension allows district to focus next on public use

By BLEYS W. ROSE

Nov 9, 2006

Overwhelming voter approval of a 20-year extension of Sonoma County's open space sales tax allows the district to almost immediately begin using funds to open land to the public.

Voters in Tuesday's election gave the tax renewal a stunning 75 percent approval, easily surpassing the two-thirds affirmative vote required by law.

"We are thrilled, absolutely thrilled," said Open Space District general manager Andrea Mackenzie. "Now we can start working on getting some of these properties like Montini Ranch, Taylor and Saddle mountains open to the public."

The original tax measure approved by voters in 1990 limited tax revenue spending to purchasing land and securing development easements.

Tuesday's Measure F contained a new provision that allows the district to spend up to 10 percent of the $18_million raised annually by the tax for operations and maintenance of park and recreation lands.

While that provision takes effect immediately, the other major revision approved by voters involves a change in which governing body - the open space authority or the Board of Supervisors - has the final word on land preservation purchases; it will not take effect until the original tax expires in 2011.

"Right now, the (open space) authority has the ultimate say on monies spent, but after 2011, supervisors will determine how money is spent, with the authority having oversight and review," said Board of Supervisors Chairman Paul Kelley.

A shift in relationship between county government and the five-member open space authority panel was mandated by changes in state law that happened after Sonoma County voters approved the 1990 tax version.

In addition to changing the margin necessary for voter approval of sales taxes, the law eliminated the ability of supervisors to create independent authorities, such as the open space panel, to administrate sales tax revenues.

Kelley said the county is likely to contract with the district's office, which employs 18 people, to continue administrating land acquisitions and to simply reappoint authority members to review purchases and easements.

Also, authority members no longer will receive a stipend of $75 per meeting. Kelley said supervisors have no similar relationship with a quasi governmental office that administrates tax revenues.

Jean Kapolchok, the authority's vice chairwoman, said that after 2011, her panel's decisions on buying urban separators, purchasing recreation lands or securing farmland easements will become recommendations to supervisors.

"Right now, the supervisors can say they want this or that land bought and the authority could say no," Kapolchok said.

Opponents such as Jack Atkin, president of the Sonoma County Taxpayers Association, said Wednesday that the ballot measure appealed to voters' emotions.

"It's my suspicion that many who voted for the measure did so with their hearts, because they favor the goal of preserving open space, which we also favor," Atkin said. "But they did not examine the track record of the district over the last 15 years when money was spent unwisely on many properties that were not threatened by development."

Kapolchok said changes in the tax measure's structure were necessary to appeal to voters as well as to accommodate changes in state law.

"When we were campaigning we worried that we heard from different segments of the population that they were not getting enough for farmland, or for wildlife areas or for greenbelts," Kapolchok said. "In the end, people stood back and decided everybody stood to lose if they dumped the thing just because they wanted more."

CONTRA COSTA TIMES

Cities to follow up on growth measure

By Kiley Russell

Nov. 09, 2006

Now that Contra Costa County voters have embraced Measure L, a countywide growth boundary, it is up to each city to ratify the measure or risk losing millions of dollars for transportation improvements.

Measure L, which passed with 63 percent of the vote, is the second of two ballot initiatives that link transportation spending with growth management in the county.

The link was first established by Measure J, a half-cent sales tax voters approved in 2004.

Measure J mandates that cities must implement a voter-approved urban limit line to manage future growth before they can dip into a $360 million street maintenance fund and a $100 million pot of money for alternative transportation projects.

"The connection is quite clear and quite appropriate," said Ron Brown of Save Mount Diablo, a land conservation group that helped craft Measure L. "For people concerned about traffic, the existence of a growth boundary is a tool that helps achieve thoughtful growth management."

To get their sales tax money, cities can adopt the line created by Measure L or craft one of their own to place on a citywide ballot. The only way the line can be expanded by more than 30 acres to accommodate new development is through the initiative process.

"The most exciting thing about this is that it takes large-scale expansion beyond the urban limit line out of the hands of elected officials and puts it into the hands of voters," said Mark Ross, a Martinez city councilman who headed the Measure L campaign. "It's very empowering."

To get their sales tax money, the city councils of all 16 Contra Costa cities that don't have a growth boundary must ratify the new countywide line or craft one of their own. And although the Measure L line does not conform exactly to what some cities want, Ross said he thinks most will embrace it to avoid losing millions of dollars.

"I would imagine that it will be a fairly routine matter for the cities to adopt the countywide urban limit line for their own," he said. "Within six months this will all be taken care of, if not sooner, by most (city) councils."

Still, cities such as Brentwood, San Ramon and Concord, which have expressed some doubt about the boundary, have time to work out an alternative because Measure J requires they have a line by 2009.

In Brentwood, one of the main opponents to the just-passed countywide line was the Nunn family, longtime East County farmers and developers. The Nunns sponsored a failed Brentwood-specific urban limit line ballot initiative last year that would have allowed possible growth on some of their land, and some thought they would try again if voters passed Measure L, which excludes the Nunn land from development.

Not so, said Bob Nunn.

"We're out of the initiative business," Nunn said. "We've always been pretty patient with our land-use policies. When the time is right, that's fine, if it's a year from now or 21 years from now."

Voters in Pittsburg and Antioch last year approved urban limit lines that allow for growth beyond those cities' current borders.

Still, Arne Simonsen, an Antioch city councilman, said he is disappointed the countywide line passed Tuesday.

"I feel sorry for the people who own property outside the urban limit line," Simonsen said. "I think that's a taking of property (by the government), and there's some farmers out there, and really farming is not profitable for them."

Simonsen echoes many Measure L opponents who worry that the growth boundary takes land-use decisions out of the hands of local governments, where it has always resided in California.

"The reason cities become cities," he said, "is we don't want to be controlled by the county."
San Mateo County Times

Measure L: Pacifica quarry land use Failing

Nov. 8, 2006

A controversial proposal to build a mixed-use development in a vacant Pacifica quarry was leaning toward rejection by voters Wednesday morning. Reports showed more than 51 percent voted against the measure with all precints reporting.

The measure would have authorized Rockaway quarry owner and developer R. Donahue Peebles to submit a proposal for a mixed-use development that would consist of up to 355 upscale housing units, a luxury hotel of up to 350 rooms and an unspecified amount of retail space. It also would have preserved 45 percent of the quarry's 87 acres as publicly accessible open space.

Any proposal to build housing on the quarry site is subject to approval by Pacifica voters.

Peebles has estimated the project would raise up to $17 million a year in tax revenue for cash-strapped Pacifica.

The quarry, which has lain vacant for decades, is a redevelopment area zoned for approximately two million square feet of commercial space. Peebles, who spent more than $1.3 million in television ads, telephone polls and a direct mailing campaign to garner support for Measure L, has said he would be likely to sell the quarry to a "big box" commercial developer if residents rejected his concept.

Opponents' objections centered on concerns over the traffic the project would produce along Highway 1 and damage to sensitive species habitat along Calera Creek at the base of the property.

Measure L opponent Peter Loeb was optimistic that Measure L would be defeated based on early returns.

"I feel that way because in the last few days I've seen a lot of people out there waving their homemade signs, coming out of the woodwork to put this thing over the top," he said.

Peebles did not return calls for comment by press time.

San Mateo County Times

MEASURE B: Brisbane quarry land use Failing

Nov. 8, 2006

Brisbane voters did not look kindly on a developer's proposal to build housing in a local quarry in Tuesday's election. In semi-official results, Measure B failed by 73.2 percent.

Guadalupe Valley quarry owner California Rock & Asphalt Inc. was hoping residents would approve a plan to build 173 housing units at the base of the steep granite quarry. Voters have the final say according to the city's code.

Opponents of the measure, including residents and members of environmental group San Bruno Mountain Watch, believed that developing the land was the wrong idea and formed the Campaign Against Quarry Housing to make their point.

Mountain Watch members Ken McIntire and Jo Coffey said the area should be left alone to rejoin the ecology of the state and county park that covers most of the mountain.

Campaign organizers Michele Salmon and Terry O'Connell, both of Sierra Point Road, said the quarry could pose health hazards to new homeowners from the tiny, jagged dust particles that hover in the air there.

Quarry officials have said that if voters nixed the development plan, the active quarry could keep mining for decades, perhaps a century.

Salmon said Tuesday's results showed that "the people of Brisbane are smart enough to not fall for lies and big business tactics." She said her group's next goal would be to try to close the quarry by other means.

Oakland Tribune

Pombo's defeat recharges environmental movement

By Douglas Fischer, STAFF WRITER

Nov. 8, 2006

Finally the environment has a voice in Congress.

Activists, emboldened by Democratic gains across the nation Tuesday, savored what Carl Pope of the Sierra Club called "the most successful mid-term election for the environmental movement" since at least 1974.

And the "sweetest victory of the night" was the toppling of Republican Rep. Richard Pombo by wind-energy consultant Jerry McNerney.

McNerney captured "Pombo country" by 10,350 votes, 53.2 percent to 46.8 percent with all precincts reporting. Pombo, a once-and-future rancher and real estate developer, chairman of House Resources Committee and easily Public Enemy No. 1 of Sierra Club & Co., goes home after 14 years in Congress.

The environmental movement campaigned heavily for McNerney, almost single-handedly putting in play a district that most media and political consultants had written off as unwinnable.

A Democratic win in California's District 11 was a sign that even some of Northern California's most conservative voters had had enough of the Bush administration's and the Republican Congress' efforts to undo environmental protections and exploit natural resources, said Pope, the Sierra Club's executive director.

"This sends a clear message to those who might share (Pombo's) ideology: When it comes to elections, the environment is a giant killer."

And not just in California. Environmental groups targeted more than 30 "top of the ticket" elections across the nation and came up winners in almost all cases, Pope said.

The green movement can now count 20 new environmental votes in the U.S. House of Representatives, five new votes in the U.S. Senate and at least four new governorships. Those include:

-- McNerney in California's District 11 race, a wind-energy consultant who presents almost a polar opposite of Pombo.

-- Former National Football League quarterback Heath Shuler in North Carolina, who defeated Rep. Charles Taylor, a reliable pro-timber industry vote on forest issues.

-- Bob Casey in Pennsylvania, who toppled Sen. Rick Santorum, perhaps the Senate's most right-wing voice on many issues, including resource protection.

-- Sherrod Brown and Ted Strickland in Ohio, the state's newest senator and governor, respectively, both members of the Sierra Club's "renewable energy hall of fame." Their opponents were both in the organization's energy "hall of shame."

-- Democrat governor-elect Bill Ritter of Colorado, who promises to add Colorado to a growing list of western states pushing for stronger environmental protections.

But the undoing of President Bush's environmental record will not come from the Congress, where analysts see great potential for gridlock after so many years of bitter partisan bickering. Rather, said Pope, it will come from states and cities, where much of the push for renewable energy and environmental protection is ongoing.

Six states, for instance, have called for the development of renewable energy -- though California, after Tuesday's defeat of Proposition 87, is not among them. Twenty-five have rejected the Bush administration's changes on mercury regulations. The federal courts have rejected the administration's efforts to open roadless areas of national forests to logging and mining.

And California leads the nation in its effort to curb greenhouse gases, and environmentalists hope soon to see a version of the bill Gov. Schwarzenegger signed earlier this year on the floor of a Democrat-controlled House.

"We have new leadership," Pope said. "We can only hope the administration's head-in-the-sand approach to global warming is no longer operative."

San Mateo County Times

Parks left dry without measure: Sales tax increase fails to garner two-thirds vote

By Rebekah Gordon, STAFF WRITER

Nov. 9, 2006

San Mateo County may not see a one-eighth cent sales tax boost for its open spaces, but this will probably not be the last attempt to aid waning parks budgets. Measure A, which required a two-thirds majority and was defeated, garnering only 54.7 percent of the vote, would have generated about $16 million a year to be spread among the county, 20 cities and three special park districts. In effect for 25 years, the sales tax increase, to 8.375 percent, would have given jurisdictions an extra boost to their parks and recreation budgets to be spent in areas such as staffing, deferred maintenance or programming. Now, jurisdictions will have to settle for going with what they've already got.

"It is disappointing," said Julia Bott, the executive director of the San Mateo County Parks and Recreation Foundation. "But the good news is we're not worse off than we were before, and we've certainly raised awareness about all the unmet needs in our city and county parks."

Bott said those involved in the campaign, called Parks for the Future, will be meeting in the coming weeks to discern why their measure, despite their sense of broad community support, was defeated.

"We all recognized it was a huge hurdle to get a two-thirds majority," Bott said, "but we had solid polling. Our polls indicated solid support."

The campaign raised almost $186,000 and had widespread political support. Bott and others close to the campaign believe the placement of the measure at the end of the ballot may have played a role in its defeat.

"There's no question that one of the things that affected us was the length of the ballot," Bott said.

Forty-two percent of monies raised by the tax, expected to cost the average buyer $18 a year, would have gone to the county. Cities would have received 35 percent, divvied up based on population, and three special parks districts would have gotten the remaining 6 percent. With no intent to give up trying to supplement parks, Bott said that all options for futureproposals to voters were still on the table. But in the meantime, for the county's 16,000 acres of parks, Parks and Recreation Director Dave Holland will have to make do. Parks will remain open more than anything, users are likely to feel a sense of inertia.

"If we had gotten Measure A, there are a lot of improvements we could have gotten on a faster track. It'll just be slower now," Holland said. "The deferred maintenance will continue to build. There's only so much you can do with limited funding."

The county has about 400 deferred-maintenance projects, estimated to cost $112 million; meanwhile, the department's budget this fiscal year is $7.8 million. Holland said a grant writer was recently hired to help the department seek private funding sources, and that will help some. If local political history is any indication, Measure A's failure may just be a blip, rather than an insurmountable defeat.

"These measures never pass on the first round," Holland said. "We'll be back, I hope."

Oakland Tribune

C.V. park bond dies on the table

By Karen Holzmeister, STAFF WRITER

Nov. 8, 2006

CASTRO VALLEY — Measure Q supporters campaigned to beat the band for nearly a year, but Castro Valley voters have soundly rejected a $30 million bond for park land and recreation improvements.

With all precincts of Castro Valley's precincts reporting, and some absentee ballots yet to be counted, the yes votes garnered just 53 percent of the total.

Measure Q requires 66 2/3 percent approval to pass, not just 50 percent plus one vote.

The Hayward Area Recreation and Park District (HARD) now must drop plans to buy a 24-acre park site in west Castro Valley with $15.5 million of the bond proceeds.

The East Bay Municipal Utility District, which owns the 24 acres, probably now will sell the land to residential developers.

No use was specified for the remaining $14.5 million of the $30 million bond. However, a portion probably would have been used to install playing fields, walking paths, a community building of some type and a veterans' memorial on the park site.

Peter Kavaler, who led the opposition to Measure Q, said late Tuesday that a lack of specifics and limited beneficiaries probably hurt Measure Q.

"A lot of people probably did not see sufficient benefits for the money," Kavaler explained. "The baseball and soccer leagues were the main beneficiaries (of the park land). The proponents ran the risk, if listing specifics, to alienate someone. But, (other people) wanted to know where the money would be spent."

HARD General Manager Eric Willyerd said he was disappointed "because Castro Valley had the opportunity to make a difference on an important piece of land."

The campaign to pass Measure Q this year was largely grassroots, with residents joining members of youth sports leagues in phone-banking, hosting tours of the proposed park site and distributing literature.

This election, however, also was marked by missteps. A mistake by HARD resulted in Measure Q also appearing on Ashland, Cherryland, Fairview, Hayward and San Lorenzo ballots. Any votes cast in those communities Tuesday were thrown out by the county registrar of voters.

And last spring, residents of the Fairmont Terrace neighborhood bordering Castro Valley threatened to work against the bond measure if they were added to the Castro Valley taxation area. They felt HARD was trying to expand the tax base to reduce the financial impact on Castro Valley taxpayers.

HARD, while denying the allegation, backed down from plans to include the small area in the park bond area.

THE PRESS DEMOCRAT

Rail backers vow to try again in 2008: SMART members call 65% overall approval a mandate from voters despite Marin's tepid 57% yes tally

By Kerry Benefield

Nov 9, 2006

Backers of a passenger rail between Sonoma and Marin counties are vowing to bring their proposal back to voters in 2008 - despite being handed their sixth Election Day defeat over 16 years.

The quarter-cent sales tax that would have helped pay for commuter rail service between Cloverdale and Larkspur brought in 65 percent of the vote, but falling just short of the required two-thirds majority. Measure R passed in Sonoma County but failed to pick up enough votes in Marin County, where opposition was stronger.

Now, proponents of Sonoma-Marin Area Rail Transit are promising to put the issue before voters in 2008 - a move decried by rail opponents.

"I think Marin politicians and leaders are going to care very much that the SMART board has done this within 24 hours of the election," said Mike Arnold of Novato, a leader in the No on R campaign. "It's arrogant. They don't care about public opinion in Marin County because if they did, they wouldn't have done that."

In Sonoma County, 69 percent of voters approved of Measure R, but in Marin, only 57 percent cast ballots in support. Elections officials estimate that approximately 50,000 absentee ballots remain uncounted in the two-county district, but those returns are expected to mirror the votes already tallied.

Rail backers said the two-thirds threshold mandated by the state constitution for local tax measures allows a small minority of opponents to dictate policy to the majority of voters.

"We have made no secret about that - that if we were to fail, we would have to go back to the ballot in the future," said Mike Kerns, a Sonoma County supervisor and SMART board member. "In the meantime, we have enough money to keep the project moving forward, and we will continue to do that."

When Sonoma County voters approved Measure M in 2004, they earmarked approximately $23_million of that quarter-cent sales tax for rail development - money that is expected to keep the agency operating until at least 2008.

SMART officials, who meet again in San Rafael on Nov. 15, said they will press forward with a handful of transit-oriented developments along the 70-mile rail corridor, including 5.5 acres in Santa Rosa's Railroad Square.

Cloverdale Mayor and SMART board member Bob Jehn said the 65 percent, two-county total is a mandate from voters to try again.

"When I have 65 percent of voters in both counties, that makes it really easy for me to push forward and get this going on their behalf," he said.

Voters have rejected five separate rail measures in Sonoma and Marin counties since 1990, but Tuesday marked the first time the two counties voted as one district.

For months, rail opponents have hammered on SMART's proposal, calling it a financial boondoggle that would do little to alleviate mounting congestion on Highway 101.

"They are a very arrogant organization - they are not listening to the taxpayers," said Fred Levin, executive director of the Sonoma County Taxpayers Association and a leader in the No on R campaign.

Since SMART released its draft environmental impact report last November, opponents have pointed to what they call low ridership estimates that would not justify the $1.4_billion price tag over 20 years.

Marin County Supervisor and SMART board member Charles McGlashan said the pro-Measure R side was hurt by the delayed certification of the environmental document.

"We absolutely lost it in the late certification for the EIR," McGlashan said. "In a sense, the game couldn't even start until late August. The cards were stacked against us."
