
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

STAFF REPORT 
 
 
 
 
 
SUBJECT: Los Carneros Bridge Project   
      
 
MEETING DATE: August 21, 2003  AGENDA ITEM:  15          
 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
Receive report on status of Route 101/Los Carneros Road bridge replacement project and 
allocated STIP funding. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
At its June meeting, the board learned that the City of Goleta had decided to defer work on the 
Los Carneros Road Bridge project and that this delay would likely result in the lapsing of 
previously allocated STIP funds.   Staff was directed to return in August with a report on the 
status of the funding and the city of Goleta’s decision to defer work on the project. 

On June 30, 2003, the Goleta City Council held a special meeting to reconsider a previous 
decision to defer work on the Los Carneros Road bridge project.   The council voted not to 
reverse its June 2 decision to defer work on the Los Carneros bridge replacement and widening 
project. A motion to proceed with the project failed on a 2-2 vote (Councilmember Connell was 
absent). 

The council's decision means that the August 24, 2003 deadline to award a construction 
contract will not be met and that $688,000 in STIP funds previously allocated for construction 
will be forfeited.  The STIP funds revert to the state and are permanently lost to the region--they 
cannot be reprogrammed by SBCAG for another project.  The contract award deadline is one of 
several requirements enacted under SB 45 that are intended to ensure timely delivery of STIP 
projects.  A one time extension of the deadline has been approved previously by the California 
Transportation Commission and SB 45 provides for no further relief from the August deadline. 

The $4.9 million project was funded primarily by federal bridge replacement (HBRR) funds along 
with the STIP funds. The council was told that its local match for the project could be reduced 
from more than $0.8 million to $0.3 million because it was recently determined that it would 
likely be eligible for an increased amount of HBRR funds. In addition, SBCAG identified 
$366,000 in RSTP funds that are programmed for the city ($122,000 per year from FY 02/03 to 
04/05) that have not been budgeted for any particular projects.   The SBCAG Executive 
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Director, told the council that he would request that the SBCAG board advance all 3 years of 
these funds to the city so that they could be applied to cover the city's local share for the project. 

The council was informed by Mr. Kemp that losing STIP funds was a matter of serious concern 
to the SBCAG board and made it clear that these funds would be permanently lost to the 
project, the city and the region.   The city council was offered the assistance of SBCAG staff in 
helping the city to meet the deadline. 

Council members cited a number of concerns about the project including the need for the city to 
provide a local match, design issues primarily related to bike/car conflicts, diversion of staff time 
from other city projects, and a desire to set capital improvement priorities in the context of a 
general plan process.  There was also concern about the uncertainty of the additional HBRR 
funds.  Several bicycle advocates spoke in opposition to the project.  The city does apparently 
intend to complete the project at a future date.   

The council's decision leaves no option to avoid forfeiting STIP funds.  This would be the first 
time that SBCAG’s STIP funds have lapsed.  Staff maintains an ongoing monitoring prgram to 
track progress on STIP projects and to alert project sponsors about upcoming timely-use-of-
funds deadlines.  In addition, it may be appropriate for the board to give increased weight to 
project deliverability issues at the time that projects are programmed.    
 
 
STAFF CONTACT: Jim Kemp or Steve VanDenburgh 
      
 
 
 


